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HARISH-CHANDRA MODULES OVER HOPF GALOIS ORDERS

JONAS T. HARTWIG

Abstract. The theory of Galois orders was introduced by Futorny and Ovsienko [FO10].
We introduce the notion of H-Galois Λ-orders. These are certain noncommutative orders
F in a smash product of the fraction field of a noetherian integral domain Λ by a Hopf
algebra H (or, more generally, by a coideal subalgebra of a Hopf algebra). They are
generalizations of Webster’s principal flag orders [Web19]. Examples include Cherednik
algebras, as well as examples from Hopf Galois theory. We also define spherical Galois
orders, which are the corresponding generalizations of principal Galois orders introduced
by the author [Har20].

The main results are (1) for every maximal ideal m of Λ of finite codimension, there
exists a simple Harish-Chandra F -module in the fiber of m; (2) for every character of Λ
we construct a canonical simple Harish-Chandra module as a subquotient of the mod-
ule of local distributions; (3) if a certain stabilizer coalgebra is finite-dimensional, then
the corresponding fiber of simple Harish-Chandra modules is finite; (4) centralizers of
symmetrizing idempotents are spherical Galois orders and every spherical Galois order
appears that way.

1. Introduction

In [DFO94], the category of Harish-Chandra modules over an associative algebra A
with respect to a Harish-Chandra subalgebra Γ was introduced, and some tools to study
it were provided. The objects are A-modules which are sums of finite-dimensional Γ-
modules. Examples include Harish-Chandra modules over U(g) with respect to U(k) (where
k is a reductive or nilpotent subalgebra of a finite-dimensional Lie algebra g over a field
of characteristic zero), which motivates the name. Another example is the category of
Gelfand-Tsetlin modules over U(gln). These are Harish-Chandra modules with respect the
Gelfand-Tsetlin subalgebra Γ of U(gln), generated by

{
Z
(
U(glk)

)}n

k=1
.

In [FO10][FO14], a class of algebras called Galois orders (or Galois algebras) was in-
troduced and investigated. These are subalgebras of the algebra of G-invariants in a skew
monoid algebra L⋊M with respect to the action of a finite group G, and come with a com-
mutative Harish-Chandra subalgebra Γ. One of the main results of [FO14] is a sufficient
condition for there to be only finitely many isomorphism classes of simple Harish-Chandra
modules supported on a given maximal ideal. The main tool was the framework from
[DFO94]. So called principal Galois orders were introduced in [Har20]. These are certain
Galois orders which naturally act on their subalgebra Γ. This action was pointed out in
[Vis18], in the case of U(gln). It was shown in [FMO10] that finite W-algebras of type A are
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Framework in [DFO94]

H-Galois Λ-orders
(Definition 3.1)

Principal flag orders
[Web19]

Spherical Galois orders
(Definition 5.1)

Principal Galois orders
[Har20]

Galois orders [FO10]
centralizer

centralizer

Figure 1. Classes of algebras. Up is more general.

examples of Galois orders and in [Har20] that they are principal Galois orders. In [Wee19,
Sec. 1.3] it was shown that orthogonal Gelfand-Tsetlin (OGZ) algebras from [Maz99] are
in fact isomorphic to finite W-algebras of type A. Webster [Web19] showed that the theory
of principal Galois orders can be clarified by regarding these algebras as centralizer sub-
algebras of Galois orders with trivial G he called principal flag orders. In [Web19] it was
shown that Coulomb branches in the sense of Braverman-Finkelberg-Nakajima [BFN18]
are examples of principal Galois orders. In [LW19] it was shown that the spherical sub-
algebra of rational Cherednik algebras of imprimitive complex reflection groups G(ℓ, p, n)
are also principal Galois orders.

In this paper, we propose a generalization of principal flag orders, in which the skew
monoid algebra L⋊M is replaced by a smash product L#H, whereH is a coideal subalgebra
of a Hopf algebra. To make the conditions on these smash products precise, in Section 2
we introduce the notion of a (Hopf Galois order) setting (H,Λ), and provide numerous
examples of such settings in Examples 2.4–2.12. In particular, Example 2.4 implies that
Hopf Galois extensions ΛcoH ⊂ Λ give rise to settings (H◦,Λ).

In Section 3, we define the algebras of interest. These are certain subalgebras F of
the smash products L#H. We call them Hopf Galois orders (or H-Galois Λ-orders when
referencing the setting). We follow [Web19] and regard the centralizer (or “spherical”)
subalgebras as a secondary object, and discuss these later in Section 5. See Figure 1 for the
relationship between the different classes of algebras. We give several examples, including
rational Cherednik algebras attached to an arbitrary subgroup of GL(V ), using the Dunkl-
Opdam representation. (Thus the analogy between U(g) and the sperical subalgebra of
rational Cherednik algebras alluded to in [Rou05, Analogy 3] can be made precise (when
g = gln) by regarding both things as centralizer subalgebras of Hopf Galois orders.) We
also prove some lemmas, in particular that Λ is maximal commutative in any Hopf Galois
order F (Lemma 3.12), and that the short exact sequence of left Λ-modules 0→ Λ→ F →
F/Λ → 0 splits (Lemma 3.11). The latter result is trivial to prove, but we believe is of
some importance and have not seen it stated before. We end Section 3 by proving that
Hopf Galois orders satisfy the Futorny-Ovsienko property (Theorem 3.18).
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In Section 4 we prove the main results about Harish-Chandra modules over Hopf Galois
orders, which can be summarized as follows. For a maximal ideal m ⊂ Λ of finite codimen-
sion, let Irr(F,m) be the set of isomorphism classes of simple Harish-Chandra F -modules
(with respect to Λ) containing a nonzero generalized weight vector of weight m. In Theo-
rem 4.5, we show that Irr(F op,m) is non-empty. (We use the opposite algebra rather than
talking about right modules in some of these theorems.) To the best of our knowledge such
an existence theorem is new in this generality, even in the case of principal flag orders. The
proof is not constructive but is based on the split short exact sequence mentioned above.

Theorem 4.6 concerns the case when m has codimension one. The historical context
is as follows. So called derivative tableaux were introduced in [FGR16] as basis vectors
for singular Gelfand-Tsetlin modules over U(gln). Vishnyakova interpreted these as local
distributions [Vis18]. In [RZ18], a simple Gelfand-Tsetlin module over U(gln) was con-
structed for each character λ of the Gelfand-Tsetlin subalgebra in a uniform fashion. The
closely related notion of canonical simple Gelfand-Tsetlin module was given in [EMV20]
in the more general setting of OGZ algebras. This was further generalized to principal
Galois orders in [Har20] and principal flag orders in [Web19]. Building on these ideas, in
Theorem 4.6 we construct, for any m of codimension one, a simple Harish-Chandra module
in Irr(F op,m) as a subquotient of the Harish-Chandra module of local distributions.

It was shown in [SW20] that any simple Gelfand-Tsetlin module over U(gln) is a canon-
ical module. It would be interesting to know the extent to which such a result can be
generalized.

Our third result about Harish-Chandra modules over Hopf Galois orders provides a
sufficient condition for the set Irr(F,m) to be finite (Theorem 4.23). In the special case of
principal flag orders, in [Web19] it is shown that Irr(F,m) is finite if a certain stabilizer
subgroup is finite. The analogous statement for Galois orders was proved in [FO14]. To
generalize this result we need a Hopf algebra analog of the stabilizer subgroup. We discuss
this somewhat technical topic in Section 4.4. The power of Theorem 4.23 is that the
sufficient condition only involves the setting (H,Λ) and the cofinite maximal ideal m, but
the conclusion applies equally to all Hopf Galois orders in that setting. On the other hand,
one downside of this is that the result does not apply to rational Cherednik algebras in the
rational-differential setting because there are Hopf Galois orders in the same setting for
which the conclusion fails (see Example 4.24 for a prototypical case). In Theorem 4.25 we
show that, under a weaker assumption involving the coradical filtration, the generalized
weight spaces are finite-dimensional.

Lastly, in Section 5, we specialize to the case when H contains a finite group W which
allows us to consider the centralizer algebra eFe where e ∈ kW is the symmetrizing idem-
potent of W (we assume the characteristic of k does not divide the order of W ). First we
define the notion of a spherical Galois order. These algebras are generalizations of princi-
pal Galois orders from [Har20]. Then, generalizing [Web19], we show that spherical Galois
orders are the same thing as centralizer algebras eFe of Hopf Galois orders. We state some
corollaries of this fact and comment on the Morita equivalence between F and eFe.
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2. Settings

Unless otherwise stated, we work over an arbitrary ground field k.

