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3 NEW GRADED METHODS IN THE HOMOLOGICAL ALGEBRA OF

SEMISIMPLE ALGEBRAIC GROUPS

BRIAN J. PARSHALL AND LEONARD L. SCOTT

ABSTRACT. Let G be a semisimple algebraic group over an algebraically closed field k

of positive characteristicp. Under some restrictions on the size ofp (which in some cases
require validity of the Lusztig character formula), the present paper establishes new results
on theG-module structure of Ext•G1

(V,W ) whenV,W belong to several important classes
of rationalG-modules, andG1 denotes the first Frobenius kernel ofG. For example, it
is proved that, ifL,L′ are (p-regular) irreducibleG1-modules, then ExtnG1

(L,L′)[−1] has
a good filtration with computable multiplicities. This and many other results depend on
the entirely new technique of using methods of what we call forced gradings in the rep-
resentation theory ofG, as developed by the authors in [28], [27] and [29], and extended
here.

In addition to providing proofs, these methods lead effectively to a new conceptual
framework for the study of rationalG-modules, and, in this context, to the introduction of
a new class of graded finite dimensional algebras, which we call Q-Koszul algebras. These
algebras are similar to Koszul algebras, but are quasi-hereditary, rather than semisimple, in
grade 0.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let G be a semisimple, simply connected algebraic group over an algebraically closed
field k of positive characteristicp. The irreducible rationalG-modulesL(λ) are indexed
by the setX(T )+ of dominant weights. Whenλ ∈ X(T )+, L(λ) occurs as the head
(resp., socle) of the Weyl module∆(λ) (resp., dual Weyl module∇(λ)). The structure and
cohomology of the modules∆(λ) and∇(λ), for all λ ∈ X(T )+, occupy a central place in
the modular representation theory of semisimple groups. Togive a recent example, write
λ = λ0 + pλ1, whereλ0 is a restricted dominant weight andλ1 is dominant, and define
∆p(λ) := L(λ0) ⊗ ∆(λ1)

[1], where∆(λ1)
[1] denotes the Frobenius “twist" of∆(λ1). In

1980, Jantzen [17] asked if any Weyl module∆(λ) has a∆p-filtration, i. e., a filtration by
G-submodules with sections∆p(γ), for variousγ ∈ X(T )+. In [29], the authors answered
positively Jantzen’s question under the hypothesis that the Lusztig character formula (LCF)
holds, andp ≥ 2h − 2 is odd, whereh is the Coxeter number ofG. The LCF is known
to hold for very largep depending on the root system ofG (see [3] and [14]).1 When

Research supported in part by the National Science Foundation.
1Williamson [37] has recently posted results stating that the original Lusztig conjecture with its proposed

boundp ≥ h can fail for primesp of this size—i. e., without stronger conditions onp. Williamson has stated
thatp ≥ f(h) is insufficient whenf(h) is linear inh, and he even proposes that a sufficientf(h) must be
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it holds, the modules∆p(λ) (resp.,∇p(λ)), λ ∈ X(T )+, identify with certain modules
∆red(λ) (resp.,∇red(λ)) arising from “reduction modp" of the quantum enveloping algebra
at apth root of unity associated toG; see §2.4. This connection with quantum enveloping
algebras plays an essential role in [29], fitting in well withthe new forced-graded methods
developed by the authors there and in [28] and [27].

The present paper builds on these methods, extending their scope from the module struc-
ture theory to the study of homological resolutions. Many new results for the homological
algebra of rationalG-modules emerge, as well as some promising forced-graded structures.
Before elaborating on the latter, we briefly mention three specific new results.

First, letG1 be the first Frobenius kernel ofG. The representation theory ofG1 coincides
with the representation theory of the restricted enveloping algebrau = u(g) of G. Given
rationalG-modulesV,W , the spaces Extn

G1
(V,W ), n ≥ 0, carry the natural structure of

twistedG-modules, that is, the natural action ofG1 through its containmentG1 ⊂ G is
trivial. Except in special cases, e. g.,n = 1, little is known about the structure of the
untwistedG-modules ExtnG1

(V,W )[−1], even whenV andW are taken to be irreducible,
Weyl or dual Weyl modules. Now assume thatp ≥ 2h − 2 is odd and that the LCF
holds forG. Let V = L andW = L′ be irreducibleG1-modules. ThenL ∼= L(λ)|G1

andL′ ∼= L(µ)|G1 for restricted dominant weightsλ, µ which we assume arep-regular.
Theorem 5.3 establishes that Extn

G1
(L(λ), L(µ))[−1] has a “good" or∇-filtration—that is,

a filtration byG-submodules with sections of the form∇(γ), for variousγ ∈ X(T )+. In
addition, the multiplicity of any∇(γ) as a section in this filtration can be combinatorially
determined in terms of coefficients of Kazhdan-Lusztig polynomials for the affine Coxeter
group ofG; see Theorem 7.1.2 To our knowledge, Theorem 5.3 and Theorem 7.1 give the
first general results in the literature on theG-module structure of ExtG1-groups between
irreducible modules.

Second, Theorem 6.2 proves, under the same assumptions about p, that, given anyp-
regular weightλ ∈ X(T )+, restricted dominant weightµ, and integern ≥ 0, the ratio-
nalG-modules ExtnG1

(∆(λ), L(µ))[−1] and ExtnG1
(L(µ),∇(λ))[−1] both have∇-filtrations.

exponential inh. To put this in perspective, however, the Weyl group order ofSLn is n! = h! which is
exponential inh, but not “huge" in the sense of the sufficient bounds onp given by Fiebig [14].

2The conclusion of Theorem 5.3 may fail ifp is small. For example, ifG has typeF4 andp = 2, then
according to [32, 4.11],

Ext1G1
(L(0), L(̟2))

[−1] ∼= L(0)⊕ L(̟1),

does not have a∇-filtration, sinceL(̟1) 6= ∇(̟1). We thank Peter Sin for pointing out his paper to us. See
also David Stewart [34], which largely extends Sin’sF4 calculations to twistedF4.
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Again, the multiplicities of any∇(γ) can be determined in terms of Kazhdan-Lusztig poly-
nomial coefficients; see Theorem 7.2.3

Third, leta be the sum of thep-regular blocks in the restricted enveloping algebrau of
G. Whenp > h and the LCF holds, an important result proved in [3] establishes thata is a
Koszul algebra, and so, in particular, it has a natural positive grading. The positive grading
exists, inherited from the quantum analogue ofa, without the LCF assumption; see [27].
Theorem 6.3 proves that, given anyν ∈ Xreg(T )+, the Weyl module∆(ν) has the structure
of a gradeda-module, providedp ≥ 2h − 2 is odd. If, in addition, the LCF holds, this
graded structure islinear. In other words, ifP• ։ ∆(λ) is a minimal gradeda-projective
resolution, thenker(Pi+1 → Pi) is generated by its terms of gradei + 2. This fact plays
an important role in other results in this paper on the structure ofG-module categories (see
Corollary 3.8). In part, it grows out of a related result [28,Thm. 10.9], establishinga-
gradings (but not linearity) for dual Weyl modules in some cases. But, surprisingly, it is the
quantum version of [28, Thm. 8.7] of these results which we apply to study theG-module
case here.

Our results onG-modules are modeled on (and require in a strong way) similarresults
for quantum enveloping algebras at roots of unity established by the authors in [28].

Underlying these results are gradings forced upon the algebras controlling the repre-
sentation theory of the modules we study. Our philosophy hasbeen that it is likely to be
extremely difficult, if not impossible, to impose actual positive gradings4 on all of these
algebras, although (as noted above) they do exist, under various assumptions, in the re-
stricted enveloping algebra case. So, using filtrations related to the restricted enveloping
algebra gradings, we pass to the associated graded algebrasin all cases, thus forcing a grad-
ing. Once this is done, we do not immediately know, if any of the nice properties, e. g.,
quasi-heredity, carry over to the new graded algebras, or even if it is possible to work with
them as a substitute for the original algebras in any meaningful way. However, from the
start, a recent goal, continued in this paper, is to show thatthis is possible, thereby giving
a genuinely viable alternative to finding from the start a positive grading. Indeed, because
forced-graded structures come with built-in compatibility properties among the different
algebras used, there are advantages to using them over actual gradings on the original al-
gebras. There are, of course, some disadvantages. In particular, except in the case of the
restricted enveloping algebra, there is no general “forgetthe grading" functor that allows
passage back to the original algebras and modules. However,such a forgetful functor does
exist for some graded modules, including all those which arecompletely reducible for the

3Theorem 6.2 is suggested by the work [20] of Kumar, Lauritzen, and Thomsen (improving earlier work
[2] of Andersen and Jantzen), showing that, ifp > h, then Hn(G1,∇(λ))[−1] = ExtnG1

(k,∇(τ)) always
has a∇-filtration. Our result, although it presently requires much larger values ofp, considerably extends
this result and rests on entirely different methods. The general question asking, given a rationalG-module
V , whetherHn(Gr , V )[−r] has a∇-filtration goes back at least to Donkin’s paper [12] who conjectured a
positive answer ifV has a∇-filtration. Counterexamples were later given by van der Kallen [?].

4By a slight abuse of terminology, a positively graded algebra has, by definition, nonzero grades only in
gradesn ≥ 0.
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restricted enveloping algebra. We are able to use this functor to communicate from the
forced-graded setting back to the original module categories. The results discussed above,
as well as ourp-Weyl filtration result [29], demonstrate the success of this approach, provid-
ing genuinely new advances in the structure and homologicalalgebra of algebraic groups
through proofs relying on forced-graded constructions.5

The three results discussed above were chosen because the statements involve only the
classical language of algebraic groups. But once the forced-graded framework is in place,
many further results may be stated. Immediately, we observefrom [27] that the new graded
algebrasg̃rA associated to standard quasi-hereditary algebrasA = AΓ (associated to a
finite idealΓ of p-regular dominant weights) are themselves quasi-hereditary. Their Weyl
modulesg̃r∆(λ) are forced-graded versions of the Weyl modules∆(λ) for A. Moreover,
the present paper shows in Theorem 5.3(b) and Theorem 6.5 (both notassuming the LCF)
that there are graded isomorphisms





Ext•G(∆(λ),∇red(µ)) ∼= Ext•A(∆(λ),∇red(µ)) ∼= Ext•g̃rA(g̃r∆(λ),∇red(µ)),

Ext•G(∆
red(λ),∇red(µ)) ∼= Ext•A(∆

red(λ),∇red(µ)) ∼= Ext•g̃rA(∆
red(λ),∇red(µ)),

Ext•G(∆
red(λ),∇(µ)) ∼= Ext•A(∆

red(λ),∇(µ)) ∼= Ext•g̃rA(∆
red(λ), g̃r⋄∇(µ)),

whereg̃r⋄∇(µ) denotes the dual Weyl module for̃grA of highest weightµ. Accordingly,
the homological algebra of important classes of rationalG-modules is placed in the setting
of forced-graded algebras.These results just assume thatp ≥ 2h−2 is odd, and regard̃grA
is an ungraded algebra. When the LCF is assumed in addition, we prove two new results
in this paper of a graded nature. First, if the idealΓ of p-regular weights is contained in
the Jantzen region, theñgrA is a Koszul algebra (and even has a graded Kazhdan-Lusztig
theory in the sense of [6]; see Corollary 3.8).6

Second, withΓ an arbitrary ideal ofp-regular weights, Theorem 3.5 shows thatg̃rA
is a “Q-Koszul algebra," an algebra with a new Koszul-like property defined and studied
in this paper; see Definition 3.3. In addition, there is the stronger, companion notion of
a “starndard Q-Koszul algebra, also introduced in §3, and Theorem 3.7 shows that̃grA
is even standard Q-Koszul under the same hypotheses. In part, these results rely on the
observation that the algebra(g̃rA)0 (the grade 0 term of̃grA) is itself quasi-hereditary
with Weyl (resp., dual Weyl) modules∆red(λ) (resp.,∇red(λ)), λ ∈ Γ. The algebra(g̃rA)0
replaces the semisimple grade 0 term in the Koszul algebra case.

The Q-Koszul and standard Q-Koszul structures have been proved for forced-graded
algebras̃grA associated toG only when the characteristicp is large enough that the LCF
holds. Thus, these results (as well as the good filtration results in §5) are presentlygeneric
in nature. However, the authors believe that, independently of the validity of the LCF, there
are tractable versions of the algebrasg̃rA for smallerp (including somep < h) which are

5For a survey of some of the literature in graded representation theory, see the introduction to [28] as well
as [26].

6A weaker result was established in [28, Thm. 10.6], and the present result was promised there in Remark
10.7(a).
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likely Q-Koszul.7 The authors intend to return to this topic in a later paper. Also, another
sequel [31] obtains some of the Q-Koszul results of this paper under weaker hypotheses,
but still assuming that a version the LCF holds on a given poset of weights.

Many of the main results of this paper assume the validity of the Lusztig character for-
mula (which is presently only known to hold for very largep, see footnote 1). However,
even when the LCF is assumed to hold, many results are established for dominant weights
outside the Jantzen region—giving homological and structural results not covered by the
original conjecture or its immediate consequences. In addition, some results do not assume
the LCF. For example, we mention again the deep Theorem 6.3(a) which shows that stan-
dard modules∆(λ), λ p-regular, have a natural graded structure fora. Here we use the
(positive) grading ona proved by the authors in [30], arising naturally, but non-trivially,
from quantum group considerations whenp ≥ 2h − 2 is odd. Other examples include the
quite satisfying identifications of Theorem 5.3 and Theorem6.5(b), described above and
proved under the same hypothesis.

1.1 Some Elementary Notation.

(1) (K,O , k): p-modular system. Thus,O is a DVR with maximal idealm = (π),
fraction fieldK, and residue fieldk. An O-latticeM̃ is, by definition, anO-module
which is free and of finite rank. A particularp-modular system will be required.
Let p > 0 be a fixed odd prime.O will be a DVR with maximal idealm = (π),
fraction fieldK of characteristic 0, and residue fieldO/m ∼= k = Fp. We can
(and will) assume thatO is complete and contains apth root ζ 6= 1 of unity. Let
A := Z[v, v−1]n, the localization of the ring of integral Laurent polynomials in a
indeterminatev at the maximal idealn := (v− 1, p). RegardA as a subring of the
function fieldQ(v). There is a natural ring homomorphismA → O , v 7→ ζ .

(2) An O-order is anO-algebraÃ which is also aO-lattice. If Ã is anO-order, then
anÃ-lattice is, by definition, añA-moduleM̃ which is also aO-lattice. LetÃK :=

K ⊗O Ã andA := k ⊗O Ã. More generally, ifM̃ is anÃ-module, definẽMK :=

K ⊗O M̃ andM = M̃k := k ⊗O M̃ .
(3) For anÃ-latticeM̃ , definer̃adnM̃ := M̃ ∩ radn M̃K , whereradn M̃K denotes the

nth-radical of theÃK-moduleM̃K . Of course,radn M̃K = (radn ÃK)M̃K .
Dually, let s̃oc−nM̃ := soc−n M̃K ∩ M̃ , n = 0, 1, · · · , where{soc−n M̃K}n≥0 is

the socle series of̃MK .

7For example, this appears to be the case forp = 2 and withA a Schur algebraS(n, r), r ≤ 5. In another
direction, the Humphreys-Verma conjecture on projective indecomposableG1-modules becomes a theorem,
valid for all p, in a forced-graded setting [30]. At present, this conjecture is only known ifp ≥ 2h− 2. This
is the main reason it is assumed thatp ≥ 2h− 2 in this paper.
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(4) If M̃ is anÃ-lattice, then gr̃M :=
⊕

n≥0 r̃adnM̃/r̃adn+1M̃ is a positively graded
lattice for theO-order

(1.1.1) gr̃A :=
⊕

n≥0

r̃adnÃ/r̃adn+1Ã.

(5) A Ã-latticeM̃ is calledÃ-tight (or justtight, if Ã is clear from context) if

(1.1.2) (r̃adnÃ)M̃ = r̃adnM̃, ∀n ≥ 0.

Clearly, if M̃ is Ã-projective, then it is tight. (Many other̃A-lattices are tight.)
(6) Now let ã be anO-subalgebra of̃A. (More generally, we can assume thatã is an

order and̃a → Ã is a homomorphism.) Then items (2)–(5) all make perfectly good
sense using̃a in place ofÃ. If M̃ is anÃ-lattice, then it is aña-lattice. In latter
contexts (see, e. g., §2.3), it will usually be the case that(radn

ãK)ÃK = radn ÃK ,
for all n ≥ 0. In that case, if̃M is anÃ-lattice, thenr̃adnM̃ can be constructed
viewing M̃ as anÃ-lattice or as aña-lattice. Both constructions lead to identical
O-modules. Ambiguities of a formal nature may still arise as to whether it is more
appropriate to usẽa or Ã, but are generally resolved by context. Similar remarks
apply for gr̃M . Often theÃ-tightness of̃M is the same as its̃a-tightness; see [29,
Cor. 3.8] and its elaboration at the end of §2.5 below.

(7) Finally, suppose that̃a → Ã is a homomorphism ofO-orders. Assume that the
image ofã is normal inÃ. Let A = Ãk, a := ãk, and consider anA-moduleM .
Define

(1.1.3)





(1) grM :=
⊕

n≥0(rad
nA)M/(radn+1A)M ;

(2) graM :=
⊕

n≥0(rad
n
a)M/(radn+1

a)M ;

(3) g̃rM :=
⊕

n≥0(r̃adnã)M/(r̃adn+1ã)M.

Each of these is graded modules for grA and g̃rA. Though it will not often be
used, (3) makes sense whenM is replaced anỹA-latticeM̃ , i. e., we putg̃rM̃ :=⊕

n≥0(r̃adnã)M̃/(r̃adn+1ã)M̃ . It will often be the case that̃grM̃ ∼= grM̃ , which

implies alsog̃rM ∼= (grM̃)k if M = M̃k. A necessary and sufficient condition for
either of these natural isomorphisms in the context of §2.3 is theã-tightness of̃M ;
see [29, Lem. 3.5].

For a finite dimensional algebraA (over some field), letA–mod be the category of all
finite dimensionalA-modules. In the rest of this paragraph assume thatA =

⊕
n≥0An is

a positively graded algebra. LetA-grmod be the category ofZ-graded (finite dimensional)
A-modules. Given gradedA-modulesM,N andn ∈ N, extnA(M,N) denotes the space of
n-fold extensions computed in the categoryA-grmod. See Remark 8.4 for some elementary
comments on the existence of projective covers inA-grmod. Whenn = 0, the space of
homomorphismsM → N preserving grades is denoted homA(M,N) = ext0A(M,N).
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For M,N ∈ A–mod (not necessarily graded modules) andn ∈ N, the space ofn-fold
extensions is denoted Extn

A(M,N). The bifunctors ext• and Ext• are related as follows. If
M,N ∈ A–grmod, then is a natural isomorphism

(1.1.4) ExtnA(M,N) ∼=
⊕

r∈Z

extnA(M,N〈r〉), ∀n ∈ N.

In this expression,N〈r〉 ∈ A–grmod is therth shift ofN , i. e.,N〈r〉i := Ni−r.

