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AFFINE MATSUKI CORRESPONDENCE FOR SHEAVES

TSAO-HSIEN CHEN AND DAVID NADLER

ABSTRACT. We lift the affine Matsuki correspondence between real and symmetric loop
group orbits in affine Grassmannians to an equivalence of derived categories of sheaves. In
analogy with the finite-dimensional setting, our arguments depend upon the Morse theory of
energy functions obtained from symmetrizations of coadjoint orbits. The additional fusion
structures of the affine setting lead to further equivalences with Schubert constructible
derived categories of sheaves on real affine Grassmannians.
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1. INTRODUCTION

This is the first of several papers devoted to the geometry and representation theory of real
loop groups LGy, i.e., groups of maps from the circle into a real reductive (not necessarily
compact) Lie group Gg. Some of our primary motivations established here or in the sequels

include the following:
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(1) A lift of the affine Matsuki correspondence [N1] between real and symmetric loop
group orbits in affine Grassmannians to an equivalence of derived categories of sheaves.

(2) A lift of the Kostant-Sekiguchi correspondence [S] between real and symmetric nilpo-
tent orbits to an equivariant stratified homeomorphism (see [CN2]).

(3) The development of a representation theory of real loop groups from the well-known
setting of compact groups [PS] to general reductive groups.

Of the preceding goals, the current paper establishes (1) which in turn provides the ge-
ometry underlying our approach to (2). It also introduces and establishes basic properties
of the moduli of quasi-maps that play a fundamental role in (3).

In what immediately follows, we describe the main results of (1) in more detail, including
the remarkable relation of real and symmetric loop group orbits in affine flag varieties to
real affine Schubert geometry. We then sketch some of the applications to (2), (3) and other
topics to be established in sequel papers.

1.1. Matsuki correspondence for sheaves. We begin by recalling the Matsuki corre-
spondence for sheaves [MUV]. It intertwines the Beilinson-Bernstein localization [BB] of
Harish Chandra (g, /{)-modules with the Kashiwara-Schmid localization [KS| of (infinitesi-
mal classes of) admissible representations of Gg.

Let Ggr be a connected real reductive algebraic group, and G = Gy ®g C its complexifica-
tion. From this starting point, one constructs the following diagram of Lie groups

(1.1) G

SN

K Gr G.

N1

K.

Here G = G(C) and Gr = Gg(R) are the Lie groups of complex and real points respectively,
K. is a maximal compact subgroup of Gg, with complexification K, and G, is the maximal
compact subgroup of G containing K..

Let B ~ GG/B be the flag manifold of Borel subgroups of G. The groups K and Gg act
on B with finitely many orbits and the classical Matsuki correspondence [M] provides an
anti-isomorphism of orbit posets

(1.2) |[K\B| «— |Gr\B|

between the sets of K-orbits and Gg-orbits on B, each ordered with respect to orbit closures.
The correspondence matches a K-orbit O with the unique Ggr-orbit O~ such that the
intersection O = O N O~ is a non-empty K-orbit.

The Matsuki correspondence for sheaves [MUV], as conjectured by Kashiwara, lifts this
anti-isomorphism of posets to an equivalence
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between the bounded constructible K-equivariant and Ggr-equivariant derived categories of
B. The main ingredient of the proof is a Morse-theoretic interpretation and refinement of
the Matsuki correspondence due to Uzawa.

1.2. Affine Matsuki correspondence for sheaves. Now let us turn to the affine setting.

Let O = C[[t]] be the ring of formal power series, and X = C((t)) the field of formal
Laurent series. Let D = SpecO be the formal disk, and D* = SpecX the formal punctured
disk. Let C[t,¢7!] be the ring of Laurent polynomials so that G,, = SpecC|t, ™.

In place of diagram (L)), we take the diagram of loop groups
(1.4) G(X)

N

K(X) LGg LG,

~ 7

LK.

Here G(X) and K (X) are the formal loop groups of maps D* — G and D* — K respectively,
LGg, LG,, and LK, are the subgroups of the polynomial loop group LG = G(CJt,t7]) of
those maps that take the unit circle S! into K., G., and G respectively.

In this paper, the role of the flag manifold B ~ /B will be played by the affine Grass-
mannian Gr = G(X)/G(0)[] (In a sequel paper [CN1], we will extend many of our results to
the affine flag manifold F¢ = G(X)/I, where I C G(O) is an Iwahori subgroup. Our focus in
this paper is the remarkable connection between the Matsuki correspondence for the affine
Grassmannian and real Schubert geometry as highlighted in Sect. [[.3] below.)

The paper [N1] establishes a Matsuki correspondence for the affine Grassmannian: there
is an anti-isomorphism of orbit posets

(1.5) |K(K)\Cr| «— |LGR\Cr]

between the sets of K (X)-orbits and LGRr-orbits on Gr, each ordered with respect to orbit
closures. The correspondence matches a K (X)-orbit O with the unique LGg-orbit Og such
that the intersection O, = O N Og is a non-empty LK .-orbit.

Furthermore, the paper [N1] provides an explicit parametrization of the orbit posets (see
Sect. 2 for a review).

The first main result of this paper is the following Morse-theoretic interpretation and
refinement of the Matsuki correspondence for the affine Grassmannian:

Theorem 1.1 (Theorem B.4] below). There is a LK. -invariant function E : Gr — R and
LG -invariant metric on Gr such that the associated gradient VE and gradient-flow ¢y satisfy
the following:

(1) The critical locus VE = 0 is a disjoint union of LK -orbits.
1Throughout this paper, we will be concerned exclusively with the topology of Gr and related moduli and

ignore their potentially non-reduced structure.
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(2) The gradient-flow ¢, preserves the K(X)-and LGg-orbits.
(8) The limits limy_, 1o, ¢¢(7y) of the gradient-flow exist for any v € Gr. For each LK,-
orbit Q. in the critical locus, the stable and unstable sets

(16)  Ox={yeGrllma() €0}  Ox={yeCr lm o) e0.)

are a single K(X)-orbit and LGgr-orbit respectively.
(4) The correspondence between orbits Ok «— Ogr defined by (B.3]) recovers the affine
Matsuki correspondence (LH).

Using the above refinement of the affine Matsuki correspondence (LH), we prove a Matsuki
correspondence for sheaves on the affine Grassmannian in analogy with (I3). In order to
make sense of the bounded constructible K (X)-and LGRr-equivariant derived categories of Gr,
we give moduli interpretations of the quotient stacks K (X)\Gr and LGg\Gr. For simplicity,
for the rest of the introduction, except Sect. [[.4.1, we assume K is connected.

Let us first discuss the quotient LGr\Gr. Consider the moduli stack Bung(P!) of G-
bundles on the projective line P!, and its standard real form Bung,(P%) of Gg-bundles on
the real projective line P}. The real points of Bung, (P%) naturally form a real analytic stack
we denote by Bung(P!)g. In general, it is disconnected and we denote by Bung(P')g o, the
union of those components consisting of Gg-bundles on P} that are trivializable at the point
oo € P} (see Sect. Bl for details).

In Proposition 5.7, we prove the following:
(1.7) The quotient LGE\Cr is a real analytic stack isomorphic to Bung(P')g -

Thus the real analytic stack LGgr\Gr is locally of finite type and we have a well-defined
category of sheaves on it.

Definition 1.2. Let D.(LGg\Gr) be the bounded constructible derived category of sheaves
on LGr\Gr. We set D\(LGg\Gr) to be the full subcategory of D.(LGgr\Gr) consisting of
all complexes that are extensions by zero off of finite type substacks.

Next let us discuss the quotient K (X)\Gr. In general, the K (X)-orbits on Gr are neither
finite-dimensional nor finite-codimensional (unlike the LGg-orbits on Gr which are finite-
codimensional). Thus there is not a naive approach to sheaves on K (X)\Gr with traditional
methods. To overcome this, we use the observation that the quotient LK. \Gr is a real
analytic ind-stack of ind-finite type, i.e., an inductive limit of real analytic stacks of finite
type. We will take a certain subcategory of sheaves on LK \Gr as a replacement for K (X)-
equivariant sheaves on Gr.

To give more details, denote by z + z the standard conjugation of P! with real form P},
and equip (P')? with the conjugation (21, 25) = (22, 21). Its real points (P')2 form a real
analytic space isomorphic to P!(C) via the projection (zy, 29) + 21.

Next, introduce the ind-stack of quasi-maps QM ® (P', G, K) classifying (21, 2o, €, o) where
(21, 22) is a point of (P!)?, € is a G-bundle on P!, and o is a section P\ {z1, 20} — & x¢
G/K. The given conjugations on (P')?, G, K induce a conjugation on QM@ (P!, G, K),
and we denote by QM (P, G, K)g the real analytic ind-stack of its real points. There
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is a natural projection QM@ (P', G, K)r — Bung(P)g, (21,22, &,0) — &, and we write
QM (P, G, K)g.q, for the pre-image of the components Bung (P')g 4,

We also have the natural projection QM@ (P!, G, K)g — (P12 ~ Pl((C), (21,22,&,0) —
z1. For z € PY(C), denote by QM® (P!, 2, G, K)g the fiber of QM (P!, G, K)g over z,
and by QM@ (P!, 2, G, K)g.a, the intersection of the fiber with QM® (P!, G, K)g o,- In
particular, for the (non—real) point i € P'(C), we have the fiber QM® (P!, i, G, K)g, and the
intersection QM@ (P4, G, K)g -

In section [6] we prove the following:

(1.8)
The quotient LK,\Gr is a real analytic ind-stack isomorphic to QM ® (P!, i, G, K JR.00-

Thus the real analytic ind-stack LK,.\Gr is of ind-finite type and we have a well-defined
category of sheaves on it.

Finally, denote by 8 the stratification of LK, \Gr with strata the LK .-quotients of K (X)-
orbits. By Theorem [[LT] each K (X)-orbit O deformation retracts to an LK .orbit O..
This suggests the following definition.

Definition 1.3. Let D.(LK.\Gr) be the bounded constructible derived category of sheaves
on LK \Gr. We set D.(K(X)\Gr) to be the full subcategory of D.(LK.\Gr) of complexes
constructible with respect to the stratification 8.

We are now ready to state our second main result, the affine Matsuki correspondence for
sheaves.

Theorem 1.4 (Theorem [T1l below). There is an equivalence of categories

T : D.(K(X)\Gr) —~> D\(LGg\Gr)

Remark 1.5. The category D.(K(K)\Gr), respectively D,(LGg\Gr), is generated by stan-
dard, respectively costandard, objects, and the equivalence T maps standard objects to
costandard objects.

Remark 1.6. Our first two main results, Theorems [[LT] and [[L4] admit natural generaliza-
tions from the affine Grassmannian to any (partial) affine flag manifold. (Beyond the affine
Grassmannian, we do not know whether the orbit posets have as simple a parameterization
as recounted in Sect. [2l) The addition of Iwahori and other level structures offers further
interesting geometry, especially in families as we vary their place along the curve, and we
postpone details to the sequel paper [CNI].

Remark 1.7. In place of the standard conjugation z ~ Z of the projective line P!, we

could take the “antipodal” conjugation z — —2z~! whose real points are empty. In place of
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diagram (L4]), we would find the diagram of “twisted” loop groups
(1.9) G(X)

TN

Go(X) L,G L

~ 17

L, K

G

MNe

Here Gy(X) is the subgroup of maps v : D* — G such that y(—z) = 6(v(z)) where § : G — G
is the involution that cuts out KX C G. Similarly, L, G, respectively L, G, is the subgroup
of maps v : C* — G such that y(—z71) = n(vy(z)), respectively v(—z71) = n.(y(z)), where
n: G — G, respectively n. : G — G, is the conjugation that cuts out Gg C G, respectively
G. C G. Lastly, L, K is the subgroup of maps 7 : C* — K such that v(—z7!) = n.(y(2)),
and is the intersection of any two of the above three subgroups.

We expect statements analogous to our first two main results, Theorems [T and [[L4] along
with the moduli interpretations that underlie them, to hold with this setup as well.

1.3. Relation to Schubert geometry. In this section, we state our third main result, a
remarkable connection between the Matsuki correspondence for the affine Grassmannian and
real Schubert geometry.

Let Or = R[[t]], and Xg = R((¢)). Consider the real affine Grassmannian Grgp =
Gr(Or)/Gr(Og). The group Gg(Og), respectively Gr(R[t7!]), acts on Grg with finite-
dimensional, respectively finite-codimensional, orbits.

Recall the uniformization of real analytic stacks of (L.7):
(1.10) LGR\Gr ~ Bung (P")g o,

In its construction, we view Gr as based at the (non-real) point i € P!(C). When we instead
focus on the (real) point 0 € P'(R), we obtain an alternative uniformization:

(1.11) Gr(R[t™)\Grg ~ Bunq;,(IP’l)Rvao

Let D.(Gr(Ogr)\Grg) be the bounded constructible Gr(Og)-equivariant derived category
of sheaves on the ind-scheme Grg. Let D.(Ggr(R[t™'])\Grg) be the bounded constructible
derived category of sheaves on the stack Gg(R[t7!])\Grg, and set Di(Gr(R[t7'])\Grg) to be
the full subcategory of complexes that are extensions by zero off of finite type substacks.

Recall the affine Matsuki correspondence for sheaves of Theorem [1.4k
(1.12) T : D.(K(X)\Gr) — Dy(LGg\Gr)
In Proposition B8 we show the Radon transform provides an analogous equivalence:
(1.13) Tr : Do(Gr(Or)\Gir) — Di(Gr(R[t™'])\Grr)

The main ingredient in the proof of the equivalence Ty is the natural Rsg-action on Grg (as

Morse theory is the main ingredient in the proof of Theorem [L4)).
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Our third main result is a nearby cycles equivalence intertwining the Matsuki correspon-
dence of (LI2) and the Radon transform of (.I3). To state it, recall the quasi-map family
QM®(P', G, K)g — P'(C). Recall as well for the (non-real) point i € P*(C), the identifica-
tion of the fiber:

(1.14) LKN\Cr ~ QM® (P! i, G, K)p a,.

