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DUALITY IN DERIVED CATEGORY O8

CEMILE KURKOGLU

Abstract. Let G be a split connected reductive group over a finite extension F of Qp,
and let T Ă B Ă G be a maximal split torus and a Borel subgroup, respectively. Denote
by G “ GpF q and B “ BpF q their groups of F -valued points and by g “ LiepGq and
b “ LiepBq their Lie algebras. Let O8 be the thick category O for pg, bq, and denote by
O8

alg Ă O8 the full subcategory consisting of objects whose weights are in X˚pTq. Both

are Serre subcategories of the category of all U -modules, where U “ Upgq. We show first
that the functor Dg “ RHomU p´, Uq preserves DbpUqO8

alg
, and we deduce from a result

of Coulembier-Mazorchuk that the latter category is equivalent to DbpO8

algq.
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1. Introduction

1.1. Overview of results and contents. Let F {Qp be a finite extension of the field
Qp of p-adic numbers, and let G be a connected split reductive group over F . We fix a
Borel subgroup B Ă G and a maximal split torus T Ă B. Their Lie algebras we denote
by gothic letters g, b, and t, respectively, and their groups of F -rational points by G, B,
and T , respectively.
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2 CEMILE KURKOGLU

First we introduce the Bernstein-Gelfand-Gelfand category O for the pair pg, bq (suitably
defined for Lie algebras over a field which is not algebraically closed), its extension-
closure O8, sometimes called the “thick” category O, and the subcategories Oalg Ă O

and O8
alg Ă O8 consisting of modules M whose weights are algebraic for the torus T, i.e.,

lie in the image of the canonical map X˚pTq dÝÑ t˚. It is shown that O8 and O8
alg are

Serre subcategories of the category of all Upgq-modules.

Then we study duality functors on derived categories related to the previous categories
O8 and O8

alg. To discuss those, denote by Db
O8pUpgq-modq (resp. Db

O8
alg

pUpgq-modq)
the subcategory of the bounded derived category DbpUpgq-modq consisting of complexes
whose cohomology modules lie in O8 (resp. O8

alg). It is shown that these categories are
invariant under the duality functor M ù RHomUpgqpM,Upgqq. Furthermore, a theorem
by K. Coulembier and V. Mazorchuk says that the canonical functors

DbpO8q ÝÑ Db
O8pUpgq-modq , DbpO8

algq Ñ Db
O8

alg
pUpgq-modq

are equivalences of categories. We thus obtain involutive functors

Dg : DbpO8
algq ÝÑ DbpO8

algq , D
g
alg : D

bpO8
algq ÝÑ DbpO8

algq .

1.2. Notations and conventions. By F {Qp we denote a finite extension, occasionally
called the “base field”, and by E{F another finite extension, called the “coefficient field”.
The subscript “E” denotes the the base change to E, i.e., WE “ WbFE for some F -vector
space W .

We let G denote a connected split reductive group over F , by B Ă G a Borel subgroup
and by T Ă B a maximal F -split torus, and write g “ LiepGq Ą b “ LiepBq Ą t “ LiepTq
for their Lie algebras.

We denote by Φ “ Φpg, tq the set of roots of t on g, and by gα the root space corresponding
to α P Φ. As usual, Φ` denotes the set of roots determined by b, i.e., those α for which
gα is contained in b. We set t˚E “ HomF pt, Eq, and we let Γ “ ř

αPΦ` Zě0α be the integral
cone generated by the positive roots. t˚E carries a partial ordering ă defined by

λ ă µ ðñ µ ´ λ P Γ .

Set ρ “ 1
2

ř

αPΦ` α and define the dot-action of the Weyl group W of Φ by w ¨ λ :“
wpλ ` ρq ´ ρ. The W -orbit of λ P t˚E for the dot-action is denoted by |λ|.
If A is a ring (always associative and with unit element) then A-mod denotes the category
of all A-left-modules. Given a (cochain) complex

K‚ “ p. . . di´1
KÝÝÑ Ki di

KÝÝÑ Ki`1 di`1
KÝÝÑ . . .q
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and n P Z we let Krns be the complex Krnsi :“ Ki`n and with differential diKrns “
p´1qndi`n

K .

2. Categories O and O8

2.1. Categories O and Oalg. The material in this section has appeared before in [OS15].

2.1.1. Diagonalizable, E-split, and algebraic modules. We recall some concepts about
representations of tE . Given an tE-module pφ,Mq and a weight λ P t˚E, we set

M i
λ “ tm P M | @h P tE : pφphq ´ λphq ¨ idqi.m “ 0u

and M8
λ “ Ť

iě1M
i
λ. For M1

λ we write Mλ. Then Mλ is called the eigenspace of M for
the weight λ, and M8

λ is called the generalized eigenspace of M for the weight λ.

Definition 2.1.2. Let M be a tE-module.

(i) M is called diagonalizable (over E) if

M “
à

λPt˚
E

Mλ .

(ii) M is called E-split if
M “

à

λPt˚
E

M8
λ .

If M is E-split we set ΠpMq “ tλ P t˚E | M8
λ ‰ 0u and call it the set of weights of M .

For later use we note the following elementary

Lemma 2.1.3. Given a tE-module M such that M8
λ ‰ 0, then M1

λ ‰ 0.