2. VARIA

This section collects together some useful material on several topics treated in this paper.

2.1 Algebraic groups.Let G be a simple, simply connected algebraic group defined and
split overFp, wherep is a prime integer.8 Let R be the root system ofG relative to a fixed
maximal split torusT . Fix a Borel subgroupB ⊃ T with opposite Borel subgroupB+

determining a setR+ of positive roots. Givenλ ∈ X(T )+ (the set of dominant weights),
∆(λ) (resp.,∇(λ)) will denote the Weyl module (resp., dual Weyl module) of highest
weightλ. We generally follow the standard notation forG and its representation theory as
listed in [18, pp. 569–572] (except that∆(λ) is denotedV (λ) and∇(λ) is denoted H0(λ)
there).9 If λ ∈ X(T )+ andλ⋆ := −w0λ (wherew0 is the longest word in the Weyl group
W of G), then∆(λ) has linear dual∆(λ)∗ ∼= ∇(λ⋆).

For any affine algebraic group schemeH, let H–mod be the category of finite dimen-
sional rational (left)H-modules. The categoryH–mod fully embeds into the category of
finite dimensional modules for the distribution algebraDist(H) of H. See [18, Chps. 7,8].
In addition, ifH = G, this embedding is an equivalence of categories; see [18, p.171]. In
this case, the classical KostantZ-form (an “order" of infinite rank)DistZ(G) := UZ(gC)
[15, Ch. 7] provides an integral form forDist(G), i. e., Dist(G) ∼= k ⊗Z DistZ(G) (as
Hopf algebras). For any commutative algebraO , write DistO(G) := O ⊗Z DistZ(G). In
particular, ifO = K is a field of characteristic 0, thenDistK(G) is the universal enveloping
algebra of the split semisimple Lie algebragK overK, having the same root system asG.

For a positive integerr and a rationalG-moduleV , V [r] denotes the pull-back ofV
through therth powerF r of the Frobenius morphismF : G → G. LetGr be the scheme-
theoretic kernel ofF r, and letGrT be the pull-back ofT throughF r. Forλ ∈ X(T ), Q̂r(λ)

denotes the injective envelope of the irreducibleGrT -moduleL̂r(λ) of highest weightλ.
Throughout this paper, we usually make the assumption thatp ≥ 2h−2. This means that,

if λ0 ∈ Xr(T ) (the set ofr-restricted dominant weights), then theGrT -module structure
on Q̂r(λ0) extends uniquely to a rationalG-module structure. In the special case in which
r = 1, this rationalG-module will be denoted byQ♭(λ0); it the projective cover ofL(λ0)
in the subcategory ofG–mod generated byL(γ), with γ ≤ λ′

0 := 2(p − 1)ρ + w0λ0; see

8The case whenG is semisimple, or even reductive, is easily reduced to the case whenG is simple.
9Sometimes, in the context of quasi-hereditary algebras,∆(λ) and∇(λ) are called the “standard" and

“costandard" modules, respectively, of highest weightλ.
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[18, Ch. 11] for details. We also generally assume thatp is odd, so that previous results
can be easily quoted. Whenp = 2 ≥ 2h− 2, thenG = SL2, which is usually easy to treat
directly.

Givenλ ∈ X(T )+, writeλ = λ0 + pλ1 ∈ X(T )+, whereλ0 ∈ X1(T ) andλ1 ∈ X(T )+.
The indecomposable rationalG-modules

(2.1.1)

{
Q♯(λ) := Q♯(λ0)⊗∇(λ1)

[1]

P ♯(λ) := Q♯(λ0)⊗∆(λ1)
[1].

will play an important role. Of course, the restrictionsQ♯(λ)|G1T andP ♯(λ)|G1T are injec-
tive and projective (but not indecomposable, unlessλ1 = 0). By [29, Prop. 2.3],Q♯(λ)
(resp.,P ♯(λ)) has a∇-filtration (resp.,∆-filtration), namely, a filtration with sections of
the form∇(γ) (resp.,∆(γ)), for γ ∈ X(T )+.

2.2 Quantum enveloping algebras.Let Ũ ′
ζ be the (Lusztig)A -form of the quantum en-

veloping algebraUv associated to the Cartan matrix of the root systemR over the function
field Q(v). Put

Ũζ = O ⊗A U ′
ζ/〈Kp

1 − 1, · · · , Kp
n − 1〉.

Finally, setUζ = K ⊗O Ũζ , so thatŨζ is an integralO-form of the quantum enveloping
algebraUζ at apth root of unity. PutU ζ = Ũζ/πŨζ , and letI be the ideal inU ζ generated
by the images of the elementsKi − 1, 1 ≤ i ≤ n. By [23, (8.15)],

(2.2.1) U ζ/I ∼= Dist(G).

A rationalG-moduleM is said tolift if there is aUζ- latticeM̃ such thatM ∼= M̃/πM̃ as
rationalG-modules.

The categoryUζ–mod of finite dimensional and integrable type 1 modules is a highest
weight category (in the sense of [5]) with irreducible (resp. standard, costandard) modules
Lζ(λ) (resp.,∆ζ(λ), ∇ζ(λ)), λ ∈ X(T )+. Forµ ∈ X(T )+, ch∆ζ(µ) = ch∇ζ(µ) = χ(µ)
(Weyl’s character formula).

There is a surjective (Hopf) algebra homomorphism

(2.2.2) F̃ : Ũζ ։ DistO(G),

which, after base change toK, defines the Frobenius morphism

(2.2.3) F : Uζ ։ DistK(G).

If M is a module forDistK(G), let M [1] be theUζ-module obtained by makingUζ act
throughF . Similarly, if M̃ is aDistO(G)-module, letM̃ [1] be theŨζ-module obtained
by makingŨζ act throughF̃ . In particular, ifλ ∈ X(T )+, ∆̃(λ)[1] (resp.,∇̃(λ)[1]) is the
Uζ-module obtained from the Weyl (resp., dual Weyl) lattice∆̃(λ) (resp.,∇̃(λ)) of the
irreduciblegC-moduleLC(λ) of highest weightλ.10

10Thus, for example,̃∆(λ) := DistO(G) · v+, if v+ ∈ LK(λ) is a highest weight vector.
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The rationalG-modulesP ♯(γ) andQ♯(γ) defined in (2.1.1) lift toŨζ-lattices, denoted
P̃ ♯(γ) andQ̃♯(γ), respectively. Ifγ = γ0 is restricted, these modules may be defined as
the unique (up to isomorphism)̃Uζ-lattices liftingP ♯(γ0) andQ♯(γ0). We refer ahead to
the discussion following display (4.0.4) for more details.In general, forγ = γ0 + pγ1,
with γ0 ∈ X1(T )+ andγ1 ∈ X(T )+, we haveP̃ ♯(γ) = P̃ ♯(γ0) ⊗ ∆̃(γ1)

[1] andQ̃♯(γ) =

Q̃♯(γ0)⊗ ∇̃(γ1)
[1].

Letuζ be the small quantum enveloping algebra. It is a Hopf subalgebra ofUζ and admits
an integral form̃uζ, which is a subalgebra of̃Uζ . As suchũζ is a lattice of rankpdim g. Let
u′
ζ be the product of thep-regular blocks ofuζ and definẽu′

ζ := ũζ ∩u′
ζ. Thenũ′

ζ is a direct
factor of ũζ. In addition,u′ := k ⊗ ũ′

ζ is the direct product of the regular blocks in the
restricted enveloping algebrau of G.

2.3 Finite dimensional algebras.A dominant weightλ is p-regular if (λ + ρ, α∨) 6≡ 0
modp, for all rootsα ∈ R. The setXreg(T )+ of p-regular dominant weights is a poset,
settingλ ≤ µ ⇐⇒ µ − λ ∈ NR+. (There is a similar partial order on entire setX(T )+
of dominant weights, though this paper focuses on thep-regular weights.) A subsetΓ of a
posetΛ is called an ideal ifΓ 6= ∅ and, givenλ ∈ Λ andγ ∈ Γ, if λ ≤ γ, thenλ ∈ Γ. Write
Γ E Λ in this case.

To a finite idealΓ in Xreg(T )+, there is attached two finite dimensional algebras; the
first, denotedAΓ, is overk, and the second, denotedAζ,Γ, is overK. These algebras
capture some of the representation theory ofG andUζ , respectively. Furthermore,AΓ

andAζ,Γ are related by anO-order ÃΓ with the properties that̃AΓ,k = ÃΓ/πÃΓ
∼= AΓ

and(ÃΓ)K ∼= Aζ,Γ. The “deforma tion theory" relating the representation theory of these
algebras (and their graded versions) provides a major themein earlier work, see [27] and
[29], and it is continued in this paper. In the remainder of this subsection, we will sketch a
few details.

GivenΓ ⊆ X(T )+, let (G–mod)[Γ] be the full subcategory ofG–mod generated by the
irreducible modulesL(γ) having highest weightγ ∈ Γ. In particular, ifΓ is a finite ideal
in Xreg(T )+ (or, more generally, ofX(T )+), (G–mod)[Γ] is a highest weight category
(in the sense of [5]) with weight posetΓ. The category(G–mod)[Γ] identifies with the
categoryAΓ-mod of finite dimensional modules for a certain finite dimensional algebraAΓ.
Specifically, letIΓ E Dist(G) be the annihilator ideal of all the modulesV ∈ (G–mod)[Γ].
Then (G–mod)[Γ] ∼= AΓ–mod, the category of finite dimensionalAΓ-modules, putting
AΓ := Dist(G)/IΓ.

There is a similarly constructed algebraAζ,Γ overK. It has the property thatAζ,Γ–mod is
isomorphic to the full subcategory ofUζ–mod generated by the irreducible modulesLζ(γ),
γ ∈ Γ. The algebrasAΓ andAζ,Γ are related by anO-orderÃΓ which is defined to be the
image ofŨζ in Aζ,Γ. Necessarily,̃AΓ/πÃΓ

∼= AΓ and(ÃΓ)K ∼= Aζ,Γ.
The algebrasAΓ, Aζ,Γ, andÃΓ are all quasi-hereditary algebras (overk, K andO , re-

spectively) with posetΓ. For more details and properties of these algebras (as well as of
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ã), see [28], [27] and [29], as well as the earlier papers [5] and [6]. If Γ is an ideal in
finite idealΛ in the posetXreg(T )+, then there are surjective homomorphismsAΛ ։ AΓ,
Aζ,Λ ։ Aζ,Γ, andÃΛ ։ ÃΓ. This induce full embeddingsi∗ : AΓ–mod→ AΛ–mod, etc.
which preserve Ext•-groups (i. e., they induce full embeddings at the level of the bounded
derived categories).

Let Λ be any finite ideal ofp-regular weights which contains all restrictedp-regular
weights. Assume also that ifγ is p-regular and restricted, then2(p − 1)ρ + w0γ ∈ Λ.
Then the PIMs foru′

ζ are allAζ,Λ-modules, so that the natural mapu′
ζ → Aζ,Λ is injective.

Similarly, u′ maps isomorphically onto its image inAΛ. It follows that the (isomorphic)
imageã of ũ′

ζ in ÃΛ is pure inÃΛ.
Of course, any poset idealΓ ⊆ Xreg(T )+ is contained in a posetΛ as above, and this

gives a natural map̃a → ÃΓ. By [29, Cor. 3.9],ÃΓ is a ã-tight in the sense of (1.1)(5),
so that gr̃AΓ = g̃r ÃΓ; see [29, Lem. 3.5]. By [27, Thm. 6.3], the algebra grÃΓ is quasi-
hereditary overO . It has weight posetΓ and standard objects gr∆̃(γ) = g̃r∆̃(γ). Thus,
g̃rAΓ = (grÃΓ)k = (grÃΓ)k is also quasi-hereditary. It is important to observe thatg̃rAΓ

neednotbe the graded algebra grAΓ defined in (1.1.3)(1). However, see Lemma 2.3 below.
If Γ ⊆ Λ are any finite ideals inXreg(T )+, the surjective homomorphism̃AΛ ։ ÃΓ

above induces a surjective homomorphism grÃΛ ։ grÃΓ. In addition, the corresponding
map gr̃AΓ–mod → grÃΛ–mod induces a full embedding on the corresponding derived
category (and the resulting equality of Ext•-groups, just as described above in the ungraded
cases. See [28, Cor. 3.16] for more discussion.

Another (more elementary) variant on the deformation theory described above also will
be useful, replacing the triple(Aζ,Γ, ÃΓ, AΓ) by a triple (A♥

Γ , Ã
♥
Γ , AΓ). In fact, define

A♥
K,Γ := DistK(G)/I♥Γ , whereI♥Γ is the annihilator inDistK(G) = U(gK) of the irre-

ducible modules forgK having highest weights inΓ. Thus,AK,♥
Γ is a semisimple algebra

overK (in contrast to the fact thatAζ,Γ is usually not semisimple). The imageDistO(G) in
AK,♥

Γ,K is denotedÃ♥
Γ . It is an order overO having the property that(Ã♥

Γ )/πÃ
♥
Γ
∼= AΓ.

The terminology of §2.2 also applies in case ofÃ♥
Γ andA♥

K,Γ. For example, if̃M is an

Ã♥
Γ -module, it is also a module forDistO(G)-module, and then, using (2.2.2), as a module

for Ũζ , which is denoted̃M [1].

2.4 The Lusztig conjecture. For λ ∈ X(T )+, the irreducibleUζ-moduleLζ(λ) has
two important “reductions modp" from admissibleŨζ-lattices∆̃red(λ) and∇̃red(λ). Thus,
∆red(λ) := ∆̃red(λ)/π∆̃red(λ) and∇red(λ) := ∇̃red(λ)/π∇̃red(λ). Both∆red(λ) and∇red(λ)
are finite dimensional rationalG-modules. Rather than defining these modules explicitly,
see [21], [10], [27], and [29] for an extensive treatment. (Of course, there are other possible
admissible lattices, leading to other rationalG-modules, but∆red(λ) and∇red(λ) will only
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be used in this paper.) Ifλ = λ0 + pλ1, λ0 ∈ X1(T ) andλ1 ∈ X(T )+, then

(2.4.1) ∆red(λ) ∼= ∆red(λ0)⊗∆(λ1)
[1], ∇red(λ) ∼= ∇red(λ0)⊗∇(λ1)

[1].

See [21, Thm. 2.7] or [10, Prop. 1.7].
In addition, consider the rationalG-modules∆p(λ) := L(λ0)⊗∆(λ1)

[1] and∇p(λ) :=
L(λ0) ⊗ ∇(λ1)

[1]. There are natural surjective (resp., injective) module homomorphisms
∆red(λ) ։ ∆p(λ) (resp.,∇p(λ) →֒ ∇p(λ)).

The following result indicates the importance of these modules to the representation
theory ofG, and, in particular, to the validity of the Lusztig modular character formula—a
specific formula conjectured to hold for dominant weights inthe Jantzen region. We do
not repeat this formula here, but instead refer to [22] and [35]. Recall the Jantzen region is
defined

(2.4.2) ΓJan := {λ ∈ X(T )+ | (λ+ ρ, α∨
0 ) ≤ p(p− h+ 2)} E X(T )+.

Proposition 2.1. If p ≥ 2h−3 , then the validity of the Lusztig modular character formula
ofG for p-regular weightsλ ∈ ΓJan is equivalent to requiring that

(2.4.3) ∆red(λ) ∼= ∆p(λ), ∀λ ∈ Xreg(T )+.

See [29, Cor. 2.5] for the proof. It should be remarked that (2.4.3) holds for allp-regular
weights if and only if it holds forp-regular weights inΓJan. (In addition, if (2.4.3) holds
then it also holds, for allλ ∈ X(T )+, not just at thep-regular weights by an elementary
translation functor argument.)

The lemma below will be important. It is a consequence of somebasic Kazhdan-Lusztig
theory [6] and homological properties of the modules∆red(γ) and∇red(γ), γ ∈ Xreg(T )+.
Write γ = w · γ′ wherew belongs to the affine Weyl groupWp = W ⋉ pZR of G,
andγ′ belongs to the anti-dominant alcoveC−

p containing−2ρ. Then putl(γ) := l(w)
(Coxeter length). It will be convenient to work inside the bounded derived categoryD :=
Db(G–mod) of G–mod. Let[1] be shifting functor onD . If m > 0, [m] := [1] ◦ · · · ◦ [1]︸ ︷︷ ︸

m

(with the standard convention ifm < 0). The category containsG–mod as a fully embed-
ded subcategory. ForM,N ∈ G–mod, ExtnG(M,N) = Homn

D(M,N) = HomD(M,N [n]).
We also need the full subcategoriesE

R andE
L of D . For example, letE R

0 be the full
subcategory ofE consisting of objects which are isomorphic to direct sums∇(γ)[r], with
r ≡ l(γ) mod 2. Having definedE R

i , defineE
R
i+1 to be the full, strict subcategory ofD

consisting of objectsX for which there is a distinguished triangleY → X → Z →,
with Y, Z ∈ E

R
i . Let E

R :=
⋃

i≥0 E
R
i . The dual subcategoryE L is defined analogously,

replacing the∇(γ) by ∆(γ).

Lemma 2.2. Assume thatp ≥ 2h − 3 and that condition (2.4.3) holds. LetM,N ∈
G–mod. Assume thatM or M [1] belongs toE

R, and thatN or N [1] belongs toE
L.

(Thus, the composition factors ofM andN all havep-regular highest weights.) For any
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λ ∈ Xreg(T )+, the natural maps

(2.4.4)

{
(1) ExtnG(∆

red(λ),M) −→ ExtnG(∆(λ),M)

(2) ExtnG(N,∇red(λ)) −→ ExtnG(N,∇(λ))

are surjective, for alln ≥ 0.

Proof. First, consider statement (2.4.4)(1). It is more convenient to prove (2.4.4)(1) allow-
ing M to be an arbitrary object inE R or E

R[1] (rather than just a rationalG-module).
The conditionp ≥ 2h − 3 means that the restricted dominant weights are contained
in the Jantzen regionΓJan. Thus, since (2.4.3) holds, [10, Thm. 6.8(a)] implies that
∆red(λ)[−l(λ)] ∈ E R and∇red(λ)[−l(λ)] ∈ E

R, for all λ ∈ Xreg(T )+. Also, (2.4.4)(1)
holds trivially (using [10, Lem. 2.2]) in caseM = ∇(ξ)[r], for some integerr. Thus,
(2.4.4(1)) is valid forM orM [1] in E

R
1 . Now assume thatM orM [1] belongs toE R

i+1 and
the surjectivity of (2.4.4)(1) holds withM replaced by objects inE R

i or E
R[1], i ≥ 1. But

there is a distinguished triangleX → M → Y → in whichX or X [1] (resp.,Y or Y [1])]
belongs toE R

i , so that surjectivity holds withM replaced byX or Y . Now a standard
long exact sequence argument (see the proof of [6, Thm. 4.3])completes the argument for
(2.4.4)(1).

