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Q-KOSZUL ALGEBRAS AND THREE CONJECTURES

BRIAN J. PARSHALL AND LEONARD L. SCOTT

We dedicate this paper to the memory of J.A. Green

ABSTRACT. In previous work, the authors introduced the notion of GsKd algebras, as

a tool to “model" module categories for semisimple algeboabups over fields of large
characteristics. Here we suggest the model extends to sh@akcteristics as well. In par-
ticular, we present several conjectures in the modulaegtation theory of semisimple
groups which these algebras inspire. They provide a newdwoew of modular represen-
tation theory, potentially valid for some root systems inchlracteristics. In fact, we give
a non-trivial example in whiclp = 2. This paper begins a systematic study of Q-Koszul
algebras, viewed as interesting objects in their own right.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let A = ,., A; be a positively graded algebra over a figldFor simplicity, assumel
is finite dimensional and thatis algebraically closed. Lei—grmod be the category of fi-
nite dimensional-gradedA-modules, and lei—mod be the category of finite dimensional
A-modules. The abelian categorids-grmod andA-mod each have enough projective
(and injective) modules. I#/ = €, M, € A—grmod, for any integer, M (r) € A—grmod
is defined byM (r); := M,;_,. If ext® denotes the Ext-bifunctor idl—grmod, then, for
M, N € A-grmod,

(1.0.1) Ext, (M, N) = exti(M,N(r))), VneN,

reZ
where the left hand side is computeddrmod, after forgetting the gradings @i and V.
One says thatl is Koszul provided that each irreducible modulewhen regarded as a
gradedA-module concentrated in grade 0, has a projective resaolitto— L in A—grmod
in which P™ has head which is pure of grade Equivalently, eXi(L,L'(r)) # 0 —
n = r for any two irreducibled-modulesL, L’ concentrated in grade O.

Ever since the pioneering work inl[3] (see alsol[27]), Kosalgiebras have played a
prominent role in representation theory. For example, [8ved that if &, denotes the
principal block for the category’ of a complex semisimple Lie algebgg then &y is
equivalent to the module category of a finite dimensionalzZibalgebraA. Also, [2] and
[40] show the restricted Lie algebra of a semisimple, singagnected algebraic group
in characteristip > 0 is Koszul, provided thap is sufficiently large, depending on the
root system. Nevertheless, the Koszul property generalily for irreducibleG-modules
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outside the Janzten region (for apy More precisely, the finite dimensional algebr&s
below governing the representation theorybére mostly not Koszul.

LetI" be a finite set of dominant weights éhwhich is an ideal in the dominance order.
The category of finite dimensional ration&modules which have composition factors
consisting of those irreducible modulégy), v € T, is equivalent to the module category
Ar-mod, whereAr is a finite dimensional algebrd-. While the algebradr is necessarily
guasi-hereditary, that fact alone is not, without furthieucure, sufficient to understand
more deeply the representation theorybfln this spirit, the recent paper [35] introduced
the notion of a “standard Q-Koszul algebra" as a potentiatiehdor the representation
theory of G—albeit (at that time) for large primes aperegular weights. In more detail,
assume thal is restricted to consist gf-regular weights. (Thud; is a finite ideal in the
poset of allp-regular dominant weights.) The algebta has a filtration by ideals (which
arise from the radical series of its quantum analogue), aredoan form the associated
graded algebrgr Ar. Then a main result in [35] proves that the algefpréd is a standard
Q-Koszul algebra, provided thatis “sufficiently large." Here “sufficiently large” means
that the Lusztig character formula is assumed to hold-fpandp > 2h — 2 is odd (with
h the Coxeter number aoff). Further, much of the homological algebra 4f can be
determined from that ofir Ar, but now assuming only that > 2h — 2 is odd. (See the
remarks after Conjecture lla in 85 below.)

A major aim of this paper, undertaken in its final sectionspisuggest a much broader
role for Q-Koszul algebras in the representation theory-pfone valid also in smaller
characteristics and for singular weights. Earlier sedtimitiate a systematic study of Q-
Koszul algebras, giving complete definitions and estabigsghome basic (but new) general
results, not even yet observed in the large prime casesstedrlier.

In more detail, a finite dimensional, positively graded algeA is Q-Koszul provided
that the grade O subalgehbrg is quasi-hereditary (with weight poset denoted In addi-
tion, it is required that

(1.0.2) exti (A°(\), Vo(u)(r) #0 = n=r, Y\, u€ AneNreZ

Here A%()\) (respectivelyV (1)) is the standard (respectively, costandard) module of cor-
responding to\ (respectivelyu) in A. Thus, ifAg is semisimpleA is just a Koszul algebra.
But in the situations we have in mind, is hardly ever semisimple! Q-Koszul algebras are
studied in 82. One main result, given in Theoilem 2.2, is thiattight (i. e., A is generated
by Ay andA,). Then Theorern 213 shows thdtis a quadratic algebra (see 82 for a precise
definition). This suggests the (future) project of explicdescribingA by generators and
relations (for particular Q-Koszul algebras of interestiadular representation theory).
Another important result, also given in Theorém]2.3, showat ff A is Q-Koszul,
then the leftA,-module A; has aA’-filtration—in fact, the later Theorem 2.8 shows
that the(Ay, Ay")-bimodule 4; has aA® @, A%P-filtration. Fors > 1 andr > 0, let
Q,(As) be therth syzygy module ofd4,. Then Lemmad_2]4 shows that thigmodules
Qs 1(Ay), (A, Q11 (Ay), - - - all haveAl-filtrations. Of course, this extends the result
just mentioned from Theorem 2.3 sing(A;) = A;. 8§82 contains a number of similar
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results, often cast in the more general setting-63-Koszul algebras, which are sometimes
assumed to be quasi-hereditary (automatic in the standdtdsQul case).

Section 3 is concerned with standard Q-Koszul algebrasp@&epthat a finite dimen-
sional algebraA is positively graded and quasi-hereditary (with weightegia$). For
A € A, let A(\) andV()) denote the corresponding standard and costandard modules,
respectively. It is known from [31] that the subalgebtg@of pure grade 0O is also quasi-
hereditary with weight poset (and standard and costandard modules denatéd) and
Vo(A), respectively, forh € A). We say thatd is astandard Q-Koszul algebra provided
that

exti(A(N), Vo(u)(r)) #0 = n=r;
(2.0.3) {exW(AO(u),V()\)(m);&O I Y\, peAneNrelZ.

The main result, given in Theorelm B.3, proves thatl ifs standard Q-Koszul, then it is
Q-Koszul. Interestingly, the result is understood congalby from a triangulated category
point of view, inspired by similar methods in/[8]. Anothestdt in this section, Corollary
[3.5, draws on the work of 82 to show that the grade 2 relatioduted?, of a standard
Q-Koszul algebrad has an especially nicA®-filtration. This happens in spite of the fact
that its grade 2 terml, need not have A°-filtration. That this can occur is a consequence
of an example in a Weyl module context, due to Will Turner, disgussed in 85.

Both sections 5 and 6 treats a highly non-trivial case in White characteristip is
small. In fact,p = 2. Explicitly, we consider the Schur algebf45,5) associated to
5-homogenous polynomial representationg:df; (k) whenk has characteristic 2. In this
caseuqall the weights are-singular, and there is no proposed analog of the Lusztigacier
formula for irreducible modules. Nevertheless, we prowe §1.5(5,5) is standard Q-
Koszul. (Actually, we focus ogr A for A the “principal block" ofS(5, 5), leaving details
beyond this case to the reader. By the principal block we ntiearblock containing the
determinant representation.) This result takes as itsirgjgpoint computer calculations
done by Jon Carlson][4]. It is interesting to note that while Schur algebr& (5, 5) is
quasi-hereditary, the graded algebr&@r, 5), obtained (unlikegr S(5, 5)) from the radical
series filtration ofS(5, 5) itself, is not quasi-hereditary. In additiofi(5, 5) is not Koszul
(nor is the graded algebra$yi, 5) Koszul either). See Remalrk 6.1.

Section 7 discusses three natural conjectures suggestdusbyaper in combination
with our previous work. Conjecture Il proposes a genertibrao small primes and singu-
lar weights of (already interesting) homological resultshe large primep-regular cases.
This conjecture does not involve graded algebras in itestaht. However, it is inspired
by Q-Koszul theory, which might well play a role in its prooEonjecture | asserts that
a rich supply of Q-Koszul algebras is available, while twp@ementary conjectures, la-
beled Conjectures Illa and lIb, show the relevance of thegbahs to Conjecture Il. Finally,
Conjecture lll, motivated by Koszul algebra theory in thewgquum case, provides calcula-
tions, in terms of Kazhdan-Lusztig polynomials, of numbegsded to make Conjecture Il
explicit. All three Conjectures 1,11, Ill, as well as Conjeces lla, 11b, hold for they = 2
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example studied in 885,6, and collapse to known or recemtlyqul results in the large
prime, p-regular weight cases.

Algebras which are Q-Koszul in our sense are alsgoszul in the sense of Madsen
[24]. This implies that the algebra EXtI’, T'), whereT is a full tilting module for A,
(viewed as am-module), are agaifi-Koszul. As formulated in Questions 4.2, we do not
know if a similar permanence holds for Q-Koszul or standardd3zul algebras. As the
discussion of this paper shows there are a vast number ofrieni@examples of algebras
which are standard Q-Koszul. We expect to return to Quesiddhand other issues dealing
with the product structure of their Ext-algebras in a lat@per.

Another topic for further research is the speculation, ked in the final Remarks 7.2,
that the conjectures of 87 may often have explicit apploretito computing Ext-groups
between irreducible modules.

Part I: Q-Koszul Algebras

2. Q-KoszuL ALGEBRAS

As above,A denotes a non-negatively graded, finite dimensional atgdbetr : A —
Ay = A/ Y., Ai be the quotient homomorphism. dfis an integer, letd>; = > .., A;,
and defineA_;, A<4, A-4 analogously. Similar notations will be used for gradéd
modules. The algebrd, may be regarded itself as graded (and concentrated in grade
0), and every graded-moduleM = @, M. restricts naturally to a gradet,-module, as
does each subspagé., r € Z.

Let M € A—grmod be concentrated in gradesr. Then there is a projective €
A—grmod which is also concentrated in grades and a surjective graded homomorphism
P — M. (One can even assunieis a projective cover of\/. See[[35, Rem. 8.4] for
more discussion.) Thus, the kernel of the mfap» M is a graded module concentrated in
grades> r. This process can be continued in the evident way to obtaradeg projective
resolution ofM in which each term is concentrated in grades. A useful consequence is
that, if X (respectivelyY’) is a graded4-module concentrated in gradesr (respectively,
< s), then, for any non-negative integer

(2.0.4) exii(X,)Y)#0 = r <s.

Any Ay,-moduleM can be regarded as a gradéemodule concentrated in grade 0 by
making A act onM throughz. Thus, there is an exact, additive functor

(2.0.5) iy 1 Ap—-mod— A—grmod

Usually, i, M is denoted simply ad/ again. Of course, giver,-modulesX,Y’, this
induces a linear map (still denotegd

(2.0.6) iy o EXty (X,Y) — exty(X,Y), Vr>0.
It is clear that, for- = 0, 1, this map is an isomorphism.
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Every irreducible graded-module has the formi(m), m € Z, whereL is an irreducible
A-module concentrated in grade 0. In fact, the irreducilenodules concentrated in
grade 0 identify with the irreducibld,-modules. (However, we dar assume thatl, is
semisimple.) Let\ be a fixed set indexing the distinct isomorphism classesedircible
Ap-modules.

Suppose that, in additio, is a quasi-hereditary algebra, defined by a poset structure
< onA. Thus,A, has standard (respectively, costandard, irreducible)utesd\’(\) (re-
spectivelyVo(\), L(N)), A € A, satisfying the usual axioms for a highest weight category;
see[6].

