arXiv:2104.09848v5 [math.RT] 7 Apr 2024

Twisted Whittaker category on affine flags and the
category of representations of the mixed quantum

group
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ABSTRACT

Let G be a reductive group, and let G be its Langlands dual group. S. Arkhipov and R.
Bezrukavnikov prove that the Whittaker category on the affine flags Flg is equivalent
to the category of G-equivariant quasi-coherent sheaves on the Springer resolution of
the nilpotent cone. This paper proves this theorem in the quantum case. We show
that the twisted Whittaker category on Flg and the category of representations of the
mixed quantum group are equivalent. In particular, we prove that the quantum category
O is equivalent to the twisted Whittaker category on Flg in the generic case. The
strong version of our main theorem claims a motivic equivalence between the Whittaker
category on Flg and a factorization module category, which holds in the de Rham
setting, the Betti setting, and the f-adic setting.
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1. Introduction

1.1. Reminder on work of [AB09]

1.1.1  Let G be a reductive group over an algebraically closed field k. Fix a pair (B, B™)
of opposite Borel subgroups, and denote by N and N~ their unipotent radicals, respectively.
Denote by K = k((t)) the field of Laurent series and by O = k[¢t] the ring of formal power series.
We denote by G(X) the loop group of G, by I the Iwahori subgroup, and by Flg := G(X)/I the
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affine flags. In this section, we assume k = C.

It is known that the category of D-modules on Flg, with certain equivariance properties, can
be realized in terms of the category of representations of the Langlands dual group G.

An important equivariance condition is the Whittaker condition. Denote by N(X) the loop
group of N. We refer to the category of Whittaker D-modules on Flg as the (DG) category of
D-modules on Flg which are N(X)-equivariant against a non-degenerate character x. We denote
it by Whit(D-mod(Flg)). A well-known result of S. Arkhipov and R. Bezrukavnikov (ref. [AB09])

says that there is an equivalence of categories
Whit(D-mod(Flg)) ~ QCoh(N/G). (1.1.1)
In the above formula, N := T*(G/ B) is the Springer resolution of the nilpotent cone, and

QCoh(N/G) is the (DG) category of G-equivariant quasi-coherent sheaves on N.
It is natural to consider the following question.

QUESTION 1. What is the deformed version of (1.1.1)?

1.1.2 It is expected that (1.1.1) deforms over the space of levels, i.e., the space of Weyl
group-invariant symmetric bilinear forms on A. Here A is the coweight lattice of G.

The left-hand side of (1.1.1) admits a naturally defined level-parameterized deformation.
Namely, a level k gives rise to a twisting, and we can consider k-twisted D-modules on Flg. Then
Whit(D-mod (Flg)), the category of k-twisted Whittaker D-modules on Flg, is defined as the
category of (N(X), x)-equivariant x-twisted D-modules on Flg.

The deformation of the right-hand side of (1.1.1) is not obvious. In order to present it, we
rewrite f\f/ G as i/ B. Here 1 is the Lie algebra of the unipotent radical N of B, and the action of
B on 1 is the adjoint action.

A quasi-coherent sheaf on #t/B is a O(ft)-module with a compatible action of B. It can be
regarded as a A-graded vector space with compatible actions of Sym(a~) and U (i), with the
locally nilpotent condition. The universal enveloping algebra U () naturally deforms. Namely,
the Lusztig quantum group UL( ) provides a deformation of U(n) over the space of levels. Here
the relation between the level £ and the quantum parameter

qg:AN—C/7Z =C"
is given by ¢(\) = exp(mi - k(A, A)) for A € A. Note that Sym(n~) is the graded dual of U(1), so
the graded dual of U (i) provides a deformation of Sym(ii~) over the space of levels.

From this point of view, the right-hand side of (1.1.1) has a deformation. It is given by
the category of representations of a certain quantum group, whose positive part is the Lusztig
quantum group UqL(ﬁ) and the negative part is the De Concini-Kac quantum group UqD Km7) (ie.,
the graded dual of the Lusztig quantum group). It is exactly the category of representations of
the mized quantum group introduced by D. Gaitsgory in [Gai2la, Section 5.3], which is denoted
by Remed(G)

Now it is natural to ask the following question.

QUESTION 2. Is there an equivalence

Whit(D-mod,(Flg)) ~ Repy™*4(G)? (1.1.2)

1.2 Main theorem of this paper The weak version of the main theorem (Theorem 3.3.2)
says that, when ¢ avoids small torsion (see Section 3.3.1), there exists a t-exact equivalence
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of categories between Whit(D-mod,(Flg)) and Reprqn’(d(G). Furthermore, both Repngd(G) and
Whit(D-mod, (Flg)) acquire structures of highest weight categories,' and the equivalence functor
preserves highest weight category structure.

However, Theorem 6.4.8, the strong version of the main theorem, proves a more general
statement, where we do not need to assume that the base field of schemes is C and the sheaf
category is the category of D-modules.

Let k denote the base field of schemes, and let e denote the coefficients field of sheaves. Note
that (1.1.2) only makes sense when k = e = C, otherwise we cannot define D-modules and the

mixed quantum group simultaneously. In this case, Repg"‘d(é) can be realized as the category of

factorization modules (ref. [Gai21b]) over a factorization algebra QQL’I. Instead of working with
Repg‘Xd(G), we will compare Whit(D-mod, (Flg)) with this factorization module category.

The advantage of using factorization modules lies in the fact that the statement involving
factorization modules is geometric (i.e., motivic). Rather than D-modules, we can also consider
factorization modules in the settings of the ¢-adic sheaves and the constructible sheaves with
arbitrary coefficients e.

Theorem 6.4.8 claims that there is a t-exact equivalence of highest weight categories
Whit, (Flg) ~ Q" — FactMod. (1.2.1)
In the above formula,
— Whit, (Flg) is the category of twisted Whittaker sheaves on Flg,
- QqL’, — FactMod is the category of factorization modules over QqL ’

This theorem holds in a greater generality: besides D-modules, it is true for all the sheaves
contexts listed in Section 1.6.1 and any gq.

1.3 Other Motivations In this section, we will provide motivations for Theorem 3.3.2 other
than those coming from the work of [AB09]. We assume k = e = C in this section.

1.3.1 Fundamental local equivalence Another main idea that motivates this work comes from
the quantum local Langlands conjecture. We will explain it in this section.

In [Gail8b], D. Gaitsgory proposed a very general conjecture of the quantum Langlands
program.

Consider the category D-mod,(G(X)) of k-twisted D-modules on the loop group G(X). The
group structure on G(X) induces a monoidal structure on this category. We denote by G(X)-mod
the 2-category of module categories over this monoidal category. The quantum local Langlands
conjecture asserts the following equivalences.

CONJECTURE 1.
(1) There is an equivalence of categories,
G(K)-mod_,, ~ G(K)-mods. (1.3.1)
Here i denotes the dual level of k (ref. [GL19, 0.1.1]).

'For a highest weight category structure of a DG-category €, we mean a collection of standard objects {c;} and a
collection of costandard objects {c;} with the orthogonality property. Furthermore, we require that {c;} generate
C by colimits, shifts, and extensions.
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(2) If€ € G(X)-mod_, goes to C € G(X)-mody under the equivalence (1.3.1), then their Iwahori
strong invariants (ref. [Ber17, Section 4]) are equivalent

el ~ ¢l (1.3.2)

Namely, the category of D-mod_(G(X))-equivariant functors from D-mod_,(Flg)) to C, is
equivalent to the category of D-mod(G(XK))-equivariant functors from D-modj(Flx) to C.

Conjectural 1 is supposed to be characterized by the property that it intertwines the Whittaker
model and the Kac-Moody model. The functor sending € € G(X)-mod_, to its Whittaker model
is co-represented by D-mod_,(G(X)/N(X),x). The functor sending € € G(X)-mod; to its
Kac-Moody model is co-represented by the category of Kac-Moody representations ﬁ,g—mod.
Hence,

D-mod_,(G(X)/N(X), x) — gz-mod (1.3.3)
under the equivalence (1.3.1).

By applying the property (2) of Conjecture 1 to (1.3.3), we arrive the following conjectural
equivalence,? which was proposed by D. Gaitsgory and J. Lurie ([Gail6, Conjecture 3.11]).

CONJECTURE 2. (Iwahori fundamental local equivalence) There is an equivalence of categories
Whit(D-mod,, (Flg)) ~ §z-mod’ (1.3.4)

Here é;i—modf denotes the category of Iwahori-integrable Kac-Moody representations.

In the upcoming paper [CF21] of L. Chen and Y. Fu, the authors prove that Reprqm‘d(G) is
equivalent to gc;,g—modl . Hence, the combination of our papers provides a new proof of Conjecture

2.

1.3.2 Relation with Kazhdan-Lusztig By [KL93], Rep,(G), the category of representations of
the quantum group, is equivalent to the category of G(0)-integrable Kac-Moody representations.
Furthermore, by [CDR21], the latter is equivalent to the twisted Whittaker category on the affine
Grassmannian Grg := G(X)/G(0O). Hence, there is an equivalence of categories

Whit(D-mod, (Grg)) := D-mod, (N (X), x\Grg) =~ Rep, (G). (1.3.5)

Theorem 3.3.2 provides a tamely ramified version of the above equivalence of categories.

1.3.3 BGG Category O When q is generic, the Lusztig quantum group UqL (n7) is naturally

isomorphic to the De Concini-Kac quantum group UqD K(@7). In particular, the category Repand(G)

is equivalent to the quantum category O in [BGGT71] when ¢ is generic. So in this case, Theorem
3.3.2 gives a geometric realization of the quantum category O.

mxd (A

In the case of root of unity, the category Repy (@) is different from the quantum category O.
For example, the standard objects (i.e., Verma modules) and costandard objects (i.e., coVerma

modules) of Repf]nXd(G’) are no longer of finite length. Nevertheless, Repgm‘d(é) is still a highest

weight category. The comparison of the highest weight category structures of Repand(G) and
Whit(D-mod(Flg)) plays an important role in our proof.

2It is proved in a recent paper [CDR21] by J. Campbell, G. Dhillon, S. Raskin using Soergel module techniques.
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1.3.4 Casselman-Shalika theorem The original Casselman-Shalika theorem interprets the
values of the spherical Whittaker function as characters of the irreducible representations of the
Langlands dual group.

Let Buny be the algebraic stack classifying principal N-bundles on a smooth connected
projective curve X. In [FGV01], the authors proved a generalization of the geometric Casselman-
Shalika formula. It interprets the category of representations of the Langlands dual group as
Whittaker D-modules (equivalently, ¢-adic sheaves) on (Bun%/ )ec.z;, where the algebraic stack

(Bun%, ) o denotes the Drinfeld compactification of Buny with a possible pole at a fixed point
(see Section 7.1 for definition).

By a local-global comparison, [FGV01] actually proves that (1.3.5) is an equivalence when
q=1.

The geometric Casselman-Shalika formula gives us a hint of how to construct a functor to relate
the category of Whittaker sheaves to the category of representations. Namely, the ”integration’
of a Whittaker D-module along G(0O)-orbits (or N~ (X)-orbits) encodes representation-theoretic
information. The construction of the functor F' (see Section 6.4 for definition) is inspired by this
idea and S. Raskin’s thesis [Ras14].

Y

1.3.5 Small quantum groups In [GL19], a geometric realization of the category of repre-
sentations of the small quantum groups is studied. In loc.cit, it is proved that the category of
Hecke-eigensheaves of the twisted Whittaker categories on Grg, is equivalent to the same category
of representations of the small quantum groups. Our work adopts the strategy developed in
[GL19]. This method is originated from [Gai08, BFS98, FGV01], and has proven to be a powerful
method in geometric representation theory. The recent work of A.Braverman, M.Finkelberg, and
R.Travkin on the Gaiotto conjecture for GL(N — 1|N) (ref. [BET21]), the work of R.Travkin and
the author on the Gaiotto conjecture for GL(M|N) and the Iwahori Gaiotto conjecture also use
this strategy.

The small quantum group is very similar to the mixed quantum group: both of the categories

of their representations Repzman(G) and Repngd(G) can be realized as categories of factorization
modules. In particular, the method used in [GL19] indicates us a strategy to prove Theorem
3.3.2 and offers us models for the constructions of the functors and stacks used in our paper. For
example, the key step of the proof of our main theorem is to use the local-global equivalence of

Whittaker categories and then prove the theorem in the global case. This idea comes from [GL19].

In our case, there are some technical difficulties caused by the additional Iwahori structure. For
example, in [GL19], standard objects of Whit,(Grg) are defined as !-pushforward of the unique
irreducible twisted Whittaker sheaf supported on a single relevant N (X)-orbit and costandard
objects are x-pushforward of that irreducible Whittaker sheaf. In our case, since coVerma modules

of Repf]nXd(G) are not compact, it is impossible to define standard objects and costandard objects

similar to [GL19] such that they match Verma modules and coVerma modules in Rep;nXd(G).
Instead, we define standard objects by !-Whittaker averaging of ” Wakimoto sheaves” which are
twisted and Iwahori equivariant against a character. However, this definition does not make sense
because (classical) Wakimoto sheaves are Iwahori-equivariant and only defined in the non-twisted
case. We need to extend the definition of Wakimoto sheaves to the twisted and (I, by )-equivariant

case. Here by is a character of the Iwahori subgroup.
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1.4 Strategy of proof The idea of proving Theorem 3.3.2 is to compare both sides with a

factorization category. In [Gai20], the author proves that Repg“Xd(G) can be realized as the
category of factorization modules on the configuration space over a factorization algebra QqL (see
Definition 4.2.2) in the D-module setting. Therefore, we need to construct an equivalence between

Whit(D-mod, (Flg)) and Q% — FactMod.

A naive attempt is to use the pullback-pushforward functor FPX 2 namely, we !-pullback
Whittaker D-modules on Flg to an Iwahori version Zastava space and then take x-pushforward
to the configuration space. However, the image of FPX does not have a Qg—factorization module
structure (except when « is generic). For a coweight A, the A-component of this functor is given
by

|
H(Flg, F ® ju(wg-n)).
Fl,z

Here ji(wy-.») denotes the *-extension of the dualizing D-module on the N~ (X)-orbit of t) € Flg.

Fl,z
The functor F¥ used in this paper is a modification of FP¥. The A-component of F is given
by

!
H(Flg, ¥ ® j!(wsp_l’)‘))'

Here ji(wg-— 1) denotes the l-extension of the dualizing D-module on the N~ (X)-orbit of th € Flg.

Fl,x
We will see that F'* factors through QqL’/ — FactMod (ref. Proposition 6.4.7), and there is
QqL = Qg if ¢ avoids small torsion. Theorem 6.4.8 claims that F'* induces an equivalence between
the Whittaker category on Flg and the category of factorization modules over QqL ’/.

To prove that F is an equivalence, we will use some tautological arguments about highest
weight categories. That is to say, we will construct standards and costandards of both sides, prove
that F'X preserves them and induces an isomorphism of Hom spaces.

The compatibility of costandards is more or less trivial. It follows by a direct calculation
of !-stalks of F' (ref. Corollary 6.5.5). The claim of fully faithfullness of F'* follows from a
calculation of Hom spaces, and the latter reduces to the problem of compatibility of standards
(ref. Proposition 6.6.2). However, since the calculation of x-stalks is difficult (seems impossible),
the proof of the compatibility of standards is not tautological at all. It is the main difficulty of
the proof.

The method to overcome this difficulty is to define a duality functor to transfer the calculation
of x-stalks to a calculation of !-stalks. This duality functor is not tautological. Since the Whittaker
category used in this paper is defined as a category of invariants, its dual category is a category of
coinvariants in nature. By a theorem of S. Raskin (see [Ras21, Theorem 2.1.1]), we can identify the
invariant-Whittaker category as the coinvariant-Whittaker category. Hence, this duality functor
can be defined.

We need to prove that this duality functor intertwines F'* and FPX . Following [Gai20], we
can identify the (local) Whittaker category with the global Whittaker category. By translating
the problem into the global Whittaker category defined on a Drinfeld compactification, we need
to prove that the Verdier duality functor intertwines the global functors corresponding to F* and

3The superscript DK means De Concini-Kac, the reason is that this functor induces a functor to the category of
representations of a group whose positive part is the De Concini-Kac quantum group.
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FPK (vef. Theorem 8.2.2). According to the constructions, we need to compare a !-tensor product
and a x-tensor product. We solve this problem by using a universally locally acyclic property.

1.5 Organization of the paper

(1) In Section 2, we introduce some prestacks and gerbes used in this paper.

(2) In Section 3, we explain the definitions of the Whittaker category on Flg and Repngd(G).
Then we state Theorem 3.3.2.

(3) In Section 4, we review factorization algebras and factorization modules. We replace Theorem
3.3.2 by an equivalent statement Theorem 4.3.1.

(4) In Section 5, we study standards and duality functor of the Whittaker category, and show
that standards compactly generate the Whittaker category.

(5) In Section 6, we construct a functor F'* which goes from the Whittaker side to the factor-
ization side. We show that F' is an equivalence functor modulo Proposition 6.6.2 which is
about the comparison of standards.

(6) In Section 7, the global Whittaker category is defined. By using the global Whittaker
category, we reduce Proposition 6.6.2 to Proposition 7.6.6 where we can use a universally
locally acyclic property.

(7) In Section 8, we prove Proposition 7.6.6.

1.6 Generality of our results

1.6.1 Sheaf theories Let k, e be algebraically closed fields, and char(e) = 0. The strong version
of our main result (Theorem 6.4.8) is true for any of the sheaf theories listed in [GL19, Section
0.8.8]:

(1) (de Rham) Schemes are defined over k (assume char(k) = 0 here) and the sheaf category is
the category of D-modules, or the ind-completion of the category of holonomic D-modules,
or the ind-completion of the category of regular holonomic D-modules;

(2) (Betti) Schemes are defined over C and the sheaf category is the ind-completion of the
category of constructible sheaves with respect to the classical topology with coefficients e;

(3) (¢-adic) Schemes are defined over k and the sheaf category is the ind-completion of the
category of constructible Qy-adic sheaves. Here e = Q.

We denote by Shv any sheaf theory listed above.

Note that the Whittaker category is not always well-defined for the sheaf theories above, such
as the Betti setting and the f-adic setting on schemes defined over a field k of characteristic 0. In
these cases, neither the exponential D-module nor the Artin-Schreier sheaf makes sense, so we
are not allowed to talk about (N (X), x)-equivariant sheaves. We need to replace the Whittaker
category by the Kirillov model (ref. [Gai2la, Appendix A]) in Theorem 6.4.8. However, applying
the Lefschetz principle and Riemann-Hilbert correspondence, the proof for these cases can be
easily reduced to the setting of regular holonomic D-modules. In order to simplify the notations
and not get distracted, we will only focus on the sheaf theories such that the Whittaker category
makes sense.
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1.6.2 Deformation parameters In the general case, we need to use gerbes to twist a sheaf
category. Given a gerbe § with respect to the multiplicative group e*, one can twist a sheaf
category with coefficients in e. We refer readers to [GL18, Section 1.7] for the definition of the
category of G-twisted sheaves.

Let us be more precise about which kind of gerbes are used in different sheaf theories. In the
Betti setting and f-adic setting, we use the gerbes with respect to the torsion multiplicative group
etorsion. X (gee [GL18, Section 1.3]). In the D-module setting, we use the tame gerbes ([Zha20),
Section 3.3]).

If readers are not familiar with how to twist a sheaf category with a gerbe, we advise to think
about the case of D-modules, and G is a simple and simply-connected group over C. In this case,
the twisting parameter ¢ is just a non-zero complex number. Twisted D-modules on Flg are those
D-modules on the canonical line bundle of Flg which are G,,-monodromic along the fiber with
the monodromy ¢2. This restriction of generality will not lose the main interest of this paper.

1.7 Conventions and notations In the main body of the paper, to simplify, we assume that G
is a reductive group defined over any algebraically closed field k, and the derived subgroup [G, G]
is simply connected. Let T':= B~ N B be the Cartan subgroup of G.

We denote by A the coweight lattice of G and by A the weight lattice. Let A"& be the
semi-group spanned by negative simple coroots. Its inverse is denoted by AP%. Set At (resp.
A+) the semi-group of dominant coweights (resp. dominant weights), A the root system of G,
and a1, as,- -, a, the simple coroots. Let W denote the finite Weyl group and W' denote the
extended affine Weyl group.

The theory of sheaves 'Shv’ on infinite-dimensional schemes (also prestacks) used in this
paper is developed in [Berl7], [GR17a], [GR17b], [Ras15], etc. When we talk about the Whittaker
category, we assume that we are in the D-module setting or the /-adic setting.

In this paper, the categories considered are cocomplete e-linear DG-categories (see [GR17a,
Chapter 1, Section 10]). We need the theory of higher categories developed in [Lurl7] and [Lur09]
in this paper.

Let Vect be the (0o, 1)-category of complexes of vector spaces over e. Given a category C
and c1,ce € C, we denote by Home(c1,c2) € Vect the Hom space of ¢; and co, and denote by
Home(cy, c2) := HO(Home(ct, c2)).

2. Geometric Preparation

In this section, we will define some basic geometric objects used in this paper. We will, first of
all, recall the definitions of Ran space and Configuration space (Sections 2.1 and 2.2), and then
review the definitions of Ran-ified (or, Beilinson-Drinfeld) affine flags and affine Grassmannian in
Section 2.3. In Section 2.4, we will explain the gerbes used in this paper.

2.1. Ran space The Ran space is important for us, since it is naturally factorizable. We need
factorization prestacks over Ran to perform our construction of the equivalence in Theorem 3.3.2.

Let X be a smooth connected projective curve defined over k.

DEFINITION 2.1.1. The Ran space Ran := Ranx is defined as the prestack whose S-points classify
non-empty finite sets J of Maps(S, X) for any affine scheme S over k.
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We denote by (Ran x Ran)g;s; the open sub-prestack of Ran x Ran with disjoint support
condition.

The Ran space admits a (non-unital) semi-group structure by taking union

U: Ran x Ran — Ran (2.1.1)
J1,J9 — J1 U Js.

Let Dg be the formal completion of S x X along the graph of J, and denote by Dg the open
subscheme of Dy obtained by removing the graph of J.

DEFINITION 2.1.2. For any affine scheme S, the S-points of Gry ran classify the triples (J, Pr, o),
where J € Ran(S), Pr is a T-bundle on Dy, « is an isomorphism of Py with the trivial T-bundle

:ng on 'Dj.