Definition 2.1. A Hopf Galois order setting is a pair (H,Λ) where H is a left coideal

subalgebra of a Hopf algebra H̃ with comultiplication ∆ : H̃ → H̃ ⊗ H̃, x 7→ x(1) ⊗ x(2),

counit ε : H̃ → k, and invertible antipode S : H̃ → H̃op,cop; and Λ is a left H̃-module
algebra such that

(i) Λ is a noetherian integral domain,

(ii) the action of H̃ on Λ extends to an action on the field of fractions L = Frac(Λ),
(iii) Λ is faithful as a left module over the smash product Λ#H.

Remark 2.2.

(1) We regard H̃ as part of the data which specifies H.

(2) Condition (ii) holds for example if the coradical of H̃ is finite-dimensional or co-

commutative [SV06], or if H̃ acts locally finitely on Λ [Skr20].
(3) Condition (iii) holds iff L is faithful as a left module over L#H, and is well-known

to be related to Hopf Galois theory, see Example 2.4.

Notation 2.3.

(1) The field of fractions of Λ will be denoted by L.

(2) The left action of H̃ on Λ will be denoted by ⊲ : H̃⊗Λ→ Λ, x⊗ f 7→ x ⊲ f . Thus,

(xy) ⊲ a = x ⊲ (y ⊲ a), 1H ⊲ a = a,

x ⊲ (ab) = (x(1) ⊲ a) · (x(2) ⊲ b), x ⊲ 1Λ = ε(x)1Λ,

for all x, y ∈ H̃ and a, b ∈ Λ. The same symbol ⊲ is used for the action of H̃ on L.

(3) If A is a left comodule algebra over a Hopf algebra H̃, and H is a left coideal

subalgebra of H̃, the smash product A#H is the unique algebra satisfying
(#1) A and H are subalgebras of A#H;
(#2) A⊗H→ A#H, a⊗ x 7→ ax is a vector space isomorphism;
(#3) the following cross relation holds for all x ∈ H and a ∈ A:

xa = (x(1) ⊲ a) · x(2). (2.1)

(4) WhenW is a group acting by automorphisms on a Hopf algebra H̃ we put H̃⋊W
def

=

H̃#kW , which is naturally a Hopf algebra. Similarly, if W preserves a left coideal

subalgebra H of H̃, then H⋊W
def

= H#kW is a left coideal subalgebra of H̃⋊W .
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(5) For X ∈ L#H̃ we let X̂ denote the corresponding linear endomorphism of L.
Explicitly,

f̂(g) = fg, ∀f, g ∈ L, (2.2)

x̂(f) = x ⊲ f, ∀x ∈ H̃, f ∈ L. (2.3)

In particular, for any X ∈ L#H̃ and f ∈ L, we have X̂(f) = X̂f̂(1L).

Example 2.4. Let H be a Hopf algebra and L a right H-comodule algebra such that L
is a field. Let H◦ be the finite dual and regard L as a left H◦-module algebra. Suppose
that the Galois map β : L⊗LcoH L→ L⊗H, a⊗ b 7→ ab(0) ⊗ b(1) is surjective. Then L is a
faithful L#H◦-module. Consequently, if Λ ⊂ L a noetherian H◦-module subalgebra with
fraction field L, then (H◦,Λ) is a Hopf Galois order setting.

Proof. Properties (i) and (ii) hold by construction, so it remains to prove that (iii) holds.
In the special case when H is a finite-dimensional Hopf algebra, β is surjective iff L is a
faithful L#H◦-module ([Mon93, Thm. 8.3.1 and Thm. 8.3.7]). The general case must be
well-known but we were not able to find the precise statement in the literature and therefore
provide the details. Let X =

∑n
i=1 aixi ∈ L#H◦ where {xi}

n
i=1 is linearly independent

over k and ai ∈ L. For h ∈ H, let h[1] ⊗ h[2] ∈ β−1({1 ⊗ h}). Since β is a map of

right H-comodules one checks that h[1]h[2](0) ⊗ h[2](1) = 1 ⊗ h (see eg. [Sch90]). Thus

h[1]X̂(h[2]) =
∑n

i=1 aih
[1](xi ⊲ h

[2]) =
∑n

i=1 aih
[1]h[2](0)xi(h

[2]
(1)) =

∑
i aixi(h). Let hi ∈ H

with xi(hj) = δij . Thus, if X̂(b) = 0 for all b ∈ Λ, then 0 = h
[1]
i X̂(h

[2]
i ) = ai for all i. �

Example 2.5. If (H,Λ) is a Hopf Galois order setting, and H′ is a left coideal subalgebra

of H̃ contained in H, then (H′,Λ) is a Hopf Galois order setting.

Example 2.6. Let (H,Λ) be any Hopf Galois order setting. Let Λ[t] = Λ ⊗ k[t] where
t is an indeterminate. Let H[∂] = H ⊗ k[∂] where ∂ is a primitive generator acting as
IdΛ⊗

d
dt

on Λ[t]. If char k = 0 then (H[∂],Λ[t]) is a Hopf Galois order setting. Indeed, the

relation ∂nt−t∂n = n∂n−1 shows that any nonzero (k[t],k[t])-subbimodule of Λ[t]#H[∂] has
nonzero intersection with Λ[t]#H and Λ[t]#H ∩ AnnΛ[t]#H[∂](Λ[t]) = AnnΛ#H(Λ)[t] = 0.
Similarly, if char k = p then (H[∂]/(∂p),Λ[t]) is a Hopf Galois order setting.

More generally, if ∂ acts by derivations on H̃, perserving H, and on Λ in a compatible

way (i.e. ∂ ⊲ (x ⊲ a)− x ⊲ (∂ ⊲ a) = (∂ ⊲ x) ⊲ a for all x ∈ H̃ and a ∈ Λ) then (H#k[∂],Λ[t])
is a Hopf Galois order setting when char k = 0, and (H#k[∂]/(∂p),Λ[t]) is a Hopf Galois

order setting when char k = p and ∂p acts as zero on H̃ and Λ.

Example 2.7. Let Λ be a noetherian integral domain over k. Let g be a Lie algebra acting
by derivations on Λ, and let U(g) be the universal enveloping algebra of g. Suppose that
(Λg) ∩ AnnΛ#U(g)(Λ) = 0. Then (U(g),Λ) is a Hopf Galois order setting. Furthermore,
if W is a group acting by algebra automorphisms on Λ#U(g) preserving Λ and U(g),
such that W is acting faithfully on Λ, and by Hopf algebra automorphisms on U(g), then
(U(g)⋊W,Λ) is a Hopf Galois order setting.
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Proof. Since U(g) ⋊W is a cocommutative Hopf algebra, condition (ii) is automatic, by
Remark 2.2(2). It remains to show that Λ faithful as a left module over Λ#U(g)⋊W .
Step 1: By [BM86], every nonzero (Λ,Λ)-subbimodule of Λ#U(g) has nonzero intersection
with Λ. (Since Λ is commutative, the extended centroid C is just the field of fractions L
of Λ. We have Lg →֒ End(L) which means that the action of g on Λ is L-outer.)
Step 2: We show that every nonzero (Λ,Λ)-subbimodule M of Λ#U(g) ⋊W has nonzero
intersection with ΛW . It suffices to show this for M = ΛXΛ where 0 6= X ∈ Λ#U(g)⋊W
is arbitrary. Write X = X1w1 +X2w2 + · · ·+Xnwn where 0 6= Xi ∈ Λ#U(g). We proceed

by induction on m = m(X)
def
= #{i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n} | Xi /∈ Λ}. If m = 0 then ΛXΛ ∩ΛW =

ΛXΛ 6= 0. If m > 0, without loss of generality X1 /∈ Λ. By Step 1, ΛX1Λ ∩ Λ 6= 0. Thus

there exists
∑

i ai ⊗ bi ∈ Λ⊗Λ such that X̃
def
=

∑
i aiXw

−1
1 (bi) =

(∑
i aiX1bi

)
w1 + · · · has

w1-coefficient X̃1 =
∑

i aiX1bi ∈ Λ \ {0}. Moreover, if Xj ∈ Λ then the wj-coefficient of X̃

is X̃j =
∑

i aiXjwjw
−1
1 (bj) ∈ Λ. Thus m(X̃) ≤ m(X)− 1 because X̃1 ∈ Λ while if Xj ∈ Λ

then X̃j ∈ Λ too. Now ΛXΛ ∩ ΛW ⊃ ΛX̃Λ ∩ ΛW 6= 0 by induction.
Step 3: Let M = AnnΛ#U(g)⋊W (Λ) and suppose that M 6= 0. Since M is an ideal, it is a
(Λ,Λ)-subbimodule. By Step 2, there exists some nonzero X ∈ M ∩ ΛW . However this
contradicts Dedekind’s Independence Theorem (which states that ΛW acts faithfully on Λ
when W does). �

Example 2.8. (Special case of Example 2.7.) Take k = C. Let G be a connected affine
algebraic group, H a finite subgroup of G and put X = H\G the set of right cosets of H in
G. Let C[X] be the algebra of regular functions on X. G acts on X by right multiplication
hence from the left on C[X] by automorphisms. Differentiating this action gives an action
of the Lie algebra g of G on C[X] by derivations. Let W be a group acting by algebra
automorphisms on C[X]#U(g) preserving C[X] and U(g), such that W is acting faithfully
on C[X], and by Hopf algebra automorphisms on U(g). Then

(
U(g)⋊W,C[X]

)
is a Hopf

Galois order setting.