For the (real) point 0 € P!(C), we have an analogous identification of the fiber:
(1.15) K\Crg ~ QM@ (P, 0,G, K)g.ap-

Taking nearby cycles in the family descends to a functor

(1.16) Ui De(K(X)\Gr) — De(Gr(Or)\Grr)

Theorem 1.8 (Theorem [B1] and below). There is a canonical commutative square of
equivalences

(1.17) Do(K (K)\Cr) —%— D(Gz(Or)\Crz)

D{(LGR\Cr) —=~ Dy(Gr(R[t~])\Grg)

where the equivalence Vg is given by transport along the uniformization isomorphisms

(1.18) LGR\Gr ~ Bung (P')g o, =~ Gr(R[t*])\Grg

1.4. Further directions. In this final section of the introduction, we discuss results to
appear in sequel papers that build on those of the current paper.

1.4.1. Kostant-Sekiguchi correspondence. One of our primary motivations for studying the
affine Matsuki correspondence is its application to the Kostant-Sekiguchi correspondence.
This will be the subject of the sequel paper [CN2] which we briefly survey here.

Let g, gr and € be the Lie algebras of G, Gr and K respectively, and introduce the Cartan
decomposition g = £ p.
Let N C g be the nilpotent cone, and introduce the real nilpotent cone Ng = N N ggr, and

the p-nilpotent cone N, = NN p. The adjoint actions of G, Gr and K preserve N, Nr and
N, respectively and have finitely many orbits.

The celebrated Kostant-Sekiguchi correspondence [J] is a poset isomorphism
between sets of K-orbits and Ggr-orbits, each ordered with respect to orbit closure.

Let O C N, be a K-orbit and O" C Ng the corresponding Gr-orbit under the Kostant-
Sekiguchi correspondence. The papers [SV], [V] establish the following remarkable result:

(1.20) There is a real analytic K -equivariant isomorphism O ~ O’

Now recall from Theorem the equivalence

(1.21) U2 Do(K(K)\Gr) — Dc(Gr(Or)\Grg)
8



given by nearby cycles in the quasi-map family QM@ (P!, G, K)gr — P*(C).
In the sequel paper [CN2], we show the quasi-map family in fact admits a topological
trivialization providing a K.-equivariant homeomorphism

(1.22) QK \Gr —— Grg

We also introduce another quasi-map family QM@ (X, G, K)g — A'(C) induced by a
degeneration X — A! of the projective line P! to a nodal curve P! VP!, Its restriction to an
open subspace can be modeled by the flat family of quotients

(1.23) QK N\Gr ~ K(C[t™1]);\Gr

where K(C[t7']); € K(C[t™']) is the kernel of evaluation at oo.

Now we arrive at our intended application to the Kostant-Sekiguchi correspondence. It
is well-known [L] that when G is of type A, the nilpotent cone N embeds in the affine
Grassmannian Gr. Furthermore, this induces embeddings of the real and p-nilpotent cones:

(124) Nr C Grg Np C K(C[t_l])l\GI'

Applying the geometry of ([22) and (L23]), we obtain in type A a lift of the Kostant-
Sekiguchi correspondence:

(1.25) There is a K.-equivariant orbit-preserving homeomorphism N, ~ Npg.

Thanks to the compatibility of our constructions with inner automorphisms and Cartan
involutions, we are in fact able to deduce (L.2H) for all classical types from the case of type
A.

1.4.2. Comparison of dual groups. The paper |[N1] associates to each real form Gg C G a
reductive subgroup H,, , C GV of the dual groupE The construction of HY, , is via Tannakian
formalism: its tensor category of finite-dimensional representations Rep(H), ;) is realized as
a certain full subcategory Qr C D.(Gr(Or)\Grr) of perverse sheaves on the real affine
Grassmannian Grg.

On the other hand, the papers [GN1, [GN2] associate to every spherical subgroup K C G
a reductive subgroup H, C G" of the dual group. Again, the construction of H; , is via
Tannakian formalism: its tensor category of finite-dimensional representations Rep(Hy),,)
can be realized as a certain full subcategory Qx C D.(K(X)\Gr) of perverse sheaves where
as usual we understand D.(K (X)\Gr) as complexes on a quasi-map space with target G/K.

When K C G is the symmetric subgroup of a real form Gr C G, we may ask whether the
above two subgroups H,,,, H,, C G coincide. Their inclusions into G are determined
under Tannakian formalism by the respective tensor functors of restriction Rep(GY) —
Rep(H). ), Rep(GY) — Rep(H_,). By construction, these functors correspond to functors

real sph

from the Satake category Satg C D.(G(O)\Gr) to the respective categories Qr, Qk-

2While the notation suggests regarding H M

L itself as a dual group, we do not know of a concrete role for
its dual group.
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Details of the following compatibility will be given in [CN1]. Recall from Theorem [L.8 the
nearby cycles equivalence

(1.26) U : D (K (X)\Gr) — D.(Gr(Or)\Grr)
given by nearby cycles in the quasi-map family QM ® (P, G, K)r — P'(C)

Theorem 1.9. The functor V restricts to the horizontal tensor equivalence in a commutative
diagram of tensor functors

(1.27) Sat(;

QK/ — \QR

1.4.3. Representation theory of real loop groups. Let us briefly sketch here another motiva-
tion for the results of this paper.

Recall the usual Matsuki correspondence for sheaves [MUYV] intertwines the Beilinson-
Bernstein localization [BB| of Harish Chandra (g, K')-modules with the Kashiwara-Schmid
localization [KS|] of (infinitesimal classes of) admissible representations of Gg. We seek an
analogous geometric approach to the representation theory of real loop groups.

For a compact real form G. C G, the positive energy representation theory of the real loop
group LG, offers analogues of the many beautiful geometric and combinatorial aspects of
the representation theory of G, itself. For example, there is a Borel-Weil-Bott construction
of irreducibles, a Weyl-Kac character formula via localization, BGG resolutions via Schubert
geometry, among other now standard results [PS]. Furthermore, there is the celebrated
fusion structure on level k representations as organized by rational conformal field theory.

In comparison, for a non-compact real form Gg C G, relatively little representation theory
of the real loop group LGg has been developed. This is so even though there are longstand-
ing motivations coming from Chern-Simons theory for non-compact gauge group. With the
results of this paper in hand, one might hope to engineer a representation theory of LGg
by suitably “globalizing” K (X)-equivariant and LGg-equivariant sheaves on affine flag vari-
eties. Unfortunately, traditional global sections constructions, following Beilinson-Bernstein
or Kashiwara-Schmid, appear either to produce no new representations or to lead to semi-
infinite pathologies.

We expect a theory of admissible representations of LGRr to fit within the framework of
representations on pro-vector spaces. More specifically, we conjecture the derived categories
of equivariant sheaves in the affine Matsuki correspondence are equivalent to categories of
LGR-representations that are admissible in the sense that they are pro-objects in the positive
energy representations of LK,.. We plan to approach this in future work.

1.5. Organization. In Section 2], we recall the parametrization of K (X)-orbits and LGg-
orbits on the affine Grassmannian and the statement of the affine Matsuki correspondence.
We also establish some geometric properties for those orbits. In Section [B we construct
the Matsuki flow on the affine Grassmannian and we give a Morse-theoretic interpretation

and refinement of the Matsuki correspondence for the affine Grassmannian. In Section [
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we study real forms of Beilinson-Drinfeld Grassmannians. In Sections B and [6] we study
moduli stacks of real bundles on P! and quasi-maps. We study uniformizations for those
moduli stacks and use them to provide moduli interpretations for various quotients of the
affine Grassmannian by subgroups of the loop group. In Section [{, we prove the affine
Matsuki correspondence for sheaves (Theorem [[.4]). In Section 8] we prove the nearby cycles
equivalences and the Radon transform equivalence (Theorem [L.§]). In Section @] we study the
compatibility of Hecke actions. In Appendix[Al we discuss real analytic stacks and categories
of sheaves on real analytic stacks.

1.6. Acknowledgements. T.H. Chen would like to thank the Max Planck Institute for
Mathematics for support, hospitality, and a nice research environment. D. Nadler would like

to thank the Miller Institute for its inspiring environment. The research of T.H. Chen is
supported by NSF grant DMS-1702337 and that of D. Nadler by NSF grant DMS-1502178.

2. K(X) AND LGg-ORBITS ON Gr

In this section we study K(X) and LGg-orbits on the affine Grassmannian Gr.

2.1. Loop groups. The real forms Gr and G, of G correspond to anti-holomorphic invo-
lutions 7 and 7.. The involutions 7 and 7. commutes with each other and 6 := nn. = n.n
is an involution of G. We have K = G?, Ggr = G", and G, = G". We fix a maximal split
tours Sg C Gr and a maximal torus Tr such that Sg C Tr. We write S and T for the
complexification of Sg and Tg. We denote by Ar the lattice of coweights of T and Ag the
lattice of real coweights. We write A7 the set of dominant coweight with respect to the Borel
subgroup B and define AY := Ag N AL. For any A € Ar we define n()\) € Ar as

nA):C* Scx ST ST

where ¢ is the complex conjugation of C* with respect to R*. The assignment A — n(\)
defines an involution on Az, which we denote by 7, and Ag is the fixed points of 7.

Let LG := G(C[t,t7']) be the (polynomial) loop group associated to G. We define the
following involutions on LG: for any (y: C* — G) € LG we set

n7(y):C*5HC*S5C*HGHG
m(y):C*5HCS5C* HGEBG.

Here 7(x) = 27! is the the inverse map. Denote by X = C((¢)) and O = C[[t]]. We have the
following diagram

G(X) ]
/"TT e
K(X) LGy LG.



Here LGRr and LG, are the fixed points subgroups of the involutions 1™ and 1l on LG
respectively. Equivalently, LGy (resp. LG.) is the subgroup of LG consisting of maps that
take the unit circle S* C C to Gy (resp. G.). We define the based loop group QG, to be the
subgroup of LG, consisting of maps that take 1 € S! to e € G..

2.2. The based loop spaces Q2X.. We define X C G (resp. X, C G.) to be the identity
component of the fixed point subspace of the involution § = #~! on G (resp. G.). The
map 7 : G — X, 7(g9) = 0(g)g induces a G-equivariant isomorphism K\G ~ X (resp. G-
equivariant isomorphism K. \G. ~ X.). We define the loop space LX. be the subspace of
LG, consisting of maps that takes S' into X,.. We define the based loop space 2X, to be
the subspace of LX, consisting of maps that takes 1 € S! to e € X,.

2.3. Real affine Grassmannians. We recall results from [N1] about the real affine Grass-
mannian. Let Gr := G(X)/G(0O) be the affine Grassmannian for G and Grg := Gr(Xgr)/Gr(Or)
be the real affine Grassmannian. For any A € AL we denote by S* and T* the G(0O) and
G(C[t~1])-orbit of t* € Gr. The orbits S* and T* on Gr are transversal and the intersection
C* = S*NT* is isomorphic to the flag manifold G/ P* where the parabolic subgroup P* is
the stabilizer of A. The affine Grassmannian Gr is the disjoint union of the orbits S* (resp.
T*) for A € A
Gr = |_| S*  (resp. Gr= |_| ™)
XeAT AeAS
and we have
5 = |_| St (resp. T* = |_| ).
P A<p
The intersection of S* (resp. T?) with Grg is nonempty if and only if A € AL and we write
Sa (resp. Tg), A € A{ for the intersection. We define C3 to be the intersection of S3 and
Ti. Sp (resp. Ty) is equal to the Gg(Og)-orbit (resp. Gr(R[t7!])-orbit) of t* and Cj is
isomorphic to the real flag manifold Gg/P; where the parabolic subgroup P C Gy is the
stabilizer of A. The real affine Grassmannian Gr is the disjoint union of the orbits S3 (resp.
T3) for A € A
Gig = |_| Sz (resp. Grg = |_| T2)
AeAS AeAS
and we have
gﬁ; = |_| St (resp. Ty = |_| TE).

HSA A<p

2.4. The energy flow on Q)G.. We recall the construction of energy flow on QG. following
[PS, Section 8.9]. For any v € LG, and v € T,LG, we denote by v 'v € Lg. (resp.
vy~ € Lg.) the image of v € T, LG under the isomorphism 7., LG, ~ T.LG. ~ Lg. induced
by the left action (resp. right action).

Fix a G -invariant metric (,) on g.. Observe that the formula

w(v,w) = /Sl((y_lv)',y_leH
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defines a left invariant symplectic form on 7,0G.. According to [PS, Theorem 8.6.2], the
composition QG. — G(K) — Gr defines a diffeomorphism

QG, ~ Gr.

Let J, be the automorphism of 7,2G, which corresponds to multiplication by 7 in terms
of the complex structure on Gr. The formula g(v,w) = w(v, J,w) defines a positive inner
product on T,QG. and the Kéhler form on 7,QG, is given by g(v,w) + iw(v,w). Finally,
for any smooth function F': QG,. — R there corresponds so-called Hamiltonian vector field
R(~) and gradient vector field VF(y) on QG, characterized by

w(R(7),v) = dF(y)(u), g(VF(7),u) = dF(y)(w).
Consider the energy function on QG.:
(2.) B19G, >R 1 (/)= [ (7)o,
Sl
We have the following well-known facts.
Proposition 2.1. [P| [PS]

(1) The Hamiltonian vector field of E is equal to the vector field induced by the rotation
flow v,(t) = v(t + a)y(a)™! and is given by v — R(y) =+ — ' (0). The gradient
vector field of E s equal to VE = —J o R.