The argument for the dual statement (2.4.4(2)) is similar and is left to the reader. �

2.5 Graded structures.SupposeB =
⊕

n≥0Bn is a positively graded finite dimensional
algebra over a field. LetM be in the categoryB-grmod ofZ-gradedB-modules. A reso-
lution11

· · · −→ R2 −→ R1 −→ R0 −→ M −→ 0

in B-grmod is calledB-linear (or just linear, ifB is understood) if, for each nonnegative
integern, the gradedB-moduleRn generated by its termRn,n in graden. (In particular,
M is generated by its grade 0-componentM0.) Call the gradedB-moduleM resolution
linear, or justlinear, if it has a linear projective resolution.12 (For the structure of projective
objects inB-grmod, see Remark 8.4 in §8 (Appendix I).) We remark that every such linear
projective resolution is automatically linear and thus uniquely determined. The algebraB
is a (finite dimensional)Koszul algebraprovided every irreducibleB-module (regarded as
a graded module concentrated in grade 0) is resolution linear. In this case, the subalgebra
B0 is necessarily semisimple.13

11 In this resolution, the gradedB-moduleRi has cohomological degree−i. For an integerj,Ri,j denotes
thejth grade ofRi; thus,Ri =

⊕
Ri,j .

12It is possible to define other useful notions of linearity, e.g., using graded Ext groups. While such Ext
considerations play a role in this paper, there is no need here for a special terminology for them. In the Koszul
case, these notions all coincide. See the next footnote.

13WhenB is a Koszul algebra, a gradedB-moduleM is resolution linear if and only if extnB(M,L〈r〉) 6=
0 =⇒ n = r, for all irreducibleB-modulesL (concentrated in grade0) and alln ∈ N, r ∈ Z.
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Finally, we mention that the definitions above of linear resolutions and modules easily
carry over to graded lattices over a graded order (such asã defined below). We leave further
details to the reader.

If p > h, the sumãK = u′
ζ,K of the regular blocks in the small quantum groupuζ

is known to be Koszul [3]. Let̃aK =
⊕

i≥0 ãK,i be the associated Koszul grading. By
[27, §8], theO-algebrãa has a positive grading̃a =

⊕
i≥0 ãi such that, for anyi ≥ 0,

Kãi = ãK,i. Notice this implies that̃a ∼= g̃r ã. Puttingai = k ⊗ ãi,

(2.5.1) a =
⊕

r≥0

ai

provides a positive grading of thep-regular partu′ of the restricted enveloping algebra of
G, for all p > h. Also, a ∼= g̃ra. In case (2.4.3) holds forG with p > h, then, by [3], the
algebrasu′ andu′

ζ are Koszul.

Given a finite idealΓ in Xreg(T )+, any projectiveÃ = ÃΓ-module is̃a-tight in the sense
of (1.1)(5). In particular,Ã is itself ã-tight, as is any projectivẽA-lattice. See [29, Cor.
3.9]. If X̃ is a Ã-lattice, it is ã-tight if and only if it is Ã-tight, by [29, Cor. 3.8]. (The
quoted result, as stated, applies toÃΛ for a posetΛ, which may be assumed to containΓ. In
particular,Ã is ÃΛ-tight, and now the definitions show that̃A-tightness ofX̃ is equivalent
to ÃΛ-tightness, and thus tõa-tightness.) Thus, in this case, grX̃ = g̃rX̃. In particular,
g̃r Ã = grÃ. A similar argument, varying the poset, gives the tightness of ∆̃(γ), γ ∈ Γ,
andg̃r∆̃(λ) = gr∆̃(λ).

2.6 The Jantzen region. The following result concerns the quasi-hereditary algebras
g̃rAΓ.

Lemma 2.3. Assume thatp ≥ 2h − 2 is odd, and that (2.4.3) holds. LetΓ E ΓJan consist
of p-regular weights. Then (in the notation of (1.1.3))

grAΓ = graAΓ = g̃rAΓ

and

gr∆(γ) = gra∆(γ) = g̃r∆(γ), ∀γ ∈ Γ.

Proof. We first claim that

(2.6.1) (rad a)AΓ = radAΓ.

ObserveAΓ-modules are the same as finite dimensional rationalG-modules which have
composition factorsL(γ), for γ ∈ Γ. Thus, to prove (2.6.1), it’s enough to show that, given
M in G–mod,M is completely reducible forG if and only if it is completely reducible for
u′. Because irreducibleG-modules are completely reducible for the restricted enveloping
algebrau (or equivalently, forG1), the “ =⇒ " direction is obvious. Conversely, assume
thatM is completely reducible forG1. LetL :=

⊕
L(λi) be the direct sum of the distinct
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irreducibleG-modules having restricted highest weights which, asG1-modules, appear
with nonzero multiplicity inM |G1 . Then

HomG1(L,M)⊗ L
∼−→ M, f ⊗ x 7→ f(x)

is an isomorphism of rationalG-modules. Also, HomG1(L,M) ∼= N [1], for a rational
G-moduleN . (See [18, 3.16(1)].) Thus, ifL(τ) is aG-composition factor ofN , then
L(λi ⊗ pτ) is a composition factor ofM . Thus, by hypothesis,λi ⊗ pτ ∈ ΓJan. A easy
calculation shows that(τ+ρ, α∨

0 ) ≤ p, i. e.,τ belongs to the closure of the bottomp-alcove
Cp of G. Thus,L(τ) ∼= ∆(τ) ∼= ∇(τ), so thatN is a completely reducibleG-module
because Ext1G(∆(τ),∇(σ)) = 0 for anyτ, σ ∈ X(T )+. This proves our claim.

By (2.6.1), (radn
a)AΓ = radn AΓ, for all nonnegative integersn. This implies that

grAΓ = graAΓ. On the other hand, graAΓ = g̃rAΓ by [29, Cor. 5.6]. This proves the
first assertion of the lemma. For the second assertion,radn∆(γ) := (radnAΓ)∆(γ) =
(radn

a)∆(γ), so that gr∆(γ) = gra∆(γ) = g̃r∆(γ), as before. �

3. Q-KOSZULITY.

Q-Koszul algebras are introduced in Definition 3.3 of this section. LetΛ be an arbitrary
finite ideal ofp-regular dominant weights, and letB = g̃rAΛ be the algebra defined in §2.3.
Then, under favorable circumstances—which, for the present, means thatp ≥ 2h − 2 is
odd and the LCF condition (2.4.3) holds—Theorem 3.5 states thatB is Q-Koszul. Its proof
is postponed to §5. Next, Definition 3.6 formulates the notion of a “standard" Q-Koszul
algebra, while Theorem 3.7 proves that the algebrasB are also standard Q-Koszul algebras.
WhenΛ is contained in the Jantzen region, Corollary 3.8 states that B-mod has a graded
Kazhdan-Lusztig theory (in the sense of [7, §3]). The proofsof these last two results are
presented at the end of §6. Thus, whenp ≥ 2h − 2 is odd, and when (2.4.3) holds, the
following picture emerges: the graded algebrasB which "model" the representation theory
of G (on p-regular weights) are (standard) Koszul inside the JantzenregionΓJan, but then
become (standard) Q-Koszul as the weight posetΛ expands outsideΓJan. Ultimately, we
expect something similar to hold for small primes, and also for p-singular weights.

Suppose thatB =
⊕

n≥0Bn is a positively graded quasi-hereditary algebra with poset
Λ. SinceB is quasi-hereditary, there is an increasing (“defining") sequence0 = J0 ⊆ J1 ⊆
J2 ⊆ · · · ⊆ Jn = B of idempotent ideals ofB with the following property: for1 ≤ i ≤ n,
Ji/Ji−1 is a heredity ideal in the algebraB/Ji−1.14 BecauseB is graded, [6, Prop. 4.2] says
that the idempotent idealsJi are homogeneous; in fact,Ji = BeiB for some idempotent
ei ∈ B0.

Each standard module∆(λ), λ ∈ Λ, has a natural positive grading, described as fol-
lows.∆(λ) is a projective (ungraded) module for an appropriate quotient algebraB/Ji—it

14See [5], [6] and [11, §C.1] for further details. Recall that an idempotent idealJ in a finite dimensional
algebraA (over the fieldk) is heredity provided that, writingJ = AeA, for an idempotente, the centralizer
algebraeAe is semisimple and multiplicationAe ⊗eAe eA −→ AeA = J is an isomorphism (of vector
spaces).
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identifies with the projective cover ofL(λ) in B/Ji−1-mod. By the previous paragraph,
B/Ji is also a graded quasi-hereditary algebra. Therefore,∆(λ) is the projective cover
in theB/Ji−1-grmod of the irreducible moduleL(λ) (viewed as a gradedB/Ji−1-module
having pure grade 0). See Remark 8.4 in §8 (Appendix I) for more discussion of PIMs in
B-grmod.

We have the following elementary result. See also [29, Cor. 3.2].

Proposition 3.1. (a) SupposeB =
⊕

n≥0Bn is a positively graded quasi-hereditary alge-
bra with posetΛ. Then the subalgebraB0 is quasi-hereditary with posetΛ.

(b) In the special case thatΛ is a finite ideal ofp-regular dominant weights, putB :=
g̃rAΛ. Then the modules∆red(λ) (resp.,∇red(λ)), λ ∈ Λ, are the standard (resp., costan-
dard) modules for the quasi-hereditary algebraB0. In particular, the rationalG-modules
∆red(λ) and∇red(λ) are naturally modules for all three algebraB, B0 andAΛ, all acting
through the common quotient algebraB0.

Proof. Let 0 = J0 ⊆ J1 ⊆ J2 ⊆ · · · ⊆ Jn = B be a defining sequence of idempotent ideals
in B as described above. EachJi = BeiB, for an idempotentei ∈ B0. Necessarily (by the
axioms for a quasi-hereditary algebra),e1Be1 is a semisimple algebra, so that necessarily
e1B0e1 = e1Be1 is semisimple. In addition, multiplicationBe ⊗e1Be1 eB −→ BeB = J1

is an isomorphism ofk-vector spaces. Taking the gradings into account, it follows that
multiplicationB0e1 ⊗e1B0e1 e1B0 → e1B0e1 is an isomorphism. Therefore,J1,0 = B0e1B0

is a heredity ideal inB0. Continuing, we find that0 ⊆ J1,0 ⊆ J2,0 ⊆ · · · ⊆ Jn,0 is a
defining sequence of ideals inB0. It follows thatB0 is quasi-hereditary with posetΛ, as
required for (a).

Finally, to see (b), apply [29, Cor. 3.2], with standard (resp., costandard) modules
the ∆red(λ) (resp.,∇red(λ)), λ ∈ Λ. Notice that, for anyn > 0, (r̃adnã)∆red(λ) =

(r̃adnã)∇red = 0 because∆red(λ) and∇red(λ) are obtained by reductions modp of lattices
in an irreducibleUζ-module. Hence,∆red(λ) and∇red(λ) are indeedB0 = g̃rA/r̃adA-
modules. �

Remark 3.2. The above discussion extends to theO-algebrasÃΛ. In fact, sinceO is
assumed to be complete,̃A := ÃΛ is a semi-perfect algebra (see [6]). In view of [6, Prop.
4.2], the idempotent ideals̃Ji making up a defining sequence ofÃΛ are all homogeneous
and have the form̃Ji = ÃeiÃ, for some idempotentei. The argument is then completed as
before. In particular, we note that̃∆red(λ) and∇̃red(λ) are modules for̃AΛ, g̃rÃΛ, (g̃r ÃΛ)0,
with the first two algebras acting through their common quotient algebra(g̃rÃΛ)0.

We propose the following generalization of a Koszul algebra.

Definition 3.3. A finite dimensional, positively graded algebraB =
⊕

n≥0Bn is called a
Q-Koszul algebraprovided the following conditions hold:

(i) the subalgebraB0 is quasi-hereditary, with posetΛ and standard (resp., costandard)
modules denoted∆0(λ) (resp.,∇0(λ)), λ ∈ Λ; and
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(ii) if ∆0(λ) and∇0(λ) are given pure grade 0 as gradedB-modules (through the ho-
momorphismB ։ B/B≥1

∼= B0), then

extnB(∆
0(λ),∇0(µ)〈r〉) 6= 0 =⇒ n = r, ∀λ, µ ∈ Λ, n ∈ N, r ∈ Z.

In the above definition, the algebraB can be taken over any field, not necessarily our
algebraically closed fieldk of positive characteristicp.

Remarks 3.4. (a) A similar generalization—in the abstract—of Koszul algebras, using
“tilting modules" has been proposed by Madsen [24].

(b) Koszul algebras and quasi-hereditary algebras providerather trivial examples of Q-
Koszul algebras. In the case in whichB is Koszul, the subalgebraB0 is semisimple and
hence it is quasi-hereditary. In this situation,∆0(λ) ∼= ∇0(λ), λ ∈ Λ, are irreducible.
View them as gradedB-modules having pure grade 0, condition (ii) is automatic from the
definition of a Koszul algebra. Thus,B is Q-Koszul. On the other hand, suppose thatB is
an (ungraded) quasi-hereditary algebra. ViewB as positively graded by settingB0 := B.
ThenB is Q-Koszul using the well-known fact thatdimExtnB(∆(λ),∇(µ)) = δλ,µδn,0 [7,
Lem. 2.2].

Now return to the groupG. The next result shows that there are more interesting exam-
ples of Q-Koszul algebras than those considered in Remark 3.4(b). The proof will be given
in §5, immediately after the proof of Theorem 5.6.

Theorem 3.5.Assume thatp ≥ 2h− 2 is odd, and that condition (2.4.3) holds. LetΛ be a
finite ideal ofp-regular dominant weights and form the graded algebraB := g̃rAΛ. Then
B is a Q-Koszul algebra with posetΛ, setting∆0(λ) = ∆red(λ) and∇0(λ) = ∇red(λ),
λ ∈ Λ.

Finally, there is the following notion of a standard Q-Koszul algebra. It is modeled on
the notion of a standard Koszul algebras as used by Mazorchuk[25].15

Definition 3.6. A positively gradded algebraB =
⊕

n≥0Bn is called astandard Q-Koszul
algebraprovided it is Q-Koszul16 the following conditions are satisfied:

(i) B graded quasi-hereditary algebra with weight posetΛ, and with standard (resp.,
costandard, irreducible) modules∆B(λ) (resp.,∇B(λ), LB(λ)), for λ ∈ Λ; and

(ii) given λ, µ ∈ Λ, and positive integersr, n,
{

extnB(∆
B(λ),∇0(µ)〈r〉) 6= 0 =⇒ n = r;

extnB(∆
0(µ),∇B(λ)〈r〉) 6= 0 =⇒ n = r.

15Mazorchuk quotes a paper [1] for the name standard Koszul, though the notion is not quite the same. In
any case, the notion (but not the name) goes back to earlier work of Irving [16].

16It seems likely that the requirement thatB be Q-Koszul is already implied by conditions (i) and (ii) and
thus is redundant. We intend to discuss this issue further elsewhere.
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In (ii), ∆0(µ) (resp.,∇0(µ)), λ, µ ∈ Λ, are the standard (resp., costandard) modules for the
quasi-hereditary algebraB0. They are viewed as gradedB-modules (concentrated in grade
0) through the homomorphismB ։ B/B≥1

∼= B0.

The complete proof of the theorem below is postponed to §6. The theorem requires
that there is, by [28, 8.4], a natural dualityd on the module categories̃grAΛ-mod and
g̃rAΛ-grmod. It arises from an anti-automorphism of the orderÃΛ and so induces an
anti-automorphism onAΛ and a graded anti-automorphism ong̃rAΛ. Thus, it induces a
duality onAΛ-mod,g̃rAΛ-mod, andg̃rAΛ-grmod. This duality fixes irreducible modules
and interchanges standard and costandard modules.

Theorem 3.7. Assume thatp ≥ 2h − 2 is odd, and that (2.4.3) holds. LetΛ be a finite
ideal ofp-regular dominant weights and form the graded algebraB := g̃rAΛ. ThenB is a
standard Q-Koszul algebra (in the sense of Definition 3.6) with posetΛ, setting





∆B(λ) = g̃r∆(λ),

∆0(λ) = ∆red(λ),

∇B(λ) = d∆B(λ),

∇0(λ) = ∇red(λ),

for λ ∈ Λ.

A graded quasi-hereditary algebraB has, by definition, a graded Kazhdan-Lusztig theory
provided there is a length functionl : Λ → Z such that, forλ, µ ∈ Λ, r, n ∈ Z, the
non-vanishing of either extn

B(∆
B(λ), LB(µ)〈r〉) or of extnB(LB(µ)〈r〉,∇B(λ)) implies that

n = r ≡ l(λ)− l(µ) mod2. See [6, §3] and [9, §2.1].
The usual length functionl on the (affine) Coxeter groupWp of G leads to a length

functionl : Xreg(T )+ → N as follows. For ap-regular dominant weightλ, writeλ = w·λ−,
whereλ− ∈ C−

p (the unique alcove containing−2ρ) andw ∈ Wp. Then putl(λ) := l(w).
The following corollary was promised in [28, Rem. 10.7(a)].The proof is postponed to

§6.

Corollary 3.8. Assume thatp ≥ 2h − 2 is odd, and that (2.4.3) holds (forp and G).
LetΛ is a finite ideal ofp-regular dominant weights contained inΓJan. Theng̃r∆(λ) is a
linear module over̃grA. Also, the graded quasi-hereditary algebrag̃rA-mod has a graded
Kazhdan-Lusztig theory. In particular,̃grA is Koszul.

4. (Γ, a)-RESOLUTIONS.

This section begins the study of resolutions necessary for most of the main results of this
paper. The detailed information obtained on filtrations of the syzygies in these resolutions
are important in their own right.

We continue the notation of §§1,2. We will not quote any results from §3. LetΓ denote
a finite ideal inXreg(T )+ and letA = AΓ. The reader should keep in mind thatA-mod
consists of finite dimensional rationalG-modules whose composition factors have the form
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L(γ) for γ ∈ Γ. Let M be a graded̃grA-module.The main result of this section, given in
Theorem 4.2, constructs a key specific resolutionΞ• ։ M . It is required that the (2.4.3)
condition holds, thatM |a be linear in the sense of §2.5, and that each graded component
Ms, when regarded as a(g̃rA)0-module has a∆red-filtration. This resolution will play a
central role in §§5,6 in, for example, explaining the structure of rationalG-modules of
the form Extna (∆

red(λ),∇red(µ)) = ExtnG1
(∆red(λ),∇red(µ)) (resp., Extna (∆(λ),∇(µ)) =

ExtnG1
(∆(λ),∇(µ)) for p-regular dominant weightsλ, µ; see Theorem 5.3 (resp., Theorem

6.0.17)).

Definition 4.1. Let M be a graded̃grAΓ-module. A(Γ, a)-projective resolutionof M is
an exact complex

(4.0.2) · · · −→ Ξi −→ · · · −→ Ξ1 −→ Ξ0 → M → 0

of graded vector spaces and graded maps with the following properties:

(i) there is an increasing chainΓ = Γ−1 ⊆ Γ0 ⊆ Γ1 ⊆ · · · of finite ideals inXreg(T )+,
such that, fori ≥ 0, Ξi ∈ g̃rAΓi

–mod;
(ii) the mapsΞi → Ξi−1 are morphisms in the categorỹgrAΓi

-grmod. (SetΞ−1 := M .)
In this statement, the graded̃grAΓi−1

-moduleΞi−1 is regarded as a graded̃grAΓi
-

module through the algebra surjectiong̃rAΓi
։ g̃rAΓi−1

. See [27, Rem. 3.8].
(iii) for i ≥ 0, the g̃rAΓi

-moduleΞi has a graded filtration with sections of the form
g̃rP ♯(γ)〈j〉, γ ∈ Γi−1, j ∈ N. (The moduleP ♯(γ) is defined in (2.1.1).)