Proof. Since X is a smooth irreducible affine variety, C[X] is a noetherian integrally closed
domain. By Example 2.7 it now suffices to show that C[X]g∩AnnC[X]#U(g)⋊W (C[X]) = 0.
Since H is finite, the orbit map α : G → X is an immersion at every point. That is, for
all p ∈ X, dαp : g→ Tp(X), v 7→ vp is injective. Let {vi} be a basis for g regarded as left
invariant vector fields on G. Suppose that

∑
i fivi = 0 for some fi ∈ C[X] not all of which

are identically zero. Then at p we have
∑

i fi(p)(vi)p = 0 which contradicts that {(vi)p} is
a basis for the tangent space Tp(X). �

Example 2.9 (Special case of Example 2.8). Let G = GL(n,C) and C[G] = C[xij | 1 ≤
i, j ≤ n][det−1] the algebra of regular functions. Let H = Sn be the subgroup of all
permutation matrices, acting by left multiplication on G. Let X = Sn\G be the set of
orbits (right cosets of Sn in G). Then Sn acts from the right on C[G] by automorphisms.
Explicitly, xij .σ = xσ−1(i)j for σ ∈ Sn, and C[X] ∼= C[G]Sn . On the other hand, G acts
from the right on G hence from the left on C[G]. Since these actions commute we get an
induced left action of G on C[X]. Differentiating this gives a Lie algebra homomorphism
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gln → Der(C[X]) given by Eij 7→
∑n

k=1 xki
∂

∂xkj
. Finally, let W = Sn, acting from the

right on G by conjugation, hence on C[X] from the left. Explicitly, σ.xij = xσ(i)σ(j)
for σ ∈ Sn. This induces a left action of Sn on U(gln) by σ.Eij = Eσ(i)σ(j). Then(
U(gln)⋊ Sn, C[Sn\GLn]

)
is a Hopf Galois order setting.

Example 2.10 (Rational-differential setting, special case of Example 2.8). Let V be a
finite-dimensional complex vector space and let G = V be the additive group of V acting
on itself by left translation. Let W be a subgroup of GL(V ) acting naturally on the
symmetric algebra S(V ) and on C[V ]. Then

(
S(V ) ⋊ W,C[V ]

)
is a Hopf Galois order

setting.

Example 2.11 (Trigonometric-differential setting, special case of Example 2.8). Let G =
T ∼= (C×)n be a complex torus acting on itself by left multiplication and C[T ] ∼= C[z±11 , z±12 , . . . , z±1n ]
be the algebra of regular functions on T . Let t ∼= Cn be the (abelian) Lie algebra of T ,
U(t) ∼= C[z1

∂
∂z1

, z2
∂
∂z2
, . . . , zn

∂
∂zn

] be the universal enveloping algebra. Let W be a group

acting by algebraic group automorphisms on T and induced actions on t, U(t) and C[T ].
Then

(
U(t)⋊W,C[T ]

)
is a Hopf Galois order setting.

Example 2.12 (Quantum Borel setting). Suppose q is an element of infinite order in the

multiplicative group of k. Let H̃ be the algebra with generators {E,K,K−1} and relations

KEK−1 = qE, KK−1 = K−1K = 1.

There exists a Hopf algebra structure on H̃ determined by

∆(K) = K ⊗K, ε(K) = 1, S(K) = K−1

∆(E) = E ⊗ 1 +K ⊗ E, ε(E) = 0, S(E) = −K−1E.

Let H = k[E] be the subalgebra of H̃ generated by E. It is a left coideal subalgebra of H̃.

Let Λ = k[t]. Define an action of H̃ on Λ by

E ⊲ t = 1, K ⊲ t = q−1t.

This is well-defined because

(KEK−1 − qE) ⊲ t = K ⊲ (E ⊲ (qt))− q = qK ⊲ 1− q = 0.

Using the coproduct Leibniz rules

E ⊲ (fg) = (E ⊲ f)g + (K ⊲ f)(E ⊲ g)

K ⊲ (fg) = (K ⊲ f)(K ⊲ g)

it is easy to see that

E ⊲ f(t) =
f(t)− f(q−1t)

t− q−1t
.

Thus (t− q−1t)E − (1 −K) ∈ Ann
Λ#H̃

Λ so Λ#H̃ does not act faithfully on Λ. However,

the algebra Λ#H does act faithfully on Λ. To see this, first observe that the smash product
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Λ#H is isomorphic to the algebra generated by t and E subject to Et = (E(1) ⊲ t)E(2) or,
more explicitly,

Et = 1 + q−1tE.

Thus Λ#H is isomorphic to a quantum Weyl algebra. Inductively, Ent − q−ntEn is
a nonzero multiple of En−1 for any n ≥ 0. This implies that every nonzero (Λ,Λ)-
subbimodule of Λ#H intersects Λ nontrivially. Since Λ acts faithfully on itself (1Λ ∈ Λ),
Λ ∩ AnnΛ#H(Λ) = 0. Since AnnΛ#H(Λ) is an ideal, it is a (Λ,Λ)-subbimodule, hence
AnnΛ#H(Λ) = 0. So Λ#H acts faithfully on Λ.

Note, though, that k(t)#k[E] ∼= k(t)#k[K] as k(t)-rings, via E 7→ 1
t−q−1t

(1−K). Thus

instead of working with the left coideal subalgebra k[E] one could work with the monoid
bialgebra k[K]. An advantage of this is that the theory of Galois orders as originally
developed in [FO10] applies. On the other hand, the coradical filtration on Uq(b) gives rise
to a filtration on k[E] (such that k[E]n = k1 + kE + · · · + kEn). This structure is not
“naturally” available on k[K] from the perspective of Hopf algebras.

3. Hopf Galois orders

Let (H,Λ) be a Hopf Galois order setting.

Definition 3.1. An H-Galois Λ-order is a subalgebra F ⊂ L#H satisfying

(i) Λ ⊂ F ,
(ii) LF = L#H,

(iii) X̂(Λ) ⊂ Λ for all X ∈ F .

Remark 3.2.

(1) The antipode S : H̃→ H̃cop,op can be extended to an algebra isomorphism

S : L#H̃→ (L#H̃
cop)op (3.1)

which is the identity map when restricted to L. This follows from the following

identity in L#H̃:

aS(x) = S(x(2))(x(1) ⊲ a), ∀a ∈ L, x ∈ H̃. (3.2)

Example 3.3. The standard H-Galois Λ-order is defined by

F(H,Λ) = {X ∈ L#H | X̂(Λ) ⊂ Λ}. (3.3)

It is easy to check that LF(Λ,H) = L#H, hence F(H,Λ) is an H-Galois Λ-order.

Example 3.4. If F is an H-Galois Λ-order and H′ is a left coideal subalgebra of H̃

contained in H, then F (H′)
def

= F ∩ LH′ is an H′-Galois Λ-order.

Proof. As mentioned in Example 2.5, if (H,Λ) is a setting then so is (H′,Λ). Put F ′ =

F (H′). Since 1
H̃
∈ H′ we have Λ ⊂ F ′. Since F ′ ⊂ F we have X̂(Λ) ⊂ Λ for all X ∈ F ′. It

remains to show that LF ′ = LH′. It suffices to show H′ ⊂ LF ′. Let x ∈ H′ be arbitrary.
Since H′ ⊂ H ⊂ LF there exists a ∈ Λ \ {0} such that ax ∈ F . On the other hand
ax ∈ LH′. Thus ax ∈ F ′ by definition of F ′. Therefore x ∈ a−1F ′ ⊂ LF ′. �
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Example 3.5. In the rational-differential setting (Example 2.10), the standard S(V )⋊W -
Galois C[V ]-order F(S(V )⋊W,C[V ]) is the nilHecke algebra of (V,W ).