The previous paragraph is summarized by saying (as a defipttiatA is a0-Q-Koszul
algebra. More generally, forn > 0, A is ann-Q-Koszul algebra provided that4, is quasi-
hereditary as above, and, for allx € A,and allj € Z, if 0 < i < n, then

(2.0.7) VjieN, exty(A°(\),Vo(u)(j) #0 = i=j.
Equivalently, using the isomorphisin (1.0.1), this meaias, ttor0 < i < n,
(2.0.8) Exty (A%(N), Vo(h)) = exty(A"(N), Vo (i) (D).

When A, = k, the notion of am-Q-Koszul algebra identifies with the notion of an
Koszul algebra defined in [39, p. 29].

A graded algebral is called Q-Koszul provided that it is-Q-Koszul for all integers
n € N. In other words, condition (1.0.2) holds. The notion of a QsKul algebra is
left-right symmetric as is the notion of standard Q-Kosmntitdduced in 83. We generally
prefer to work with left modules.

Theorem 2.1. (a) Assume that A is n-Q-Koszul for some fixed integer n > 1. For Ap-
modules X.,Y, the map (2.0.6) for r < n is an isomorphism

iy Exty (X,Y) — exty(X,Y).

(b) Now assume that A is Q-Koszul. Then the natural functor i, : Ap—mod— A—grmodin
(2.0.3) induced by the quotient map A — AJA>1 = Aq of graded algebras induces a full
embedding

i, : D*(Ag—mod — D(A-grmod
of derived categories.

Proof. Statement (b) follows from a well-known argument, once &gstablished. To
prove (a), assume that is n-Koszul. The mapl(2.016) is an isomorphism triviallynif=

0, 1 as noted aftef (2.0.6). So assume- 1 and proceed by induction on Let0 — K —

P — M — 0 be an exact sequence #y-mod whereP is Aq-projective. Letl be an
Ap-module having &/°-filtration. Then ext/(P,I) = 0 = exty, (P,I) form = n — 1,n,
using then-Q-Koszul property, sinc& has aA’-filtration. By the long exact sequence of
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cohomology, there is a commutative diagram

0 — Ext} '(K,I) —— Ext} (M,I) — 0

| l

0 — exti (K, 1) —— exty(M,I) —— 0
in which the two rows are necessarily isomorphisms. By itidac the left hand vertical
map is an isomorphism so the right hand vertical mag,ExXt, I) — ext;(M, ) is an
isomorphism.
This proves (a) in cas®& = [ has aV-filtration. So now assume thaf is arbitrary,
and form an exact sequenge—+ N — [ — C' — 0in Ay-mod, wherel is Agp-injective.
Thus,I has aV-filtration, so we again get a commutative diagram

0 — Extj '(M,C) —— Ext} (M,N) — 0

l |

0 — exti'(M,C) —— exti(M,N) —— 0

in which the horizontal maps are isomorphisms. The left hartical map is an isomor-
phism by induction, so the right hand vertical map is alscsamiorphism as required.C]

The next two results consider the special cases in wHidh 1- or 2-Q-Koszul. The
overall outline and some of the proof are influenced by thekvadrBeilinson-Ginzburg-
Soergel([3, §82.3] in the Koszul case, though our situatiomase involved. A positively
graded algebra is, by definition tight if it is generated by, andA;. Observe this implies
(and is equivalent to) the statemehf = A, --- A;, foralln > 1. Also, A,, - A, = At

n

forall m,n € N.

Theorem 2.2. Assume that A is 1-Q-Koszul as above, that is, Aq is quasi-hereditary, and
for A\, i € A, and for all integers m,

exty (A°(\), Vo(p)(m)) #0 = m = 1.
Then the graded algebra A is tight.

Proof. The exact sequente— A-; — A — Ay, — 0 of gradedA-modules gives an exact
sequence

hom (A, Vo(p){m)) = homa(Asy, Vo(u)(m))

% exty (Ao, Vo(u)(m) — exty(A, Vo(u)(m)) = 0

for all integersm > 0. The mapa is necessarily O for alin: consider first the case
m = 0 (where hom (A>1, V(1)) = 0), and thenn > 1 (where hom (A, Vo(u)(m)) =
0). Hence,$ is an isomorphism for alln > 0. SinceA is 1-Q-Koszul, it follows that
homa(As1, Vo(p)(m)) = 0if m > 1. (Observe thatl, has aA°-filtration.)
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Let T" be the (graded) left ideal ofi generated by4;. To show thatA is generated
by Ay, Ay, it suffices to prove thal’ = A-,. If not, then for somen > 1 andy,
homa(A>1/T, Vo()(m)) # 0. Hence hom(A>1, Vo(u)(m)) # 0, a contradiction. [

Let A be a positively graded algebra and let
TAO(A1> = @Al ®A0 T ®A0 AIJ

~
n>0 n

be the tensor algebra of tkiel,, Ay)-bimodule A; (with the term forn = 0 set to beA,).
Generalizing the usual definition, the graded algehrs defined to be quadratic if the
multiplication mapm : T4, (A1) — A, defined byy; ® - - - ® a,, — a; - - - a,, iS Surjective,
and if the relation ideal := ker m is generated by its grade 2 component. Thaf is
generated by the kernél, of the multiplication map4; ®4, Ay — A,. SinceA, is an
(Ao, Ag)-bimoudle, it is a left module for both algebrals and A;” (and, of course, the
two actions commute). Fox € A, the corresponding standard mod&©P(.) for A%°P

is defined to be a linear dusl()\)*, viewed as a leftd;"-module. It has irreducible head
LOP(\) = L(N)*.

Theorem 2.3. Assume that A is 2-Q-Koszul. (Thus, A is also 1-Q-Koszul.) Then the
following statements hold.

(a) A is a quadratic algebra.

(b) The subsapce Wy of A1 ®a, A1 defined above generates the kernel of the multi-
plication map A ®a, A1 — Asy (respectively, Ay @4, A — A>1) as a left A-module
(respectively, as a left A°P-module).

(c) The left Ay-module A, has a A-filtration. Also, the left AJP-module A, has a A%°P-
Siltration.

Proof. We first prove (c). The long exact sequence of,€xt V(u)(r)) for the exact
sequenc® — As; - A — Ay — 0in A-grmod gives

(2.0.9) ext(A>1, Vo(p)(1)) 2 exti(Ap, Vo(p)(1)) = 0.

(The term on the right is O since, by hypothesids 2-Q-Koszul.)
Next, again using the long exact sequence of ext V,(u)(r)) for the exact sequence
0— A.; — A1 — A; — 0 gives an exact sequence

homy (A1, Vo(p)(1)) — exty (A1, Vo(u)(1))
— exty(Az1, Vo(u)(1)) — exty(As1, Vo(u)(1)).
Obviously, the left hand end of the above exact sequencsivesi while, from(2.014), the
right hand end is also 0. Thus, using (210.9),
0 = exty (A, Vo(u)(1)) = exty (Ar, Vo(u)(1)).

Theoreni211(a), applied to extA; (—1), Vo(u)) = exty (A1, Vo(u)(1)) = 0, gives (using

(L.02))
Ext), (A1, Vo(r) =0, Vu€A.
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This means thatl; has aA-filtration, as required by (c).
Next, we prove (a) and (b). By Theorém2.2, there is an exagtesece

(2.0.10) 0= W = A®a, A2 Asy — 0

of graded leftA-modules. Since is an isomorphism in grade 1, the gradédnodulelV
is concentrated in grades 2. The following claim is needed for the proof of (a); applied
together with its analog fad°P, it also gives (b) immediately.

Claim: W is generated in grade 2 as a ldfmodule, i. e. ]}V = AW,

Before proving the Claim, we show that it implies (a), thattisat A is quadratic. By
constructionfV, C A; @ A; C T := Ty, (A1) = D,-, AT, the tensor algebra of; over
Ap. (Thus,® := ®,, in this proof.) HereA? := A,. Let I be the kernel of the evident
algebra surjection = @, o, : T — A. It suffices to prove that = (V) (the ideal inT"
generated byl, C T'). Obviously,l, = 0 = I; andl, = W,. Lets > 2 be an integer, and
assume by induction thdt_; = (IW5)s_1. Thus,

as—1QA1

(2.0.11) (Wy)s—1A1 = I,_1 A = ker <A?s_l QA =T, 1 ®A — A1® Al) )

where the two left hand products are takerfil We need to show that, = (Is)s, or,
equivalently,/; C (W,),. Consider the commutative diagram

Ty «— T5 1 0A «— Ts 20 A ®@ A

(2.0.12) las lasﬂ@m lﬁs
A o(A1 @ Ay)

where each map in the top row is induced by muItipIicatioTn”ﬂ1Also, Bs is the composite
of the surjective map,,_» ® A; ® A; with module multiplication ofd,_, on 4; ® A; C
A® Ay. Letz € I, C T,, and letz’ be the corresponding elementitf* ™" @ 4, =
Ts_1® A;. Then(a,_1 ® Ap)(2') maps to 0 under the multiplication mah_; ® A; — A,
sincex € I,. Thus,(a,_1 ® A;)(z') € W, which equalsd,_»W, by the Claim. Since
as_o IS surjective, there is an elemeit ¢ A?(S_Q)WQ =T, oWy C T, s @A @A
with image(a,_1 ® A;)(2') € Wy = A;_oWs under the map;. Lety € T,_; ® A; and
y € T, correspond tg/ in the top row of [2.0.12). The commutativity ¢f (2.0112) esv
(as—1 @ A1) (Y) = (as—1 @ Ay)(2'). Thenz' — y' € ker(as—1 ® A;), which by induction is
(Ws)s—1 Ay, 800 —y € (Wh),_1A; C T, in (2.0.11). By constructiony’ andy belong to

As < As_1®A1 e—

10f course,I,_; € AY“™Y | though there may not be an inclusion Bt ; ® 4, into A"V & 4,
because the functor ® A; might possibly be only right exact. Nevertheless, it malasse to form the
product/,_; A; in T. This product is the same as the image of the thap ® 4; — A?(Sfl) QA =1T,.
The right exactness of ® A; then gives[(2.0.11).

2In some sense, these multiplication maps are just equslitigt it is useful in the proof to keep them
separate.
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(Ws). Sox € (W,). This completes the inductive stép= (IW5),. Thus,l = (W), and
Ais quadratic.
It remains to check the Claim (which will also prove (b)).gEjthere is an injection

hom (W, Vo(A) (1)) < ex®(Ag, Vo(A)(r)), Vr € N.

To see this, letP? be anA,-projective cover of4,, viewed as graded and concentrated in
grade 1. Theml ® P = A ®4, P is a graded projectivel-module, equipped with a map
A® P — As, (surjective, by Theoreiln 2.2) sendihgo P to A;. Let T be the kernel of
this map. There is a commutative diagram

0 — W — A®P A Ay 0
(2.0.13) l l l H
0 —— W — A® A, A Ay 0,

in which each row is exact and the vertical maps are the eviglafections. The top
row can be used to compute &ktly, Vo ())(r)) in the usual cocycles/coboundaries way.

The 2-cocycles are elements of h@@, Vo(A)(r)), and the image in it of hom(A ®
P,Vo(M)(r)) is the space of 2-coboundaries. All elementd@h (A ® P, Vo(\)(r)) are
zero, unless = 1, sinceP is concentrated in grade 1. Bubm 4(W, V() (r)) = 0 when
r =1 (sinceW,, = 0 for m < 1). The composite of the maps

(2.0.14) hom (W, Vo(A)(r)) = hom (W, Vo(A)(r)) — ex,(Ao, Vo(A)(r))

is an injection in all cases.