Similarly, at level of orders and lattices overO , there is an analogous notion of a(Γ, ã)-
projective resolutioñΞ• ։ M̃ of a g̃r ÃΓ-latticeM̃ . SettingΞi := k⊗O Ξ̃i andM := k⊗O

M̃ , it follows thatΞi ։ M is a(Γ, a)-projective resolution ofM . (Use gr̃P ♯(γ) = g̃r P̃ ♯(γ)
in place ofg̃rP ♯(γ).)

Continue in the context of Defn. 4.1. Suppose thatj > 0, and letΩj := ker(Ξj−1 →
Ξj−2). Recall thatΞ−1 := M . Define thej-truncated complex

(4.0.3) Ξ†
• = Ξ

†j
• : 0 → Ωj → Ξj−1 → · · · → Ξ0 → 0

in the categorỹgrAΓj
-grmod. Observe that(Ξ†)j = Ωj andΞ†

−1 = 0. By definition,Ξ†
• ։

M is a resolution ofM . The syzygiesΩj will play a role below. Similar considerations
apply in the integral case (overO).

Now assume thatp ≥ 2h − 2 is odd, and that the LCF condition (2.4.3) holds. In
particular,a = u′ (the direct sum of the regular blocks of the universal enveloping algebra
u of G) is a Koszul algebra. A(Γ, a)-projective resolution ofM gives a resolution of
M |a by graded and projectivea-modulesΞi|a. In fact, Ξi|a has, by definition, ãgrAΓi

-
filtration with sections̃grP ♯(γ)〈j〉 and each̃grP ♯(γ)〈j〉 is a projective gradeda-module.
This resolution isa-linear (in the sense of §2.5) if and only ifj = i, for all the g̃rAΓi

-
modulesP ♯(γ)〈j〉 which appear as sections (and hence asa-summands) ofΞi in condition
(iii) above.
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We will see in §§5, 6 that these resolutions can be used to compute, among other things,
the spaces extm

g̃rA(M,X) and Extmg̃rA(M,X) with X = ∇red(γ), with M as above. Theo-
rem 4.2 below constructs these resolutions for suitableM . Integral versions are also ob-
tained. In addition, the theorem shows that, in the presenceof (2.4.3),the syzygy modules
in suitable resolutions of the modules∆red(λ) (for a p-regular dominant weightλ) have
∆red-filtrations. Once Theorem 6.3 is established17, a similar result by be deduced from
Theorem 4.2 for resolutions of̃gr∆(λ), expanding a main theme of [29], which provided
a∆red-filtration of Weyl modules.

Theorem 4.2. Assume thatp ≥ 2h − 2 is odd, and that the LCF condition (2.4.3) holds.
Let Γ be any finite ideal in the setXreg(T )+ of p-regular dominant weights. LetA = AΓ

andÃ = ÃΓ.
(a) Assume thatM is a gradedg̃rA-module such that each gradeMs has a∆red-

filtration. Assume thatM |a is a linear module. There exists a resolution (4.0.2) ofM which
is botha-linear and(Γ, a)-projective such that, fori ≥ 0, Ξi andΩi+1 := ker(Ξi → Ξi−1)
have a∆red-filtration, grade by grade.

(b) Assume that̃M is a gradedg̃r Ã-module such that each gradẽMs has a ∆̃red-
filtration. Assume that̃M |ã is a linear module. There exists aña-linear (Γ, ã)-projective
resolution ofM̃ , analogous to (4.0.2), such that, fori ≥ 0, Ξ̃i andΩ̃i+1 := ker(Ξ̃i → Ξ̃i−1)

have a∆̃red-filtration, grade by grade.

Before proving the theorem, some further notation and a preliminary lemma are required.
For a finite idealΓ in Xreg(T )+, let r := r(Γ) be the minimal positive integer such that

Γ ⊆ Xr(T ). For a positive integerr, put

(4.0.4) Λr := {λ ∈ Xreg(T )+ | (λ, α∨
0 ) < 2pr(h− 1)}.

Thus,Λr in an ideal in the poset ofp-regular weights. Ifr ≥ r(Γ), thenΓ is an ideal in
Λr. In addition, ifγ ∈ Γ, theGrT -projective coverQ̂r(γ) of the irreducibleGrT -module
L̂r(γ) of highest weightγ has a uniqueG-module structure withG-composition factors
L(τ), τ ∈ Λr. In [18], thisG-module is denoted by the same symbolQ̂r(γ), but we write
it asPr(γ). Givenγ ∈ X1(T ), P1(γ) = P ♯(γ) in the notation of (2.1.1).

LetA := AΛr
. By [18, p. 333],Pr(γ) is the projective cover ofL(γ) in the “pr-bounded

category"A-mod of rationalG-modules having composition factors of highest weights in
Λr.

Now pass to orders, and let̃A := ÃΛr
, wherer ≥ r(Γ) as before. Givenγ ∈ Γ, by [13,

Thm. 3.2, Prop. 2.3 & p. 159], we can lift the projectiveA-modulePr(γ) to anÃ-lattice
P̃r(γ). Moreover, any such lifting is projective and unique.

Write γ = γ0 + pγ1 ∈ Γ, whereγ0 ∈ X1(T ) andγ1 ∈ X(T )+. ThenP1(γ0) ∈ AΛ1-mod
lifts to a projective module for̃AΛ1 and, thus, to ãUζ-latticeP̃1(γ0). The projective module

17Part (a) of Theorem 6.3 does not assume the LCF and depends only on results from [27], while part (b)
is derived from Theorem 4.2 applied to∆red(λ).
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Pr−1(γ1) ∈ AΛr−1 lifts to aDistO(G)-latticeP̃♥
r−1(γ1). Therefore, pulling back through the

FrobeniusF̃ in (2.2.2), we obtain thẽUζ-lattice(P̃♥
r−1(γ1))

[1], denotedP̃♥
r−1(λ)

[1] or simply
P̃r−1(λ)

[1] if it is convenient. There is a tensor product decomposition

(4.0.5) P̃r(γ) ∼= P̃1(γ0)⊗ P̃♥
r−1(γ1)

[1].

(The reductions modπ are isomorphic as rationalG-modules, so they are integrally iso-
morphic.) The Hopf algebra structure oñUζ is required to view (4.0.5) as ãUζ-module.

The proof of the following lemma uses the fact that ifX̃ is a lattice for an integral quasi-
hereditary algebrãB with the property that̃Xk has a∆-filtration for the quasi-hereditary
algebraB = B̃k, thenX̃ has a∆̃-filtration. This follows immediately from [29, Prop. 6.1]
and a standard Nakayama’s lemma argument. The integral quasi-hereditary algebra will be
(g̃r Ã)0.

Lemma 4.3. Assume thatp ≥ 2h− 2 is odd, and that (2.4.3) holds.
LetΓ ⊂ X(T )+ be a finite ideal in the poset ofp-regular weights. Let̃B := ÃΓ. Suppose

that Ω̃ :=
⊕

s Ω̃s is a gradedg̃rB̃-lattice generated in gradem, for some integerm. View
Ω̃m as a gradedg̃r B̃-module concentrated in gradem, and assume that̃Ωm(−m) has a
∆̃red-filtration. (Any∆̃red(µ), µ ∈ Γ, may viewed as ãgrB̃-module concentrated in grade
0; see Remark 3.2).

LetΛ = Λr with r ≥ r(Γ) and setÃ := ÃΛ. The following statements hold.
(a) If

(4.0.6) Ω̃′ := ker
(

g̃r Ã⊗(g̃r Ã)0
Ω̃m ։ Ω̃

)
,

thenΩ̃′ is a gradedg̃rÃ-lattice vanishing in grades≤ m. All composition factors of̃Ω, Ω̃′

andg̃r Ã⊗(g̃r Ã)0
Ω̃m have highest weights inΛ.

(b) Moreover,g̃rÃ⊗(g̃r Ã)0
Ω̃m has a graded filtration with sections of the form̃gr P̃ ♯(λ)〈m〉,

λ ∈ Γ. Any such filtration ofg̃rÃ ⊗(g̃r Ã)0
Ω̃m induces a filtration ofΩ̃m by modules

∆̃red(λ)〈m〉 ∼= (g̃r P̃ ♯(λ)〈m〉)m. All filtrations of Ω̃m with sections∆̃red(λ)〈m〉, λ ∈ Γ,
arise this way.

(c) Suppose, for alls ∈ Z, that Ω̃s has a∆̃red-filtration. ThenΩ̃′
s also has a∆̃red-

filtration.

Proof. We begin by proving (b). Letγ = γ0 + pγ1 ∈ Γ, whereγ0 ∈ X1(T ) andγ1 ∈
Xr−1(T ). Form the exact sequences

{
(1) 0 → J̃ [1] → P̃♥

r−1(γ1)
[1] → ∆̃(γ1)

[1] → 0,

(2) 0 → P̃1(γ0)⊗O J̃ [1] → P̃r(γ) → P̃ ♯(γ) → 0

of Ũζ-modules. In (1),J̃ [1] is defined as the kernel of the natural mapP̃♥
r−1(γ1)

[1] ։

∆̃(γ1)
[1]. Then (2) is a sequence of̃A-modules, obtained (using the Hopf algebraŨζ) by
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applying∆̃(γ0) ⊗O − to (1). Also, (2) isã-split, sinceP̃ ♯(γ) is ã-projective. Hence, (2)
remains an exact sequence in the categoryg̃r Ã-grmod afterg̃r is applied. Observe from
(the dual version of) [29, Lem. 4.1(c)], which uses (2.4.3),that (g̃r P̃ ♯(γ))0 ∼= ∆red(γ)

as a(g̃rÃ)0-module. For convenience, put̃N := P̃1(γ0) ⊗O J̃ [1], and form the following
commutative diagram:
(4.0.7)
0 −−−→ g̃r Ã⊗ (g̃rÑ)0 −−−→ g̃rÃ⊗ (g̃r P̃r(γ))0 −−−→ g̃r Ã⊗ ∆̃red(γ) −−−→ 0y

y
y

0 −−−→ g̃rÑ −−−→ g̃r P̃r(γ) −−−→ g̃r P̃ ♯(γ) −−−→ 0

where⊗ = ⊗(g̃r Ã)0
in the first row. As noted above, the second row is exact, and wealso

claim that the first row is also exact. This will follow provided that

(4.0.8) Tor(g̃r Ã)0
1 (g̃rÃ, ∆̃red(γ)) = 0.

First, by [27, Thm. 6.3 ],g̃rÃ is a quasi-hereditary algebra overO with posetΛ and
with standardright modules denoted̃gr∆̃(γ)◦, γ ∈ Γ. Now we work with the quasi-
hereditary algebra(g̃r Ã)0 which has right standard (resp., costandard) modules∆̃red(τ)◦

(resp.,∇̃red(τ)
◦), τ ∈ Γ. By [29, Thm. 5.1],g̃r∆(γ)◦ has a(∆̃red)◦-filtration. Therefore,

Ext1
(g̃r Ã)0

(g̃r∆̃(γ)◦,∇red(µ)
◦) ∼= Ext1(g̃rA)0

(g̃r∆(γ)◦,∇red(µ)) = 0, ∀µ ∈ Γ.

A standard Nakayama’s lemma argument gives that Ext1
(g̃r Ã)0

(g̃r∆̃red(γ)◦, ∇̃red(µ)
◦) = 0,

which means that̃grÃ, viewed as a right(g̃rÃ)0, has a(∆̃red)◦-filtration by [29, Prop. 6.1].
Now (4.0.8) follows from Proposition 9.1 below (applied to the quasi-hereditary algebra
(g̃rA)0 = ((g̃r Ã)0)k).

The middle and left vertical maps in (4.0.7) are both surjective maps, sincẽP1(γ0) and
P̃r−1(γ) are projectivẽa-modules. Thus, the right hand vertical map is surjective.

Next, the middle vertical map in (4.0.7) is, in fact, an isomorphism, sinceP̃r(γ) is Ã-
projective. The snake lemma now implies that the two remaining vertical maps are injec-
tive, hence they are also isomorphisms. (In particular, we record the isomorphism

(4.0.9) g̃r Ã⊗(g̃r Ã)0
∆̃red(γ)

∼−→ g̃r P̃ ♯(γ)

which will be used later.)
Consider the surjectioñgrÃ ⊗(g̃r Ã)0

Ω̃m ։ Ω̃ of graded modules. Ã∆red-filtration of

Ω̃m(−m) gives a filtration ofg̃r Ã⊗(g̃r Ã)0
Ω̃m with sections̃gr P̃ ♯(γ)〈m〉, using Proposition

9.1 again and the right hand vertical isomorphism above. This filtration is a graded filtration
of a graded module. Conversely, any graded filtration ofg̃r Ã⊗(g̃r Ã)0

Ω̃m results in a graded

filtration of Ω̃m
∼= (g̃rÃ⊗(g̃r Ã)0

Ω̃m)m by modules̃∆red(γ) ∼= g̃r P̃ ♯(γ)〈m〉m, proving (b).
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Since each surjection

g̃r P̃ ♯(γ) ։ ∆̃red(γ)

has kernel with non-zero grades only in grades 1 or higher, itfollows that Ω̃′ in (4.0.6)
vanishes in grades≤ m. This establishes the first assertion of (a). The last assertion of (a)
is clear, and so (a) is proved.

Finally, consider statement (c). For anys ∈ Z, (4.0.6) gives a short exact sequence

0 → Ω̃′
s → X̃ :=

(
g̃r Ã⊗(g̃r Ã)0

Ω̃m

)
s
→ Ω̃s → 0,

of (g̃rÃ)0-modules in which̃Ωs has a∆̃red-filtration by hypothesis. By (b),̃X has a fil-
tration with sections(g̃r P̃ ♯(λ)〈m〉)s. Also, [29, Thm. 3.1] implies that̃gr P̃ ♯(λ) has a

(graded)g̃r∆̃-filtration. Thus,g̃rP ♯(λ) = g̃r P̃ ♯(λ) has a (graded)̃gr∆-filtration, and
therefore, by [29, Thm 5.1], each section(g̃rP ♯(λ))〈m〉s has a (graded)̃∆red-filtration.
Thus, the (graded)(g̃r Ã)0-module(g̃r P̃ ♯(λ))〈m〉s (concentrated in grades − m) has a
∆̃red-filtration. Thus,X̃ has a∆̃red-filtration, concentrated in grades. Now the long exact
sequence of cohomology and [29, Prop. 6.1] gives thatΩ̃′

s has a∆̃red-filtration, completing
the proof. �

Proof of Theorem 4.2.It suffices to prove part (b) of the theorem. Then part (a) is obtained
by base change to the fieldk. DefineΓ0 = Λr(Γ). Having definedΓi, putΓi+1 = Λr(Γi). The

(Γ, ã)-projective resolutioñΞ• → M̃ is constructed recursively. Let̃Ξ0 = (g̃r Ã) ⊗(g̃r Ã)0

M̃0. Let Ω̃1 to be the kernel of the natural map̃Ξ0 ։ M̃ . Both Ξ̃0 and Ω̃1 are graded
g̃r Ã-modules. Sincea is a Koszul algebra andΞ0 = Ξ̃k is a graded projectivea-module
generated by its grade0-component,Ω1 := (Ω̃1)k is generated by its grade1-component.
Therefore, by Nakayama’s lemma, the gradedã-moduleΩ̃1 is generated by its grade1-
component̃Ω1,1. In any given grades, Ω̃1,s has a∆̃red-filtration.

Now assume, for a giveni > 0, that graded̃grÃΓj−1
-modulesΩ̃j and Ξ̃j−1 have been

constructed, for0 < j ≤ i, such that

(i) there is an exact sequence0 → Ω̃j → Ξ̃j−1 → Ω̃j−1 → 0 (with Ω̃−1 = M̃));
(ii) Ω̃j |ã andΞ̃j−1|ã are generated in gradesj andj − 1, respectively;

(iii) Ξ̃j−1 is a graded̃gr Ãj-module, filtered by graded lattices with sectionsg̃r P̃ ♯(γ),
γ ∈ Γj−1 = Λr(Γj−2);

(iv) Ω̃j,s has a∆̃red-filtration, for eachs ∈ Z. (HereΩ̃j,s is the grades-component of
Ω̃j .)

DefineΞ̃i = g̃rÃΓi
⊗(g̃r ÃΓi

)0
Ω̃i,i, and set

Ω̃i+1 = ker
(

g̃r ÃΓi
⊗(g̃r ÃΓi)0

(Ω̃i,i → Ω̃i

)
.
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Condition (i), withi + 1 replacingi, clear from construction. Condition (ii) follows from
the Koszulity ofa, together with (ii) forj ≤ i and Nakayama’s lemma. Parts (iii) and (iv)
follow from Lemma 4.3. This completes the recursive construction and the proof of the
theorem. �

As a corollary of the proof of Lemma 4.3, we record the following result.

Corollary 4.4. Letγ be ap-regular weight which isr-restricted, for some positive integer
r. Let Ã = ÃΛr

(see (4.0.4)). Then, in the derived categoriesD−(g̃r Ã) andD−(g̃rA), we
have {

g̃r P̃ ♯(γ) ∼= g̃r Ã⊗L ∆̃red(γ);

g̃rP ♯(γ) ∼= g̃rA⊗L ∆red(γ).

Here⊗ = ⊗(g̃r Ã)0
.

Proof. This follows from (4.0.9) and the proof of (4.0.8), forn ≥ 1 (replacing Tor1 by
Torn, and again using Proposition 9.1 below). �

5. FILTRATIONS

The main result, Theorem 5.3, shows, under the hypotheses ofTheorem 4.2 that, ifλ, µ
arep-regular weights, the rationalG-module

ExtnG1
(∆red(λ),∇red(µ))

[−1]

has a∇-filtration.
Before beginning the proof of this theorem, we prove the following proposition which

has independent interest and plays a key role in the proof of Theorem 3.7 in §6. The result
is also based on Theorem 4.2, which guarantees the existenceof the resolutionsΞ• andΞ̃•

in (a) below.

Proposition 5.1. Assume thatp ≥ 2h−2 is odd and that (2.4.3) holds. LetΓ be finite ideal
of p-regular weights. LetM be a gradedg̃rAΓ-module which isa-linear. Assume that
each gradeMs has a∆red-filtration and letΞ → M be as in display (4.0.2) as guaranteed
by Theorem 4.2(a). Similarly, let̃M be a gradedgrÃΓ-module which̃a-linear, and such
that each graded̃Ms has∆̃red-filtration. Let Ξ̃• ։ M̃ be an integral version of (4.0.2) as
guaranteed by Theorem 4.2(b).

