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Roman Bezrukavnikov, Kostiantyn Tolmachov

Abstract

We describe a new geometric model for the Hochschild cohomol-
ogy of Soergel bimodules based on the monodromic Hecke category
studied earlier by the first author and Yun. Moreover, we identify
the objects representing individual Hochschild cohomology groups (for
the zero and the top degree cohomology this reduces to an earlier re-
sult of Gorsky, Hogancamp, Mellit and Nakagane). These objects turn
out to be closely related to explicit character sheaves corresponding
to exterior powers of the reflection representation of the Weyl group.
Applying the described functors to the images of braids in the Hecke
category of type A we obtain a geometric description for Khovanov-
Rozansky knot homology, essentially different from the one considered
earlier by Webster and Williamson.
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1 Introduction

In [32], Khovanov defined a triply-graded link invariant and proved
that it coincides with the invariant defined in [33] by Khovanov and
Rozansky. We refer to this invariant as Khovanov-Rozansky link ho-
mology. Khovanov’s construction uses the braid group action, defined
by Rouquier, on the homotopy category of Soergel bimodules. For a
link given as a closure of a braid, the invariant is computed by applying
the Hochschild cohomology functor to the Rouquier complex of Soergel
bimodules categorifying this braid.

The category of Soergel bimodules is a graded algebraic version of
the Hecke category. The latter has several geometric incarnations.
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Let G be a connected reductive group defined over the finite field
Fq, and let B ⊂ G be a split Borel subgroup. Let Db

m(B\G/B) be
the mixed derived category of sheaves on the stack B\G/B. This is
a monoidal category we will refer to as the mixed equivariant Hecke
category.

A geometric model for Hochschild homology based on the mixed
equivariant version of the Hecke category was described by Webster
and Williamson in a series of works [47], [48], [49]. Applied to G of
type A, this gives a geometric model for Khovanov-Rozansky homology.

Let G∨ be the Langlands dual group, B∨ ⊂ G∨ a split Borel sub-
group, and U∨ ⊂ B∨ its unipotent radical. In [13], the monodromic
Hecke category was defined as a completion of the mixed equivari-
ant category of sheaves Db

m(U∨\G∨/U∨) on the basic affine space,
monodromic with respect to the right (equivalently, left) action of the
maximal torus T∨ ⊂ B∨. In loc. cit. it was also proved, gener-
alizing the ideas of [44], [6], [5], that the equivariant and the mon-
odromic Hecke categories are monoidally equivalent, for an arbitrary
Kac-Moody groupG. This equivalence has many features of the Koszul
duality, and is referred to as such.

In this paper, we describe a new geometric model for Hochschild
cohomology of Soergel bimodules, based on the above mixed mon-
odromic version of the Hecke category. This approach has several ad-
vantages. One is that we are able to identify objects representing in-
dividual Hochschild cohomology groups. This generalizes the result of
[25], where this was done for top and bottom Hochschild cohomology.
We also express these objects as images of explicit character sheaves
under the Harish-Chandra transform.

Our initial motivation comes from the conjectures of [26] and [46].
Namely, in [26] it is conjectured that there is a pair of adjoint functors
between a certain derived category of coherent sheaves on the flag
Hilbert scheme and the homotopy category of Soergel bimodules. Loc.
cit. also proposed a way to compute Khovanov-Rozansky homology
inside the coherent category, based on the above conjecture. Individual
Hochschild cohomology groups are predicted to be represented by the
exterior powers of the tautological bundle on the flag Hilbert scheme.
There are natural filtrations of the tautological bundle and its exterior
powers, with subquotients isomorphic to line bundles. The conjecture
also states that the corresponding line bundles are sent to the Rouquier
complexes categorifying products of the so-called Jucys-Murphy braids.

On the other hand, it was observed in [46] that the character sheaves
we obtain in this paper also categorify the elementary symmetric poly-
nomials in Jucys-Murphy braids, matching those appearing in the cat-
egories of coherent sheaves on the flag Hilbert scheme. It was also
observed that the corresponding objects in the Hecke category are im-
ages of the exterior powers of a certain central sheaf on the affine flag
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variety under the (conjectural) flattening functor from the affine Hecke
category to the finite Hecke category.

Thus, this paper gives further evidence towards the above conjec-
tures.

1.1 Hochschild homology and monodromic categories. See
Sections 2, 3 for the precise definitions.

Let G be a split connected reductive group defined over a finite
field Fq.

Let W be its Weyl group. The ℓ-adic Tate module VT ≃ H1(T,Qℓ)
of the maximal torus T carries a representation of W . The module VT
is a vector space over Qℓ of dimension equal to the rank of G.

Recall (see e.g. [45], [21], [20]) that to VT , considered as a W -
represenation, one can attach the category of Soergel bimodules, de-
noted by SBim in this introduction. In fact, the category of Soergel
bimodules can be attached to any Coxeter group and its representa-
tion (not necessarily over a field of characteristic 0) satisfying certain
technical condition, trivially satisfied in our case. We shall not use this
more general setting.

SBim is a full additive subcategory of the category of graded R-
bimodules, where R = SymVT with VT placed in degree 2.

Recall from loc. cit. that the isomorphism classes of indecom-
posable Soergel bimodules, up to a grading shift, are labeled by the
elements of the Weyl group. Let Bw be a representative of a class
labeled by w.

In [13], a family of indecomposable free-monodromic tilting objects

in the completion M̂ of the category Db
m(U\G/U) was constructed.

Let T̂w ∈ M̂ be an indecomposable free-monodromic tilting object
labeled by w ∈ W , constructed in loc. cit. There is a functor Λ :
SBim→ Tilt, where Tilt is the additive category generated by T̂w and
their Tate twists. This functor is inverse to the functor V constructed
in loc. cit. We have Λ(Bw) = T̂w.

Let hHo(Λ) : Ho(SBim)→ M̂ denote the extension of the functor
Λ to the homotopy category of Soergel bimodules (see Section 4.4.1).

For two objects F ,G in the mixed derived category on the stack X
over Fq, we write Hom(F ,G) for the Hom-space in the derived category
of sheaves on X ⊗SpecFq SpecFq with the Frobenius action. For a
Frobenius module M , let Mf be the union of all its finite dimensional
submodules, and let M

F
be the module with the inverse Frobenius

action. If the eigenvalues of the Frobenius on M are integral, let M be
the corresponding graded Qℓ-vector space.

For a finitely-generated Fr-module M with intergral weights over
the power series ring Qℓ[[VT ]], M

f is naturally a finitely-generated
graded module over the polynomial ring Sym[VT ].
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Consider the adjoint action of T on U\G/U and let p be the pro-

jection p : U\G/U →
U\G/U

T
. Our first result is the following (see

Propositions 4.4.1 and 4.4.4):

Proposition 1.1.1. There is an isomorphism of functors on SBim

HH•(M)=̇Hom•(K,Λ(M))f,
F

,

where K = p∗p!T̂w0 , w0 is the longest element of W and =̇ denotes an
isomorphism up to shifts.

Note that inversion of the Frobenius action F comes from the fact
that the Koszul duality for Hecke categories from [13] sends the Tate
twist to the composition of the inverse twist and homological shift.

Informally, we say that K represents the Hochschild cohomology
functor on Soergel bimodules. Our main observation here is that,
for the purposes of computing Hochschild cohomology of Soergel bi-
modules, the Koszul resolution K• of the diagonal bimodule over the
polynomial ring can be replaced by a complex KS := K• ⊗R⊗R Bw0

of Soergel bimodules. We then observe that the complex of tilting
sheaves hHo(Λ)(KS) can be geometrically described as the averaging
K = p∗p!T̂w0 of T̂w0 with respect to the adjoint T -action.

1.2 Tilting sheaves and the Radon transform. Summarizing
the discussion above, we get that to recover individual Hochschild co-
homology groups HHk(Bw) one has to compute the cohomology of the
complex Hom(p∗p!T̂w0 , T̂w). To do this, it turns out to be natural to
consider a new t-structure on the monodromic Hecke category, which
we now describe.

Recall that the functor of left convolution with ∇̂w0 is called the
Radon transform (see Example 4.1.2 of [51] for an explanation of this
terminology).

In the setting of sheaves on U\G/B (considered as a left module
category over the monodromic Hecke category) it was proved in [4] that
the Radon transform functor takes tilting perverse sheaves to injective
perverse sheaves on U\G/B. In our setting the above statement can
be reformulated as follows: tilting complexes are injective with respect
to the pullbacks of the perverse t-structure along the autoequivalence
(∇̂w0 ⋆−). Let H−kw0

(−) stand for the cohomology functor with respect
to this shifted t-structure. We denote

Ek = H−kw0
(K).

Our second observation is as follows (see Theorem 4.4.7):
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Theorem 1.2.1. For M ∈ SBim, there is a functorial isomorphism

HHk(M)=̇Hom(Ek,Λ(M))f,
F

.

Here =̇ denotes an isomorphism up to shifts.

Remark 1.2.2. For technical convenience, we work not with the stan-
dard t-structure on the completed category defined in [13], but with
the dual one, see Section 3.

1.3 Rouquier complexes and Khovanov-Rozansky link in-
variant. For the purposes of this subsection, let G = GLn. Let Brn
stand for the braid group on n strands. In [43], the complex Fβ in the
homotopy category of Soergel bimodules attached to any β ∈ Brn is
constructed. Moreover, the tensor product with Fβ defines the cate-
gorical Brn-action on the homotopy category of Soergel bimodules. In
[32], the invariant

HHHk(β) = H•(HHk(Fβ))

is shown, up to grading shifts, to depend only on the link closure of the
braid β. Note that the invariant above, called the Khovanov-Rozansky
link invariant, is defined as the Hochschild cohomology functor applied
to a complex of Soergel bimodules term by term. For w ∈ W , denote
also by σw its lift to the Brn. Arbitrary Rouquier complex can be
expressed as a tensor product of complexes Fσw (denoted ∆w in the
main text) and their monoidal inverses (denoted ∇w, respectively).
The functor hHo(Λ) sends Fσw to the standard pro-unipotent object
∆̂w and its inverse to the costandard pro-unipotent object ∇̂w, see
Section 3.4. The complex Fβ corresponding to an arbitrary braid is sent
to the corresponding convolution of standard and costandard objects.

The discussion above implies that (see Theorem 4.4.7):

Theorem 1.3.1. There is a functorial isomorphism

HHHk(β)=̇Hom(Ek, hHo(Λ)(Fβ))
f,
F

.

Theorems 1.2.1 and 1.3.1 can be formulated entirely inside the ho-
motopy category of Soergel bimodules. Namely, there is a t-structure
on Ho(SBim) with cohomology functor denoted by H•S,w0

(−). The
functor hHoΛ is t-exact with respect to it and the shifted t-structure

on M̂ . We denote
Ek = H−kS,w0

(KS).

See Proposition 4.4.1 and Corollary 4.4.8.

Corollary 1.3.2. There are functorial isomorphisms

HHk(M)=̇ Hom(Ek,M),
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HHHk(β)=̇ Hom(Ek, Fβ).

for M ∈ SBim, β ∈ Brn.

In the Appendix, we compute some examples in types A1,A2.

1.4 Character sheaves and Hochschild cohomology. Finally,
we relate the above shifted perverse cohomology groups with character
sheaves. For a scheme X with an action of an algebraic group H we
write AvH for the averaging with compact support, i.e. the functor π!
for the canonical projection X → X/H .

We have a !-version of the Harish-Chandra functor

hc! : D
b
m(G/AdG)→ Db

m

(
U\G/U

T

)
,

that is given by the averaging AvU with respect to the left (or right)
multiplication action of U on G. The derived category of unipotent
character sheaves DCS is the full triangulated subcategory consisting
of objects F ∈ Db

m(G/AdG) such that hc!(F) is T -monodromic with
unipotent monodromy, see [36], [39]. Recall that, according to [10] in
characteristic zero and to [19] in the ℓ-adic setting, hc! is a t-exact func-
tor from DCS (with the perverse t-structure) to the AdT -equivariant

Hecke category Db
m

(
U\G/U

T

)
(with the shifted perverse t-structure

described above). To compute the shifted perverse cohomology of K
in terms of character sheaves, we find an AdG-equivariant complex on
G that is mapped to K by the Harish-Chandra functor.

Let NG ⊂ G stand for the unipotent variety of G, and let j :
N reg
G → NG be the embedding of the open subset of regular unipotent

elements. Let Z(G) stand for the center of G, and let AvZ(G) stand
for the averaging functor (with compact support) with respect to the
(trivial) adjoint action of Z(G). We prove the following result, see
Theorem 5.5.1.

For a stack X , let QℓX
stand for the constant rank one Qℓ-sheaf

on X .
Let − ⋆ − stand for the operation of convolution with compact

support on Db
m(G/AdG) and M̂ , see Sections 5.1 and 4.1, respectively.

Let Ξ = AvZ(G) j∗QℓN reg
G

.

Theorem 1.4.1. Denote by Ξ ⋆ δ̂G the projection of the sheaf Ξ to the
derived category of character sheaves. Then p∗hc!(Ξ ⋆ δ̂G)=̇K. Here =̇
denotes an isomorphism up to shifts and twists.

Here by the projection to the derived category of character sheaves
we mean a convolution with a certain pro-object δ̂G in the category
DCS, which serves as a unit in the category of unipotent character

7



sheaves. The existence of such an object is implicit in the work [10] in
the characteristic 0 setting, where the Drinfeld center of the (abelian)
Hecke category is shown to be equivalent to the category of character
sheaves. Since the unit is naturally a central object, it must come as
an image of some (pro-)object on G. We construct this object in the
ℓ-adic setting using the result of Chen from [17].

We describe the object δ̂G in more detail. Let Grss be the subset
of regular semisimple elements. For a local system E on T/W , let
EG be its pullback under the map Grss/AdG → T/W . EG can be
viewed as a G-equivariant local system on Grss. We identify the group
algebra Qℓ[π

ℓ
1(T )] with S = SymVT . Here πℓ1 stands for the ℓ-adic tame

quotient of the fundamental group. Let SW stand for the subring of
W -invariant polynomials in S, and let mW ⊂ SW be an ideal generated
by homogeneousW -invariant polynomials of positive degree. Let εn be
a W -equivariant local system on T corresponding to a representation
S/SmnW ≃ S⊗SW S

W /mnW of πℓ1(T ). Let En = IC(εGn ), where IC stands
for the Goresky-MacPherson extension of the perversely shifted local
system. For a projective system of objects (An) write formally “ lim

←
”An

for the corresponding pro-object. We have the following description of
δ̂G, see Corollary 5.3.3.