The prestack Gry Rran is called the Beilinson-Drinfeld (i.e., Ran-ified) affine Grassmannian,
ref., [BD96, Section 5.3.11].

Remark 2.1.3. By the Beauville-Laszlo theorem [BL95]|, we can require that Pr is a T-bundle
on S x X, and « is an isomorphism of Py with P9 on the complement of the graph of J. The
resulting prestack is the same.

The important note here is that Gryran is factorizable over Ran. Namely, we have an
isomorphism

GI"T,Ran X (Ran X Ran)disj ~ GrT,Ran X GrT,Ran X (Ran X Ran)disj, (2.1.2)
Ran RanxRan

with higher homotopy coherence (See [GL19, Section 5.1.2]).

Inside Gry Ran, there is a closed factorization sub-prestack denoted by Gry g, ([GL19, 4.6.2]).
DEFINITION 2.1.4. If G is semi-simple and simply connected, then a S-point (J, Pr, @) of Grr Ran
is in Gr;eﬁan if

— for any dominant weight A € AT, the meromorphic map of the line bundles on S x X
MPr) = A(PY) (2.1.3)
induced by «, is regular.
— for any point s € S and any element i € J, there exists at least one A € A1, such that (2.1.3)
has a zero at the point s — S — X.

For general reductive group G, we define Gry'g,  as Grye .., where 7°¢ is the Cartan

subgroup of the simply connected cover of [G, G].
2.1.5  We also need the Ran space with a marked point.

DEFINITION 2.1.6. Fix z € X. We denote by Ran, := Ranx , the prestack whose S-points classify
non-empty sets J of Maps(S, X) with a distinguished element Z, where T denotes the constant
mapz:5 —z— X.

Taking union defines a map

U : Ran x Ran, — Ran,. (2.1.4)
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It equips Ran, with a structure of module space over Ran.

Let GrrRan, be Ran, x Grrpan. It has a closed sub-prestack (Gr;eﬁanx)oo.z.

Ran

DEFINITION 2.1.7. For any affine scheme S, a S-point (J,Pr,«) of GrrRran, belongs to the

sub-prestack (Gr;eﬁanz)oo.m, if there exists a T-bundle Pr; on S x X and an isomorphism

/. ~
" 1 Pralox(xa) = Prlsx(xa)

such that the resulting point (J,Pr 1,0 /) of GrrRan, belongs to Ran, R>;n Grr%‘?fg{an.

2.2 Configuration spaces

DEFINITION 2.2.1. The configuration space Conf := Conf(X, A"®®) is defined as the scheme
classifying colored divisors of X with coefficients in A" \ {0}, i.e., it classifies

D=> X\, e € A8 < {0}, (2.2.1)
k

2.2.2 Connected components Connected components of Conf are indexed by A" ~ {0},
Conf= | | Conf*
Aree~ {0}

Here Conf* denotes the subscheme of Conf where we require the total degree of D in (2.2.1) (i.e.,
S Ak) to be A If A = — 3. n; - oy, then Conf? is isomorphic to [, X (™), where X (™) classifies
unordered n; points in X.

Similar to the Ran space, Conf is equipped with a structure of non-unital commutative
semi-group. There is a map

addcont : Conf x Conf — Conf (2.2.2)
D1,Dy — Dy + Ds.

If we restrict this map to the open subscheme (Conf x Conf)4;; with disjoint support condition,
then it is étale.

Configuration space is essentially the same as Gry g, The following lemma is from [GL19,
Lemma 4.6.4].

LEMMA 2.2.3. Evaluation on fundamental weights gives rise to a morphism
G fan — Conf. (2.2.3)

It induces an isomorphism of the sheafifications in the topology generated by finite surjective
maps.

In particular, (2.2.3) induces an equivalence between categories of gerbes on Gry %, and
Conf. Furthermore, it induces an equivalence of corresponding categories of twisted sheaves.
2.2.4  Similarly, we define the configuration space with a marked point.

DErFINITION 2.2.5. Fix z € X. We denote by Conf.,., the ind-scheme classifying the colored
divisors on X with A-coefficient

D=X\e-z+Y Moy, (2.2.4)
k

10
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such that A\ € A™8 A, € A and xp # «x.

Regard Conf as a (non-unital) algebra in the category of prestacks, the addition map
addcont, : Conf x Conf.; — Confeg. (2.2.5)

gives Confs.; a module structure over Conf.

If we restrict addcont, to (Conf x Confa.z)dis;, the open ind-scheme with disjoint support
condition, then it is étale. In particular, add!confz ~ addg,, on (Conf x Confee.z)dis;-

Similar to (2.2.3), there is a map of prestacks

(Gr;l"cifg{an)oo'ﬁv — Confoow' (226)

LEMMA 2.2.6 [GL19, 4.6.7]. The morphism (2.2.6) induces an isomorphism of the sheafifications
in the topology generated by finite surjective maps.

2.3 Ran-ified Fl1 and Gr The Beilinson-Drinfeld affine Grassmannian Grg Rran is similarly
defined as Gry ran (only replace T-bundles by G-bundles in the definition). By adding an Iwahori
structure at x, we arrive the definition of the Beilinson-Drinfeld affine flags.

DEFINITION 2.3.1. Flg Ran, is the prestack whose S-points classify the quadruples (J, Pq, o, €),
where (J,Pg, ) € GrgRran(95), and € is a B-reduction of Pg over S x z.

An important feature of Grg ran is that it is factorizable over Ran. That is to say, we have an
isomorphism

Grg Ran R>< (Ran x Ran)gisj ~ Grg Ran ¥ GrgRan X (Ran x Ran)gjs;, (2.3.1)

an RanxRan
with higher homotopy coherence.
Flg Ran, is a factorization module space over Grg Rran, i.e., for any non-empty set with a
distinguished point (x € J), there is an isomorphism

FlG,Ranx RX (Ran X Ranw)disj ~ GrG,Ran X FlG,Ranx X (Ran X Ranz)disj, (2'3_2)

angy RanxRan,

with higher homotopy coherence.

2.4 Gerbes used in this paper In the Betti setting and the ¢-adic setting, we let G be a
factorization etors°™*_gerbe on Gr@,Ran, Which is compatible with the factorization structure on
Grg Ran (see (2.3.1)). It is defined in [GL18, Section 2.4], and is called metaplectic parameter. In
the D-module setting, we should require G to be a tame factorization gerbe on Grg,Ran defined
in [Zha20, Section 3.3]. In this section, we will explain how to get gerbes on some prestacks from
9G on GrG,Ran-

2.4.1 Gerbe on the Hecke prestack We denote by Heckeg the Hecke prestack which classifies
the data: (Pg.1,Pg 2, ), where Pg 1 and Pg 2 are G-bundles on X and « is an isomorphism of
P and P o over X Nz, a: Pgi|xwe ~ Pa2|x - Then by the G(0O)-equivariance of G (see
[GL18, Section 7.3]), G¢ gives rise to a gerbe on the Hecke prestack. We denote the descent gerbe
on Heckeq by Sg_’zecke.

11
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2.4.2 lw"’ -twisted prestacks Fix a square root of the cancl)nical line bundle w on X and denote
it by w®2. We define w” as the T-bundle induced from w®2 by the morphism of group schemes

20: Gy, = T. (2.4.1)
Here p is the sum of all fundamental coweights.

T
If we replace the trivial G-bundle ‘.P% by the G-bundle P¢ := w” x G in the definition of
Grg,Ran, we will obtain the w’-twisted Beilinson-Drinfeld affine Grassmannian. Let us denote it
by Grg:Ran. It is still a factorization prestack over Ran. Similarly, we can also define FI“G”:RMI,

Grg’, F1g', G(X)“", N(X)*", Gr{Rans (GIf Ran) "8, (G Ran, )ocss, ete. Similar to the classical
affine flags and affine Grassmannian, we have
F1¢ ~ G(K)“" /14",
and
Gy ~ G(X)*" /G(0)*".
Here I“" and G(0)*" are wP-twisted version of I and G(0), respectively.

2.4.3 Gerbes on Fl‘ép and Grg By definition, taking P 2 to be P¢ defines a map Gr“éﬁRan —
Heckeg. The pullback of S%CCIC . along this map is a factorization gerbe on Gr‘éfRan. With some
abuse of notation, we denote it by G¢. Its pullback to Fl‘éfRanx (resp. F1¢', Gr’, G(XK)“", etc) is
also denoted by G¢.

By [GL18, Proposition 7.2.5], the pullback of & along G(X)~” — FlgRanx is a multiplicative
gerbe, i.e.,

m!(SG) ~ gG X 9G'
Here m denotes the multiplication map
G(XK)*" x G(K)*" — G(K)*".

In particular, the gerbes §¢ on Fl"ép and Grg are equivariant with respect to the action of
G(X)“" against the gerbe G°.

2.4.4 Gerbe on Conf Replace G by B in the definition of Gr‘é’:Ran, one can define a factor-
ization prestack Gr‘é’jRan. Consider the following diagram of prestacks:

wP
GrB,Ran

PN

Gryy Gré g
G,Ran T,Ran (242)

The pullback of §¢ on Gr‘é?Ran along the left morphism gives a factorization gerbe on Gr"é’jRan.
By [GL18, Section 5.1], this factorization gerbe descends to a factorization gerbe on Gr“ijan. We
denote the resulting gerbe by g7

By constructions similar to (2.2.3) and (2.2.6), we have maps

(GrfRan)"® — Conf, (2.4.3)

12
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and
(Gr¥ Ran, )58, — Confog.s. (2.4.4)
By (a tiny modification of) Lemmas 2.2.3 and 2.2.6, (2.4.3) and (2.4.4) induce equivalences of

gerbes on the Beilinson-Drinfeld affine Grassmannians and Configuration spaces. Hence, we can

descend the factorization gerbe G on (Gr%fRan)ﬂeg (resp. (Gr%ﬁRanx)gggz) to a gerbe " on Conf

(resp. Confn.;). Note that the above maps are compatible with the factorization structures, the
gerbes on Conf and Conf,., are factorizable.

Following [GL18, Section 4.2], we can get a quadratic form
qg:N—k/Z (2.4.5)

from a factorization gerbe §* on Conf in the D-module setting. In the Betti setting and the
(-adic setting, q takes value in e'™'°™*(—1) := colim,, Hom(u,,, e™"'°™*).

2.4.5 Gerbe on Bung Let Bung denote the algebraic stack classifying principal G-bundles
on X. It is shown in [GL18] that any factorization gerbe on Grg ran descends to a gerbe on Bung.
We will also denote the resulting gerbe on Bung by G©.

Remark 2.4.6. The pullback of GG on Bung along
Gr“G’fRan — Bung (2.4.6)

is the gerbe G¢ defined in Section 2.4.3 tensored with the fiber SG\wpegunG.

3. Statement of the main theorem

In this section, we will introduce two sides of Theorem 3.3.2 explicitly:

(1) the category of Whittaker sheaves on affine flags (Section 3.1)

(2) the category of representations of the mixed quantum group (Section 3.2).

3.1. Definition of Whittaker category (through invariants) In Section 2.4.2, we have
already defined wP-twisted prestacks. These objects have an advantage over the non-twisted
prestacks: we can define the non-degenerate character y of N(X)“” and Whittaker sheaves on Fl“ép
canonically. In the rest of this paper, we will consider the w’-twisted affine flags F 1"5; and related
geometric objects. One can show that the Whittaker category on Flg and the corresponding
category on Fl‘ép are equivalent.

Consider a non-degenerate character of N(K)*”,

NI /NI, N(K)*'] =5 w(X) 29 w(x) =8 G, (3.1.1)

p projection
)w

X : NK

The pullback of the exponential D-module along x is a character D-module, we denote this
character D-module by the same notation x. In the /-adic case, we use the Artin-Schreier sheaf
instead of the exponential D-module here.

DEFINITION 3.1.1. We define the Whittaker category on affine flags as
. wPy . wP N(ﬂ()“p,x _ wP wP
Whit, (F15 ) := Shvee (FIg ) = Shvga (N (K)*", x\F1& ). (3.1.2)
Here ¢ is the quadratic form associated with G (ref. (2.4.5)).

13
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3.1.2  We note that Definition 3.1.1 involves taking invariants with respect to an ind-pro-
group scheme, we need to be more precise about this definition.

Write N(X)*” as
N&X)*" = Nk, (3.1.3)
k=0
where Ny, := Ad,—x, N(O)~".

First, by [Berl7, Section 4.4.3], we have

Whity(FI2) = Shvge (F1Z )V x ~ Jim Shvga (F1g)Nex (3.1.4)

,oblv

Fix a natural number & > 0. By (3.1.4), we only need to define Shvge (FI1Z")NeX,
Since F1¢ is an ind-scheme, we can write FI& as a colimit of finite-dimensional schemes ;.

Furthermore, we can assume that each Y; is Ng-invariants. Then by

Shvge(F1&') ~  lim  Shvge(Y;),

i,!—pullback
we have
Shvge (FIZ )M X~ lim  Shvge(¥;)"X. (3.1.5)
i,!—pullback

We note that Ni is a pro-scheme of finite type, we can write it as
Ny, = lim N},

such that each N, ,lg is a finite-dimensional unipotent group scheme and the action of N on Y;
factors through N, ,f; Finally, we define

Shvge (Y;)VeX = ShV9G<Y;)N]l“’X. (3.1.6)

Since for any I’ > [, the kernel of N. ,i/ — N, ,i is unipotent, the above definition is independent of
the choice of IV li

3.1.3 Awveraging functors Denote by
ObIV ygeyer o, : Whity(FIE") = Shvge (FIE) (3.1.7)
the fully faithful forgetful functor.

1 . . .. N’ x N’ x . .

t admits a (partially defined) left adjoint functor Av, . Since Av, is a (partially

defined) left adjoint functor, it commutes with filtered colimits. On the contrary, the right adjoint
wP

functor Aviv(x) X of oblv N(K)“* is discontinuous.

wP
With the ind-pro-group scheme presentation (3.1.3) of N(X)“’, we may write AV!N(K) X

more precisely,

N(K)~" .
Av, X colim AV,Nk’X. (3.1.8)
: k,!—averaging :

wP
If AV!N’“’X(’J'“) can be defined for any k, then AV!N(K) X(F) can be defined by taking colimit. In

wP
particular, AV!N(K) X
the D-module setting.

can be defined in the f-adic setting and for ind-holonomic D-modules in

14
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3.2 Mixed quantum groups The quantum group used in this paper is not the classical quantum
group. It is neither the Lusztig quantum group nor its graded dual. It is a combination of these
two quantum groups: the positive part is the Lusztig quantum group UqL (n) and the negative
part is the graded dual of it (i.e., the De Concini-Kac quantum group UqD K@),

3.2.1 Mized representation category Let Vect([; denote Repq(T ), the braided monoidal cate-
gory of e-representations of the quantum torus 7. We denote by U, qL (ﬁ)—mod'“'”“ the ind-completion
of the derived category of finite-dimensional UqL (n)-modules in Vect(/;.

DEFINITION 3.2.2. The category Repg‘Xd(G) is defined as ZDnVethA (U(f(ﬁ)—modbc'"”), which is

the relative Drinfeld center of UqL(ﬁ)—mod'oc'”iI with respect to Vecté\ (see [GL19, 27.2]).

mxd (A

Remark 3.2.3. At abelian category level, an object in Repy™“(G) is a A-graded vector space with
actions of U(f(ﬁ) (with the locally nilpotent condition) and U(f) Km).

3.2.4 Verma modules We denote by indy_, p, the left adjoint functor of the forgetful functor

from Repngd(é) to UqL(ﬁ)—mod'°c'"”, and by coindpg_, p, the right adjoint functor of the forgetful

functor from Rep;n"d(@) to UqD K(#~)-mod. For A € A, we define Verma modules and coVerma

modules in Repf]nXd(G) as

vixd . —indy , p,(et), (3.2.1)
VY = coind pre s pr (€Y). (3.2.2)
Here e* denotes the 1-dimensional representation of UqL (n) (or, UqD K(®7)) in Vectfz\, where the
action of the torus corresponds to A and the action of the unipotent group is trivial.

Following [Gai2la, 5.3.2], we have

e, if A= p,
0, if A # p.

Furthermore, by construction, the objects V/\m"d are compact and compactly generate Repg‘Xd(G).

So there is a highest weight structure of Rep™9 (&) with standard objects V/\de and costandard

q
objects VY.

j{omRepglxd (Gr) (V)\de, Vﬂde’v) = {

3.3 Statement of Theorem 3.3.2

3.3.1 Avoid small torsion A quadratic form ¢ avoids small torsion ([Gai2lb, 1.1.5], [Lusl0,
35.1.2 (a)]) if for any long coroot oy of a simple factor of G, there is

Ord(Q(al)) =z dg +1,
where dg = 1, 2, 3 is the lacing number (i.e., the maximal number of edges in the Dynkin
diagram).
THEOREM 3.3.2. In the setting of D-modules, when ¢ avoids small torsion, there exists a t-exact
equivalence of highest weight categories
Whit, (F1£) ~ Rep™4(@). (3.3.1)

q
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3.3.3 Highest weight category structure In Section 5.5, we will define a collection of standard
objects Ay in Whitq(Fl‘ép) indexed by A. They are given by !-averaging the Wakimoto sheaves.
Also, we will define a collection of costandrad objects V), € Whitq(Flgp). We will show that
Verma modules V)\de and Ay match under the equivalence (3.3.1) and similarly for costandards.

3.3.4 T-structure The equivalence (3.3.1) is an equivalence at the derived level. We will
define a t-structure on Whit,(F1%") in Section 5.6 (see Definition 5.6.2) using Ay, and we will

show that it is compatible with the tautological t-structure on Repg”‘d(é) under the equivalence.

4. Factorization algebra and factorization module

Since [BFS98], it is known that the category of modules over a Hopf algebra can be realized
as the category of factorization modules over a factorization algebra. In this section, we review
factorization modules and factorization algebras, and give an equivalent expression of Theorem
3.3.2 with factorization modules.

4.1. Factorization algebras and factorization modules

DEFINITION 4.1.1. We call a twisted sheaf (2 € Shvga (Conf) factorization algebra on Conf if it is
compatible with the factorization property of Conf, i.e., there is an isomorphism

add!Conf(Q)|(C0nf><Conf),ﬁsj ~ QK Q|(Conf><Conf)disj7 (411)

with higher homotopy coherence.
The above definition makes sense in the G*-twisted case because
! A A A
addConf(9 )|(Conf><C0nf)disj ~ G G ’(ConfxConf)disj-

It is easy to see that the Verdier dual of a factorization algebra is also a factorization algebra.

4.1.2  Given a factorization algebra €2 on Conf, we can consider its module category on
Confs.y.

DEFINITION 4.1.3. We call a twisted sheaf M € Shvga (Confu.;) factorization module over Q if it
is compatible with the factorization structure of €Q, i.e., there is an isomorphism

add!Confx (M)’(CoanCOnfooAz)disj ~ QK M‘(CoanConfooAz)disja (4‘1'2)

with higher homotopy coherence.

We denote by 2 — FactMod the category of factorization modules over €.

4.1.4 Structure of 2 — FactMod Given A € A, let Conf_)., be the locally closed subscheme
of Confw,., consisting of the points D = A -z + > \; - x; such that \; € A" and z; # = V 1.
The restriction of (2.2.5) to Conf x Conf_)., induces a map

addconfx : (COIlf X Conf:,\.x)disj — Conf:,\.x.

We call M € Shvga (Conf_).;) afactorization module over €, if there is addlconfx (M) |(ConfxConf_y )
QK M|(Confxconf:m) disi® We denote by 2 — FactMod—) the category of factorization modules on
Conf_y., over €.

Let 9A|A‘z be the fiber of G2 at \ - z. The following lemma is from [GL19, Lemma 5.3.5].
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LEMMA 4.1.5. Taking !-stalks at A - x defines a t-exact equivalence
iy : © — FactMod_), ~ Vectga), - (4.1.3)
Here Vectga|, —denotes the category of §|y..-twisted vector spaces.

DEFINITION 4.1.6. Assume that €2 is in the heart of Shvga (Conf). Consider the perverse’ generator
of Q — FactMod_), and we denote its * (resp, !)-pushforward along the locally closed embedding

Conf_)., — Confs.,

by V)\,Q (resp, A)\’Q).
Va0 is called costandard object of {2 — FactMod and A g is called standard object.

By definition, standard objects Ay o are compact and generate {2 — FactMod. Standard
objeects Ay o and costandard objects V) o are perverse.

4.1.7  The Verdier duality functor is well-defined for both Ay o and V), . Furthermore, we
have
DYUUT(A) o) ~ Vy predier(q) YA € A (4.1.4)
Here A € Shvga(Confeo.;) and V) pverdier ) € Shv(gay-1(Confoo.).
By definition, A o and Vo satisfy the following orthogonality property.

LEMMA 4.1.8. For A\, € A, we have

e, if A=y,

H —FactMo A 7V = .
0MO—FactMod (A0, Viu.0) {07 )£

Proof. 1t follows from the adjointness of -pushforward and !-pullback along the locally closed
embedding Conf_)., — Conf,.,, and Lemma 4.1.5. ]

4.1.9  The tautological t-structure on Shvga (Conf..;) gives a t-structure on 2 — FactMod.
In fact, by [GL19, Proposition 5.4.2], we can describe this t-structure on 2 — FactMod by Aj q.
To be more precise, an 2-factorization module M is coconnective as a twisted sheaf if and only if
for any A € A,

HomQ,FaCtMod(A)\’Q[kLM) =0, if k> 0. (4.1.5)

4.2 An explicit description of QqL In this section, we will recall the factorization algebra QqL
given in [Gai2lb, Section 2.3]. It is the category of modules over this factorization algebra that is
expected to be equivalent to the Whittaker category on affine flags.

Conf has an open subscheme Conf removing all diagonals. A point D =", i, - 2 belongs to

o
Conf if and only if the coefficient of any point x, is a negative coroot. If A = — 3. n; - a;, then
o] o o

the A connected component Conf? is isomorphic to ILX (ni) Here X (") classifies unordered n;
different points in X.

Following [GL19, Section 17.1.2], 9A|Co is canonically trivialized. In particular,

onf

Shvga (Conf) = Shv(Conf). (4.2.1)

“Here ’perverse’ means this object is concentrated in degree 0.
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o

o
The product of sign local systems on each X (™) gives rise to a factorization algebra on Conf.
o
Under the equivalence (4.2.1), it can be regarded as a twisted factorization algebra on Conf. We
[e]

denote it by €2, where ¢ is the quadratic form in (2.4.5).