Observe thaitV’ /AW, is a (positively) gradedi-modules, vanishing in grades 2. If
W/AW, # 0, we have(W/AW,), # 0 for some minimal integes. Necessarilys > 2.
Also, (W/AW,)s = (AW + Wsy) /(AW + W) is an A-module killed byA;. Choose
any irreducible gradedi, = A/A-;-moduleL(\)(s) in the head ofW/AW,);. Then
hom 4 (W, V(A)(s)) # 0, so exti (Ao, Vo(\)(s)) # 0 by (Z0.14). Sinces > 2, this
contradicts the hypothesis is 2-Q-Koszul . This contraalicshows that? = AW, and
completes the proof of the Claim. Thus, (a) and (b) are nowgatpas well as the theorem.

O

If VV isanAy,-module, let -- — P! — P° — V be a minimal projective resolution in the
category ofA,-modules. Recall, for amy: > 0, themth syzygy module,, (1), for the
algebraA,, is the kernel of the map™—! — P™ 2 (settingP~! := V). By convention,

Lemma 2.4. Assume that A is (n + 1)-Q-Koszul for some integer n > 0. Let s,r be
non-negative integers with s < r and 0 < s < n.
(a) Then EXt) (As, Vo(7)) = 0 for all v € A. In particular, the Ag-modules

Qr—l(As)a Qr(As)a Qr-{—l(As)a e
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all have A°-filtrations. Consequently (using the case r = s), the Ay-modules
Qs—l(As)> Qs<As)> Qs+1<As)a o

all have A°-filtrations.
(b) Assume also r < n + 1, and let m be any integer such m < r. Then

(2.0.15) ext (A, Vo(v)(m)) =0, Vv € A.

Proof. Before beginning the proof, we observe an additional comsece (c) of the hy-
potheses of the lemma. It is obvious, sintghas aA-filtration (as a left4,-module) by
standard properties of QHAs.

(c) Letr be a nonnegative integer n + 1. Then [2.0.16) holds for = 0 and allm # r.

In order to prove (a) for a given > 0, it is sufficient to prove the shorter statement:
(a') Ext) (As,Vo(v)) =0, VYreA

In fact, assume that/jeholds fors. Dimension shifting gives EXt (Q,_1(4,), Vo(v)) =
0, forallv € A. Thus,Q,_1(A4,) has aA? filtration. This also implies the higher syzygies
Q:(As), Qui1(Ay),, ... haveA filtrations, or, equivalently, E4t (A,, Vo(r)) = 0 for all
v € A andr > s. This completes the proof thét’) —- (a), for any givens > 0. The
opposite implication, which is not used below, is obvious.

We prove part (a) by induction am The main isomorphism we develop will also help
to prove part (b). Thus, i < s < n, (a) holds as written fog by induction. In particular,
the Ay-syzygyQ,_1(A,) has aAfiltration. Once part (a) has been proved fgrwe can
also allows = n in this statement, i. e., we will be able to conclude tat, (A, ) has a
AC-filtration.

Using the mapr : A — Ag, regardX := Q,_1(A,) as an object iM—grmod which is
pure of grade 0. Thusy is the end term in an evident partial resolutiodaf —s), the latter
viewed as a purely gradettmodule( A, /A~ ;) (—s) of graded. The intermediate terms in
this partial resolution are projectiv&,-modulesP, viewed as purely graded-modules of
grade0. With the latter interpretation a?, we have, for any integen, ext, (P, V,(v)(m—

s)) = 0 whenevem + 1 > r > m — s, sinceP has aA’filtration, and we have assumed
the (n + 1)-Q-Koszul property. This vanishing may be used to iter&fidémension shift,
starting withr < n + 1 and ending with- — (s — 1), providedr — (s — 1) > m — s and
r— (s —1) > 0. Equivalently; > m andr > s. This gives the lower isomorphism below,
form<r<n+1,s<r,andd < s < n,

exty (Ay, Vo(v){m)) = exty(A,(—s), Vo(v)(m — )

=~ ext; (X, Vo(v)(m — s)).
The lower term i9) in all these cases, sincé has aA-filtration, andr — s + 1 # m — s.
In particular, these isomorphisms and vanishings hold-fern + 1 andm = n, for any

positive integes < n. Also, with the (same) values= n + 1 andm = n, we have the
additional vanishing e%t(As, Vo(v)(m)) = 0 whens = 0, by (c) above. Consequently,

(2.0.16)
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noting that the graded quotient.,, of the gradedA-module A is filtered by the graded
A-modulesA,, 0 < s < n, we have (as in the proof of Theorém12.3(c))

exty (An, Vo(r)(n) = exty(Asn, Vo(v)(n)) = exti™ (A<, Vo(v)(n)) = 0.

Hence, EXt (An, Vo(v)) = 0 by Theoremi 2]1. This proves’fand, thus, statement (a)
for s = n, completing the inductive step. This proves (a).

In particular, we can now use the case- n in the above discussions. The displayed
isomorphisms[(2.0.16), now allowing= n as well, give all the vanishings required by
part (b). This completes the proof. O

Let A is a QHA with weight posef\, and letl" be a non-empty ideal iA. For any
nonempty poset idedl in A, let Ar be the largest quotient algebra 4fwhose modules
consist of all finite dimensional-modules with composition factors(~), v € T'.

Lemma 2.5. Let m be a non-negative integer. Assume A is an algebra that is both m-Q-
Koszul and quasi-hereditary with weight poset A. Let I" be a non-empty poset ideal in A.
Then Ar is also m-Q-Koszul and quasi-hereditary, with weight poset T'.

Proof. First, Ar = A/J for some idempotentidedlin A. Then [7] implies that/ = AcA
for somee € Ay. It follows that Ar is positively graded, and the natural map— Ar is a
homomorphisms of graded algebrasy IE T', A°(~) is the standard object corresponding
for (Ar), to the weighty. Similarly, V() is the costandard object f¢Ar),. Now the
result follows from the naturally of (1.0.1), together wittandard recollement properties
of QHAs. O

Remark 2.6. Although it is not used in this paper, it can be easily shoven,tim the nota-
tion of the above proof, the algebeale is m-Q-Koszul and quasi-hereditary. The module
categoryeAe-mod is equivalent to the quotient category A4fmod by the subcategory
which is strict image ofA/.J-mod in A—mod. For a similar result, in the setting of standard
Q-Koszul algebras, see the “recollement" discussion agtigeof §3.

If Ais a positively graded QHA with weight pos&t then each standard module )
can be graded\(y) = @, -, A(7)n, With A(y)y = A°(y), the standard object for the
QHA A,. We have the following result.

Corollary 2.7. Let A be 2-Q-Koszul and quasi-hereditary with weight poset A.

(a) For v € A, A(Y): has a A-filtration.

(b) If A'is 3-Q-Koszul, then EXt) (A(7)2, Vo(v)) = 0 forallr > 2 and all v € A.

More generally, assume that A is (n + 1)-Q-Koszul for some integer n > 0, in ad-
dition to being a QHA, and let s < r be nonnegative integers with 0 < s < n. Then
Ext) (A(7)s, Vo(v)) = 0 forall v,v € A.

In addition, the syzygy modules Qs _1(A(7)s), Qs(A(Y)s), Qs 1(A(Y)s), ... all have A°-
filtrations.

Proof. We first prove (a). Ify € A is maximal, them\(~) is a projective graded-module
(with A(v)o identifying with the Ay-head ofA(+)). Then, by Theorern 2.3(c), it follows



12 BRIAN J. PARSHALL AND LEONARD L. SCOTT

thatA(~v), has aA-filtration. If v is not maximal, we can choose an id€athich contains
~ as a maximal element. Part (a) reduces to the case in whishreplaced byAr, using
Lemmd2.b, and (a) follows as above.

Part (b) and the remaining paragraph are proved similarly. O

We can now prove the following result. We assume thas a positively graded QHA
which 2-Q-Koszul. As in Theorern 2.3, 1&t; be the kernel of the multiplication map
Ay @4, A — Ay An Ay ®,, AgP-module (equivalently, an@iAy, Ag)-bimodule)M has,
by definition, aA° @, A%°P-filtration if and only if has a submodule filtration with sirts
A%(\) @, A%OP(), for A\, n € A. For example, the algebrd, viewed as amy ®; Ag'-
module has a filtration with sections’(\) @, A*P(X), A € A. It will be useful to keep
in mind that the tensor produet®, B of QHAs A and B overk is again quasi-hereditary.
If A4, andAp are the posets oft and B, thenA = A, x Ap is the poset oA ®, B, with
(A N) < (u, ) ifand only if A < pand) < /. The standard (respectively, costandard)
modules forA ®,, B are tensor products of standard (respectively, costahdardules of
A with those ofB. For more details, seg [44].

Theorem 2.8. Assume that A is 2-Q-Koszul and that A is a QHA.

(a) Then the (Ay, AQ")-bimodule A, has a A° ®;, A*P-filtration. Also, A, ® 4, A, has a
A® @, AYP-filtration.

(b) Now assume, in addition, that A is 3-Q-Koszul. Then Wy (defined above) has a
A® @, AYP-filtration.

Proof. The A ®; A°®-moduleA has a filtration with sectionA(\) @, A°P(A), A € A, as
briefly discussed in the proof of LemmaR.5. Consequently, ¥ 0, the (Ay ®; A°)-
module A, has a filtration with section&A(\) @5 A%(X)),. The tensor produch(\) ®
A°P()) arises as part of the image of a proddet- eA in a quotientd/.J of A by a graded
idempotent ideal/. In fact, A(\) arises as the image dffe, andA°P(\) identifies with the
image ofeA. Clearly,(Ae); - (eA); C (AeA);;;. Consequently, there is an identification
of Ay ®, AgP-modules

(2.0.17) (AN @ AP(N)), = @D AN @ A®(N);.

i+j=s

Fors = 1, itis now clear thatd; has aA°®kA8p-filtration. The proves the first statement
in (a). The second assertion in follows from the fact that

k, if A=

AYN) @, AP () = {0 otherwise.

See[35, Prop. 9.1].
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To begin the proof of (b), we first apply the Kiinneth formulahe terms in the direct
sum on the right hand side ¢f(2.0117), to obtain

EX) o, a2 (A(A)i @5 AP(X);, Vo(v) @k Voop(p)) =
(2.0.18) @ Exti, (AN, Vo) @1 Exan(AP(N),, Voop().

u+v=m

We know that ExX{ (A(A)i, Vo(v)) = 0for0 < i < wandi < 2, by Corollaryf2.7. A
similar vanishing holds, of course, for= 0, if u > 0. Also, we can work withAg", to
obtain that E)@Sp(AOp()\)j, Voop(r)) =0for0 < j <wvandj <2.

Claim: Ex2, (A2, V(\) &4 Voop(v)) =0, VA, v.

To prove this, we taken = s = 2 in (2.0.17) and[(2.0.18). Because, as noted above,
A, has a filtration with sectionfA(\) ®, A°P()))s, it suffices to show each term in the
sum [2.0.1B) is 0 wheh+ j = s, 4,7 > 0. This is clear if eithers = 2 orv = 2 from
the vanishing results immediately above the Claim. Therathse isu = v = 1. Then,
if i = j = 1, we are done by Corollafy 2.7. Otherwise, either 0 or j = 0, and the
discussion immediately above the Claim again applies.

Finally, to complete the proof, consider the short exacusaged — W, — A; ®4,

A; — A; — 0 and the resulting long exact sequence oi;l;gg‘gp(—, Vo(A) @k Vo,op(ft)-
Now (b) follows from the Claim and part (a). U

Remark 2.9. In general, it may not true that(\), has aA’-filtration under the hypothesis
of Theoreni 2.8(b). This follows from the discussion of Tuimeounterexample in section
below. In addition, this means thdt may not have a\-filtration under these hypothe-
ses. For graded algebrasarising from semisimple algebraic groups and finite posets o
p-regular weights, all thel;-modulesA, have A°-filtrations if p > 0, using [33, Thm.
5.1]. (Using the argument from the proof of Theorem 2.8, liofes eachA, has, in fact, a
A% @, A%°Pfiltration, under thig > 0, p-regular weight hypothesis.) However, our aim
in this section has been to develop a theory which might hamidfall primes, including
evenp = 2 in type A, where Turner’s counterexample occurs. See the conjecii®ec-
tion 7. The broad class of examples proposed there is exptrte at least Q-Koszul and
guasi-hereditary, and even satisfy the stronger “stan@akabszul" property discussed in
the next section.

