arXiv:2010.14629v2 [math.RT] 8 Feb 2022

ENDOSCOPY FOR AFFINE HECKE CATEGORIES

YAU WING LI

Abstract. We show that the neutral block of the affine monodromic Hecke category for a reductive group is monoidally equivalent to the neutral block of the affine Hecke category for its endoscopic group. The semisimple complexes of both categories can be identified with the generalized Soergel bimodules via the Soergel functor. We extend this identification of semisimple complexes to the neutral blocks of the affine Hecke categories by the technical machinery developed by Bezrukavnikov and Yun.

Contents

1. Introduction 1 2. Notations and conventions 3 3. Affine monodromic Hecke categories 6 4. Convolution product 8 5. Basic properties of Hecke categories 11 6. Maximal IC sheaves 14 7. Affine monodromic Soergel functor 25 8. Soergel bimodule 33 9. Equivalence for the neutral block 34 References 38

1. Introduction

1.1. Hecke category. Let G be a connected split reductive group over F_q , T be a maximal torus inside a Borel subgroup B and W be the Weyl group of G. The Hecke algebra H_q(W ) is the ring of Q_ℓ -valued functions on the double cosets B(F_q )\G(F_q )/B(F_q ), that is the bi-B(F_q )-invariant functions on G(F_q ). The convolution product gives the multiplication structure. The Hecke algebra is ubiquitous in representation theory. For instance, it is related to the representations of finite groups of Lie type [DL] and the characters of the Verma modules in the BGG category O via Kazhdan-Lusztig canonical basis [Hu].

The affine Hecke algebra (or the Iwahori-Hecke algebra) is a generalization of the Hecke algebra, where the loop group G_K and the Iwahori subgroup I take the roles of G and B respectively. This can be thought of as a quantization of the group algebra of the affine Weyl group ~W . The affine Hecke algebra is a central object in the local geometric Langlands program. It governs the irreducible admissible representations of G(F_q ((t))) with Iwahori-invariant vectors.

Date: February 10, 2022. 1

The affine Hecke category categorifies the affine Hecke algebra. We consider I-equivariant constructible sheaves instead of I-equivariant functions. Under the sheaf-function dictionary of Grothendieck, we can associate a sheaf with a function by taking the trace of Frobenius. To adapt the six functors formalism, it is better to consider the derived category of equivariant sheaves D^b_m(I\G_K/I), which is a monoidal category. The affine Hecke category and its relatives play extremely important roles in the geometric representation theory. They are related to the representations of the quantum group at the root of unity and coherent sheaves on the Springer resolution [ABG].

1.2. Results. The affine Hecke category has monodromic counterparts. Let I_u be the pro-unipotent radical of I. Suppose L^′ and L are two character sheaves over T . We can consider the I_u-equivariant derived category of mixed complexes of sheaves on G_K/I_u whose monodromy under left (resp. right) T -action is L^′ (resp. L^{−1}). Denote the category as_L′ D_L. For any two sheaves in_L′′ D_L′ and_L′ D_L, one can define their convolution product, which is a sheaf in_L′′ D_L. In particular,_LD_L is a monoidal category._LD_L can be decomposed into several smaller (not necessarily monoidal) subcategories. Denote the identity block of the decomposition as_LD^∘_L.

Theorem 1.1. Let G be a connected split reductive group over F_q , and T be a maximal torus inside a Borel subgroup B. Assume that L is a character sheaf over T and H is the endoscopic group for L. Let H_K and I_H be the loop group and the Iwahori subgroup of H respectively.

Then there is a canonical monoidal equivalence of triangulated categories,

Φ^∘_L : D^b_m(I_H \H_K/I_H )^{∘ ∼}−→_LD^∘_L preserving the standard objects, the IC sheaves and the costandard objects, i.e. Φ^∘_L sends Δ(w)_H , IC(w)_H , ∇(w)_H to Δ(w)_L, IC(w)_L, ∇(w)_L respectively for all w ∈ ~W ∘_L = ~W ∘_H . Db_m(I_H \H_K/I_H )∘ is the identity block of Db_m(I_H \H_K/I_H ). In other words, it contains the sheaves supported on the identity connected component of I_H \H_K/I_H .

In fact Φ^∘_L satisfies more properties which we cover in Theorem 9.1. We also prove the analogous statement for the central extension of the loop group in Theorem 9.2. In this case, L is a character sheaf over T , but not over its central extension. The similar statement for the reductive group case was proved by Lusztig and Yun in [LY].

1.3. Potential application to local geometric Langlands program. In [Be], Bezrukavnikov proved the case of the unipotently ramified local geometric Langlands correspondence. More precisely, he proved the equivalence between the affine Hecke category associated with a reductive group G over F_q and the DG category of equivariant coherent sheaves on the derived Steinberg variety of Langlands dual group G^L. He then conjectured the tamely ramified local geometric Langlands correspondence, which is a similar statement for the affine monodromic Hecke category and the DG category of equivariant coherent sheaves on the twisted derived Steinberg variety. See Conjecture 58 in loc.cit..

When G is simple and of adjoint type, it can be shown that the twisted derived Steinberg variety for G^L is isomorphic to the derived Steinberg variety for H^L. Therefore the conjecture is equivalent to the equivalence of non-neutral blocks via Bezrukavnikov’s equivalence. This will be discussed in a forthcoming paper.

1.4. Method of proof. To explain the proof, we recall how the reductive group case is proved in [LY]. Their proof makes extensive use of the monodromic Sorgel functor M which maps a semisimple sheaf F to the H^∗_T (pt)-bimodule of homomorphisms from a maximal IC sheaf to F. As a special case when L is trivial, M is the same as the global sections functor. Via this functor, the IC sheaves can be identified with generalized Soergel bimodules. The general DG model construction in [BY] is then used to extend this equivalence to the neutral blocks of derived categories.

The main difficulty in extending the above argument in [LY] to the loop group case is that there are no IC sheaves with maximal support, hence the above definition of M does not apply. The main contribution of this paper is to consider monodromic sheaves on Bun_{0,∞}, where Bun_{0,∞} is the moduli stack classifying Gbundles on P^1 along with a Borel reduction at zero and infinity. There is a unique maximal orbit in each block of_L′ ~W_L. We can define the maximal IC sheaves as the IC sheaves which are supported on these orbits. This allows us to define M for the loop group case. When L is trivial, the maximal IC sheaf is the constant sheaf. In this special case, Härterich proved in [Hä] that the subcategory of semisimple complexes can be realized as the Soergel bimodules of the affine Weyl group via taking equivariant cohomology.

To prove that M is a monoidal functor, we construct a coalgebra structure on each maximal IC sheaf Θ. Note that we cannot define the two-fold convolution product of Θ directly. Instead, we consider the convolution product Θ ⋆ Av_! Θ, where Av_! is the functor averaging sheaves along I_u-orbits. The key in constructing the coalgebra map from Θ to Θ ⋆ Av_! Θ boils down to computing stalks of Av_! Θ. These are computed in Proposition 6.7 by applying Braden’s hyperbolic localization in [Br].

1.5. Acknowledgements. The author would like to thank his advisor Zhiwei Yun for introducing him to the subject and this particular problem, as well as his endless patience and continuous guidance. Without him, this work would not exist.

2. Notations and conventions

We follow most of the notations and conventions in [LY].

2.1. Frobenius. Throughout the article, k = F_q is a fixed algebraic closure of F_q and ℓ is a prime different from p = char(k). Denote pt to be Spec(F_q ).

For any Artin stack X over F_q . We denote by D^b_m(X) the derived category of étale Q_ℓ -complexes on X whose cohomology sheaves are mixed. When J is an algebraic group over F_q acting on a scheme Y over F_q , D^b_m([J\Y ]) is the Jequivariant derived category of étale Q_ℓ -complexes on Y whose cohomology sheaves are mixed. In this case, we sometimes write D^b_{m,J} (Y ) instead.

For any Artin stack X over F_q , denote Fr_X to be the geometric Frobenius of X. The subscript will be suppressed whenever the context is clear.

For any Artin stack X over F_q , the projection map X_k := X ×_{pt} Spec(k) → X induces a pullback functor ω : D^b_m(X) → D^b_c(X_k). Let F, G ∈ D^b_m(X). Define the following two types of homomorphisms between F and G,

ext^i(F, G) := Hom_Db_{m (X)}(F, G[i])

Ext^i(F, G) := Hom_Db_{c (Xk )}(ωF, ωG[i])

Note that the latter module carries a Frobenius action. We distinguish the corresponding derived functors by Rhom and RHom respectively. Unless otherwise specified, RHom(F, G) always means RHom(ωF, ωG).

Let M be a graded module over a graded algebra A. Denote M[1] to be the graded module with M[1]_i = M_{i+1}.

Suppose Frobenius acts on A and M is a graded A module with a compatible Frobenius action Fr_M , that is Fr_A(a) Fr_M (m) = Fr_M (am). Define M(1) to be the same underlying A-module with the twisted Frobenius action Fr_{M(1)}(m) = q Fr_M (m).

Fix a square root of q in Q_ℓ . We define M⟨1⟩ = M[1](1/2). This convention applies to both mixed sheaves and graded modules with Frobenius action.

2.2. Rank one character sheaves. Recall the definition of rank one character sheaves.

Definition 2.1. Let J be an algebraic group over F_q . A rank one character sheaf over J is a triple (L, ι, ϕ) where L is a rank one local system on J, ι : L_e^∼−→ Q_ℓ is the rigidification of stalk at the identity element e of J and ϕ : m^∗L^∼−→ L ⊠ L is an identification between the pullback of L along m, the multiplication map of J, and the exterior product of L, satisfying the associativity and unital axioms. Denote Ch(J) to be the isomorphism class of rank one character sheaves over J.

By abuse of notation, we write L instead of (L, ι, ϕ). Details about rank one character sheaves can be found in [LY] and [Y2]. We mention two important properties of character sheaves here. Firstly, the automorphism group of L is trivial when J is connected. Secondly, when J is a split torus over F_q , Ch(J) can be identified with Hom(J(F_q ), Q_ℓ ) = J^L(Q_ℓ ), where J^L is the Langlands dual of J over Q_ℓ .

2.3. Group theory.

2.3.1. Loop group. Let G be a connected split reductive group over F_q . Fix a pair of opposite Borel subgroups B and B^−. Denote U and U^− as the unipotent radical of B and B^− respectively. Recall the functor of points of some ind-group schemes associated with G, B, B^−, U, U^−, T . Let A be a F_q -algebra.

(1) Loop group G_K, which sends A to G(A((t))); (2) Positive loop group G_O, which sends A to G(A[[t]]);

(3) Standard Iwahori subgroup I, which sends A to the elements of G(A[[t]]) whose image is in B(A) when evaluating t at zero.

(4) Standard opposite Iwahori subgroup I^−, which sends A to the elements of G(A[t^{−1}]) whose image is in B^−(A) when evaluating t^{−1} at zero.

(5) Pro-unipotent radical of standard Iwahori subgroup I_u, which sends A to the elements of G(A[[t]]) whose image is in U(A) when evaluating t at zero.

(6) Pro-unipotent radical of standard oppositie Iwahori subgroup I^−_u , which sends A to the elements of G(A[t^{−1}]) whose image is in U^−(A) when evaluating t^{−1} at zero.

The affine flag variety G_K/I and the enhanced affine flag variety G_K/I_u play a central role in this paper. We will also work with the affine Grassmannian Gr_G = G_K/G_O in Section 7. Note that these ind-schemes may have a non-reduced structure.

2.3.2. Affine Weyl group. Let ~W be the extended affine Weyl group associated to G_K and ≤ be the standard Bruhat order of ~W . Define T_K = T ×_{Fq} F_q ((t)) and T_O = T ×_{Fq} F_q [[t]]. Note that ~W is isomorphic to N_{GK} (T_K)(F_q )/T_O(F_q ) as an abstract group, where N_{GK} (T_K) is the normalizer of T_K in G_K. We fix a set of coset representatives {ẇ} ⊂ N_{GK} (T_K)(F_q ), where ẇ is the coset representative of w ∈ ~W . For s a simple reflection in ~W , let P_s be the standard parahoric subgroup corresponding to s. Denote the pro-unipotent radical of P_s by I^s_u and the Levi subgroup by L_s.

Define M(w, w^′) to be the subset {x ∈ ~W : x ≥ uv for any u ≤ w and v ≤ w^′} for any w, w^′ ∈ ~W .

2.4. Geometry. All varieties in this article refer to quasi-projective separated schemes of finite type over F_q . In particular varieties can be non-reduced. For example, Spec(F_q [x]/(x^2)) is a variety in our sense. The fact that D^b(X) is equivalent to D^b(X^{red}) implies no information is lost when passing to the reduced structure.

2.4.1. Affine flag variety. The left multiplication of I induces a stratification on G_K/I. The strata are indexed by ~W by the Bruhat decomposition. Each stratum contains a unique ẇ. We denote IẇI as G_{K,w}. It is well known that G_{K,w}/I is an affine space of dimension ℓ(w) and G_{K,w}/I ⊂ G_{K,w}′ /I if and only if w ≤ w^′, where the overline stands for the closure. We denote G_{K,w} by G_{K,≤w}.

2.4.2. Moduli space of G-bundles over P^1. Let Bun_{G,0}′_{,∞}′ be the moduli stack classifying the data of (E, F_0′ , F_∞′ ), where E is a G-bundle on P^1, F_0′ is a B-reduction at zero and F_∞′ is a B^−-reduction at infinity. For instance, when G = GL_n, Bun_{G,0}′_{,∞}′ classifies rank n vector bundles on P^1 together with a complete flag at zero and infinity respectively.

There is a natural map from Bun_{G,0}′_{,∞}′ to Bun_{G,P}1 =: Bun_G by forgetting the two Borel reductions. Via this map we may view Bun_{G,0}′_{,∞}′ as a (G/B × G/B^−)- fibration over Bun_G. Since Bun_G is locally of finite type, so is Bun_{G,0}′_{,∞}′ . Since we will be working with a fixed G, in the remaining of the paper we will write Bun_0′_{,∞}′ instead of Bun_{G,0}′_{,∞}′ .

G_K/I can be interpreted as the moduli space of G-bundles E on P^1 with a Borel reduction at 0 and a trivialization of E on P^1\{0} (see [G1]). From this, we know that there is a natural map from G_K/I to Bun_0′_{,∞}′ . This map induces a natural isomorphism [I^−\G_K/I] ≃ Bun_0′_{,∞}′ (see [LS] and [Z, Theorem 2.3.7] ). From the Birkhoff decomposition, [I^−\G_K/I] is naturally stratified and the strata are indexed by ~W . For w ∈ ~W , let Bun^w_0′_{,∞}′ be the locally closed substack of Bun_0′_{,∞}′ corresponding to the stratum w. Bun^w_0′_{,∞}′ is of codimension ℓ(w) in Bun_0′_{,∞}′ . In particular, Bun^e_0′_{,∞}′ is an open substack of Bun_0′_{,∞}′ .

It is well known that (e.g. see [F]) Bun^w_0′_{,∞}′ is in the closure of Bun^{w′}_0′_{,∞}′ if and only if w ≥ w^′. Let Bun^{≥w}_0′_{,∞}′ be the union of Bun^{w′}_0′_{,∞}′ for w^′ ≥ w. It is the closure of Bun^w_0′_{,∞}′ . Let Bun^{≤w}_0′_{,∞}′ be the union of Bun^{w′}_0′_{,∞}′ for w^′ ≤ w. It is an open substack of Bun_0′_{,∞}′ .

There are some variants of Bun_0′_{,∞}′ . Let Bun_{0,∞}′ (resp. Bun_0′_{,∞}, Bun_{0,∞}) be the moduli stack of G-bundles on P^1 with a U-reduction (resp. a B-reduction, a U-reduction) at zero and a B^−-reduction (resp. a U^−-reduction, a U^−-reduction) at infinity. There are natural smooth maps from each variant to Bun_0′_{,∞}′ as a U-reduction gives a B-reduction naturally. In particular, Bun_{0,∞} is a T × T -bundle over Bun_0′_{,∞}′ . The stratification of Bun_0′_{,∞}′ gives rise to a stratification of each variant. Define Bun^w_{0,∞}′ as the strata indexed by w of Bun_{0,∞}′ . Similarly, we can define Bun^w_{0,∞}, Bun^{≥w}_{0,∞}′ etc.

We will also consider bundles with parahoric level structures. Let Bun_{^0,∞} be the moduli stack of G-bundle on P^1 with a full level structure at zero and a U^−- reduction at infinity. That is, Bun_{^0,∞} classifies the data of (E, F_∞, τ), where E is a G-bundle on P^1, F_∞ is a U^−-reduction at infinity and τ is a trivialization of the restriction of E to the formal disc at zero, which is identified with Spec F_q ((t)). Notice that G_K naturally acts on Bun_{^0,∞} from the right (see [Y1, Construction 4.2.2]).

Let Bun_{0s,∞} be the quotient stack of Bun_{^0,∞} by I^s_u, that is the moduli stack of G-bundles on P^1 with a I^s_u-level structure at zero and a U^−-reduction at infinity. From its construction, we know that Bun_{0s,∞} is locally of finite type ([Y1, Corollary 4.2.6]) and it is naturally stratified with the index set {w : ws < w}. Denote Bun^w_{0s,∞} be the strata corresponding to w.

Example 2.2. When G = GL_2 and s is the non-affine simple reflection, Bun_{0s,∞} classifies the data of (E_0 ⊃ E_1 ⊃ E_2 = E_0 ⊗ O_P1(−∞), γ, γ_0, γ_1), where O_P1(−∞) is the ideal sheaf of ∞ in P^1, E_0 and E_1 are vector bundles of rank 2 on P^1 such that E_0/E_1 is of length 1, γ_i are isomorphisms E_i/E_{i+1}^∼−→ δ_∞ for i = 0, 1, γ is an isomorphism E_0/E_0 ⊗ O_P1(−0)^∼−→ δ^{⊕2}_0 , δ_0 and δ_∞ are the skyscraper sheaf at 0 and ∞ respectively.

3. Affine monodromic Hecke categories

In this section, we introduce our main players in this paper_L′ D_L and_L′ D^−_L , the categories of positive sheaves and negative sheaves respectively. The former one is usually called affine monodromic Hecke categories. We give examples at the end. The monodromic sheaves are also discussed in [BFO] and [L].

3.1. Construction of_L′ D_L. Let X be a stack of finite type over F_q , J be a connected group acting on X and L a character sheaf on J. Lusztig and Yun defined a Q_ℓ -linear triangulated category D^b_{(J,L),m}(X) in Section 2.5 in [LY].

For each w ∈ ~W , there exists a normal, finite codimension subgroup J_w of I such that it is contained in I_u and acts trivially on G_{K,≤w}/I_u. Replacing J_w′ by their common intersection, we may assume J_w′ ⊂ J_w for w ≤ w^′. Hence D^b_m(I_u\G_{K,≤w}/I_u) can be defined as D^b_m((I_u/J_w)\G_{K,≤w}/I_u), which is independent of the choice of J_w. We apply the construction of Lusztig and Yun to (I_u/J_w)\G_{K,≤w}/I_u and obtain D^b_{(T ×T,L⊠L′ ),m}(I_u\G_{K,≤w}/I_u) for any two character sheaves L, L^′ on T . To simplify the notation, we define_L′ D(≤ w)_L := D^b_{(T ×T,L′⊠L−1),m}(I_u\G_{K,≤w}/I_u) and_L′ D(w)_L := D^b_{(T ×T,L′⊠L−1),m}(I_u\G_{K,w}/I_u).

