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SOME HOMOLOGICAL PROPERTIES OF CATEGORY O, V

HANKYUNG KO, VOLODYMYR MAZORCHUK AND RAFAEL MRDEN

ABSTRACT. We compute projective dimension of translated simple modules in the regular block of the BGG category
O in terms of Kazhdan-Lusztig combinatorics. This allows us to determine which projectives can appear at the last
step of a minimal projective resolution for a translated simple module, confirming a conjecture by Johan K3hrstrom.
We also derive some inequalities, in terms of Lusztig's a-function, for possible degrees in which the top (or socle)
of a translated simple module can live. Finally, we relate Kostant's problem with decomposability and isomorphism
of translated simple modules, addressing yet another conjecture by Johan Kahrstrom.
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1. INTRODUCTION7 MOTIVATION AND DESCRIPTION OF THE RESULTS
1.1. Setup. Let g be a semi-simple complex Lie algebra with a fixed triangular decomposition
g=n_>ohdny

and U(g) be the universal enveloping algebra of g. Let O denote the associated Bernstein-Gelfand-Gelfand (BGG)
category O, see [BGG| Hul]. Let, further, Oy denote the principal block O, that is, the indecomposable direct
summand containing the trivial g-module.

Let W be the Weyl group of g. It acts naturally on h* via (w, \) — w(A). We consider the dot-action (w, A) — w-\
of W which is obtained by shifting the usual action by the half of the sum of all positive roots.
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The category Op is equivalent to A-mod, for some finite-dimensional associative basic algebra A, unique up
to isomorphism. Simple objects in Oy are exactly the (pairwise non-isomorphic) simple highest weight modules
L., := L(w - 0) of highest weight w - 0, for w € W. The category Oy is equipped with the action of the monoidal
category & of projective functors, as defined in [BG]. Up to isomorphism, indecomposable projective functors are
also in bijection with the elements in W, where the indecomposable projective functor 6,,, for w € W, is normalized
such that it sends the projective cover P, of L. to the projective cover P, of L.

The algebra A is Koszul by [Sol], in particular, it admits a positive Z-grading. Denote by OZ the category of
finite dimensional Z-graded A-modules with morphisms being homogeneous homomorphisms of degree zero, see
e.g., [St].

1.2. Motivation. The first major motivation for the present paper is the following:

Conjecture 1.1 ([KM]). Assume that g is of type A. Then, forz,y € W, the module 0,,L,, is either indecomposable
or zero.

Various approaches to Conjecture [I1] were considered in [KM] and [CMZ]. In the latter paper, the conjecture was
confirmed in the cases g = sl,,, where n = 2,3,4,5,6. For other values of n, a number of special results are
obtained in [KM] and [CMZ].

The second major motivation for the present paper is the so-called Kostant's problem, as popularized in [Jo], the
content of which is to determine all w € W for which the universal enveloping algebra surjects onto the space of
linear endomorphism of L,, that are locally finite with respect to the adjoint action (we will denote this property
by K(w), see § 23] for details). This problem was studied in [Mal] [Ma3, [MS2| [Kh| [KhM], see also the references
therein. In March 2019, the second author received an email from Johan K3hrstrom with the following conjecture
(based on extensive computer computation).

Conjecture 1.2 (J. Kahrstrom). For a Duflo element d € W, the following assertions are equivalent:
(a) K(d).
(b) 05Lq 2 0,Lg, for all z #y € W such that 6,Lq # 0 and 6,Lg # 0.

(c) For all x # y € W such that 0,Ls # 0 and 0,Lq # 0, there exists z € W and i € Z such that
[0xLq: L.(i)] # [0, La : L:(i)] in OF.

(d) Forall x #y € W such that ,Lq # 0 and 6,Lq # 0, there is z € W such that (0L : L] # [0yLq : L]
in Oo.

The final piece of motivation for the present paper is the problem to determine the projective dimension for all
modules of the form 6,L, € Oy, as formulated in [Ma3, Problem 24]. In connection to this problem, the email
from Johan Kahrstrom mentioned above contained the following conjecture (also based on extensive computer
computation):

Conjecture 1.3 (J. Kahrstrom). Let z,y € W and k be the projective dimension of 8, L,. Assume that z € W is
such that Extk(GmLy, L.) #0. Then z and x belong to the same Kazhdan-Lusztig left cell.

1.3. Description of the results. The first main result of the present paper, see Proposition Formula (1)),
Theorem and Corollary 6.3 is:
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Theorem A. Conjecture[I.3is true. Moreover, the projective dimension of 0, L,,, for x,y € W such that 6,L,, # 0,

is given by

1

a(woz) + by~ two, woz 1),

where wy is the longest element in W, a denotes Lusztig's a-function, and b(u, v) is defined as the maximal degree
shift of the composition factors in 6, L, (see Subsection[6.3).

Note that both a(woz) and b(y lwg, woz ') are “combinatorial” in the sense that they are defined explicitly in

terms of Kazhdan-Lusztig polynomials.
Our second main result is the following statment, see Theorem [B.21] which combines ingredients of Conjecture [L1]
with parts of Conjecture
Theorem B. Fory € W, the assertion K(y) is true if and only if both of the following conditions hold.

(i) for all z # =, we have 0,L, % 0,L, whenever nonzero (we refer to this property as Kh(y)),

(ii) for eachx € W, the module 6, L, is either indecomposable or zero (we refer to this property as KM (x, y) ).
In particular, if Conjecture [l is true, then|(a)l=|(b)| in Conjecture[L2 holds in type A.
In Theorem 22l we obtain some bounds (given in terms of the a-function) on the degrees of simple constituents in
the top (or socle) of 6, L,. When the bound prescribed by Theorem is achieved, an interesting question is the

multiplicity of the corresponding simple constituent in the top. We formulate a condition on this multiplicity that
we call KMM, see (@]), which would imply Conjecture [IT]in type A.

We also relate Kostant's problem for different simple highest weight modules from the same Kazhdan-Lusztig left
cell, see Corollary and Proposition for the condition @
Theorem C. Let d € W be a Duflo element and let L be the Kazhdan-Lusztig left cell containing d.

(i) If K(d) is not true, then K(y) is not true, for all y € L;

(ii) If K(d) is true, then, for each y € L, the following conditions are equivalent:
(a) K(y),

(b) 9yLy71 =~ 0,L4;

(¢) tyty,—1 = tq in the asymptotic ring for W (see §3.4);

(d) KM(y,y~ 1),

(e) if, furthermore, g is of classical type: the H-cell of y and the H-cell of d contain the same number of

elements (here, an H-cell is the intersection of a Kazhdan-Lusztig right cell and a Kazhdan-Lusztig
left cells, see Subsection[3.3).

Theorem [Bl and Theorem [ give a conjectural answer to Kostant’s problem in terms of Kazhdan-Lusztig combina-
torics as follows (see Corollary [823)).

Corollary 1.4. Suppose[(a)] < [(c)| in Conjecture[I2 is true for W. Then, for each y € W, the condition K(y) is
equivalent to the conjunction of the following conditions:
(i) tyt,-1 = tq in the asymptotic ring for W,

(ii) For the Duflo element d ~1 y and x,2' <g d, if hy 5.4 = Ny a, for all z € W, then x = z’.



4 H. KO, V. MAZORCHUK AND R. MRDEN

Here h. .4 € Z[v,v™1] is the structure coefficient for the Kazhdan-Lusztig basis (see (@)).

In the last section, we use Theorem Theorem Kazhdan-Lusztig combinatorics, and some other results in the
paper to determine K(y), as well as KM(y) and Kh(y), for all y € W in a number of small rank cases. The result
confirms Conjecture in type A, for n < 5 and in type BC'D in rank < 4. In particular, we completely solve
Kostant's problem in type Ay, see Corollary[I0Il This question was considered before in [KhM| [Kh], where it was
solved completely for A,,, where n < 4, and a partial answer for As was given.

Acknowledgments. This research was partially supported by the Swedish Research Council, Géran Gustafsson
Stiftelse and Vergstiftelsen. The third author was also partially supported by the QuantiXLie Center of Excellence
grant no. KK.01.1.1.01.0004 funded by the European Regional Development Fund.

We are especially indebted to Johan Kahrstrom who shared with us his ideas which started the work on this
paper.

2. A 70O OF QUESTIONS ABOUT O

In this sections we both recall some classical open problems and questions about Oy and propose some new ones.
In the rest of the paper we look deeper into connection between these problems and questions.

For any function F : W — {false, true}, we write F(x) for the conjunction of all F(w), where w € W, and similarly
for functions of several variables. We also write F(x4) for the conjunction of all F(w), where w € W is a Duflo
element.

2.1. Indecomposability of translation of simple modules. For z,y € W, we denote by KM(x, y) the statement
“the module 6L, is either indecomposable or zero". The following problem is still open:

Problem 2.1. Determine all x,y € W, for which KM(x, y) is true.

Conjecture [[1] asserts that KM(x,y) is always true in type A. We note that 6,L, is non-zero if and only if
271 <y y, where <; denotes the Kazhdan-Lusztig left order on W from [KL], see, for example, [KM, Formula (1)]
and the references preceding this formula. If g is of type By and 1,2 are the two simple reflections in W, then
KM(12,21) is known to be false, see [KM}, Subsection 5.1].

2.2. Graded simple tops of translated simple modules. Denote by (1) the grading shift on 0% normalized
such that it maps degree one to degree zero. Fix standard graded lifts L,,, where w € W, of simple modules
concentrated in degree zero. Fix standard graded lifts P,,, where w € W, of indecomposable projective modules
such that their tops are concentrated in degree zero. According to [St], each 6., where w € W, also has a graded
lift (unique up to isomorphism and shift of grading), which we normalize such that 6,,P. = P,, holds as graded
modules. Morphisms in O” is denoted by hom.

We will use Lusztig's a-function a : W — Z>q from [Lull [Lu2] (see §33| for details). One of our principal
observations in this paper is the following:

Theorem 2.2. For z,y,z € W and i € Z, the condition

(1) hom(6,L,, L.(i)) #0 implies i> a(z).

