arXiv:math/0601563v2 [math.AG] 24 Jan 2006

EQUIVARIANT K-THEORY OF AFFINE FLAG MANIFOLDS AND AFFINE GROTHENDIECK POLYNOMIALS

MASAKI KASHIWARA AND MARK SHIMOZONO

Abstract. We study the equivariant K-group of the affine flag manifold with respect to the Borel group action. We prove that the structure sheaf of the (infinite-dimensional) Schubert variety in the K-group is represented by a unique polynomial, which we call the affine Grothendieck polynomial.

1. Introduction

Let G be a simply connected semisimple group, B its Borel subgroup, and X = G/B the flag manifold. Its B-orbits are of the form BwB/B for some w in the Weyl group W . Its closure X_w is called the Schubert variety. It is wellknown that the equivariant K-group K_B (X), which is the Grothendieck group of the abelian category of coherent B-equivariant O_X -modules, is a free K_B (pt)- module with {[O_{Xw} ]}_{w∈W} as a basis. Note that K_B (pt) is isomorphic to the group ring Z[P ] of the weight lattice P of a maximal torus of B. On the other hand, K_B (X) ≃ K_{B×B} (G) gives another structure of K_B (pt)-module on K_B (X) and we have a morphism Z[P ]⊗Z[P ] ≃ K_B (pt)⊗K_B (pt) → K_B (X), which factors through a homomorphism Z[P ] ⊗_{Z[P ]}W Z[P ] → K_B(X) (1.1)

called the equivariant Borel map. Here Z[P ]^W is the ring of invariants with respect to the action of the Weyl group W . It is also well-known that Z[P ] ⊗_{Z[P ]}W Z[P ] → K_B (X) is an isomorphism. An element in Z[P ] ⊗ Z[P ] whose image is [O_{Xw} ], is known as a double Grothendieck polynomial when G = SL(n) [9].

The purpose of this paper is to generalize these facts to the affine case. Contrary to the finite-dimensional case, there are two kinds of flag manifolds; the inductive limit of Schubert varieties BwB/B, each of which is a finite-dimensional projective variety (see [8] and the references there), and an infinite-dimensional scheme whose Schubert varieties BwB_−/B_− are finite-codimensional subschemes. Here, B_− is the opposite Borel subgroup. In [7, 8], Kostant-Kumar considered the first flag manifold and studied its equivariant cohomology and K-theory.

In this paper we use the latter flag manifold, which is studied in [3]. We take the affine flag manifold X = G/B_− (see § 2). It is an infinite-dimensional (not quasi-compact) scheme over C . Its B-orbits are parameterized by the elements of the Weyl group W . Each B-orbit^∘X_w is a locally closed subscheme with finite codimension. As a scheme it is isomorphic to A^∞ = Spec(C [x_1 , x_2, . . .]). The flag

1991 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary:19L47; Secondary:14M17, 17B67, 22E65. MS is partially supported by NSF DMS-0401012. 1

2 MASAKI KASHIWARA AND MARK SHIMOZONO

manifold X is a union of B-stable quasi-compact open subsets Ω. We define K_B(X) as the projective limit of K_B(Ω). Then we have K_B (X) ∼= ∏ w∈W K_B (pt)[O_{Xw} ].

Similarly to the finite-dimensional case, we have a homomorphism Z[P ] ⊗_{Z[P ]}W Z[P ] → K_B (X). (1.2)

In the affine case this morphism is injective but is not surjective; not all [O_{Xw} ] are in the image of this morphism. However, as we shall see in this paper, [O_{Xw} ] is in the image after a localization.

Let δ be the generator of null roots and let R be the subring of Q (e^δ) generated by e^{±δ} and (e^{nδ} − 1)^{−1} (n ≠ 0). Tensoring R with (1.2), we have the morphism R ⊗_{Z[e±δ ]} Z[P ] ⊗_{Z[P ]W} Z[P ] → R ⊗_{Z[e±δ ]} K_B (X). (1.3)

Our main result is the following theorem.

Theorem 4.4. For all w ∈ W , [O_{Xw} ] ∈ K_B (X), considered as an element of R ⊗_{Z[e}±δ_] K_B (X), is in the image of (1.3).

Note that we have Z[P ]^W ≃ Z[P^W ] in the affine case.

Roughly speaking, we call the element of R⊗_{Z[e}±δ_]Z[P ] ⊗_{Z[P} W_] Z[P ] corresponding to [O_{Xw} ] the affine Grothendieck polynomial (see Proposition 4.5).

In order to prove Theorem 4.4, we use the following vanishing theorem of the first group cohomology. Theorem 5.2.

(i) If |I| > 2 then H^1(W, R ⊗_{Z[e}±δ_] Z[P ]) = 0. (ii) For any affine Lie algebra g, H^1 ( W, R ⊗_{Z[e}±δ_] ( ⨁ λ∈P, |⟨c,λ⟩|<κ^∗ Ze^λ) ) = 0, where κ^∗ is the dual Coxeter number.

Here I is the index set of simple roots and c is the canonical central element of g.

The plan of this paper is as follows. In § 2 we review the flag manifold of Kac- Moody Lie algebras. In § 3 we study the Demazure operators. We also give a simple proof of the fact that the Schubert varieties are normal and Cohen-Macaulay. This proof seems to be new even in the finite-dimensional case. In § 4 we study the affine flag manifolds. After the preparation in § 5, we prove Theorem 5.2 in § 6. As its application, we give in § 7 the proof of Theorem 4.4, the existence of affine Grothendieck polynomials. In § 8 we give the character formula of the global cohomology groups of O_{Xw} (λ) using the affine Grothendieck polynomials. In § 9 we explain an analogous result for the equivariant cohomology groups of the affine flag manifolds. In § 10 we shall give examples of the affine Grothendieck polynomials.

2. Flag manifolds

Let us recall in this section the definition and properties of the flag manifold of a symmetrizable Kac-Moody Lie algebra following [3].

Let (a_{ij} )_{i,j∈I} be a symmetrizable generalized Cartan matrix, g an associated Kac- Moody Lie algebra, and t its Cartan subalgebra. Let g = n ⊕ t ⊕ n_− be the triangular decomposition and g = ⨁ α∈t^∗ g^α the root decomposition. Let Δ := {α ∈ t^∗ ; g_α ≠ 0 } \ {0} be the set of roots and Δ^± the set of positive and negative roots.

EQUIVARIANT K-THEORY OF AFFINE FLAG MANIFOLDS 3

Let {α_i}_{i∈I} be the set of simple roots in t^∗ and {h_i}_{i∈I} the set of simple co-roots in t. Hence we have ⟨h_i, α_j⟩ = a_{ij} . Let us take an integral weight lattice P ⊂ t^∗. We assume the following conditions:

(i) α_i ∈ P for all i ∈ I, (ii) {α_i}_{i∈I} is linearly independent, (iii) h_i ∈ P^∗ for all i ∈ I, where P^∗ is the dual lattice Hom(P, Z) ⊂ t, (iv) there exists Λ_i ∈ P such that ⟨h_j, Λ_i⟩ = δ_{ij} .

(2.1)

Let T be the algebraic torus with P as its character lattice. Let W be the Weyl group. It is the subgroup of Aut(t^∗) generated by the simple reflections s_i (i ∈ I) :s_i(λ) = λ − ⟨h_i, λ⟩α_i. Let U_± be the group scheme with n_± as its Lie algebra. Let B_± = T × U_± be the Borel subgroup, whose Lie algebra is b_± = t ⊕ n_±. For any i ∈ I, let us denote by P^±_i the parabolic group whose Lie algebra is b_± ⊕g_{∓αi} . Then P^±_i /B_± is isomorphic to the projective line P^1.

Let P^+ := {λ ∈ P ; ⟨h_i, λ⟩ ⩾ 0 (i ∈ I) } be the set of dominant integral weights. For λ ∈ P^+, let V (λ) (resp. V (−λ)) be the irreducible g-module with highest weight λ (resp. lowest weight −λ). Then A(g) := ⨁ λ∈P^+ V (λ) ⊗ V (−λ) has an algebra

structure and we denote Spec(A(g)) by G_∞. The scheme G_∞ contains a canonical point e and is endowed with a left action of P_i and a right action of P^−_i . The union of P_{i1} · · · P_{im} eP^−_{j1} · · · P^−_{jm} ⊂ G_∞ is an open subset of G_∞ and we denote it by G. Then P_i and P^−_i act freely on G. The flag manifold X is defined as the quotient G/B_−. It is a separated (not quasi-compact in general) scheme over C . It is covered by affine open subsets isomorphic to A^∞ := Spec(C [x_1 , x_2, . . .]) (or A^n ), and its structure sheaf O_X is coherent. Let x_0 ∈ X be the image of e ∈ G. Then for w ∈ W , wx_0 ∈ X has a sense. The set X has a Bruhat decomposition X = ⨆ w∈W ∘ X w, where^∘X w is the locally closed subscheme Bwx0 of X. Let Xw be the closure of^∘X_w endowed with the reduced scheme structure. It is called the Schubert variety. It has codimension ℓ(w), the length of w, and its structure sheaf O_{Xw} is coherent. As a set we have X_w = ⨆ x⩾w ∘ X x. Remark 2.1. (i) For any w, B_−wB_−/B_− is a finite-dimensional projective subscheme of X and its union ∪_{w∈W} B_−wB_−/B_− is an ind-scheme. This is another flag manifold which we do not use here.

(ii) For a regular dominant integral weight λ, set ^V (−λ) = ∏ μ∈P V (−λ)_μ where V (−λ)_μ is the weight space of V (−λ) of weight μ. Then P( ^V (−λ)) = ( ^V (−λ)\ {0})/C^× has a scheme structure, and P_i acts on ^V (−λ) and P( ^V (−λ)). Then X is embedded in P( ^V (−λ)) by x_0 → u_{−λ}, where u_{−λ} is the line containing the lowest weight vector u_{−λ}.

Let S be a finite subset of W such that x ∈ S as soon as x ⩽ y for some y ∈ S. Then Ω_S := ⋃ w∈S ∘ X w is a B-stable quasi-compact open subset which coincides with ⋃ w∈S wBx_0. Conversely, any B-stable quasi-compact open subset is of this form.

Let Coh_B(O_{ΩS} ) be the abelian category of coherent B-equivariant O_{ΩS} -modules and let K_B (Ω_S ) be the Grothendieck group of Coh_B(O_{ΩS} ). For F ∈ Coh_B (O_{ΩS} ), let us denote by [F ] the corresponding element of K_B (Ω_S ). For w ∈ W , the

4 MASAKI KASHIWARA AND MARK SHIMOZONO

sheaf O_{Xw} is a coherent B-equivariant O_X -module and gives an element [O_{Xw} ] of K_B (Ω_S ). The equivariant K-group K_B (Ω_S ) is a module over the ring K_B (pt). For λ ∈ P , we denote by e^λ the element of K_B (pt) represented by the one-dimensional

representation of B given by B → T^{eλ}−−→ C^× . By P ∋ λ → e^λ, K_B(pt) is isomorphic to the group ring Z[P ]. We also denote by e^λ the element of Z[P ] corresponding to λ ∈ P .

For w ∈ S, wx_0 ∈ Ω_S is a T -fixed point. It defines a T -equivariant inclusion i_w : pt → Ω_S . Since any coherent O_{ΩS} -module F has locally a finite resolution by locally free modules of finite rank (see Lemma 8.1), the k-th left derived functor L_ki^∗_wF vanishes for k ≫ 0. Hence we can define the K_T (pt)-linear homomorphism

i^∗_w : K_B(Ω_S ) → K_T (Ω_S ) → K_T (pt) ≃ K_B (pt) by [F ] → ∑_∞ k=0(−1)^k[L_ki^∗_wF ]. Note that, similarly to the finite-dimensional case, we have

i^∗_x([O_{Xw} ]) = {∏ α∈Δ^+∩wΔ^− (1 − e

α) if x = w, 0 unless x ⩾ w.

(2.2)

Remark 2.2. The function W → Z[P ] given by the equivariant localization x → i^∗_x([O_{Xw} ]), coincides with the function ψ^w in [7].

Lemma 2.3. K_B (Ω_S ) is a free K_B(pt)-module with basis {[O_{Xw} ]}_{w∈S}.

Proof. Let us argue by induction on the cardinality of S. Let w be a maximal element of S. Set S^′ = S \ {w}. Then we have Ω_S = Ω_S′ ⊔^∘X_w. Hence we have an exact sequence

K_B (^∘X_w) → K_B (Ω_S ) → K_B (Ω_S′ ) → 0.