Problem 2.10. Let M be a graded module for a Q-Koszul algebraGive conditions on a
resolution ofM equivalent to the condition that &\, V(A)(r)) # 0 = m = r, for
any\ € A.

3. STANDARD Q-KOSZUL ALGEBRAS

In this section, standard Q-Koszul algebras are defined. d&fiaition simplifies that
given in [35], but a main result establishes the two différestions are the same.
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Suppose thaB is a QHA with weight posef\ over an algebraically closed field. Let
¢ = ¥ (B) be the (highest weight) category of finite dimensioBainodules. Ifl" is a non-
empty ideal inA, let € [I'] be the full subcategory aB-modules which have composition
factorsL(vy), v € I'. Of course#'[I']| = ¥ (B/J), for a suitable defining ideal = J(I")
of B. NecessarilyB/.J is a QHA and#’[I'] is a highest weight category with weight poset
I'. For details, see [6].

If B = @,~,B. is positively graded, lety, = ¢4 (B) be the category of finite di-
mensionalZ-graded B-modules. (Sometimes, we also den@tg by B-grmod.) By [7,
Prop. 4.2], the idempotent idedl = J(I') is homogeneous; in fact/ = BeB for
some idempotert € By. Each standard modul&(\), A € A, has a naturaN-grading
A(XN) = @, A'(N) in which each);()) is naturally aB,-module. Similarly, the costan-
dard moduléV()\) has a grading7(A\) = @,., Vi()).

A proof of the following elementary result is found in [33, IC8.2].

Lemma 3.1. Suppose B = ®n20 B, is a positively graded quasi-hereditary algebra with
poset A. Then the subalgebra By is quasi-hereditary with poset A. For A\ € A, the corre-
sponding standard (respectively, costandard) module is A°(\) (respectively, V().

Definition 3.2. The graded quasi-hereditary algeldtas called astandard Q-Koszul alge-
bra provided that, for all\, i € A,

(a)  exG(A(N), Vo(u)(r)) #0 = n=r;

2029 {(b) xty (A1), VA1) #0 = n =1

for all integersn, .

Consider the bounded derived categdry(%y,) for the abelian categoryy = 6y (B)
of (finite dimensional) grade&-modules. TherD®(B-grmod is a triangulated category
with shift operatorX — X][1], X € D’(B-grmod. If X = X* is represented by a
complex inD®(B—grmod, X [1] € Db(B-grmod is the complex obtained by shifting
one-unit to the left and replacing each differential by kgative. Pufr] = [1]". Next, set
X (r) to be the complex by applying the grading shift operdtorto the termsX™ and the
differentials. Finally, letX {r} := X (r)[r] = X[r|(r).

Define a full subcategory” = &% (6y) := U,», &5 of Db(%y) as follows: Let&) C
DP(%,) consist of all finite direct sumA(\){r}, for A € A, r € Z. Having defineds’”
define&’” , to consist of all object& € D*(%,,) for which there is a distinguished triangle
Y = X — Z —with Y, Z € &. Another full subcategorg” := &% (%) = ;5o "
of D*(B—grmod is constructed similarly, but using the(\){r}, A € A, r € Z.

For X,Y € D’(B—grmod andn € Z, write hont'(X,Y) := Homps (X, Y [n]).

If X,Y € %4 are viewed as complexes concentrated in grade O, libetf'(X,Y) =
ext"(X Y) forn > 0,and=0if n < 0.
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Theorem 3.3. Given M € D*(‘6y),

(a) Mec &t — VA€ A n,r € Z,honty, o (M, V(A)(r)) #0 = n=r
(b) Me&" <= VAeAnreZhon (AN (r), M) #0 = n=—r.

Proof. We will prove statement (a), leaving the similar (b) to thader. ForM € D(%y),
we say that conditiofi (/1)) holds provided:

VA€ A n,r € Z,hompy, o (M, V(A)(r)) #0 = n=r.

Also, we can assume (after a refinement consistent with ilgenat partial ordering) that
the poset\ is totally ordered.
(=) First,

hom, .y (AN {a}, V(p) (b)) = homf, o (A(N), V(i) (b — a)).

Db (%gr)
Hence, if the left hand side is non-zero, necessarily,EXAA(\), V(i) # 0son—a =0
and )\ = u by well-known homological properties of standard and @sdard modules.
Hence, hom, (A(A), V(A){b —a)) # 0s0b —a = 0. Thus,n —a = b —ason = b, as
required. Now it follows that% (1)) holds if M is a direct sum of object&(\){m}, m €
Z. Finally, if N — M — @Q — is a distinguished triangle ib*(¢y,) and, if both(3 (N))
and(%(Q®)) hold, then(% (1)) holds since hom is a cohomological bifunctor (i. e., takes
distinguished triangles in either variable to long exaqusamces). Thugx (M )) holds on
&", as required.

(«) Consider the sét of ordered pair$|'|, m), wherel is an ideal (possibly the empty
ideal) in A, andm is a positive integer. The sé&t is ordered lexicographically. Given
X € Db(6y), letd(X) := (|T'|,m), wherel is the ideal generated by the maximal element
v € Aforwhich [H*(X) : L(y)] # 0andm = [H*(X) : L(v)]. If X =0, d(X) = (0,0).

Assume thatll € D*(%,,) satisfies the conditiofw (1/)) We must show that/ € &*.
We proceed by induction od()/) for M satisfying (% (M)). If d(M) = (0,0), then
M = 0 and soM € &%, trivially. So assume that(M) # (0,0). Letd(M) = (|T|,m),
and observe that becausas totally ordered, the cardinality f determineg’. Lety € I’
be the uniqgue maximal element. SinBé(M) € 64[L], if J = J(I'), thenM belongs to
the relative derived catego@%gr( 5,.)(%gr) Which can be identified WIthD? (€[ [])—see
[6, §2,3] and the references there. It suffices to showMhat &~ (B/.J), since the natural
full embedding, : Db(64(B/J)) — D°(%(B)) induced by the quotient map — B/.J
carries&”(B/.J) to &% (B), by the inductive definition of“(B/.J).

For some choice of integetsand r, L(v)(t) is a composition factor of/" (M) in
¢q(B/J). BecauseV(y) € B/J—grmod is an injective module,

0  homg, (H' (M), V(3)(t)) = homp} . (M, V(3)(t)).

In particular,t = —r since (% (M)) holds. Choose a morphisth : A(v){t} — M
inducing a surjection

homs e,y (M, V(7)(t)) = homy, oy (A(){t}, V(9)() = k.
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Consequently, for each integeythere is a surjection
homps o,y (M, V() (t)) = hon, o (A(){t}, V(7){E))

(for n # t both sides are 0). Now form the distinguished triagyle/ ){r} - M — M' —
and observe that

hont"(M', V(\){(t)) C hon" (M, V(\){t)), Vn,A
since hom is a cohomological bifunctor. In particular, timeans thats (1/’)) holds.
Since M’ € D'(‘64[l']) the composition factord,(v') of H*(M’) all satisfyy’ € T.
However,[H"(M') : L(v)] = [H"(M) : L(v)] if n # r, while [H"(M") : L(v)] <
[H" (M) : L(7)]. Thus,d(M’) < d(M). By induction,M’ € &*. SinceA(y){r} € &" as
well, andA(y){t} — M — M’ — is distinguished, it finally follows that/ € &*. O

Corollary 3.4. Assume that B is a standard Q-Koszul algebra with weight poset A. For
A e A
exty(A°(N), Vo(u)(r) 20 = n=r.

Therefore, B is a Q-Koszul algebra.

Proof. By TheorenL3BA%(\) € &% andV,(r) € &F. Using the definition of”, it is
enough to check that

hont' (A(p){a}, Vo(u)(r)) #0 = n=r.

But
hont'(A(p){a}, Vo(u)(r)) = hom™™*(A(p), Vo(u){r — a)),
so thatn — a = r — a or n = r as required. A similar argument applies4§. O

We also have the following consequence of the above coydibether with Theorems
23 and 2B.

Corollary 3.5. Assume that B is a standard Q-Koszul algebra with weight poset A. Then
B is a quadratic algebra. In addition, the B ®;, B°*-modules B, and B, ® g, By each have
a A ®;, AY°P_filtration, as does the grade 2 relation module Wy (defined above Theorem

23).

Recollement

Finally, we indicate how recollement works for standard QsKul algebras. More
specifically, letB be standard Q-Koszul with posat Let I' be a non-empty ideal in
A. Let B—modTI'| be the full subcategory aB—mod consisting of all finite dimensional
modules having composition factat$y), v € I'. ThenB—-mod~| = B/J—mod, for some
idempotent ideal/ in B. By [11], J/ = BeB for some idempotent € By, so thatB/J is
a positively graded quasi-hereditary algebra, and we can foe category3/.J—grmod of
gradedB/.J-modules. As remarked before, the quotient niap» B/J defines full em-
beddings, : D*(B/J-mod — D°(B-mod andi, : D*(B/J—grmod — D’(B-grmod.
The functori, takes standard modules?®/”(v) for the quasi-hereditary algebra/.J to
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standard moduled?(y) = A(y), and we identify them accordingly. Similarly, maps
standard modules fdi3/.J), to those forB,, and we denote them both &’ (v). Similar
remarks apply to costandard modules. Siihds a full embedding at the derived category
level, it preserves Ext-groups. Therefof#)J is also a standard Q-Koszul algebra.

Consider next the quasi-hereditary algedba. The module categomBe-mod is equiv-
alent to the quotient categoy—mod/ B/.J—-mod, a highest weight category with weight
poset() := A\I'. All this fits into a standard recollement diagram

Y i

D*(B/.J-mod =, D*(B-mod) s*, D’(e Be—mod)

J *
— —

A similar recollement diagram is obtained by replacifigmod, B/ J—mod,e Be — mod by
B—grmod,B/J—grmod,e Be—grmod, respectively. It is well-known that given any (2,
J*A(w) (respectively,;j*V(w)) is the standard (respectively, costandard) module -
mod attached to,. Simiarly, j*L(w) is the irreduciblee Be-module attached ta@. In
addition, j5*A(w) = A(w) andj,j*V(w) & V(w). The same holds true fak’(w) and
VO(w). Consequently, we see thaBe is itself a standard Q-Koszul algebra.

4. EXt-ALGEBRAS

First, we recall some recent results of Madsen [24]] [258 ae very briefly indicate
some problems suggested by these results in the contexkafs@ul algebras. This topic
will be discussed further in [37].

Let A be a positively graded finite dimensional algebra, and’leé a finite dimensional
tilting module for the algebral,. ThenT is regarded as an-module through the natural
mapA — Ap. Assume thatl, has finite global dimension. Following [24], the algebra
is defined to b& -Koszul provided that ext(7, 7(i)) # 0 — i = j. (Madsen[[24] does
not require thatd be finite dimensional, only finite dimensional in each grade.

Rather than define a tilting modulefor Ay, we are interested here in the special case
in which A, is a QHA with weight poseA. In this situation,” = &,., 7'(A)®™, where
then, are positive integers, arii(\) is the unique (up to isomorphism) indecomposable
Ap-module of highest weighk which has both a\- and aV-filtration. In other words,

T is a full tilting module in the sense of quasi-hereditaryedas; cf. Ringel [41] and
especially Donkin[[15].

Proposition 4.1. Assume that A is a Q-Koszul algebra. Then A is T-Koszul for any (full)
tilting module T' for the QHA A,.

