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REAL GROUPS, SYMMETRIC VARIETIES AND LANGLANDS
DUALITY

TSAO-HSIEN CHEN AND DAVID NADLER

ABSTRACT. Let Ggr be a connected real reductive group and let X be the corresponding
complex symmetric variety under the Cartan bijection. We construct a canonical equiva-
lence between the relative Satake category of G(0)-equivariant C-constructible complexes
on the loop space X (X) and the real Satake category of Gr(Og)-equivariant C-constructible
complexes on the real affine Grassmannian Grg = Ggr(Xgr)/Gr(Or). We show that the
equivalence is t-exact with respect to the natural perverse t-structures and is compatible
with the fusion products and Hecke actions. We further show that the relative Satake
category is equivalent to the category of C-constructible complexes on the moduli stack
Bung, (P}(R)) of Gg-bundles on the real projective line P!(R) and hence provides a con-
nection between the relative Langlands program and the geometric Langlands program for
real groups.

We provide numerous applications of the main theorems to real and relative Langlands
duality including the formality and commutativity conjectures for the real and relative
Satake categories and an identification of the dual groups for Gg and X.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Let Gg be a real form of a connected complex reductive group G. Let X = K\G be the
associated symmetric variety under Cartan’s bijection, where K is the complexification of a
maximal compact subgroup K. C Ggr. A fundamental feature of the representation theory of
the real group Gy is that many results of an analytic nature have equivalent purely algebraic
geometry formulations in terms of the corresponding symmetric variety X. We will call this
broad phenomenon the real-symmetric correspondence.

In this paper we study the real-symmetric correspondence in the framework of Langlands
duality. We show that there is an equivalence between the relative Satake category of X and
the real Satake category of Gr with remarkable properties (Theorem [[.T]). We further show
that the relative Satake category is equivalent to the dg derived category of sheaves on the
moduli stack of Gg-bundles on the real projective line P'(R), hence provides a connection
between real and relative Langlands programs (Theorem [[.2]). The proof relies on three
geometric results: (1) a multi-point version of Quillen’s homeomorphism between the loop
spaces for compact symmetric varieties and real affine Grassmannians (Section [7) (2) Morse-
theoretic construction of the Matsuki correspondence for the affine Grassmannian (Section
B) (3) uniformization of moduli stack of quasi-maps and real bundles. (Section [@]).

We provide numerous applications of the main results to real and relative Langlands dual-
ity including semi-simplicity and t-exactness criteria of the Hecke actions, the formality and
commutativity conjectures for the real and relative Satake categories, and an identification
of the (Tannakian) dual groups for Gg and X. The last application provides an explicit
description of the dual group of X answering a basic open question in relative Langlands
duality.

We now describe the paper in more details.
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1.1. Main results. Let Gr = G(X)/G(0) be the affine Grassmannian for G and let D(G(0)\Gr)
be the Satake category of G(O)-equivariant C-constructible complexes on Gr. One of the
foundational result in Langlands duality is the geometric Satake equivalence [BDL Gl Lul, MV]

Perv(G(0)\Gr) ~ Rep(G")

providing a description of the category of representations of the Langlands dual group GY
in terms of the abelian Satake category Perv(G(0)\Gr) C D(G(0)\Gr) of G(0O)-equivariant
perverse sheaves on Gr.

Let Grg = Ggr(Kgr)/Gr(Or) be the real affine Grassmanian of Gg and let X (X) be
the loop space of X. We are interested in the real Satake category D(Ggr(Og)\Grgr) of
Gr(Og)-equivariant C-constructible complexes on Grg and the relative Satake category
D(X(X)/G(0)) of G(O)-equivariant C-constructible complexes on X (X). Those categories
are one of the main players in the geometric Langlands for real groups [BZN] and the relative
Langlands program [BZSV].

In this paper we will assume Gy is connected (equivalently, K is connected). Our first

main result is a remarkable equivalence between the real and relative Satake category, called
the real-symmetric equivalence:

Theorem 1.1. There is a natural equivalence
D(X(X)/G(0)) ~ D(Gr(Or)\Grr)

which s t-exact with respect to the perverse t-structures and is compatible with the fusion
products and Hecke actions of Rep(GY).

Theorem [[1lis the combination of Theorem R.14] Theorem [[1.1, and Theorem in the
text; we refer to Section [§ Section [I1] and Section [12] for a more detailed explanation of the
statement, including the definition of ¢-structures, fusion products, and Hecke actions. The
main ingredient in the proof is a multi-point version of Quillen’s homeomorphism between the

loop spaces for compact symmetric varieties and the real affine Grassmannians, see Theorem
Lol

To state our second main result, let Bung, (P'(R)) be the real analytic stack of Gg-bundles
on the real projective line P!(R). Let LGy and Gr(R[t™']) C Gr(Xg) be the polynomial
loop group and polynomial arc group of Gg respectively. Denote by D(Bung, (P*(R))) the
dg category of C-constructible complexes on the real analytic stack Bung,(P'(R)), and
by D(LGg\Gr) (resp. D(Ggr(R[t7'])\Grg)) the dg categories of LGg-equivariant (resp.
Gr(R[t7'])-equivariant) C-constructible complexes on Gr respectively.

Theorem 1.2. There are natural commutative diagram of equivalences

D(X(X)/G(0)) D(Gr(Or)\Grr)

v~ o |

D(LGg\Gr) D(Ggr(R[t7'])\Grr)

~
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where Y 1is the so called affine Matsuki equivalence, Yr is the Radon transform, the horizontal
equivalences are nearby cycles functors along quasi-maps family, and the vertical equivalences
in the lower triangle are induced from the complex and real uniformizations of Ggr-bundles

LGR\Gr — Bung, (P}(R)) ~— Gr(R[t7])\Grg .
Moreover, the equivalences above are compatible with the natural Hecke actions of Rep(GY).

Theorem is restated in Theorem [10.2] We refer to Section [0 and Section [I{0] for a more
detailed explanation of the statement. The main step in the proof of Theorem is the
affine Matsuki equivalence T whose proof relies on a Morse-theoretic construction (Theorem
B9) of the Matsuki correspondence for the affine Grassmannian in [N1J: an isomorphism
between G(0O)-orbits poset on X (X) (or rather K (X)-orbits poset on Gr) and LGg-orbits
poset on Gr.

Theorem [Tl and Theorem provide a connection between relative Langlands program
and geometric Langlands program for real groups and we expect applications of such a
connection to both subjects. For example, Theorem [[.2has been used in [CMNO] to establish
versions of the relative Langland duality conjecture and geometric Langlands for P!(R) in the
case (Ggr, X) = (GL,(H), Spy,, \GLs,) where GL, (H) is the real quaternionic linear group
(see next section for more applications).

Remark 1.3. In the case when Gr >~ H is a connected complex reductive group viewed as
a real group, Theorem (I.2)) recovers the results of V. Lafforgue [Lal, Proposition 2.1] saying
that there are equivalences

(1.1) D(H(0)\Gry) —= D(H(C[t"'])\Gryr) == D(Bung(P*))

where the first equivalence is given by the Radon transform and the second equivalence
comes from the uniformization isomorphism H(C[t™!])\Grg ~ Bung(P').

Remark 1.4. The proof of Theorem [ 2lincorporated technical material in [CN2] on Matsuki
equivalence for affine grassmannians but with many new results, including a proof of a
conjecture on identification of the spherical and real dual groups in [CN2l Section 1.4.2]
(see Section for more details). On the other hand, an updated version of [CN2] will
include various generalizations of the main results in loc. cit., including the case for affine
flag varieties.

1.2. Applications. Our main results allow one to use powerful algebraic geometry tools on
the symmetric side (e.g., Deligne’s theory of weights) to study questions on the real side, and
conversely, to use the concrete geometry on the real side (e.g., the real affine Grassmannian
or moduli of real bundles) to study questions on the symmetric side. Here are a few notable
examples.

1.2.1. Semi-simplicity of Hecke actions.

Corollary 1.5 (Theorem [03.3). The Hecke action of Rep(G") on the real Satake cate-
gory D(Ggr(Or)\Grr) (resp. the relative Satake category D(X(X)/G(0))) preserves semi-
simplicity, that is, it maps semi-simple objects to semi-simple objects.
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In the case of relative Satake category the corollary above is a direct consequence of the
decomposition theorem in complex algebraic geometry. However, it is not obvious in the
case of real Satake category since decomposition theorem might not hold in the real analytic
setting.

1.2.2. t-exactness criterion of Hecke actions.

Corollary 1.6 (Theorem[I3.1]). The Hecke action of Rep(G") on the relative Satake category
D(X(X)/G(0)) (resp. the real Satake category D(Ggr(Or)\Grr)) is t-exact with respect to
the perverse t-structure if and only if X is quasi-split (resp. Gg is quasi-split).

In the case of real Satake category the corollary follows from the semi-smallness of the
convolution morphisms for real affine Grassmannian and the ¢-exactness criterion of nearby
cycles functor in [N2, Theorem 1.2.3]. On the other hand, the corresponding t-exactness cri-
terion for the relative Satake category is not obvious due the complicated spherical geometry
of the loop space X (X).