(a) Then, settingAi = AΓi
andÃi = ÃΓi

,
{

Extng̃rAi
(Ξi,∇red(γ)) = 0;

Extn
g̃r Ãi

(Ξ̃i, ∇̃red(γ) = 0,

for all i ≥ 0, all positive integersn, and allγ ∈ Γ.
(b) In particular, letj ≥ n be nonnegative integers withj > 0, and letΛ be a finite poset

of p-regular weights containingΓj . PutA = AΛ andÃ = ÃΛ. Then

Extng̃rAΓ
(M,∇red(λ)) ∼= Hn(Homg̃rA(Ξ

†
•,∇red(λ)),
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whereΞ†
• = Ξ

†j
• is thej-truncated resolution (4.0.3).

(c) In addition,

extng̃rAΓ
(M,∇red(λ)〈r〉) ∼= Hn(homg̃rA(Ξ

†
•,∇red(λ)〈r〉)

∼=
{

Hom(g̃rA)0(Ωn/ radΩn,∇red(λ)), n = r,

0 otherwise.

Proof. We first prove (a). Consider the integral case of grÃi. The grÃi-moduleΞ̃i has a
filtration by the modules gr̃P ♯(λ), λ ∈ Γ. Thus, it suffices to show that

Extn
grÃi

(g̃r P̃ ♯(λ), ∇̃red(γ)) = 0, ∀n > 0,

Using Cor. 4.4,

Extn
grÃi

(g̃r P̃ ♯(λ), ∇̃red(γ)) ∼= Homn
D−(g̃r Ãi)

(grP̃ ♯(λ), ∇̃red(γ))

∼= Homn
D−(grÃi)

(grÃi ⊗L ∆̃red(λ), ∇̃red(γ))

∼= Extn
(grÃi)0

(∆̃red(λ), ∇̃red(γ)) = 0.

This proves (a) for gr̃Ai. A similar argument works for grAi.
Finally, (b) and (c) follow from a standard argument, using the spectral sequences as-

sociated to the Cartan-Eilenberg double complex resolution of Ξ†
•; see [36, Summary

5.7.9]. �

We will need the following preliminary lemma.

Lemma 5.2. Assume thatp ≥ 2h − 2 is odd, and that (2.4.3) holds. LetX be a fi-
nite dimensionalG-module whose composition factorsL(γ) satisfyγ ∈ Xreg(T )+. As-
sumeX is completely reducible forG1 and has a∆red-filtration as aG-module. Then
HomG1(X,∇red(γ))

[−1] has a∇-filtration, for anyγ ∈ X(T )+.

Proof. The statement is clearly true ifX = ∆red(γ′), γ ∈ Xreg(T )+, since

HomG1(∆
p(γ′),∇p(γ)) ∼=

{
Homk(∆(γ′

1)
[1],∇(γ1)

[1]), γ′
0 = γ0

0, otherwise.

In general, consider a short exact sequence0 → X ′ → X → X ′′ → 0 of rationalG-
modules in whichX ′ andX ′′ are nonzero modules having∆red-filtrations. Observe this
sequence isG1-split. By an evident induction argument, we can assume the conclusion of
the lemma holds withX replaced byX ′ orX ′′. Form the exact sequence

0 → HomG1(X
′′,∇red(γ))

[−1] →HomG1(X,∇red(γ))
[−1] → HomG1(X

′,∇red(γ))
[−1]→ 0

of rationalG-modules. By assumption, the right and left hand sides of this sequence have
∇-filtrations. Thus, the middle term has a∇-filtration, as required. �
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We now establish the main result of this paper, part (a) of Theorem 5.3. The first step
in its proof identifies ExtnG1

(∆red(λ),∇red(µ)) as avector spacewith a rationalG-module
HomG1(Ωn/ rada Ωn,∇red(µ))

[−1] (in the notation of Theorem 4.2), which can be easily
shown to have a∇-filtration. Thus, it is necessary to show that this identification is an
isomorphism ofG-modules. This final step, which is delicate, requires the abstract setting
of §8 (Appendix I).

Later, in §6, part (a) of the theorem below will be extended tothe case in which∆red(λ)
(resp.,∇red(µ)) is replaced by∆(λ) (resp.,∇(µ)); see Theorem 6.2 below. Part (b) will
be similarly extended in Theorem 6.5 usingg̃r∆(λ) and a dual construction. We note that
part (a) of the theorem below assumes the LCF condition (2.4.3), while part (b) does not.
Parallel remarks hold for their respective extensions in §6.

Theorem 5.3.Assume thatp ≥ 2h− 2 is odd. Letλ, µ ∈ Xreg(T )+.
(a) Suppose that condition (2.4.3) holds. Then, for any integer n ≥ 0, the rational

G-moduleExtnG1
(∆red(λ),∇red(µ))

[−1] has a∇-filtration.
(b) LetA = AΓ, for any finite idealΓ of p-regular dominant weights containingλ, µ.

For any integern ≥ 0, there are natural vector space isomorphisms

(5.0.10)
Extng̃rA(∆

red(λ),∇red(µ)) ∼= ExtnA(∆
red(λ),∇red(µ))

∼= ExtnG(∆
red(λ),∇red(µ)).

Proof. Let Γ be a finite ideal ofp-regular weights containingλ, µ. There is an algebra
homomorphisma → A := AΓ (which is an inclusion ifΓ is sufficiently large).

Using Theorem 4.2 and noting that∇red(µ)|a is completely reducible, there are natural
vector space isomorphisms (labelled for further discussion)

(5.0.11)

ExtnG1
(∆red(λ),∇red(µ))

(1)∼= Hn(Homa(Ξ•,∇red(µ))

(2)∼= Homa(Ωn,∇red(µ))

(3)∼= HomG1(Ωn/ rada Ωn,∇red(µ)).

The first term in (5.0.11) is obviously a rationalG-module. On the other hand, the last term
HomG1(Ωn/ rada Ωn,∇red(µ)) on the right is also a rationalG-module. To see this, first
observe that

rada Ωn = a≥1Ωn = (a≥1g̃rA)Ωn = (g̃rA)≥1Ωn.

(The first equality follows sincea is a Koszul algebra.) Now use the isomorphism

g̃rA/(g̃rA)≥1
∼= A/A≥1

to makeΩn/ rada Ωn an A-module, thus, aDist(G)-module, and, finally, a rationalG-
module.

Next, Ωn rada Ωn
∼= Ωn,n (the graden-component ofΩn) has, by Theorem 4.2(a), a

∆red-filtration. Thus, Lemma 5.2 implies that HomG1(Ωn/ rada Ωn,∇red(µ))
[−1] has a∇-

filtration.
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Therefore, (a) will follow provided the composite

(5.0.12) (3) ◦ (2) ◦ (1) : ExtnG1
(∆red(λ),∇red(µ)) → HomG1(Ωn/ rada Ωn,∇red(µ))

of the vector space isomorphisms (1), (2), (3) in (5.0.11) isa morphism of rationalG-
modules. While most readers will expect this to be true, a rigorous proof requires the
constructions of §8 (Appendix 1) below.

First, general methods imply that the left hand side of (5.0.12) can be calculated,as a
rationalG-module, by anya truncated resolution

(5.0.13) 0 → E −→ Rn−1 −→ · · · −→ R0 −→ ∆red(λ) → 0

of ∆red(λ) by A-modules such thatRi|a is a-projective,i = 0, · · · , n − 1. Here we use
the fact that the categoryA-mod is the same as the category of finite dimensional rational
G-modules having composition factorsL(γ), γ ∈ Γ. (This statement holds for any poset
idealΓ. As we see below, the currentΓ may need to be enlarged to for any givenn, to make
the resolution construction possible.) That is,

(5.0.14) Extna (∆
red(λ),∇red(µ)) ∼= coker(Homa(Rn−1,∇red(µ)) −→ Homa(E,∇red(µ)))

in G-mod.18

We recursively construct such a resolution (5.0.13), in order to establish that the map
(5.0.12) is a homomorphism of rationalG-modules. The argument will use the results
from §8 (Appendix I). This appendix is written in an abstractframework, though with a
recursive construction of (5.0.13) in mind. We try to give enough details to enable the
reader to make the connection.See also Remark 8.14. The construction will be used in the
proof of (b) below and, again, in Theorem 6.5. Before gettingstarted, we note the following
lemma. Its proof also requires results from Appendix I.

Lemma 5.4. SupposeΞ†
• = Ξ†n is an-truncated complex as in (4.0.3) iñgrAΓn

-mod, so
thatΞ†

• ։ M is a graded resolution of ãgrAΓ-moduleM , and so that eachΞ†
j|a (j < n) is

projective. Assume thatM isa-linear and thatΞ†
•|a is part of a linear (graded)a-resolution.

LetΞ†′
• be a secondn-truncated resolution ofM with the same properties as listed above

for Ξ†
•. ThenΞ†

•
∼= Ξ†′

• as gradedg̃rAΓn
-resolutions ofM .

Proof. For the proof, simply break each complex into short exact sequences, e. g.,0 →
Ωj → Ξj−1 → Ωj−1 → 0 and apply Theorem 8.5(d) withB = g̃rAΓj

, for various choices
of j. Observe that, by construction,Ξj has a projective cover inB-grmod which remains

18The isomorphism as vector spaces is elementary. Usually, given rationalG-modulesM,N , theG-
module structure of the spaces Ext•

a
(M,N) is obtained by computing these Ext-groups using aG-injective

resolutionN → I• of N . Necessarily, eachIj is alsoa-injective, defining a rationalG-module structure
on Extn

a
(M,N), regarded as then-cohomology of the complex Homa(M, I•). To see thisG-action agrees

with that defined by the isomorphism (5.0.14), temporarily denoteE by Rn and form the double complex
Hom(Rp, Iq). Its total complex provides ana-injective resolution of Homk(∆red(λ),∇red(µ)). Both spectral
sequences of the double complex collapse, one defining the usualG-action and the other defining the action
using (5.0.14). Thus, the two actions are the same.
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projective upon restriction toa. (This observation follows easily from the discussion in-
volving [18, p.333] after the statement of Theorem 4.2.) �

For the first step of the construction, putN = ∆red(λ) and replaceA by AΓ1 , where
Γ1 := Λ1(Γ) (so thata ⊂ A). Proposition 8.12 gives a short exact sequence0 → E →
R → N → 0 in A-mod and, upon restricting toa, in a-grmod. HereR|a is projective in
a-grmod. Moreover, all the objectsX in this sequence have the property thatX≥s, s ∈ Z,
(as defined by thea-grading onX) are allA-modules, so we may construct a gradedg̃rA-
module

G̃rX =
⊕

s∈Z

X≥s/X≥s+1.

This construction guarantees thatG̃rX|a ∼= X|a in a-grmod. Also, according to Proposition
8.12, there is exact sequence0 → E ′ → R′ → N ′ → 0 in g̃rA-mod and ina-grmod, where
N ′ (at the moment) is justN , E ′ is a certain quotient of̃GrE (in A-mod or ina-grmod)
which isa-linear of degree 1 (in fact, the maximal such linear quotient). The conditions
in Proposition 8.12 guarantee the hypotheses of Lemma 5.4 hold, for m = n = 1. In
particular,Ω1

∼= E ′ in g̃rA-grmod (and ina-grmod).
Now enlargeA toAΓ2 , whereΓ2 = Λ1(Γ1). Repeat the argument withN replaced byE.

The newN ′ will not be the same asE, but will beE ′. Continuing in this way, we obtain the
sequence (5.0.13) inA-mod, forA = AΛ (for some largeΛ). It is also an exact sequence
in a-grmod. The top row of the commutative diagram

0 −−−→ G̃rE −−−→ G̃rRn−1 −−−→ · · · −−−→ G̃rR0 −−−→ ∆red(λ) −−−→ 0y
y

y
∥∥∥

0 −−−→ Ωn −−−→ Ξn−1 −−−→ · · · −−−→ Ξ0 −−−→ ∆red(λ) −−−→ 0.

is exact ing̃rA-grmod. The bottom row is justΞ†
• (obtained by repeatedly applying Lemma

5.4). NoticeΩn
∼= E ′ in Theorem 8.13(b), by its recursive construction. By Theorem 8.13,

there is a natural isomorphism

coker(Homa(Rn−1,∇red(µ)) → Homa(E,∇red(µ))) ∼= Homa(Ωn,∇red(µ)),

easily seen to preserve theG-action on both sides. The key point is that̃GrE andE, as
well asG̃rRn−1 andRn−1 share a (large) common quotient hd♭E in A/A≥1-mod. This
gives the isomorphism (5.0.12). This proves (a).

The proof of (b) relies on a similar construction, and uses Proposition 8.12(a) and The-
orem 8.13(a). As is well-known, the identification of Ext-groups as cokernels such as
those appearing in Theorem 8.13(a) works equally using projective resolutions or resolu-
tions acyclic for Ext•g̃rA(−,∇red(µ)) or Ext•A(−,∇red(µ)). Since we are dealing with quasi-
hereditary algebras, it is enough that eachRj be projective forAΓj

for an idealΓj in Γ with
µ ∈ Γj . �
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Remark 5.5. As proved in [10, §5], forλ, µ ∈ ΓJan, dimExtnG(∆
red(λ),∇red(µ)) can be

computed as a appropriate coefficient of a (parabolic) Kazhdan-Lusztig polynomial when
(2.4.3) holds. The dimension agrees with the correspondingdimExtnUζ

(Lζ(λ), Lζ(µ)) for
the quantum enveloping algebra. See also §7 below, for a related study of costandard
module multiplicities indimExtnG1

(∆red(λ),∇red(µ)).

Theorem 5.6.Assume thatp ≥ 2h− 2 is odd, and that (2.4.3) holds. Letλ, µ ∈ Xreg(T )+,
and letA = AΓ for some be finite idealΓ of p-regular weights containingλ, µ. Then, for
any nonnegative integern and any integerr,

extng̃rA(∆
red(λ),∇red(µ)〈r〉) 6= 0 =⇒ r = n.

Proof. As in the proof of the previous theorem, for any integerr,

extng̃rA(∆
red(λ),∇red(µ)〈r〉) ∼= hom(g̃rA)0(Ωn/ radΩn,∇red(µ)〈r〉)).

But Ωn/ radΩn is pure of graden, so if extng̃rA(∆
red(λ),∇red(µ)〈r〉) 6= 0, thenr = n. �

Proof of Theorem 3.5:First, by Proposition 3.1 applied toB = g̃rA, (g̃rA)0 is quasi-
hereditary with standard (resp., costandard) modules∆0(λ) = ∆red(λ) (∇0(λ) = ∇red(λ)),
λ ∈ Λ. Thus, condition (i) follows in Definition 3.3. Finally, condition (ii) is implied by
Theorem 5.6. This completes the proof.�

Whenn = r in the theorem, the value ofdim extng̃rA(∆
red(λ),∇red(µ)〈r〉) can thus be

calculated in terms coefficients of Kazhdan-Lusztig polynomials; see [10, Thm. 5.4], which
gives the corresponding calculation of Extn.

Proof. This follows from Theorem 5.6 and the fact that∆red(λ) is irreducible, forλ ∈
ΓJan. �

6. FURTHER FILTRATIONS

This section gives certain variations on the results of §5. Explicitly, Theorem 6.2 shows
that if λ, µ arep-regular dominant weights, then theG-modules ExtmG1

(∆(λ),∇red(µ))
[−1]

and ExtmG1
(∆red(λ),∇(µ))[−1] have∇-filtrations, for allm ≥ 0. We also present proofs of

Theorem 3.7 and its Corollary 3.8. This result requires Theorem 6.3 which shows that each
∇(ν) can be naturally viewed as a gradeda-module, and that, as such, it isa-linear.

In the following lemma,B is a quasi-hereditary algebra with weight posetΛ, standard
(resp., costandard) modules∆(λ) = ∆B(λ) (resp.,∇(λ) = ∇B(λ)), λ ∈ Λ. This lemma
will be applied to the representation theory ofG in Theorem 6.2.

Lemma 6.1. Let M → N be a homomorphism ofB-modules. Assume thatM has a
∇-filtration, and that

(6.0.15) HomB(∆(σ),M) → HomB(∆(σ), N) is surjective∀σ ∈ Λ.

ThenN has a∇-filtration, and the mapM → N is surjective.
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Proof. Letλ ∈ Λ be maximal, and putΓ := Λ\{λ}. LetMΓ, NΓ be the largest submodules
of M,N , respectively, with all composition factors inL(γ), γ ∈ Γ. By induction, we may
assume the result is true for quasi-hereditary algebras having posets of smaller cardinality
that that ofΛ. In particular, ifJ is the annihilator inB of all modules with composition
factorsL(γ), γ ∈ Γ, then the lemma holds for the quasi-hereditary algebraB′ := B/J .
Thus,NΓ ∈ B′- has a∇B′-filtration and the mapMΓ → NΓ is surjective. However,
standard and costandard modules inB′-mod inflate to standard and costandard modules in
B-mod, soNΓ has a∇-filtration inB-mod, as well. Now form the commutative diagram:

HomB(∆(λ),M) −−−→
a

HomB(∆(λ), N)
yb

yc

HomB(∆(λ),M/MΓ) −−−→
d

HomB(∆(λ), N/NΓ).

By hypothesis (6.0.15), the mapa is surjective. Sinceλ is maximal,∆(λ) is projective inB-
module, so that mapsb andc are both surjective. Next, forσ, τ ∈ Λ, Ext1B(∇(σ),∇(τ)) 6= 0
implies thatσ > τ . Thus, becauseM has a∇-filtration, M/MΓ is a direct sum of copies
of the injective module∇(λ) which has socleL(λ). On the other hand, clearlyN/NΓ

has socle which is a direct sum of copies ofL(λ). It follows the socle ofM/MΓ maps
surjectively onto the socle ofN/NΓ. Thus, we can choose a direct summandX of M/MΓ

which maps isomorphically onto a submodule ofN/NΓ containing the socle ofN/NΓ.
SinceX is injective,X ∼= N/NΓ. It follows thatN/NΓ is isomorphic to a direct sum of
copies of∇(λ). SinceNΓ has a∇-filtration, it follows thatN has a∇-filtration.

Finally, since we have shown thatMΓ → NΓ andM/MΓ → N/NΓ are surjective maps,
it follows thatM → N is surjective. This completes the proof. �

We are now ready to prove the following result.

Theorem 6.2.Assume thatp ≥ 2h− 2 is odd and that (2.4.3) holds. Letν, µ ∈ Xreg(T )+
andm ≥ 0.

(a) The rationalG-moduleExtmG1
(∆(ν),∇red(µ))

[−1] has a∇-filtration and the natural
map

(6.0.16) ExtmG1
(∆red(ν),∇red(µ)) → ExtmG1

(∆(ν),∇red(µ))

induced by∆(ν) ։ ∆red(ν) is surjective.
(b) Dually, the rationalG-moduleExtmG1

(∆red(µ),∇(ν))[−1] has a∇-filtration and the
natural map

(6.0.17) ExtmG1
(∆red(µ),∇red(ν)) → ExtmG1

(∆red(µ),∇(ν))

induced by∇red(ν) →֒ ∇(ν) is surjective.