Once we define the monodromic equivariant derived categories for finitely many strata, we could define the monodromic equivariant derived categories for the affine flag variety

L^′ DL = 2- lim−→ w∈~W L^′ D(≤ w)L,

to be the inductive 2-limit of_L′ D(≤ w)_L with respect to the inductive system of pushforward functor of closed embedding i_{w,w}′ : I_u\G_{K,≤w}/I_u → I_u\G_{K,≤w}′ /I_u for w ≤ w^′. Objects in this category are called positive sheaves.

When L and L^′ are trivial,_L′ D_L coincides with the usual Hecke category D^b_m(I\G_K/I) in [BY] up to the difference between Kac-Moody group and the loop group.

3.2. Construction of_L′ D^−_L . We study monodromic sheaves on Bun^{≤w}_0′_{,∞}′ .

Since Bun^{≤w}_0′_{,∞}′ is a scheme of finite type quotient by an algebraic group [F, Lemma 6], D^b_m(Bun^{≤w}_0′_{,∞}′ ) and its monodromic counterparts_L′ D(≤ w)^−_L := D^b_{(T ×T,L′ ⊠L−1),m}(Bun^{≤w}_{0,∞}) can be defined via the construction by Lusztig and Yun.

For each pair w^′ ≤ w, the open embedding j_{w,w}′ : Bun^{≤w′}_{0,∞} → Bun^{≤w}_{0,∞} induces a functor of derived categories j^∗_{w,w}′ :_L′ D(≤ w)^−_L →_L′ D(≤ w^′)^−_L . These functors form a projective system of triangulated categories. Let L^′ D − L = 2 − lim←− w∈~W L^′ D(≤ w) − L be the projective 2-limit of this system.

Concretely, objects in this category are (F_w, χ_{w,w}′ ), where F_w is a sheaf on Bun^{≤w}_{0,∞} with the prescribed monodromy and χ_{w,w}′ is an isomorphism from F_w to j^∗_{w,w}′ F_w′ such that j^∗_{w,w}′ χ_w′_{,w}′′ ∘ χ_{w,w}′ = χ_{w,w}′′ whenever w ≤ w^′ ≤ w^{′′}. The morphism between (F_w, χ_{w,w}′ ) and (G_w, ψ_{w,w}′ ) is a family of morphisms ϕ_w : F_w → G_w such that ψ_{w,w}′ ∘ ϕ_w = ϕ_w′ ∘ χ_{w,w}′ for any w ≤ w^′. We call objects in this category negative sheaves.

3.3. Examples. Let us mention some objects in the derived categories defined in the previous subsections.

3.3.1. Positive sheaves. It is clear that_L′ D(w)_L is zero unless L^′ = wL. For w ∈ ~W and its lifting ẇ, taking stalks at ẇ induces an equivalence from_{wL}D(w)_L to D^b_{(T ×T,wL⊠L),m}(ẇT ) ≃ D^b_{Γ(w),m}(ẇ), where Γ(w) = {(wt, t)} ⊂ T × T . Denote C(ẇ)^+_L to be any sheaf corresponding to constant sheaf Q_ℓ ⟨ℓ(w)⟩ on ẇ under this equivalence. Note that C(ẇ)^+_L is unique up to a scalar.

From the local system C(ẇ)^+_L , we can construct other related sheaves in_L′ D(≤ w)_L such as the standard sheaf Δ(ẇ)^+_L := i_{w,!}C(ẇ)^+_L , the costandard sheaf ∇(ẇ)^+_L := i_{w,∗}C(ẇ)^+_L and the intersection cohomology sheaf IC(ẇ)^+_L := i_{w,!∗}C(ẇ)^+_L , where i_w is the open embedding from I_u\G_{K,w}/I_u to its closure I_u\G_{K,≤w}/I_u. The same notations are used to denote their images in_L′ D_L, and they are called positive standard sheaf, positive costandard sheaf and positive IC sheaf respectively. Notice that ωΔ(ẇ)^+_L , ω IC(ẇ)^+_L and ω∇(ẇ)^+_L are isomorphic for any lifting ẇ. We denote these isomorphism classes under ω by Δ(w)^+_L , IC(w)^+_L and ∇(w)^+_L respectively.

3.3.2. Negative sheaves. Denote D^b_{(T ×T,L′ ⊠L−1),m}(Bun^w_{0,∞}) as_L′ D(w)^−_L . We can define the constant sheaf C(ẇ)^−_L ∈_L′ D(w)^−_L , whose stalk at ẇ is Q_ℓ ⟨−ℓ(w)⟩. Note that_L′ D(w)^−_L is zero unless L^′ = wL.

Since !-extension, ∗-extension and IC-extension from open subsets are wellbehaved with respect to open restriction, we can define the negative standard sheaf Δ(ẇ)^−_L := j_{w,!}C(ẇ)^−_L , the negative costandard sheaf ∇(ẇ)^−_L := j_{w,∗}C(ẇ)^−_L , and the negative IC sheaf IC(ẇ)^−_L := j_{w,!∗}C(ẇ)^−_L in_L′ D^−_L , where j_w is the embedding from Bun^w_{0,∞} to Bun_{0,∞}. Similar to positive sheaves, we denote the isomophism classes of images of above sheaves under ω by Δ(w)^−_L , IC(w)^−_L and ∇(w)^−_L respectively.

As an illustration, we construct IC(ẇ)^−_L explicitly and show that it is welldefined. For any w^{′′} ≥ w^′ ≥ w, we have a chain of embeddings of stacks of finite

type, Bun^w_{0,∞}^{j−w}−−→ Bun^{≤w′}_{0,∞}^j − w′ ,w′′ −−−−→ Bun^{≤w′′}_{0,∞} . Since j^−_w′_{,w}′′ is an open embedding, (j^−_w′_{,w}′′ )^∗((j^−_w′_{,w}′′ ∘ j^−_w )_{!∗}(C(ẇ)^−_L )) is canonically isomorphic to (j^−_w )_{!∗}(C(ẇ)^−_L )) via the restriction map. Since the set {w^′ : w^′ ≥ w} is cofinal, IC(ẇ)^−_L ∈_L′ D^−_L can be defined as the projective system (j^−_w )_{!∗}(C(ẇ)^−_L ).

3.4. Basic operations. The construction of sheaf hom RHom in [LY] can be easily generalized to affine case. By viewing negative sheaves as sheaves on G_K/I_u, RHom(F, G) is also well-defined for F ∈_L′ D^−_L , G ∈_L′ D_L.

We define the renormalized Verdier dualities D^+ and D^− on_L′ D_L and_L′ D^−_L respectively as follows.

For F ∈_L′ D_L, suppose its support is contained in G_{K,≤w}/I_u. Define D^+ (F) := D_{GK ,≤w /Iu} (F)[2 dim(T )], where D_{GK ,≤w /Iu} is the usual Verdier duality for the scheme G_{K,≤w}/I_u. It is independent of the choice of w. Moreover, it is constructible along I_u-orbit and its monodromy is reversed. Hence D^+ is a contravariant functor from_L′ D_L to_L′−1 D_L−1 . Let_L′ D^{≤0}_L (resp._L′ D^{≥0}_L ) be the full subcategory consists of objects F ∈_L′ D_L such that F[dim(T )], as a complex on G_K/I_u, lies in^pD^{≤0}(G_K/I_u) (resp.^pD^{≥0}(G_K/I_u)). Since closed embedding is perverse exact, it is justified to define^pD^{≤0}(G_K/I_u) and^pD^{≥0}(G_K/I_u).

For F ∈_L′ D^−_L , define D^− (F) := D_{Bun 0,∞} (F)[−2 dim(T )], where D_{Bun 0,∞} is the standard Verdier duality on Bun_{0,∞}. Note that it is well-defined because open restriction commutes with the standard Verdier duality.

Let_L′ D^{−,≤0}_L (resp._L′ D^{−,≥0}_L ) be the full subcategory consists of objects F ∈ L^′ D − L such that F[dim(T )], as a complex on Bun_{0,∞}, lies in^pD^{≤0}(Bun_{0,∞}) (resp.

pD^{≥0}(Bun_{0,∞})). Since taking restriction to an open subset is perverse exact, it makes sense to define^pD^{≤0}(Bun_{0,∞}) and^pD^{≥0}(Bun_{0,∞}). More precisely, (F_w)_{w∈~W} ∈ pD^{≤0}(Bun_{0,∞}) if and only if F_w ∈^pD^{≤0}(Bun_{0,∞}).

Note that D^+ (resp. D^− ) is an involutive anti-equivalence of categories between

L^′ DL and L^{′−1} DL^{−1} (resp. L^′ D − L and_L′−1 D^−_{L−1} ).

Starting from this point, we define perverse sheaves to be the objects in_L′ D^{≤0}_L ∩ L^′ D ≥0 L or_L′ D^{−,≤0}_L ∩_L′ D^{−,≥0}_L . By our degree shift convention, D^+ and D^− preserve perverse sheaves. Note that both positive and negative IC sheaves are perverse in this sense.

4. Convolution product

In this section, we give the definition of convolution products between the sheaves of different types.

4.1. Convolution product of two positive sheaves. The convolution product of the affine monodromic Hecke categories is defined in a similar way to [LY] and [MV] by taking both infinite-dimensional varieties and monodromies into account.

Let F ∈_L′′ D(≤ w)_L′ and G ∈_L′ D(≤ w^′)_L. Choose w^{′′} ∈ M(w, w^′). Consider the following maps G_{K,≤w}/I_u×G_{K,≤w}′ /I_u^p←− G_{K,≤w}/J_w′ ×G_{K,≤w}′ /I_u^q−→ G_{K,≤w}/J_w′ ×^{Iu/Jw′} G_{K,≤w}′ /I_u. G_{K,≤w}/J_w′ ×^{Iu/Jw′} G_{K,≤w}′ /I_u^ϕ + w,w′ −−−−→ G_{K,≤w}/J_w′ ×^{I/Jw′} G_{K,≤w}′ /I_u^μ + w,w′ −−−−→ G_{K,≤w}′′ /I_u Here p, q are the canonical quotient maps and μ^+_{w,w}′ is the multiplication map.

Since J_w′ is normal in I, there is a natural action of T on G_{K,≤w}/J_w′ ×^{Iu/Jw′} G_{K,≤w}′ /I_u by setting t(g_1, g_2) = (g_1t^{−1}, tg_2). Let ϕ^+_{w,w}′ be the quotient map of this action.

Since p^∗(F⊠G) is I_u/J_w′ -equivariant, we can find a sheaf F ~⊠G on G_{K,≤w}/J_w′ ×^{Iu/Jw′} G_{K,≤w}′ /I_u such that p^∗(F ⊠ G) ∼= q^∗(F ~⊠G). Similarly, F ~⊠G has a natural T - equivariant structure under the aforementioned T action, hence it descends to a sheaf F⊙G on G_{K,≤w}/J_w′ ×^{I/Jw′} G_{K,≤w}′ /I_u.

(μ^+_{w,w}′ )_∗(F ⊙G) is I_u-equivariant and hence can be viewed as an object in_L′′ D_L. One can check that it is independent of the choice of w, w^′, w^{′′}, J_w′ . Observe that both leftmost and rightmost T -monodromic structures are preserved under the above operations. Hence we can define a functor from ⋆_+ :_L′′ D_L′ ×_L′ D_L to_L′′ D_L sending (F, G) to F ⋆_+ G := (μ^+_{w,w}′ )_∗(F ⊙ G).

Since all the above maps are of finite type, the base change theorem shows that ⋆_+ is associative.

4.2. Convolution product of negative sheaves and positive sheaves. We also need to define the convolution product of negative sheaves and positive sheaves. In the case of trivial monodromies, it is known as the Hecke modification in the literature (see [G2]). Most properties of this special case can be generalized to monodromic cases without much difficulty.

Let H_{0,∞} be the Hecke stack of Bun_{0,∞} with a modification at zero. That is, H_{0,∞} classifies the data of (E^1, F^1_0 , F^1_∞, E^2, F^2_0 , F^2_∞, β), where (E^i, F^i_0 , F^i_∞) ∈ Bun_{0,∞} for i = 1, 2 and β is an isomorphism E^1|_P1_{−{0}} ≃ E^2|_P1_{−{0}} sending F^1_∞ to F^2_∞.

Let pr_1, pr_2 be the two projections from H_{0,∞} to Bun_{0,∞}. The fibers of pr_1 (or pr_2) are isomorphic to G_K/I_u. Hence we can view H_{0,∞} as a twisted product of Bun_{0,∞} and G_K/I_u. Let H^{≤w}_{0,∞} (resp. H^w_{0,∞}) be the inverse image pr^{−1}_1 (Bun^{≤w}_{0,∞}) (resp. pr^{−1}_1 (Bun^w_{0,∞})).

The stratification of G_K/I_u induces a stratification of H_{0,∞}. Denote the substack corresponding to G_{K,≤w}/I_u (resp. G_{K,w}/I_u) by H_{0,∞,≤w} (resp. H_{0,∞,w}). H_{0,∞,≤w} can be realized as a twisted product of Bun_{0,∞} and G_{K,≤w}/I_u. For any w, w^′ ∈ ~W , let H^{≤w′}_{0,∞,≤w} be the intersection of H_{0,∞,≤w} and H^{≤w′}_{0,∞} . Similarly, we can define H^{w′}_{0,∞,w}, H^{≤w′}_{0,∞,w} and H^{w′}_{0,∞,≤w}. Let H_0′_{,∞} be the quotient of H_{0,∞} by the T -action on the U-reduction at zero of the first G-bundle. That is, H_0′_{,∞} classifies the data of (E^1, F^1_0 , F^1_∞′ , E^2, F^2_0′ , F^2_∞′ , β), where F^1_0 is a B-reduction of E^1 and the rest is same as H_{0,∞}. Since H^{≤w′}_{0,∞,≤w} is stable under the T -action, we can define H^{≤w′}_0′_{,∞,≤w} as the quotient of H^{≤w′}_{0,∞,≤w} by T , which is a substack of H_0′_{,∞}.

By abuse of notation, we denote the projections from H_0′_{,∞} to Bun_0′_{,∞} (resp. Bun_{0,∞}) by pr_1 (resp. pr_2) respectively. We also use the same notation when restricted to a substack.

The definition of convoloution product of a negative sheaf F and a positive sheaf G is as follows.

Let F = (F_w)_{w∈~W} ∈_L′′ D^−_L′ , G ∈_L′ D(≤ w^′)_L. For each w ∈ ~W . Choose w^{′′} ∈ M(w, w^{′−1}) and w^{′′′} ∈ M(w^{′′}, w^′). Consider the following maps Bun^{≤w′′}_{0,∞}^{pr1}←−− H^{≤w′′}_{0,∞,≤w}′^q−→ H^{≤w′′}_0′_{,∞,≤w}′^{pr2}−−→ Bun^{≤w′′′}_{0,∞} Since G is I_u-equivariant, we can form the twisted product of F_w′′ ~⊠G on H^{≤w′′}_{0,∞,≤w}′ .

It descends to a sheaf F_w′′ ⊙ G on H^{≤w′′}_0′_{,∞,≤w}′ . Hence we obtain a sheaf pr_{2∗}(F_w′′ ⊙ G) ∈_L′′ D(≤ w^{′′′})^−_L . It is not hard to check that its restriction on Bun^{≤w}_{0,∞} is independent to the choice of w^′, w^{′′}, w^{′′′}. They form a projective system when w runs through ~W . From this, we obtain a negative sheaf and denote it as F ⋆_− G ∈_L′′ D^−_L . It is clear that ⋆_− is a functor from_L′′ D^−_L′ ×_L′ D_L to_L′′ D^−_L .

By the base change theorem, we have F ⋆_− (G ⋆_+ H) ≃ (F ⋆_− G) ⋆_+ H for F ∈_L′′′ D^−_L′′ , G ∈_L′′ D_L′ , H ∈_L′ D_L. 4.3. Definition of ~W_L and ~W^∘_L. Lusztig defined ~W^∘_L attached to any L ∈ Ch(T ) in [L].^1 Since this group plays an important role in this paper, we recall its construction. First, we construct the root system attached to L ∈ Ch(T ).

Let Q^∨ be the coroot lattice of G, Φ^∨_L is the subset of coroots in Φ^∨(G, T ) such that restriction of L to those coroots are trivial. Let Φ_L be the corresponding subset of roots. We form the endoscopic group H using the root datum (X^∗(T ), X_∗(T ), Φ_L, Φ^∨_L). Note that H and G share the same maximal torus, but H is not a subgroup of G in general. W^∘_L is the Weyl group of this root system. It is a normal subgroup of W_L, the stabilizer of L in the finite Weyl group W of G.

Similar to the reductive group case, we define ~Φ^∨_L to be the subset of affine coroots whose restrictions of L are trivial. Fix a non-degenerate W -invariant bilinear form on X_∗(T ) ⊗_Z Q. Let ~W^∘_L be the group generated by the reflections of X_∗(T ) ⊗_Z Q correspond to the coroots in ~Φ^∨_L. The results in [Bo] show that ~W^∘_L is a Coxeter group. On the other hand, the affine Weyl group of H, ~W_H = W_H ⋉ Q^∨_H , is a subgroup of ~W = W ⋉ X_∗(T ). We now show that ~W^∘_L = ~W_H . Notice that (w, ϕ) ∈ W ⋉ X_∗(T ) sends −ϕ to 0. Hence (w, ϕ) is an orthogonal reflection if and only if it is the reflection along the affine hyperplane passing through −ϕ/2 and perpendicular to ϕ. Therefore (w, ϕ) is a reflection if and only if ϕ is a multiple of a coroot α^∨ and w is the associated reflection s_α. For m ∈ Z, the reflection (s_α, mα^∨) is in ~W^∘_L if and only if s_α ∈ W_L. It is now clear that both ~W^∘_L and ~W_H are generated by same set of reflections.

It is also not hard to prove that ~W^∘_L is a normal subgroup in ~W_L, the stabilizer of L in ~W . Here the action of ~W on Ch(T ) is defined to factor through W . Note that ~W_L is isomorphic to W_L ⋉ X_∗(T ). Henceforth we fix o, a W -orbit of Ch(T ).

Definition 4.1. Let L, L^′ ∈ o. Define_L′ ~W_L := {w ∈ ~W : w(L) = L^′} =_L′ W_L ⋉ X_∗(T ) and define_L′ ~W_L :=_L′ ~W_L/~W^∘_L = ~W^∘_L′ \_L′ ~W_L. Elements in this coset space are called the blocks of o.

Example 4.2. Let G = Sp_{2n}. The roots of G are {±L_i ± L_j } ∪ {±2L_i} and the coroots are {±e_i ± e_j } ∪ {±e_i}, where L_i’s are orthonormal and e_i is the dual basis.