1.2.3. Formality and commutativity of dg Fxt algebras. The next corollary confirms the
formality and commutativity conjecture for the real and relative Satake category (see,
e.g.,[BZSV], Conjecture 8.1.8]). Recall the dg extension algebras Ax = RHomp g (0p)\Gre) (Or, Or*
ICTeg) and AX = RHOIIlD(X(g()/G(O))(wX(@)/G( 0)) wX(@ )/G(O *ICTeg) for D(GR(OR)\GIR) and
D(X(X)/G(0)) (see Section for the precise deﬁmtlon) Note that both Ag and Ay
carry natural G"-actions induced from the one on IC,.,.

Corollary 1.7 (Theorem [I3.4)). (1) There is a GY-equivariant isomorphism of dg algebras
Ar ~ Ax. (2) The dg algebras Ag ~ Ax are formal, that is, they are quasi-isomorphic to
the cohomology algebrass H*(Ar) ~ H*(Ax) with trivial differentials. (3) The cohomology
algebras H*(Ag) ~ H*(Ax) are commutative.

The formality of Ay is proved in CY Theorem 27| using a pointwise purity result for
IC-complexes of spherical orbits in X (X)L Thus the formality for Ag is a bit surprising and
non-obvious since Hodge theory or the theory of weights is not available on the real analytic
setting. The proof of the commutativity of H*(Ag) is similar to the case of complex groups
studied in [ABG, BEN].

Remark 1.8. The formality of Ag in the case of the real quaternionic group GL, (H) was
proved in [CMNOQO] by a different method. It relies on an explicit computation of a morphism
A — Ag from the dg Ext algebra A for the Satake category of the complex group GLa, to
Ag. The argument in [oc. cit. uses some particular properties of the real quaternionic group
which might not hold for other real groups (but it provides more information about Ag).

In [CY], Theorem 27], we only treat the case of classical symmetric varieties. Thanks to the work of
Drinfeld and Bouthier [D] B], we now know that X (X) is G(O)-ind placid and the argument in loc. cit. can
be generalized to the general case. The details will appear in the revised version of [CY].
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1.2.4. Hamiltonian duals of X and Gg.

Definition 1.9. Introduce the affine schemes My = Spec(H*(Ax)) and My = Spec(H*(Agr)).
Inspired by the work of [BZSV|] and [BEN|] on relative Langlands duality and Coulomb
branches, we will call My and My the Hamiltonian dual of X and Gg.

Let D.(X(X)/G(0)) € D(X(X)/G(0)) and D.(Gr(0)\Grg) C D(Ggr(O)\Grg) be the
(non co-complete) full subcategories consisting of constructible complexes that are extensions
by zero off of substacks and let D.(X (X)/G(0))y C D.(X(X)/G(0)) and D.(Ggr(Or)\Grr)o C
D.(Gr(Ogr)\Grgr) be the full subcategories generated by the irreducible direct summands of
wx (0)/G(©) * ICreq and Or + IC,., respectively. Denote by Coh(My/G") and Coh(My /GY)
the dg derived categories of coherent complexes on the stack My /GY and My /GY. The
following corollary follows from Corollary L7

Corollary 1.10 (Theorem I33)). (1) There is a GY-equivariant isomorphism My ~ My
(2) There are equivalences of categories

(1.2) D(X(X)/G(0))o = Coh(Mx/G")  D.(Gr(Or)\Grr)o ~ Coh(Mg /G").

Remark 1.11. (1) It would be nice if one can find a description of My or My in terms of the
combinatoric structures of X or Gg. In the recent work [BZSV], the authors proposed such
a description for a certain class of symmetric varieties (in fact, in loc. cit. they consider a
more general setting of spherical varieties) (2) Due to the existence of non-trivial equivariant
local systems on G(0O)-orbits in X (X) (resp. Ggr(Og)-orbits in Grg), the relative Satake
category D(X(K)/G(O)) (resp. real Satake category D(Ggr(Or)\Grgr)) in general might be
bigger than D.(X(X)/G(0))¢ (resp. D.(Ggr(Or)\Grr)o) and it is an interesting question
to extend the spectral description in (L.2]) to to the entire dg derived category. In view of
Theorem [I.2] such a spectral description would imply a version of geometric Langlands on
the real projective line P!(R), and vice versa.

1.2.5. Identification of dual groups. The paper [N1] associates to each real form Gg C G a
connected complex reductive subgroup HY., ., C GV of the dual groupE The construction of
H)., is via Tannakian formalism: the tensor category of finite-dimensional representations
Rep(H,.,,;) can be realized as a certain full subcategory Qr C Perv(Ggr(Ogr)\Grr) of perverse
sheaves on Grg. In [N2, Section 10|, a concrete description of H,,, is given including the
root datum and the Weyl group. On the other hand, the papers |[GNI|, [GN2] associate
to every spherical subgroup K C G a reductive subgroup Hy, C G of the dual group.

Again, the construction of HJ, is via Tannakian formalism: its tensor category of finite-

dimensional representations Rep(H,,) can be realized as a certain full subcategory Q%Ob of
generic-Hecke equivariant perverse sheaves on the (global) moduli stack of quasi-maps with
target X = K\G. However, unlike the real group case, a concrete description of H svph is
not known. For example, the fact that the root systems or the Weyl group of H svph is the
same as that associated to X in the structure theory of spherical varieties [Bl, [KS| remains

conjectural.

2While the notation suggests regarding H)

. itself as a dual group, at the moment we do not know of a
concrete role for its dual group.
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Consider the case when K C G is the symmetric subgroup of a real form Gg C G. Our
last example provides a tensor equivalence between Qg ~ leOb and hence an isomorphism
H,,, ~ H;, of reductive subgroups of GV. In particular, we obtain a concrete description

of HY «pn, answering a basic open question in relative Langlands duality:

Corollary 1.12. There are horizontal tensor equivalences in the following commutative di-
agram of tensor functors

Rep(GY)
/ \ Q%Ob

where the vertical arrows are given by the Hecke action of Rep(GY) on the monoidal units.

Corollary is the combination of Proposition [3.7 Proposition I[3.12] and Theorem
I3.I4lin the text; we refer to Section [[3.3] for a more detailed explanation of the statement.
The main ingredient in the proof is a local-global comparison theorem for relative Satake
category in Theorem [I3.14]

Corollary 1.13. |[GN1l, Conjecture 7.3.2] There is an isomorphism of reductive groups

Hsvph ~ HY .. In particular, the root datum and Weyl group of H h are the same as that

associated to X in the theory of symmetric varieties.

Corollary [LL.I3] is restated in Theorem [I3.15l In loc. cit. we also obtain a description of
irreducible objects in Q%" confirming a conjecture in [GNI].

1.2.6. Braidings. We conclude the introduction with the following conjecture. Note that
Theorem [T implies that

Corollary 1.14. There is an equivalence
(1.3) Perv(X (K)/G(0)) — Perv(Ggr(Or)\Grg)
of abelian categories.

We expect to prove the following.

Conjecture 1.15. (1) There exists a natural geometric lift of the fusion product x; to make
Perv(X (X)/G(0O)) (resp. Perv(Ggr(Or)\Grr)) a braided monoidal category. Moreover, there
is an upgrade of (L3)) to an equivalence of braided monoidal categories.

(2) The real weight functors in [N2] defines a fiber functor w : Perv(Gr(Or)\Grr) — SVect
where SVect is the tensor category of finite dimensional super vector spaces.

Remark 1.16. (1) For (1) of the conjecture, it is possible to produce the braided monoidal
structure on Perv(X (X)/G(0)) (resp. Perv(Ggr(Or)\Grr)) via monodromy equivalences of
nearby cycles (resp. compatibilities between fusion and convolution products). What is less

clear is how to upgrade (L.3) to intertwine these braided monoidal structures.
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(2) Unlike their full subcategories Qr and Q x which are abelian semi-simple and symmetric
monoidal, the abelian categories Perv(Gg(Ogr)\Grgr) and Perv(X (X)/G(0O)) in general are
not semi-simple and we expect that the braiding is also not symmetric in general.

(3) Via the Tannakian reconstruction for braided monoidal categories the conjecture would
imply that there are equivalences Perv(X(X)/G(0)) ~ Perv(Gr(Or)\Grg) ~ Rep(H,)
where Rep(H, qv ) is the category of representations of a quantum supergroup (at a root of
unity). This suggests that the dual groups of symmetric varieties should be quantum super-
groups.

(4) We expect a version of Conjecture [[.T5]for the whole real and relative Satake categories:
both categories D(X (X)/G(0)) and D(Gr(Or)\Grr) admit natural Ey-structures (i.e., there
are locally constant factorization categories on R?) and there is an upgrade of the real-
symmetric equivalence in Theorem [L.Tl to an equivalence of Es-categories.

1.3. Organization. In Section [2, we recall the parametrization of K (X)-orbits and LGg-
orbits on the affine Grassmannian and G(0O)-orbits on X (X). 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[], we study
real forms of Beilinson-Drinfeld Grassmannians. In Section [, we study multi-point version
of Gram-Schmidt factorization for loop groups. In Section [ we study uniformization of real
bundles. In Section [1l we study moduli of quasi-maps and we prove a multi-point version
of Quillen’s homeomorphism. In Section B we construct the real-symmetric equivalence
Theorem [L.1] In Section [0 we prove the affine Matsuki correspondence for sheaves. In
Section [0, we prove Theorem [[L2l In Section I we study the compatibility of Hecke
actions. In Section 12, we study the compatibility of fusion products. In Section I3, we
study applications of main results to real and relative Langlands duality. In Appendix [A]
we discuss semi-analytic stacks and categories of sheaves on semi-analytic stacks.