(2) The critical locus VE = 0 is the disjoint union |_|/\€A;.Fr C* of G-orbits of \ € QG..

(3) The gradient flow ¢y of VE preserves the orbits S* and T*. For each critical orbit
C*, we have

§* = {y € QG |limy(y) € C*}  T* ={y € QG| lim ¢,(y) € C*}.
That is S and T* are the stable and unstable manifold of C*.

2.5. Component groups of Grg. The diffeomorphism Q2G. ~ Gr induces a diffeomorphism
on the n-fixed points (Q2G,)" ~ Grg. Let Qi G, and 4, X, be the (topological) based loop
spaces of G, and X.. Note that for any v € (£, Ge)" we have v(—1) € K. and the map
e? — ' (e?) := 7 o y(e?/?) defines a map v’ : S — X, that is, v € QopX.. According to
[M] the composition
q:(QG)" = (QuepGe)" = QopXe

is a homotopic equivalence where the first map is the natural inclusion and the second map is
given by v — /. Since X, is a deformation retract of X, the map ¢ induces an isomorphism

(2.2) 7o(Grr) >~ m((QG.)") =~ mo(QopXe) >~ m(Xe) >~ m(X).

2.6. Parametrization of K(X) and LGg-orbits. We recall results from [N2] about the
parametrization of K(X) and LGg-orbits on Gr. Consider the following diagram

m(G) T m(X) AT,

where the first map is that induced by the map 7 : G — X and the second map [—] assigns

to a loop its homotopy class.
13



Definition 2.2. We define £ C A} to be the inverse image of 7.(m(G)) along the map [—].
Remark 2.3. If K is connected, then we have £ = Af.

Proposition 2.4 ([N1]). We have the following.

(1) There is a bijection
|K(K)\Gr| «— £
between K(X)-orbits on Gr and L characterized by the following properties: Let
O be the K(X)-orbits corresponding to X\ € L. Then for any v € O, thought
of as an element in QG,, satisfies 0(y)y € G(C[t)t*G(C[t]). In addition, we have
O?{ = |_|H§>\ OlIL(-
(2) There is a bijection
|LGR\GI'| +—— L
between LGg-orbits on Gr and L characterized by the following property: Let O
be the LGg-orbits corresponding to X\ € L. Then for any v € Og, thought of as
an element in QG,, satisfies 77 (v)y € G(Ct7'Nt*G(C[t]). In addition, we have
O]?% = |_|,\gu Oﬁé'
(3) The correspondence

2.3 K(X)\Gr| +— |LGg\Gr|, O} +— O}
K R

provides an order-reversing isomorphism from the poset |K(X)\Gr| to the poset
|LGgr\Gr| (with respect to the closure ordering). In addition, for each K(X)-orbit
O%, O3 is the unique LGgr-orbit such that

O) == 0% N O
s a single LK .-orbit.
We will call (Z3]) the Affine Matsuki correspondence.

Corollary 2.5. The K(X)-orbits and LGg-orbits are stable under the rotation flow ~,(t)
(see Proposition[2.1]).

Proof. We give a proof for the case of K (X)-orbits. The proof for the LGg-orbits is similar.
Let O% be a K(X)-orbit and let v = v(t) € O%. By Proposition 24, we need to show
that 0(7,)7, € G(C[t])t*G(Ct]). A direct computation shows that 0(v,)v. = 0(7(a))0(y(t +
a))y(t+a)v(a)~'. Note that §(y(t+a))y(t+a) € G(C[t))t*G(Ct]) as y(t) € O, the desired
claim follows.

U

2.7. Geometry of K(X) and LGg-orbits. For A\ € A}, we define P* C QX. to be the
intersection of QX, with the orbit S* C QG, ~ Gr, and we define Q* C QX, to be the
intersection of Q.X, with the orbit 7 C QG. ~ Gr. We define B’E to be the intersection of
OX, with C* € QG, ~ Gr. The projection map 7 : G — X, g — 6(g)g induces a projection
m: QG — QX..

Lemma 2.6. P* is a vector bundle over B>.
14



Proof. By [N1I, Proposition 6.3], the restriction of the energy function £ to P* is Bott-Morse
and B* is the only critical manifold. The lemma follows. O

We define QX? be the union of components of QX in 7,(7(G)) C 71 (X) = m(QX.).
Lemma 2.7. We have QX? =, ., P*.

Proof. Let A € AL, Tt suffices to show that P* € QX0 if and only if A € £. We have t* € B
and it follows from the definition of the map [—] : A§ — m(X) = mo(QX,) that ¢ lies in the
component of QX? corresponding to [A] € m(Q2X,) (here [\] is the image of A under [—]). It
implies t* € QX7 if and only if A € £. Since B* = K. -t* and 7 : G — X is K-equivariant,
it implies B* C QX0 if and only if A € £. Finally, since P is a vector bundle over B* we
conclude that P* C QX0 if and only if A € £. The lemma follows.

U

Proposition 2.8. We have the following.

(1) The projection 7 : QG. — QX. maps Oy into P* and the resulting map O3 — P*
is a principal QK -bundle over P*.

(2) The projection m: QG. — QX. maps O into Q* and the resulting map O — Q* is
a principal QK -bundle over Q.

(3) We have m(QG.) = QX and the resulting map m : QG. — QX is a principal
QOK.-bundle over QX?.

Proof. Fix A € L. Proposition 24 together with the fact that § = 77 on QG. imply 7(O0}) C
P* and 7(0p) C Q*. Note that P* is a vector bundle over B* and 7(C*) = B* as 7 is
LK ~equivariant and LK, (resp. K,.) acts transitively on C* (resp. B*). Thus the image
7(O%) meets every connected component of P* and, by [N2, Proposition 6.4], we have
P* C ©(QG.). Tt implies 7(O%) = P* and part (1) follows. For part (2) we observe that
QN = U/\<u,ueA§ QN P*. Since B = Q* N P* is in the closure of @Q* N P*, Lemma 2.7
implies Q* = Un<pipes Q* N P* and part (1) implies Q* C 7(QG..), hence Q* = w(O03). Part
(2) follow. Part (3) follows from part (1) and Lemma 271

U

Corollary 2.9. K(X) and LGg-orbits on Gr are transversal.

Proof. By Proposition 2.8] it suffices to show that the strata P* and Q" in QX are transver-
sal. This follows from the fact that the orbits S* and T A on QG, are transversal and both
S, T are invariant under the involution § on QG, as § = 77 on QG. and S* (resp. T?) is
f-invariant (resp. 7"-invariant).

U

2.8. The components Gry. We define Grj; be the union of the components of Grg in the
image m,(m (G)) C m(X) 2.2 7o(Grg).

Lemma 2.10. We have Gr, = ., S3.
15



Proof. Let A\ € A%, Tt suffices to show that S C Gry if and only if A € £. We have
t* € Sp and it follows from (2.2)) that t* lies in the component of Grg corresponding to
[\ € mo(Grg) = m1(X). It implies t* € Gr} if and only if A € £. Since Gg/Pg = K. -t* and
7:G — X is K-equivariant, it implies Gg/P2 C Gr} if and only if A € £. Finally, since S3
is a vector bundle over Gg/Pg we conclude that S3 C Gr} if and only if A € £. The lemma
follows. U

Definition 2.11. We define D.(Ggr\Grr) to be the bounded constructible derived cat-
egories of sheaves on Ggr\Grg. We set D.(Ggr(Or)\Grr) to be the full subcategory of
D.(Gr\Gr) of complexes constructible with respect to the Gg(Og)-orbits stratification. We
set D.(Ggr(Og)\CGry) be the full subcategory of D.(Ggr(Og)\Crg) of complexes supported on
the components Grp.

3. THE MATSUKI FLOW

In this section we construct a Morse flow on the affine Grassmannian, called the Matsuki
flow, and we use it to give a Morse-theoretic interpretation and refinement of the affine
Matsuki correspondence.

3.1. The Matsuki flow on Gr. The Cartan decomposition gg = tg @ pr induces a decom-
position of g. = €. @ ipg, gr = €. D pr and the corresponding loop algebra Lg = Lt & Lp,
Lgc =Lt @ L(ZPR)> LgR = [t & LpR

Recall the non-degenerate bilinear form (, ), on T',LG,

(v1,v2)y 3:/ (v, v wg)do.
Sl

Let v € LG, and T,(LK.-v) C T, LG, be the tangent space of the LK -orbit LK, -~ through
~. The bilinear form above induces an orthogonal decomposition

T,LG. =T, LK. v & (T, LK. - 7)*

and for any vector v € T, LG, we write v = vg @ v, where vy € T, LK, -7, v; € (T,LK,-7)*.
Note that we have

(3.1) v 'y € Ad,-1 LE,, v 'vy € Ad,-1 L(ipg).

Recall that the loop group €2G. can be identified with a “co-adjoint” orbit in LG, via the
embedding

OG. = Lge, v =71
Consider the following functions on QG.

E:QG. 2R, v = (,7), = /Sl (v ) df,

Ey: QG = R, v = (70,70)y = /1<7‘176,7‘176>d9,
S

Er:QG. - R, v — (4,4), = / (v, ) de.
Sl
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Note that E is the energy function in (2.1).

Lemma 3.1. Recall the map 7 : QG. — QG.,v — 0(v)"1y. We have
(3.2) A4E) =Fom:QG. — R.

In particular, the function Fy is LK .-invariant.

Proof. Write ||v|| = (v,v) for v € g.. For any v € QG we have

Eon(y) = . |7 ()~ 7w (7)']|d6 = /51 v =y () n(y) | |d6.

Note that 7'y = 77'0(7)'0(7) ™'y = 2979} , hence we have ||y™'v" = y710(7)0(7)""|| =
4]|v~19]|. The lemma follows.
O

Lemma 3.2. The Hamiltonian vector field on QG. which correspond to Ey (resp. Ey) is
given by
7= Ri(y) = = 1(0) (resp. v = Ro =75 —77%(0))-
In particular, we have
Y 'Ri(y) € Ady-1 Lipg +ipr  (resp. v 'Ro(7y) € Ad,-1 Leg + ).

Proof. Since Ro(y) + Ri(y) = R(v) = v — yy(0)', it is enough to show that Ri(y) =
7, —v71(0). Let v € QG., x = 7(y) = 0(y) 'y, and u € T,QG... According to Proposition
2.1 and Lemma [3.T] we have

4dE, (7)(u) = T dE(y)(u) = dE(z) (7o) = w(@, 7o) = wlz™ 2, 27 mu).

1

Using the equalities 2712’ = 2y, o7 'mu = 2y~ uy, and the fact that (y~1v1, (v 1ug)’) =

0, we get

AdE (y)(u) = dw(y ',y ) = 4 /S 1 (v (v w))dl = 4 /S 1 (v, (v w))de

=4 [ 0719 =00, (7)) = e Fa ), ).
The lemma follows.
U

Let QG. = Uy O% and QG, = U, Op be the K(X)-orbits and LGr-orbits stratifica-
tions of QG.. Let O = O} N O3 which is a single LK -orbit.

Proposition 3.3. Let E; : QG. — R be the function above and V E; be the corresponding
gradient vector field.

(1) VE is tangential to both O and O3,
(2) The union | |, Op is the critical manifold of VE.
(3) For anyy € 02, let T,QG. = TT@®T°®T~ be the orthogonal direct sum decomposition
into the positive, zero, and negative eigenspaces of the Hessian d*E,. We have
T,0x =T aT° T,0 =T & T".
17



Proof. Proof of (1). We first show that VE; is tangential to O3 = QG. N LGrt*G(C[t]).
Since the tangent space 7,03 at v € Of is identified, by left translation, with the space

Qgc N (Ad’y*1 LgR + g((C[t])) - Qgc

it suffices to show that 7'V E;(y) € Ad,-1 Lgr + g(C[t]). Recall that, by Proposition 2.}
we have v 'V E;(y) = J(y"'Ri(7v)). Note that J(v)+iv € g(C[t]) for v € Lg and by Lemma
we have

i Ri(y) = (7 (95 = 11(0)) € Adyr Lpg + pr.
All together, we get

VIVEI(y) = =iy Ri(y) + (J(Y T R (7)) + i Ra(7)) € Adyr Lpr + 9(C1])

which is contained in Ad,-1 Lgr + g(C[t]). We are done. The same argument as above,
replacing LGr by K (X), shows that the gradient field VEj of Ej is tangential to O%.. Since,
by Corollary 25, the orbit 0% is a complex submanifold of QG. = Gr invariant under the
rotation flow %( ), it follows from Proposition 2] that VE is tangential to O%. Since
VE, = VE — VEjy, we conclude that VE is also tangential to O%. This finishes the proof
of (1).

Proof of (2) and (3). Let QX? be the components of QX, in lemma 2.7 By proposition
2.8 and lemma [3.1] the function F; factors as

E QG 5 0x° c 06, L R.

Thus to prove (2) and (3), it is enough to prove following:

(i) The union | |, B* is the critical manifold of the restriction £ to QX?,

(ii) For v € B* we have T, P = WTaW° T,Q* = W~ aW?° where T,QX? = WreW s
W~ is the orthogonal direct sum decomposition into the positive, zero, and negative
eigenspaces of the Hessian E|q X0

By Proposition 2.1], we have T,5* = Ut & U°, T, T* = U~ & U°, where T,QG,. = Ut &
U° @ U~ is the orthogonal dlrect sum decompos1t10n into the positive, zero, and negative
eigenspaces of the Hessian E. Note that 6 induces a linear map on T,$2G., which we still
denoted by 6, and we have T,QX, = (I,QG ) is the fixed point subspace. So to prove (i)
and (ii) it suffices to show that the subspaces 17,5 A and T, T are f-invariant. It is true, since
0 = 7" on QG, and S* (resp. T?) is f-invariant (vesp. 7j7-invariant). This finished the proof
of (2) and (3).