Theorem [2.2] is proved in Section [4]

Recall that each Kazhdan-Lusztig left (and right) cell contains a unique distinguished involution, called the Duflo
element. In type A, all involutions are Duflo elements. We propose the following:
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Conjecture 2.3. Letd,y € W be such that d is a Duflo element. Let, further, M be an indecomposable summand
of 04L,. Then

() dim hom(M, L, (a(d))) = 1.

Let d € W be a Duflo element. Then there is a (unique up to a non-zero scalar and homogeneous of degree zero)
non-zero natural transformation ¢ : 84 — 6.(a(d)), see [MM3, Section 7]. If y € W is such that 64L, # 0, then
(L, is non-zero because the cokernel of ( is killed by 64, see [MMI], Proposition 17], and hence this cokernel must
annihilate L,. Therefore, dimhom(64L,, L,(a(d))) > 1.

For fixed x,y € W, we denote by KMM(z, y) the property
3) dimhom(0,L,, L,{(a(z))) < 1.

2.3. Kostant's problem. For any g-modules M and N, the vector space Hom¢ (M, N) has the natural structure
of a U(g)-U(g)-bimodule. The subspace .Z(M, N) consisting of all vectors of Hom¢ (M, N), the adjoint action
of g on which is locally finite, is a U(g)-U(g)-subbimodule. If M = N, then the image of U(g) in Homc¢ (M, M)
belongs to .Z(M, M) and this U(g)-U(g)-bimodule map is also an algebra map. The following is known as Kostant's
problem, see [Jo|:

Problem 2.4. For which w € W, the image of U(g) in Homc (L., L,,) coincides with £(Ly,, Ly,)?

This problem was studied, for example, in [GJ, IMS1], IMS2] [Ma1], [Ma3| [KhM| [Kh|, where several partial results were
obtained. However, the general case is very much open. As already mentioned, we write K(w) for the statement
“the image of U(g) in Homg (L4, L.,) coincides with Z(Ly,, Ly,)" .

2.4. Kahrstrom’s conditions. For y € W, we write Kh(y) for the statement “for all z # z € W such that
0,L, # 0 and 6,L, # 0, we have 6, L, ¥ 6,L," and write [Kh](y) for the statement “for all © # z € W such
that 6, L, # 0 and 0.L, # 0, we have [0, L,] # [0.L,] in the Grothendieck group Gr(O%)".

In particular, the equivalence of Conjecture [.2[(a)| and Conjecture can be expresses as K(d) < Kh(d), and
the equivalence of Conjecture [LA(b)] and Conjecture [LX(c)| can be expresses as Kh(d) < [Kh](d), for a Duflo
element d € W.

3. KAZHDAN-LUSZTIG COMBINATORICS

The Kazhdan-Lusztig conjecture from [KL], proved in [BBl BK] (see also [EW]), tells us that a large amount of
information on OZ is encoded in the Hecke algebra of W and thus can be computed combinatorially. We recall in
this section some well-known constructions and facts around the Hecke algebra and their relation to OF.

3.1. Hecke algebra and Kazhdan-Lusztig basis. Let S C W be the set of simple reflections. Then (W, S) is
a Coxeter group. The Hecke algebra H (W, S) associated to (W, S) is a Z[v,v~!]-algebra generated by Hj, for
s € S, which satisfy the (Coxeter) braid relations and the quadratic relation

(Hy +v)(H, —v™) =0,

for all s € S. Given a reduced expression w = st---u of w € W, we let H, = HsH;--- H,. The element H,
is, in fact, independent of the choice of the reduced expression, and { H,, }wew is a (Z[v,v~1]-)basis of H(W,S)
called the standard basis. Now consider the (Z-algebra-)involution

- H(W,S) — H(W,S)

determined by ¥ = v~! and H; = H;'. Then there is a unique element H,, in H(W,S) such that H, = H
and

W

ﬂw =H,+ Zpy,wHya
Y
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for some py ., € vZ[v]. The elements H,,, where w € W, form a basis of H(W, S) called the Kazhdan-Lusztig
(KL) basis. We refer to [KL], or [Lu3l §3-5] for details (if referring to [Lu3], note that we are in the special case
L(s) =1 for all s € S and that our v is denoted by v~!, H,, is denoted by T}, and our H, is denoted by c,, in

[Lu3]).
We denote by p the Kazhdan-Lusztig p-function.

3.2. Kazhdan-Lusztig theory. Let & be the monoidal category of (graded) projective functors on O where
indecomposables 0, for w € W, are normalized such that 6,, P, = P,, holds in O%. Then, for the split Grothendieck
ring Grg (22), we have
" Gro(2)% =5 H(W, 5)

[ew] = ﬂw

as Z[v,v~!]-algebras so that (1) on the left corresponds to v on the right. For example, [0,,(m)] — v™H,,.

Furthermore,
5) Cr(0%) = H(W,S)
[Pu] = H,,
as (right) modules over Grg (£2)°P = H (W, S) so that (1) on the left hand side corresponds to v on the right hand

side. We note that, for w € W, we have [A,] — H,,, where A,, denotes the (graded) Verma module with simple
top L.

Using (B)), various multiplicities in OF can be described in terms of the Kazhdan-Lusztig polynomials from [KL]. In
particular, the graded composition multiplicities in P. are given by the corresponding coefficients of the Kazhdan-
Lusztig polynomials.

3.3. Kazhdan-Lusztig cells and the a-function. For x,y € W, write
(6) H,H, = hyy-H,

where h,., . € Z[vF!]. In fact, we have h, ,, . € Zso[vT!] N Z[v 4+ v~1] by [KL].

Given z,y € W, we say x <y, y if there exists z € W such that H, appears with a nonzero coefficient in H H , that
is, bz z,y 7 0. This defines the equivalence relation ~;, on W. A (Kazhdan-Lusztig) left cell is an equivalence class
for the relation ~y. Similarly, define the right preorder <g and (Kazhdan-Lusztig) right cells using multiplication on
the right. Finally, we define the two-sided preorder <; and (Kazhdan-Lusztig) two-sided cells using multiplication
on both sides. The equivalence relation ~; is the minimum equivalence relation containing both ~ and ~z. We
define the equivalence relation ~y as the intersection of ~y, and ~g. Equivalence classes for ~y are called H-cells.
A two-sided cell is called strongly regular if the intersection of each left and each right cell inside this two-sided cell

is a singleton. A left (right) cell is strongly regular if it belongs to a strongly regular two-sided cell.

We note that the left and right orders are the opposite of that in [Lu3]. Our conventions are consistent with the
previous papers [Ma2| [Ma3, [CM1], [CM2] of the series.

Lusztig's a-function a : W — Z>¢ is defined as follows:

) a(z) = maxy yew{deghay -}

The following facts can be found in [Lu3| (note that the conjectures P1-15 in [Lu3} §13] are proved in [Lu3] §14-15]
in our setting). Let wy denote the longest element in W.

Proposition 3.1. Let x,y € W.

() <Ly <= o1 <zgy L
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(i) x <Ly <= wox >L woy. Furthermore, x <z y <= xwy >y Yywo.

(iii) Let X € {L,R,J}. If x <xy, then a(zx) < a(y). If x <x y, then a(z) < a(y). In particular, the a-function
is J-cell invariant.

(iv) If a(z) = a(y), then © <y y = = ~v y. Furthermore, if a(z) = a(y), then x <g y = = ~g y.

Recall from [Lull [Lu2], that the a-function can be also defined as the maximal (or minimal, depending on the
normalization) possible degree of a Kazhdan-Lusztig polynomial between the identity and an element of a given left
(or right) cell. As a consequence of this definition, for any w € W, we have

(8) [Pe: Ly(i)] #0 implies —a(w) > i > —l(w),

where ¢(w) denotes the length of w, moreover, the inequality —a(w) > i is strict unless w is a Duflo element and
in the latter case

(9) [Pe : Lu(—a(w))] = 1.

For each right cell R in W, we have the Serre subcategory 0(7)2 of Oy whose simples are L,,, for all w € W such
that w < R, see [MS1].

3.4. Asymptotic rings. We introduce the asymptotic ring A(W) = A(W, S) defined by Lusztig (and called “the
ring J" in [Lu3]). It has a (Z-)basis {ty }wew whose multiplication is defined as

(10) tmty = Z /Ym,y,z’ltm
zeW

where 7, , ,-1 € Z>q is the coefficient of #.(a(z)) in the decomposition of 6,0, i.e., the top degree coefficient
in hy - (see (@)). One can check that ~y, , .-+ = 0 unless y and z~! belong to the same right cell. The basis
elements t4 corresponding to Duflo elements d € W are local identities in A(W) in the following sense:

Lemma 3.2. Let d € W be a Duflo element in H = LN L. Here, L is the left cell containing d and L~ is the
right cell containing d~' = d. We have

(11) taty =t, and tytg=t,.
for eachy € L and x € L~ and
(12) tmfltz =tq+ Z F)/z*l,m,z*ltz-
d#zeLNnL—1
Proof. This follows from P5, P7, P8, P13 in [Lu3l §14.1] and positivity of i , .. O

3.5. Graded composition multiplicities in O%. By §8.2/ (and [KL, BB} BK]), composition multiplicities of many
important objects in OF can be computed purely inside the Hecke algebra H (W, S).

Proposition 3.3. For xz,y,w € W, we have

(13) 0Ly : L] =h, 1 ,,

where [0, L, : L] denotes the graded composition multiplicity viewed as an element in Z[v,v™"]. In particular, for
1 € 7, we have

(14) 0oLy Lo(i)] = (0L, : Lo ().
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Proof. Formula ([I3]) follows, by adjunction, from the observation that the multiplicity of L (i) in 6L, equals
dim hom(0, P, (i), 0,L,) = dimhom(8,-160,P. (i), L,).
By a similar adjunction, ([I4]) is equivalent to
hom(0,-10.L,-1,I.(i)) = hom(0,-16,L,, I (i),

where I is the indecomposable injective envelope of L. with socle concentrated in degree zero. Also, by adjunction,
for a,b € W and j € Z, we have

dim hom(ﬁ,flLb, Ie <j>) = 6a7b6 j,0-
As 0,10, is adjoint to 6,-10, and 0, is adjoint to 6,-1, the multiplicity of 0, in 0,-10, coincides with the
multiplicity of 6,1 in 0,-160,. The claim follows. 0

4. PROOF OF THEOREM
For w € W, we denote by T, the indecomposable tilting module in Oy with highest weight w - 0.

We record a lemma which follows directly from, for example, [MMI], Lemma 13(a)].