1.4. Acknowledgements. The authors thank David Ben-Zvi, Alexis Bouthier, Pavel Etingof,
Mark Macerato, John O’Brien, Yiannis Sakellaridis, Jeremy Taylor, Akshay Venkatesh, Ruo-
tao Yang, and Lingfei Yi for many useful discussions. T.-H. Chen also thanks the Max Planck
Institute for Mathematics and D. Nadler the Miller Institute where parts of this work were
done. The research of T.-H. Chen is supported by NSF grant DMS-2143722 and that of
D. Nadler by NSF grant DMS-2101466.

2. ORBITS ON Gr AND X (X)

In this section we study K (X) and LGg-orbits on the affine Grassmannian Gr and G(O)-
orbits on the formal loop space X (X) of X.

2.1. Loop groups. Let Gy be a connected real reductive algebraic group, and G = Gg®r C

its complexification. From this starting point, one constructs the following diagram of Lie
9



groups

(2.1) G

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 GG containing K..

The real forms Gy and G, of G correspond to anti-holomorphic involutions n and 7.. The
involutions n and 7, commutes with each other and 6 := nn. = n.n is an involution of G.
We have K = G?, Gr = G", and G. = G". We fix a maximal split tours Az C G and
a maximal torus Tk such that Ag C Tr. We write A and T for the complexification of Ar
and Tg. We denote by Ap the lattice of coweights of T and A4 the lattice of real coweights.
We write AT the set of dominant coweight with respect to the Borel subgroup B and define
A= A4NAJ. For any X € Ar we define n(\) € Az as

nA):C* Scr ST T

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 A4 is the fixed points of 7.

We have a natural projection map
(2.2) oc:Ar— Ay o(N)=n(o)+o
whose image we denote by o(Ar) C Ay.

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

nT(y):CX;CXiMCX%GiG
) :C*SCc*ScS65 G

Here 7(z) = 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.

\LL /

Here LGy and LG, are the fixed points subgroups of the involutions n™ and nl on LG

respectively. Equivalently, LGg (resp. LG.) is the subgroup of LG consisting of maps that
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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..

We define Gy, C G (resp. Gesym C Ge) to be the fixed point subspace of the involution
0 =6 on G (resp. G.) and write G%,  (resp. G?, ) be the identity component. The

- sym c,sym
map 7 : G = G,g — 6(g)g induces a G-equivariant isomorphism ¢ : X ~ Ggym (resp. G-
equivariant isomorphism ¢, : X, ~ G¢, ). We have a natural embedding A — G, ~ X.

Let g : G — K\G = X be the quotient map.

In this paper, we assume Gy (and equivalently K') is connected. Throughout this paper,
we will be concerned exclusively with the topology of loop spaces and related moduli and
ignore their potentially non-reduced structure.

2.2. Parametrization of orbits. Let Gr = G(X)/G(O) be the affine Grassmannian of G.
We recall results from [N2] about the parametrization of K(X) and LGg-orbits on Gr and
G(0)-orbits on X (X).

Proposition 2.1. We have the following.

(1) There is a bijection
[ X(30)/G(O)] «— A}
between G(O)-orbits on X (X) and Al characterized by the following property. Let
X(K)* be the G(0)-orbits corresponding to X € A}. Then for any v € X(K)* we
have () = 0(7)y € G(O)*G(O). In addition, we have X () = [],, X (K)*.
(2) There is a bijection
| K(K)\Gr| «— A
between K(X)-orbits on Gr and AY characterized by the following properties: Let
O be the K(XK)-orbits corresponding to A € A%, Then for any v € O}, thought
of as an element in QG.,, satisfies 0(vy)y € G(C[t))t*G(C[t]). In addition, we have
)
OK = |_|,u§)\ O};{
(3) There is a bijection
|LGr\Gr| +— AT
between LGg-orbits on Gr and A characterized by the following property: Let O

be the LGg-orbits corresponding to X € AY. Then for any v € Og, thought of as
an element in QG., satisfies 77 (v)y € G(Ct )*G(C[t]). In addition, we have

A
OR = |_|)\§y, Oﬂlé
(4) The projection G — X induces a bijection map between the set of orbits

[ K (JO\Gr| — |X(X)/G(0)]

and under the bijection in (1) and (2) it is equal to the identity map A — A7,
(5) The correspondence

(2.3) |K(K)\Gr| +— |LG\Cr1|, O} <— O
11



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

) == 0% N Oy
s a single LK .-orbit.

Proof. Consider the maps 7,(G) & m(X) ¢ AT where the first map is that induced by the
projection ¢ : G — X and the second map [—] assigns to a loop its homotopy class. We
define £ C A7 to be the inverse image of q.(m (G)) along the map [—]. According to [N1],
the set of orbits in (2) and (3) are parametrized by the subset £ € AY. When K is connected
we have £ = A’ and the proposition follows from [N1, Theorem 4.2 and Theorem 10.1]. O

We will call (2.3)) the Affine Matsuki correspondence. This correspondence can be viewed
as an affine version of the classical Matskki correspondence for flag manifolds in [MUV].

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. Polynomial Loop spaces of X.. Let X. = K./\G. be the compact symmetric space.
Let LX = X(C[t,t']) be the space of (polynomial) loop space of X and LX. C LX be the
subspace of LX consisting of maps that takes S* into X,.. We define the based loop space Q.X,
to be the subspace of LX, consisting of maps that takes 1 € S! to e € X,. The embedding
X.~G%, — CG.induces an K -equivaraint isomorphism QX, ~ QG?_ .~ (QG.)°.

c,sym c,sym

3.2. Geometry of orbits. We embed QX,. C QG via the embedding X, & Ggsym C G..
For \ € AJTF, we define P* C QX, to be the intersection of Q2.X, with the orbit S* C QG. ~ Gr,
and we define Q* C QX, to be the intersection of QX, with the orbit 7% C QG. ~ Gr. We
define B* to be the intersection of QX, with C* C QG. ~ Gr. The projection map G — X

induces a projection QG, — QX..

Lemma 3.1. We have QX, = U/\eAj P> Equivalently, P* is non-empty if and only if
A e AT

Proof. The isomorphism ¢ : X ~ GY, induces an embedding X (X) C G(X) and it follows
from Proposition 211 (1) that X (X)* := X (X) N G(O)**G(O) is nonempty if and only if
A € A, Since P* = QX.N X (K)?, it implies P is non-empty if and only if A € A} and we
conclude that QX. = Uyeps P* = Users P

O

Proposition 3.2. We have the following.

(1) The projection q : QG. — QX, maps O into P* and the resulting map O3 — P*
induces a homeomorphism QK. \O% ~ P
12



(2) The projection q : QG. — QX, maps O into Q* and the resulting map O — Q*
induces a homeomorphism QK.\Op ~ Q*
(8) There is a K.-equivariant stratified homeomorphism QK \QG,. ~ QX..

Proof. Fix A\ € A}. Proposition 2] together with the fact that 6 = 7™ on QG imply
q(0%) € P*and ¢(0p) C Q*. By [N1, Proposition 6.3], the restriction of the energy function
E to P* is Bott-Morse and B” is the only critical manifold. Since K, is connected and acts
transitively on B?*, it follows that B* and hence P* connected. Now [N2, Proposition 6.4]
implies P* C q(QG.). Thus ¢(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 [B.1]
implies Q* = U/\<u,u€AX Q"N P* and part (1) implies Q* C ¢(QG.), hence Q* = ¢(Op). Part
(2) follow. Part (3) follows from part (1) and Lemma 311

O

Corollary 3.3. K(X) and LGg-orbits on Gr are transversal.

Proof. By Proposition 3.2} it suffices to show that the strata P* and Q" in 2.X, 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 § = 7 on QG, and S* (resp. T?) is
f-invariant (resp. 7"-invariant).

O

3.3. 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((v_lv)',v_lwme

defines a left invariant symplectic form on 7,QG.. 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 T,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(y),v) = dF(y)(uw), g(VF(7),u) = dF(7)(u).
Consider the energy function on QG.:
1) Ei9G. 2R 7> (.7), = [ (7)o,
S1

We have the following well-known facts.
13



Proposition 3.4. [Pl [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 X € QG,.

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

§* = {y € QG |lim () € C*}  T* ={y € QG| lim ¢,(y) € C*}.

That is S* and T* are the stable and unstable manifold of C*.

Lemma 3.5. The K(X)-orbits and LGg-orbits are stable under the rotation flow ~,(t) (see
Proposition [3.7)).
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 = () € O). By Proposition 2.1, we need to show
that 6(7,)7. € G(C[t])t*G(C[t]). A direct computation shows that 8(v,)ve = 0((a))d(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

3.4. 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,

(Ula'UQ)'y = / <7_1U1,7_1U2>d9-
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.-v)*
and for any vector v € T, LG, we write v = vg @ v; where vy € T, LK. -7, v1 € (T,LK.-v)*.
Note that we have
(3.2) 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.— Lg., v — v .

Consider the following functions on QG.

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

Ey: QG — R, v — (4o, 7h)y = / (Y, 7 M) do,
Sl
14



Er: QG =R, v = (m)y = /1<7‘1%,7‘1%>d9-
s
Note that E is the energy function in (3.1]).