1Lusztig used W x instead of ~W ∘ L. Here we follow the notation in [LY].

The cocharacter lattice is spanned by the coroots and the character lattice is dual to the cocharacter lattice. There exists an order 2 character sheaf L, which is fixed by the Weyl group of G, with ~Φ^∨_L equal to the set of all long coroots {±e_i ± e_j }. Hence ~Φ_L is the set of all short roots {±L_i ± L_j }. In this case, the endoscopic group H_L is SO_{2n}. Moreover ~W^∘_L is an index four normal subgroup of ~W_L = ~W , that is there are four blocks of o.

5. Basic properties of Hecke categories

Most results in Section 3 and 4 of [LY] remain true for positive sheaves by replacing the groups with their affine analogs. The statements involve the finiteness of the Weyl group need to be modified. For instance, Lemma 4.2 in [LY] needs to be substituted by the results of Section 2 in [L]. This is because ~W^∘_L could be infinite and there are no maximal elements in each block. The arguments in [LY] work well after such modifications because the essence of the proof involves reducing the argument for reductive groups to the case of SL2, and the same argument applies to loop groups as well. Therefore we do not reproduce the arguments for positive sheaves and only give a sketch of the proof for negative sheaves. Let us first introduce the analogs of the lemmas used in [LY] for our cases.

Lemma 5.1. For F ∈_L′′ D_L′ , G ∈_L′′ D^−_L′ and H ∈_L′ D_L, there are canonical isomorphisms

D^+ (F ⋆_+ H) ∼= D^+ (F) ⋆_+ D^+ (H), D^− (G ⋆_− H) ∼= D^− (G) ⋆_− D^+ (H).

Proof. Note that G_{K,≤w}/I_u is proper. □

Lemma 5.2. (1) If F ∈_L′′ D_L′ , G ∈_L′′ D^−_L′ and H ∈_L′ D_L are semisimple complexes, that is their images under ω are direct sums of shifted simple non-mixed perverse sheaves, then F ⋆_+ H and G ⋆_− H are also semisimple.

(2) If F ∈_L′′ D_L′ , G ∈_L′′ D^−_L′ and H ∈_L′ D_L are pure of weight zero, then so are F ⋆_+ H and G ⋆_− H.

Proof. The same reason as the previous lemma. □

Lemma 5.3. Let w_1, w_2, w_3, w_4 ∈ ~W such that ℓ(w_1) + ℓ(w_2) = ℓ(w_1w_2) and ℓ(w_3) − ℓ(w_4) = ℓ(w_3w_4).

Then we have canonical isomorphisms Δ(ẇ_1)^+_{w2 L} ⋆_+ Δ(ẇ_2)^+_L ∼= Δ(ẇ_1ẇ_2)^+_L , ∇(ẇ_1)^+_{w2 L} ⋆_+ ∇(ẇ_2)^+_L ∼= ∇(ẇ_1ẇ_2)^+_L ,

Δ(ẇ_3)^−_{w4 L} ⋆_− Δ(ẇ_4)^+_L ∼= Δ(ẇ_3ẇ_4)^−_L , ∇(ẇ_3)^−_{w4 L} ⋆_− ∇(ẇ_4)^+_L ∼= ∇(ẇ_3ẇ_4)^−_L .

Proof. It follows from the fact that H^{w3}_0′_{,∞,w4} → Bun^{w3 w4}_{0,∞} is a biregular morphism if ℓ(w_3) − ℓ(w_4) = ℓ(w_3w_4). □

Lemma 5.4. Let w ∈ ~W , there are canonical isomorphisms Δ(ẇ^{−1})^+_{wL} ⋆_+ ∇(ẇ)^+_L ∼= Δ(e)^+_L ∼= ∇(ẇ^{−1})^+_{wL} ⋆_+ Δ(ẇ)^+_L .

Therefore the functor (−) ⋆_+ Δ(ẇ)^+_L is an equivalence from_L′ D_{wL} to_L′ D_L with inverse given by (−) ⋆_+ ∇(ẇ^{−1})^+_{wL}. Similarly, the functor (−) ⋆_− Δ(ẇ)^+_L is an equivalence from_L′ D^−_{wL} to_L′ D^−_L with the inverse given by (−) ⋆_− ∇(ẇ^{−1})^+_{wL}.

Proof. See Lemma 3.5 in [LY]. □

Lemma 5.5. Let s ∈ ~W be a simple reflection and s /∈ ~W^∘_L.

(1) The natural maps of Δ(ṡ)^+_L → IC(ṡ)^+_L → ∇(ṡ)^+_L are isomorphisms. (2) The functor (−) ⋆_+ IC(ṡ)^+_L :_L′ D_{sL} →_L′ D_L is an equivalence and the inverse is given by (−) ⋆_+ IC(ṡ^{−1})^+_L .

(3) The functor (−) ⋆_− IC(ṡ)^+_L :_L′ D^−_{sL} →_L′ D^−_L is an equivalence and the inverse is given by (−) ⋆_− IC(ṡ^{−1})^+_L .

(4) For any w ∈_L′ ~W_{sL}, the equivalence (−) ⋆_+ IC(ṡ)^+_L sends Δ(ẇ)^+_L , IC(ẇ)^+_L , ∇(ẇ)^+_L to the isomorphism classes Δ(ẇṡ)^+_L , IC(ẇṡ)^+_L , ∇(ẇṡ)^+_L respectively.

(5) For any w ∈_L′ ~W_{sL}, the equivalence (−) ⋆_− IC(ṡ)^+_L sends Δ(ẇ)^−_L , IC(ẇ)^−_L , ∇(ẇ)^−_L to the isomorphism classes Δ(ẇṡ)^−_L , IC(ẇṡ)^−_L , ∇(ẇṡ)^−_L respectively.

Proof. (3) follows from (1) and Lemma 5.4. For (5), if ℓ(w) = ℓ(ws) + 1, then Δ(ẇ)^−_{sL}⋆_−IC(ṡ)^+_L ∼= Δ(ẇ)^−_{sL}⋆_−Δ(ṡ)^+_L ∼= Δ(ẇṡ)^−_L by Lemma 5.3. If ℓ(w) = ℓ(ws)−1, then Δ(ẇ)^−_{sL} ⋆_− IC(ṡ)^+_L ∼= Δ(ẇ)^−_{sL} ⋆_− ∇(ṡ)^+_L ∼= Δ(ẇṡ)^−_L by the same lemma. The same argument works for costandard sheaves. Any object with finite type support in_L′ D^{−,≤0}_{sL} is a successive extensions of_L′ Δ(ẇ^′)^−_{sL}[n] ⊗ M for w^′ ∈_L′ ~W_{sL}, n ≥ 0 and finite-dimensional Frobenius module M. As a result, the functor (−) ⋆_− IC(ṡ)^+_L sends_L′ D^{−,≤0}_{sL} to_L′ D^{−,≤0}_L . By Verdier duality, it also sends_L′ D^{−,≥0}_{sL} to_L′ D^{−,≥0}_L . Therefore it is perverse t-exact and preserves simple perverse sheaves. From the fact that there is a nonzero map from Δ(ẇṡ)^−_L ∼= Δ(ẇ)^−_{sL} ⋆_−IC(ṡ)^+_L to IC(ẇ)^−_{sL}⋆_−IC(ṡ)^+_L , the latter sheaf has to be IC(ẇṡ)^−_L . □

Let s be a simple reflection in ~W such that s ∈ ~W^∘_L. There is a canonical object IC(s)^+_L ∈_LD_L with an isomorphism from its stalk at e and Q_ℓ ⟨1⟩ (see [LY, Section 3.7]). L can be extended to ~L on L_s. Similar to the construction of negative sheaves, we define_L′ D^−_{~L} to be D^b_{(T ×Ls,L′ ⊠ ~L−1),m}(Bun_{0s,∞}). There are two adjoint pairs (π^∗_s , π_{s∗}) and (π_{s∗}, π^!_s). Here π_{s∗} :_L′ D^−_L →_L′ D^−_{~L} and π^!_s ∼= π^∗_s ⟨2⟩ :_L′ D^−_{~L} →_L′ D^−_L .

Lemma 5.6. Let L, L^′ ∈ o and s be a simple reflection in ~W such that s ∈ ~W^∘_L. There is a canonical isomorphism of endo-functors

(−) ⋆_− IC(s)^+_L ∼= π^∗_s π_{s∗}(−)⟨1⟩ ∼= π^!_sπ_{s∗}(−)⟨−1⟩ ∈ End(_L′ D^−_L ). As a result, (−) ⋆_− IC(s)^+_L is right adjoint to itself.

Proof. See Lemma 3.8 in [LY]. □

Fix w ∈ {w : ws < w} and ẇ be a representative of N_{GK} (T_K)(F_q )/T_O(F_q ). We define C(ẇ)^−_{~L} ∈ D^b_{(T ×Ls,L′ ⊠ ~L−1),m}(Bun^w_{0s,∞}) whose stalk at ẇ is Q_ℓ ⟨max{−ℓ(w), −ℓ(ws)}⟩ as in Section 3.10 in [LY]. Δ(ẇ)^−_{~L} , IC(ẇ)^−_{~L} , and ∇(ẇ)^−_{~L} can be defined similarly and isomorphism classes of their images under ω are denoted by Δ(w)^−_{~L} , IC(w)^−_{~L} , and ∇(w)^−_{~L} respectively.

Lemma 5.7. Let s be a simple reflection in ~W such that s ∈ ~W^∘_L. Suppose ℓ(w) > ℓ(ws), then ~π^∗_s IC(ẇ)^−_{~L} ∼= IC(ẇ)^−_L .

Proof. See Lemma 3.10 in [LY]. Note that ~π_s is a smooth P^1-fibration, hence ~π^∗_s [1] sends (simple) perverse sheaves to (simple) perverse sheaves. □

Proposition 5.8. Let w ∈ ~W , L ∈ o and v ∈_{wL} ~W_L. Let i_v : I_u\G_{K,v}/I_u → I_u\G_K/I_u.

(1) The complexes i^∗_v IC(ẇ)^+_L and i^!_v IC(ẇ)^+_L are pure of weight zero in_{wL}D(v)_L. (2) i^∗_v IC(ẇ)^+_L and i^!_v IC(ẇ)^+_L are isomorphic to direct sums of C(v)^+_L [n] for n ≡ ℓ(w) − ℓ(v) mod 2.

Proof. See Proposition 3.11 in [LY]. □

For a block β ∈_L′ ~W_L, the restriction of the Bruhat order of ~W gives a partial order ≤ in β. Lusztig showed that there is a unique minimal element w^β in each block β ∈_L′ ~W_L and it is characterized by sending every positive coroot in ~Φ^∨_L to positive coroots in ~Φ^∨ .

Lemma 5.9. Let β ∈_L′ ~W_L and γ ∈_L′′ ~W_L′ , then w^γ w^β = w^{γβ} . Proof. See Corollary 4.3 in [LY]. □

Definition 5.10. Let β ∈_L′ ~W_L and w ∈ β. There is a unique v ∈ ~W^∘_L such that w = w^β v. Define ℓ_β (w) := ℓ_L(v), the length of v in the Coxeter group ~W^∘_L. Define the partial order ≤_β on the block β as follows. Suppose w^′ ∈ β and v^′ ∈ ~W^∘_L be its corresponding element as above, define w ≤_β w^′ if and only if v ≤_{~W ∘L} v^′.

Remark 5.11. ≤ could be different from that in ~W^∘_L. Proposition 5.12. For w, w^′ ∈ β, if w ≤_β w^′, then w ≤ w^′.

Proof. See Lemma 4.8 in [LY]. □

Definition 5.13. Let β ∈_L′ ~W_L.

(1) Denote_L′ D_L to be the full subcategory generated by {Δ(w)^+_L }_{w∈β}. It consists of sheaves whose cohomology is supported on w ∈ β. Denote L^′ D β L ⊂_L′ D_L to be the preimage of_L′ D^β_L under ω._L′ D^β_L (resp._L′ D^β_L) is called a block of_L′ D_L (resp._L′ D_L).

(2) If β is the unit coset ~W^∘_L, we say_LD^β_L (resp._LD^β_L) is the neutral block and denote it by_LD^∘_L (resp._LD^∘_L).

Proposition 5.14. There is a direct sum decomposition of the triangulated category L^′ DL = ⨁ β∈_L′ ~W_L L^′ D β L. Proof. See Proposition 4.11 in [LY]. □

Definition 5.15. For any β ∈_L′ ~W_L, we call F ∈_L′ D^−_L (resp._L′ D_L) a maximal (resp. minimal) IC sheaf if ωF is isomorphic to IC(w^β )^−_L (resp. IC(w^β )^+_L ).

A rigidified maximal IC sheaf is a pair (_LΘ^−_L , ϵ_L) where_LΘ^−_L ∈_LD^−_L is a maximal IC sheaf and ϵ_L :_LΘ^−_L → δ_L is a non-zero morphism.

Both_LΘ^−_L and δ_L are viewed as sheaves on G_K/I_u. Rigidified maximal sheaves clearly exist and are unique up to unique isomorphism. Proposition 5.16. Let β ∈_L′ ~W_L and γ ∈_L′′ ~W_L′ . For any w ∈ β.

(1) The convolution IC(w^γ )^−_L′ ⋆_− IC(w)^+_L is isomorphic to a direct sum of shifts of IC(w^{γβ} )^−_L .

(2) The perverse cohomology^pH^i(IC(w^γ )^−_L′ ⋆_−IC(w)^+_L ) vanishes unless −ℓ_β(w) ≤ i ≤ ℓ_β(w).

(3) The perverse cohomology of IC(w^γ )^−_L′ ⋆_− IC(w)^+_L in extremal degrees are isomorphic to IC(w^{γβ} )^−_L . That is

pH^{−ℓβ (w)}(IC(w^γ )^−_L′ ⋆_− IC(w)^+_L ) ∼= IC(w^{γβ} )^−_L ∼=^pH^{ℓβ (w)}(IC(w^γ )^−_L′ ⋆_− IC(w)^+_L ).

Proof. We prove the statements simultaneously by induction on ℓ(w). For w = e, it is trivial. Suppose ℓ(w) = 1 and w = s, a simple reflection.

If s /∈ ~W^∘_L, then ℓ_β(s) = 0 and w^γ s = w^β by Lemma 5.9. The statements follows from Lemma 5.5.

If s ∈ ~W^∘_L, by combining Lemma 5.6, Lemma 5.7 and the projection formula, we get IC(w^γ )^−_L ⋆_− IC(s)^+_L ∼= IC(w^γ )^−_L [1] ⊕ IC(w^γ )^−_L [−1],

which implies the above statements.

For ℓ(w) > 1, write w = w^′s for some simple reflection s such that ℓ(w) = ℓ(w^′)+ 1. The same argument in the proof of Lemma 6.3 in [LY] shows IC(w^′)^+_L ⋆_+ IC(s)^+_L is perverse. The decomposition theorem implies IC(w)^+_L is a direct summand of IC(w^′)^+_L ⋆_+ IC(s)^+_L . Hence it suffices to show the analogous statements hold for IC(w^′)^+_L ⋆_+ IC(s)^+_L , which follows from induction. □

Proposition 5.17. Let β ∈_L′ ~W_L and w ∈ β. For j_w : Bun^w_{0,∞} → Bun_{0,∞}, we have j^∗_w IC(w^β )^−_L ∼= C(w)^−_L [ℓ_β(w)] and j^!_w IC(w^β )^−_L ∼= C(w)^−_L [−ℓ_β(w)].

Proof. The second statement follows from applying Verdier duality to the first statement.

We prove the first statement for all L in o by induction on ℓ(w). If w = e, it is trivial. Suppose the statement holds for any w with ℓ(w) < n, we are going to show it also holds for elements of length n. Let w ∈ ~W of length n and s be a simple reflection such that ℓ(w) = ℓ(ws) + 1.

If s /∈ ~W^∘_L, then w^β s is also a minimal element in a block. By Lemma 5.5, IC(w^β )^−_L′ ⋆_− IC(s)^+_L ∼= IC(w^β s)^−_L and ∇(w)^−_L′ ⋆_− IC(s)^+_L ∼= ∇(ws)^−_L . Since the stalk can be computed from Hom(IC(w^β )^−_L′ , ∇(w)^−_L′ ) and right convolution of IC(s)^+_L is an equivalence, the statement follows from the induction hypothesis for ws.

If s ∈ ~W^∘_L, Lemma 5.7 implies the stalks of IC(w^β )^−_L at ẇ and ẇṡ are isomorphic. The latter one is known by the induction hypothesis. The fact that ℓ_β(w) = ℓ_β(ws) + 1 finishes the proof. □

For restrictions of maximal IC sheaves on other strata, we have the following proposition.

Proposition 5.18. Let β ∈_L′ ~W_L and w /∈ β. For j_w : Bun^w_{0,∞} → Bun_{0,∞}, we have j^∗_w IC(w^β )^−_L ∼= j^!_w IC(w^β )^−_L ∼= 0.

Proof. The arugment in 5.17 applies. □

6. Maximal IC sheaves

In this section we introduce the averaging functor of maximal IC sheaf Av_{! L}′ Θ^−_L and compute its stalks. After that, we give a characterization of the sheaf and construct maps between several-fold convolution products of Av_{! L}′ Θ^−_L .

6.1. Averaging. The goal in this subsection is to define an averaging functor, which is similar to that in [BY].

Let J_w be a normal subgroup of I chosen in Section 3.1 and m_{Jw} : I_u/J_w × G_{K,≤w}/I_u → G_{K,≤w}/I_u be the left multiplication map. It is a morphism between finite-dimensional varieties. We define the functor Av_{Iu,≤w,!} : D^b_m(G_{K,≤w}/I_u) → D^b_m(G_{K,≤w}/I_u) by sending F to m_{Jw,!}(Q_ℓ ⊠ F)⟨2 dim(I_u/J_w)⟩. It is independent of the choice of J_w. Let J^′_w ⊂ J_w be another choice. It follows from the fact that p × id is an affine space fibration of dimension 2 dim(J_w/J^′_w) and the following diagram commutes. I^u/J^{′w} × G^{K,≤w}/I^u G^{K,≤w}/I^u

I_u/J_w × G_{K,≤w}/I_u p×idm_{J′} w m_{Jw}

Av_{Iu,≤w,!} commutes with ∗-pullback. That is, i^∗_{w,w}′ ∘ Av_{Iu,≤w}′_{,!} is canonically isomorphic to Av_{Iu,≤w,!} ∘i^∗_{w,w}′ , where i_{w,w}′ : G_{K,≤w}/I_u → G_{K,≤w}′ /I_u is the closed embedding. One way to see this is to apply the proper base change theorem to the following Cartesian diagram. I^u/J^{w′} × G^{K,≤w}/I^u G^{K,≤w}/I^u

I_u/J_w′ × G_{K,≤w}′ /I_u G_{K,≤w}′ /I_u. id×i_{w,w}′ m_{Jw′}i^{w,w′} m_{Jw′}

Notice that the independence of J_w means it can be taken as J_w′ . Moreover, the isomorphism is compatible with w ≤ w^′ ≤ w^{′′}.