O

Theorem 3.4. The gradient VE, and gradient-flow ¢, associated to the LK .-invariant func-
tion By : Gr — R and the LG .-invariant metric g(,) satisfy the following:

(1) The critical locus VE; = 0 is the disjoint union of LK -orbits | |, ., O

(2) The gradient-flow ¢, preserves the K(X)-and LGg-orbits.
18



(8) The limits tlirin o&i(7y) of the gradient-flow exist for any v € Gr. For each LK. -orbit
—zo0

OX in the critical locus, the stable and unstable sets
(33) O ={v€Grllimg,(y) € 0z} Op ={y € Gr| lim ¢(7) € 02}

are a single K(X)-orbit and LGgr-orbit respectively.
(4) The correspondence between orbits Oy +— Oy defined by ([B.3) recovers the affine
Matsuki correspondence (2.3)).

Proof. Part (1) and (2) follows from Proposition B3] The LK -invariant function Ey, respec-
tivley the LG -invariant metric g(, ), and the flow ¢, descends to a K .-invariant Morse-Bott
function £, : QK \Gr — R, respectivley a K -invariant metric g(,) on QK,\Gr, and a flow
¢,. Since the function £, is bounded below and the quotient QK. \Oy is finite dimensional
with QK \O% = o UK\ O, Proposition 3.3 and standard results for gradient flows (see,
e.g., [ABl Proposition 1.19] or [P, Theorem 1]) imply that the limit tggloo?t(w exists for any

v € QK \Gr and QK,\Op is the stable manifold for QK,.\O} and QK \O3 is the unstable
manifold for QK.\O?. Part (3) and (4) follows. O

We will call the gradient flow ¢, : Gr — Gr the Matsuki flow on Gr.

4. REAL BEILINSON-DRINFELD GRASSMANNIANS

In this section we recall some basic facts about Real Beilinson-Drinfeld Grassmannians.
The main reference is [N2].

4.1. Beilinson-Drinfeld Grassmannians. Let X be a smooth curve over C. Consider the
functor G(O)gn from the category of affine schemes to sets

S = G(0)sn(S) = {(z, )|z € £"(5), ¢ € G(I',)}.

Here I, is the formal completion of the graphs I', of z in ¥ x . Similarly, we define G (K)sn
to be the functor from the category of affine schemes to sets

S = G(K)s(S) = {(z, )|z € £"(5), ¢ € G(IY)}.

Here I'Y := I —T, and I, = Spec(A,) is the spectrum of ring of functions A, of T'y. G(O)gn
is represented by a formally smooth group scheme over X" and G(X)gn is represented by a
formally smooth group ind-scheme over 3.

Consider the functor LGys» that assigns to an affine scheme S the set of sections
S — LGgn(S) = {(x,y)|z € ¥"(S), ye G(X xS —T,).}.
There is a natural map LGy — G(X)sn sending (z,7) to (z,¢ = 7v|po), where v|po is the

restriction of the section v : ¥ x § — I, to T,

The quotient ind-scheme
Grzn = G(K)En/G(O)En
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is called the Beilinson-Drinfeld Grassmannian. We have

Gren(S) = {(z, &, ¢)|x € X"(5), & a G-torsor on X x S, ¢ a trivialization of & on ¥x S—T",}.

4.2. Real forms. From now we assume ¥ = P! = CUco. We write Grl™ = Grg., G(X)™ =
G(X)sn, etc. Let ¢ : P! — P! be the complex conjugation. Consider the following anti-
holomorphic involution ¢ : (PY)? — (PY)2,c¢®(a,b) = (c(b),c(a)). The involution ¢
together with the involution n on G defines anti-holomorphic involutions on G(0)®, G(X)®),
and LG® and we write G (O)I(R2 e (K)g ) and LG[(R2 ) for the corresponding real analytic spaces

of real points. We define Grly) = G(O)g)\G(iK)g) a real form of Gr®,
Lemma 4.1. We have the following:

(1) There are canonical isomorphisms
LGPy ~ Ge(R[t™Y]), LGP |imx ~ LGg x iR,
(2) There are canonical isomorphisms
Grg)\o ~ Grg, Grg)‘in ~ Gr x iR*
compatible with the natural action of LG]%) on Grg).

Proof. The isomorphism in (1) is the restriction of the natural isomorphisms LG®)|px =~
LGP |; xiR* ~ LG xiR* and LG® |y ~ G(C[t™']). Here we regard iR C CxC, z — (z, —2)
and the isomorphism LG®|; ~ LG,~v(z) — ~(t) is induced by the change of coordinate
t= i—jrz of P! sending i to 0, —i to oo, and oo to 1. The isomorphism in (2) is the restriction
of the factorization isomorphism Gr(2)|2-Rx ~ Gr® |; x 1IR* ~ Gr x Gr x {R* and Gr? lo >~ Gr.

Here the isomorphism Cr?|; x iR* ~ Gr x Gr x iR* is induced by the above coordinate

— z—i
t ==t

U
Lemma 4.2. Assume Gy is compact. We have Gg(R[t™']) = Gg and Gr(Xg) = Gr(Og).

Proof. Note that the real affine Grassmannian Grg for a compact group Gg is equal to a
point and Gr(R[t7']); = {7 € Gr(R[t7'])|y(c0)) = €} is an open Gr(R[t™!])-orbit in Grg
(see Section 2.3). Hence Ggr(Kg) = Gr(Or) and Gr(R[t7']); = e. The lemma follows. [

Consider the group ind-scheme QK@ ¢ LK® that assigns to each affine scheme S the
set
QK(S) = {(z,d)lx € C(S),¢ € K(P' x S —Tuus), ¢({o0} x 5) = e}.

The involution on LK@ restricts to an involution on QK@ and we write QKH(QZ) for the
corresponding real analytic ind-space of real points.

Lemma 4.3. We have the following:
(1) There are canonical isomorphisms

LE® |y~ K., LKQ |« ~ LK, x iR”.
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(2) There are canonical isomorphisms
QKD ~ e, QKD |px ~ QK. x iR
Proof. Tt follows directly from Lemma [£1] and Lemma .2 O

5. UNIFORMIZATIONS OF REAL BUNDLES

In this section we study uniformizations of the stack of real bundles on P! and use it to
provide a moduli interpretation for the quotient LGg\Gr.

In the rest of the paper, all the (ind-)stacks are of Bernstein-Lunts type, that is, they
are unions of open substacks 2" = |JZ; , each Z; being a quotient stack G\X of finite
type and the bounded derived category of C-constructible sheaves on D.(.Z") is the limit of
D.(G\X), where each D.(G\X) can be defined as an equivariant derived category in the
sense of Bernstein-Lunts (see Appendix [Al).

5.1. Stack of real bundles. Let Bung(P') be the moduli stack of G-bundles on the complex
projective line P!. The standard complex conjugation z — Z on P! together with the
involution 7 of G defines a real structure ¢ : Bung(P') — Bung(P!) on Bung(P!) with real
form Bung, (PL), the real algebraic stack of Gg-bundles on the projective real line PL. We
write Bung(P!)g for the real analytic stack of real points of Bung, (P%). By definition, we
have Bung(P!)g ~ I'r\Yg where Y — Bung, (P}) is a R-surjective presentation of the real
algebraic stack Bung, (IP’]%&)E, r=Y X Bungy (FL) Y is the corresponding groupoid, and Xg, ['r
are the real analytic spaces of real points of X, (see Appendix [Al).

A point of Bung(P!)k is a Gg-bundle &g on P} and, by descent, corresponds to a pair
(&,v) where € is a G-bundle on P! and v : & ~ ¢(&) is an isomorphism such that the induced
composition is the identity

g (&)W ee(e)) = €.
We call such pair (€,7) a real bundle on P! and Bung(P!)g the stack of real bundles on P'.

For any Gg-bundle Eg, the restriction of Eg to the (real) point oo is a Gg-bundle on
Spec(R) and the assignment Eg — Eg|o defines a morphism

Bung, (P) — BGg.

For each a € H'(Gal(C/R), G), let T, be a Gg-torsor on Spec(R) in the isomorphism class
of @ and we define Gg ,, = Autg,(T,). The collection {Gg,, o € H'(Gal(C/R),G)} is the
set of pure inner forms of Gg. Let Gr o = Ggro(R) be the real analytic group associated to
Gr,o. We denote by «q the isomorphism class of trivial Gg-torsor. By Example [A.3] the
morphism above induces a morphism

1

cloo : Bung (P')p — Uang(Gal(@/R),G)BGR’a

on the corresponding real analytic stacks. Define

(5.1) BunG(IP’l)R,a = (cloo)_l(BGR,a)

3A presentation of a real algebraic stack is R-surjective if it induces a surjective map on the isomorphism
classes of R-points.
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for the inverse image of BGRr, under cl. Note that each BunG(Pl)R,a is an union of
connected components of Bung(P!)g and we obtain the following decomposition of the stack
of real bundles

BUHG (Pl )R = |_| BU.I’I(G (]P)I)R’a.
aeH1(Gal(C/R),G)

We will call Bung(P')g,, the stack of real bundles of class a.

Example 5.1. Consider G = C*. In the case n is the split conjugation, the cohomology
group H'(Gal(C/R), G) is trivial and we have

BunG(IP’l)R ~ 7 x BR*.

In the case n = 7, is the compact conjugation, we have H'(Gal(C/R), Q) = {ap, a1} ~ Z/27Z
and

BunG(Pl)R ~ BUHG(Pl)R’ao U BunG(Pl)R,al,
where Bung (P')g., ~ BS".

5.2. Uniformizations of real bundles. We shall introduce and study two kinds of uni-
formization of real bundles: one uses a real point of P! called the real uniformization the
other uses a complex point of P! called the complex uniformization.

5.2.1. Real uniformizations. The unifomization morphism

u : Gr — Bung (P')

for Bung(P') exhibits Gr as a G(C[t™!])-torsor over Bung(P'), in particular, we have an
isomorphism

(5.2) G(C[t™*)\Gr ~ Bung(P").
The map u is compatible with the real structures on Gr and Bung(P') and we denote by
(53) UR GIR — BUHG(Pl)R

the associated map between the corresponding real analytic stacks of real points. We call
the morphism ug the real uniformization. It follows from (5.2)) that ug factors through an
embedding

(5.4) Gr(R[t™])\Crg — Bung(P')g.
We shall describe the image of ug.
Proposition 5.2. The map ur factors through
ug : Grg — Bung(P')g o, C Bung(P')g
and induces an isomorphism of real analytic stacks

GR(R[t_l])\GI"R ;> BU_HG (]P)l)]R,oeo .
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Proof. Since every Gg-bundle Eg in the image of ug is trivial over P —{0}, in particular at oo,
we have &g € Bung(P')g - Thus the map ug factors through Bung(P!)g o,. We show that
the resulting morphism ug : Grg — Bung(P')g 4, is surjective. Let f : S — Bung(P')g q,
be a smooth presentation (note that S is smooth as Bung(P')g 4, is smooth). It suffices
to show that, étale locally on S, f admits a lifting to Grg. Consider the fiber product
Y := S5 Xgung(p). Grr and we denote by i : Y — S the natural projection map. It suffices
to show that h is surjective and admits a section étale locally on S. By Theorem 1.1 in
[MS], every Gg-bundle & on P} which is trivial at oo admits a trivialization on Py —{0}. Tt
implies h is surjective. To show that h admits a section, we observe that Y is a real analytic
ind-space smooth over Grg and, as ug is formally smooth, for any y € Y and s = h(y) € S,
the tangent map dh, : T,Y — T,S is surjective. Choose a finite dimensional subspace
W C T,Y such that dh,(W) = T,S. We claim that there exists a smooth real analytic space
U C Y such that y € U and T,U = W. This implies h|y : U — S is smooth around y, thus f
admits a section étale locally around s = h(y). Finally, by (5.4)), we obtain an isomorphism
Gr(R[t])\Grg ~ Bung(P')g ap-

To prove the claim, we observe that Y is locally isomorphic to Grg times a smooth real
analytic space. So it suffices to show for any finite dimensional subspace W C T.Grg, there
exists a smooth real analytic space U such that T.U = W. This follows from the fact that
the exponential map exp : T.Grg — Grg associated to the metric ¢(, )|y, (here g(,) is the
metric on Gr in Section 2.4)) is a local diffeomorphism.

O

5.2.2. Generalization to other components Bung(P')g .. In this section we briefly discuss
generalization of Proposition to the component Bung(P')pq, o € H'(Gal(G/R),G).
Recall the Gg-torsor T, and the corresponding pure inner form Ggr,. Note that for each
Gg-bundle g the T, -twist Fg := Eg xCF T} is a Gr o-torsor and the assignment Ex — I
defines an isomorphism

Bung, (Pg) ~ Bung, . (Py)
of real algebraic stacks. Let Grg,, be the affine Grassmannian for Gg,. Consider the
uniformization map
uq : Grg, . — Bung,  (Py) ~ Bung, (Pg).
Let Grg,o := Grgg, (R) and we denote by

Ua,R GIRQ — BU.I’I(G(]P)l)R

the map associated to u,. Let |ugr| : Grro — |Bung(P!)g| the associated map on the
isomorphism classes of points.

Lemma 5.3. We have |uagr|(Grro) = | Bung(P'),|.

Proof. Tt suffices to show that every Gg-bundle Eg on IP)]}Q such that Eg|s ~ T, is in the

image uq r(Grr,). By Theorem 1.1 in [MS], for any such bundle g the restriction of Ex to

Uy =Pk — {00} (resp. Uy = Py —{0}) is isomorphic to T, x Uy (resp. T, x Up). Since the

image u,r(Grr o) consists of real bundles which can be obtained from glueing of T,, x Uy
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and T,, x Uy along the open subset Uy, N Uy = PL — {0,00}. Tt implies &g € ugar(Grr.a)
and the proof is complete.
O
The lemma above implies that the morphism u,r factors through
Uar : GIp o — BunG(IP’l)Ra C Bung(P')g
and the same argument as in the proof of Proposition shows that
Proposition 5.4. The map u,r nduces an isomorphism
GROC(R[t_l])\GI'R,a L} BUII([;(]P)l)Ra

of real analytic stacks.