Proof. Let v P M8
λ be non-zero. Let h1, . . . , hℓ be a basis of t. Choose i1 ą 0 maximal

such that v1 :“ pφMph1q ´ λph1q ¨ idqi1´1.v ‰ 0. Note that v1 P kerpφMph1q ´ λph1q ¨ idq.
Then choose i2 ą 0 maximal with the property that v2 :“ pφMph2q ´λph2q ¨ idqi2´1.v1 ‰ 0.
Note that v2 P kerpφMph1q ´ λph1q ¨ idq X kerpφMph2q ´ λph2q ¨ idq. We keep repeating this
construction until we have found a non-zero w :“ wh P M1

λ . �

The group of algebraic characters X˚pTq “ Homalg.gps{F pT,Gm,F q embeds into t˚ by the
derivative d : X˚pTq Ñ t˚. We denote by t˚alg the image of d, and call the weights in t˚alg
algebraic with respect to T. A tE-module M is called algebraic with respect to T if it is
E-split and M “ À

λPt˚
alg

M8
λ .

As T is fixed throughout this thesis, we often drop the qualifier “with respect to T”.

Definition 2.1.4. (i) Category O for pg, b, tq and the coefficient field E is the full sub-
category of UpgEq-mod consisting of modules M which satisfy the following properties:

(1) M is finitely generated as a UpgEq-module.
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(2) M is diagonalizable.
(3) The action of bE on M is locally finite, i.e., for every m P M , the subspace

UpbEq.m Ă M is finite-dimensional over E.

(ii) Category Oalg for pg, b,Tq and the coefficient field E is the full subcategory of O
consisting of modules M which are algebraic with respect to T.

2.1.5. Properties of category O. Category O, as defined here for a split reductive Lie
algebra over a field which is not algebraically closed, enjoys all the properties that category
O for a semisimple complex Lie algebra has. We only mention some of them here [Hum08,
1.1, 1.11]:

(1) Every M in O is noetherian and artinian (i.e., ascending chains of submodules
are stationary, and descending chains of submodules are stationary). In particular
every object in O has finite length.

(2) O is closed under submodules, quotients, and finite direct sums.
(3) O is an abelian category.
(4) IfM inO and L is finite dimensional, then LbM also lies inO. ThusM ù LbM

defines an exact functor O Ñ O.
(5) If M in O, then M is zE-finite: for each v P M , the span of tz ¨ v | z P zEu is finite

dimensional.
(6) If M in O, then M is finitely generated as a Upu´Eq-module.

2.1.6. Verma modules and simple modules. For λ P tE we denote by Eλ the one-
dmensional module given by λ : tE Ñ EndEpEq “ E. Via the quotient morphism bE Ñ tE
we consider Eλ also as a bE-module, and thus as a UpbEq-module. The UpgEq-module

Mpλq “ UpgEq bUpbEq Eλ

is called the Verma module with highest weight λ. The vector v0 :“ 1 b 1 generates
Mpλqλ as E-vector space and v0 is a maximal vector in the sense that u.v0 “ t0u. The
Verma module Mpλq has following universal property: for any N in UpgEq-mod and any
maximal vector v P Nλ there is a unique morphism f : Mpλq Ñ N in UpgEq-mod such
that fpv0q “ v. The module Mpλq has a unique maximal submodule and therefore a
unique simple quotient which we denote by Lpλq. Every simple object in O is isomorphic
to Lpλq for a unique λ.

2.1.7. Category O is not closed under extensions. For the very purpose of our paper,
we would like to consider the subcategory Db

O
pUpgEq-modq of DbpUpgEqq consisting of

complexes M ‚ “ pMnqn whose cohomology groups are in category O. If A is an abelian
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category and B is a weak Serre subcategory, D‹
BpAq is a strictly full1 saturated2 triangu-

lated of D‹pAq, where ‹ P tH,´,`, bu [Sta, 13.17.1]. But as the following example shows,
Oalg, and hence O, is not stable under extensions in UpgEq-mod.

Example 2.1.8. Let g “ slp2, F q, and identify λ P h˚ with a scalar. Let N “ Fe1 ‘ Fe2
be a 2-dimensional Upbq-module defined by letting x act as 0 and h act as h.e1 “ λe1 and
h.e2 “ e1 `λe2. The induced Upgq-module M :“ Upgq bUpbq N fits into an exact sequence
which fails to split:

(2.1.8) 0 Ñ Mpλq Ñ M Ñ Mpλq Ñ 0

2.1.9. Serre subcategories. Let A be an abelian category. Recall that a subcategory C

of an abelian category A is called a Serre subcategory (resp. weak Serre subcategory) if it
is non-empty, full, and if for any exact sequence

M0 ÝÑ M1 ÝÑ M2 ÝÑ M3 ÝÑ M4

in A the object M2 belongs to C if both M1 and M3 (resp. if all of M0,M1,M3,M4) belong
to C [Sta, 12.10.1], [Wei94, Ex. 10.3.2]. A subcategory C of A is a Serre subcategory if
and only if (i) it contains the zero object, (ii) is strictly full, and (iii) is stable under
subobjects, quotients, and extensions [Sta, 12.10.2].

From the example 2.1.8 above, it follows that O and Oalg, are not weak Serre subcategories
of UpgEq-mod.

2.2. Categories O8 and O8
alg. As category O is not stable under extensions, we are led

to consider the smallest strictly full abelian subcategory of UpgEq-mod which contains
O (resp. Oalg) and is closed under extensions. We see from the example 2.1.8 that, in
general, tE acts no longer acts diagonalizable on modules in this subcategory.

Definition 2.2.1. (i) Category O8 for pg, b, tq and the coefficient field E is the full
subcategory of UpgEq-mod consisting of modules M which satisfy the following properties:

(1) M is finitely generated as a UpgEq-module.
(2) M is E-split as a tE-module.
(3) The action of bE on M is locally finite, i.e. for every m P M , the subspace

UpbEq.m Ă M is finite-dimensional over E.