As a result, lim←− Av_{Iu,≤w!} : D←−^b_{(T ×T,L′ ⊠L−1),m}(G_K/I_u) → D←−^b_{(T ×T,L′ ⊠L−1),m}(G_K/I_u) is well defined. Here D←−^b_{(T ×T,L′ ⊠L−1),m}(G_K/I_u) := 2 − lim←− w∈~W D^b_{(T ×T,L}′_{⊠L}−1_{),m}(G_{K,≤w}/I_u) is a projective system of triangulated categories with pullback functors i^∗_{w,w}′ . Concretely, the objects in this category are (F_w, χ_{w,w}′ ), where F_w is a sheaf on G_{K,≤w}/I_u with the prescribed monodromy and χ_{w,w}′ is an isomorphism from F_w to i^∗_{w,w}′ F_w′ such that i^∗_{w,w}′ χ_w′_{,w}′′ ∘ χ_{w,w}′ = χ_{w,w}′′ whenever w ≤ w^′ ≤ w^{′′}. The morphism between (F_w, χ_{w,w}′ ) and (G_w, ψ_{w,w}′ ) is a family of morphisms ϕ_w : F_w → G_w such that ψ_{w,w}′ ∘ ϕ_w = ϕ_w′ ∘ χ_{w,w}′ for any w ≤ w^′.

Any object in the image of lim←− Av_{Iu,≤w!} has a natural I_u-equivariant structure. Therefore it makes sense to define the averaging functor as follows.

Definition 6.1. Define Av_! : D←−^b_{(T ×T,L′ ⊠L−1),m}(G_K/I_u) →_L′ D←−_L by remember-

ing the I_u-equivariant structure. Explicitly, it sends (F_w)_{w∈~W} to (m_{Jw ,!}(Q_ℓ ⊠ F_w)⟨2 dim(I_u/J_w)⟩)_{w∈~W} . Here L^′ D←−L := 2 − lim←− w∈~W D^b_{(T ×T,L}′_{⊠L}−1_{),m}(I_u\G_{K,≤w}/I_u).

For w ≤ w^′ ∈ ~W , the image of the composition map G_{K,≤w}/I_u → G_K/I_u → Bun_{0,∞} is contained in Bun^{≤w′}_{0,∞} . Let i^{w′}_w : G_{K,≤w} → Bun^{≤w′}_{0,∞} be its restriction map. Since i^{w′}_w is a map between two finite type stacks, it makes sense to ∗-pullback sheaves on Bun^{≤w′}_{0,∞} to G_{K,≤w}/I_u via i^{w′}_w . Therefore, we can average objects in L^′ D − L and_L′ D_L. In particular, Av_{! L}Θ^−_L ∈_L D←−_L.

6.1.1. Basic properties of the averaging functor.

Lemma 6.2. Let G ∈_L′ D_L. Av_! G is canonically isomorphic to G by viewing_L′ D_L as a subcategory of_L′ D←−_L.

Lemma 6.3. Av_! commutes with the convolution product. That is, Av_!(F ⋆_+ G) is canonically isomorphic to Av_! F ⋆_+ G for F ∈_L′′ D_L′ , G ∈_L′ D_L.

Proof. This follows from the base change theorem. □

Corollary 6.4. Av_!(_L′ Θ^−_L′ ⋆_− G) is canonically isomorphic to Av_{! L}′ Θ^−_L′ ⋆_+ G for any G ∈_L′ D_L.

Proof. Let F = (F_w)_{w∈~W} ∈_L′′ D^−_L′ and G ∈_L′ D(≤ w^{′′})_L. For any w ∈ ~W , choose w^′ ∈ M(w, w^{′′−1}). From the definition of Hecke stack, we can see that i^{w′∗}_w (F_w′ ) ⋆_+ G ∼= i^{w′∗}_w (F_w′ ⋆_− G). The rest follows from Lemma 6.3. □

Lemma 6.5. Av_! is left adjoint to forgetful functor. In particular, Hom_{GK/Iu} (_L′ Θ^−_L , F) = Hom_{Iu\GK/Iu} (Av_{! L}′ Θ^−_L , F) for F ∈_L′ D_L.

Corollary 6.6. Recall that δ_L is the monoidal unit in_LD_L. There is a canonical map ϵ_L : Av_{! L}Θ^−_L → δ_L which induces the identity map at stalk e.

6.2. Hyperbolic localization. The stalks of Av_{! L}Θ^−_L can be computed via hyperbolic localization. To do so, we identify Bun_{0,∞} with [I^−_u \G_K/I_u] as in 2.4.2 and make use of the loop rotation on G_K.

6.2.1. Construction of the G_m -action. We note that G_m acts on G_K by the loop rotation and we denote this action by rot. Explicitly, when a ∈ G_m and x ∈ G_K, rot(a)(x) is replacing the uniformizer t in x with at.

For any positive integer n, let J^n be the unipotent group whose A-points are ker(G(A[t^{−1}]) → G(A[t^{−1}]/(t^{−n}))). As in 2.4.2, we can define Bun_{0,J} n the moduli stack of G-bundles on P^1 with a J^n-level structure at infinity and a U-reduction at zero. There is a natural map from Bun_{0,J} n to Bun_0′_{,∞}′ . Let Bun^w_{0,J} n (resp. Bun^{≤w}_{0,J} n ) be the preimage of Bun^w_0′_{,∞}′ (resp. Bun^{≤w}_0′_{,∞}′ ). Bun_{0,J} n is smooth and locally of finite type. It can be identified with [J^n\G_K/I_u].

6.2.2. Attracting set and repelling set. Fix w ∈ ~W and ẇ is a representative in the coset N_{GK} (T_K)(F_q )/T_O(F_q ) corresponding to w throughout this subsection. By [F], there exists a positive integer n such that Bun^{≤w}_{0,J} n is a variety. Fix such an n and denote J^n by J_∞. We construct a G_m -action ϕ_w on G_K by declaring ϕ_w(a)(x) := χ^∨(a) rot(a^{2h+1})(x)λ(a), where λ(a) is defined to be (rot(a^{2h+1})(ẇ))^{−1}χ^∨(a^{−1})ẇ ∈ T , χ^∨ is the sum of positive coroots and h is the Coxeter number of G. It is easy to check that ϕ_w descends to an action on Bun^{≤w}_{0,J∞} . We also denote the induced action by ϕ_w.

It is clear that ẇT = [J_∞\J_∞ẇI/I_u] is fixed by ϕ_w . We want to find the attracting set X^+_w := {x ∈ Bun^{≤w}_{0,J∞} : lim_{a→0} ϕ_w(a)(x) ∈ ẇT } and the repelling set X^−_w := {x ∈ Bun^{≤w}_{0,J∞} : lim_{a→∞} ϕ_w (a)(x) ∈ ẇT }.

Rewrite ϕ_w(a)(x) as Ad(χ^∨(a))(rot(a^{2h+1})(xẇ^{−1}))ẇ. When a tends to zero, Ad(χ^∨(a)) ∘ rot(a^{2h+1}) contracts I_u to e. When a^{−1} tends to zero, Ad(χ^∨(a)) ∘ rot(a^{2h+1}) contracts I^−_u to e. It follows that X^+_w contains [J_∞\J_∞G_{K,w}/I_u] and X^−_w contains Bun^w_{0,J∞} . Notice that [J_∞\J_∞G_{K,w}/I_u] can be naturally identified as G_{K,w}/I_u, a T -torsor over I_uẇI_u/I_u. Since I_uẇI_u/I_u and Bun^w_{0,J∞} intersects transversally at ẇ, we know that

(1) ẇT is a connected component of fixed points of ϕ_w ; (2) X^−_w = Bun^w_{0,J∞} ;

(3) X^+_w = [J_∞\J_∞G_{K,w}/I_u] = G_{K,w}/I_u.

6.2.3. Computation of stalks. Let π : Bun^{≤w}_{0,J∞} → Bun^{≤w}_{0,∞} be the projection map. Then π^∗_LΘ^−_L is ϕ_w-equivariant. Hence hyperbolic localization is applicable to π^∗_LΘ^−_L . It states that i^!_{ẇT} i^∗_{X −w} (π^∗_LΘ^−_L ) ∼= i^∗_{ẇT} i^!_{X +w} (π^∗_LΘ^−_L ), where i_{ẇT} , i_X −_w , i_X +_w are the embeddings of ẇT, X^−_w , X^+_w into Bun^{≤w}_{0,J∞} respectively.

Proposition 6.7. Let i_w be the embedding of G_{K,w}/I_u into G_K/I_u. When w ∈ ~W^∘_L, i^∗_w(Av_{! L}Θ^−_L ) is isomorphic to C(w)^+_L [−ℓ_L(w)]. When w /∈ ~W^∘_L, i^∗_w(Av_{! L}Θ^−_L ) vanishes.

Proof. It suffices to show that the stalk at ẇ is Q_ℓ [−ℓ_L(w)] when w ∈ ~W^∘_L and zero otherwise.

i^∗_ẇ(Av_{! L}Θ^−_L ) = H^∗_c (I_uẇI_u/I_u,_LΘ^−_L ) proper base change theorem = i^!_ẇi^∗_{IuẇIu/Iu} (_LΘ^−_L ) because_LΘ^−_L is G_m -equivariant = i^!_ẇi^∗_{IuẇIu/Iu} i^∗_X +_w (π^∗_LΘ^−_L ) = i^∗_ẇi^!_{ẇT} i^∗_X +_w (π^∗_LΘ^−_L ) base change theorem = i^∗_ẇi^∗_{ẇT} i^!_X −_w (π^∗_LΘ^−_L ) hyperbolic localization = i^∗_ẇi^∗_{ẇT} (π^′)^∗i^!_{Bun}w_{0,∞} (_LΘ^−_L ) base change theorem

The last term is Q_ℓ [−ℓ_L(w)] when w ∈ ~W^∘_L by Proposition 5.17 and vanishes when w /∈ ~W^∘_L by Proposition 5.18.

Here π^′ is the projection map from X^−_w to Bun^w_{0,∞}, and i_A is used to denote an embedding from A to some space. It is abuse of notation as i_{IuẇIu/Iu} in second row is different from the third row, the meaning is clear though. □ The same argument or Lemma 6.3 shows that we can generalize the proposition to other maximal IC sheaves.

Proposition 6.8. Let β ∈_L′ ~W_L. Let i_w be the embedding of G_{K,w}/I_u into G_K/I_u. When w ∈ β, i^∗_w(Av_! IC(w^β )) is isomorphic to C(w)^+_L [−ℓ_L(w)]. When w /∈ β, i^∗_w(Av_! IC(w^β )) vanishes.

Definition 6.9. For w ∈ ~W^∘_L, define C(w)^†_L := i^∗_w(Av_{! L}Θ^−_L )⟨ℓ_L(w)⟩. The above proposition shows that ωC(w)^†_L is isomorphic to C(w)^+_L . Define Δ(w)^†_L := i_{w!}(C(w)^†_L), ∇(w)^†_L := i_{w∗}(C(w)^†_L), and IC(w)^†_L := i_{w!∗}(C(w)^†_L).

6.3. Characterization of averaging maximal IC sheaves. We give a characterization of averaging maximal IC sheaves in this subsection. 6.3.1. Facts about general Coxeter group. We first recall three facts about general Coxeter groups and proofs can be found in [BB]. Let (W, S) be a Coxeter group and ℓ be the length function.

Lemma 6.10. Let u > v be two elements in W such that ℓ(u) = ℓ(v) + 2. There exists exactly two elements x_1 and x_2 in W such that u > x_i > v for i = 1, 2. Lemma 6.11. For any reflection t in W, there exists a palindromic reduced expression for t.

Lemma 6.12. Let u ∈ W. Let v_1 and v_2 be two elements in W such that u > v_i and ℓ(u) = ℓ(v_i) + 1 for i = 1, 2. There exists y, z_1, z_2 ∈ W (z_1 and z_2 can be the same) such that y^{−1}u is a simple reflection, u > v_i > z_i, u > y > z_i and ℓ(u) = ℓ(z_i) + 2 for i = 1, 2.

Proof. Write u in a reduced expression s_{i1} s_{i2} · · · s_{in} . For k = 1, 2, write v_k = s_{i1} s_{i2} · · · ŝ_{ijk} · · · s_{in} . Take y = s_{i1} u and z_k = s_{i2} · · · ŝ_{ijk} · · · s_{in} for k = 1, 2. □ 6.3.2. Definition of glueable objects.

Definition 6.13. Let F ∈_L′ D←−_L. Denote F_w to be the extension by zero of F|_{GK,w /Iu} . We call F glueable with respect to β ∈ ~W /~W^∘_L if it satisfies following properties

(1) F_w = 0 for w /∈ β;

(2) ωF_w ∼= Δ(w)_L[−ℓ_β(w)] for w ∈ β;

(3) For any w ∈ β and simple reflection s ∈ ~W^∘_L (not necessarily a simple reflection in ~W ) such that ws >_β w, we have hom^0(F_w[ℓ_β (w)], F_{ws}[ℓ_β(ws)]) = Q_ℓ . Moreover, the first homomorphism in the open-closed triangle F_w[ℓ_β(w)] → F_{ws}[ℓ_β (ws)] → F|_{GK,w /Iu∪GK,ws/Iu} [ℓ_β (ws)]^{[1]}−→ is a non-zero homomorphism.

Similarly, we can define glueable objects in the non-mixed category by replacing condition 2 and 3 with

(2’) F_w ∼= Δ(w)_L[−ℓ_β(w)] for w ∈ β;

(3’) For any w ∈ β and simple reflection s ∈ ~W^∘_L such that ws >_β w, the first homomorphism in the open-closed triangle F_w[ℓ_β(w)] → F_{ws}[ℓ_β (ws)] → F|_{GK,w /Iu∪GK,ws/Iu} [ℓ_β (ws)]^{[1]}−→ is a non-zero homomorphism.

It is clear that ωF is glueable when F is glueable. Example 6.14. When L is trivial, the constant sheaf is glueable. 6.3.3. Characterization of averaging maximal IC sheaves via glueable objects. Theorem 6.15. Av_! Ξ is the unique (up to tensoring with a one-dimensional Frmodule) glueable object and ω Av_! Ξ is the unique glueable non-mixed object with respect to β, where Ξ is a maximal IC sheaf for β.

The proof of this theorem follows from Section 6.3.4 and 6.3.5.

6.3.4. Averaging maximal IC sheaves are glueable.

Proposition 6.16. For any maximal IC sheaf Ξ for β, Av_! Ξ is glueable with respect to β.

Proof. The first two conditions are proved in Lemma 6.7. Let us now check condition 3. We know from Lemma 5.5 that the convolution product of a maximal IC sheaf and a minimal IC sheaf is a maximal IC sheaf . Since right convolution with a minimal IC sheaf is an equivalence, we know that condition 3 holds for the tuple (F = Av_! Ξ, w, s) if and only if it holds for (F = Av_! Ξ ⋆ ξ, wu, usu) for some u such that ξ is a minimal IC sheaf with ωξ ∼= IC(u). Choose u to be the x in Lemma 6.17 below, we may and will assume s is a simple reflection in ~W . Condition 3 follows from Lemma 5.7. □

Lemma 6.17. Let s be a simple reflection in ~W^∘_L, there exists a minimal element x in_L′ ~W_L such that x^{−1}sx is a simple reflection in ~W and x^{−1}sx ∈ ~W^∘_{xL}.

Proof. By Lemma 6.11, write s = s_{i1} s_{i2} · · · s_{ik} · · · s_{i2} s_{i1} in a palindromic reduced expression in ~W . Let L_j = s_{ij} · · · s_{i1} (L) for j ≥ 1. Since ℓ_{~W ∘L} (s) = 1, we know that s_{ij} /∈ ~W^∘_{Lj−1} for j < k and s_{ik} ∈ ~W^∘_{Lk−1} by Lemma 4.6 in [LY]. We can choose x to be s_{ik−1} · · · s_{i2} s_{i1} . □

6.3.5. Glueable objects are averaging maximal IC sheaves. Let V_{n,β} be the set of (w_1, w_2) ∈ β^2 such that w_1 ≤_β w_2 and ℓ_β(w_1) + 1 = ℓ_β(w_2) = n. Let V_β be the union of V_{n,β} for n ∈ N. When β is the neutral block, we write V^∘_n and V^∘ instead of V_{n,β} and V_β . Notice that there is a natural bijection from V^∘_n to V_{n,β} by left multiplication of w^β (which is different from right multiplication of w^β ).

Let ~W^β_{≤n} be the elements w in β such that ℓ_β (w) ≤ n. Let cl(~W^β_{≤n}) be the subset of w^′ ∈ ~W such that w^′ ≤ w for some w ∈ ~W^β_{≤n}. Let ~W^β_n be cl(~W^β_{≤n})\cl(~W^β_{≤n−1}). For any sheaf F with support contained in β, denote F_{≤n} (resp. F_n) be the restriction of F on ⋃ w∈cl(~W^β_{≤n}) GK,w/Iu (resp. ⋃ w∈~W^β_n GK,w/Iu). We also denote

F_w (resp. F_{≤w}) be the extension by zero of F|_{GK,w /Iu} (resp. F|_{GK,≤w /Iu} ).

Let F be a non-mixed glueable sheaf with respect to β.

Lemma 6.18. Let w_1, w_2 ∈ β such that w_1 ≤_β w_2 and let k = ℓ_β(w_2) − ℓ_β (w_1). Then Ext^i(F_{w1} , F_{w2} ) = 0 unless i ≥ k.

Proof. It follows from the fact that the perverse degrees of F_{wi} is ℓ_β (w_i) for i = 1, 2. □

Proposition 6.19. Let w_1, w_2 ∈ β such that w_1 < w_2 and Hom^0(F_{w1} , F_{w2} [1]) ≠ 0. Then (w_1, w_2) ∈ V_β .

Proof. For any x, y ∈ ~W , the costalk of IC(x) at y is non-zero if and only if y ≤_β′ x, where β^′ is the block containing x. Therefore F_w[1] can be written as the successive extension of IC(y)[n] for y ≤_β w and n ∈ Z. This implies that w_1 ≤_β w_2. The length relationship follows from Lemma 6.18. □

The converse of Proposition 6.19 is true.

Lemma 6.20. Let (w_1, w_2) ∈ V_β . Then Hom^0(F_{w1} , F_{w2} [1]) = Q_ℓ . In particular, the dimension of hom^0(Δ(ẇ_1)_L, Δ(ẇ_2)_L) is either 0 or 1.