4.2.1 By factorization (i.e., (4.1.1)), we only need to indicate how to extend Qg from its
restriction on Conf*\. X to Conf*, for any A € A8~ {0}. Here X embeds into Conf* by assigning
x to A-x.

We denote by 7) the open embedding from Conf* \. X to Conf* and by [ the length function
of the Weyl group.
DEFINITION 4.2.2. The factorization algebra QqL is defined inductively as follows:
(1) If A =w(p) — p and I(w) = 2, then
o (Qy) = Q.

(2) If A =w(p) — p and I(w) < 3,

H (gx10 55(20)) = 9.
(3) If X\ is not of the form w(p) — p, then

|
Q7 ~ a1 0 1 (Q)-

The following lemma is indicated in [GL19, Section 29], see [CF21, Theorem 1.2.1] for a precise
statement and proof.

LEMMA 4.2.3. In the D-module setting and the Betti setting, there is

Repy™!(G) = Zp, yeerd (Uy (7)-mod °¢™) =~ O — FactMod. (4.2.2)

Furthermore, under the above equivalence, V™ (resp. V™) corresponds to Ay ar (resp.
Viar)-

Proof. By Lefschetz principle and Riemann-Hilbert correspondence, we only need to prove the
claim in the setting of constructible sheaves with coefficients in C in classical topology.

Following [GL19, Section 29.5.1], one can associate a factorization algebra with a Hopf algebra
A. Furthermore, the relative Drinfeld center of A-mod is equivalent to the category of factorization
modules over the corresponding factorization algebra. Apply it to our case, there is an equivalence
of categories

Reprand(G) ~ QqL’quant — FactMod. (4.2.3)
Here QqL7 quant denotes the GA-twisted factorization algebra associated with UqL(ﬁ). for a certain

factorization algebra .
However, by the Verdier dual of [Gai21b, Section 2.3.8, Theorem 3.6.2], there is Q. ~

L
QL. O

4.3 Restatement of Theorem 3.3.2 The following theorem is equivalent to Theorem 3.3.2.

THEOREM 4.3.1. In the setting of D-modules, when ¢ avoids small torsion, there is a functor F'*
which establishes a t-exact® equivalence
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FP: Whity(F1g") = Q) — FactMod,

and preserves standard objects and costandard objects.

Remark 4.3.2. The above theorem holds in the Betti setting if we replace the Whittaker category
by the Kirillov model.

5. Standard object and duality of Whittaker category

The principal goal of this section is to construct standard objects of Whit,(F12") (Section 5.5)
and define the duality functor of Whit,(F1% ) using a lemma from [Ras21] (Section 5.7). They
will play an important role in the proof of our main theorem.

5.1. Relevant orbits To study Whit,(F1%), we should at first study when a N(J)*’-orbit
admits non-zero Whittaker sheaves support on it.

It is known that the N (K)“’-orbits in Fl“ép are indexed by the extended affine Weyl group
Wt .= W x A. For any @ € W we denote by Si% the N(X)“"-orbit in F1& of w - I*"/I*".
Let S, denote the closure of S& in F1g

The orbits which admit non-zero G¢-twisted Whittaker sheaves are called relevant orbits.
Since N (fK)“’p is ind-pro-unipotent and G on Fl“ép is G%-equivariant with respect to the action
of G(X)“”, the gerbe G on any single N (K)“"-orbit admits a N(X)“’-equivariant trivialization.
As a result, the necessary and sufficient condition for a N (K)“"-orbit Sgl to be relevant is that it
is relevant in the non-twisted case. Namely,

Stab (e (wI*” /1°") C Ker(x). (5.1.1)

DEFINITION 5.1.1. Given an element w € W we denote by [(w) the dimension of its Iwahori
orbit in the affine flags (or the length of @w). To be more precise, if w = t*w, then

(@) = > [{c, A)| + > [, A) + 1] (5.1.2)

acA+ w=1(a)>0 acA+ w=1(a)<0
PROPOSITION 5.1.2. A N(X)* -orbit S& C F1¢ is relevant if and only if t*® is the maximal

length element in the left coset WtPw C W,

In particular, for any dominant coweight A € AT, t*» € W is relevant.

Proof. Denote by

T+ .

A ={a+nd|aeA, n>0if & is positive, and n > 1if & is negative} U {nd|n > 0}
the set of the roots of G(X)“” corresponding to I“. Here ¢ is the positive imaginary root
generator. We denote by A™ (resp. IIT) the set of positive (resp. positive simple) roots of G.

If the N (K)“-orbit of @ - I¥"/I*" € F1¢ is relevant, we need the formula (5.1.1) holds. By a

The t-structure on Whit, (F1£) will be given in Section 5.6.
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straightforward calculation

Stab y geywr (@ - 17 /14"y = @I’ %~ NN (K)*" C Ker(x)
GA) A (T = 5) =0
<+ .
WA )NtP(ITH) =0
>+ .
tPw(A )NIIT =0

(5.1.3)

_ it i)
o @A) <.

r ¢ ¢ 0

According to [Kac90, Lemma 3.11 a.], it means that for any simple reflection r; of W, there is
I(w=t=Pr;) < I(w='t~P). We conclude that for any simple reflection r; of W, there is I(r;t°w) <
[(tPw). It means tPw is the unique maximal length element in WtPw C Wext, O

Remark 5.1.3. Relevant orbits of Flg are naturally indexed A. One can check that
. Wext N Wext
i ~ o~ (5.1.4)
w — t Py,

induces a bijection between A and the set {w, w is relevant}. Here w; denotes the unique maximal
length element in the left coset W@. For example, if @ = t°, then ¢p(w) = t~Pwy; if w = P and
A is dominant, then ¢(w) = 2.

PROPOSITION 5.1.4. The category of twisted Whittaker sheaves on S’F@l is equivalent to Vect or (

depends on if w is relevant or not, i.e.,

. _ Vect, if w is relevant,
Whit, (Sg)) ~ 0

, otherwise.

Proof. There is a N(X)*’-equivariant trivialization of G on Si, we have W}litq(sgl) ~ Whit(S{).
Since Stab y (gywe (W0 “” /1" is a connected pro-unipotent group, Whit(S%) is a full subcategory
wP
of ShvV )X (N (K)«"). The latter category is equivalent to Vect, we only need to show that
the fully faithful embedding
Whit (ST) — ShyN @O X (N (50)+")

is actually an equivalence if w is relevant and is 0 otherwise.

If w is relevant, StabN(gpr (w-1¢" /1*") C Ker(x), so any Whittaker sheaf on N(X)*“” descends
to a Whittaker sheaf on Sy ~ N(fK)wp/StabN(g{)wp (w - I*"/1*"). If W is not relevant, we should

prove that for any & € Whit(Si), there is F = 0. Since the action of N(X)“" is transitive, we
only need to show that the stalk of F is 0 at w - I*” /1", Tt follows immediately from the fact that
this fiber is equivariant with respect to Stab y g)we (0 - I “” /1*") against a non-trivial character.

O]

DEFINITION 5.1.5. Assume that w is relevant, we define
wP
AR = Avy O X (6 [l (wot?@) + Lt )],

and

ver .__ =l ver
V@ = Jw,Flx* O]@F](Aqﬂ )7
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where jg p is the locally closed embedding
jﬁ',,pl : 51?1 — Fluép.
They are defined up to tensoring by a line, i.e., depending on the trivialization of G at w € Fl‘ép.

Remark 5.1.6. Here the superscript ”ver” means Verma. We expect, under Conjecture 2, {A¥"}
correspond to Verma modules in the category of modules over Kac-Moody Lie algebra.

The object A¥" is the !-pushforward of the generator of Whit,( gl), and VZ' is the -
pushforward of the generator of Whit,(Sg,). They have the following properties.

ProrosITION 5.1.7.

(1) {A¥r, @ is relevant} (resp. {VI, w is relevant}) compactly generate Whit,(F1¢/).
(2)
0, if w # ',

FHomyie, prz) (Ao Var') = {e i = .
Proof. Since jg 1, is the left adjoint functor of a continuous functor (i.e., j% 1), it preserves com-
pactness. In particular, A¥" is compact. Note that for I € Whit, (Flg), J—ComWhitq(F%p)(Az’{r, F)
is isomorphic to the !-stalks of F at w up to a shift. Hence, if }ComWhitq(Fl‘ép)(A;%er’ F) =0 for
any relevant w, then F = 0.

To show the claim for {V¥", @ is relevant}, note that the closure of any N(X)*"-orbit in
Flg only contains finite many relevant orbits. Hence, any V" is a finite extension of objects
in {AY'[k], w is relevant, k € Z}. In particular, V" is compact. Similarly, any A¥" is a finite
extension of objects in {V*'[k], w is relevant, k € Z}. Hence, the objects V" compactly generate
Whit, (F1¢) as the objects AT do.

The claim (2) directly follows from the adjointness of !-pushforward and !-pullback, and
Proposition 5.1.4. O

As a corollary, an object F € Whitq(Fl‘ép) is compact if and only if F is supported on finitely
many Sp, and its restriction is compact in Whit,(Sg,), for any w.

Remark 5.1.8. We can define a highest weight category structure on Whitq(Flg) with standards
{A¥"} and costandards {V"}. It is the highest weight category structure in [CDR21]. However,
it is different from the one used in this paper. For generic ¢, we expect that they are essentially
the same (up to a convolution).

5.2. Right equivariant sheaf Recall the main theorem of [AB09],
Whit(Flg) ~ QCoh(it/B) ~ Rep™4(@).

It is not only an equivalence of plain categories, but also compatible with highest weight category
structures on both sides. The standard objects in Rep™9(@) are Verma modules V/\de and
the standard objects in Whit(Flg) are given by the !-averaging of the BMW?S sheaves Jy (i.e.,
Wakimoto sheaves). Hence, in the twisted case, we need to define the twisted BMW sheaves J)
and use them to define standard objects Ay in Whitq(Flg) by l-averaging.

S BMW stands for R.Bezrukavnikov-I.Mirkovié-M. Wakimoto
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5.2.1  Let I° be the unipotent radical of the w’-twisted Iwahori subgroup I*”, and let 7%
be I “’p/ I, When there is no twisting, Jy is Iwahori-equivariant. However, there are 'much fewer
Iwahori-equivariant objects in the twisted case.

)

Indeed, since I° is pro-unipotent, there is a unique (up to a non-canonical isomorphism)
I%-equivariant trivialization of the gerbe §¢ on any Iwahori orbit

F1% .= 1*" . @ 1" /1*"

of F1¢/. In the twisted case, the I%-equivariant trivialization of G& on FI& is not necessarily
Iwahori-equivariant. Instead, it is equivariant with respect to a certain character of T%”. For
. . . . wP . . tAw
example, when the quadratic form ¢ is generic, there is no I -equivariant sheaf on F1;" unless
A=0.
The solution to fix this problem is to consider I%-equivariant sheaves on F1 := G(K)“" /19,
rather than Iwahori-equivariant sheaves on Flg.

5.2.2  The exact sequence

110 =1 571% 51

is split. Hence, we may consider the right action of 7% on Fl := G(KX)«"/1°. In order to
define BMW sheaves in the twisted case, we need to consider sheaves on FI which are right
T“’-equivariant against a character. This idea appears in [Bez16] and [LY20].

Let b(—, —) be the symmetric bilinear form associated with the quadratic form g, i.e., in the
D-module setting,
b(A1, A2) == q(A1 + X2) — q(\1) — q(N2); (5.2.1)
in the Betti setting and the f-adic setting,
b(A1, A2) i= q(A1 + X2) - g( A1)t g(he) (5.2.2)
In the D-module setting (resp. Betti setting and ¢-adic setting), we denote by
by :=b(\,—): A — k/Z (resp. e (1)), (5.2.3)

the associated character of 7%”. With some abuse of notations, we denote by by the associated
Kummer sheaf on T%". Its pullback to I*” is also denoted by by.

DEFINITION 5.2.3. We define
Shvge (F1)5* := Shvga (147, by\F1/T*",b,.)

as the category of left (I*”,by)-equivariant and right (7%, b,,)-equivariant twisted sheaves on Fl.
Similarly, we define
Shvge (F1)1 := Shvga (I°\F1/T*", b,,)
as the category of left I°-equivariant and right (7", b, )-equivariant twisted sheaves on FL

When p = 0, we omit p in the notation. In this case, we can realize right T’ -equivariant
objects on F1 as objects on Fl"ép.

Let F1” be the preimage of Flg in F1. We have equivalences

Shvgc(ﬁlw)ﬁo ~ Shvge ((WI*"/1°)/T*",b,) ~ Shvge (WI*" /¥, b,,) ~ Shvge (WT(O)* /T(0)*",b,).
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Given an identification of Shvge (wT(0)~" /T(0)*”,b,) with Vect which preserves the cohomo-

logical degree of !-fiber, we denote by (cg), the twisted sheaf on F1° corresponding to e € Vect.
Different identifications will change the resulting twisted sheaf (cz), by tensoring by a line in
cohomological degree 0, so we can regard (cg), as an object defined up to tensoring by a line.

Remark 5.2.4. In the case u = 0, Shvge (Pilw)ﬁo ~ Shvge (F1£)° ~ Shv(F15)", and (ca)u = cw
is just the (twisted) dualizing sheaf on FI¢; with respect to the unique (up to a non-canonical
isomorphism) I°-equivariant trivialization on FI.

DEFINITION 5.2.5. Let (Jg1), (resp, (Jg«)u) be the ! (resp, *)-extension of (cg),[—I(w)] along
the locally closed embedding

1° - Al

5.3 Convolution product Denote by
7 G(K)Y = G(K) /10 ~ Fl (5.3.1)

the natural projection from G(X)*’ to FL.
For a right (I“”,by)-equivariant sheaf F1 € Shvge (F1), and a left (I“”, by)-equivariant and
right (I”,b,)-equivariant sheaf F» € Shvge (Fl)é’)‘. Consider the following diagram:

I

TR QK ) I x Fl—= G(K)Y” x Fl —> G(X)*" x Fl.
Since the equivariant conditions translate to the descent condition, the external product 7 (F1)XFy
on G(X)*" x Fl descends to a twisted sheaf 7 (F,)XF, on G(K)~" >]< F1, such that
(7 (F1)RF,) ~ 7 (F1) K Fy.
By the multiplicative property of §¢, the pullback of G along the multiplication map
m: G(K) x G(K)* /TI° = G(K)“" /1°

is G¢ X GC. In particular, the pushforward of a G¢ X G¢-twisted sheaf along the multiplication
map is GG _twisted.

DEFINITION 5.3.1. Set
F1 4 Fo .= m.((F (F1)8F3)) € Shvge (Fl),. (5.3.2)

Remark 5.3.2. Since m is (ind-) proper, it does not matter whether we consider !- or *-pushforward
of m.

We denote by w the image of w under the first projection W' = A x W — A. For

W=t w € W w = A
Remark 5.3.3. (Jg2)u (7= "or *) is left (I*", b=:)-equivariant and right (7%, b,)-equivariant.

In order to define the twisted BMW sheaf for any coweight A € A, we need the following
lemma which is an analog of [AB09, Lemma 8], and [LY20, Lemma 3.4, 3.5].

LEMMA 5.3.4. For w,w' € W and p € A, if (ww') = l[(w) + l(@"), then
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(o) )z * (Jar D ~ (T ) s
(JQE*)W* (Jw/7*)u ~ (J@a/7*)“.
(2) Ja)g=r, * Ja—1,0u = (Jo)u =~ (Jou g7, * (Jg-1,0) -

Proof. The proof is similar to the non-twisted case. Here we sketch the proof.
For (1), we only prove the first claim, the second one follows from the same argument.
By the Cartan decomposition of G(X)“” by the Iwahori subgroup I*”, the multiplication map

p

G(K)* X G /1O = G(K)** /1° (5.3.3)

wP
is an isomorphism after restricting to I’ wI*” I>< I°wW' 197 )10 — 1°°ww'1°" /I°. Note that the
trivializations of gerbes on both sides are compatible. Now the first assertion follows from the fact
that both (Jg,)=mr * (Ja)u and (Jza 1), have zero -stalks outside 1" ww'I*” /I*" C F1¥/.
To prove (2), by (1), we can reduce the question to the case when w is a simple reflection. In
this case, [“*wl+’ /I+* C F1¢ is isomorphic to PL.
The support of (Jm)m* (Jg-1.4)p is contained in I«’wl«” - [«*w=1I«" /IO, which is equal
to the disjoint union I*"@wI«" /I 1’ /I°. By the equivariance property of (Jm)m* (Jao-1 ) s

we should prove that the !-stalks of (Jm)m* (Ji-1 4)p is zero at w and is e at 1.

For gy € G(X)*”, taking pushforward along the map G(X)*” — G(K)*" : g — gog~"' induces
a functor

Lgo : Shvge (FD)* — Shv(9G)’1®9§0 (F1)_x, (5.3.4)

where 9% denotes the fiber of G¢ at g9o-

!
Note that (Jg,)==1, @ ty0((Jg-1.+),) is right T*’-equivariant, so it descends to a twisted sheaf

w1y
on Fl‘g’;. We denote the resulting sheaf by the same notation.
The projection of gg in G(X)*” /I° is denoted by go. The preimage of g along (5.3.3) is identified

I
with F1& via the composition of the first projection map p; : G(X)** x G(K)*" /I® — G(K)~" /I°
and G(XK)~" /10 — G(K)*" /1+".

Under this identification, the !-restriction of (Jm)m* (J@-1 4)p to the preimage of go is
identified with

!

(J@J)m@ LgO((J{B—17*)H) S Shvg% (Fl"ép).

By the base change theorem, the !-stalks of (J@’;)m* (Jz-1.4)p at the point go is isomorphic
to

!
H(Flwp, (J{U“ ')m@ Lgo((Jqﬂ*17*)u)) S VeCth;o.

In particular, the !-stalks of (J@,I)m* (J@-1 4)p at w is isomorphic to
!
H(FIE, (Jo)g=, @ ta((Ja14)u)-

N !
Under the identification 1<’ wI«’ /[+" ~ P!, (J@,!)méa L ((Jg-1 4)p) is identified with the
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x-extension from a G,-equivariant (with respect to certain Kummer sheaf) sheaf on G, :=
P!\ {0,00} to Al := P! \ {co}, and then !-pushforward to P!. By Braden’s theorem (see [DG14,
Proposition 3.2.2]), its cohomology equals its x-stalks at oo, which equals zero.

Over the point 1 € F1¥, the !-stalks can be calculated by

HFE | U)oy © 0 (Tt ).

!
Note that the restriction of (Jm)m@ 1 ((Jg-14)u) to Al is isomorphic to the constant

!
object. By the projection formula, (Jg,)=—-® t5((Jz-14).) is the x-pushforward of the constant

w1y
sheaf on A!, and its cohomology is e. O

5.4 Twisted BMW sheaf With the preparation given in the last several sections, finally, we
can construct the BMW sheaves in the twisted cases.

DEFINITION 5.4.1. Gi}ien A € A, such that A = \; — X2, A1, A2 € AT. We define the twisted BMW
sheaf (J)), € Shvge(F1), as

(D) = (Iag) =xatp * (Jong) e (5.4.1)
Similarly, we define the dual BMW sheaf as
(T = (Tags) —dotn * (Jong e (5.4.2)

They are well-defined up to tensoring by a line in degree 0, and according to Lemma 5.3.4,
the definitions are independent of choices of A1, Ao.

Remark 5.4.2. To be more precise, they are determined by Shvga (t*T(0)<" /T(0)*”,b,,) ~ Vect
(equivalently, an identification Shvge (P T(0)%" /T(0)%",b_x,1,)®Shvge (22T (0)~" /T(0)~",b,,) ~
Vect, since there is a canonical equivalence

Shvge (PN T(0)%” JT(O)" byt u)@Shvee (t2T(0)* /T(0)*",b,) ~ Shvga (t*T(0)" /T(0)*”, b))

The identification determines the right-hand side of (5.4.1) (resp. (5.4.2)), and there are canonical
isomorphisms between (Jx, 1) ~ap4p * (J-xg5)p (vesp. (In, ) —ngtp * (Jor,,)p) for different Ay, Ao

When z = 0, we will omit the subscript u in (J)), and (JY),,.

By Lemma 5.3.4, twisted BMW sheaves admit a convolution product

~ Ib
(T)asp *(Ta)p = (Jnsa)u € Shvge ()27, (5.4.3)

5.5 Standards and Costandards

DEFINITION 5.5.1. Given an identification Shvge (t*T(0)%"/T(0)*") ~ Vect as before, i.e., a
trivialization of G%|;acp, we define

wP
Ay = AvOTX (), (5.5.1)
and
V= Avien(uﬁgl/\ig}\+(l]u’*)>\_“*J)\_M’*)’ (5.5.2)
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where AvL®" is the renormalized averaging functor,

Ayfm::cn?nAvfhx®%k, (5.5.3)

AvI®X is the s-averaging functor with respect to (Nj,x) (see Section 3.1.2) and lp i is the
line of *-fiber of the dualizing sheaf of Ny//Ny at 1 for k' > k. Furthermore, up to a shift,
(S )amp* Ja—p i the (N(O)“", x)-averaging of the *-extension of the twisted dualizing sheaf
on Ad, I WHATY” /19" with respect to the unique Ad, I O_equivariant trivialization. If we further
require ps — p1 € AT, we have Ad,, I*"t* %" /I*" C Ad,, [“t*"]“" /I*". The transition maps
between (J,,«)x—u* Ja—p,« are obtained from natural maps between the dualizing sheaves.

Similar to twisted BMW sheaves, we also regard Ay and V) as objects which are well-defined
up to tensoring by a line in degree 0, i.e., depend on the choice of identifications. We call

{A,, X\ € A} standard objects of Whit,(F1¢') and {V,, A € A} costandard objects.
PROPOSITION 5.5.2. {Ay, A € A} is a collection of compact generators of Whit, (F1&).

Proof. Taking convolution with BMW sheaf is invertible, in particular, it preserves compactness.

WP WP WP
Since Ay ~ AV!N(K) X(Jy) =~ AV!N(K) X((Jo)a) x Jx and AV!N(K) X((Jo)x) is compact, the
standard object Ay is compact.

By an analysis of the support of the convolution product, one proves that supp(Ay) = §F§p+/\).

According to [Bez06, Lemma 11], we have

P
Ay cotprr) AVN(K)W ’X(J/\v)| iy = AT | +2)
spety) = 20 ARt = Sep+A) g let )

er

Now the proposition directly follows from the fact that rank(A;’j?;Jn\) ]S;al(pﬂ)) =1 (i.e, AL |S§31(p+x)
is the generator of Whitq(Sl(ffl(p ) ) ~ Vect). O
The standards Ay and costandards V, satisfy the orthogonality property.