Proposition 1.4.2. For any monodromic complex F ∈ M̂ we have
lim
←−
n

(F ⋆ p∗hc!(En))=̇F , so that “lim
←

”p∗hc!(En)=̇∆̂e ≃ ∇̂e is the unit

in the category M̂ , isomorphic to a standard (and costandard) object
∆̂e ≃ ∇̂e, for the unit e ∈ W (up to a shift and Tate twist).

Since the functor hc! can easily be seen to be faithful (see Lemma 5.4.4),

it can be deduced that δ̂G = “ lim
←

”En serves as a pro-unit in the cate-

gory DCS.

Remark 1.4.3. One can consider δ̂G as an object in the pro-completion
of the category of unipotent character sheaves admitting an embedding
in the completion of the Hecke category defined in [13]. We do not de-
velop this topic in this paper.

We also compute the perverse cohomology of Ξ = AvZ(G) j∗QℓN regG

in terms of character sheaves corresponding to the exterior powers of
the representation of the Weyl group on t := H1(T,Qℓ). Namely, let
Wk be a summand of Springer sheaf corresponding to the representa-
tion ∧kt of W , see Section 5.4. These are semisimple perverse sheaves
supported on the unipotent variety of G. We have the following result,
see Theorem 5.6.1.

Theorem 1.4.4. There is an isomorphism

Hk(Ξ)=̇Wn−k.

8



This, together with Theorem 1.4.1 and t-exactness properties of
the functor hc! mentioned above, gives an explicit description of the
objects representing the Hochschild cohomology of Soergel bimodules
in terms of character sheaves, see Theorem 5.7.4.

Theorem 1.4.5. There is an isomorphism

Ek=̇p
†hc!(Wk ⋆ δ̂G).

For example, one immediately recovers the result proved in [25] for
type A, that the highest degree Hochschild cohomology is represented
by the full twist braid, see Corollary 5.7.7.

We also give a different description of the pro-object that is sent
to the full twist braid by the Harish-Chandra functor. Namely, let
sgn⊗εn be the W -equivariant local system corresponding to the mo-
dule sgnW ⊗Qℓ

S/SmnW , where sgnW stands for the sign representaion

of W . Let Esgnn = IC((sgn⊗εn)G). We obtain the following result, see
Corollary 5.7.6.

Proposition 1.4.6. We have the following isomorphisms, up to shifts
and Tate twists,

“lim
←

”p∗hc!(E
sgn
n )=̇∆̂w0 ⋆ ∆̂w0 ,

Esgnn =̇QℓNG
⋆ En.

Thus the pro-unit and the full twist objects are minimal extensions
of local systems on Grss which differ by a sign twist.

We also obtain a filtration of the object Ek representing the kth
cohomology by the products of Jucys-Murphy braids, see Section 6,
especially Theorem 6.2.1. See also [46]. Together with the discussion
in loc. cit., this gives a new piece of evidence to the Gorsky-Neguţ-
Rasmussen conjecture of [26], which we now explain.

1.5 Relation to the conjectures in [26]. Recall that in loc. cit.

a dg version of a flag Hilbert scheme FHilbdgn (C) is defined, together
with a tautological vector bundle Tn of rank n on it. This scheme
parametrizes full flags of ideals containing an ideal of codimension n in
C[x, y], with successive quotients supported on the line y = 0 (hence
C in the notation).
Tn has a filtration whose subquotients are line bundles denoted

Lk, k = 1, . . . , n in loc. cit.
Let Ho(SBimn) stand for the bounded homotopy category of So-

ergel bimodules associated to G = GLn as above. Let s1, . . . , sn−1 be
the set of simple reflections of Sn, and write σi for the lift of si to the
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braid group. Recall that Jucys-Murphy braids j0, . . . , jn−1 are defined
as

j0 = 1, jk = σkjk−1σk.

Conjecture 1.1 of loc. cit. states, in particular,

Conjecture 1.5.1 (see [26], Conjecture 1.1 in Section 3.6). There is
a pair of adjoint functors

ι∗ : Ho(SBimn) ⇆ Db(CohC∗×C∗(FHilbdgn )) : ι∗,

with ι∗(Lk)) ≃ Jk−1. Here Jk stands for the Rouquier complex hHoΛ(Fjk)
corresponding to the kth Jucys-Murphy braid.

Moreover, in loc. cit. it is predicted that the Khovanov-Rozansky
homology can be computed on the coherent side as follows.

Conjecture 1.5.2 (see [26], Conjecture 1.1 of Introduction and Con-
jecture 3.8). There is an isomorphism of bigraded vector spaces

HHHk(Fβ) ≃ HH0(ι∗(∧kT ∨n )⊗ Fβ) ≃

∫
ι∗(Fβ)⊗ ∧

kT ∨n ,

where
∫

denotes the pushforward to the point in the coherent equivari-
ant category.

The discussion in loc. cit. also implies that, assuming the conjec-
tures, one can rewrite

HH0(ι∗(∧kT ∨n )⊗ Fβ) = Hom(ι∗(∧kTn), Fβ).

Thus the objects Ek representing Hochschild cohomology, constructed
in this article, can be identified with (conjectural) images of the exterior
powers of the tautological bundle Tn under the functor ι∗. For this to
match with the Conjecture 1.5.1, these objects must have filtrations
(in the sense of triangulated categories) by the objects corresponding
to products of Jucys-Murphy braids, matching the filtrations of the
corresponding vector bundles by line bundles. The existence of such
filtrations is explained in Section 6.

1.6 Organization of the paper. In Section 2 we recall the defi-
nition of the Hochschild cohomology of Soergel bimodules and fix the
required notation. We also recall the t-structure and duality on the
homotopy category of Soergel bimodules defined in [2].

In Section 3 we define the duality functor on the completed category
of [13].

In Section 4 we recall the facts about the monodromic Hecke cat-
egory we will use, state the relations of our constructions with the
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homotopy category of Soergel bimodules and define the complex K,
representing the Hochschild cohomology.

In Section 5 we recall the definition of the Harish-Chandra functor
and prove the main results of this paper, relating Hochschild cohomol-
ogy of the Hecke category to character sheaves.

In Section 6 we construct the filtrations of the objects represent-
ing Hochschild cohomology by the objects corresponding to products
of Jucys-Murphy braids, and relate our results to the decategorified
computations with Jones-Ocneanu traces.

In the Appendix we illustrate our result by doing a computation in
the homotopy categories of Soergel bimodules of types A1,A2.
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2 Khovanov-Rozansky homology

2.1 Soergel bimodules. See [21], [25] for an introduction to So-
ergel bimodules and the discussion of some relevant homological alge-
bra.

Let g0 be a reductive Lie algebra over an algebraically closed field
k of characteristic 0. In the sequel we will be mostly interested in
k = Qℓ.

Let h0 be a Cartan subalgebra of g0.
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Let W be its Weyl group, with the set of simple reflections Σ. Let
l :W → Z≥0 be the length function with respect to Σ, and let w0 ∈ W
be the longest element.

W acts on h0 by reflections with respect to the dual collections
(αs)s∈Σ ⊂ h∨0 , (α

∨
s )s∈Σ ⊂ h0. Let R = Symk(h

∨
0 ). We turn R into a

graded ring by setting deg h∨0 = 2. Let R −mod−R be the category
of finitely generated graded R-bimodules. This is a monoidal category,
with the symmetric product given by⊗R =: ⊗. We will frequently omit
the tensor symbol from notations, writing AB in place of A⊗RB. For
a graded R-bimodule M = ⊕iM i, write M(r)i =M i+r for its grading
shift by r.

When C is an additive category, we write Ho(C) for the bounded
homotopy category of C. For all triangulated categories we consider,
we let [k] denote the homological shift by k.

For s ∈ Σ, let Rs denote the subring of s-invariant elements in R.
Let Bs = R⊗Rs R(1). Recall that the category SBimR(W ) of Soergel
bimodules is defined as the smallest full additive monoidal subcategory
ofR−mod−R closed under taking direct summands and grading shifts,
containing the bimodules R,Bs, s ∈ Σ. By [45], isomorphism classes
of indecomposable Soergel bimodules, up to grading shifts, are labeled
by the elements of W . Let Bw be the indecomposable summand of
Bsi1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ Bsiq for a reduced expression w = si1 . . . siq whose shifts
do not appear as summands in the products Btj1 ⊗ · · · ⊗Btjr for any
reduced expression v = tj1 . . . tjr , v < w, where < denotes the Bruhat
order with respect to Σ.

For two graded bimodules M,N , we will write hom(M,N) for the
space of morphisms in the category of graded bimodules, and denote

Hom(M,N) = ⊕i∈Z hom(M,N(i)),

the graded Hom space between M and N as ungraded bimodules.

Remark 2.1.1. It is easy to see that R ⊗k R action on any Soergel
bimodule factors through the R ⊗RW R action, where RW stands for
the ring of symmetric polynomials. It is also known that Bw0 ≃ R⊗RW
R(l(w0)), and so End(Bw0) ≃ R⊗RW R as a graded algebra.

2.2 Rouquier complexes. Recall that for s ∈ Σ, the Rouquier
complexes in Ho(SBimR(W )) corresponding to simple reflections are
defined as

∆s = Bs → R(1),∇s = R(−1)→ Bs.

Here underline marks the 0th cohomological degree in the complex.
For w ∈ W with a reduced expression w = si1 . . . sik , Rouquier

complexes corresponding to w are defined as

∆w = ∆si1
. . .∆sik

,∇w = ∇si1 . . .∇sik .

12



They do not depend on the choice of the reduced expression, up to an
isomorphism in Ho(SBimR(W )), by a result of [43].

Tensor product with Rouquier complexes defines braid group action
on Ho(SBimR(W )), both on the left and on the right. Recall that
the Artin-Tits braid group Br(W ) can be presented with generators
σw, w ∈ W , and relations σvσw = σvw if l(v) + l(w) = l(vw). On the
other hand, we have the following isomorphisms in Ho(SBimR(W )):

∆v∆w ≃ ∆vw, when l(v) + l(w) = l(vw),

∇v∇w ≃ ∇vw, when l(v) + l(w) = l(vw),

∆v∇v−1 ≃ R.

For an element β ∈ Br(W ) written as a product of generators σw , (σw)
−1,

w ∈ W, let Fβ be the corresponding tensor product of the complexes
∆w,∇w−1 , respectively. It was shown in [43] that the complex Fβ is
well-defined up to a canonical isomorphism in Ho(SBimR(W )).

2.3 t-structure and duality. In [2] a t-structure and duality on
the homotopy category Ho(SBimR(W )) are defined. They correspond
to the perverse t-structure and duality on the geometric Hecke cate-
gory, as will be described below. For now, we record some of their
properties.

The t-structure, which we denote (pSBimR(W )≤0, pSBimR(W )≥0),
was defined in loc. cit. by gluing from t-structures on certain categories
D{w}, w ∈ W, each being equivalent to the homotopy category of free
graded R-modules.

In more detail, let SBimR(W )≤w be the minimal additive monoidal
subcategory of SBimR(W ) containing all grading shifts of bimodules
Bv, v ≤ w and closed under direct summands. Similarly, let SBimR(W )<v
be the minimal additive monoidal subcategory of SBimR(W ) con-
taining all grading shifts of bimodules Bv, v < w and closed under
taking direct summands. Let D{w} be the Verdier quotient cate-

gory Ho(SBimR(W )≤w)/Ho(SBimR(W )<w). The functors i∗w, i
!
w :

Ho(SBimR(W )) → D{w} were constructed, and the categories D{w}
were proved in loc. cit. to be equivalent to the bounded derived cat-
egory of Db(R − mod) of finitely generated graded R-modules. Let
(D≤0, D≥0) stand for the standard t-structure on the latter category,

and let (D≤0{w},D
≥0
{w}) stand for the t-structure on D{w} corresponding

to (D≤0, D≥0) under the above equivalence. Now define the t-structure
on Ho(SBimR(W )) by gluing as follows:

pSBimR(W )≤0 = {F ∈ Ho(SBimR(W )), ∀w i∗wF ∈ D
≤0
{w}},

pSBimR(W )≥0 = {F ∈ Ho(SBimR(W )), ∀w i!wF ∈ D
≥0
{w}}.

13



Note that this definition uses the t-structure on D{w} that is Koszul
dual to the one used in [2].

This construction is a direct analogue of the construction of the per-
verse t-structure on a stratified space. Objects Bw(m),∆w(m),∇w(m)
are in the heart of this t-structure for any w ∈W,m ∈ Z. The category
(pSBimR(W ))≤0 is generated under extensions by the objects ∆[n](m)
with n ≥ 0, see Lemma 7.5 of [2].

Recall that on the category SBimR(W ) the duality functor M 7→
M∨ is defined as the usual duality in R −mod with respect to either
left or right module structure. See, e.g., [25] for the detailed discussion.
We have B∨w ≃ Bw,∇

∨
w ≃ ∆w.

Remark 2.3.1. Note that the t-structure above is not self-dual with
respect to this duality. For example, the complex R(−2)

αs−→ R is in

the heart, but its dual complex R
αs−→ R(2) is not. We will, in fact,

need the dual t-structure
((

p
SBimR(W )≥0

)∨
,
(
p
SBimR(W )≤0

)∨)
in

what follows.

Definition 2.3.2. Define the shifted t-structure
(
SBimR(W )≥0w0

, SBimR(W )≤0w0

)

on Ho(SBimR(W )) as

SBimR(W )≥0w0
= ∆w0 ⋆

(
pSBimR(W )≤0

)∨

and
SBimR(W )≤0w0

= ∆w0 ⋆
(
p
SBimR(W )≥0

)∨
.

Let H•S,w0
stand for the cohomology functor with respect to this t-

structure.

2.4 Hochschild cohomology. For any M ∈ R − mod−R, let

HHi(M) = Exti(R,M) stand for the Hochschild cohomology functor.
It can be computed as follows: for s ∈ Σ, let

Ks = R ⊗k R(−2)
αs⊗1−1⊗αs−−−−−−−−→ R⊗k R

so that K• =
⊗

s∈ΣKs (tensor product over R ⊗k R) is the Koszul
resolution of R as an R⊗k R-bimodule. Here underline marks the 0th
cohomological degree in the two-term complex.

Then we have

HHi(M) ≃ Hi(Hom(K•,M)),

where Hom stands for the complex of Hom-spaces.
It would be important to us to rewrite the above expression for

M ∈ SBimR(W ). Consider the modified complex

KS = K• ⊗R⊗kR Bw0 .

14



Lemma 2.4.1. For M ∈ SBimR(W ), there is a natural isomorphism

HHi(M)(−l(w0)) ≃ Hi(Hom(KS,M)).

Proof. In view of the Remark 2.1.1, we have

Hom(K•,M) ≃ Hom(KS,M(l(w0))),

so that

HHi(M) = Hi(Hom(K•,M)) = Hi(Hom(KS,M(l(w0)))).