5.2.3. Complex uniformizations. We now discuss complex uniformizations. The natural map
u® : Gr® — Bung(P!) x (P')?

exhibits Gr'® as a LG®-torsor over Bung(PP!) x (P!)?, that is, we have an isomorphism
LGO\Gr®» ~ Bung(P!) x (P')?

The morphism «? is compatible with the complex conjugations on Gr® and Bung (P') x
(PY)? and we denote by

(5.5) ul?) : Gl — Bung(P!)g x P!

the map between the corresponding real analytic stacks. Note that the map above factors
through an imbedding

(5.6) LGNGrY — Bung(PY)g x P,
Recall that, by Proposition 1], we have isomorphisms
Gr|o ~ Grg, LGP o ~ Gr(R[t™])

Grg)m@x ~ Gr x iRX, LGg)hRX >~ LGR x iR*.
The restriction
UoR = ug)\o : Grg ~ Gr§)|0 — Bung (P')g

of (B.5) to the real point 0 € iR is isomorphic to the real unifomization map in (5.3]). Consider
the case when z € iR*. It follows from the isomorphism above that there is a unique map

(5.7) Uy c : Gr — Bung(P)g

making the following diagram commutative

~

Grg) | Gr

Luﬁg) e ta,c

BU.I’I(G(]P)l)R X {SL’} = BU.I’I(G(]P)l)R
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We call the map (7)) the complex uniformization associated to z. Note that, by (5.6, the
map u, ¢ induces an embedding
(5.8) LGR\Gr — Bung(P')g.

We shall give a description of u,c. Let (€, ¢) € Gr where & is a G-bundle on P! and
¢ Elpr_jop ~ G x (P! — {0}) is a trivialization of & over P* — {0}. Let (€,, @;) be the pull
back of (€, ¢) along the isomorphism P' ~ P' ¢t — z = =2 So &, is a G-bundle on P!
and ¢, is a trivialization of &, on P! — {z}. Let ¢(&,) be complex conjugation of &, (see
Sect. 5.1]) and let F be the G-bundle on P! obtained from gluing of &|p1_gzy and ¢(€)|p1_{z)
using the isomorphism ¢(¢;) ™! o ¢, 1 Elpr_gpz = ¢(€)|p1_{zz). By construction, there is a
canonical isomorphism 7 : F ~ ¢(¥) and the resulting real bundle (F,7) € Bung(P')g is
the image u,c((€,)). Note that the cohomology class in H'(Gal(C/R),G) given by the
restriction of the real bundle F to oo is represented by the co-boundary c(¢.(v))~1(¢,)(v)
(here v € €,]~), hence is trivial. Thus the complex uniformization u, ¢ factors as

Uy c : Gr — Bung(P')g g,
We shall describe the image of u, c. For each z € C* let a, : P! — P! be the multiplication
map by z. Consider the flows on Gr® and Bung(P'):
(5.9) P, : Gr? = G (2,8, 0) — (a.(2), (a.1)*E, (az1)" ).
¥, : Bung(P') — Bung(P'), & — (a.1)*€
For z € R the flows above restrict to flows
(5.10) Pl Grl?) - Gl ¢? : Bung(P')g — Bung(P')e
and we have the following commutative diagram

1
(5.11) Gl — = G®

P,k

Bung (P!)g oy — Bung(P)g q,

Here ¢ is the natural projection map.
Lemma 5.5. We have the following properties of the flows:

(1) The critical manifold of the flow ! are the cores Cy C Grg =~ Grg)b and the stable
manifold for Cg is the strata Sz C Grg.
(2) For each X € AL, we denote by

. .
T = {7 € G |lim v1(7) € C2)
the corresponding unstable manifold. We have Tglo ~ T2 C Grg for A € Af. The
isomorphism Grg) » =~ Gr, x € 1R.q, restricts to an isomorphism
Tﬂé‘\w ~ Oy

for X € L and T, is empty for A € AL — L.
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Proof. This is proved in [N1l, Proposition 8.4]. O

Lemma 5.6. (1) For any v € Grg), the action map Ryg — Grg), z — Y(y) given by

the flow ! extends to a map a, : Rsg — Grle) such that a,(0) = liI% Pl(m).
= z—
(2) For any & € Bung(P')g o, the action map Reg — Bung(P')g.a,, 2 — ¥2(€) given

by the flow ¥? extends to a map

(512) ag . RZO — BUI’IG(PI)R’QO.
Moreover, we have ag(z) ~ & for all z € Rsq, and for any v € Grg), there is a
commutative diagram

ay

Grﬁg2 )

el

BUHG (]P)l)R’aO

(5.13) Rso

where & = q(v) € Bung(P!)g.

Proof. Part (1) follows from Lemma (2). Proof of part (2). Let v € Grg and let
& = q(v) € Bung(P!)g. Consider the the composed map

ag : Rsg = Grg — Gr(R[t™1])\Grg ~ Bung (P")g.q

where a. is the map in part (1) and the last isomorphism is the real uniformization (see
Prop/5.2). It is elementary to check that the map ag only depends on & and ag(z) = ¥2(€)
for 2 € Ry, hence defines the desired map in (5.12). Moreover, since Gg(R[t~!])-orbits T
on Grg are unstable manifolds for the flow ¢!, we have a,(Rsg) C T3 if v € T, and it
implies ag(z) ~ € for all a € Rs(. The commutativity of diagram (5.13) follows from the
construction of ae.

O
Recall the components Gr = (J, ., S3 in Section 2l We define
Bung (P')g

be the image of Grj under the real uniformization ug : Grg — Bung (P!)g o,. Note that
(5.14) Bung (P ~ Gr(R[t7])\Gry C Bung(P')g.q, ~ Gr(R[t™*])\Crg
is a union of components of Bung (P!)g 4,
Proposition 5.7. The complex uniformization u,c : Gr — Bung(P')g.q, factors as

Uy c : Gr — Bung (P')r
and induces an isomorphism

LGR\Gr — Bung(P')g

of real analytic stacks.
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Proof. Let v € Gr and 7, € Grfg)\x be the image of + under the isomorphism Gr ~ Grg)\x.
Let & = u,c(7) = ¢(7.) € Bung(P')g.q, be the image of the complex uniformization map.
By Lemma [5.6/(2) we have

(5.15) €] = la(0)] = lq(a-, (0)] = lg(lim ¥2(v2))l,
(5.16) lim 1 (Gr = Gr|,) = H .

As the image |J, ., [¢(C)| of the critical manifolds under ¢ is equal to | Bung(P')g |, equa-
tions (5.15) and (5.I6) imply that u, ¢ factors through u, ¢ : Gr — Bung(P')g o and induces
a surjection between the sets of isomorphism classes of objects. Now a similar argument as
in the proof Proposition shows that u, ¢ : Gr — Bung(P')g is surjective and, by (5.8),
we obtain an isomorphism LGg\Gr ~ Bung(P')g . O

Remark 5.8. We have Bung(P')ry = Bung(P!)g 4, if and only if K is connected. So in
the case when K is disconnected, the map u, ¢ : Gr — Bung(P!)g 4, is not surjective, that
is, not every real bundle of class oy admits a complex uniformization.

Example 5.9. In the case G = C* with split conjugation, we have
Bung (P')g ¢ =~ 2Z x BR* C Bung(P')g ~ Z x BR*

and the complex uniformizatoin is given by

Upc s Gr =~ Z x {pt} 2% Bung (P')go ~ 2Z x BR*.
Here p : {pt} — BR* is the quotient map.
5.3. Categories of sheaves on LGy\Gr. Since Bung(P')g is a real analytic stack of finite
type, by the propositions above, the components Bung(P')g o, Bung(P')g, and the quo-

tients stacks LGg\Gr, Gr(R[t™!])\Grg, and Gg(R[t~'])\Gr} are also of finite type and there
are well-defined categories of sheaves on them.

Definition 5.10. We define D.(LGg\Gr) to be the bounded derived category of C-constructible
sheaves on LGg\Gr. We define D,(LGRr\Gr) to the be full subcategory of D.(LGRr\Gr) con-
sisting of all constructible complexes that are extensions by zero off of finite type substacks
of LGg\Gr. We denote by D.(Gr(R[t7'])\Grr), D\(Gr(R[t7!])\Grg), etc, for the similar
defined categories.

5.4. Uniformizations in family. Consider the open subset Grg)’o - Grg)\ﬂg such that
Grg)’0|m = Grg)\ac for x # 0 and Gr[(g)’ob ~ Grj C Gr§)|o ~ Grg. Let

ug)’o ; Grg)’o — Bung(P')g x iR
be the restriction of (5.5 to Grg)’o.

Proposition 5.11. The map ug),o factors through

ug)’o : Grg)’o — BunG(IP’l)R,O x iR
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and induces an isomorphism
LGNGr =5 Bung (PY)p o X iR.

of real analytic stacks.

Proof. This follows from Proposition 5.2 and (.7 O

6. QUASI-MAPS

In this section we study the stack of quasi-maps and use it to provide moduli interpretation
for the quotient LK. \Gr.

6.1. Definition of quasi-maps. Let > be a smooth complex projective curve. For n > 0,
define the stack of quasi-maps with poles QM ™ (2, G, K) to classify triples (z, €, ¢) compris-
ing a point x = (z1,...,2,) € X", a G-torsor & over X, and a section o : ¥\ |2| - Ex“G/K
where we write |x| = U z; C . According to [GNI], QM ™ (X, G, K) is an ind-stack of ind-
finite type. Note the natural maps QM ™ (%, G, K) — ¥" and QM ™ (2, G, K) — Bung(%).
For any = € X", we will write QM((;")(Z,:E, G, K) for the fiber QM™ (X, G, K) xsn {x}.

6.2. Real forms of quasi-maps. Now specialize to ¥ = P! and n = 2. The standard
conjugation of P!, denoted by x + Z, induces a twisted conjugation on (P!)?, defined by
c(z1,m3) = (Ta,Z;) with real points isomorphic to (P')Z ~ P! regarded as a real variety.
Let us fix the isomorphism given by the choice of x;. Together with the conjugation of GG
preserving K, the twisted conjugation of (P')? induces a conjugation of QM® (P!, G, K).
Let us denote its real points by QM@ (P!, G, K)g. Note there are natural maps

QM(2) (]P)la G> K)R — (]P)l)]%% = ]P)l (C)> QM(2) (]P)la Ga K)R — BU_H(;(]P)l)R.
Define QM@ (PY, G, K)g.a, (resp. QM((;Z) (P, G, K)g) be the pre-image of Bung(P')g q,
(resp. Bung(P')gp) under the morphism QM@ (P!, G, K)g — Bung(P')g. For any z €
P!(C) we have the fiber QM@ (P!, z, G, K)g and the intersections QM@ (P, z, G, K)g o,
and QM@ (P!, 2, G, X)g.
6.3. Uniformizations of quasi-maps. We have a natural uniformization map
(6.1) cr® - QM (P!, G, K)

exhibits Gr®® as a LK@-torsor on QM® (P!, G, K). In particular, there is a canonical
isomorphism of ind-stacks

(6.2) ¢? : LKO\Gr® = QMP (P!, G, K).
The morphism in (6.1]) is compatible with the real structures and we denote by
Grl? — QM (P!, G, K)r

the associated map on the corresponding real algebraic stacks of real points. It follows from
(62) that the map above factors through an embedding

¢ LK\GrY — QM@ (P', G, K)z.
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By Lemma 3] there are natural isomorphisms
LEN\GtY)|, ~ LK\Gr, =€ iR, LEP\Gr? |y ~ K\Crg

and the map q]g)

gives rise to maps
¢ LK\Gr — QM@ (P! 2, G, K)g, z € iR*
qo - Kc\GrR — QM(2) (]P)la 07 Ga K)R
Lemma 6.1. We have the following:
(1) The map q, induces an isomorphism
¢z : LK \Gr = QM® (P!, 2, G, K)g.
(2) The map qo induces an isomorphism
Qo : K \Crg — QMP (P10, G, K)g g,
Proof. This follows from Proposition 5.7 (resp. Proposition 5.2]) that every real bundle € in
Bung (P!)r o (resp. Bung(P!)g o,) admits a complex uniformization (resp. a real uniformiza-
tion).
0

0 (2),0

Recall the open family GrrI(R2 )0 5 4R and the family of uniformizations LG]%? )\GIR ~
BunG(IP’l)RO x iR in Proposition [5.11l The above lemma implies the following.

Proposition 6.2. The natural map Grg)’o — QM®(P', G, K)g induces an isomorphism
LENGID? ~ QM (P!, G, K)golim
and we have the following commutative diagram

LE\Gr* — QM@ (P!, G, K)gliz -

| |

LGN\ Gr* Bung (P)go x iR

where the vertical maps are the natural quotient and projection maps. In addition, there are
canonical isomorphisms

LK\Gr x iR* ~ QM@ (P!, G, K)r o|ir~
KC\GI‘]% = QM(2) (]P)la 0, G’ K)R,O

6.4. Categories of sheaves on LK \Gr. By LemmalG.I] the real analytic ind-stack LK \Gr
is of ind-finite type and we have a well-defined category of sheaves on it. Introducing the
stratification 8 of LK,.\Gr with strata the LK .-quotients of K (XK)-orbits.