Lemma 3.6. Recall the map 7 : QG, — QG.,v — 0(v)"'y. We have
(3.3) AE; = FEom:QG. — R.

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

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

Eonly / Iw() w110 = [ 11 =m0 n) 1,
Note that 7'y —=y710(7)'0(7) "'y = 2771 , hence we have ||y™'7" —y710(7)0(7) "1l =
4]y 19]|- The lemma follows

O
Lemma 3.7. The Hamiltonian vector field on QG. which correspond to Ey (resp. Ey) is
given by
v = Bi(y) = = (0) (resp. v = Ro =7 —7%(0))-
In particular, we have
Y 'Ri(v) € Ad,-1 Lipg +ipr (resp. v 'Ro(y) € Ad,-1 Lt + tg).
Proof. Since Ro(y) + Ri(y) = R(y) = v — 4y(0)', it is enough to show that Ri(y) =

1 — v71(0). Let v € QG., x = 7(y) = 0(y) 'y, and u € T,QG.. According to Proposition
3.4l and Lemma [3.6] we have

4dE, (7)(u) = 7 dE(y)(u) = dE(z)(mu) = w(@, mu) = w(e™ 2, v mu).
Using the equalities z 712’ = 2y, o7 mu = 297y, and the fact that (y~1v1, (v ug)’) =
0, we get

B ()(0) = 4y 0 ) =4 [ G700 ) =4 [ o7 (s

=4 [ 079 =00 (7)) = e Fa ), ).
The lemma follows.
U

Let QG,. = U,\e/ﬁ Oy and QG, = U,\e/ﬁ O% be the K (X)-orbits and LGg-orbits stratifi-
cations of QG.. Let O} = O% N O which is a single LK -orbit.

Proposition 3.8. Let £ : QG. — R be the function above and VE; be the corresponding
gradient vector field.

(1) VE; is tangential to both O and O3,
(2) The union UAGAX O} is the critical manifold of VE;.
15



(3) For any~ € 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 0T T,04 =T @ T".

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

it suffices to show that 7'V E;(y) € Ad,-1 Lgr + g(C[t]). Recall that, by Proposition 3.4
we have v 'V E;(v) = J(y"'Ri(7)). Note that J(v)+iv € g(C[t]) for v € Lg and by Lemma
[3.7 we have
iv " Ra(y) = i(v (1 —971(0)) € Ady-r Lpg + pr.
All together, we get
TIVEI(7) = =iy 'Ri(y) + (J(Y T Ri(7)) + v Ra(7)) € Adyr Lpe + 9(C[1])

which is contained in Ad,-1 Lgr + g(C[t]). We are done. The same argument as above,
replacing LG by K (X), shows that the gradient field V Ej of Ej is tangential to O%. Since,
by Corollary B.5], the orbit 0% is a complex submanifold of QG,. = Gr invariant under the
rotation flow ~,(t), it follows from Proposition B4 that VE is tangential to O%. Since
VE, = VE — VE,, we conclude that VE is also tangential to O%. This finishes the proof

of (1).

Proof of (2) and (3). By proposition B2l and lemma [3.6], the function F; factors as
By : QG. 5 QX. C QG. B 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* = WTa W T,Q* = W~ @& W, where T,QX. = WraW'a
W~ is the orthogonal direct sum decomposition into the positive, zero, and negative
eigenspaces of the Hessian E|qy..

By Proposition B4, we have T,5* = U & 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 TG, 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 T, S* and T, T are f-invariant. It is true, since

0 = 7" on QG, and S* (resp. T?) is f-invariant (vesp. 77-invariant). This finished the proof
of (2) and (3).
U

Theorem 3.9. The gradient VE; and gradient-flow ¢, associated to the LK .-invariant func-
tion F1 : Gr — R and the LG -invariant metric g(,) satisfy the following:
(1) The critical locus VE; = 0 is the disjoint union of LK .-orbits UAGAI O

(2) The gradient-flow ¢, preserves the K(X)-and LGg-orbits.
16



(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
(34)  Ok={veCllima() e} O ={yeGCrlim 4(,) € 0}

are a single K(X)-orbit and LGgr-orbit respectively.
(4) The correspondence between orbits Oy +— Oy defined by ([3.4) recovers the affine
Matsuki correspondence (2.3]).

Proof. Part (1) and (2) follows from Proposition 8.8l 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» = U o UK\ O, Proposition 3.8 and standard results for gradient flows (see,

e.g., [ABl Proposition 1.19] or [P, Theorem 1]) imply that the limit tlirin ¢,(7) exists for any
—>00—

v € QK \Gr and QK_.\ O} is the stable manifold for QK,\O} and QK \O3 is the unstable
manifold for QK.\O2. 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 references are [N1, [N2].

4.1. Real affine Grassmannians. We recall results from [N1] about the real affine Grass-
mannian. Let Grg := Ggr(Xgr)/Gr(Or) be the real affine Grassmannian. For any A € A} we
denote by S* and T* the G(O) and G(C[t~1])-orbit of t* € Gr. The orbits S* and T* on Gr
are transversal and the intersection C* = S* N'T* 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 € AF

Gr = |_| S*  (resp. Gr= |_| ™)

XeAT XeAS

and we have

5 = |_| St (resp. T* = |_| ).

759 A<p

The intersection of S* (resp. T*) with Grg is nonempty if and only if A € A} and we write

Sp (resp. Tp), A € A} for the intersection. We define Cg to be the intersection of S and

T. Sp (resp. Ty) is equal to the Gr(Og)-orbit (resp. Gg(R[t™!])-orbit) of t* and C3 is

isomorphic to the real flag manifold Gg/Pg where the parabolic subgroup P2 C Gp is the
17



stabilizer of A. The real affine Grassmannian Gr is the disjoint union of the orbits Sg (resp.
T3) for A € A

(4.1) Grg = |_| S3 (resp. Grg = |_| T2)
XA NEAT

and we have

gﬁ; = |_| SE (resp. Ty = |_| TE).

HSA A<p

4.2. Beilinson-Drinfeld Grassmannians. Let C' be a smooth curve over C. Consider the
functor G(O)¢n from the category of affine schemes to sets

S = G(0)en(S) = {(z, 9)lx € C"(S5), 6 € G(I)}.

Here T',, is the formal completion of the graphs I';, of z in C'x S. Similarly, we define G(X)cn
to be the functor from the category of affine schemes to sets

S = G(K)en(S) = {(z,¢)]x € C"(S), ¢ € G(I')}.

Here fg = f‘f,c —I', and f; = Spec(R,) is the spectrum of ring of functions R, of I,. G(0)cn
is represented by a formally smooth group scheme over C" and G(X)cn is represented by a
formally smooth group ind-scheme over C™. The quotient ind-scheme

Grcn = G(JC)C%/G(O)C%
is called the Beilinson-Drinfeld Grassmannian. We have
Gren(S) = {(z, &, ¢)|x € C™(S), € a G-torsor on C'x S, ¢ a trivialization of € on C'xS—TI',}.

For any z € C", we denote by Gren , = Gron|,
Let p(n) be the set of partition of the set {1,...,n}. For any p = p; LU---Upx € p(n)
let C* be the subset consisting of (z1, ..., 2,) € C™ such that z; = z; if and only if 7,5 € p,
for some [. The collection {C*},cpn) forms a Whitney stratification of C™. We denote
by C§ = Cf,.., the open stratum of distinct points. We have the following well-known
factorization properties [BDl Section 5.3.12]: there are canonical isomorphisms

the fiber over z.

k
(4.2) C’n|C’P 2 HG |Ck C’n|C’P 2 HG |Cvk Gl"(jn|cp ~ (H Grc)|c(1)e
i=1

Recall the standard stratification of Gree. For any map A, : p — Af, we denote by
Gré"n C Gren the spherical stratum of a G-bundle on € on C' a point in z € C* and a section
v : C\{z, ..., z,} of modification type A,. The collection {Gr)(}pn} provides a stratification
of Grgn compatible with that of C™.

We describe another stratification of Gren coming from the natural K (K)gn-action. The
strata of O . are indexed by AJ. The stratum O . consists of the union of all fibers
Gre, of the points which map to the K(X)c-orbit in O} via the canonical isomorphism

Gro, o~ Gr. The strata of O?}”Cn are indexed by maps ), : p — AY. The stratum O?}”Cn
18



consists of points of Gren|ce which maps via the isomorphism ([£2]) to the product stratum
indexed by A,.

4.3. Real forms of Beilinson-Drinfeld Grassmannians. We consider the case C = P! =
CUoco. We write Gr™ = Gren, G(K)™ = G(K)en, G(0)™ = G(O)en, Gr™ = G|,
SMAe = Grcn, and OK on = (‘)g’;)’)‘p

Let ¢ : P! — P! be the complex conjugation. Consider the following anti-holomorphic
involution ¢ : (P1)" — (PY)", ¢"(2y, ..., 2,) = (¢(21),...,c(z,)). The involution cn together
with the involution 1 on G defines anti—holomorphic involutions G(K)™, G(O)™, Gr™ and
we write G(IOV, GO, Gl = G(K) 7 /G(O)E for the correspondmg seml-analytlc
spaces.