Lemma 4.1. Let 6 be a projective functor on Oy and M € Oy. If y € W is such that [0M : L,] # 0, then there
exists x € W such that [M : L;]| # 0 and y <g x.

We also need the following statement.

Lemma 4.2. Assume M € Oy. Leti € Z and w € W be such that Extiy(M,T,,) # 0. Then we have
(15) i > min{a(z" wy) : @ € W such that [M : L,] # 0}.

Proof. As T, = 0wowTw,, by adjunction, we have
Extin (M, To) = Extin (01w M, T )-
By Lemmalddl any y € W such that [0,,~1,,, M : L,] # 0 satisfies y <g z, for some x € W such that [M : L,] # 0.
For such x and y, we have woy > woz and thus a(woy) > a(woz) (see Proposition BI]). In particular,
min{a(z " wo) : € W such that [M : L,] # 0} =
min{a(z 'wy) : ® € W such that [0-1,,M : L] # 0}.
Therefore, it is enough to prove the claim for w = wy, in which case T, = Ty, = L,

Let Z7, be the minimal injective resolution of L.,,. The assumption implies that there is a nonzero morphism from
M to I}, , i.e., there is & € W such that [M : L,] # 0 and I, C Z/, . Recall from [Sol] that Oy is Koszul self-dual
and this self-duality maps L., to P,-1,, and I, to L,-1,,. Consequently, the minimal injective resolution Z$
of L., corresponds to the dominant projective module P, in the Koszul dual picture. Thus, for z € W as above,
I, appearing as a summand of Ifm implies that L,-1,,, appears as a composition subquotient of P, in degree i.
By (8), we have a(x 'wg) < i < £(z~wp), for such x. This implies the inequality in (I5) and completes the
proof. O

Proof of Theorem[22 Let z,y,z € W. Koszul-Ringel self-duality of {0,L; : a,b € W} from [Ma3| Theorem 16]
maps a non-zero homomorphism from 6,L, to L(i) to a non-zero element in
Ext{ (010 Lugz—1, Tug 1w )-

By Lemma B} 6,1, Ly,.-1 consists of composition factors isomorphic to L. with z <g woz~'. Equivalently,
we have 271 < 2wy yielding © <; 2z~ lwy by Proposition BI[). For all such z, we have a(z~twg) > a(z) by
Proposition BII[). Now the claim of Theorem [22] follows from Lemma [£2 O
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5. KMM vs KM

In this section we establish a connection between KMM and KM.

5.1. The graded endomorphism algebra of 0, L,. For z,y € W, we consider the module 6, L, € OF and its
endomorphism algebra End(6,L,) which is naturally Z-graded.

Lemma 5.1. The natural Z-grading on End(6,L,) is non-negative in the sense that all components with negative
degrees are zero.

Proof. By [Ma3| Theorem 16], the module 0.Ly is Koszul-Ringel dual to oy—lwoLwom—l, where wy is the longest
element of W. Under this duality, the endomorphism algebra of 6,L, is mapped to the algebra of diagonal
self-extensions for 6, -1,, L., z—1. The grading of the latter algebra is manifestly non-negative, which implies the
claim. 0

Corollary 5.2. /f dim End(6,Ly)o = 1, then KM(z,y) is true.

Proof. Every idempotent of the non-negatively graded algebra End(6,L,) must be homogeneous of degree zero.
Therefore the assumption dim End(6,L,)o = 1 implies that End(6,L,)o = C, that is, the only idempotents of
End(0,L,) are 0 and 1. This means that End(6,L,) is local and hence 6, L, is indecomposable. O

5.2. KMM(x4,y) implies KM(x,y) in type A. Assume now that g is of type A. Then the cell structure of W is
especially nice. In particular, if £ and R are a left and a right cell inside the same two-sided cell, then [LNR| = 1.
Moreover, if R = {w™! : w € L}, then LN R = {d}, where d is a Duflo element.

Lemma 5.3. Forx € W in type A and d a Duflo element such that x ~g d, we have

0,10, = 04(—a(d) © P P Ou(i)®m.

weW i>—a(w)
Proof. Since RNR ™! = {d}, where z € R, the claim follows from ([I2) in Lemma O
Proposition 5.4. Assume that g is of type A and x,y € W. Then KMM (x4,y) implies KM(x,y).

Proof. By adjunction, we have
hom(0,L,,0,L,) = hom(0,-10,L,, L,).

Given Theorem 2.2] from Lemma [£.3 it follows that the only term in the decomposition of 6,-16, which can
contribute to a non-zero element of hom(0,-10,L,, L,) is 64 (—a(zx)), where d’ ~y z is a Duflo element. Therefore,
we just need to show that

dimhom(0q Ly, Ly(a(x))) = 1.
If 0L, # 0, this is guaranteed by KMM(d', y). -
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6. EXTENSIONS BETWEEN TRANSLATED SIMPLE MODULES

6.1. Monotonicity of projective dimension. One of our main observations in this section is the following state-
ment in the spirit of [Ma3] and [CM2].

Theorem 6.1. Let z,2’,y € W be such that x >¢ &’ and 6,/L, # 0. Then
proj.dim(6,L,) < proj.dim(6, L,).

Note that, in the setup of Theorem the inequality proj.dim(8,L,) < proj.dim(f, L, ) follows easily applying
projective functors to a minimal projective resolution of 8,/ L,, where 0,L, can be eventually found as a direct
summand of the homology in the homological position zero, since x >y z’.

We note that the main result of [Ma3] provides an explicit formula for proj.dim(6, L, ) in terms of the a-function
and thus implies Theorem in the case y = wy by since the a-function is strictly monotone along any of the
Kazhdan-Lusztig orders (see Proposition B.I] (il)). More generally, in the case y = wfwg, where p is a parabolic
subalgebra of g, Theorem [6.1] follows from [CM2, Table 2 and Theorem 4.1(i)].

Let M be a Z-graded module. Then the graded length of M is defined as the difference between the maximal and
the minimal degrees of non-zero components of M. If M = 0, then the graded length is, by convention, —co. For
modules concentrated in a single degree, the graded length is 0. For example, the projective dimension of M is the
same as the graded length of a minimal projective resolution of M consider as a module in an appropriate graded
category with a Z-grading given by the homological degree.

For z,y € W, denote by g, , the graded length of 0, L,, viewed as an object of the category of linear complexes
of tilting modules in O. From [Ma3|, Theorem 16], it follows that g, , is always even. Applying projective functors,
it is easy to see that

(16) 9z,y < 9z’ y if = >g .

Proposition 6.2. Consider z,y € W such that 6,L, # 0 and let k := proj.dim(6,L,). Then we have:
(i) k= a(wox) + 392y =1 K.
(ii) For any z € W such that z %y xz, we have Extk(GmLy, L.)=0.

Proof. Let z € W be such that Ext"(0,L,,L.) # 0. Let d be the Duflo element in the left cell of z. Then
040, = 0, & 0, for some projective functor 6, in particular, Extk(HdeLy,Lz) # 0. By adjunction, we obtain
Extk(HmLy, 04L ) # 0. We use the Koszul-Ringel duality of [Ma3| Theorem 16] and represent both 6, L, and 64L,
as complexes of tilting modules. We call these complexes X'® and )®, respectively. The minimal non-zero position
of X*is —1g,,. The maximal non-zero position of Y* is £g4.. As d ~;y z, from [Ma3, Proposition 1] we get the
inequality 3gq4,- < a(wod) = a(woz~!) = a(wyz), moreover, 1g4 . = a(woz) if and only if woz~! ~y wod. Note
that wgz ~ wod is equivalent to z ~ d in which case we have z ~ . This implies that kK < k’ and that k = &/
holds exactly when z ~¢ x.

Therefore, we just need to find some z € W such that z ~p x and
Ext® (6,L,, L.) # 0.

Let L, be some simple module which appears in the graded degree —%gmjv which is the extreme degree, of
the module 60,-1,,, Ly ,-1. By Lemma [A.1] u belongs to the right cell R of woz~!. Since all indecomposable
projective-injective modules in O™ are of the form 0,10 Luga for z ~1, x (see [Ma3]), there exists z ~1 x such
that 0,-14,, Lw,a is the injective envelope of L, in OR. For this z, the factor L,, appears in the graded degree %guhz
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of the module 6,-1,,, Ly,q. Since any isomorphism between the corresponding summands of X~292 and Y394,
gives rise a non-zero extension of degree k' between 6,L,, and 64L, (e.g., by the argument from [MO| Theorem 1],
a), the claim follows. O

Proof of Theorem[6.1l By Proposition B.2(l) we need to prove that a(woz) + 3gs,y is strictly monotone along the
right Kazhdan-Lusztig order with respect to z. The term a(woz) is strictly monotone by Proposition B (i), (i)
The claim follows by (I6]). O

Directly from Proposition [6.2([), we obtain:
Corollary 6.3. Conjecture[I.3 is true.
We record a special case of Proposition B.2(I).

Corollary 6.4. Let z,y € W be such that §,L, # 0 and x ~;y. Then

proj.dim(6, L,) = 2a(woz) = a(woz) + a(y ™ wo).

Proof. This follows from Proposition ([) and [Ma3, Proposition 1]. O

6.2. Theorem does not naively extend to the Koszul-Ringel dual. An alternative description of g, is
given by:

Proposition 6.5. For z,y € W such that 0, L, # 0, we have
Guy = max{i : Ext'(0,L,,0,L,) # 0}.

Proof. By representing 0, L, as a complex X'® of tilting modules, we can compute Exti(HmLy, 6, L,) via homomor-
phisms from X'® to X'*[i] in the homotopy category of titling modules. If i > g, ,, then the homomorphism space
is obviously zero as non-zero components of X'* and X*[i] never match.