Proof. Let w^′_i := (w^β )^{−1}w_i for i = 1, 2. Let w^′_2 = s_{i1} s_{i2} · · · s_{ik} be a reduced expression in terms of simple reflections in ~W^∘_L. Then w^′_1 = s_{i1} s_{i2} · · · s_{ij−1} s_{ij+1} · · · s_{ik} for some j. Since left (right) convolution with Δ(s_{il} ) is an equivalence for 1 ≤ l ≤ k, the lemma follows from Hom^0(Δ(e)_L, Δ(s_{ij} )_L) = Q_ℓ . □ By Proposition 6.19, we have a distinguished triangle F_n → F_{≤n} → F_{≤n−1}^{[1]}−→, which gives an element in E_n ∈ Ext^1(F_{≤n−1}, F_n). Since F is constructed by successive extensions of standard sheaves on ⋃ w∈~W^β_n GK,w/Iu, the data of extension

classes E_n determines the isomorphism class of F. We now examine the extension group Ext^1(F_{≤n−1}, F_n).

Note that there is a long exact sequence → Ext^1(F_{≤n−2}, F_n) → Ext^1(F_{≤n−1}, F_n) → Ext^1(F_{n−1}, F_n) → Ext^2(F_{≤n−2}, F_n) → .

The first term vanishes because of Lemma 6.18. Note that Ext^1(F_{n−1}, F_n) is the direct sum of Ext^1(F_w′ , F_w) for (w^′, w) ∈ V_{n,β} and Ext^1(F_w′ , F_w) is one-dimensional by Lemma 6.20. The boundary map is the cup product with E_{n−1}. Since the natural map Ext^2(F_{≤n−2}, F_n) → Ext^2(F_{n−2}, F_n) is injective, we have the following exact sequence,

0 → Ext^1(F_{≤n−1}, F_n) → Ext^1(F_{n−1}, F_n) → Ext^2(F_{n−2}, F_n) →, where the last map is the cup product with the canonical class of F|_{∪w∈ ~W βn ∪ ~W βn−1 GK,w /Iu}

in Ext^1(F_{n−2}, F_{n−1}).

For w ∈ β, the automorphism group of Δ(w) is Q_ℓ^∗. We choose an identification of the stalk of Δ(w) at any point in G_{K,w}/I_u with Q_ℓ . Then we identify Ext^1(F_{n−1}, F_n) as the space of Q_ℓ -valued functions on V_{n,β} . Different identifications of stalks change the function by conjugation, that is f(w^′, w) transforms to g(w^′)f(w^′, w)g(w)^{−1}. The function e_n corresponding to E_n has a nice property.

Definition 6.21. A Q_ℓ -valued function f defined on V^∘_n (or V^∘) is said to be anticommutative if it satisfies the following condition. For any (u, v) ∈ V^∘_n (or V^∘), we have f(u, x_1)f(x_1, v) + f(u, x_2)f(x_2, v) = 0, where x_1 and x_2 are the two elements given in Lemma 6.10 (where the Coxeter group there is ~W^∘_L). For a Q_ℓ -valued function f on V_{n,β} (or V_β ), we call it anticommutative if f is anti-commutative under the bijection of V^∘_n and V_{n,β} (resp. V^∘ and V_β ).

It is not hard to check that the definition is independent of whether V^∘_n and V_{n,β} are identified by left or right muliplication of w^β .

From the above discussion, we know that e_n is anti-commutative. Since ω Av_! Ξ is glueable, its corresponding function c_n is also anti-commutative. Lemma 6.22. Let f be an anti-commutative function of V_β . If f(u, us) ≠ 0 for any u ∈ β and simple reflection s in ~W^∘_L such that u <_β us, then f(u, v) ≠ 0 for any (u, v) ∈ V_β .

Proof. It is obvious. □

To prove F is isomorphic to ω Av_! Ξ, we apply the following combinatorical proposition to e_n and c_n.

Proposition 6.23. Let f_1, f_2 be two anti-commutative Q_ℓ^∗-valued functions of V^∘. There exists a Q_ℓ^∗-valued function g of ~W^∘_L such that f_1(u, v)g(v) = g(u)f_2(u, v) for all (u, v) ∈ V .

Proof. We prove by induction. Suppose we construct g_{n−1} satisfying the above property for all (u, v) ∈ V^∘_{≤n−1}. Let f_3(u, v) = g_{n−1}(u)f_2(u, v)g_{n−1}(v)^{−1}. Then f_1 and f_3 coincide on V^∘_{≤n−1}. For (u, v_1), (u, v_2) ∈ V^∘_n , let y, z_1, z_2 be in Lemma 6.12. Then f_j (u, v_i)f_j (v_i, z_i) + f_j (u, y)f_j (y, z_i) = 0 for i = 1, 2 and j = 1, 3. This implies there exists a constant h(u) such that f_1(u, v) = h(u)f_3(u, v) for (u, v) ∈ V^∘_{≤n}. We let g_n(u) = h(u) for ℓ_{~W} ∘_L (u) = n and g_n(u) = g_{n−1}(u) for ℓ_{~W} ∘_L (u) < n. □

Proposition 6.24. Any two non-mixed glueable sheaves F and G in the block β are isomorphic. In particular, F is isomorphic to ω Av_! Ξ, where Ξ is a maximal IC sheaf in β.

Proof. We construct a family of isomorphisms ϕ_{≤n} : F_{≤n} → G_{≤n} by induction. For n = 0, we choose an isomorphism from F_0 to G_0. Suppose now we have an isomorphism ϕ_{≤n−1} : F_{≤n−1} → G_{≤n−1}. Consider the following diagram of distinguished triangles F_{≤n−1}[−1] F_n F_{≤n}

G_{≤n−1}[−1] G_n G_{≤n} . ϕ_{≤n−1}[-1] [1] [1]

Notice that F_n and G_n are direct sum of standard sheaves. From the above discussion and Proposition 6.23, we know that there exists a morphism ϕ_n : F_n^∼−→ G_n such that the first square is commutative. By the axiom of triangulated categories, we can construct an (non-canonical) isomorphism from ϕ_n : F_{≤n}^∼−→ G_{≤n} extending ϕ_{≤n−1}. □ The proof for glueable sheaves in the mixed categories is similar. We simply note the following two lemmas.

Lemma 6.25. Let w_1, w_2 ∈ ~W^∘_L such that ℓ_L(w_2) = ℓ_L(w_1) + 1 and w_1 <_{~W ∘L} w_2

(the Bruhat order for ~W^∘_L). Let M be a one-dimensinoal Fr-module. The dimension of hom(Δ(ẇ_1)_L, Δ(ẇ_2)_L ⊗ M) is at most one. Moreover, there exists a unique (up to isomorphism) M such that the dimension of hom^0(Δ(ẇ_1)_L, Δ(ẇ_2)_L ⊗M) is one.

Lemma 6.26. Suppose F ∈_L′ D_L such that its Frobenius pullback ωF is isomorphic to Δ(w)_L, there exists a one-dimensinoal Fr-module M such that F ∼= Δ(ẇ)_L ⊗ M.

Proof. From the exact sequence (5.1.2.5) in [BBD], we have hom(F, Δ(ẇ)_L) = Hom(ωF, Δ(w)_L)^{Fr} = Q_ℓ^{Fr} . Take M to be the dual of hom(F, Δ(ẇ)_L). □

6.4. Convolution products of maximal sheaves.

Lemma 6.27. For w ∈ ~W^∘_L,_L′ Θ^−_L ⋆_{−L}Δ(w)^+_L is canonically isomorphic to_L′ Θ^−_L [−ℓ_L(w)].

L^′ Θ − L ⋆_{− L} ∇(w)^+_L is canonically isomorphic to_L′ Θ^−_L [ℓ_L(w)].

Proof. By expressing_LΔ(w)^+_L as the product of positive standard sheaves, it reduces to the case when w = s ∈ ~W^∘_L. The first statement follows from Lemma 5.7, the proper base change theorem and the fact that H^∗_c (A^1 ) = Q_ℓ [2]. The second statement can be proved similarly. □

In particular, when s ∈ ~W^∘_L, taking the long exact sequence for the convolution of_L′ Θ^−_L with Δ(s)^+_L [−1] → IC(s)^+_L [−1] → δ_L^{[1]}−→ shows that the restriction map pH^0(_L′ Θ^−_L ⋆_− IC(s)^+_L [−1]) →^pH^0(_L′ Θ^−_L ⋆_− δ_L) is an isomorphism.

Lemma 6.28. For w ∈ ~W^∘_L, there is a unique map θ^†_w : Av_{! L}Θ^−_L → IC(w)^†_L⟨−ℓ_L(w)⟩, whose restriction to G_{K,w}/I_u is the identity map of C(w)^†_L⟨−ℓ_L(w)⟩.

Proof. We mimic the proof of Theorem 3.4.1 in [BGS]. For any n ∈ N_{≥0} , let Y_n be the union of G_{K,w}′ for all w^′ such that w^′ ≤ w and ℓ(w^′) = n. With respect to this stratification, IC(w)^†_L is filtered with the n-th subquotient ⨁ ℓ(w^′)=n iw^′∗i ! w^′ IC(w) † L. This gives rise to a spectral sequence whose E_1-page is ⨁ ℓ(w^′)=n Hom

•(i^∗_w′ Av_{! L}Θ^−_L , i^!_w′ IC(w)^†_L).

We claim that the spectral sequence degenerates ”like a chessboard”. It suffices to show the degeneracy after base change to k. By Lemma 5.8 and Proposition 6.7, Hom^•(i^∗_w′ Av_{! L}Θ^−_L , i^!_w′ IC(w)^+_L ) is the direct sum of Hom^•(C(w^′)^+_L [−ℓ_L(w^′)], C(w^′)^+_L [m]), where m ≡ ℓ(w) − ℓ(w^′) mod 2. The fact that ℓ_L(w^′) ≡ ℓ(w^′) mod 2 implies the degeneracy. As a result, M := Hom^•(Av_{! L}Θ^−_L , IC(w)^†_L) admits an increasing filtration F_{≤n} by Fr-submodules whose associated graded piece Gr^F_n M is ⨁ ℓ(w^′)=n Hom

•(i^∗_w′ Av_{! L}Θ^−_L , i^!_w′ IC(w)^†_L).

After showing the existence of filtration, the argument in [LY, Lemma 6.8] implies both the existence and uniqueness of θ^†_w by showing the quotient map M → Gr^F_n M is an isomorphism in degrees ≤ 1. □

Lemma 6.29. (1) IC(e)^†_L can be identified with δ_L canonically so that θ^†_e coincides with the rigidification ϵ_L.

(2) When s ∈ ~W^∘_L is a simple reflection, there is a unique isomorphism ι_s :

IC(s)^†_L^∼−→ IC(s)^+_L so that ι_s ∘ θ^†_s : Av_{! L}Θ^−_L → IC(s)^+_L ⟨−1⟩ restricts to the identity map on the stalks at e. Recall that IC(s)^+_L is introduced in Lemma 5.6, and both stalks of Av_{! L}Θ^−_L and IC(s)^+_L ⟨−1⟩ at e are equipped with an isomorphism with trivial Fr-module Q_ℓ .

Proof. See Lemma 6.9 in [LY]. □

Lemma 6.30. There is a unique map α from_LΘ^−_L to Av_{! L}Θ^−_L making the following diagram commute.^L

Θ^−_L Av_{! L}Θ^−_L

δ_L δ_L ϵ_Lαϵ_L=

Proof. By the definition of homomorphisms between limit objects, a map from LΘ^−_L to Av_{! L}Θ^−_L is equivalent to give a family of compatible maps from_LΘ^−_L to i^∗_{≤v}(Av_{! L}Θ^−_L ) for each v, which is the same as maps from Av_{! L}Θ^−_L to i^∗_{≤v}(Av_{! L}Θ^−_L ) by Lemma 6.5. The restriction map is the canonical family of maps in the last description and we let α :_LΘ^−_L → Av_{! L}Θ^−_L corresponding to that. It is easy to see α completes the commutative diagram.

To prove uniqueness, it suffices to show that Hom^0(_LΘ^−_L , Av_{! L}Θ^−_L ) = Q_ℓ . For m = 0, 1 and w ≠ e ∈ ~W^∘_L,

Hom^m(_LΘ^−_L , i_{w!}i^∗_w Av_{! L}Θ^−_L ) = Hom^m(_LΘ^−_L , Δ(w)[−ℓ_L(w)]) = Hom^m(_LΘ^−_L ⋆_− ∇(w^{−1}), δ_L[−ℓ_L(w)]) = Hom^m(_LΘ^−_L [ℓ_L(w)], δ_L[−ℓ_L(w)]) = 0.

Using the iteration of open-closed distinguished triangles, we get

Hom^0(_LΘ^−_L , Av_{! L}Θ^−_L ) = lim_v Hom^0(_LΘ^−_L , i^∗_{≤v} Av_{! L}Θ^−_L )

= Hom^0(_LΘ^−_L , i_{e!}i^∗_e Av_{! L}Θ^−_L ) = Hom^0(_LΘ^−_L , δ_L) = Q_ℓ . □ Lemma 6.31. There is a unique map χ from_LΘ^−_L to_LΘ^−_L ⋆_− Av_{! L}Θ^−_L such that the composition_LΘ^−_L^χ−→_LΘ^−_L ⋆_− Av_{! L}Θ^−_L^{id⋆− ϵL}−−−−→_LΘ^−_L ⋆_− δ_L =_LΘ^−_L is the identity map. Moreover the composition_LΘ^−_L^χ−→_LΘ^−_L ⋆_− Av_{! L}Θ^−_L^{ϵL⋆−id}−−−−→ δ_L ⋆_− Av_{! L}Θ^−_L = Av_{! L}Θ^−_L is α.

Proof. Note that the stalks of_LΘ^−_L ⋆_− Av_{! L}Θ^−_L are infinite-dimensional. Therefore it does not live in the category_LD^−_L , and we have to view all objects as pro-objects.

By the definition of pro-objects, it suffices to show for w ∈ ~W^∘_L, there is a unique map χ_w :_LΘ^−_L →_LΘ^−_L ⋆_− i^∗_{≤w} Av_{! L}Θ^−_L such that the composition (id ⋆_− ϵ_L) ∘ χ_w is the identity map.

For any w^{′′} ∈ ~W , let j^∗_{≤w}′′ be the restriction of_L′ D^−_L to_L′ D(≤ w^{′′})^−_L . The perverse degree of j^∗_{≤w}′′ (_LΘ^−_L ⋆_− Δ(w^′)[−ℓ_L(w^′)]) is concentrated in degree 2ℓ_L(w^′) for any w^′, w^{′′} ∈ ~W . Since the associated piece of i^∗_{≤w} Av_{! L}Θ^−_L with respect to the Schubert stratification is given by Δ(w^′)[−ℓ_L(w^′)], it follows that the lowest perverse cohomology of j^∗_{≤w}′′ (_LΘ^−_L ⋆_− i^∗_{≤w} Av_{! L}Θ^−_L ) is j^∗_{≤w}′′_LΘ^−_L in degree zero. We define χ_w to be the limit of the embedding of perverse truncation at degree less than one.

Since the restriction of the first composition at e is identity and Hom^0(_LΘ^−_L ,_LΘ^−_L ) = Q_ℓ , it has to be the identity map.

To check the second composition is α, it suffices to show Hom^0(_LΘ^−_L , i^∗_{≤w} Av_{! L}Θ^−_L ) is Q_ℓ for any w ∈ ~W . Notice that ϵ_L can be completed to a triangle η_!η^∗(Av_{! L}Θ^−_L ) → i^∗_{≤w} Av_{! L}Θ^−_L^{ϵL}−→ δ_L, where η is the complement of the embedding G_{K,e}/I_u into G_{K,≤w}/I_u. Apply the functor Hom(_LΘ^−_L , −) to the convolution product of_LΘ^−_L with this triangle. The above argument shows Hom^m(_LΘ^−_L ,_LΘ^−_L ⋆_−η_!η^∗(Av_{! L}Θ^−_L )) = 0 for m < 2. Hence the composition of ϵ_L induces Hom^0(_LΘ^−_L , i^∗_{≤w} Av_{! L}Θ^−_L )^∼−→ Hom^0(_LΘ^−_L , δ_L) = Q_ℓ . □

Proposition 6.32. There is a natural isomorphism γ : (_LΘ^−_L ⋆_− Av_{! L}Θ^−_L ) ⋆_− Av_{! L}Θ^−_L →_LΘ^−_L ⋆_− Av_!(_LΘ^−_L ⋆_− Av_{! L}Θ^−_L ) such that the following diagram commutes.

LΘ^−_{L L}Θ^−_L ⋆_− Av_{! L}Θ^−_L (_LΘ^−_L ⋆_− Av_{! L}Θ^−_L ) ⋆_− Av_{! L}Θ^−_L

LΘ^−_{L L}Θ^−_L ⋆_− Av_{! L}Θ^−_{L L}Θ^−_L ⋆_− Av_!(_LΘ^−_L ⋆_− Av_{! L}Θ^−_L ) idχ χ⋆_− idγ χ id⋆_−Av_! χ

Here we view all objects as pro-objects of_LD^−_L in pro_{~W ×~W} (_LD^−_L ).

Proof. For each pair (a, b) ∈ ~W ×~W , α restricts to a map from_LΘ^−_L to i^∗_{≤a} Av_{! L}Θ^−_L . Hence we get α ⋆_− id :_LΘ^−_L ⋆_− i^∗_{≤b} Av_{! L}Θ^−_L → i^∗_{≤a} Av_{! L}Θ^−_L ⋆_+ i^∗_{≤b} Av_{! L}Θ^−_L . Now choose a^′ ∈ M(a, b). α ⋆_− id can be thought as a map from i^∗_{≤a}′ (Av_{! L}Θ^−_L ⋆_− i^∗_{≤b} Av_{! L}Θ^−_L ) to i^∗_{≤a} Av_{! L}Θ^−_L ⋆_+ i^∗_{≤b} Av_{! L}Θ^−_L . One can check that it is well-behaved with respect to a^′ and (a, b), hence we get a map γ : (_LΘ^−_L ⋆_− Av_{! L}Θ^−_L ) ⋆_− Av_{! L}Θ^−_L →_LΘ^−_L ⋆_− Av_!(_LΘ^−_L ⋆_− Av_{! L}Θ^−_L ).

The construction of the inverse of γ is similar. Fix (a, b) ∈ ~W ×~W and choose a^′ ∈ M(a, b^{−1}). As in the previous paragraph, we have a map from i^∗_{≤a}(i^∗_{≤a}′ Av_{! L}Θ^−_L ⋆_+ i^∗_{≤b} Av_{! L}Θ^−_L ) to i^∗_{≤a}(Av_{! L}Θ^−_L ⋆_+ i^∗_{≤b} Av_{! L}Θ^−_L ). It is an isomorphism and its inverse is well-behaved with respect to a^′ and (a, b). From this, we get a map from the opposite direction. One can check that it is the inverse of γ.

The proof is completed by noting that γ preserves the lowest perverse cohomology, that is the perverse truncation at degree zero. □

After examining the properties of Av_{! L}Θ^−_L , we discuss the maximal IC sheaves in non-neutral blocks. Let L, L^′ ∈ o, β ∈_L′ ~W_L, ξ = IC(ẇ^β )^+_L be a minimal IC sheaf for β. Let ϵ(ξ) be the canonical map_L′ Θ^−_L′ ⋆_− ξ → δ_L′ ⋆_+ ξ = ξ. By abuse of notation, the same symbol ϵ(ξ) will also be used for the canonical map Av_{! L}′ Θ^−_L′ ⋆_− ξ → δ_L′ ⋆_+ ξ = ξ.