Proof. SinceT has aA’-filtration and aV-filtration, if ext, (T, T(i)) # 0, then, for some
M€ A, ext (A%(N), Vo(u) (i) # 0, so that, by[(1.012), = j, as required. O

In [24, Thm. 4.2.1], it is proved that ift is anyT-Koszul algebra, then
Al = Ext%(T, T)® is T*-Koszul.
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Here T* := Homy (T k), viewed as a left (tilting) module for] = End,(T,T)% =
End, (T, T)°. In addition,A = AT, Moreover, ifA has finite global dimension (as is the
case if4 is a QHA), then[[24, Thm. 4.3.4], applied with = I" and AT = A there, gives
an equivalence

GY.. : D’(A'=grmod — D’(A-grmod
of triangulated categories.

The relationship of Q- and T-Koszulity needs to be undegtaetter. On the one hand,
the very “Koszul-like" quadratic property proved in Themri@.3(a) seems to be unknown
for general T-Koszul algebras, even those of finite globalefision. On the other hand,
all current knowledge ofA" above currently derives from the T-Koszul property, which
tells us, at present, only that' is 7*-Koszul. In particular, we do not know ifi' is Q-
Koszul if A is Q-Koszul, or even ifd is standard Q-Koszul. Formally, we ask the following
guestions.

Questions 4.2. Let A be a Q-Koszul algebra.

(a) Under what conditions is the algebta also Q-Koszul?

(b) If A is standard Q-Koszul, under what conditionsiisalso standard Q-Koszul?

(c) In those cases in which the answer to (b) is positiveihds a Lie theoretic (or geo-
metric) interpretation, is there a corresponding intetgiien for A™? The classic example
is the case of parabolic-singular duality in the categorjor a complex semisimple Lie
algebra; if [3].

Remark 4.3. Suppose thatl is standard Q-Koszul. Then using the methods bf [8] or [29],
the following product formula can be deduced foe N, M € &%, andN e &%,

(4.0.20)
dim Ext? (M, N) =

dim Exty (M, N) = Y > dim Ext}(A(v), N) - dim Ext) (M, V(v)).

a+b=n veEA

In particular, the above equation holds far= A°(\), N = V() for A\, € A.

We do not provel(4.0.20) here, but refer instead to the p&@¥#rifi preparation. (The
methods are similar to those in [8] or |29], working with edméd Grothendieck groups.)
The formula[(4.0.20) suggests that Question 4.2)(b) hasiiymwanswer without any fur-
ther conditions o, i. e., if A is standard Q-Koszul, thea' is always standard Q-Koszul
as well. This insight comes from[9]. There, conditions aaéssied, in the context of
Kazhdan-Lusztig theory, which guarantee that the homoligiual of a (suitably struc-
tured) quasi-hereditary algebra is again quasi-hergglitereven possesses stronger prop-
erties. The proof involves a formula like that in (4.0.20jwi/ and N irreducible.

Part II: An example in characteristic p = 2

Some further notation
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The paragraphs below briefly describe the setup/notatiqrismd in several previous
papers([12],[130],[132],[133],[131],[134],.135], and [36]. Thmaterial will be used in the
sections below.

Let G be a semisimple, simply connected algebraic group overgebedically closed
field k£ of positive characteristip. Fix a maximal torug’, contained in a Borel subgroup
B corresponding to the negative roots, etc. We follow the timteof [20] carefully, ex-
cept, given a dominant weight € X (7)., A()\) (respectively,V(\)) is the standard
(respectively, cosandard) module of highest welghthus,A(\) (respectivelyV (\)) has
irreducible head (respectively, socle))). The setX (7). is partially ordered by setting
A < u providedy — A is a sum of positive roots. We will work with ideals ik (7).
or in Xg(7T')+ (the set ofp-regular dominant weights, given its induced poset strmegtu
If I' is a finite ideal, in eitheX (7). or X4(7')+, there is a QHA algebra = Ar such
that A—mod is equivalent to the category of finite dimensionabradl G-modules which
have composition factors(y), v € I'. Indeed, we can assumkis an appropriate quotient
algebra of the distribution algebra 6f

The algebrair can also be studied using the quantum enveloping algébaaan/(p)th
root of unity associated t6'. Herel(p) = p if pis odd, and/(2) = 4; see[(7.0.29) below
in 87. There is an appropriagemodular systen{ X, ¢, k) such thatU, is regarded as a
K-algebra. In addition, there is a (split) QHA quotient algel’ = A of U, such that
A'-mod is equivalent to the category of finite dimensionalgtgpintegrable}/.-modules
with composition factord/(y) := L¢(7y), v € I'. In addition, there is a-order A such
that Ax = A’ and A, = A.

Given\ € I, the irreducibled’-moduleL¢ () of highest weight\ contains a minimal
admissible latticeLin(A\) and a maximal admissible lattidg.(\). We setA™d()\) =
Linin(A\)r andVyeq(A) = Lmax(\)r. These modules play an important role in the modular
representation theory @f. See[12] and the other references above for more discussion

Define a positively graded-order giA = &, -, gr,, A by setting

~ ANrad™ A/
A= —""———
ANrad™tt A

whererad” A’ = (rad A) nf Slmllarly if M is a A-lattice, there is a graded grlattlce
grM = P50 9", M, where g;LM = (rad"M)/(rad"“M) with rad"M = M N

(rad” JT/[}). Hererad” My = (rad A")" M. We can then define the (non-negatively)
graded algebra by setting

(4.0.21) grA == (grA),.
In addition, for anA-lattice A, putM = M, andgrM = (gr]\?)k.

3By an ¢0-order (or S|mply an order iV is clear) we mean af- algebraB which is a freeZ’-module of
finite rank. A B-module} is a lattice, if it is free of finite rank oves.
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The papers cited above contain many properties of the alggbrA and their modules
gr M, as well as alternative definitions for them (usually inviotythe small quantum en-
veloping algebra). Some of these results will be mentiondte final two sections of this
paper.

But it is important to observe that the graded algebra gf &, . rad™ A/ rad”™ A is
often different from the algebrgr A. The algebrajr A is generally quasi-hereditary as is
its grade O partgr A),, with the same weight poset gsA. Indeed,(gr A), appears to be
highly worthy of further study. See Remaiksl|7.2.

The next two sections work with a slight variation@fA, replacingA by a Schur al-
gebra. (In fact, the Schur algebra could be placed in theentiqontext, but we omit the
details. In addition, Schur algebras are more familiar tetneaders.)

5. TURNER'S COUNTEREXAMPLE

Given a semisimple, simply connected algebraic gr@ugphe main result in [33] estab-
lishes that any standard modulé \) has aA™filtration, provided the characteristicof
the base field: is sufficiently large (depending on the root systend:f However, whermnp
is small this result sometimes fails. In fact, an unpublisb@unterexample has been shown
to us by Will Turner which involves the Schur algelstés, 5) whenp = 2. In this section,
we consider Turner’s example féf(5,5) in some detail. In 86, we show that despite the
counterexample, the modulég®d()\) do fit into an elegant standard Q-Koszul theory in the
case forS(5,5) andp = 2.

Specifically, there is a “forced graded" versigns of S := S(5,5). This graded algebra
is obtained in the same way as the algefpra above the start of this section, but using
the complexg-Schur algebres’ := S5,(5,5), with ¢ = —1[ Then the moduleg\™d())
are the standard modules f@r.S),, a quasi-hereditary quotient algebra$ftself. The
main result in 86, which is built on the results of this seatishows thagr.S is standard
Q-Koszul. The authors regard this highly non-trivial résnlthe smallest possible char-
acteristic as quite remarkable. Together with the largmeniesults mentioned in 87, it
inspires the conjectures given there.

The discussion requires some standard partition termgiyol&or a positive integer,
let A*(r) (respectively,A(r)) be the set of partitions (compositions) ofvith at mostr
nonzero parts. Let i (r) C A*(r) be the2-regular partitions (i. €.\ € Afzy(r) <= no
part of \ is repeate@ or more timesﬁ. If A € A(5), \* is the dual partition.

Let £ be an algebraically closed field of characteristic 2. Ret= kS5 be the group
algebra of the symmetric grou@; overk. (This R is obviously not to be confused with
the root system which has the same name.) ¥earA(5), let S, be the Young subgroup

“In the notation ofi[38] and [5]$’ would be denoted ,—(5, 5). In addition,S” is a homomorphic image
of the quantum enveloping algebra fdr (C) aty/—1.

“The 2-regular partitions should not be confused with theo§@tregular weights in the sense of alcove
geometry.
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of &5 defined by\. The Poincaré polynomial @, is defined bys, (¢) = >_, s, ¢
Taking A = (5), &, = &5 has Poincaré polynomial

5 .
¢ —1
res(a) =] -—
i=1

q

In particular, we will need the fact that
(5.0.22) r32(q) == Pes(0) /ey (@) = A1+ F) 1+ g+ + ¢+ ).

Let *&; denote the set of distinguished right coset represensatif@ , in S5, In particu-
Iar, T(g,g)(q) = ZdE(B’2)G5 qé(d).

SetT), := indgi k, the right permutation module f@; acting on the set of right cosets
of the subgrouS,. If T = P, x5 T

S(5,5) := Endg(T)

is. by definition, the Schur algebra of bideg(ée5) overk; see[18]. The category(5, 5)-
mod is a highest weight category with weight podet(5). For A € AT(5), let A())
(respectively,V(\) L(\)) be the standard (respectively, costandard, irreducifyg)5)-
module indexed by.

Let mod-R be the category of finite dimensional rightmodules. (Recall thak =
kSs.) 1t is related to the category-mod of finite dimensional left5-modules by the
contravariantliamond functors:

(=)® =Homg(—,T) : S—-mod— mod-R;

(—=)° = Homg(—,T) : mod-k — A-mod
For A € A*(5), A(N)® = S,, the Specht module foR indexed by\. The irreducible
R-modules are indexed by the set/igf (5) of 2-regular partitions; given € A(5), Dy
denotes the associated irreducible module.¥arA*(5),

D\ + .
(5.0.23) L)z Pxo A € Aregl5);
0, otherwise.

(We remark that the description @f(\)° requires a twist by the sign representation in
characteristics different from 2.) Also, for, u € A*(5), L(\) and L(x) are in the same
block if and only if the partitions\, x have the samg-core.

Becausg, 7' = R° and Ry, is a direct summand df}, it follows thats7" is a projective
S-module. It is known thatT is self-dual, so thai’ is also an injective5-module (and
hence a tilting module) and the functer)® = Homs(—, T") is exact.
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For\ € A*T(5), let X()\) be the tilting module foiS defined by\. It has aA-filtration
with bottom sectiom\(\) and higher section& () for partitionsy < A (in the dominance
ordering) having the sanmcore as\.

A PIM Y in Ry has irreducible socl® . with * € A*(5). Thus, the corresponding
summand’® of T' is the projective coveP(u) of L(u). If v € AT(5), then

[P(p) - AW)] =Y = 5] =[Sy : Dyel.

Takingu = (2%,1), dim D,« = 4, and D, is the unique non-trivial principal block irre-
ducible module. It follows easily tha® (22, 1) is filtered by standard modules(») with

v =(2%1),(3,1%),and(3, 2), each appearing with multiplicity 1. Since we know this PIM
for S is an indecomposable tilting module, it must k&3, 2). SinceX (3,2) = P(22,1)
has simple heafi(22, 1) and is self dualX (3, 2) has head and socle isomorphidt®?, 1).

In particular, this means that

(5.0.24) L(2%,1) is the socle ofA (3, 2).

Onthe other hand\™4(1°) = [(1°), A™4(3,2) = [(3,2), andA™(3,1,1) = L(3,1,1).
(The last two isomorphisms are obtained by computing dimo@ssising versions of Stein-
berg’s tensor product theorem; see the table below.)