By induction K_B(Ω_S′ ) is a free K_B (pt)-module with a basis {[O_{Xx} ]}_{x∈S}′ . Also K_B (^∘X_w) is a free K_B (pt)-module generated by [O_{Xw} ]. Hence K_B (Ω_S ) is generated by {[O_{Xx} ]}_{x∈S} . By (2.2) the image of {[O_{Xx} ]}_{x∈S} under the map

K_B(Ω_S ) ∏ x∈S i^∗_x −−−−−→ K_B (pt)^{∏ S} is linearly independent over K_B (pt). Here K_B (pt)^{∏ S} is the product of the copies of K_B (pt) parameterized by elements of S. □

Remark 2.4. For ℓ ∈ Z_{⩾0}, let n_ℓ be the direct sum of g_α where α = ∑ i m_iα_i ∈ Δ^+ ranges over positive roots such that ∑ i m_i > ℓ. Then n_ℓ is an ideal of n. Let U_ℓ be the normal subgroup of U with n_ℓ as its Lie algebra. Then for any S as above, U_ℓ acts on Ω_S freely for ℓ ≫ 0, and the quotient space U_ℓ\Ω_S is a finite-dimensional scheme. Hence Ω_S is the projective limit of {U_ℓ\Ω_S }_ℓ and K_B(Ω_S ) is the inductive limit of {K_{B/Uℓ} (U_ℓ\Ω_S )}_ℓ.

We set K_B (X) = lim←− S K_B (Ω_S ). Hence we have K_B(X) = ∏ w∈W K_B(pt)[O_{Xw} ].

For w ∈ W , the homomorphism i^∗_w : K_B(Ω_S ) → K_T (pt) induces a homomorphism

i^∗_w : K_B(X) → K_T (pt).

EQUIVARIANT K-THEORY OF AFFINE FLAG MANIFOLDS 5

By (2.2) they induce a monomorphism

K_B (X) � ∏_{w∈W i∗w} � K_T (pt)^{∏ W} .

(2.3)

For i ∈ I, set X_i = G/P^−_i . Then there is a canonical projection p_i : X → X_i which is a P^1-bundle. We have p_i(^∘X_w) = p_i(^∘X_{wsi} ) and p^{−1}_i p_i(^∘X_w) =^∘X_w ⊔^∘X_{wsi} for any w ∈ W , and we have the B-orbit decomposition X_i = ⊔_{w∈W, wsi>w} p_i(^∘X_w). Similarly to K_B (X), we define K_B (X_i) as lim←− S K_B (p_i(Ω_S )). It is isomorphic to ∏ w∈W, ws_i>w K_B (pt)[O_{pi(Xw )}].

There exist homomorphisms p_{i∗} : K_B (X) → K_B(X_i) and p^∗_i : K_B (X_i) → K_B(X), defined by [F ] → ∑_∞ k=0(−1)^k[R^kp_{i∗}F ] = [p_{i∗}F ] − [R^1p_{i∗}F ] and [E ] → [p^∗_i E ], respectively.

Any element λ ∈ P induces a group homomorphism B_− → T^{eλ}−→ C^× . Let O_X (λ) be the invertible O_X -module on X = G/B_− induced by this character of B_−. Then we have a homomorphism of abelian groups Z[P ] → K_B (X) given by e^λ → [O_X (λ)]. Note that, for λ ∈ P^+, we have Γ(X; O_X (λ)) ≃ V (λ) and H^k(X; O_X (λ)) = 0 for k ≠ 0 (see [4]).

Similarly to the finite-dimensional case ([1, 8]), we have a commutative diagram

Z[P ] � D_i � K_B(X) p^∗_i ∘p_{i∗} � Z[P ] � K_B (X).

Here D_i is given by

D_i(e^λ) = e^λ − e^{siλ−αi} 1 − e^{−αi} , (2.4)

and is called the Demazure operator.

The K_B(pt)-module structure on K_B(X) induces a K_B(pt)-linear homomorphism K_B (pt) ⊗ Z[P ] → K_B (X). Let Z[P ]^W be the ring of W -invariants of Z[P ]. Then K_B (pt) ≃ Z[P ] are Z[P ]^W -algebras. The morphism K_B(pt) ⊗ Z[P ] → K_B(X) decomposes as the composition of K_B (pt) ⊗ Z[P ] → K_B (pt) ⊗_{Z[P ]}W Z[P ] and β : K_B (pt) ⊗_{Z[P ]}W Z[P ] → K_B(X).

It is sometimes called the equivariant Borel map.

Remark 2.5. By [7], the equivariant Borel map K_B (pt) ⊗_{Z[P ]}W Z[P ] → K_B(X) is an isomorphism if G is a finite-dimensional simply connected semisimple group.

The composition

K_B (pt) ⊗_{Z[P ]}W Z[P ]^β−−→ K_B(X)^{i∗w}−−→ K_B (pt) ≃ Z[P ]

(2.5) is given by a ⊗ b → a · (wb).

6 MASAKI KASHIWARA AND MARK SHIMOZONO

3. Demazure operators Let p_i : X → X_i be the P^1-bundle as in § 2. In this section we shall show

p^∗_i p_{i∗}([O_{Xw} ]) = { [O_{Xwsi} ] if ws_i < w, [O_{Xw} ] if ws_i > w.

Note that if ws_i > w, then X_w = p^{−1}_i p_i(X_w) and p_i(X_w) = p_i(X_{wsi} ). Moreover, ∘ X ws_i → pi(^∘X ws_i ) = pi(^∘X w) is an isomorphism. Lemma 3.1. We have R^1p_{i∗}O_{Xw} = 0 for all w ∈ W .

Proof. Assume that ws_i < w. Since X_{wsi} = p^{−1}_i p_i(X_w), we have O_{Xwsi} = p^∗_i O_{pi(Xw )}, which implies that R^1p_{i∗}O_{Xwsi} = 0. Applying the right exact functor R^1p_{i∗} to the exact sequence O_{Xwsi} → O_{Xw} → 0, we obtain R^1p_{i∗}O_{Xw} = 0. □ As shown in [3], for any point p ∈ X_w, there exist an open neighborhood Ω of p and a closed subset S of A^n for some n such that we have a commutative diagram

X_w ∩ Ω^∼ � � � S × A^∞� � � Ω^∼ A^n × A^∞ .

Hence various properties of X_w (such as normality) make sense. Proposition 3.2. For any w ∈ W , we have

(i) X_w is normal. (ii) p_{i∗}O_{Xw} ≃ O_{pi(Xw )}. Proof. Let us show (i) and (ii) by induction on the length ℓ(w). Note that when ws_i > w, (ii) follows from X_w = p^{−1}_i p_i(X_w).

When w = e, (i) and (ii) are obvious. Assume that ℓ(w) > 0. Let us first show (ii). We may assume ws_i < w. We have a monomorphism j : O_{pi(Xw )} = p_{i∗}O_{Xwsi} ↣ p_{i∗}O_{Xw} , which is an isomorphism on p_i(^∘X_w). By the induction hypothesis, X_{wsi} as well as p_i(X_w) = p_i(X_{wsi} ) is normal. Hence j is globally an isomorphism since p_{i∗}O_{Xw} is a coherent O_{Xi} -module.

Next let us show (i). Let ~O_{Xw} be the normalization of O_{Xw} . Then ~O_{Xw} is a coherent O_X -module. Let S be the support of ~O_{Xw} /O_{Xw} . Then S is a B-stable closed subset contained in X_w \^∘X_w. We shall show that S is an empty set.

Otherwise let x ∈ W be a minimal element such that X_x ⊂ S. Then x > w. Let us take i ∈ I such that xs_i < x. Assume first ws_i > w. Then O_{Xw} = p^∗_i O_{pi(Xw )}. Hence ~O_{Xw} is the inverse image of the normalization of O_{pi(Xw )}. Hence S = p^{−1}_i p_i(S). This contradicts X_{xsi} ⊄ S. Hence we have ws_i < w.

We have monomorphisms O_{pi(Xw )} ↣ p_{i∗}O_{Xw} ↣ p_{i∗} ~O_{Xw} . By the induction hypothesis, X_{wsi} as well as p_i(X_w) = p_i(X_{wsi} ) is normal. Since p_{i∗} ~O_{Xw} is a coherent O_{pi(Xw )}-module and O_{pi(Xw )} → p_{i∗}O_{Xw} → p_{i∗} ~O_{Xw} are isomorphisms on p_i(^∘X_w), the

EQUIVARIANT K-THEORY OF AFFINE FLAG MANIFOLDS 7

normality of p_i(X_w) implies that O_{pi(Xw )} ↣ p_{i∗} ~O_{Xw} is an isomorphism on X_i. Hence we have isomorphisms O_{pi(Xw )} ∼−→ p_{i∗}O_{Xw} ∼−→ p_{i∗} ~O_{Xw} .

We have an exact sequence p_{i∗}O_{Xw} → p_{i∗} ~O_{Xw} → p_{i∗}( ~O_{Xw} /O_{Xw} ) → R^1p_{i∗}O_{Xw} . Since R^1p_{i∗}O_{Xw} = 0 by Lemma 3.1, we obtain p_{i∗}( ~O_{Xw} /O_{Xw} ) = 0. On the other hand, since S → X_i is an isomorphism on p_i(^∘X_x), the support of p_{i∗}( ~O_{Xw} /O_{Xw} ) contains p_i(^∘X_x), which is a contradiction. □ Corollary 3.3. For any w ∈ W , we have

p^∗_i p_{i∗}([O_{Xw} ]) = { [O_{Xwsi} ] if ws_i < w, [O_{Xw} ] if ws_i > w.

Proposition 3.4. The module O_{Xw} is Cohen-Macaulay for any w ∈ W . Proof. Since X_w has codimension ℓ(w), E xt^k_{OX} (O_{Xw} , O_X ) = 0 for k < ℓ(w). Hence it is enough to show that E xt^k_{OX} (O_{Xw} , O_X ) = 0 for k > ℓ(w). We shall prove it by induction on ℓ(w). When w = e, it is obvious. Assume that ℓ(w) > 0. Set F = τ^{>ℓ(w)}RHom_{OX} (O_{Xw} , O_X ),

(3.1) where τ^{>ℓ(w)} is the truncation functor (see e.g. [6]). Let us set S = Supp(F ). Then S is a B-stable closed subset of X_w. Let x ∈ W be a minimal element of {x ∈ W ; X_x ⊂ S }. Let us take i ∈ I such that xs_i < x. If ws_i > w, then we have F ≃ p_i^∗τ^{>ℓ(w)}RHom_{OXi} (O_{pi(Xw )}, O_{Xi} ), which implies that p^{−1}_i p_i(S) = S. Hence X_{xsi} ⊂ S, which is a contradiction. Hence we have ws_i < w.

Let Ω_{X/Xi} be the relative canonical sheaf, which is isomorphic to O_X (−α_i). Then the Grothendieck-Serre duality theorem says that Rp_{i∗}RHom_{OX} (O_{Xw} , Ω_{X/Xi} [1]) ≃ RHom_{OXi} (Rp_{i∗}O_{Xw} , O_{Xi} ). (3.2) Since Rp_{i∗}O_{Xw} ≃ O_{pi(Xw )} by Lemma 3.1 and Proposition 3.2 and since the induction hypothesis implies that p_i(X_w) = p_i(X_{wsi} ) is Cohen-Macaulay, we have RHom_{OXi} (Rp_{i∗}O_{Xw} , O_{Xi} ) ≃ E xt^{ℓ(w)−1}_{OXi} (O_{pi(Xw )}, O_{Xi} )[1 − ℓ(w)]. Hence (3.2) implies that Rp_{i∗}RHom_{OX} (O_{Xw} , Ω_{X/Xi} ) ≃ E xt^{ℓ(w)−1}_{OXi} (O_{pi(Xw )}, O_{Xi} )[−ℓ(w)]. Applying Rp_{i∗} to the distinguished triangle E xt^{ℓ(w)}_{OX} (O_{Xw} , Ω_{X/Xi} )[−ℓ(w)] → RHom_{OX} (O_{Xw} , Ω_{X/Xi} ) → F ⊗ Ω_{X/Xi}^{+1}−−→, we obtain a distinguished triangle Rp_{i∗}E xt^{ℓ(w)}_{OX} (O_{Xw} , Ω_{X/Xi} )[−ℓ(w)] → E xt^{ℓ(w)−1}_{OXi} (O_{pi(Xw )}, O_{Xi} )[−ℓ(w)] → Rp_{i∗}(F ⊗ Ω_{X/Xi} )^{+1}−−→ . Hence, taking cohomology groups, we obtain R^kp_{i∗}(F ⊗ Ω_{X/Xi} ) ∼−→ R^{k−ℓ(w)+1}p_{i∗}E xt^{ℓ(w)}_{OX} (O_{Xw} , Ω_{X/Xi} ) ≃ 0

8 MASAKI KASHIWARA AND MARK SHIMOZONO

for k > ℓ(w). On a neighborhood of p_i(^∘X_x), S → X_i is an embedding, and we have R^kp_{i∗}(F ⊗ Ω_{X/Xi} ) ≃ p_{i∗}H^k(F ⊗ Ω_{X/Xi} ). Hence H^k(F ⊗ Ω_{X/Xi} ) = 0 for k > ℓ(w)

on a neighborhood of^∘X_x, which is a contradiction. □

4. Affine flag manifolds

In this section we shall consider affine flag manifolds. Let (a_{ij} )_{ij∈I} be an affine Cartan matrix. Let Q = ⨁ i∈I Zα_i and L = ⨁ i∈I ZΛ_i. We take L ⊕ Q as the integral

weight lattice P . In the Cartan subalgebra t = Hom(P, C ), we give the simple coroots h_i ∈ t by ⟨h_i, α_j⟩ = a_{ij} , and ⟨h_i, Λ_j⟩ = δ_{ij} . Remark 4.1. (i) We have taken L ⊕ Q as the integral weight lattice P . Let B denote the associated Borel subgroup. Let P^′ be another integral weight lattice satisfying (2.1) and let B^′ be its associated Borel subgroup. Then there is a map P → P^′ and therefore a morphism B^′ → B. Hence we have morphisms K_B (pt) → K_B′ (pt) and K_B′ (pt) ⊗_{KB (pt)} K_B (X) ∼−→ K_B′ (X). In this sense, our choice of P is universal.