Because of the self-duality of 6, L, combined with the Koszul-Ringel self-duality of {6, L, : u,v € W} from [Ma3|
Theorem 16], the maximal and the minimal non-zero components of X'® are isomorphic as objects in O. Therefore,
when i = g, ,, the argument from the proof of [MOl Theorem 1] shows that an isomorphism from the minimal
component in X'* to the maximal component in X*[i] induces a non-zero homomorphism between complexes in
the homotopy category of complexes of tilting modules. The claim follows. O

In contrast to Theorem[6.1] the function & — g, . for y fixed, does not have to be strictly monotone with respect to
the right order on W. Indeed, if u € W is the longest element of some parabolic subgroup, then the graded length
of each non-zero 0, L,, where v € W, equals 2¢(u). By Koszul-Ringel duality, this gives, in the case y = wou L,
that g;.y = 20(u), for any z for which Ja,y 7 —00. In other words, in this case, the function z — g, 4 is, in fact,
constant. This example and the discussion above imply the following corollary:

Corollary 6.6. Let p be a parabolic subalgebra of g and T' any non-zero tilting module in the parabolic category
OF, then
max{i : Extl(T,T) # 0} = 20(w}).

Proof. This follows from the above discussion noting that all indecomposable tilting modules in O} are of the form
Hszp/wO, for some x, where p’ is the parabolic subalgebra obtained from p using wy. O
9]
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We emphasize that the extensions in the formulation of Corollary [6.6] are taken in O and not in OP. Indeed, T is
assumed to be a tilting module in OF and, as such, is ext-self-orthogonal in OP.

6.3. The b-function. We look further into the number g, , appear in Proposition We introduce a function
which refines the a-function. For z,y € W, consider the non-negative integer

(17) b(z,y) := max{degh, -1, : z€ W}

which we take as the definition of the function b : W x W — N U {—oc0} (by our convention the degree of the
zero polynomial is —o0).

By ([@3), b(z,y) gives the height (the highest degree of the composition factors) of the module 6,L,. Since the
latter is self-dual, we have

(18) 2b(z,y) = the graded length of 6, L,.

Using the Koszul-Ringel duality from [Ma3], we also have
(19) 2b(x,y) = tilt. dim 0 — 1, Loy -1

where tilt. dim M denotes the length of a minimal complex of tilting modules representing M. Consequently, we
have

(20) 2b($,y) = Gy—1wg,woz—1-

Thus we can rewrite Proposition [G.2I[l) as
(21) proj. dim (6, L,) = a(wox) + by~ wo, woz ™).

On the one hand, this provides a formula for the projective dimension of 6,L, purely in terms of Kazhdan-Lusztig
combinatorics. On the other hand, this gives another characterization of the b-function.

Proof. This follows directly from (2I)) and Proposition [E.8I(). O
Proposition 6.7. The value b(x,y) is —oo if and only if t=1 %1 y. Moreover, if y ~. v/, then b(x,y) = b(z,y’).

Proof. The first statement follows from ([I8). If y ~. 3/, then y~twy ~g (y') "*wo. The second statement follows
from (I9). Alternatively, given a tilting resolution T of 6,1, L, a tilting resolution of 6(,/)-1,, L is obtained as
a direct summand of 67, for some projective functor #. This implies b(z,y) > b(z,y’) and the desired equality
holds by symmetry. 0

Proposition 6.8. Let x,y € W be such that =1 <, .
(i) Ifz~5y (ie, 2= ~Ly), then we have a(z) = b(z,y) = a(y);
(i) Ifz 5y (e, 271 <y y), then a(z) < b(z,y) < a(y);
(iii) b(x,y) < £(x);
(iv) If z = w}, for some parabolic subalgebra p, then a(z) = b(z,y) = {(z);

(v) If y = wowf, for some parabolic subalgebra p, then b(x,y) = sx ., (woz™') — a(y), where sy ., (w)
denotes the projective dimension of L(w.\pwo) for a singular weight A\ywo with stabilizer given by the
wo-conjugate of the parabolic subgroup of W corresponding to p, cf. [CM2].
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Proof. By ([@8]), we have a(z) < b(x,y) < £(z) and b(z,y) < a(y) is clear from the definition. The latter is
equality if and only if z ~; y by Proposition[6.4l This proves claims (), (i) and (). Claim follows from claims

@, (@) and (i) since a(wf) = £(wf).

Claim (@) follows from Proposition[6.2and (20), after two observations. The first observation is that L(woxz~1.)) has
a linear projective resolution in its singular block O, and this resolution is mapped to a linear projective resolution of

O.p Lusgz—1 by translating out of the wall from O to Op. The second observation is that a(y) = a(woy twp). O

Remark 6.9. In the case y = wjwy, we alternatively have 0, L, = 9wa5w0 is the indecomposable tilting module
with highest weight w§woz in the principal block O} of the parabolic category OF. According to [CM2, Table 2],
the graded length of this parabolic tilting module is given by 2(sx((whwox) ~1wl) — a(wowf))). Therefore we have
b(z,y) = sx(wo(woz ™ )wp) — a(weywe) which agrees with Proposition 6.8(w).

Note that Proposition [6.8|[W) provides an explicit description of the function sy in terms of Kazhdan-Lusztig com-
binatorics.

7. K AND KMM

7.1. Category O via Harish-Chandra bimodules. Denote by #H the category of Harish-Chandra U(g)-U(g)-
bimodules, that is, finitely generated U(g)-U(g)-bimodules on which the adjoint action of g is locally finite and
has finite multiplicities, see [Ja, Kapitel 6]. Note that # is equipped with a tensor product given by tensoring over
U =U(g) (however, H is not monoidal as the regular bimodule U(g) is not a Harish-Chandra bimodule).

Let m denote the maximal ideal of Z(g) which annihilates the trivial g-module. Let I be the kernel of the surjection
from Z(g) onto End(P,, ), see Endomorphismensatz in [Sol|]. Let 5°H5° denote the full subcategory of H consisting
of all bimodules X such that Xm® = 0 and m*X = 0, for i > 0. Similarly let 5“4} be the full subcategory of
H (or of §HS®) consisting of bimodules X such that Xm = 0 and m'X = 0 for i > 0. Let °§H{ be the full
subcategory of S°HS° consisting of bimodules X such that X1 = 0 and m’X = 0 for i > 0. By [BG], we have
mutually inverse equivalences of categories as follows:

ZL(Pe,-)

(22) Oo<_ T %H
- ®u(g)Pe

Similarly, we have a monoidal equivalence
(23) (ﬁa O) = (O?JHév ®U)a
where & denotes the projective abelianization of &2, see [MMI] § 3.5].

7.2. Internal hom of projective functors. The monoidal category (°SHJ, ®r) acts (in the sense of [EGNO,
Section 7]) on the left on Op in the obvious way, and we can apply the theory of internal hom as in [Os] (see
[EGNOQ, §7.8-7.10]). This action restricts to the projective objects, that is, proj(°§Hy) = &2 acts on proj(Qp) as
well as on Op. The action of & on Oy is given by exact functors, and the action of °§H{ on Oy is given by right
exact functors. For M € Oy, the internal hom functor [M, —] : Oy — °3H{ is defined as the right adjoint of the
right exact functor — @y M : °SHL — Og. The object [M, N], for M, N € Oy, agrees with the subspace .Z(M, N)
of Hom¢ (M, N) where the action of g is locally finite, as defined in §231 The following adjunction confirms this
fact.

Proposition 7.1. For all M, N € Oy and X € °H{, we have:
Homo (X ®@u M, N) = Home 3,1 (X, Z(M, N)).
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Proof. The Hom-tensor adjunction gives
Homop (X ®y M, N) = Homy_ (X @y M, N) = Homy_y (X, Home (M, N)).
Now, since X € 087-[6, any U — U-bimodule map X — Homc¢(M, N) factors through Z(M, N), that is, we have
Homo (X ®y M, N) = Home 3,1 (X, Z(M, N)). O

Note that .Z(A., A.), as well as Z(M, M), for any M € Oy, is an algebra in °§H{. The multiplication coming
from the internal hom construction and the multiplication restricted from Home¢ (M, M) coincide. We denote by
mode 3,1 (Z(M, M)) the category of (right) Z(M, M)-modules in XHL. We denote by Projec 31 (Z(M, M))
the category of projective objects in mode 3,1 (Z(M, M)). The morphism spaces in both categories are denoted
HomZ(MyM)(—, —). There is a natural action of °§H{ on mode 5,1 (Z(M, M)) on the left given by the monoidal

structure of °§H{. We refer to [EGNQ] for further details on module categories in monoidal categories.

Proposition 7.2. For M € Oy, we have
addo, {0, M | x € W} = proje 51 (ZL(M, M))
as module categories over &?. Moreover, we have
addo, {FM | F € “5H} = modeg 1 (L(M, M))
as module categories over °§H] .
Proof. Since & =2 proj °¢H{ has monoidal duals (i.e., rigid in the sense of [EGNQ]; it is also fiat in the sense of
[MM1]), the internal hom theory as in [EGNO) Section 7] and [MMMT] applies. Consider the functor
LM, =) : Oy — SHL.
Objects of the form .Z(M, N') can be viewed as objects in mode 3,1 (-Z(M, M) since composition defines an action
ZL(M,N)® L(M,M) — ZL(M,N). Now, consider the restriction ® of .Z(M, —) as follows:

@ : addo {FM | F € %5H} = modes 31 (ZL(M, M)).

Then we have that

(i) @ is a &-module functor;

(i) Z(M, M) is projective in modec 31 (Z(M, M)).
This yields a &?-module functor

®:addo {0M | 6 € P} — projec 1 (ZL(M, M))

(see the proofs in [MMMT, §4.2] for the dual version). Since addp,{0M | 0 € P} is, by definition, a transitive
representation of &, an algebra analog of [MMMT, Theorem 4.7] gives the two equivalences in the statement. [
The following is a slight variation of (22)).
Proposition 7.3. We have mode 31 (Z(Ac, Ac)) = Op.