(ii) Category O8
alg for pg, b,Tq and the coefficient field E is the full subcategory of O8

consisting of modules M which are algebraic with respect to T.

1A subcategory C of a category A is called strictly full if it is a full subcategory and contains all objects
of A which are isomorphic to objects of C [Sta, 4.2.10].

2Let D be a pre-triangulated category. A full pre-triangulated subcategory D1 of D is saturated if
whenever X ‘ Y is isomorphic to an object of D1 then both X and Y are isomorphic to objects of D1

[Sta, 13.6.1].
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Remark 2.2.2. Category O8 is sometimes called “thick category O”. It has been studied
in several papers, for example [Soe85] and [CM15b].

Proposition 2.2.3. Categories O8 and O8
alg are both abelian categories. Every object M

in O8 is noetherian (i.e., any ascending chain of submodules is stationary).

Proof. As they are defined as full subcategories of the abelian category UpgEq-mod, one
only needs to check that these categories are closed under taking finite direct sums, kernels,
and cokernels. This is straightforward to verify using the fact that UpgEq is noetherian
(hence any submodule of a finitely generated module is finitely generated). This also
implies the assertion about modules in O8 being noetherian. �

Lemma 2.2.4. Let M be in O8.

(i) For α P Φ and i P Zě1 one has xα.M
i
λ Ă M i

λ`α. In particular, xα.M
8
λ Ă M8

λ`α.

(ii) ΠpMq is contained in a finite union of sets of the form λ´Γ, where Γ “ ř

αPΦ` Zě0α.

(iii) The generalized eigenspace M8
λ is finite-dimensional over E for any weight λ P ΠpMq

(iv) The subspace M i :“ À

λPΠpMq M
i
λ is a UpgEq-submodule of M which belongs to O8.

Moreover, M1 is a submodule which lies in O and which is non-zero if M is non-zero.
There is i P Zą0 such that M “ M i.

Proof. (i) For h P tE one has hxα “ αphqxα ` xαh, and hence

ph ´ pλphq ` αphqq ¨ 1qxα “ xαph ´ λphq ¨ 1q ,

and thus ph ´ pλphq ` αphqq ¨ 1qixα “ xαph ´ λphq ¨ 1qi. This shows that

xα. ker
´

pφMphq ´ λphq ¨ idqi
¯

Ă ker
´

pφMphq ´ pλ ` αqphq ¨ idqi
¯

.

(ii) Let M be generated by the elements m1, . . . , mn. Since UpbEq.mj is finite-dimensional

(1) there is i " 0, and
(2) there are finitely many λ1, . . . , λr in t˚E , and
(3) there are finite-dimensional subspaces Wk Ă M i

λk
, for k “ 1, . . . , n

such that one has UpbEq.mj Ă Àr

k“1Wk for every j P t1, . . . , nu. By the PBW theorem
we have, as E-vectors space, UpgEq “ Upu´Eq bE UpbEq. By (i) we find that

(2.2.5) M “
n

ÿ

j“1

UpgEq.mj Ă Upu´Eq.
r

à

k“1

Wk Ă
r

ÿ

k“1

ÿ

νPλk´Γ

pM i
ν X Upu´Eq.Wkq .

(iii) This follows from 2.2.5 together with the fact that for any µ P Λr there are only
finitely many pm1, . . . , mtq P Zt

ě0 such that µ “ řt
j“1mjβj , where tβ1, . . . , βtu “ Φ` and

t “ |Φ`|.
(iv) That M i is a UpgEq-submodule follows from (i). By 2.2.3, it lies in category O8.
That M1 lies in O follows by definition. That M1 is non-zero if M is non-zero follows from
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2.1.3. The last assertion is a consequence of 2.2.5. Alternatively, one could argue that
the sequence of submodules M1 Ă M2 Ă M3 . . . must be stationary as M is noetherian,
by 2.2.3. �

Proposition 2.2.6. (i) Categories O8 and O8
alg are closed under extensions and are Serre

subcategories of UpgEq-mod.

(ii) A UpgEq-module M belongs to O8 if and only if there is a finite filtration 0 “ M0 Ă
M1 Ă . . . Ă Mn “ M such that all quotients Mk{Mk´1, 1 ď k ď n, are in category O.

(iii) A UpgEq-module M belongs to O8
alg if and only if there is a finite filtration 0 “ M0 Ă

M1 Ă . . . Ă Mn “ M such that all quotients Mk{Mk´1, 1 ď k ď n, are in category Oalg.

(iv) Simple objects in category O8 (resp. O8
alg) lie in O (resp. Oalg), and every object in

O8 (resp. O8
alg) has finite length.

Proof. (i) Suppose first that N,L belong to categoryO8, and that 0 Ñ N ãÑ M
πÝÑ L Ñ 0

is an exact sequence in UpgEq-mod. It is clear that M is then finitely generated. Let
W Ă M be a finite-dimensional tE-stable subspace. We want to show that W is E-split
in the sense of 2.1.2. Let E be the algebraic closure of E. We use the fact that the
induced action of tE on WE “ W bE E is E-split, cf. [Jac79, II, sec. 4, Thm. 7]. So
let WE “ W8

E,λ1
‘ . . . ‘ W8

E,λr

be a decomposition of WE into simultaneous generalized

eigenspaces, for pairwise different weights λi : t Ñ E. Note that the eigenvalues of h P tE
on WE are thus λ1phq, . . . , λrphq (not necessarily pairwise distinct). Then the eigenvalues
of h on WE X NE and the eigenvalues of h on πpWEq are also among λ1phq, . . . , λrphq.
But the eigenvalues of h on any finite-dimensional h-stable subspace of NE (resp. LE) are
in E, as N (resp. L) is E-split. The linear forms λ1, . . . , λr are therefore E-valued and
thus belong to tE. As M is the union of its finite-dimensional tE-stable subspaces, M is
E-split.