Example 3.6. In the quantum Borel setting (C[E] ⊂ Uq(b),C[t]) from Example 2.12, let
p(t) ∈ C[t] be any nonzero polynomial and define F (p) to be the subalgebra of C[t]#C[E]
generated by t and p(t)E. Then F (p) is a C[E]-Galois C[t]-order.

Example 3.7. (Principal flag orders [Web19]) Let Λ be a noetherian integrally closed
domain over k with field of fractions L, W a finite group acting faithfully on Λ, M a
submonoid of Aut(Λ) that is normalized byW , and F be the skew monoid ring L⋊(M⋊W ),
which acts naturally on L. A subring F of F containing Λ#W is a principal flag order
if LF = F and X(Λ) ⊂ Λ for all X ∈ F . We may regard the monoid algebra kM as a
coideal subalgebra of the group algebra kAutk(L). Thus any principal flag order F is a
H-Galois Λ-order with H = (kM ) ⋊W being a coideal subalgebra of the Hopf algebra

H̃ = kAutk(L)⋊W .

The following example was suggested to the author by Sam Evens.

Example 3.8 (Hecke algebras of symmetrizable Cartan data). We recall the construction
from [GKV97]. Let (A,Π,Π∨, P, P∨) be a symmetrizable Cartan datum: A = (aij)

r
i,j=1 is a

symmetrizable generalized Cartan matrix, P is a free abelian group of rank n = 2r−rankA,
P∨ = HomZ(P,Z), Π = {αi}

r
i=1 ⊂ P and Π∨ = {α∨i }

r
i=1 ⊂ P∨ are Z-linearly independent

subsets such that 〈α∨i , αj〉 = aij . Let C be the additive group of complex numbers C, or the
multiplicative group of nonzero complex numbers C∗. Put T = C ⊗Z P

∨. It is an abelian
affine algebraic group. Thus we have either T = C ⊗Z P

∨ ∼= Cn (Cartan subalgebra of
Kac-Moody algebra) or T = C∗⊗ZP

∨ ∼= (C∗)n (torus of Kac-Moody group). Let H = CW ,
the group algebra of W , and let Λ be the algebra of regular functions on T , Λ = C[T ].
Then L = C(T ), the field of rational functions on T . The (possibly infinite) Weyl group
W acts on P∨, hence on T , hence on C[T ]. Let q ∈ C . Let Hq denote the subalgebra of
C(T )#CW generated by C[T ] and the Lusztig-Demazure operators σi ∈ L#H given by

σi = q
tαisi − 1

tαi − 1
− q−1

si − 1

tαi − 1
, i = 1, 2, . . . , r. (3.4)

Theorem 3.9 (Ginzburg-Kapranov-Vasserot [GKV97]). The algebras Hq have the follow-
ing properties:

(i) If C = C∗ (respectively C = C) and A is of finite type, then Hq is isomorphic
to the affine (respectively degenerate affine) Iwahori-Hecke algebra associated to the
transpose of A;

(ii) If C = C∗ (respectively C = C) and A is of affine type, then Hq is isomorphic to the
double affine (respectively degenerate double affine) Hecke algebra;

(iii) Hq is free as a left C[T ]-module.

It is well-known (and easy to check) that the σi preserve C[T ]. Therefore, Hq are
examples of CW -Galois Λ-orders.
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Example 3.10 (Rational Cherednik algebras). The rational Cherednik algebra associated
to the complex reflection group G(ℓ, p, n) is a principal flag order [LW19]. We note here that
the rational Cherednik algebra (at t 6= 0) associated to any finite group may be regarded
as Hopf Galois order in the rational-differential setting.

Let V be a finite-dimensional complex vector space, G a finite subgroup of GL(V ), and
S = {g ∈ G | codimker(g− 1) = 1} the set of complex reflections in G, t ∈ C \ {0}, and c :
S → C a G-invariant function. Let D(V )r be the algebra of differential operators on V with
rational function coefficients. Equivalently, D(V )r can be identified with the smash product
C(V )#S(V ), whereC(V ) is the field of fractions of the algebra C[V ] of polynomial functions
on V and S(V ) is the commutative Hopf algebra of constant coefficient differential operators
on V . As mentioned in [Eti17, Section 2.6], using the Dunkl-Opdam representation [DO03],
the rational Cherednik algebra Ht,c(V,G) is isomorphic to the subalgebra of C(V )#S(V )⋊
G generated by C[V ]#CG and {Dy | y ∈ V } where Dy are the Dunkl-Opdam operators

Dy = t
∂

∂y
+

∑

s∈S

2cs
1− λs

(αs, y)

αs
(s− 1), (3.5)

where αs ∈ V
∗ is a nonzero linear functional vanishing on the fixed hyperplane of s, α∨s ∈ V

the element vanishing on the fixed hyperplane of s in V ∗ such that (αs, α
∨
s ) = 2, λs is the

nontrivial eigenvalue for s on V ∗.
We note here that Hc,t(V,G) is an

(
S(V ) ⋊ G

)
-Galois C[V ]-order. First, we saw in

Example 2.10 that
(
S(V )⋊G,C[V ]

)
is a setting. We have C[V ] ⊂ Hc,t(V,G) by definition.

As is well-known, since αs vanishes on ker(s− 1),

Dy(f) ∈ C[V ], ∀f ∈ C[V ], y ∈ V. (3.6)

Therefore X(C[V ]) ⊂ C[V ] for all X ∈ Hc,t(V,G). Lastly, since t 6= 0 and C[V ]#CG ⊂
Hc,t(V,G), we have ∂/∂y ∈ C(V )Hc,t(V,G), hence C(V )Hc,t(V,G) = C(V )#S(V )⋊G.

We continue by stating and proving some useful Lemmas. For the rest of this section
we assume that (H,Λ) is a setting and that F is an H-Galois Λ-order, and L denotes the
fraction field of Λ.

Lemma 3.11. Let F− = {X ∈ F | X̂(1Λ) = 0}. Then F− is a left Λ-submodule of F and

F = Λ⊕ F−. (3.7)

Proof. If X ∈ F , put X− = X − X̂(1Λ). Then X̂−(1Λ) = X̂(1Λ) − X̂(1Λ)1Λ = 0 so

X− ∈ F−. Clearly X = X̂(1Λ) + (X − X̂(1Λ)) which shows that F = Λ + F−. Suppose

Y ∈ Λ ∩ F−. Then Y = Ŷ (1Λ) since Y ∈ Λ. On the other hand, Ŷ (1Λ) = 0 since Y ∈ F−.
Therefore Y = 0. �

Lemma 3.12. Λ is a maximal commutative subalgebra of F .

Proof. Let X ∈ F be such that Xa = aX for all a ∈ Λ. By Lemma 3.11 it suffices to show

that X− = 0, where X− = X − X̂(1Λ). For all a ∈ Λ we have

X̂−(a) = X̂(a)− X̂(1Λ) · a = (X̂â)(1Λ)− (âX̂)(1Λ) = (X̂â− âX̂)(1Λ) = 0.
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Since the action of F on Λ is faithful, we conclude that X− = 0. �

Lemma 3.13. The center of F equals

Z(F ) = {a ∈ Λ | ∀x ∈ H : xa = ax} = {a ∈ Λ | ∀x ∈ H : (x(1) ⊲ a)x(2) = ax}. (3.8)

In particular, when H is a Hopf algebra,

Z(F ) = ΛH def
= {a ∈ Λ | ∀x ∈ H : x ⊲ a = ε(x)a}. (3.9)

Proof. By Lemma 3.12, Z(F ) ⊂ Λ. Since F is an H-Galois Λ-order we have LF = L#H

which implies the leftmost equality in (3.8). The second equality in (3.8) follows the smash
relation (2.1). Using x ⊲ a = x(1)aS(x(2)) for x ∈ H and a ∈ Λ, (3.9) follows. �

Lemma 3.14. The following statements hold.

(i) aS(x) = S(x(1)) · (x(2) ⊲ a) for any a ∈ L and x ∈ H̃.

(ii) ax = x(2) ·
(
S−1(x(1)) ⊲ a

)
for any a ∈ L and x ∈ H̃.

(iii) ΛC = CΛ for any left coideal C of H̃.

(iv) LC = CL for any left coideal C of H̃.

Proof. (i) We have

aS(x) = aS
(
ε(x(1))x(2)

)
(counit axiom)

= ε(x(1)) · a · S(x(2)) (linearity)

= S(x(1)) · x(2) · a · S(x(3)) (antipode axiom)

= S(x(1)) · (x(2) ⊲ a) · x(3) · S(x(4)) (smash relation (2.1))

= S(x(1)) · (x(2) ⊲ a) · ε(x(3)) (antipode axiom)

= S(x(1)) · (x(2) ⊲ a) (linearity and counit axiom)

(ii) Put y = S−1(x), apply part (i) with y in place of x, and use (S ⊗ S) ◦∆ = ∆op ◦ S.