Proof. By Proposition [7.2] we have equivalences
add@o{OIAe | T e W} = pI‘Ojo%'H(I) (X(A& Ae))

(24) addo, {F @u A, | F € H)} = mode 31 (ZL(Ac, A)).
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But 6,A. = P,, and therefore addp,{0.A. | x € W} = proj Oq. The claim follows. O

7.3. The image of #(L,,, L,,) in Oy. Graded characters of the projective modules P,,, w € W, can be computed
using Kazhdan-Lusztig combinatorics. Recall from Subsection B3]the left <1, right <z and the two-sided order <;
on W.

Note that Ann(L,) = Ann(L,) if and only if & ~, y, and moreover, the inclusion order of primitive ideals for
simple modules in Oy is the opposite of <, see [BVIl BV2]. In particular, the image of U(g) in Z(Lw, Ly)
depends (up to isomorphism) only on the left cell of w.

Let d € W be a Duflo element. The module §4L, is indecomposable with simple top Lg(a(d)) and simple socle
La(—a(d)). It has a unique simple subquotient isomorphic to the trivial g-module, and this subquotient is in degree
zero. Therefore there is a unique, up to scalar, non-zero homomorphism from P, to 64L,. We denote by D, the
image of this homomorphism. The module D, is indecomposable with simple top L. and simple socle Li{—a(d)).
All other simple subquotients of D, have the form L, (i), where —a(d) < i < 0 and « <y d (and hence also x <. d
since d is an involution). We refer to [Ma3| Section 3] for details.

Proposition 7.4. We have
(U(g)/Ann(La)) Ru(g) P, = Dy.

Proof. The equivalence (22]) sends, by construction, U(g)/(U(g)m) to P, inducing a bijection between subobjects.
Note that subobjects of the former are exactly the two-sided ideals and that Dy is, by definition, a quotient of P..
Therefore, it is enough to argue that Anun(Dy) = Ann(Lg). This follows from [KhM|, Lemma 6]. O

Denote by D, the intersection of the kernels of all possible homomorphisms
©: O04Lg — Hde<Z'>, w~gd, 1€Z,
satisfying ©(Dg) = 0. By construction, Dy C Dgy. In particular, Ly is the simple socle of D4 and all other

composition factors of D are of the form L, (i), where —a(d) < i and w < d (and also w <y, d).

Proposition 7.5. We have
X(Ld, Ld) ®U(g) P, = Ed.

Proof. By (22), it is enough to prove that

(25) L(P.,Dg) = L(Lq, Lg).
The natural projection P, —» D, induces an embedding

(26) L(Dg,Dg) C L(P.,Dy).

Let K be the kernel of P, — Dg4. From [Ma3| Corollary 3] it follows that § K has no non-zero homomorphisms to
Dy, for any projective functor 6. Therefore the inclusion (28)) is, in fact, an isomorphism. Consequently, we have
L(P.,Dg) = L(Dg, Dg). Now (28] follows from [KhM, Lemma 11] and [KhM, Lemma 12]. O

As an immediate corollary from Propositions[Z.4] and [[.5] we have the following statement (which is a reformulation
of the main result of [KhM]):

Corollary 7.6. For d € W Duflo element, K(d) is equivalent to Dg = D,.
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Example 7.7. In type A3 with Dynkin diagram - S » where 1,2, 3 are simple reflections, it is known from
[MS2] that K(13) is false. In this case one can compute that the graded composition multiplicities of D15 and D13
are, respectively, as follows (here e is in degree zero, and we also abbreviate L., by w, for simplicity):

(27) e
N, / N,
N \\ //

7.4. K(d) implies KMM(x, d).
Proposition 7.8. Let d € W be a Duflo element. Then K(d) implies KMM(x, d).

Proof. By Proposition [Z.5] the claim K(d) is equivalent to Dy = Dy. Note that Dy is a quotient of P, and hence
@) and (@) implies that [Dg : L,{(—a(z))] < 1. This implies KMM(x, d). O

From Example[Z.7] we see that K is strictly stronger than KIMM. Indeed, the two additional elements on the right
picture in (27]) (compared with the left picture) both have the a-value 1 and have multiplicity one (they are not
Duflo elements either). Therefore, in this case, we have that K(13) is false while KMM(x, 13) is true.

8. K vs. KM AND Kh

8.1. Some computations in OR,

Lemma 8.1. Let L be a left cell in W andd € H = LN L' the corresponding Duflo element. For eachy € L
andy' € L7, we have

(28) 040, = 0y(a(d)) &0, Oy 0a =0, (a(d)) &0,
where 0,0" € & are (possibly empty) direct sums of (some) 0,(a) with z €5 d or a < a(d).

Proof. This follows from Lemma [3.2 0

The following lemma slightly extends [Ma3| Theorem 6].

Lemma 8.2. Let R C W bearightcell, y € R andx € W be such that x ~; y. Then0,L, is a projective-injective
object in OR.

Proof. If y = d is Duflo, the claim follows directly from [Ma3| Theorem 6]. Moreover, the objects 0, Ly, where

1 € R, give a complete and irredundant list of indecomposable projective-injective modules in O®. Set a := a(d).
Each of 6, L4 has simple top L, (a) and simple socle L, (—a) and no other subquotients in these extreme non-zero
components.

For an arbitrary y, by [Ma3l Proposition 1], the module 8, L, is either zero (in which case the claim is obvious) or
the top of 6, L, is concentrated in degree —a and the socle of 6, L, is concentrated in degree a, moreover, these
top and socle have the same length due to self-duality of §,L,. Therefore, from the previous paragraph it follows
that the minimal projective cover of 0,L, is an isomorphism. The claim of the lemma follows. We note that,
alternatively, the claim of the lemma follows from [KMMZ, Theorem 2]. O
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Proposition 8.3. Let L be a left cell and y,d € L be such that d is Duflo. Let d' be the Duflo element in the
right cell R of y. Then 04L, = 0, Ly = P)*(a(d)), where P)% denotes the projective cover of Ly in OF.

Proof. By Lemma[8.1] we have
HdPy = GdHyPe = Py <a(d)> @ P,
where P is a direct sum of (some) P,(a) with either z €5 d or a < a(d). Applying 6,4 to the canonical map
P, —» L,, we get
(29) P, (a(d)) e P=04P, — 04L,.

By [Ma3| Proposition 1], the top of §4L, is concentrated in degree a(d) = b(d,y) = a(y). Therefore, this top is a
direct sum of L, (a(d)), for w ~g y. It follows that the image of any possible map from P to §,L,, does not contain
any top component of §4L,, showing that (29) restricts to P,(a(d)) —» 64L,. Now the claim of the proposition

follows combining the facts that 64, is projective in (9(7){, see Lemma 8.2 and that 6, Ly is the projective cover
of Ly(a(d)) in OF, see [Ma3, Theorem 6. N

Proposition 8.4. Let R C W be a right cell and d,y € R with d Duflo. Let L be the left cell of y and x € W be
such that x ~5y. Then 0,L, =0 ifz=' ¢ L and, in case = € L, we have

(30) 0.L,= @B 0.0, ",
z€LNR

Proof. That 0L, = 0, for all z € W such that z ~; y and 2~ ! & L follows from § 21l From [Ma3] Proposition 1
and Theorem 6] it follows that 6,L, is a direct sum of 6,L4, where z € LN R, with some multiplicities which
we denote by ¢, € Z>q. Applying 0, to 8,L4(—a(d)) - L, and using [Ma3| Proposition 1] and § B.4] we obtain
Cz = VYy,x,2—1- 0

8.2. Computation with simple bimodules. Denote by 3, the simple Harish-Chandra bimodule corresponding to
x € W, that is, 3, is the simple top of 6, in °§H{. Denote by x : SH} — °5H/ the simple preserving duality
satisfying (5(a))* = *(—a), see [MM, § 4.1]. This duality restricts to Oy and is compatible with the action in the
sense that, for M € Oy and 0 € 087-1,6, we have a natural isomorphism 8* M* = (§M)*. The following statement
provides a different interpretation of the internal hom.

Proposition 8.5. Foranyy € W, we have Z(L,,(_)*1.)* = — ®Qu fy,-1.

Proof. Consider the functor — @y f,-1 : SgH{ — gH{. It naturally commutes (in the sense of [Kho]) with the
left action of 087-[5 on itself. Therefore, by the main result of [Kho|, it is determined, up to isomorphism, by its
value at §.. Clearly, this value is 0. ®y B,-1 = B,-1.

By construction, Z(L,, (~)*I.)* is also right exact and naturally commutes with the left action of °#/ by [Jal
§ 6.8]. The value

"g(L'lﬁ (95)*‘[5)* = g(l”ﬁ (eepe)*)* = g(l”ﬁ Ie)*
at 6. can be identified studying homomorphisms from projective objects:

HOIna%H{) (Gw,f(Ly,Ie)) = Hom@(GwLy,Ie) = HOIIl(/)(Ly7 971}71]8) = HOIH(’)(Ly,Iw—l) = 6y7w71(C.
It follows that .Z(L,,I.) = £(L,,1.)* = B,-1. The claim follows. O
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Let y,z € W. Evaluating both sides of Proposition at 8, and noticing that all simples are self-dual, we
obtain

(31) ‘C(LyaLz) = (ﬂzﬁy*l)*-
Evaluating both sides of Proposition [B.5] at 6., we obtain
(32) L(Ly,I.) = (0.0,-1)".

Corollary 8.6. We have the canonical inclusion £ (L, L.) ®u Pe = 0,L,-1, fory,z € W.

Proof. Applying the left exact functor Z(L,, —) to the canonical inclusion L, — I, we obtain
Z(Ly,L;) — ZL(Ly,1I,)
Applying now the equivalence _ ®y P, the right term becomes (0,L,-1)* = 60,L,-1. O

Note that -Z(L,,L,) = 0 unless y ~g z. Proposition [8.5] provides the following description of £ (L,, L,) in the
case when it is nonzero:

Proposition 8.7. Lety,z € W be such that y ~g z. Then the object Z(L,, L.) ®u P. admits a copresentation

(33) 0— L(Ly,L.) ®u Po = 0Ly — @D p(z,w)00Ly-1(1).
weW

Proof. The simple object L, € O admits an injective copresentation

(34) Lo L~ @ plzw)L(1).

weW
Applying the left exact functor #(L,, —) ®u Pe. to (34), we obtain ([33) using (32]) by the same arguments as in
Corollary 8.6 O

Next lemma give us additional information on the copresentation in (33).