We also note that for λ P t˚E we have an exact sequence 0 Ñ N8
λ Ñ M8

λ Ñ L8
λ Ñ 0. By

2.2.4, it follows that ΠpMq “ ΠpNq Y ΠpLq is contained in a finite union of sets of the
form λ ´ Γ. Therefore, for any ν P ΠpMq we have that pν ` Γq X ΠpMq is finite. Now we
have

UpbEq.M8
ν Ă

ÿ

νPpν`ΓqXΠpMq

M8
ν .

By 2.2.4, the generalized eigenspaces are finite-dimensional, which implies that UpbEq.Mν
λ

is finite-dimensional. This completes the proof that O8 is closed under extensions. That
the same is true for O8

alg follows from the fact that ΠpMq “ ΠpNq Y ΠpLq when M is an
extension of L by N .

It follows from the remark in 2.1.9 that both O8 and O8
alg are Serre subcategories of

UpgEq-mod.
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(ii) and (iii) “ðù” For any i P t1, . . . , nu there is an exact sequence

0 Ñ Mi´1 Ñ Mi Ñ Mi{Mi´1 Ñ 0 .

Using part (i), it follows by induction on i and our assumption that Mi is in category O8

(resp. O8
alg). Hence M “ Mn belongs to category O8 (resp. O8

alg).

“ùñ” Given M , we know from 2.2.4 that there is i " 0 such that M “ M i. Furthermore,

0 Ă M1 Ă M2 Ă . . . Ă M i “ M

is a filtration of M by submodules, and M i{M i´1 lies in category O (resp. Oalg).

(iv) Let L be a simple module in O8. By 2.2.4, L1 “ À

λPΠpLq L
1
λ Ă L is a non-zero

submodule, and hence must be equal to L. By (iii) that every object in O8 and O8
alg

possesses a finite filtration whose successive subquotients are in category O. As objects
in category O have finite length, the same holds for objects in O8 and O8

alg. �

2.3. Blocks and z-blocks.

2.3.1. z-blocks3 of category O8. As we have recalled in 2.1.5, for every M in O every
element m P M is zE-finite, i.e., annihilated by an ideal J Ă zE of finite codimension (i.e.,
dimEpzE{Jq ă 8). As M is finitely generated, it follows that M is annihilated by an ideal
of finite codimension, I Ă zE say. By 2.2.6, this also holds for objects in O8.

Because zE{I is an Artin ring, we can apply the decomposition of Artin rings into it’s
local components: zE{I “ śr

i“1 zE{Ii, where mi :“
?
Ii is a maximal ideal. Then zE{Ii “

pzE{Iqmi
is the localization of zE{I at mi. It follows that

M “ pzE{Iq bzE M “
r

à

i“1

pzE{Iiq bzE M “
r

à

i“1

pzE{Iqmi
bzE M “

r
à

i“1

Mmi
,

and every Mmi
is a UpgEq-submodule. Moreover, it follows from the condition that

modules in O8 are E-split that if m is a maximal ideal of zE, then Mm “ 0 unless
zE{m “ E (i.e., the canonical map E Ñ zE{m is an isomorphism). In that case the map
zE Ñ zE{m “ E is of the form χλ, where λ P t˚E and χλ denotes the character by which
zE acts on the Verma module Mpλq. One has χλ “ χµ if and only if |λ| “ |µ|, cf. [KV95,
4.115]. Set M|λ| :“ Mkerpχλq and write pr|λ| : M Ñ M|λ| for the corresponding projection.

For λ P t˚E let O8
|λ| be the full subcategory of O8 consisting of modules M such that

M “ M|λ|. Then every M in O8 splits as M “ À

|λ| M|λ|. We call O8
|λ| a z-block. In

3We use the term “z-block” here as we have not found a generally accepted name for those subcat-
egories. In [Hum08, end of 1.13] it is said that those subcategories are sometimes also referred to as
“blocks”, but in order to avoid confusion with blocks in the sense of the theory of abelian categories, we
prefer not to call them blocks here.



DUALITY IN DERIVED CATEGORY O
8

9

general, it is not a block of this category. We obtain a decomposition O8 “ À

|λ| O
8

|λ|.
Similarly, we have a decomposition

O
8
alg “

à

|λ|, λ algebraic

O
8
alg,|λ| .

We also define O|λ| to be the subcategory of modules M such that M “ M|λ|, and call it
a z-block of O.

2.3.2. Blocks of category O. If λ is integral, then O|λ| is a block of category O in the sense
of the theory of abelian categories, cf. [Hum08, 1.13]. For general λ the subcategory O|λ|

splits further into subcategories Oν as follows. Given ν P |λ| set Wrνs “ tw P W | w¨ν´ν P
Λru and consider the subcategory of modules M in O which have the property that all
irreducible subquotients are of the form Lpw ¨ νq with w P Wrνs. Then Oν is a block of O
and

O|λ| “
à

W {Wrλs

Ow¨λ ,

cf. [Hum08, 4.9]. For category O8 one can define in an analogous way O8
ν as the

subcategory of modulesM inO8 which have the property that all irreducible subquotients
are of the form Lpw ¨νq with w P Wrνs. While we have not tried to prove it, and it will not
be relevant for our purposes later on, it seems natural to guess that these are the blocks
of O8.