We have a natural projection map

Grg’ = (P'(R))"

and the factorization isomorphism in (4.2) restricts to an isomorphism

k
n 1
(43) Gri Loy = ([T Gri)les oy
i=1
Consider the case when n = 2m is even. Let og,, : (P')*™ — (P')?™ be the complex con-

jugation given by oo, (21, ..., 2om) = (c(2m11), --- (z2m) c(z1),...,c(zm)). Then oy, together
with 7 defines anti-holomorphic involutions of G(JC) 2m) G(O)(2m), CGr®™ and we write
G307 G(0)m) | Gl = qx)™) /G(0)7%™) for the corresponding real forms. The
projection map (P!)?™ (IP’I) sending (21, ..., 22m) — (21, ..., 2m) Testricts to a real analytic
isomorphism ((Pl)Qm)(”m) ~ (P1)™ and we have a natural projection map

(4.4) Gry™™ — (P

Write H = {z € P!|im(z) > 0} be the upper half-plane. According to [N2, Proposition
4.3.1] we have the following isomorphisms

(4.5) Grgzm)h{m ~ Gr(m)|g{m Grﬁg2m)|p1(R)m ~ Gr]gn)

Moreover, for any p = p; Ul - - - U py, partition of {1, ...,m}, there is a natural isomorphism
(46) GI‘R 2m) ]P’l p X H GI' |(p1
1=1
The stata ST (resp. S i () A (o2m): A (m)
p. ) restricts to strata Sy (resp. Sk ) of Gry’ (resp.
Grl™)). It follows from (AI) that SU”™ is non-empty if and only if A, : p — A% C AF.
Example 4.1. Consider the case when m = 1. Then the fibers of the family Grﬁf) — P!

over a point z € P! are given by Grﬁg2)|zzg ~ Gr, g and Grﬁs2)|zﬁ ~ Gr,.
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5. MULTI-POINT GENERALIZATIONS

We study multi-point version of loop groups and loop spaces and we establish a multi-

point generalization of Gram-Schmidt factorization for loop groups. The main reference is
[CNT].

5.1. Multi-point version of real loop groups. Consider the functor LG™ that assigns
to an affine scheme S the set of sections

S — LG™(S) = {(z,7)|z € PHY™(S), v € G(P' x S —T',).}.

Assume n = 2m. The conjugations gy, and n together define an anti-holomorphic involution
on LG™ and we write

LG[(RO'QWL) N (Pl)m
for the corresponding semi-analytic space. We will write
LGYY = LGY*™ |y — H™ LG = LG |p1gym — PHR)™
for the restriction of LG[(R%”) to H™ and P!'(R)™ respectively. Concretely, we have

LG = {(z,7)|z € H™, v :P'\ |z| U |z| — G satisfying v(P'(R)) C Gg}.

L~ GY = {(z,7)|z € P(R)™, v: P\ || — G satisfying v(P'(R) \ |z|) C Gg}.

We consider the subgroup indscheme QG™ C LG™|¢n consisting of (z,7) € LG™|cn
such that y(co) = e. Since the conjugations ¢, and oy, fixed co € P!, they induces an
involution of QG®™ and let

QG[(RU%n) N Cm

be the associated semi-analytic space and the subspaces
QG = QG |gom — H™ LG = QG g — R,
Example 5.1. Assume m = 1. Then the fiber of LG]g) over x € H is equal to
LGV |, = L,Gr := {y: P"\  UZ — @ satisfying v(P'(R)) C Gz}

The change of coordinate ¢ = 2=% induces isomorphism L,Gr ~ LGg. The fiber of L‘GI(R1 )
over x € P}(R) is equal to

L_G]g)\x =L, Gy = {7:P'\ z — G satisfying 7(P'(R) \ z) C Gg}

The change of coordinate ¢ = z — x induces isomorphism L, Gy ~ Gg(R[t7']).
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5.2. Generalization of Gram-Schmidt factorization. Consider the case of compact real
from Gg = G, and write QG = QG QGi™ = oGt LG = LG,

Lemma 5.2. There is an isomorphism L~G™ ~ G, x PYR)™ (resp. LLG™ ~ {e} x R™)
of group schemes.

Proof. This is proved in [CN1, Lemma 3.2]. O
Corollary 5.3. We have G.(R[t™']) = G, and G.(Kg) = G.(Og).

Proof. Indeed the lemma above (in the case m = 1) implies G.(R[t7!]) = G.. Since the
G.(R[t7!])-orbit in Gr, = G.(Kg)/G.(Or) through the based point is open dense (see Section
[4.1)), it implies Gr, is a point and hence G.(Kg) = G.(Og). O

Proposition 5.4. (1) For any partition p € p(m), there is a natural homeomorphism

k
(Plyp = (H QG£U2)) | (P1)k

1=1

(5.1) QG

(2) The homeomorphism (B.1l) restricts to a natural a homeomorphism
k

(5.2) QG s ~ (][ QGD) |3
i=1

(8) There is a natural homeomorphism
QG ~ Gr™|gem.
(4) There is a natural homeomorphism

QGI™ x (G(O)"™|3¢m) 22 G(K)™ |gem

Proof. Proof of (1) and (2). [CN1l, Theorem 3.3 (3)] implies that the natural multiplication
map ([T-, QG((;”))\(W);& — QG£U2M)|(p1)p is a homeomorphism.

There is a natural map QG — G(K)™ |g¢m sending (z,7) to (z, Vlfo), where 7|z, is the
restriction of the section « : P!\ |#| U |Z| — G to I'. It induces a map

QG™ — G(K) ™ [gm — G(K)™ /G(O)™ |gem = Gr™|30m

and [?, Theorem 3.3 (2)] implies that it is a homeomorphism. Part (3) follows. Since
CGrl™ ~ G(XK)™ /G(0)™ | part (3) implies part (4). O

Example 5.5. Assume m = 1. Then Proposition [5.4] (4) over a point z € H specializes to

the well-known Gram-Schmidt factorization for loop groups 2.G. x G(0,) ~ G(X,).
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5.3. Multi-point version of (2.X.. For any non-negative integer m, we define
QXM = {(z,7)|x € H™, ~:P'\ |z| U|Z| — X satisfying v(PY(R)) C X,,~(c0) = el}.
We have natural projection map
Qxm 5 g(m
and we denote by QZXc(m) the fiber over z € H™. The involution  on G induces an
involution on QGY™ | still denoted by 6, and the isomorphism ¢ : X ~ Gy = (G%)° induces
an isomorphism
LM QXM ~ (G,

We define i

P2 — (,(m)y=1(g(m)Ae by
The collection { P(™A»} Nppoay forms a stratifiaction of QX{™ . We have the following multi-
point version of Proposition

Proposition 5.6. The quotient map q : G — X induces a K. -equivariant stratified homeo-
morphisms

QKM\QGM™ ~ Qx ™
which restricts to K.-equivariant homeomorphisms on stratum

QK™N\O ~ pims

Proof. Consider the natural map ¢ : QG — QX . We shall show that, for any
2 € H™, the map ¢™ : Q.G — Q,X!™ on the corresponding fiber is surjective. Since
QG™ is ind-proper, we conclude that the natural map ¢™ : QGI™ — QX™ is surjective
and closed, and it follows that the induced map QK™ \QGT™ — QX{™ is a continuous,
closed, bijective map, and hence a homeomorphism. Since q(m)((‘)&?)’%) C PMA it implies
the induced map QKﬁm)\O%n)”\p — P 5 also a homeomorphism. The K -equivariance
is clear.

Proof of the claim. Let P — pmX 0 Q X Tt suffices to show PI™™ ¢
g™ (Q.GI™). Let Gr™xGr™ = G(x)!™ X GO Gr™. The multi-point Gram-Schmidt
factorization

Q.G™ x G(O)™ ~ GK)™, Q.G ~ Gr™
in Proposition 4] implies that the natural inclusion €, GI™ x Q.G — G(K)I™ x G(K)™
induces a natural homeomorphism
Q.G x Q.G ~ Gr™ xGrl™.

Moreover, we have the following commutative diagram
Q.G % Q.G Z Gl < Grl™)
l/mult lp
Q.G = Gr™
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where mult is the multiplication map and p is the convolution map Pick a s € QZGgm)
such that v = A(s)s € (S(m )0~ pim, Cons1der the G(0)™-action on Gr )% Grlm)
given by g4 (71,72) = (9271, 72) and S be the G(O)Z )_orbit of (0(s),s) € Q.G x QZGﬁm)

Gri™ X Gr™ . Let Z be the intersection of the closure S of S with the pre-image p~1 (5™,

Note that Z is a disjoint union of G(O)gm)-orbits and p: Z — ng)’/\p is proper and restricts
to a submersion on each orbit.

Consider the involution swof on Q.G x Q.G™ ~ Q.G ~ Grlm % Grl™ given by
SW 06’(71, Y5) = (0(72),0(1)). The lemma below implies that Z is stable under the involution
swofl and the map p : Z — S g compatible with the involutions swof on Z and
on S!™™* Now we can apply the general lemma |N1l, Proposition 6.4] to conclude that
pmee - (ZSWOO) where P{™ c P~ (Sg M")g is a connected component of
containing v = 0(s)s. By Theoremlm there is a homeomorphism between P and a fiber

of the strata Sﬂ%m e Gr]g”’) in the real Beilinson-Drinfeld grassmannian. Since the latter
fiber is a vector bundle over the real flag manifold Gg/Pr (see [N2, Proposition 3.6.1]) which

is connected (we assume Gp is connected), we conclude that P™* = pim»e p(Z™ 0).
Now we can conclude the proof by noting there is natural identification of the sw of-fixed
points of Gr™ xGr{™ with Q.G so that p restricts to ©2,G™ coinsides with ¢(™.