Definition 6.3. Let D.(LK.\Gr) be the bounded constructible derived category of sheaves
on LK \Gr. We set D.(K(X)\Gr) to be the full subcategory of D.(LK.\Gr) of complexes

constructible with respect to the stratification 8.
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6.5. Rigidified quasi-maps. Let QM ™ (P, G, K, 00) be the ind-scheme classifies quadru-
ple (2,€,¢,1) where x € C", € is a G-bundle on P!, ¢ : P! — |z| — & x% X, and
L1 Exloo == K, here Ef is the K-reduction of & on P! — |z| given by ¢. We have a natural
map QM (P!, G, K,00) — C". The ind-scheme QM™ (P!, G, K, o) is called rigidified
quasi-maps. Note that we have natural map

QM™(P', G, K, 00) = QM™ (P!, G, K)
sending (z, &, ¢, 1) to (x, €, ¢) and it induces an isomorphism

where the group K acts on QM ™ (P!, G, K, 00) by changing the trivialization ¢.

The twisted conjugation on (xy,z2) — (Z2,71) together with the involution n on G
defines a real form QM® (P!, G, K, 00)g of QM® (P!, G, K,00). We have a natural map
QM (P, G, K, 00)g — Bung(P!)g and we denote by QM (P!, G, K, 00)g the pre-image
of the components Bung(P!)g . The isomorphism (6.3) induces an embedding

K\NQMP (P!, G, K, 00)r = QMP (P!, G, K)g|c.
It follows from Proposition that the above embedding restricts to an isomorphism
(6.4) K\QMP (P, G, K, 00)r0 ~ QMP (P', G, K)golc
and there are canonical isomorphisms

(6.5) QKNG ~ QM (P!, G, K, 00)molix
QK \Gr x iR* ~ QMP (P, G, K, 00)g 0| iz~

GI‘% ~ QM(2) (]Pl, G, K, OO)R7()|0

Consider the stratifications 8§, = {QK,\O} hrec of QKNG and 8 = {S2}rer of Grp.
By (6.5), the union 8§ = §; xiR* U8y x {0} forms a stratification of QM® (P, G, X, 00)r ok
In section B, we will need following technical lemma, which is proved in [CN2l Proposition
6.7].

Lemma 6.4. The stratification 8 above is Whitney and the natural map

QM® (P!, G, K, 00)g|w — iR
is a Thom stratified map. Here iR is equipped with the stratification iR = iR* U {0},
Remark 6.5. In fact, in loc. cit., we show that the quasi-maps family above admits a

K -equivariant topological trivialization.
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6.6. Flows on quasi-maps. For each z € C* we have the following flow
(6.6)
V. : QM (PG, K, 00) = QM (P!, G, K, 00), (v,&,1,1) = (a.(z), (a,-1)*E, (a,-1)", 1).

For z € Ry the flow ¢, restricts to a flow
3 QMP (PG, K, 00)r — QM@ (P, G, K, 00)g,

and we have the following commutative diagrams

3
QM@ (P!, G, K, 00)z —== QM@ (P!, G, K, 00z

! l

P! @z P!

Lemma 6.6. We have the following properties of the flows:

(1) The flow v, on QM@ (P!, G, K, 00)g is K.-equivariant.
(2) Recall the flow ¥} on Gr]g) (EI0). We have the following commutative diagram

¥l

(6.7) Gri|c Gri|c

l o

QM@ (P!, G, K, 00)p —> QM (P! G, K, 00)g

(3) For each A\ € AL, the core C C Grg C QM@ (PL, G, K, 00)rlo is a union of compo-
nents of the critical manifold of the flow 12 on QM® (P', G, K, c0)r and the stable
manifold for Cy is the strata Sy C Grg.

(4) For each A € AL, we denote by

Ty = {z € QM (P!, G, K, co)e[limy(z) € Ci}
z—
the corresponding unstable manifold. We have Ta|o ~ T2 C Grg for X € Af. The
open embedding QK \Gr — QM@ (P', G, K, 00)g|; restricts to an isomorphism
QK \Op =~ Tgl;
for A e L.

Proof. Part (1) and (2) follows from the construction of the flows. Part (3) and (4) follows
from Lemma [5.5 and diagram (6.7).

O

7. AFFINE MATSUKI CORRESPONDENCE FOR SHEAVES

In this section we prove the affine Matsuki correspondence for sheaves.
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7.1. The functor Y. Let u : LK.\Gr — LGgr\Gr be the quotient map. Define
T : D.(K(X)\Gr) — D.(LGg\Gr)
to be the restriction of u, : D.(LKg\Gr) — D.(LGg\Gr) to D.(K(X)\Gr) C D.(LKgr\Gr).

Theorem 7.1 (Affine Matsuki correspondence for sheaves). The functor T defines an equiv-
alence of categories

Y : D(K(X)\Gr) = D\(LGg\Gr).

The rest of the section is devoted to the proof of Theorem [7.1]

7.2. Bijection between local systems. Write [0%] = LK.\O%, (03] = LK \Og, [0}] =
LK\O?, and [} = LG\ O € LGg\Gr. Recall the Matsuki flow ¢ : Gr — Gr in Theorem
B4l As ¢, is LK -equivariant, it descends to a flow ¢, : LK. \Gr — LK. \Gr and we define

¢+ LK \Gr — |_| [0 € LK \Gr, v — lim ¢:(7).

t—=to0
AEL

Consider the following Cartesian diagrams:

A

A A

O3] —— LE\Gr  [03] — LE\Gr  [03] — LK, \Gr
N N
[Oé] - I_l)\eL [Oé] [Oé] S I_l)\eL [Oé] [8)\] - LGR\GT

Here i3 and j} are the natural embeddings and ¢} (resp. u?) is the restriction of ¢4 (resp.
u) along j3 (resp. j2).
Lemma 7.2. We have the following:

(1) There is a bijection between isomorphism classes of local systems 7% on [O%], local
systems 7~ on [Og], local systems T on [0}], and local systems T on [E}] = [LGR\ Oz,
characterizing by the property that 75 ~ (¢2)*1 and 7~ ~ (u*)*7&.

(2) The map u* factors as

(7.1) - [03] 5 (02 2 (€Y

where p* is smooth of relative dimension dim[€*] — dim[02]. Moreover, we have
(P R ~ 7.

Proof. Since the fibers of ¢, are contractible, pull-back along d)i (resp. ¢*) defines an
equivalence between LK -equivariant local systems on O and LK -equivariant local systems
on 0% (resp. O3). We show that the fiber of u* is contractible, hence pull back along u*
defines an equivalence between local systems on [E}] and LK equivariant local systems on
Op. Pick y € O and let LK.(y), LGr(y) be the stabilizers of y in LK, and LG respectively.

The group LK,.(y) acts on the fiber [, := (¢*)7!(y) and we have Op ~ LK. x KW [
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Moreover, under the isomorphism [03] ~ LK \O3 ~ LK.(y)\l,, [02] ~ LK.(y)\y, and
[EA] ~ LGR(y)\y, the map u* takes the form

W [08] = L)\, 5 0] = LE.(y)\y & [€)] = LCr(y)\y,

where the first map is induced by the projection /, — y and the second map is induced by
the inclusion LK.(y) — LGg(y). We claim that the quotient LK. (y)\LGg(y) is contractible,
hence u* has contractible fibers and p* is smooth of relative dimension dim[€*] — dim[O2}].
Part (1) and (2) follows.

Proof of the claim. Pick 4’ € O3 C Grg and let K.(y') and Gr(R[t7!])(y') be the sta-
bilizers of 3 in K, and Gr(R[t™!]) respectively. The composition of the complex and real
uniformizations of Bung(P!)g

£6:\Gr T Bung (P T2 G (RIE)\ Gl

identifies
LGr(y)\y =[] =~ Ge(R[)(¥)\y-

Hence we obtain a natural isomorphism
LGr(y) ~ Aut([€Y)) =~ Ge(R[t™'])(¥)

sending LK.(y) = K.(y) C LGR( ) to K.(y') € Gr(R[t™])(v'). Thus we reduce to show that
the quotient K.(y")\Gr(R[t™ ])( ') is contractible. This follows from the fact that evaluation
map K.(y')\Gr(R[t™)(v) = K.(y)\Gr(v'), (™) — 7(0) has contractible fibers and the
quotient K.(y")\Gr(y') is contractible as K.(y’) is a maximal compact subgroup of the Levi
subgroup of Gg(y').

U

7.3. Proof of Theorem [Tl For each A € £ and a local system 7 on [O}] one has the
standard sheaves

(7.2) 8T T) == ()).(r7) and 8;(\,7) = (j2).(7r)
and co-standard sheaves
(7.3) 87 (A, 7) = (2)(rh) and 8 (A, 7) := (52 )i(7w).

Here 77 and 7 are local system on [O%] and [€] corresponding to 7 as in Lemma [T.2. Let
dy := dim Bung(P')g — dim[0%].
Write
(7.4) i 1 [08] = [0%], 2 - [04] — [OF]
for the natural embeddings. We recall the following fact, see [MUV) Lemma 5.4].
Lemma 7.3. (1) Consider [OH] 5 (0% ] s [O#]. Let F € D ([O%]). If F is smooth (=

locally constant) on the trajectories of the flow gbt, then we have canonical isomor-

phisms (i4)F = (¢),F and (4)'F = (¢).5
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(2) Consider [OF] 5 [0%] = (O] where " is the natural embedding. Let F € D.([0%]).
If F is smooth (= locally constant) on the trajectories of the flow ¢, and is supported

on a finite dimensional substack % C [O%], then we have canonical isomorphisms
(M) TF ~ (") TF and (M)*F ~ (¢").T.

We shall show that the functor Y sends standard sheaves to co-standard sheaves. Introduce
the following local system on [O2]

(7.5) Ly = (1) LY @ LY ®@or)h

where

(7.6) (L) = (i")(C)[codim[O%]] and Lf := (Li)!C[codim[@%(] [02]]

are local systems on [O3] and [0}] respectively and ory := (p*)'C[— dim[€*] + dim[0?]] is

the orientation sheaf for the smooth map p* : [0}] — [€*] in (TT).
Lemma 7.4. For any local system T on [0} we have
Y(SF (N, 7)) =S (A, 7@ Ly)[dy].
Proof. Let A\, u € L. Consider the following diagram
(7.7) (O O]~ [04] —* [€#] = LGx\O}
I L K
(OM] S LKNGr — " LGg\Gr

Let G = (j2)* Y (SN 7)) = (72) w(id)u(7F) = (u)()* (i)« (7F). It suffices to show that
G~0if N\#£pand §~ (7@ L)) if X = p.
By Corollary 2.9 the orbits Of and 07 are trasversal to each other, hence we have

(7.8) ()" () (77) = (12)'(i1)+(17) ® £} [codim[OF]].
where
(7.9) (£1)Y = (i")"(C)[codim[Of]]

is a local system on [O%]. Thus

G = (w) (i) () () B @) (). ) & L},)[codim[Og]] ~
(u)i (520 (77) ® L)) [codim[O%]].
According to Lemma the map u* factors as

w s [05] 5 0] 5 (€]
where p* is smooth of relative dimension dim[€"] — dim[O%]. Since s..'(71)[codim[0%]] €
D.([0%]) is smooth on the trajectories of the flow ¢;, by Lemma [T.3], we have

(7.10)  G~auf(sd (7T ® £7,)[codim[Og]] ~ PN (s ' (7T ® £1,)[codim[Og]] LC@
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~ (") (s (TT) ® £7,)[codim[Og]].
Here (" : [O#] — [Og] is the embedding.
If A\ # p then [O%] N[O} is empty, thus we have
(") s, (7F)[codim[O4]] = 0
and ((Z.I0) implies § = 0.

If X = p, then [Of] N[O%] = [02], s = ¢}, v =} are closed embeddings and by Lemma
we have

(u)i(8)+(7) 22 (P)(7) = 7> ® (p")i(C) = 7= ® (o1, )=[dim[E¥] — dim[OZ]],
Y 2 elCrr® (Lj\r)!C ~ 7 L[- codim[@d (O]
where or,» is the relative orientation sheaf on [07] associated to p* : [02] — [€%] and
(7.11) % = (1})'Cleodimgx,[07]]
is a local system on [O}]. Now an elementary calculation shows that

g @ (u?)y (5.0 (77) @ L)) [codim[OR]] ~ (u)‘);(s*(T(X)L’/\’)®L’/\)[codim[0§]—codim[o?{][(‘)i‘]] ~

o (u)(12)u(T @ £ ® (12)"£4) [codim[Og] — codimgy [02]] = (7 @ L1 )r[d],
where
(7.12) Ly = ()Ll @Ll® ors
is a local sytem on [O}] and
d\ = codim[0] — codimgy,[0}] + dim[€*] — dim[0}] = dim Bung(P*!)g — dim[O%].
The lemma follows.
O
We shall show that Y is fully-faithful. Consider a diagram of closed substacks of LK \Gr

U B BU, > 5 Up— -
such that

(1) U, U; = LK \Gr,
(2) Each U; is a finite union of [O%],
(3) Each jj is closed embedding.