Lemma 8.8. Fory,z € W such that y ~y z, we have soc.Z(L,, L,) = soc.ZL(Ly, I.).

Proof. \We prove the equivalent statement in O, namely, soc . Z(L,, L.)Qu P. = soc Z(Ly, I,)®u P.. Since y ~y z,
the socle of Z(L,,I.) ®y P. = 0.L,-1 is concentrated in degree a(z). By Proposition [8.7 it is thus enough to
note that each 6,,L,-1(1) has extreme degree b(w,y~') —1 < a(y~') — 1 < a(z), see Proposition O

From Proposition [8.71 and Theorem we have that, for y, 2 € W such that y ~y z, the assumption
[Z(Ly, L2) ®u Pe : Ly(—a)] # 0,
for some w € W and a € Z, implies a(w) < a < a(y).

The following statement generalizes [KhM| Lemma 8(i)].

Corollary 8.9. Let y,z € W be such that y ~x 2, and R be the right cell of y=1. Then £(L,,L.) ®u P. is

isomorphic to the largest submodule M of 0,L,-1 € OF such that any simple subquotient of M/ soc M s, up to
shift of grading, of the form L., for some w ¢ R.
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Proof. We start by showing that, for w € R, the module L., can only appear in the socle of .Z(Ly,LZ) ®u P.,
that is in degree a(w). This follows directly from [Ma3| Proposition 1] and the adjunction

Homo (0w Ly, L) = Home 31 (6, £(Ly, L)),
given by Proposition [[.Il Therefore Z(L,, L.) ®u P. C M by Corollary B8l Now, the necessary isomorphism
Z(Ly,L,) @y P. = M follows from Proposition [8.7] since the socle of each summand in the second term of the
injective (in OJ) copresentation of (L, L.)®y P. is, up to shift of grading, of the form L,,, for somew € R. O

For a Duflo element d € W, let R be the right cell of d. Denote by ¥ : ng — ng the functor of partial
approximation with respect to projective-injective modules in OF, see [KM, § 2.4]. The easiest way to define

this functor is as follows: we let X' denote the Serre subcategory of O generated by all simple which do not
appear in the socle of projective-injective objects. Then W is the composition of the (exact) natural projection

OF — OF /X followed by the right adjoint of this projection. In particular, ¥ is left exact and is equipped with a
natural transformation 7 from the identity to it which is non-zero exactly on those simple modules which appear in
the socle of a projective-injective module. By [Ma3, Theorem 6], Corollary B9 says precisely that £(L,,, L,) ®u P
is isomorphic to W(soc(0.L,-1)).

We can now relate our discussion closer to the results of [KhM].

L Then the left exact functor

Proposition 8.10. Let y € W and R be the right cell containing y~
Z(Ly, 7) Ru P, : Oy — Oy

has image in OR and maps I, € Oy, forw € W, to zero unless z <g y.

Proof. Note that, for any M € Oy, for L, to appear in the composition series of Z(L,, M) @y P., the space
(35) Homo (Py, Z(Ly, M) ®u Pe) = Homo?)Hé (03, L(Ly, M)) = Homp (0, Ly, M)
should be nonzero, which requires 6, L, # 0 and thus z <g y~ 1. This proves the first claim.

Note that all simple subquotients of 8, L, have the form L., where z <z y. This implies the second claim. ]

For y € W, denote by R the right cell of y and by R/ the right cell of y~!. Proposition B10 says that the functor
Z(Ly,—) ®@u P. restricts to the functor

(36) v, : OR - OF'.
If y is a Duflo element, then R = R’ and the functor ¥, agrees with the functor of partial coapproximation with

respect to the projective-injective modules in OR | cf. [KhM, Corollary 7.21].

8.3. Kostant’s problem via internal hom. By [Jal § 6.9], we have U/ Ann(P,) & Z(P., P.) as algebras in
XHL. Recall that Ann(P.) = UI. More generally, for every M € Oy, there is an injective map of algebras
¢rp U/ Ann(M) — L(M,M). In the case M = L(w), since U/ Ann(P.) — U/ Ann(L,,), we have an algebra
homomorphism

(37) L(Pe, Pe) = Z(Lw, L)

which is surjective if and only if K(w) holds.

Fix y € W, let L be the left cell of y and R = L7, the right cell of y~!. For simplicity, we write U, := U/ Ann(L,))
and A, := Z(Ly, L), and let ¢, := ¢, : U, — A,. This induces the restriction functor

Reséj t mode 31 (Ay) — modes 3,1 (Uy).
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Ann(Ly)

Proposition 8.11. The category modo%H[I)(Uy) can be identified with §°H,, , I.e., the category of Harish-

Chandra bimodules that are annihilated by Ann(L,) on the right.

Proof. Note that _ ®y U, is the identity functor on the full subcategory of °§H{ consisting of all M such that
M -Ann(L,) = 0. In particular, we have u : U, @y U, = U, and this, together with the unit map e : U/UI —» U,,
makes U, an algebra object in °§H{. For this algebra object, the corresponding module category modeI(Uy) is
a full subcategory of °§H(. The objects in modeI(U ) are exactly those M € °3H{ for which M @y U, = M,
i.e., M -Ann(L,) = 0. In fact, if M @y U, = M then 1m ®u p defines a Uy-module structure on M, and, if we
have a U, -modules structure m : M ®u Uy, — M, then the unit law gives 15y = m o (1p ®u €), which implies
that m is an isomorphism since 1,; ®y € is surjective. The claim follows. ]

Recall that, for an additive category A, its projective abelianization is denoted A, see [MM1] § 3.5].

Proposition 8.12. We have mod- ;1 (Uy) 2 adde 3,1 {05 ®u Uy, : @ € W} = OR.

Proof. Since 83, for z € W such that x <g y~!, are exactly the simples that are killed by Ann(L,) on the right,
the equivalence _ ® P. given by (22)) restricts to the desired equivalence via Proposition [B.11] O

Corollary 8.13. The indecomposable projectives in modo%Hé(Uy) are exactly 0, ®uy Uy, for x € R.

Proof. This follows from the fact that the nonzero 6, ®y U, corresponds in Opy to a quotient of P,. Therefore
such modules are indecomposable and mutually non-isomorphic. O

Proposition 8.14. Fory € W, we have that K(y) implies both Kh(y) and KM(x, y).

Proof. Suppose K(y) is true. Then we have

(38) Projes 351 (Ay) = projes 341 (Uy),

where 0, @y A, corresponds to 6, @y U,. By Proposition [[.2], we also have

(39) addo,{0zLy : @ € W} = proje 1 (4y),

where 0,L, corresponds to 6, A,. Combining (38) and ([39), we get an equivalence that identifies 6L, with
0, @ U, € °HE. Thus, by Corollary[B13] 6, L, are indecomposable and mutually non-isomorphic. O

Proposition 8.15. For a Duflo element d € W, if both Kh(d) and KM(x, d) are true, then Reséj is an equivalence.

Proof. Let R be the right cell of d. The equivalence in Proposition B.12] restricts to the equivalence
(40) proj(O®) 2 proje 311 (Ua),

which sends PZ}, for w € W, to 6, ®y Uy. By [Ma3] Corollary 3], we have Ly — PBR and any simple subquotient
of the cokernel of this inclusion is of the form L, for z <g d, up to shift of grading. For w € W, applying 6., gives
the inclusion 0,,Ly — PR such that any simple subquotient of the cokernel of this inclusion is of the form L., for
x <g d, up to shift of grading. In particular, there are no homomorphisms from any such cokernel to any object in

prOJ(OR) This means that, for w,u € W, any non-zero homomorphism from PR to PR restricts to a non-zero
homomorphism from 6., Ly to 6, Lg. Using (39) and ([@Q)), this gives a faithful functor

T : projec g1 (Ua) = PrOjeo 3,1 (Aa).
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Because of Kh(d) and KM(x, d), this functor sends (pairwise non-isomorphic) indecomposable objects to (pairwise
non-isomorphic) indecomposable objects.

Using ([B9), Proposition [B12] and Proposition [7.2] the functor Res{}j gives rise to the faithful functor
© :addo{f.La | © € R} = addw 31 {62 @ U | € R}

which sends 0, L4 to 6, ®u Ug. The combination of Kh(d) and KM(x,d) implies that © sends (pairwise non-
isomorphic) indecomposable objects to (pairwise non-isomorphic) indecomposable objects. Putting the faithful

functors T and © together, we thus conclude that they are equivalences. This means that Resés is an equivalence

when restricted to projective objects and hence is an equivalence. This completes the proof. 0

Theorem 8.16. Let d € W be a Duflo element. Then K(d) is true if and only if both Kh(d) and KM(x, d) are
true.

Proof. The "only if" direction is Proposition [8.14] For the “if" direction, assume that both Kh(d) and KM(x, d)
are true. Then, by Proposition[8.15), Reséj is an equivalence sending A4 to Uy. Therefore Ay and Uy are isomorphic
as objects in °§H{}, which is exactly the claim K(d). O

8.4. More on K, Kh, and KM. For y € W, we set E, := £(L,, L,) ®y P. = D, and D, := U, @y P. € O.
Note that D, depends only on the left cell of y. From U, — -Z(L,, L), we have D, — E,,.

Proposition 8.17. Let y € W and d be the Duflo element in the left cell of y. Then Eq is a summand of E,,.

Proof. Let R be the right cell of d. By adjunction, we have
}IOID(Ld7 HyLyfl) = Hom(t?yfl Ld, Ly—l).
The right hand side has dimension one by [Ma3| Theorem 6]. Therefore Gqul, which is the indecomposable injective

envelope of Lq in Of, is a summand of the injective module 6, L, -1 in O with multiplicity one.