Lemma 6.33. Let β ∈_L′ ~W_L be a block, ξ = IC(ẇ^β )^+_L be a minimal IC sheaf for β. There exists a unique isomorphism τ(ξ) : ξ ⋆_+ Av_{! L}Θ^−_L^∼−→ Av_{! L}′ Θ^−_L′ ⋆_+ ξ such that the following diagram commutes. ξ ⋆+ Av! LΘ^−L Av! L^′ Θ^−L′ ⋆+ ξ

ξ ⋆_+ δ_L ξ δ_L′ ⋆_+ ξ id⋆_+ϵ_L τ (ξ)ϵ(ξ) ==

Proof. It is easy to check that both ξ ⋆_+ Av_{! L}Θ^−_L and Av_{! L}′ Θ^−_L′ ⋆_+ ξ are glueable sheaves. Hence they are isomorphic by Theorem 6.3.4. Since right convolution with ξ is an equivalence, we have Hom^0(ξ ⋆_+ Av_{! L}Θ^−_L , Av_{! L}′ Θ^−_L′ ⋆_+ ξ) = Q_ℓ . The existence and uniqueness of τ(ξ) follow from that. □

Now let L^0, L^1, L^2, L^3 ∈ o. For i = 1, 2, 3. Let β_i ∈_Li ~W_Li−1 and ξ_i be a minimal IC sheaf for β_i. The subscripts L^j and identity map will be suppressed for the next lemma.

Lemma 6.34. (1) The composition Θ^− ⋆ ξ_2 ⋆ ξ_1^χ−→ Θ^− ⋆ Av_! Θ^− ⋆ ξ_2 ⋆ ξ_1^{τ (ξ2)}−−−→

Θ^− ⋆ ξ_2 ⋆ Av_! Θ^− ⋆ ξ_1^{ϵ(ξ2)⋆ϵ(ξ1)}

−−−−−−−→ ξ_2 ⋆ ξ_1 is the same as ϵ(ξ_2 ⋆ ξ_1).

(2) The following diagram commutes. Θ− ⋆ ξ_2 ⋆ ξ_1 Av_! Θ− ⋆ ξ_2 ⋆ ξ_1 ξ_2 ⋆ Av_! Θ− ⋆ ξ_1

Θ^− ⋆ Av_! Θ^− ⋆ ξ_2 ⋆ ξ_1 Θ^− ⋆ ξ_2 ⋆ Av_! Θ^− ⋆ ξ_1 ξ_2 ⋆ Av_! Θ^− ⋆ ξ_1

χ α τ (ξ_2)= τ (ξ_2)ϵ

(3) The following two compositions are the same.

(i) Θ^−⋆ξ_3⋆ξ_2⋆ξ_1^χ−→ Θ^−⋆Av_! Θ^−⋆ξ_3⋆ξ_2⋆ξ_1^{τ (ξ3⋆ξ2)}−−−−−→ Θ^−⋆ξ_3⋆ξ_2⋆Av_! Θ^−⋆ξ_1 χ −→ Θ^− ⋆ Av_! Θ^− ⋆ ξ_3 ⋆ ξ_2 ⋆ Av_! Θ^− ⋆ ξ_1^{τ (ξ3)}−−−→ Θ^− ⋆ ξ_3 ⋆ Av_! Θ^− ⋆ ξ_2 ⋆ Av_! Θ^− ⋆ ξ_1.

(ii) Θ^− ⋆ξ_3 ⋆ξ_2 ⋆ξ_1^χ−→ Θ^− ⋆Av_! Θ^− ⋆ξ_3 ⋆ξ_2 ⋆ξ_1^{τ (ξ3)}−−−→ Θ^− ⋆ξ_3 ⋆Av_! Θ^− ⋆ξ_2 ⋆ξ_1

Av_! χ

−−−→ Θ^− ⋆ ξ_3 ⋆ Av_!(Θ^− ⋆ Av_! Θ^−) ⋆ ξ_2 ⋆ ξ_1 → Θ^− ⋆ ξ_3 ⋆ Av_! Θ^− ⋆ Av_! Θ^− ⋆ ξ_2 ⋆ ξ_1

τ (ξ_2)

−−−→ Θ^− ⋆ ξ_3 ⋆ Av_! Θ^− ⋆ ξ_2 ⋆ Av_! Θ^− ⋆ ξ_1. The second last map in (ii) is given by Lemma 6.4.

Proof. (1) follows from the following commutative diagram. Θ^− ⋆ ξ_2 Θ^− ⋆ Av_! Θ^− ⋆ ξ_2 Θ^− ⋆ ξ_2 ⋆ Av_! Θ^−

Θ^− ⋆ δ ⋆ ξ_2 Θ^− ⋆ ξ_2 ⋆ δ

=χ ϵ τ (ξ_2)ϵ=

For (2), notice that ξ_2 ⋆ Av_! Θ^− ⋆ ξ_1 has only scalar endomorphisms. It suffices to check the diagram commutes after applying ϵ, which is clear.

Since the proof for (3) is very similar to Proposition 6.32, we will omit it. The crucial observation is that both maps compute the perverse truncation at degree zero. □

7. Affine monodromic Soergel functor

We construct the affine monodromic Soergel functors M and ~M in this section by introducing the extended affine monodromic Hecke category. We identify semisimple complexes (resp. in the extended category) with a subcategory of S-modules (resp. ~R-bimodules) via M (resp. ~M ). See Theorem 7.11 for the precise statement. The proof is in parallel with Section 7 in [LY].

7.1. Central extension.

7.1.1. Central extension of loop group. We recall the construction of a central extension of the loop group G_K in this subsection. We consider the loop group of the general linear group GL_{n,K} first. It is well-known that there is a determinant line bundle L_{det} on GL_{n,K}. Let us describe its k-valued points L_{det}(k). Points for other rings can be described similiarly (cf. [F, Section 2]).

Let O = k[[t]] and K = k((t)). For any O-lattices Λ_1, Λ_2 in the n-dimensional Kvector space K^n, there exists a third lattice Λ_3 ⊂ Λ_1 ∩Λ_2. The relative determinant line of Λ_1 with respect to Λ_2 is defined to be det(Λ_1 : Λ_2) = det(Λ_1/Λ_3) ⊗_k det(Λ_2/Λ_3)^{⊗−1}. Different choices of Λ_3 give canonically isomorphic lines. Let Λ_0 be the standard lattice O^n ⊂ K^n. L_{det}(k) consists of pairs (g, γ), where g ∈ GL_n(k((t))) and γ is an k-linear isomorphism k^∼−→ det(Ad(g)Λ_0 : Λ_0).

From the construction, we see that L_{det} descends to Gr_{GLn} the affine Grassmanian for GL_n naturally and also that the complement of the zero section in the total space of L_{det} is a central G_m -extension of GL_{n,K}.

We return to the general case when G is a split reductive group over F_q . Let ϕ : G → GL(V ) be a representation of G. We pullback L_{det} via ϕ and obtain a line bundle over Gr_G and G_K. We denote the resulting line bundle over G_K also as L_{det}. The complement of the zero section in the total space of L_{det} is again a central G_m -extension of G_K, which we denote as ~G_K. Notice that ~G_K depends on ϕ. If H is a subgroup of G_K, we denote the central extension of H by H̃. The bi-G_O-equivariant structure of L_{det} implies that it descends to G_O\G_K/G_O and moreover ~G_O is a trivial G_m -extension of G_O. In particular, we can define z ∈ H^2(I\G_K/I), the Chern class of L_{det}. In contrast with the reductive group case, H^2(I\G_K/I) is strictly larger than H^2(I\ pt /I). When G is almost simple and V is faithful, H^2(I\ pt /I) is of codimension one and does not contain z. In this case, a different choice of V will give the same z up to a Q-multiple.

When G is not almost simple, consider the isogeny G ↠ G^′ := G/Z(G) × G/[G, G]. Suppose G has n simple factors G_i, that is G/Z(G) = G_1 × · · · × G_n, we choose a faithful representation V_i for each G_i. By taking the trivial extension on the G/[G, G], we obtain a central G^n_m -extension on the loop group G^′_K. Choose a character of G^n_m which is non-trivial on each coordinate, equivalently, choose n non-zero integers. We pushout the central G^n_m -extension to a central G_m -extension of G^′_K via the chosen character. Finally we pullback this G_m -extension along G_K → G^′_K to obtain a G_m -extension of G_K.

7.1.2. Compatible G_m -torsor over Bun_{0,∞}. Let ω_{Bun} be the canonical bundle of Bun_G. Let ω_{0,∞} (resp. ω_0′_{,∞}′ ) be the pullback of ω_{Bun} along the projection map

Bun_{G,0,∞} (resp. Bun_0′_{,∞}′ ) to Bun_G. Let ~Bun^{⊗n}_{0,∞} be the total space of the G_m - torsor associated to the pullback of ω^{⊗n}_{0,∞}.

When G is almost simple, we know that ω_{Bun} is a power of the determinant line bundle on Bun_G as Pic(Bun_G) ∼= Z (cf. [Z]). Therefore we can choose a faithful representation V and an integer n such that there is a surjection map from ~G_K

(depends on V ) to ~Bun^{⊗n}_{0,∞} making the following diagram Cartesian. ~G_K ~Bun^{⊗n}_{0,∞}

G_K Bun_{0,∞} projproj

Since Bun_{0,∞} is isomorphic to [I^−_u \G_K/I_u], we can identify ~Bun^{⊗n}_{0,∞} with [I^−_u \~G_K/I_u] via the above Cartesian diagram.

For general G, we choose (V_i, n_i) for each simple factor G_i such that the above diagram commutes. By taking the trivial line bundle on the Bun_{G/[G,G],0,∞} and the same chosen character of G^n_m as the central extension of loop group, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 7.1. There exists a central G_m -extension ~G_K → G_K and a G_m -torsor ~ Bun_{0,∞} → Bun_{0,∞} such that the following diagram Cartesian.

~G_K [I−_u \~G_K/I_u] ~Bun_{0,∞}

G_K [I^−_u \G_K/I_u] Bun_{0,∞} projproj≃proj ≃

From now on, we always fix a central G_m -extension ~G_K → G_K and a G_m -torsor ~ Bun_{0,∞} → Bun_{0,∞} in Lemma 7.1.

There are natural stratifications of ~G_K and ~Bun_{0,∞} induced from G_K and Bun_{0,∞} respectively.

7.2. Soergel functor. Denote R = H^∗_{Tk} (pt_k, Q_ℓ ), ~R = H^∗_{~Tk} (pt_k, Q_ℓ ) = Sym(X^∗( ~T ))_{Qℓ} , S = Sym(X^∗(T )⊕Zz ⊕X^∗(T ))_{Qℓ} ⊂ Sym(H^2(I\G_K/I))_{Qℓ} . These are all polynomial algebras with generators placed at degree 2. Moreover, they carry Frobenius actions which send each generator x to qx. We may sometimes identify ~R with R ⊗ Q_ℓ [z] and S with R ⊗ Q_ℓ [z] ⊗ R. Note that S is canonically a subring of ~R ⊗ ~R.

One can define several categories associated to ~R and S in a similar way to [LY]. Denote S-gmod to be the category of graded S-modules; (S, Fr)-gmod to be the category of graded S-modules with a compatible Fr action; ~R ⊗ ~R-gmod to be the category of graded ~R ⊗ ~R-modules; ( ~R ⊗ ~R, Fr)-gmod to be the category of graded ( ~R ⊗ ~R, Fr)-modules with a compatible Fr action.

There is a functor ω forgetting the Fr action. [−], (−), ⟨−⟩ denote degree shift, weight twist, their composition respectively. Hom^•(−, −) stands for the inner Hom. These categories carry natural monoidal structures. See Definition 7.2 below.

We denote Ind and Res be the adjoint pair of induction and restriction functors between S-mod and ~R ⊗ ~R-mod. Same notations are also used for graded and with Frobenius action counterparts. If M and N are two ~R ⊗ ~R-modules such that Ind(M) ∼= Ind(N), then M ∼= N.

~W acts on ~T and ~R. For each w ∈ ~W , let ~R(w) be the graded ~R-bimodule which is the quotient of ~R ⊗ ~R by the ideal generated by w(a) ⊗ 1 − 1 ⊗ a for all a ∈ ~R.

Let R(w) ∈ (S, Fr)-gmod such that Ind(R(w)) ∼= ~R(w). Denote 1 to be the unique element in R(w) such that Ind(1) = 1 ∈ ~R(w).

Denote X_∗( ~T ) ⊗_Z Q_ℓ to be ~t. By abuse of notation, let Δ^{cen}_{alg} be the diagonal embedding of X_∗(G^{cen}_m ) ⊗_ZQ_ℓ into either ~t^2 or ~t^3. We identify S-modules with the quasi-coherent sheaves on ~t×~t/Δ^{cen}_{alg} . For 1 ≤ i < j ≤ 3, let p_{ij} : ~t^3/Δ^{cen}_{alg} → ~t^2/Δ^{cen}_{alg} be the natural projections.

Definition 7.2. Given two quasi-coherent sheaves F and G on ~t × ~t/Δ^{cen}_{alg} , define their convolution product F •G as p_{13∗}(p^∗_{12}F ⊗p^∗_{23}G). In a similar fashion, we define the convolution product ~F • ~G for quasi-coherent sheaves ~F and ~G on ~t^2.

It is easy to check that the convolution product commutes with Ind. An Smodule is the same as an R-bimodule with an action induced by z. From this point of view, the convolution product M • N is M ⊗_R N along with the action z ⊗ 1 + 1 ⊗ z.

Definition 7.3. The extended affine monodromic Hecke category_L′ ~D_L is the 2- limit of D^b_{( ~T × ~T ,L′⊠L−1),m}(I_u\ ~G_{K,≤w}/I_u), where L^′ ⊠ L^{−1} is viewed as a character sheaf on ~T × ~T via pullback of the natural projection ~T × ~T → T × T .

There are no extra difficulties for defining the extended version of other categories and sheaves mentioned before. A tilde is added whenever to denote the extended analog, with the only exception is the convolution product. Statements in previous sections can be easily generalized to the extended case. As an illustration, the first statement of Lemma 5.3 becomes ~Δ(ẇ_1)^+_{w2 L} ⋆_+ ~Δ(ẇ_2)^+_L ∼= ~Δ(ẇ_1ẇ_2)^+_L for ℓ(w_1) + ℓ(w_2) = ℓ(w_1w_2).

There is a natural map π : [I_u\~G_K/I_u] → [I_u\G_K/I_u] and the convolution product commutes with the pullback π^∗.

For ~F, ~G ∈_L′ ~D_L, Hom^•( ~F, ~G) is a module over H^∗(I\~G_K/I). Hence it is a ~Rbimodule. For example, ~R(w) is isomorphic to Hom^•( ~C(ẇ)^+_L , ~C(ẇ)^+_L ) in ( ~R⊗ ~R, Fr)- gmod for any w ∈ ~W . Similarly, for F, G ∈_L′ D_L, Hom^•(F, G) is a S-module and R(w) is isomorphic to Hom^•(C(ẇ)^+_L , C(ẇ)^+_L ) in (S, Fr)-gmod for any w ∈ ~W .

Definition 7.4. Let β ∈_L′ ~W_L, ξ (resp. ξ) be a (resp. non-mixed) minimal IC sheaf for β.

(1) Define M_ξ the mixed Soergel functor associated with ξ to be the functor from_L′ D^β_L to (S, Fr)-gmod, which sends F to

M_ξ (F) := Hom^•(_L′ Θ^−_L′ ⋆_− ξ, F).

(2) Define M_ξ the non-mixed Soergel functor associated with ξ to be the functor from_L′ D^β_L to S-gmod, which sends F to

M_ξ(F) := Hom^•(_L′ Θ^−_L′ ⋆_− ξ, F).

(3) When ξ = δ_L (resp. ξ = δ_L), the corresponding Soergel functors are denoted as M^∘ (resp. M^∘).

It is straightforward to generalize the above definition to the extended case. The two Soergel functors M and ~M are related by the following lemma.

Lemma 7.5. Let π : [I_u\~G_K/I_u] → [I_u\G_K/I_u] and F ∈_L′ D_L. The natural homomorphism Ind(M (F)) ∼= M (F) ⊗_S ( ~R ⊗ ~R) → ~M (π^∗F) is an ( ~R ⊗ ~R, Fr)-gmod isomorphism.

Proof. The homomorphism exists because π^∗Θ is isomorphic to ~Θ. It suffices to show the statement for costandard sheaves, which are generators of_L′ D_L. It is clear in this case. □

Here are some simple computations about Soergel functors.

Lemma 7.6. There is an unique isomorphism in (S, Fr)-gmod, M_ξ (ξ)^∼−→ R(w^β ), which sends ϵ(ξ) to 1. The extended case holds similarly.

Proof. The argument in the proof of Lemma 7.3 in [LY] still works. □

Lemma 7.7. Let s ∈ ~W^∘_L be a simple reflection and F ∈_L′ D^β_L. There is an unique isomorphism in (S, Fr)-gmod, M_ξ (F) • R(s)^∼−→ M_ξ (F ⋆_+ IC(s)^†_L⟨−1⟩) such that the composition M_ξ (F) → M_ξ (F)•R(s)^∼−→ M_ξ (F⋆_+IC(s)^†_L⟨−1⟩)^{Lemma} 5.6−−−−−−−→ M_ξ (π^∗_s π_{s∗}F)^{adj}−−→ M_ξ (F) is the identity.

Moreover, when taking F = δ_L, this isomorphism sends 1 ⊗ 1 to θ^†_s after precomposing the isomorphism in Lemma 7.6. The extended case holds similarly.

Proof. The proofs for a non-affine simple reflection s and the extended case are similar to that in Lemma 7.4 in [LY]. We briefly explain the proof for the former case. Notice that M_ξ (F) • R(s) ∼= M_ξ (F) ⊗_{~Rs} ~R. The key observation is that L^′ ~Θ − L^′ ⋆− ~ξ can be expressed as π ∗ s Θ for some shifted perverse sheaf Θ ∈_L′ D^−_{~L} by Lemma 5.7 and s is the Chern class of a pullback of a line bundle on G_K/P_s. So the computation can be done in_L′ D^−_{~L} . The projection formula and the properties of RHom imply the composition is indeed the identity.

When s is an affine simple reflection, L_{det} is not the pullback of a line bundle on G_K/P_s. Nonetheless, there exists a character λ ∈ X^∗(T ) such that the tensor product of its associated line bundle L_λ on G_K/I and L_{det} descends to G_K/P_s, hence we can apply the previous argument to this tensor product. □

7.3. Monoidal structure. We construct the monoidal structure of M .

Let β_1 ∈_L′ ~W_L and β_2 ∈_L′′ ~W_L′ . Let ξ_1, ξ_2 be two minimal sheaves for β_1, β_2 respectively. Suppose F ∈_L′ D_L, G ∈_L′′ D_L′ and we are given maps g :_L′′ Θ^−_L′′ ⋆_− ξ_2 → G[i] and f :_L′ Θ^−_L′ ⋆_− ξ_1 → F[j],. We can define λ(g, f), the product of g and f in Hom^{i+j} (_L′′ Θ^−_L′′ ⋆_− ξ_2 ⋆_− ξ_1, G ⋆_+ F), as follows. λ(g, f) is the composition

Θ ⋆ ξ_2 ⋆ ξ_1^χ−→ Θ ⋆ Av_! Θ ⋆ ξ_2 ⋆ ξ_1^{τ (ξ2)}−−−→ Θ ⋆ ξ_2 ⋆ Av_! Θ ⋆ ξ_1^{g⋆f}−−→ G ⋆ F[i + j]. Note that the map α (defined in Section 6.4) is in the last map implicitly. We have omitted certain superscripts and subscripts. We would do so henceforth as long as it causes no confusion.

Taking the direct sum over i, j ∈ Z gives a pairing (·, ·) : M_{ξ2} (G) × M_{ξ1} (F) → M_{ξ2 ⋆ξ1} (G ⋆ F), which descends to M_{ξ2} (G) ⊗_R M_{ξ1} (F) → M_{ξ2 ⋆ξ1} (G ⋆ F).

Furthermore, because of the multiplicative property of Chern class, it gives a functor c_{ξ2 ,ξ1} (G, F) : M_{ξ2} (G) • M_{ξ1} (F) → M_{ξ2 ⋆ξ1} (G ⋆ F).

Lemma 6.34(3) gives an associativity constraint. The two ways of compositions from M_{ξ3} (H) • M_{ξ2} (G) • M_{ξ1} (F) to M_{ξ3 ⋆ξ2⋆ξ1} (H ⋆ G ⋆ F) are equal. All the constructions above are applicable to the extended case.

Lemma 7.8. Both c_{ξ2,ξ1} (G, ξ_1) and c_{ξ2,ξ1} (ξ_2, F) are isomorphisms in (S, Fr)-gmod. The extended case holds similarly.

Proof. Lemma 6.33 shows that the composition M_{ξ2} (G) • R(w^{β1} ) ∼= M_{ξ2} (G) • M_{ξ1} (ξ_1)^{cξ2,ξ1 (G,ξ1)}−−−−−−−→ M_{ξ2 ⋆ξ1} (G ⋆ ξ_1)^{(⋆ξ1 )−1}−−−−−→_∼ M_{ξ2} (G) sends g ⊗ 1 to g. Hence c_{ξ2,ξ1} (G, ξ_1) is an isomorphism.

It requires slightly more effort to prove that c_{ξ2 ,ξ1} (ξ_2, F) is an isomorphism. Lemma 6.34 (2) implies the composition R(w^{β2} ) • M_{ξ1} (F)^=−→ M_{ξ2} (ξ_2) • M_{ξ1} (F)

c_{ξ2,ξ1} (ξ_2 ,F) −−−−−−−−→ M_{ξ2 ⋆ξ1} (ξ_2 ⋆ F) α^{−1}−−→ Hom•(Av ! Θ ⋆ ξ_2 ⋆ ξ_1, ξ_2 ⋆ F)

τ (ξ_2)

−−−→ Hom^•(ξ_2 ⋆ Av_! Θ ⋆ ξ_1, ξ_2 ⋆ F)

(ξ_2 ⋆)^{−1}

−−−−−→ Hom^•(Av_! Θ ⋆ ξ_1, F) α−→ M_{ξ1} (F) sends 1 ⊗ f to f. □ Lemma 7.9. If s ∈ ~W^∘_L is a simple reflection, then c_{ξ2,δ}(G, IC(s)) is an isomorphism in (S, Fr)-gmod. The extended case holds similarly.

Proof. We use the same notation as Lemma 7.7. Let g : Θ → π_{s∗}G be a morphism and g : Θ → G be its adjoint. Notice that the following two diagrams commute. Θ π_{s∗}π^∗_s Θ

π_{s∗}G π_{s∗}π^∗_s π_{s∗}G gadjπs∗π^∗_s g adj

Θ ⋆ ξ_2 ⋆ IC(s)⟨−1⟩ π^∗_s π_{s∗}(Θ ⋆ ξ_2)

G ⋆ IC(s)⟨−1⟩ π^∗_s π_{s∗}G g Lemma 5.6 π^∗_s π_{s∗}g Lemma 5.6

Hence, by diagram chasing, it suffices to check that the composition π^∗_s Θ = Θ⋆ξ_2^χ−→ Θ⋆Av_! Θ⋆ξ_2^{τ (ξ2)}−−−→ Θ⋆ξ_2 ⋆Av_! Θ^{θ†s}−→ Θ⋆ξ_2 ⋆IC(s)⟨−1⟩ = π^∗_s π_{s∗}π^∗_s Θ is equal to the one induced by the adjoint map Θ → π_{s∗}π^∗_s Θ. To see this, we compose it with the natural map Θ ⋆ ξ_2 ⋆ IC(s)⟨−1⟩ → Θ ⋆ ξ_2 ⋆ δ = Θ ⋆ ξ_2 and reduce to show that π^∗_s Θ → π^∗_s π_{s∗}π^∗_s Θ → π^∗_s Θ is the identity map. This is clear as its stalk at e is the identity and the degree zero part of the endomorphism ring of Θ ⋆ ξ_2 is Q_ℓ . □ Corollary 7.10. The map c_{ξ2,ξ1} (G, F) is an isomorphism whenever F is a semisimple complex. The extended case holds similarly.

Note that the statement is asymmetric, unlike its reductive group analog. We do not claim that c_{ξ2,ξ1} (G, F) is an isomorphism when G is a semisimple complex.

Proof. By the decomposition theorem, ωF is a direct summand of certain ω(IC(s_{i1} )_{L1} ⋆ IC(s_{i2} )_{L2} ⋆· · ·⋆IC(s_{in} )_{Ln} ) for some simple reflections s_{ij} and suitable L_j . Applying Lemma 7.8 and Lemma 7.9 n times will give the result. □

Now we are going to prove the main result in this section that the Soergel functor is fully faithful on semisimple complexes. The theorem is false if we only consider the R-bimodule structure instead of the S-module or ~R-bimodule structure. More precisely, m(F, G) fails to be surjective. This indicates the consideration of the central torus is necessary.

Theorem 7.11. Let β ∈_L′ ~W_L and ξ be a minimal sheaf in the block β. Let F and G be two semisimple complexes in_L′ D_L. Then the natural map m(F, G) : Hom^•(F, G) → Hom^•_{S- gmod}(M_ξ (F), M_ξ (G)) is an isomorphism in (S, Fr)-gmod. The extended case holds similarly. That is, ~m( ~F, ~G) : Hom^•( ~F, ~G) → Hom^•_{~R⊗ ~R- gmod}( ~M_{~ξ} ( ~F), ~M_{~ξ} ( ~G)) is an isomorphism in ( ~R ⊗ ~R, Fr)-gmod for any extended minimal sheaf ~ξ and semisimple complexes ~F, ~G in_L′ ~D_L.

Proof. It is clear that m(F, G) is Fr-equivariant, hence it suffices to prove that the non-mixed map is an isomorphism in S-gmod. Therefore we may and will assume F, G ∈_L′ D_L. We induct on the dimension of the support of F and do not fix a particular block, that is L and L^′ can change.

The base case is when F is a direct sum of shifted δ_L. Without loss of generality, assume F is δ_L and G is IC(w)_L. Consider the following commutative diagram.

Hom^•(δ_L, i_{e∗}i^!_eG) Hom^•_{S- gmod}(R(e), M^∘(i_{e∗}i^!_eG))

Hom^•(δ_L, G) Hom^•_{S- gmod}(R(e), M^∘(G)), am(δ_L, i_{e∗}i!_e G) M^∘(a) m(δ_L, G)

where a is induced by the adjunction map i_{e∗}i^!_eG → G.

It is clear that a is an isomorphism. Since i^!_eG is a direct sum of shifted δ_L, the top horizontal map is an isomorphism. To see M^∘(a) is an isomorphism, notice that we have showed M^∘(G) has an increasing filtration with associated graded Gr^F_n = ⊕_{ℓ(w}′_{)=n} Hom^•(i^∗_w′ Av_! Θ, i^!_w′ IC(w)^+_L ) in Lemma 6.28. Apply Hom(R(e), −) to the exact sequence, 0 → F_{≤n−1} → F_{≤n} → Gr^F_n → 0 for 1 ≤ n ≤ ℓ(w). Note that Gr^F_n is direct sum of R(w^′) for w^′ ≤ w with length n. From the ~W -action on ~R, we know that ~R(w^′) is both left and right free ~R-module. Since this action is faithful, there are no non-zero maps from ~R(e) to ~R(w^′) when ℓ(w^′) ≥ 1. The analogous statement holds for R(e) and R(w^′). In other words, Hom(R(e), F_{≤n−1}) → Hom(R(e), F_{≤n}) is bijective for all 1 ≤ n ≤ ℓ(w). Therefore M^∘(a) : Hom(R(e), F_0) → Hom(R(e), F_{≤ℓ(w)}) is bijective. This completes the base case.

Suppose now the dimension of the support of F is n and the statement holds for any F of dimension of support smaller than n. By the decomposition theorem, IC(w)^+_L is a direct summand of IC(w)^+_L = IC(s_{i1} )^+_{L1} ⋆ IC(s_{i2} )^+_{L2} ⋆ · · · ⋆ IC(s_{in} )^+_{Ln} for some reduced word expression w = (s_{i1} , s_{i2} , · · · , s_{in} ) of w and suitable L_i. It suffices to show the statement holds for IC(w)^+_L . Let w^′ = (s_{i1} , s_{i2} , · · · , s_{in−1} ) be a reduced word expression of w^′ = s_{i1} s_{i2} · · · s_{in−1} and s = s_{in} , then IC(w)^+_L ∼= IC(w^′)^+_{sL} ⋆ IC(s)^+_L . Consider the following diagram where each solid arrow is welldefined up to a nonzero scalar. Hom^•(IC(w^′)^+_{sL} ⋆ IC(s)^+_L , G) Hom^•(IC(w^′)^+_{sL}, G ⋆ IC(s)^+_{sL})

Hom^•(M (IC(w^′)^+_{sL} ⋆ IC(s)^+_L ), M (G)) Hom^•(M (IC(w^′)^+_{sL}), M (G ⋆ IC(s)^+_{sL}))

Hom^•(M (IC(w^′)^+_{sL}) • M (IC(s)^+_L ), M (G)) Hom^•(M (IC(w^′)^+_{sL})), M (G) • M (IC(s)^+_L ), m adj m^′ c c^′ b

where adj is an isomorphism given by Lemma 5.5 if s /∈ ~W^∘_L or Lemma 5.6 if s ∈ ~W^∘_L; m and m^′ are induced by the Soergel functor; c and c^′ are given by Corollary 7.10. Every solid arrow except for m is an isomorphism. If we can define an isomorphism b so that the diagram commutes up to a non-zero scalar, then m will be also an isomorphism.

When s /∈ ~W^∘_L, M (IC(s)^+_L ) is isomorphic to R(s). Notice that there exists a natural isomorphism R ∼= R(e) → R(s) • R(s) ∼= R as S-module. We define the map b to be induced by this isomorphism. To check the commutativity, it suffices to check for the universal object, that is when G = IC(w)^+_L and these two compositions send the identity to the same element. It is true because adj is also induced by an isomorphism δ_{sL} → IC(s)^+_L ⋆ IC(s)^+_{sL}.

When s ∈ ~W^∘_L, we prove the general statement: for M_1, M_2 ∈ S-gmod, there is a bifunctorial isomorphism of S-gmod

Hom^•_{S- gmod}(M_1, M_2 • M (IC(s)^+_L )) ∼= Hom^•_{S- gmod}(M_1 • M (IC(s)^+_L ), M_2).

It suffices to construct the unit and counit map. We use the R-bimodule with zaction description for S-module. From this point of view, M (IC(s)^+_L ) ∼= R ⊗_Rs R⟨1⟩ as R-bimodule, with z acts by 0 when s is a non-affine simple reflection and nontrivially otherwise.

Let α_s be a degree two element in R corresponding to s. Here α_s is unique up to a scalar. The unit map is the R-bilinear map R(e) → R ⊗_Rs R ⊗_R R ⊗_Rs R sending 1 to α_s ⊗ 1 ⊗ 1 + 1 ⊗ 1 ⊗ α_s. The counit map is the R-bilinear map R ⊗_Rs R ⊗_R R ⊗_Rs R → R(e), sending r_1 ⊗ 1 ⊗ r_2 to zero and r_1 ⊗ α_s ⊗ r_2 to r_1r_2. It is not hard to check the z-action compatibility directly. The map b^′ is obtained by specializing M_1 = M (IC(w^′)^+_{sL}) and M_2 = M (G). To check commutativity, it suffices to check when G = IC(w)^+_L and these two compositions send the identity to the same element. This is true because the tensor product and the forgetful functor correspond to π^∗_s and π_{s∗} respectively.

The proof for the extended case is similar (and easier), hence omitted. □

8. Soergel bimodule In this section, we recall some basics of Soergel bimodules without proofs. Details can be found in [LY] and [S]. The main result is to identify M^∘ (IC(w)^†_L) and ~M ∘ (~IC(w)^†_L) with certain extended Soergel bimodules.

Given a Coxeter system (W_0, S_0) and a reflection faithful Q_ℓ -representation V , let R_0 = Sym_{Qℓ} (V^∗) with deg(V^∗) = 2. Spec(R_0) is canonically isomorphic to V . Soergel associated each tuple (W_0, S_0, V ) to two families of graded R_0-bimodules, Bott-Samelson bimodules S(s_{in}, s_{in−1} , · · · , s_{i1} ) and indecomposable Soergel bimodules S(w). Up to degree shifts, the former one is indexed by words in W_0 while the latter one is indexed by elements in W_0. Let SB(W_0) ⊂ R_0 ⊗ R_0-gmod be the full subcategory consisting of Soergel bimodules. SB(W_0) carries a monoidal structure given by the tensor product (−) ⊗_{R0} (−).

It is easy to see that the ~W^∘_L-action on ~t is reflection faithful. Hence the above usual Soergel bimodule theory package is available. Moreover, for L ∈ o and w ∈ ~W , we define a graded ~R ⊗ ~R-gmod S(w)_L following Lusztig and Yun. Let β be the block containing w. Write w = xw^β for x ∈ ~W^∘_L. Define the extended Soergel bimodule S(w)_L := S(x)_{~W ∘L} ⊗_{~R} ~R(w^β ). It carries a rigidification with the degree zero element 1 ⊗ 1. For any sequence (s_{in} , s_{in−1} , · · · , s_{i1} ) of simple reflections in ~W , let L_j = s_{ij} · · · s_{i1} L. Define the extended Bott-Samelson bimodule S(s_{in}, s_{in−1} , · · · , s_{i1} )_L := S(s_{in})_{Ln−1} ⊗_{~R} S(s_{in−1})_{Ln−2} ⊗_{~R} · · · ⊗_{~R} S(s_{i1})_L. When L is trivial and w ∈ ~W^∘_L, S(s_{in}, s_{in−1} , · · · , s_{i1} )_L and S(w)_L become the usual Bott-Samelson bimodules and Soergel bimodules for the affine Weyl group ~W^∘_L.

Lemma 8.1. Let L ∈ o and w ∈ ~W . Let M be an indecomposable graded ~R ⊗ ~Rmodule such that

(1) Supp(M) ⊃ Γ(w) as a subset of Spec( ~R ⊗ ~R).

(2) For some reduced expression w = s_{in} s_{in−1} · · · s_{i1} in ~W , M is a direct summand of S(s_{in}, s_{in−1} , · · · , s_{i1} )_L.

Then M ∼= S(w)_L.

Proof. See Lemma 8.1 in [LY] □

Let ( ~R ⊗ ~R, Fr)-gmod_{pure} be the full subcategory of ( ~R ⊗ ~R, Fr)-gmod containing those M = ⨁ n∈ZM^n such that M^n is pure of weight n as Fr-module. The forgetful functor ω : ( ~R ⊗ ~R, Fr)-gmod_{pure} → ~R ⊗ ~R-gmod has an one-side inverse

(−)^♮ : ~R ⊗ ~R-gmod → ( ~R ⊗ ~R, Fr)-gmod_{pure}

defined by declaring Fr to act on the n-th graded piece by q^{n/2}. Let SB_m(~W^∘_L) ⊂ ( ~R⊗ ~R, Fr)-gmod_{pure} be the full subcategory consisting of those M such that ωM ∈ SB(~W^∘_L). It inherits a monoidal structure from ( ~R ⊗ ~R, Fr)-gmod_{pure}.

Proposition 8.2. Let L ∈ o and w ∈ ~W^∘_L. Then there is a unique isomorphism in ( ~R ⊗ ~R, Fr)-gmod ~M^∘ (~IC(w)^†_L⟨−ℓ_L(w)⟩) ∼= S(w)^♮_{~W ∘} L

which sends ~θ^†_w to 1 ∈ S(w)^♮_{~W ∘L}.

Proof. Let M be ~M (~IC(w)_L[−ℓ_β(w)]), where β is the unique block contains w. Theorem 7.11 shows End(M) = Q_ℓ , hence M is indecomposable. The support of the last piece of the filtration of M in Lemma 6.28 corresponds to Γ(w) = Supp( ~R(w)) ⊂ Supp(M). M is a direct summand of ~M (~IC(s_{in} , · · · , s_{i1} )_L[−ℓ_β(w)]) by the decomposition theorem combined with Lemma 7.6 and Lemma 7.7. Hence we can apply Lemma 8.1 to prove that ~M (~IC(w)_L[−ℓ_β(w)]) ∼= S(w)_L. The rest of the proof is similar to Proposition 8.7 in [LY]. □

Proposition 8.3. Let M ∈ SB_m(~W^∘_L). There exists a finite filtration 0 = F_0M ⊂ F_1M ⊂ · · · ⊂ F_nM = M in SB_m(~W^∘_L) satisfying

(1) For 1 ≤ i ≤ n, Gr^F_i M ∼= S(w_i)^♮⟨n_i⟩ ⊗ V_i for some w_i ∈ ~W^∘_L, n_i ∈ Z and finite-dimensional Fr-module V_i pure of weight zero.

(2) The filtration ωF_•M of ωM splits in ~R ⊗ ~R-gmod.

Proof. The proof is similar to Proposition 8.10 in [LY]. By Theorem 7.11 and Proposition 8.2, the homomorphism space between two Soergel bimodules at certain degrees vanish due to perverse degree consideration. The filtration in the proposition is analogous to the perverse filtration. □

There are analogous definitions and results for S-module case. Lemma 7.5 and Proposition 8.2 guarantee the existence of S(w)_L, the Soergel bimodules for S and S(s_{in} , s_{in−1} , · · · , s_{i1} )_L, the Bott-Samelson bimodules for S. They are sent to S(w)_L and S(s_{in}, s_{in−1} , · · · , s_{i1} )_L under induction functor Ind. They are unique up to unique isomorphism after rigidification. After defining Soergel bimodules for S, we can define the Frobenius version (S, Fr)-gmod_{pure} and its full subcategory SB_m(~W^∘_L). The above results and proofs can be generalized to S-modules by replacing ⊗_{~R} and S by • and S respectively. For completeness, let us state the analog of Proposition 8.2 for S-module.

Proposition 8.4. Let L ∈ o and w ∈ ~W^∘_L. Then there is a unique isomorphism in (S, Fr)-gmod M^∘ (IC(w)^†_L⟨−ℓ_L(w)⟩) ∼= S(w)^♮_{~W ∘L} which sends θ^†_w to 1 ∈ S(w)^♮_{~W ∘L} .

9. Equivalence for the neutral block

In this section we prove the main statement, which is the equivalence between neutral blocks of monodromic Hecke categories. It relies heavily on the machinery developed in [BY, Appendix B].

Let L ∈ o. Denote H_L to be the endoscopic group of G corresponding to L. It is a reductive group sharing the same maximal torus with G (cf. [LY, Section 9.1]). The subscript would be dropped whenever there is no ambiguity. Let H_K be the loop group of H and I_H be its standard Iwahori subgroup. The usual affine Hecke category for H_K is D_{HK} := D^b_m(I_H \H_K/I_H ).

It is the affine monodromic Hecke category for H with the trivial character sheaf on T . Hence all constructions before are applicable to D_{HK} . Denote the IC sheaf, standard sheaf, and costandard sheaf in D_{HK} by IC(w)_{HK} , Δ(w)_{HK} , and ∇(w)_{HK} respectively. Unlike its reductive group analog, D_{HK} can usually be decomposed into smaller categories. We define D^∘_{HK} to be its neutral block, which is a special case in Definition 5.13. One can check that D^∘_{HK} contains the sheaves supported on the neutral connected component of I_H \H_K/I_H . The orbits in this component are those whose index is in ~W^∘_L.

As in the previous sections, adding a tilde (resp. an underline) means its extended (resp. non-mixed) counterparts. Here are the main theorems of the paper.

Theorem 9.1. Let L ∈ Ch(T ) and H_K be the loop group of the endoscopic group of G associated with L. There is a natural monoidal equivalence of triangulated categories Ψ^∘_L : D^∘_{HK}^∼−→_LD^∘_L such that

(1) For all w ∈ ~W^∘_L,

Ψ^∘_L(IC(w)_{HK} ) ∼= IC(w)^†_L, Ψ^∘_L(Δ(w)_{HK} ) ∼= Δ(w)^†_L, Ψ^∘_L(∇(w)_{HK} ) ∼= ∇(w)^†_L.

In particular, Ψ^∘_L is t-exact for the perverse t-structures.

(2) There is a bi-functorial isomorphism of graded (S, Fr)-modules for all F, G ∈ D^∘_{HK} Hom^•(F, G)^∼−→ Hom^•(Ψ^∘_L(F), Ψ^∘_L(G)).

Theorem 9.2 (Extended version of Theorem 9.1). We use the same notation as Theorem 9.1. There is a natural monoidal equivalence of triangulated categories ~Ψ^∘_L : ~D^∘_{HK}^∼−→_L ~D^∘_L

such that

(1) For all w ∈ ~W^∘_L, ~Ψ^∘_L(~IC(w)_{HK} ) ∼= ~IC(w)^†_L, ~Ψ^∘_L( ~Δ(w)_{HK} ) ∼= ~Δ(w)^†_L, ~Ψ^∘_L( ~∇(w)_{HK} ) ∼= ~∇(w)^†_L.

In particular, ~Ψ^∘_L is t-exact for the perverse t-structures.

(2) There is a bi-functorial isomorphism of graded ( ~R ⊗ ~R, Fr)-modules for all ~F, ~G ∈ ~D∘_{HK} Hom^•( ~F, ~G)^∼−→ Hom^•(~Ψ^∘_L( ~F), ~Ψ^∘_L( ~G)).

Their proofs are very similar. We only discuss the proof for the first theorem, which occupies the rest of the section.

Let us introduce several related categories as in Section 9.3 in [LY]. For w ∈ ~W^∘_L, let_LD(≤ w)^∘_L ⊂_LD^∘_L be the full subcategory consisting of sheaves whose support on I_u\G_{K,≤w}/I_u. Define D(≤ w)^∘_{HK} ⊂ D^∘_{HK} in a similar fashion. We also let LC(≤ w)^∘_L ⊂_LD(≤ w)^∘_L (resp._LC^∘_L ⊂_LD^∘_L) be the full subcategory consisting of objects that are pure of weight zero. Note that any object F in_LC^∘_L is very pure in the sense that i^∗_wF and i^!_wF are pure of weight zero. Let_LC(≤ w)^∘_L (resp._LC^∘_L) be the essential image of_LC(≤ w)^∘_L (resp._LC^∘_L) under ω :_LD(≤ w)^∘_L →_LD(≤ w)^∘_L (resp. ω :_LD^∘_L →_LD^∘_L). Let K^b(_LC^∘_L) be the homotopy category of bounded complexes in_LC^∘_L and K^b(_LC^∘_L)_0 ⊂ K^b(_LC^∘_L) be the thick subcategory consisting of the complexes that are null-homotopic when mapped to K^b(_LC^∘_L). Similarly, one can define K^b(_LC(≤ w)^∘_L) and K^b(_LC(≤ w)^∘_L)_0.

It is clear that the above categories have extended counterparts, we denote them with a tilde.

Let SB(~W^∘_L)(≤ w) be the full subcategory of SB(~W^∘_L) consisting of Soergel bimodules supported on the union of Γ(v) for v ≤ w. Let SB_m(~W^∘_L)(≤ w) be its mixed analog, which is the full subcategory of SB_m(~W^∘_L) consists of those M such that ωM ∈ SB(~W^∘_L)(≤ w). Since the graph Γ(v) is Δ^{cen}_{alg} -invariant, it makes sense to define SB(~W^∘_L)(≤ w) and SB_m(~W^∘_L)(≤ w) for S-module counterparts.

The formalism in [BY, Appendix B] shows that there is a triangulated functor (the realization functor) ρ_{≤w} : K^b(_LC(≤ w)^∘_L) →_LD(≤ w)^∘_L. The arguments in Section 9.4 in [LY] imply the following lemma.

Lemma 9.3. For any w ∈ ~W^∘_L, the functor ρ_{≤w} descends to an equivalence

ρ_{≤w} : K^b(_LC(≤ w)^∘_L)/K^b(_LC(≤ w)^∘_L)_0^∼−→_LD(≤ w)^∘_L. The extended analog holds similarly.

From the construction of ρ_{≤w}, we know that ρ_{≤w} is compatible with ρ_{≤w}′ whenever w ≤ w^′.

Proposition 9.4. The restriction of M^∘ gives a monoidal equivalence

φ_0 :_LC^∘_L^∼−→ SB_m(~W^∘_L) such that for F, G ∈_LC^∘_L, there is a canonical isomorphism in (S, Fr)-gmod Hom^•(F, G) ∼= Hom^•_{S- gmod}(φ_0(F), φ_0(G)).

Moreover φ_0 restricts to an equivalence φ_{0,≤w} :_LC(≤ w)^∘_L^∼−→ SB_m(~W^∘_L)(≤ w) for any w ∈ ~W^∘_L. The extended case holds similarly.

Proof. Let φ_0 :_LC^∘_L → S-gmod be the restriction of M^∘ . Corollary 7.10 shows that φ_0 is a monoidal functor.

First, we show that the image of φ_0 lies in SB_m(~W^∘_L). By Proposition 8.2, φ_0(ωF) ∼= ωφ_0(F) ∈ SB(~W^∘_L). It remains to show that Ext^i(_LΘ^−_L , F) = Ext^i(Av_{! L}Θ^−_L , F) is pure of weight i for any F ∈_LC^∘_L. This is true if we can prove that Av_{! L}Θ^−_L is ∗-pure of weight zero and F is !-pure of weight zero (cf. [BY, Lemma 3.1.5]). The latter has already been shown in Lemma 5.8. For the former, we know that i^∗_w Av_{! L}Θ^−_L is an one-dimensional local system by Proposition 6.7. Since the hyperbolic localization functor preserves the purity of weight (cf. [Br, Theorem 8]), the stalk at ẇ is pure of weight zero and hence Av_{! L}Θ^−_L is ∗-pure of weight zero. Moreover, it is clear that φ_0 sends_LC(≤ w)^∘_L to SB_m(~W^∘_L)(≤ w).

Note that Ext^i(F, G) is pure of weight i because of the ∗-purity of F and !-purity of G by Lemma 5.8. This shows hom_{LC}∘_L (F, G) = Hom(F, G)^{Fr} = Hom^•(F, G)^{Fr}. Meanwhile, hom_{(S,Fr)-gmod}(M, M^′) = Hom_{S-gmod}(M, M^′)^{Fr} for M, M^′ ∈ SB_m(~W^∘_L). Theroem 7.11 states that the functor φ_0 sending Hom^•(F, G) to Hom^•_{S- gmod}(φ_0(F), φ_0(G)) is an isomorphism. Taking the Frobenius invariant of both sides implies φ_0 is fully faithful.

Finally, we show that if M ∈ SB_m(~W^∘_L)(≤ w), then there exists F ∈_LC(≤ w)^∘_L such that φ_0(F) ∼= M. The argument for the reductive group case works perfectly well here. The idea is to utilize the filtration in Proposition 8.3 and to compare the extension classes of sheaves of pure weight zero and the Soergel bimodules by

Theorem 7.11. Notice that the support of an extension between two sheaves are contained in the union of that of the two sheaves. Hence F satisfies the support condition. The extended case can be proved similarly. □

We introduce some notation before stating the next theorem. For F, G ∈_LD^∘_L, let Ext^n(F, G)_m be the weight m summand of the Fr-module Ext^n(F, G). For M, M^′ ∈ K^b(S-mod), their morphism space HOM_Kb_{(S-mod)}(M, M^′) in K^b(S-mod) is the space of homotopy classes of S-linear chain maps M → M^′. Denote the degree shift of complexes in K^b(S-mod) by {1}. Denote

HOM^•_Kb_{(S-mod)}(M, M^′) = ⨁ n∈Z HOM_Kb_{(S-mod)}(M, M^′{n}).

If M, M^′ ∈ K^b(S-gmod), HOM_Kb_{(S-mod)}(M, M^′) has a natural internal grading, whose m-th graded piece is denoted by HOM_Kb_{(S-mod)}(M, M^′)_m. Moreover, when M, M^′ ∈ K^b((S, Fr)-gmod), HOM_Kb_{(S-mod)}(M, M^′)_m carries a Frobenius action naturally. Replacing S by ~R ⊗ ~R will give the extended analog.

Theorem 9.5. (1) Let K^b(SB_m(~W^∘_L)(≤ w))_0 consist of complexes in SB_m(~W^∘_L)(≤ w) that become null-homotopic after applying ω. Then φ_{0,≤w} induces an equivalence of triangulated categories,

K^b(_LC(≤ w)^∘_L)/K^b(_LC(≤ w)^∘_L)_0^K b(φ_{0,≤w} ) −−−−−−−→ K^b(SB_m(~W^∘_L)(≤ w))/K^b(SB_m(~W^∘_L)(≤ w))_0. (2) Let φ_{L,≤w} be the composition K^b(φ_{0,≤w}) ∘ ρ^{−1}_{≤w}, then for any F, G ∈_LD(≤ w)^∘_L, we have a functorial isomorphism of (S, Fr)-modules Hom^•(F, G)^∼−→ HOM_Kb_{(S-mod)}(ωφ_{L,≤w}(F), ωφ_{L,≤w}(G)), which sends Ext^n(F, G)_m to HOM_Kb_{(S-mod)}(ωφ_{L,≤w}(F), ωφ_{L,≤w}(G){n − m})_m for all m, n ∈ Z.

Proof. Both statements can be proved by methods in the reductive group analog. For (1), it is easy to see that any null-homotopy maps for the objects in K^b(SB_m(~W^∘_L)(≤ w))_0 can be transported to the Soergel bimodule side via φ_0 and vice versa.

For (2), the crucial observation is the spectral sequence induced by stupid filtrations of ρ^{−1}_{≤w}F and ρ^{−1}_{≤w}G, which abuts to Ext(F, G), degenerates on the E_2 page because differentials are weight preserving. □

Proof of Theorem 9.1. Fix a representation of H and an G_m -extension of H_K as in Section 7.1. One can check that the Soergel bimodule categories for (~W^∘_L,~t) and ( ~W^∘_H ,~t) are isomorphic. Note that ~t depends on the choice of the fixed representations of G and H. The two categories are isomorphic because of the fact that a non-trivial central extension of the loop group of a simple group is unique up to a non-zero Q-multiple. The condition on the pushout character guarantees that the central extension is non-trivial when restricted to each simple factor (see the discussion in Section 7.1).

Apply Theorem 9.5 to the endoscopic group H with the trivial character sheaf on T . We obtain an equivalence

φ_{H,≤w} : D(≤ w)^∘_{HK}^∼−→ K^b(SB_m( ~W^∘_H )(≤ w))/K^b(SB_m( ~W^∘_H )(≤ w))_0, where ~W^∘_H is the (non-extended) affine Weyl group associated to H, which is the same as ~W^∘_L as a subset in ~W . However, ≤ is the Bruhat order in ~W induced by this canonical isomorphism, rather than the Bruhat order of ~W^∘_H . The two Bruhat orders are different as stated in Remark 5.11.

For F, G ∈ D(≤ w)^∘_{HK} , there is a natural isomorphism of (S, Fr)-modules Hom^•(F, G)^∼−→ HOM_Kb_{(S-mod)}(ωφ_{H,≤w}(F), ωφ_{H,≤w}(G)). Let Ψ^∘_{L,≤w} = φ^{−1}_{L,≤w} ∘ φ_{H,≤w}. Then Ψ^∘_{L,≤w} is an equivalence of triangulated categories between D(≤ w)^∘_{HK} and_LD(≤ w)^∘_L. Moreover, Ψ^∘_{L,≤w} is compatible with natural inclusions of triangulated categories when w runs through ~W^∘_L (cf. [BY, Proposition B3.1]). Hence the limit of Ψ^∘_{L,≤w} is well-defined, which we denote by Ψ^∘_L. It is an equivalence between D^∘_{HK} and_LD^∘_L. Furthermore, it is clear that from construction of Ψ^∘_L, the map in (2) is an isomorphism.

It is clear from [BY, Remark B3.2] that Ψ^∘_L is a monoidal functor. By Proposition 8.2, Ψ^∘_L(IC(w)_{HK} ) ∼= IC(w)^†_L. It remains to show Ψ^∘_L(Δ(w)_{HK} ) ∼= Δ(w)^†_L and Ψ^∘_L(∇(w)_{HK} ) ∼= ∇(w)^†_L. Section 9.8 in [LY] gives a criterion for a sheaf being the standard sheaf (or costandard sheaf). The criterion remains true for the affine case. This is because the information of knowing the homomorphism space from a sheaf to all IC sheaves is enough to determine whether the sheaf is the standard sheaf or not. Hence the proof is complete. □

References

[ABG] Arkhipov, S.; Bezrukavnikov, R.; Ginzburg, V. Quantum groups, the loop Grassmannian, and the Springer resolution, J. Amer. Math. Soc., 17 (2004), 595-678.

[BBD] Beilinson, A.; Bernstein, J.; Deligne, P. Faisceaux pervers, In Analysis and topology on singular spaces, I, 5-171, Astérisque, 100, Soc. Math. France, Paris, 1982.

[BFO] Bezrukavnikov, R.; Finkelberg, M.; Ostrik, V. On tensor categories attached to cells in affine Weyl groups, III, Israel J. Math. 170 (2009), 207-234.

[BGS] Beilinson A.; Ginzburg, V.; Soergel, W. Koszul duality patterns in representation theory, J. Amer. Math. Soc. 9 (1996), no. 2, 473-527.

[BL] Bernstein, J.; Lunts, V. Equivariant sheaves and functors, Lecture Notes in Mathematics, 1578. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1994. iv+139 pp.

[Be] Bezrukavnikov, R. On two geometric realizations of an affine Hecke algebra, Publ. Math.

Inst. Hautes Études Sci. 123 (2016), 1-67.

[BY] Bezrukavnikov, R.; Yun, Z. On Koszul duality for Kac-Moody groups, Represent. Theory, 17 (2013), 1-98.

[BB] Björner, A.; Brenti, F. Combinatorics of Coxeter groups, Springer-Verlag, New York, 2005. [Bo] Bourbaki, N. Groupes et algèbres de Lie, Ch. 4, 5 et 6, Hermann, Paris, 1968. [Br] Braden, T. Hyperbolic localization of intersection cohomology, Transform. Groups 8 (2003), no. 3, 209-216.

[D] Deligne, P. La conjecture de Weil II, Publ. Math. Inst. Hautes Études Sci. 52 (1980), 137-252. [DL] Deligne, P.; Lusztig, G. Representations of reductive groups over finite fields, Annals of Math. 103 (1976), 103-161.

[F] Faltings, G. Algebraic loop groups and moduli spaces of bundles, J. Eur. Math. Soc. 5 (2003), 41–68.

[G1] Gaitsgory, D. Construction Of Central Elements In The Affine Hecke Algebra Via Nearby Cycles, Invent. Math. 144 (2001), 253–280.

[G2] Gaitsgory, D. On de Jong’s conjecture, Israel J. Math. 157 (2007), 155–191. [Hä] Härterich, M. Kazhdan-Lusztig-Basen, unzerlegbare Bimoduln und die Topologie der Fahnenmannigfaltigkeit einer Kac-Moody-Gruppe, Dissertation in Freiburg, 1999.

[Hu] Humphreys, J. Representations of semisimple Lie algebras in the BGG category O, Graduate Studies in Mathematics, vol. 94, American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2008.

[MV] Mirković, I.; Vilonen, K. Geometric Langlands duality and representations of algebraic groups over commutative rings, Ann. of Math. (2) 166 (2007), 95-143.

[LS] Laszlo Y.; Sorger C., The line bundles on the moduli of parabolic G-bundles over curves and their sections, Ann. Sei. Ecole Norm. Sup. 30 (1997), 499-525.

[L] Lusztig, G. Monodromic systems on affine flag manifolds, Proc. Roy. Soc. London 445 (1994), 231-246.

[LY] Lusztig, G.; Yun, Z. Endoscopy for Hecke categories, character sheaves and representations, Forum of Mathematics, Pi, 8 (2020), E12.

[S] Soergel, W. Kazhdan-Lusztig-Polynome und unzerlegbare Bimoduln über Polynomringen, J.

Inst. Math. Jussieu 6 (2007), no. 3, 501-525.

[Y1] Yun, Z. Global Springer theory, Advances in Mathematics 228 (2011) 266-328. [Y2] Yun, Z. Rigidity in automorphic representations and local systems, Current Developments in Mathematics, 2013.

[Z] Zhu, X. An introduction to affine Grassmannians and the geometric Satake equivalence, 2013.

arxiv 1603.05593

Massachusetts Institute of Technology, Department of Mathematics Email address: liyw@mit.edu