The functors HHi, considered as functors from SBimR(W ) to the
category R−mod of graded R-modules, are additive, so we can define
their extensions to the corresponding bounded homotopy categories,
which we denote in the same way:

HHi : Ho(SBimR(W ))→ Ho(R −mod).

Recall that for a braid β we have a corresponding Rouquier complex
Fβ ∈ Ho(SBimR(W )). Khovanov-Rozansky homology of the link β̄
given by the closure of β is defined as HHHi(β) := HHi(Fβ). Note
that it has three gradings: one coming from the grading of HHH•, one
coming from the cohomological degree in Ho(SBimR(W )), and one
coming from the internal grading on the bimodules.

3 Generalities on completed categories

Conventions in this section follow [13].

3.1 Frobenius modules. Fix a finite field Fq of cardinality q = pr

for a prime p, which is always assumed to be very good for the consid-
ered algebraic group G, and another prime ℓ 6= p. Fix an isomorphism
C ≃ Qℓ, and let | · | be the corresponding archimedean norm on Qℓ.
Fix the square root of q in Qℓ.

Let Fr ∈ Gal(Fq/Fq) stand for the geometric Frobenius morphism.
By Fr-module we mean a Qℓ-vector space M equipped with an auto-
morphism FrM . A Fr-module is called locally-finite if it is a union of
finite-dimensional Fr-modules. For an arbitrary Fr-module M , let Mf

be its locally-finite part, that is a union of all its finite-dimensional
Fr-submodules.

The weights of a locally-finite Frobenius module M are numbers
2 log |λ|/ log q, where λ stands for the generalized eigenvalue of the Fr-
action. Since we fixed a square root of q, the half of the Tate twist
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is defined, which we denote by (1) (note that this differs from the
usual notations and, in particular, notations from [13], where (1) is
the notation for the full Tate twist). It shifts weights by −1. Write
〈1〉 = [1](1).

If M is a Fr-module on which Fr acts semisimply with integral
weights, let

M =
⊕

i∈Z

Mi

be a graded Qℓ-vector space, where Mi is the i-weight subspace of M .
For a Qℓ-algebraA with Fr-action, let (A,Fr)−mod be the category

of A-modules with a compatible Fr-action. If Fr acts on both A and
M semi-simply with integral weights, M becomes a graded A-module.

3.2 Categories of sheaves. Let Y be a scheme of finite type, and
let H be an algebraic group, both defined over Fq. We refer the reader
to the [34], [35] for the formalism of the ℓ-adic derived categories on
stacks. One may also work with an ℓ-adic analogue of the construction
of [7]. We denote byDb(Y/H) = Db

H(Y ) the bounded derived category
of étale Qℓ-sheaves on the quotient stack Y/H×SpecFq SpecFq, and by

Db
m(Y/H) the mixed bounded derived category of étale Qℓ-sheaves on

the quotient stack Y/H . For a stack X , write Hk(−) for the kth per-
verse cohomology functor on Db

m(X) (with respect to the middle per-
versity). Let ω stand for the pullback functor Db

m(Y/H)→ Db(Y/H).
We will regard the category Db

m(Y/H) as enriched over Z[Fr]: for
F ,G ∈ Db

m(Y/H), let

Hom(F ,G) := Hom(ωF , ωG),

Exti(F ,G) := Exti(ωF , ωG)

considered as Fr-modules.

3.3 Generalities on completions We briefly recall the formalism
of pro-objects in filtered triangulated categories, see Appendix A to
[13]. Let D be any category. By pro(D) we denote its category of
pro-objects. Namely, objects of pro(D) are sequences

X0 ← X1 ← X2 ← . . . , Xi ∈ D,

denoted by “ lim
←

”X•, and

Hompro(D)(“ lim
←

”X•, “ lim
←

”Y•) = lim
←−
n

lim
−→
m

HomD(Xm, Yn).

Let T be a split torus of rank r, and let π : X → Y be a T -
torsor. Following [13], consider D′ := D′m(X) ⊂ Db

m(X) – unipotently
monodromic subcategory.
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Definition 3.3.1. The completed monodromic category D̂(X) ⊂ pro(D′)
is a full subcategory of sequences “ lim

←
”F• such that

(1) F is uniformly bounded in degrees: F• ≃ F ′• (isomorphism in
pro(D′)) with F ′• such that there is N > 0 for which, for all n,
F ′n has no perverse cohomology outside the interval [−N,N ].

(2) F is uniformly bounded above in weights: F• ≃ F ′• with F ′• such
that there is N ∈ Z for which, for all n, F ′n is of weight ≤ N .

(3) π!“ lim
←

”F• (equivalently, π∗“ lim
←

”F•, see Lemma 3.4.2 below) lies

in the essential image of Db
m(Y ) in pro(Db

m(Y )).

It was shown in loc. cit. that D̂(X) is a triangulated category.
We will also consider the stratified situation, as in A.6 of [13].

Assume that we are in the situation of Assumption S of loc. cit.
Namely, Y is assumed to be stratified with affine strata Yα, α ∈ S,
Xα = π−1(Xα) are trivial T -torsors over Yα, H∗(Yα ⊗Fq Fq) ≃ Qℓ.
Write D≤α(Y ) (resp. D<α(Y )) for Db

m(Ȳα) (resp. Db
m(Ȳα\Yα)). We

fix a full triangulated subcategory D ⊂ Db
m(Y ). For each α, let D≤α

(resp. D<α) stand for the category D ∩ D≤α(Y ) (resp. D ∩ D<α(Y ),
and write Dα = D≤α/D<α. Assume that the heart of ωDα (with re-
spect to the perverse t-structure) has a unique simple object, given by
a rank one perverse local system Lα ∈ Dα. Let dα = dim Yα. Let
j̃α : Xα → X be the corresponding embedding.

The main example we use is X = G/U, Y = G/B with Bruhat
stratification, and with D being the derived category of U -equivariant
mixed complexes on G/B.

Let M be the stratified unipotently monodromic category attached
to the above data, that is the full triangulated subcategory of Db

m(X)

generated by objects π∗F ,F ∈ D, and let M̂ ⊂ pro(M ) be its mon-
odromic completion, given by replacing D′ in Definition 3.3.1 by M .

3.4 Standard and costandard pro-objects. Define VT to be the

Qℓ-Tate module of T . This is a Frobenius module of weight −2. Write
S = SymVT . Let Ln be the unipotent local system on T corresponding
to the representation S/(VT )

n of πét1 (T ) (that factors through its ℓ-adic
tame quotient), L̂ = lim

←−
n

Ln be the free pro-unipotent local system.

Since, by assumption, Xα is a trivial T -torsor over Yα, we may consider
the corresponding local system on Xα, which we denote in the same
way.

Recall that r stands for the rank of T .
Standard and costandard pro-objects in M̂ are defined as

∆̂α = j̃α!L̂[r + dα](2r + dα), ∇̂α = j̃α∗L̂[r + dα](2r + dα),

respectively.
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In case Yα = pt (in all situations we encounter there is a unique

stratum of this form), we adopt the notation δ̂ := L̂[r](2r) for the
unique (up to a non-unique isomorphism) standard (and costandard)
pro-object on Xα ≃ T .

Let a : T ×X → X be the action morphism. We have the following

Lemma 3.4.1 ([13], Lemma A.3.6). There is a natural isomorphism
a!(L̂⊠ F) ≃ F [−2r](−2r), F ∈ M̂ .

The following will be useful to us on multiple occasions.

Lemma 3.4.2. We have the following isomorphism of functors:

π∗ ≃ π![r] : M̂ → Db
m(Y ).

Proof. Consider the diagram

T ×X X

X Y

a

π2

π

π

Here a is the action morphism, π2 is the projection to the second factor.
Note that the diagram is a morphism of T -torsors T × X → X . We
have a natural isomorphism of functors π∗a! ≃ π!π2∗ (see [13], proof of

Lemma A.3.4 (3)). Applying it to the sheaf L̂⊠F , for F ∈ M̂ , we get
a natural in F isomorphism

π∗F [−2r](−2r) ≃ π∗a!L̂⊠ F ≃ π!π2∗L̂⊠ F ≃ π!F [−r](−2r).

Here the last isomorphism follows from the isomorphism

H•(L̂) ≃ Qℓ[−r](−2r),

where Qℓ stands for the trivial Fr-module on a point.

3.5 Verdier duality. In this subsection we describe the Verdier
duality formalism we will use.

We have an action of Db
m(T ) on M̂ defined by

F ⋆A = a!(F ⊠A)[r],

for F ∈ Db
m(T ), and A ∈ M̂ .

Lemma 3.5.1. Assume that F is a unipotently monodromic complex
on T (considered as a T -torsor T → SpecFq). Then, for any A ∈ M̂ ,
F ⋆A is in the essential image of M in M̂ .
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Proof. It is enough to check the statement of the Lemma for F = QℓT
.

For such F it follows from the proper base change and property (3) of
Definition 3.3.1.

Let D stand for the Verdier duality functor.

Lemma 3.5.2. There is a natural isomorphism

D(F ⋆A) ≃ DF ⋆ DA[−r].

for F ∈ Db
m(T ), and A ∈M .

Proof. By the standard properties of the Verdier duality, we have

D(F ⋆A) = D(a!(F ⊠A)[r]) ≃ a∗(DF ⊠ DA)[−r].

On the other hand, by Lemma 3.4.2 applied to the torsor a : T ×X →
X , if A is in the image of M , we have

a∗(DF ⊠ DA)[−r] ≃ a!(DF ⊠ DA) = DF ⋆ DA[−r].

Let δn = Ln[r](2r), so that δ̂ = “ lim
←−
n

”δn.

By Lemma 3.4.1, we have

F ≃ lim
←−
n

(δn ⋆ F)

for any F ∈M . By Lemma 3.5.2 we then get

D(F) ≃ lim
←−
n

(δn ⋆ DF) ≃ lim
←−
n

D(D(δn) ⋆ F)[r],

for any F ∈M .
This motivates the following definition of the duality functor on

M̂ .

Definition 3.5.3. Let D : M̂ → pro(M ) be the functor

D(“ lim
←

”F•) = “ lim
←−
n

”D(D(δn) ⋆ F)[r].

for F = “ lim
←

”F• ∈ M̂ .

Note that by Lemma 3.5.1, D(δn) ⋆ F is in the essential image of

M , so DF for F ∈ M̂ can indeed be considered an object of pro(M ).

Lemma 3.5.4. For any F in M̂ , the object DF is also in M̂ .
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Proof. Note that if F is uniformly bounded in degrees, so is DF , since
convolution with a perverse sheaf on T has a perverse cohomological
amplitude bounded by r. Thus, the property (1) of Definition 3.3.1 is
satisfied.

We also have

π!“ lim←−
n

”D(D(δn) ⋆ F)[r]=̇“ lim
←−
n

”Dπ∗(D(δn) ⋆ F)=̇

=̇“ lim
←−
n

”D(H•(Dδn)⊗Qℓ
π∗F))=̇D(π∗F),

where =̇ denotes an isomorphism up to shifts and twists independent
of n. Here the first isomorphism is just an isomorphism Dπ∗ ≃ π!D, the
second one is the projection formula, and the third is an observation
that lim

←−
n

(DH•(Dδn)) ≃ lim
←−
n

H•c(δn) ≃ Qℓ[−r]. This proves that D

preserves property (3) of Definition 3.3.1.
It remains to show that D preserves property (2) of Definition 3.3.1.

It is enough to show that if F = “ lim
←

”F• is uniformly bounded above

in weights, then (Dδn ⋆ F) is uniformly bounded below in weights.

Indeed, under our assumptions, the category M̂ is generated as a
triangulated category by the shifts and twists of costandard objects ∇̂α,
see Lemma A.6.1 of [13]. By Lemma 3.4.2 applied to a : T ×X → X ,
we have

Dδn ⋆ ∇̂α=̇j̃α∗DLn.

Weights of DLn are in the interval [−2r, 2(n − r)] and j̃α∗
does

not decrease weights, so that Dδn ⋆ ∇̂α is uniformly bounded below in
weights, as needed.

Lemma 3.5.5. The functor D : M̂ → M̂ satisfies the following nat-
ural properties of the duality functor:

(1) DD ≃ Id.

(2) D[1] ≃ [−1]D.

(3) Hom(A,B) ≃ Hom(DB,DA) for A,B ∈ D̂(X).

Proof. Second claim is obvious and the first one follows from the third
and Yoneda lemma. For the third claim, note that the functor (δn ⋆−)
admits both left and right adjoint on the monodromic category, namely
(Dδn[−r] ⋆−), so we have

Hom(DB,DA) = lim
←−
n

lim
−→
m

Hom(D(Dδm ⋆ B),D(Dδn ⋆A)) ≃

≃ lim
←−
n

lim
−→
m

Hom(Dδn⋆A,Dδm⋆B) ≃ lim
←−
n

lim
−→
m

Hom(δm⋆A, δn⋆B) = Hom(A,B).
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The following records how D acts on standard and costandard pro-
objects.

Lemma 3.5.6. D∆̂α ≃ ∇̂α[r],D∇̂α ≃ ∆̂α[r].

Proof. We have

Dδm ⋆ ∆̂α = lim
←−
n

Dδm ⋆ j̃α!Ln[r + dα](2r + dα) ≃

≃ lim
←−
n

j̃α! (Dδm ⋆ Ln) [r + dα](2r + dα) ≃ j̃α!DLm[r + dα](2r + dα) ≃

≃ Dj̃α∗Lm[r + dα](2r + dα).

and so

D∆̂α = “ lim
←−
n

”D(D(δn) ⋆ ∆̂α)[r] ≃ “ lim
←−
n

” j̃α∗Ln[2r + dα](dα) = ∇̂α[r].

The second claim follows, since DD ≃ Id.

3.6 t-structures. Recall from [13] that M̂ admits a perverse t-
structure (

M̂
≤0, M̂≥0

)
,

with respect to which the natural functor M → M̂ is perverse t-exact.
We recall its definition.

Let M̂≤α be the full subcategory of sheaves supported on strata

lying in the closure of Xα. Let M̂<α be the full subcategory of sheaves
supported on the union of strata β 6= α lying in the closure of Xα.

Let M̂{α} be the Verdier quotient category M̂≤α/M̂<α. We have

functors i∗α, i
!
α : M̂ → M̂{α} and the categories M̂{α} were proved

in loc. cit. to be equivalent to the bounded derived category of
Dm := Db(S,Fr−mod) of finitely generated graded S-modules with
the compatible Frobenius action. Let (D≤0m ,D≥0m ) stand for the stan-
dard t-structure on the latter category. Now define the t-structure on

M̂ by gluing as follows:

M̂
≤0 = {F ∈ M̂ , ∀α ∈ S i∗αF ∈ D

≤0
m },

M̂
≥0 = {F ∈ M̂ , ∀α ∈ S i!αF ∈ D

≥0
m }.