(ii) However our choice of P can often be realized as a direct sum P^′ ⊕ S, where S ⊂ P^W and Q ⊂ P^′. Then we have K_B(X) ≃ Z[S] ⊗_Z K_B′ (X).

The Weyl group W acts on P and Q, and we have an exact sequence of W - modules 0 → Q → P → L → 0, where L is endowed with the trivial action of W .

Let us set Q_+ = ∑ i∈I Z_{⩾0}α_i and let δ ∈ Q_+ be the imaginary root such that {α ∈ Q ; ⟨h_i, α⟩ = 0 for all i } = Zδ. Similarly, let us choose c ∈ ∑ i∈I Z_{⩾0}h_i such that { h ∈ ∑ i∈I Zh_i ; ⟨h, α_i⟩ = 0 for all i } = Zc. We write δ = ∑ i∈I a_iα_i and c = ∑ i∈I a^∨_i h_i.

Then there exists a unique symmetric bilinear form ( , ): P × P → Q such that (λ, λ^′) = 0 for any λ, λ^′ ∈ L, ⟨h_i, λ⟩ = 2(α_i, λ) (α_i, α_i) for any λ ∈ P , ⟨c, λ⟩ = (δ, λ) for any λ ∈ P . (4.1)

Set Q_{cl} = Q/Zδ. Then W acts on Q_{cl}. Let us choose 0 ∈ I such that the image W_{cl} of W in Aut(Q_{cl}) is generated by the image of {s_i}_{i∈I\{0}} and a_0 = 1. These conditions are equivalent to saying that a_0 = 1 and δ − α_0 is a constant multiple of a root. Such a 0 exists uniquely up to a Dynkin diagram automorphism. Note that

(α_0, α_0) = { 2 if g ≄ A^{(2)}_{2n} , 4 if g ≃ A^{(2)}_{2n} , and θ := δ − α_0 ∈

(α_0, α_0) 2 Δ^+.

EQUIVARIANT K-THEORY OF AFFINE FLAG MANIFOLDS 9

Let P^W denote the space of W -invariant integral weights. We have in the affine case Z[P^W ] ∼−→ Z[P ]^W , since, for any λ ∈ P , either λ ∈ P^W or W λ is an infinite set (see Remark 11.2).

We see easily that P^W = {λ ∈ P ; ⟨h_i, λ⟩ = 0 for all i } is isomorphic to Q by the map η : Q ∼−→ P^W given by η(β) = β − ∑ i∈I ⟨h_i, β⟩Λ_i. (4.2)

Hence we have P = L ⨁ P^W and Z[P ] ∼= Z[L] ⊗_Z Z[P^W ], which implies K_B (pt) ⊗_{Z[P ]}W Z[P ] ∼= Z[P ] ⊗_{Z[P} W_] Z[P ] ∼= Z[P ] ⊗_Z Z[L] ∼= Z[L] ⊗_Z Z[P ].

For any w ∈ W , let i^∗_w ∘ β : Z[P ] ⊗_{Z[P} W_] Z[P ] → Z[P ] be as in (2.5). Lemma 4.2. The homomorphism induced by the i^∗_w ∘ β’s Z[P ] ⊗_{Z[P} W_] Z[P ] → Z[P ]^{∏ W} is injective. Here Z[P ]^{∏ W} is the product of the copies of Z[P ] parameterized by the elements of W .

We shall give the proof of this lemma in § 11. As a corollary (together with (2.3)), we have Corollary 4.3. The homomorphism K_B (pt) ⊗_{Z[P} W_] Z[P ]^β−→ K_B (X) is injective.

Let R be the subring of Q(e^δ) generated by e^{±δ} and (e^{nδ} − 1)^{−1} (n > 0). Then we have an injective homomorphism β : R ⊗_{Z[e}±δ_] K_B(pt) ⊗_{Z[P} W_] Z[P ] ↣ R ⊗_{Z[e}±δ_] K_B (X).

(4.3)

Our main result is the following theorem.

Theorem 4.4. For all w ∈ W , [O_{Xw} ] ∈ K_B (X), considered as an element of R ⊗_{Z[e}±δ_] K_B (X), is in the image of the map β in (4.3).

Hence, ⨁ w∈W K_B (pt)[O_{Xw} ] may be regarded as a submodule of R ⊗_{Z[e±δ ]} K_B (pt)⊗_{Z[P} W_] Z[P ]. We shall prove a slightly more precise result.

Let ξ : Z[P ] → K_B (pt) ⊗_{Z[P} W_] Z[P ] ≃ Z[L] ⊗_Z Z[P ] be the homomorphism given by ξ(e^{λ+β}) = e^{−λ} ⊗ e^{λ+β} for λ ∈ L and β ∈ Q.

(4.4) We extend this to ξ : R ⊗_{Z[e}±δ_] Z[P ] ↣ R ⊗_{Z[e}±δ_] K_B (pt) ⊗_{Z[P} W_] Z[P ].

Set ρ = ∑ i∈I Λ_i. Then κ^∗ := ⟨c, ρ⟩ = ∑ i∈I a^∨_i is called the dual Coxeter number of g. Let us introduce the W -submodule of Z[P ]: Z[P ]_{[0,−κ}∗_) := ⨁ λ∈P, 0⩾⟨c,λ⟩>−κ^∗ Ze^λ. (4.5)

10 MASAKI KASHIWARA AND MARK SHIMOZONO

Proposition 4.5. For any w ∈ W , there exists a unique G_w ∈ R ⊗_{Z[e}±δ_] Z[P ]_{[0,−κ}∗_) such that β ∘ ξ(G_w) = [O_{Xw} ].

We call G_w the affine Grothendieck polynomial. The proof of this proposition is given in § 7 as an application of Theorem 5.2 below.

Remark 4.6. In the finite-dimensional case, Z[P ]^W is much bigger than Z[P^W ], and the choice of Grothendieck polynomials is not unique. However, in the affine case G_w is uniquely determined.

Remark 4.7. Let ψ : Z[P ] → Z[P ] be the homomorphism given by ψ(e^{λ+α}) = e^{λ−η(α)} for λ ∈ L and α ∈ Q.

Then we have G_w−1 = ψ(G_w) for any w ∈ W .

(4.6) Indeed, let φ: g → g be the Lie algebra homomorphism such that φ(e_i) = f_i, φ(f_i) = e_i and φ(h) = −h for h ∈ t. It induces group scheme morphisms φ: B → B_− and φ: B_− → B. Note that φ induces an isomorphism Z[P ] ≃ K_T (pt) ≃ K_B(pt) ∼−→_{φ∗} K_{B−} (pt) ≃ K_T (pt) ≃ Z[P ],

which is given by e^λ → e^{−λ}. There exists a unique scheme isomorphism a: G → G such that a(e) = e and a(bgb^{−1}_− ) = φ(b_−)a(g)φ(b)^{−1} for b ∈ B, b_− ∈ B_− and g ∈ G. We have K_B (X) ≃ K_{B×B−} (G), and a: G → G induces a commutative diagram

Z[P ]^ξ � ψ � K_B(pt) ⊗ K_{B−} (pt) k � β � K_{B×B−} (G) a � ∼ K_B(X) ψ̃ � Z[P ]^ξ � K_B(pt) ⊗ K_{B−} (pt)^β � K_{B×B−} (G)^∼ K_B (X).

Here k(e^λ ⊗ e^μ) = e^{−μ} ⊗ e^{−λ}. Indeed, kξ(e^{λ+α}) = k(e^{−λ} ⊗ e^{λ+α}) = e^{−λ−α} ⊗ e^λ = e^{−λ−α+η(α)} ⊗ e^{λ−η(α)} = ξ(e^{λ−η(α)}). Since a(BwB_−) = Bw^{−1}B_−, we have ψ̃([O_{Xw} ]) = [O_{Xw−1} ]. which implies (4.6). 5. Vanishing of the Weyl group cohomology Let (W, S) be a Coxeter group, where S is a system of generators. For a subset S^′ of S, let us denote by W_S′ the subgroup of W generated by S^′. Lemma 5.1. For any W -module V , we have

H^1(W, V ) =

{{v_s}_{s∈S} ; v_s ∈ V satisfy conditions (i) and (ii) below } {{v_s}_{s∈S} ; there exists v ∈ V such that v_s = (1 − s)v } , (i) (1 + s)v_s = 0, (ii) for any pair of distinct elements s, t ∈ S such that W_{{s,t}} is a finite group, ∑ w∈W_{{s,t}}, ws>w (−1)^{ℓ(w)}wv_s = ∑ w∈W_{{s,t}}, wt>w (−1)^{ℓ(w)}wv_t. Here ℓ: W → Z_{⩾0} is the length function.

EQUIVARIANT K-THEORY OF AFFINE FLAG MANIFOLDS 11

Proof. Let Z[W ] → Z be the augmentation homomorphism W ∋ w → 1. Then its kernel is the image of the homomorphism φ: ⊕_{s∈S} Z[W ]e_s → Z[W ] given by φ(e_s) = 1 − s. By definition, H^1(W, V ) = Ext^1_{Z[W ]}(Z, V ) is the cohomology of

Hom_{Z[W ]}(Z[W ], V ) → Hom_{Z[W ]}(⊕_{s∈S} Z[W ]e_s, V ) → Hom_{Z[W ]}(Ker(φ), V ).

Hence it is enough to show that Ker(φ) coincides with the Z[W ]-submodule N generated by (1+s)e_s (s ∈ W ) and ∑ x∈W_{{s,t}}, xs>x(−1) ℓ(x)xe s− ∑ x∈W_{{s,t}}, xt>x(−1) ℓ(x)xe t where (s, t) ∈ S × S ranges over the pairs as in (ii). It is easy to see that those elements are in Ker(φ). Indeed, the last elements belong to Ker(φ) because ∑ x∈W_{{s,t}}, xs>x(−1) ℓ(x)x(1 − s) = ∑ x∈W_{{s,t}} (−1) ℓ(x)x. Let z = ∑ w∈W,s∈S aw,swes be an element of Ker(φ) where aw,s ∈ Z. Since ∑ w∈W,s∈S aw,sw(1 − s) = 0, we have ∑ s∈S a_{w,s} = ∑ s∈S a_{ws,s} for all w ∈ W .

(5.1)

We shall show z ∈ N by induction on ℓ, the largest number among the ℓ(w)’s such that a_{w,s} ≠ 0 for some s ∈ S. Then we shall show z ∈ N by induction on the cardinality of {(w, s) ∈ W × S ; a_{w,s} ≠ 0 and ℓ = ℓ(w) }. Let us take (w_1, s_1) such that a_{w1,s1} ≠ 0 and ℓ = ℓ(w_1). Subtracting a_{w1,s1} w_1(1 + s_1)e_{s1} ∈ N from z when w_1s_1 < w_1, we may assume from the beginning that w_2 := w_1s_1 > w_1. Then ℓ(w_2) = ℓ + 1. Applying (5.1) for w = w_2, we have 0 = ∑ s∈S a_{w2,s} = ∑ s∈S a_{w2s,s} = a_{w1,s1} + ∑ s∈S, s≠s_1 aw2s,s. Hence there exists s2 ≠ s1 such that aw2s2,s2 ≠ 0. Hence

we have ℓ(w_2s_2) ⩽ ℓ < ℓ(w_2) = ℓ + 1. Hence w_2 is the longest element in w_2W_{s1,s2} . Therefore W_{s1,s2} is a finite group. Let w_3 be the shortest element of w_1W_{s1,s2} . Subtracting ±a_{w1,s1} (∑ x∈W_{{s1,s2}}, xs_1>x(−1) ℓ(x)w 3xe_{s1} − ∑ x∈W_{{s1,s2}}, xs_2>x(−1) ℓ(x)w 3xe_{s2} ) in N from z, we can erase the term w_1e_{s1} in z, and the induction proceeds. □

Now let us return to the affine case where W is the Weyl group. Recall that R is the ring generated by e^{±δ} and (e^{nδ} − 1)^{−1} (n ≠ 0).