(iii) Since C is a left coideal of H̃, by (2.1) we have CΛ ⊂ ΛC. By part (ii), ΛC ⊂ CΛ.
(iv) Since L is the field of fractions of Λ, this is immediate from part (iii). �

Definition 3.15 ([DFO94]). A commutative subalgebra B of an algebra A is a Harish-
Chandra subalgebra of A if every finitely generated (B,B)-subbimodule of A is finitely
generated as a left, and as a right, B-module.

Lemma 3.16. Λ is a Harish-Chandra subalgebra of F .

Proof. It suffices to prove that Λ is a Harish-Chandra subalgebra of L#H. Furthermore,
since ΛxyΛ is a homomorphic image of ΛxΛ⊗ΛΛyΛ and Λ(x+y)Λ ⊂ ΛxΛ+ΛyΛ, it suffices
to check ΛxΛ is finitely generated, on the left and right, for x belonging to a generating
set of L#H as a ring. We choose the generating set L ∪H. For x ∈ L the statement is
trivial since L is commutative. Let x ∈ H. By the smash relation (2.1), ΛxΛ is contained
in the left Λ-submodule of Λ#H generated by the finitely many elements x(2) ∈ H. Since
Λ is noetherian, ΛxΛ is itself finitely generated as a left Λ-module. Similarly, by Lemma
3.14(ii), ΛxΛ is finitely generated as a right Λ-module. �
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Lemma 3.17. Let {X1, . . . ,Xn} be a finite linearly independent (on the left, over L)
subset of L#H. Then there exist a1, a2, . . . , an ∈ Λ such that the determinant of the
matrix

(
Xi(aj)

)n
i,j=1

is nonzero.

Proof. Tensoring Λ#H →֒ End(Λ),X 7→ X̂, from the left by the flat Λ-module L gives an
injective map L#H →֒ Hom(Λ, L). The rest is exactly as in part (ii) of [Har20]. �

The following result is the main result of this section. It is a crucial step towards estab-
lishing Theorem 4.23 about finiteness of fibers. It is a generalization of [Har20, Thm. 2.21].
We call it the Futorny-Ovsienko property because the statement was part of the original
definition of Galois orders from [FO10].

Theorem 3.18 (Futorny-Ovsienko property). Let (H,Λ) be a setting and F be an H-
Galois Λ-order. Let V be any finite-dimensional left (right) L-subspace of L#H. Then
V ∩ F is a finitely-generated left (right) Λ-module.

Proof. Let {X1,X2, . . . ,Xn} be a left L-basis for V . After rescaling if necessary, we may
assume without loss of generality that Xi ∈ Λ#H for all i = 1, 2, . . . , n. By Lemma 3.17,

there exists {a1, a2, . . . , an} ⊂ Λ such that d
def
= det

(
X̂i(aj)

)n
i,j=1

∈ Λ \ {0}. We claim

that F ∩ V ⊂ 1
d
(ΛX1 + ΛX2 + · · · + ΛXn). Let X ∈ F ∩ V . Since X ∈ V there are

b1, b2, . . . , bn ∈ L such that

X = b1X1 + b2X2 + · · · bnXn.

Since X ∈ F , X̂(a) ∈ Λ for all a ∈ Λ. In particular

ci
def
= X̂(ai) = b1X̂1(ai) + b2X̂2(ai) + · · ·+ bnX̂n(ai) ∈ Λ.

Inverting the matrix A =
(
Xi(ai)

)n
i,j=1

and using that A−1 has entries from 1
d
Λ, we con-

clude that bi ∈
1
d
Λ for all i. Since 1

d
(ΛX1 + ΛX2 + · · ·ΛXn) is generated by the finite

set {1
d
X1,

1
d
X2, . . . ,

1
d
Xn} as a left Λ-module, and Λ is noetherian, F ∩ V is also finitely

generated as a left Λ-module.
For the right-handed case, let V be a finite-dimensional right L-subspace of L#H. Since

L#H = HL by Lemma 3.14(iv), there exists a finite-dimensional k-subspace H′ of H such
that V ⊂ H′L. Furthermore, by the Finiteness Theorem for Coalgebras (see e.g. [Mon93]),

there exists a finite-dimensional left coideal C of H̃ such that H′ ⊂ C ⊂ H. Since Λ
is noetherian it suffices to show that F ∩ (CL) is contained in a finitely generated right
Λ-module. Let {c1, c2, . . . , cn} be a k-basis for C. Let X ∈ F ∩ (CL) and write

X = c1b1 + c2b2 + · · · + cnbn

for some bi ∈ L. By the smash relation (2.1) in L#H,

X = (c1(1) ⊲ b1)c
1
(2) + (c2(1) ⊲ b1)c

2
(2) + · · · (c

m
(1) ⊲ b1)c

n
(2)

= b̃1c
1 + b̃2c

2 + · · · + b̃nc
n
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for some b̃i ∈ L, since C is a left coideal of H̃. By Lemma 3.17, there exists {a1, a2, . . . , an} ⊂

Λ such that d
def
= det

(
ci ⊲aj

)n
i,j=1

∈ Λ\{0}. Since X ∈ F and F is an H-Galois Λ-order, we

have X̂(ai) ∈ Λ for each i. As in the left-handed case, this implies that b̃i ∈
1
d
Λ for all i.

Therefore, X ∈ 1
d
ΛC. By Lemma 3.14(iii), ΛC = CΛ. This shows that F ∩ (CL) ⊂ 1

d
CΛ,

which is a finitely generated right Λ-module. �

4. Harish-Chandra modules

4.1. Generalities.

Definition 4.1 ([DFO94]). An F -module V is a Harish-Chandra module if

V =
⊕

V m, V m = {v ∈ V | mNv = 0, N ≫ 0}, (4.1)

where the sum is over the set MaxSpeccf(Λ) of all maximal ideals m in Λ of finite codimen-
sion. Let Irr(F,m) be the set of isomorphism classes of simple Harish-Chandra F -modules
V for which V m 6= 0.

Notation 4.2. Fix m ∈ MaxSpec(Λ). Put

F̂m = lim
←−

F/(FmN +mNF ) = lim
(
F/(Fm +mF )← F/(Fm2 +m2F )← · · ·

)
. (4.2)

Equip F̂m with the inverse limit topology, defined as the topology with fewest open sets

such all cosets of the kernel of πN : F̂m → F/(FmN + mNF ) are open for all N . A left

F̂m-module M is discrete if the action F̂m ×M → M is continuous when M is given the
discrete topology. This is equivalent to that for every v ∈ M there exists an N such that

the map F̂m → M given by Y 7→ Y v factors through F/(FmN + mNF ). Let Irrd(F̂m)

denote the set of isomorphism classes of simple discrete left F̂m-modules. Similarly for
right modules.

Theorem 4.3 ([DFO94]). For any m ∈ MaxSpeccf(Λ), the map [V ] 7→ [Vm] is a bijection

between Irr(F,m) and Irrd(F̂m).

Theorem 4.4 ([DFO94]). Let m ∈ MaxSpeccf(Λ) and put Λm = lim
←−

Λ/mN . The main

theorem of [DFO94] states that if F̂m is finitely generated as a right Λm-module, then

(i) Irr(F,m) is finite,
(ii) For any [V ] ∈ Irr(F,m), V m is finite-dimensional.

4.2. Existence of Harish-Chandra modules over H-Galois Λ-orders. We first prove
an existence result for general m.

Theorem 4.5. Let (H,Λ) be a setting, F be an H-Galois Λ-order, and m be a maximal
ideal of Λ.

(i) There exists a maximal right ideal J of F containing m.
(ii) There exists a simple left F op-module M with Mm 6= 0.
(iii) If m has finite codimension, then Irr(F op,m) 6= ∅.
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Proof. (i) It suffices to show that mF is a proper right ideal of F . Let ψm : F → Λ/m be

the composition of the left Λ-module epimorphism F → Λ, X 7→ X̂(1Λ) and the canonical
projection Λ→ Λ/m. Then mF ⊂ ker(ψm) and we get an induced map ψ̄m : F/mF → Λ/m
which is an epimorphism of left Λ-modules. In particular F/mF is nonzero.

(ii) Take M = F/J where J is as in (i). Then 1 + J ∈Mm \ {0}.
(iii) Any module generated by a generalized weight vector for Λ of weightm ∈ MaxSpeccf(Λ)

is a Harish-Chandra module, by [DFO94, Prop. 14]. Thus (iii) follows from (ii). �

4.3. Canonical modules of local distributions. We refer to [Jan87, Chapter I.7] for
an algebraic treatment of local distributions.