Proof. We will only prove part (a), leaving the dual assertion (b) tothe reader. We proceed
by induction onm.
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First, consider them = 0 case. By [29, Prop. 2.3(b)], theG1-head of∆(ν) is isomor-
phic to∆red(ν) ∼= ∆p(ν). Because∇red(µ)|G1 is completely reducible, it follows the map
HomG1(∆

red(ν),∇red(µ)) → HomG1(∆(ν),∇red(µ)) is trivially an isomorphism (and so,
in particular, a surjection). Writeν = ν0+ pν1 andµ = µ0+ pµ1 as usual. Ifν0 6= µ0, then
0 = HomG1(∆

red(ν),∇red(µ))
[−1] = HomG1(∆(ν),∇red(µ))

[−1], which has a∇-filtration.
Thus, suppose thatν0 = µ0, so that the rationalG-module

M0 := HomG1(∆
red(ν),∇red(µ))

[−1] ∼= Homk(∆(ν1),∇(µ1)) ∼= ∇(ν⋆
1)⊗∇(µ1)

is isomorphic to a tensor product of two costandard modules;thus, it has a∇-filtration.
Therefore,N0 := HomG1(∆(ν),∇red(µ))

[−1] ∼= M0 has a∇-filtration. This completes the
proof in them = 0 case.

Next, assume that assertion (a) is valid for smaller values of some fixed integerm > 0.
Let λ ∈ X(T )+. Consider two Hochschild-Serre spectral sequences

Ea,b
2 = ExtaG/G1

(∆(λ)[1],ExtbG1
(∆(ν),∇red(µ)) ⇒ Exta+b

G (∆(λ[1])⊗∆(ν),∇red(µ)),

′E
a,b
2 = ExtaG/G1

(∆(λ)[1],ExtbG1
(∆red(ν),∇red(µ)) ⇒ Exta+b

G (∆(λ)[1] ⊗∆red(ν),∇red(µ)).

Fora > 0 and0 ≤ b < m,

ExtaG/G1
(∆(λ)[1],ExtbG1

(∆(ν),∇red(µ)) ∼= ExtaG(∆(λ),ExtbG1
(∆(ν),∇red(µ))

[−1]) = 0,

since, by induction, ExtbG1
(∆(ν),∇red(µ))

[−1] has a∇-filtration. In other words,Ea,b
2 = 0

for a > 0 and0 ≤ b < m, so that the edge map

Em
∞=ExtmG (∆(λ)[1] ⊗∆(ν),∇red(µ))

∼−→ Em,0
2 = HomG/G1(∆(λ)[1],ExtmG1

(∆(ν),∇red(µ))

is an isomorphism. For the same reason, but now using Theorem5.3(a), the edge map
′E

m
∞ = ExtmG(∆(λ)[1]⊗∆red(ν),∇red(µ))

∼−→ ′E
m,0
2 = HomG/G1(∆(λ)[1],ExtmG1

(∆red(ν),∇red(µ))

is also an isomorphism.
The natural surjection∆(ν) ։ ∆red(ν) induces a map′E• → E• of spectral sequences.

This gives a commutative diagram

ExtmG(∆(ν),∇red(µ)⊗∇(λ⋆)[1])
α

−−−→ HomG(∆(λ),ExtmG1
(∆(ν),∇red(µ))

[−1])

δ

x β

x

ExtmG (∆
red(ν),∇red(µ)⊗∇(λ⋆)[1])

ǫ

−−−→ HomG(∆(λ),ExtmG1
(∆red(ν),∇red(µ))

[−1])

in which the mapsα andǫ are isomorphisms (and are induced from the above edge maps,
after identifyingG/G1 with G and untwisting the appropriate modules).

By Theorem 5.3(a),Mm := ExtmG1
(∆red(ν),∇red(µ))

[−1] has a∇-filtration. LetΛ be a
large poset ideal inX(T )+ containing all the dominant weightsγ such thatL(γ) appears
as a composition factor of theG-modulesMm andNm := ExtmG1

(∆(ν),∇red(µ))
[−1], and
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let B := AΛ. Then Lemma 6.1 will imply thatNm has a∇-filtration and that (6.0.16) is
surjective, provided thatδ is surjective.

Equivalently, it suffices to show that the mapβ is surjective. First, observe that

∇red(µ)⊗∇(λ⋆)[1] ∼= L(µ0)⊗ (∇(µ1)⊗∇(λ⋆))[1].

Also, ∇(µ1) ⊗ ∇(λ⋆) has a∇-filtration in which the sections∇(τ) satisfy τ ≤ µ1 +
λ⋆. Therefore,∇red(µ) ⊗ ∇(λ∗)[1] has a∇red-filtration with sections∇red(ξ) in which
µ + pλ⋆ − ξ ∈ pZR. In particular,ξ is p-regular and has the same parity asµ + pλ⋆, i. e.,
l(ξ) ≡ l(µ+pλ∗) mod 2. Since∇red(ξ)[−l(ξ)] ∈ E

R by [10, Thm. 6.8],∇red(µ)⊗∇(λ⋆)[1]

belongs toE R or toE
R[1] (depending on whether this parity is even or odd). Now Lemma

2.2 implies thatβ is a surjection. �

Next, recall from (2.5.1) thata has a positive grading induced from a grading onã, as
long asp > h. We show, in part (a) of the theorem below, that the standard modules
∆(ν), ν ∈ Xreg(T )+, have a naturala-grading, and as graded modules they satisfy∆(ν) ∼=
g̃r∆(ν). This part of the theorem does not use the assumption (2.4.3)that the Lusztig
character formula holds. However, if (2.4.3) is assumed to hold, then we show also that
∆(ν) is linear over the Koszul algebraa.

Theorem 6.3.Assume thatp ≥ 2h− 2 is odd.
(a) For λ ∈ Xreg(T )+, the standard module∆(λ) has a gradeda-module structure,

isomorphic tog̃r∆(λ) over g̃ra ∼= a.
(b) Assume that (2.4.3) holds. With the graded structure given in (a),∆(λ) is linear over

a.

Proof. We first prove (a). In fact, we will prove a stronger statement, namely, that the
grading on∆(λ) comes (via base change) from anã-grading on∆̃(λ). (The proof makes
heavy, though implicit, use of a main result in [28, Thm. 6.4]which establishes that, at the
quantum enveloping algebra level,∆K(λ) has ãaK-grading.)

First, [27, Thm. 6.3] verifies the hypotheses of [27, Thm. 5.3(ii)] in our context (ignoring
the casep = h = 2).19 The modulePK(λ) in [27, Thm. 5.3] isP̃ ♯(λ)K in this paper (see
§2.2). The verification in [27, Thm. 6.3] produces a latticeP̃ (λ)† in P̃ (λ)K with certain
properties, including aña-grading. (In fact,̃P (λ)† = P̃ ♯(λ0)⊗∆̃(λ)[1], whereλ = λ0+pλ1

with λ0 ∈ X1(T ) andλ1 ∈ X(T )+. The grading of̃P (λ)† is inherited from that of̃P ♯(λ0).)
The surjective mapφ : PK(λ) → ∆K(λ) appearing in the proof of [27, Thm. 5.3] is shown
to satisfy:

(i) φ(P̃ (λ)†) ∼= ∆̃(λ)—see the last line of the proof;

19We take the opportunity to correct here several typos/omissions in [27]. p. 257, l. 17 down: replace this
line by “R̃λ

⊕
(r̃adjλ+1Ñ)λ." p. 266, l. 1 up:P̃ (λ)† = P̃ (λ)†0+

∑
i≥1 ãiP̃ (λ)† = P̃ (λ)†0+

∑
i≥1 ãiP̃ (λ)†0+∑

i≥2 ãiP̃ (λ)†. p. 271, l. 14 down: Insert the sentence: “Note thatP̃ (λ)† inherits the structure of ãa-graded

module fromQ̃(λ0)." before the expression “In general" p. 271, l. 24 down:KP̃ (λ)†0 ⊆ ÃK,0v. p. 271, l.
26 down: ... as añAK,0-module ...
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(ii) φ(P̃ (λ)†) =
⊕

i≥0 ãiφ(P̃ (λ)†0)—see the second and third displays on [27, p. 269].

Thus,∆̃(λ) is a ã-graded module. On the other hand,∆̃(λ) is shown in [27, Thms. 5.3
& 6.3] to be ã-tight; see also [27, Cor. 3.9]. Hence,∆(λ) =

⊕
i≥0 ai∆(λ) ∼= g̃r∆(λ) as

gradeda-modules.
Next, we prove (b). It suffices to prove that if extn

a (∆(λ),∇red(µ)〈r〉) 6= 0, thenn = r.
However, the surjection (6.0.16) induces a surjection

extna (∆
red(λ),∇red(µ)〈r〉) ։ extna (∆(λ),∇red(µ)〈r〉).

Thus, extna (∆
red(λ),∇red(µ)〈r〉) 6= 0, sor = n. �

Remark 6.4. We emphasize again that Theorem 6.3(a) doesnot require that the Lusztig
modular conjecture (equivalent to (2.4.3)) hold. Also, under the hypothesis of (a), it is
proved in [29, Cor. 3.2] that̃gr∆(λ)0 ∼= ∆red(λ) as a rationalG-module. In [29, Thm.
5.1], it proved under the hypothesis of (b) thatg̃r∆(λ) has a∆red-filtration, section by
section.

Suppose thatΓ is a finite non-empty ideal of regular weights and letA = AΓ. Forλ ∈ Γ,
∆(λ) ∼= g̃r∆(λ) asa ∼= g̃ra-modules by Theorem 6.3(a). On the other hand,g̃r∆(λ) is a
gradedg̃rA-module. It follows easily that, for each nonegative integer i, thea-submodule
∆(λ)≥i isA-stable. In the sense of Definition 8.7 below and its discussion,∆(λ), together
with its a-grading, has the structure of an admissible hybridA-module. Each admissible
hybridA−moduleN has an associated gradedg̃rA-module

G̃r N =
⊕

j∈Z

N≥j/N≥j+1

as defined below Definition 8.7. It is important for our discussion to note thatN and
G̃r N have obviously isomorphic restrictions toa-grmod, and thatA/a≥1A = (g̃rA)0 ∼=
(g̃rA)/a≥1(g̃rA) acts isomorphically onN/a≥1N ∼= (G̃r N)/a≥1(G̃r N). This latter iso-
morphism is a natural transformation of functors on the admissible hybridA-module cat-
egory. Next observe Corollary 8.8 can be applied after enlarging the posetΓ, using∆(λ)
as the moduleN there. ThenN can be replaced by the admissible hybrid moduleE ob-
tained in that result. Once again, the weight poset can be enlarged and the process repeated.
This process results in a resolutionR• ։ ∆(λ) by modules which are all projective over
(various) quasi-hereditary algebrasAΛ with Γ ⊆ Λ.and(AΛ)Γ = AΓ. All the differentials
are maps of admissible hybridAΛ-modules for one of these posetsΛ. In addition,G̃rR• is
a graded resolution of̃Gr∆(λ) by modules projective over the (various) associated quasi-
hereditary graded algebras̃grAΛ with (g̃rAΛ)Γ = g̃rAΓ. Consequently, for anyµ ∈ Γ, the
resolutionR•|AΓ

is by objects which are acyclic for the functor HomAΓ
(−, ∇red(µ)). Sim-

ilarly, (G̃r R•)|g̃rAΓ
is a resolution by objects acyclic for the functor Homg̃rAΓ

(−, ∇̃(µ)).
Finally, using the isomorphismsR•/a≥1R•

∼= (G̃r R•)/a≥1(G̃r R•), it follows that the
respective application of each of the two Hom functors to these respective resolutions by
acyclic objects results, after making natural identifications, in exactly the same complex!
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This gives the first half of the following important result. The proof of the second half,
dual to the first, is left to the reader. The conclusions, of course, should be compared with
Theorem 5.3(b). Observe that the LCF assumption (2.4.3) isnot required in the proof.

Theorem 6.5.Assume thatp ≥ 2h− 2 is odd. Letλ, µ ∈ Xreg(T )+. LetA = AΓ, for any
finite idealΓ of p-regular dominant weights containingλ, µ. For any integern ≥ 0, there
are natural vector space isomorphisms

(6.0.18)
Extng̃rA(g̃r∆(λ),∇red(µ)) ∼= ExtnA(∆(λ),∇red(µ))

∼= ExtnG(∆(λ),∇red(µ))

and

(6.0.19)
Extng̃rA(∆

red(λ), g̃r⋄∇(µ)) ∼= ExtnA(∆
red(λ),∇(µ))

∼= ExtnG(∆
red(λ),∇(µ)).

Now we are ready to complete the proof of several results from§3.

Proof of Theorem 3.7:We use the notation of Theorem 3.7. By Theorem 3.5,B = g̃rA is a
Q-Koszul algebra with weightΛ. As discussed in §2.3, the graded algebraB is also quasi-
hereditary with weight posetΛ and with standard (resp., costandard) modules as indicated
(in the statement of Theorem 3.7). In particular, condition(i) in Definition 3.6 holds.

It therefore remains to check condition (ii) in Definition 3.6, which is really two con-
ditions. We will prove the first of these; the second follows by duality. Givenλ ∈ Λ,
∆0(λ) = ∆red(λ), again by Theorem 3.5. Also,∆B(λ) = g̃r∆(λ), as noted above. In
turn, Theorem 6.3 implies (using both parts (a) and (b)) that∆B(λ)|a is linear. Also, by the
main result [29, Thm. 5.1], each section∆B(λ)s = (g̃r∆(λ))s has a∆red-filtration. Thus,
M := ∆B(λ) satisfies the hypothesis of Theorem 4.2(a), usingΓ = Λ. These hypotheses
appear again in Proposition 5.1 (which applies the construction of Theorem 4.2(a)). The
vanishing in the conclusion of Proposition 5.1(c) now givesthe desired result. �

Proof of Corollary 3.8:First, suppose that extn
g̃rA(g̃r∆(λ), L(µ)〈r〉) 6= 0. SinceΛ ⊂ ΓJan,

L(µ) = ∇red(µ), for all µ ∈ Λ. Then by Theorem 3.7,n = r. Also, Theorem 6.5
implies that ExtnA(∆(λ), L(µ)) 6= 0. Therefore, using [6], we obtain thatl(λ) ≡ l(µ) mod
2. It follows thatg̃rA-mod has a graded Kazhdan-Lusztig theory (and so is Koszul).In
particular,g̃r∆(λ), λ ∈ Λ, is g̃rA-linear. �

Remark 6.6. Theorem 6.5 is really quite general, and would hold with∆(λ) replaced by
any other admissible hybridA-module. A dual statement holds for∇(µ).

7. CALCULATIONS

In this section, assume thatp ≥ 2h − 2 is odd, and that the Lusztig character for-
mula holds (or, equivalently, that the isomorphisms (2.4.3) hold). If V is a (finite dimen-
sional) rationalG-module having a∇-filtration F , then the number of times that a given
module∇(γ) appears as a section inF depends only onV (and not onF ); this multi-
plicity equalsdimHomG(∆(γ), V ). This well-known observation is immediate since the
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functor HomG(∆(γ),−) is exact on the category of modules with a∇-filtration and since
dimHomG(∆(γ),∇(µ)) = δγ,µ. If V has a∇-filtration, let [V : ∇(γ)] denote the multi-
plicity of ∇(γ) as a section ofV in a∇-filtration.

Recall that Theorem 5.3(a) established that, ifλ, µ ∈ Xreg(T )+ andn is a nonnegative in-
teger, then the rationalG-module ExtnG1

(∆red(λ),∇red(µ))
[−1] has a∇-filtration. Also, The-

orem 6.2 showed that both Extn
G1
(∆(λ),∇red(µ))

[−1] and ExtnG1
(∆red(µ),∇(λ))[−1] have

∇-filtrations.
This section describes how the multiplicity of a∇(τ), τ ∈ X(T )+, in a∇-filtration of

ExtnG1
(∆(λ),∇red(µ))

[−1] can be combinatorially determined in terms of the coefficients of
certain Kazhdan-Lusztig polynomialsPx,y for the the affine Weyl groupWp of G, plus a
well-known multiplicity result of Steinberg. We regardPx,y as a polynomial int :=

√
q—

in fact, it is a polynomial int2. Also, in the formulas below,P x,y is obtained fromPx,y by
replacingt by t−1.

First, consider ExtnG1
(∆red(λ),∇red(µ))

[1]. Writeλ = λ0+ pλ1 andµ = µ0+ pµ1, where
λ0, µ0 ∈ X1(T ), λ1, µ1 ∈ X(T )+. Hence,∆red(λ) ∼= L(λ0) ⊗ ∆(λ1)

[1] and∇red(µ) ∼=
L(µ0)⊗∇(µ1)

[1]. Thus,

ExtnG1
(∆red(λ),∇red(µ))

[−1] ∼= Homk(∆(λ1),∇(µ1))⊗ ExtnG1
(L(λ0), L(µ0))

∼= ∇(λ⋆
1)⊗∇(µ1)⊗ ExtnG1

(L(λ0), L(µ0)).

It is well-known (and has been already used several times in this paper) that the tensor
product of modules of the form∇(τ), τ ∈ X(T )+, has a∇-filtration, the terms of which
can be determined by character-theoretic calculations, using Steinberg’s theorem [15, 24.2].
Thus, it suffices to determine the multiplicities of∇-sections in ExtnG1

(L(λ0), L(µ0))
[−1].

Observe thatL(λ0) ∼= ∆red(λ0) andL(µ0) = ∇red(µ0).
Thus, we can assume from the start thatλ = λ0 andµ = µ0 are restricted dominant

weights. Then, ifτ ∈ X(T )+, the multiplicity of∇(τ) as a section in a∇-filtration of
ExtnG1

(∆red(λ0),∇red(µ0))
[−1] is

[
(ExtnG1

(∆red(λ0),∇red(µ0))
[−1] : ∇(τ)

]
= dimHomG(∆(τ)[1],ExtnG1

(∆red(λ0),∇red(µ0))

= dimExtnG1
(∆red(λ0)⊗∆(τ)[1],∇red(µ0))

G

= dim
(
ExtnG1

(∆red(λ0 + pτ),∇red(µ0))
[−1]

)G

= dimExtnG(∆
red(λ0 + pτ),∇red(µ0)).

The last equality holds because the Hochschild-Serre spectral sequence (usingG1 as the
normal subgroup scheme) for computing Extn

G(∆
red(λ+ pτ),∇red(µ0)) hasEa,b

2 -term (a+
b = n) given by

Ea,b
2 = Ha(G,ExtbG1

(∆red(λ0 + pτ),∇red(µ0))
[−1]).

However,Ea,b
2 = 0 if a > 0, since Ha(G, V ) = 0, for a > 0 and any rationalG-moduleV

having a∇-filtration.
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Write λ′ := λ0 + pτ = x · λ− andµ0 = y · µ−, whereλ−, µ− belong to thep-alcove
C−

p containing−2ρ, andx, y are (uniquely determined) elements ofWp. We can assume
that λ− = µ−, otherwise all the Ext groups are 0 by the linkage principle.Then since
p ≥ 2h− 2 is odd and since (2.4.3) is assumed to hold, [10, Thms. 5.4 & 6.7] implies that

dimExtnG(∆
red(λ′),∇red(µ0))

=

n∑

m=0

∑

ν

dimExtmG(∆
red(λ′),∇(ν)) · dimExtn−m

G (∆(ν),∇red(µ0)).