]

Lemma 5.7. The involution sw of on Q.G x Q.G ~ GriM X Gr(™ sends the G(O)L™-
orbit of (y1,72) to the (6(y2),60(71)).

Proof. Let (a,b) = g(71,72) € Gri™ xGrl™ with g € G(0)!™. By the factorlzatlon home-
omorphism in Proposition (4] it implies (g71,72) = (au,u hg') in G(X )Z for some

gu € GO, Let h = 0(¢') € G(O)'™. Then a direct computation show show that
we have

(hB(2),8(n)) = (B(0)0(u™), 6(u)b(a)8(g™"))
in G307 x G(K)™ and it implies

h(B(7), 0()) = (B(b), B(a))

in Gr™ xGr™ . The lemma follows. O

6. 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.

6.1. 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 n of G defines a real structure ¢ : Bung(P') — Bung(P!) on Bung(PP!) with real
form Bung, (P}), the real algebraic stack of Gg-bundles on the projective real line P. We

write Bung(P!)g for the real analytic stack of real points of Bung,(Py). By definition, we
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have Bung (P!)g ~ g\ Yz where Y — Bung, (P}) is a R-surjective presentationf] of the real
algebraic stack Bung, (PL), T =Y XBung, (p1) ¥ is the corresponding groupoid, and Xg, I'r
are the real analytic spaces of real points of X, T" (see Appendix [Al).

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

g e(&) W ee(e)) = €.
We call such pair (€,) a real bundle on P! and Bung(P!)g the stack of real bundles on P'.
For any Gg-bundle g, the restriction of Eg to the (real) point co is a Gg-bundle on
Spec(R) and the assignment Eg — Eg|o defines a morphism
Bung, (PL) — BGx.

For each a € H'(Gal(C/R), G), let T,, be a Gg-torsor on Spec(R) in the isomorphism class of
a and we define Gg , = Autg,(T,). The collection {Gg o, o € H'(Gal(C/R),G)} is the set
of pure inner forms of Gg. Let Gr o = Ggr(R) be the real analytic group associated to Gg 4.
We denote by o the isomorphism class of trivial Gg-torsor with real group Gg o, = Gr. By
Example [A4] the morphism above induces a morphism
) 1

clo : Bung(P')g — Uang(Gal(@/R),G)BGR’a
on the corresponding real analytic stacks. Define
(6.1) Bung, , (P'(R)) := (cl) " (BGr,a)

for the inverse image of BGg, under clo. Note that each Bung,  (P'(R)) is an union of
connected components of Bung(P!)g and we obtain the following decomposition of the stack
of real bundles
Bung(P')g = | | Bung, . (P'(R)).
acH!(Gal(C/R),G)
We will call Bung, , (P'(R)) the stack of Gg q-bundles on P!(R).
Example 6.1. 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(P')g ~ Z x BR*.
In the case n = 7, is the compact conjugation, we have H'(Gal(C/R), G) = {ap, oy} ~ Z/27Z

and
Bung (P')g ~ Bung, , (P'(R)) UBung,  (P'(R)),

where Bung, , (P'(R) ~ BS".

6.2. 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.

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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6.2.1. 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

(6.2) G(C[t)\Gr ~ Bung(P").
The map u is compatible with the real structures on Gr and Bung(P') and we denote by
(6.3) ug : Grg — Bung(P')g

the associated map between the corresponding semi-analytic stacks of real points. We call
the morphism ug the real uniformization. It follows from (6.2)) that ug factors through an
embedding

(6.4) Gr(R[t™*)\Grg — Bung(P')g.
We shall describe the image of ug.
Proposition 6.2. The map ugr factors through
ug : Grg — Bung, (P'(R)) C Bung(P')g
and induces an isomorphism of semi-analytic stacks

Gr(R[t™])\Grz — Bung, (P(R)).

Proof. Since every Gg-bundle g in the image of ug is trivial over PL,—{0}, in particular at oo,
we have &g € Bung, (P'(R)). Thus the map ug factors through Bung, (P'(R)). We show that
the resulting morphism ug : Grg — Bung, (P!(R)) is surjective. Let f : S — Bung, (P'(R))
be a smooth presentation (note that S is smooth as Bung, (P'(R)) is smooth). It suffices
to show that, étale locally on S, f admits a lifting to Grg. Consider the fiber product
Y =5 X Bung, (P! (R)) Grg and we denote by h : 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 &g on Pk which is trivial at oo admits a trivialization on
PL — {0}. It 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 (€.4]), we obtain
an isomorphism Ggr(R[t7'])\Grg ~ Bung, (P!(R)).

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.Grpg, 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 g(,)|cr (here g(,) is the
metric on Gr in Section [33]) is a local diffeomorphism.

U
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We can also consider the uniformization map Gr, — Bung(P') for any real point z € P'(R)
and the discussion above applies to this setting and hence we have obtain real uniformization
at x

(6.5) Uy r : L, Gg\Gr, g ~ Bung, (P'(R)).
where L Gy is real analytic group in Example 5.1

6.2.2. Complex uniformizations. We now discuss complex uniformizations. The natural map
2. Gr® = Bung(PY)  (2,€,¢4) — &

is compatible with the complex conjugation g, on Gr® and the natural one on Bung(P")
and we denote by

(6.6) ul7  Grl™ — Bung(PY)g
the map between the corresponding real analytic stacks.

Let us study the restriction of uﬁgz) to the fiber Grﬁgz)h over some r € P'. If x € P(R),
then we have Grﬁg + = Gr,r (see Example 1)) and the restriction

Up R 1= uR | :Gryg ~ Gr(U2 |z — Bung(P')g

of ([6.6) is isomorphic to the real unifomization map in (6.3)). If z € H, then we have
Grﬁgz + =~ Gr, and we will call the map

(6.7) Upc = ul?|, : Gry ~ Grl7 |, — Bung(P')g

the complex uniformization associated to .

We shall give a description of u,c. Let (€, ¢) € Gr, where € is a G-bundle on P! and
¢ Elpi_gzy ~ G x (P! — {x}) is a trivialization of € over P' — {z}. Let ¢(€) be complex
conjugation of & (see Sect. [6]) and let F be the G-bundle on P! obtained from gluing
of &|pi_gz and ¢(&)|p1_{,y using the isomorphism c¢(¢)™ 0 ¢ : Elprqpzy = ¢(E)|p1qam}-
By construction, there is a canonical isomorphism v : F ~ ¢(F) and the resulting real
bundle (F,v) € 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 co is represented by the co-
boundary c(é(v))~1(¢)(v) (here v € €|), hence is trivial. Thus the complex uniformization
u, ¢ factors as

Uy c : Gr, — Bung, (P'(R)).

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'):

(6.8) Y, Gr® — Gr@| (z,€,6) = (a.(z), (as-1)*E, (as-1)" ).
¥, : Bung(P') — Bung(P'), & — (a.1)*&
For z € Ry the flows above restrict to flows

(6.9) Pl Grﬁf) — Grﬁgz) ¥? : Bung(P')g — Bung(P')g
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and we have the following commutative diagram

¥}

(6.10) Gl Grl”)

lugz) lugfz)
2

Bung (P')g v Bung (P')g
Lemma 6.3. We have the following properties of the flows:

(1) The critical manifold of the flow ¢! are the cores C C Grg =~ Gr§§02)|0 and the stable
manifold for Cg is the strata Sz C Grg.
(2) For each A € A, we denote by

T = {v € G |lim v1(7) € C3}
z—
the corresponding unstable manifold. We have T§‘|0 ~ Tp C Grg for A\ € AY. The
isomorphism Grﬁgz)h ~ Gr,, © € H, restricts to an isomorphism
T§|x ~ O3
for X € A
Proof. This is proved in |[N1|, Proposition 8.4]. O
Lemma 6.4. (1) For any v € Grﬁgz), the map Rsg — Grﬁgz), z — YL(7y) given by the
flow ¢! extends to a map a, : Rsg — Gri) such that a,(0) = liII(l) ().
= z—
(2) For any & € Bung, (P'(R)), the action map R~y — Bung, (P*(R)), z — (&) given
by the flow ¥? extends to a map
(6.11) ag : R>g — Bung, (P'(R)).

Moreover, we have ag(z) ~ € for all z € Rxo, and for any v € Grﬁ{m), there is a
commutative diagram

Ay

Grﬁgz )

(o2)
X\ luRZ

Bung, (P!(R))

(6.12) Rso

where &€ = q(y) € Bung, (P'(R)).

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

ag : Rug = Grg — Gr(R[t™])\Grg ~ Bung, (P'(R))
where a., is the map in part (1) and the last isomorphism is the real uniformization (see
Propl6.2). 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 (G.I1)). Moreover, since Gg(R[t™!])-orbits T

on Grg are unstable manifolds for the flow ¢!, we have a,(Rs¢) C Tp if v € T3, and it
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implies ag(z) ~ € for all a € R>(. The commutativity of diagram (6.12) follows from the
construction of ae.

O

Proposition 6.5. Let x € H. The complex uniformization u,c : Gr, — Bung, (P'(R))
mduces an isomorphism

LGLR\GIQD L) BUHGR (Pl (R))
of semi-analytic stacks.