Let (H,Λ) be a setting and F be an H-Galois Λ-order. Then Λ is a left F -module, hence
the dual space Λ∗ = Homk(Λ,k) is a left F op-module with action

(Xξ)(a) = ξ
(
X̂(a)

)
, ∀ξ ∈ Λ∗, X ∈ F op, a ∈ Λ. (4.3)

For m ∈ MaxSpeccf(Λ), we let Dist(Λ,m) be the subspace of Λ∗ of all linear functionals

ξ such that mn ⊂ ker ξ for n ≫ 0. Equivalently, Dist(Λ,m) = Homd
k(Λ̂m,k) the set of

linear functionals on Λ̂m that are continuous with respect to pro-finite topology on Λ̂m and
discrete topology on k. Put Dist(Λ) =

⊕
mDist(Λ,m) where m runs over MaxSpeccf(Λ).

Theorem 4.6. Let F be an H-Galois Λ-order.

(i) Dist(Λ) is an F op-submodule of Λ∗.
(ii) Dist(Λ) is a Harish-Chandra F op-module with respect to Λ.
(iii) If λ : Λ → k is an algebra map with kernel mλ, then the cyclic left F op-submodule

of Dist(Λ) generated by λ has a unique simple quotient V (λ). Moreover V (λ) is a
simple Harish-Chandra F op-module with V mλ 6= 0.

Proof. Dist(Λ,m) is nothing but the generalized weight space in Λ∗ of weight m. Since Λ
is a Harish-Chandra subalgebra of F , (i) and (ii) follow directly from [DFO94, Prop. 14].

(iii) Following the argument from [Nil16, Prop. 2], as used in [EMV20, Prop. 5], we have

HomΛ(Λ/mλ,Λ
∗) ∼= Homk(Λ⊗Λ (Λ/mλ),k) ∼= k.

Thus the mλ-weight space Dist(Λ)mλ
= (Λ∗)mλ

= {ξ ∈ Λ∗ | ξmλ = 0} is one-dimensional
and is spanned by λ. Therefore any F -submodule N of Dist(Λ) with Nmλ 6= 0 (hence
Nmλ

6= 0) contains the cyclic submodule λF . This shows that the sum of all proper right
F -submodules of λF is itself proper, and equals the unique maximal F -submodule. �

4.4. Superfluous subcoalgebras and the stabilizer coalgebra. When H is a group
algebra kG acting on Λ, it acts on the maximal spectrum of Λ, and the stabilizer subgroup
Stab(G,m) = {g ∈ G | g(m) = m} spans a subalgebra which is a Hopf subalgebra of
kG. The dimension of this subalgebra (i.e. the order of the subgroup Stab(G,m)), plays
a crucial role in the finiteness theorem of [Web19]. For more general Hopf algebras (and
coideal subalgebras) H, giving meaning to “the stabilizer” Stab(H,m) is a bit trickier. In
[Sch90], such stabilizers are defined in a setting of Hopf-Galois extensions and the result is
a subcoalgebra of H. However in the context of the present paper (which is incomparable
to that of [Sch90]), it more natural for us to define the stabilizer Stab(H,m) as a quotient
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of H. Therefore we first consider a certain “superfluous coradical” S(H,m), by which we
mod out in order to obtain Stab(H,m). When H is a group algebra kG, then S(H,m) is
the span of the complement of Stab(G,m) in G.

Definition 4.7. Let (H,Λ) be a setting, C be a subcoalgebra of H̃ and m ∈ MaxSpec(Λ).

(i) An element R =
∑

i ri ⊗ si ∈ Λ⊗ Λ is a reductor for C mod m if
(R1) The image of R in Λ⊗ Λ/(Λ⊗m+m⊗ Λ) is invertible,
(R2)

∑
i ri · (x ⊲ si) = 0 for all x ∈ C.

(ii) C is called superfluous mod m if for every finite-dimensional subcoalgebra C′ of C there
exists a reductor for C′ mod m.

Remark 4.8. If C is superfluous mod m then the map C → (Λ/m) ⊗Λ ΛCΛ ⊗Λ (Λ/m)
(sending x to 1⊗ x⊗ 1) is the zero map, which motivates the terminology. Indeed, for any
x ∈ C we have 1⊗ x⊗ 1 = 1⊗

∑
i,j rir

′
jxsis

′
j ⊗ 1 = 1⊗

∑
j r
′
j(
∑

i rix(1) ⊲ si)x(2)s
′
j ⊗ 1 = 0

if R =
∑

i ri⊗ si is a reductor for a finite-dimensional subcoalgebra of C containing x, and
R′ =

∑
j r
′
j ⊗ s

′
i ∈ Λ⊗ Λ is an inverse for R mod m⊗ Λ+ Λ⊗m.

Example 4.9. If C = kg where g is a grouplike element of H̃, then C is superfluous mod
m iff g ⊲m 6= m.

Lemma 4.10. If C1 and C2 are two subcoalgebras of H̃ that are superfluous mod m then
C1 + C2 is also superfluous mod m.

Proof. To simplify the proof we first reformulate condition (R2). Let . denote the action

of H̃ on Λ⊗ Λ given by

x.(a⊗ b) = a⊗ (x ⊲ b), ∀x ∈ H̃, a, b ∈ Λ. (4.4)

This makes Λ⊗ Λ an H̃-module algebra. In particular,

x.(RS) = (x(1).R)(x(2).S), ∀x ∈ H̃, R, S ∈ Λ⊗ Λ. (4.5)

Let µΛ : Λ⊗ Λ→ Λ denote the multiplication map. Then condition (R2) is equivalent to

C.R ⊂ kerµΛ. (4.6)

For i = 1, 2, let Ri be a reductor for Ci mod m. Consider the product R = R1R2. Clearly
R satisfies condition (R1) in the definition above. We have

(C1 + C2).R ⊂ C1.(R1R2) + C2.(R1R2) ⊂ (C1.R1)(C1.R2) + (C2.R1)(C2.R2) ⊂ kerµΛ

since Ci.Ri ⊂ ker µΛ for i = 1, 2 and ker µΛ is an ideal of Λ⊗ Λ. �

Definition 4.11. Let S(H̃,m) denote the sum of all subcoalgebras of H̃ that are super-
fluous mod m.

Corollary 4.12. S(H̃,m) is superfluous mod m. Consequently S(H̃,m) is the unique max-

imal (with respect to inclusion) element in the family of all subcoalgebras of H̃ that are
superfluous mod m.
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Proof. Let C be any finite-dimensional subcoalgebra of S(H̃,m). Then C is contained in a

finite sum D of subcoalgebras of H̃ that are superfluous mod m. By induction and Lemma
4.10, D is superfluous mod m, hence so is C. �

Definition 4.13. If C ⊂ H̃ is any left coideal, we define

S(C,m) =
{
x ∈ C | ∆(x) ∈ S(H̃,m)⊗ C

}
.

By coassociativity, S(C,m) is a left coideal of H̃ contained in C.

Definition 4.14. Given a setting (H,Λ) and a maximal ideal m of Λ, we define the

stabilizer (of H at m) to be the left H̃-comodule

Stab(H,m) = H/S(H,m).

In the case when H = H̃, Stab(H,m) is a coalgebra.

Example 4.15. When H is a group algebra kG we have S(kG,m) =
⊕

g∈G,g(m)6=m kg, and

hence
Stab(kG,m) ∼= k Stab(G,m), (4.7)

where Stab(G,m) is the stabilizer subgroup of G at m.

The following useful result is analogous to [Sch90, Thm. 4.6(a)].

Lemma 4.16. A subcoalgebra C of H̃ is superfluous mod m iff H̃0 ∩ C is superfluous mod

m, where H̃0 is the coradical of H̃.

Proof. If C is superfluous mod m, then every subcoalgebra of C is too, in particular H̃0∩C.
Conversely, suppose C is a subcoalgebra of H̃ such that H̃0 ∩ C is superfluous mod m.

We will prove that C is superfluous mod m. Without loss of generality we may assume C

is finite-dimensional. Let Ck = H̃k ∩ C where {H̃k}
∞
k=0 is the coradical filtration of H̃. It

suffices to prove that each subcoalgebra Ck is superfluous mod m. We do this by induction
on k. For k = 0 this is true by assumption on C. Let k > 0. By assumption on C there
is a reductor R0 for C0 mod m. By the induction hypothesis there is a reductor Rk−1

for Ck−1 mod m. Using the notation as in the proof of Lemma 4.10, C0.R0 ⊂ ker µΛ and
Ci.Rk−1 ⊂ ker µΛ for i = 1, 2, . . . , k− 1 and hence by ∆(Ck) ⊂ C0⊗Ck +Ck⊗Ck−1 we have

Ck.(R0Rk−1) ⊂ (C0.R0)(Ck.Rk−1) + (Ck.R0)(Ck−1.Rk−1) ⊂ ker µΛ.