Let P̂ be its heart. We have ∆̂α, ∇̂α ∈ P̂ for all α ∈ S, and

ωM̂≤0 is generated under extensions by ω∆̂α[n], n ≥ 0. We denote
by τ≥k, τ≤k,Hk(−) the truncations and perverse cohomology functors
with respect to this t-structure, respectively.
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This t-structure is not self-dual with respect to D, cf. Remark
2.3.1. Consider the shifted duality functor, D′ = D[−r], chosen so that
D′∆̂α ≃ ∇̂α, and consider the dual t-structure

(
M̂
′≤0 = D′M̂≥0, M̂ ′≥0 = D′M̂≤0

)
.

Let P̂ ′ be its heart. We have ∆̂α, ∇̂α ∈ P̂
′ for all α ∈ S, and M̂ ′≥0 is

generated under extensions by ∇̂α[n], n ≤ 0.

4 Monodromic Hecke category

Let G be a split reductive group over Fq. Fix B ⊂ G a split Borel
subgroup, T ⊂ B split maximal torus. Let U ⊂ B be the unipotent
radical. Let M ⊂ Db

m(U\G/U) be the mixed derived category of
complexes that are unipotently monodromic with respect to the right
T -action.

So, from now on X = G/U, Y = G/B, and we are considering the
stratification of Y by left U -orbits. In this setting, the set S of strata is
identified with the Weyl group W . The stratum labeled by an element
w ∈ W has dimension dw = l(w).

4.1 Convolution. Categories Db
m(U\G/U),M , M̂ , ωM , ωM̂ are

equipped with monoidal structure via the !-convolution, which we de-
note by ⋆. We recall their definitions. Consider the diagram

G×U G/U G/U

G/U U\G/U

q

π1 π2

Here π1, π2 are projections and q is the action map. Convolution op-
eration is defined as

(1) F ⋆ G = q!(F ⊠ G)[r].

By Lemma 4.3.1 of [13], the convolution is well-defined on the com-

pleted category M̂ .
We have the following

Lemma 4.1.1. For F ,G ∈ M̂

D(F ⋆ G) ≃ DF ⋆ DG[−r].

Proof. To prove this fact we will need a representation of δ̂ as a pro-
jective system of objects “ lim

←
”εn that are central, that is such that
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we have a canonical isomorphism F ⋆ εn ≃ εn ⋆ F for any F ∈ M̂ .
We will thus use the following fact from Corollary 5.3.3 below. Let
εn = p∗hc!(En) (see Corollary 5.3.3 for notations). We have δ̂ = lim

←−
n

εn

and εn,Dεn are central in M̂ , see Section 5.2. For the purposes of
the Lemma, the only property of εn we need is the commutativity
isomorphism as above.

The isomorphism above follows from Lemma 3.4.2 for F ,G ∈ M ,
since q factors as the composition of a T -torsor projectionG×UG/U →
G ×B G/U and a proper map G ×B G/U → G/U . On the other
hand, from the proof of Lemma 4.3.1 in [13] one deduces that, for A =
“ lim
←−
m

”Am,B = “ lim
←−
n

”Bn, we haveA⋆Bn ∈M andA⋆B ≃ “ lim
←−
n

” (A ⋆ Bn).

By definition,

DF ⋆ DG = “ lim
←−
m

”D(Dεm ⋆ F) ⋆ “ lim
←−
n

”D(Dεn ⋆ G)

and we also have,

lim
←−
m

(D(Dεm ⋆ F) ⋆D(Dεn ⋆ G)) ≃ lim
←−
m

D((Dεm ⋆ F) ⋆ (Dεn ⋆ G))[r],

since Dεm ⋆F ,Dεn ⋆ G ∈M . Using the central structure to rearrange
the factors, we get that the last expression is isomorphic to

lim
←−
m

D(Dεm⋆(Dεn⋆F⋆G))[r] ≃ lim
←−
m

εm⋆D(Dεn⋆F⋆G) ≃ D(Dεn⋆(F⋆G)).

Passing to the limit in n we get the result.

4.2 Convolution of standard and costandard pro-objects. Stan-
dard and costandard pro-objects satisfy the following properties with
respect to convolution:

Proposition 4.2.1 ([13], [11]).

(1) δ̂ is the unit of the monoidal structure ⋆.

(2) ∆̂v ⋆ ∆̂w ≃ ∆̂vw, ∇̂v ⋆ ∇̂w ≃ ∇̂vw if l(vw) = l(v) + l(w).

(3) ∆̂v ⋆ ∇̂v−1 ≃ δ̂.

(4) Hom(∆̂v, ∇̂w[i]) = 0, unless v = w and i = 0, and Hom(∆̂v, ∇̂v) ≃
Ŝ, where Ŝ is the completion of S with respect to the ideal VTS.

Proof. (1) and (2) are Lemma 4.3.3 of [13], (3) is Lemma 7.7 of [11],
(4) is a standard computation using the adjunction (j̃∗w , j̃w∗).
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4.3 Pro-unipotent tilting sheaves. Recall that in [13] a category

of free-monodromic tilting objects in M̂ was defined, coming with a
collection of indecomposable objects T̂w ∈ P̂ indexed by w ∈W .

Let
V : M̂ → (End(T̂w0)

f ,Fr)−mod

be the functor Hom(T̂w0 ,−)
f .

Proposition 4.3.1 ([13]).

(1) For all w ∈ W , T̂w admits a filtration by objects of the form
∆̂v(m),m ∈ Z, referred to as the standard filtration, and also a
filtration by objects of the form ∇̂v(m),m ∈ Z, referred to as the
costandard filtration.

(2) Hom(T̂w, T̂v[i]) = 0, v, w ∈ W, i > 0.

(3) Hom(T̂v, T̂w)f ≃ Hom(V(T̂v),V(T̂w)), v, w ∈ W, as Fr-modules.

(4) End(T̂w0)
f ≃ S ⊗SW S as Fr-algebras.

Proof. (1) follows directly from the definition, given in [13], A.7. (2)
follows from (1) and Proposition 4.2.1. (3) is Proposition 4.5.7 together
with Lemma 4.6.3 of loc. cit. (4) is Proposition 4.7.3 (2) of loc. cit.

Definition 4.3.2. Define the shifted t-structure on M̂ as
(
M̂
≥0
w0

= ∆̂w0 ⋆ M̂
′≥0, M̂≤0

w0
= ∆̂w0 ⋆ M̂

′≤0
)

We denote by τ≥kw0
, τ≤kw0

,Hkw0
(−) the truncations and perverse cohomo-

logy functors with respect to this t-structure, respectively, and let P̂w0

be its heart.

This is the pullback of the t-structure
(
M̂ ′≥0, M̂ ′≤0

)
defined in

Section 3.6 along the autoequivalence (∇̂w0 ⋆−) of M̂ : the complex F

is the heart of the t-structure
(
M̂≥0

w0
, M̂≤0

w0

)
if and only if ∇̂w0 ⋆ F is

in the heart of the t-structure
(
M̂ ′≥0, M̂ ′≤0

)
.

Note that by Proposition 4.2.1 and Proposition 4.3.1 (1), T̂w ∈ P̂w0 :
since T̂w has a filtration by objects of the form ∆̂v, v ∈W , and ∇̂w0 ⋆T̂w
has a filtration by objects of the form ∇̂w0 ⋆ ∆̂v ≃ ∇̂w0v.

We will need the following

Proposition 4.3.3. For any F ∈ M̂ , v ∈ W,k ∈ Z,

Hom(F , T̂v[k]) ≃ Hom(H−kw0
(F), T̂v).

Proof. It is enough to show that for any F ∈ P̂w0 , Hom(F , T̂v[k]) = 0
unless k = 0. Since F , T̂v ∈ P̂w0 ,Hom(F , T̂v[k]) = 0 for k < 0. It
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remains to consider the case k > 0. The category ωM̂ ′≥0 is generated
under extensions by the objects ω∇̂w[n], w ∈ W,n ≤ 0, so the category

ωM̂≥0
w0

is generated under extensions by the objects ω∆̂w0 ⋆ ω∇̂w[n] ≃

ω∆̂w0w[n], w ∈ W,n ≤ 0. On the other hand, by Proposition 4.3.1 (1)
ωT̂v admits a filtration by sheaves of the form ω∇̂v. We have

Hom(∆̂w0 ⋆ ∇̂w[n], ∇̂v[k]) ≃ Hom(∆̂w0w, ∇̂v[−n+ k]) = 0,

by Proposition 4.2.1 (4) using that −n + k > 0, which implies the
result.

We will also use the following

Lemma 4.3.4. There is an isomorphism D′T̂v ≃ T̂v.

Proof. By Lemma 5.2.2 of [13], any indecomposable free-monodromic
tilting extension of L̂[r + dv](2r + dv) from the stratum labeled by
v is isomorphic to T̂v. Since D′ exchanges free-monodromic standard
and costandard objects, we get that D′T̂v is an indecomposable free-
monodromic tilting extension of L̂[r + dv](2r + dv), and the Lemma
follows.

4.4 Comparison with Soergel bimodules. Let Tilt be the ad-
ditive category generated by the twists of the free-monodromic tilt-
ing sheaves T̂v. By Proposition 4.3.4 of [13], Tilt is closed under the

monoidal structure on M̂ .
The connection between the setting of Soergel bimodules and mon-

odromic Hecke categories can be summarized in the following diagram:

SBimR(W ) Tilt ωTilt

Ho(SBimR(W )) Ho(Tilt) Ho(ωT ilt)

M̂ ωM̂

ιS

Λ

ιT

ω

ωιT

Ho(Λ)

ω

h ≀ωh

ω

Here we consider the category SBimR(W ) of Soergel bimodules as-
sociated to the representation h0 = V ∨T of W , as in Section 2, ιS, ιT
stand for the embedding of the additive categories to their homotopy
categories, h is the functor constructed in [13], Appendix B. The func-
tor Λ sends Bw(k) to T̂w(−k), and the action of R ⊗

Qℓ
R is identified

with the action of S ⊗Qℓ
S by the logarithms of the left and right

monodromy automorphisms. The functor inverse to Λ on its image is
T̂ 7→ V(T̂ )

F
, with the above identification of S and R (recall that for a

Frobenius module M , M
F

denotes the module with inverse Frobenius
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action). The grading on SBimR(W ) corresponds to the negative of the
Frobenius weights on Tilt.

Proposition 4.4.1. The functor hHoΛ is monoidal and satisfies the
following properties.

(1) We have isomorphism

hHoΛ(∇w) ≃ ∇̂w, hHoΛ(∆w) ≃ ∆̂w.

(2) For M•, N• ∈ Ho(SBimR(W )),

Hom(M,N) ≃ Hom(hHo(Λ)(M), hHo(Λ)(N))f,
F

.

(3) The functor hHo(Λ) is t-exact with respect to the t-structure

(pSBimR(W )≤0, pSBimR(W )≥0)

on Ho(SBim) and the t-structure (M̂≤0, M̂≥0) on M̂ .

(4) The functor hHo(Λ) intertwines the duality functor ∨ with D′:

hHo(Λ)(M∨) ≃ D′hHo(Λ)(M).

Proof. The fact that hHo(Λ) is monoidal follows from [13] Propositions
4.3.4, 4.6.4 (2) and Corollary 5.2.3. It follows that it is enough to check
(1) on simple reflections, which is done in the Appendix C of loc. cit.

The identity (2) of Hom-spaces is Lemma B.5.1 of [13].
Since the category SBimR(W )≤0 is generated by the grading shifts

of the objects ∆w[n], n ≥ 0, and the category M̂≤0 is generated by the
twists of the objects ∆̂w[n], n ≥ 0, and we have hHoΛ(∆w) ≃ ∆̂w, we
get that hHoΛ is t-exact from the right.

For any object X ∈ Ho(SBimR(W )) consider the triangle

τ≤0X → X → τ≥1X → τ≤0X [1].

Using (2), we get that

Hom(∆̂w [n], hHoΛ(τ≥1X))f,
F

≃ Hom(∆̂w[n], τ≥1X) = 0,

for n ≥ 0, so that hHoΛ(τ≥1X) ∈ M̂≥1. By right t-exactness of

hHoΛ, we also have hHoΛ(τ≤0X) ∈ M̂≤0, and so

hHoΛ(τ≥1X) ≃ τ≥1hHoΛ(X), hHoΛ(τ≤0X) ≃ τ≤0hHoΛ(X),

which proves (3).
The fact that the functor intertwines the duality follows from the

corresponding statment for Λ, see Lemma 4.3.4 .
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Corollary 4.4.2. The functor hHo(Λ) is t-exact with respect to the t-
structure

(
SBimR(W )≥0w0

, SBimR(W )≤0w0

)
on Ho(SBimR(W )), see Def-

inition 2.3.2 and the t-structure
(
M̂≥0

w0
, M̂≤0

w0

)
, see Definition 4.3.2.

Definition 4.4.3. Fix w ∈ W and consider the following twisted ad-
joint action of T on G/U :

t · xU = txAd(w)(t−1)U.

Let Yw be the quotient stack (U\G/U)/T with respect to this action.
We will write Y = Y1, with p : U\G/U → Y for the corresponding
projection.

Let p† = p∗[dim T ]. Thus p† is the t-exact functor forgetting the
T -action.

We now give a geometric description of the complexKS ∈ Ho(SBim).

Proposition 4.4.4. There is an isomorphism

hHo(Λ)(KS) ≃ p
†p!T̂w0〈2 dimT 〉.

The proposition follows from the following Lemma 4.4.5, which is
a straightforward adaptation of a result of [8] to the mixed setting.

Let X be a scheme of finite type over Fq equipped with an action T .
Consider a (unital) commutative dg-algebra KT with Frobenius action
freely generated by VT [1](4)⊕VT (recall that Fr acts on VT by q−1 and
on VT [1](4) by q).

Let P ′m(X) ⊂ Db
m(X) be the category of mixed monodromic per-

verse sheaves on X . Let Peqm be the dg-category of bounded complexes
P • of objects in P ′m(X) equipped with an action of KT compatible
with the Frobenius action and monodromy: that is, equipped with
a homomorphism of Fr-dg-algebras KT → Hom(ωP •, ωP •), and such
that the action of VT is given by the logarithm of monodromy action.
Let D(P eqm ) be the corresponding derived category.

Lemma 4.4.5. There is an equivalence of triangulated categories realeq :
D(P eqm )→ Db

m(X/T ) such that the diagrams above commute up to nat-
ural isomorphism:

D(P eqm ) Db(P ′m)

Db
m(X/T ) Db

m(X)

realeq

For

real

p∗

D(P eqm ) Db(P ′m)

Db
m(X/T ) Db

m(X)

realeq real

Ind
KT
S [−2r]

p!
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Here real is the realization functor and For is the functor forgetting
the KT -action.