Proof. Let v € Gr, and let & = u,c(y) € Bung,(P'(R)) be the image of the complex
uniformization map. By Lemma [6.4(2) we have

(6.13) €] = lac (0)] = la(a,(0)] = [ug™ (lim ¥1(7))],
(6.14) lim ¢} (Gr, =~ Gyl = | ¢
NEAT

As the image | J,. A% |q(C)] of the critical manifolds under uI(Rf’ 2) is equal to | Bung, (P'(R))],

equations (6.I3) and (6.I4) imply that wu,c factors through u,c : Gr — Bung,(P'(R))
and induces a surjection between the sets of isomorphism classes of objects. Now a similar
argument as in the proof Proposition [6.2shows that u, ¢ : Gr, — Bung, (P'(R)) is surjective
and hence an isomorphism LG, z\Gr, ~ Bung, (P!(R)). O

6.3. Multi-point uniformization. We can also consider multi-point uniformization
u™ - Gr™ — Bung(P') x (PHY", (z,€&,¢) — (&, )

which exhibit Gr™ as a LG™-torsor over Bung(PP') x (P')". Assume n = 2m. the map
u®) induces a map

ugzm) : Gr]gmm) — Bung(P')r x (PY)™
on the corresponding real analytic stacks. Then the same discussions in the previous sections
apply to the multi-points setting and we have the following:

Proposition 6.6. The map uﬁgzm) mduces an isomorphism

LG \Gry*™ = Bung, (P'(R)) x (P)™.

of semi-analytic stacks.

7. QUASI-MAPS AND QUILLEN’S HOMEOMORPHISM

In this section we study the stack of quasi-maps and its real forms and use them to provide
moduli interpretation for the quotient LK \Gr. Using our previous work [?], we show that
the family of real quasi-maps is topologically trivial and deduce from it a multi-point version
and refinement of of Quillen result M| on homotopy equivalences between loop spaces of

symmetric varieties and real affine Grassmannians.
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7.1. Definition of quasi-maps. For n > 0, define the stack of quasi-maps with poles
QM™ (P! X) to classify triples (z,&,0) comprising a point z = (21,...,2,) € (PY)", a G-
torsor € over P!, and a section o : P!\ |z| — & x¥ X where we write |z| = U,z C P.
According to [GNT], QM ™ (P!, X) is an ind-stack of ind-finite type. Note the natural maps
QM™ (P!, X) — (PY)” and QM ™ (P!, X) — Bung(P'). Let QM ™ (P!, X, 00) be the ind-
scheme classifies quadruple (z, &, ¢, 1) where z € C", € is a G-bundle on P!, ¢ : P! — |2| —
ExYX,and 1 : Ex|o ~ K, here E is the K-reduction of & on C — |z| given by ¢. We have
a natural map QM ™ (P!, X, 00) — C". The ind-scheme QM ™ (P!, X, 00) — C" is called
rigidified quasi-maps. Note that we have natural map

QM™ (P!, X, 00) — QM™ (P!, X)|cn
sending (z, &, ¢,1) to (z, &, ¢) and it induces an isomorphism
(7.1) F\QM®™ (B, X, 00) ~ QM (B!, X))

where the group K acts on QM™(P', X, 00) by changing the trivialization . For any
z € (PY)" (resp. z € C"), we denote by QM (P!, 2, X) (vesp. QM™ (P!, 2 X,00)) the
fiber at z.

7.2. Real forms of quasi-maps. Let n = 2m. The twisted conjugation oy, on (P!)*"
together with the involution 7 on G defines an involution on QM @™ (P!, X) and we denote
by QM ©@2m)(P! X)g the corresponding semi-analytic stack. Note there are natural maps

QM) (P!, X)g — (PYY™ QM )(P', X)g — Bung(P')g.

Since ¢(00) = oo, we have a real form of QM@ (P! X oo)r of QM™ (P!, X, 00). We

have natural maps
QM(U2M)(]P)1> Xa OO)]R — C™ QM(sz)(Pla X> OO)]R — BunG(]P)l)R-

7.3. Morphisms. Let G; and Gy be two reductive groups with complex conjugations 7,
and 7y and Cartan involutions #; and 6, respectively. Then the constructions of quasi-maps,
rigidified quasi-maps, uniformization morphisms, and real forms of those are functorial with
respect to homomorphism f : G; — G5 that intertwine n;, 7, and 6y, 65.
7.4. Uniformizations of quasi-maps. We have a natural uniformization map
(7.2) g™ : Gr" — QMM (P!, X)

exhibits Gr™ as a LK™-torsor on QM ™ (P!, X). In particular, there is a canonical isomor-
phism of ind-stacks

(7.3) LK™M\Gr™ = QM™ (P!, X).
Assume n = 2m. The morphism in (2] gives rise to a uniformization map
qlgfzm) : Gr[(R@m) N QM(U2m)(P1,X)R

on the corresponding semi-algebraic stacks of real points. The following proposition follows

from Proposition
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(o2m)

Proposition 7.1. The uniformization map qp mduces an isomorphism

LK m\Gr{*™) ~ QM) (P!, X ).

Example 7.2. By Lemma[5.2] and Proposition [5.4] We have LK ™) PLR)m 1= LK™ |Rm =
K. xR™, LKC(UQ”” gem =~ LK and Gr™|gem ~ QG ) and hence there are isomorphisms
(7.4) QM) (PY, X)g|som ~ LK™N\Gr™|3om ~ LK™N\QG™

QM) (P! X)gp1 aym =~ K \Grl™

7.5. Quillen’s homeomorphism. We fist recall some results in [CN1] on quasi-maps for
complex groups.

Consider the complex group G ~ G\(G x G) viewed as a symmetric variety for G x G.
It corresponds to the swap involution sw(g;, g2) = (g2, 91) of G x G and the corresponding
conjugation on G x G is given by sw.(g1, g2) = (1:(92),m(g1)). Consider the real quasi-maps
space QM (2m) (P (G, 0o)gr — C™ associated to G\(G x G).

The natural projections pi,ps : G X G — G induces natural isomorphism
G (G%XmG ~ Gl” 2771, X(]Pl 2m Gl” m
Consider the base changes Gr®™ | ptym and GrGXG|(p1 = along the embedding (P')™

(P27 (21, oy Zm) = (215 o0y Zms 215 o) zm).

We have a natural embedding
(75) Gr (m —> Gl"(2m ‘(]Pl)m

sending (2 € (P1)™,€,¢) — ((2,2) € (P")*™, &, ¢lp.uz). Note that Grize'y € Grérd|eym
and it was proved in [?, Corollary 5.2 and Corollary 5.4] that the natural projection map

GrgTG @ty 22 GI®™ X pryjom GT™ | prym = Gr®™)| piym
restricts to an isomorphism
(7.6) Grgi”é%R ~ Gr(zm)|(ﬂn)m
and the composed map
Grm B Gpem) oy B Gyl

induces a real analytic isomorphism

(7.7) G |em =~ QG Cri2e) om =~ QM) (P!, G, 00).
Let S := R™ x 1R and viewed as a subset of C" via the embedding

(7.8) S— C™, (b1, ...,bm,ia) = (by +1ia, ..., by, + ia)

We now consider the base change of the isomorphism (7)) to 8:

(7.9) v : Gr™|g ~ QM©@)(P! G, 00)gls.
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The conjugation n x 7 on G' x G commutes with sw,, together with the complex conjugation
on P!, it defines an involution (nx7)@2m) on QM (2m) (P!, G, 00)g|s and, via the isomorphism
vs, it induces an involution n("?m) on Gr(m)|g.

The following description of 7(°2) is proved in [CNT, Proposition 5.12].

Proposition 7.3. The involution n'°*m) on Gr(m)\g is given by the following formula:

@) — pm)  on Gylm)

R™ x {0}
n2m) = @ on Gr(m)|Rmxin ~ QG£2m)|]RmXiR><.
Denote by
(7.10) Qm) .= (Gr™|g)7*™) — § = R™ x iR

the fixed-points. Then the isomorphism (7.9)) restricts to natural isomorphisms

(7.11) vy : QUM

Rm x {0} - (Gr(m))n(m) |Rm><{0} _ Gré@m)

Rm™ X{O}

. Q(m) R x {ia) -~ (QGﬁm))émmX{m} ~ QXc(m)|Rm><{ia}

Va0

The spherical strata ST < Gr™ for Ap 1 p — AS (resp. cospherical TW* C GrY for
A € AL) give rise to spherical strata Q)% = §(m)A 1 QM) of Q™) (vesp. cospherical strata
Q) = TWA M QMW of QW). Then the isomorphisms (ZIT) restrict to

m ~ m 7)‘ ~ )
(7.12) QN [ty == SE P rowgy  (resp. QP |rqoy —— T8 lrxqoy)

QA | i — = PO | iy (resp. O |rxia ——> QW iy fia)- )

As ST (resp. TV is non-empty if and only if A, : p — A% C AF (resp. A € A¥), the
same applies to the stratum Q™ (resp. Qf\l)). We have the following;:

Proposition 7.4. Equip Q™) (resp. QW) and S = R™ x iR with the stratifications {Q™#x}
(resp. {QWAY or {Qg\l)}) and {RP xR} ycpom) respectively. There is a K -equivariant stratified
trivilization of the family

Q™ S =R™ x iR

over 1R.