This shows that R0Rk−1 is a reductor for Ck mod m. �

Corollary 4.17. S(H̃,m) equals the sum of all subcoalgebras C of H̃ such that H̃0 ∩ C is

superfluous mod m, where H̃0 is the coradical of H̃.

Recall that a Hopf algebra is pointed if every simple subcoalgebra is one-dimensional, or
equivalently the coradical coincides with the group algebra of the set of grouplike elements.

Corollary 4.18. If H̃ is a pointed Hopf algebra with coradical kG then S(H̃,m) is the sum
of subcoalgebras C such that C ∩ kG ⊂

⊕
g∈G, g(m)6=m kg.
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Recall that a Hopf algebra is connected if its coradical is one-dimensional.

Corollary 4.19. Suppose that H̃ = H′ ⋊W where H′ is a connected Hopf subalgebra and

W is a group. Then for all m ∈ MaxSpec(Λ), S(H̃,m) = H′⊗
⊕

w∈W,w(m)6=m kw and hence

Stab(H̃,m) ∼= H
′ ⊗ k Stab(W,m). (4.8)

Example 4.20. For (H,Λ) = (U(g)⋊W,C[X]) as in Example 2.8, we have for any λ ∈ X

Stab(H,mλ) ∼= U(g)⊗ k Stab(W,mλ). (4.9)

4.5. Finiteness condition.

Lemma 4.21. Let (H,Λ) be a setting and m ∈ MaxSpec(Λ) such that the stabilizer

Stab(H,m) is finite-dimensional. Then for any H-Galois Λ-order F , the completion F̂m is

finitely generated as a left and right Λ̂m-module.

Proof. Let H′ be a finite-dimensional linear complement to S(H,m) in H. By the finiteness
theorem for coalgebras, we may without loss of generality assume that H′ is a finite-

dimensional left H̃-coideal contained in H. Put F ′ = F ∩ LH′. Since H′ is a left coideal,
F ′ is a (Λ,Λ)-subbimodule of F . By the Futorny-Ovsienko property (Theorem 3.18), F ′

is finitely generated as a left and right Λ-module. Thus it suffices to show that F ′ surjects
onto F/(FmN +mNF ) for all N > 0.

Let X ∈ F be arbitrary. Write X = f1x
1 + f2x

2 + · · ·+ fnx
n+ g1y

1 + g2y
2 + · · ·+ gmy

m

where xi ∈ H′ and yj ∈ S(H,m) (superscripts being indices, not powers) and fi, gj ∈ L.

Let C be a finite-dimensional subcoalgebra of S(H̃,m) such that ∆(yj) ∈ C ⊗H for all j.
Pick a reductor for C mod m, say R =

∑
k ak ⊗ bk ∈ Λ ⊗ Λ. Let us regard F as a left

Λ⊗ Λ-module via (a⊗ b) ·X = aXb for a, b ∈ Λ and X ∈ F . Consider

Y = R ·X =

=
∑

k

akXbk

=
∑

i

fi
∑

k

ak(x
i
(1) ⊲ bk)x

i
(2) +

∑

j

gj
∑

k

ak(y
j
(1) ⊲ bk)y

j
(2)

The sum over j is zero because all yj(1) ∈ C and R is a reductor for C mod m. Since H′ is

a left H̃-coideal, all xi(2) ∈ H′. Thus Y ∈ F ′.

On the other hand, since R is invertible mod Λ ⊗ m + m ⊗ Λ, it is invertible mod
Λ⊗mN +mN ⊗Λ for any N > 0. So for every N > 0 there is an element R̄N ∈ Λ⊗Λ such
that R̄NR− 1⊗ 1 ∈ Λ⊗mN +mN ⊗ Λ. Put X ′ = R̄NR ·X. Since R ·X ∈ F ′ and F ′ is a
(Λ,Λ)-subbimodule of F , we have X ′ ∈ F ′. On the other handX−X ′ = (1⊗1−R̄NR)·X ∈
(Λ ⊗ mN + mN ⊗ Λ) · X ⊂ FmN + mNF . In other words, the coset X + FmN + mNF is
in the image of F ′ under the canonical projection F → F/(FmN + mNF ). Since X was
arbitrary this proves the claim. �

The above lemma can be generalized slightly. We will need this in Section 4.7.
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Lemma 4.22. Let (H,Λ) be a setting, C a left coideal of H̃ contained in H, and m ∈
MaxSpec(Λ) such that the stabilizer Stab(C,m) is finite-dimensional. Then for any H-

Galois Λ-order F , the completion F̂ (C)m where F (C) = F ∩ LC, is finitely generated as a

left and right Λ̂m-module.

Proof. Replace H by C in the proof of Lemma 4.21. The only difference is that F (C) is not
an algebra but just a (Λ,Λ)-subbimodule of F , but all the arguments go through without
change. �

4.6. Main finiteness theorem.

Theorem 4.23. Let (H,Λ) be a setting and m ∈ MaxSpeccf(Λ). Assume that that the
stabilizer Stab(H,m) is finite-dimensional. Then for every H-Galois Λ-order F :

(i) Irr(F,m) is finite;
(ii) V m is finite-dimensional for every [V ] ∈ Irr(F,m).

The same holds with F replaced by F op.

Proof. Immediate by Lemma 4.21 and the main theorem of [DFO94]. �

The following is example where Irr(F,m) is infinite.

Example 4.24. Let Λ = C[t] and H = C[∂] with ∂ primitive, acting as d/dt on Λ. Fix
a nonzero polynomial p(t) ∈ Λ. Let F = F (p) be the subalgebra of C(t)#H (in fact, of
C[t]#H) generated by C[t] and one more element, X = p(t)∂. F is isomorphic to the
algebra on two generators t,X subject to Xt− tX = p(t). Thus F can also be realized as
an Ore extension C[t][X; IdC[t], d/dt]. Since p is nonzero we have C(t)F = C(t)#C[∂], and
since p is a polynomial, X preserves C[t]. Hence F (p) is a C[∂]-Galois C[t]-order. If p(t) is
a nonzero constant, then F (p) is isomorphic to the first Weyl algebra. Suppose p(t) is not
constant. Let λ ∈ C be a root of p(t), and let µ ∈ C be arbitrary. Define V (λ, µ) = Cvλ,µ
with action tvλ,µ = λvλ,µ and Xvλ,µ = µvλ,µ. Clearly the relation Xt − tX = p(t) is
preserved since λµ− µλ = 0 = p(λ). Thus V (λ, µ) is a one-dimensional (hence simple and
Harish-Chandra with respect to C[t]) module over F (p). Let mλ = (t− λ) be the maximal
ideal of C[t] corresponding to λ. Thus, when λ is a root of p(t), then Irrl

(
F (p),mλ

)
is

uncountably infinite, as it contains the distinct isomorphism classes
[
V (λ, µ)

]
for µ ∈ C.

4.7. Sufficient condition for local finiteness. Let {H̃r}
∞
r=0 be the coradical filtration

of H̃ and Hr = H ∩∆−1(H̃r ⊗H) be the induced filtration on H. Put

Fr = F ∩ (LHr). (4.10)

Since each Hr is a coideal of H̃ contained in H, each Fr is a (Λ,Λ)-subbimodule of F .
Furthermore F0 ⊂ F1 ⊂ · · · and F = ∪∞r=0Fr.

Theorem 4.25. Let F be an H-Galois Λ-order, and m ∈ MaxSpeccf(Λ). Let V be a left
Harish-Chandra module over F with respect to Λ. Suppose that there exists a non-negative
integer r ≥ 0 such that the following two conditions hold:

(i) V = Frvm for some vm ∈ Vm,
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(ii) dimk Stab(Hr,m) <∞.

Then dimk Vm <∞.

Proof. By Lemma 4.22, (̂Fr)m = lim
←−

Fr

mNFr + Frm
N

is finitely generated as a right Λ̂m-

module. Now Vm is a homomorphic image of (̂Fr)m ⊗ Λ/mn where mnvm = 0, hence is
finite-dimensional. �

Example 4.26. Consider the rational-differential setting from Example 2.10, (H,Λ) =(
S(V )⋊W,C[V ]

)
where V is a finite-dimensional complex vector space and W ≤ GL(V ).