PROPOSITION 5.5.3.

0, ifA#p
fHomwhitq(Fpép)(AA, Vi) = {e A= (5.5.4)

Proof.

Homygpie, pigry (B Vi)

N(K)*", ren ;
2:]-COTn‘Whitq(];‘15‘0) (AV! ) X(J)\)a AV* a,gggg}vr ((Ja,*)ufa * J,ufa,*))
~ colim Homyy, . p (AVN(K)M’X(JA) AVI (o) e * )
T ao—peh+ Whitq (F1<) ! AV ok ) p—a X S p—auk

(5.5.5)

wP
ATk (o) i)y AVE (T e

~ colim fHomWhitq(ﬁl)M .

a,a—peEAT
* J,ufoc,* * (Ja—u,!),ufa)

. N(K ‘*’p, ren
= colim Fomy gy, (A M(rramp)a-a) AV (o))

By the following lemma 5.5.4, the above colimit is isomorphic to

. N(K)«?, . r .
Lo Hom i, (Av) B0 X (Gr o) umalll = A — 0, 25)], AVE™(80) u—al(a, 20))).
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Up to tensoring by a line, we denote by (dxta—pu)u—a € Shvge (151)“,& (resp. (0a)u—a €
Shvge (F1),—q) the ! (equivalently, x)-extension of the Kummer sheaf corresponding to u — o on

Fl x t*o# (vesp. F1 x t%) to FL
Flg Flg

wP
AV!N(K) X (xta—p)u—al(p—A—a, 2p)] is the l-extension of the generator of Whit,( %rafﬂ)u,a
to Fl, and Av®"(6a)u—al(c, 2p)] is the %-extension of the generator of Whit( %:’O‘_“)M_a to FL
Hence, by adjointness, we have (5.5.5) is e if A\ = p and is 0 otherwise. O

LEMMA 5.5.4. For A\ € A*, u € A, we have
(1)
AV ((00) ) [(A 29)] = AV ((Ixe)p)-
(2)
A O (B0 (0 20) = AV O ().
Proof. For (1), note that if A is dominant, then N (K)“"t* 1" = NN(IK)“”)prtAIwP. Hence, both
sheaves in (1) are *x-extensions from their restrictions on Sl% C FL. As they are (N(X)“", x)-

equivariant, we only need to prove that their !-stalks at any lift of t* € FI coincide. It follows
from the constructions that the !-stalks of both sides are isomorphic to e[—(\, 27)].

The proof of the second claim is absolutely similar. O
Remark 5.5.5. In particular, if A is dominant, there is an isomorphism

(5.1.5)

Ay = A =T A O (6, [ (A, 20)).

5.6 T-structure on Whittaker category Recall the following lemma in [BRO7].

LEMMA 5.6.1. Let C be a compactly generated category with compact generators {c;}, then there
is a t-structure given by

€% := {c| Home(ci[k],¢) =0 YA € A and k > 0}.

In particular, we define a new t-structure (different from the one from the tautological
t-structure on Shvge (F1£")) on Whit,(F1') by the compact generators Ay, i.e.,

DEFINITION 5.6.2. F € Whit,(F1£)>? if and only if
HomWhitq(Flg”)(A/\[kL F)y=0 VvieAand k>0.

After we proved our main theorem, we will see that Ay and V) are in the heart of this
t-structure (see Corollary 6.6.3). Furthermore, Ay and V) are of finite length for all A € A if and
only if ¢ is generic. When ¢ is a root of unity, costandard objects and irreducible objects are not
even compact, but standard objects are still compact.

5.7 Coinvariants By considering the coinvariant-Whittaker category, we can obtain the definition
of the Verdier duality functor for Whit, (F1<).

DEFINITION 5.7.1. We define Whit,(F1&"), as the quotient DG-category of Shvge (F1&) by the
full subcategory generated by

Fib(AveX(F) — F) (5.7.1)
for all F € Shvge (F1¢) and k € Z.

27



RuoTAao YANG

5.7.2  The functor Avi®" (see (5.5.3)) maps all morphisms of the form (5.7.1) to isomorphisms.
In particular, it induces a functor Av7" from Whit,(F1& )., to Whit,(F1&). The following lemma
is proved in [Ras21, Theorem 2.1.1].

LEMMA 5.7.3. The functor
AV - Whit, (F1&) .o — Whit, (F1Z) (5.7.2)

is an equivalence of categories.

5.7.4 For a DG-category €, we denote by CV the dual category of C if it is dualizable.
By definition, it is given by the DG-category of functors Funct(C, Vect). Since Whitq(Fl%’;p)
is compactly generated and any compactly generated category is dualizable, Whitq(Fl“ép) is
dualizable. By Lemma 5.7.3, Whit,(F1%)., is also dualizable.

By definition, Whit, (F1£')Y, is the full subcategory of SthG(Fl‘&;’p)v spanned by the functors
Shvge (F1') — Vect

such that for any F € SthG(Flg) and k,

(AVYX(F),5%) = (5,59,
ie.,
(F, AvYEX(F0)) = (5, 99).
In other words, we require Aviv’“’x(frro) ~ F0 for any k. Hence, the duality functor
Shv gay-1 (FI&") ~ Shvge (FIZ), (5.7.4)
Fo = (F — (F,F0)). o
induces an equivalence of full subcategories
Whit,(F1g"), ~ Whit, 1 (F1¢). (5.7.5)

co —

DEFINITION 5.7.5. The Verdier duality functor for Whittaker sheaves is defined as the composition
of functors

DVerdier . Whit, (F1 ) (Aﬁ)v Whit, (F1&) 2, (5%;) Whit, -1 (FIZ). (5.7.6)

In particular, it defines an equivalence of subcategories generated by compact objects.
DVerdier . (Whit, (F1¢")¢)% — Whit, -1 (F1&)°. (5.7.7)
The dual of the standard object Ay can be described by the dual BMW sheaf J)H\).
PROPOSITION 5.7.6. For any A € A, A, € Whit,(F1%), we have
DVerdier(Ay) ~ AvTen(JY). (5.7.8)
Proof. The object Ay corresponds to the functor
Whit, (FI£") — Vect (579
F— %OmWhitq(Flg”)(AA’ F).
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in Whit, (F12")V. By definition, its image under (Av7¢")Y is the functor

Whit, (F1£) .o — Vect
d ren / (5710)
F }ComWhitq(Flg’))(A)\’ AV* (97 ))
Using the adjointness, there is
Homyyi, (prer) (Bxs AVI(F)) :J{omShVSG 1y (I, AVEH(F)).
Note that J\ goes to JV under the equivalence (Shvge(F1g'))Y ~ Shv(ge)-1(FIZ'), we have
}ComShvgg(Fl“G’p)(‘])\’AVien(ffw)) ~ <Avien(3”), JP>

So, by regarding Whit,(F1£")Y, as a subcategory of Shvge(FI1Z')Y, the image of Ay in

Shvge (FIZ')Y can be realized as

Shvge (F1g') — Vect

F = (AVT(F), JD). (57.11)
Since there is an isomorphism
(AVI(F), JX) = (T, AV (X)),
(AvZe™)V(A,) is the functor
Shvge (F1g) — Vect (5.7.12)
F = (F, AV (JD)).
By the construction of (5.7.5), the image of (Avi*")V(A,) under (5.7.5) is Avi¥"(JP).
O

6. The functor to the category of factorization modules

In this section, we will construct the functor from the twisted Whittaker category to Qg —FactMod
mimicking the constructions in [GL19]. That is to say, [GL19] uses the Jacquet functor, which is
the pullback-pushfoward functor along Grg <— Grg- — Gry. © We will construct an Twahori
Jacquet functor.

In bref, our Iwahori Jacquet functor is an adaptation of the pullback-pushforward functor
Whit(Flg) — Shv(Grr) of the diagram

Fl,_ ——=TFlg

|

GI‘T

Here, FI}B_ is substack of Flg- := Grg- X pt/B where we require the B~-bundle and the
pt/G
!

Iwahori structure to be transversal at . The A-component of this functor is H (Flg, j«(wg—2) ® —).
Fl
!
In fact, the A\-component of functor constructed in this section is H(Flg, ji(wg-r) ® —).
Fl

The organization of this section is as follows.

"The Jacquet functor is also the functor needed for geometric Satake equivalence.
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In Section 6.1, we will construct a closed sub-prestack (?Fuf Ran, Joo-z Of the Beilinson-Drinfeld
affine flags Fl"éfRanz. Lemma 6.1.12 ensures that we can regard a Whittaker sheaf on F1& as a
Whittaker sheaf on (?;UIO Ran, )Joo-z With factorization property.

In Section 6.2, we will introduce the configuration version affine flags which is important for
the construction of the functor.

In Section 6.4, we will construct the functor F that appeared in Theorem 4.3.1. We will also
construct another closely related functor FPX in this section.

In Section 6.5, we will describe the functors defined in the previous section by calculating the
I-stalks of FL and FPK at A -z € Confn.,.

In Section 6.6, we will prove the main theorem of this paper modulo Proposition 6.6.2.
6.1. Whittaker category on Fl“éf’Ranx

6.1.1  Recall that we defined the Beilinson-Drinfeld affine flags Fl"éﬁRanw in Section 2.3 and
2.4.2. The idea of the construction of the functor F” is to regard a twisted Whittaker sheaf on
F1¥ as a twisted Whittaker sheaf on Fl"é’jRanx (and Fl‘gjconfwz), and then pushforward along the

projection to Confy.,.. Let us start by explaining the definition of Whittaker sheaves on Fl“épRanz.
Let N(XK)g:, (resp. N(0)%. ) be Ran-ified loop group of N. It is the prestack classifying the
T
data (J,«), where J € Ran(S) and « is an automorphism of w” x B on Dg (resp. Dy), which is
compatible with the identification of w”. Similarly, one can define IV (I]C)Ran and N (O)Ran
We define a character

XRang - N(J{)Lﬁgn - N(K)Ranz/[N(jc)wp N(:K)Ufipan ] — wRanz (jC) —

Rang

sum r651due (611)
— WRan, (JC) Ga
of N (fK)Ran Similarly, we can define a character
XRan : N(X)fon = Ga (6.1.2)
of N(:K)Ran
For # = {x1,72, - ,7,} € Ran, we denote by yz the restriction of ygran to N(K)¥ :=

N(X)2? =~ x {z}. Note that the character x of N(X)%" in (3.1.1) equals x, here.
Ran

T

6.1.2  Left multiplication gives an action of N(X)g, on GrG Ran» and an action of N(X)go,
on Fl‘g’;pRan Following [GL18, Proposition 7.2.5], the pullback of SG on FlG Ran, (see Section 2.4)
to N (JC)RZH is a multiplicative gerbe, in particular, the gerbe G on FIG Ran, 18 equivariant with
respect to N (fK)”ZmI against G¢. Since N is unipotent, N (fK)RZm is an ind-pro-affine space over
Ran,. There is a canonical trivialization of ¢ on N (fK)Ran Hence, the gerbe G¢ on FIG Ran,
equivariant with respect to the action of V (fK)Ran In particular, we may consider the category

of (N (iK)Ranx’ XRan, )-€quivariant sheaves.

DEFINITION 6.1.3. We define
Whity(F12 an, ) := Shvge (F1E pan, )Y (5)8ang XRang

6.1.4 Now we define a closed N (fK)Rpan -invariant subspace (Sp Ran, Joox C F1¥ Ran, -

30



TwISTED WHITTAKER SHEAVES ON AFFINE FLAGS

DEFINITION 6.1.5. A point (J,Pq, o, €) € Fl"éfRanz belongs to (?Fl)ﬁRanw)oo.z if and only if for any
dominant weight A € A, the composite meromorphic map

1o 3 3
R (w2) M = V3 = V5 (00 - @) (6.1.3)
is regular on X \ z. Here V;‘,G (resp. \75‘% ) is defined as the vector bundle associated with Pg

T .
(resp. Pg = w” x G) with fiber the Weyl module Vé‘,. The first map is the map mapping to the
highest weight vector, and the second map is induced by «.

]V)EFIVNITION 6.1.6. A point (J,Pg, @) € Grg'g,, belongs to goGnRan, if for any dominant weight
A € AT, the composite meromorphic map

A e A A
K (w2)< 72/)> — Vﬂ)z — VTG (614)
is regular on X.
If we require that x* in (6.1.4) is injective on X for any A € A*, the resulting prestack S%r’Ran

. . )
is the unique open dense N(X)%. -orbit in SGr.Ran-

6.1.7 Factorization property Following the argument in the proof of [BFGMO02, Proposition
2.4], we can prove that the prestacks defined above satisfy the following factorization property.

LEMMA 6.1.8.
(1) SGrRan 18 @ factorization prestack, i.e., there is a canonical isomorphism of prestacks
<0 <0 <0
SGrRan X (Ran x Ran)gis; ~ SGrRan X SGrRan X (Ran x Ran)gjs;. (6.1.5)
Ran RanxRan

. . <0 . : L .
(2) (?ﬁff Ran, Joo-w factorizes with respect to Sy gap, 1-€., there is a canonical isomorphism of
prestacks

(ﬂlglo,l:{anz)oo':v R;<n (Ran X Ranx)disj
T
~ (6.1.6)
—0 —wo
SGr,Ran X (SFI,Ranz)OO'SC X (Ran x Rang)gs;-
RanxRan,

6.1.9 Let Fl‘é’:x (resp. Grg',.) denote the fiber of F‘l‘“é’jRanac (resp. Gr“éf'Ran) over x (resp. x;),
it is isomorphic to F1& (resp. Gr%’) by choosing a uniformizer. Denote by goGr,a:i the closure of
the N(X)%"-orbit of t° € Gr“é’:xi.

By definition, the fiber of (?ﬁ’ﬁRaHI)m.x over the point J = {z, 21,22, -+, 25} € Ran, is
isomorphic to the product Fl“é’; X Hle ?ér,mw and the fiber of F%an’Gr over the point J =
{x1, 9, -,z } € Ran is isomorphic to Hle ?%W.

6.1.10 Relation with Whit,(F12’) Consider the product space Ran, x Fl‘épx The N(XK)~”

w
T

action on the second factor gives a N (K)%"-action on Ran, x Fl‘épx The pullback of the gerbe

G% on Flgpx to Ran, x Fl‘c";px is still N(X)“’-equivariant, hence, we can consider the Whittaker
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category on Ran, x F1g,,

Whit,(Ran, x FI2,) := Shvge (Ran, x FIZ g, )VE X, (6.1.7)
There is a closed embedding
unit : Ran, x Fl“épx — (?;ﬁRanz)wx, (6.1.8)

which sends J € Rang, (Pg, a,€) € Fl“épx to (3,Pg,a,€) € (?gﬁRanx)o@.w. Similarly, we have
unitg, : Ran x Sﬂér — ?%LR&H. (6.1.9)
The !-pullback along the projection
PI'Ran, : Rang x FIZ', — FIE,
gives rise to a functor
PrRan, | Shvge (FI,) — Shvge (Ran, x FIg,). (6.1.10)

w

p . | .
+ -actlons, so pry,, induces a functor between

By definition, prg,, commutes with N(X)
the corresponding Whittaker categories

White(FIg,) — Whity(Ran, x FI¢,). (6.1.11)

6.1.11  Consider the pullback functor along (6.1.8)
unit' : Sthc((g%UﬁRanz)oo.x) — Shvge (Ran, x Fl‘é’jx).

We claim that this map induces a functor between the corresponding Whittaker categories

unit' : Whit,((Sp) Ran, )oc-s) — Whity(Ran, x FI&,). (6.1.12)
Indeed, consider the closed subgroup N’ in N (K)‘ﬁ;nz whose fiber over a point {x, z1, z2, -,z }

€ Ran, is given by N(K)¥” x Hle N(0)%”. Restriction to z gives a projection
N’ — N(K)“". (6.1.13)

The map (6.1.8) is compatible with N’-action, where the action of N’ on Ran, x Fl‘épw is given

by the projection (6.1.13) and the action of N(X)%" on Fl“épx Since the kernel of the projection
(6.1.13) is pro-unipotent, the forgetful functor

’ wP
Shvge (Ran, x Fl“é’jx)N X— Shvge (Ran, x Flg’jm)N(K)x X
is an equivalence. Hence, unit' induces a functor

wP ,
SthG ((?}gﬁRanw )oo-z)N(K)Ranw yXRang - SthG (Ranx % Flcé‘jx)N X~

) (6.1.14)
~ Shvge (Ran, x FIETI)N(%)(%) X
ie.,
unit' : Whity (St Ran, )oc-s) — Whit(Ran, x FI¢,). (6.1.15)
Similarly, we can define
unitly, : Whity(Sey ran) — Whitg(Ran x Sg,). (6.1.16)

According to [Gai20, Theorem 6.2.5], the functor (6.1.16) is an equivalence. By an argument
similar to [Gai20, Section 6.2-6.6], we can prove the following lemma.
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LEMMA 6.1.12. The functor (6.1.15) is an equivalence.

Proof. We only sketch the proof.

Given a finite set J with a distinguished point, let X be the subspace of X” such that the
coordinate indexed by the distinguished point is . Note that Ran, = colim X7, and we can define
Whity ((Sg) x3)oc-a) and Whity(X] x FIg',) similarly.

It is sufficient to show that unit); : Whitq((?ﬁfﬁ x2)oow) = Whit, (X x Fl“épx) is an equivalence
for any finite set J with a distinguished point, then the desired property follows by taking limit.
For any such J, one can give X a stratification {X>} according to the collision of points. Note

that there is (?ﬁﬁﬂ)o@.x ~ (((X — z)* — Diag) x §0Gr Ran) X F12°_ where k is the number of
€T an ) bl
different elements in B without the element containing the distinguished point. So, we have

Wity (555 2 )c) = Shvge (X — )" — Ding) x ) x FI) V%2

~ Shvge (X — )" — Diag) X S pan) * FI, Vg (6.117)

~ Shvga (X — )" — Diag)) x Fl@,ﬂﬂ% Xe o Whity (X2 x FIZ,).

. =0
Here, the second equivalence follows from the fact that Sg, Ran\Sgr Ran does not carry non-zero

Whittaker sheaf, and the third equivalence follows from N (X)%. b (X — x)¥ — Diag) x
Ran

N(X)%? ) x N(XK)«”. Tt implies that the restriction unitl : Whltq((SFI X% )ooz) = Whit, (X2 x
F l‘g,x) is an equivalence.

In particular, umit!j is conservative, and we only need to construct the left adjoint functor
(unity)” such that Id — unit} o(unit})” is an isomorphism.
Forn > 0, let I,, := Ad_,,,(G(0)*~" X N(O/t"O)“"). There is a canonical way to extend
G(O/tn )P
the character x|; ~n(x)wr to In such that it is trivial on the negative part (i.e., B~(0) N Iy), we
still use the same notation x.

N ()" x is

well-defined for any (1, x.)-equivariant sheaf. With the same proof, one can show that AV!N(K)?’J X3

is well-defined for any (I}, x,)-equivariant sheaf on FI1% X7 Here, I), C G(X)%" is the subgroup

n

A quite non-trivial result of [Ras15, Theorem 2.7.1] says that the left adjoint Av,

whose fiber over {z, 1,29, - , 25} is I, x []7; G(O )wj, and xy is the character given by the
map I}, — I, 5 G,.

- . . N(x)%”
To construct the left adjoint functor (unit})” of unit}, we should prove that Av, 05" %

well-defined on the image of the composition

is

P
oblyN (K" xa unit,

Whit, (X2 x F1) Shvge (X7 x FI¢') == Shvge ((Ski x2)oc)-

Then, (unitlj)L is given by the composition of the above functor and AV!N(SK)’ X3,

wP
Note that the category Whit, (X3 x F1%") is generated by applying AV,N(K) X 40 (I, Xz )-

( )j »X3J

equivariant objects on X3 x Fl"é So, we only need to show that Av, is well-defined on

the image of

unit,

SthG (Xg X Flbép) — ShVSG((SFl Xﬂ)oo w) (6118)

oblyin-xz
—

Shvge (X2 x F1&)Inx=
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. W . . .
Furthermore, note that unity : X3 x Fl“épx — (SFl.x3)oce 18 I,-invariant, where I, acts on

wP
XIxF1¥ via I, = I,,. In particular, the image of (6.1.18) is (I, x.)-equivariant, and AV!N(K)3 -

is well-defined for those equivariant sheaves.

Finally, by repeating the same argument as in [Gai20, Section 6.5] we can prove that the
functor (unit})” satisfies the desired property, i.e., Id — unit?, o(unit})” is an isomorphism. [

DEFINITION 6.1.13. For F € Whit,(F1£), we denote by sprdp) Ran, (F) the Whittaker sheaf on
(?‘F"f Ran, Joo-w corresponding to pr%anx(?) under the equivalence (6.1.15).

Using the fiber description of (goFLRanz)oo.x in Section 6.1.9, we can describe sprdg gap, (F)
more explicitly. Namely, the restriction of sprdp gay, (F) to Fl‘épw is F, and its restriction to ggr,mi
is the generator of Whitq(goGr’xi).

DEFINITION 6.1.14. Let Vac denote the Whittaker sheaf on ?%LRan which is uniquely characterized
by the property that its !-pullback to Ran via the canonical section
<0
SRan : Ran — S
fan Gr,Ran (6.1.19)
T (9,P%,id)

is the dualizing sheaf on Ran, i.e., s!Ran(Vac) >~ WRan-

It is important that Vac and sprdp) gay, (F) satisfy the following factorization properties.
COROLLARY 6.1.15.
(1) Vac is a factorization algebra on ggr,Ram i.e., there is a canonical isomorphism

Vac X Vac ~ Vac|-o
|( |SGr,RanR>;n(RanXRan)disj ’

gg}r,Ran><§(()‘}r,l:{an)(iisj
which is compatible with (6.1.5).