3. Duality in the derived category of O8

In this chapter we study the modules ExtiUpgEqpM,UpgEqq for modules M in category
O8 and O8

alg. Our first result will be that these modules are again in O8 and O8
alg,

respectively. We also consider the derived functor RHomUpgEqp´, UpgEqq on the derived
category DbpUpgEqq and the subcategory Db

O8pUpgEqq of complexes of modules whose
cohomology modules lie in O8.

3.1. Ext-duals of induced modules.

3.1.1. Preliminaries on left-modules and right-modules. To simplify notation we will
write from now on

ExtiUpM,Uq instead of ExtiUpgEqpM,UpgEqq
and

RHomUp´, Uq instead of RHomUpgEqp´, UpgEqq .

If M is a left-module for UpgEq, then the dual space M 1 “ HomEpM,Eq is naturally a
right-UpgEq-module via

pf.xqpmq “ fpx.mq
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for all f P M 1, x P gE , and m P M . Using the anti-isomorphism ι : UpgEq Ñ UpgEq we
can consider any UpgEq-right-module N as a UpgEq-left-module by setting

u.n :“ n.ιpuq ,

for all u P UpgEq and n P N . We write ℓN for this UpgEq-left-module. If there is a chance
that confusion may arise regarding left- or right-module structures, we will clarify which
is meant. If h Ă gE is a subalgebra and λ : h Ñ E a linear form, then we write Eλ for the
one-dmensional h-left-module given by x.1 “ λpxq. We identify the dual space E 1

λ with
E by the map E 1

λ Ñ E, f ÞÑ fp1q. If we do so, then 1.x “ λpxq is the formula for the
natural h-right-module structure. In this case we also write Eλ for this h-right-module.

If not indicated otherwise, then we always consider h as a h-left-module via the adjoint
action, i.e., x.y :“ rx, ys for all x, y P h. The dual space h1 is then naturally a h-right-

module, and so is any exterior power
Źi

h1.

Theorem 3.1.2. Let h Ă gE be a subalgebra, and let W be a finite-dimensional h-module.
Then there is an isomorphism in DbpUpgEq˝q

RHomUpU bUphq W,Uq –
´

W 1 bE

dimF phq
ľ

h1
¯

bUphq UpgEqr´ dimF phqs .

In particular,

ExtipU bUphq W,Uq –

$

’

&

’

%

´

W 1 bE

ŹdimF phq
h1

¯

bUphq UpgEq , i “ dimF phq

0 , i ‰ dimF phq
Proof. For the second formula see [Che99, p. 386]. The first formula follows from the
second formula because a complex K‚ which has non-zero cohomology only in degree n is
quasi-isomorphic to the complex HnpK‚qr´ns, where HnpK‚q is the complex which has
HnpK‚q in degree zero and the zero module in all other degrees. �

Corollary 3.1.3. Given λ P t˚E, let Mpλq “ UpgEq bUpbEq Eλ be the Verma module with
highest weight λ. Then

RHomUpMpλq, Uq –
´

Eλ`2ρ bUpbEq UpgEq
¯

r´ dimF pbqs .

If we consider this UpgEq-right-module as a UpgEq-left-module, as explained in 3.1.1, then
we have

(3.1.4) ℓRHomUpMpλq, Uq – Mp´λ ´ 2ρqr´ dimF pbqs .
In particular, as UpgEq-left-modules one has

ExtipMpλq, Uq –

$

&

%

Mp´λ ´ 2ρq , i “ dimF pbq

0 , i ‰ dimF pbq .
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Proof. Since
ŹdimF pbq

b is a one-dimensional representation, it factors through the map
b Ñ b{rb, bs – t. Furthermore, because b “ t ‘ À

βPΦ` gβ we have

dimF pbq
ľ

b –
´

dimF ptq
ľ

t
¯

bE

â

βPΦ`

gβ; ,

as t-modules. This shows that this representation is equal to E2ρ. It follows from this

that the right b-module
ŹdimF pbq

b1 is naturally isomorphic to E2ρ too, cf. 3.1.1. By the

same reference, we have E 1
λ “ Eλ as a UpbEq-right-module. Hence E 1

λ bE

ŹdimF pbq
b1
E –

Eλ bE E2ρ “ Eλ`2ρ. It is straightforward to check that the map

UpgEq bUpbEq E´λ´2ρ ÝÑ ℓ

´

Eλ`2ρ bUpbEq UpgEq
¯

, u b c ÞÑ c b ιpuq ,

for all c P E and u P UpgEq is well-defined and an isomorphism of UpgEq-left-modules. �

3.2. The functors ExtiUp´, Uq preserve O8 and O8
alg.

Proposition 3.2.1. (i) For all M in O8 and all i ě 0 the UpgEq-module ExtiUpM,Uq is
in O8 too.

(ii) For all M in O8
alg, and all i ě 0 the UpgEq-module ExtiUpM,Uq is in O8

alg too.

(iii) ExtiUpM,Uq “ 0 for i ą dimF pgq.
Proof. (i) We prove this assertion in several steps.

Step 1: For modules possessing a standard filtration. Suppose M possesses a so-called
standard filtration

(3.2.2) 0 “ M0 Ĺ M1 Ĺ . . . Ĺ Mn “ M ,

which means that every successive quotient Mi{Mi´1, i “ 1, . . . , n, is isomorphic to a
Verma module. We show the assertion by induction on n. The case n “ 1 has already
been dealt with in 3.1.3. Now suppose n ě 2 and that the assertion is true for all modules
possessing a standard filtration of length at most n´ 1. Let M have a standard filtration
of length n as in 3.2.2, and set N “ Mn´1, V “ M{N . Then V is isomorphic to a Verma
module and we consider the long exact cohomology sequence

(3.2.3) . . . ÝÑ ExtiUpV, Uq ÝÑ ExtiUpM,Uq ÝÑ ExtiUpN,Uq ÝÑ . . .