Now we can use Proposition [8.7] and Corollary The socle of the module E4 coincides with the socle of 6,14
and Eq = ¥(Soc(0qLq)). The socle of E, coincides with the socle of §,L, -1 and we have £, = ¥(Soc(f,L,-1)).
Now the claim of the proposition follows from the additivity of ¥ be applying the latter to the unique up to a scalar
split injection of Soc(04Lq4) in Soc(f,L,-1) given by the previous paragraph. O

We summarize the above discussions in the following statement.

Theorem 8.18. Let y € W and d be the Duflo element in the left cell of y, and denote by H the H-cell of y. Then
we have a commutative diagram

o~ DVy—1 4y n—1
Dy —— Ey —— 0yLy1 =@, cpy OnLy— v wn

] J

(41) H
Dy Eq 04Lg,

whose vertical maps are split. Moreover, the diagram ([&1l) restricts to

Lq =socD, —— soc B, == soc,L,

42 H ] I

L4 =socDy soc By socO4L4
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and the object F is determined by its socle.

Proof. The first claim is given by Proposition [8.4], Corollary B.6] and Proposition [817] The second claim is given
by Lemma [8.8 and Corollary O

Corollary 8.19. Let d € W be a Duflo element and L its left cell.
(i) If K(d) is not true, then K(y) is not true, for all y € L.
(i) 1f K(d) is true, then K(y) is equivalent to KM(y,y~1), fory € L.

Proof. This is a direct consequence of Proposition [8.17] and Theorem O

Proposition 8.20. Let d be the Duflo element in a left cell L in W and y,z € L. If tyt,—1» = t.t,-1, then, for
each © € W, we have KM(zx,y) < KM(x, z) and Kh(y) < Kh(z). In particular, both KM(x, _) and Kh(_)
are constant on strongly regular left cells.

Proof. By Proposition [BI7] the assumption t,t,~1 = t.t,—1 implies E, = E.. Thus, by Proposition [Z5] and
Proposition [Z.2] we have equivalences

add{0,Ly: © € W} = proje 31 (Ay) = projecyys (A:) = add{0,L.: x € W},

under which L, — 0,L., for each 2. The claim follows. O

At this point we can strengthen Theorem [8.16)

Theorem 8.21. Lety € W. Then K(y) is true if and only if both Kh(y) and KM(x,y) are true.

Proof. The “only if" direction is Proposition [814l For the “if" direction, assume that both Kh(y) and KM(x,y)
are true. Let d’ be the Duflo element in the right cell of y and d be the Duflo element in the left cell of y. We will
first prove that K(d) < K(y).

Because of KM(x,y), the module 6,-:L, is indecomposable and hence is isomorphic to 4 Lg. In particular,
t,-1t, = tq in the asymptotic ring A(W), see (30). We claim that this implies t,t,-1 = tq = t4tq. Indeed, since
tq is a local identity, ¢,t,—1 is an idempotent of A(W). Using (I2), we can write t,t,-1 as tq + x, where z is a
linear combination of various ¢,, with non-negative integer coefficients. Then

ta+x = (tg+)(tg +x) = tg + tgx + wtg + 2° = tq + 2z + 2°

by Lemma[3.2] and thus 0 = = + 22. Since the structure coefficients with respect to the t,'s are non-negative, we
conclude x = 0 and t,t,-1 = tq4. By Proposition [8.17] this implies E, = E4, and hence we have K(d) < K(y).

Now, by Proposition Kh(y) implies Kh(d), and KM(x,y) implies KM(%,d). Therefore K(d) holds by
Theorem and we are done. O

In most small rank examples, we have K(y) if and only if Kh(y). However, the situation is slightly more complicated
in type Ga.
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Example 8.22. Let g be of type G, and let (W, S) be its Weyl group. Write S = {1,2}. The two-sided cells in
W are given by

1
121 21
12191 | 2121

5 212121
12 212
212 1 51919

where the rows are left, and the columns are right cells. For the right cell R containing 1, the indecomposables in
add{0,L, : ',y € R} are exactly

01L1, 01L12, 01L121, 01L1212, 01L12121.

We describe the situation for y € R in Table[dl the rest is either trivial or symmetric to what is given. Note that,
for dihedral types, [0, L,] determines the isomorphism class of 6, L.

Y K(y) KM(x,y) Kh(y) 0y-1Ly E,
1 True True True 0114 D
12 False False True 91L1 D 91L121 DQ D L212<—1>
121 False False False 601L1 ®01L121 ®01L12121 D1 @ L121<—1> ©® L12121<—1>
1212 False False True 0111 61 L101 Dy & Lo12{(—1)
12121  True True True 01141 D;

TABLE 1. K, KM and Kh for G5

8.5. A combinatorial statement. Although we reduce K(y) to Kh(y) and KM(x,y), it is not easy to determine
Kh(y) and KM(*,y) in general. But the combinatorial version [Kh](y) of Kh(y) can be determined by computing
hg.y.» (see [I3)). Recall that Conjecture .2 claims [Kh](d) = K(d) for Duflo elements d € W. When this is true,
the problem K(y) has a purely combinatorial solution as follows.

Corollary 8.23. Let d be a Duflo element and let y ~1, d. Suppose [Kh(d)] = K(d). Then the condition K(y) is
equivalent to the conjunction of the following conditions:

(f) tyty-1 =14 in A(W),

(ii) For z,a’ <g d, if hyya= hsqa 4, forall z € W, then z = x'.
Proof. Suppose K(y) is true. Then Theorem [B18 says that E, = E,4, Condition () is true, and K(d) is true. By
assumption, we also have [Kh(d)] which is equivalent to Condition () by (I3]).

For the other direction, suppose Conditions (), (i) are true. Theorem[B.I8and Condition (fl) implies K(d) = K(y).
Since Condition (i) implies K(d) by assumption, it follows that K(y) is true. O

8.6. Extra results in classical types. In this subsection, unless explicitly stated otherwise, we assume g to be of
(classical) type A, B, C, or D.

The asymptotic algebra endows each diagonal H-cell H with the structure of an abelian group. This group depends
only on the two-sided cell containing H and is isomorphic to (Z/27)*, for some k € N, see [Lu3|]. The off-diagonal
H-cells in the same two-sided cell have order 2!, for | < k (see [MMMTZ, Section 7] for more information). If H
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is an H-cell, H; is the diagonal H-cell in the left cell of H, and H, is the diagonal H-cell in the right cell of H,
then the asymptotic algebra endows # with the structure of a transitive H;-set via right multiplication, and with
the structure of a transitive H,-set via left multiplication. In particular, we can speak about stabilizers of elements
from H in both, H; and H,.. This combinatorics allows us to formulate a necessary condition for Kh(y), and thus
also for K(y).

Proposition 8.24. Let g be of classical type and y € W. Assume that the H-cell of y does not have the maximal
cardinality among the H-cells inside the two-sided cell of y. Then both Kh(y) and K(y) are false.

Proof. Let y € H and H; and H,. be as above, in particular, |H| < |H;| = |H.|. Let d € H; be a Duflo element.
As K(y) implies Kh(y) by Proposition [8.14] we only need to show that Kh(y) is false. Taking (B0]) into account,
it is enough to find z € H such that z # d and tytq = tyt.. As |H| < |H;|, the stabilizer of y in H; is non-trivial
and hence we can take as z any element from this stabilizer different from d. The claim follows. O

Lemma 8.25. Suppose W is of classical type, L is a left cell in W andy € L. Set H=LNL™'. Then
0,-10,= (P 0:(ay) ® 0,
zEStaby (y)

where each summand of 0 is of the form 0,,(a), where a < a(w).

Proof. The element t,t,-1 of the asymptotic ring is a linear combination of ,,, for u € H, and has the same left

stabilizer as y. Therefore t,t,-1 must be a scalar multiple of Z t,. But the multiplicity of 64, where d € H

zE€Staby (y)
is the Duflo element, in 6,10, is one. Therefore the scalar in question is one which implies our claim. 0

Lemma 8.26. Suppose W is of classical type, L is a left cell in W andy € L. Set H=LNL"" and letd € H
be the Duflo element. Then
Hy—lLy = @ 0,Lg.

z€Staby (y)
In particular, 0,1 L,, is indecomposable if and only if H is of maximal cardinality in its two-sided cell.

Proof. This follows from Proposition [8.4] and Lemma O

Lemma 8.27. Let W be of any type and x,y € W. Then we have

hom(0,Ly, 0. Ly) = €D  hom(0uLy, Ly(a(z))) P eatw-t,
weLNL~1
where L is the left cell of x.

Proof. This follows from Theorem and the definition of the asymptotic ring by adjunction. O

Lemma 8.28. Let W be of any type, x,y € W and d the Duflo element such that d ~y x. Assume that
KMM(d, y) is true. Then KM(z ™!, x) implies KM(z,y).

Proof. If 6,-1L, is indecomposable, then Proposition [8.4] implies ¢,t,-1 = tq. Hence, by Lemma 827 end(6,L,)
is isomorphic to hom(64L,, L,(a(z))) and thus has dimension one by KMM(d, y). This implies the claim. O

Lemma 8.29. Let W be of any type, y,z € W and d be the Duflo element such that d ~y woy~'. Suppose
KMM(d, z) and KM(y~!,y) are true. Then KM(woz"1,y) is true.
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degree: composition factors in this degree:

—3: 123121, 23123121, 231232%2

—2:12321, 2312392, 121, 2312312%2 231232194, 23121, 1231292
1: 2312312194, 123193, 231292, 2321, 12, 2312319%,123121%4, 23123294, 21
0: 1232193, 2312394 12192 1, 123, 2312312%4, 231232198 23192 2312192 1231294
1: 2312312194, 123193, 231292 2321, 12, 23123193 12312194, 231232%4, 21
2: 12321, 23123%2, 121, 231231292, 231232194, 23121, 1231292
3: 123121, 23123121, 231232%2

FIGURE 1. The composition factors of 6, L, from Subsection

Proof. The indecomposability of 6,1 L, is, by Proposition[8.4] equivalent to t,t, -1 = t4, where d’ is an appropriate
Duflo element. As we saw in the proof of Theorem 8.2} this, in turn, is equivalent to t,-1t, = tgq», where d”
is an appropriate Duflo element. The latter is equivalent to the indecomposability of 0,L,-1. By Koszul-Ringel
duality, we get that 0y, L, is indecomposable. Then KMM(d, z) and Lemma B.28 implies that 6,,,,-1 L is
indecomposable. Then, by Koszul-Ringel duality again, 6,-1,,, Lw,yw, is indecomposable. Since conjugation by wq
corresponds to an automorphism of the Dynkin diagram, we obtain that 8,,,.-1L, is indecomposable. O

We can now establish a general sufficient condition for equivalence of K(y) is equivalent to Kh(y).