Let F be any H-Galois Λ-order. It is natural to study F -modules V generated by a weight
vector vλ for C[V ], where λ ∈ V so that pvλ = p(λ)vλ for all p ∈ C[V ], and such that
furthermore F ∩

(
C(V )Sr+1(V )

)
vλ = 0 for large enough r. For such r we have Frvλ = V

because here Fr = F ∩
(
C(V )#S(V )(r) ⋊ W

)
. Thus condition (i) holds. Furthermore

Stab(Hr,mλ) ∼= S(V )(r) ⋊Wλ where Wλ = {w ∈W | w(mλ) = mλ}. Thus condition (ii) of
Theorem 4.25 holds iff Wλ is finite.

5. Spherical Galois orders

5.1. Setting and definition. Let (H,Λ) be a setting. In this section we further assume

that H is of the form H = H′ ⋊W , where H′ is a H̃-coideal subalgebra of H, and W is
finite subgroup of the group of grouplike elements of H, whose order |W | is invertible in k,
normalizing H′ and (kW ) ∩H′ = k1H. We assume that (L#H′)W acts faithfully on LW .

The following is a generalization of the principal Galois orders from [Har20] (in the case
when the ring Λ from [Har20] is assumed to be an algebra over a field k as in this paper).

Definition 5.1. A spherical Galois order with respect to (H′,W,Λ) is a subalgebra U of
(L#H′)W such that

(i) ΛW ⊂ U ;
(ii) LWU = (L#H′)W ;

(iii) X̂(a) ∈ ΛW for all X ∈ U and all a ∈ ΛW .

Example 5.2. The standard spherical Galois order is defined as

K(H′,W,Λ) = {X ∈ (L#H
′)W | X̂(a) ∈ ΛW for all a ∈ ΛW }. (5.1)

The standard spherical Galois order is the unique maximal spherical Galois order with
respect to (H′,W,Λ).

Example 5.3. When H is a group algebra and Λ is integrally closed, spherical Galois
orders are the same thing as principal Galois orders [Har20]. Thus examples of spherical
Galois orders include finite W-algebras of type A [FMO10][Har20] and Uq(gln) [Har20],
and Coulomb branches [Web19].
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5.2. Spherical Galois orders as centralizer subalgebras. Generalizing [Web19], we
show that the W -centralizer of an H-Galois Λ-order is a spherical Galois order, and that
any spherical Galois order occurs this way.

Put F = L#H′ ⋊ W and K = (L#H′)W . Let FΛ = F(H′ ⋊ W,Λ) be the standard
H-Galois Λ-order and KΛW = K(H′,W,Λ) be the standard spherical Galois order with
respect to (H′,W,Λ).

Proposition 5.4. Let e = 1
|W |

∑
w∈W w ∈ kW be the symmetrizing idempotent.

(a) The map
ψ : K→ eFe, ψ(X) = eXe, (5.2)

is an algebra isomorphism;
(b) ψ(KΛW ) = eFΛe;
(c) If U is a spherical Galois order with respect to (H′,W,Λ), then ψ(U) = eFe for some

H-Galois Λ-order F containing the standard kW -Galois Λ-order F(kW,Λ);
(d) If F is an H-Galois Λ-order, then there exists a spherical Galois order U with respect

to (H′,W,Λ) such that ψ(U) = eFe.

Proof. Straightforward generalization of the proofs of [Web19, Lem. 2.3, Lem. 2.5] but we
provide some details for the convenience of the reader.

(a) ψ is an algebra map since eX = Xe for X ∈ K. Recall that we assume the map

ρ : F → End(L), X 7→ X̂ is injective. Let K = LW . The restriction of ρ to K gives an
injective map ρ|K : K→ End(K). On the other hand if X ∈ eFe then ρ(X) also maps K
into K, giving an injective map ρ|eFe : eFe→ End(K). We have ρ ◦ ψ = ρ|K. This proves
that ψ is injective. For any X ∈ F we have eXe = eX ′e where X ′ = 1

|W |

∑
w∈W wXw−1 ∈

K is the symmetrization of X. Thus ψ is surjective.

(b) If X ∈ KΛW , let Y = ψ(X). Then Ŷ (Λ) ⊂ êX̂(ΛW ) ⊂ ΛW ⊂ Λ. This shows ⊂.
Conversely, let X ∈ FΛ. Let X ′ be as in the proof of part (a). Then X ′ ∈ KΛW and
ψ(X ′) = eX ′e = eXe, proving ⊃.

(c) Let F be the subalgebra of F generated by eUe and F(kW,Λ). By part (b) we have
eF(kW,Λ)e = eΛW e and thus F = F(kW,Λ)eUeF(kW,Λ) and eFe = eUe = ψ(U). Since

Λ ⊂ F(kW,Λ) we have Λ ⊂ F . Since X̂(a) ⊂ Λ for all a ∈ Λ when X ∈ eUe ∪ F(kW,Λ)
the same is true for all X ∈ F . It remains to show that LF = F. Since L ⊂ LF
and kW ⊂ F(kW,Λ) ⊂ F , it suffices to show that H′ ⊂ LF . Since 1 ∈ LeL (a well-
known fact related to that L#kW ∼= EndLW (L) is Morita equivalent to LW ) we have
H′ ⊂ LeLH′LeL = Le(L#H′)eL = Le(L#H′)W eL ⊂ LF .

(d) Let σ : F → K be the symmetrization epimorphism given by σ(X) = 1
|W |

∑
w∈W wXw−1.

Define U to be the image σ(F ). We have ΛW = σ(Λ) ⊂ U . If X ∈ F and γ ∈ Γ

then σ̂(X)(γ) = 1
|W |

∑
w∈W ŵX̂ŵ−1(γ) ∈ 1

|W |

∑
w∈W ŵX̂(ΛW ) ⊂ 1

|W |

∑
w∈W ŵ(Λ) ⊂ ΛW .

Lastly, LWU = σ(L)σ(F ) = σ(LF ) = σ(F) = K. Thus U is a spherical Hopf Galois order.
And ψ(U) = eUe = eσ(F )e = eFe as required. �

Using this we can for example show that spherical Galois orders satisfy the Futorny-
Ovsienko property:
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Lemma 5.5. Let U be a spherical Galois order with respect to (H′,W,Λ). Let V be any
finite-dimensional left (right) K-subspace of K. Then V ∩ U is a finitely-generated left
(right) Γ-module.

Proof. Let F be the corresponding H-Galois Λ-order, by definition generated by eUe and
F(kW,Λ). Then LeV e is a finite-dimensional left L-subspace of F, hence by Theorem 3.18,
LeV e∩F is finitely generated as a left Λ-module, consequently also finitely generated as a
left ΛW -module. Since V ∩U → LeV e∩F , v 7→ eve, is injective, V ∩U is finitely generated
as a left Γ-module. Similarly on the right. �

We obtain the following decomposition and maximal commutativity result, which can
also be proved exactly as in Lemmas 3.11 and 3.12.

Corollary 5.6. Let U be a spherical Galois order with respect to (H′,W,Λ). Then

(a) U = Γ⊕ U−, where U− =
{
X ∈ U | Û(1ΛW ) = 0

}
;

(b) ΛW is a maximal commutative subalgebra of U .

As in [Web19, Lem. 2.8], the quotient functor M 7→ eM from the category of left F -
modules to the category of left U -modules restricts to a functor from the category of Harish-
Chandra modules over F with respect to Λ to the category of Harish-Chandra modules
over U with respect to ΛW . Combined with Theorem 4.23, we obtain the following result,
which generalizes one of the main result of [FO14].

Corollary 5.7. Let U be a spherical Galois order with respect to (H′,W,Λ). Let m ∈
MaxSpeccf(Λ) be such that the stabilizer Stab(H,m) is finite-dimensional. Let n = ΛW ∩m.
Then there are only finitely many isomorphism classes of simple Harish-Chandra U -modules
V such that V n 6= 0. Furthermore, V n is finite-dimensional for any simple Harish-Chandra
U -module V .

5.3. Morita equivalence. Following [Web19], we say that an H-Galois Λ-order F is
Morita for W if FeF = F (equivalently, if 1 ∈ FeF ). Then F is Morita equivalent to
its corresponding spherical Galois order U ∼= eFe. For example, if the kW -Galois Λ-order
F (kW ) = F ∩LW (see Example 3.4) is Morita forW , then so is F . In particular this holds
if F (kW ) is isomorphic to EndΛW (Λ). This in turn holds if F is obtained as in Proposition
5.4 for a spherical Galois order U with respect to (H′,W,Λ) where Λ = C[V ] and W acts
faithfully on V as a complex reflection group.
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