Note that Z[P ] is a direct sum of W -submodules of the form ⨁ λ∈W λ_0 Ze^λ (λ_0 ∈ P ).

Theorem 5.2. (i) If |I| > 2, then H^1(W, R ⊗_{Z[e}±δ_] Z[P ]) = 0. (ii) For any affine Lie algebra g, H^1 ( W, R ⊗_{Z[e}±δ_] ( ⨁ |⟨c,λ⟩|<⟨c,ρ⟩ Ze^λ) ) = 0 where ρ = ∑ i∈I Λ_i.

In fact, we shall prove more precise results. For J ⊂ I, let W_J be the subgroup of W generated by {s_i ; i ∈ J }.

Proposition 5.3. (i) If J ≠ I, then H^1(W_J , Z[P ]) = 0, (ii) if ⟨c, λ_0⟩ ≠ 0 and if λ_0 satisfies one of the conditions below

(a) λ_0 is not regular (i.e., (β, λ_0) = 0 for some β ∈ Δ), (b) |I| > 2, then H^1(W, ⊕_{λ∈W λ0} Ze^λ) = 0, (iii) if ⟨c, λ_0⟩ = 0, and ⟨h_i, λ_0⟩ ⩾ 0 for all i ∈ I \ {0}, then

1 − e^{⟨h0,λ0⟩δ} : H^1(W, ⊕_{λ∈W λ0} Ze^λ) → H^1(W, ⊕_{λ∈W λ0} Ze^λ)

is the zero map.

12 MASAKI KASHIWARA AND MARK SHIMOZONO

Note that in (iii), we have W λ_0 + Z⟨h_0, λ_0⟩δ = W λ_0. Also note that, if 0 < |⟨c, λ_0⟩| < ⟨c, ρ⟩, then λ_0 is not regular. Together with H^1(W, Z) = 0, it is easy to see that Proposition 5.3 implies Theorem 5.2. The proof of Proposition 5.3 will be given in the next section.

Remark 5.4. If |I| = 2 and λ_0 is regular dominant, then H^1(W, ⨁ λ∈W λ_0 Ze^λ) ≃ Z.

6. Proof of Proposition 5.3

In this section, we shall prove Proposition 5.3.

6.1. Proof of Proposition 5.3 (i), (ii). In the case (ii), we may assume that ⟨c, λ_0⟩ > 0. In such a case, W λ_0 contains a dominant weight. Hence, in order to prove (i) and (ii), it is enough to show that

H^1(W_J , ⨁ λ∈W_J λ_0 Ze^λ) = 0

(6.1)

under the condition

if J ⊂ I and ⟨h_i, λ_0⟩ ⩾ 0 for any i ∈ J. Moreover, when J = I and |I| = 2, we assume further that λ_0 is not regular.

(6.2)

We shall show this by induction on the cardinality of J. If |J| ⩽ 1, then it is obvious. Assuming that |J| > 1, let us take i_0 ∈ J, and set J_0 = J \ {i_0}. Then (6.1) is true for J_0 by the induction hypothesis.

Assuming that (v_i)_{i∈J} with v_i ∈ ⨁ λ∈W_J λ_0 Ze^λ satisfies (i) and (ii) in Lemma 5.1, let

us show the existence of v ∈ ⨁ λ∈W_J λ_0 Ze^λ such that v_i = (1 − s_i)v. By the induction

hypothesis, there exists v^′ ∈ ⨁ λ∈W_J λ_0 Ze^λ such that v_i = (1 − s_i)v^′ for all i ∈ J_0.

Hence replacing v_i with v_i − (1 − s_i)v^′, we may assume from the beginning that v_i = 0 for all i ∈ J_0. On the other hand, since (1 + s_{i0} )v_{i0} = 0, there exists u_0 such that v_{i0} = (1 − s_{i0} )u_0. By (ii) in Lemma 5.1, we have ∑ w∈W_{{i0,j}} (−1)^{ℓ(w)}wu_0 = 0 if j ∈ J_0 and W_{{i0,j}} is a finite group.

(6.3)

It is enough to show the following:

there exists a decomposition u_0 = z_0 + z_1 where z_0, z_1 ∈ ⨁ λ∈W_J λ_0 Ze^λ and s_{i0} z_0 = z_0 and z_1 is W_{J0} -invariant.

(6.4)

Indeed, we then have v_{i0} = (1 − s_{i0} )u_0 = (1 − s_{i0} )z_1 and v_i = 0 = (1 − s_i)z_1 for i ∈ J_0.

We shall show (6.4) under the conditions (6.2) and (6.3). Let d: W_J λ_0 → Z_{⩾0} be the function given by d(λ) = ∑ i∈J m_i writing λ_0 − λ = ∑ i∈J m_iα_i (m_i ∈ Z_{⩾0}). Let us write u_0 = ∑ λ∈W_J λ_0 aλ e λ. Set supp(u_0) := {λ ∈ W_J λ_0 ; a_λ ≠ 0 }, and we argue by induction on d(u_0) := max {d(λ) ; λ ∈ supp(u_0) }. Then we argue by induction on the cardinality of supp^{max}(u_0) := {λ ∈ supp(u_0) ; d(λ) = d(u_0) }.

Let us take λ_1 ∈ supp^{max}(u_0). If ⟨h_{i0} , λ_1⟩ < 0, then d(s_{i0} λ_1) < d(λ_1) and, subtracting the s_{i0} -invariant a_{λ1} (e^{λ1} + e^{si}0^{λ1} ) from u_0, we can delete the term e^{λ1} in

EQUIVARIANT K-THEORY OF AFFINE FLAG MANIFOLDS 13

u_0. If ⟨h_{i0} , λ_1⟩ = 0, then subtracting the s_{i0} -invariant a_{λ1} e^{λ1} from u_0, we can delete the term e^{λ1} in u_0. Hence we can assume that ⟨h_{i0} , λ_1⟩ > 0.

Now assume that ⟨h_i, λ_1⟩ > 0 for some i ∈ J_0. Then λ_1 is regular dominant with respect to {i_0, i}. If I = {i_0, i}, then λ_1 = λ_0 and it contradicts the hypothesis that λ_0 is not regular. Hence I ≠ {i_0, i} and W_{{i0,i}} is a finite group. Therefore (6.3) implies that ∑ w∈W_{{i0,i}} (−1) ℓ(w)a wλ_1 = 0. For w ∈ W{i_0,i} \ {e}, we have awλ_1 = 0,

because d(wλ_1) > d(λ_1). Thus we obtain the contradiction a_{λ1} = 0.

We thus conclude ⟨h_i, λ_1⟩ ⩽ 0 for all i ∈ J_0. Hence d(λ) < d(λ_1) for all λ ∈ W_{J0} λ_1 \ {λ_1}. Then subtracting the W_{J0} -invariant a_{λ1} ( ∑ λ∈W_{J0} λ_1 e^λ ) from u_0, we can

erase the term e^{λ1} in u_0, and the induction proceeds. Note that W_{J0} is a finite group.

Thus we have proved (6.4) under the conditions (6.2) and (6.3).

6.2. Proof of Proposition 5.3 (iii). We may assume that ⟨h_0, λ_0⟩ < 0. Set I_0 = I \ {0}, and let W_0 be the subgroup of W generated by {s_i}_{i≠0}. Then W λ_0 ⊂ W_0λ_0 + Zδ. Hence, as in the proof of (ii), it is enough to show that if u_0 ∈ ⨁ λ∈W_0λ_0 Z[e^{±δ}]e^λ satisfies the condition ∑ w∈W_{{0,j}} (−1)^{ℓ(w)}wu_0 = 0 if j ∈ I_0 and W_{{0,j}} is a finite group,

(6.5)

then

there exists a decomposition (1 − e^{⟨h0,λ0⟩δ} )u_0 = z_0 + z_1 where z_0, z_1 ∈ ⨁ λ∈W_0λ_0 Z[e^{±δ}]e^λ and s_0z_0 = z_0 and z_1 is W_0-invariant.

(6.6)

Let us write u_0 = ∑ λ∈W_0λ_0 aλ e

λ with a_λ ∈ Z[e^{±δ}]. Let us set θ = δ−α_0 ∈^{(α0 ,α0)}_2 Δ^+.

Let s_θ be the reflection with respect to θ : s_θ(λ) = λ −^{2(θ,λ)}_{(θ,θ)} θ. Then s_θ belongs to W_0, and s_0λ_0 = s_θλ_0 − ⟨h_0, λ_0⟩δ. We have an s_0-invariant z_0 := e^{λ0} + e^{s0λ0} = e^{λ0} + e^{−⟨h0,λ0⟩δ} e^{sθ λ0} . Subtracting a constant multiple of z_0 from u_0, we may assume that a_{sθ λ0} vanishes. On the other hand, z_1 := ∑ λ∈W_0λ_0 e

λ is a W_0-invariant. Their linear combination e^{−⟨h0,λ0⟩δ}z_1 − z_0 has no term e^{sθ λ0} and the coefficient of e^{λ0} is e^{−⟨h0,λ0⟩δ} − 1. Hence subtracting a constant multiple of it from (1 − e^{⟨h0,λ0⟩δ} )u_0, we may assume that a_{λ0} and a_{sθ λ0} vanish. Let us set supp(u_0) = {λ ∈ W_0λ_0 ; a_λ ≠ 0 }. By subtracting an s_0-invariant from u_0, we may assume further that

⟨θ, λ⟩ = −⟨h_0, λ⟩ > 0 for any λ ∈ supp(u_0).

(6.7)

Hence we have reduced the problem to proving

if a_{λ0} = a_{sθ λ0} = 0 and if u_0 satisfies (6.5) and (6.7), then u_0 = 0.

(6.8)

If |I| is 2, it is obvious, since W_0λ_0 = {λ_0, s_θλ_0}. Let us assume |I| > 2. Hence W_{{0,i}} is a finite group for all i ∈ I_0.

For λ ∈ W_0λ_0, we set a_{λ+nδ} = e^{−nδ}a_λ, (6.9)

14 MASAKI KASHIWARA AND MARK SHIMOZONO

so that we have a_{λ+nδ} e^{λ+nδ} = a_λ e^λ. Then (6.5) reads as ∑ w∈W_{{0,i}} (−1)^{ℓ(w)}a_{wλ} = 0 for any λ ∈ W_0λ_0 + Zδ and i ∈ I_0.

(6.10)

Note that s_0λ = s_θλ − ⟨h_0, λ⟩δ and a_{s0λ} = e^{⟨h0,λ⟩δ} a_{sθ λ}. (6.11)

Sublemma 6.1. Let λ ∈ W_0λ_0. If k ∈ I_0 satisfies (α_0, α_k) = 0, then a_λ = a_{skλ}.

Proof. We may assume that ⟨h_0, λ⟩ < 0. Then, (6.7) implies that W_{{0,k}}λ ∩ ( supp(u_0) + Zδ ) ⊂ {λ, s_kλ}, and (6.10) implies the desired result. □ Set I_1 := {k ∈ I ; (α_0, α_k) = 0 } , and let W_1 be the subgroup of W generated by {s_k ; k ∈ I_1 }. Then Sublemma 6.1 implies that

a_λ = a_{wλ} for any w ∈ W_1.

(6.12)

Now we shall divide the proof into two cases: (A) there exists a 1 ∈ I_0 \ I_1 such that (α_1, α_1) ≠ (α_0, α_0), (B) for all i ∈ I_0 \ I_1, we have (α_i, α_i) = (α_0, α_0).

Case(A) In this case, I = {1} ⊔ I_1 and ⟨h_0, α_1⟩⟨h_1, α_0⟩ = 2 as seen by the classification of affine Dynkin diagrams. Note that {0, 1} is a Dynkin diagram of type C_2. Then θ := δ − α_0 = ∑ i≠0 aiαi satisfies ⟨h0, θ⟩ = −2, and hence we have

⟨h_0, α_1⟩a_1 = −2, which implies a_1 + ⟨h_1, α_0⟩ = 0. Since ⟨h_1, θ⟩ = −⟨h_1, α_0⟩, we have β := s_1θ = (a_1 + ⟨h_1, α_0⟩)α_1 + ∑ i∈I_1 aiαi = ∑ i∈I_1 aiαi. Hence β is a constant

multiple of a root in Δ ∩ ( ∑ i∈I_1 Zαi), and sβ belongs to W1. Assuming that u0

does not vanish, let us choose an element μ in supp(u_0), highest with respect to I_0 (i.e., maximal with respect to the ordering ⩾: μ ⩾ μ^′ if μ − μ^′ ∈ ∑ i∈I_0 Z⩾0αi). By (6.12), we have

⟨h_k, μ⟩ ⩾ 0 for any k ∈ I_1.