Proof. Since the Beilinson-Drinfeld Grassmannian Gr(m)|5 — & is ind-proper and there is a
K -equivariant trivialization Gr(m)| g~ Gr(m)|RmX{0} x iR over iR the desired claim follows
from the general lemma in [CNI Lemma 6.6].

O

Now the homeomorphisms in (.II]) and (T.I2]) together with Proposition [(.6] and Propo-
sition [7.4] imply the following
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Theorem 7.5. There are K. -equivariant strata-preserving homeomorphisms

QK ™\ Grt™

R™ x {i} ~ QXc(m) R™x{i} ~ Gl”[(Rm)

R77L><{0}
which restrict to K.-equivariant homeomorphisms
QKgm)\(‘)%)’)“’ ~ P ~ Sﬂ(gm)’/\”
QKél)\O%)”\ ~ POA ~ Sﬂ(gl) QKél)\O]g)”\ ~ QWA ~ Tﬂél)’/\ if m=1

7.6. Trivialization of real quasi-maps. Consider the morphism f : G — G x G, g —
(9,6(g)). It is equivariant for the conjugations and Cartan involutions on G and G x G
hence, by the functoriality noted in Section [7.3] we obtain a map

(7.13) QM) (P!, X, 00)g|s — QM) (P!, G, 00)gls =~ Grt™s.
Lemma 7.6. The map ([I3) restricts to a K.-equivariant homeomorphism
QM) (B, X, 00)gs — Q"
In particular, QM(“2m) (P!, X, 0co)r|s — 8 is topologically trivial over iR
Proof. According to Example and ([C.I1]), there are natural identifications
QM) (P! X o) e~ Gy, Q™ ~Grl™  over R x {0}
QM) (P! X 0o)p e ~ QK™\QGM™ QM ~ QXM over R x iR*
and under the above identifications the map (7.13)) specializes to the natural inclusion map
(7.14) Grﬁ{m)g Grm) over R x {0}
and to the natural map
(7.15) QKOG —~ ax™ over R x iR*

The lemma follows from Proposition (.6

7.7. Flows on quasi-maps. We have a flow 1.,z € C* on QM@ (P', X, 00) given by:
(7.16) Y, QMP (P! X, 00) = QMP (P, X, 00)

b=((2, & 9,1)) = (a:(2), (a:1)"€, (1), ).

For z € R, the isomorphism 1), restricts to a flow

V2 QM (P! X, 00)gp — QM7 (P!, X, 00)g,
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and we have the following commutative diagrams

3
QM) (P, X, c0)x —~ QM (P, X, 00
C - C
Lemma 7.7. We have the following properties of the flows:

(1) The flow ¥ on QM2 (P!, X, 00) is K,.-equivariant.
(2) Recall the flow ¢! on Gr[(R”) 69). We have the following commutative diagram

P!

(7.17) Gri7|c Grl7|c

| |

3
QM) (P, X, 00)z ——= QM (P, X, o)

(8) Foreach A\ € A, the core C3 C Grg C QM) (P!, X, 00)r|o is a union of components
of the critical manifold of the flow 12 on QM2 (P, X, 0co)r and the stable manifold
for C3 is the strata Sy C Grg.

(4) For each A € A, we denote by

T2 = {x € QU™ (P!, X, co)/limu(x) € G2}

the corresponding unstable manifold. We have Tply ~ T C Grg for A € AY. The
open embedding QK \Gr — QM) (P!, X, 0o)g|; restricts to an isomorphism

QK N\O} ~ TR
for X € AT,.

Proof. Part (1) and (2) follows from the construction of the flows. Part (3) and (4) follows
from Lemma [6.3 and diagram ((Z.I7).
O

8. REAL-SYMMETRIC EQUIVALENCE

In this section we construct the real-symmetric equivalence between the real and relative
Satake categories. The theory of sheaves on infinite dimensional stacks developed in [BKV]
plays an important role here.

8.1. Placid stacks. We first review the notion of placid (ind)-schemes and (ind)-stacks.
Let Y be a scheme acted on by an affine group scheme H. we say that Y is H-placid if

e Y can be written as filtered limit Y = lim; Y}, where each Y} is a H-scheme of finite
type and the transition maps Y;; — Y; for j — j’ are affine, smooth, surjective, and
H-equivariant.
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e the action H x Y; — Y} factors through a group scheme H; of finite type. Moreover
the H; can be chosen so that {H,}; forms a projective system with H = lim; H; and
the transition maps Hj — H; are smooth surjective with unipotent kernel.

Let Z C Y a H-invariant subscheme. We shall say that the inclusion Z — Y is placid if
there is a presentation of Y = limY; as above and and index j and a H-invariant subscheme
Z; C Yjsuch that Z = Z; xy, Y.

Let Y be an ind-scheme acted on by an affine group scheme H. We say that Y is H-ind
placid if can be written as filtered colimit

(8.1) Y 2 colim; Y

where each Y7 is H-placid and the transition maps Y — Y are placid closed embeddings.
A presentation as in (81]) is called a placid presentation of Y.

We call a stack Y a placid stack (resp. ind-placid stack) if it is isomorphic to a stack of
the form Y ~ Y/H where Y is H-placid scheme (resp. H-ind placid scheme).

We recall the following basic result due to Drinfeld and Bouthier:

Proposition 8.1. (1) [Dl Theorem 6.3] and [Bl, Proposition 2.0.1] For any smooth affine
C-scheme Y of finite type, the loop space Y (X) is ind-placid.

(2) |Dl, Proposition 3.8] and [Bl Proposition 1.1.4] Let G be a complex connected reductive
group and let H C G be a connected reductive subgroup. The natural map G(X) —
(G/H)(X) is a H(X)-torsor in the h-topology. In particular, there is an isomorphism
of stacks

G(X)/H(X) = (G/H)(X)

Remark 8.2. Part (2) above is equivalent to the following fact: Let A be a C-algebra. Any
G-torsor on Spec(A((t))) is trivial over Spec(B((t))) for a h-cover Spec(B) — Spec(A). This
fact is claimed in [Dl Proposition 3.8, Remark (b)] with sketch of proof. In [B], the author
provided a different proof.

In |CY], Proposition 26], we deduce the following results from Proposition 8.1 (1)B

Proposition 8.3. (1) X(X) is G(O)-ind placid. (2) The orbits closure X (K)* is G(O)-
placid. (3) The inclusion X (K)* — X (X)* is placid.

Proposition 8] (2) immediately implies

Corollary 8.4. (1) The stack K(X)\Gr is ind-placid. (2) The stack K(ﬂ()\@;{ is placid
and the inclusion K(X)\O% — K(K)\@;} is placid. (3) There is an isomorphism of ind-
placid stacks X(K)/G(O) ~ K(X)\Gr and isomorphisms of placid stacks K(K)\@;} ~

X(X)/G(O).

n loc. cit. we only deal with the case of classical symmetric varieties using an explicit construction of
(ind)-plaicd presentations. The proof of the general case, using Proposition Bl will appear in the revised
version of the paper.
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8.2. Stacks admitting gluing of sheaves. We recall the notion of stacks admitting gluing
of sheaves in [BKV], Section 5.5]. Let Y be stack and let  : § — Y be a locally closed
embedding of finite presentation (fp-locally closed embedding for short). According to [BKV),
Section 5.4.4], there are well-defined continuous functor 7, : D(8) — D(Y)

Definition 8.5. We say a stack Y admits gluing of sheaves if for every fp-locally closed
embedding 1 : 8§ — Y the functors 7, : D(8) — D(Y) admits a left adjoint n* : D(Y) — D(S8).

We have following basic facts:

Lemma 8.6. [BKV| Lemma 5.5.3] Let Y be a stack admitting gluing of sheaves. (1) Let
n:8 =Y be a fp-locally closed embedding. There exists a left adjoint n of ' : D(8) — D(X)
(2) Let j : W — Y be a fp-open embedding and i : Z — Y be the complementary fp-closed
embedding. For every F € D(X) there is a fiber sequence

3i'F = F = i, 7

Lemma 8.7. [BKV] Proposition 5.5.7] Let H be an ind-placid group, that is, a group object
in ind-placid schemes, acting on an ind-placid scheme Y. The quotient stack Y/H admits
gluing of sheaves.

Example 8.8. Let H be a complex affine group scheme of finite type acting on a complex
smooth affine scheme Y of finite type. Then the loop group H(X) is an ind-placid group
and the loop space Y (X) is an ind-placid scheme, and Lemma [B.7] implies the quotients
H(X)\Y(X) admits glueing of sheaves.

The following technical lemma will be used in Section 12.2

Definition 8.9. Let f : X — Y be a morphism between stacks. We say f is strongly pro-
smooth is there is a surjective morphism Y — Y such that the pullback fy : X := XxyY =Y
satisfying the following: there is a presentation X ~ lim;c; X; as filtered limit of ind-stacks
ind-locally of finite type over Y such that all the projection maps X; — Y are fp-smooth
morphisms and the transition maps X; — X, are fp-affine smooth morphisms.

Lemma 8.10. Let X is an ind-stack of ind-locally of finite type.

(1) X admits gluing of sheaves.

(2) Let f: X — Y be a strongly pro-smooth morphism. Then Y admits gluing of sheaves
and for any fp-locally closed embedding 1 : 8 — