arXiv:2402.18210v1 [math.QA] 28 Feb 2024

PULL-BACK AND PUSH-FORWARD FUNCTORS FOR HOLONOMIC MODULES OVER CHEREDNIK ALGEBRAS

GWYN BELLAMY, PAVEL ETINGOF, AND DANIEL THOMPSON

Abstract. In this article we continue the study of holonomic modules over sheaves of Cherednik algebras, initiated by the third author in [Tho18]. Working with arbitrary parameters, we first develop a theory of b-functions to prove that push-forward along open embeddings preserves holonomicity. This implies that pull-back along closed embeddings also preserves holonomicity. We use these facts to show that both push-forward and pull-back under any melys morphism preserves holonomicity. Since duality preserves holonomicity, we deduce that extraordinary push-forward and extraordinary pull-back also exist for holonomic modules.

As a consequence, we give a general classification of irreducible holonomic modules similar to the classification of irreducible holonomic D-modules as minimal extensions of integrable connections on locally closed subsets. Finally, we prove that ext-groups between holonomic modules are finite-dimensional and explore applications of our work to the classification of aspherical parameters and existence of finite-dimensional modules for sheaves of Cherednik algebras.

Contents

1. Introduction 1 2. Sheaves of Cherednik algebras 6 3. Melys morphisms 11 4. Coherent and holonomic extensions 27 5. b-functions 31 6. Preservation of holonomicity 37 7. The category of holonomic modules 45 8. Applications 51 9. Appendix - Rational Cherednik algebras 57 References 59

1. Introduction

Associated to a finite group W acting on a smooth complex variety X is a family of sheaves H_{ω,c}(X, W ) of algebras, called Cherednik algebras. First introduced in [EG02] in the case where X = h is a linear representation, they were defined and studied in full generality by the second author in [Eti17]. In [Los17], Losev introduced the notion of holonomic modules for Cherednik algebras, generalizing the usual definition of holonomic D-modules. Examples of holonomic modules include modules in category O when X = h, or modules coherent over 1

O_X for general X. Holonomic modules were studied by the third author in [Tho18], where results such as Kashiwara’s Theorem for modules over Cherednik algebras were established. As in the case of D-modules, a basic property of holonomic modules that makes their study tractable is:

Proposition 1.1. Holonomic H_{ω,c}(X, W )-modules have finite length.

This was shown by Losev [Los17] to told for a very general class of examples, namely any quantization of a Poisson variety with finitely many symplectic leaves, each leaf having finite fundamental group. This includes rational Cherednik algebras (the linear case X = h) and we show in Proposition 3.30 that statements such as this can be reduced to the linear situation because, locally, there exists a W -equivariant closed embedding X → h realizing H_{ω,c}(X, W )-modules as H_c(h, W )-modules supported on X.

1.1. Melys morphisms. As for D-modules, one would like to use morphisms between varieties in order to construct (or deconstruct) and study holonomic modules. Unfortunately, it is clear that one cannot expect pull-back or push-forward of modules for Cherednik algebras to exist for arbitrary W -equivariant morphisms. In order to give a sufficient condition for existence, we first recall how the algebras H_{ω,c}(X, W ) are parametrized. We begin by choosing a twist ω ∈ H^2 (X, Ω^{1,2}_X )^W , just as in the usual construction of the ring of twisted differential operators. Then a pair (s, Z) is said to be a reflection if s ∈ W and Z is a connected component of the fixed point set X^s having codimension one in X. The group W acts on the set S(X) of all such pairs and we choose c: S(X) → C , a function constant on W -orbits.

Definition 1.2. A (W -equivariant) morphism φ: Y → X is said to be c-melys if φ^{−1}(Z) ⊂ Y^s for all (s, Z) ∈ S(X) with c(s, Z) ≠ 0.

We note that any locally closed embedding Y → X is melys. Also, if c = 0 then every equivariant morphism is melys. The following result then forms the foundation of the article.

Theorem 1.3. If φ: Y → X is a c-melys morphism then φ^∗H_{ω,c}(X, W ) is a H_φ∗_{ω,φ}∗_c(Y, W )- φ^{−1}H_{ω,c}(X, W )-bimodule.

As a consequence we can define the pull-back φ^0M and push-forward φ_0N of H-modules for any c-melys morphism, together with their derived extensions φ^! and φ_+.

1.2. Open embeddings. The aim of this work is to prove that the functors φ^! and φ_+ preserve complexes with holonomic cohomology. This must be done in stages, the most important of which is to consider the case where φ is an open embedding.

Theorem 1.4. Let j : U → X be an open embedding. If M is a holonomic H_{ω,c}(U, W )-module then the complex j_+M has holonomic cohomology.

Though it is a consequence of this theorem that each irreducible holonomic H_{ω,c}(U, W )- module admits a (unique) irreducible holonomic extension to X, in the proof we must first

PULL-BACK AND PUSH-FORWARD FUNCTORS FOR HOLONOMIC MODULES OVER CHEREDNIK ALGEBRAS3

establish this extension result (Theorem 4.7) using the Gabber-Kashiwara-Saito filtration on coherent H_{ω,c}(X, W )-module. We then introduce a theory of b-functions for Cherednik algebras in order to prove the above theorem.

Assume that X is affine and U = (f ≠ 0) is the principal open set defined by the nonvanishing of the W -invariant function f. Just as for D-modules, one can introduce, for each H_{ω,c}(U, W )-module M , the H_{ω,c}(U, W )[s]-module M f^s. Then the analogue of Bernstein’s Theorem on the existence of b-function is the following statement.

Theorem 1.5. The H_{ω,c}(X, W )_{C (s)} -module j_0(M f^s)_{C (s)} is holonomic and for any m ∈ M there exists 0 ≠ b(s) ∈ C [s] and an operator D ∈ H_{ω,c}(X, W )[s] such that D(fm ⊗ f^s) = b(s)m ⊗ f^s. From this, we deduce Theorem 1.4. Taking ω = 0 and M = O, we recover the classical b-function equation (but now for Cherednik algebras).

Corollary 1.6. For any W -invariant function f there exists 0 ≠ b(s) ∈ C [s] and an operator D[s] ∈ H_c(X, W )[s] such that D(f^{s+1}) = b(s)f^s.

If i: Y → X is a closed embedding then it is straight forward to show that i_+ preserves holonomicity (Corollary 3.28). It is then a consequence of Theorem 1.4, applied to the usual open-closed diagram, that i^! also preserves holonomicity; see Corollary 5.16.

1.3. Preservation of holonomicity. Once the case of an open (or closed) embedding is understood, there is a standard argument in the case of D-modules that reduces the case of a general morphism to the composition of a closed embedding and a projection. Moreover, one may reduce to the case where all spaces involved are affine n-spaces A^n , for various n. In the key example of projection p: A^n ×A^m → A^n , the functor p_+ is shown to preserve holonomicity by Bernstein’s trick, using the Fourier transform on A^n ×A^m to relate the cohomology of p_+ to i^!. In the case of Cherednik algebras, our approach is broadly the same. However, it becomes far more involved because an arbitrary c-melys morphism cannot be factored as a melys closed embedding followed by a melys projection.

Working backwards, we first show that if k, h are linear representations of W and φ: k → h is c-melys, then φ^! and φ_+ preserve holonomicity; Theorem 6.1. This is done by showing that there is a factorization k → h × k^{W φ(r)}−→ h × k^{W p}↠ h into melys morphisms, where the first is a closed embedding, the last is the projection and the finite morphism φ(r) is a composition of simple morphisms of the form x → x^{ri} on 1- dimensional irreducible factors h_i of h. One can show directly that φ(r)^! and φ(r)_+ preserve holonomicity. As was already shown in the paper [Tho18], Bernstein’s trick to show that p_+ and p^! preserve holonomicity works equally well for Cherednik algebras.

Finally, to reduce to the linear case we use étale covers to reduce to a local situation where y ∈ Y^W and x = φ(y) ∈ X^W . We then show in Proposition 6.6 that there exists a commutative diagram k h

Y^′ Y X Φ ϕφ

of melys morphisms, where the vertical ones are (melys) closed embeddings and ϕ is étale. This allows us to conclude:

Theorem 1.7. Let φ: Y → X be a c-melys morphism. Then φ^! and φ_+ restrict to functors between the derived categories D^b_{Hol}(H_φ∗_{ω,φ}∗_c(Y, W )) and D^b_{Hol}(H_{ω,c}(X, W )).

As noted in [Tho18], there is a duality on the derived category of complexes with coherent cohomology that preserves holonomicity (it does not induce an exact duality on the abelian category of holonomic modules). Therefore, Theorem 1.7 allows us to define the adjoints φ_!, φ^+ to φ^! and φ_+.

There is a notion of regular singularities for holonomic modules. We expect that the functors φ^!, φ_!, φ^+, φ_+ and D_X preserve regular singularities; see Conjecture 6.12.

1.4. A classification of irreducible holonomic modules. The existence of pull-back and push-forward functors for holonomic modules allows one to give a general classification of irreducible holonomic modules. This is done in Section 7. In order to state the main result, we introduce some definitions. A subgroup P of W is said to be parabolic if it is the stabilizer of some point x ∈ X. The W -connected components X of the locally closed subset of X consisting of points with stabilizer conjugate to P , as P runs over all conjugacy classes of parabolics, defines a finite stratification (the stabilizer stratification) of X.

Let N = N_W (P ) be the normalizer of P in W . A smooth affine subset Z of a stratum X is said to be parallelizable if its normal bundle N_{X/Z} is P -equivariantly trivial and n(Z) = Z or n(Z) ∩ Z = ∅ for each n ∈ N; see Definition 7.2 for the precise definition. The support of an irreducible holonomic module is the closure of the W -saturation of some parallelizable subset.

To each parallelizable set Z we associate admissible data (Definition 7.10) (Z, M, λ, ξ) consisting of an irreducible integrable ω-connection M on Z, an irreducible representation λ of P and an irreducible representation ξ of the twisted group algebra C_τ N(M, λ). This final object requires some explanation. One can show that the pair (M, λ) defines a H_{ω,c}(U_0, P )-module M ⊠ L(λ) on some neighbourhood U_0 of Z in X (with support equal to Z). Clifford Theory implies that there exists a subgroup N(M, λ) of N/P and a 2-cocycle τ of N(M, λ) such that

End_{Hω,c(U0,N)} Ind^N_P (M ⊠ L(λ)) ∼= C_τ N(M, λ)

is isomorphic to the associated twisted group algebra; see Theorem 7.8. We choose an irreducible representation ξ of this twisted group algebra.

Theorem 1.8. The irreducible holonomic H_{ω,c}(X, W )-modules are parametrized, up to isomorphism, by the equivalence classes of admissible data as X runs over all strata.

More specifically, we describe how one constructs an irreducible holonomic H_{ω,c}(X, W )- module from a datum (Z, M, λ, ξ). Then there is an obvious equivalence (Z, M, λ, ξ) ∼

PULL-BACK AND PUSH-FORWARD FUNCTORS FOR HOLONOMIC MODULES OVER CHEREDNIK ALGEBRAS5

(Z^′, M^′, λ^′, ξ^′) on the set of all admissible data and we show that the resulting irreducible holonomic modules are isomorphic if and only if the data are equivalent.

As an application of the classification of irreducible holonomic modules, we establish the following finitness result on ext-groups between holonomic modules.

Corollary 1.9. Let M , N be holonomic H := H_{ω,c}(X, W )-modules. Then

dim_C Ext^i_H(M , N ) < ∞, ∀i ≥ 0.

1.5. Other applications. Finally, we note other applications of our main results.

Recall that a parameter (ω, c) is said to be aspherical if there exists a non-zero H_{ω,c}(X, W )- module M killed by the trivial idempotent e ∈ C W .

Proposition 1.10. The set of aspherical values is contained in a finite union of affine hyperplanes in H^2 (X, Ω^{1,2}_X )^W ⊕ S(X)^W .

Similarly, one can ask when H_{ω,c}(X, W ) is a sheaf of simple algebras. We show:

Proposition 1.11. The set of parameters (ω, c) ∈ H^2 (X, Ω^{1,2}_X )^W ⊕ S(X)^W where the algebra H_{ω,c}(X, W ) is not simple is contained in a countable union of affine hyperplanes.

We define shift functors S_{c→c}′ on the category of holonomic modules. If A denotes the set of all reflection hypersurfaces in X then fix a W -stable subset Ω ⊂ A and let c, c^′ be parameters such that c(s, Z) = c^′(s, Z) for all (s, Z) with Z /∈ Ω. We construct an exact shift functor S_{c→c}′ : M(H_{ω,c}(X, W )) → M(H_{ω,c}′ (X, W )) on the category M(H_{ω,c}(X, W )) of H_{ω,c}(X, W )-modules. Theorem 1.4 implies that S_{c→c}′ restricts to a functor between the respective categories of holonomic modules; see Proposition 8.8.

Finally, for each x ∈ X we also introduce a Jacquet functor

J_x : M_{Coh(O)}(H_{ω,c}(X, W )) → O_{cx} (h, W_x)

from the category of H_{ω,c}(X, W )-modules coherent over O_X to category O for the pair (h, W_x), where h = T_xX. We show in Lemma 8.10 that J_x is an exact functor and J_x(M ) = 0 if and only if x /∈ Supp M .

1.6. Notation. As in Borel’s book [BGK^+87], pull-back and push-forward of sheaves are denoted φ^{−1} and φ_• respectively. For a quasi-coherent O-module M , pull-back and pushforward are denoted φ^∗M = O_X ⊗_φ−1_{OY} φ^{−1}M and φ_∗(M ) = φ_•(M ). Finally, for modules over Cherednik algebras and c-melys morphisms φ, we have φ^0, φ_0 and their associated derived functors φ^!, φ_+.

Acknowledgements. The first author was partially supported by a Research Project Grant from the Leverhulme Trust and by the EPSRC grants EP-W013053-1 and EP-R034826-1. The work of the second author was partially supported by the NSF grant DMS-2001318. We would like to thank Ivan Losev for helpful correspondences.

2. Sheaves of Cherednik algebras

In this section we introduce sheaves of Cherednik algebras on a smooth variety.

2.1. Conventions. Let k be an algebraically closed field of characteristic zero. By a scheme, we will always mean a separated scheme of finite type over k. A variety will mean a reduced scheme, not necessarily irreducible. In particular, they may be disconnected. Sheaves of modules over a sheaf of rings will be denoted M , N ,... whilst modules over a ring will be denoted M, N,... Unadorned tensor products will always be over k. The sheaf of vector fields, resp. one-forms, on a smooth variety X is denoted Θ_X , resp. Ω^1_X .

All our spaces will be equipped with the action of a finite group W . We do not assume that this action is effective. Throughout, we make the following:

Assumption 2.1. All spaces admit a (finite) cover by W -stable affine open sets.

Under the above assumption, the quotient X/W exists as a scheme [Ber10, Proposition 1.3] with the closed points of X/W in bijection with the W -orbits in X since k is algebraically closed. We note that if X is quasi-projective, then it admits a cover by W -stable affine open sets [Ber10, Lemma 1.2].

Remark 2.2. As explained in [Eti17, Remark 2.32], we do not need to assume that our spaces admit a cover by W -stable affine open subsets in order to define sheaves of Cherednik algebras. Instead, one can take étale W -stable covers by affine open sets. Our assumption is made to simplify the exposition.

A subset Z ⊂ X is said to be W -connected if it is W -stable and W acts transitively on the connected components of Z. The subset Z is said to be W -irreducible if it is W -stable and W acts transitively on the irreducible components of Z. If π : X → X/W is the quotient map then Z is W -connected if and only if π(Z) is connected and it is W -irreducible if and only if π(Z) is irreducible. If w ∈ W , then X^w denotes the set of all points fixed under the automorphism w.

Since we wish to deal with objects such as the skew group ring O_X ⋊W , we work throughout on the quotient variety X/W . Note that one could equivalently work with the W -equivariant Zariski topology on X: a subset U ⊂ X is an open subset in this topology if and only if it is open in the Zariski topology and W -stable. Pushing forward by π, we consider O_X , Ω^1_X and O_X ⋊ W etc. as sheaves on X/W .

If F is a locally free W -equivariant coherent sheaf on X then each x ∈ X admits an affine W -stable neighbourhood U such that F |_U is free (though not necessarily equivariantly trivial). This follows from the fact that finitely generated projective modules over the semilocal ring O_{X,W ·x} of rational functions regular on the orbit W · x are actual free.

The morphisms φ : Y → X that we consider will always be assumed to be W -equivariant.

2.2. Let X be a smooth variety over k. Let Z be a smooth subvariety of X of codimension one and write O_X (Z) for the sheaf of functions with a pole of order at most one along Z.

PULL-BACK AND PUSH-FORWARD FUNCTORS FOR HOLONOMIC MODULES OVER CHEREDNIK ALGEBRAS7

Locally, the ideal defining Z is principal, generated by one section, f_Z say. Then the element

d log f_Z := df_Z f_Z is a section of Ω^1_X (Z) = Ω^1_X ⊗ O_X (Z). Contraction defines a pairing Θ_X ⊗ Ω^1_X (Z) → O_X (Z) given by (ν, ω) → i_ν (ω).

Let Ω^{1,2}_X be the two term subcomplex Ω^1_X^d−→ (Ω^2_X )^{cl}, concentrated in degrees 1 and 2, of the algebraic de-Rham complex of X, where (Ω^2_X )^{cl} denotes the subsheaf of closed forms in Ω^2_X . Sheaves of twisted differential operators on X are parameterized, up to isomorphism, by the second hypercohomology group H^2 (X, Ω^{1,2}_X ); see [BB93, Section 2.1]. Given ω ∈ H^2 (X, Ω^{1,2}_X ), the corresponding sheaf of twisted differential operators is denoted D_ω(X).

2.3. Dunkl-Opdam operators. Let W be a finite group acting on X. We do not assume X is connected, but (without loss of generality) assume it is W -connected. In particular, X is equidimensional (recall that X is assumed smooth). Let S(X) be the set of pairs (w, Z) where w ∈ W and Z is a connected component of X^w of codimension one. Any such Z is smooth. A pair (w, Z) in S(X) will be called a reflection of (X, W ) and Z a reflection hypersurface. The group W acts on S(X), and we fix c : S(X) → k to be a W -equivariant function with W acting trivially on k.

Recall from [BB93] that an O_X -module P is a Picard algebroid if there exists a Lie bracket [−, −]: P ⊗ P → P with morphisms i: O_X → P and σ : P → Θ_X (the anchor map) forming a short exact sequence 0 → O_X → P → Θ_X → 0 such that σ is a morphism of Lie algebras, i(1) is central in P and

[p_1, fp_2] = f[p_1, p_2] + σ(p_1)(f)p_2, ∀ p_1, p_2 ∈ P, f ∈ O_X .

The Picard algebroid is said to be W -equivariant if there are isomorphisms ψ_w : w^∗(P)^∼→ P of algebroids, satisfying the usual cocycle condition, such that the inclusion O_X → P and anchor map σ : P → Θ_X are W -equivariant. Each class [ω] ∈ H^2 (X, Ω^{1,2}_X )^W can be represented by an invariant 2-cocycle ω. The corresponding Picard algebroid P_ω is W -equivariant. We fix one such W -equivariant Picard algebroid P_ω.

We say that an affine open neighbourhood U of x ∈ X is good if it is W -stable and Z ∩ U is principal for all (w, Z) ∈ S.

Lemma 2.3. Each point x ∈ X admits a good open neighbourhood.

Proof. We may assume X is affine. Let O_{X,W ·x} denote the semilocal ring of functions regular on the orbit W · x. Since X is smooth, [Mat89, Exercise 20.4] says that each indecomposable summand of O_{X,W ·x} is a UFD. Thus, for each (w, Z) ∈ S there exists g_Z ∈ O(X) such that g_Z has no zeros in W · x and Z ∩ (g_Z ≠ 0) is principal. Replacing g_Z by ∏ w∈W w(g_Z ), we may assume g_Z is W -invariant. Finally, let g = ∏ (w,Z) gZ . Then (g ≠ 0) is the required good open

neighbourhood of x. □

We choose a covering {U_i} of X consisting of good open sets. This means we can fix functions f_{Z,i} defining U_i ∩ Z for all (w, Z) ∈ S(X). The union of all Z’s is denoted E. If j : X \ E → X is the inclusion, then write P_ω(E) for the sheaf j_•(P_ω|_{X\E} ).

Definition 2.4. To each v ∈ Γ(U_i, P_ω), the associated Dunkl-Opdam operator is

D_v = v + ∑ (w,Z)∈S(X) 2c(w, Z) 1 − λ_{w,Z} i_{σ(v)}(d log f_{Z,i})(w − 1), (2.1)

where λ_{w,Z} is the eigenvalue of w on each fiber of the conormal bundle of Z in X.

The operator D_v is a section of P_ω(E) ⊗ kW over U_i. The Γ(U_i, O_X ⊗ kW )-submodule of P_ω(E) ⊗ kW generated by all Dunkl-Opdam operators {D_v | v ∈ Γ(U_i, P_ω)} and the subspace Γ(U_i, O_X ⊗ kW ) is denoted Γ(U_i, F^1). The modules Γ(U_i, F^1) glue to form a sheaf F^1 in the W -equivariant Zariski topology on X. The anchor map σ : P_ω(E) ⊗ kW → Θ_X (E) ⊗ kW restricts to a map F^1 → Θ_X ⊗ kW which fits into a short exact sequence

0 → O_X ⊗ kW → F^{1 σ}−→ Θ_X ⊗ kW → 0. (2.2)

Definition 2.5. The subsheaf of algebras of j_•(D_ω(X \ E) ⋊ W ) generated by F^1 is called the sheaf of Cherednik algebras associated to W, ω and c. It is denoted H_{ω,c}(X, W ).

The global sections of H_{ω,c}(X, W ) are denoted H_{ω,c}(X, W ). The space of parameters for the family H is H^2 (X, Ω^{1,2})^W ⊕ S(X)^W .

Example 2.6. The following example shows that H^2 (X, Ω^{1,2})^W need not be finite-dimensional when X is not affine. Let X = C^2 \ {(0, 0)}, acted on by W = (Z/ℓZ)^2 in the obvious way. Let DR_2 be the De Rham complex truncated at degree 2 (ending with closed forms). We have a short exact sequence 0 → Ω^{1,2} → DR_2 → O_X → 0 of complexes. Now, the cohomology of DR_2 is H^•(X, C ) in degrees ≤ 2 and we get a W -equivariant sequence

H^1(X, C ) → H^1(X, O_X ) → H^2 (X, Ω^{1,2}) → H^2(X, C ).

Since H^1(X, C ) = H^2(X, C ) = 0, this implies that H^2 (X, Ω^{1,2}) is finite dimensional if and only if H^1(X, O_X ) is finite dimensional (and similarly after taking W -invariants). But the latter for C^2 \ {(0, 0)} is spanned by x^iy^j, for i, j ≤ −1 [Har77, III, Exercise 4.3].

One can construct the corresponding sheaves of twisted differential operators as follows. Let us take the usual sheaves of differential operators on C^× × C and C × C^× . We have to glue them on C^× × C^× , preserving the order filtration. Let us glue by preserving functions and mapping ∂ ∂x → ∂ ∂x + ∂F ∂x , ∂ ∂y → ∂ ∂y + ∂F ∂y , where F = (xy)^{−1}P (x^{−1}, y^{−1}). If F_1, F_2 are Laurent polynomials of this form then one can check that the corresponding sheaves of twisted differential operators are not isomorphic as filtered algebras.

When F is W -invariant i.e. F = (xy)^{−ℓ}P (x^{−ℓ}, y^{−ℓ}), the sheaf of twisted differential operators can be deformed to sheaves of Cherednik algebras.

PULL-BACK AND PUSH-FORWARD FUNCTORS FOR HOLONOMIC MODULES OVER CHEREDNIK ALGEBRAS9

2.4. There is a natural order filtration F^• on H_{ω,c}(X, W ), defined in one of two ways. Either one defines F^• to be the restriction to H_{ω,c}(X, W ) of the order filtration on j_•(D_ω(X \E)⋊W ), or, equivalently, by giving elements in F^1 degree at most one, with D ∈ F^1 having degree one if and only if σ(D) ≠ 0, and then defining the filtration inductively by setting F^i = F^1F^{i−1}. By definition, the filtration is exhaustive. Let p: T^∗X → X be the projection map. The second author has shown in Theorem 2.11 of [Eti17] that the algebras H_{ω,c}(X, W ) are a flat deformation of D(X) ⋊ W . Equivalently, the PBW property holds for Cherednik algebras:

Theorem 2.7. gr_F H_{ω,c}(X, W ) ∼= p_•O_T ∗_X ⋊ W .

We note for later use that Theorem 2.7 implies that, for any affine W -stable open set U ⊂ X, the algebra Γ(U, H_{ω,c}(X, W )) has finite global dimension; namely, its global dimension is bounded by 2 dim X. Moreover, it implies that H_{ω,c}(X, W ) is a coherent sheaf of algebras. A H_{ω,c}(X, W )-module M can be regarded as an O_{X/W} -module. Equation (2.1) implies that each section of H_{ω,c}(X, W ) acts on M as a locally ad(O_{X/W} )-nilpotent endomorphism. Therefore, we get a morphism H_{ω,c}(X, W ) → D_{OX/W} (M ), where the latter is Grothendieck’s sheaf of differential operators on M . This morphism preserves filtrations. When ω = [L], for some equivariant line bundle L, the algebra H_{ω,c}(X, W ) acts on L and the morphism H_{ω,c}(X, W ) → D_{OX/W} (L) is an embedding.

2.5. Throughout, a H_{ω,c}(X, W )-module will always mean a left H_{ω,c}(X, W )-module that is quasi-coherent over O_X . The category of all H_{ω,c}(X, W )-modules is denoted M(H_{ω,c}(X, W )) and the full subcategory of all modules coherent over H_{ω,c}(X, W ) is M_{Coh}(H_{ω,c}(X, W )). The categories M(H_{ω,c}(X, W )) and M_{Coh}(H_{ω,c}(X, W )) are abelian.

2.6. Singular support. Since the group W acts symplectically on T^∗X, the quotient scheme (T^∗X)/W has a natural Poisson structure. It has finitely many symplectic leaves. We recall that a (reduced) locally closed subvariety Z ⊂ (T^∗X)/W is said to be coisotropic (resp. isotropic) if the smooth locus of Z ∩ L is coisotropic (resp. isotropic) in L, for each symplectic leaf L of (T^∗X)/W . Let π : T^∗X → (T^∗X)/W be the quotient map. The following result is implicit in [Tho18].

Lemma 2.8. Let K be a (reduced) locally closed subvariety of (T^∗X)/W .

(i) K is isotropic if and only if π^{−1}(K) is isotropic in T^∗X. (ii) If K is isotropic then so too is its closure.

Proof. Part (i). We assume that K is isotropic in (T^∗X)/W . Let K^′ = π^{−1}(K). We must show that there is a dense open subset of K^′ such that ω|_{Ty K}′ = 0 for all y in this open set. Here ω is the symplectic form on T^∗X. We may assume that K is irreducible. Then there exists a unique leaf L such that K ∩ L is open dense in K and hence K^′ ∩ L^′ is open dense in K^′, where L^′ := π^{−1}(L). Shrinking K if necessary, we can assume that K ∩ L is smooth. Hence ω_L|_{Tk (K∩L)} = 0 for all k ∈ K ∩L, where ω_L is the symplectic form on L. The restriction π|_L′ : L^′ → L is étale and by definition ω_L(dπ(−), dπ(−)) = ω|_L′ . (2.3)

This implies that ω|_{Ty K}′ = ω|_{Ty (K}′_{∩L}′_) = 0 for all y ∈ K^′ ∩ L^′. Hence K^′ is isotropic in T^∗X.

Assume now that K^′ is isotropic in T^∗X and that L is now an arbitrary leaf in (T^∗X)/W . Again, shrinking K if necessary, we may assume that K ∩ L is smooth. Then K^′ ∩ L^′ is smooth since π|_L′ is étale. Then [CG97, Proposition 1.3.30] says that ω|_{Ty(K}′_{∩L}′_) = 0 for all y ∈ K^′ ∩ L^′. Equation (2.3) now implies that ω_L|_{Tk(K∩L)} = 0 for all k ∈ K ∩ L.

Part (ii). By part (i), it suffices to show that π^{−1}(K) = π^{−1}(K) is isotropic in T^∗X, given that π^{−1}(K) is isotropic. This is a consequence of [CG97, Proposition 1.3.30]. □

Assume that X is affine. Let ι_i be a linear splitting of the principal symbol map

σ_i : F^i → gr^i_F H_{ω,c}(X, W ) = O(T^∗X)_i ⊗ kW

Let C = Z(O(T^∗X) ⋊ W ) = O(T^∗X)^W , and write ι : C → H_{ω,c}(X, W ) for the linear map induced by ι_i. The map ι satisfies properties (i) and (ii) of [Los17, Section 2.1] (with d = 1). Therefore, associated to any finitely generated H_{ω,c}(X, W )-module M is its singular support SS(M), a closed subset of (T^∗X)/W . This set does not depend on the choice of good filtration.

More generally, if X is not affine, we can cover X by W -stable affine open subsets U_i. If M is a coherent H_{ω,c}(X, W )-module and M_i = Γ(U_i, M ), then the singular supports SS(M_i) agree on overlaps U_i ∩ U_j , and hence define a global variety SS(M ) in (T^∗X)/W .

If M is finitely generated, then for each leaf L ⊂ (T^∗X)/W , the intersection L ∩ SS(M ) is a coisotropic subvariety of L by [Los17, Theorem 1.1(1)]. That is, SS(M ) is coisotropic.

Definition 2.9. A coherent H_{ω,c}(X, W )-module M is called holonomic if SS(M ) is an isotropic subvariety of (T^∗X)/W .

The full subcategory of M_{Coh}(H_{ω,c}(X, W )) consisting of holonomic modules is denoted M_{Hol}(H_{ω,c}(X, W )).

Example 2.10. If M is a H_{ω,c}(X, W )-module coherent over O_X then M is holonomic. Indeed, giving M the (good) filtration with F_{−1}M = 0 and F_iM = M for all i ≥ 0 shows that SS(M ) is contained in the zero section X/W of (T^∗X)/W .

Fixing a good filtration F_• on a coherent module M , we may consider gr_F M as a module over either O_{(T} ∗_{X)/W} or O_T ∗_X . This defines singular support SS(M ) ⊂ (T^∗X)/W as above, or SS_X (M ) ⊂ T^∗X. Then SS_X (M ) = π^{−1}(SS(M )) and Lemma 2.8 implies that M is holonomic if and only if SS_X (M ) is isotropic in T^∗X.

Similarly, the support Supp M of an H_{ω,c}(X, W )-module is a subset of X/W , closed if M is coherent. If we instead wish to consider the support of M thought of as a sheaf on X then we write Supp_X M for this. We have Supp_X M = π^{−1}(Supp M ).

2.7. Stabilizer stratification. If X is a smooth W -variety then it admits a stabilizer stratification, which we now describe. A subgroup P ⊂ W , which occurs as the isotropy group of a point of X, is called a parabolic subgroup of W (with respect to its action on X). We wish our strata to be W -stable, but as close to connected as possible. Therefore, for each parabolic subgroup P of W , we let X_0 be a connected component of {x ∈ X | W_x = P }. Then we say that X := W (X_0) is a stratum of X. This defines a partition of X into smooth, locally closed

PULL-BACK AND PUSH-FORWARD FUNCTORS FOR HOLONOMIC MODULES OVER CHEREDNIK ALGEBRAS11

W -connected sets. The image of the X in X/W defines a partition of the latter by smooth locally closed and connected subvarieties.

The partition of X induces a filtration on the category M(H_{ω,c}(X, W )) of (quasi-coherent) modules, and by restriction on the full subcategories of coherent, respectively holonomic, modules.

Definition 2.11. For any locally closed W -stable subset Y ⊂ X, the category M(H_{ω,c}(X, W ))_Y (resp. M_{Coh}(H_{ω,c}(X, W ))_Y , M_{Hol}(H_{ω,c}(X, W ))_Y ) denotes the category of all (resp., coherent, holonomic) H_{ω,c}(X, W )-modules M with Supp_X M ⊂ Y .

3. Melys morphisms

Let φ: Y → X be a W -equivariant morphism with X, Y smooth. For each parameter c, let S_c(X) denote the set of pairs (w, Z) in S(X) with c(w, Z) ≠ 0. The following notion was introduced in [BM14], but for a much more restrictive class of morphisms.

Definition 3.1. Let φ: Y → X be a W -equivariant morphism.

(1) φ is c-melys if φ^{−1}(Z) ⊂ Y^w for each (w, Z) ∈ S_c(X).

(2) φ is be strongly c-melys if it is c-melys and Y_i ∩ φ^{−1}(Z) ≠ ∅ implies Y^w_i ≠ Y_i for each (w, Z) ∈ S_c(X) and each connected component Y_i of Y .

If Y is connected then every c-melys morphism can be factored as a strongly c-melys morphism Y → X^K followed by a closed embedding X^K → X, for some normal subgroup K ⊂ W acting trivially on Y .

Example 3.2. We list two key examples of melys morphisms.

(1) If c = 0 then every equivariant morphism is c-melys.

(2) If Y ⊂ X is any W -stable smooth locally closed subset then φ: Y → X is c-melys. In particular, both open embeddings and closed embeddings are c-melys.

Example 3.3. An example of a melys morphism that is not strongly melys can be constructed as follows. Take a collection of reflection hypersurfaces (w_1, Z_1), . . . , (w_k, Z_k) ∈ S_c(X), closed under conjugation by W , with Y = ⋂ i Z_i non-empty. Then Y will be a W -stable closed subset of X and the embedding Y → X is c-melys but not strongly c-melys.

For an example of a morphism that is not c-melys, take any X with S_c(X) ≠ ∅ and let φ: Y = X × X → X be projection onto the first factor. If W acts diagonally on Y then φ is not c-melys.

Given a c-melys morphism φ, we define φ^∗c on S(Y ) as follows. Let (w, Z) ∈ S(Y ). If there exists Z^′ (necessarily unique) with (w, Z^′) ∈ S_c(X) such that Z is a connected component of φ^{−1}(Z^′) then we set (φ^∗c)(w, Z) := val_Z (φ^∗(f_Z′ ))c(w, Z^′) to be multiplication by the order of vanishing of φ^∗(f_Z′ ) along Z. If no such Z^′ exists then we set (φ^∗c)(w, Z) = 0. For any W -equivariant O_X -module M , let φ^∗M = O_Y ⊗_φ−1_{OX} φ^{−1}M be the usual pull-back in the category of quasi-coherent sheaves.

The following result forms the basis of the remainder of the paper.

Theorem 3.4. If φ is c-melys then φ^∗H_{ω,c}(X, W ) is a H_φ∗_{ω,φ}∗_c(Y, W )-φ^{−1}H_{ω,c}(X, W )- bimodule. Hence, for any H_{ω,c}(X, W )-module M , φ^∗M is a H_φ∗_{ω,φ}∗_c(Y, W )-module.

Proof. Let Y^∘ = Y \ ( ⋃ Z Z), where the union is over all Z with (w, Z) ∈ S_φ∗_c(Y ). We will first show that, locally on Y^∘, the sheaf O_Y ∘ ⊗_{OX} H_{ω,c}(X, W ) admits a D_φ∗_ω(Y^∘)⋊W -module structure. Then we check that this glues to a global module structure. Finally, we check that O_Y ⊗_{OX} H_{ω,c}(X, W ) is an H_φ∗_{ω,φ}∗_c(Y, W )-submodule of O_Y ∘ ⊗_{OX} H_{ω,c}(X, W ).

Let p ∈ Y and q = φ(p). We replace X by some good neighbourhood of q (still denoted X) and replace Y by some good neighbourhood of p contained in φ^{−1}(X). This way, we may assume that both X and Y are affine varieties whose reflection hypersurfaces are all principal. Fix (w, Z) ∈ S(X). There exists a non-trivial root of unity λ_{w,Z} such that I(Z) = ⟨f ∈ O(X) | w(f) = λ_{w,Z} f⟩. In particular, since I(Z) is principal, we may assume that w(f_Z ) = λ_{w,Z} f_Z .

Since Y need not be connected, we consider each connected component Y_i in turn. Relative to Y_i, we categorize the reflection hypersurfaces (w, Z) in S_c(X) into three types

(I) Y_i ⊂ φ^∗(Z) (and hence Y^w_i = Y_i by the melys condition), (II) φ^{−1}(Z) ∩ Y_i = ∅; or (III) φ^{−1}(Z) ∩ Y_i is a union of connected components of Y^w_i , each one of codimension one in Y_i.

Let us justify why only these three cases can occur. If we are not in (I) or (II) then φ^{−1}(Z)∩Y_i is a non-empty but proper subset of Y_i. By the c-melys condition, φ^{−1}(Z) ∩ Y_i ⊂ Y^w_i . Hence Y^w_i ≠ ∅. Since Y_i is a connected component of Y , either w(Y_i) = Y_i or w(Y_i) ∩ Y_i = ∅. Thus, we must have w(Y_i) = Y_i. Moreover, since we are not in (I), φ^∗(f_Z )|_{Yi} ≠ 0. Then w(φ^∗(f_Z )|_{Yi} ) = λ_{w,Z} (φ^∗(f_Z )|_{Yi} ) implies that w acts non-trivially on O(Y_i). In other words, Y^w_i is a proper closed subset of Y_i. On the other hand, φ^{−1}(Z) ∩ Y_i is a closed subset of Y_i of codimension at most one since Z is a hypersurface. This forces us to be in situation (III).

As explained in [BB93, Section 2.2] (see also [BM14, Lemma A.2.2.]), there exists an action map γ : Γ(Y, P_φ∗_ω) → Γ(Y, φ^∗P_ω) making φ^∗N into a D_φ∗_ω(Y )-module for every D_ω(X)- module N . The morphism γ is W -equivariant. In particular, if P is the pointwise stabilizer of Y_i in W , then by averaging over P we may assume that γ(v) = ∑ j g_j ⊗u_j, with u_j ∈ Γ(X, P_ω)^P , for all v ∈ Γ(Y_i, P_φ∗_ω). For any u ∈ Γ(X, P_ω )^P and (w, Z) of type (I), we have w(u) = u since Y^w_i = Y_i (melys condition) and hence w ∈ P . Then w(σ(u)(f_Z )) = λ_{w,Z} σ(u)(f_Z ) implying that σ(u)(f_Z ) ∈ I(Z). This means that σ(u)(f_Z )f^{−1}_Z ∈ O(X). If (w, Z) is of type (II) then φ^∗(f_Z )|_{Yi} is an invertible function and hence 1⊗σ(u)(f_Z )f^{−1}_Z ∈ O(Y_i)⊗_{O(X)} O(X). We deduce that if h(u) := ∑ (I) or (II) 2c(w, Z) 1 − λ_{w,Z} σ(u)(f_Z ) f_Z (w − 1)

then 1 ⊗ h(u) ∈ O(Y_i) ⊗_{O(X)} (O(X) ⊗ kW ).

PULL-BACK AND PUSH-FORWARD FUNCTORS FOR HOLONOMIC MODULES OVER CHEREDNIK ALGEBRAS13

Finally, we note that if (w, Z) is of type (III) then φ^∗(f_Z ) is invertible on the (principal) open set Y^∘_i of Y_i. Therefore, if γ(v) = ∑ j g_j ⊗ u_j with u_j ∈ Γ(X, P_ω )^P then ∑ j g_j ⊗ D_{uj} − h(u_j ) − ∑ (III) 2c(w, Z) 1 − λ_{w,Z} σ(u_j )(f_Z ) f_Z (w − 1) = ∑ j g_j ⊗ u_j (3.1)

belongs to O(Y^∘_i ) ⊗_{O(X)} H_{ω,c}(X, W ) and we define a left action of the algebra D_φ∗_ω(Y^∘_i ) on O(Y^∘_i ) ⊗_{O(X)} H_{ω,c}(X, W ) via the expression on the left of (3.1). One can check that this extends to an action of D_φ∗_ω(Y^∘) ⋊ W on O(Y^∘) ⊗_{O(X)} H_{ω,c}(X, W ).

To show that this action globalizes (dropping the local assumptions on X and Y ), it suffices to note that the map γ is a map of sheaves P_{φ∗ω} → φ^∗P_ω. Therefore, the expressions on the right hand side of (3.1) agree on overlaps. This implies that the expressions on the left hand side of (3.1) agree on overlaps (even though the choice of f_Z depends on the local charts).

Finally, we check that this construction gives an action of H_φ∗_{ω,φ}∗_c(Y, W ) on φ^∗H_{ω,c}(X, W ). Since H_{ω,c}(X, W ) is flat over O_X , the inclusion O_Y → O_Y ∘ tensors up to an inclusion φ^∗H_{ω,c}(X, W ) → O_Y ∘ ⊗_{OX} H_{ω,c}(X, W ). The right hand side is a H_φ∗_{ω,φ}∗_c(Y, W )-module since this algebra is a subalgebra of D_φ∗_ω(Y^∘) ⋊ W . Therefore, we just need to check locally that φ^∗H_{ω,c}(X, W ) is a H_φ∗_{ω,φ}∗_c(Y, W )-submodule.

As above, if f ∈ O(Y ), r ∈ H_{ω,c}(X, W ) and v ∈ Γ(Y_i, P_{φ∗ω}), then, applying equation (3.1), we have D_v · (f ⊗ r) = [D_v, f] ⊗ r + ∑ j fg_j ⊗ u_jr + ∑ (w,Z)∈S_c(Y ) f 2c(w, Z) 1 − λ_{w,Z} σ(v)(f_Z ) f_Z (w − 1) ⊗ r = [D_v, f] ⊗ r + ∑ j fg_j ⊗ (D_{uj} − h(u_j ))r ∈ O(Y ) ⊗_{O(X)} H_{ω,c}(X, W ), since φ^∗c is defined so that the equality ∑ (w,Z)∈Sφ∗c(Y ) Z⊂Y_i 2(φ^∗c)(w, Z) 1 − λ_{w,Z} (d log f_Z )(w − 1) = ∑ (III)

2c(w, Z^′) 1 − λ_{w,Z}′ φ^∗(d log f_Z′ )(w − 1)

holds in Ω^1_Y ∘_i ⊗ kW . □

Remark 3.5. One cannot expect a H_φ∗_{ω,c}′ (Y, W )-module structure on the pullback φ^∗M of a H_{ω,c}(X, W )-module M (for some c^′) if we drop the melys condition. For instance, consider the case where X = h and W acts as a complex reflection group. If we take Y = h × h with diagonal W -action and φ projection onto the second factor then S(Y ) is empty and so H_c′ (Y, W ) = D(Y ) ⋊ W . But we can choose c such that H_c(X, W ) has modules of GKdimension less that dim h. This would give rise to (non-zero) modules over D(Y ) ⋊ W of GK-dimension less that 2 dim h, a contradiction.

Each reflection hypersurface Z ⊂ X is a smooth divisor. We denote by ω_Z the class of the associated line bundle O_X (Z) in H^2 (X, Ω^{1,2}_X ). The class of the canonical divisor K_X in H^2 (X, Ω^{1,2}_X ) is denoted ω^{can}. For a parameter c ∈ S(X)^W , define c(w, Z) := c(w^{−1}, Z). Then it was shown in [Tho18, Lemma 4.1] that there is an isomorphism H_{ω,c}(X, W )^{op} ∼= H_{ω,c}(X, W ), where^1 ω := ω^{can} − ω + ∑ (w,Z)∈S(X) 2c(w, Z)ω_Z . (3.2)

As explained in [Tho18, Section 4.2], tensoring by the canonical bundle K_X gives an equivalence between left H_{ω,c}(X, W )-modules and right H_{ω,c}(X, W )-modules. Therefore, just as for D-modules, one can associate to any c-melys morphism the transfer bimodules H_{Y →X} := φ^∗H_{ω,c}(X, W ) over (H_φ∗_{ω,φ}∗_c(Y, W ), φ^{−1}H_{ω,c}(X, W )), and H_{X←Y} := K_Y ⊗_{OY} φ^∗H_{ω,c}(X, W ) ⊗_φ−1_{OX} φ^{−1}K^{−1}_X over (φ^{−1}H_{ω,c}(X, W ), H_φ∗_{ω,φ}∗_c(Y, W )).

Remark 3.6. If φ: Y → X is c-melys then one can check that φ^∗ω = φ^∗ω and φ^∗c = φ^∗c.

We define the direct and inverse image functors φ_0 : M(H_φ∗_{ω,φ}∗_c(Y, W )) → M(H_{ω,c}(X, W )) and φ^0 : M(H_{ω,c}(X, W )) → M(H_φ∗_{ω,φ}∗_c(Y, W )) by

φ_0(M ) := φ_•(H_{X←Y} ⊗_{Hω,c(Y,W )} M ) φ^0(N ) := H_{Y →X} ⊗_φ−1_{Hω,c(X,W )} φ^{−1}N (∼= φ^∗N as an O_Y -module.)

Example 3.7. Let X, Y, Z be smooth W -spaces with W acting trivially on Z. If g : X → Y is c-melys and f : X → Z any equivariant morphism then g × f : X → Y × Z is c-melys. In particular, taking X = Y and g = Id gives a c-melys morphism X → X × Z. This gives an action of the monoidal category M_{Coh}(D_Z ) on M_{Coh}(H_{ω,c}(X, W )); the module A ∈ M_{Coh}(D_Z ) acts by M → (f × Id)^0(M ⊠ A ).

Since we work over smooth quasi-compact and separated schemes, [Ill71, Proposition 2.2.7] says that every quasi-coherent O_X -module is a quotient of a locally free O_X -module, where we may choose the locally free module to be of finite rank if the O_X -module is coherent. This means that many of the results on D-modules apply verbatim in our case without the usual assumption ([HTT08, Assumption 1.4.19] or [BGK^+87, VI, Section 4]) that X be quasi-projective. In particular, any (coherent) H_{ω,c}(X, W )-module admits a resolution by (finite rank) locally free H_{ω,c}(X, W )-modules and a resolution by (coherent) locally projective H_{ω,c}(X, W )-modules of length at most 2 dim X; compare with [HTT08, Corollary 1.4.20].

Therefore we may extend the functors φ^0, φ_0 to various derived categories. Assume that X, Y are W -connected (so equidimensional). Let D^b_{qc}(H_{ω,c}(X, W )) denote the bounded derived category of H_{ω,c}(X, W )-modules with quasi-coherent cohomology. Taking finite locally projective resolutions, we define φ_+ : D^b_{qc}(H_φ∗_{ω,φ}∗_c(Y, W )) → D^b_{qc}(H_{ω,c}(X, W )) and

1Note that ωcan − ν + ∑ 2c(w, Z)ω_Z should be ωcan − ν + ∑ 2c(w, Z)ω_Z in the main isomorphism of [Tho18, Lemma 4.1].

PULL-BACK AND PUSH-FORWARD FUNCTORS FOR HOLONOMIC MODULES OVER CHEREDNIK ALGEBRAS15

φ^! : D^b_{qc}(H_{ω,c}(X, W )) → D^b_{qc}(H_φ∗_{ω,φ}∗_c(Y, W )) by φ_+(M ) = Rφ_•(H_{X←Y} ⊗^L_{Hω,c(Y,W )} M )) and φ^!(N ) = H_{Y →X} ⊗^L_φ−1_{Hω,c(X,W )} φ^{−1}N [dim Y − dim X].

so that φ^!(N ) = Lφ^0(N )[dim Y − dim X].

Remark 3.8. A priori it is not clear that φ_0 preserves quasi-coherence (resp. φ_+ preserves complexes with quasi-coherent cohomology). However, the usual proof in the case of D-modules, by using a spectral sequence to reduce to the case where X and Y are affine, works verbatim for sheaves of Cherednik algebras. See [BGK^+87, VI, Section 5.1] for a detailed proof in the case of D-modules.

Lemma 3.9. If φ: Y → X is strongly c-melys and ψ : U → Y is φ^∗c-melys then φ ∘ ψ is c-melys. If, in addition, ψ is strongly φ^∗c-melys then φ ∘ ψ is strongly c-melys.

Proof. Being strongly melys can be stated as saying that for each (w, Z) ∈ S_c(X), the preimage φ^{−1}(Z) is a (disjoint) union of reflection hypersurfaces ⋃ Z^′ with (w, Z^′) ∈ S(Y ). By definition, we have (w, Z^′) ∈ S_φ∗_c(Y ) for all Z^′ occurring in this union. The two statements of the lemma follow immediately from this fact since

(φ ∘ ψ)^{−1}(Z) = ⋃ ψ^{−1}(Z^′). □ Whenever the composition of two melys morphisms φ, ψ is again melys, we have (φ ∘ ψ)^! ∼= ψ^! ∘φ^! and (φ∘ψ)_+ ∼= φ_+ ∘ψ_+. The proof of these statements is identical to the D-module case (see [HTT08, Proposition 1.5.11, Proposition 1.5.21]), the key fact being that multiplication is an isomorphism H_{Z→X} ∼= H_{Z→Y} ⊗^L_ψ−1_{Hφ∗ω,φ∗c(Y,W )} ψ^{−1}H_{Y →X} . Let W (c) be the subgroup of W generated by all w such that (w, Z) ∈ S_c(X). Then H_{ω,c}(X, W (c)) is a subsheaf of H_{ω,c}(X, W ), the latter being free of rank |W/W (c)| over the former. We may consider the forgetful functor

For_X : M(H_{ω,c}(X, W )) → M(H_{ω,c}(X, W (c))).

Note that objects of M(H_{ω,c}(X, W )) are sheaves on X/W whilst those of M(H_{ω,c}(X, W (c))) are sheaves on X/W (c), so For_X (M ) = η^{−1}M as sheaves, where η : X/W (c) → X/W is the quotient. The following is immediate.

Lemma 3.10. We have commutative diagrams M(Hφ^∗ω,φ^∗c(X, W )) M(Hω,c(Y, W ))

M(H_φ∗_{ω,φ}∗_c(X, W (c))) M(H_{ω,c}(Y, W (c))), φ_0

For_X For_Y φ_0

M(H_φ∗_{ω,φ}∗_c(X, W )) M(H_{ω,c}(Y, W ))

M(H_φ∗_{ω,φ}∗_c(X, W (c))) M(H_{ω,c}(Y, W (c))), For_Xφ^0For_Y φ^0

and SS_X (M ) = SS_X (For_X (M )) for any coherent H_{ω,c}(X, W )-module M .

The analogous commutative diagrams exist when considering the derived functors φ_+, φ^!. The completion of the local ring O_{X,x} at its maximal ideal is denoted ^O_{X,x}. For each x ∈ X, with stabilizer W_x, let c_x denote the restriction of c to pairs (w, Z) with x ∈ Z. Lemma 3.11. If M is a H_{ω,c}(X, W )-module then ^O_{X,x} ⊗_{OX} M is a H_{cx} ( ^X_x, W_x)-module.

See [Eti17] for the precise definition of H_{cx} ( ^X_x, W_x).

Proof. Since Dunkl operators are ad(O_{X/W} )-nilpotent, the multiplication on H_{ω,c}(X, W ) extends to ^O_{X/W,x} ⊗_{OX/W} H_{ω,c}(X, W ) and the latter algebra is Morita equivalent to the algebra ^O_{X,x} ⊗_{OX} H_{ω,c}(X, W_x) = H_{cx} ( ^X_x, W_x) in such a way that if M is a H_{ω,c}(X, W )-module then the space ^O_{X,x} ⊗_{OX} M is a H_{cx} ( ^X_x, W_x)-module; see [BE09] and [Eti17]. □ If M is a coherent H_{ω,c}(X, W )-module then each filtered piece in a good filtration on M is coherent over O_X . This implies that SS_{^Xx} ( ^O_{X,x} ⊗_{OX} M ) = ^X_x ×_X SS_X (M ), (3.3) where ^O_{X,x} ⊗_{OX} M is a module over H_{cx} ( ^X_x, W_x).

The c-melys map φ: Y → X restricts to a c_{φ(y)}-melys morphism ^φ : ^Y_y → ^X_{φ(y)} on the formal neighbourhood of y in Y . Let c_y = ^φ^∗c_{φ(y)}.

Lemma 3.12. Let φ: Y → X be a c-melys morphism and choose y ∈ Y^W , x = φ(y).

(i) As H_{cy} ( ^Y_y, W )-H_{cx} ( ^X_x, W )-bimodules, ^O_{Y,y} ⊗_{OY} H_{Y →X} ∼= H_{^TyY → ^TxX} and similarly for H_{X←Y} .

(ii) If ^O_{Y,y} ∼= O_{Y,y} ⊗_{OX,x} ^O_{X,x} then in addition, ^O_{Y,y} ⊗_{OY} H_{Y →X} ∼= H_{Y →X} ⊗_{φ−1OX} ^O_{X,x}, and similarly for H_{Y ←X} .

Proof. Part (i). The statements are local so we assume X, Y affine and ω = 0. Then ^O_{Y,y} ⊗_{OY} H_{Y →X} = ^O_{Y,y} ⊗_{O(Y )} (O(Y ) ⊗_{O(X)} H_c(X, W )) ∼= ( ^O_{Y,y} ⊗_{O(X)} O(X)) ⊗_{O(X)} H_c(X, W ) ∼= ( ^O_{Y,y} ⊗_{^OX,x} ^O_{X,x}) ⊗_{^OX,x} ( ^O_{X,x} ⊗_{O(X)} H_c(X, W )) ∼= ( ^O_{Y,y} ⊗_{^OX,x} ^O_{X,x}) ⊗_{^OX,x} H_c( ^X_x, W ) ∼= ^O_{Y,y} ⊗_{^OX,x} H_c( ^X_x, W ) = H_{^TyY → ^TxX} .

PULL-BACK AND PUSH-FORWARD FUNCTORS FOR HOLONOMIC MODULES OVER CHEREDNIK ALGEBRAS17

The proof for H_{X←Y} and part (ii) are similar. □ Étale morphisms that are c-melys are especially well-behaved, as the lemma below shows.

In particular, an étale c-melys morphism is automatically strongly c-melys. Lemma 3.13. Let φ: Y → X be a c-melys étale morphism between smooth W -varieties. Then there exists an embedding φ^{−1}H_{ω,c}(W, X) → H_φ∗_{ω,φ}∗_c(Y, W ) such that H_{Y →X} ∼= H_φ∗_{ω,φ}∗_c(Y, W ) (3.4) as (H_φ∗_{ω,φ}∗_c(Y, W ), φ^{−1}H_{ω,c}(X, W ))-bimodules and H_{X←Y} ∼= H_φ∗_{ω,φ}∗_c(Y, W ) (3.5) as (φ^{−1}H_{ω,c}(X, W ), H_φ∗_{ω,φ}∗_c(Y, W ))-bimodules.

Proof. In the case of D-modules, these statements are well-known; see [CL01, Theorem 2.2] for a detailed proof. In particular, in the notation of the proof of Theorem 3.4, they hold for D-modules relative to φ: Y^∘ → X^∘. It follows from the proof of Theorem 3.4 that the isomorphism D_Y ∘_{→X}∘ ∼= D_φ∗_ω(Y^∘) ⊗ C W of (D_φ∗_ω(Y^∘) ⋊ W, φ^{−1}D_ω(X^∘) ⋊ W )-bimodules restricts to (3.4) and similarly for (3.5). □

3.1. Reduction to trivial stabilizer. Let N ⊂ W be a subgroup and U_0 ⊂ X an open subset such that n(U_0) ⊂ U_0 for all n ∈ N; and (3.6) W_x ⊂ N for all x ∈ U_0. (3.7) If Fun_N (W, H_{ω,c}(U_0, N)) denotes the space of N-equivariant functions W → H_{ω,c}(U_0, N), then following [BE09, Section 3.2] we write Z(W, N, H_{ω,c}(U_0, N)) := End_{Hω,c(U0,N)}(Fun_N (W, H_{ω,c}(U_0, N))).

This is a matrix algebra over H_{ω,c}(U_0, N). Hence there is an equivalence M(Z(W, N, H_{ω,c}(U_0, N)))) ∼= M(H_{ω,c}(U_0, N)). (3.8) The smooth but disconnected variety V := W ×_N U_0 carries an action of W . Let φ: V → X be the map φ(w, u) = w(u).

Proposition 3.14. φ is étale and strongly c-melys. Moreover, there is an embedding φ^{−1}H_{ω,c}(X, W ) → H_φ∗_{ω,φ}∗_c(V, W ) ∼= Z(W, N, H_φ∗_{ω,φ}∗_c(U_0, N)) (3.9) of sheaves of algebras on V/W = U_0/N.

Proof. We fix left coset representatives w_0, . . . , w_k of N in W and let U_i = w_i(U_0) so that V = ⨆_k i=0 U_i and U := ⋃_k i=0 U_i. The fact that φ is étale is immediate from the fact that it is an open embedding on each connected component U_i of V . If (w, Z) ∈ S(X) then U^w_i ≠ U_i since U^w ≠ U. If Z ∩ U ≠ ∅ then φ^{−1}(Z) = ⨆ i(U_i ∩ Z) is a disjoint union (with multiplicity one) of reflection hyperplanes in V ; here U_i ∩ Z ≠ ∅ only if w ∈ w_iNw^{−1}_i . Thus, φ is strongly c-melys. An element of S(V, W ) is of the form (w, Z_i) where w ∈ W and Z_i is a connected component of U^w_i of codimension one. Then (φ^∗c)(w, Z_i) = c(w, Z_i), the closure taken in X.

The embedding of (3.9) follows from Lemma 3.13 and the final isomorphism is well-known; see [BE09], [Los15, Section 2.3] and [Wil17]. □

Remark 3.15. Typically, one chooses x ∈ X with P = W_x, N = N_W (P ) and U_0 some N-stable open subset of x with W_u ⊂ P for all u ∈ U_0.

In order to use Lemma 3.12 to understand the behaviour of singular support under various functors, it is necessary to reduce to a neighbourhood of a point x ∈ X^W . This is accomplished by the following application of Proposition 3.14.

Lemma 3.16. Let x ∈ X. There exists a W_x-stable affine neighbourhood U of x such that M |_U is a H_{ω,c}(U, W_x)-module for any H_{ω,c}(X, W )-module M . Moreover, if M is coherent then SS_U (M |_U ) = SS_X (M )|_U .

Proof. We may assume X affine and W -connected. Let U be an affine neighbourhood of x such that the stabilizer of every point in U is contained in W_x. Shrinking U if necessary, we assume it is W_x-stable. Let V = W ×_{Wx} U and φ: V → X the natural map. Then we are in the situation of Proposition 3.14, implying that φ is c-melys and étale and H_{ω,c}(X, W ) → O(V ) ⊗_{O(X)} H_{ω,c}(X, W ) ∼= Z(W, W_x, H_{ω,c}(U, W_x)). If e_U ∈ Z(W, W_x, H_{ω,c}(U, W_x)) is the idempotent that satisfies e_U (f)(w) = f(w) for w ∈ W_x and e_U (f)(w) = 0 otherwise then e_U · (φ^0M ) ∼= M |_U as a O_U -module, and it carries an action of e_U Z(W, W_x, H_{ω,c}(U, W_x))e_U ∼= H_{ω,c}(U, W_x). If M is coherent and we fix a good filtration F_• on M then φ^∗F_• is a good filtration on φ^0M . If G_• := e_U · φ^∗F_• is the associated filtration on e_U · (φ^0M ) then

gr_G (e_U · (φ^0M )) = e_U · (gr_φ∗_F (φ^0M )) = (gr_F M )|_U

meaning that SS_U (M |_U ) = SS_X (M )|_U . □

3.2. Smooth morphisms. If φ: X → Y is a morphism between smooth varieties then we have the standard correspondence of cotangent bundles T^∗X^ρ←− X ×_Y T^∗Y^ϖ−→ T^∗Y, where ϖ is projection and ρ(x, y, v) = (x, (d_xφ)^∗(v)). If φ is W -equivariant then this descends to a correspondence (T^∗X)/W^ρ←− (X ×_Y T^∗Y )/W^ϖ−→ (T^∗Y )/W. If x ∈ X and y = φ(x) then we write ^φ: ^X_x → ^Y_y for the induced map on formal neighbourhoods.

PULL-BACK AND PUSH-FORWARD FUNCTORS FOR HOLONOMIC MODULES OVER CHEREDNIK ALGEBRAS19

Lemma 3.17. Let Λ ⊂ T^∗X be a closed subvariety. Then ^X_x × X ρ(ϖ^{−1}(Λ)) ∼= ρ_{^φ}(ϖ^{−1}_{^φ} ( ^Y_y ×_Y Λ)).

Proof. Let A_Y = Sym_{OY} Θ_Y . The O_X -module φ^∗A_Y carries an O_X -linear action of Θ_X , making it into a (A_X = Sym_{OX} Θ_X )-module. In other words, it defines a (quasi-coherent) O-module on T^∗X. More generally, we may regard O_Λ as an A_Y -module and φ^∗A_Y ⊗_φ−1_{AY} φ^{−1}O_Λ ∼= φ^∗O_Λ is a quasi-coherent sheaf on T^∗X. Then ρ(ϖ^{−1}(Λ)) is the support of this sheaf. This implies that ^X_x ×_X ρ(ϖ^{−1}(Λ)) is the support of ^O_{X,x} ⊗_{OX} φ^∗O_Λ. Just as in the series of identifications in the proof of Lemma 3.12, we have ^O_{X,x} ⊗_{OX} φ^∗O_Λ ∼= ^O_{X,x} ⊗_{^OY,y} ( ^O_{Y,y} ⊗_{OY} O_Λ). (3.10) Here ^O_{Y,y} ⊗_{OY} O_Λ is a module over the (free, of rank dim Y ) sheaf A_{^Yy} of continuous vector fields on the formal disc ^Y_y via the identification A_{^Yy} ⊗_{AY} O_Λ = ^O_{Y,y} ⊗_{OY} O_Λ. The support of the right hand side of (3.10) is given by ρ_{^φ}(ϖ^{−1}_{^φ} ( ^Y_y ×_Y Λ)), which implies the statement of the lemma. □

Lemma 3.18. If φ: Y → X is a smooth surjective morphism and Λ ⊂ T^∗X, then ρ(ϖ^{−1}(Λ)) is isotropic in T^∗Y if and only if Λ is isotropic in T^∗X.

Proof. Working étale locally on Y , as in [Sta18, Theorem 41.13.1], we may assume Y = X × Z with φ projection on X. Then ρ(ϖ^{−1}(Λ)) = Λ × T^∗_Z Z and the claim is obvious. □

The proof of the following result is similar to that for D-modules [HTT08, Theorem 2.4.6].

Theorem 3.19. If φ is a smooth c-melys morphism and M a coherent H_{ω,c}(Y, W )-module then

(i) H^i(φ^!(M )) = 0 for i ≠ 0, (ii) φ^0(M ) is coherent over H_φ∗_{ω,φ}∗_c(X, W ); and (iii) SS(φ^0M ) = ρϖ^{−1}(SS(M )).

Hence, if φ is surjective then M is holonomic if and only if φ^0M is holonomic.

Proof. Part (i) is immediate because O_Y is flat over φ^{−1}O_X .

Part (ii). As in the proof of [HTT08, Proposition 1.5.13], it suffices to show that the canonical map H_φ∗_{ω,φ}∗_c(Y, W ) → H_{Y →X} is surjective. This can be checked in a formal neighbourhood of each point of Y . Let ^φ: T_yY → T_xX denote the completion of φ and set h = T_yY , k = T_xX. Now ^φ is a c_x-melys smooth morphism between the completion at zero of two linear W -spaces. Therefore ^φ = ^p, where p: h ↠ k is projection with kernel K := ker(d_yφ). In this case, c_x-melys means that W (c_x) acts trivially on K. We may assume W = W (c_x). Then H_{cx} (h, W ) = D(K) ⊠ H_{cx} (k, W ) and surjectivity is clear.

Part (iii). The commutativity of the following diagramT^∗X X ×_Y T^∗Y T^∗Y

(T^∗X)/W (X ×_Y T^∗Y )/W (T^∗Y )/W. π_Xρ ϖπ_Y ρ ϖ

implies that it suffices to show that SS_X (φ^0M ) = ρ(ϖ^{−1}(SS_Y (M ))). Thinking of both varieties as schemes over X, it suffices to show that the equality holds in the preimage of the formal neighbourhood of each point of X. By Lemma 3.16, we may assume that x ∈ X^W . Let y = φ(x). We wish to compute the singular support of H_{X→Y} ⊗_φ−1_{Hω,c(Y,W )} φ^{−1}(M ) in a formal neighbourhood of x. By equation (3.3) and Lemma 3.12(i), ^X_x × X SS_X (φ^0M ) = SS_{^Xx} ( ^O_{X,x} ⊗_{OX} φ^0M ) = SS_{^Xx} ( ^φ^0( ^O_{Y,y} ⊗_{OY} M )).

By Lemma 3.10, we may assume W = W (c). If we let M be a finitely generated H_c(k, W )- module such that ^O_{Y,y} ⊗_{OY} M ∼= ^O_{k,0} ⊗_{Ok} M, then p^0M = O(K) ⊠ M and it is trivial that SS_h(p^0M) = ρ_p(ϖ^{−1}_p (SS_k(M))) and hence SS_{^h0} (^p^0( ^O_{k,0} ⊗_{Ok} M)) = ρ_{^p}(ϖ^{−1}_{^p} (SS_{^k0} ( ^O_{k,0} ⊗_{Ok} M))).

We deduce that SS_{^Xx} ( ^φ^0( ^O_{Y,y} ⊗_{OY} M )) = ρ_{^φ}(ϖ^{−1}_{^φ} (SS_{^Yy} ( ^O_{Y,y} ⊗_{OY} M ))).

Finally, we note that SS_{^Yy} ( ^O_{Y,y} ⊗_{OY} M )) = ^Y_y ×_Y SS_Y (M ) by (3.3) again. Combining these gives ^X_x × X SS_X (φ^0M ) = ρ_{^φ}(ϖ^{−1}_{^φ} ( ^Y_y ×_Y SS_Y (M ))), and we deduce from Lemma 3.17 that ^X_x × X SS_X (φ^0M ) = ^X_x ×_X ρ(ϖ^{−1}(SS(M )).

Since this holds for all x ∈ X, we must have SS_X (φ^0M ) = ρ(ϖ^{−1}(SS(M ))).

By Lemma 2.8, M is holonomic if and only if SS_Y (M ) is isotropic in T^∗Y ; the analogous statement holds for φ^0M . Therefore, the final claim follows directly from the equality SS_X (φ^0M ) = ρ(ϖ^{−1}(SS_Y (M ))) and Lemma 3.18. □

In particular, we deduce:

Corollary 3.20. Suppose φ: Y → X is a c-melys finite étale morphism between smooth W - varieties. Then a H_{ω,c}(W, X)-module M is holonomic if and only if φ^0M is a holonomic H_φ∗_{ω,φ}∗_c(Y, W )-module.

We note for later the following result.

PULL-BACK AND PUSH-FORWARD FUNCTORS FOR HOLONOMIC MODULES OVER CHEREDNIK ALGEBRAS21

Proposition 3.21. Suppose φ: Y → X is a c-melys finite étale morphism between smooth W -varieties. Then the adjunction Id → φ_0 ∘ φ^0 is a split embedding. This means that M is a summand of φ_0(φ^0(M )) for any H_{ω,c}(W, X)-module M .

Proof. Since φ is finite, it is affine and we identify H_φ∗_{ω,φ}∗_c(Y, W ) with φ_•H_φ∗_{ω,φ}∗_c(Y, W ); that is, we consider it as a sheaf on X/W . It follows from Lemma 3.13 that the adjunction M → φ_0(φ^0M ) is the morphism M → H_φ∗_{ω,φ}∗_c(W, Y ) ⊗_{Hω,c(W,X)} M ∼= O_Y ⊗_{OX} M . Since φ is finite and flat, there is a (O_X -linear) trace map Tr: O_Y → O_X (again, considering O_Y as a sheaf on X/W ) which we may assume is the identity on O_X after dividing by the degree of φ. This splits the injection O_X → O_Y . Let J denote the kernel of Tr. One can check directly that Tr is W -equivariant and is a morphism of D_X -modules. Therefore, we just need to check locally that if D_v ∈ H_{ω,c}(W, X) is a Dunkl operator then D_v maps J ⊗_{OX} M to itself. If V is a W -orbit in X and U = φ^{−1}(V ) then we may replace O_X (resp. O_Y ) by the semi-local ring O_{X,V} (resp. O_{Y,U} ). It follows from the proof of Lemma 2.3 that each Z is principal in V . If v is a derivation of O_{X,V} , f ∈ J and m ∈ M |_V then D_v(f ⊗ m) = [D_v , f] ⊗ m + f ⊗ D_v(m) = v(f) ⊗ m + ∑ (w,Z∈S(X)) c(w, Z) v(f_Z ) f_Z (w(f) − f) ⊗ m + f ⊗ D_v(m). As noted already, one can check directly that for g ∈ O_Y , Tr(v(g)) = v(Tr(g)), and hence v(f) ∈ J if f ∈ J . Now, let a =^{v(fZ )}_{fZ} (w(f) − f). Note that v(f_Z ) ∈ O_{X,V} and w(f) − f ∈ J since J is W -stable. Thus, f_Z a = v(f_Z )(w(f) − f) belongs to J . Even though O_{X,V} need not be a domain because we do not assume X is connected, f_Z ∈ O_{X,V} is not a zero-divisor because its zero set is a proper closed subset of a connected component of X. Thus, 0 = Tr(f_Z a) = f_Z Tr(a) implies that Tr(a) = 0 and thus a ∈ J . It follows that D_v(f ⊗ m) belongs to (J ⊗_{OX} M )|_V . □

3.3. Kashiwara’s Theorem. In this section we consider closed embeddings. If Y ⊂ X is a (smooth, W -stable) closed subvariety and i the corresponding closed embedding, then for a H_{ω,c}(X, W )-module M , we define i^♮M = Hom_i−1_{Hω,c(X,W )}(H_{X←Y} , i^{−1}M ), which is a left H_i∗_{ω,i}∗_c(Y, W )-module. As an O_Y -module, i^♮M ∼= Hom_i−1_{OX} (O_Y , i^{−1}M ) ⊗_{OY} (i^∗K_X ⊗ K^{−1}_Y ). Since H_{X←Y} is supported on Y as a left i^{−1}H_{ω,c}(X, W )-module, [HTT08, Proposition 1.5.14 and Proposition 1.5.16] go through verbatim, showing that for M^• ∈ D^b_{qc}(H_{ω,c}(X, W )) i^!M^• ∼= RHom_i−1_{Hω,c(X,W )}(H_{X←Y} , i^{−1}M^•) ∼= Ri^♮M^•. If U is the complement to Y in X, write j for the open embedding U → X. Note that (j^!, j_+) is a pair of adjoint functors. The subsheaf Γ_Y (M ) consisting of all sections of a H_{ω,c}(X, W )-module M supported on Y is a H_{ω,c}(X, W )-submodule. The functor Γ_Y extends to an endofunctor RΓ_Y : D^b(H_{ω,c}(X, W )) → D^b(H_{ω,c}(X, W )).

Lemma 3.22. Let Y be a closed, W -stable subset of X and U = X \ Y , with i: Y → X and j : U → X the corresponding inclusions.

(i) There is an exact triangle RΓ_Y (M^•) → M^• → j_+j^!(M^•)^{[1]}−→ · · · (ii) If Y is smooth then the above triangle becomes i_0i^!(M^•) → M^• → j_+j^!(M^•)^{[1]}−→ · · · Proof. The proofs of both parts are identical to the D-module case, see [HTT08, Proposition 1.7.1], since the key fact is [HTT08, Lemma 1.5.17] saying that O_Y ⊗_i−1_{OX} i^{−1}Rj_∗K^• = 0 for any K^• ∈ D^b(O_U ). □ Lemma 3.23. If M^• is supported on U then M^• → j_+j^!(M^•) is an isomorphism. Proof. The claim follows from Lemma 3.22(i) if we can argue that RΓ_Y (M^•) ∼= 0.

By induction, we may assume M^• = M is concentrated in degree zero (with supported contained in U). If I ◁ O_X is the ideal defining Y then R^iΓ_Y (M )_x = lim_{m→∞} Ext^i_{OX,x} (O_{X,x}/I^m_x , M_x).

Since Y ∩U = ∅, we have Ext^i_{OX,x} (O_{X,x}/I^m_x , M_x) = 0 for all x ∈ X. Thus, RΓ_Y (M^•) ∼= 0. □ In order to state a version of Kashiwara’s theorem for sheaves of Cherednik algebras, we recall the notion of c-regular subvariety introduced in [Tho18]. First, the reader is reminded that there is a notion of regular parameters c for rational Cherednik algebras; see Definition 9.1 of the appendix.

Definition 3.24. Let Y be a W -stable, smooth, locally closed subvariety of X. For each y ∈ Y define W_{y,⊥} = ⟨w | (w, Z) ∈ S_c(X) and Y ⊂ Z⟩ ⊂ W and V_y := T_yX/T_yY. Then Y is said to be c-regular if c|_{(Vy ,Wy,⊥)} is regular for all y ∈ Y .

One should think of c-regular as meaning that the restriction of c to the subgroup W_⊥ of W acting on the perpendicular direction to Y in X is regular.

Example 3.25. If Y is a closed (W -stable) smooth subvariety such that Y ⊄ Z for any (w, Z) ∈ S_c(X) then it is c-regular. In this case, we say Y is strongly c-regular.

Recall that the embedding of any smooth closed subvariety is a c-melys morphism. Example 3.26. Let f : X → A^1 be a W -invariant function and define the closed embedding ϕ = (Id, f): X → X × A^1 . Then ϕ is strongly c-regular. If M is a H_{ω,c}(X, W )-module and N a D(A^1 )-module, then M ⊗_f −1_{OA1} f^{−1}N = ϕ^0(M ⊠ N ) is a H_{ω,c}(X, W )-module. Given a derivation v, the corresponding Dunkl operator D_v acts as D_v(m ⊗ n) = (D_vm) ⊗ n + v(f)m ⊗ ∂_tn,

PULL-BACK AND PUSH-FORWARD FUNCTORS FOR HOLONOMIC MODULES OVER CHEREDNIK ALGEBRAS23

the group W acts trivially on the second factor, and O_X acts in the natural way. This construction will play an important role in section 5.

It was shown in [Tho18, Theorem 4.5] that Kashiwara’s Theorem generalises to the setting of sheaves of Cherednik algebras. We recall a version of the result here, sketching the parts of the proof not explicitly covered in [Tho18].

Theorem 3.27. Let Y ⊂ X be a smooth closed subset.

(i) The functor i_0 is exact, preserves coherence and, for any M ∈ M_{Coh}(H_i∗_{ω,i}∗_c(Y, W )),

SS_X (i_0(M )) = ϖ(ρ^{−1}(SS_Y (M ))). (3.11)

(ii) Assume that Y ⊂ X is c-regular. The functor

i^♮ = H^0(i^!): M(H_{ω,c}(X, W ))_Y → M(H_i∗_{ω,i}∗_c(Y, W ))

is an equivalence with quasi-inverse i_0. It restricts to an equivalence

i^♮ : M_{Coh}(H_{ω,c}(X, W ))_Y → M_{Coh}(H_i∗_{ω,i}∗_c(Y, W )),

again with quasi-inverse i_0.

Proof. (i) We first note that i_0 preserves coherence for closed embeddings because H_{X←Y} is a coherent left H_{ω,c}(X, W )-module. In fact, it is locally a cyclic module.

If 0 → M_1 → M_2 → M_3 → 0 is a short exact sequence in M(H_i∗_{ω,i}∗_c(Y, W )) then we can check in the formal neighbourhood of each y ∈ Y that

0 → i_0(M_1) → i_0(M_2) → i_0(M_3) → 0 (3.12)

is exact on the right. Let y ∈ Y and ^i : ^Y_y → ^X_y. If N = i_0(M ) then Lemma 3.12(ii) says that ^O_{X,y} ⊗_{OX} N = ^i_0( ^O_{Y,y} ⊗_{OY} M ). Thus, tensoring (3.12) by ^O_{X,y} shows that it suffices to check that ^i_0 is exact. Again, by Lemma 3.12, it suffices to check that i_0 is exact for a linear closed embedding (corresponding to the embedding T_yY → T_yX).

Let h be a W -module and k a submodule; we write i for the embedding of k in h. If M = Γ(k, M ) then i_0(M) = K^{−1}_{h/k} ⊗_{C [h]} H_c(h, W ) ⊗_{Hc(Y,W )} M. For both coherence and singular support, we may assume W = W (c). In this case, h = k ⊕ k^′ and H_c(h, W ) = H_c(k, W ) ⊗ H_c(k^′, W ) so that

i_0(M) = K^{−1}_{k′} ⊗_{C [k}′_] (H_c(k^′, W )/H_c(k^′, W )k[k^′]_+) ⊗_kH_c(h, W ).

In particular, it is clear that i_0 is exact and that SS(i_0(M )) = ϖ(ρ^{−1}(SS(M ))). The fact that it implies the global equality (3.11) follows exactly as in the proof of Theorem 3.19.

(ii) Exactly as in the first half of the proof of [Tho18, Theorem 4.5], we have adjunctions Id → i^♮i_0 and i_0i^♮ → Id and it suffices to check in a formal neighbourhood of each y ∈ Y that both of these are isomorphisms. Since i_0 and i^♮ are compatible, in an appropriate sense, with the morphism φ of Proposition 3.14, arguing as in the proof of Lemma 3.16 allows us to reduce to the case where y is fixed by W .

Since O_Y is finitely presented over O_X and ^O_{X,y} is flat over O_X , the canonical map ^O_{X,y} ⊗_{OX} Hom_{OX} (O_Y , N ) → Hom_{^OX,y} ( ^O_{Y,y}, ^O_{X,y} ⊗_{OX} N ) is an isomorphism. Now, if N = i_0(M ) then as we have seen in (i), ^O_{X,x} ⊗_{OX} N = ^i_0( ^O_{Y,y} ⊗_{OY} M ). Combining these shows that

^O_{X,y} ⊗_{OX} (Id → i^♮i_0) ∼= Id → ^i^♮ ^i_0.

This reduces us to the case of the completion at zero of a linear embedding. The claim that ^i^♮ and ^i_0 are equivalences in this case is explained in the proof of [Tho18, Theorem 4.5]. The proof that i_0i^♮ → Id is an isomorphism is similar.

Finally, since i_0 is an equivalence, which preserves coherence by part (i), it follows that its inverse i^♮ also preserves coherence. □

The functor i^♮ restricts to an equivalence between the corresponding categories of holonomic modules. Indeed, as in the case of D-modules, we have:

Corollary 3.28. Let i: Y → X be a closed embedding, with Y smooth, and choose M^• in D^b_{Coh}(H_i∗_{ω,i}∗_c(Y, W )). Then

i_+(M^•) ∈ D^b_{Hol}(H_{ω,c}(X, W )) ⇔ M^• ∈ D^b_{Hol}(H_i∗_{ω,i}∗_c(Y, W )).

Proof. Since i_0 is exact by Theorem 3.27(i), it suffices to show that i_0(M ) is holonomic if and only if M ∈ M_{Coh}(H_i∗_{ω,i}∗_c(Y, W )) is holonomic. For a closed embedding of smooth varieties i: Y → X, a subvariety Λ ⊂ T^∗Y is isotropic if and only if ϖ(ρ^{−1}(Λ)) is isotropic in T^∗X. Therefore the claim follows directly from equation (3.11). □

Corollary 3.29. If X is affine and Y ⊂ X is a c-regular closed subvariety then H_{ω,c}(Y, W ) = I(H_{ω,c}(X, W )I)/H_{ω,c}(X, W )I where I = I(Y ) and I(J) is the idealizer in H_{ω,c}(X, W ) of the left ideal J.

Proof. Under the equivalence of Theorem 3.27, the generator H_{ω,c}(Y, W ) of H_{ω,c}(Y, W )-mod is sent to i_0(H_{ω,c}(Y, W )) = H_{ω,c}(X, W )/H_{ω,c}(X, W )I. The result follows since the right hand side is the endomorphism ring of i_0(H_{ω,c}(Y, W )). □

3.4. Reduction to the linear case. The following result implies that, locally around each W -fixed point, modules for the sheaf of Cherednik algebras may be thought of as modules over the rational Cherednik algebra H_c(h, W ), supported on a certain closed subset.

Proposition 3.30. For each x ∈ X^W , there is an open neighbourhood V of x in X and linear representation h of W such that (V, x) → (h, 0) is a strongly c-regular subscheme (for any c).

Proof. Let h^′ = T_xX. Then there is a W -equivariant regular map f : X → h^′ such that df_x = Id. Namely take any (not necessarily W -equivariant) map with this property and average it over W . By replacing X with a small enough W -stable affine neighbourhood of x, we can make sure that:

PULL-BACK AND PUSH-FORWARD FUNCTORS FOR HOLONOMIC MODULES OVER CHEREDNIK ALGEBRAS25

(1) f is étale;

(2) f separates points on each W -orbit, see Lemma 3.31; (3) all reflection hypersurfaces of X pass through x.

Indeed, f is unramified by construction and hence étale because X is smooth at x.

Let (y_1, ..., y_n) be some generators of O(X/W ), and let F : X → h^′ × A^n_k be the W - equivariant map given by F = (f, y), where y = (y_1, ..., y_n) and W acts trivially on the y_i. Then F is injective (separates points of X), since y separates W -orbits, and by (2) f separates points inside each W -orbit. Also, F is finite (in fact, already y is finite, since by Hilbert-Noether O(X) is module-finite over O(X/W )). Also, dF_b is injective for all b ∈ X since df_b is an isomorphism (because f is étale by (1)). Thus, F is a closed embedding [Har77, II, Lemma 7.4]. Moreover, all reflection hypersurfaces of X = F (X) are intersections with X of reflection hypersurfaces in h := h^′ × A^n_k. □

Lemma 3.31. If f : X → Y is a W -equivariant étale morphism and x ∈ X with Stab_W (x) = W then there is some neighbourhood of x such that f separates points in each W -orbit.

Proof. Let Q be the subset of y ∈ X such that there exists z ∈ X with y = wz for some w ∈ W and f(y) = f(z) but y ≠ z. Then Q is constructible by Chevalley’s elimination of quantifiers. Indeed, Q is the image under the first projection of the set Q^′ ⊂ X × X of pairs (y, z) such that f(y) = f(z), y = wz for some w ∈ W , but y ≠ z, which is defined by finitely many equations and inequalities, so constructible. On the other hand, Q does not intersect with a small W -invariant analytic neighbourhood B of x, since for y ∈ B, one has wy ∈ B, and f|_B is injective. Since Q is constructible and W -stable, this means that X \ Q contains a W -invariant Zariski neighbourhood of x, as desired. □

Proposition 3.32. Holonomic H_{ω,c}(W, X)-modules have finite length.

Proof. The statement is local on X/W , so it suffices to prove it for a suitable W -stable affine neighbourhood of any point x ∈ X. Further, if the stabilizer of x is P ⊂ W then let U be an affine neighbourhood of x such that for any u ∈ U we have W_u ⊂ P , and let U^′ be the fiber product of U/P with X over X/W . Then we have an étale W -stable map U^′ → X, so we may replace X with U^′ (since the statement in question is étale-local on X/W by Corollary 3.20). We are now in the situation of Proposition 3.14 and H_c(W, U^′) = O(U)^P ⊗_{O(U)}W H_c(W, U) is Morita equivalent to H_c(P, U). Therefore, we may replace X with U and W with P . Thus it suffices to assume that the stabilizer of x is the whole W . By Proposition 3.30, there is some open neighbourhood V of x in X and c-melys closed embedding V → h. Thus, Kashiwara’s Theorem 3.27 applies, and the category of H_c(W, X)-modules gets identified with the category of H_c(W, h)-modules supported on X, in a way preserving holonomicity (Corollary 3.28). Thus, the result follows from its special case for linear W -actions, which is due to Losev [Los17, Theorems 1.2,1.3]. □

Remark 3.33. If k is a field of characteristics zero that is not algebraically closed and H_{ω,c}(X, W ) is defined over k, then we say that a H_{ω,c}(X, W )-module M is holonomic if its extension of scalars to the algebraically closed field k is holonomic. Then Proposition 3.32 implies that M has finite length.

Corollary 3.34. The sheaf H_{ω,c}(W, X) is finite length as a bimodule over itself.

Proof. Again, this is a local statement, therefore we assume that X is affine. The algebra H_{ω,c}(W, X) is a holonomic module over H_{ω,c}(W, X) ⊗ H_{ω,c}(W, X)^{op}, and by [Tho18, Lemma 4.1], there is a parameter (ω^{op}, c^{op}) such that H_{ω,c}(W, X)^{op} ∼= H_ωop_{,c}op (W, X). □

Let M be a coherent H_{ω,c}(W, X)-module and I ⊂ H_{ω,c}(W, X) its annihilator. Using Proposition 3.30 to reduce to the linear case, [Los17, Theorem 1.1] implies that:

Corollary 3.35. If M is simple and L ⊂ (T^∗X)/W is a symplectic leaf such that the intersection SS(M ) ∩ L ≠ ∅ is open in SS(M ) then:

(i) SS(H_{ω,c}(W, X)/I) = L, (ii) SS(M ) ∩ L is a coisotropic subvariety of L;

(iii) The intersection of any irreducible component of SS(M ) with L is non-empty.

Similarly, Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2 of [Los17] imply Bernstein’s inequality holds for modules over sheaves of Cherednik algebras.

Corollary 3.36. Let M be a simple H_{ω,c}(W, X)-module. Then Bernstein’s inequality

2 dim SS(M ) ≥ dim SS(H_{ω,c}(W, X)/I),

holds with equality if and only if M is holonomic.

Proof. The only part that does not follow immediately from [Los17] is the fact that the equality 2 dim SS(M ) = dim SS(H_{ω,c}(W, X)/I) implies that M is holonomic. But if L ⊂ (T^∗X)/W is a symplectic leaf such that SS(M ) ∩ L is open in SS(M ) then it follows from Corollary 3.35 that this intersection must be Lagrangian in L, and dense in SS(M ). In particular, it is isotropic. Therefore, it follows from Lemma 2.8 that SS(M ) is isotropic in (T^∗X)/W . □

Remark 3.37. If X is affine and we identify sheaves of H_{ω,c}(W, X)-modules with their global sections then Corollary 3.36 says that if M is a simple H_{ω,c}(X, W )-module with annihilator I then 2 GKdim(M) ≥ GKdim(H_{ω,c}(X, W )/I) with equality if and only if M is holonomic. Here GKdim denotes Gelfand-Kirillov dimension.

In general, the above arguments allows us to reduce any (étale) local question about H_{ω,c}(W, X) to the linear case.

3.5. Duality. Let D^b_{Coh}(H_{ω,c}(X, W )) denote the derived category of bounded complexes of H_{ω,c}(X, W )-modules with coherent cohomology. As in [Tho18, Section 4.7], we define

D : D^b_{Coh}(H_{ω,c}(X, W )) → D^b_{Coh}(H_{ω,c}(X, W )) by D (M ) := RHom_{Hω,c(X,W )}(M , H_{ω,c}(X, W ) ⊗_{OX} K^{−1}_X )[n], where n := dim X. Then D^2 ≃ Id since (3.2) implies that (ω) = ω and (c) = c.

PULL-BACK AND PUSH-FORWARD FUNCTORS FOR HOLONOMIC MODULES OVER CHEREDNIK ALGEBRAS27

Remark 3.38. As for D-modules, we do not define D on the derived category of complexes with quasi-coherent cohomology since the dual of a quasi-coherent module will not be quasicoherent in general.

As explained in [Tho18, Proposition 2.1], the following is a consequence of standard results on almost commutative algebras with regular associated graded algebra, as summarized in [HTT08, Appendix D.4].

Lemma 3.39. Let M be a coherent H_{ω,c}(X, W )-module. Then,

(i) SS(D (M )) = SS(M ), (ii) dim SS(H^i(D (M ))) = n − i for i ∈ [−n, n] and H^i(D (M )) = 0 for i /∈ [−n, n], (iii) H^i(D (M )) = 0 for i < n − dim SS(M ).

Moreover, for any complex M^• with coherent cohomology, D (M^• [k]) = D (M^• )[−k], where M^•[k]^i = M^{i+k} (and one changes the sign of the differential appropriately).

Let D^b_{Hol}(H_{ω,c}(X, W )) denote the bounded derived category of complexes of H_{ω,c}(X, W )- modules with holonomic cohomology.

Lemma 3.40. The functor D restricts to a duality on D^b_{Hol}(H_{ω,c}(X, W )).

It is left exact with respect to the standard t-structure on D^b_{Hol}(H_{ω,c}(X, W )). In particular, H^i(D (M )) = 0 for all i < 0 if M is a holonomic module.

Proof. The first part follows from of Lemma 3.39(i) and the second from Lemma 3.39(iii). □

4. Coherent and holonomic extensions

In this section we show that coherent, resp. holonomic, modules admit coherent, resp. holonomic, extensions from W -invariant open subsets of X.

4.1. Coherent extensions. We begin with some elementary results, whose proofs follow closely the standard arguments given in the case of D-modules. First, let U ⊂ X be a W - stable open subset and assume that M is a quasi-coherent O_X ⋊ W -module. If we choose a coherent O_U ⋊ W -submodule F of M |_U then it is well-known, [HTT08, Proposition 1.4.16], that we can choose a coherent O_X -submodule F^′ ⊂ M such that F^′|_U = F . Replacing F^′ by the image of O_X ⋊ W ⊗_{OX} F^′ under the action map if necessary, we may assume that F^′ is actually a coherent O_X ⋊ W -submodule.

Lemma 4.1. Let M be a coherent H_{ω,c}(X, W )-module. Then there exists a coherent O_X ⋊W - submodule F of M that generates M . That is, the action map H_{ω,c}(X, W ) ⊗_{OX} F → M is surjective.

Proof. As usual, we cover X by W -stable affine open subsets U_i for 1 ≤ i ≤ k. Then M |_{Ui} is the localization of a finitely generated H_{ω,c}(U_i, W )-module M_i. Let F_i be a finitely generated O(U_i) ⋊ W -submodule that generates M_i over H_{ω,c}(U_i, W ). As noted above, there exists a coherent O_X ⋊ W -submodule F_i of M whose restriction to U_i equals F_i. Then ∑ i F_i is the required O_X ⋊ W -submodule of M . □

Lemma 4.2. Let U ⊂ X be a W -stable open subset and M a H_{ω,c}(X, W )-module. Given a coherent submodule N ⊂ M |_U , there exists a coherent submodule N^′ ⊂ M such that N^′|_U = N .

Proof. By Lemma 4.1, we can choose a coherent O_U ⋊ W -submodule F of N that generates this sheaf over H_{ω,c}(U, W ). Let F^′ be a coherent O_X ⋊W -submodule of M , whose restriction to U equals F . Then N^′ can be chosen to be the (coherent) H_{ω,c}(X, W )-submodule of M generated by F^′. □

Lemma 4.3. Let M be an irreducible H_{ω,c}(X, W )-module. Then the support of M over O_{X/W} is irreducible.

Proof. Let Y be an irreducible component of the support of M . We can show Y = Supp M locally. Therefore, replacing X by a W -stable affine open covering, we assume that X is affine. Let M be the space of global sections of M and let p be the prime ideal in O(X)^W defining Y . By Lemma 4.1, we may choose a finitely generated O(X)^W -submodule F of M that generates it over H_{ω,c}(X, W ). Then the O(X)^W -submodule N of M consisting of all sections killed by some power of p is non-zero. Indeed, it follows from [Sta18, Lemma 30.4.2] that p is an associated prime of F and thus, by definition, the subspace of F consisting of sections killed by p is non-zero. Since the adjoint action of O(X)^W on H_{ω,c}(X, W ) is nilpotent, N is a H_{ω,c}(X, W )-submodule of M. We deduce that M = N, which implies that Y equals the support of M . □

Let X be affine and U ⊂ X an affine open subset. Write d(N) for the GK-dimension of a module N. This equals dim SS(N). Recall that n = dim X.

Theorem 4.4. Let M be a H_{ω,c}(X, W )-module and N ⊂ M|_U a finitely generated submodule. There exists a finitely generated submodule N^′ ⊂ M such that N^′|_U = N and d(N^′) = d(N).

Proof. By Lemma 4.2, there exists some coherent extension M^′ ⊂ M of N. Replacing M by M^′, we may assume without loss of generality that M is coherent and M|_U = N. Let ℓ = 2n − d(N). We take L^• = τ^{≥ℓ−n}D (M). We will show that N^′ := H^0(D (L^• )) is a submodule of M with d(N^′) = d(N) and N^′|_U = N.

First we show that N^′ is an extension of N with d(N^′) = d(N). Then we will show that N^′ embeds in M. Notice that L^•|_U ∼= τ^{≥ℓ−n}D (N) ∼= D (N) since H^i(D (N)) = 0 for all i < ℓ − n by Lemma 3.39(iii). Therefore D (L^• )|_U ∼= N and hence N^′|_U ∼= N. Next,

SS(N^′) ⊂ SS(D (L^• )) = SS(L^•).

Since M is coherent, Lemma 3.39(ii) says that dim SS(H^i(D (M))) = n−i for i ∈ [−n, n] and 0 otherwise. Hence dim SS(τ^{≥ℓ−n}D (M)) ≤ 2n − ℓ = d(N). On the other hand, since N^′|_U = N, we clearly have dim SS(N^′) ≥ d(N). Thus, d(N^′) = d(N).

Therefore, we just need to show that N^′ embeds in M. The proof is identical to that of [HTT08, Proposition 3.1.7], but we include it for the reader’s benefit. Consider the distinguished triangle K^• → D (M) → L^{• +1}−→

PULL-BACK AND PUSH-FORWARD FUNCTORS FOR HOLONOMIC MODULES OVER CHEREDNIK ALGEBRAS29

where K^• = τ^{<ℓ−n}D (M). Dualizing, we get the distinguished triangle

D (L^• ) → M → D (K^• )^{+1}−→

hence we get an exact sequence H^{−1}(D (K^• )) → N^′ → M and it suffices to show that H^{−1}(D (K^• )) = 0. We will show that H^i(D (τ^{≥−k} K^•)) = 0, ∀ i < 0, k > n − ℓ. (4.1) Then taking k ≫ 0, we have τ^{≥−k}K^• = K^•.

For k > n − ℓ, we have H^{−k}(K^•) ∼= H^{−k}(D (M)) and hence dim SS(H^{−k}(K^•)) ≤ n + k. This implies that H^j(D (H^{−k} (K^•))) = 0 for j < −k and hence

H^i(D (H^{−k} (K^•)[k])) = H^i(D (H^{−k} (K^•))[−k]) = H^{i−k}(D (H^{−k} (K^•))) = 0, ∀ i < 0. (4.2)

Now we prove (4.1) by induction on k. When k = n − ℓ + 1, we have τ^{≥−k}K^• = τ^{ℓ−n+1}τ^{<ℓ−n}D (M) = H^{−k}(K^•)[k] and hence H^i(D (τ^{≥−k} K^•)) = H^i(D (H^{−k} (K^•)[k])) = 0. Assume k ≥ n − ℓ + 2. Then we apply D to the distinguished triangle H^{−k}(K^•)[k] → τ^{≥−k}K^• → τ^{≥−(k−1)}K^{• +1}−→ to get the distinguished triangle

D (τ^{≥−(k−1)} K^•) → D (τ^{≥−k} K^•) → D (H^{−k} (K^•)[k])^{+1}−→

and the assertion follows from (4.2) by induction. □

4.2. The Gabber-Kashiwara-Saito filtration. The key to proving the main extension result is the Gabber-Kashiwara-Saito filtration, which should be useful more generally. We follow the set-up described in Ginzburg’s D-modules lecture notes [Gin98]. In loc. cit. the author considers microlocalization of almost commutative algebras, i.e. filtered algebras whose associated graded is commutative. The associated graded of H_{ω,c}(X, W ) is O(T^∗X) ⋊ W , which is not commutative. However, O(T^∗X)^W is central in this algebra, therefore one can microlocalize with respect to any open subset of (T^∗X)/W ; see [AVdBVO89] for details.

Theorem 4.5. Let M be a finitely generated H_{ω,c}(X, W )-module. Then there is a canonical filtration G_i(M) on M such that

(i) SS(G_i(M)/G_{i−1}(M)) is pure i-dimensional. (ii) if N ⊂ M then G_i(N) = G_i(M) ∩ N. (iii) The filtration commutes with (micro-)localization.

The submodule G_i(M) is defined to be the largest submodule of M with GK-dimension at most i. We note that G_i is a left exact functor. The key to proving the above theorem is the identification of the filtration G_i(M), defined originally by Gabber, with the homological filtration of Kashiwara-Saito. This identification relies crucially on the fact that O(T^∗X) ⋊ W has finite global dimension.

We recall some standard terminology. A module M of GK-dimension r is said to be GKcritical if the GK-dimension of every proper quotient is less than r. Each finitely generated module of GK-dimension r admits a finite filtration 0 = M_0 ⊂ M_1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ M_k = M such that each subfactor M_i/M_{i−1} is GK-critical. Moreover, the length of any two such filtrations is the same; see [MR01, (6.2.19)]. Now let U = D(f) ⊂ X be a principal affine open subset, where f is a W -invariant function on X. Let L be an irreducible holonomic left H_{ω,c}(U, W )-module. For brevity, let H = H_{ω,c}(X, W ) and set d := dim SS(L). Choosing a non-zero section s of L and setting M = Hs, we have a finitely generated H-module such that M|_U = L. Moreover, since the Gabber-Kashiwara-Saito filtration commutes with localization by Theorem 4.5(iii), G_d(M)|_U = G_d(L) = L. Therefore, we may assume that M has GK-dimension d too.

Lemma 4.6. There exists an extension M as above such that if J = ann_HM then dim SS(H/J) = 2d. Moreover, we may assume that M is GK-critical.

Proof. We deal with the last claim first. Since M admits a finite filtration with GK-critical subquotients, and L is irreducible, exactly one of those subquotients will survive localization to U. Therefore, we may assume already that M is GK-critical.

We know by [Los17, Theorem 1.1 (2)] that 2 dim SS(M) ≥ dim SS(H/J). Since 2 dim SS(M) = 2d, it suffices to show that dim SS(H/J) ≥ 2d. Notice that M[f^{−1}] = L ≠ 0. Without loss of generality, we may assume that M is f-torsionfree.

We claim that J[f^{−1}] = ann_{H[f} −1_]M[f^{−1}]. Since H is noetherian, [GW04, Theorem 10.18 (a)] shows that the left localization of J at {f^k} and the right localization of J at {f^k} are the same, and is an ideal in H[f^{−1}]. In particular, for j ∈ J and k ≥ 0, there exists j^′ ∈ J and m ≥ 0 such that jf^{−k} = f^{−m}j^′. This shows that

J[f^{−1}] ⊂ ann_{H[f} −1_]M[f^{−1}] =: I.

Conversely, since we have assumed that M is f-torsionfree, M ⊂ M[f^{−1}] and thus, I ∩ H ⊂ J. This implies by [GW04, Proposition 10.17 (a)] that I = (I ∩ H)[f^{−1}] ⊂ J[f^{−1}].

Now, [Los17, Theorem 1.2 (1)] says that dim SS(H[f^{−1}]/J[f^{−1}]) = 2d since L is irreducible holonomic (and non-zero). But

SS(H[f^{−1}]/J[f^{−1}]) = SS(H/J)|_T ∗_U

since our good filtrations are by coherent O(X)-submodules and localization is exact. In particular, we deduce that dim SS(H/J) ≥ 2d, as required. □

Theorem 4.7. The irreducible holonomic H_{ω,c}(U, W )-module L admits an irreducible extension to X. This extension is holonomic and unique.

Proof. Our proof is inspired by [Los17]. It relies crucially on Corollary 3.34: H has finite length as a bimodule over itself. Let M be the extension constructed in Lemma 4.6. Recall that J is the annihilator of M. Since H has finite length, there is a unique smallest ideal I containing J such that dim SS(H/I) < 2d. This means that dim SS(M/IM) < d since M is assumed to be GK-critical and IM ≠ 0. Now choose M_0 ⊂ M a maximal submodule of IM. Then J ⊂ J^′ := ann_H(M/M_0), but I is not contained in J^′ since I(M/M_0) is irreducible. This implies

PULL-BACK AND PUSH-FORWARD FUNCTORS FOR HOLONOMIC MODULES OVER CHEREDNIK ALGEBRAS31

that dim SS(H/J^′) = 2d. By [Los17, Theorem 1.1 (2)], this implies that 2 dim SS(M/M_0) ≥ 2d. Hence dim SS(M/M_0) = d. This also shows that M_0 = 0 since M is assumed GK-critical. Thus, IM is an irreducible submodule of M of maximal GK-dimension. Again, since M is assumed GK-critical, this implies that IM|_U = L.

Finally, repeating the argument given in the proof of Lemma 4.6, but with M replaced by IM and J replaced by I^′ := ann_HIM, we deduce that 2 dim SS(IM) = dim SS(H/I^′). We deduce from Corollary 3.36 that IM is holonomic. The uniqueness follows just as in the case of D-modules. □

5. b-functions

In this section, we introduce the notion of b-functions for sheaves of Cherednik algebras, generalizing the theory for D-modules. This will allow us to prove the main result, that pushforward along an open embedding preserves holonomicity. Since this is a local statement, we assume that X is affine. Let f ∈ O(X)^W be a non-zero non-unit and set U = (f ≠ 0), an affine open subset of X.

5.1. Extension of scalars. We consider H-modules defined over the field K := k(s). If A is a k[s]-algebra and M a k[s]-module, then we write M_A := M ⊗_{k[s]} A. Similarly, if A is a K -algebra and M a K -vector space then M_A := M ⊗_K A. If λ ∈ k and M a k[s]-module then M_λ := M ⊗_{k[s]} k, where s acts on k by evaluation at λ.

For brevity, write B = O(T^∗X) ⋊ W .

Lemma 5.1. If I is a left ideal of H[s] and Q the quotient filtration on H[s]/I, then the B[s]-module gr_Q(H[s]/I) is cyclic with generator the image of 1.

Proof. By definition of quotient filtration, the map H[s] ↠ H[s]/I is strictly filtered. This means that the associated graded morphism B[s] = gr_F H[s] → gr_Q(H[s]/I) is also surjective. □ Lemma 5.2. Let M be a finitely generated H[s]-module and G_•M a good filtration on M.

(i) For λ (Zariski) generic in k, M has no (s + λ)-torsion and (G_•M)_λ is a good filtration on M_λ.

(ii) (G_•M)_K is a good filtration on M_K .

Proof. Note that each graded piece of K := gr_G M is a finite O(X)[s]-module and K is finitely generated (by definition) over B[s]. Let T be the k[s]-torsion submodule of K. We may pick a finite k[s]-submodule N ⊂ T such that N generates T over B[s]. Then N = ⨁_k i=1 N_{μi} for some μ_i ∈ k, where (s − μ_i) acts nilpotently on N_{μi} . Since s is central in B[s], we have T = ⨁_k i=1 B ·N_{μi} with (s−μ_i) acting nilpotently on B ·N_{μi} . It follows that if g = ∏_k i=1(s−μ_i) and A = k[s][g^{−1}] then T_A = 0 and K_A is free over A. Induction on j with respect to the short exact sequences 0 → G_{j−1}M → G_j M → K_j → 0 implies that (G_j M)_A is free over A. This proves the first part of (i).

For any λ /∈ {μ_1, . . . , μ_k} it follows that (gr_G M)_λ = gr_G M_λ. In other words, for all i we can identify (G_iM)_λ with the image of G_iM in M_λ. Since gr_G M is finitely generated, there exists a surjection B[s]^{⊕r} ↠ gr_G M. Tensoring gives

B^{⊕r} ↠ (gr_G M)_λ = gr_G M_λ,

which implies that the filtration G_•M_λ is good.

The analogous claims for M_K in (ii) are straight forward. □

Proposition 5.3. Let I be a left ideal of H[s] such that H_K /I_K is holonomic. Then, for all but finitely many λ ∈ k, H/I_λ is holonomic.

Proof. Let L be a leaf. Then H_K /I_K holonomic means that

2 dim ( SS(H_K /I_K ) ∩ L_K ) ≤ dim L_K .