The induction hypothesis implies that the modules ExtiUpV, Uq and ExtiUpN,Uq are in
O8. By 2.2.6, the module ExtiUpM,Uq is in O8 too.

Step 2: For modules in category O. By [Hum08, 3.10], every projective module in O has a
standard filtration, hence the assertion is true for projective modules. By [BGG75, Thm.
6], every module M in O has finite projective dimension pdpMq, i.e., there is an exact
sequence

(3.2.4) 0 ÝÑ Pn ÝÑ Pn´1 ÝÑ . . . ÝÑ P0 ÝÑ M ÝÑ 0
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with n “ pdpMq and modules Pi which are projective in O, and n is minimal with this
property. We now prove the assertion in (i) by induction on pdpMq. If pdpMq “ 0 then
M is projective and there is nothing to show. Suppose n ą 0 and the assertion is true
for all modules of projective dimension at most n ´ 1. Let M be of projective dimension
n and consider a resolution by projective modules in O as in 3.2.4. Let N be the image
of P1 Ñ P0 so that we have an exact sequence 0 Ñ N Ñ P0 Ñ M Ñ 0. Note that
pdpNq ď n ´ 1. The long exact cohomology sequence

. . . ÝÑ Exti´1
U pN,Uq ÝÑ ExtiUpM,Uq ÝÑ ExtiUpP0, Uq ÝÑ . . . ,

together with our induction hypothesis, implies then the assertion for M .

Step 3: For all modules in O8. By 2.2.6, every object in O8 has finite length. We
prove the assertion by induction on the length ℓpMq. If ℓpMq “ 1 then M is simple and
hence belongs to O, again by 2.2.6, and the assertion is true for M . Let n “ ℓpMq ą 1
and assume the assertion is true for all modules of length at most n ´ 1. Choose a
proper maximal submodule N Ĺ M and consider the exact sequence 0 Ñ N Ñ M Ñ
L :“ M{N Ñ 0. Applying the long exact cohomology sequence for Ext‚

Up´, Uq to this
sequence we conclude as in Step 1.

(ii) For category O8
alg we can prove the assertion by the same arguments as above. How-

ever, we need to check that all arguments used above apply within the setting of category
O8

alg. In Step 1 we have used the result 3.1.3. Note that if λ is algebraic, then so is ´λ´2ρ,

since 2ρ P Λr. Hence ExtiUpMpλq, Uq is in O8
alg if Mpλq is in O8

alg (which is equivalent to
λ being algebraic). Furthermore, if M belongs to O8

alg and possesses a standard filtration
as in 3.2.2, then all submodules and all quotient modules (which are Verma modules) are
in O8

alg, and assertion (ii) is true for M . Now let M be in O8
alg and consider a projective

resolution of M as in 3.2.4. Without loss of generality we may assume that M belongs to
a z-block O8

|λ| of O
8, as defined in 2.3.1. This implies that λ is algebraic. Then we apply

the projection pr|λ| to the sequence 3.2.4. Note that pr|λ| is the same as the translation

functor T λ
λ of [Hum08, 7.1], which is exact and maps projective modules in O to projec-

tive modules [Hum08, 7.1]. Therefore, we may assume without loss of generality that all
projective modules in 3.2.4 belong to O8

|λ| and are hence in O8
alg. This shows that the

arguments in Step 2 also apply to O8
alg. For Step 3 this is immediate, as O8

alg is an abelian
category.

(iii) This follows from the Chevalley-Eilenberg resulution, cf. [Wei94, 7.7.4]. �

3.3. Dualizing modules for universal enveloping algebras. We collect here some
information about dualizing complexes and dualizing modules from the papers [YZ99,
Yek00]. Then we consider in particular the case of such modules for universal enveloping
algebras.

3.3.1. Generalities on dualizing complexes. Let k be a a field and A,B,C unital asso-
ciative k-algebras. We write B˝ for the opposite algebra. The category B˝-mod of left
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B˝-modules is thus the same as the category of right B-modules. Given objects M in
DpAbk B

˝-modq and N in DpAbk C
˝-modq with M bounded from above or N bounded

from below, there is an object

RHomApM,Nq of DpB bk C
˝-modq .

It is calculated by replacing M by an isomorphic complex in D´pA bk B
˝-modq which

consists of projective modules over A, or by replacing N by an isomorphic complex in
D`pAbkB

˝-modq which consists of injective modules over A. For modules M,N , viewed
as complexes concentrated in degree zero, one has

HqRHomApM,Nq “ ExtqApM,Nq .

A complex N in D`pA-modq is said to have finite injective dimension if there is q0 P Z

such that for all M in A-mod one has ExtqpM,Nq for all q ě q0.

Definition 3.3.2. [YZ99, 1.1] Assume A and B are k-algebras, with A left noetherian
and B right noetherian.

(i) A complex R in DbpA bk B˝-modq is called a dualizing complex if it satisfies the
following three conditions:

(1) R has finite injective dimension over A and B˝.
(2) R has finitely generated cohomology modules over A and B˝.
(3) The canonical morphisms

B ÝÑ RHomApR,Rq in DpB bk B
˝-modq

A ÝÑ RHomB˝pR,Rq in DpA bk A
˝-modq

are both isomorphisms.

(ii) Assume now A “ B. A dualizing complex R in DbpA bk A
˝-modq is called rigid if

there is an isomorphism

R ÝÑ RHomAbkA
˝pA,R bk Rq

in DpA bk A
˝-modq. Such an isomorphism is called a rigidifying isomorphism. �

In case A “ B, we shall say that R is a dualizing complex over A. If a dualizing complex
exists and is isomorphic to a module, considered as a complex concentrated in degree
zero, we call it a dualizing module.