(2) sprdg; gan, (F) € Whitq((ggﬁRanm)oo.x) is a factorization module over Vac, i.e., there is a
canonical isomorphism

Vac M sprdp) Ran, (F)

-0 =W
|(SGr,Ran X (SFI(?Ranz )Oo‘z)di‘sj

~

sprdp) Ran, (F) |(§§3Ranz Joo-s) X (RanxRans)gis;”
which is compatible with (6.1.6). )
Proof. (1) is [GL19, Theorem 8.4.6 (a)]. We only show (2).
It is known that for any x € ?%r,Ran N SgnRan, we have

Staby gywe (z) ¢ Ker(xRan)-
It implies Whitq(gg;r,Ran N S%r,Ran) = 0. In particular,
Whlt(] (g(()}r,Ran) = Whitq(sgr,Ran)‘

Since N (X)%’  acts transitively on S%nRan over Ran and N (X)%" is ind-pro-unipotent, taking

I-stalks along sgan induces an equivalence of categories

Whity(S&: Ran) = Shv(Ran).
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Consider the following commutative diagram:

P unit
Ranx X Floé,:v (SFI ,Rany )OO T

o |

SRan XU 0
(Ran X Ranx X FIG x)dlsj L> Gr,Ran (SFI Ranx)OO z)dzsg

By Lemma 6.1.12, we need to prove
(Ug X id)! o unit!(sprdFLRanz (F)) ~ wran X unit!(sprdFLRanz ()| disj»

which follows from the facts that unit!(sprdFLRanz (F)) ~ wran, XF, and the (twisted) sheaf wran,
on Ran, factorizes with respect to wgran, i.e., we have

U; (wRanz) ’disj ~ WRan X WRan, |disj .
O]

6.2 Configuration version of Gr‘ép and Fl‘éﬂ The most important prestacks in this paper are
constructed in this section. They are analogs of the constructions in [GL19]. The target of the
functor F¥ lives on Conf.,. Hence, it is convenient to consider prestacks over the configuration
space. In this section, we will explain the configuration version Gr‘*ép and Fl‘c";p and related
factorization prestacks.

DEFINITION 6.2.1. Let Gr“é’jconf (resp. Fl‘éﬁconfo@z) be the prestack over Conf (resp. Confu.;)
which classifies the data (D, Pq, «) (resp. (D, Pq, a,¢€)), here D € Conf (resp. Confy., ), Pg €
Bung, a: Pa|xsuppD) = P&|xsupp(D)> and € is a B-reduction of P at z.

Similarly, we can define the configuration analog of N(X)g. , N(0)%. . N (fK)ﬁ’;n , N ((‘))‘”p

Ran’ Rangy’

etc. We denote the resulting prestacks by N(X)%, ., N(0)£ ., N(K)‘égnfoo and N(0)&

respectively.

Confoo.z?

6.2.2 Note that
o 2
GrG Ran (GrT Ran) R Gré,Conf X (Gr%Ran)neg'
Ran Conf

As a result, the gerbe G& on Gr“&Ran gives a gerbe on Gr"éfconf Cznf(GrUffRan)neg. By Lemma 2.2.3,
it descends to a gerbe on GruG}[:Conf- We still denote it by G¢. Similarly, we can define gerbes on
other prestacks in Definition 6.2.1.

To define the functor F'¥, we need to define two sub-prestacks of Fl‘éfconfowz one carries Whit-
taker sheaves, and the other one carries the kernel. The former space is given by (?;Uf Confay.y )00
and the latter is Spy g‘;ﬁff‘zz

DEFINITION 6.2.3. Denote by ?%nconf the closed sub-prestack of Gr‘éﬁconf such that the maps £
in (6.1.4) extend to regular maps on X and satisfy the Pliicker relations.

We denote by (?%’ﬁ Confa., Joo-w the closed sub-prestack of Flgconfoo.z such that the maps
in (6.1.3) are regular on X \ x and satisfy Pliicker relations.

DEFINITION 6.2.4. Let SGr Conf (resp. Sa, Conf) denote the prestack classifying the data (D, Pg, «),

such that for any A dominant, the induced map
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KN VR, = Vi = (w2)A((X, - D)), (6.2.1)

which is a priori defined on X \ supp(D), extends to a surjective (resp regular) map on the

A

whole curve X and satisfies the Pliicker relations. Here "V (resp. ! \75\33 ) is the vector bundle

associated with Pg (resp. P¥ = w? >< G) with fiber the dual Weyl module ’ Vé. The first map is
induced by a and the second map is the map mapping to the highest weight vector.

— foo x
Let Flgz?éwz (resp. SFICC?frllfoo .) denote the prestack classifying the data from Sg; é);ff (resp.

SGrcggnf) plus a B-reduction of Pg at x.

The fiber of Fl"é’:confwz (resp. Gr“é’jconf) over the point (2.2.4) (resp. (2.2.1)) is canonically
isomorphic to

&ox ] Gre, (6.2.2)
1<i<k

(resp. [ Gr&l.) (6.2.3)
1<i<k

6.2.5 Factorization property Similar to Lemma 6.1.8, SOGLCOHf and (?ﬁﬁconfwz)oo.x are fac-
torizable. That is to say,

—0
Sar.cont X (Conf x Conf)g;s;
Conf

~ (6.2.4)
—0 —0
SGr,Conf X SGr,Conf X (COIlf X Conf)disja
Confx Conf
and
(SFI ,Conf . I)OO T X (COIlf X Conf:v)disj
Confoo.z
~ (6.2.5)
SGr Conf X (SFI Confooz)OOl‘ X (COIlf X Conf:c)disj-
ConfxConf .2
Furthermore, SGr%;lrff is a factorization prestack, Sgy g(;?é"" ® is factorizable with respect to
—,Conf
Gr,Conf :

,Confoo.o

6.2.6 Relative position The prestack SFI Cont.... admits a stratification given by the relative

position of the B-reduction given by € and the B~ —reduction given by the morphisms {Ii_’j‘}. To
be more precise, the morphisms {/f’}‘} are surjective, so they induce a B~ -reduction of Pg at x,
i.e., we have a map

—,Confoo.2

SElConfe — Bung x pt/B~ (6.2.6)
pt/G
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—,Confog.2

given by sending a point (D, Pqg, a,€) of SF1 Confo s 10 P and its B~ -reduction at z induced by

{/i_*;\}. In addition, € also gives a map

Confeo.z
Spl Conie s — Bung x_pt/B. (6.2.7)
pt/G
Note that their compositions with the functors of inductions to G-bundles coincide, so we

have a map of relative position
1p 1 Spycom=* — Bung % pt/B x pt/B” ~Bung x B \G/B. (6.2.8)
pt/G pt/G pt/G

The Bruhat decomposition gives a double coset decomposition of (B~, B) in G and it induces
a stratification of B~\G/B. We denote by Br” ¢ B~\G/B the Bruhat cell corresponding to
B~ wB.

DEFINITION 6.2.7. For w € W, let us denote by Sg; %ocn?nfc’o * the preimage of Br* Sﬁ%ﬂﬁii
,1,C0nfoo o . Confoo z
In particular, Spy' oy, *0" is open dense in Sgyconi -

Similar to Lemma 6.1.8, the prestacks Spy %Oa?nfw * and Spy gf’)l;ff"" * (and their closures in

FlG Conf...,) factorize with respect to S Coélrff (resp. SGnconf). i

—,w,Confos. 4
SFI,Confoom X (Conf X ConfOOm)disj

Confeoo.z
~ (6.2.9)
S ,Conf SE,w,ConfooAz

Gr,Conf X PFL.Confa.y X (Conf x Confo.s)dis;
’ Conf xConf .2

w Confoo -

(resp. Spy Confoos >f< (Conf x Confu.z)disj
onfeo.z
~ (6.2.10)
——,Conf Confoo g
SGr é’onf X SFl%on?oo . X (Conf x Confec.z)disj)-

ConfxConfeo.2

6.2.8 Description of fibers The fiber of SEl%oi?ijQC over the point D =X\, -+ > A\ - a; €
i

Conf ., is canonically isomorphic to

SF‘lff“’ HSGr v (6.2.11)

_ e Y
Here SFI’Z e Fl“épx denotes the N~ (X)“"-orbit of t*+w € Fl‘gjm, and SG;?‘;Z_ - Gr“é’jx denotes
the N~ (XK)“"-orbit of t* € Gr"{fgﬁZ

Remark 6.2.9. The above identification of the fiber is compatible with the one given in (6.2.2).

6.3 Semi-infinite sheaf on El’(cj(;ﬁ:)z In Appendix A, we review the theory of semi-infinite

sheaves on affine flags. In this section, we use it to define the !-extension semi-infinite sheaf on
Sf,w,Confoo.z
Fl,Confoo. *

37



RuoTAao YANG

Consider vthe sub-prestack ?Ef}Ranx of F lgRanI, which classifies the data (J,Pg, a,€), such
that for any A dominant, the induced map

KNV = Vi o (w2) ), (6.3.1)

which is a priori defined on X — f] extends to a regular map on the whole curve X and satisfies
the Pliicker relations. We let Fl Ran be the substack where we require that the extended map

K~ to be surjective and the mduced B~ -bundle and € to be transversal at z.
The restriction of (§9)~! to SFI Ran, 18 canonically trivialized, we denote by wg-.1 the
Allg Fl,Rang
(%)~ -twisted dualizing sheaf on S’Fl Ran, - According to Proposition A.1.5, the !-extension is

well-defined for wy—1 , and we denote it by ji(wg-1
F1 Ranz Fl,Rang

6.3.1  The twisted dualizing sheaf ws—1  and its l-extension jj(wg-1 ) naturally acquire

F1 Ranz Fl,Rang

T(0)£"  -equivariant structures, and (G¢)~!is T (O)Rfm -equivariant, we can think jj(wg-1 )
* Fl,Ranyg

as a sheaf on T((‘))‘ﬁgn \SFI Ran, - 10 particular, the construction of ji(wg—1 ) admits a T-twisted

Fl,Rang

construction.

That is to say, given a prestack Y with a map Y — T(O)ﬁ;nx\Ranx, we consider the fiber
product

9F1 =Y X T( )Ranx\FlG Rang *
T(0) Ranz \Rang
We let (yG%)~! be the pullback of the descent gerbe on T(O)ion, \Fl“é’:Ranz and yji (w Woml
be the !-pullback of ji(wg-1 ) along the projection
Fl,Rang
'ZJFI — T( )Ran \FIG JRang* (632)
6.3.2 LetY=(G ‘:ﬁpRan )oo, we have the following identification
HFI = FlG,Ranz Ra>u< (GrT Ranz)gggr = Flcé,Confoo.x Conx (Gr%)“:)Ranz)gg-gm' (633)

Under the above identification, the preimage of T'(O )Ran;c\SFl Ran, under (6.3.2) is iden-
tified with the product SFllcoclffnoiim X (GrT Ran, )ooz- Additionally, the gerbe (4G9 ~! on

Confeoo.z
neg

FlG Confaos % (GrT Ran, Joow 15 identified with the ratio gerbe

Nlco-z

SG,T,ratio — (9G)—1 ® 9A‘ (634)

neg

Since (GrT Ran, Joow — Confoe.; is an isomorphism in h-topology, the gerbes and the corre-

sponding categories of twisted sheaves on yFI and FlG,Confoo.z are the same.

DEFINITION 6.3.3. We denote the sheaf corresponding to yji(wg-1 ) by ji(w Wyt Confooz) €
Fl,Rang F1,Confso

Shvge,r ratio (Fl“é’jconfoo' ). Its restriction to SFIICSSEI fer i the dualizing sheaf under the canonlcal

trivialization of G&-T-ratio | g—1,Confoo.z -
Fl,Confoo.2

6.3.4 The above constructions also work for affine Grassmannian. To be more precise, let
Jw Wg.0

= ) € Shv(gc)_l(gé’roRan) be the !-extension of the dualizing sheaf on S(E;ORM (which is
r,Ran ’ ’
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defined similarly as S§1’7hanz, but without the Iwahori structure). Given Y := (Gr%ﬁRan)neg —

T(O)ﬁgn\Gr‘é’:Ran, we can also define a twisted sheaf 7 (wsér,cé);,:f) € Shv9G,T,rmo(Gr°éfconf) which
ds to yj - .

corresponds to yj!(wSGr,?Ran)

Using the fact that ji(wg—1 ) is factorizable with respect to ji(wg—o0 ), and pulling-back
Fl,Rang Gr,Ran

along yFl — T (O)“ﬁ’;nx \Fl‘éfRanx and yGr — T (O)‘ﬁ’;n\Gr‘é’:Ran preserve factorization structures,
we conclude that ji (wsf,Conf ) and j!(wsf,l,Confoom) satisfy the factorization properties.
G

r,Conf Fl,Confoo. 2

That is to say, j;(Sé;CCO;ff) is a factorization algebra,

j!(w —,Conf ) —— ,Conf
SGr.Cont” ' SGr,Cont o5 f(COHfXCOHf)disj
on

i )8 ) (6.3.5)
~
_]l W o—,Conf jl W o—,Conf )|—=—,Conf _—=—,Conf
S, Cont SGr,Cont” ' SGr,Cont X SGr, Conf X (ConfxConf)g;s;’
Conf x Conf

and ji(wg—1,conte o ) factorizes with respect to ji(wg—.cont ), ie.,
Fl,Confoo.2 Gr,Conf

j! W o—,1,Confoc.z ) |=—,1,Confoo-
( SEr Confoo.a )SFl,Confoo.z X (ConfxConfeo.x)disj

Confoo-a (6.3.6)

51 (W o Cont ) B J1(W o 1,Confoo.z ) |o— . Conf _—=—.1,Confoo.x .
SGr,Conf SEL Confoow . SGr,Cont XSFI,Confoo.n Contr s (ConfxConfoo.z)disj
oo

6.4 Constructions of functors In this section, we will define the functor F* : Whit,(F1&') —
Shvga (Confue.z). which is used in Theorem 4.3.1.

To start with, let us summarize the prestacks defined in previous sections of this paper in the
following diagram:

wP
FI& confo . (6.4.1)
N \ 7_70011{,00%
(SFI,Confoo.z)OO'x S'Fl,Confoo,z

| T

(ﬂvo ) —,Confeo.2
oo

unit —=Wo =
F1Confeo.p Joo-z (1 SFI Conf oy

P
Ran, x Flb(‘];@ - ( Fl,Rangc)OO'I

leranz

w? VConfoo.
FIG,ZJ onloo-x

Conf.5.

SW

The morphism unit : Ran, X Fl"é’jx — (SFIRan, oo 18 given by (6.1.8).

6.4.1 Construction of F* F can be constructed via the following steps:
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(1) Given a twisted Whittaker sheaf & € Whitq(Fl"é’:x), first of all, we !-pullback it to Ran, x Fl‘épgC
along the morphism prg,, . By Lemma 6.1.12, it gives rise to a twisted Whittaker sheaf

—W,
SprdFl,Ranl (?) on (SFIO,Ranx )OOIL"

(2) Consider the image of sprdp gay, (F) under the following functor

ShVSG ((?;ﬁRanm)oow) - ShVSG ((F;UﬁRanm)OO-lB RX (Gr%fRanz)?nfgx)

ang

—w p —w
= ShVSG((SFﬁConfOQAI)OO‘I Con>f< (Gr%,Ranz)gggz) = ShVSG((SFﬁConfOO.I)OO'I)'

The first functor above is given by !-pullback. The second one follows from the isomorphism

aw p aw P
(SFlo,Ranz)OO'ﬂ? X (Gr%Ranz)gggx = (SFlo,Confoo.z)OO'CC X (GrLfAZJ”,Ranz)goegx'

Ran, Confeo. o

The third one is given by Lemma 2.2.6. We denote the resulting sheaf by sprdg ().
. wP ~Wo
SprdFl : Whltq(FlG ) — ShV9G<(SFl,Confoo.z)00'$)' (642)

(3) Take !-tensor product of sprdp(F) with the semi-infinite -extension sheaf ji(wg-—.1,confo.s )

Fl,Confoo.2
defined in Section 6.2.

(4) Then take ! (or equivalently, take *)-pushforward along the projection voons..., with coho-
mology shift (\,27) on the connected component Conf)_ , of Confag.,.

DEFINITION 6.4.2. To summarize, the functor
F* : Whit,(F1¢,) — Shvga (Confos.z)
is defined as

!
:T — Uconfoow,*(sprdl:‘l(?) ® ]l (wsf,l,COrxfoo.z) SWO ——,Confoo.z )[deg], (643)

Fl,Confoo.2 (SFLConfoo,z)OO'ImSFl,ConfooAz

where the shift [deg] equals (\,2p) on the connected component Confl, .

Remark 6.4.3. The resulting sheaf F'(F) is GA-twisted. Indeed, sprdg (F) € Shv9c((§$ﬁRanz)oo.x)
and ji(wg-.1.Confocs) € ShVQG,T,rmo(gl;f’%oo?lff:z). Note that G&Tratio ig the quotient of G& by

Fl,Confoo. 2
GA. Hence, the tensor product of the sheaf sprdp(F) € Shv9c((§§}ﬁ Ran, Joo-z) and the sheaf

. <—Confooz\ . A .
j!(wsp_fégffn;ﬁ"”) € Shvge,r.ratio (SF] Conf., ) 18 9" -twisted.

6.4.4 Construction of Fér Similarly, we consider the following diagram:
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Gr‘éﬁConf (644)

T

—0 ——,Conf
SGr,Conf SGr,Conf

—0 unitg, ——,Conf

Ran x SGr - (SGr,Ran) (SGr,Conf) N SGr,Conf

\L PIRan

=0
SGI‘ UConf

Conf.

By applying the same steps (1), (2) as in the above construction (with a tiny modification:
replace affine flags by the affine Grassmannian), we get a functor

sprdg, : Whitq(gg;r) — Shvge (?%nconf). (6.4.5)
DEFINITION 6.4.5. The functor
F: : Whity(S¢;) — Shvga (Conf)

is defined as

!
® j[(wsf,Conf —— cont )[deg]. (6.4.6)
G

ff — UGL* (SprdGr(?) | r,Conf> (Eg}r,Conf)mSGr,Conf

(goGr,Conf)
Recall that Whitq(ggr) ~ Whit,(SQ,) ~ Vect, hence, there exists a unique irreducible

Whittaker sheaf on g((];r. We denote it by JFp. Set QqL’/ := F& (F). The following lemma is proved
in [Gai21b, Theorem 6.2.5].

LEMMA 6.4.6. In the setting of D-modules, when q avoids small torsion, there is an isomorphism
of factorization algebras QqL i Qg.

PROPOSITION 6.4.7. Given any F € Whit,(F1¢), FX(J) has a naturally defined Qg’/-factorization
module structure.

. . -0 ——,Conf — ——,Confoe. o
Proof. By the factorization property of S, cont, SGr7g§nf, (SﬁﬁCOnfm)ow, and Sg{ Gom

1,Confoo. 2

(6.2.4), (6.2.5), (6.2.9), and (6.2.10)), we obtain that the prestack g%ryconf ﬁ?éf&lﬁf is factorizable,

<—Confoo.z . . . .
SFI’CC;I:lfOO_I is a factorization module space with respect to

(see

and the prestack (?ﬁ}{’ Confos.y Joo-z N

—0 ——,Conf . . . .
SGr.cont N SGT,&‘}M. Note that vcons and voont,, , are compatible with the factorization structures
,Conf —=wo ,Confoo-x

70 —_— —_—— .
on S¢; cont N Scr,Cont A (SFLconfa, ., )ooz N SFI Confa > NENce, it suffices to show that

! .
SprdFl(?)’((ng )oox) ®]!(w57,1,Confo@z)

Fl,Confoo.2 Fl,Confeo. 2
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!
® j! (wsf,Conf )

‘ (gg}r,Conf) Gr,Conf
According to Corollary 6.1.15, the Whittaker sheaf sprdg gy, () on (?ﬁ{) Ran, Joo-z factor-
izes with respect to the factorization algebra Vac. Since the !-pullback from (?"Pi’f Ran, Joo-z O

factorizes with respect to sprdg, (o)

(gﬁflo Confa,., Joo-z 15 compatible with the factorization structure and sprdg,(Jo) is exactly the
pullback of Vac, we obtain that sprdp(F) is a factorization module over sprdgq, (o).

By (6.3.6), ji(wg-,1,confee. ) factorizes with respect to ji(w—,cont ).
SFI,Confoo.z SGr,Conf

Now Proposition 6.4.7 follows from the fact that the tensor product of factorization modules
is a factorization module over the tensor product of the corresponding factorization algebras. [J

The functor F* defined in (6.4.3) factors through Qg " — FactMod. We will also denote by F~
the resulting functor

FL: Whity(F12') — QF' — FactMod. (6.4.7)

Of course, Theorem 4.3.1 can be deduced from the following stronger statement.

THEOREM 6.4.8. For any q, the functor F* in (6.4.7) is a t-exact equivalence that preserves
standards and costandards.

6.4.9 By constructions similar to F* and Fér, if we replace the semi-infinite !-extension

sheaves 7 (wsf,Conf ) and 7 (wsf,1,confom) by the semi-infinite *-extension sheaves, then we can
Gr,Conf Fl,Confoo.z

define the following functors.

DEFINITION 6.4.10.
FPE . Whit,(F1g,) — Shvga (Confec.y)

Lo (6.4.8)
F— vconfwz,*(sprdFl(?)\(gggRanx)wm ® j*<wsgllgéj§fn;?z.m))[deg],
FEX  Whit, (Sg,) — Shvga (Conf)
Lo (6.4.9)
3' - /UGI"*(SprdGr(?N(g%r,Conf) ® j* (wSa;,(jC();lllff)) [deg]
imi DK/ DK : . DK/ DK
Similarly, we define € = F5.* (J0). When ¢ avoids small torsion, we have ), ~ ()

([Gai21b, Theorem 3.6.2]). By the same proof as that of Proposition 6.4.7, we have

PROPOSITION 6.4.11. FPX factors through QqDK’/ — FactMod, i.e., it gives rise to a functor

FPE . Whit,(F1Z,) — QDK — FactMod. (6.4.10)

6.5 Calculation of the !-stalks of F* and FPX By Lemma 4.1.5, in the category of  —
FactMod, the standard object Ay o is always uniquely characterized by the requirement that its
x-stalks at g -z, u € Ais e if A = p and 0 otherwise, and the costandard object V) o is uniquely
characterized by the requirement that its !-stalks at p-x,u € A is e if A = p and 0 otherwise.
Hence, in order to prove that F'X sends standard objects to standard objects, costandard objects
to costandard objects, we only need to find an explicit expression of the !-stalks and *-stalks of
the image of FL.

The theory of sheaves on prestack is friendly with taking !-stalks. There are two reasons for
this: the first one is that the !-pullback functor is always well-defined, the second one is that we
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have a base change theorem for !-pullback (see [GR17b, Corollary 3.1.4]), hence, the calculation
will be much easier than the calculation of x-stalks.

In this section, we will give an explicit formula (Proposition 6.5.2) for the !-stalks of F'Z and
FPE at X\-z.