Claim: A™9(22 1) = A(22,1) 2 L(22,1). (Assuming this fact, it follows thah (3, 2) does
not have aA™%filtration.)

To check the claim, it will be necessary to use the descrigfcdthe A"®%-modules from
the quantum point of view. This uses the theory;ebchur algebras as well as their rela-
tionship to Hecke algebras by means of quantum Schur-Welitd(28], [17].

Let R = H(G;) be the Hecke algebra ovérof G5 with ¢ = —1. It has standard basis
7w, W € &5, satisfying the familiar relations [17, (1.1)]. Fare A(5), letzy =3 s, Tw
and setl}; = xz, R, the g-permutation module defined by. In particular, ifA = (5),
Tis, = Cx5) is the one-dimensional index representatioofWe have, for any,

dim Homg: (T}, T(5)) = dim Homg (T(5), T3) = 1,

by Frobenius reciprocity and the fact that fipermutation modules are self-dual.
In particular, let\ = (3, 2), and consider the nonzero homomorphisms

¢:Ts) = T2y ) = Z T(3,2)Td
d€(3’2)65
and
VT = 1), TEph = 260

%More precisely, this observation can be quickly reducechtodase of Young modules for symmetric
groups, where it is well-known.
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Using (5.0.2P),
0(d
vop= > ¢ Dag

de(3:2) &y
= 7’(372)(—1).7}(5) = 2.7}(5).

For\ € A*(5), let S} (respectivelyYy, YA’“) be the corresponding Specht (respectively,
Young, twisted Young module) module; séel[28, §2]. Tbr'ébn% YA’,‘I’, using the notation
of [28, (2.0.4)] with the involutior : R" — R’ defined in[[28, (2.0.3)].

Putting” = @,cp5) 11 let

S, = Sq(5, 5) = 5_1(5, 5) = EHdR/(T/)

be theg-Schur algebra of bidegrég, 5) at¢ = —1. The algebra’ is quasi-hereditary with
weight poset\ " (5), standard objectd’(\) and irreducible objects’(\) for A € A*(5).
Consider the tilting modulé’(2% 1) for S’ corresponding to the partitiof2?, 1). Then

X2, 1)° 2 Vi,

(To see this, one can use [17, Prop. 7.3(d)] and [10, Lemm&]1).5Now the possi-
ble A’ sections ofX’(22,1) are A’(22, 1) (with multiplicity 1) and A’(1°) of an undeter-
mined multiplicity. ThereforeY{s’,, has a filtration with sectionS/,. ,, = A’(2?,1)° and

(1) = A(1°)°. SinceS,” is dual toS}, and sinceyy is self-dual, it follows that’; , has
a filtration with section§gg’2) (with multiplicity 1) and possibly%) (having the same mul-
tiplicity as A’(1°) does inX'(2%,1)). ButY(; , is an indecomposable summandZdf ,,.
We have already proved that any nonzero homomorpHiisy — 77, or T(5) — T,
splits. It follows that

(5.0.25) Y(/:a,2> = SE3,2).

Therefore X’(2%,1) = A’(22,1). But X'(2%,1) is self-dual, so that

(5.0.26) A'(22,1) = L) (22)1).

This forcesA™d(22 1) = A(22,1). To finish the Claim, it must be checked th®(2?, 1) is

not irreducible. Otherwise§(s2 1) = A(22,1)° is irreducible of dimension 5. But the only
possible dimensions of irreducib&s;-modules in characteristic 2 are 1 and 4; see Carlson

[4], for example. This completes the proof of the followirggult.

Proposition 5.1. (Turner) For the Schur algebra S(5,5) in characteristic 2, the standard
module A(3,2) does not have a A™%filtration.
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6. CONTINUATION: grS(5,5) IS A STANDARD Q-KOSZUL ALGEBRA IN
CHARACTERISTIC 2.

We continue our discussion 6f(5, 5), focusing on its principal block[1 The partitions
associated to its irreducible modules form a pasagiven by the first column of the table
below.

Only the trivial moduleD sy for &5 has dimension 1, so the other modules all have di-
mension 4. Applying (5.0.13) and the fact - ;) has dimension 5, gives that(2?, 1)
has two composition factors(22, 1) and L(1°), each occurring with multiplicity 1. The
additional information in the following table can be regdihecked using the Weyl dimen-
sion formula and the Steinberg tensor product theorem (tha&tltharacteristic 2 version
and the quantum version/[5]). As mentioned above, the madul®) listed are precisely
those in the “principal” block fo5(5, 5) in characteristic 2 (associated to the determinant
representationh (1°) = L(1°)). Dimensions of the corresponding irreducible modules for
the characteristic 0 quantugaSchur algebrag = —1, are also given. We denote the “prin-
cipal block" of thisg-Schur algebra byl’, and generally decorate with the “prime" symbol
objects associated 4.

B | dim A(\) = dim A’(A) [ dim L'()) | dim L()) |
(15) 1 1 1
(22,1) 75 75 74
(3,1%) 126 50 50
(3,2) 175 50 50
(5) 126 75 25

Various dimensions of irreducible and standard modulesfer S(5, 5) in characteristic
2 andS’ = S_4(5,5), in characteristic O

Now we give the matrixD of decomposition numbefa () : L(x)]. The entries andy
(which will be shown shortly to be equal to 1) are non-neggititeger values, momentarily
unknown, withz + y = 2. In this matrix, all entries and the constrainsoandy can can
be determined solely from

(1) The previous table;

(2) The fact thatA(\) : L(p)] # 0 impliesp < A;
(3) [A(A) : LW)] =1

(4) [A(N) : L(1°)] = [Sx : Dz)] < dim Sy < 6.

There is only one other block which is easily handled by adrhethods.
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| | L(1®) [ L(2%,1) | L(3,1%) | L(3,2) | L(5) |

A | 1 0 0 0 | o
AR 1 1 0 0 | 0
AB 1) | 2 1 1 0 | 0
AB2) | 1 1 1 1 | 0

A(5) 1 0 x Yy 1

Decomposition matrixD

The first row in the Cartan matrik = D! - D has entries,4,3 + x,1 + v, 1. No row
in C, other than the first row, can have three entries as large giseh(the constraint that
xr +y = 2). However, the Cartan matrix corresponding to the PIMsewiin [4] for a
block in the algebrad? Morita equivalent taS(5,5), has a row with entries 8,4,4,2,1 (in
some order). For the reader’s convenience, this Cartanxmsitgiven below, with rows
and columns as indexed inl [4], but in a different order.

Thus, the first row computed above must correspond to theiamimyv with these entries
in [4]. Comparison of rows forces = 1. Thus,y = 1. At this point, the matrixC' = D!- D
agrees with that in_[4] (after a simultaneous reorderingass and columns) as listed
below. No further simultaneous reordering of rows and caisineads to the saniex 5
matrix. Since this matrix i€’ above, the conversion table below, of partitions to labels i
[4], is uniquely determined.

LD L) [ L(6) | L(5) | L(4)
PO 8 4| 4| 21
PR 4 [ 3] 210
PeY 4 [ 2| 3| 2|1
PE 2 [ 1] 2| 2|1
PO 1o | 1|11

Cartan matrixC for the principal block forS(5, 5) in characteristic 2, labeling as inl[4]

(1°)
(2% 1)
(3,1%)
(3,2)

(5) |4
Conversion table from patrtitions to labeling in [4]

g oN| N

The decomposition matri¥)’ for the corresponding block &’ can be easily obtained
using entries fromD, the equalityA’(22,1) = L/(2%,1), and (5.0.12). It is given below,
indexing these modules with the integer labels above. kitdrminology, (5.0.12) implies
that[A'(4) : L'(5)] = [P'(5) : A’(4)] = 0.
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| lZ) @) | L6 | LG | ()]

Al 1 [ o] o] o] o
AN o 1] o] o] o
A6 1 1] 1] 0] o
NG| o | 1 1] 1o
NGOl 1 [ o 1] 0] 1

Decomposition matrix)’ for principal block forS_;(5, 5) in characteristic O

We now describe the radical and socle series for the PIMesponding to the irre-
ducible moduled.(7), L(2), L(6), L(5) and L(4), as given in[[4].

L PO | P@) | PO | PB) |PH)]
L(7) L(2) L(6) L(5) | L(4)
L(2), L(6) L(7) [ L), L(T) | L(4), L(6) | L(5)
L(5), L(7), L(7) | L(6) | L(2), L(4) | L(5), L(7) | L(6)
L(2), L(4), L(6) | L(5), L(7) | L(5), L(7) | L(2), L(6) | L(7)
L(5), L(7), L(7) | L(2) | L(6),L(6)] L(7)
L(2), L(6) L(7) L(7)
L(7), L(7) L(6) L(2)
L(2), L(6) L(7) L(7)
L(7) L(2)

Radical series for PIM®(7), P(2), P(6), P(5), P(4)

Remark 6.1. We record the interesting facts that the radical seriegtabbve shows that
arS(5,5), the graded algebra obtained fra#(5, 5) by grading it through its radical series
filtration, is neither Koszul nor quasi-hereditary. Fisippose that gf(5, 5) is Koszul and
consider the minimal projective resolution bf2). It begins as gP(7) — P(2) — L(2).
From the table immediately above, the kernehafust be an image of @(2) and must
also contain.(4) as a composition factor. Buit(4) does not appear as a composition factor
of P(2), a contradiction. Hence, §(5, 5) is not Koszul. Secondly, suppose that (s, 5)

is QHA. Except for gP(4), the head of each graded PIM occurs with multiplicityl in

the PIM. It follows that gP(4) is a standard module with hedd4). Also, the weight
“4" is maximal. Obviously,dim Homyg 5 (9rP(4),grP(6)) = 1. In particular, using
the maximality of “4", the standard module f4) must appear with multiplicity 1 in

a standard module filtration of §(6), and may be taken to occur at the bottom, as a
submodule. Also, by (1.0.1),

dim homys(s 5 (9rP(4)(m),grP(6)) = 1, for a uniquem.
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Necessarilyn = 2. The resulting graded map must be an injection, since itsadegl ver-
sion is an injection. Thud,(7)(5) lies in the socle of gP(6). The table above shows that
grP(6), viewed as a gradg@rA),-module, has a unique composition facidi) (0), and it
occurs in—and exactly as—the gradeptA),-submodule gP(6)s. It follows that the lat-
ter (grA)y-submodle is contained in thegxsocle of gi°(6). So,0 = (grA),(grP(6))s =
(grP(6))s # 0, a contradiction. Of course, the algel#é, 5) is quasi-hereditary, so the
above discussion shows that, in general, the quasi-hargditoperty is not preserved un-
der “passing to the radical series grading." In additi&(h, 5) is not Koszul. Otherwise,
arS(5,5) = S(5,5), a general property of Koszul algebas. However, this is@imem
gives two contradictions, since $i5, 5) has been shown to be neither Koszul nor, unlike
S(5,5), quasi-herediitary.

| P(7) | P2 | pr6) | PO | PWU]
L(7) L(2) L(6) L(5) | L(4)
L(2), L(6) L(7) L(7) | L(4),L6) | L(5)
L(7), L(7) L(6) L(2) | L(5), L(7) | L(6)
L(2), L(6) L(7) | L(5),L(7) | L(2),L(6) | L(7)
L), L(7T), L(7) | L(2) | LH#),L6)| L)
L(2), L(4), L(6) | L(5), L(7) | L(5), L(7)
L(5),L(7), L(7) | L(6) | L(2),L(6)
L(2), L(6) L(7) L(7)
L(7) L(2)

Socle series for PIM®(7), P(2), P(6), P(5), P(4)

Also, we have the following radical series for the standaatlaies. It is the same as the
socle series.

A [AQR)|A(6) | AGBG) | A®M) |
L(7) | L(2) | L(6) | L(5) | L(4)
L(7) | L(7) | L(6) | L(5)

L(2) | L(7) | L(6)

L(7) | L(2) | L(7)

The radical/socle series for standard modulesSigy, 5)

The first and second columns are clear from the decompositainix D above. The
column for A(6) follows by inspecting first the socle series fB(6) and then its radi-
cal series. Standard quasi-hereditary theory saysAli@t is a quotient ofP(6), and is
the unique quotient with the composition factors/of6) (counting multiplicities). Also,
A(4) = P(4) Now considerA(5). Finally, A(5) = P(5)/A(4). By (6.0.24),A(5) has
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socleL(2). (Note also (from the radical series 6f7)) that is no non-trivial extension
betweenl(4) and L(7). It follows that the description oA (5) is as indicated.

Now we begin to discuss the quantum case. First, the tabteviaédscribes the radical
series for the quantum standard modulég\).

NUINOIIRNCOEINGIING]
L' | L'(2) | L) | L'()| L'H4)
L7, L) | L'(6) | L'(6)

L'(2) | L'(7)

Radical=socle series for quantum standard moduleS fof5, 5) in characteristic O

To see this, first note thak’(7) = L/'(7) andA’(2) = L/(2) from the decomposition
matrix. Suppose thdt'(\) is a submodule of\’(x). ThenZ/(A\)NA () is both a full lattice
in L'(\) and a pure submodule df(;). Thus, some composition factor afed(\) must
appear in the socle @k (u). Consequently, the socle df (4) must beL(7) and the socle
of A’(5) must beL’(2). Using also the quantum decomposition matrix, we get themob
for A’(5) and A’(4). From this information, EX{L/(6), L'(2)) # 0 # Ext'(L'(6), L'(7))
so the middle column in the table follows.

We next describe tha™-modules in the following table which gives their radicatian
socle series. Th¥ g4 are described by turning the diagrams upside down.

‘ Ared(7) ‘ Ared(2) ‘ Ared(6) ‘ Ared(5) ‘ Ared(4) ‘
L(7) | L) | LO) | L) | L#4)
L(7) L(5)

Before giving the next table, note there is a natural “Loemgeix" ¢(P'(\), A’(u)) that
can be defined for any-filtration sectionA (i) of a PIM P()). for a quasi-hereditary
algebra with weight poset. For simplicity, we consider only the case wh&(y.) appears
with multiplicity one as a section oP(A)E Namely, using the “prime" notation here,
extend the natural mafy' () — V'(u) toamapf : P'(\) — V'(u). The multiplicity one
assumption guarantees unigueness of such an extensiond®ime/(P’'(\), V'(u)) to be
the Loewy length off (P’(\)) — 1. In the table below these Loewy lengths are indicated
in the left hand column. They can be computed using the pusviable and the natural
duality onS’(5, 5).

8More generally, definé(P()\), A(u)) to be one less than the maximum Lowey lengthf 6P()\)), with
f ranging over allf € Hom(P()\), V(r)) (or just over a basis of the latter space). The definition canded
to define/(M, A(w)) for any finite dimensional modull/ for the underlying quasi-hereditary algebra.
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| [P [PER] P©6) [PE]PA]
A'(T) | A'(2) | A(6) | A(5) | A(4)
L[ A(6) [ A(6) [ A'(5), A'(4)
A'(4) | A'(5)

According to [42], the algebra’ is standard Kosz{i. In particular, g’ = A’ is a
quasi-hereditary algebra with f(\) = P’(\) and gi\'(\) = A’(\) as graded modules.
Each PIM gP’(\) has a filtration by shifted standard moduleay:)(s), for s > 0. The
multiplicity

[QrP' () : grA(u){s)] = dim hommye (QrP'(\), 9PV (n)(s)).
That is, this number is precisely the multiplicities bf()\) in the —sth socle layer of
grrV(u), or equivalently, in the—s)th socle layer ofV’(x) itself. In our case, where
[P'(X) : A(u)] < 1, this multiplicity in 1 if £(P'(X\), A’(i)) = s, and O otherwise. Thus,
the table above may be reinterpreted as giving the requiseted multiplicities. We repeat
it for emphasis, with the left hand column now giving gradedtiplicity information.

| o) | grP(2) | grP'(6) | arP'(5) | grP'(4) |
grA’(7) | gra'(2) grA’(6) grA’(5) | gra’(4)
1| grA'(6)(1) | grA’(6)(1) | grA’(5)(1) & grA’(4)(1)
2 | gra’(4)(2) | grA'(5)(2)

Using the standard Koszulity of’ and the criterion[31, Thm. 4.17 ], it can be shown
that g@(5, 5) is a graded integral quasi-hereditary algebra, in the seh§g M It can
also be shown thajr A has an anti-involution inherited from an integral form 4fand
which preserves grades. Moreover, composition with thallswear dual functor, induces
a duality X — X° of A—grmod andyr A-mod, which irreducible modules of pure grade
0, and sendind.(r) to L(—r). If X is any A-module, letgr°X denote the graded module
(gr(X°))°. Thus,gr°V(\) is obtained by a dializingr A(A\) = gr(V(\)°). Many of the
tables given above and below have natural duals which we itkewtcomment.

Now we can base change#oto see thafir S(5, 5) is a graded quasi-hereditary algebra,
with graded PIMS havingr A-filtrations described by the table below.

9A Koszul algebra is standard Koszul if it is quasi-heredgitand if its standard modules have a “linear”
projective resolution. Linear here means that the term®@homological degreen are generated in grade
n. See([26].

10since g’ is a QHA here, the criterion requires only that each modL&(gb have an irreducible head
for eachA € A. Equivalently, it much be shown that eaghA()\) has an irreducible head. This is also
equivalent to the surjectivity of the natural mgipP(\) — gr A(A), which is equivalent to the term-by-term
surjectivity of each of the filtration terms used in formimgese graded modules. Surjectivity of the Oth and
1st filtration term is automatic, and this fact alone givesnapte had forgrA(2), grA(7), andgrA(6).
Surjectivity forgr A(4) is automatic, sincé(4) = A(4). The relevant filtrations foP(5) andA(5), the last
case, can be analyzed using the splitthh@) x =~ A’(4) ® A(5).
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I gr P(7) | grP(2) | grr(6) [grP(5) | grr(4) |
0 o grA(2) [ grae) [ 330 [aran)
1] gra®)(1) egra®)(1) | arae)) | 2350

2 A GrA(5)(2)

We can also obtain the following resolutions:

— grP(5) — agrA(B) — 0

1) - grP(6) — grA(6) =0

2) —» grP(6)(1) - grP(2) - grA(2) — 0

L0 —grP(4)(2) — grP(5)(2) — grP(6)(1) ®agrP(2) — grP(7) — grA(7) — 0.
These are obtained from the above table, together with exatian of various spaces
hom(gr P()\), GroV (1) (s)) for various\, 1. € A[X For example, consider the more detailed
structure ofgr P(7) which the aim of providing a graded projective cover of thenké )/

of the homomorphisngr P(7) — grA(7). From the tablegr A(4)(2) appears once in a
gradedgr A-filtration of gr P()\) appearing as a submodule. Consequently,

dim hom(gr P(7), §r°V(4)(2)) = 1.

The image of a non-zero elemefite hom(gr P(7),gr°V(4)(2)) must clearly be all of

gr°Vv(4)(2), since the latter has hedd7). Restrictingf to M picks out a filtered submod-
ule

ar A(6)(1)
arA(5)(2)
gra(4)(2)

with image

L(6)(1)
rad Grov(4)(2) = | L(5)(2)
L(4)(2)

It follows easily that the left hand module is indecomposakith a simple head.(6)(1).

Consequently, it must be isomorphicdoP(6)(1). The quotient of\/ by this submodule
has a filtration

ar P(7)
arA(2)
(1

grA(6)(1).

HHeregrev(y) is the co-standard module fgr A associated tg.
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The space hoigr P(7),grv°(6)(1)) is 2-dimensional. One of its basis elements has al-
ready been “used" in the embeddigigP(6)(1)/N C Gr P(7)/N with N = Z350 Any
second basis element of this hom-space must have image

It follows A /gr P(6)(1) is a homomorphic image @t P(2). Considering filtration mul-
tiplicities, the @r A-filtered) kernel ofgr P(6)(1) — gr P(2) — M — 0 must begr A(5).
The rest of the resolution is easy.

Theorem 6.2. Let A be the principal block of S(5,5) for p = 2. Then gr A is standard
Q-Koszul.

Proof. The resolutions above can be used to computg gdr A(p), Viea(A)(r)). For
example, we show ext, (gr A(7), Vred(2)) = 0. Here the space ho@r P(2), Vred(2)) of
1-cocycles are also 1-coboundaries:

hom(gr P(2), A*(2)) = hom(A*(2), Ved(2))
= hom( 32 . Vrea(2))

Ared(
= hOfT(PO(7), vred(z))
= hom(gr P(7), Vied(2)).

The other cases are checked similarly. O

Remarks 6.3. (2) Any dominant weighf for a semsimple, simply connected algebraic
groupG can be uniquely writteth = Ay + pA, where), in p-restricted and\; is dom-
inant. PUtAP()\) := L()\y) ® A(A)P. In 1980, Jantzeri [19] raised question whether
every standard modul&(\) for a semisimple groug: has aAPr-filtration, i. e., a filtra-
tion with sectionsA?(u). See alsol[1]. WhileA(3,2) (as discussed in 85.1) does not
have anA™-filtration, it does have aP-filtration. However, we know of no analogue of
Q-Koszul algebras involving semisimple groups with usesAh-modules in place of the
A'9-modules.

(b) It is especially interesting to compare the resolutiforsgr A(i) above with the
corresponding resolutions at the quantum level (i. e. Hergr\'(7)). The latter resolutions
can be easily be obtained from those of the integral versibtitegr A’s and base change,



32 BRIAN J. PARSHALL AND LEONARD L. SCOTT
together with the tables for the variougtjfrmodules. We give them below:

(0 — grP’(4) — grA’(4) — 0

0 — grP’(4) — grP’(5) — grA’(5) — 0

0 — grP'(4)(1) ® grP’(5)(1) — grP’(6) — grA’(6) — 0
0 — grP'(4)(2) — grP’'(6)(1) — grP’'(2) — grA’(2) — 0
0 — grP’(5)(2) — grP’(6)(1) — grP’'(7) — grA’(7) — 0.

In spite of the differences with the resolutions for §ré\-modules given above, the reader
may check in each case that they lead to

(6.0.27)  dimexth ,(GrA(s), Vied(\)(m)) = dim ext’,, (grA’ (1), L'(A) (m)).

Important in verifying this is the fact that eacr P()\)), = FPy(A\) does have a\"%
filtration. For example, hogna(P(5)(1), Vied(4)(1)) is 1-dimensional, sincer P(5))y =

Py(5) = fjgi; This discussion and others like it (such as the sample legion in
the proof of Theorem 612) go through, even thowugtP()\),,, m > 0, may not have a
A" iltration. For examplegr P(2), does not have a"%filtration. In spite of the latter
anomaly, we still have the nice equality (6.0.27) and Thexd6e2. This suggests it is more
important to have\-filtrations at the “top." Also,[(6.0.27) has influenced ajeature in

the next section.
Part III: Conjectures

7. SOME CONJECTURES

Let R be a classical finite root system, which we temporarily assisnrreducible. Let
D = 1 (respectively, 2; 3) ifR has typeA,,, D,,, Es, E-, Ex (respectivelyB,,, C,,, Fy; G3).
Letp = 3> g+ a be the Weyl weight. Defing = (p, 6)/), whered, is the maximal root
in R*. Letg be the (infinite dimensional) untwisted affine Lie algebrsoasated tak, and
let

g=1[0.0= (Ct,t '|®g) ®Cc
be its commutator subalgebra. For ang Q, consider the category,. of g-modules satis-
fying certain natural properties (especially, that thetdrelement: acts as multiplication

by £). We do not list these here, but refer instead to [43, p. 270].
Kazhdan-Lusztig have defined, for a positive integex functor

(7028) F, ﬁ_(g/gD)_g — Qg.