Let f; : Uy — LK/\Gr be the natural embedding and we define
si=wuo f;: Uy — LGRr\Gr.
Note that each s; is of finite type.
Lemma 7.5. For any F,F € D.(K(X)\Gr) we have

Hoch(K(fK)\Gr) (9:, 9:,) ~ HomD!(LGR\Gr)(T(iT), T(gﬂ))
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Proof. Choose k such that F = (ji).Fy and (jx).F), for F, F). € D (K (K)\Uy). We have
HOHID (K (X)\Cr) (? ff) Hoch(K(x)\Uk)(?k, 9:;)

and
HomD!(LGR\Gr)(T(gj)a T(gﬂ)) ~ Hoch(K(JC)\Uk)((Sk)!?m (Sk)vi}d;g) ~

= Hoch(K(K)\Uk)(fTrk, (Sk)!(Sk)!ff;f)-
We have to show that the map

(713) HOIIch(K(g()\Uk) (?k, 35;) — Hoch(K(g()\Uk)(?k, (sk)!(sk)!gl )

is an isomorphism. Since D, (K (X)\Uy) is generated by wi(757) (vesp. w.(7y)) for [0%] C Uy
(here wy : [O%] — Uy is natural inclusion), it suffices to verify (TI3) for

Fe = (wa)(73) and T} ~ (w,). (7))
Note that in this case the left hand side of (Z.I3]) becomes

(7.15) Homp, (xxp\ue) (Tr, T) =~ Homp oa)) (Ta, 7a) i A = p.
By Lemma [7.4] we have
(51 (W) (7)) 2 w (i) (w,) o (7,7)) 22 TS (1, 70)) = (GE(Fu) 1),
where 7, r = 7, ® £, . Therefore the right hand side of (Z13]) becomes
(7.16) Homp, (e @onv) (Fres (1) (811 F7,) ~
~ Homp, (x sey\vy) (wa )i (73), (sk)' ()1 ((wy)+ (7,7)) =
~ Homp, (o) (T swi(se) (3 (Fur) [dy]) ~
= Hoch([O}(])(T)\ (uo Zi) (D) (Fur)[dp])-
Since u o zj\r and j" are transversal, we have
(wo i) () mur = (w0 i) (7 )mur ® LY [~d)]
where
(7.17) LY = (uoi})'Cldy]
is a local system on [O}] and, in view of the diagram (.7), we get
(7.18)  Homp,(x@pue) (Frs (sx) (s6)1F}) = Homp, (o3 (735 (w0 i3) (72 )7 k[dy]) =
=~ Homp, (o3 (73 (w0 i2)*(j2) 7k @ £[d, — d)])
~ Homp, (o3 ) ((63) T, u(u! 0 5)*Tur @ L[d, — d)])
~ Hoch([O?{D((gbj\r) T, u(ut 0 8)* 7, r @ L[d, — d,])
)-

Homp, o)) (Ta, (@2« (0w © )" Ty p @ £)[d,, — d]
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Consider the case A # p. Then by Lemma [7.3] we have
(63 (u(u 0 8) Tur ® £)[dy — da]) = (¢3)tr(u 0 8) Tup @ L)) [dyy — di]) =
~ () u((W 0 5) Fur @ L)) [dy — dy]) = 0,
here 3 : [0} — [O%], and it follows from (Z.I8) that
(7.19) Homp, (ko) (Fi (s1) (51 F) = 0
Hence we have
Homp, (ke @onv,) (T Fr) = Homp, resono) (Fe, (sx) (811 F%) =~ 0 if A # p.

Consider the case A = pu. We have
() u(t(ut 0 8)* Frg @ L)[dy — dy]) = (ut 0 8)* Frr ® *LY ~ 7\ ® Ly ® " LY.
We claim that £, ® (*£%" ~ C is the trivial local system hence above isomorphism implies
(03)e(u(u? 0 5) g @ L)[dy — dn]) = 7, if A= p,
and by (7I8]), we obtain

(7.20) Homp, (k@) (Fres (s8) (5601 F},) = Homp,oap) (T, 7).
By unwinding the definition of the map in (7.13)), we obtain that (7.I3]) satisfies
(C13)

Homp, x @ep\vy) (T, T3) Homp, x @ep\vy) (T, (Sk)! (se)J%)
h m
Hoch([oéD(T,\, T)\)
hence is an isomorphism. The lemma follows.

To prove the claim, we observe that, up to cohomological shifts, we have

£, "2 (584 @ L @ orls = (1) ((71)'C)Y) @ 1'C @ orh[]

co T2 (o ) O[],
gzlrslgett}fafanonlcal isomorphisms /(=) ~ *(=) ® //C and (p*)'(—) =~ (p*)*(—) ® or,n[—],
Lr@ Ly = (pY)((72)'C)¥) ® oy @' ((u 0 3)'C)[-] =
~ (pN)*((72)'C)") ® orpp @(p)'((72)'C))[~] =
~ (p)((72)'C)) @ ()" ((72)'C))[-] = C[-].
The claim follows. O

It follows from Lemma [(.4] and Lemma [[.5] that the image of T is equal to Dy(LGRr\Gr)
and the resulting functor Y : D (K (X)\Gr) — D,(LGg\Gr) is fully-faithful, hence an equiv-

alence. This finishes the proof of Theorem [7.1]
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8. NEARBY CYCLES FUNCTORS AND THE RADON TRANSFORM

We study the nearby cycles functors associated to the quasi-maps in Section [6] and the
Radon transform for the real affine Grassmannian.

8.1. A square of equivalences. Recall the quasi-map family QM@ (P!, G, K)g o — P'(C)
in Section By Proposition 6.2, we have the following cartesian diagram

(LE\Gr) X iRsg —> QM@ (P!, G, K)rlirsy < K. \Gr)

T S

LGe\Cr x iRsg —2— Bung(PY)g,o X iRsg ~——— Gg(R[t™])\Grd

| | |

iR iR~ {0}

Define the following nearby cycles functors

(8.1) U : D(LK\Gr) — D(K\G1), F— U(F):=iji(FRCir,),

(8.2) Ug : D.(LGg\Gr) — DC(GR(R[t_l])\Gr%), F — Ug(F) = (E)!(j)!(?& Cirsy)-
We also have the Radon transform
(83) TR . DC(GR(OR)\GTR) — DC(GR(R[t_l])\GI"R)

given by the restriction to D(Gr(Or)\Grr) C D.(Ggr\Grg) of the push-forward p, : D.(Gr\Grg) —
D.(Gr(R[t7'])\Grgr) along the quotient map p : Gg\Gr — Gr(R[t7'])\Grg.

Here are the main results of this section.

Theorem 8.1. The nearby cycles functors and the Radon transform induce equivalences of
categories:

U Do(K(X)\Gr) = D.(Gr(0Or)\Gry),
Up : Dy(LGR\Gr) — Dy(Gr(R[t™"])\Grp),
TR . DC(GR(OR)\GTR) ; DI(GR(R[t_l])\GrR)

Theorem 8.2. We have a commutative square of equivalences

D.(K (X)\Gr) —= D.(Gz(0z)\C12)
E v
D\(LGr\Gr) — % Dy(Gr(R[t~1))\Grd).
Here Y is the affine Matsuki correspondence for sheaves.

The rest of the section is devoted to the proof of Theorem [R.Jl and Theorem [8.2
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8.2. Images of standard sheaves under V. We begin with the following constructibility
result for W.

Lemma 8.3. We have V(F) € D.(Gr(Or)\Cry) for any F € D (K (X)\Gr).

Proof. Consider the stratification of 8; of QK. \Gr with strata the QK -quotients of K (X)-
orbits. By Lemma [6.4], the pull-back of §; under the projection map

QMP (P! G, K, 00)polir., =~ QK \Gr x iRso — QK \Gr

together with the G (Og)-orbits stratification of Gr ~ QM@ (P!, G, K)g o|o forms a Whit-
ney stratification of QM ® (P!, G, K)g o|ir.,. Moreover, the map

QM (P!, G, K, 00)R,o|iray — iR50

is Thom-stratified with respect to the above stratification of QM (P!, G, K, 00)R,0lirs, and
the stratification iRy = iR-o U {0}. Since

K\NQM®@ (P!, G, K, 00)r olirsy =~ QMP (P, G, K)g oliks,

as stacks over iR (see (6.4])), the nearby cycles functor W takes { LK.\ O} }res-constructible
complexes on LK. \Gr to {K,\S2}rcc-constructible complexes on K,\Gry. The lemma fol-
lows.

U

By the lemma above, the nearby cycles functor ¥ restricts to a functor
W D(K(K)\Gr) = D(Ga(05)\G1l).
We shall show that ¥ sends standard sheaves to standard sheaves. Recall the flow
W3 QMP (PG, , X, 00)p — QM (P!, G, X, 00)r

in §6.61 For A € /}JSF, we have the critical manifold Cf, the stable manifold S, and the
unstable manifold Tp. We write

sT:Sp = QMP (PG, K, 00)g, ty:Tp — QMP (PG, K, o0)g
for the inclusion maps and we write
Sy = Cp, dy:Tp — Ch

for the contraction maps. Note that all the maps above are K.-equivalent with respect
to natural K.-actions. The following lemma follows from a topological version of Braden’s
theorem, see [N2, Theorem 9.2].

Lemma 8.4. For every § € D(QM®@ (P!, G, K, 00)r) which is Rsg-constructible with re-
spect to the flow 1., we have

(x)«(s3)'T = (da)(E0)"T
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Recall that, by Lemma [6.6] we have isomorphisms 7~’]§‘|Z ~ QK \O3, T§|0 ~Tp, for A€ L
and we write
sy i Tp = QMP (P G, K, 00)g, ty: QKO = QMP (P!, G, K, 00)g
for the restriction of £, and
e Tp — C,  dy: QK\Op — Cy
for the restriction of the contractions CZ,\.

Lemma 8.5. For every F € D.(QK.\Gr) which is Rq-constructible with respect to the flow
1., we have
(D) (sDW(F) = (da)(t)F,  if e L.

Proof. Same argument as in [N2| Corollary 9.2] O

We write ky : QK \O2 — C2 for the restriction of dy and py : T3 — Gr(R[t7!])\ T3 for
the natural quotient map.

Lemma 8.6. The map ky : QK\O) — Cf is a K.-equivariant isomorphism. There is
a bijection between isomorphism classes of K.-equivariant local systems wt on Sg, K,.-
equivariant local systems w= on Ty, K.-equivariant local systems w on Cg, K.-equivariant

local systems T on QK\O?, and local system wg on Gr(R[t™))\TR, characterizing by the

property that w* ~ (cf)*w, 7 =~ (k\)*w , and (py)*wr =~ (¢} )*w

Proof. The first claim follows from the fact that QK \O) ~ Cp ~ K.(\)\K,, where K.(\)
is the stabilizer of X\ in K., and the K .-equivariant property of k). The second claim follows
from the facts that the contraction maps ci[ are K.-equivariant and the fibers of cf and the
quotient K.\Ggr(R[t™!]) are contractible.

O

For any A € £ and a K_-equivaraint local system w on Cf, one has the standard and

co-standard sheaves
THOw) = (1)) and TF(Aw) = (D)
in D.(Gr(Or)\Grgr). Recall the standard sheaf 8 (\, 7) in D.(K(K)\Gr) (see (T.2)).
Proposition 8.7. We have ¥ (87 (A, 7)) ~ T/ (A, w)
Proof. Tt suffices to show that
(a) (sD)'W(SF(A, 7)) =w™ and  (b) (s))U(SF(A 7)) =0 for u # .

Proof of (a). By Lemma B it suffices to show that (c}).(s7)'W(8F(\, 7)) ~ w. But it
follows from Lemma and Lemma [.2] indeed, we have

| LCnm % Lorrm
(ex)e(sX)WST(A 7)) 2 (dai(a) "8 (A7) 2= (ka ) (8T (A Tlakaox) = (B =7 w.
Proof of (b). It suffices to show that F, := (¢}).(s7)'W(8F (X, 7)) = 0 for u # A. For this, it
is enough to show that
H(F,©L)=0
40



for any K.-equivariant local system £ on C§. Recall the contraction map ¢, : QK\Og —
QK \O! coming from the Matsuki flow ¢, : Gr — Gr in §3l By Lemma and Lemma [8.6]
for any such £, there is a K-equivariant local system £’ on QK \O# satisfying

(8.4) (du)*L =~ (¢,)"L" (as equivaraint local systems on QK \Og).
Thus we have
(8.5) H (T, ® L) = Hy () (57) W8T (A, 7)) ® £)

~ HX((du)(t,) 85 (N, 7) ® L) (by Lemma B5)
~ HX((d)i((t,)* 8T\ 7)® (d,) L)) (by projection formula)
~ H (¢, (8)"8S (A7) @ (6,)°L")) (by (B4))
=~ HS((QS;)!(tM)*Sj(A, 7)® L") (by projection formula)

Note that ¢, =" : QK. \Of — QK \Gr is the embedding for the unstable manifold of the
Morse flow ¢, on QK \Gr and we have

(8.6) (6 1 (80) 8N 7) = (& (@) "8E (N ) == (60): (1) 8T (A, 7),

here ¢!/ : QK \O% — QK \Gr is the embedding for the stable manifold of the flow ¢, and
o QKOG — QK \O! is the contraction map. Since p # A, we have (i)'SF(\,7) = 0
and it implies

13, 0.0) B2 g (o) st ) @ £) B g (e ()5t () @ £) = 0.

Claim (b) follows and the proposition is proved.
0

8.3. The Radon transform. Recall the flow ¢! : Gr'Y) — Gr') in (5I0). By Lemma [5.3,
it restricts to a flow on the special fiber Grg ~ Grﬁg2 )|0 with critical manifolds (J,. Af Ca

and Sp, respectively T3, is the stable manifold, respectively unstable manifold, of Cg. Let
ty : Gr(R[t7))\Tp — Gr(R[t™'])\Grg be the natural inclusion map. According to Lemma
B8, for any K.equivariant local system w on C3, we have the standard and co-standard
sheaves

T, (N w) = (t))e(wr) and T (N, w) = () hi(wr).
Recall the Radon transform
Tk : D(Gr(Or)\Grg) — D (Gr(R[t7])\Grg)

in (83). The same argument as in the proof of Theorem [Tl replacing the Matsuki flow
¢; : Gr — Gr by the Ry o-flow 9! : Grg — Grg and Lemma by Lemma [R.6] gives us:

Proposition 8.8. The Radon transform defines an equivalence of categories
TR . DC(GR(OR)\GTR) ; DI(GR(R[t_l])\GrR)
Moreover, for any K.-equivariant local system w on Cg we have

TRTHO W) = T (A w @ £y)[dy].
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Here we regard the local system Ly in (TI2) as a local system on Cg wvia the isomorphism
ky : QG N\OY ~ Cf in Lemma 84

8.4. The functor V. Note that, by Proposition5.11] the map LGg)\Grg)’o ~ Bung(P')g o %
1R — 7R is isomorphic to a constant family. It implies

Proposition 8.9. The nearby cycles functor
Ug : D\(LGR\Gr) — Di(Gr(R[t™'])\Gr})

is a t-exact equivalence (with respect to the natural t-structures) satisfying Vg(8, (A, 7)) ~
T (A w).