6.5.1  Consider the following Cartesian diagram:

— —— Confoos w0
SEle — SFl.Confu., [V (SFLConf o )ooa (6.5.1)
\L lUConfoo.m
ix
Az Conf 5.

Choosing a trivialization of the fiber of G at X - z. By the base change theorem (ref. [GR17b,
Corollary 3.1.4]), we have

!
) ® J (wsl;l%cofnfoow ) [<)‘7 2:5>]
oo (6.5.2)

w . ! .— Confeo.z,/ - .
ZH(FIG‘,?:L"? Z')\,Confoo.gc (SprdFl(?)) X ZA,COHfoo»a: (j!(ws—vLconfOO'w )) [<)‘7 2/7)])

Fl,Confoo. 2

() 2}, 0 0Cont.s s (5PT1 (F) 5120

Fl,Confeo-2 )0093

In the above formula,

.— Conf

. G . ——,Confeo.o
— i Confo. . denotes the embedding of Sgy, into S o

F1,Confoo.z 0

——,Confeo.g
S

— i).Conf,., denotes the embedding of Fl“épm into Sey Confe. -

First, by the construction (6.4.2), there is
i\ Conto., (5P1dp (F)) = F VA € A and F € Whity(F1g',).

Second, by Corollary A.2.9, we have a base change theorem for !-pushforward and !-pullback
for semi-infinite sheaves. Namely, there is an isomorphism
.—,Confog.z,!

U\, Conf oo (-]' (wskjlvlcg:f“:oozw)) ~ (wsﬁ’é) VA €A

Here, w-x denotes the (§%) ™! ® G|y~ twisted dualizing sheaf on Sgl’i and ji(wg-) denotes
’ Fl,z

,T

Sri

. G . e s . . . .

its I-pushforward to Sp,. By choosing a trivialization of the fiber G|y (Which is equivalent

to choosing a trivialization of G%|,xcpy), We can think Ji(wg-) as the l-extension of the (%)~
Fl,x

w

P . . .. . .
“-equivariant trivialization.

twisted dualizing sheaf on 51;1; under the unique N~ (X)
From the above observations, we deduce the following proposition.

PROPOSITION 6.5.2. Choosing a trivialization of 9A]/\.m, there exists an isomorphism

A(FL(F)) ~ HFIE,, & ji(wg )M 20)). (6.5.3)

Fl,z

Similarly, we have the following proposition.

PRrROPOSITION 6.5.3. Choosing a trivialization of 9A] Az, there exists an isomorphism

AFPE(F) ~ HFIE,, 56 ju(wen) (0 20)]). (6.5.4)

Fl,x
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6.5.4  The following corollary relates the functor z')\(F L) with the standard objects that we
constructed in Definition 5.5.1.

COROLLARY 6.5.5. Given A € A and a trivialization of G*|y.,, there exists an isomorphism
is(FL(F)) ~ Homgypi, (miery (Br, F)- (6.5.5)

Proof. According to Proposition 6.5.2, we have to prove

H(F Gx7‘r7r®3'( A, 2p)]) ~ g{omWhitq(Flg’J)(Ah F).

Fl , T
By the assumption, J is (N(X)%”, x)-equivariant. In particular, it is (N(0)%”, x)-equivariant.
Note that x|y(gywr is trivial, we have
! !
H(FIZ,, T i(wg )0 29)) =H I, 5 A O (i wg [0 29))

By Proposition 6.5.6 below, we have

N(0)~"

H(PIZ, 5 6 AVY O (g ) [ 20]) =H(PIZ,, 5 )

According to the construction of the convolution product in Section 5.3, it is isomorphic to the
I-stalks of the convolution product F % (J_»)» at t° € Fl. Furthermore, there exist isomorphisms

Homgy,, iy, ((50)/\7?* (J=2)x)

~Homyi (F L(FD)» (

~FHomyi (~)A(

~FHomye J(F1F) (Av,
~FHomye J(F1°) (Av,

—j_comWhitq(Fl“ép) (A)\, fJ’r) .

PROPOSITION 6.5.6. Given A € A, there is an isomorphism
A (g A 200]) = JF. (6.5.6)
Proof. We regard j (wsf,x) as a (G9)!-twisted sheaf. Thus, it is the l-extension of the (G&)~1-
Fl,x

twisted dualizing sheaf on Sﬁ; under the unique (up to a choice of trivialization of (§%)~!|,xcp)
N~ (X)%’-equivariant trivialization.

Assuming « to be very dominant, we have t*J*"t=0FA[@" /19" ¢ N~ ()« t* <" /1", and
tO@I T ORA O [P = A N (1) A" /19", Here, N~ (tO)“” denotes the negative part of
I

Since IV is pro-unipotent, the twisting (G¢)~1 on [« ¢=+A[@" /[«" = [04=a+A[W" /[" has a
unique (up to a choice of trivialization of (G%)™!|,—asrcp) I%-equivariant trivialization. By defini-
tion, J_,. 1 is the l-extension of the (G%)~!-twisted constant perverse sheaf on *"¢=a+A[«" /1"
with respect to this trivialization.

Given an element g € G(X)*” and a trivialization of (G)~!|,, we can define the left transition
functor g - — : Shv(gc)_l(Flgp) — Shv(ga)_1(Fl“ép). Now, we choose a trivialization of (G%)~! at
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t* € T%"(X) such that it matches the chosen trivializations (G%)™!|,—asrcp and ($%) 7 mem
under the isomorphism (§%) ™! |ieg ) © (%) imasrer = (59) " irer-

Left-multipling with t®, the I%-equivariant trivialization on I*"t=*+A[“” /I“" becomes the
unique Ad, I%-equivariant trivialization on t*1«"t=+A[<" /1¥" 8 Tt coincides with the restriction
of the unique N~ (X)“’-equivariant trivialization on N~ (K)*"t* 1" /I*" (since different trivializa-
tions differ by a tame local system on the affine space t* 1"t~ %" /I“" which has to be trivial).
In particular, t*J_,4 1 exactly coincides with the !-extension of the !-restriction of ji (wsﬁl’i) on

tO[@ A" /19 up to a shift by (o — A, 2p). The adjointness of !-pushforward and !-pullback
gives rise to transition maps between t*J_,x1[(a — X, 2p)].

Now we write ji(wg- ) [(\, 2p)] as col)'{n}H t*J_asai[(a, 2p)]. Note that J_, 4 is I°-equivariant
Fl,z L —\E

and T-equivariant with respect to a character b_y,,. For such a sheaf F, we have

AVVO (19 ) 10,25)] = (Ja) ssar .

Indeed, for any such a (G%)~!-twisted sheaf F, taking *-averaging of t*-J with respect to N(0)*”
is given by taking the convolution of F with the *-extension of the twisted constant sheaf on
N(0)“"t*. Since F is (I“",b_x1qa)-equivariant, we can first take right (I“”,b_y,,)-averaging of
the constant sheaf on N(0)*"t® and then take the convolution with F after descending along

1°
G(K)“ xFl¥ — G(K)“" x F1%'. Up to a shift, the right (I*”,b_y . )-averaging of the constant
sheaf on N (0)“"t* is isomorphic to the pullback of (Jux)_xta-

So there is
N(O)** . . . D
AVYOT( colim 10T apil{e,29)]) = colim (Jos) dvek Toarnt 2K (65.7)
N(O)** . ..
Here we use the fact that Av, commutes with colimits. O

Similarly, we can calculate N(0)“"-averaging of j.(wg- ).
Fl,x
PROPOSITION 6.5.7. For A € A, we have

AVYO Glwe )N 20)]) = colim (Jas)rax T
- * Sriz ’ a,a—AEAT ax /Ao —atAx

6.6 Proof of Theorem 3.3.2 modulo Proposition 6.6.2 This section will be devoted to the
proof of Theorem 4.3.1 using Proposition 6.6.2.

First of all, let us check the compatibility of costandard objects under FL.

PROPOSITION 6.6.1. For any \ € A, there is an isomorphism

FL(Vy) ~ Vo (6.6.1)
Proof. By the isomorphism (6.5.5), there is
iL(FL(VA)) ~ J—ComWhitq(Flép)(A#, Vi)
Now the claim follows from Proposition 5.5.3. 0

$However, conjugating the canonical trivialization of §¢ on T(0)*” by t* will change the trivialization by the

character sheaf b,. So, left-transition will change the T°(0)“”-equivariant structure.
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Then we prove Theorem 6.4.8 with the help of the following proposition. In particular, by
Lemma 6.4.6, we actually prove Theorem 4.3.1 (=Theorem 3.3.2).

PROPOSITION 6.6.2. For A\ € A, the functor
FL Whity(FI,) — QF" — FactMod
sends standards to standards, i.e.,

FE(AY) = A, gr

Proof. (of Theorem 6.4.8).
To prove the fully faithfullness of F'X, we need to prove that the following map is an isomorphism

L
FC0myyie, izt (F1 T2) > Homg . (FY(T1), FE(F2)),

Qg —FactMod
for any F1,%F3 € Whitq(Flgjz).

Since the standards {A), A\ € A} generate the category Whit, (Fl‘épm) by cohomology shifts,
colimits and extensions, it is sufficient to prove

FL
g{omWhitq(Flg”z)(AM%) ~ HomgLs (FE(AY), FL(Fy)), (6.6.2)

¢’ —FactMod
for any F5 € Whitq(Flgz)

Fix a Ay. Since both Ay and FF(A)) = A)\ oL

»ig
collection of compact generators {A \.@» W relevant} of Whitq(Flgjx) and prove that F'¥ induces
an isomorphism (6.6.2) if Fo = A\

Without loss of generality, we can assume that A is domininat, the construction of A/, - for
general A follows by taking the convolution with twisted BMW sheaf.

In this case, we let A} - = Ay if w = = t*, and A\ == Ve if w # t. It is not hard to
see that they form a Collectlon of compact generators. Indeed accordlng to Proposition 5.1.7,
{V¥r w relevant} is a collection of compact generators. Furthermore, VY* is a finite extension
of A} , = Ay and V¥, for w # tA.

~ A o . _
If w # t*, by Corollary 6.5.5 and Proposition 6.6.2, we have f}{omWhitq(Flué/;)(AA,ffg) =

i\ (FL(F)) = Homgrr o tMOd(FL(A)\),FL(&FQ)) = 0. The map (6.6.2) has to be 0.

are compact, we only need to construct a

If w =t by Proposmon 6.6.2, both sides of (6.6.2) are e, the map (6.6.2) is an isomorphism
since F'¥ sends id to id.

Then, we note that standards {A, ./} generate the category QL ' _ FactMod under coho-
wig
mology shifts, extensions, and colimits, and the functor F is compatible with cohomology shift,
extensions, and colimits. Hence, F'” is essentially surjective by Proposition 6.6.2.

To prove the t-exactness of FL, note that according to (3.3.1) and (4.1.5), t-structures on
both sides are defined by the '"Hom’ with standard objects. According to Proposition 6.6.2, the
functor F¥ preserves standards. Hence, F” is t-exact. ]

COROLLARY 6.6.3. The objects Ay and V are in the heart of Whit, (FI1£").

Proof. Note that F© preserves standards and costandards, and F'* is t-exact, we only need to
prove that A/\ ol and V/\ oL/ are in the heart of the t-structure on QQL’ — FactMod. The later
ySbg g

claim follows from the fact that Qg is perverse, and all standard objects and costandards in
Q) — FactMod are perverse if ) is perverse. O
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The proof of Proposition 6.6.2 is hard. It will occupy the rest of the paper and finally be given
in Section 8.3.

7. Global Whittaker category

From now on, we will focus on the proof of Proposition 6.6.2. As we noted before, it is very hard
to calculate x-stalks. Luckily, we can use duality functor to transfer the calculation of *-stalks to
a calculation of !-stalks. To make the calculation possible, we introduce the global counterparts of
the category Whitq(Flgp) and the functor F'*. In this section, our aim is to transfer Proposition
6.6.2 to Proposition 7.6.6 by the local-global comparison.

7.1. Drinfeld compactifications Fix x € X. The Drinfeld compactification is introduced in
[BG02, Section 1]. In this section, we define the Whittaker category on the (Iwahori version)
Drinfeld compactification.

DEFINITION 7.1.1. Let (Bun%/),, . be the stack classifying the triples (Tg,{lij\,j\ € At} e),
where Pg € Bung, {x*, A € At} is a family of morphisms of coherent sheaves

K (w%)<5"2p> — Vé\)G(oo - x) VAe AT

which satisfy the Pliicker relations, such that it is regular over X \ x, and € is a B-reduction of
Pa at z.

If we omit the Iwahori structure (i.e., €) at = and ask K to be defined and regular on the

whole curve X for any dominant weight A, we will denote the resulting algebraic stack by Bun%/ .

!/
oo )

7.1.2  Note that there is a projection map from Fl“épx to (Bun%y)

TRl : Fl"éfw — (Bun¥/ )., (7.1.1)

T

This morphism sends (Pg, a,€) € Fl“épx to (Pg, {x*, A € AT}, ¢). Here #* is induced from a,
i.e., for any dominant weight A,

M. avN2p X oatl X
K (w2)M2 5 vg, V-

Similarly, by omitting e, we have a projection map from E(();r to Bun%/,

TGra EOGT — Bun¥/. (7.1.2)

7.1.3  (Bun¥)..., and Bun%’ project to Bung. By taking the ratio of pullback of ¢ on

oo

Bung and the fiber SG|%p

the gerbes by G¢. By constructions in Section 2.4, their pullbacks along the projections (7.1.1)
and (7.1.2) are isomorphic to the same-named gerbes on Fl‘é’p and Grsy.

cBung» W€ get gerbes on (Bun¥/).,.. and Bun%/. We denote the resulting

7.2 Global Whittaker category In [FGV01], the authors defined the category Whit,(Bun%/).
We can define the twisted Whittaker category on (Bun%/ )., similarly.

oo-r

Given a point ¥ = {y1,y2, - ,yn} in Ran, which is disjoint from z, i.e., z # y; for any i.
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/

so.zs Such

DEFINITION 7.2.1. We define ((Bun%')’..)go0d at 5 s the open substack of (Bun%/)

that for any dominant weight X, the map x” is injective on the fiber over any point y; € 7.

Since {KZ;\, A € At} are injective bundle maps near 7, they give rise to a N*"-reduction of Pg
near ¥, which means there exists a B-bundle P on the disk Dy, such that

B
Palp, = Pplp, X G,

B
andﬁg:'PBxTzwp.

Similar to [Gai08, Section 2.3|, we construct a N(O)Z—’p—principal bundle ;((Bun®).2) good at 3
over the stack ((Bun%)’c..)good at - This bundle classifies a data from ((Bunf/ )a..)good at 3 PIUS

a choice of identification of the B-bundle P B]@@ with the B-bundle induced from w?, such that it
is compatible with ByT .

By a standard gluing procedure (see [FGV01, Lemma 3.2.7]), we can extend the N ((‘))%’p—action

on 5((Buny )se.z)good at 3 t0 an action of N(fK);jp.
DEFINITION 7.2.2. A twisted Whittaker sheaf on (Bun%/ )., is a twisted sheaf on (Bun%; )’., such
p

that its pullback to 5((Bun%’)’e.2)good at 3 is (N (X);", —xy)-equivariant for any y disjoint with

0T

x. We denote the category of G¢-twisted Whittaker sheaf on (Bun%/ )., by Whit,((Bun%/)’...)-

Applying the method of the proof of [Gai20, Theorem 5.2.2], we have

LEMMA 7.2.3.
T, : Whity(Bung’)5..) — Whit,(FIg,)
is an equivalence of categories.
ﬂ'!Gr’x : Whit,(Bung) — Whitq(g(ér)

is an equivalence of categories.

We denote by Ag‘lob the twisted sheaf Tri;hx(A)\)[dg], where d, := dim(Bun%, ).

Remark 7.2.4. Although the local Whittaker categories are equivalent to the global Whittaker
categories, we have to use both of them in this paper: we use the local Whittaker category to show
the factorization property, and we use the global Whittaker category to show prove Proposition
6.6.2.

7.2.5 Proof of Lemma 7.2.53 The second claim of Lemma 7.2.3 is the statement of [Gai20,
Theorem 5.2.2]. To be self-contained, we prove the first claim.

/

~.z @ stratification. By definition, the algebraic

First, we give the algebraic ind-stack (Bun%,)

ind-stack (Bun%;).,., classifies the data of points (Pg, 0, €), where P is a G-bundle on X, o is

— aff G G
a section of X — z in T\N\G" x Pg which generically lies in T\(N\G) x Pg, such that the
induced map to T'\pt is given by w”, and € is a B-reduction of P¢ at x.

According to [Zhul6, Lemma 1.3.7], we can trivialize P on the formal disc D,. Furthermore,

T
we can choose an isomorphism Pg|p, gf P¢, such that the Iwahori structure € goes to w” x B|;
under this isomorphism.
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[e]
I taking the restriction of ¢ to D,, we obtain a map

a|% : Dac — T\(N\G) >< Pe ~ T\(N\G) >< P, such that the induced map to T'\pt is given

For any geometric pomt in (Bun

by w”. It gives rise to a point in (N\G)*’(X). Also, different identifications ¢ preserving the
B-reduction structure at z differ by a multiplication by Iwahori I*”. Hence, for any geometric
point in (Bun% we can obtain a point in [(N\G)*"(K)/I¢"| = |N(K)*"\FI¥'| = W,

For any t*w € W, we denote the corresponding locally closed substack by (Bun¥/)¥ Ao 1E

)OO T

has an open substack (Bun% )Y \.p Where we require k> to be injective on X — z.
The projection 7y, induces a map for each stratum:

. gt ’
TPlg SFL:UJ; — (Bun%; )2, .- (7.2.1)
We claim that 77%1 , induces a strata-wise equivalence, i.e.,

Th,e © Whity(Bung/)®, ) — Whit,(Sh'). (7.2.2)

First, using the same proof as [FGV01, Lemma 6.2.8], one can show that (Bun%)¥, —
(Bun/)¥, , does not carry non-zero Whittaker sheaf.

Furthermore, there is an isomorphism of stacks

(Bunf)%,, = N$\Sh Y, (7.2.3)

where N%‘lx is the mapping space X —x — N“” and the right-hand side of (7.2.3) is understood
as the fpqc (equivalently, étale) sheafification of the prestack quotient.

Also, for any geometric point ¥ = {y1,y2, - ,yn} € Ranx_,, we have
P
(Bun% ) A-x,good at § — (Bun )m)\ = )ué y— x\HSGr Yi X SFlz’ (724)
=1

where N;ép_g_m acts on [[1; S?}r,y SFl Y diagonally.
It follows immediately that

g(Bun‘]de)Z)\-x,good at §j = —g— x\ H N Yi Fl f3) (725)

and the (N(JC);-JP, —Xg)-equivariant twisted D-modules on z(Bun%)¥, . good at j AT exactly those
twisted D-modules on SI@AI% which are (N;J(p_y_x, Xz)-equivariant.
Now, the strata-wise equivalence follows from

wP
Whit((Bun%/ )" ﬂsm XS ) = () Shvgd U X (S ) ~ Sth('K)z Xe(SHY).
(7.2.6)

To prove Lemma 7.2.3, it is sufficient to show that 77{;1 , induces a functor between the
Whittaker categories and is fully faithful. (Then, the essentially surjective property follows from
Whitq(Fl"é‘:x) is generated by #-extensions of objects in Whit (SF1 “)).

The functor W!FL . sends any global Whittaker sheaf to local Whittaker sheaf: Whit,((Bun%/ )..,)
is generated by *-extensions of objects in Whitq(Bun‘j’Vp)‘:” o) and 7Ti;1 ., sends any such sheaf to a
local Whittaker sheaf, then using the fact that the local Whittaker cétegory is a full cocomplete
subcategory of Shvga (Fl‘éﬁz), we obtain that W%Lx sends any global Whittaker sheaf to a local

Whittaker sheaf.
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Consider the following commutative diagram

P
Ranx , x Fl¢ ,

e

wP —wWo
FlG,x (SFI,Ranx)OO'CL“
TFl,x

FlL,Ran x .

(Bunf ).

Since Ran, is contractible (ref. [Gaill, Theorem 1.6.5] and [BDO04, Proposition 4.3.3]), we
only need to show that the !-pullback along the right-hand side induces a fully faithful embedding;:

Whit,((Bung’ )s..) — Whity((SpRan, )oo-s) — Whitg(Ranx , x FIg,). (7.2.7)

According to Lemma 6.1.12, there is Whitq((g%uﬁRanz)oo.x) ~ Whit,(Rany , x Fl‘gjm). So, we
only need to show i Rany , : White((Buny’ )s.,) — White((Sp Ran, )Joo-e) is fully faithful. Note
that Whit,((Bun%)%..,) and Whitq((g%uﬂRanx)oo.m) are full subcategories of Shvge ((Bun%)le.,)

oo oo

/
oo

and Shvge ((S;”ﬁRanx)oo.x), respectively. We only need to prove 7g1 Rany , : Shvge (Bunf)L,.,) —

Shvga (Sl Ran, o) 18 fully faithful.

Denote by Bung’gen the stack which classifies principal G-bundles on X with a generic

N“"_reduction. Consider the following Cartesian diagram

(ﬂlf‘)lo,RanI)oo'ac — GTUCJ:TRan (7.2.8)

| l

wP\/ N,gen
(Bunf; )te., — Bung® .

€

Now the desired fully faithfulness follows from the fact that Gr‘éfRan — Bung’g " is universally

homologically contractible, ref [Gai22, Theorem A.1.10].

7.3 Global semi-infinite !-extension sheaf Before we define global functors corresponding
to the functors X and FPX | we should construct the global analog of the semi-infinite sheaves

i (wS—,COnf ), Ji (ws—,w,confow) defined in Section 6.2.
Gr,Conf Fl,Confoo.z

DEFINITION 7.3.1. We denote by Bun’,_ the algebraic stack classifying B~-bundles on X plus a
B-reduction of the induced G-bundle at the point z. In other words, it is the fiber product of
Bung- with the classifying stack of B over the classifying stack of G.

We define Bun’y_ as the Drinfeld compactification of Bun;_. It classifies the quadruples

{Pr, Pq, {m_’X, X € AT}, e}, where Pr € Buny is a T-bundle on X, Pg is a G-bundle on X and
KAV, o ()R vie At (7.3.1)

is a collection of morphisms which are regular on X and satisfy the Pliicker relations.

By omitting the Iwahori structure €, we get the Drinfeld compactification Bung- of Bung-.