Remark 3.3.3. If R is a dualizing complex, then so is any shift Rrns. However, by
[vdB97, 8.2], if a rigid dualizing complex exists, it is unique up to isomorphism.

Examples 3.3.4. It is straightforward to verify that k is a dualizing module for A “ k.
Dualizing complexes for schemes were introduced in [Har66, V]. As is shown there, Z is a
dualizing module for Z. Moreover, if A is a commutative local Noetherian Gorenstein ring,
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then A itself is a dualizing module for A [BH93, 3.3.7]. Any commutative k-algebra of es-
sentially finite type has a dualizing complex [Sta, 47.15.11]. Examples of non-commutative
algebras possessing a dualizing complex can be found in [Yek92, YZ99, Yek00, vdB97].

Given a dualizing complex R as in 3.3.2 we consider the functors

D :“ RHomAp´, Rq : DpA-modq ÝÑ DpB˝-modq ,

D˝ :“ RHomB˝p´, Rq : DpB˝-modq ÝÑ DpA-modq .

Let A be a left noetherian k-algebra. Denote by Df pA-modq and Db
fpA-modq the trian-

gulated subcategories of complexes whose cohomology modules are finitely generated.

Proposition 3.3.5. [YZ99, 1.3] Let A,B be as in 3.3.2 and let R in DpA bk B
b-modq

be a dualizing complex.

(i) For any M in Df pA-modq one has DpMq P Df pB˝-modq and M – D˝pDpMqq.
(ii) The functors D and D˝ determine a duality, i.e., an anti-equivalence, of triangu-
lated categories between DfpA-modq and DfpB˝-modq, restricting to a duality between
Db

fpA-modq and Db
f pB˝-modq.

We now turn to the concrete case of the universal enveloping algebra.

Theorem 3.3.6. [Yek00, Thm. A] Let h be a finite-dimensional Lie algebra h over E.
Then

´

Uphq bE

dimEphq
ľ

h
¯

rdimEphqs

is a rigid dualizing complex for Uphq. Here we consider
ŹdimEphq

h as a left h-module with
the trivial action and as a right h-module with the adjoint action.

Remark 3.3.7. When we apply 3.3.6 to the reductive Lie algebra gE , we find that R “
UpgEqrdimF pgqs is a dualizing module, because

ŹdimF pgq
gE is the trivial one-dimensional

representation. If W is a finite-dimensional gE-module, it follows from 3.1.2 that

RHomUpW,UrdimF pgqsq – W 1 ,

i.e., this duality functor maps finite-dimensional representations to finite-dimensional rep-
resentations, considered as complexes concentrated in degree zero. While this is a nice
property of this rigid dualizing complex, we in fact rather work with R “ UpgEq itself in
the rest of this dissertation.

3.4. The duality functors on DbpO8q and DbpO8
algq.

Proposition 3.4.1. (i) RHomUp´, Uq preserves the subcategory Db
O8pUpgEqq and thus

induces a (contravariant) functor

(3.4.2) RHomUp´, Uq : Db
O8pUpgEqq ÝÑ Db

O8pUpgEqq
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which is an anti-equivalence and an involution.

(ii) RHomUp´, Uq preserves the subcategory Db
O8

alg
pUpgEqq and thus induces a (contravari-

ant) functor

(3.4.3) RHomUp´, Uq : Db
O8

alg
pUpgEqq ÝÑ Db

O8
alg

pUpgEqq

which is an anti-equivalence and an involution.

Proof. This follows from 3.2.1 and 3.3.6, together with 3.3.3. �

3.4.4. Motivation. In another paper, we will consider an exact functor F̌ “ F̌G
B :

O8
alg Ñ DpGq-mod, where DpGq is the locally analytic distribution algebra of p-adic

reductive group G with Lie algebra g. As this functor is exact, it gives rise to a functor
F̌ : DbpO8

algq Ñ DbpDpGq-modq. Our aim is to understand how this functor behaves
when pre-composed with the duality functor in 3.4.3. Yet in order to make sense of this
question, the duality functor must first be defined on DbpO8

algq. This is indeed possible
by the result 3.4.9 below. We start with discussing some relevant concepts from [CM15b,
sec. 2.2].

3.4.5. Extension full subcategories. Let B be a full abelian subcategory of an abelian
category A, and we assume that the inclusion functor ι : B Ñ A is exact. Because of this
assumption, ι induces homomorphisms of extension groups

(3.4.6) ExtiBpM,Nq Ñ ExtiApM,Nq ,
for any two objects M,N of B and i P Zě0. The extension groups are here Yoneda Ext
groups. These maps are in general neither injective nor surjective. B is called extension
full in A if and only if 3.4.6 is an isomorphism for all objects M,N of B and i P Zě0.
When i “ 0 this map is always bijective, as B was assumed to be full. If B is a Serre
subcategory (2.1.9), then the maps 3.4.6 for i “ 1 are bijective. We continue with some
useful results from [CM15a, CM15b].

Proposition 3.4.7. [CM15a, Prop. 5 in sec. 2.3] Consider an associative algebra A, a
full abelian subcategory A in A-mod,4 and a full abelian subcategory B of A. Assume that
these data satisfy the following conditions:

(i) B is a Serre subcategory of A-mod.
(ii) For every surjective morphism α : M Ñ N , with M in A and N in B, there

is a Q in B and an injective morphism β : Q Ñ M such that the composition
α ˝ β : Q Ñ N is surjective.

Then B is extension full in A.