Here Q, is the category of integrable, type 1 modules for the Lusgtigntum enveloping
algebra corresponding t8 at a primitive/th root of 1. The functorF} is discussed in
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[43], whose treatment we largely follow. We will be interedtin the case in which is
associated to a prime integeby the formula

(7.0.29) 0= ((p) = {Z :]]: ZZZ i;dd

Definition 7.1. If R is an irreducible root system, a primas KL-good providedF; is an
equivalence fof = /(p). Also, we assume # 2 if R has typeB,,, C,,, or F, andp # 3 is
if R has type&,. More generally, ifR is any finite root system, then a primpes KL-good
if it is KL-good for each irreducible component &f.

If R is of typeA,, every prime is KL-good. IfR has typeD,,, then every odd prime is
KL-good, andp = 2 is also KL-good ifn is even. Finally, in any type, if > h, the Coxeter
number, them is KL-good. Seel[43, Rem. 7.3] for more detais.

We will not make use of the Kazhdan-Lusztig correspondédnde the discussion below.
However, it motivates the restrictions grin the conjectures that follow. We will discuss
this motivation later in this section after Conjecture Ilh.what follows, we make use of
the notation introduced at the end of Section 3.

Conjecture I: Assume that G is a semisimple, simply connected algebraic group, defined
and split over F,, p a prime. Assume p is KL-good for the root system R of G. Let I" be a
finite ideal in X (T'),, and form the QHA algebra A := Ar. Then the graded algebra gr A
is standard Q-Koszul.

We also expect that th€-order grd = grAr is integral quasi-hereditary (as defined in
[7]). In fact, this is likely to be a key step in showing tlgatA = (grA), is quasi-hereditary,
an essential ingredient for the standard Q-Koszul prop#rgy> 2h — 2 and ifI" consists
of p-regular blocks, then [31] establishes thatigs integral quasi-hereditary.

We also mention that whem > 27 — 2 is odd and when the Lusztig character formula
holds, then Conjecture | is proved in [35, Thm. 3.7] in fheegular weight case. The
conjecture itself has no such restrictions. In fact, Sectigoroves the conjecture fot
equal to the Schur algebr&5, 5) whenp = 2. All applicable conjectures in this section
have been similarly checked in that case, based on thesemyeloped in 86, through full
proofs have not always been included there.

Conjecture II: Continue to assume the hypotheses and notation of Conjecture I (so, in
particular, p is KL-good). Let A’ = A} be the quasi-hereditary quotient algebra of the

2The only cases in which = 2 is known to be KL-good are typd,, and typeD,,,. All odd primes are
known to be KL-good for simply laced classical root systems &ndD,,). It would be good to know if this
fact remains true in the non-simply laced classical caBgsandC,,), or at least have a bound independent
of the root system.
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quantum enveloping algebra U, at a primitive {(p)th-root of unity associated to the ideal
I'. Then,
(1)  dimExt}, (A'(N), L'(1)) = dim EXt;(A(N), Vied(1t)),
(2)  dimExt?, (L'(A\),V'(p)) = dim Ext}(A™4(N), V(1))
(3)  dimExt%, (L'(A\),L'(p)) = dim EXt}(A™(N), Vied(i))

, VA pueANvVn

In the above expressions, the terms’EXtespectively, EXt) on the left (respectively,
right) can be replaced by Ext (respectively, EXY); see[16], for example. Whem > h
and the Lusztig character formula holds for restricted d@mi weights, then Conjecture
Il is proved forp-regular weights in[[12, Thm. 5.4]. Some interesting cag&3amjecture
Il can be similarly proved assuming onty > h: Conjecture 11(3) holds for all weights
A, 1€ pX(T).. Conjecture 11(1) (respectively, Conjecture 11(2)) hofdsall . € pX (7).
(respectively\ € pX (7). and all\ (respectivelyy) provided only thap > h. Note that
A andy arep-regular in this case. This follows frorn [12, Thm. 5.4 and.84]

Related to this conjecture are the following two conjeciure

Conjecture Ila Under the hypothesis of Conjecture II, we have

(1)  dim Ext} (A(N), Vied(1)) = dim Extg ,(9r A(A), Vred(1))

(2)  dim Ext}(A™(u), V())) = dim Extg; ,( (A™(p), grevi(N))

(3)  dimExt(A™Y (), Vied(A)) = dim ExtZ , (A (1), Vied(N)).
forall \,u €T

In part (2) abovegr°V(\) denotes the costandard module corresponding it the

highest weight categoigr A. It has a natural graded structure, concentrated in nottigs
grades, withVq()) its grade 0 term. Under the assumptions that arep-regular and
p > 2h — 2 is an odd prime, parts (1) and (2) of Conjecture ll(a) are pdown [36, Thm.
6.6], while part (3) is proved in [36, Thm. 5.3(b)].

Conjecture IIb: Under the hypothesis of Conjecture II, we have
(1) dim Bty (A, (1)) = dim Exg (grA’(\), L'(10)
(2)  dimExty (L'(A), V(i) = dim Exty., (L'(A), grV' (1),
(3)  dimExty (L'(A), L'(n)) = dim Extys (9rL'(A), L' (1))
forall \,p € T and all n € N. Also, grA’ is a standard Koszul algebra.

In fact, it also can be conjectured that the alge#tdtself is standard Kosz{R In that
case, Conjecture b would follow immediately. In tyge, this has been proved in [42],
using, among other things, the Kazhdan-Lusztig correspocel(7.0.28). It seems likely

13 standard Koszul algebrd is a Koszul algebra which is QHA, Koszul, and such that thadsdad
(respectively, costandard) modules linear “linear”" (exsjwely, “colinear"). In other words4 is a standard
Q-Koszul algebra in whicll, is semisimple.
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that these methods should extend to all types, as long asahled&n-Lusztig correspon-
dence is an equivalence—in particular, whes KL-good.

Regarding Conjecture llb as stated, the authors have ptbe¢drd’ is standard Koszul
in the p-regular case in [32] whep > h[4 Some weaker results, describing semisimple
filtrations of standard modules, were proved fesingular weights in[[30], sometimes for
smallp, provided the Kazhdan-Lusztig functéy,,, is an equivalence.

The next conjecture gives new calculations of Ext-groupetigions in singular weight
cases. Leff = R ® X(7') be the Euclidean space associated to the affine Weyl group
W,. Thus, fora € R, r € Z, so,p : E — E is the reflection defined by, ,,(z) =
x — [(z,a")t — prJa. ThenW, is generated by the, ,,., and it is, in fact, a Coxeter group
with simple reflectionsS := {s, = Sa.0}acs U {Sag.—p}-

Let

C-={zcE|l1< (xz+p,a”)<p}

be the closed “anti-dominant" alcove fdf,. For\ € X (7)), there exists a unique € C—
which is W,-conjugate to\ under the dot action dfl/, on E. Definew € W, to be the
unique element of shortest lengthli}, such that\ = w - A~. Alternatively, if W; denotes
the stabilizer (under the dot action)ifi, of an element~ € C—, and ifw € W, thenw
denotes the distinguished (i. e., smallest length) lefetospresentative for the left coset
'LUW[.

Let 2 := Z[t,t~!] be the algebra of Laurent polynomials. Lfet+ f be the automor-
phism of 2 which sends to ¢~!. Givenz,y € W, let P,, € Z be the Kazhdan-Lusztig
polynomial assoicated to the pairy. It is known thatP, , is a polynomial ing := 2.
Also, define

Pyt = > (1) (),

€W, gr<w

Aswith P, ,, P;2(t) is also a polynomial im?. We have the following conjecture. We con-
tinue to assume the hypotheses and notation of Conjectungdértiular,A’ is a quotient of
U¢, where( is an? = {(p)th primitive root of unity withp KL-good. The conjecture likely
holds as well for other values @f not associated to any prime—possibly@al: 1 if R is
simply laced. See [23, Conj. 2.3] which conjectures somsiwarof the Kazhdan-Lusztig
correspondence works in these cases.

Conjecture III: Let " be a finite poset ik (T"),. Write A\ = w - A~ as above. If: € " has
the formy - A~ for some distinguished left coset representatiwé 17/;, then

S dim Exty, (A (1), L/ (V)" = 14040 psnp)

y’w
n>0

14 fact the results of [32], in conjunction with the Ext-fontas given in[[8] that hold in the presence
of “Kazhdan-Lusztig theories," are sufficient to establdhparts of Conjecture lIb in the-regular case,
assuming thap > h.
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(If « does not have the form- A~ then all the groups EXt(A’(u), L'(A)) = 0, as is well
known.)

In the above expression, we could replatey U,, where( is a primitive/(p) of unity.
The polynomials?;’ identify with one class of “parabolic Kazhdan-Lusztig podynials,”
as introduced by Deodhadr [14] with a different notation. Rather discussion, with a
different application and yet another notation, see [2&pP2.4, Cor. 4.1]. In particular, it
is shown these polynomials always have non-negative cisffgs

The validity of Conjecture 11l would explicitly calculatéé¢ dimensions of Ext-groups
between standard modules and irreducible moduledforhen the validity of Conjecture
Il turns this into a similar calculation for the algebraiogp G in positive characteristic.

Conjective lll also has consequences for kXtetween irreducible modules, assuming
that Conjectures llIb also holds. Thus,Agris then standard Koszul, and one obtains a
product formula like that in[(4.0.20) at the level of the QHAAG Using Conjecture llb
again gives a calculation of Extgroups between irreducibl¢-modules, once the dimen-
sions of the groups Ext(A’(v), L' (1)) and Ext, (L'(\), V/(v)) can be determined. But
Conjecture Il calculates these dimensions in terms of IdarkLusztig coefficients. As in
type A, one might expect that’ itself is standard Koszul (which would simplify the above
discussion).

Once the Ext/-groups in the above paragraph have been calculated, thespond-
ing Ext, = Ext,-groups can be calculated, if Conjecture Il also holds. Bipatly, the
dimensions of all groups

EXt(A™(N), Vied(rr)),  EXG(AN), Vie(n),  EX@(Vied(A), V(1))

forall \, x € X(T'), can be calculated explicitly in terms of Kazhdan-Luszti(ypomials
and their coefficients. Miraculously, all these predict@thiehsions are correct fod =
S(5,5) andp = 2.

Remarks 7.2. (a) Conjecture Il is a consequence of Conjectures lla andniihe presence
of Conjecture I. This is obtained by proving, using the staddKoszulity of g’ and the
standard Q-Koszulity ofir A, that

dim extg, 4/ (grA’(A), L' (1) (n)) = dim extg , (Gr A(N), Vred(p) (n))
VA, pe AneN.

This gives the first equality in Conjecture Il, by passing ta-Broups and4, A’. The sec-
ond and third equalities can be proved similarly, usingvaahé similar versions of (7.0.30).

Conjecture Il is suggested by using ext-groups in an affieelgebra setting, assuming
Koszulity. It would then follow from the existence there oélwbehaved graded translation
functors, passing from-regular top-singular graded module categories.

(b) One cumulative effect of all the conjectures is to exfilicompute Ext-groups for
A andgr A between objecta’()\) andV,(x). One can ask if there is any resulting impact
on calculations of similar Ext-groups between irreducinledules. We speculate that the
homological algebra air A, e. g., Ext between irreducible modules or between irrddeci

(7.0.30)
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and standard/costandard modules can often be understdedmn of the similar homo-
logical algebra of gr A),, together with formulas like (4.0.20). Observe thgitA), is a
quotient ofA by a nilpotent ideal, so that, (gr A)y, andgr A all share the same irreducible
modules.
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