(6.13)

Let us show that ⟨h_1, μ⟩ ⩾ 0. Otherwise, μ is regular and anti-dominant with respect to {0, 1}. By (6.7), we have W_{{0,1}}μ ∩ (supp(u_0) + Zδ) ⊂ {μ, s_1μ, s_1s_0μ, s_1s_0s_1μ}. We have s_1μ > μ, and hence a_{s1μ} = 0. Since s_β = s_1s_θs_1, we have a_{s1sθ μ} = a_{sβ s1μ} = a_{s1μ} = 0 by (6.12). Hence we have a_{s1s0μ} = 0. Thus we obtain W_{{0,1}}μ∩(supp(u_0)+ Zδ) ⊂ {μ, , s_1s_0s_1μ}. Hence (6.10) implies that a_μ − a_{s1s0s1μ} = 0. On the other hand, we have a_{s1s0s1μ} = e^{⟨h0,s1μ⟩δ} a_{s1sθ s1μ} = e^{⟨h0,s1μ⟩δ}a_{sβ μ} = e^{⟨h0,s1μ⟩δ} a_μ. Hence (1 − e^{⟨h0,s1μ⟩δ})a_μ = 0. Since ⟨h_0, s_1μ⟩ = ⟨s_1h_0, μ⟩ < 0, we obtain a_μ = 0, which is a contradiction.

We thus conclude that ⟨h_1, μ⟩ ⩾ 0. Along with (6.13), μ ∈ W_0λ_0 is dominant with respect to I_0, and hence we conclude μ = λ_0, which contradicts a_{λ0} = 0.

Case(B) The proof in this case is similar to the one in Case(B), but slightly more complicated. In this case, |I_0 \I_1| is one or two by the classification of affine Dynkin diagrams. The case |I_0 \I_1| = 2 is exactly the case A^{(1)}n (n ⩾ 2). Set I_0 \I_1 = {i_1, i_2}

EQUIVARIANT K-THEORY OF AFFINE FLAG MANIFOLDS 15

(when |I_0 \ I_1| = 1, by convention i_1 = i_2). We have (α_0, α_i) = −1 for i ∈ I_0 \ I_1, θ := δ − α_0 is a root, and δ = α_0 + α_{i1} + α_{i2} + ∑ i∈I_1 a_iα_i, θ = α_{i1} + α_{i2} + ∑ i∈I_1 a_iα_i (when |I_0 \ I_1| = 1, δ = α_0 + 2α_{i1} + ∑ i∈I_1 aiαi). Let w ∈ W_1 be the longest element of W_1.

Sublemma 6.2. We have ws_{i1} θ = α_{i2} . Proof. We have s_{i1} θ = θ − α_{i1} = α_{i2} + ∑ i∈I_1 aiαi. Moreover, we have ⟨hk, si1 θ⟩ = − ⟨ h_k − ⟨h_k, α_{i1} ⟩h_{i1} , α_0 ⟩ ⩾ 0 for k ∈ I_1. Hence s_{i1} θ is dominant with respect to I_1.

Hence ws_{i1} θ is anti-dominant with respect to I_1: ⟨h_k, ws_{i1} θ⟩ ⩽ 0 for any k ∈ I_1. Write ws_{i1} θ = α_{i2} + β.

Since ws_{i1} θ is a root, β has the form β = ∑ i∈I_1 m_iα_i with m_i ∈ Z_{⩾0}.

Hence we have (β, ws_{i1} θ) ⩽ 0. On the other hand, (α_0, α_0) = (α_{i2} + β, α_{i2} + β) implies that (β, β) + 2(β, α_{i2} ) = 0. Hence we obtain (β, β) = 2(β, α_{i2} + β) ⩽ 0, which implies β = 0. □ As a corollary, we have ws_{i1} s_θs_{i1} w = s_{i2} and s_{i2} ws_{i1} s_θ = ws_{i1} .

(6.14) s_{i2} s_θws_{i1} s_θ = w

(6.15) Indeed, the last equality follows from (ws_{i2} s_θ)(ws_{i1} s_θ) = (s_{i1} ws_{i2} )(s_{i2} ws_{i1} ) = e.

Assuming that u_0 does not vanish, let us choose μ in supp(u_0), highest with respect to I_0. By (6.12), we have ⟨h_k, μ⟩ ⩾ 0 for any k ∈ I_1.

(6.16)

Let us show that ⟨h_{i1} , μ⟩ ⩾ 0. Assume the contrary: ⟨h_{i1} , μ⟩ < 0. Then μ is regular anti-dominant with respect to {0, i_1}. Since s_{i1} μ > μ, we have a_{si1 μ} = 0. (6.17) The property (6.7) implies that W_{{0,i1}}μ ∩ (supp(u_0) + Zδ) ⊂ {μ, s_{i1} μ, s_{i1} s_0μ}, and hence by (6.10), together with (6.17), we have a_μ + a_{si1 s0μ} = 0.

(6.18) Set μ_1 :=ws_{i1} s_θμ. Then we have (α_0, μ_1) = (α_0, s_{i1} s_0μ) = (s_0s_{i1} α_0, μ) = (α_{i1} , μ) < 0 and (α_{i2} , μ_1) = (s_{i1} wα_{i2} , s_θμ) = (θ, s_θμ) = −(θ, μ) < 0. Hence μ_1 is also regular anti-dominant with respect to {0, i_2}. By (6.7), we have W_{{0,i2}}μ_1 ∩ (supp(u_0) + Zδ) ⊂ {μ_1, s_{i2} μ_1, s_{i2} s_0μ}. Since s_{i2} μ_1 = s_{i2} ws_{i1} s_θμ = ws_{i1} μ by (6.14), we have a_{si2 μ1} = a_{wsi1 μ} = a_{si1 μ} = 0 by (6.17). Here we used (6.12) in the second equality. Hence we have W_{{0,i2}}μ_1 ∩ (supp(u_0) + Zδ) ⊂ {μ_1, s_{i2} s_0μ_1}, and (6.10) implies that a_{μ1} + a_{si2 s0μ1} = 0.

16 MASAKI KASHIWARA AND MARK SHIMOZONO

By (6.15), we have s_{i2} s_θμ_1 = s_{i2} s_θws_{i1} s_θμ = wμ, which implies a_{si2 sθ μ1} = a_μ by (6.12). By (6.9), we have a_{si2 s0μ1} = e^{⟨h0,μ1⟩}a_{si2 sθ μ1} = e^{⟨hi}1^{,μ⟩}a_μ, and a_{μ1} = a_{si1 sθμ} = e^{−⟨h0,μ⟩}a_{si1 s0μ}. Thus we obtain e^{⟨hi}1^{,μ⟩}a_μ + e^{−⟨h0,μ⟩}a_{si1 s0μ} = 0. Together with (6.19) and ⟨h_0, μ⟩ + ⟨h_{i1} , μ⟩ < 0, we conclude that a_μ = 0. It is a contradiction.

Hence we have obtained ⟨h_{i1} , μ⟩ ⩾ 0. Similarly we have ⟨h_{i2} , μ⟩ ⩾ 0. Thus μ is dominant with respect to I_0, and hence μ = λ_0, which is a contradiction.

7. Proof of Proposition 4.5 In this section we shall prove Proposition 4.5 as an application of Theorem 5.2.

Corollary 3.3 implies that for any w ∈ W we have

p^∗_i p_{i∗}([O_{Xw} ]) = { [O_{Xwsi} ] if ws_i < w, [O_{Xw} ] if ws_i > w.

(7.1)

Lemma 7.1. Let J ⊂ I. If A ∈ R ⊗_{Z[e}±δ_] K_B (X) satisfies the conditions:

(i) p^∗_i p_{i∗}A = 0 for all i ∈ J, (ii) p^∗_i p_{i∗}A = A for all i ∈ I \ J, (iii) i^∗_eA = 0, then A = 0.

Proof. Write A = ∑ w∈W a_w[O_{Xw} ] (infinite sum). Then the condition (iii) implies that a_e = 0. Let us show a_w = 0 by induction on ℓ(w).

By (7.1), we have p^∗_i p_{i∗}A = ∑ x∈W, xs_i>x (a_x + a_{xsi} )[O_{Xx} ].

If xs_i < x for some i ∈ I \ J, then (ii) implies a_x = 0. The condition (i) implies that a_x + a_{xsi} = 0 for any x and i ∈ J.

Let us take i such that ws_i < w. If i /∈ J, then a_w = 0. If i ∈ J, then the induction hypothesis implies that a_w = −a_{wsi} vanishes. □ Let us recall that we have a monomorphism (Corollary 4.3): β : R ⊗_{Z[e}±δ_] K_B(pt) ⊗_{Z[P} W_] Z[P ] ↣ R ⊗_{Z[e}±δ_] K_B (X).

Let us also recall 1 ⊗ D_i ∈ End(R ⊗_{Z[e}±δ_] K_B (pt) ⊗_{Z[P} W_] Z[P ]) which acts on the last factor Z[P ] as in (2.4). Then, we have a commutative diagram (for ξ see (4.4)):

R ⊗_{Z[e}±δ_] Z[P ] �^ξ � D_i � R ⊗_{Z[e}±δ_] K_B(pt) ⊗_{Z[P} W_] Z[P ] �^β � 1⊗D_i � R ⊗_{Z[e}±δ_] K_B(X) p^∗_i p_{i∗} � R ⊗_{Z[e}±δ_] Z[P ] �^ξ � R ⊗_{Z[e}±δ_] K_B(pt) ⊗_{Z[P} W_] Z[P ] �^β � R ⊗_{Z[e}±δ_] K_B (X).

Let j_w : R ⊗_{Z[e}±δ_] Z[P ] → R ⊗_{Z[e}±δ_] Z[Q] be the homomorphism given by

j_w(e^{λ+α}) = e^{w(λ+α)−λ} for λ ∈ L and α ∈ Q.

(7.2)

EQUIVARIANT K-THEORY OF AFFINE FLAG MANIFOLDS 17

Then we have a commutative diagram

R ⊗_{Z[e}±δ_] Z[P ] j_w �

�^ξ � R ⊗_{Z[e±δ ]} K_B(pt) ⊗_{Z[P W ]} Z[P ] i^∗_w ∘β � R ⊗_{Z[e}±δ_] Z[Q] � � � R ⊗_{Z[e}±δ_] Z[P ].

(7.3)

We have i^∗_e[O_{Xw} ] = 0 for w ≠ e.

Hence in order to prove Proposition 4.5, it is enough to construct G_w ∈ R ⊗_{Z[e}±δ_] Z[P ]_{[0,−κ}∗_) which satisfies

(i) G_e = 1,

(ii) D_i(G_w) = { G_{wsi} if ws_i < w, G_w if ws_i > w, for w ≠ e,

(iii) j_e(G_w) = 0 for w ≠ e.

(7.4)

Then Lemma 7.1 guarantees that β ∘ ξ(G_w) = [O_{Xw} ]. Hence G_w is the affine Grothendieck polynomial.

We shall construct such G_w’s by induction on ℓ(w). Assuming that G_x ∈ R⊗_{Z[e}±δ_] Z[P ]_{[0,−κ}∗_) has been constructed for x < w satisfying (7.4), let us construct G_w. Note that G_x is s_i-invariant if xs_i > x, x < w, and D_iG_x = G_{xsi} if xs_i < x < w.

Let us set J = {i ∈ I ; ws_i < w }, and ρ_J := ∑ i∈J Λ_i. Set B = e^{ρJ} G_w. We have

D_i ∘ e^{−ρJ} = e^{−ρJ} (1 − e^{−αi} )^{−1} ∘ (1 − s_i) for i ∈ J, (D_i − 1) ∘ e^{−ρJ} = e^{−ρJ −αi} (1 − e^{−αi} )^{−1} ∘ (1 − s_i) for i ∈ I \ J.

(7.5)

Hence the condition (7.4) (ii) reads as

(1 − s_i)B = { e^{ρJ} (1 − e^{−αi} )G_{wsi} if i ∈ J, 0 otherwise.

(7.6)

Assume that this equation is solved with B ∈ R ⊗_{Z[e±δ ]} ( ⊕ ⟨c,ρ_J ⟩⩾⟨c,λ⟩>⟨c,ρ_J −ρ⟩ Ze^λ ) . (7.7)

Set C = j_e(B) ∈ R ⊗_{Z[e}±δ_] Z[Q]. Then η(C) (see (4.2)) belongs to R ⊗_{Z[e}±δ_] Z[P^W ] and satisfies j_e(η(C)) = C. Therefore, G_w := e^{−ρJ} (B − η(C)) belongs to R ⊗_{Z[e±δ ]} ( ⊕ 0⩾⟨c,λ⟩>−⟨c,ρ⟩ Ze^λ ) and satisfies all the conditions in (7.4).

Thus we reduced the problem to solving the equation (7.6) with (7.7).