Remark 7.3.2. If we require k= to be surjective in the definition of Bunjg_ (resp. Bung-), the
resulting stack is Bun’;_ (resp. Bung-).
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G, T rati 5 = _
DEFINITION 7.3.3. We define the gerbe Sglobm ' on Bung- (resp. Buny_) as (§%) "' ® (7).

BunjB, has a relative position map

Bun;. — Bung x pt/B x pt/B” ~Bung x B7\G/B. (7.3.2)
pt/G pt/G pt/G

We will denote the preimage of the Bruhat cell Br ¢ B~\G/B in Buny_ by Bun_, w € W.
For convenience, we denote by Bun/];, the stack Bun}B,.

By the definitions of §¢ and G7 in Section 2.4, we see that the gerbe Sgi’rmo is canonically
trivial on Bun,_ C Bun’y_ and Bung- C Bung-. Hence, the categories of Sgi’mﬁo—twis‘ced

sheaves on Bun']’g, and Bung- are equivalent to the categories of non-twisted sheaves on the
corresponding stacks. In particular, we can consider the constant sheaf in the twisted case.

DEFINITION 7.3.4. We denote by ji i1, gy (TesP. ji o1, o) the l-extension of the Sng’ratio—tWisted

perverse constant sheaf on Bun,_ (resp. Bung-) to Bun,_ (resp. Bung-).

7.4 Zastava spaces Zastava spaces are introduced in [FM99]. They play an important role
in our global construction of the functor. Let us recall the definitions of the Zastava space and
related stacks in this section.

DEFINITION 7.4.1. We define the compactified Zastava space Zg, and Zastava space Zg, as
Zay == Bun“]([p x" Bung-,
Bung

Zar = Bun“]{[p x' Bung-,

Bung
where x’ means the open substack of the fiber product such that the composition of K and KA
is non-zero for any dominant weight .
DEFINITION 7.4.2. Similarly, we define the affine flags version of Zastava spaces as
— —_— _
(Zrip)oow = (Bun¥) ., ><', Buns_,
Bung
(7.4.1)

D a———
(ZFl,x)oo-z = (BUHLKIP)OO% X// Bun;,.
Bung

Since we assume that [G, G| is simply-connected, taking zeros of the composition of x* and

KA gives ind-proper maps

UFl,glob - (ZF1,$)OO~I — COIlfx7 (7.4.2)
and
VGr glob ° Zar — Conf. (7.4.3)

By [BFGMO02, Section 2.3], the Zastava spaces satisfy factorization property.

LEMMA 7.4.3. There exists isomorphisms

ZGr X (COHf X Conf)disj ~ (ZGr X ZGr) X (COHf X Conf)disja (744)
Conf Conf x Conf
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and

(ZFl,z)oo~x >f< (COIlf X Confoo-x)disj
onfeo.z

~ (7.4.5)
(ZGr X (ZFl,x)oo-x) X (Conf X Confoo-x)disj-

ConfxConfso.2

7.5 Construction of global functors Let us consider the following diagram:

(ZFl,x)oo-:r (7.5.1)
iy
(Bun% ). UF1,glob Bun’,_
Conf .2

DEFINITION 7.5.1. We define global functors F% alop and F. lob as

b © Whitg((Buny )5..) — Shvga (Confee.s)

i
Felo L (7.5.2)
F s vrngiobs (04 (F) © 4 (i slob,p1[dim Bung])),
and
glob : White((Buny)5e.,) — Shvga (Confe.s)
o Lo ‘ / (7.5.3)
F = ”Fl,globy!(qz’ (F) @by (J*,glob,Fl[dlm Bung])).
Similarly, we consider the diagram without the Iwahori structures:
Zar (7.5.4)
bz
4z
Bun%/ VGrglob  Bunpg-
Conf
DEFINITION 7.5.2. We define functors F% alob,Gr and Fngob o (T) as
Fglob ar ¢ Whity(Bungy) — Shvga (Conf) (755)
! — [ . ’ ’
F = UGr,glob,!(El!Z(?) ® p!Z(]!,glob,Gr [dim Bung])),
and
Fglob Gr ¢ Whitg(Bun%) — Shvga (Conf)
! (7.5.6)

F = Var,glob,t (02(F) © Pz (I giop, G [dim Bung])).
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7.6 Comparison between local-global functors

7.6.1  Recall that in Section 6.3, we define a Y-parametrized prestack yF1, for any prestack
Y with a map to T(O)‘ﬁ;nm \Ran,. Now, we consider two cases: Y = (Gr%f)Ranz)gg.gx and Y =
Bun7 x Ran,. We denote the resulting prestacks by q,,Fl and pun,.F1, respectively.

Note that the restriction of §& on Bun’y_ :=Bung- x pt/B is canonically identified with gT,
pt/G

g& Tratio o Bun',_ is canonically trivial. Let 1 glob,F1 € Shv (g)@.7,ratioy -1 (Bungg_)

which implies that
be the !-extension of the (twisted) constant perverse on Bun’y_.

The algebraic stack m’B_ is an algebraic stack over Buny and can be regarded as a T-twisted
construction of (Biunf\,p_)1 (the negative analog of (Bilm;i;)w‘) in Section A). In other words, it is a
stack over Bunt and the fiber over Pr is the Pp-twisted (Biunxfp_ )1. We have a natural projection

7_71 /
Bunr TF1,Ran, * Bunr SFI,RanE — Bung-.
A relative version of the proof of Lemma A.2.1 yields the following lemma

LEMMA 7.6.2.

| — . .
BunTwFl,Ranz (J!,globfl)[dlm BunlB—] = BunTj!(wsl:l’}’{an ) (761)

Furthermore, by definition, the !-pullback of pun,ji(wg-1 ) along GrypF1 — Bun, F1 goes to
Fl,Rang

Grp ! (wSF]’% N ). This implies the following lemma

LEMMA 7.6.3.

1 . . .
T SCont—+Bunp (j!,glob,Fl) [dim BunlB_] = (wsglég?fn;oc;z ), (7.6.2)

. . . ——,1,Confuo. e
where s, sBuny IS the natural projection from Sty dons. . to Bung-.

With the preparations above, we prove the following proposition, which is the analog of [GL19,
Proposition 20.3.4] in the affine flags case.

LEMMA 7.6.4.
Fngob ~ Fro W;,Fl[dg],
and
!
Fygioy = FP% o, [dy).
Proof. The Zastava space (Zp1z)oo- i isomorphic to (?;Uﬁ Confay .y Joo-z N (?;@%ﬁij) ([GL19,

Proposition 20.2.2]). Under this identification, vcent.,, is identified with UFLglob-
Now the lemma follows from the following two facts:

— The l-pullback of ji ), g [dim Bung,] along (Zp14 )00z — Bun,_ is isomorphic to the sheaf
]' (wSF_l’ Onffoo'w ) [deg +dg] |(ZFl,aj)ooz °

,Confoo. 2

— The sheaf sprdy ow%lw(ff") is isomorphic to the !-pullback of F along (?%Uf Confay.y Jooz —
— P
(Bun'y )oo-z-

The first fact follows from Lemma 7.6.3, and the second one follows from Lemma 7.2.3. [
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Similarly, by a local-global comparison, one can prove that

! — ' — o— .
QqL’ = VUGr,glob,* (q!Z(gj(Z)) ® p!Z(]!,glob,Gr [dim Bung])),
and

/ _ by .
QqDK = UGr,glob,*(q!Z(ng) ®p!Z(j*7glob,Gr[dlm BUHG}))

Here Fy is the unique irreducible object in Whit,(Bun%/).

Remark 7.6.5. A priori, it is not easy at all to show that Fngob factors through a category of

factorization modules and the image of F under F ngob o, admits a factorization algebra structure.
It is the reason why we have to start from the local Whittaker category and construct Ran-ified
affine flags in preceding sections.

By Lemma 7.6.4, to prove Proposition 6.6.2, we only need to prove the following proposition.

PROPOSITION 7.6.6. For any A € A, there exists an isomorphism

Fion(Agiop) = A (7.6.3)

Ak

8. Proof of Proposition 7.6.6: Duality

In this section, we will study the relationship between FL and F ?Olg . We want to prove that

glob g
F ngob and Fgfl)ofg are Verdier dual to each other

FL  oDVerdier(g) ~ pVerdier 4 Fglfofg (F) : Whit, ((Bun/ )., )¢ — QqL — FactMod.

glo oo-T

The method is given by reducing the above isomorphism to some stack where we can apply the
universally locally acyclic property (ULA).

8.1. Universally locally acyclic In [BG02, Section 5], the authors introduced the notion of
ULA?. Roughly speaking, a sheaf is ULA with respect to a morphism if its singular support over
each fiber is the same. The following lemma (it is straightforward from the definition in [BG02,
Section 5.1.2]) explains why the notion of ULA is important.

LeEMMA 8.1.1. For algebraic stacks X,Y and W, consider the following Cartesian diagram of
algebraic stacks:

Axy o

lé q1 W

Given F; € Shv(X),Fy € Shv(Y). If we assume that F; is ULA with respect to go and W is smooth
and of dimension d, then the following canonical map (see [BG02, Section 5.1])

* ~ !
Pi(F1) @ p5(F2)[—d] — pi(F1) @ py(F2)[d]
is an isomorphism.

9Tt is expected to be equivalent to the notion of universally locally acyclic introduced in [Del77].
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8.2. Duality of Fngob and Fgﬁ)olg We denote by Bun/l’;‘, the substack of Bun’y_ such that the

degree of the T-bundle is —\ + (2g — 2)p, and denote by Bunéﬁgu the open substack of Bunﬁ,
such that the total order of degeneracy of the generalized B~ -reductions is no more than u.

The following lemma is a tiny modification of [Cam19, Propsoition 4.1.1] (see [Yan21] for a
detailed proof).

LEMMA 8.2.1. There exists an integer d which depends only on the genus of X, such that, for
any p € AP and A € A satisfying the condition (X): for any 0 < u/ < p,

<*>\ — /L,,di> > d,
the restriction of 1 glob,p1 tO Bun B/\_ < I8 ULA with respect to the natural projection
Bunj. -, — Bun. (8.2.1)

In this section, we will prove the following theorem using Lemma 8.2.1.

THEOREM 8.2.2. FL

alob and F gﬁ)ofg are Verdier dual to each other, i.e.,

L Verdier ., mVerdier DK
Fglob oD ~D OFglOb' (822)

The proof of Theorem 8.2.2 follows a standard factorization argument that has been used
in various references such as [GN10, Section 16.4], [Gail8a, Proof of Proposition 3.6.5], [GL19,
Section 21.2], etc.

8.2.3 Step I We want to prove that the natural transformation

_ ' :
DY (ppy g1n,1 (@7 (F) ©P7 (4 + globp1[dim Bung]))
1

i ! — . .
VUL glob, (A7 (DY (F)) ®plz(j!7glob’Fl [dim Bung])).

which is obtained in [BG02, Section 5.1] is an isomorphism for any locally compact object
F € Whit,(Bung, )s.) 0.
By definition, vgyglop is ind-proper, hence, it suffices to prove

i bor : = erdier by :
Dverdler(ﬁllz(g) ®P!Z<J*,glob,m[d1m Bung]))) ~ q!Z(ID)V dier(F)) ®P'Z<J!,g1ob,F1[d1m Bung]).

We only need to prove

g erdier /- — : —! ! =l = .
az(F) ®pZ(DV d (J*,glob,Fl)))[_ dim Bung] =~ q'Z(fTr) ®p'Z(JI7g10b,F1)[d1m Bung],

for any F € Whit,—1((Bun%’)h.,.)"*“. Since Juglobr1 a0d J g0, g are dual to each other, we
should prove
|

A2(F) @92y giop 1)) [~ dim Bung] ~ az(F) @ ﬁ!Z(j!,_glob,Fl) [dim Bung]. (82.3)

It indicates us to use Lemma 8.1.1. That is to say, if we can prove that 1 glob Fl is ULA with
respect to the projection morphism (8.2.1), then (8.2.3) follows from Lemma 8.1.1. But in fact,
we do not need such a strong property. we can recover the isomorphism (8.2.3) by factorization
property from its restriction to an open subset.
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DEFINITION 8.2.4. Denote by (Zp ;) MSH the preimage of BunB/\ <u In (Zp1.2)00x under the

projection morphism (ZFl,cc)oo-m — BunB,. Note that (ZFl,x)éoin” is open in (ZF]7x)oo.x for any

A€ A pue AP,
Combine Lemma 8.1.1 with Lemma 8.2.1, we obtain the following corollary.

COROLLARY 8.2.5. If A\, u satisfy the condition (X), then the natural transformation (8.2.3) is an
isomorphism on (Z), o)t for any twisted sheaf F € Shvge (Buny,)

OOI)

We set

(Zr1a)s0m = U (Zle)og\x“, (8.2.4)
AEA,ueAPOS | condition(X)

then by the corollary above, (8.2.3) is an isomorphism on (Zg )5,

8.2.6 Step II Now we want to extend this isomorphism to the whole affine flags Zastava
space (Zr1z)ooz Via the factorization properties.
We denote by Zér the fiber product

Zar % Conf?.
Conf

Similarly, we denote by (ZFLI)C),‘OAJC the fiber product (Zp1z)oow X Confé‘O -

onfoo.
By Proposition 7.4.3, the affine flags Zastava space (Zp1 ;)0 i a factorization module space
with respect to Zg,. Note that the factorization structure is compatible with degree, i.e.,

S\ U5 A A A
Zey X (Z¥1) 520 X (Conf™ x ConfZZ., )ais;
Conf M x Confa2,,

1

(8.2.5)

(Zre)2 2 x (Conf™ x Confl2,)dis;-
Co1’1fi‘01,;g>‘2
Denote by Z¢,, = Bun“]\’; x’ Bung-. Taking the restriction of (8.2.5), we get the following map
Zé’r/\l x(ZFLm)Qg,z X (Conf’\1 X Confé‘g,z)disj
Conf* XConfi\gm

4 (8.2.6)
(Zplx)Al—i_)Q X (Conf’\1 X Confég,x)disj.
Confi}}éx2
We note that for any point in Z O’Al , the B~ -structure is genuine (non—degenerate) As a result,

given an arbitrary point zo € (Zpy, ;E) » and arbitrary point z; in Z3 M the corresponding object
on the right-hand side of (8.2.6) has the same order of degeneracy of generahzed B~ -bundle as

29.
8.2.7 Zé’r)‘l X (Zp1,0)02 2 X (Conf?t x Conf22 ) 4is; admits two smooth morphisms
) Conf1 xConf22.,
to (ZFl,x)oo-x:
— one is given by the projection to (Zp1 ;)22
A A
7'11 : Zo ! (Zle) X (Conf>‘1 X Confgjx)disg (ZFII)ooam (827)

Conf)‘l X Config.x
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— another one is given by the factorization map (8.2.6) composed with the projection to

(ZFl,w)oo-x
3t ZGMN X(Zpra) )2 x (Conf™ x Conf22 ,)ais; —
Conf>‘1 XConfégAz
(fﬂ)) (Zle)A1+>\z > (Conf)‘l > Confég.x)disj — (8.2.8)

Config.z/\Z
XA
— (Zp1z) ot

The key observation for the proof of Theorem 8.2.2 is

— for any p € AP, A\; € A", and Ay € A, we can take an open subset (Z(O}’r)‘1 X (Zr12)82.2)u

of Zé;\ L' x (Zpy, 2)22. . whose i 1mage under 1"21 lies in (Zp12)5.4, and if we let Ay and p vary,

oo-T?

the collection of Stacks {(Zdr VX (Zp1e)22.0) s b € AP, A € APe8} gives a smooth cover of
(Zp1,2)22, by the map 7‘1 .

Now let us explain the construction of (Zé’r)‘1 X (Zpl,m)ég_m)u.

DEFINITION 8.2.8. Given pu € AP \; € A& and Ay € A, a point of (Zé’r)‘1 X (Zp12)02.0 ) disj
belongs to (Z(O}’lf\1 X (Zp12)A2.,)p if and only if

(1) the order of degeneracy of the generalized B~ -structure is no more than g,

(2) A:= A1+ A2 and p satisfy the condition (X).

If we allow Ay and p vary, the collection of (ZZ." AL x (Zp12)22.,), forms a smooth cover of
(ZF1 x) » by rll The claim (8.2.3) is local in smooth topology, so we only need to prove that
the ‘—pullback of the morphism (8.2.3) to (Zg; A X (Zp12)22.,), along 7 is an isomorphism.

By the same argument as [Gail8a, Section 3.9], we can see that the pullbacks of the morphism
(8.2.3) along 7] M and 7“5\1 differ by a lisse local system. To be more precise, by factorization
property, the ' pullback of the restriction Of (8.2.3) on (Zp1,)3 1 along r%l is given by the
restriction of the external product of g, (Fp) ®p'2(]!7_glob’Gr[d1m Bung]) and (8.2.3). On the other

hand, the !-pullback of (8.2.3) along ri‘l is given by the restriction of the external product of the
dualizing sheaf on Zé’f‘l and (8.2.3).

Hence, we only need to prove that the pullback of (8.2.3) along 7"%1 is an isomorphism when
restricted to (Zé’r)‘1 X (Zp10)022)
By Corollary 8.2.5, we know that our claim is true on

(Zp1e)S 2 = (Zp1a)Se.w N (Zr1a) 2202

Hence, the pullback of the morphism (8.2.3) to the open subset (r 1)_1((21: x)f,o)}H‘Q) in Zé’;\l
(Zp1,2)22., 1s still an isomorphism. Now the claim follows from the fact that (Z7; AL % X (Zp12)02.0)
is contained in (r5") ' ((Zr12)3 M2y by our choice of A1, Ag and p.

So, we proved Theorem 8.2.2.

8.3 Proof of Proposition 7.6.6 We define 6>\,g10b to be the Verdier dual of A 0.
PROPOSITION 8.3.1. There is an isomorphism

DK /& N
Fglob (v/\,glob) — V}\quDK,’ .
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Proof. In order to simplify the notation, we omit the twisting notation here.
According to Lemma 7.6.4, we have FPK ~ FD glob o Tl z[dg]. Furthermore, since the Verdier
duality functor commutes with 7y ;[dy], we only need to prove that the image of Vy = DVerdier(Ay)

under the functor FP¥ is isomorphic to V QDK -
nig

Proposition 5.7.6 asserts that the twisted sheaf Vy ~ DVerdier(A ) is isomorphic to AVIE (D).
By Corollary 6.5.3 , in order to show the proposition, it suffices to show

!
( 1G o Avien(Jg\)) ® Jx (WSEI";)[<H’ 2ﬁ>]) =0
if A # p, and

H(FIE,, AVI™ (J}) ®J*( Sl 20)]) =
it A=p.
Note that Avre"(JD) is compact so it is supported on finitely many N(XK)“’-orbits in F lgpx
Furthermore, the intersection SFl N SF1 is of finite type for any t*w and u (since it is the
w

central fiber of a finite type scheme (Bun%)®, — x’ Bunéﬁ
Bun’G

implies that there exists a very dominant 1 such that supp(Av;®(JY)) N[ ¢=mHR[«" [[9F =
supp(Avi (JY)) N Spyhy. Let t"F1-"HH = ¢ [<7 =10« [T and denote j.(Wyp-ntn) as the
-extension of the twisted dualizing sheaf on t7F1~"7T#,

Since Avi"(JP) is N(0)“’-equivariant, we have

over - x € Confl, ). This

H(PIZ, AV (D) @ (g o) 20))

H(FI,, AVI (D) & fu (w1, 26)])
(P, AV (I2) @ AVY O (i (@) [0, 26)])

H(F1g,, AV (JY) o wx I )
f:f]-ComSthG iz (00, AVIO(TY) % Ty ps x T ) (8.3.1)
zﬂfomShVSG(Flg;) (Toty AVEE(TY) % Ty

~ N(3)~” x
~=FHomyy, (FI£F,) (Av)

(J.)s AVE(IY) % Ty i)

N(X Wp? ren
:%OmWhitq(Flg’;)(AV! 0 X(Jn,!), Avy (JP\DM_,L))

N(X)’, 3 ren .
gj-comWhitq(Fl“é’,’m)(AV! ) X0 )= (1, 20)], AV (Ongn—pu) [(A + 1 — 1,2D)]).

And the latter space is 0 if A # p and is e if A = p.

Combining Proposition 8.3.1 with (4.1.4), there is an isomorphism

V. oy o ]D)Verdier(A)\ QL)-
)\,Qq_l R

Now Proposition 7.6.6 follows directly.
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Proof. (of Proposition 7.6.6)

According to Theorem 8.2.2, there is
Fgion (B gtob) =Fyior, (DY (V3 gion)
ﬁDverdieng?olg(v)\,glob)

Verdi
~JpVer 1er(v)\7QqD_K1,/)

_A)\,ngl .

Appendix A. Semi-infinite sheaves on affine flags

To be self-contained, we review the theory of semi-infinite sheaves developed in [Gail8a] and
[Gai22] and provide additional details. Our goal is to supply the necessary materials for the

l-extension semi-infinite sheaves 7 (wsf, onf ) and j[(wsf,w,Confoo.z) in Section 6.2.
Gr,Conf Fl,Confoo.z

To simplify the notation, we will consider the semi-infinite sheaves on N (X)-orbit, while in
the main content, we consider semi-infinite sheaves on N~ (X)-orbit.

A.1 Existence of !-extension semi-infinite sheaf Recall the prestack S%T,Ran defined in

Definition 6.1.6. Since x* is injective for any A, the collection of maps {55‘} determines a
N“"_reduction (in particular, a B-reduction) of Pg at x € X. The fiber product SFlRan, =
S%r’Ran pt>;G pt/B admits a relative position map to pt/B pt>/<G pt/B ~ B\G/B. For any w € W,

let S¥) Ran, Pe the preimage of the Bruhat cell B\ BwB/B under the above relative position map.

A.1.1 Now, we define the !-extension of semi-infinite sheaves on S%”loRanw. Similar construc-
: w 0
tions work for SFI,Ranz and S, g, as well.