We give H[s]/I the quotient filtration Q_• and let S ⊂ (T^∗X)/W denote the support of 1 ∈ gr_Q(H[s]/I)_K . Then, 2 dim ( S ∩ L_K ) ≤ dim L_K . Therefore, there exist D_1, . . . , D_k ∈ H_K such that:

(a) σ(D_i) ∈ K [T^∗X]^W , (b) σ(D_i) · 1 = 0, and (c) 2 dim ( V (σ(D_1), . . . , σ(D_k)) ∩ L_K ) ≤ dim L_K .

By choosing a basis of K over K = k(s), we may assume that D_i ∈ H[s]. Choose some i and let N = deg D_i. Then σ(D_i) · 1 = 0 implies that (D_i + I(s)_K ) ∩ F_{N−1}H[s] ≠ ∅. Up to a unit in k(s), this implies that (D_i + I[s]) ∩ F_{N−1}H[s] ≠ ∅. Hence, σ(D_i) · 1 = 0 in gr_Q(H[s]/I). If f_i = σ(D_i) then f_i ∈ O(T^∗X)^W [s] = Z(B[s]) with f_i · 1 = 0. Since B[s] · 1 = gr_Q(H[s]/I) by Lemma 5.1, we deduce that the f_i annihilate gr_Q(H[s]/I).

Finally, consider the projection map q : V (f_1, . . . , f_k) ∩ (L × A^1 ) → A^1 . We have seen that the generic fibre of q has dimension at most^1_2 dim L. Therefore, by [Har77, III Exercise 9.4], there exists an open, non-empty subset U ⊂ A^1 such that dim q^{−1}(λ) ≤^1_2 dim L for all λ ∈ U. Note that, since H[s] and hence I is torsion-free over k[s], (H[s]/I)_λ = H/I_λ. Shrinking U if necessary, Lemma 5.2(i) says that (gr_QH[s]/I)_λ = gr_QH/I_λ for all λ ∈ U. We deduce that the f_i(λ) annihilate gr_QH/I_λ and hence SS(H/I_λ) ⊂ q^{−1}(λ).

Since there are only finitely many symplectic leaves in (T^∗X)/W , the claim follows. □

5.2. Twisting by an invariant function. Let l ∈ k. Conjugation by the formal expression f^{s+l} defines an automorphism φ_l of H_{ω,c}(U, W )[s] that acts trivially on O(U)[s] and W and acts on Dunkl operators by

φ_l(D_v ) = D_v + (s + l) i_{σ(v)}(d log f).

For any H_{ω,c}(U, W )[s]-module M we write suggestively Mf^{s+l} for the twist of M by φ_l. Thus, D · (mf^{s+l}) := (φ_l(D)m)f^{s+l}, for D ∈ H_{ω,c}(U, W )[s] and m ∈ M. In particular, when ω = 0, the free rank one O_{U,K} -module O_{U,K} f^{s+l} is a H_{ω,c}(U, W )_K -module.

We will mainly be interested in the case l = 0, but require l ≠ 0 at one key step. The following is immediate.

PULL-BACK AND PUSH-FORWARD FUNCTORS FOR HOLONOMIC MODULES OVER CHEREDNIK ALGEBRAS33

Lemma 5.4. Let l ∈ Z and let M be a H_{ω,c}(U, W )[s]-module. Then m ⊗ f^{s+l} → f^l(m ⊗ f^s) is an isomorphism Mf^{s+l ∼}→ Mf^s of H_{ω,c}(U, W )[s]-modules.

Remark 5.5. (1) Thinking of f as a W -invariant function U → k^×, Example 3.26 shows that M ⊗_{k[t}±1_] k[t, t^{−1}][s]t^s is a H_{ω,c}(U, W )[s]-module, when M is a H_{ω,c}(U, W )-module. This construction agrees with Mf^s, as defined above.

(2) More generally, if we are given a collection of invariant functions f_1, . . . , f_k and set U = (f_1 · · · f_k ≠ 0) then we can twist any H_{ω,c}(U, W )[s_1, . . . , s_k]-module by f^{s1}_1 · · · f^{sk}_k .

Lemma 5.6. Let M be a holonomic H_{ω,c}(U, W )-module. Then M_K f^s is a holonomic module over H_{ω,c}(U, W )_K .

Proof. This follows from the fact that the automorphism φ of H_{ω,c}(U, W )_K preserves the order filtration. Therefore, if {M_i} is a good filtration of M then the M_{i,K} f^s form a good filtration of M_K f^s. This implies that SS ( M_K f^s ) = SS(M)_K , (5.1) which implies the statement of the lemma. □

Proposition 5.7. Let N be an irreducible holonomic H_{ω,c}(U, W )_K -module. Then N admits an irreducible holonomic extension to X. That is, there exists an irreducible holonomic H_{ω,c}(X, W )_K -submodule L ⊂ N such that N ∼= L[f^{−1}].

Proof. Let M = N_K , an irreducible holonomic H_{ω,c}(U, W )_K -module. By Theorem 4.7, there is an irreducible holonomic extension M^′ of M to X. Since M^′ is finitely presented and the extension K ⊂ K is algebraic, there exists some finite extension K ⊂ L and H_{ω,c}(X, W )_L - submodule M^{′′} of M^′ such that M^′ = M^{′′}_L . Since M^{′′} will have finite length over H_{ω,c}(X, W )_K , we may choose an irreducible H_{ω,c}(X, W )_K -submodule L of M^{′′}. Since L_L is irreducible over H_{ω,c}(X, W )_L , but clearly surjects onto M^{′′}, we deduce that M^{′′} = L_L and hence M^′ = L_K . It follows that L is holonomic and thus the required extension. □

Let j : U → X be the open embedding.

Proposition 5.8. The H_{ω,c}(X, W )_K -module j_0(M_K f^s) is holonomic and for any m ∈ M there exists D ∈ H_{ω,c}(X, W )[s] and 0 ≠ b(s) ∈ k[s] such that D(fm ⊗ f^s) = b(s)m ⊗ f^s. Proof. Lemma 5.6 says that M_K f^s is holonomic. Thus, it admits a finite composition series

{0} = M_0 ⊂ M_1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ M_ℓ = M_K f^s

by Remark 3.33.

Our proof of the proposition will be by induction on the length ℓ of M_K f^s. Since M_1 is irreducible, Proposition 5.7 says that we can choose an irreducible holonomic extension L_1 ⊂ j_0M_1 of M_1. Let m ⊗ f^s ∈ j_0M_1. Then (j_0M_1)/L_1 is supported on X \ U. Therefore there exists k ≫ 0 such that f^km ⊗ f^s ∈ L_1. Since L_1 is simple,

H_{ω,c}(X, W )_K · (f^km ⊗ f^s) = H_{ω,c}(X, W )_K · (f^{k+1}m ⊗ f^s) = · · · .

In particular, f^nm⊗f^s ∈ H_{ω,c}(X, W )_K ·(f^{n+1}m⊗f^s). Hence D_0(s)·(f^{n+1}m⊗f^s) = f^nm⊗f^s for some D_0(s). This implies that D_0(s + n) · (fm ⊗ f^s) = m ⊗ f^s. Clearing denominators, we get the required identity. Next we claim that j_0M_1 = L_1. In particular j_0M_1 is holonomic. Assume otherwise, and choose m ⊗ f^s ∈ j_0M_1 \ L_1. Then f^nm ⊗ f^s ∈ L_1. We know that there exists D_1 ∈ H_{ω,c}(X, W )_K such that D_1(f^nm ⊗ f^s) = f^{n−1}m ⊗ f^s ∈ L_1 and D_2 such that D_2(f^{n−1}m ⊗ f^s) = f^{n−2}m ⊗ f^s etc. Eventually we see that m ⊗ f^s ∈ L_1, contradicting our initial assumptions.

Now we assume that j_0M_{i−1} is holonomic and the identity holds for every m ⊗ f^s ∈ j_0M_{i−1}. We have a short exact sequence

0 → j_0M_{i−1} → j_0M_i → j_0(M_i/M_{i−1}) → 0.

Choose a holonomic extension L^′_i ⊂ j_0(M_i/M_{i−1}) of the simple module M_i/M_{i−1} and let L_i be its preimage in j_0M_i. Then L_i/j_0M_{i−1} ∼= L^′_i implies that L_i is holonomic. Moreover, we have a commutative diagram 0 Mi−1 Li|U Mi/Mi−1 0

0 M_{i−1} M_i M_i/M_{i−1} 0,

where the rows are exact, which implies that L_i|_U = M_i. Now take m ⊗ f^s ∈ j_0M_i. Again, there exists k ≫ 0 such that f^km ⊗ f^s ∈ L_i. Since L_i has finite length, the sequence

H_{ω,c}(X, W )_K · (f^km ⊗ f^s) ⊃ H_{ω,c}(X, W )_K · (f^{k+1}m ⊗ f^s) ⊃ · · ·

must eventually stabilize. In other words,

H_{ω,c}(X, W )_K · (f^{k+l}m ⊗ f^s) = H_{ω,c}(X, W )_K · (f^{k+l+1}m ⊗ f^s) for some l ≫ 0.

In particular, there exists D_0 ∈ H_{ω,c}(X, W )_K such that D_0(f^{k+l+1}m ⊗ f^s) = f^{k+l}m ⊗ f^s. Clearing denominators, we may write this as

D_1(f^{k+l+1}m ⊗ f^s) = b_1(s)f^{k+l}m ⊗ f^s

for some D_0 ∈ H_{ω,c}(X, W )[s] and b_1 ∈ C [s] non-zero. By Lemma 5.4, this is equivalent to

D_1(fm ⊗ f^{s+k+l}) = b_1(s)m ⊗ f^{s+k+l}. (5.2)

Writing D_1 = D_1(s) to show that D_1 is a polynomial in s with coefficients in H_{ω,c}(X, W ), we make the formal substitution t = s + k + l in (5.2) to get:

D_1(t − k − l)(fm ⊗ f^t) = b_1(t − k − l)(m ⊗ f^t);

equivalently, D(fm ⊗ f^s) = b(s)(m ⊗ f^s) for b(s) = b_1(s − k − l) ≠ 0 and D = D_1(s − k − l).

Next we show that j_0M_i is holonomic. In fact, the same argument shows that j_0M_i = L_i. Notice also that we have proved that ℓ(j_0M_i) = ℓ(M_i)(= i). This completes the proof of the proposition. □

PULL-BACK AND PUSH-FORWARD FUNCTORS FOR HOLONOMIC MODULES OVER CHEREDNIK ALGEBRAS35

Corollary 5.9. Let N be a holonomic H_{ω,c}(U, W )-module and u ∈ N. Then there exist D ∈ H_{ω,c}(X, W )[s] and 0 ≠ b(s) ∈ k[s] such that D_k(f^{k+1}u) = b(k)f^ku, ∀ k ∈ Z. As noted in the introduction, if we take ω = 0 and consider the H_c-module O(X), then for any W -invariant function f there exists D ∈ H_c(X, W )[s] and 0 ≠ b(s) ∈ k[s] such that

D(f^{s+1}) = b(s)f^s.

Assume now that (h, W ) is a complex reflection group. The discriminant of W is the element δ ∈ k[h]^W whose non-vanishing locus (δ ≠ 0) equals the locus in h where W acts freely.

Question 5.10. For each c ∈ S(h)^W , what is the b-function associated to δ?

For W crystallographic and c = 0, the b-function was computed by Opdam [Opd89].

Example 5.11. Let X = A^1 with linear action of Z/ℓZ. We describe the b-function of f = x^ℓ. If e_0, . . . , e_{ℓ−1} ∈ k[Z/ℓZ] are the primitive orthogonal idempotents then H_c can be parametrized by κ_0, . . . , κ_{ℓ−1} ∈ k with

[y, x] = 1 + ℓ ℓ−1∑ i=0 (κ_{i+1} − κ_i)e_i,

where κ_ℓ := κ_0. Setting κ_0 = 0, the natural action of k[x] ⋊ Z/ℓZ on k[x, x^{−1}] extends to an action of H_c, with y · x^i = (i + ℓκ_i)x^{i−1}, and hence

y^ℓx^{ℓ(s+1)} = ℓ−1∏ i=0 (ℓ(s + 1) − i + ℓκ_{−i})x^{2ℓ}. Applying the substitution j = ℓ − i, the b-function for x^ℓ is ∏_ℓ j=1 ( s +^j_ℓ + κ_j ) . The b-function was introduced so that we can prove the following, which is one of the main results of the article.

Theorem 5.12. Let N be a holonomic H_{ω,c}(U, W )-module. Then j_0N is holonomic.

Proof. An easy inductive argument using the fact that j_0 is exact means that we can assume N is irreducible. First we show that j_0N is coherent. Choose 0 ≠ u ∈ N. We claim that j_0N = H_{ω,c}(X, W ) · {f^{−k}u | k ∈ N}. Take u^′ ∈ j_0N. Then there exists D^′ ∈ H_c(U, W ) such that D^′u = u^′. Now D^′ = Df^{−k} for some D ∈ H_{ω,c}(X, W ) and k ≫ 0. Hence u^′ ∈ H_{ω,c}(X, W ) · {f^{−k}u | k ∈ N}. Thus, it suffices to show that there is some k ≫ 0 such that f^{−l}u ∈ H_{ω,c}(X, W ) · f^{−k}u for all l > k. But Corollary 5.9 shows that this holds provided −k − N ∩ {roots of b} = ∅. It remains to show that j_0N is holonomic. Notice that we have shown that it is generated by the single element f^{−k}u. Let I denote the annihilator in H_{ω,c}(X, W )[s] of f^{−k}u ⊗ f^s, so that H_{ω,c}(X, W )[s] · (f^{−k}u ⊗ f^s) ∼= H_{ω,c}(X, W )[s]/I. It is a holonomic module by Proposition 5.8. We deduce from Proposition 5.3 that there is some l ≫ 0 such that H_{ω,c}(X, W )/I_{−l} is holonomic. Lemma 5.2(ii) says that l can be chosen so that H_{ω,c}(X, W )[s]/I has no (s + l)- torsion. This implies that the annihilator of f^{−k−l}u in H is I_{−l}. Thus, H_{ω,c}(X, W )/I_{−l} ∼= H_{ω,c}(X, W ) · (f^{−k−l}n) = j_0N, as required. □

5.3. Consequences of Theorem 5.12. As in the case of D-modules, Theorem 5.12 easily generalizes to the case where X is not necessarily affine and U not the complement of a divisor. Let U be an arbitrary W -stable open subset of X and j : U → X the corresponding embedding.

Corollary 5.13. If N is a holonomic H_{ω,c}(U, W )-module then the cohomology of the derived pushforward j_+N is holonomic.

Proof. The statement is local on X, therefore we may assume that X is affine. If we fix a finite covering D(f_1), . . . , D(f_k) of U by principal open sets, with each f_i invariant, then the cohomology of j_+N is the cohomology of the Čech complex 0 → k⨁ i=1 (j_i)_0(N |_{D(fi)}) → · · ·

It follows from Theorem 5.12 that the latter has holonomic cohomology. □

By the usual spectral sequence argument, Corollary 5.13 implies that the derived functor j_+ : D^b_{qc}(H_{ω,c}(U, W )) → D^b_{qc}(H_{ω,c}(X, W )) restricts to a functor D^b_{Hol}(H_{ω,c}(U, W )) → D^b_{Hol}(H_{ω,c}(X, W )). Therefore, we may define j_! : D^b_{Hol}(H_{ω,c}(U, W )) → D^b_{Hol}(H_{ω,c}(X, W )) by

j_! = D_X ∘ j_+ ∘ D_U .

It is left adjoint to j^!. We could similarly define j^+ = D_U ∘ j^! ∘ D_X , but j^+ ∼= j^!. Finally, this allows us to define the minimal extension j_{!+} as the image of the adjunction j_! → j_+.

Corollary 5.14. If N is an irreducible holonomic H_{ω,c}(U, W )-module then there is a unique (up to isomorphism) irreducible holonomic extension of N to X; it is the socle of j_0N .

Proof. Since j_0N is holonomic by Corollary 5.13, it has finite length and hence its socle is nonzero. Let N^′ be an irreducible submodule of j_0N . Since j_0N has no submodule supported on X \U, N^′|_U ≠ 0 and hence N^′ is an irreducible holonomic extension of N . If N^{′′} is any other irreducible holonomic extension then the adjunction N^{′′} → j_0j^0N^{′′} = j_0N shows that N^{′′} is a summand of the socle of j_0N . But localizing the exact sequence 0 → Soc(j_0N ) → j_0N to U shows that

1 = ℓ(N ) = ℓ(j^0j_0N ) ≥ ℓ(j^0(Soc j_0N )) = ℓ(Soc(j_0N )).

Hence Soc j_0N is irreducible. □

If M_{Hol}(H_{ω,c}(X, W ))_{X\U} denotes the full subcategory of M_{Hol}(H_{ω,c}(X, W )) consisting of all modules supported on X\U, then Corollary 5.13 implies that M_{Hol}(H_{ω,c}(X, W ))_{X\U} is a localising subcategory with quotient equivalent to M_{Hol}(H_{ω,c}(U, W )). Moreover, Corollary 5.14

PULL-BACK AND PUSH-FORWARD FUNCTORS FOR HOLONOMIC MODULES OVER CHEREDNIK ALGEBRAS37

implies that the set Irr M_{Hol}(H_{ω,c}(X, W )) of isomorphism classes of irreducible holonomic modules is the disjoint union of Irr M_{Hol}(H_{ω,c}(U, W )) and Irr M_{Hol}(H_{ω,c}(X, W ))_{X\U} .

Corollary 5.15. Under the assumptions of Lemma 3.22, if M is a holonomic H_{ω,c}(X, W )- module then R^kΓ_Y (M ) is holonomic for all k.

Proof. This follows directly from Corollary 5.13 and Lemma 3.22. □

Corollary 5.16. Let i: Y → X be a W -invariant smooth closed subvariety. If M is a holonomic H_{ω,c}(X, W )-module then L^ki^!(M ) is holonomic for all k.

Proof. This follows from Corollary 3.28, Lemma 3.22 and Corollary 5.15. □

6. Preservation of holonomicity

In this section we show that both φ^! and φ_+ preserve complexes with holonomic cohomology, for arbitrary c-melys morphisms. This allows us to define adjoint functors φ_! and φ^+.

6.1. Linear representations. In this section we consider melys morpshims between linear representations of W . The goal is to prove the following.

Theorem 6.1. Let h, k be linear representations of W and φ: k → h a c-melys morphism. Then φ^! and φ_+ send complexes with holonomic cohomology to complexes with holonomic cohomology.

Before we prove Theorem 6.1, we consider the case where h is irreducible.

Lemma 6.2. Let h, k be linear representations of W such that (h, W ) is an irreducible complex reflection group with W = W (c). If φ: k → h a non-zero c-melys morphism then k = k_W ⊕k^W , where (k_W , W ) is an irreducible complex reflection group and either

(i) k_W ∼= h and φ is projection onto k_W ; or (ii) (h, W ) = (A^1 , Z/ℓZ) = (k_W , W ) and φ is projection followed by

A^1 → A^1 , x → x^r,

for some r coprime to ℓ. In particular, φ is homogeneous.

Proof. We begin by noting that W = W (c) means that for each reflection hyperplane H ⊂ h, there exists a reflection s (fixing H) such that c(s, H) ≠ 0. Moreover, we may choose s to be a generator of the pointwise stabilizer W_H of H.

Let H be a reflection hyperplane, s ∈ W be a reflection such that c(s, H) ≠ 0 and α_H ∈ h^∗ a linear functional whose kernel is H. By definition of melys, V (φ^∗(α_H )) ⊂ k^s. If k^s = k then s acts trivially on k. This means that φ^∗(α_H ) is s-invariant. But s(α_H ) = λ_sα_H with λ_s ≠ 1, which would force φ^∗(α_H ) = 0. Since (h, W ) is irreducible, the W -orbit of α_H is a spanning set for h^∗. This implies that φ^∗(h^∗) = 0 i.e. φ = 0. This contradicts our assumptions, hence s acts non-trivially on k.

Since φ is c-melys, V (φ^∗(α_H )) ⊂ k^s ≠ k. If V (φ^∗(α_H )) = ∅ then φ^∗(α_H ) ∈ k[k]^× = k^×. But this again implies that s acts trivially on φ^∗(α_H ); a contradiction. Thus, V (φ^∗(α_H )) is a non-empty hypersurface contained in the subspace k^s. We deduce that k^s is a hyperplane and V (φ^∗(α_H )) = k^s. Hence (up to a scalar) φ^∗(α_H ) = β^r_s , where β_s ∈ k^∗ has kernel k^s. In particular, s acts as a reflection on k. Since this is true for all (s, H) ∈ S_c(h) and W = ⟨S_c(h)⟩, we deduce that W acts on k as a complex reflection group, with reflections S_c(h) ⊂ S(k) ⊂ S(h). In fact, since we can choose s to generate W_H , we have S(h) = S(k), i.e. every reflection in (h, W ) acts as a reflection on k. Moreover, the action of W on k is faithful since h^∗ is a faithful representation and h^∗ ⊂ k[k]. This implies that k = k_W ⊕ k^W , where (k_W , W ) is an irreducible complex reflection group. In particular, dim k_W = dim h since k_W and h are Galois conjugate representations by [MM10, Theorem 5.1].

Since h^∗ is irreducible and φ^∗(h^∗) ∩ k[k]_r ≠ 0, we have φ^∗(h^∗) ⊂ k[k]_r and thus φ is homogeneous. This also shows that r is independent of (s, H).

Assume first that r = 1. Then the map φ^∗|_h∗ is linear and the irreducibility of the group W forces φ^∗|_h∗ : h^{∗ ∼}→ k^∗_W . Thus, φ is projection onto k_W ∼= h as in (i).

Assume now that r > 1 and set U = φ^∗(h^∗). Let A denote the set of all reflection hyperplanes in h. We claim that A contains exactly d := dim h elements. Since h is irreducible, {α_H | H ∈ A} is a spanning set for h^∗. Writing α_H = β^r_H , the set {β_H | H ∈ A} is a spanning set for k^∗_W since {Ker (β_H ) | H ∈ A} is the set of reflection hyperplanes in (k_W , W ). If |A| > d = dim k_W then there is a non-trivial relation β_H = ∑_d i=1 a_iβ_{Hi} , where we may assume the β_{Hi} are a basis of k^∗_W . Expanding

β^r_H = (_d ∑ i=1 a_iβ_{Hi} )_r

gives some vector in U that is not a linear combination of the β^r_{Hi} ; a contradiction since the β^r_{Hi} are linear independent. If |A| = dim h then W is an abelian group. Since h is irreducible, we deduce that W = Z/ℓZ. □

Lemma 6.3. Assume h = h_1 × A^1 , W = W_1 × (Z/ℓZ) and φ: h → h is the identity on h_1 and x → x^r on A^1 . Then φ^! and φ_+ send complexes with holonomic cohomology to complexes with holonomic cohomology.

Proof. Let U = h_1 ×(A^1 \{0}) and identify h_1 with the complement to U. Note that φ^{−1}(U) = U and φ^{−1}(h_1) = h_1. Moreover, if i: h_1 → h is the closed embedding then φ ∘ i = i. Indeed, on functions it is given by k[h_1][x] k[h_1][x] k[h_1]. x → x^rx → 0 Clearly, φ|_U : U → U is étale. Let M^• ∈ D^b_{Hol}(H). Then we have an exact triangle

i_+(i^!φ^!M^•) → φ^!M^• → j_+(j^!φ^!M^•).

Using that φ ∘ i = i and φ ∘ j = j ∘ φ are c-melys morphisms, this becomes

i_+(i^!M^•) → φ^!M^• → j_+(φ^!j^!M^•).

PULL-BACK AND PUSH-FORWARD FUNCTORS FOR HOLONOMIC MODULES OVER CHEREDNIK ALGEBRAS39

Since the cohomology groups of i^!M^• and j_+(φ^!j^!M^•) are holonomic by Corollary 3.28, Corollary 5.13 and Corollary 5.16, it follows that the cohomology of φ^!M^• is holonomic too.

Similarly, if we apply φ_+ to the triangle i_+(i^!M^•) → M^• → j_+(j^!M^•) we get

φ_+(i_+(i^!M^•) → φ_+M^• → φ_+(j_+(j^!M^•))

which is isomorphic to i_+(i^!M^•) → φ_+M^• → j_+(φ_+(j^!M^•)).

It follows that the cohomology of φ_+M^• is holonomic too. □

Let p: A^n_k × h → h be the projection map with W acting linearly on h and trivially on A^n_k (so that p is c-melys for any c).

Proposition 6.4. The derived functors p_+, p^! preserve objects with holonomic cohomology.

Proof. By induction we may assume n = 1. We have in place the analogues for Cherednik algebras of all the results needed in the proof for D-modules. Namely, it is shown in [Tho18, Lemma 4.4] that the Fourier transform on H_c(k× h, W ) preserves the category of holonomic modules. If M is a holonomic H_c(k× h, W )-module and i: {0} × h → k× h is the closed embedding then the cohomology of i^!M is holonomic by Corollary 5.16. Then the claim for p_+ follows from [HTT08, Proposition 3.2.6], noting that W acts trivially on k so H_c(k× h, W ) = D(k) ⊗ H_c(h, W ).

The claim for p^! is immediate; see [HTT08, page 86]. □

Proof of Theorem 6.1. By Lemma 3.10, we may assume W = W (c), in which case W is a complex reflection group generated by the reflections in S_c(h). Decompose h = h_1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ h_k, where W = W_1 ×· · ·×W_{k−1} with (h_i, W_i) an irreducible complex reflection group and h_k = h^W . Let p_i : h → h_i be the projection and note that φ_i := p_i ∘ φ is (c|_{Wi} )-melys. Then Lemma 6.2 says that one of the following four possibilities is realized:

(I) φ_i = 0, (II) φ_i is the projection onto h_i, (III) W_i ∼= Z/ℓZ and φ_i is the projection followed by x → x^{ri} ; or (IV) i = k and φ_k : k → h^W .

Since φ_i is melys and W_i is generated by reflections s with c(s) ≠ 0, φ_i = 0 implies that W_i acts trivially on k. Therefore, if we decompose k = k_W ⊕ k^W and h = h_W ⊕ h^W then k_W → h_W is c-melys. For each factor h_i of type (III), we write φ(r_i): h → h for the melys morphism which is x → x^{ri} on h_i and the identity on every other factor. The composition of all such morphisms is φ(r) = φ(r_d) ∘ · · · ∘ φ(r_1). We may then factorize φ as h_W × k^W × h^W ∼= h × k^Wh × k^W h

k × h^W = k_W × k^W × h^W

k φ(r)p Id×φ_kφ

Thus, we have shown that φ can be factorized as a closed embedding followed by the finite morphism φ(r) followed by the projection, all of which are melys.

Proposition 6.4 says that p_+ and p^! preserve holonomic modules. Lemma 6.3 says that φ(r)_+ and φ(r)^! preserve holonomicity. Finally, the functors i_+ and i^! associated to a closed embedding preserve holonomicity by Corollary 3.28 and Corollary 5.16 respectively. □

6.2. The general case. We now explain how the general case reduces to the linear case. The hard work is in proving a relative version (Proposition 6.6) of Proposition 3.30.

Lemma 6.5. Let (h, W ) be an irreducible complex reflection group and c ∈ S(h)^W such that W = W (c). If φ: Y → h is a c-melys morphism with y ∈ Y^W mapping to 0 ∈ h then φ induces a c-melys morphism gr φ: T_yY → h.

Proof. We assume that Y is a good neighbourhood of y, with I(Z) = (f_Z ) for each reflection hypersurface Z and every such hypersurface passes through y. Let m be the maximal ideal in O(Y ) defining y. Since Y is smooth, we identify k[T_yY ] with the ring of functions ⨁ i≥0 m^i/m^{i−1} on the tangent cone. Then there exists r ≥ 1 such that φ^∗(h^∗) ⊂ m^r \ m^{r+1}.

The composition h^∗ → m^r → m^r/m^{r+1} induces a W -equivariant morphism gr φ: T_yY → h. We claim that this morphism is c-melys. Let (s, H) ∈ S_c(h). Then there exists a unit u ∈ O(Y ) and r_H ≥ 1 such that φ^∗(α_H ) = uf^{rH}_Z . Since f_Z ∈ m, we have r_H ≥ r. In fact, since φ^∗(h^∗) is irreducible, it is spanned by the polynomials w(φ^∗(α_H )) for w ∈ W , thus we must have r_H = r, otherwise φ^∗(h^∗) ⊂ m^{r+1}. We deduce that (gr φ)^∗(α_H ) = u(y)f^r_Z , where f_Z is the image of f_Z in m/m^2. Since (T_yY )^s = T_yZ is the zero-set of f_Z , the claim follows. □

Proposition 6.6. Let (h, W ) be a complex reflection group and c ∈ S(h)^W be such that W = W (c). Let φ: Y → h be a c-melys morphism with y ∈ Y^W mapping to 0 ∈ h.

There exists an étale (melys) morphism ϕ: Y^′ → Y , a strongly (φ ∘ ϕ)^∗c-melys closed embedding (Y^′, 0) → (k, 0) and a c-melys morphism Φ: k → h such that the diagram Y Y^′ k

h φϕ Φ (6.1)

is commutative with ϕ(0) = y and Φ(0) = 0.

Proof. We may assume that Y is a good affine neighbourhood of y, replacing Y with such a neighbourhood if needed. In particular, every Z is principal (defined by f_Z say) for (w, Z) ∈ S(Y ). Let m ◁ O(Y ) be the maximal ideal defining y. Note that if (s, Z) ∈ S(Y ) and f_Z ∈ m \ m^2 such that s(f_Z ) = λ_sf_Z for some 1 ≠ λ_s ∈ k, then replacing Y by some smaller good neighbourhood of y if necessary, the function f_Z generates I(Z).

Factor h = h_1 × · · · × h_k × h^W with W = W_1 × · · · × W_k so that (h_i, W_i) is irreducible. For each (s, H) ∈ S_c(h), we fix α_H ∈ h^∗ with kernel H. We say that H belongs to h_i if s ∈ W_i; equivalently α_H ∈ h^∗_i . If φ^∗(α_H ) = 0 for some (s, H) ∈ S_c(h) then the melys condition implies that Y^s = Y . Moreover, we have φ^∗(w(α_H )) = 0 for all w ∈ W implying that there is some

PULL-BACK AND PUSH-FORWARD FUNCTORS FOR HOLONOMIC MODULES OVER CHEREDNIK ALGEBRAS41

irreducible factor W_i of W that acts trivially on Y . In this case, we factor the morphism φ as

Y h^{Wi} h, φ so that φ^∗(α_H ) ≠ 0 for all (s, H) ∈ S_c(h). The function φ^∗(α_H ) is not a unit either because φ^∗(α_H )(y) = 0.

We claim that, after passing to an étale extension, there exists for each 1 ≤ i ≤ k a W - submodule k^∗_i ⊂ m (with W acting through W_i) such that for each (s, H) ∈ S_c(h_i) there is an eigenvector β_H ∈ k^∗_i for s with φ^∗(α_H ) = β^{rH}_H . If p_i : h → h_i is the projection onto h_i then replacing φ by p_i ∘φ, the proof of Lemma 6.5 shows that r_i := r_H = r_H′ for all H, H^′ belonging to the factor h_i. Moreover, combining Lemma 6.5 with Lemma 6.2, we see that r_i > 1 implies that dim h_i = 1.

If r_i = 1, we simply take k^∗_i = φ^∗(h^∗_i ).

If r_i > 1 then we choose f_Z ∈ m \ m^2 a (non-trivial) eigenvector for s and invariant for every other factor W_j. Then φ^∗(α_H ) = u_H f^{ri}_Z for some unit u_H . Since both φ^∗(α_H ) and f^{ri}_Z are eigenvectors for s with eigenvalues in k, s(u_H ) = qu_H for some q ∈ k^×. But s(y) = y and u_H (y) ≠ 0 forces q = 1. This implies that u_H ∈ O(Y )^W . Let B = O^h_{Y /W,y} ⊗_{OY /W,y} O_{Y,y}, where O^h_{Y /W,y} is the henselization of O_{Y /W,y}. Within B we may take v_H to be a W -invariant r_ith root of u_H . Let A be the subalgebra of B generated by O(Y ) and the v_H . We take Y^′ = Spec A so that ϕ: Y^′ → Y is étale and equivariant. The algebra A is a finite O(Y )-module, meaning that ϕ is surjective. It is automatically strongly φ^∗c-melys. Let n be a maximal ideal of A lying over m. Then (φ ∘ ϕ)^∗(α_H ) = (v_H f_Z )^{ri} and so we take k^∗_i = k{v_Hf_Z } ⊂ n.

Finally, we repeat the proof of Proposition 6.6. Let k^∗_k ⊂ n be some W -invariant lift of (n/n^2)^W . The inclusion k^∗_1 × · · · × k^∗_k → O(Y^′) defines an étale morphism Y^′ → k^′. Just as in the proof of Proposition 6.6, there is some Y^′ → A^n (with W acting trivially on A^n ) such that the resulting morphism Y^′ → k^′ ×A^n =: k is a strongly (φ∘ϕ)^∗c-melys closed embedding. This has been constructed so that there is a canonical map k^′ → h. One can check that composing the projection along A^n with this map k^′ → h is the desired melys morphism Φ. □

Finally, we come to the two main results of this section.

Theorem 6.7. Let φ: Y → X be a c-melys morphism. Then the functor φ^! sends complexes with holonomic cohomology to complexes with holonomic cohomology.

Proof. Let M ∈ D^b_{Hol}(H_{ω,c}(X, W )). It suffices to check locally on Y that the cohomology of φ^!M is holonomic. Choose y ∈ Y and set x = φ(y). Let P = W_x and write U_0 for the set of points x^′ ∈ X with W_x′ ⊂ P . Let V_0 = φ^{−1}(U_0) and write ~φ = φ|_{V0} . Note that W_y′ ⊂ P for all y^′ ∈ V_0 and both U_0, V_0 are P -stable; that is, V_0 and U_0 satisfy (3.6) and (3.7). We can form the commutative diagram W ×_P V_0 W ×_P U_0

Y X. Id× ~φ g fφ (6.2)

Note that f, g are étale and strongly melys (for c and φ^∗c respectively). By Proposition 3.14, there are isomorphisms H_{(g∘φ)}∗_{ω,(g∘φ)}∗_c(W ×_P V_0, W ) = Z(W, P, H_{~φ}∗_{ω, ~φ}∗_c(V_0, P )), (6.3) H_f ∗_{ω,f} ∗_c(W ×_P U_0, W ) = Z(W, P, H_{ω,c}(U_0, P )), (6.4)

allowing us to make M |_{U0} into a complex of H_{ω,c}(U_0, P )-modules such that

f^!M ∼= Fun_P (W, M |_{U0} ).

By Corollary 3.20, it suffices to show that g^!(φ^!M ) has holonomic cohomology. By the commutativity of (6.2),

Fun_P (W, (φ^!M )|_{V0} ) ∼= g^!(φ^!M ) ∼= (Id × ~φ)^!f^!(M ) ∼= Fun_P (W, ~φ^!(M |_{U0} )).

Thus, it suffices to prove that ~φ^! maps objects of D^b_{Hol}(H_{ω,c}(U_0, W )) into D^b_{Hol}(H_{~φ}∗_{ω, ~φ}∗_c(V_0, W )). Thus, we may assume y is fixed by W and Y is irreducible. This implies that x = φ(y) is also fixed and we may assume X is irreducible.

Shrinking X and Y , we may assume by Proposition 3.30 that there is a strongly c-melys closed embedding i: X → h mapping x to 0. By Theorem 3.27(ii), we may replace M by i_+M and φ by i ∘ φ so that we are reduced to showing that if M is an object of D^b_{Hol}(H_c(h, W )) and φ: Y → h then φ^!M has holonomic cohomology at y. Moreover, by Lemma 3.10, we may assume W = W (c). Therefore, we can form the commutative diagram (6.1) of Proposition 6.6. By Corollary 3.20, φ^!M has holonomic cohomology if and only if ϕ^!(φ^!M ) does so. If we write g : Y^′ → k for the strongly melys closed embedding then ϕ^!(φ^!M ) ∼= g^!(Φ^!M ), which has holonomic cohomology by Theorem 6.1 and Corollary 5.16. □

Theorem 6.8. Let φ: Y → X a c-melys morphism. Then the functor φ_+ sends complexes with holonomic cohomology to complexes with holonomic cohomology.

Even reducing the proof of Theorem 6.8 to the linear case is rather involved. We leave the proof to Section 6.3.

Now that we know that the functors φ^!, φ_+ and D_X preserve holonomicity, we can define

φ^+ := D_Y ∘ φ^! ∘ D_X : D^b_{Hol}(H_{ω,c}(X, W )) → D^b_{Hol}(H_φ∗_{ω,φ}∗_c(Y, W )) and φ_! := D_X ∘ φ^+ ∘ D_Y : D^b_{Hol}(H_φ∗_{ω,φ}∗_c(Y, W )) → D^b_{Hol}(H_{ω,c}(X, W )).

As for D-modules, they satisfy the usual adjunctions. One should use Remark 3.6 when checking the behaviour of the parameters (ω, c) under these functors.

Remark 6.9. Since the embedding of the diagonal X → X × X is not c-melys for c ≠ 0, the category D^b_{Hol}(H_{ω,c}(X, W )) does not have any natural internal tensor product.

6.3. Proof of Theorem 6.8. For each x ∈ X, we define the rank of W at x to be

rk_xW := dim T_xX − dim(T_xX)^{Wx} .

PULL-BACK AND PUSH-FORWARD FUNCTORS FOR HOLONOMIC MODULES OVER CHEREDNIK ALGEBRAS43

Let M ∈ D^b_{Hol}(H_φ∗_{ω,φ}∗_c(Y, W )). We say that φ_+M has holonomic cohomology at x if there is some (W -stable) neighbourhood U of x such that (φ_+M )|_U has holonomic cohomology. We prove by induction on rk_xW that φ_+M has holonomic cohomology at x.

Step 1: rk_xW = 0. Let X^∘ be the complement to the union of all reflection hypersurfaces in S_c(X). Then φ being c-melys implies that V_0 = φ^{−1}(X^∘) is contained in the complement to the union of all reflection hypersurfaces in S_φ∗_c(Y ). In particular, we have H_φ∗_{ω,φ}∗_c(Y, W )|_{V0} = D_φ∗_ω(V_0) ⋊ W .

If rk_xW = 0 then x cannot lie on any reflection hypersurface, i.e. x ∈ X^∘. Thus, (φ_+M )|_X∘ = φ_+(M |_{V0} ) has holonomic cohomology at x because the direct image functor preserves holonomic cohomology for (twisted) W -equivariant D-modules. □

Step 2: rk_xW > 0. Let P = W_x, U_0 and V_0 = φ^{−1}(U_0) as in the first part of the proof of Theorem 6.8. We form again the commutative diagram (6.2). Then the isomorphisms (6.3), (6.4), allow us to make M |_{V0} into a complex of H_{~φ}∗_{ω, ~φ}∗_c(V_0, P )-modules such that

g^!M = Fun_P (W, M |_{V0} ).

Let us assume for now that ~φ_+(M |_{V0} ), considered as a complex of H_{ω,c}(U_0, P )-modules, has holonomic cohomology at x (this is Step 3 below). Then (Id × ~φ)_+(g^!M ) has holonomic cohomology at (1, x). Hence,

f_+(Id × ~φ)_+(g^!M ) ∼= φ_+(g_+g^!M )

has holonomic cohomology at x. Proposition 3.21 implies that M is a direct summand of g_+g^!M in D^b_{Hol}(H_φ∗_{ω,φ}∗_c(Y, W )). We deduce that φ_+(M ) has holonomic cohomology at x. □ Step 3: rk_xW > 0 and x ∈ X^W . Replacing X by a suitable neighbourhood of x, we may assume by Proposition 3.30 that there is a strongly melys closed embedding X → h sending x to 0. Composing φ with this embedding, we may assume by Corollary 3.28 that X = h. Moreover, by Lemma 3.10, we may assume that W = W (c) acts faithfully on h.

If φ(Y ) ∩ h^W = ∅ then we factor φ = j ∘ ϕ, where η : Y → (h \ h^W ) and j : (h \ h^W ) → h. Then φ_+M = j_+(η_+M ). Since rk_x′ W < rk_0W for all x^′ ∈ h \ h^W , we deduce by induction that η_+M has holonomic cohomology, hence so too does φ_+M by Corollary 5.13.

Let x_0 ∈ h^W and (s, Z) ∈ S_c(h). Then x_0 ∈ Z and the melys condition implies that

φ^{−1}(x_0) ⊂ φ^{−1}(Z) ⊂ Y^s.

Since W = W (c) is generated by reflections, we deduce that φ^{−1}(h^W ) ⊂ Y^W . For each y ∈ Y^W mapping to some x_0 ∈ h^W , we can find some W -stable affine open neighbourhood V_y of y in Y and commutative diagram Vy V^′_y ky

h φiϕ Φ

satisfying the conclusions of Proposition 6.6. Since ϕ is étale, Proposition 3.21 again implies that M |_{Vy} is a direct summand of ϕ_+ϕ^!(M |_{Vy} ) in D^b_{Hol}(H_φ∗_{ω,φ}∗_c(V_y, W )). Therefore, φ_+(M |_{Vy} ) will have holonomic cohomology at x_0 if φ_+(ϕ_+ϕ^!(M |_{Vy} )) has holonomic cohomology at x_0. We have

φ_+(ϕ_+ϕ^!(M |_{Vy} )) ∼= (φ ∘ ϕ)_+(ϕ^!(M |_{Vy} )) ∼= (Φ ∘ i)_+(ϕ^!(M |_{Vy} )) ∼= Φ_+(i_+(ϕ^!(M |_{Vy} )),

which has holonomic cohomology at x_0 by Theorem 6.1.

We have shown that Y can be covered by W -stable affine open sets V_i such that either φ(V_i) ∩ h^W = ∅ or V_i = V_{yi} as above, for some y_i ∈ Y^W mapping to h^W . In both cases, we have shown that φ_+(M |_{Vi} ) has holonomic cohomology at any x_0 ∈ h^W (in particular, at 0). It follows by a standard spectral sequence argument (see part (d) of the proof of [BGK^+87, Theorem 10.1(ii)]) that φ_+M has holonomic cohomology at 0. □

This completes the proof of Theorem 6.8.

6.4. Regular holonomic modules. Recall from Section 2.7 that X admits a stabiliser stratification X = ⨆ j∈J X_j. Let i_j denote the inclusion of X_j in X; this is a melys locally closed embedding. If (w, Z) is a reflection hypersurface then Z ∩ X_j ≠ ∅ implies that Z ∩ X_j is a union of connected components of X_j . Therefore, H_i∗_{j ω,i}∗_{j c}(X_j , W ) = D_i∗_{j ω}(X_j) ⋊ W and the derived pullback i^!_j M is a complex of D_i∗_{j ω}(X_j )-modules. If M is holonomic, so too is the cohomology of i^!_j M , by Corollary 5.16. We make the following definition.

Definition 6.10. A holonomic H_{ω,c}(X, W )-module M has regular singularities if every i^!_j M has cohomology with regular singularities.

Remark 6.11. One can check that if M is a H_{ω,c}(X, W )-module that is coherent over O_X then the D_i∗_{j ω}(X_j )-module structure on i^0_j M agrees with that constructed in [Wil17, Theorem 1.4(2)]. Thus, Definition 6.10 is very similar to the definition of regular singularties given in [Wil17, Definition 1.5] in this case, except that we require that all cohomology groups of i^!_j M have regular singularities.

A holonomic module M has regular singularities if and only if each of its composition factors does: apply the right exact functor i^!_j to the exact sequence 0 → M^′ → M → M^{′′} → 0 with M^{′′} simple and consider the resulting long exact sequence in cohomology.

Conjecture 6.12. The functors φ^!, φ_!, φ^+, φ_+ and D_X preserve regular holonomic modules.

The case of pullback along locally closed embeddings is immediate.

Lemma 6.13. If φ is a locally closed embedding then φ^! preserves regular holonomic modules.

Proof. Let φ: Y → X be a locally closed embedding and Y = ⨆ k∈K Y_k the stabiliser stratification of Y . Then, for each k there exists j such that Y_k ⊂ X_j. Hence

i^!_k(φ^!M ) = (φ ∘ i_k)^!M = (φ|_{Yk} )^!(i^!_j M ).

PULL-BACK AND PUSH-FORWARD FUNCTORS FOR HOLONOMIC MODULES OVER CHEREDNIK ALGEBRAS45

But (φ|_{Yk} )^! is pullback in the category of D-modules, hence preserves regular singularities [BGK^+87, 11.4(c)]. We deduce that φ^!M has regular holonomic cohomology. □

Let X^{an} denote the complex analytic space associated to X. Kashiwara has extended the Riemann-Hilbert correspondence to the twisted setting in [Kas89, Theorem 3.16.1]. As in loc. cit., we may cover X^{an} by W -stable open sets U_i such that [ω|_{Ui} ] = 0. Then O_{Ui} is a module over (H_{ω,c}(X, W ) ⊗_{OX} O_Xan )|_{Ui} = H_c(U_i, W ). This allows one to define a De Rham functor

DR: D^b_{rh}(H_{ω,c}(X, W )) → D^b_ω(X^{an}, W )

from the derived category of H_{ω,c}(X, W )-modules with regular holonomic cohomology to the category of ω-twisted C -sheaves, as in [Kas89, Section 3.16]. We expect that DR(M^•) is actually (Zariski) constructible and that the resulting functor DR : D^b_{rh}(H_{ω,c}(X, W )) → D^b_{ω,cs}(X^{an}) is an equivalence for generic c. It would be interesting to describe the image of the (abelian) category of holonomic H_{ω,c}(X, W )-modules with regular singularities under this functor.

Finally, we consider the special case where X = h and (W, h) is a complex reflection group. Let O_c denote category O for H_c(W ), as introduced in [GGOR03].

Proposition 6.14. Every M ∈ O_c is regular holonomic and the de Rham functor DR is an extension of the Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov functor kz: O_c → H_q(W )-mod to D^b(h^{an}, W ). More precisely, if π : h_{reg} → h_{reg}/W is the quotient map then

kz(M) = (π_•(DR(M)|_han_{reg} ))^W , ∀ M ∈ O_c.

Proof. It has been shown in [Wil17, Proposition 1.3] that i^0_j M is a holonomic D(X_j )-module with regular singularities. In particular, this applies to the Verma modules Δ(λ). But Δ(λ) is free over O(h) and hence H^k(i^!_j Δ(λ)) = 0 for k ≠ 0. We deduce that Δ(λ) has regular singularities. As noted previously, a holonomic module has regular singularties if and only if each of its composition factors does. Since each simple in O_c is a quotient of some Δ(λ), it follows that every module in O_c is regular holonomic.

The second claim about the Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov functor follows directly from the definition of kz and DR. □

7. The category of holonomic modules

Recall from Section 2.7 that X admits a finite stabilizer stratification. For each stratum X , we fix once and for all a connected component X_0 of X and let P be the pointwise stabilizer of X_0 in W and N = {w ∈ W | w(X_0) ⊂ X_0}. Then P is a parabolic subgroup of W , normal in N. Set N = N/P . This group acts freely on X_0.

We have X = W (X_0) and write ∂X = X \ X . As in Definition 2.11, we have full Serre subcategories M(H_{ω,c}(X, W ))_X , M_{Coh}(H_{ω,c}(X, W ))_X and M_{Hol}(H_{ω,c}(X, W ))_X of their respective parent categories. We choose U ⊂ X a W -stable open set such that X ∩ U = X . Just as for quasi-coherent O_X -modules [Gab62], restriction to U induces an equivalence

gr_X M(H_{ω,c}(X)) := M(H_{ω,c}(X))_X /M(H_{ω,c}(X))_{∂X} ∼= M(H_{ω,c}(U))_X . (7.1)

Lemma 4.2 and Corollary 5.13 imply that we have the corresponding coherent and holonomic equivalences:

gr_X M_{Coh}(H_{ω,c}(X)) := M_{Coh}(H_{ω,c}(X))_X /M_{Coh}(H_{ω,c}(X))_{∂X} ∼= M_{Coh}(H_{ω,c}(U))_X , (7.2) gr_X M_{Hol}(H_{ω,c}(X)) := M_{Hol}(H_{ω,c}(X))_X /M_{Hol}(H_{ω,c}(X))_{∂X} ∼= M_{Hol}(H_{ω,c}(U))_X . (7.3)

Let U_0 be a N-stable open subset of U such that X_0 is closed in U_0 and the stabilizer of any point in U_0 is contained in P .

Theorem 7.1. There is an equivalence

(i) gr_X M(H_{ω,c}(X, W )) ∼= M(H_{ω,c}(U_0, N))_{X0} restricting to equivalences

(ii) gr_X M_{Coh}(H_{ω,c}(X, W )) ∼= M_{Coh}(H_{ω,c}(U_0, N))_{X0} , (iii) gr_X M_{Hol}(H_{ω,c}(X, W )) ∼= M_{Hol}(H_{ω,c}(U_0, N))_{X0} .

Proof. Since we already have identifications (7.1), (7.2) and (7.3), we may replace X by U and assume that X is closed in X.

The smooth but disconnected variety V := W ×_N U_0 carries an action of W . Let φ: V → X be the map φ(w, u) = w(u). Shrinking U if necessary, we may assume that the image of φ equals U. Then we are in the situation described in Section 3.1. For brevity, we write ω, c for φ^∗ω, φ^∗c below. Notice that H_{ω,c}(U_0, N) contains H_{ω,c}(U_0, P ) as a subsheaf.

We claim that φ^0 induces equivalences

φ^0 : M(H_{ω,c}(X, W ))_X^∼→ M(H_{ω,c}(V, W ))_φ−1_{(X )} (7.4)

and φ^0 : M_{Coh}(H_{ω,c}(X, W ))_X^∼→ M_{Coh}(H_{ω,c}(V, W ))_φ−1_{(X )}.

Since φ is a finite map, it suffices to check that (7.4) is an equivalence. We have adjunctions Id → φ_0φ^0 and φ^0φ_0 → Id. To show that these are isomorphisms on M(H_{ω,c}(X, W ))_X and M(H_{ω,c}(V, W ))_φ−1_{(X )} respectively, it suffices to check on the level of quasi-coherent O_X -modules (resp. O_V -modules) supported on X (resp. on φ^{−1}(X )). As in the proof of Proposition 3.14, we choose coset represenatives w_0, . . . , w_k of N in W and write V as the disjoint union of the U_i. Then X = ⨆_k i=0 X_i, where X_i = w_i(X_0). Let M be a H_{ω,c}(X, W )-module supported on X . As an O_X -module, M = ⨁_k i=1 M_i, where M_i is the subsheaf of sections supported on X_i. Since U_i ∩ X_j = X_i if i = j and is empty otherwise,

φ^0M = k⨁ i=1 M_i|_{Ui} , and hence M → φ_0φ^0M is an isomorphism because X_i is closed in U, which means that M_i → M_i|_{Ui} is an isomorphism. The same argument shows that φ^0φ_0N ∼= N for N ∈ M(H_{ω,c}(V, W ))_φ−1_{(X )}.

Equivalence (iii) then follows from Corollary 3.20. □

7.1. Parallelizable subsets. Suppose M is an irreducible holonomic H_{ω,c}(X, W )-module. By Lemma 4.3, the support of M is an irreducible subvariety of X/W ; equivalently Supp_X M

PULL-BACK AND PUSH-FORWARD FUNCTORS FOR HOLONOMIC MODULES OVER CHEREDNIK ALGEBRAS47

is a W -irreducible subset of X. Let X denote the (unique) largest stratum in the stabilizer stratification of X such that Supp_X M ∩ X ≠ ∅. In particular, Supp_X M ∩ X open and dense in Supp_X M , the latter equal to the closure in X of its intersection with X . Since we have fixed a connected component X_0 of X , Theorem 7.1 and Corollary 5.14 imply that the isomorphism classes of all such irreducible modules is in bijection with the isomorphism classes of all irreducible objects in M_{Hol}(H_{ω,c}(U_0, N))_{X0} .

Definition 7.2. A locally closed subset Z ⊂ X is said to be parallelizable if:

(a) Z is contained in the connected component X_0 of X , (b) Z is irreducible, affine and smooth, (c) σ(Z) = Z or σ(Z) ∩ Z = ∅ for each σ ∈ N; and (d) the normal bundle N_{X/Z} to Z in X is P -equivariantly trivial.

The parallelizable subsets of X support the ”integrable connections” whose minimal extensions will give the irreducible holonomic modules on X. Note that any dense affine open subset (satisfying (c)) of a parallelizable set is again parallelizable. The following is immediate.

Lemma 7.3. Let Z_0 be an irreducible subset of X satisfying conditions (a) and (c) of Definition 7.2. Then there exists a dense open subset Z ⊂ Z_0 that is parallelizable.

The following result is presumably well-known, but we were unable to find a reference in the form given.

Proposition 7.4. If Z ⊂ X is parallelizable then there is a P -equivariant isomorphism of formal schemes ^N_{X/Z} ∼= ^X_Z .

Proof. Replacing X by some P -stable affine open subset we may assume that Z is closed in X. We work algebraically. Let A = O(X) and B = O(Z). Then B = A/I for some prime ideal I. The fact that the normal bundle N_{X/Z} is P -equivariantly trivial means that there exist x_1, . . . , x_k in I such that h = Span_k{x_1, . . . , x_k} is a P -module and B ⊗ h^∼→ I/I^2 as free P -equivariant B-modules. The x_i form a regular sequence in A. Moreover, since B is a regular ring and locally finitely presented, it is formally smooth. Therefore, it follows by an inductive application of [Har75, Lemma 1.2] that B[[x_1, . . . , x_k]]^∼→ ^A_I . This isomorphism is P -equivariant by construction. □

Before we come to the main classification result, we consider modules supported on a parallelizable set. Let h be a W -module. Let O_c(h^∗) denote the category of H_c(W, h)-modules which are finitely generated over the subalgebra k[h^∗] and on which h^∗ acts locally nilpotently. It is (essentially) the category O introduced and studied in [GGOR03]. The irreducible objects in O_c(h^∗) are L(λ) for λ ∈ Irr W .

Lemma 7.5. O_c(h^∗) = M_{Coh}(H_c(h, W ))_{{0}} = M_{Hol}(H_c(h, W ))_{{0}}.

Proof. The first equality is clear.

Since {0} × h^∗ is Lagrangian in h × h^∗, Lemma 2.8 implies that h^∗/W is isotropic in the quotient space (h × h^∗)/W . A module in O_c(h^∗) is supported at the origin by definition, hence it is holonomic because its singular support in (h × h^∗)/W is contained in h^∗/W . □

Lemma 7.6. Every irreducible D_ω(Z) ⊗ H_c(h, P )-module supported on Z × {0} is of the form M ⊠ L(λ) for some λ ∈ Irr P .

Proof. Let K be an irreducible D_ω(Z) ⊗ H_c(h, P )-module supported on Z × {0}; each section of K is killed by some power of k[h]_+. Let I = k[h^∗]_+. We claim that K/IK ≠ 0.

If K were finitely generated over H_c(h, P ) then the claim would follow immediately from the basic properties of category O. Let eu ∈ H_c(h, P ) be the Euler operator. Its adjoint action on H_c(h, P ) is semi-simple with integer eigenvalues; the eigenvalues of eu on k[h]_+ are all negative and are all positive on k[h^∗]_+. The action of eu on L(λ) is also semi-simple with eigenvalues belonging to the progression c_λ, c_λ + 1, c_λ + 2, . . . for some c_λ ∈ k. Since every section of K lies in some finitely generated H_c(h, P )-module, it follows that the action of eu on K is locally finite and the generalized eigenvalues of eu all lie in ⋃ λ∈Irr P cλ + Z≥0. Since

the eigenvalues of eu on I are all positive, it follows that K/IK ≠ 0.

The (non-zero) space K/IK is a D_ω(Z) ⊗ P -module. Since kP is split (semi-simple) each irreducible quotient of K/IK is of the form M ⊠ λ for some λ ∈ Irr P and irreducible D_ω(Z)- module M. Recall from [GGOR03, (2.3.1)] that ∇(λ) := Hom_{k[h}∗_{]⋊P} (H_c(h, P ), λ)_0 is the space of morphisms in Hom_{k[h}∗_{]⋊P} (H_c(h, P ), λ) that are locally nilpotent for k[h]_+. By adjuncation, the surjection K ↠ M ⊠ λ defines a non-zero element of

Hom_{Dω (Z)⊗(k[h}∗_{]⋊P )}(K, M ⊠ λ) ∼= Hom_{Dω (Z)⊗Hc(h,P )}(K, M ⊠ Hom_{k[h}∗_{]⋊P} (H_c(h, P ), λ)) ∼= Hom_{Dω (Z)⊗Hc(h,P )}(K, M ⊠ ∇(λ)). Since the socle of ∇(λ) is L(λ), we get an injection K → M ⊠ L(λ).

Finally, we must show that M ⊠ L(λ) is irreducible. Since neither M nor L(λ) need be finite-dimensional, this is not immediate. If K is any non-zero D_ω(Z) ⊗ H_c(h, P )-submodule, then repeated applications of k[h]_+ force K ∩ (M ⊠ λ) ≠ 0. As noted above, M ⊠ λ is an irreducible D_ω(Z) ⊗ P -module meaning that M ⊠ λ ⊂ K. It follows that K = M ⊠ L(λ). □

Let (D_ω(Z) ⊗ H_c(h, P ))-mod_Z denote the category of finitely generated D_ω(Z) ⊗ H_c(h, P )- modules supported on Z × {0} in Z × h.

Lemma 7.7. Assume X affine and Z a parallelizable closed subset. Then there is an equivalence Φ_Z : (D_ω(Z) ⊗ H_c(h, P ))-mod_Z^∼→ M_{Coh}(H_{ω,c}(U_0, P ))_Z , restricting to an equivalence of full subcategories

M_{Hol}(D_ω(Z)) ⊠ O_c(h^∗)^∼→ M_{Hol}(H_{ω,c}(U_0, P ))_Z .

Proof. If H_{ω,c}( ^X_Z , P ) is the Cherednik algebra on the formal scheme ^X_Z , then Proposition 7.4 implies that H_{ω,c}( ^X_Z , P ) ∼= O(Z)[[h]] ⊗_{O(Z×h)} (D_ω(Z) ⊗ H_c(h, P )).

If M is a finitely generated H_{ω,c}(X, P )-module supported on Z then the action of H_{ω,c}(X, P ) extends by continuity to an action of H_{ω,c}( ^X_Z , P ) giving an equivalence between finitely generated H_{ω,c}(X, P )-modules supported on Z and finitely generated H_{ω,c}( ^X_Z , P )-modules supported on Z. By the same reasoning, there is an equivalence between finitely generated H_c(h, P )⊗D_ω (Z)-modules supported on the subvariety Z ×{0} ⊂ Z ×h and finitely generated

PULL-BACK AND PUSH-FORWARD FUNCTORS FOR HOLONOMIC MODULES OVER CHEREDNIK ALGEBRAS49

O(Z)[[h]] ⊗_{O(Z×h)} (D_ω(Z) ⊗ H_c(h, P ))-modules supported on Z × {0}. Combining these gives the equivalence Φ_Z .

The equivalence Φ_Z restricts to an equivalence

M_{Hol}(D_ω(Z) ⊗ H_c(h, P ))_Z^∼→ M_{Hol}(H_{ω,c}(U_0, P ))_Z .

By Lemma 7.5, M_{Hol}(D_ω(Z)) ⊠ O_c(h^∗) is a full Serre subcategory of the category of holonomic D_ω(Z) ⊗ H_c(h, P )-modules supported on Z. However, these are finite length abelian categories, where the simple objects of M_{Hol}(D_ω(Z)⊗H_c(h, P ))_Z lie in M_{Hol}(D_ω(Z))⊠O_c(h^∗) by Lemma 7.6. We deduce that they are equal. □

7.2. Clifford theory. We assume U_0 is affine. Let H(P ) = H_{ω,c}(U_0, P ) and H(N) = H_{ω,c}(U_0, N). Then H(P ) ⊂ H(N) and Clifford theory, in the generality presented in [Dad70], describes the irreducible H(N)-modules in terms of the irreducible H(P )-modules and a certain twisted group algebra associated to N. First, we recall some terminology. If L is an H(P )- module and σ ∈ N then^σL, denotes the twist of L by some lift ~σ ∈ N of σ (independent, up to isomorphism, of the lift). The stabilizer of L is N(L) = {σ ∈ N |^σL ∼= L}. We say that L, L^′ are N-conjugate if there exists σ ∈ N such that^σL ∼= L^′. Finally, we say that an H(N)-module F lies over the irreducible module L if

(1) F is semi-simple as an H(P )-module; and (2) [F |_{H(P )} : L^′] ≠ 0 implies that L^′ is N-conjugate to L.

Let (H(N ), L)-mod denote the full subcategory of H(N)-mod consisting of all modules lying over L.

Theorem 7.8. Let L be an irreducible H(P )-module and Ind^N_P L := H(N) ⊗_{H(P )} L. Then, (i) There exists a 2-cocycle τ ∈ H^2(N(L), k^×) such that End_{H(N)}(Ind^N_P L) ∼= k_τN(L), (ii) Ind^N_P L induces an equivalence between k_τN(L)-mod and (H(N ), L)-mod; and (iii) Each irreducible H(N)-module lies over exactly one N-conjugacy class of irreducible H(P )-modules.

Proof. The claims all follow from [Dad70], as we explain. First, notice that the algebra H(N) = ⨁_k i=1 H(P )n_i is a crossed product algebra H(P ) ∗ N. As noted in [Dad80], this implies that H(N) is strongly N-graded. This, in turn means (by [Dad80, Theorem 2.8]) that the reduced tensor product H(N)⊗L of [Dad70] equals the usual tensor product H(N)⊗_{H(P )} L, for any H(P )-module L.

Next, we note that End_{H(P )}(L) = k for any irreducible H(P )-module by Dixmier’s Lemma. Then [Dad80, Proposition 9.4] says that End_{H(N)}(Ind^N_P L) is a crossed product of N(L) over End_{H(P )}(L). Thus, End_{H(N)}(Ind^N_P L) must be a twisted group algebra of N(L), giving (i). Then (ii) follows directly from (i) and [Dad70, Theorem 10.6]; we note here that condition (8.1c) in the definition of “lying over” given in [Dad70] is redundant for strongly graded rings.

Finally, claim (iii) follows from [Dad70, Theorem 10.10]. □

By Lemma 7.7, an irreducible H_{ω,c}(U_0, P )-module supported on Z is isomorphic to one of the form Φ_Z (M ⊠ L(λ)), for some irreducible D_ω(Z)-module and λ ∈ Irr P . Therefore, by

Theorem 7.8, we may associate to the pair (M, λ) the subgroup

N(M, λ) := N(Φ_Z (M ⊠ L(λ)))

of N and the group 2-cocycle τ(M, λ).

Remark 7.9. If F is an irreducible H(N)-module then its restriction F |_{H(P )} to H(P ) is semisimple by [Grz85]; this is implicit in Theorem 7.8(iii). Therefore, condition (1) of lying over is automatic for irreducible modules.

7.3. Classification of irreducibles. Finally, we come to the classification of irreducible holonomic H_{ω,c}(X, W )-modules.

Definition 7.10. An admissible datum on X is a tuple (Z, M, λ, ξ), where (a) Z is a parallelizable subset of X , (b) M is an integrable connection (over D_ω(Z)) with Supp M = Z, (c) λ ∈ Irr P ; and (d) ξ is an irreducible k_τN(M, λ)-module.

We say that a pair of admissible data (Z, M, λ, ξ) and (Z^′, M^′, λ^′, ξ^′) are equivalent if there exists σ ∈ N such that Z^{′′} := σ(Z^′) ∩ Z is open dense in both σ(Z^′) and Z and (_σ Φ_Z′ (M^′ ⊠ L(λ^′))|_Z′′ ,^σξ^′ ) ∼ = (ΦZ (M ⊠ L(λ))|_Z′′ , ξ) as H_{ω,c}(U_0 ∩ U^′_0, P ) ⊠ k_τN(M, λ)-modules.

Theorem 7.11. The irreducible holonomic H_{ω,c}(X, W )-modules are parametrized, up to isomorphism, by the equivalence classes of admissible data as X runs over all strata.

Proof. Let N be an irreducible holonomic H_{ω,c}(X, W )-module. Then, as explained above, there is a unique stratum X such that N is the (unique) irreducible extension to X of the module N |_U . Moreover, it follows from Theorem 7.1 that the irreducible module N |_U corresponds to an irreducible module N^′ ∈ M_{Hol}(H_{ω,c}(U_0, N))_{X0} . Therefore, we must show that the irreducible objects in the latter category are in bijection with equivalence classes of admissible data for X .

Recall from Lemma 4.3 that Supp_{U0} N^′ is N-irreducible. In other words, N acts transitively on the irreducible components of Supp_{U0} N^′. Replacing U_0 by a smaller open set U_1 if necessary, we may assume that Supp_{U1} N^′ = Z_1 ⊔ · · · ⊔ Z_r is smooth, with each Z_i connected. As an O_{U1} -module, N^′ = ⨁_r i=1 N_i, where N_i is supported on Z_i. Note that N_i is actually a H_{ω,c}(U_1, P )-submodule because P acts trivially on Supp_{U1} N^′ ⊂ X_0. Also, for each n ∈ N, either n(Z_i) = Z_i or n(Z_i) ∩ Z_i = ∅. By Lemma 7.3, there exists a dense parallelizable open subset Z of Z_1. Again, shrinking U_1 if necessary, we may assume Z = Z_1 is closed in U_1. Considering N_1 as a H_{ω,c}(U_1, P )-module, Lemma 7.7, together with Lemma 7.6, says that there exists an irreducible D_ω(Z)-module M with Supp M = Z and λ ∈ Irr P such that Φ_Z (M ⊠ L(λ)) is an irreducible submodule of N_1 (the latter is semi-simple by Remark 7.9). Therefore N^′ is an irreducible H_{ω,c}(U_1, N)-module lying over Φ_Z (M ⊠L(λ)). By Theorem 7.8,

PULL-BACK AND PUSH-FORWARD FUNCTORS FOR HOLONOMIC MODULES OVER CHEREDNIK ALGEBRAS51

N^′ corresponds to an irreducible k_τN(M, λ)-module ξ, unique up to isomorphism. This defines the admissible datum (Z, M, λ, ξ).

Assume now we shrank U_0 to U^′_1 so that Supp_U ′_1 N^′ = Z^′_1 ⊔ · · · ⊔ Z^′_r, again with each Z^′_i parallelizable and closed in U^′_1. Let Z^′ = Z_1. Then the set J = {σ ∈ N | σ(Z) ∩ Z^′ ≠ ∅} is non-empty. Choose σ_1 ∈ J. If N_1 is the summand of N^′ supported on Z and N^′_1 the summand supported on Z^′ then (^{σ1} N_1)|_{σ1(Z)∩Z}′ ∼= N^′_1 |_{σ1 (Z)∩Z}′ as H_{ω,c}(U_1 ∩ U^′_1, P )-modules because^{σ1} N^′|_{U1∩U} ′_1 ∼= N^′|_{U1∩U} ′_1 as H_{ω,c}(U_1 ∩ U^′_1, P )-modules. Now if we choose M^′ and λ^′ such that Φ_Z′ (M^′ ⊠ λ^′) is an irreducible summand of N^′_1 , then

(^{σ1} Φ_Z (M ⊠ λ))|_{σ1 (Z)∩Z}′ and Φ_Z′ (M^′ ⊠ λ^′)|_{σ1 (Z)∩Z}′

are two irreducible summands of N^′_1 |_{σ1(Z)∩Z}′ . Theorem 7.8(iii) implies that there exists σ_2 ∈ N such that σ_2(Z^′) = Z^′ and

(^{σ2σ1} Φ_Z (M ⊠ λ))|_{σ1 (Z)∩Z}′ ∼= Φ_Z′ (M^′ ⊠ λ^′)|_{σ1(Z)∩Z}′ . (7.5)

If we set σ = σ_2σ_1 then N^′|_{U1∩U} ′_1 , as a module lying over the module (7.5) corresponds to both ξ^′ and^σξ. Theorem 7.8(ii) implies that ξ^′ ∼=^σξ. This shows that there is an injection from the class of irreducible objects in M_{Hol}(H_{ω,c}(U_0, N))_{Y0} to the equivalence classes of admissible data supported on X .

If, instead, we begin with admissible data (Z, M, λ, ξ) then we may choose an N-stable open subset U_1 of X such that Z is closed in U_1. The representation ξ corresponds to an irreducible holonomic H_{ω,c}(U_1, N)-module N^′ lying over Φ_Z (M ⊠ L(λ)). By Corollary 5.14, N^′ admits an irreducible extension to U_0, which we also denote by N^′. Thus, every admissible (Z, M, λ, ξ) comes from some irreducible holonomic H_{ω,c}(U_0, N)-module. This completes the proof of the theorem. □

8. Applications

In the final section we describe a number of applications of the results of the paper.

8.1. Reduction to the formal neighbourhood of a point. We note applications of reduction to the formal neighbourhood of a point. We say that the sheaf H_{ω,c}(X, W ) is simple if there does not exist any non-zero sheaf of ideals J ◁ H_{ω,c}(X, W ). Note that this does not imply that Γ(X, H_{ω,c}(X, W )) is a simple ring if X is not affine.

Proposition 8.1. The set of parameters (ω, c) ∈ H^2 (X, Ω^{1,2}_X )^W ⊕ S(X)^W where the algebra H_{ω,c}(X, W ) is not simple is contained in a countable union of affine hyperplanes.

In particular, H_{ω,c}(X, W ) is simple for Weil generic (ω, c).

Proof. For each x ∈ X, consider the set S_x = {(w, Z) ∈ S(X) | x ∈ Z}. Since S(X) is a finite set, the equivalence relation x ∼ x^′ iff S_x = S_x′ defines a finite partition X = ⨆ i∈I X_i of X into locally closed subsets, where X_i = {x ∈ X | S_x = S_i}. Restriction of parameters defines an injective linear map p: S(X) → ⨁ i∈I S_i. Let W_i = ⟨w | (w, Z) ∈ S_i for some Z⟩, so that W_i ⊂ W_x for all x ∈ X_i. Then p restricts to an injection S(X)^W → ⨁ i∈I S^{Wi}_i . Composing with the projection H^2 (X, Ω^{1,2}_X )^W ⊕ S(X)^W → S(X)^W gives a linear map

p: H^2 (X, Ω^{1,2}_X )^W ⊕ S(X)^W → ⨁ i∈I S^{Wi}_i . If we choose x_i ∈ X_i and set h_i = T_{xi} X then we let C_i ⊂ S^{Wi}_i denote the set of parameters c such that H_c(^h_i, W_i) is not a simple ring. Using Lemma 9.4, [Los12, Theorem 1.4.2] implies that C_i is contained in a countable union of affine hyperplanes, not containing 0.

If J ◁H_{ω,c}(X, W ) is a proper ideal then we choose an i and x_i ∈ X_i such that x_i is contained in the support of H_{ω,c}(X, W )/J . Then Lemma 3.11 implies that H_{cxi} (^h_i, W_i) is not simple and hence (ω, c) belongs to p^{−1}(· · · × S^{Wi−1}_{i−1} × C_i × S^{Wi+1}_{i+1} × · · · ). Thus, the set of parameters (ω, c) where the algebra H_{ω,c}(X, W ) is not simple belongs to the set ⋃ i∈I p^{−1}(· · · × S^{Wi−1}_{i−1} × C_i × S^{Wi+1}_{i+1} × · · · ). (8.1) Since 0 /∈ C_i and p is linear, the set (8.1) is a (possibly empty) countable union of affine hyperplanes. □

If M is an H_{ω,c}(X, W )-module and e the trivial idempotent in kW then eM is a representation of the spherical subalgebra eH_{ω,c}(X, W )e. We say that (ω, c) is aspherical if there exists a non-zero sheaf M such that eM = 0.

Proposition 8.2. The set of aspherical values is contained in a finite union of affine hyperplanes in H^2 (X, Ω^{1,2}_X )^W ⊕ S(X)^W .

Proof. We continue with the setup in the proof of Proposition 8.1. Assume that M is a non-zero module with eM = 0. We choose i ∈ I and x_i ∈ X_i such that M_{xi} ≠ 0. Then Lemma 3.11 says that ^O_{X,xi} ⊗_{OX} M is a non-zero H_{cxi} (^h_i, W_{xi} )-module and if e(i) ∈ kW_{xi} is the trivial idempotent then e(i)( ^O_{X,xi} ⊗_{OX} M ) = (eM )_{xi} = 0. Hence c_{xi} belongs to the set of aspherical values for H_{cxi} (^h_i, W_{xi} ). By Lemma 9.2 and Lemma 9.5, the latter is a finite union of affine hyperplanes not containing 0. The proposition follows just as in the proof of Proposition 8.1. □

If the parameter (ω, c) is not aspherical then the sheaves H_{ω,c}(X, W ) and eH_{ω,c}(X, W )e are Morita equivalent.

8.2. Finite-dimensional modules. Abusing terminology, we say that a simple module M is finite-dimensional if Supp M ⊂ X/W is a single point and dim_kΓ(X, M ) < ∞. If X is affine then the simple finite-dimensional modules are precisely the finite-dimensional simple H_{ω,c}(X, W )-modules. Recall from Section 2.7 that X has a finite stratification by stabilizer type. Our classification of irreducible holonomic modules implies:

Corollary 8.3. For any given (ω, c), there are only finitely many finite-dimensional H_{ω,c}(X, W )- modules and they are all supported on the zero-dimensional strata of X.

PULL-BACK AND PUSH-FORWARD FUNCTORS FOR HOLONOMIC MODULES OVER CHEREDNIK ALGEBRAS53

Proof. Let M be a simple finite-dimensional module. If Supp M = W · p then M = ⨁ q∈W ·p Mq, with Mq the subsheaf of sections supported at q. Let P be the stabilizer of

p and assume that W · p is contained in the stratum X . Since M_p is finite-dimensional, ^O_{X,p} ⊗_{OX} M = M_p is a finite-dimensional H_{cp} ( ^X_p, P )-module by Lemma 3.11. By restriction, it becomes a H_{cp} (h, P )-module, where h = T_pX. We have dim h^P = dim X . If H_{cp} (h, P ) admits a finite-dimensional module then we must have h^P = 0. Thus, dim X = 0. This means that X = W · p and X_0 = {p} is a parallelizable closed subset of X. Since any simple finite-dimensional module is automatically holonomic, it follows directly from Theorem 7.11 that there are only finitely many up to isomorphism. □

8.3. Extensions between holonomic modules. The goal of this section is to prove that Ext-groups between holonomic modules is finite-dimensional. This relies heavily on our classification of irreducible holonomic modules.

Theorem 8.4. For M^•, N^• ∈ D^b_{Hol}(H_{ω,c}(X, W )),

dim_kHom_Db (M^•, N^•) < ∞. (8.2)

Note that (8.2) is equivalent to dim_kR Hom_Db (M^•, N^•) < ∞ since we are working in the bounded derived category. Since Ext^i_H(M , N ) = Hom_Db (M , N [i]), an immediate corollary of Theorem 8.4 is that:

Corollary 8.5. For M , N holonomic H_{ω,c}(X, W )-modules,

dim_kExt^i_H(M , N ) < ∞ for all i ∈ Z.

The proof of Theorem 8.4 will be done in a number of steps. We begin by noting that Theorem 8.4 and Corollary 8.5 are equivalent. Moreover, since holonomic modules have finite length, it suffices to consider irreducible modules in Corollary 8.5. Finally, we note that Verdier duality D is a contravariant equivalence D^b_{hol}(H_{ω,c}(X, W )) → D^b_{hol}(H_{ω,c}(X, W )^{op}) that preserves support. In particular, dim_kHom_Db (M^•, N^•) = dim_kHom_Db (D (N^•), D (M^• )). We will use these facts repeatedly below.

Lemma 8.6. Let R ⊂ S be a finite extension of k-algebras, with S projective over R, and C_R, C_S full abelian subcategories of R-mod and S-mod respectively such that S ⊗_R L ∈ C_S and M|_R ∈ C_R for all L ∈ C_R and M ∈ C_S. If dim_kExt^i_R(L, L^′) < ∞ for all L, L^′ ∈ C_R and i ≥ 0 then dim_kExt^i_S (M, M^′) < ∞ for all M, M^′ ∈ C_S and i ≥ 0.

Proof. This is by induction on i, the case i = −1 being vacuous. Let L = M|_R and I = S ⊗_R L. Then there is a short exact sequence 0 → K → I → M → 0. Applying Hom_S (−, M^′) to this gives a long exact sequence

· · · → Ext^{i−1}_S (K, M^′) → Ext^i_S (M, M^′) → Ext^i_S (I, M^′) → Ext^i_S (K, M^′) → · · · .

By induction, dim_kExt^{i−1}_S (K, M^′) < ∞. Since S is a projective R-module, the Eckmann- Shapiro Lemma says Ext^i_S(I, M^′) ∼= Ext^i_R(L, M^′|_R), which is finite-dimensional by assumption. We deduce that dim_kExt^i_S (M, M^′) < ∞. □

Proposition 8.7. Assume X is affine and let Z be a parallelizable closed subset of X. If M^•, N^• ∈ D^b_{hol}(H_{ω,c}(X, W )) with support contained in W Z then

dim_kHom_Db (M^•, N^•) < ∞. (8.3)

Proof. Since holonomic modules have finite length, it suffices to show that if M , N are irreducible holonomic H_{ω,c}(X, W )-modules whose supports are contained in W Z then the dimension of Ext^i_H(M , N ) is finite for all i ∈ Z.

Let Z ⊂ X_0 and U, U_0 etc. be as in the previous subsections. Since Z is affine and closed in X (being parallelizable), we may assume that U is also affine. Let M = Γ(X, M ) and N = Γ(X, N ). Since H_{ω,c}(U, W ) = O(U) ⊗_{O(X)} H_{ω,c}(X, W ) and M = O(U) ⊗_{O(X)} M for any M supported on W Z, the Eckmann-Shapiro Lemma implies that Ext^i_{Hω,c(U,W )}(M, N) ∼= Ext^i_{Hω,c(X,W )}(M, N). Let φ: V → U be the étale morphism of Proposition 3.14. Then, just as above, we have M = φ^∗M for any M supported on W Z and hence

Ext^i_{Hω,c(U,W )}(M, N) ∼= Ext^i_{Hω,c(V,W )}(φ^∗M, φ^∗N) = Ext^i_{Hω,c(V,W )}(M, N)

since φ is flat. Applying the isomorphism on the right hand side of (3.9) together with the equivalence (3.8) means that

Ext^i_{Hω,c(U,W )}(M, N) ∼= Ext^i_{Hω,c(U0,N)}(M^′, N^′)

for some irreducible H_{ω,c}(U_0, N)-modules M^′, N^′ with supports contained in NZ.

Set R = H_{ω,c}(U_0, P ), S = H_{ω,c}(U_0, N) and T = D_ω(Z) ⊗ H_c(h, P ). Let C_R be the Serre subcategory of M_{Hol}(R) consisting of all modules supported on Z and C_S the Serre subcategory of M_{Hol}(S) consisting of all modules supported on NZ. Lemma 8.6 implies that Ext^i_S (M^′, N^′) is finite-dimensional if we can show that Ext^i_R(M_1, M_2) is finite-dimensional for all M_1, M_2 ∈ C_R. If necessary, we may assume M_1, M_2 irreducible.

As in the proof of Lemma 7.7, ^R_Z := H_{ω,c}( ^(U_0)_Z , P ) = ^O(U_0)_Z ⊗_{O(U0)} R is a flat R-module. If M_1, M_2 ∈ C_R then the R-module structure on M_i extends to ^R_Z by continuity such that M_i ∼= ^ O(U_0)_Z ⊗_{O(U0)} M_i as ^R_Z -modules. The Eckmann-Shapiro Lemma says

Ext^i_R(M_1, M_2) ∼= Ext^i_{^RZ} ( ^O(U_0)_Z ⊗_{O(U0)} M_1, M_2) = Ext^i_{^RZ} (M_1, M_2) ∼= Ext^i_{O(Z)[[h]]⊗O(Z×h)T} (Φ^{−1}_Z (M_1), Φ^{−1}_Z (M_2))

= Ext^i_{O(Z)[[h]]⊗O(Z×h)T} (O(Z)[[h]] ⊗_{O(Z×h)} Φ^{−1}_Z (M_1), Φ^{−1}_Z (M_2)) ∼= Ext^i_T (Φ^{−1}_Z (M_1), Φ^{−1}_Z (M_2)).

If M_i is irreducible, then Φ^{−1}_Z (M_i) ∼= M^′_i ⊠ L(λ_i) by Lemma 7.7. We note that

dim_kExt^p_{Dω (Z)}(M^′_1, M^′_2) < ∞, dim_kExt^{i−p}_H (L(λ_1), L(λ_2)) < ∞,

PULL-BACK AND PUSH-FORWARD FUNCTORS FOR HOLONOMIC MODULES OVER CHEREDNIK ALGEBRAS55

by [Bjö79, CH.3, Theorem 2.7] and [Eti12, Proposition 4.4] respectively. Hence, the group Ext^i_T (Φ^{−1}_Z (M_1), Φ^{−1}_Z (M_2)) is finite-dimensional. □

Proof of Theorem 8.4. The proof is by double induction on (k, m), where k = dim Supp M^• + dim Supp N^• and m = dim((Supp M^•) ∩ (Supp N^•)).

If k = m = 0, we assume, as before, that M^• = M and N^• = N are irreducible. Then Supp M and Supp N are each a single W -orbit. If these orbits are disjoint then Hom_Db (M , N ) = 0. If the orbits are equal then they are the W -orbit of a parallelizable closed subset Z of X and dim_kHom_Db (M , N ) < ∞ follows from Proposition 8.7.

General case. Using dim_kHom_Db (M^•, N^•) = dim_kHom_Db (D (N^•), D (M^• )), we may assume dim Supp M^• ≤ dim Supp N^•. If m < max{dim Supp M^•, dim Supp N^•} (equivalently, 2m < k) then we may choose a W -stable open subset U of X such that Supp M^• ⊂ X \ U but U ∩ Supp_X N^• ≠ ∅ and dim Supp_X N^• ∩ (X \ U) < dim Supp_X N^•. Let j : U → X be the open embedding. By Lemma 3.22 and Corollary 5.15, there is an exact triangle

K^• → N^• → j_+j^!N^• (8.4)

with K^• and j_+j^!N^• in D^b_{Hol}(H_{ω,c}(X)). Applying Hom_Db (M^•, −) and noting by adjunction that Hom_Db (M^•, j_+j^!N^•) ∼= Hom_Db (j^!M^•, j^!N^•) = 0, we deduce that

dim_kHom_Db (M^•, N^•) = dim_kHom_Db (M^•, K^•) < ∞

by induction since dim Supp K^• < dim Supp N^•.

The final case to consider is where

dim Supp M^• = dim Supp N^• = dim(Supp M^•) ∩ (Supp N^•).

Let S = (Supp M^•) ∪ (Supp N^•), a W -stable closed subset of X. If S_1, . . . , S_r are the W - irreducible components of maximal dimension, then we can find W -stable affine open subsets U_i of X such that S_i ∩ U_i is a parallelizable set (non-empty) in a stratum Y_i and U_i ∩ S_j = ∅ for i ≠ j. Let U = ⋃ i U_i. Write j_i : U_i → X and j : U → X for the open embeddings. Then, we have once again the triangle (8.4). Since

dim Supp K^• ≤ dim(Supp_X N^•) ∩ (X \ U) < dim Supp N^•,

it suffices by induction to show the finiteness of Hom_Db (M^•, j_+j^!N^•). We have

Hom_Db (M^•, j_+j^!N^•) = Hom_Db (j^!M^•, j^!N^•) = r⨁ i=1 Hom_Db (j^!_iM^•, j^!_iN^•).

By assumption, the support of j^!_iM^• and j^!_iN^• are contained in parallelizable closed sets in U_i. Therefore, it follows from Proposition 8.7 that dim_kHom_Db (j^!_iM^•, j^!_iN^•) < ∞. □

8.4. Shift functors. We define shift functors S_{c→c}′ on the category of holonomic modules. This imitates a construction of Berest-Chalykh [BC11] of shift functors between category O for different parameters c. Let A denote the set of reflection hypersurfaces in X. Fix some W -stable subset Ω ⊂ A and let c, c^′ be parameters such that c(s, Z) = c^′(s, Z) for all (s, Z) with Z /∈ Ω. Let X^∘ = X \ ⋃ Z∈Ω Z and j : X^∘ → X the (open) inclusion. Then H_{ω,c}(X, W )|_X∘ = H_{ω,c}′ (X, W )|_X∘ . Thus, if M is a H_{ω,c}(X, W )-module then M |_X∘ can be thought of as a H_{ω,c}′ (X, W )|_X∘ - module. We write (M |_X∘ )_c′ for this change of parameters. For M ∈ M(H_{ω,c}(X, W )), define

S_{c→c}′ (M ) = j_0((j^0M )_c′ ) (∼= j_∗(M |_X∘ ) as a O_X -module).

Proposition 8.8. The functor S_{c→c}′ : M(H_{ω,c}(X, W )) → M(H_{ω,c}′ (X, W )) is exact and restricts to a functor M_{Hol}(H_{ω,c}(X, W )) → M_{Hol}(H_{ω,c}′ (X, W )).

Proof. Since X^∘ is principal in X, the functor S_{c→c}′ is exact. The fact that it preserves holonomic modules follows from Theorem 5.12. □

Remark 8.9. In the case X = h is a reflection representation and Ω = A, Berest-Chalykh [BC11] construct a shift functor T_{c→c}′ : O_c → O_c′ between the categories O. For M ∈ O_c, T_{c→c}′ (M) is the submodule of S_{c→c}′ (M) consisting of all sections locally nilpotent for the action of k[h^∗]_+. Theorem 5.12 gives an alternative proof of [BC11, Proposition 7.1], that T_{c→c}′ (M) is finitely generated (and hence T_{c→c}′ is well-defined). In fact, we see that the larger module S_{c→c}′ (M) is already finitely generated because M is holonomic.

8.5. Jacquet functor. Let M_{Coh(O)}(H_{ω,c}(X, W )) denote the category of all H_{ω,c}(X, W )- modules that are coherent over O_X . Fix x ∈ X. Lemma 3.16 say that there exists a neighbourhood U of x such that M |_U is a H_{ω,c}(U, W_x)-module for any H_{ω,c}(X, W )-module M . If h = T_xX then ^O_{U,x} ⊗_{OU} H_{ω,c}(U, W_x) ∼= H_{cx} (^h, W_x). Thus, for any M ∈ M_{Coh(O)}(H_{ω,c}(X, W )), the space ^O_{U,x} ⊗_{OU} (M |_U ) is a H_{cx} (^h, W_x)-module, finitely generated over ^k[h]_0. Let eu ∈ H_{cx} (h, W_x) be the Euler operator, as defined in (9.1). As explained in [BE09, Section 2.4], the space

J_x(M ) := E( ^O_{U,x} ⊗_{OU} (M |_U ))

of eu-locally finite vectors in ^O_{U,x} ⊗_{OU} (M |_U ) is a H_{cx} (h, W_x)-module in category O_{cx} (h).

Lemma 8.10. The Jacquet functor J_x : M_{Coh(O)}(H_{ω,c}(X, W )) → O_{cx} (h) is exact. Moreover, J_x(M ) = 0 if and only if x /∈ Supp_X M .

Proof. As shown in [BE09, Theorem 2.3], the functor E is an equivalence between the category of H_{cx} (^h, W_x)-modules that are finitely generated over ^C [h]_0 and category O_{cx} (h). In particular, it is exact and conservative. This implies the statements of the lemma. □

8.6. An example. We end this section with an explicit example to illustrate one of our main results, Corollary 5.13, that holonomicity is preserved by push-forward along open embeddings.

Let X = h be a linear representation of W and h_{reg} the locus in h where W acts freely (assumed non-empty). We take ω = 0 so that H_{ω,c}(h_{reg}, W ) = D(h_{reg}) ⋊ W . If j : h_{reg} → h is the embedding and M a holonomic W -equivariant D-module on h_{reg}, then Corollary 5.13

PULL-BACK AND PUSH-FORWARD FUNCTORS FOR HOLONOMIC MODULES OVER CHEREDNIK ALGEBRAS57

says that the H_c(h, W )-module

Γ(h, j_0M ) = Γ(h_{reg}, M )

is holonomic. In particular, for any W -equivariant integrable connection M on h_{reg}, the space of sections Γ(h_{reg}, M ) is a holonomic H_c(h, W )-module.

As a concrete example, assume that (W, h) is a complex reflection group, with associated discriminant δ ∈ C [h]^W . Then Γ(h_{reg}, O) = C [h][δ^{−1} ] is a holonomic H_c(h, W )-module. In particular, it has finite length.

Question 8.11. What are the composition factors of C [h][δ^{−1} ] as a H_c(h, W )-module?

We hope to return to this in future work.

9. Appendix - Rational Cherednik algebras

In the appendix we collect a number of results on aspherical values for rational Cherednik algebras that are required in the paper.

Assume throughout that h is a linear representation of W (the pair (h, W ) need not be a complex reflection group). Let A denote the set of reflection hyperplanes in h and for each H ∈ A, we denote by ℓ_H the order of the pointwise stabilizer W_H of H in W . Fix α_H ∈ h^∗ such that Ker α_H = H and let α^∨_H ∈ h be the non-trivial eigenvector for all s ∈ W_H \ {1}. Fixing a generator s_H ∈ W_H , we define idempotents e_{H,i} = 1 ℓ_H ℓ_H −1∑

j=0 det_h(s_H )^{ij}s^j_H

in kW_H. Let κ_{H,i} for H ∈ A and 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ_H − 1 be formal variables with identification κ_{H,i} = κ_H′_{,i} if there exists w ∈ W such that w(H) = H^′. Then we can identify R = k[κ_{H,i} | H ∈ A, 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ_H − 1] with the ring of functions on the parameter space S(h)^W such that the generic rational Cherednik algebra H(h, W ) associated to (h, W ) is the R-algebra with defining relation [y, x] = ⟨x, y⟩ + ∑ H∈A ⟨α_H , y⟩⟨x, α^∨_H ⟩ ⟨α_H , α^∨_H ⟩ ℓ_H −1∑

i=0 (κ_{H,i+1} − κ_{H,i})e_{H,i}, ∀y ∈ h, x ∈ h^∗. Here we extend κ_{H,i} to all i ∈ Z by requiring κ_{H,i+ℓH} := κ_{H,i}.

Specializing the κ_{H,i} to a scalar gives the usual rational Cherednik algebra. Recall that for each λ ∈ Irr W , we have a Verma module Δ(λ) = H(h, W ) ⊗_{R[h}∗_{]⋊W} (λ ⊗_k R) whose specialization to a fixed κ ∈ S(h)^W is Δ_κ(λ). The latter has a unique simple quotient L_κ(λ).

Definition 9.1. We say that a parameter κ is regular if L_κ(λ) = Δ_κ(λ) for all λ ∈ Irr W and the set of all regular parameters is denoted S_{reg}.

We note that regular parameters are spherical. The Euler element

eu = ∑ i x_iy_i + ∑ H∈A ℓ_H ℓ_H −1∑

i=0 κ_{H,i}e_{H,i} (9.1) acts by a scalar κ(λ) on 1 ⊗ λ ⊂ Δ_κ(λ).

Lemma 9.2. The set of aspherical values in S(h)^W is contained in a finite union of affine hyperplanes of the form κ(λ) − κ(μ) + m = 0 for λ, μ ∈ Irr W and m ∈ Z_{≥1}.

By [DO03, Lemma 2.5(ii)], this scalar is a linear expression in the κ_{H,i} with integer coefficients. Therefore, extending scalars if necessary, we may assume k = C in the proof of Lemma 9.2. We fix a conjugate linear W -equivariant isomorphism h^∗ → h denoted x → x. If (−, −) is a sesquilinear non-degenerate W -invariant form on λ then this extends uniquely to a form on Δ(λ) with values in R such that for all u, v ∈ Δ(λ), (w(u), w(v)) = (u, v) w ∈ W, (x · u, v) = (u, x · v) x ∈ h^∗, (αu, βv) = αβ(u, v) α, β ∈ R, where (−): R → R is complex conjugation on C and fixes the κ_{H,i}. For any real value of the parameters, the form specializes to a sesquilinear W -invariant form (−, −)_κ on Δ_κ(λ) whose radical is the maximal proper submodule.

Proof of Lemma 9.2. We first note that the set S \ S_{reg} is contained in the countable union of affine hyperplanes of the form κ(λ) − κ(μ) + m = 0 for λ, μ ∈ Irr W and m ∈ Z_{≥1}. Indeed, if L_κ(λ) ≠ Δ_κ(λ) then there exists an irreducible W -submodule μ ⊂ Δ_κ(λ), in degree m ≥ 1, such that h · μ = 0. This implies that eu(v) = (κ(λ) + m)v = κ(μ)v for all v ∈ μ. Thus, κ(λ) + m = κ(μ). In particular, since the hyperplane equations (in the variables κ_{H,i}) have integer coefficient, (S_{reg})_R is dense in S_R. Since the set of aspherical values is a subset of S \ S_{reg}, we must show that they belong to a finite union of these affine hyperplanes.

Let Δ(λ)_{m,μ} denote the μ-isotypic component of the space of homogeneous elements of degree m in Δ(λ). As in [DO03, Proposition 2.17(iii)], the spaces Δ(λ)_{m,μ} and Δ(λ)_m′_{,μ}′ are orthogonal unless m = m^′ and μ = μ^′. We fix some N > 0 such that V = ⨁ m<N Δ(λ)_{m,triv} satisfies R[h]^W · V = eΔ(λ). Then D := det((−, −)|_V ) is a non-zero polynomial in the κ_{H,i} since V was chosen orthogonal to all other Δ(λ)_{m,μ} and Δ_κ(λ) = L_κ(λ) for generic (real) κ (so that (−, −)|_{Vκ} must be non-degenerate for generic κ).

Next, let M_κ ⊂ Δ_κ(λ) be the maximal proper submodule so that L_κ(λ) = Δ_κ(λ)/M_κ. Then eL_κ(λ) = 0 if and only if the image V_κ of V in Δ_κ(λ) is contained in M_κ. If this is the case for some real-valued κ then (−, −)_κ|_{Vκ} = 0. In particular, det((−, −)_κ|_{Vκ} ) = 0. We deduce that if κ is a real aspherical value then D(κ) = 0. Since this is an algebraic subset of S(h)^W_R it follows that κ can only lie on finitely many of the affine hyperplanes. □

Remark 9.3. The precise set of aspherical values is known for many irreducible complex reflection groups, most importantly for the infinite family G(m, p, n) by [DG10]. In all cases, this locus equals a union of the affine hyperplanes of the form κ(λ) − κ(μ) + m = 0.

Lemma 9.4. Let (h, W ) be a linear representation. Then

I → ^k[h]_0 ⊗_{k[h]} I and J → J ∩ H_κ(h, W ),

PULL-BACK AND PUSH-FORWARD FUNCTORS FOR HOLONOMIC MODULES OVER CHEREDNIK ALGEBRAS59

for I ◁ H_κ(h, W ) and J ◁ H_κ(^h, W ), define (inverse) bijections between the two-sided ideals of H_κ(h, W ) and H_κ(^h, W ).

In particular, H_κ(^h, W ) is simple if and only if H_κ(h, W ) is simple.

Proof. If H_κ(h, W ) contains a proper ideal I then the fact that the Euler element eu in H_κ(h, W ) acts ad-locally finitely on H_κ(h, W )/I implies that 0 is contained in the support of H_κ(h, W )/I. Therefore, applying ^k[h]_0 ⊗_{k[h]} − to the short exact sequence

0 → I → H_κ(h, W ) → H_κ(h, W )/I → 0

shows that ^k[h]_0 ⊗_{k[h]} I is a proper ideal of H_κ(^h, W ).

Conversely, we show that if J ◁ H_κ(^h, W ) is a two-sided ideal then I := J ∩ H_κ(h, W ) is the set of ad(eu)-locally finite vectors in J and J = ^k[h]_0 ⊗_{k[h]} I. If H_κ(^h, W ) were complete with respect to the k[h]_+-adic topology and the eigenvalues of eu on H_κ(h, W ) were bounded below, this would have been standard; we explain the necessary modifications.

First, notice that each piece F_i of the order filtration on H_κ(h, W ) is stable under ad(eu) with the eigenvalues of eu on F_i bounded below (by −i). Moreover, F_iH_κ(^h, W ) = ^k[h]_0 ⊗_{k[h]}F_i is complete with respect to the k[h]_+-adic topology because F_i is finite over k[h]. Therefore, the same holds for each F_iJ. Thus, arguing as in the proof of [BE09, Theorem 2.3], we deduce that J_i := (F_iJ) ∩ H_κ(h, W ) is the subspace of ad(eu)-locally finite vectors in F_iJ and F_iJ = ^k[h]_0 ⊗_{k[h]} ⊗J_i. Since J = ⋃ i≥0 F_iJ, the claims follow. □

Lemma 9.5. The parameter κ is aspherical for H_κ(h, W ) if and only if it is so for H_κ(^h, W ).

Proof. If κ is aspherical for H_κ(^h, W ) and M a (non-zero) representation of this algebra with eM = 0 then M is a representation of H_κ(h, W ) meaning that κ is aspherical for H_κ(h, W ).

Conversely, assume κ is aspherical for H_κ(h, W ). Then, [BE09, Theorem 4.1(i)] implies that there exists a simple L_κ(λ) in category O such that eL_κ(λ) = 0. Then M = ^k[h]_0 ⊗_{k[h]}L_κ(λ) = ^k[h]W_0 ⊗_{k[h]W} L_κ(λ) is a non-zero H_κ(^h, W )-module with eM = 0. □

References

[AVdBVO89] M. Asensio, M. Van den Bergh, and F. Van Oystaeyen. A new algebraic approach to microlocalization of filtered rings. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 316(2):537–553, 1989.

[BB93] A. Beĭlinson and J. Bernstein. A proof of Jantzen conjectures. In I. M. Gel^′fand Seminar, volume 16 of Adv. Soviet Math., pages 1–50. Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1993.

[BC11] Y. Berest and O. Chalykh. Quasi-invariants of complex reflection groups. Compos. Math., 147(3):965–1002, 2011.

[BE09] R. Bezrukavnikov and P. Etingof. Parabolic induction and restriction functors for rational Cherednik algebras. Selecta Math. (N.S.), 14(3-4):397–425, 2009.

[Ber10] J. Bertin. The punctual hilbert scheme: an introduction. In Geometric Methods in Representation Theory, I, volume 24 of Séminaires et Congrés, pages 1–100. Soc. Math. France, Paris, 2010.

[BGK^+87] A. Borel, P. Grivel, B. Kaup, A. Haefliger, B. Malgrange, and F. Ehlers. Algebraic D-modules, volume 2 of Perspectives in Mathematics. Academic Press, Inc., Boston, MA, 1987.

[Bjö79] J-E. Björk. Rings of Differential Operators, volume 21 of North-Holland Mathematical Library. North-Holland Publishing Co., Amsterdam, 1979.

[BM14] G. Bellamy and M. Martino. Affinity of Cherednik algebras on projective space. Algebra Number Theory, 8(5):1151–1177, 2014.

[CG97] N. Chriss and V. Ginzburg. Representation theory and complex geometry. Birkhäuser Boston Inc., Boston, MA, 1997.

[CL01] S. Coutinho and D. Levcovitz. D-modules and étale morphisms. Comm. Algebra, 29(4):1487– 1497, 2001.

[Dad70] E. Dade. Compounding Clifford’s theory. Ann. of Math. (2), 91:236–290, 1970. [Dad80] E. Dade. Group-graded rings and modules. Math. Z., 174(3):241–262, 1980. [DG10] C. Dunkl and S. Griffeth. Generalized Jack polynomials and the representation theory of rational Cherednik algebras. Selecta Math. (N.S.), 16(4):791–818, 2010.

[DO03] C. Dunkl and E. Opdam. Dunkl operators for complex reflection groups. Proc. London Math. Soc. (3), 86(1):70–108, 2003.

[EG02] P. Etingof and V. Ginzburg. Symplectic reflection algebras, Calogero-Moser space, and deformed Harish-Chandra homomorphism. Invent. Math., 147(2):243–348, 2002.

[Eti12] P. Etingof. Symplectic reflection algebras and affine Lie algebras. Mosc. Math. J., 12(3):543–565, 668–669, 2012.

[Eti17] P. Etingof. Cherednik and Hecke algebras of varieties with a finite group action. Mosc. Math. J., 17(4):635–666, 2017.

[Gab62] P. Gabriel. Des catégories abéliennes. Bulletin de la Société Mathématique de France, 90:323–448, 1962.

[GGOR03] V. Ginzburg, N. Guay, E. Opdam, and R. Rouquier. On the category o for rational Cherednik algebras. Invent. Math., 154(3):617–651, 2003.

[Gin98] V. Ginzburg. Lectures on D-modules. 1998.

[Grz85] P. Grzeszczuk. On G-systems and G-graded rings. Proc. Amer. Math. Soc., 95(3):348–352, 1985. [GW04] K. Goodearl and R. Warfield, Jr. An Introduction to Noncommutative Noetherian Rings, volume 61 of London Mathematical Society Student Texts. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, second edition, 2004.

[Har75] R. Hartshorne. On the De Rham cohomology of algebraic varieties. Inst. Hautes Études Sci. Publ. Math., (45):5–99, 1975.

[Har77] R. Hartshorne. Algebraic Geometry. Springer-Verlag, New York, 1977. Graduate Texts in Mathematics, No. 52.

[HTT08] R. Hotta, K. Takeuchi, and T. Tanisaki. D-modules, Perverse Sheaves, and Representation Theory, volume 236 of Progress in Mathematics. Birkhäuser Boston Inc., Boston, MA, 2008. Translated from the 1995 Japanese edition by Takeuchi.

[Ill71] L. Illusie. Existence de résolutions globales. In Théorie des intersections et théorème de Riemann- Roch, SGA 6, volume 225 of Lecture Notes in Math., pages 160–221. Springer, Berlin, 1971.

[Kas89] M. Kashiwara. Representation theory and D-modules on flag varieties. Astérisque, (173-174):9, 55–109, 1989. Orbites unipotentes et représentations, III.

[Los12] I. Losev. Completions of symplectic reflection algebras. Selecta Math. (N.S.), 18(1):179–251, 2012. [Los15] I. Losev. Finite-dimensional quotients of Hecke algebras. Algebra Number Theory, 9(2):493–502, 2015.

[Los17] I. Losev. Bernstein inequality and holonomic modules. Adv. Math., 308:941–963, 2017. With an appendix by Losev and P. Etingof.

[Mat89] H. Matsumura. Commutative ring theory, volume 8 of Cambridge Studies in Advanced Mathematics. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, second edition, 1989. Translated from the Japanese by M. Reid.

[MM10] I. Marin and J. Michel. Automorphisms of complex reflection groups. Represent. Theory, 14:747– 788, 2010.

PULL-BACK AND PUSH-FORWARD FUNCTORS FOR HOLONOMIC MODULES OVER CHEREDNIK ALGEBRAS61

[MR01] J. McConnell and J. Robson. Noncommutative Noetherian Rings, volume 30 of Graduate Studies in Mathematics. American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, revised edition, 2001. With the cooperation of L. W. Small.

[Opd89] E. Opdam. Some applications of hypergeometric shift operators. Invent. Math., 98(1):1–18, 1989. [Sta18] The Stacks Project Authors. Stacks Project. https://stacks.math.columbia.edu, 2018. [Tho18] D. Thompson. Holonomic modules over Cherednik algebras, I. J. Algebra, 493:150–170, 2018. [Wil17] S. Wilcox. Supports of representations of the rational Cherednik algebra of type A. Adv. Math., 314:426–492, 2017.

School of Mathematics and Statistics, University Place, University of Glasgow, Glasgow, G12 8QW, UK.

Email address: gwyn.bellamy@glasgow.ac.uk

Department of Mathematics, Massachusetts Institute of Technology, 77 Massachusetts Avenue, Cambridge, MA 02139, USA.

Email address: etingof@math.mit.edu

Department of Mathematics, 120 E Cameron Avenue, CB #3250, 329 Phillips Hall, Chapel Hill, NC 27599, USA.