In order to solve (7.6) with (7.7), let us apply Theorem 5.2 (ii). Note that e^{ρJ} (1 − e^{−αi} )G_{wsi} ∈ R ⊗_{Z[e±δ ]} ( ⊕ ⟨c,ρ_J ⟩⩾⟨c,λ⟩>⟨c,ρ_J −ρ⟩ Ze^λ ) . Since J ≠ I, we have ⟨c, ρ⟩ > ⟨c, ρ_J ⟩ and ⟨c, ρ_J − ρ⟩ ⩾ −⟨c, ρ⟩. Hence, by Theorem 5.2 (ii), it is enough to show

18 MASAKI KASHIWARA AND MARK SHIMOZONO

the compatibility conditions (i) and (ii) in Lemma 5.1: namely

(i) (1 + s_i)e^{ρJ} (1 − e^{−αi} )G_{wsi} = 0 for all i ∈ J, (ii) if i, j ∈ J, then ∑ x∈W_{{i,j}}, xs_i>x (−1)^{ℓ(x)}xe^{ρJ} (1 − e^{−αi} )G_{wsi} = ∑ x∈W_{{i,j}}, xs_j >x (−1)^{ℓ(x)}xe^{ρJ} (1 − e^{−αj} )G_{wsj} ,

(iii) if i ∈ J, j ∈ I \ J and W_{{i,j}} is a finite group, then ∑ x∈W_{{i,j}}, xs_i>x (−1)^{ℓ(x)}xe^{ρJ} (1 − e^{−αi} )G_{wsi} = 0.

(7.8)

Proof of (7.8) (i) This follows from the fact that G_{wsi} is s_i-invariant, which implies that e^{ρJ} (1 − e^{−αi} )G_{wsi} = (1 − s_i)(e^{ρJ} G_{wsi} ).

In order to prove (7.8) (ii), (iii), let us recall the following well-known results on Demazure operators. For x ∈ W , D_{i1} · · · D_{im} does not depend on the choice of reduced expressions x = s_{i1} · · · s_{im} . We denote it by D_x. We have D_xD_i = D_x if xs_i < x. Proof of (7.8) (ii) Since ws_i < w and ws_j < w, w is the longest element in wW_{{i,j}}. Let w_1 be the shortest element of wW_{{i,j}}, and w_0 the longest element of W_{{i,j}}. Hence w = w_1w_0. Let Δ^+_{{i,j}} = Δ^+ ∩ (Zα_i + Zα_j), and D = ∏ α∈Δ^+_{{i,j}} (1 − e −α). Then we have (see e.g. [1, 8])

D_{w0} = e^{−ρJ} D^{−1} ∑ x∈W_{{i,j}} (−1)^{ℓ(x)}x ∘ e^{ρJ} .

Since D_{w0} G_{wsi} = G_{w1} = D_{w0} G_{wsj} , we have ∑ x∈W_{{i,j}} (−1)^{ℓ(x)}xe^{ρJ} G_{wsi} = ∑ x∈W_{{i,j}} (−1)^{ℓ(x)}xe^{ρJ} G_{wsj} . It remains to remark that ∑ x∈W_{{i,j}} (−1)^{ℓ(x)}xe^{ρJ} G_{wsi} = ∑ x∈W_{{i,j}}, xs_i>x (−1)^{ℓ(x)}x(1 − s_i)e^{ρJ} G_{wsi} = ∑ x∈W_{{i,j}}, xs_i>x (−1)^{ℓ(x)}xe^{ρJ} (1 − e^{−αi} )G_{wsi} .

Proof of (7.8) (iii) Let w_0 be the longest element of W_{{i,j}}, and let w_1 be the shortest element of wW_{{i,j}}. Hence w_1w_0 is the longest element of wW_{{i,j}}.

It is enough to show that ∑ x∈W_{{i,j}}, xs_i>x (−1)^{ℓ(x)}xe^{Λi} (1 − e^{−αi} )G_{wsi} = 0.

Since e^{Λi} (1 − e^{−αi} )G_{wsi} = (1 − s_i)e^{Λi} G_{wsi} , it is enough to show ∑ x∈W_{{i,j}} (−1)^{ℓ(x)}xe^{Λi} G_{wsi} = 0.

(7.9)

EQUIVARIANT K-THEORY OF AFFINE FLAG MANIFOLDS 19

Since ws_j > w > ws_i, we have D_{w0sj} G_{wsi} = G_{w1} = D_{w0} G_{wsi} . Hence we have (D_{w0sj} − D_{w0} )G_{wsi} = 0. Setting K = (D_{w0sj} − D_{w0} ) ∘ e^{−Λi} , we obtain K e^{Λi} G_{wsi} = 0.

(7.10) Since K = (D_{w0sj} − D_{w0} ) ∘ D_i ∘ e^{−Λi} and D_i ∘ e^{−Λi} = e^{−Λi} (1 − e^{−αi} )^{−1}(1 − s_i), we have K ∘ (1 + s_i) = 0.

(7.11) On the other hand, we have K ∘ D_j = (D_{w0sj} − D_{w0} ) ∘ D_j ∘ e^{−Λi} = 0. Since D_j = (1 + s_j) ∘ (1 − e^{−αj} )^{−1}, we have 0 = K ∘ (1 + s_j) ∘ (1 − e^{−αj} )^{−1}, which implies K ∘ (1 + s_j ) = 0. Together with (7.11), K can be written as K = ψ ∘ E for some ψ in the quotient field of Z[P ]. Here, E = ∑ x∈W_{{i,j}} (−1) ℓ(x)x. Since K ≠ 0, ψ does

not vanish and (7.10) implies the desired result Ee^{Λi} G_{wsi} = 0.

This completes the proof of (7.8).

8. Global cohomology character formulas The affine Grothendieck polynomials give the character formula for the cohomologies of O_{Xw} (μ) := O_{Xw} ⊗ O_X (μ) under certain conditions on μ ∈ P .

For w ∈ W , the B-orbit^∘X_w is contained in a T -stable open affine set V_w := wBx_0 as a closed subset. As a scheme with T -action, V_w is isomorphic to the group scheme wU whose Lie algebra is ⨁ α∈wΔ^+ g_α. We have a commutative diagram ∘ X w^∼� � �

∏ α∈Δ^+∩wΔ^+ gα � � � V_w^∼ ∏ α∈wΔ^+ gα. Let Coh_T (O_{Vw} ) be the abelian category of coherent T -equivariant O_{Vw} -modules. Lemma 8.1. Any F ∈ Coh_T (O_{Vw} ) admits a free resolution in Coh_T (O_{Vw} ): 0 → F_n ⊗ O_{Vw} → · · · → F_1 ⊗ O_{Vw} → F_0 ⊗ O_{Vw} → F → 0, (8.1) where F_k are finite-dimensional T -modules.

Proof. Set E = ⊕_{α∈wΔ}+ (g_α)^∗. Then V_w is isomorphic to Spec(S(E)). Hence, there exists a finite-dimensional T -stable subspace E^′ ⊂ E such that F is the pull back of a coherent T -equivariant sheaf on Spec(S(E^′)) by the faithfully flat projection Spec(S(E)) → Spec(S(E^′)). Hence the assertion is a consequence of the following well-known lemma. □ Lemma 8.2. Let E be a finite-dimensional T -module whose weights are contained in {λ ∈ P ; ⟨h, λ⟩ > 0 } for some h ∈ P^∗. Then for any T -equivariant O_E-module F , there exists a free resolution of F in Coh_T (O_E): 0 → F_n ⊗ O_E → · · · → F_1 ⊗ O_E → F_0 ⊗ O_E → F → 0, where F_k are finite-dimensional T -modules.

20 MASAKI KASHIWARA AND MARK SHIMOZONO

For a locally closed subset S of a topological space Z, we denote by H^k_S (Z; • ) the k-th relative cohomology, and by H^k_S ( • ) the k-th local cohomology (see e.g. [2, 5]). The following results are proved in [4]. Lemma 8.3. For w ∈ W and μ ∈ P , we have

(i) H^k_{∘Xw} (X; O_X (μ)) = 0 for k ≠ ℓ(w), (ii) H^{ℓ(w)}_{∘Xw} (X; O_X (μ)) is isomorphic to the dual Verma module with highest weight w(μ + ρ) − ρ, and ch ( H^{ℓ(w)}_{∘Xw} (X; O_X (μ)) ) = e^{w(μ+ρ)−ρ} ∏ α∈Δ^+ (1 − e

−α)^{dim gα} . Here, for a T -module M such that its weight space M_λ of weight λ is finitedimensional for any λ ∈ P , we set ch(M) = ∑ λ∈P (dim M_λ) e^λ.

(8.2)

Lemma 8.4. For any w ∈ W and any coherent T -equivariant O_{Vw} -module F , we have

(i) H^k_{∘Xw} (V_w; F ) = 0 for k > ℓ(w), (ii) For any ξ ∈ P , dim H^k_{∘Xw} (V_w; F )_ξ < ∞, (iii) there exists a finite subset S of P such that the set of weights of H^k_{∘Xw} (V_w; F ) is contained in S + Q_−, where Q_− := ∑ i Z_{⩽0}α_i, (iv) ∑ k (−1)^k ch(H^k_{∘Xw} (V_w; F )) = (−1)^{ℓ(w)} ch(H^{ℓ(w)}_{∘Xw} (X; O_X ))· (∑ k (−1)^k ch(L_ki^∗_wF ) ) . Proof. Since^∘X_w is a closed subscheme of the affine scheme V_w defined as the intersection of the zero loci of f_i (1 ⩽ i ⩽ ℓ(w)) for some f_i ∈ O_{Vw} (V_w), we obtain (i).

Let us prove the other statements. Let us take a free resolution as in (8.1). Then H^k_{∘Xw} (V_w; F ) is the cohomology group of F_• ⊗ H^{ℓ(w)}_{∘Xw} (V_w; O_X ). Hence the results follow from the corresponding fact for H^k_{∘Xw} (V_w; O_X ) in Lemma 8.3 and ∑ k (−1)^k ch(L_ki^∗_wF ) = ∑ k (−1)^k ch(F_k). □

By this lemma, we obtain the following result.

Proposition 8.5. (i) For w ∈ W and a B-stable quasi-compact open subset Ω of X such that^∘X_w ⊂ Ω, we have homomorphisms K_B (X) −−−→ K_B(Ω) −−−→ ∏ λ∈P Z e^λ (8.3)

given by [F ] →^∞ ∑ k=0 (−1)^k ch ( H^k∘_{Xw} (Ω; F ) ) . (ii) ∑ k (−1)^k ch(H^k_{∘Xw} (X; F )) = (−1)^{ℓ(w)} ch(H^{ℓ(w)}_{∘Xw} (X; O_X )) · ch(i^∗_w([F ])) for any F ∈ Coh_B (O_X ).

EQUIVARIANT K-THEORY OF AFFINE FLAG MANIFOLDS 21

Lemma 8.6. Let w, x ∈ W and μ ∈ P . Then, we have

H^k_{∘Xx} (O_{Xw} ) = 0 and H^k_{∘Xx} (X; O_{Xw} (μ)) = 0 unless x ⩾ w and k = ℓ(x) − ℓ(w).

Proof. We may assume that X_x ⊂ X_w. Set ω_{Xw} = E xt^{ℓ(w)}_{OX} (O_{Xw} , O_X ). Since O_{Xw} is Cohen-Macaulay by Proposition 3.4, we have O_{Xw} = RHom_{OX} (ω_{Xw} , O_X )[ℓ(w)], and H^k∘_{Xx} (O_{Xw} ) = E xt^{k+ℓ(w)−ℓ(x)} O_X ( ω_{Xw} , H^{ℓ(x)}_{∘Xx} (O_X ) ) . Let ξ be a generic point of^∘X_x. Since H^{ℓ(x)}_{∘Xx} (O_X )_ξ is an injective (O_X )_ξ-module (see [2]), H^k_{∘Xx} (O_{Xw} )_ξ = 0 for k ≠ ℓ(x) − ℓ(w). Since H^k_{∘Xx} (O_{Xw} ) is a quasi-coherent B-equivariant O_X -module and^∘X_x is a B-orbit, H^k_{∘Xx} (O_{Xw} )|_{Vw} = 0. Let j : V_w → X be the inclusion. Since j is affine, H^k_{∘Xx} (O_{Xw} ) = j_∗j^{−1}H^k_{∘Xx} (O_{Xw} ) = 0 for k ≠ ℓ(x) − ℓ(w). Since^∘X_x is affine, H^k_{∘Xx} (X; O_{Xw} (μ)) = Γ(^∘X_x; H^k_{∘Xx} (O_{Xw} (μ))) = 0 for k ≠ ℓ(x) − ℓ(w). □ Note that Lemmas 8.1–8.6 still hold for any symmetrizable Kac-Moody Lie algebra g. Now we shall use the fact that g is affine. Lemma 8.7. For w ∈ W , let us write G_w = ∑ (λ,α)∈L×Q a_{λ,α} e^{λ+α} with a_{λ,α} ∈ R. (8.4)

Then ch ( H^{ℓ(x)−ℓ(w)} ∘ Xx (X; O_{Xw} (μ)) ) = (−1)^{ℓ(w)} e^{x(μ+ρ)−ρ}j_x(G_w) ∏ α∈Δ^+ (1 − e

−α)^{dim gα}

= (−1)^{ℓ(w)} ∑ (λ,α)∈L×Q a_{λ,α} e^{x(μ+λ+α+ρ)−λ−ρ} ∏ α∈Δ^+ (1 − e

−α)^{dim gα} . Proof. By Lemma 8.3 and Proposition 8.5, we have (−1)^{ℓ(x)−ℓ(w)} ch(H^{ℓ(x)−ℓ(w)}_{∘Xx} (X; O_{Xw} (μ))) = ∑ k (−1)^k ch(H^k∘_{Xx} (X; O_{Xw} (μ))) = ∑ k (−1)^k ∑ (λ,α)∈L×Q a_{λ,α} e^{−λ} ch ( H^k∘_{Xx} (X; O_X (μ + λ + α)) )

= (−1)^{ℓ(x)} ∑ (λ,α)∈L×Q a_{λ,α} e^{−λ} ch ( H^{ℓ(x)}_{∘Xx} (X; O_X (μ + λ + α)) ) , which implies the desired result. □ For ℓ ∈ Z_{⩾0}, let (X_w)_ℓ = ∪_xX_x where x ranges over the elements of W such that x ⩾ w and ℓ(x) ⩾ ℓ(w) + ℓ. Then {(X_w)_ℓ}_{ℓ∈Z⩾0} is a decreasing sequence of B-stable

22 MASAKI KASHIWARA AND MARK SHIMOZONO

closed subsets of X_w. Moreover, (X_w)_ℓ \ (X_w)_{ℓ+1} is a disjoint union of^∘X_x where x ranges over the elements of W such that

x ⩾ w and ℓ(x) = ℓ(w) + ℓ.