8.5. Proof of Theorem [8.Jland Theorem[8.2] It remains to prove that ¥ : D.(K(K)\Gr) —
D.(Gr(Or)\Gr3) is an equivalence and Theorem B2l Note that for F € D (K (X)\Gr) there
is a natural transformation (induced by the natural transformation (fy)ii' — (2)'fi)

(87) TroW(F) = (fo)i'n(FRCir.y) = (1) fi(F R Cir.y) = (1) (1):(fO)(F B Ciz,) =

= \II]R o T(g:)
Moreover, it follows from Lemma [Z4] Proposition 87, Proposition B8, and Proposition
that (87) is an isomorphism for the standard sheaf 8 (A, 7). Since the category D (K (X)\Gr)
is generated by 8F (A, 7), it implies (87) is an isomorphism. By Theorem [7.I] Proposition
R.8 and Proposition B9 the functors Wg, T, and YTg are equivalences and (7)) implies

U : D.(K(X)\Gr) = D.(Gr(Og)\CGry) is an equivalence. This finishes the proof of Theo-
rem [8.I] and Theorem

9. COMPATIBILITY OF HECKE ACTIONS

Recall the derived Satake category D.(G(O)\Gr) is naturally monoidal with respect to
convolution. We will write F; x« F for the convolution product of Fy, Fo € D.(G(O)\Gr).

Here we enhance the equivalences and commutative square of Theorems [8.1] and to
D.(G(0)\Gr)-modules. Roughly speaking, we will take advantage of the natural right actions
on the categories involved, whereas the prior Radon transforms were performed on the left.

9.1. Hecke actions. First, the affine Matsuki correspondence for sheaves

is naturally an equivalence of D.(G(0)\Gr)-modules by convolution on the right. To see
this, recall Y is the restriction to D.(K(X)\Gr) C D.(LKg\Gr) of the push-forward w, :
D.(LKg\Gr) — D.(LGg\Gr) along the quotient map v : LK.\Gr — LGgr\Gr. We can equip
this construction with compatibility with convolution on the right by using the commutative

action diagram
uxid

LEK\G(X) x¢0) Gr =% LGr\G(X) x%© Gr

| |

LK\Gr v LGg\Gr
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and its natural iterations.
Similarly, the Radon equivalence

T : De(Gr(Or)\Grr) — D\(Gr(R[t™])\Grr)

is naturally an equivalence of D.(Ggr(Og)\Grg)-modules by convolution on the right. To see
this, recall T is the restriction to D.(Gr(Or)\Grg) C D.(Ggr\Grgr) of the push-forward p; :
D.(Gg\Grg) — D.(Ggr(R[t™'])\Grg) along the quotient map p : Gg\Gr — Gr(R[t™'])\Grg.
We can equip this construction with compatibility with convolution on the right by using
the commutative action diagram

pxid

GR\G(JCR) % G(Or) Grg —— GR(R[t_l])\G(KR) G(0z) Grg

| |

GR\GTR GR(R[t_l])\GI"R

and its natural iterations.

9.2. From complex to real kernels. Following [N1], nearby cycles in the real Beilinson-
Drinfeld Grassmannian Grg ) over iR>( gives a functor

m : Do(G(0)\Gr) — D.(Gr(Or)\G1%) C D.(Gr(Or)\Crg)

Namely, by Lemma [£.1], there is a canonical diagram of Gg-equivariant maps
(9.1) Gr<"—Gr x iRy ~ Gr[(g)\m>o(—j> Grg)\mzo <i—)GrI(R2)|0 ~ Grp

where we view G C LGI(R2 ) as the constant group-scheme. One defines m = i*j, 7" fr where
we write fr : D.(G(0)\Gr) — D.(Gr\Gr) for the forgetful functor.

Note the domain and codomain of m both have natural convolution monoidal structures.
To equip m with a monoidal structure, we proceed as follows.

Let Gr® XGr® be the moduli of z1, 2o € P, &;, & G-torsors on P!, ¢ a trivialization of
&, over P\ {x}, 25}, and o an isomorphism from &; to &; over P!\ {z}, x5}. Let Grg) >~<Gr]§§)
be the real form of Gr®® xGr® with respect to the twisted conjugation that exchanges x;
and zs.

Then there is a canonical diagram of Gr-equivariant maps

(9.2) G(K) xGO) Gr <" G(K) xC© Gr x iRy ~ CrP % Gr?|z., L~

Grly) XGr$ip, ~——Gr) G |o ~ Gr(Kr) x5 Grg

Moreover, the convolution maps on the end terms naturally extend to the entire diagram.
By standard identities, we arrive at a canonical isomorphism m(F; * Fy) >~ m(F;) * m(Fs).
By using iterated versions of the above moduli spaces, we may likewise equip m with the

associativity constraints of a monoidal structure.
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9.3. Compatibility of actions. Note we can view the Radon equivalence T as an equiv-
alence of D.(G(0)\Gr)-modules via the monoidal functor

m : D(G(0)\Gr) — D.(Gr(Or)\Gry)
Now we have the following further compatibility of our constructions.

Theorem 9.1. Via the monoidal functor
m : Do(G(0)\Gr) — D.(Gr(Or)\Gr%)

the equivalences
U D(K(K)\Cr) =5 D.(Gr(Op)\Gr3),

g : Di(LGR\Gr) = Dy(Gr(R[t™'])\Cry)

of Theorem[8.1 and commutative square

Do(K (X)\CGr) — > D.(Gz(0x)\Cr%)

| s

Dy(LGg\Gr) —% Dy(Gr(R[t~1])\G12).
of Theorem[8.2 are naturally of D.(G(O)\Gr)-modules.

Proof. We will focus on the compatibility for the top row and indicate the moduli spaces
needed. We leave it to the reader to pass to sheaves and apply standard identities. The
compatibility for the bottom row and entire square can be argued similarly.

Let QM® (P!, G, K)xGr® be the moduli of 2, z, € P', &, &, G-torsors on P!, ¢ a section
of & x% G/K over P!\ {z1, 75}, and o an isomorphism from &; to €, over P!\ {z;, x5}
Let QM@ (P!, G, K)RiGrg) be the real form of QM® (P!, G, K)xGr® with respect to the
twisted conjugation that exchanges x; and .

Then there is a canonical diagram of K .-equivariant maps

(9.3)
LEN\G(K) 6O Gr <"— LK\G(X) x©) Gr x iRsy ~ QM@ (P!, G, K)axGrP |z, L~

QM@ (P, G, K)axGr{|im., <—QM® (P!, G, K)axGry |y ~ K\Gg(Kr) x %) Grg

Note we could equivalently obtain diagram (@.3]) by taking diagram (@.2]) and quotienting by
the left action of the group-scheme LKH@.

As with the convolution maps in diagram (©.2)), the actions maps on the end terms of
diagram (@.3) naturally extend to the entire diagram. By standard identities, we arrive
at a canonical isomorphism W(M *x F) ~ U(M) » m(F). By using iterated versions of the
above moduli spaces, we may likewise equip W with the associativity constraints of a module

map. 0
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APPENDIX A. REAL ANALYTIC STACKS

A.1. Basic definitions. Let RSp be the site of real analytic spaces where the coverings
are étale (=locally biholomorphic) maps {S; — S}icr such that the map [ |S; — S is
surjective. A real analytic pre-stack is a functor 2" : RSp — Grpd from RSp to the category
of groupoids Grpd and a real analytic stack is a pre-stack which is a sheaf. Let I' = X
be a groupoid in real analytic spaces. We define I'\ X be the stack associated to the pre-
stack S — {I'(S) = X(S)}. A morphism 2~ — # between real analytic stacks is called
representable if for any morphism from a real analytic space Y — %/, the fiber product
2 Xa Y is representable by a real analytic space. We say that a representable morphism
2 — % has property P if it has property P after base change along any morphism from a
real analytic space.

A.2. From real algebraic stacks to real analytic stacks. For any R-scheme X locally
of finite type, its R-points X (R) is naturally a real analytic space, denoted by Xg, and the
assignment X — Xpg defines a functor from the category of R-scheme to the category of
real analytic spaces. We are going to extend the above construction to real algebraic stacks.
Let 2" be a real algebraic stack. A presentation f : X — 2 of 2 is called a R-surjective
presentation if it induces a surjective map X (R) — |2 (R)| on the set of isomorphism classes
of objects.

Lemma A.1. Let fi : X1 — 2 and fo : Xo = 2 be two R-surjective presentations of
2. LetI'; = X; X9 X; = X; be the corresponding groupoid. Then there is a canonical
isomorphism of real analytic stacks

Fl,R\Xi,R = F2,R\X2,R~

Proof. Let Y = X1 X9 Xg and I' = Y X o Y be the corresponding groupoid. As X; is a
presentation of 2" the natural map Y — X, is smooth and one can check that the natural
map I'g\Yr — ['; g\ X;r is an isomorphism. The lemma follows.

O

Definition A.2. Given a real algebraic stack 2  which admits a R-surjective presentation,
we define the associated real analytic stack to be

%R = FR\XR
where X — 2" is a R-presentation of 2.

By the lemma above 2% is well-defined and the assignment 2~ — 2k defines a functor
from the 2-category of real algebraic stacks which admit R-presentations to the 2-category
of real analytic stacks.

Example A.3. Let X be a R-scheme and G be an algebraic group over R acting on X.
Consider the algebraic stack 2" = G\X. Let T1,...,Ts be the isomorphism classes of G-
torsors. Define G; := Autg(T;) and the R-scheme X; := Homg(7;, X). Note that G; acts

on X; and the collection {G1,...,Gs} gives all the pure-inner forms of G. Consider the
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real algebraic stack G;\X;. We have G\X; ~ 2 and the map | ||, X; - 2 is a R-
presentation. In addition, the R-presentation above induces an isomorphism of real analytic
stacks | |7_; Gig\Xir >~ Zk.

Definition A.4. Let 2" be a real analytic stack (resp. a real algebraic stack). The stack
2 is called of Bernstein-Lunts type (BL-type) if it is an union of open substacks 2" = | Z;
, each Z; being a quotient G\ X where X is a real analytic space (resp. R-scheme ) and G
is a real analytic group (resp. affine algebraic group over R) acting on X.

Note that, by the example above, each real algebraic stack 2~ of BL-type admits a R-
surjective presentation and the corresponding real analytic stack 2 is also of BL-type.

The discussion above can be generalized to real ind-schemes and real ind-stacks. Let
Xog— X7 — - X — -+ be a diagram of closed embedding of R-schemes. Let X = lim X;
—

be the corresponding ind-scheme over R. We define Xz = lim X, to be real ind-analytic
—
space associated to the diagram Xor — Xig — ---Xjpr — ---. Similarly, let 2" = limZ; be
—

a real ind-stack associated to a diagram Zy — 27 — - - -2, — - - - of real algebraic stacks
which admit R-presentations. We define Zr = lim Z;r. An ind-algebaic stack 2" = lim %Z;
— —

(resp. an real analytic ind-stack) is called of BL-type if each Z; is of BL-type.
Let 2" = lim Z; be a in real algebaic ind-stack (resp. an real analytic ind-stack). By
H

definition, a morphism f : 2" — # from 2 to a real algebraic stack 2" (resp. a real
analytic stack) is the limit of morphism f; : 2Z; — #. It is called representable if each f; is
representable.

A.2.1. One can regard real algebraic stacks as complex algebraic stacks with real structures
and the discussion above has an obvious generalization to this setting. Let 2~ be a complex
algebraic stack and let o be a real structure on 2", that is, a complex conjugation (or a
semi-linear involution) o : 2" — 2°. Then a presentation f : X — 2" of 2 is called a
R-surjective presentation if it satisfies the following properties. (1) There is a real structure
o on X such that f is compatible with the real structures on X and 2. (2) The map f
induces a surjective map X (C)? — |2°(C)?|. One can check that Lemma [A ] still holds in
this setting, thus for a pair (27, o) as above which admits a R-surjective presentation, there
is a well-defined real analytic stack 2x given by Zg := ['(C)?\ X (C)?, where X — 2" is a
R-surjective presentation, I' = X x4 X is the corresponding groupoid (Note that I" has a
canonical real structure o coming from X and 2°). Finally, the previous discussions about
stacks of BL-type and ind-stacks can be easily generalized to this new setting. The details
are left to the reader.

A.3. Sheaves on real analytic stacks. Let X be a real analytic space. We will denote by

D.(X) the corresponding bounded derived category of C-constructible sheaves. Let 2~ be a

real analytic stack of BL-type. We define D.(Z") = lim D.(Z;), where each D.(Z;) is the
(_

bounded equivariant derived category in the sense of Bernstein-Lunts [BL]. Let 2" = lim %Z;
H

be a real analytic ind-stack of BL-type. We define D.(2") = lim D.(%;).
—
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Let f : 2 — % be a representable morphism of real analytic stacks of BL-type. We
will denote by f., f*, fi, f' the corresponding functors between D(2°) and D(%) always
understood in the derived sense. Let f : 2" — % be a representable morphism from a real
analytic ind-stack to a real analytic stack. Assume both 2" and % are of BL-type, then the
functors f,, fi are well-defined.

[AB]
[BB]
[BL]
[CN1]
[CN2]
[GN1]
[GN2]

[KS]
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