Proof. The proof of Lemma 44 in [8] applies verbatim to our situation.
The only difference is that the second diagram in loc. cit. involves the
functor p∗ which can be replaced by p! by Lemma 3.4.2.

Proof of Proposition 4.4.4. By Lemma 4.4.5 applied to X = G/U and
adjoint T -action, p†p!T̂w0〈2 dimT 〉 is the image under the realization
functor of the complex T̂w0⊗SKT , where KT is considered as a complex
of free K0

T = S-modules, and the action of S on T̂w0 is the antidiagonal

action of the monodromy. By construction, we have Λ(Bw0) ≃ T̂w0

and the complex T̂w0 ⊗S KT is the image of KS under hHo(Λ).

Let K = p†p!T̂w0〈2 dimT 〉
The complex K satisfies the following properties.

Lemma 4.4.6. For any w ∈ W , we have ∆̂w⋆K ≃ Kw(l(w)), ∇̂w⋆K ≃
Kw(−l(w)),D′K ≃ K[− dimT ](−2 dimT ). Here Kw stands for the
complex K with left monodromy action twisted by w.

Proof. This follows from the fact that

∆̂w ⋆ T̂w0 ≃ T̂w0 ⋆ ∆̂w ≃ T̂w0(l(w)),

∇̂w ⋆ T̂w0 ≃ T̂w0 ⋆ ∇̂w ≃ T̂w0(−l(w))

(see e.g. Proposition 7.10 of [11]), Lemma 4.3.4 and an isomorphism
(K•)∨ ≃ (K•)〈2 dimT 〉, where (K•)∨ is the Koszul complex of the
diagonal bimodule over the polynomial ring R, see Section 2.4.

Combining Proposition 4.4.4 with Proposition 4.3.3 we get the fol-
lowing monodromic model for Hoschschild cohomology of Soergel bi-
modules. Recall the notation

Ek = H−kw0
(K).

Theorem 4.4.7. There is an isomorphism of functors on SBimR(W )

HHk(M)(−l(w0)) ≃ Hom(Ek,Λ(M))f,
F

.

More generally, for any complex F ∈ Ho(SBimR(W )) we have

HHk(F)(−l(w0)) ≃ Hom(Ek, hHo(Λ)(F))
f,
F

.

In view of Proposition 4.4.1 and Corollary 4.4.2, this theorem may
be stated entirely in the homotopy category of Soergel bimodules. Re-
call the notation

Ek = H−kS,w0
(KS).
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Corollary 4.4.8. For any complex F ∈ Ho(SBimR(W )) we have the
following isomorphism in Ho(R −mod)

HHk(F)(−l(w0)) ≃ Hom(Ek,F).

In particular, for a braid β, taking F to be a Rouquier complex Fβ, we
get the following description of Khovanov-Rozansky homology:

HHHk(β)(−l(w0)) ≃ Hom(Ek, Fβ).

4.5 Whittaker category. Fix a maximal unipotent subgroupU− ⊂
G, opposite to U . We have an isomorphism

U−/[U−, U−] ≃
∏

s∈S

Ga,

where the product is of the negative root subgroups of G. Fix a non-

trivial character ψ : Fq → Q
×
ℓ and consider the corresponding Artin-

Schreier local system ASψ on Ga. Let ξ be the composition

(2) ξ : U− → U−/[U−, U−]→
∏

s∈S

Ga
+
−→ Ga,

where + is the addition map. We consider the monodromic Iwahori-

Whittaker category Mψ ⊂ Db
m(G/U) and its completion M̂ψ with

respect to the right T -action on G/U , which, by Lemma 4.4.5 of [13],
comes with the adjoint pair of functors

AvU ! : M̂ψ → M̂ ,Avψ : M̂ → M̂ψ.

We recall the definitions. Consider the action morphisms

aU : U ×G/U → G/U, aU− : U− ×G/U → G/U.

The functor Avψ (before the completion) is defined as the composition

M
For
−−→ Db

m(G/U)
avψ
−−→Mψ,

where For is the functor forgetting the left U -equivariant structure and

avψ F = aU−!(ξ
∗ASψ〈l(w0)〉 ⊠ F).

The functor AvU (before the completion) is defined as

AvU F = aU !(Qℓ〈l(w0)〉⊠ F).

We have the following

Proposition 4.5.1 ([13], Corollary 5.2.4). There is an isomorphism

T̂w0 ≃ AvU Avψ δ̂.
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5 Character sheaves and the Harish-Chandra

functor

If X is a stack with an action of the algebraic group H , we write AvH
for the functor π!, where π : X → X/H is the canonical projection.
If H ⊂ H ′ are two algebraic groups with H ′ acting on X , we write

AvH
′

H for the functor π′! , where π′ : X/H → X/H ′ is the canonical
projection. We sometimes omit H from the notation, if it is clear that

the sheaf to which AvH
′

H is applied lies in the H-equivariant category.
Write For = π∗[dimH ]. We will also sometimes omit For to unburden
the notation. We use the notation AvAd

H to emphasize that the action
taken is adjoint, where it is relevant.

5.1 Harish-Chandra functor. For a subgroupH ⊂ G, let G/AdH
stand for the quotient stack of G by the adjoint action of H . We have a
pair of adjoint functors hc! : D

b
m(G/AdG) ⇄ Db

m(Y) : χ defined below.
The Harish-Chandra functor hc! is defined as the composition

Db
m(G/AdG)

For
−−→ Db

m(G/AdB)
AvU−−−→ Db

m(Y),

and χ is defined as the composition

Db
m(Y)

For
−−→ Db

m(G/AdB)
AvAd

G−−−→ Db
m(G/AdG).

For any algebraic groupG, Db
m(G) is equipped with the !-convolution

operation, defined as

(3) F ⋆ G = m!(F ⊠ G).

Define the categoryDCS – the derived category of unipotent character
sheaves – as a full subcategory with objects F ∈ Db

m(G/AdG) such that
p†hc!(F) ∈ M . DCS is a monoidal subcategory of Db

m(G/AdG) and
p†hc! is a monoidal functor Db

m(G/AdG)→M .

Remark 5.1.1. The fact that this definition, restricted to the category
of semi-simple equivariant perverse sheaves on G, coincides with the
original definition given by Lusztig in [36] is the result of [39].

Let CS stand for the full subcategory of perverse sheaves in DCS.

5.2 Central structure of the Harish-Chandra functor The
Harish-Chandra functor is equipped with the canonical central struc-
ture. We recall what this means. Let F : C → D be a functor to a
monoidal category D. F is said to be equipped with central structure
if there is a functor FZ : C → Z(D) such that F = φ ◦FZ , where Z(D)
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stands for the Drinfeld center of D, and φ : Z(D)→ D is the canonical
forgetful functor. In particular, for objects A ∈ C, X ∈ D, there is an
isomorphism βA,X : F (A)⋆X → X ⋆F (A) natural in A,X . Here −⋆−
denotes the product in the monoidal category D.

We have the following well-known

Lemma 5.2.1 (cf. [15], Definition A.4.3). The forgetful functor F :
Db
m(G/AdG)→ Db

m(G) carries a natural central structure with respect
to the !-convolution monoidal structure on Db

m(G).

Proof. We recall the construction of the commutativity constraint β,
the verification of the required properties is straightforward. Let a′ :
G×G→ G, a′(g, h) = g−1hg be the (inverse) adjoint action map and
let p : G × G → G be the projection to the second factor. Define the
map α : G × G → G × G by α(g, h) = (g, a′(g, h)). For any A ∈
Db
m(G/AdG), there is a canonical isomorphism a′∗F (A) → π∗F (A)

which gives a canonical isomorphism of complexes on G × G for an
arbitrary X ∈ Db

m(G),

α!(X ⊠ F (A))→ X ⊠ F (A).

Recall that m : G × G → G stands for the multiplication map. Now,
using the fact that m ◦ α(g, h) = hg and applying m! to both sides of
the above isomorphism, we get an isomorphism

F (A) ⋆ X ≃ m!α!(X ⊠ F (A))→ m! (X ⊠ F (A)) = X ⋆ F (A).

Since U is isomorphic to an affine space, the category Db
m(U\G/U)

may be considered as a full triangulated subcategory of Db
m(G), con-

sisting of the objects of the form QℓU
⋆ F ⋆QℓU ,F ∈ D

b
m(G). We get

the following

Corollary 5.2.2 (cf. [10], 3.3). The functor p†hc! has a central struc-
ture.

5.3 Pro-unit in character sheaves. The Harish-Chandra functor
constructed in the previous subsection is monoidal with respect to !-

convolution operations (3) and (1) on Db
m(G/AdGG) and M̂ . It turns

out that δ̂ is in the image of proDb
m(G/AdG) under the functor p†hc!.

This is implicit in [10] in characteristic zero setting, since the unit
object of the monoidal category is naturally central, and is proved in
the ℓ-adic setting in [17].

Let P be a parabolic subgroup of G with the Levi quotient P .
There are parabolic restriction and induction functors

ResGP : Db
m(G/AdG)→ Db

m(L/AdL), Ind
G
P : Db

m(L/AdL)→ Db
m(G/AdG),
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There is also a non-equivariant version of these functors,

ResGP : Db
m(G)→ Db

m(L), IndGP : Db
m(L)→ Db

m(G),

which we denote in the same way.
We refer the reader to [36], [12], [24] and references therein for their

definition and further properties.
We record some of the properties we will need:

Proposition 5.3.1 ([24], Theorem 4.2). Functors ResGP , Ind
G
P are t-

exact with respect to the perverse t-structure. The functor IndGP is
Verdier self-dual.

Proof. This is Theorem 5.4 of [12], which generalizes the corresponding
result proved for character sheaves in [36], [24].

Recall that according to [18] Proposition 3.2, if F is aW -equivariant
perverse sheaf on T , the sheaf IndGB F is equipped with a W -action. It
it will be convenient for us to use an action that differs from the action
defined in loc. cit. by the sign representation of W . For such F , let
ΦF stand for the sheaf of W -invariants (IndGB F)

W .

Theorem 5.3.2 ([17]). Let F be a W -equivariant perverse local system
on T . Assume that it is unipotent and corresponds to the Qℓ[W ]⋉ S-
module S⊗SW F

′, for some SW -module F ′. Then IndGB F has a natural
W -action and ΦF = (IndGB F)

W satisfies p†hc!(ΦF ) ≃ F . Moreover,
F is central in M̂ .

Proof. This follows from Theorem 7.1 together with Proposition 3.2 of
[17]. Centrality property of F follows from Corollary 5.2.2.

Corollary 5.3.3. There is a family of sheaves En ∈ Db
m(G/AdG) such

that
p†hc!(“lim←−

n

”En) ≃ δ̂.

Moreover, sheaves p†hc!(En) are central in the monoidal category M

(and so in M̂ ).

Proof. In [17], Section 4.5, the construction of the sheaf E1 is given.
It is such that, if we denote φ1 = hc!(E1), ε1 = p†φ1 corresponds
to the W -coinvariants module S/mWS = S ⊗SW Qℓ over S, where
mW ⊂ S

W stands for an ideal generated by homogeneous W -invariant
polynomials of positive degree. E1 is recovered as IndGB(φ1)

W . Sheaves
En are similarly defined as En = IndGB(φn)

W , where εn = p†φn is the
W -equivariant perverse local system on T/AdT corresponding to the
module S/(mWS)

n = S ⊗SW SW /(mW )n.
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Remark 5.3.4. Note that E1 is, by construction, a Goresky-MacPherson
extension of a certain (shifted) local system of rank |W | on the set Grss

of regular semisimple elements in G. It is not, however, isomorphic to
the Grothendieck-Springer sheaf. For example, the sheaf E1 is not pure.

Write formally in proDb
m(G/AdG),

δ̂G = “ lim
←

”En.

5.4 Fourier-Deligne transform and Springer action. Let E
be an affine space of dimension r defined over Fq. Let E∨ be the dual
affine space. Let µ : E × E∨ → Ga be the natural pairing, and let
π : E × E∨ → E, π∨ : E × E∨ → E∨ be the projections. Recall the
Fourier-Deligne transform functors

FTψ,!(F),FTψ,∗(F) : D
b
m(E)→ Db

m(E∨),

FTψ,!(F) = π∨! (µ
∗ASψ ⊗π

∗F)〈r〉,

FTψ,∗(F) = π∨∗ (µ
∗ ASψ ⊗π

∗F)〈r〉.

We write FTψ := FTψ,!.

If we consider E and E∨ as algebraic groups with respect to addi-
tion, the categories Db

m(E), Db
m(E) become equipped with the convo-

lution operation, as in the Section 5.1.
For any ξ ∈ E∨(Fq) defining a map ξ : E → Ga, write Lξ = ξ∗ASψ.

We record the basic properties of the Fourier-Deligne transform.

Lemma 5.4.1 ([31], [16]). (1) The natural transformation given by
forgetting the support FTψ,! → FTψ,∗ is an isomorphism.

(2) FTψ is an equivalence of triangulated categories.

(3) FTψ sends perverse sheaves to perverse sheaves, and sends pure
complexes of weight w to pure complexes of weight w.

(4) For any A,B ∈ Db
m(E), we have

FTψ(A⊗Qℓ
B) ≃ FTψ(A) ⋆ FTψ(B).

(5) FTψ(Lξ〈r〉) ≃ δξ, where δξ stands for the rank one punctual sheaf
at ξ.

Proof. (1) is [31] Theorem 2.4.1, (2) follows directly from [16] Propo-
sition 9.3. (3) is [31] Corollary 2.1.5 and Theorem 2.2.1. (4) is [16]
Corollary 6.3. (5) is a straightforward computation.
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Let g be the Lie algebra of G, b ⊂ g the Lie algebra of B. Fix
a G-invariant non-singular bilinear form 〈, 〉 on g, thus identifying the
affine space underlying g with its dual.

Let grss denote the open subset of regular semisimple elements of
g.