(8.5)

By Lemma 8.6, we have

H^k_{(Xw )ℓ\(Xw )ℓ+1} (X; O_{Xw} (μ)) = 0 for k ≠ ℓ,

because it is the direct sum of H^k_{∘Xx} (X; O_{Xw} (μ)) where x ∈ W ranges over the

elements satisfying (8.5). Hence, by a general argument (see [2, 8]), H^k(X; O_{Xw} (μ)) is the k-th cohomology group of

H^0_{Xw \(Xw )1} (X; O_{Xw} (μ)) → H^1_{(Xw )1\(Xw )2} (X; O_{Xw} (μ)) → H^2_{(Xw )2\(Xw )3} (X; O_{Xw} (μ)) → · · · . (8.6)

Corollary 8.8. Let μ ∈ P and w ∈ W . Assume that ⟨c, μ⟩ ⩾ 0. Then, for any ξ ∈ P , ∑ k dim H^k(X; O_{Xw} (μ))_ξ is finite.

Proof. Let us set d(α) = ∑ i m_i for α = ∑ i m_iα_i ∈ Q. With the notation as in (8.4), if a_{λ,α} ≠ 0, then ⟨c, λ + α + ρ⟩ > 0 by Proposition 4.5. Hence, we have ⟨c, μ + λ + α + ρ⟩ > 0. Therefore, for any integer n, there are only finitely many x ∈ W such that d ( μ + λ + α + ρ − x(μ + λ + α + ρ) ) < n. Hence, ∑ x∈W dim H^{ℓ(x)−ℓ(w)} ∘ Xx (X; O_{Xw} (μ))_ξ is finite by Lemma 8.7. Since H^k(X; O_{Xw} (μ)) is

a subquotient of ⨁ x∈W, ℓ(x)=k+ℓ(w) H^k_{∘Xx} (X; O_{Xw} (μ)), we obtain the desired result. □

Thus we obtain the following proposition.

Proposition 8.9. Let w ∈ W and μ ∈ P . Assume that ⟨c, μ⟩ ⩾ 0. Then we have, with the notation (8.4), ∑ k (−1)^k ch ( H^k(X; O_{Xw} (μ)) ) = ∑ (λ,α)∈L×Q a_{λ,α} e^{−λ}χ_{μ+λ+α}, (8.7)

where χ_μ = ∑ x∈W (−1)^{ℓ(x)} e^{x(μ+ρ)−ρ} ∏ α∈Δ^+ (1 − e

−α)^{dim gα} . Note that ∑ k(−1)^k ch ( H^k(X; O_{Xw} (μ)) ) has a sense by Corollary 8.8.

Proof. We have ∑ k (−1)^k ch ( H^k(X; O_{Xw} (μ)) ) = ∑ k (−1)^k ch ( H^k_{(Xw )k \(Xw )k+1} (X; O_{Xw} (μ)) )

= ∑ x∈W (−1)^{ℓ(x)−ℓ(w)} ch ( H^{ℓ(x)−ℓ(w)} ∘ Xx (X; O_{Xw} (μ)) ) , and Lemma 8.7 implies the desired result. □

Conjecture 8.10. We conjecture that, if μ is dominant, then H^k(X; O_{Xw} (μ)) = 0 for k ≠ 0 and

Γ(X; O_X (μ)) → Γ(X; O_{Xw} (μ))

(8.8)

EQUIVARIANT K-THEORY OF AFFINE FLAG MANIFOLDS 23

is surjective.

Note that Γ(X; O_X (μ)) is isomorphic to the irreducible g-module V (μ) with highest weight μ, and the kernel N of (8.8) is equal to {v ∈ V (μ) ; U(b)v ∩ V (μ)_{wμ} = 0 }. The module V (μ) has a non-degenerate symmetric bilinear form with respect to which the e_i’s and the f_i’s are adjoint to each other, and N is orthogonal to U(b_−)u_{wμ}. Here u_{wμ} is a non-zero vector in the one-dimensional weight space V (μ)_{wμ}. Hence if the conjecture is true, ⨁ ξ∈P ( Γ(X; O_{Xw} (μ))_ξ )_∗ is isomorphic to

U(b_−)u_{wμ} ⊂ V (μ). By Proposition 8.9, Conjecture 8.10 implies

ch(U(b_−)u_{wμ}) = ∑ (λ,α)∈L×Q a_{λ,α} e^{−λ}χ_{μ+λ+α} for any dominant integral weight μ.

(8.9)

9. Equivariant cohomology

Theorem 4.4 implies a similar result on the equivariant cohomology of affine flag manifolds. For a B-stable quasi-compact open subset Ω of X, the equivariant cohomology H^∗_B (Ω, C ) is a free module over the ring H^∗_B(pt, C ) ≃ C [t ] = S(t^∗) generated by the B-equivariant cohomology classes [X_w] (^∘X_w ⊂ Ω). For any k, H^k_B (X, C ) ≃ H^k_B(Ω, C ) if Ω is large enough (if 2 codim(X \ Ω) > k + 1). Hence we have

H^∗_B (X, C ) = ⨁ w∈W H^∗_B (pt, C )[X_w ].

We have a homomorphism S(t^∗) → H^∗_B (X, C ) by P ∋ λ → c_2(O_X (λ)) ∈ H^2_B(X, C ), where c_2 is the second Chern class. It induces an H^∗_B(pt)-linear homomorphism

H^∗_B (pt) ⊗_{S(}t ∗_{)W} S(t^∗) → H^∗_B(X, C ).

Let us write ^H^∗_B (X, C ) = ∏ k H^k_B (X, C ). The equivariant Chern character defines a homomorphism

ch_B : K_B (X) → ^H^∗_B(X, C ).

Hence we have a commutative diagram

K_B (pt) ⊗ Z[P ] �

exp ⊗ exp � K_B (X)

ch_B � ^H ∗_B(pt, C ) ⊗ ^S(t∗) � ^H ∗_B (X, C ) where ^S(t^∗) = ∏ n S^n(t^∗) and exp : Z[P ] → ^S(t^∗) is given by P ∋ λ → ∑ n λ^n/n! ∈ ^S(t ∗). Since the component of ch_B (O_{Xw} ) of degree 2ℓ(w) coincides with [X_w], we can translate Theorem 4.4 as follows.

Theorem 9.1. C [δ, δ^{−1} ] ⊗_{C [δ]} H^∗_B (pt, C ) ⊗_{S(}t ∗_)W S(t^∗) ∼−→ C [δ, δ^{−1} ] ⊗_{C [δ]} H^∗_B(X, C ).

24 MASAKI KASHIWARA AND MARK SHIMOZONO

Note that S(t^∗)^W ≃ S(t^{∗W} )[Δ], where Δ is the Casimir operator Δ = ∑ i∈I 1 (α_i, α_i)

Λ_i · α_i − ∑ i,j∈I (α_i, α_j) (α_i, α_i)(α_j , α_j)

Λ_i · Λ_j = 1 2 ∑ i∈I 1 (α_i, α_i)

Λ_i · ( α_i + η(α_i) ) . Remark 9.2. The absolute K-group K(X) is similarly defined. It is isomorphic to ∏ w∈W Z[O_{Xw} ] and there is a Borel map Z[P ] → K(X). However, Theorem 4.4 gives no information on this map because 1 − e^{nδ} vanishes in K(X).

10. Examples of affine Grothendieck polynomials It is easy to verify directly that G_{si} = 1 − e^{−Λi} for all i ∈ I.

Indeed, we have an exact sequence in Coh_B (O_X ): 0 → C_{Λi} ⊗ O_X (−Λ_i) → O_X → O_{Xsi} → 0, where C_{Λi} is the one-dimensional B-module with weight Λ_i.

Slightly more generally, if {s_j ; j ∈ J } is a collection of mutually commuting simple reflections for some J ⊂ I, then G^∏_{j∈J sj} = ∏ j∈J (1 − e^{−Λj} ).

The proof of the existence of the elements G_w given in this paper yields an algorithm to compute them. We have implemented this algorithm and used it to provide the examples below, using the notation q = e^δ and E^λ = ∑ μ∈W_{I\{0}}·λ e μ for the sum of the exponentials of the weights in the orbit of the element λ ∈ P under the Weyl group W_{I\{0}} of the classical subalgebra. Usually λ is taken to be anti-dominant with respect to W_{I\{0}}. We write only the subscripts of the simple reflections to indicate Weyl group elements, so that G_{10} means G_{s1s0} , for example. For A^{(1)}_{n−1} (n ⩾ 2) (I = Z/nZ = {0, 1, . . . , n − 1}):

G_{10} = 1 + ( 1 − q )_{−1}{ qE^{−Λ0} − E^{−Λ1} + n−1∑ k=1 E^{−Λ1−Λk+Λk+1+α1+···+αk} }. For A^{(1)}_1 :

G_{010} = 1 + (( 1 − q )( 1 − q^2 ))_{−1}{ −(1 + q)(1 + q^2)E^{−Λ0} − qE^{−Λ0−α1} − q^2E^{Λ0−2Λ1+α1} + (q + q^2)E^{−Λ1} + (q + q^2)E^{−2Λ0+Λ1} − q^2E^{−3Λ0+2Λ1−α1} } , G_{1010} = 1 + ((1 − q)(1 − q^2)(1 − q^3))^{−1} { q(1 + q + q^2)(1 + q + q^3)E^{−Λ0} + (q^2 + q^3 + q^4)E^{−Λ0−α1} + q^2E^{3Λ0−4Λ1+2α1} − (q + q^2 + q^3)E^{2Λ0−3Λ1+α1} + (q + q^2 + q^3)E^{Λ0−2Λ1} + (1 + q + q^2)(1 + q + q^3)E^{Λ0−2Λ1+α1} − (1 + q + q^2)(1 + q^2 + q^3)E^{−Λ1} − q^2E^{−Λ1−α1} − (q^3 + q^4 + q^5)E^{−2Λ0+Λ1} + q^5E^{−3Λ0+2Λ1−α1} } ,

EQUIVARIANT K-THEORY OF AFFINE FLAG MANIFOLDS 25

G_{01010} = 1 + ((1 − q)(1 − q^2)(1 − q^3)(1 − q^4))^{−1} { − (1 + q^2)(1 + q + q^2)(1 + q^2 + 2q^3 + q^4 + q^6)E^{−Λ0} − q^4E^{−Λ0−2α1} − q(1 + q)(1 + q^2)(1 + q^2 + q^3 + q^4)E^{−Λ0−α1} − q^6E^{3Λ0−4Λ1+2α1} + q^4(1 + q)(1 + q^2)E^{2Λ0−3Λ1+α1} − q^3(1 + q^2)(1 + q + q^2)E^{Λ0−2Λ1} − q^2(1 + q)(1 + q^2)(1 + q + q^2 + q^4)E^{Λ0−2Λ1+α1} + q(1 + q)^2(1 + q^2)(1 + q^2 + q^4)E^{−Λ1} + q^3(1 + q)(1 + q^2)E^{−Λ1−α1} + q(1 + q)^2(1 + q^2)(1 + q^2 + q^4)E^{−2Λ0+Λ1} + q^3(1 + q)(1 + q^2)E^{−2Λ0+Λ1−2α1} − q^3(1 + q^2)(1 + q + q^2)E^{−3Λ0+2Λ1} − q^2(1 + q)(1 + q^2)(1 + q + q^2 + q^4)E^{−3Λ0+2Λ1−α1} + q^4(1 + q)(1 + q^2)E^{−4Λ0+3Λ1−2α1} − q^6E^{−5Λ0+4Λ1−2α1} } . For A^{(1)}_2 :