4Note that we denote by A-mod the category of all A-left-modules, whereas this category is denoted
by A-Mod in [CM15a].
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Proposition 3.4.8. [CM15b, sec. 3, Prop. 8] Let ι : B Ñ A be the inclusion of an
abelian full subcategory B of an abelian category A. We assume that ι is exact. Then B

is extension full in A if and only if the functor

Dbpιq : DbpBq ÝÑ DbpAq5

induced by ι is fully faithful and triangulated (i.e., sends distinguished triangles to distin-
guished triangles).

Theorem 3.4.9. The categories O8 and O8
alg are both extension full in UpgEq-mod. The

canonical functors

(3.4.10) DbpO8q ÝÑ Db
O8pUpgEqq

(3.4.11) DbpO8
algq ÝÑ Db

O8
alg

pUpgEqq
are equivalences of categories.

Proof. It is an easy consequence of 3.4.7 that UpgEq-modfg, the category of finitely gener-
ated UpgEq-modules, is extension full in UpgEq-mod [CM15a, Cor. 6 (ii) in sec. 2.3]. And
by [CM15b, Thm. 16 in sec. 5] the category O8 is extension full in UpgEq-modfg (note
that in [CM15b] the category g-mod is the category of finitely generated Upgq-modules).
Hence O8 is extension full in UpgEq-mod.

Now we show that O8
alg is extension full in O8. We have already seen that O8

alg is a
Serre subcategory of UpgEq-mod 2.2.6. Let M Ñ N be a surjection in O8 with N an
object in O8

alg. We want to show that condition (ii) in 3.4.7 holds. It follows from the
discussion in 2.3.1 that we may assume that N is contained in a z-block O8

|λ| where λ is
necessarily algebraic. Then pr|λ|pMq Ñ pr|λ|pNq “ N is still surjective, and pr|λ|pMq is in
O8

alg. By 3.4.7 we conclude that O8
alg is extension full in O8, hence it is extension full in

UpgEq-mod.

By 3.4.8 the canonical functors

DbpO8q ÝÑ DbpUpgEqq and DbpO8
algq ÝÑ DbpUpgEqq

are fully faithful. These functors factor through the full subcategories Db
O8pUpgEqq and

Db
O8

alg
pUpgEqq, respectively. We thus have to show that the functors

(3.4.12) DbpO8q ÝÑ Db
O8pUpgEqq and DbpO8

algq ÝÑ Db
O8

alg
pUpgEqq

are essentially surjective. To see this, we argue as Bernstein and Lunts in [BL95, 1.9.5,
1.9.4]. Given a complex M in Db

O8pUpgEqq we define capMq, the cohomological amplitude6

5Note that there is a typo in the statement of [CM15b, Prop. 8], where the target category is denoted
by CbpAq but DbpAq is meant there.

6We have not found in the literature a commonly accepted definition and use this only as an ad hoc
definition for the purpose of this proof.
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M , to be zero if H‚pMq “ 0 and to be s ´ i ` 1 if M has non-vanishing cohomology,
where s “ maxti P Z | H ipMq ‰ 0u and i “ minti P Z | H ipMq ‰ 0u. If capMq ď 1
then M is obviously isomorphic to an object in the image of this functor. Let n ě 1
and suppose that any object N with capNq ď n is in the image of this functor. Assume
capMq “ n ` 1 and choose i ă j such that H ipMq ‰ 0 ‰ HjpMq. Using [Yek20, 7.3.10],
we have objects smtďipMq and smtěi`1pMq of DbpUpgEqq, the smart truncations of M ,
together with morphisms e : smtďipMq Ñ M and p : M Ñ smtěi`1pMq, such that

@k ą i : HkpsmtďipMqq “ 0 and @k ď i : Hkpeq : HkpsmtďipMqq »ÝÑ HkpMq
and

@k ă i ` 1 : Hkpsmtěi`1pMqq “ 0 ,

@k ě i ` 1 : Hkppq : Hkpsmtěi`1pMqq »ÝÑ HkpMq ,

which shows that these truncations belong to Db
O8pUpgEqq (resp. Db

O8
alg

pUpgEqq) if this is
true for M . Furthermore, there is a distinguished triangle in DbpUpgEqq

smtďipMq eÝÑ M
pÝÑ smtěi`1pMq θÝÑ smtďipMqr1s

If we ‘turn’ this distinguished triangle twice we get the distinguished triangle

smtěi`1pMq θÝÑ smtďipMqr1s ´er1sÝÝÝÑ Mr1s ´pr1sÝÝÝÑ smtěi`1pMqr1s

Because the functors 3.4.12 are fully faithful, the essential images of these functors are
strictly full triangulated subcategories. Since the objects smtďipMq and smtěi`1pMqr1s
belong to this subcategory (by induction, as their cohomological amplitide is at most n),
and since θ comes from a morphism in DbpO8q (resp. DbpO8

algq), the latter distinguished
triangle belongs to this essential image, and this means that M is in the essential image.

�

3.4.13. The duality functors on DbpO8q and DbpO8
algq. We now define the functors

(3.4.14) Dg : DbpO8q ÝÑ DbpO8q and D
g
alg : D

bpO8
algq ÝÑ DbpO8

algq

by composing the functors in 3.4.2 (resp. 3.4.3) with the equivalences in 3.4.10 (resp.
3.4.11):

Dg : DbpO8q »ÝÑ Db
O8pUpgEqq RHomU p´,UqÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÑ Db

O8pUpgEqq »ÝÑ DbpO8q

and

D
g
alg : DbpO8

algq »ÝÑ Db
O8

alg
pUpgEqq RHomU p´,UqÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÑ Db

O8
alg

pUpgEqq »ÝÑ DbpO8
algq .
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