Let g̃ = G ×B b be the Grothendieck-Springer resolution, with
the standard projection p : g̃ → g, and denote by g̃rss the preimage
of grss under p. It is well-known that grss is a Galois cover of grss

with the Galois group W . Moreover, p is a small map, so that the
Grothendieck-Springer sheaf gspr := p∗Qℓg〈dim g〉 is identified with

the Goresky-MacPherson extension of its restriction to grss. We have
an identification Qℓ[W ] ≃ End(gspr), which, in turn, defines a func-
tor Sg : Rep

Qℓ
(W ) → Db

m(g) from the category of finite dimensional

representations of W over Qℓ.
Let n ⊂ b be the Lie algebra of U , and let Ng be the nilpotent

variety of g. Let Ñg = G×Bn be the Springer resolution, and q : Ñg →
Ng be the standard projection. Denote by spr := q∗QℓÑg

〈dimNg〉 the

Springer sheaf. We have FTψ(gspr) ≃ spr, which defines W -action on
spr and the functor SNg

: Rep
Qℓ
(W ) → Db

m(Ng). This action of W

on the Springer sheaf was constructed in [16]. It is easy to see that we
have SNg

(trivW ) = ι0∗QℓSpec(Fq)
, where trivW stands for the trivial

representation of W , and ι0 : Spec(Fq) → g is the inclusion of {0} to
g.

There is another action of W on spr obtained from the base change
isomorphism ι∗Ng

gspr[− dimT ] ≃ spr, considered in [14]. Let S′Ng
:

Rep
Qℓ
(W ) → Db

m(Ng) be the corresponding functor. Let sgnW stand
for the sign representation of W . We have the following

Theorem 5.4.2 (Theorem 1.1 of [1]). Two actions of W on spr differ
by the sign representation of W : we have a natural isomorphism

SNg
(−) = S′Ng

(−⊗ sgnW ).

Corollary 5.4.3. We have SNg
(sgnW ) ≃ QℓNg

〈dimNg〉.

Since the kernel of the Fourier-Deligne transform on g isG-equivariant
with respect to the diagonal adjoint action, one can similarly define an
equivariant version FTψ : Db

m(g/AdG) → Db
m(g/AdG). It is easy to

see that it commutes with the !-AdG averaging.
Most of the constructions described above have a group version.
Let G̃ = G×BB be the group version of the Grothendieck-Springer

resolution, with the standard projection p′ : G̃ → G, and denote by
G̃rss the preimage of Grss under p′. It is well-known that G̃rss is a
Galois cover of Grss with the Galois group W . Moreover, p′ is a small
map, so that the Grothendieck-Springer sheaf GSpr := p′∗Qℓg〈dim g〉 is

34



identified with the Goresky-MacPherson extension of its restriction to
Grss. We have an identification Qℓ[W ] ≃ End(GSpr), which, in turn,
defines a functor SG : Rep

Qℓ
(W )→ Db

m(G) from the category of finite

dimensional representations of W over Qℓ.
Let NG stand for the variety of unipotent elements in G. ÑG =

G×B U be the Springer resolution, and q : ÑG → NG be the standard
projection. Denote by Spr := q∗QℓÑG

〈dimNG〉 the Springer sheaf.

Completeley analogous to the case of g, we have an action of W on Spr
obtained from the base change isomorphism ι∗NG GSpr[− dimT ] ≃ Spr,

and the corresponding functor S′NG : RepQℓ(W )→ Db
m(G).

For a good prime p, there are G-equivariant isomorphisms

ϕ : Ng → NG, ϕ̃ : Ñg → ÑG,

making the following diagram commutative

(4)

Ñg ÑG

Ng NG

ϕ̃

p p′

ϕ

See [28] Chapter 6.20 and references therein.
Base change formula gives the following formula for the composed

functor χ ◦ hc!:

Lemma 5.4.4 ([23] Lemma 8.5.4). We have an isomorphism of func-
tors

χhc!(−) ≃ Spr ⋆(−).

This equips the functor χhc! with W -action coming from the W -
action on Spr. We have the following compatibility result.

Lemma 5.4.5. The W -action on spr corresponding to the functor S′Ng

coincides with the base change along the diagram (4) of the W -action
on Spr corresponding to the functor S′NG .

Proof. By Theorem 4.8 (1) of [1], it is enough to check that the in-
duced actions on the cohomology of the fiber of p (respectively p′) over
0 ∈ g (respectively e ∈ G) are the same, which is a straightforward
verification.

Let SNG = S′NG ⊗ sgnW .
We also record the following compatibility result for future use.

Proposition 5.4.6. Let F ∈ Db
m(T ) be a W -equivariant perverse

sheaf satisfying the assumptions of Theorem 5.3.2, so that hc!(ΦF ) ≃
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ResGB(ΦF ). Two W -actions on the perverse sheaf IndGB(F), one com-
ing from the construction of [18], see the discussion before Theorem
5.3.2, and another coming from the isomorphism

IndGB ResGB(ΦF ) ≃ χhc(F) ≃ Spr ⋆F ,

and the W -action on Spr defined above, coincide.

Proof. By Proposition 3.2 (1) of [17], for any complex A on Db
m(T ),

we have an isomorphism

⊕w∈Ww
∗A ≃ ResGB IndGB(A).

This implies that the functor ResGB is faithful on the essential image of
IndGB inDb

m(G), and hence its equivariant versionResGB : Db
m(T/AdT )→

Db
m(G/AdG) is faithful on the essential image of the restriction of IndGB

to the subcategory of perverse equivariant sheaves.
It follows that it is enough to check the compatibility of W - actions

on
ResGB IndGB ResGB(ΦF).

By Proposition 3.2 (2) of [17], for any W -equivariant complex A on
Db
m(T ), we have an isomorphism

Qℓ[W ]⊗A ≃ ResGB IndGB(A),

compatible with W -action. Applying this to A = F ≃ ResGB(ΦF),
we get that it is enough to check the compatibility of W -actions on
Qℓ[W ]⊗ ResGB(ΦF) and ResGB(Spr ⋆ΦF ).

To do this, we note that we have, forA ∈ Db
m(G) satisfying hc!(A) ≃

ResGB(A), canonical natural isomorphisms of functors

ResGB(− ⋆ A) ≃ ResGB(−) ⋆ Res
G
B(A),

and
IndGB(− ⋆ Res

G
B A) ≃ IndGB(−) ⋆ A.

Here the first property follows straightforwardly by base change and
hc being a monoidal functor, and the second property is Proposition
3.3 in [17].

It follows that it is enough to check the compatibility of W -actions
for F = δe a skyscraper sheaf at the unit e ∈ T , for which it is true by
definition.

5.5 Whittaker averaging. See Section 4.5 for notations. Fur-
ther properties of the Whittaker averaging of conjugation equivariant
sheaves will be described in a forthcoming paper [9].

Recall that ASψ stands for the Artin-Schreier local system on Ga
Let i− : U− → G be the embedding map.
Write Ξψ := AvAd

G i−∗ξ
∗ASψ〈2l(w0)〉.
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Theorem 5.5.1. There is an isomorphism

hc!(Ξψ ⋆ δ̂G) ≃ p!T̂w0 [dim T ](l(w0)).

Proof. Recall from Corollary 5.3.3, that

p†hc!(δ̂G) ≃ p
†hc!(“ lim

←
”En) = “ lim

←
”εn.

By Proposition 4.5.1, we need to prove that

hc!(Av
Ad
G i−∗ξ

∗ASψ ⋆En)=̇ AvAd
T AvU Avψ εn.

Rewrite the right-hand side as

AvAd
T AvU Avψ εn=̇ AvAd

T AvU (i−∗ξ
∗ASψ) ⋆ hc!(En).

Here we used the fact that the Whittaker averaging can be expressed
as convolution with i−∗ξ

∗ASψ, see Section 4.5:

Avψ(−) ≃ For(i−∗ξ
∗ASψ ⋆−)

and that εn=̇p
†hc!(En).

For the left-hand side we have

hc!(Av
Ad
G i−∗ξ

∗ASψ ⋆En) ≃ hc!(Av
Ad
G i−∗ξ

∗ ASψ) ⋆ hc!(En)=̇

=̇AvU (Av
Ad
B i−∗ξ

∗ASψ) ⋆ hc!(En)=̇ AvAd
T AvU (i−∗ξ

∗ASψ) ⋆ hc!(En).

Here we used that i−∗ξ
∗ASψ is AdU−-equivariant, and that

AvU AvAd
B =̇AvAd

T AvU .

Shift and twist can now be recovered by considering the stalk at
the generic point.

Let N reg
G ⊂ N reg

G be the regular unipotent orbit of the adjoint
G-action. Let jreg : N reg

G /AdG → G/AdG be the corresponding em-
bedding.

Proposition 5.5.2. Assume that G is of adjoint type. Then

Ξψ ≃ jreg∗QℓN reg
G

〈2l(w0)〉.

Proof. To unburden the notations, we will write Qℓ instead of QℓX for
a constant sheaf on the stack X , where it does not cause confusion.
We have AvAd

G ≃ AvGB− AvAd
B− . We first compute the averaging with

respect to B−. Note that ξ is AdU−-equivariant, so it is enough to
compute AvAd

T i−∗ξ
∗ASψ . Since the projection U− → U−/[U−, U−]

is AdT -equivariant, it is enough to compute the averaging of +∗ASψ,
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where + stands for the addition map from (2). This, in turn, reduces
to the one-dimensional computation, namely of the averaging of ASψ
with respect to the scaling action of Gm. To do this, consider the
diagram

Gm ×Ga Ga

Ga

π2

m

Here m is the action (multiplication) morphism, and π2 is the projec-
tion to the second factor. We wish to compute the sheaf m!π

∗
2 ASψ.

The diagram above is isomorphic, via the map (a, b) 7→ (a−1, ab),Gm×
Ga → Gm ×Ga, to the diagram

Gm ×Ga Ga

Ga

m

π2

which fits into the following larger diagram

Gm ×Ga Ga ×Ga Ga

Gm Ga Ga

j′

π1

m′

π2π1

j

Here j, j′ are the canonical open embeddings, π1, π2 are projections to
the first and second factors, respectively, and m′ is the multiplication
map. It is easy to see that we have a natural isomorphism

π2!m
∗ASψ ≃ π2!j

′
! (j
′∗m′∗ASψ) ≃ π2!(π

∗
1j!Qℓ ⊗m

′∗ASψ),

and so we need to compute the Fourier-Deligne transform of j!Qℓ,

which can be easily seen to be isomorphic to j∗Qℓ(1). Thus, we get
that

AvAd
T ξ∗ASψ〈dimT 〉 ≃ j−,reg∗ Qℓ(dim T ),

where j−,reg is the open embedding of the subset of regular elements in
U−. The complex j−,reg∗ Qℓ(dim T ) is AdB− = AdU−T -equivariant,

and, after averaging from B− to G (note such an operation is given by
a proper pushforward) we get the result.

We have the following immediate corollary for an arbitrary con-
nected reductive group G. Let Z(G) be the center of G.

Corollary 5.5.3. There is an isomorphism

Ξψ ≃ AvZ(G) jreg∗QℓN reg
G

〈2l(w0)〉.
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5.6 Perverse cohomology of Ξψ and Hochschild cohomology.
We now compute the perverse cohomology of the sheaf Ξψ . Recall
from Section 5.4 that the irreducible constituents of the Springer sheaf
are labeled by the irreducible representations of W , so that the IC-
sheaf of N reg

G corresponds to the sign representation. Let t be the
representation of W on H1(T,Qℓ), and let

Wk = SNG(Λ
kt).

Let n = dimT .

Theorem 5.6.1. There is an isomorphism

Hk(Ξψ) ≃Wn−k(−2k), k = 0, . . . , n.

To prove Theorem 5.6.1, we shall express the Fourier transform of
Ξψ as an averaging of a constant sheaf on the Kostant slice.

We recall several facts about the Kostant slice in large characteris-
tic, see [41].

Let e be a regular nilpotent element dual to the character ψ. Let
f, h ∈ g be such that [h, e] = 2e, [h, f ] = −2f, [e, f ] = h (such a pair
exists by the Jacobson-Morozov theorem). Let S = e+ker ad f be the
Kostant slice to e in g.

Let b ⊂ g be the Borel subalgebra containing e, and let b− be an
opposite Borel subalgebra. Let U− be the unipotent radical of the
Borel subgroup with Lie algebra b−. Let n− ⊂ b− be its nilpotent
radical.

Let a, π2 : G × g → g be the adjoint action and projection maps,
respectively, let δg : g → g × g be the diagonal embedding, and let
ιS be a closed embedding of S to g. Consider the following diagram,
where both squares are Cartesian:

(5)

IS I G× g

S g g× g

a×π2

ιS δg

The scheme I is known as the universal centralizer. It is easy to
see from the definition that the scheme-theoretic fiber of I over x ∈ g

is the centralizer Gx of x in G.
The following Lemma summarizes some properties of S we will use.

Lemma 5.6.2. (1) The following diagram, where the unlabeled maps
are restrictions of those in (5), is Cartesian.

IS G× S

S g

a

ιS
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(2) The adjoint action map U− × S → e+ b− is an isomorphism.

Proof of the Lemma. For (1) see [41], proof of Lemma 3.3.5. For (2)
see [22], Lemma 2.1.

Let DSpr ⊂ Db(NG/G) be the full triangulated subcategory cate-
gory generated by the summands of Spr.

Proof of the Theorem 5.6.1. Under our assumption on p, we can choose
a G-equivariant identification Ng → NG and the compatible identifi-
cation of n− with U−. For the rest of the proof, we will be working
with Ng, denoting in the same way objects over NG pulled back via
this identification.

By the result of [42] Theorem 3.5 (see also references therein), all
perverse cohomology of ωjreg∗QℓN reg

G

are in the category DSpr gen-

erated by the summands of the Springer sheaf, since ωjreg∗QℓN regG

is

indecomposable. By Corollary 5.5.3 the same is true for Ξψ . Hence, to
identify Hk(Ξψ), it is enough to identify the restriction of its Fourier
transform to grss.

Note that, by Lemma 5.4.1, (4) and (5), we have

FTψ(L
n−

ψ 〈dim n−〉) ≃ Qℓe+b−
〈dim b−〉.

We have

FTψ(Ξψ)=̇ FTψ(Av
Ad
G L

n−

ψ )=̇ AvAd
G Qℓe+b−

.

By Lemma 5.6.2,
ι∗S Av

Ad
G Qℓe+b−

=̇πS!QℓIS
,

where πS : IS → S is the canonical projection. It is easy to see that
the stalk of πS!QℓIS

over x ∈ grss is W -equivariantly identified with

H•c (T ) ≃ ∧
2n−•t, hence the result.

The above theorem allows us to compute the perverse cohomology
of K.

Lemma 5.6.3. Let F ∈ CS be such that hc!(F) is supported on T .
Then the functor of convolution with F is a t-exact functor DSpr → CS.

Proof. It is enough to show that F ⋆ Spr is perverse. We have, by
Lemma 5.4.4,

F ⋆ Spr ≃ χhc!F = χResGB F ,

since ResGB F = hc!F for sheaves F such that hc!F is supported on T .
On the other hand, χ coincides with the t-exact parabolic induction
functor when applied to AdT -equivariant sheaves supported on T , so
F ⋆ Spr is perverse.
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We will use the following result, proved in characteristic 0 setting
in [10] and in ℓ-adic setting in [19].