The dimensions of the Ext-groups appearing in the sum are allcoefficients of Kazhdan-
Lusztig polynomials, as shown in [10, §5]. More precisely, for a givenν, above Ext groups
are 0, unlessν = z · λ−, for somez ∈ Wp. Then

(7.0.20)

tl(x)−l(z)P z,x =
∑

n≥0

dim ExtnG(∆
red(λ′),∇(z · λ−))tn

=
∑

n≥0

dim ExtnG(∆(z · λ−),∇red(λ
′))tn.

Thus, the multiplicity of∇(τ) can be combinatorially calculated in terms of Kazhdan-
Lusztig polynomial coefficients. We give the formula explicitly below, up to Steinberg’s
formula for multiplicities in tensor products mentioned above, which calculates the mul-
tiplicities [∇(λ⋆)⊗∇(µ1)⊗∇(τ) : ∇(ω)] in (7.0.22). Givenu, v ∈ Wp and s ∈ Z,
c(u, v, s) denotes the coefficient ofts in Pu,v. Thus,

(7.0.21) Pu,v =
∑

s≥0

c(u, v, s)ts.

Forp-regular dominant weightsλ, µ, writeλ = x·λ− andµ = y ·µ−, for uniquex, y ∈ Wp,
and uniqueλ−, µ− ∈ C−. Using (7.0.21), put

C(λ, µ, n) :=





0, when λ− 6= µ−;∑
z

∑n
m=0 c(z, x, l(x)− l(z)−m) · c(z, y, l(y)− l(z)− n+m),

when λ− = µ−,

where
∑

z is the sum over allz ∈ Wp satisfyingz · λ− ∈ X(T )+.
Now we can state

Theorem 7.1.Letλ, µ ∈ Xreg(T ) and letn be a nonnegative integer. For anyω ∈ X(T )+,
(7.0.22)

[ExtnG1
(∆red(λ),∇red(µ))

[−1] : ∇(ω)]

=
∑

τ∈X(T )+

C(λ0 + pτ, µ0, n) [∇(λ⋆
1)⊗∇(µ1)⊗∇(τ) : ∇(ω)] .
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For the case of ExtnG1
(∆(λ),∇red(µ)), the calculations are easier (but use Theorem 6.2)

and are left to the reader. Givenp-regular weightsλ = x · λ− andµ = y · µ− as above,
define, forn ∈ Z,

c(λ, µ, n) :=

{
0, when λ− 6= µ−;

c(x, y, l(x)− l(y)− n), when λ− = µ−.

Theorem 7.2.Letλ, µ ∈ Xreg(T ) and letn be a nonnegative integer. For anyω ∈ X(T )+,

(7.0.23)

[ExtnG1
(∆(λ),∇red(µ))

[−1] : ∇(ω)]

=
∑

τ∈X(T )+

c(λ, µ0 + pτ ⋆, n)[∇(τ)⊗∇(µ1) : ∇(ω)].

and

(7.0.24)

[ExtnG1
(∆red(λ),∇(µ))[−1] :∇(ω)]

=
∑

τ∈X(T )+

c(µ, λ0 + pτ, n)[∇(λ1)⊗∇(τ) : ∇(ω)].

Remarks 7.3. (a) Choose a total orderingλ0 ≺ λ1 ≺ · · · of Xreg(T )+ with the property
thatλ ≤ µ =⇒ λ ≺ µ. Since Ext1G(∇(λ),∇(µ)) 6= 0 implies thatµ < λ, an explicit
description (in some sense) of a∇-filtration of any of the above Extn

G1
-groups can be given

once the∇-multiplicities are calculated.
(b) Observe that

{
dimExtnG(∆(λ),∇red(µ0 + pτ)) = dimExtnUζ

(∆ζ(λ), Lζ(µ0 + pτ)),

dim ExtnG(∆
red(λ),∇red(µ0)) = dim ExtnUζ

(Lζ(λ), Lζ(µ0))

(c) In (7.0.24), ifλ = 0, we find, using [10, Lem. 4.1(b)] that the total multiplicityof
∇(τ) as a section in a∇-filtration ofH•(G1,∇(µ))[−1] equals the dimensiondim∆(τ)ξ of
theξ-weight space in∆(τ). Here we writeµ = w · 0 + pξ, σ ∈ Cp.

8. APPENDIX I: SYZYGIES

This appendix coordinates the representation theory of a positively graded “subalgebra"
a with that of a larger algebra, which is allowed to be graded orungraded. In fact, both
cases arise, and we will useB for an algebra which is graded, andA for an algebra that
may not have a grading. We will assume thata is an actual subalgebra ofA, but, forB we
require only that we have only a natural homomorphisma → B of graded algebras, which
might well also be injective. In applications,B will arise as the graded algebrãgrA associ-
ated with a filtration ofA, and the mapa → B will occur naturally from this construction.
We set this up in reasonable generality in §8.2, which is aimed at coordinating the repre-
sentation theory of all three algebras. The first §8.1 deals with the graded algebrasa andB
only. We largely have in mind here the case wherea is a Koszul algebra, though the results
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are formulated under only the assumption thata is positively graded. A central issue ad-
dressed is how to formulate the notion of a nice resolution inB-grmod of a module which,
in a-grmod, has a linear resolution. This leads to the notation of a semilinear resolution,
formulated below. Another concept in §8.1 is the notion of the “flat" radical of a (graded or
ungraded) module over a graded algebra. Whena andB are sufficiently closely related (see
Definition 8.1), the flat radicalrad♭M of anyB-moduleM , whether taken with respect to
a or B, give the same subspace. In §8.2, the quotient module hd♭M := M/ rad♭M is also
aA-module. In this way, the representation theories ofA, a andB can be coordinated. The
consequent results—here all cast in an abstract finite dimensional algebra setting—play an
important role in the algebraic group results in §5. This is discussed more at the end of this
section.

In this section, all algebras and modules for them will always be finite dimensional over
the fieldk.

8.1 Syzygies of graded modules.Let a =
⊕

n≥0 an be a positively graded algebra.
Generalizing slightly the terminology of §2.5, a gradeda-moduleM is said to belinear of
degreem ∈ Z if the following conditions hold:

(i) M is generated by its gradem-componentMm, and
(ii) if M has a graded projective resolution· · · → Pm+1 → Pm → M → 0 such that,

for eachi ≥ m, Ωi+1 := ker(Pi → Pi−1) is generated by its gradei+1-component
Ωi+1,i+1. (HerePm−1 := M .)

Clearly,M is linear of degreem if and only if it satisfies condition (i), and condition
(ii) holds for its minimal graded projective resolution. Inthis case,Ωi+m is called theith
syzygy module ofM .

Thus, the usual notion of a linear (or Koszul) module is the same as that of ana-module
which is linear of degree 0. Themth syzygy of such a module is linear of degreem.

It is useful to have a notion which applies to syzygies in moregeneral resolutions. A
gradeda-moduleM will be calledsemilinear of degreem if M is a direct sumM = N⊕P ,
whereN is linear of degreem andP is projective and is generated by its components in
grades< m, i. e.,P = a(P<m), whereP<m :=

⊕
i<m Pi. Many important resolutions

that we encounter of linear modules havemth syzygies which are semilinear of degree
m. We are able to show this by proving that semilinearity is “inherited" in the short exact
sequences building the resolutions we require, and it provides considerable structure for
these resolutions. Before stating the main theorem in this direction, we introduce more
notation and give some general preliminary results.

Definition 8.1. Let E be any graded or ungradeda-module. Define the “flat radical" ofE
to be

rad♭E := a≥1E :=
∑

i≥1

aiE.

Also, the “flat head" ofE is
hd♭E := E/ rad♭E.
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Observe thatrad♭ E = (rad♭
a)E ⊆ (rad a)E = radE, sincea≥1 = rad♭

a is a nilpotent
ideal ofa.

Now suppose thatE is gradeda-module. Bothrad♭ E and hd♭E are gradeda-modules,
and hd♭E decomposes as ana- (or a0-) module as hd♭E =

⊕
i∈Z(hd♭E)i. There is also a

natural identification(hd♭E)i = Ei/
∑

j>0 ajEi−j , for eachi ∈ Z.
For any gradeda-moduleE, ands ∈ Z, define gradeda-submodules

(8.1.1)





Es := aEs,

E≤s :=
∑

j≤sE
j,

E<s := E≤s−1,

E#s = E≤s/E<s.

There is a natural filtration

(8.1.2) · · · ⊆ E≤s ⊆ E≤s+1 ⊆ · · ·
with, of course, only finitely many distinct terms. There is acorresponding filtration of the
graded quotient module hd♭E of E, and we have, for eachs ∈ Z, natural isomorphisms

(8.1.3)

{
hd♭E≤s ∼= (hd♭E)≤s,

hd♭E#s ∼= (hd♭E)#s ∼= (hd♭E)s.

Any homomorphismE → F of gradeda-modules induces mapsE≤s → F≤s andE#s →
F#s, both surjections whenever the original map is a surjection.

Definition 8.2. If a → B is a morphism of graded algebras, we say thatB is (left) tight
overa if aB0 = B. (There is, of course, a corresponding right hand notion.20)

WhenB is tight overa, andE = E ′|a, for a gradedB-moduleE ′, then all the graded
a-modules listed in (8.1.1) inherit natural gradedB-module structures fromE ′, for any
s ∈ Z. In fact,Es = E ′s|a, etc.

Lemma 8.3. Suppose thatM is a graded semilineara-module of degreem.
(a) All the inclusions in the filtration (8.1.3) are split as gradeda-modules, and there is

a direct sum decompositionM ∼=
⊕

s∈Z M
#s in whichM#m is linear of degreem, M#s

is projective (and generated in grades) for s 6= m, andM#s = 0 for s > m.
(b) Moreover,M#m naturally inherits aB-module structureM ′#m, wheneverB is a

graded algebra which is tight overa andM = M ′|a, for a gradedB-moduleM ′. Also,
the natural surjectionM ։ M#m agrees by restriction with the natural surjectionM ′ ։

M ′#m.

20The word “tight" in this paper is an adjective applying in many not necessarily related contexts. In
particular,B = a is always tight overa, buta is not necessarily a tightly graded algebra—which means that
it is generated bya0 anda1.



NEW GRADED METHODS IN THE HOMOLOGICAL ALGEBRA OF SEMISIMPLEGROUPS 39

Proof. By definition, M ∼= N ⊕ P , whereN is linear of degreem andP is a graded
projectivea-module generated in grades< m. Of course,M<m is also generated in grades
< m, hence projects to 0 inN , which hasNs = 0 for s < m. Therefore,M<m = P ,
N ∼= M#m, andM ∼= M#m ⊕M<m with M<m = P . The projective moduleP qualifies
as a graded semilineara-module of degreem−1, so the process can be repeated, obtaining
M<n ∼= M#m−1 ⊕M<m−1 with M<m−1 projective, etc. This proves (a).

Finally, (b) follows from the discussion preceding the statement of the lemma. �

Remarks 8.4. We have implicitly assumed that projective covers exist in the category of
gradedB-modules, for any positively graded algebraB. We will elaborate on this a little.

(a) First, consider the case of the categoryB-mod of ungradedB-modules. Observe that
the exact restriction functorB–mod−→ B0–mod has a right exact left adjointB ⊗B0 −.
Thus, ifP be any projectiveB0-module, thenB ⊗B0 P is a projectiveB–module. Every
projectiveB-module has this form. In fact, the irreducibleB-modules naturally identify
with the irreducibleB0-modules. IfL is an irreducibleB0-module with projective coverP
in B0–mod, thenB ⊗B0 P is the projective cover ofL regarded as anB-module.

(b) Second, a similar construction works at the graded level. First, regardB0 as a pos-
itively graded algebra concentrated in grade 0. The graded projectiveB0-modules are
just projectiveB0-modulesP equipped with a direct sum decompositionP =

⊕
i∈Z Pi

in B0-mod, withPi viewed as a gradedB0-module concentrated in gradei. In this way,P
is a gradedB0-module. Again, the exact restriction functorB–grmod −→ B0-grmod
has right exact left adjointB ⊗B0 −. In fact, if X =

⊕
i∈Z Xi ∈ B0–grmod, then

(B⊗B0X)j :=
⊕

i∈Z Bi⊗B0Xj−i, for eachj ∈ Z, definesB⊗B0X as a gradedB-module.
If X = P is projective inB0-grmod, thenR := B ⊗B0 P is projective inB-grmod. We
have

R =
⊕

s∈Z

R#s and R#s ∼= B ⊗B0 Ps, (s ∈ Z).

If R → N is a homomorphism inB-grmod, then the image ofR#s is contained inN≤s.
Moreover,R → N is surjective if and only if all the composite mapsR#s → N≤s → N#s

are surjective. IfP is the projective cover inB0-grmod of hd♭N =
⊕

s∈Z hd♭N#s, then
R = B ⊗B0 P is the projective cover ofN in B-grmod. So eachR#s → N#s is surjective
in this case. WhileR#s is a direct summand ofR, the moduleN#s is, in general, only a
section ofN . Finally, forgetting the gradings,R is the projective cover ofN in B–mod.

We now state the main theorem of this subsection.

Theorem 8.5. Suppose thata → B is morphism of positively graded algebras such that
B is tight overa. LetN be a gradedB-module such thatN |a is semilinear of degreem.
Suppose there is given a projectiveB-moduleP such thatP |a is also projective and such
that there is a surjectionP ։ N in B-mod. Then the following statements hold:

(a) LetR ։ N be the projective cover in the categoryB-grmod. ThenR|a projective in
a-grmod.
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(b) In the short exact sequence0 → E → R → N in B-grmod,E := ker(R ։ N) is
semilinear of degreem+ 1 in a-grmod.

(c) The gradedB-modulesE#m+1 andN#m, when restricted toa, are linear of degrees
m+ 1 andm, respectively.

(d) There is, up to isomorphism, a unique gradedB-moduleP ′ for which there is a
gradedB-module homomorphismP ′ → N#m becoming a projective cover upon restric-
tion to a. The kernel of this map is isomorphic toE#m+1, and the resulting short exact
sequence0 → E#m+1 → P ′ → N#m → 0 in B-grmod is unique up to isomorphism
(assumingP ′|a is projective).

(e) The short exact sequences in (b) and (d) (inB-grmod) fit into a commutative diagram
with exact rows and natural surjective vertical maps:

0 −−−→ E#m+1 −−−→ P ′ −−−→ N#m −−−→ 0x
x

∥∥∥ |
0 −−−→ X −−−→ R#m −−−→ N#m −−−→ 0x

x
x

0 −−−→ E −−−→ R −−−→ N −−−→ 0.

Proof. Consider (a). First,R is the projective cover ofN in B–mod, soR is aB-direct
summand ofP . SinceP |a is projective, we conclude thatR|a is projective ina-mod. Hence,
it is projective as a gradeda-module.

For parts (b)—(d), by Remark 8.4,R =
⊕

s∈ZR
#s, and, in this case,R#s = 0 if s > m

(the semilinearity degree ofN). In addition to (a), this is the main property ofR that will
be needed.

Now we prove (c). Observe, by Remark 8.4, the surjectionR ։ N induces surjections
R#s ։ N#s, for all s. Also, becauseN is semilinear of degreem, N |a = (N |a)#m ⊕
(N |a)<m. Also, (N |a)<m =

⊕
s<mN#s.

First, letX := ker(R#m ։ N#m). The moduleN#m|a is linear by Lemma 8.3 and
the map fromR#m is surjective. SoX|a must be the direct sum of a linear module of
degreem + 1 and a graded projectivea-module, the latter a summand ofR#m. (This is a
standard argument using minimal projective covers ina-grmod, and it is left to the reader.)
All summands ofR#m are generated in gradem, so thatX|a ∼= (X|a)#m+1 ⊕ (X|a)m, and
(X|a)m is projective ina-grmod.

Second, letY = ker(R<m ։ N<m). As noted above,N |a = (N |a)#m ⊕ (N |a)<m.
Clearly,Y |a is a direct sum of projective modules generated in grades< m.

However, the given surjectionR ։ N in B-grmod need not be the direct sum of above
surjectionsR#m ։ N#m andR<m ։ N<m, i. e., there is a (possibly) different graded
a-module surjectionR|a ։ N |a. But Schanuel’s lemma and the Krull-Schmidt theorem in
a-grmod,X|a ⊕ Y |a ∼= E|a. Consequently,E|a is semilinear of degreem+ 1. This proves
(b). We also obtain thatX|a is semilinear of degreem+ 1.
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By the above decomposition ofE|a and ofX|a, together with Lemma 8.3,E#m+1|a ∼=
X#m+1|a is linear of degreem+1, and thatN#m|a ∼= (N |a)#m is linear of degreem. This
proves (c).

To prove (d), observe thatXm is aB-grmod submodule ofR#m, and, as noted above
(with the proof left to the reader), ana-summand ofR#m|a. In fact, the same analysis shows
that the inclusionXm ⊆ R#m is split upon restriction toa, withP ′ := R#m/Xm projective
upon restriction toa. This gives the existence of an exact sequence0 → E#m+1 → P ′ →
N#m → 0 as required in the existence part of (d). Here we have used theidentifications of
gradedB-modules

E#m+1 = E/E≤m ∼= (E/E<m)/(E≤m/E<m)

∼= (E/E<m)/(E/E<m)≤m

∼= X/X≤m

= X#m+1.

Next, suppose thatP † ։ N#m is any surjection inB-grmod withP †|a ։ N#m|a a
projective cover. ThenP †|a is generated in gradem, so there a commutative diagram (in
B-grmod)

0 −−−→ Ω −−−→ P † −−−→ N#m −−−→ 0x
x

x
0 −−−→ X −−−→ R#m −−−→ N#m −−−→ 0

with horizontal rows exact. The middle vertical map arises from the projectivity ofR ∈ B-
grmod, the fact thatP † is generated in gradem, and the descriptionR#m = R≤m/R<m.
This middle vertical map is surjective by Nakayama’s lemma.(Note thatP †|a → N#m|a
is a projective cover as an ungraded map, whether given as a graded or ungraded cover, by
Remark 8.4.) The moduleΩ|a, as a first syzygy, in a minimum graded projective resolution
of N#m|a, is necessarily linear of degreem + 1. So the vertical mapX|a → Ω must kill
Xm. Thus, there is an induced commutative diagram

0 −−−→ Ω −−−→ P † −−−→ N#m −−−→ 0x
x

∥∥∥ |
0 −−−→ X#m+1 −−−→ P ′ −−−→ N#m −−−→ 0,

whereP ′ = R#m/Xm is as constructed above. SinceP ′|a andP †|a, as projective covers
of N#m|a, both have the same dimension, the surjective middle vertical map is an isomor-
phism. We have already identifiedX#m+1 ∼= E#m+1, soΩ ∼= E#m+1. If we are given any
exact sequence0 → E#m+1 → P ′′ → N#m → 0 with P ′′|a projective, thenP ′′ has the
same dimension asP ′, so the above argument gives both an isomorphismP ′′ ∼= P ′, and a
similar isomorphism of exact sequences with end termsE#m+1 andN#m. This proves (d).
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Finally, (e) is easily obtained from the descriptions ofX = ker(R#m → N#m), and
P ′ = R#m/Xm in the discussion above. The mapE → X is surjective by a snake lemma
argument. (Note thatR<m → N<m is surjective.) �

8.2 Gradings induced by graded subalgebras.An important case occurs when the grad-
ing of the algebraB results from a filtration of another algebraA, induced by a sufficiently
“normal" graded subalgebraa. More precisely, throughout this subsection, the following
conditions are in force:

(i) a is positively graded anda → A is a homomorphism of algebras.
(ii) For eachj ≥ 0, put a≥j :=

⊕
i≥j ai. Thena≥jA is required to be an ideal inA.