G_{010} = 1 − e^{−Λ0−Λ1} + ( 1 − q )_{−1}{ −qe^{−Λ0} (e^{−α1} + e^{−α1−α2} ) − e^{−Λ1} (e^{α1} + e^{α1+α2} ) + e^{Λ0−Λ1−Λ2+α1+α2} + qe^{−Λ0+Λ1−Λ2−α1} + qe^{−2Λ0+Λ2−α1−α2} + e^{−2Λ1+Λ2+α1} } , G_{210} = 1 + ((1 − q)(1 − q^2))^{−1} { −(q^2 + q^3)E^{−Λ0} + (q + q^2)E^{−Λ1} − E^{2Λ0−3Λ2+α1+2α2} + (1 + q)E^{Λ0−2Λ2+α2} − (q + q^2)E^{Λ1−2Λ2+α2} − (1 + q)E^{−Λ2} − qE^{−Λ2−α1} − (q + q^2)E^{Λ0−Λ1−Λ2+α1+α2} + (q + q^2)E^{−Λ0+Λ1−Λ2−α1} − q^2E^{−2Λ0+2Λ1−Λ2−α1} − q^2E^{−2Λ1+Λ2+α1} } , G_{1210} = 1 + q^{−1}E^{−Λ1−Λ2+α1+α2} + ((1 − q)(1 − q^2))^{−1} { −(1 + q + q^2 + q^3)E^{−Λ0} − E^{2Λ0−3Λ1+2α1+α2} + (1 + q)E^{Λ0−2Λ1+α1} − qE^{−Λ1−α2−α3} − E^{2Λ0−3Λ2+α1+2α2} + (1 + q)E^{Λ0−2Λ2+α2} − (1 + q + q^2)E^{Λ1−2Λ2+α2} − qE^{−Λ2−α1} − q^{−1}(1 + q + q^2 + q^3)E^{Λ0−Λ1−Λ2+α1+α2} + (q + q^2)E^{−Λ0+Λ1−Λ2−α1} − q^2E^{−2Λ0+2Λ1−Λ2−α1} − (1 + q + q^2)E^{−2Λ1+Λ2+α1} + (q + q^2)E^{−Λ0−Λ1+Λ2−α2−α3} − q^2E^{−2Λ0−Λ1+2Λ2−α1−2α2−α3} } . For A^{(1)}_3 :

G_{210} = 1 + ((1 − q)(1 − q^2))^{−1} { −(q^2 + q^3)E^{−Λ0} + (q + q^2)E^{−Λ1} − (1 + q)E^{Λ0−2Λ2+α1+2α2+α3} − (1 + q)E^{−Λ2} − qE^{−Λ2−α1} + (q + q^2)E^{−Λ0+Λ1−Λ2−α1} − q^2E^{−2Λ0+2Λ1−Λ2−α1} − q^2E^{−2Λ1−Λ2+α1} − E^{2Λ0−Λ2−2Λ3+α1+2α2+2α3} − (q + q^2)E^{Λ0−Λ1−Λ3+α1+α2+α3} + (1 + q)E^{Λ0−Λ2−Λ3+α2+α3} − (q + q^2)E^{Λ1−Λ2−Λ3+α2+α3} + (1 + q)E^{−2Λ2+Λ3+α2} − (q + q^2)E^{−Λ0+Λ1−2Λ2+Λ3+α2} − (q + q^2)E^{−Λ1−Λ2+Λ3+α1+α2} − E^{−3Λ2+2Λ3+α1+2α2} } .

26 MASAKI KASHIWARA AND MARK SHIMOZONO

For D^{(1)}_4 (I = {0, 1, 2, 3, 4} where 2 is the node connected to all others):

G_{12} = (1 − e^{−Λ1} )(1 − e^{−Λ1+α1} ), G_{121} = (1 − e^{−Λ1} )(1 − e^{−Λ1+α1} )(1 − e^{Λ1−Λ2−α1} ), G_{321} = 1 − e^{−2Λ3−α1+α3} + (1 − q)^{−1} { qe^{−Λ1} + qe^{Λ1−Λ2−α1} + e^{Λ1−2Λ3−α1+α3} + e^{−Λ1+Λ2−2Λ3+α3} − e^{−Λ3} − qe^{−Λ3−α1} − qe^{−Λ3−α1−α2} − e^{−Λ3+α3} − qe^{−Λ3−α1+α3} − e^{−Λ3+α2+α3} − qe^{−Λ3−α1−α2−α4} − e^{−Λ3+α2+α3+α4} + e^{Λ0−Λ3−Λ4+α2+α3+α4} + qe^{−Λ0+Λ2−Λ3−Λ4−α1−α2} + qe^{−Λ0−Λ3+Λ4−α1−α2−α4} + e^{Λ0−Λ2−Λ3+Λ4+α2+α3} } .

For C^{(1)}n let I = {0, 1, . . . , n} and let ϵ_i be the i-th standard basis vector in Z^n for 1 ⩽ i ⩽ n and let α_i = ϵ_i − ϵ_{i+1} for 1 ⩽ i ⩽ n − 1 and α_n = 2ϵ_n. Then we have G_{10} = 1 + (1 − q)^{−1} { qE^{−Λ0} − E^{−Λ1} + n∑ k=1 E^{−Λ1+Λk−1−Λk+ϵ1+ϵk} + n−1∑ k=1 E^{−Λ1−Λk+Λk+1+ϵ1−ϵk+1} } .

For C^{(1)}_2 :

G_{010} = 1 + ((1 − q)(1 − q^2))^{−1} { −(1 + q)^3E^{−Λ0} − (q + q^2)E^{−Λ0−α1} − qE^{−Λ0−α2} − q^2E^{Λ0−2Λ1+2α1+α2} + (q + q^2)E^{−Λ1} + (q + q^2)E^{−2Λ0+Λ1−2α1−α2} − q^2E^{−3Λ0+2Λ1−2α1−α2} − q^2E^{−Λ0+2Λ1−2Λ2+α2} − (q + q^2)E^{−Λ2+α1+α2} + (q + q^2)E^{−Λ0+Λ1−Λ2−α1} −(q + q^2)E^{−2Λ0+2Λ1−Λ2−α1} −(q + q^2)E^{−2Λ0+Λ2−α1−α2} − (q + q^2)E^{−2Λ1+Λ2+α1} + (q + q^2)E^{−Λ0−Λ1+Λ2−α1−α2} − q^2E^{−Λ0−2Λ1+2Λ2−α2} } . 11. Proof of Lemma 4.2 In this section, we shall give a proof of Lemma 4.2. Let us set t^∗_{cl} = t^∗/(t^∗)^W and let cl: t^∗ → t^∗_{cl} be the canonical projection. Let us recall that Q_{cl} = Q/Zδ = cl(Q) and W_{cl} is the image of W in Aut(Q_{cl}). Note that C ⊗ Q_{cl} is a hyperplane of t^∗_{cl}.

For ξ_0 ∈ C ⊗ Q_{cl}, we define t(ξ_0) ∈ Aut(t^∗) by t(ξ_0)(λ) = λ + (λ, δ)ξ − (λ, ξ)δ − (λ, δ)(ξ, ξ) 2 δ (11.1) for ξ ∈ C ⊗ Q such that cl(ξ) = ξ_0. It does not depend on the choice of ξ.

Let ~Q be the sublattice Q_{cl} ∩ cl (⨁ i 2 (α_i,α_i) αi ) . Then we have an exact sequence 1 −−−→ ~Q^t−−→ W −−−→ W_{cl} −−−→ 1. Now we shall prove Lemma 4.2. Assume that u ∈ Z[P ] ⊗_{Z[P} W_] Z[P ] ≃ Z[L] ⊗_Z Z[P ] satisfies i^∗_wβ(u) = 0 for all w ∈ W . We can write uniquely u = ∑ λ∈L(e^λ ⊗ 1) · ξ(u_λ) with u_λ ∈ Z[P ].

EQUIVARIANT K-THEORY OF AFFINE FLAG MANIFOLDS 27

Then we have ∑ λ∈L e^λj_w(u_λ) = 0 for any w ∈ W (see (7.2) and the commutative diagram (7.3)). Since j_w(u_λ) ∈ Z[Q], we have j_w(u_λ) = 0 for any λ ∈ L and w ∈ W . Hence we have reduced Lemma 4.2 to the following lemma.

Lemma 11.1. Let u ∈ Z[P ]. If j_{t(ξ0 )}(u) = 0 for any ξ_0 ∈ ~Q, then u = 0.

Proof. Write u = ∑ (λ,α)∈L×Q aλ,α e λ+α. For any ξ ∈ Q ∩ cl^{−1}( ~Q \ {0}) and any integer n, we have (ξ, ξ) > 0, and j_{t(cl(nξ))}(u) = 0 reads as ∑ (λ,α)∈L×Q a_{λ,α} e^{α+n{(λ,δ)ξ−(λ+α,ξ)δ}−n2 (λ,δ)(ξ,ξ)2 δ} = 0. Hence we have for all n and ℓ ∑ (λ,α)∈L×Q, (λ,δ)=ℓ a_{λ,α} e^{α+n{(λ,δ)ξ−(λ+α,ξ)δ}} = 0, which implies that ∑ (λ,α)∈L×Q, (λ,δ)=ℓ a_{λ,α} e^{α−n(λ+α,ξ)δ} = 0. Hence for all ℓ, m and ξ, we have ∑ (λ,α)∈L×Q, (λ,δ)=ℓ, (λ+α,ξ)=m a_{λ,α} e^α = 0,

which implies that ∑ λ∈L, (λ,ξ)=m a_{λ,α} = 0 for any α.

Set supp(u) = {λ ∈ L ; a_{λ,α} ≠ 0 for some α ∈ Q }. Since there exists ξ ∈ Q such that (λ, ξ) ≠ (λ^′, ξ) for any pair of distinct elements λ, λ^′ in supp(u), we have a_{λ,α} = 0 for all λ, α. □

Remark 11.2. If λ ∈ P \ P^W , then W λ is an infinite set. Indeed, there exists ξ ∈ Q∩cl^{−1}( ~Q\{0}) such that (λ, ξ) ≠ 0, and we can easily see that {t(cl(nξ))λ ; n ∈ Z } is an infinite set.

References

[1] Demazure, Michel, Désingularisation des variétés de Schubert généralisées, Collection of articles dedicated to Henri Cartan on the occasion of his 70th birthday, I. Ann. Sci. École Norm. Sup. (4) 7 (1974), 53–88.

[2] Hartshorne, Robin, Residues and Duality, Lecture notes of a seminar on the work of A.

Grothendieck, given at Harvard 1963/64. With an appendix by P. Deligne. Lecture Notes in Mathematics 20, Springer-Verlag, Berlin-New York (1966).

[3] Kashiwara, Masaki, The flag manifold of Kac-Moody Lie algebra, Algebraic analysis, geometry, and number theory (Baltimore, MD, 1988), Johns Hopkins Univ. Press, Baltimore, MD, (1989) 161–190.

[4] , Kazhdan-Lusztig conjecture for a symmetrizable Kac-Moody Lie algebra, The Grothendieck Festschrift, Vol. II, Progr. Math. 87, Birkhäuser Boston, Boston, MA, (1990) 407– 433.

[5] Kashiwara, Masaki and Schapira, Pierre, Sheaves on manifolds, Grundlehren der Mathematischen Wissenschaften 292, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, (1990).

28 MASAKI KASHIWARA AND MARK SHIMOZONO

[6] , Categories and Sheaves, Grundlehren der Mathematischen Wissenschaften 332, Springer-Verlag Berlin Heiderberg (2006).

[7] Kostant, Bertram and Kumar, Shrawan, T -equivariant K-theory of generalized flag varieties, J. Differential Geom. 32 (1990), no. 2, 549–603.

[8] Kumar, Shrawan, Kac-Moody Groups, their Flag Varieties and Representation Theory, Progr.

Math., 204, Birkhäuser Boston, Inc., Boston, MA, (2002).

[9] Lascoux, Alain, and Schützenberger, Marcel-Paul, Structure de Hopf de l’anneau de cohomologie et l’anneau de Grothendieck d’une variété de drapeaux , C. R. Acad. Sci. Paris Sér. I Math. 295 (1982), no. 11, 629–633.

(Masaki KASHIWARA) Research Institute for Mathematical Sciences, Kyoto University, Kyoto 606–8502, Japan

(Mark SHIMOZONO) 460 McBryde Hall, Department of Mathematics, Virginia Tech, Blacksburg, VA 24061-0123, USA