Recall the notations of Definition 4.4.3. Note that for any w ∈ W ,

objects ∆̂w, ∇̂w descend to the stack Yw. It follows that, if F ∈ M̂

descends to an object on the stack Yv, v ∈ W , the objects ∆̂w ⋆F , ∇̂w ⋆
F descend to the objects on the stack Ywv. It follows that convolution
with ∆̂w, ∇̂w define functors Db

m(Yv) → Db
m(Ywv), which we denote

by ∆̂w ⋆−, ∇̂w ⋆−, abusing notation.

Proposition 5.6.4 ([19]). The functor

F 7→ ∇̂w0 ⋆ hc!(F), DCS → Db
m(Yw0)

is t-exact and commutes with Verdier duality.

Corollary 5.6.5. We have

Hk(∇̂w0 ⋆ p
†p!T̂w0 [n](l(w0)) ≃ ∇̂w0 ⋆ p

†hc!(Wn−k(−2k) ⋆ δ̂G).

Proof. This is a direct corollary of Theorem 5.5.1, Theorem 5.6.1,
Proposition 5.6.4 and Lemma 5.6.3.

Finally, we compute the objects representing k-th Hochschild co-
homology in the monodromic category.

Recall the notation
Ek = H−kw0

(K).

Theorem 5.6.6. There is an isomorphism

Ek ≃ ∆̂w0 ⋆ D
′(∇̂w0 ⋆ p

†hc!(Wn−k ⋆ δ̂G)(−2k + l(w0))).

Proof. By Definition 4.3.2 of the shifted t-structure, we have

H−kw0
(K) = ∆̂w0 ⋆H

′k(∇̂w0 ⋆K) ≃ ∆̂w0 ⋆D
′Hk(D′(∇̂w0 ⋆K)).

Applying Lemma 4.4.6 three times, we get that the latter is isomorphic
to

∆̂w0 ⋆ D
′Hk(D′(Kw0(−l(w0))) ≃

≃ ∆̂w0 ⋆ D
′Hk(Kw0 [−n](−2n+ l(w0))) ≃

≃ ∆̂w0 ⋆ D
′Hk(∇̂w0 ⋆K[−n](−2n+ 2l(w0))).

By Corollary 5.6.5 , the last expression is given by

∆̂w0 ⋆ D
′(∇̂w0 ⋆ p

†hc!(Wn−k ⋆ δ̂G)(−2k + l(w0))).
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5.7 Character sheaves and the full twist. In this section we
simplify the expression for Ek given in Theorem 5.6.6 and also prove
several results about the pro-object in DCS sent to the full twist object
∆̂2
w0

= ∆̂w0 ⋆ ∆̂w0 by the functor hc!. Most of the section is occupied
with a proof of the following result.

Proposition 5.7.1. There is an isomorphism

p†hc!(Wk ⋆ δ̂G) ≃ ∆̂w0 ⋆ D
′(∇̂w0 ⋆ p

†hc!(Wn−k ⋆ δ̂G)).

To prove Proposition 5.7.1 we will use the following algebraic state-
ment. Recall some notations from the proof of Corollary 5.3.3. Let
m,mW be the maximal graded ideals of S and SW , respectively, and
let I be the ideal mWS of S. For a finite-dimensional Qℓ[W ]⋉S-module
(respectively, SW -module) M let M∨ be the dual Qℓ[W ] ⋉ S-module
(respectively, SW -module).

Lemma 5.7.2. Let Cn = S/In ≃ S ⊗SW SW /mnW . We have an
isomorphism of graded Qℓ[W ]⋉ S-modules

C∨n ≃ signW ⊗Qℓ
S ⊗SW (SW /mnW )∨(2l(w0)).

Proof. Let X = Spec(S), Y = Spec(SW ), p : X → Y be the map corre-
sponding to the embedding SW → S and let M = SW /mnW considered
as an SW -module. Let D stand for the Grothendieck-Serre duality
functor. We have

DCn = Dp∗M ≃ p!DM,

with p!DM ≃ HomSW (S,DM). Note that S is a free SW -module
equipped with a W -invariant perfect paring over SW with values in

sgnW ⊗Qℓ
SW (−2l(w0)),

and so
HomSW (S,DM) ≃ sgnW ⊗Qℓ

S ⊗SW DM.

Let ε′n be the W -equivariant perverse local system correspond-
ing to the module sgnW ⊗C

∨
n from Lemma 5.7.2, cf. also Corol-

lary 5.3.3. By Theorem 5.3.2, there is an AdG-equivariant perverse
sheaf E ′n = (IndGB ε

′
n)
W on G, such that p†hc!E

′
n = ε′n. For an arbi-

trary representation V of W write EVn , E
′V
n for the isotypic component(

IndGB εn

)V
,
(
IndGB ε

′
n

)V
of V in IndGB εn, Ind

G
B ε
′
n, respectively.

Proposition 5.7.3. There are isomorphisms

DE ′Vn ≃ E
sgnW ⊗V
n ≃ SNG(sgnW ⊗V ) ⋆ En.
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Proof. By Lemma 5.7.2 we have

(6) IndGB Dε′n ≃ IndGB(εn ⊗ signW (−2l(w0)− 2 dimT )).

We also have

(7) IndGB εn ≃ IndGB ResGB En ≃ χhc!En ≃ Spr ⋆En,

with W -action on IndGB εn compatible with the W -action on Spr
by Proposition 5.4.6. Since the Verdier duality D commutes with the
parabolic induction, we have

DE ′Vn ≃ D(IndGB ε
′
n)
V ≃ (IndGB Dε′n)

V .

By (6), up to a Tate twist, we have

(IndGB Dε′n)
V =̇

(
IndGB(εn ⊗ signW )

)V
≃

(
IndGB εn

)sgnW ⊗V

.

By (7) and Proposition 5.4.6,
(
IndGB εn

)sgnW ⊗V

≃ (Spr ⋆En)
sgnW ⊗V ≃ SNG(sgnW ⊗V ) ⋆ En.

Combining the above isomorphisms, we get

DE ′Vn ≃ SNG(sgnW ⊗V ) ⋆ En.

Proof of the Proposition 5.7.1. By Proposition 5.7.3, using that ∧kt ≃
sgnW ⊗ ∧

n−k t (as representations of W ), we have

hc!(Wk ⋆ En) ≃ hc!(DE
′∧n−kt
n ).

By Proposition 5.4.6,

E ′∧
n−kt

n ≃Wn−k ⋆ E
′
n.

Combining this with Proposition 5.6.4, we get

∇̂w0 ⋆ hc!(Wk ⋆ En)=̇∇̂w0 ⋆ hc!(DE
′∧n−kt
n ) ≃

≃ D

(
∇̂w0 ⋆ hc!(E

′∧n−kt
n )

)
≃ D(∇̂w0 ⋆ hc!(Wn−k ⋆ E

′
n)).

Since, by definition, hc!(E
′
n) ≃ ε′n ≃ D(εn), where in the last isomor-

phism we forget the W -equivariant structure, we get

D(∇̂w0 ⋆ hc!(Wn−k ⋆ E
′
n)) ≃ D(∇̂w0 ⋆ hc!(Wn−k) ⋆ Dεn).

So, passing to the limit (recall the Definition 3.5.3), we get

∇̂w0 ⋆ hc!(Wk ⋆ δ̂G) ≃ D′(∇̂w0 ⋆ hc!(Wn−k) ⋆ δ̂).

Since, by Proposition 4.2.1, we have ∆̂w0 ⋆∇̂w0 ≃ δ̂, δ̂ being a monoidal

unit of M̂ , we get the result.
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Combining Proposition 5.7.1 with Theorem 5.6.6 we get a concise
description of objects representing the monodromic model of Hoch-
schild cohomology of Soergel bimodules:

Theorem 5.7.4. There is an isomorphism

Ek ≃ p
†hc!(Wk ⋆ δ̂G)(2k − l(w0)).

Remark 5.7.5. From Proposition 5.4.6 one recovers a description of
Wk ⋆ δ̂G as a projective system of Goresky-MacPherson extensions of
explicit local systems on the set Grss of regular semisimple elements
in G.

We also make the following observation, of an independent interest.
We have, by Corollary 5.4.3,

Wn ≃ ICN reg
G

= QℓN regG

〈dimNG〉.

From Propositions 5.7.1 and 5.7.3 we get

Corollary 5.7.6. We have an isomorphism

“lim
←

”p†hc!(E
sgnW
n ) ≃ p†hc!(QℓN regG

〈dimNG〉 ⋆ δ̂G) ≃ ∆̂2
w0
.

Substituting k = n in Theorem 5.7.4, we recover the computation
done in type A in [25] for the object representing the highest Hochschild
cohomology of Soergel bimodules.

Corollary 5.7.7. We have an isomorphism

En = H−nw0
(K) ≃ ∆̂2

w0
(2n− l(w0)).

Remark 5.7.8. It is shown in [4], [25] that the convolution with ∆̂2
w0

(tensor product with the corresponding Rouquier complex ∆2
w0

) is the
inverse to the Serre functor on the categoryDb(U\G/B) (the homotopy
category of Soergel bimoduels Ho(SBim(W )) in type A, respectively).

Remark 5.7.9. One may also recover Corollary 5.7.7 as follows: since
the functor hHo(Λ) is t-exact and K is in its image, we get that F :=

p†hc!(ICn ⋆δ̂G) is also in its image. Since ∆̂w0 ⋆ D
′(∇̂w0 ⋆ F)(−l(w0))

represents the 0th Hochschild cohomology functor, by Yoneda lemma
it is isomorphic to R(−l(w0)). Hence, by Theorem 5.6.6, we get the
result.

6 Jucys-Murphy filtrations in type A

In this Section we work with G = GLn.
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6.1 Jones-Ocneanu traces. We first recall the decategorified pic-
ture. Let Hn be the Iwahori-Hecke algebra attached to the Weyl group
of G: Hn is a unital algebra over Q(v) generated by the elements

ts, s ∈ Σ = {s1, . . . , sn−1}

satisfying the braid relations along with the quadratic relations

t2s = (v − v−1)ts + 1.

It is well-known thatHn has a basis tw, w ∈W, with tw = tr1 . . . trk , ri ∈
Σ, for a reduced expression w = r1 . . . rk.

Write H0 = H1 = Q(v, a), and let v2 = q, where q is treated as a
formal variable.

Write ι : Hn−1 → Hn for the embedding sending ti to ti for i =
1, . . . , n− 2.

By the results of Ocneanu and Jones, see [30], there is a system
of traces Trn : Hn → Q(a, v), uniquely determined by the following
properties:

(1) Trn(ab) = Trn(ba), a, b ∈ Hn,

(2) Trn(ι(a)) =
1 + a

1− q
Trn−1(a), a ∈ Hn−1,

(3) Trn(ι(a)tn−1) = −v−1Trn−1 ι(a)

(4) Tr0(1) = 1.

We have a homomorphism φ : Z[v, v−1][Brn] → Hn, sending the gen-
erator σw to tw.

It follows from the trace-like property of Trn that it is completely
determined by the coefficients Wλ in the decomposition

Trn =
∑

λ

Wλ Trλ,

where λ runs through the Young diagrams with n cells that label the
irreducible representations of Hn, and Trλ stands for the character of
the corresponding representations. The standard labeling is chosen
such that the rank one representation where ts acts by v corresponds
to the diagram with one row. We have the following

Proposition 6.1.1 ([50], [30]). The weights Wλ are given by

Wλ = qn
′(λ)

∏

�∈λ

1 + aq−c(�)

1− qh(�)

Here the products runs through the cells � ∈ λ, and the follow-
ing conventions for the diagram parameters are used. The diagram

45



is assumed to be positioned in the lower-right quadrant of the plane,
all cells given non-negative coordinates as on the Figure 1. For a cell
� = (i, j), c(�) = i − j, the content, h(�) is the hook length, and
n′(λ) =

∑
i(i − 1)λ′i, where λ′i are lengths of the rows of the trans-

posed diagram.

Figure 1: Coordinates of cells in the Young diagram

(0, 0)

x

y

Write
j0 = 1, jk = skjk−1sk, k = 0, . . . , n− 1.

Elements ji are known as Jucys-Murphy elements in the Hecke algebra
Hn. It is easy to check that jkjl = jljk for all k, l. Let P be any
symmetric polynomial in n variables. Then it is well-known that an
element P (j−10 , . . . , j−1n−1) acts on the representation of Hn labeled by
λ as a constant P (qcλ), where cλ is a vector of contents of cells of λ
(defined up to permutation). See [29], [40].

Let Tr(k)n ∈ Q(v) stand for the coefficient of Trn near ak. From this
discussion and Proposition 6.1.1 we get the following

Corollary 6.1.2. Tr(k)n and Tr(0)n are related by the following

Tr(k)n (x) = Tr(0)n (xEk(j
−1
0 , . . . , j−1n−1)),

where Ek stands for the k-th elementary symmetric polynomial.

Let jk ∈ Brn stand for the Jucys-Murphy braids defined by

j0 = 1, jk = σkjk−1σk, k = 1, . . . , n− 1.

Note that the Jucys-Murphy elements jk are images of braid group
elements jk under the homomorphism Z[Brn] → Hn, σs 7→ ts. It is
easy to check that the elements jk also commute with each other in
Brn.
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6.2 Jucys-Murphy filtrations. For a subset µ ⊂ {0, . . . , n − 1}
write jµ =

∏
i∈µ ji and let

Jµ = hHoΛ(Fjµ) ∈ M̂ ,

the geometric categorification of the product of Jucys-Murphy braids.
For an objects X, {Ci}ki=1 of a triangulated category, we write

X ∈ 〈C1, C2, ..., Ck〉 if there exists a sequence of objects {Xi}ki=1, X1 =
X,Xk = Ck, such that for all i < k, there is a distinguished triangle

Ci → Xi → Xi+1 → Ci[1].

The main result of this subsection is the following

Theorem 6.2.1. The objects representing Hochschild cohomology in
M̂ satisfy

Ek(−2k + l(w0)) ∈ 〈J
µ〉|µ|=k

The indices are ordered so that µ = (µ1, . . . , µk) ≥ µ′ = (µ′1, . . . , µ
′
k) if

µ1 ≤ µ
′
1, . . . , µk ≤ µ

′
k.

Fix a braid β ∈ Brn. Khovanov-Rozansky homology HHH(β)
is a triply graded vector space, with grading pieces HHHk,i,j(β) =
HHk(Fβ), where k stands for the Hochschild grading, i for the coho-
mological grading on the Rouquier complex Fβ and j for the inner
grading on the bimodules. It is proved in [32] that, taking the Euler
characteristic with respect to the second granding, one recovers the
Jones-Ocneanu trace as the Hilbert-Poincaré series

Trn =
∑

k,i,j

(−1)i dimHHHk,i,j(β)(−2k)akqj .