That is,Aa≥jA = a≥jA. (In applications,Aa≥j = a≥jA.)
(iii) Define

B = g̃rA :=
⊕

j≥0

a≥jA/a≥j+1A.

Condition (ii) implies that the algebraB defined above is positively graded. There is a
graded morphisma → B such thatajB0 = Bj , for eachj ≥ 0. That is,B is tight overa,
as per Definition 8.2. In most applications, the mapa → B will be an inclusion.

EveryA-moduleM is naturally ana-module, so thea-modules hd♭M andrad♭M are
defined, using Definition 8.1. By (ii), they are also modules forA/a≥1A = B0.

Definition 8.6. An A-module equipped with a fixed gradeda-module structure will be
calledhybrid. Morphisms of hybridA-modules are just morphisms ofA-modules which
preserve the givena-gradings.

The hybridA-modules form an abelian category, exactly embedded in the category of
A-modules. A hybridA-moduleN is admissibleif each subpaceN≥j :=

⊕
i≥j Ni is

anA-submodule. The admissible objects form a full abelian subcategory of the category
of hybrid A-modules. Given an admissible hybridA-moduleN , one can form a graded
B-module

G̃rN :=
⊕

j∈Z

N≥j/N≥j+1.

Here the capitalizing̃Gr is used to help distinguish this module from

g̃rN :=
⊕

j≥0

a≥jN/a≥j+1N

defined in (1.1.3).
The category of hybridA-modules is equipped with natural grade shifting functorsN 7→

N〈r〉, for everyr ∈ Z. Recall from §1.1 thatN〈r〉j := Nj−r. If N is admissible, so is
N〈r〉, and

G̃rN〈r〉 = (G̃rN)〈r〉, r ∈ Z.

Finally,
(G̃rN)|a ∼= N |a, in a-grmod.



NEW GRADED METHODS IN THE HOMOLOGICAL ALGEBRA OF SEMISIMPLEGROUPS 43

We now construct some admissible hybridA-modules. Suppose thatR is anA-module
equipped with a decreasing filtration byA-submodules{iR}, i ∈ Z; thus,· · · ⊇ i−1R ⊇
iR ⊇ i+1R ⊇ · · · . Assume thatiR/i+1R is projective as ana-module, for eachi. Also,
assume thatiR = R, for i sufficiently small, andiR = 0, for i sufficiently large. In
particular, eachiR is projective as ana-module and has a decompositioniR = iR/i+1R ⊕
i+1R as a direct sum of projective modules. Choose anya0-stable complementhi to i+1R+
rad♭(iR) in iR. (Such anhi exists because all projectivea-modulesX may be given a
gradingX ∼= a⊗a0 hd♭X corresponding to anya0-grading of hd♭X.) Thenh :=

∑
i∈Z hi

∼=⊕
i∈Z hi is ana0-submodule ofR and a complement torad♭R. As ana-module,

R = ah ∼= a⊗a0 h
∼=

⊕

i

a⊗a0 hi.

We now giveR ana-grading by assigning eachhi gradei. The resulting hybrid structure
onR is admissible, since

R≥s =
sR + a≥1(

s−1R) + a≥2(
s−2R) + · · · .

The flexibility to choose thea0-submoduleshi generating thea-grading is quite useful.

Proposition 8.7. Let theA-moduleR have a decreasing filtration{iR}i∈Z as above. Sup-
pose thatN is an admissible hybridA-module, andφ : R ։ N is a surjection ofA-
modules such thatφ(iR) = N≥i, for eachi ∈ Z. Then there is a choice ofa0-submodules
hi so that, as above,hi is ana0-stable complement toi+1R + rad♭(iR) in iR, and, addi-
tionally, φ(hi) ⊆ Ni (i ∈ Z). The induceda-grading onR givesR an admissible hybrid
structure andφ becomes a surjective homomorphism of admissible hybridA-modules.

Proof. The proposition is trivial ifR = 0, in which case just take allhi = 0. We may,
thus, proceed by induction ondimR. Let m ∈ Z be maximal withmR = R. Thus
m+1R 6⊆ R. So, the proposition holds, by induction, whenm+1R, N≥m+1, andφ|m+1R

play the roles ofR, N , andφ, respectively. This giveshm+1, hm+2, · · · contained inm+1R,
m+2R, · · · , respectively, such that eachhi is ana0-stable complement toj+1R + hd♭jR in
jR (j ≥ m+ 1). We need to find anhj for j = m with this property.

PutS = φ−1(Nm). Thenφ(S + m+1R) = N≥m = φ(mR) = φ(R). Sinceker φ ⊆ S ⊆
S + m+1R, we must haveS + m+1R = R = mR. The surjection

S → mR/m+1R ։ hd♭(mR/m+1R)

is a0-split, since the projectivea-moduleX := (mR/m+1R)|a has hd♭X = X/a≥1X as a
natural projectivea0 ∼= a/a≥1-quotient module. Lethm be the image inS of the splitting.
By construction, the image

(hm + m+1R + rad♭ mR)/(m+1R + rad♭ mR)

of hm under the map

S ⊆ mR → mR/m+1R → hd♭(mR/m+1R) ∼= mR/(m+1R + rad♭ mR)
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is ana0-isomorphic copy ofhm, equal to the target of map. That is,mR is a direct sum
hm ⊕ (m+1R + rad♭ mR). Finally, φ(hm) ⊆ φ(S) ⊆ Nm. This proves the proposition,
sinceφ now becomes ana-graded map on the constructeda-grading ofR. (Recall that
R = ah ∼= a⊗a0 h as ana-module, whereh =

∑
j∈Z hj =

⊕
j∈Z hj. �

Corollary 8.8. Let N be an admissible hybridA-module, and suppose, for eachs ∈ Z,
there is given a projectiveA-module#sR and a surjection

φs :
#sR ։ N≥s/N≥s+1.

Assume that each#sR|a is projective and that#sR = 0, for |s| ≫ 0. Lift eachφs in any
way to aA-module homomorphismφ≥0 : #sR → N≥s. Put R :=

⊕
s∈Z

#sR and let
φ : R → N denote the sum of the mapsφ≥s.

ThenR has the structure of an admissible hybridA-module in such a way thatφ becomes
a surjective homomorphism of admissible hybrida-modules. In particular, ifE = kerφ,
thenE is admissible, and

0 → E −→ R −→ N → 0

remains exact upon applying the functors−|a and G̃r , giving graded exact sequences in
each case (ina-grmod andB-grmod, respectively). The modulesR|a andG̃rR are projec-
tive ina-grmod andB-grmod, respectively.

Proof. Put jR =
⊕

s≥j
#sR ⊆ R, for eachj ∈ Z. The hypotheses of Proposition 8.7

are then satisfied. So there are admissible hybridA-module structures on the objectR
and the morphismφ, required in the first assertion. The second assertion is just a prop-
erty of all exact sequences in the category of admissible hybrid A-modules, and has been
essentially previously noted below Definition 8.7 (and is obvious, in any case). The fi-
nal assertion, regarding graded projectivity, follows from the following isomorphisms of
gradedB-modules:

G̃r(sR)/G̃r(m+1R) ∼= (g̃r#sR)〈s〉, s ∈ Z,

which is easily obtained by inspecting the construction. The right hand side is clearly
projective both as a gradedB-module and as a gradeda-module. This completes the proof.

�

Remark 8.9. We can sometimes trim some of the terms#sR from R. Letm be an integer
such thatN≥m = aNm. (If a is tightly graded—that is, ifa is generated bya0 anda1—and
if N |a is semilinear of degreem, then this equality holds.) In this case, we do not need any
#sR with s > m, and we may redefine#sR = 0 andφs = 0 in the definition ofR andφ,
ignoring the requirements in the hypothesis of Corollary 8.8 and Proposition 8.7, so that
φ(iR) = N≥i is assumed only fori ≤ m with iR = 0 assumed fori > m. The modified
analogue of Proposition 8.7 is proved essentially as above,but beginning the argument by
observing, forS := φ−1(Nm) ∩ mR,

φ(S + a≥1
mR) = Nm + a≥1N≥m = N≥m = φ(mR).
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The revised corollary then follows as before from the modified proposition. For the con-
venience of the reader, we state these two results as Proposition 8.10 and Corollary 8.11,
without further details of their proofs.

Proposition 8.10. Let theA-moduleR have a decreasing filtration{iR}i∈Z as above the
statement of Proposition 8.7. Suppose thatN is an admissible hybridA-module, andm
is an integer withaNm = N≥m. Supposeφ : R ։ N is a surjection ofA-modules such
that φ(iR) = N≥i, for eachi ∈ Z with i ≤ m, and iR = 0, for i > m. Then there
is a choice ofa0-submoduleshi so thathi is ana0-stable complement toi+1R + rad♭ iR
in iR, and, additionally,φ(hi) ⊆ Ni (i ∈ Z). The induceda-grading onR givesR
an admissible hybrid structure andφ becomes a surjective homomorphism of admissible
hybridA-modules.

Corollary 8.11. Let N be an admissible hybridA-module, and letm ∈ Z be such that
aNm = N≥m. Suppose, for eachs ≤ m, there is given a projectiveA-module#sR and a
surjection

φs :
#sR ։ N≥s/N≥s+1.

Assume that#sR|a is projective and that#sR = 0, for |s| ≫ 0 (or s > m). Lift eachφs in
any way to anA-module homomorphismφ≥s :

#sR → N≥s. PutR :=
⊕

s∈Z
#sR and let

φ : R → N denote the sum of the mapsφ≥s.
ThenR has the structure of an admissible hybridA-module in such a way thatφ becomes

a surjective homomorphism of admissible hybrida-modules. In particular, ifE = kerφ,
thenE is admissible, and

0 → E −→ R −→ N → 0

remains exact upon applying the functors−|a and G̃r , giving graded exact sequences in
each case (ina-grmod andB-grmod, respectively). The modulesR|a andG̃rR are projec-
tive ina-grmod andB-grmod, respectively.

We reformulate these latter conclusions in part (a) of the proposition below. The hy-
potheses of Corollary 8.11 above are assumed, as they are in Theorem 8.13.

Proposition 8.12. Let N be an admissible hybridA-module. Letφ : R ։ N be the
morphism of admissible hybridA-modules constructed above, withR =

⊕
#sR. (In par-

ticular, R is A-projective.) LetE = ker(φ) and form the exact sequence

(8.2.1) 0 → E → R → N → 0

in the category of admissible hybridA-modules, as in Corollary 8.11.
(a) The modulesR, R|a, G̃rR are projective inA-mod,a-grmod, andg̃rA-grmod, re-

spectively. Further, (8.2.1) gives rise to three exact sequences




0 → E → R → N → 0;

0 → E|a → R|a → N |a → 0;

0 → G̃rE → G̃rR → G̃rN → 0
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in the categoriesA-mod,a-grmod, andB-grmod, respectively.
(b) In addition, if N |a is semilinear of degreem and if a is Koszul (or just tight—

generated bya0 anda1), thenE|a is also semilinear, of degreem+ 1 (as isG̃rE|a ∼= E|a).
LetE ′, N ′ denote the maximal linear quotients of̃GrE andG̃rN of degreesm+ 1 andm,
respectively. Then there is an induced exact sequence

(8.2.2) 0 → E ′ → R′ → N ′ → 0

in B-grmod. HereR′ = G̃rR/X, whereX is the image iñGrR of ker(G̃rE → E ′). Also,
R′|a is projective ina-grmod.

Proof. Everything except the last assertion has been outlined in the Remark 8.9. For that
last assertion, the argument in the proof of Theorem 8.5(d) may be used. �

Before stating the second main theorem of this section, notethat, for any admissible
hybridA-moduleX, there is an obvious ungraded isomorphism

hd♭(G̃rX) ∼= hd♭X in A/a≥1A–mod.

The algebraA/a≥1A is (g̃rA)0, by definition. There is even a natural isomorphism of
graded(g̃rA)0-modules

hd♭(G̃rX) ∼= G̃r(hd♭X).

Theorem 8.13.Let 0 → E → R → N → 0 be as in (8.2.1) and letV be anyB0 =
A/a≥1A-module. Then the following statements hold.

(a) There is a natural isomorphism
(8.2.3)

coker(HomA(R, V ) → HomA(E, V )) ∼= coker(HomB(G̃rR, V ) → HomB(G̃rE, V )).

(b) If a is tightly graded, ifN |a is semilinear of degreem, and if0 → E ′ → R′ → N ′ →
0 is as in (8.2.2), then there is a natural isomorphism

Homa(E
′, V ) ∼= coker(Homa(R, V ) → Homa(E, V ))

of vector spaces induced by the quotient mapsG̃rE → E ′, G̃rR → R′, together with the
analogue of (8.2.3) fora.

Proof. Assertion (a) is a consequence of the natural isomorphisms

HomA(X, V ) ∼= HomA/a≥1A(hd♭X, V )

∼= (Hom(g̃rA)0(hd♭X, V )

∼= HomB(G̃rX, V ),

for all admissible hybridA-modulesX.
For (b), apply Theorem 8.5 (though not with the same notation). First, as above,

coker(Homa(R, V ) → Homa(E,M)) ∼= coker(Homa(G̃rR, V ) → Homa(G̃rE,M)).
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Next, we construct a projective coverP ։ G̃rN in g̃rA-grmod, as in Remark 8.4, with
P = P (hd♭G̃rN). Note thatP =

⊕
s∈Z P

#s by construction, using the notation of Remark

8.4, except thatP#s is the projective cover of(hd♭G̃rN)s ∼= (G̃r hd♭N)s. Recall thatR,
constructed as in Remark 8.9, is generated in grades≤ m over a, as isG̃rR (over a or
over g̃rA). The surjectioñGrR ։ G̃rN lifts to a split surjectioñGrR ։ P in g̃rA-
grmod. LetF be its kernel. Standard diagram arguments show thatG̃rE ∼= F ⊕ ker(P →
G̃rN) in g̃rA-grmod (and ina-grmod, consequently). By Theorem 8.5,ker(P → G̃rN) is
semilinear of degreem+1. Clearly,F |a is projective ina-grmod and is generated in grades
≤ m (properties inherited from̃GrR). Therefore,ker(P → G̃rN)|a and(G̃rE)|a ∼= E|a
share the same maximal quotientE ′ which is linear of degreem + 1. Also,E ′ carries the
sameg̃rA-module structure from̃GrR as fromker(P → G̃rN). Theorem 8.5 guarantees
that there is, up to isomorphism, a unique exact sequence

0 → E ′ → P ′ → N ′ → 0 in g̃rA–grmod,

with N ′ the degreem maximal linear quotient of̃GrN , P ′ an object ing̃rA-grmod with
P |a projective. The commutative diagram in Theorem 8.5(a) may now be used to produce
a commutative diagram

0 −−−→ E ′ −−−→ P ′ −−−→ N ′ −−−→ 0x
x

x

0 −−−→ G̃rE −−−→ G̃rR −−−→ G̃rN −−−→ 0

in g̃rA-mod, with exact rows and with all vertical maps surjective.Both G̃rR|a andP ′|a
are projective ina-grmod, andP is (consequently) generated in grades≤ m. SoP ′

≥m+1 ⊆
a≥1P

′. Thus,

coker(Homa(P
′, V ) → Homa(E

′, V )) ∼= coker(Homa(hd♭(P ′, V ) → Homa(hd♭E ′, V ))

∼= Homa(hd♭E ′, V ).

Finally, it is clear that the complex consisting of the bottom row is the direct sum of a
complex of projective modules ina-grmod. So there is a natural isomorphism

coker(Homa(P
′, V ) → Homa(E

′, V )) ∼= coker(Homa(G̃rR, V ) → Homa(G̃rE, V )).

Together with the identifications previously noted. This proves the second assertion of the
theorem. �

Remark 8.14. The theory resulting from Proposition 8.12 and Theorem 8.13is a recursive
one, for the purpose of building resolutions one step at a time. The recursive design is
made necessary by the hypothesis, appearing in Corollary 8.11 (and earlier), that requires
sufficient projectiveA-modules exist with projective restrictions toa to be able to make
the constructions. In the situations we must deal with in Section 5, this generality requires
enlarging the algebraA. We refer the reader to the proofs of Theorem 5.3 and Theorem
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6.5 for cases where this can be done successfully, the latterrequiring results of this section
only through Corollary 8.8. The algebrasA are variousAΓ’s andB = g̃rA. The algebra
a is introduced in §2.5. The hypothesis in Theorem 8.5 thatB is tight overa follows from
the definition ofg̃rA and the tightness of̃A overã.

9. APPENDIX II: VANISHING OF TOR

This appendix proves the following general fact about integral quasi-hereditary algebras.
Let Ã be an integral quasi-hereditary overO with posetΛ. Recall that givenλ ∈ Λ, ∆̃(λ)

is the standardleft module defined byλ. Let ∆̃(λ)◦ be the standardright module defined
by λ.

Proposition 9.1. Let Ã be a split quasi-hereditary algebra overO with weight posetΛ.
For λ, µ ∈ Λ, we have

TorÃn (∆̃(λ)◦, ∆̃(µ)) ∼=
{

O whenn = 0 andλ = µ;

0 otherwise.
∀n ∈ N.

A similar result holds whenO is replaced by a field.

Proof. One can reduce easily to the case of a quasi-hereditary algebra A over a fieldF .
(The argument is similar to that used in [10, p. 5243].) For convenience, we assume that
the posetΛ is linear.

First, consider the casen = 0. We assume thatλ ≥ µ (and leave the other case to the
reader). Without loss, we can replaceA by a quotient quasi-hereditaryB with λ maximal in
the poset ofB. Thus,∆(λ)◦ is a projective indecomposable moduleeB with e a primitive
idempotent. Then∆(λ)◦ ⊗B ∆(µ) = eB ⊗B ∆(µ) ∼= e∆(µ). If λ 6= µ, thene∆(µ) = 0.
If λ = µ, thene∆(µ) = eBe = F , sinceB is split. This completes the proof whenn = 0.

Now assume thatn > 0. Again, we treat only the caseµ ≥ λ, leaving the other case
to the reader. Then then the projective indecomposableA-moduleP (µ) has a∆-filtration
with top section∆(λ) and lower sections of the form∆(τ), for τ > µ. Now an evident
induction onµ completes the proof. (Observe the assertion is trivial ifµ is maximal.) �
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