Proposition 8.30. Let g be of classical type, y € W and d be the Duflo element such that d ~g woy~!. Assume
that KMM(d, z) is true, for all z € W. Then K(y) is equivalent to Kh(y).

Proof. By Theorem B.21] it is enough to show that Kh(y) implies KM(x,y). The latter assertion would follow
from Lemma provided that we can show that 6,-1 L, is indecomposable. Given Kh(y), from Proposition 8.24]
it follows that the H-cell of y is of maximal cardinality inside the J-cell of y. Hence indecomposability of 8,-1L,
follows from Lemma O

In this subsection, we do need the assumption on g to be of classical type (compare with Example [8.22)).

9. FURTHER DISCUSSION AND SPECULATION ON KMM

9.1. A counterexample. In this subsection we give an example in which KIMM is false.

Let (W, S) be of type Bs. We label the simple reflections in the following way: P S Consider y = 231232
and a Duflo element z = 2312312. We have a(z) = 3. One can check (using a computer) that the graded
composition factors of 8, L, is as given in Figure [Il and directly see that dim hom(6,L,, L,(a(z))) = 2. We note
also that we have a decomposition OmLy X~ @19312L93123121 D 012312 L123121, supporting Conjecture[Z?;l

9.2. A homological approach to KMM. Here is a general criterion for KIMM given in homological terms.

Proposition 9.1. Letx,y € W and H = LN L™, where L is the left cell of woy. Then KMM(x,y) is equivalent
to

(43) Z Yy—two woy,z—1 - dim exta(w)(Hszomfl,Lwo (a(y wg) —a(z))) < 1.
zEH
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We note that, in type A, the formula (@3] simplifies to
(44) dim ext® @ (04 Ly 51, L, (a(y " Lwo) — a(z))) <1,
where d € H is the Duflo element (in fact, H = {d} in this case). In classical types, the formula (@3] reads

Z dim ext®® (04 Ly g1, Ly (a(y  wo) — a(z))) < 1.

z€Staby (y—two)

Proof of Proposition[9.1l We realize 6, L, as a linear complex of tilting modules. Using Koszul-Ringel duality and
adjunction, we have

hom (6, Ly, Ly(a(x))) 2 ext®™ (6, -1, Luga1: 0y 1 Luy (—a(2)))

(45)
&= exta(m) (ewoyeyflwoLwomfl ) Lwo (—a(x)>)

For z € H, the composition 6y,,0,-1,, contains 0.(—a(y ‘wg)) with multiplicity ¥,-14.wey,z-1. All other
summands of this composition are of the form 6,,(—a), where w >3 d and a < a(w). By (@43]), the contribution of
all 0.(—a(y~twp)) to the right hand side of (%)) is at most one-dimensional. So, to complete the proof we only

need to show that the contribution of all other summands of 6,6, -1, to the right hand side of (45) is zero.

To this end, fix 6,,(—a) as above and consider the linear complex 7, of tilting modules representing 6., L.,,,-1. By
Koszul-Ringel duality, each indecomposable summand of 7_,,) is of the form T,(—a(x)), for some u € W such
that u <; wow <j wod.

For such u, we claim that the condition hom(Ty, L, (b)) # 0 necessarily implies b > a(wou) = a(d). Indeed, we
have hom(T,, Ly, (b)) = hom(T,,, T, (b)) which, in turn, equals hom(P,,,., P-(b)) by Soergel’s character formula
for tilting modules, see [So2, Theorem 6.7]. Now our b > a(wou) follows from (@]).

For such b, we have b — a > a(y~'wg) — a(x) since —a > —a(w). This implies that the contribution of 0,,(—a)

to the right hand side of (@R is zero and completes the proof. O

9.3. KMM via twisting functors. Consider the full twisting functor T,,,, see [AS]. The following statement
provides a reformulation of KIMM in terms of the cohomology of the derived twisting functor .£T,,, evaluated at
a simple module.

Proposition 9.2. Letx,y € W and H = LN L™, where L is the left cell of woy. Then KMM(x,y) is equivalent
to

(46) Z Yy—1wo,woy,z=1 ° [Za(w)Two (Lwozfl) : Lz*1<a(y71w0) - a('r»] < L.
z€EH

In type A, the formula ([8l) simplifies to
[ Za@)Tuwo (Lugz-1) + Lafa(y™ wo) — a(x))] <1,
where d is the Duflo element in . In classical types, the formula (@) reads

Z [Za(w)Two (Lwomfl) : Lz*1<a(y71w0) - a(I»] <L

z€Staby (y~1wo)

Proof of Proposition[d2 In this proof we use standard properties of twisting functors, see [AS] for details. To start
with, we note that .ZT,,, is an auto-equivalence of the bounded derived category of Oy. Let us apply this auto-
equivalence to the left hand side of (@3]). In the second argument of the extension space, we get LT, (Tw,) = L.
In the first argument of the extension space, we note that £ T',, commutes with projective functors, so we can move
6. out. By adjunction, we move 6, over to the second argument obtaining 6,11, = I,—1. The leftover in the first
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argument is £ T, (Ly,,—1). Evaluating at the correct degree of the extension and noting that homomorphisms
to I,-1 give exactly the composition multiplicity of L,-1 for the homology, we obtain ([Z8]). O

10. SMALL RANK RESULTS

The results in this paper, together with (computer-assisted computations for) Kazhdan-Lusztig combinatorics,
enable us to determine K(y), KM(x,y), and Kh(y) in many cases. We present some of the results in this
section.

In computer-assisted calculations, SageMath v.9.0 has been used.

10.1. Type A. It is verified in [CMZ] that KM(z,y) is true for all z,y in type A, for n < 5. Therefore, in this
case we only need to determine either Kh(y) or K(y), which are equivalent by Theorem [8211

In [KhM| [Kh], Kostant's problem is solved for simple highest weight modules in Oy, for sl,, n < 5. For slg,
i.e., type As, out of 76 Duflo elements, 47 have positive answer to Kostant's problem, 20 have negative, and the
following 9 Duflo elements were left as an open problem (the notation for simple reflections is analogous to the one

in Example [L.7)):

23432, 4523412,
234312, 12342321,
(47) 452342, 23454232,
234512342312, 3451234231,
2345412312.

We can now solve these remaining cases.

For all y in the first column in ([&7]), one can check (by computer) that [Kh](y) holds, and therefore Kh(y) holds.
From [CMZ| and Theorem [B.21] it follows that K(y) is true.

For the second column in ([&7]), it is enough to consider only = := 4523412, y := 12342321 and z := 3451234231,
because of the symmetry of the Dynkin diagram. By [CMZ| Proposition 46.b)], we have

O23Ly = 03L,3 = 0431, and O32L, = 0oL .0 = 012L,.

Therefore both Kh(z) and Kh(z) fail. So again, using [CMZ] and Theorem [B.21] we conclude that neither K(z)
nor K(z) holds.

A calculation shows that 045342 = 6342645. One can check that 645L, has height 1. Moreover, its top and socle are
simple, consisting of L,/ with y' := 123452321, and L,, in the middle. Since 342 % (y')~!, it follows that

045342 Ly = O340 L.

Therefore Kh(y) does not hold, and so K(y) also does not hold. Since the property K in type A is invariant for
the left cells, we have:

Corollary 10.1. Kostant's problem has a positive solution, for a simple highest weight module L., for slg, if and
only if w does not belong to the left cells containing one of the following 25 Duflo elements:

31, 531, 45341, 512321, 23454232,
42, 3431, 52312, 3453431, 34541231,
53, 4121, 234232, 4523412, 2345412312,
232, 4542, 345431, 5123121, 3451234231,
343, 5232, 454121, 12342321, 12345343121.
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10.2. Types BC'D. We completely determine K(w), KM(x, w) and Kh(w), for each w € W in types Bs and Djy.
We also determine K (w) and Kh(w) completely in type By. In all above examples, we have Kh(w) < KM(x, w),
supporting Conjecture [.2] We provide below the results without details for type B3 and Dj.

A good way to present these results is to mark the H-cells in W in the following way (note that, since W is of
classical type, by Proposition 820l and Lemma [8:26, the function K(w) (resp., KM(*,w) and Kh(w)) has the
same value for w in the same H-cell) :

The elements w in the H-cells colored in
e |this color satisfy K(w), KM(*,w) and Kh(w),
e this color satisfy KM(x*,w) and do not satisfy Kh(w), thus do not satisfy K(w),
e white do not satisfy any of the above properties.

Figure [2] presents type Bj results and Figure B gives type Dy results.

2312 | 312 | 32312 121 23121 3121
231 31 3231 12312 | 2312312 | 312312

23123 | 3123 | 323123 1231 | 231231 | 31231

1 21 23123121

12321 | 2321 321 123121 3123121 | 323121

12 2 312321 32321

1232 | 232 32 2312321 32312321 | 3231231 323125121
3 31232 3232

123 23 323 231232 3231232 | 32312312

. . .1 3 ,
FIGURE 2. Cells in type B3 with the labeling . Rows are left, and columns are right

cells. Duflo elements are the top elements in the diagonal blocks.

The following example is potentially related to Conjecture [I2]|(b)k={(c)

Example 10.2. Let W be of type Bs as in Figure 2 In Gr(O%) we have the following equalities:
(0123 L121] = [03L231] + [#3231 L1231]
= [03L23123] + [0323123L1231]-

However, as shown in Figure 2 the object 6123121 is indecomposable.
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