By Theorem 4.4.7, we have

HHk(Fβ) = Hom(H−kw0
(K), hHo(Λ)(Fβ))

f,
F

.

From the additivity of Euler characteristic in distinguished trian-
gles, using the Theorem 6.2.1, we obtain

Tr(k)n =
∑

|µ|=k

∑

i,j

(−1)i dimHH0,i,j(FβF
−1
jµ )qj ,

which is exactly the categorification of Corollary 6.1.2.

Proof of Theorem 6.2.1. For a parabolic P ⊂ G with unipotent radical
UP and Levi LP , write

YP =
G/UP ×G/UP

LP
,
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where LP acts on G/UP × G/UP diagonally on the right. This LP -
action commutes with the diagonal G-action on the left. Note that
Db
G(YB) ≃ D(Y), so the spaces YP are symmetric parabolic general-

izations of Y. Note also that Db
G(YG) = Db

AdG(G).

For parabolics P ⊂ Q we have functors hcQP , χ
Q
P , defined by Lusztig

in [37]. We recall the definition. Let

Z̃P,Q = {(xUQ, yUQ, zUP ) : x
−1z ∈ Q},

and let ZP,Q be its quotient by LQ×LP action on the right. We have
maps

ZP,Q

YQ YP

fP,Q gP,Q

fP,Q(xUQ, yUQ, zUP ) = (xUQ, yUQ),

gP,Q(xUQ, yUQ, zUP ) = (zUP , yx
−1zUP ).

Write
χQP = fP,Q!g

∗
P,Q[dimG/P − dimG/Q],

hc
Q
P = gP,Q!f

∗
P,Q[dimG/Q− dimG/P ].

In our previous notations, we have hc! = hcGB, χ = χGB . It was proved
in loc. cit. that if P ⊂ Q ⊂ R, we have

χRQχ
Q
P ≃ χ

R
P , hc

Q
P hc

R
Q ≃ hcRP .

The functors hc
Q
P are monoidal with respect to convolution.

Finally, let ∆P ⊂ YP ,∆P = {(xUP , yUP )L : xP = yP}. Then
Db
G(∆P ) ≃ Db

AdLP
(LP ), and the functor χGP (respectively hcPB for

P ⊃ B), restricted to sheaves supported on ∆P , coincides with the
functor IndGLP (respectively ResLPB∩LP ).

Let PG(NG) be the category ofG-equivariant mixed perverse sheaves
on the unipotent variety of G. Recall the functor SNG : Rep(W ) →
PG(NG/G) from Section 5.4. Let HG : PG(NG) → Rep(W ) be the
bi-adjoint functor HG = Hom(Spr,−). We will need the following com-
patibility result.

Lemma 6.2.2. Let P ⊃ B be a standard parabolic subgroup with the
Levi quotient L. Assume that P corresponds to a subset J ⊂ Σ of
the set of simple reflections, and let WL ⊂ W be the corresponding
parabolic subgroup.

(1) There are natural isomorphisms

ResGP ◦SNG ≃ SNL ◦ Res
W
WL

,ResWWL
◦HG ≃ HL ◦ Res

G
P .
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(2) There are natural isomorphisms

IndGP ◦SNL ≃ SNG ◦ Ind
W
WL

, IndWWL
◦HL ≃ HG ◦ Ind

G
P .

(3) Let L1, L2 be two reductive groups, let WL1 ,WL2 be their Weyl
groups. Let X ∈ Rep(WL1), Y ∈ Rep(WL2). We have

SNL1×L2
(X ⊠ Y ) ≃ SNL1

(X)⊠ SNL2
(Y ).

Proof. We prove properties (1) and (3), (2) follows by adjunction. Re-
call that the functor SNG = S′NG ⊗ sgnW is defined from (the sign
twist of the) restriction of the functor S′G. It is well known that, re-
stricted to the open subset of regular semisimple elements Grss ⊂ G,
parabolic restriction functor ResGP |Grss coincides, up to a homological
shift and Tate twist, with the regular restriction along the embedding
Lrss → Grss, see e.g. [24], Theorem 4.1 (ii). For the regular restriction
the claim is immediate, and the Lemma follows.

Let Pk ⊂ G be a maximal parabolic subgroup of operators pre-
serving a k-dimensional subspace, and let Lk be its Levi. We as-
sume that Pk ⊃ B and that this parabolic corresponds to the subset
Jk := {s1, . . . , ŝk, . . . , sn−1} ⊂ Σ. Note that Lk ≃ GLk ×GLn−k.

Lemma 6.2.3. We have an isomorphism

hcGPk(δ̂GLn) ≃ δ̂GLk
⊠ δ̂GLn−k

.

Proof. Let δ̂k := δ̂GLk
⊠ δ̂GLn−k

.

By definition of δ̂G for an arbitrary reductive G, it is easy to see
that

ResGPk(δ̂G) ≃ δ̂k,

and
hcPB(δ̂k) ≃ ResLB∩Lk(δ̂k) ≃ δ̂.

Consider the canonical morphism r : hcGP δ̂G → ResGP δ̂G. Applying hcPB
to it, we get an isomorphism

δ̂ ≃ hcGB δ̂G ≃ hcPkB hcGPk δ̂G ≃ hcPkB ResGPk δ̂k = ResLkB∩LK ResGPk δ̂k ≃ δ̂G.

By a straightforward parabolic analogue of Lemma 5.4.4, one sees that
the functor χPkB hc

Pk
B contains an identity functor as a direct summand.

It follows that, since hc
Pk
B r is an isomorphism, r must also be an iso-

morphism, since hc
Pk
B sends its cone to 0.

Summarizing the discussion above, we get the following expression.

Lemma 6.2.4. There is an isomorphism

hc!(Wk ⋆ δ̂G) ≃ hcPkB hcGPkχ
G
Pk
((WGLk

k ⊠W
GLn−k

0 ) ⋆ hcGP (δ̂G)).
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Proof. We have h isomorphic to the n-dimensional permutation repre-
sentation of W = Sn, WLk ≃ Sk × Sn−k and, for k ≥ 1,

IndWWLk
(sgnSk ⊠ trivSn−k

) ≃ ∧kh.

Since, by definition, Wk = SNG(∧
kh), we get, from Lemma 6.2.2

(2) and (3),

Wk ≃ IndGLk(W
GLk

k ⊠W
GLn−k

0 ) ≃ χGPk(W
GLk

k ⊠W
GLn−k

0 ).

Applying hc = hcGP hc
P
B to both sides, and using the fact that

χGPk(F ⋆ hc
G
Pk
(A)) ≃ χGPk(F) ⋆A

we get the result.

Let w
(k)
0 be the longest element of the subgroup Sk ⊂ Sn = W

generated by s1, . . . , sk−1. By Proposition 5.7.1 and Lemma 6.2.3, we
have

(8) hcPB((W
GLk
k ⊠WGLn-k

0 ) ⋆ hcGP (δ̂G)) ≃ ∆̂2

w
(k)
0

.

The following lemma is a straightforward consequence of standard
distinguished triangles for 6 functors for constructible sheaves.

Lemma 6.2.5. Let X be a variety stratified by locally closed subvari-
eties {St}nt=1, and let jt : St → X be the corresponding locally-closed
embeddings. Assume that Sk ⊂ Sl implies k > l. Then for every
F ∈ Db(X), F ∈ 〈jt!j∗t F〉

n
t=1.

Proof. Let Xk = X\(∪i>kSi), k = 1, . . . , n. The Lemma is obvi-
ous for the stratification consisting of the single stratum. Write rk :
Xk → Xk+1, sk : Xk → X for the corresponding open embeddings.
Assume that it is known for X replaced with Xk, k < n, namely

that s∗kF ∈ 〈j
(k)
t! j

∗
t F〉

k
t=1, where we denote by j

(k)
t an embedding

St → Xk, t ≤ k. We have a standard distinguished triangle corre-

sponding to complementary open and closed embeddings rk, j
(k+1)
k+1

rk!r
∗
ks
∗
k+1F → s∗k+1F → j

(k+1)
k+1∗ j

(k+1)∗
k+1 s∗k+1F → rk!r

∗
ks
∗
k+1F [1].

Note that sk+1 ◦ rk = sk, sk+1 ◦ j
(k+1)
t = jt. It follows that

s∗k+1F ∈ 〈rk!j
(k)
1! j

∗
1F , . . . , rk!j

(k)
t! j

∗
t F , j

(k+1)
k+1∗ j

∗
k+1F〉.

Since rk ◦ j
(k)
t = j

(k+1)
t and j

(k+1)
k+1∗ = j

(k+1)
k+1! ,

s∗k+1F ∈ 〈j
(k+1)
t! j∗t F〉

k+1
t=1

which completes the induction step.
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Let P ⊃ B be the parabolic corresponding to the subset J ⊂ Σ.
Let WJ ⊂W be the subgroup generated by J , and let W J be the set of
minimal length representatives of W/WJ . We have the following gen-
eralization of [38], Proposition 2.6 (see also [27] for the corresponding
statement on the level of the Grothendieck group).

Lemma 6.2.6. For F ∈ Db
G(YP ) such that p†hcPB(F) ∈ ωM , we have

hc!χ
G
P (F) ∈ 〈∆̂w ⋆ hc

P
B(F) ⋆ ∆̂w−1〉w∈WJ ,

w taken in some non-increasing order with respect to the Bruhat partial
ordering.

Proof. By proper base change, we have hc!χ
G
P ≃ α!β

∗, where α and β
are from the following diagram:

G×G/P ×G/B

YP YB

β α

α(g, xP, yB) = (yU, gyU)T, β(g, xP, yB) = (xUP , gxUP )LP . The fil-
tration in the Lemma comes from the filtration of G×G/P ×G/B by
the locally closed subvarietiesXw = {(g, xP, yB), xP in relation w to yB},
w ∈ W J , using Lemma 6.2.5.

Combining Lemmas 6.2.4, 6.2.6 with (8), we get

Corollary 6.2.7. hc!(Wk ⋆ δ̂G) ∈ 〈∆̂w ⋆ ∆̂
2

w
(k)
0

⋆ ∆̂w−1〉w∈WJk .

It remains to relate the braids of the form σwσ
2

w
(k)
0

σw−1 , w ∈W Jk to

the products of the Juscys-Murphy braids jµ, |µ| = k. Let us regard the
symmetric groupW as a group of permutations of the set {0, . . . , n−1},
with simple reflections si = (i − 1 i). In this way, WJk is identified
with the subgroup Sk × Sn−k of permutations preserving the subset
{0, . . . , k − 1}. We have the following combinatorial Lemma, verified
by the straightforward computation.

Lemma 6.2.8. The braid jµ, |µ| = k is equal to the braid σwσ2

w
(k)
0

σw−1 ,

where w is the minimal length representative of the coset of permuta-
tions in Sn/Sk × Sn−k sending {0, . . . , k − 1} to µ.

Remark 6.2.9. Note that the braids jµ are of the form σwσw−1 for
some w ∈ W , where we denote the lift of w to the braid group with
σw. We then have σ−1w0

σwσw−1 = σ−1
w−1w0

σw−1 . So representations of
these braids in the monodromic Hecke categories can be shown to lie
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in P̂w0 : the object of the form ∇̂w0 ⋆ ∆̂w ⋆ ∆̂w−1 ≃ ∇̂w0w ⋆ ∆̂w−1 is in
P̂ ′ because the convolution with ∇̂w0w is t-exact from the right, and
convolution with ∆̂w is t-exact from the left. See, e.g., Lemma 7.7
from [2], whose proof straightforwardly adapts to our situation. Cf.
also Section 5.1 of [3].

A Examples

A.1 Type A1. We have R = Qℓ[x], s(x) = −x. Write R ⊗ R =

Qℓ[x, y]

KS = Bs(−2)
y−x
−−−→ Bs,∇s = R(−1)→ Bs,∆s = Bs → R(1).

We have
∇sKS = Bs(−1)

x+y
−−−→ Bs(1),

and a morphism of complexes ∆s[1](−1)→ ∇sKS

Bs(−1) R

Bs(−1) Bs(1)

id

a⊗b7→ab

17→x+y

−x−y

which gives a distinguished triangle

∆s[1](−1)→ ∇sKS → ∇s(1)→ ∆s[2](−1).

From the long exact sequence of cohomology we get H′0(∇sKS) =
∇s(1),H

′−1(∇sKS) = ∆s(−1), (note that ∆s(−1) and ∇s(1) are in
the heart of the t-structure, by definition) and, finally,

H0
w0

(KS) = R(1),H−1w0
(KS) = ∆2

s(−1).

A.2 Type A2. We omit most of the differentials from notations.

Let R = Qℓ[x1, x2], R ⊗ R = Qℓ[x1, x2, y1, y2]. Write Bi = Bsi , Bij =
BiBj , B121 = Bs1s2s1 = Bs2s1s2 .

We have B1B2B1 = B121 ⊕B1, B2B1B2 = B121 ⊕B2.

∆w0 = B121 → B12(1)⊕B21(1)→ B1(2)⊕B2(2)→ R(3),

∇w0 = R(−3)→ B1(−2)⊕B2(−2)→ B21(−1)⊕B12(−1)→ B121,

KS = B121(−4)
(y2−x2)⊕(x1−y1)
−−−−−−−−−−−→ B121(−2)

⊕2 (y1−x1)⊕(y2−x2)
−−−−−−−−−−−→ B121,
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∇w0KS = B121(−1)
(y2+x1)⊕(−x1−y1)
−−−−−−−−−−−−→ B121(1)⊕B121(1)

(y1+x2)⊕(y2+x1)
−−−−−−−−−−−→ B121(3).

We have maps

∆w0 [3](−1)→ ∇w0KS,∇w0KS → ∇w0(3).

Taking the cone twice, we see thatH′0(∇w0KS) = ∇w0(3),H
′−2(∇w0KS) =

∆w0(−1), andH′−1 is an extension of shifted Jucys-Murphy complexes

∇2∆12 = B12(−1)→ B121 ⊕B2 ⊕B1 → B21(1)⊕R(1)

and

∇12∆1 = B21(−1)⊕R(−1)→ B121 ⊕B2 ⊕B1 → B12(1).

The terms appearing in the corresponding complexes are given their
corresponding color.

We get
H0
w0

(KS) = R(3),H−2w0
(KS) = ∆2

w0
(−1),

and H−1w0
is an extension of ∆21∆12(1) and ∆2

1(1).

Remark A.2.1. Note that the grading shifts have signs that are op-
posite to those in Theorem 5.7.4, since the action of the Frobenius is
inverted when comparing monodromic categories with Soergel bimod-
ules, cf. Proposition 4.4.1.
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