Denote Sp) gan, as the closure of Sjs. —in FI&R, . . it is isomorphic to g(();r Ran X Dt/B.If
’ T ) €T ’ T ’ pt G
X e A2 et (Conf* x Ran, )< C Conf* x Ran, be the subspace such that (D,J) € Conf* x Ran,
belongs to (Conf* x Ran,)< if and only if supp(D) C J.
Let < be the semi-infinite Bruhat order. For any t*w < wp, we define

tA

SFljf%anz C (Conf’\ x Rang )< x F1£° (A.1.1)

Rang
Rang

as the sub-prestack such that the map K> induced by a extends to an injective map
(w2) X2 (—(\, D)) — V. (A.1.2)

on X, and the relative position of the resulting B-reduction at x and the Iwahori structure € is w.
For any such Sﬁqﬁa%, the map

A . trw A C —=Wo —wo
t * “Fl,Rang (Conf X Ranﬂﬁ) z>1<n SFI,Ranm — FlL,LRang (A 1 3)
&

is a locally closed embedding, and {Sﬁfﬁanz,ﬁw < wo} gives rise to a stratification of g;vlo Ran, -
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The projection p!™ ¥ : S’F1 Ran, — (Conf* x Ran,)C has a section s : (Conf* x Ran,)C —
T
SF1 Ran, Which sends (D,J) to (D,J,Pq,a,€), where Pe = wP(—D) x G, « is given by the
T
identification of w”(—D) and w” on X —J, and € is given by w”(—D)|,; x wB.

DEFINITION A.1.2. We define the semi-infinite category SI;%U{),Ranm := Shvge (?ﬁ{’ Ranz)N ()%ins

wP
and SI;ffan, = Shvge (S Gamy) I Ran

One can check that the pullback G¢ along (A.1.3) is canonically identified with the pullback
of GA along

t/\w
SFI Ran, 2 (Conf* x Ran,)< — Conf?. (A.1.4)
In particular, we define
(s°) : STt %an, — Shvga((Conf* x Ran,)<),
A

(p* w)! : SthA((COIIf)\ x Ran,)<) — SI;?ﬁfﬁnz.

A

(A.15)

Here, we use the observation that (ptkw)! : Shvga ((Conf* x Ran,)<) — Shvgc(Sf?Alfﬁanz) factors
A
through the full subcategory SIq_%lufp\anz
Since (Conf* x Ran, )< x N (K)Eon, acts transitively on SFI Ran, and is (ind-pro-) unipotent,

ang

the functors in (A.1.5) are equivalences. Furthermore, we have

LEMMA A.1.3. (SIq Fl Ran., )T(O)ﬁzw =0 if A ¢ A%, Here, A* denotes the kernel of the bilinear form
b (i.e., by is trivial).
Proof. By the factorization property, we only consider the point case Shvga (Sgl’t;w)N (K1) T(0)" ~

Shvgay, . (pt)T(o)wp. According to [GL18, Section 7.5], the T'(0)“"-equivariance structure on the
fiber G|y, corresponds to the character by. In particular, it is trivial only if A € Af. O

A.1.4  With the preparations above, we prove

PROPOSITION A.1.5. The left adjoint functor of (i’ *)" : SI;?{)RM% — Slzijlf’f{anx is well-defined.
Proof. By considering the dual category, it is equivalent to proving that (itxw)* exists, which is
further equivalent to the following
(i) for any finite set J with a distinguished point, the functor
(i?w)* : SI:woxj — S Fl X7 (A16)

I<w0
q,Fl, Xv3

along X7 — Ranz,

I<'LU0

exists, where S (resp. SI: oF. Xg) is the base change of SIT/g,, ~(resp. ST, 1 Ranz)

ii) for any surjection preserving the distinguished point ¢ : 3 — J, denote P XY e
i) fi jecti ing the distinguished point ¢ : J — J, denote Ay : X7 < X7 th
corresponding diagonoal embedding. The natural transformation

(i) 0 Al — AL o (i )" (A.1.7)

is an isomorphism.
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Once the above two points are proven, we obtain the desired functor by passing to the limit.

<wo
¢,FL,XJ

indexed by A/A%. To show the existence of adjoint functor, it is sufficient to show in the block.
We assume A € A% and prove (i),(ii) for T-monodromic objects in SIS0

The category SI admits a block decomposition according to different characters of T’

¢, FLX3"
In this case, (i) and (ii) are corollaries of the Braden theorem in [DG147 Theorem 3.1.6].

A
Similar to the construction of St we can define S Let s B (Conf* x X<

FLX2> Fl, X3
—trw —tw —trw —trw —t>‘w A INC
Sgp X213 D Sy xa N SFI x3 — SFLX;;,and Py : SFI,Xg (Conf" x X;)< denote the

corresponding maps.
. . . 2 = .
Consider the G,,-action on the fiber of g’;{) Ran, Via G, LT A S%Uf Ran,- 10 our specific

A _ )\
case, the Braden theorem says that the functors (s tj w)'o (ztj v)* and (s5’ Ty o (i5 U are well-
defined for G,,-monodromic D-modules on SFI Ran,» and are canonically isomorphic. Additionally,

(Sgt ) = (py o+ “). for G,,-monodromic D-modules.
Since (A.1.5) are equivalences, we have (Zg vy = (p?w)! © (Sj_ﬁw)* © (iﬁ_ﬁw)! - (p?w)! °

(py ’tAw)* o (iy ’tkw) SI“"{’ x3 SIq Fl “%3- This implies (i) immediately. For (ii), we observe that

tw) tw)

the !-pullback and x-pushforward satisfy base-change, in particular (p?w) o (py o (iy
commutes with taking !-restriction to the diagonal. O

A.2 Local-global comparison Recall the substack (Bun/ )¥,  of (Bun‘j\’f);ox in Section 7.2.5.
In this section, we will focus on the !-extension of the constant D-module on (Bun%y )®° :=
(Bung)"™s,,.

The restriction of & to (Bun% )™ is canonically trivialized. Let j!{\;l ob,F1 De the l-extension of
the twisted constant sheaf on (Bun%; )*0, it is well-defined since the constant sheaf is holonomic.
In this section, we aim to prove

_—
LEMMA A.2.1. Pulling-back along 7p) Ran, : ?ﬁ)ﬁRanz (Sp1 ‘Ran, Joo-w — (Bun%’) ., induces
an isomorphism of semi-infinite sheaves
! N
TF],Rang (J!,gzob,Fl)[d ]~ J'(WS;ORW)- (A.2.1)

A.2.2  Let Bun be the preimage of the Bruhat cell B\BwB/B under Bunz := Bung x
pt/G
pt/B — B\G/B.

For any t*w < wp, we define

PN
(Bun% )®'* := Bun% x Conf?
N B )
Bunyp

where the map Conf* — Buny is given by D — w”(—D).

Let it be the locally closed embedding

glo

ifeh : (Bung)"™ — (Buny),.,
. B . 1% .
which sends (Pp, €, D) to (Pa, {x'},€). Here, Pg = Pp X G, and £* : (w2)M2) — VT/I\’G is given
5)(A2 Ly (320) (/3 i
by (w2)20) — (w2) M) (—(X, D)) — Vg,
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The map i*** factors through (Bunw ywo = BunN x pt/B. The collection {(Bun¥ )™, t*w
pt/G

wo} gives rise to a stratification of (Bun)y )wO.

Furthermore, the following lemmas follow from definitions.

LEMMA A.2.3. The diagram
P
SFI JRang SFI ,Rang,

TF],Rang \L
A

7w

lﬂFl,Ranm

(Bun‘fvp )tkw —>lglOb (Bun(xfp )wo

is Cartesian.

LEMMA A.2.4. The morphism

SF] Ban, — (Conf* x Ran, )= — Conf* (A.2.2)
is identified with
A w
St ian, — (Bun)™ "% Conf?, (A.2.3)

tw = Bunj X Conf*—Conf? is the projection.
Bunp

Here, pglob (Bun%/)

Similar to Definition 7.2.2, if we erase the character x, we can define the global semi-infinite

sheaf category SI, . glob on (Bun%/ ) - We denote by SIswo , and ST

4. Flglo 1, the corresponding

q, Fl glo

categories on (BunN )¥0 and (Bun% )t w. respectively.

Since the equivariance property is against a unipotent groupoid, the global semi-infinite sheaf
category is a full subcategory of the category of D-modules. The pushforward and pullback
functors for plain D-modules give rise to the corresponding functors for semi-infinite D-modules.
That is to say, we have the following functors:

A <wo . t w,!
Zglob ! - SIq Fl glob \_SIq Flglob * glob

't)‘w7* <wo = .t
Lglob SIq,Fl glob *SIq,Fl,glob : Zglob,*'

One can check that the full subcategory SIH Y C Shvgc((Bun”p)tAw) coincides with the

q, Fl glo
image of the fully faithful functor p 1 Shv9A(Conf’\) — Shvge ((Buny) ) So, for any object
Je SIZ%’ﬂ glob» 1ts restriction to the strata (Bun% )t v is the -pullback of a G*-twisted sheaf on
Conf®. Combined with Lemma A.2.3 and A.2.4, "o 77%1 Ran, (J) lies in the full subcategory
Shvga ((Conf? x Ran, )<) ~ SIq Fl Ran, Note that for any object J in Shvge (S’Fl Ran, ), it belongs to

SI;%’{)RM if and only if it ! (F) € ST 1 Fl Ran, for any t*w. In particular, WFLR&M (F) e SIZ?ERMI'

In order to prove Lemma A.2.1, we need to show for any t*w < wp, we have

(") 71 Rany (1 glob 11) = 0. (A.2.4)

A

However, the naive analogy of Lemma 7.2.3 in the semi-infinite setting is not correct.
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It is sufficient to use the Braden theorem again. Recall that (s %) in (A.1.5) is an equivalence,
the equation (A.2.4) equals

A N

(") o (4 w)*ﬂlFl,Ranz (j!,]\é;lob,Fl) =0. (A.2.5)

Also, there is an action of 7' on (Buny ) given by the adjoint action of T' on N, which is
compatible with the T-action on the fiber of Sp| Ran, - 10 particular, since j. lob,F1 18 T-monodromic,

the sheaf 7 Ran, (N elob F1) 18 T-monodromic. In particular, (A.2.4) is true if A ¢ Af,
If A € Af, using the Braden theorem, we have

NI~ A N ‘N
(s") o (i) OWFl Ranz(]',glob F) = (87 Yo (i) © TF],Rang (J!,globﬂ)
— A

(A.2.6)
=(p™

A wy ! ! N
“)w o (i ! “) O TF],Ran, (J!,glob,Fl)-

Let Bun be the algebraic substack of Bun’,_ such that the degree of the induced T-bundle
is = A+ (2— 2g) p and the relative pos1t10n of the B~ -bundle and the Iwahori structure at z is

w. We denote by (Buan)wO x/ BunB_ the sub-Zastava space of (Zp14)coz- It has a projection

BunG
o™ to Conf, and we denote by s©% : Conf* — (Bunwp)w() x’ Bun" its section.
Fl,glob ) Y Sglob - N 5 B~
unG
LEMMA A.2.5.

quo gt
Fl,Ran, FLLRan,

((Bun“]\),p)w0 x! Bun;’?) x (Conf* x Ran, )< — (Conf* x Ran,)<

BUHIG COI’lfA prCoanRan
lld X pr pr
’U)\ w
=w’ F1,glob
(Buny )0 x’ BunB_ Conf?
BunG

The upper diagram is commutative and the lower diagram is Cartesian.
Also, pulling-back the gerbe G¢ along
?;UfRanl N SFI Rang (Bun“&p)wo x! Bun)é’? z, (Bun“&p)wo
’ Bung,
is canonically isomorphic to the pu]]back of the gerbe G" along
SFlRan, N S Rom, — (Conf* x Ran,)< — Conf*.

Using the above lemma, we obtain

A NN
(A26) = PTConfxRan, © (Id xpr ) © qu(]!,glob,Fl)

M, NN
= (pr?) OUFlgbb,* °© q/Z(]!,glob,Fl) (A.2.7)

Base change

! A NN
(pr?) o (Stglc%)* o q/Z(j!,glob,Fl)‘

Braden E‘heorem

It is remained to show
A

(Sglob) " © q%(j!,]\élob,Fl) =0. (A.2.8)
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In the affine Grassmannian case, it is well-known that the !-pullback from the Drinfeld

compactification to the Zastava space sends !-extension (resp. IC) sheaf on (Bun‘f\,p)oo.m to I-
extension (resp. IC) sheaf on the Zastava space. The analogous result also holds in the affine flags
case. That is to say,

PROPOSITION A.2.6. Up to a cohomological shift, there is

N/ .N .
q/Z(j!,glob,Fl) = ]!(C(Bun‘]"vp)wo x! Bun’\’w)’ (A29)
Bun/G B~
Here, j (C(Bun‘;,vp)wo o BUHAB,:U) is the shifted !-extension of the (twisted) constant sheaf on the open
Bun/G
Zastava space (Bun?’\,p)“’O x! Bun)E‘;T.

Bung,
Proof. The proof adapts a similar argument of Section 8.2.3-8.2.7. Here, we sketch the proof.
We fix a p, and let A be very anti-dominant. Taking projection defines a map

r1: ((Bung, Bfnl Bun’,_) x ((Bun;uvp)wo BX,’ Bun)l‘g’fv))disj — (Bun?)vp)wo x Conf#. (A.2.10)
G unG

The factorization structure gives another map, i.e., composing the factorization map
P
(Bung x’ Bun’,_) x ((Bunjy )“o x/ Bun;’if)))disj
Bun Bun/

G
N N R (A.2.11)
/ pHAw
' Bunph x (Conf" x Confy, ,)dis;
Bung Conf#)

— (Bunoji,p)wo

with the projection

Buns )™ x/ Bun™M*  x  (Conf* x Conf? | disi — Buns )0 x Conf*, A.2.12
N B 00T 7 N
Bun’G Conf‘;:;;‘
gives a map ra.
Furthermore, the images of both maps land in the open subspace ((Bun Cywo w Conf*) yp0a C
N g

(Bunxfp)“’O x Conf”, where we impose the condition that the generalized N“"-structure is genuine
at the support of the point in Conf*.

Similar to Section 7.2, one can define a N(0)%, ..-bundle ((Bunfip)wo X Conf”)lgegﬁ on

Bun, )0 x Conf*) ,poq, and the action of N(0)¥ .. extends to an action of N(X)¥’ ... One
N g Conf Conf!
can check that further compositions of r1,ro with the projection
(Buny )™ x Conf*)gooq — ((Buny )™ x Conf#)level /N (A.2.13)

P : ; i
onpe Which contains N(O)E u-

are the same if N’ is a large enough sub pro-group of N(XK)¢

P
To prove (A.2.9), since the composition of r; and the projection to (Bunj )*° x’ Buni‘g’ﬁv
Bung,

is surjective, we need to prove that the !-pullback of the !-extension sheaf on (Bun?)\fp)w() along

(Bun(‘]\}p)w0 x Conft — (Bunlfvp)w(’ and 7y is the l-extension sheaf on ((Bung x’ Bunk, ) x
Bung
—
((BunLK, ywo  x/ Bun;’lf}))disj.
Bung,
By the identification of composed maps 71,72 with projection (A.2.13), it is equivalent to

proving that the !-pullback of the !-extension sheaf on ((Bun?i,p)“’0 x Conf") 04 along o is the
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l-extension sheaf on ((Bung’ x’ Bun’y ) x ((Bun(]u\,p)wO x/ Bun}‘;’f”))disj.
Bung Bung,

Since the !-extension sheaf on ((Bun(}\),p)wO x Conf#) 04 is the I-pullback of j!{\élob’m, we only

need to show that the !-pullback of j!,]\élob,Fl along ((Buan)wO x Conf#)jp0q — (Bun“]\),p)wO and
ro is the !-extension sheaf. Now, it follows that if A + p is anti-dominant enough, the composed

map of 72 and ((Bunxfp)wﬂ x Conf#)go0d — (BumNp)“’0 is smooth. O

Now, the desired isomorphism (A.2.8) follows immediately, since the image of sfg?g;‘é lies in the

complement of (Bun%y )™ x’ Bun)gq;”.
Bung,
A.2.7 Comparison between j !,]\élob,Fl and ]'!(Wg;vl(’)x). Let wgo be the twisted dualizing sheaf

on Sg’ under the canonical trivialization of G% on Sgl’. In this section, we prove

LEMMA A.2.8. W%l,m(j!,]\glob,m)[dg] ~ j (WS;O)-

Proof. Similar to the Ran case, mp _( j!]\fglob ) is also N (X)%’-equivariant and T-equivariant. So,
we can use the Braden theorem once again.

Recall the notation jp,, p : S%Alw — F1¢” in Definition 5.1.5, and let us denote by if“’ the
closed embedding pt = {t*w} — SIEAI’; According to Proposition 5.1.4, we only need to prove

A w0 ! % ! .
(i) o Jirw,F1 © WFl,x(]!,]\élob,Fl) =0, (A.2.14)

if thw # 1. If A ¢ A% it is true since semi-infinite sheaves on Sﬁﬁ is not T-monodromic (To be

more precise, it has a different 7-monodromy structure from 7, x(j!]\élob F1))-

Assume \ € A!. By the Braden theorem,

A .
(A2.14) = H(Se"™ Ty (3 tob )| (A.2.15)

%;Mw).

By base change and Proposition (A.2.6), (A.2.15) is just the shifted !-fiber of the sheaf Ugiﬁ;lob,* o

j!(C(Bun‘pr)wo ! BunAB,:u) at t* - & € Conf?). Using the Braden theorem again, we have

/
BunG

Aw . _ My . —
UF1,glob,* OJ!(C(BUH%P)U)O X/ Bun%g) = <3g10b) OJ!(C(Bun%’)wo x! Bun%g)) = 0. (A.2.16)
Bun/G B Bun/G B

O]

As a combination of Lemma A.2.1 and Lemma A.2.8, we obtain

COROLLARY A.2.9. The !-restriction of ji(wgwo

to F1¥° is isomorphic to ji(w .
FLR@nx) Gz p J!( S;fz)

Appendix B. Semi-infinite equivalence v.s Iwahori equivalence
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In the untwisted case, it is known that for a category € with a strong action of G(X)*", and any
A 1 € A, the following functors are equivalences:

p p
Ady, 1€ /T (0)
EAd) I<" obly GT(O)WP Av, EAdy Ief

, (B.0.1)
P AvNi(x)w _ P P
GI“’ ! GN (K)y»"T0)w .

The first one is implicited in [AB09, Lemma 8] and the second one is proved in [Rasl4,
Theorem 17.2.1, Corollary 17.2.3].'! For self-completeness, we prove the metaplectic version of
the above equivalence with a similar proof as in [Ras14] and [Gail8a, Proposition 5.2.2].

PROPOSITION B.0.1. For a category € with a strong action of (Shvga(G(X)*"),*), and any
A, i € A, the functors in (B.0.1) are still equivalences.

Proof. Let us first consider the first claim.

The gerbe G& on G(K)“” has a canonical trivialization on 7'(0)*”, which canonically extends

to Ad, I @” preserving the multiplication structure. We consider the constant sheaf on Ad, I w?

e e . Ad,, 14" /T(0)«" L
under this trivialization, denoted by CAd,, T° - By definition, Avi (F) is given by

T(0)<"
Caq, or X F for any Ady I“"-equivariant object F € C.

Choose a trivialization of G& at t=* € G(K)“’, which determines a left transition functor
A~ ShVSG(Flg) — Shvga (F1¥/). Applying this functor to F, we obtain an I°-equivariant
GC-twisted sheaf. However, note that conjugating the trivialization on 7(0)*” by t~* will change
the trivialization by a character sheaf b_ on T(0)*". So, t=*F is (I”,b_))-equivariant.

Similarly, if we choose a trivialization of §¢ at t=# € G(X)*’, it determines a transition

functor ¢7# - —. Let cpury—p ==t - cpq, or. We have
T(0)~" T(0)<" T(0)~"
CAd,, 1%° (*) Fth crorpn (*) F ot Cpupypop - 1 (*) T (B.0.2)

Since t~*F is I-equivariant, we can take right I%-averaging of cjue,—,t* € SthG(G(fK)wP)
before taking convolution. Up to a shift, it is isomorphic to the pullback of (J_,4x+)—x along
G(X)~" — FL

wP wP I
In conclusion, we obtain that, up to a shift, Avfd“l /() () is given by tH(J_ 4 4)—x *

I
t~*F. The functor t#(.J_ LA 5 ) —A xt~*. — is an equivalence since transitions and convolution with
twisted BMW sheaves are equivalences.

Now, we prove the second claim.

wP w
%) (F) is well-defined for F in the image of @/ T e

—ramwP
exits for any dominant «, and then AVIN () (F) =

First, we need to prove that AV!Ni

_ WP
We only need to prove AV!Ada N~ (t0) (F)

_ WP

colim AV!Ad“ N7 (t0) (F). Since Ad, I“" = Ad, N(0)*"-T(0)*"-Ad, N~ (t0)~”, and Ad, N(O)*" C
_ wP

I“", we obtain that for J lies in the image of e’ C, we have AV!AdO‘N (t0) (F) ~

Ad, 147 /T(0)%" . . . .
Av, (F). The latter exists and is the left adjoint functor of the equivalence functor

P P
%" JT(0)¥
eAda pr oblv eT(o)wP Av, elwp

"The original statement of p-adic groups belongs to W. Casselman, A. Borel, and J. Bernstein , cf. [Bor76, Lemma
4.7].
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To be more precise, for J lies in the image of Cf RN G,
_ wP
AvMe N ) o go g F(a, 2).
In particular, there is

WP —amwP WP
AvY© oAv!N %) (F) ~ colim AvYO (YT % F (@, 2p)]) =~ (Jas)—a * J_a) * F = F.
(B.0.3)

- wP w — w w
We note that the functor AV!N GO, eI L eNT®)¥ T is the left adjoint functor of
wP — w w w wP
AV*N(O) . eNT (@) T, eI So, it remains to show Aviv(o)
WP WP
AVY©) (F) =0 and F is N~ (K)*"T(0)“’-equivariant, then AVY© (F) = 0 implies F = 0.
_ P
Indeed, since N~ (tO0)*’'T(0)*" = Nyen+ I*° N Ady I*”, we have F = AV (F) =

colim Avy.™ MAdal /1) (&). In particular, if F # 0, there exists a very dominant «, such

that

is conservative, i.e., if

Ayl NAda 147 /T(0) (F) #0.

Using the fact that F is N~ (K)“"T(0)*"-equivariant, we have
wP wP wP wP
Ayl NAda 147 /T(0) (F) ~ AvAd= N(0) ().

The latter is an Ad, I*-equivariant object.
Now, note that

wP

wP wP
AVYO () o AV O 6 Ay VO™ gy
Ady N(0)=”

wP
the desired property AvYO) (F) # 0 follows from Avi (F) # 0 and the fact that

wf w w
AV eada 17 eI g ap equivalence (the first claim of (B.0.1)). O
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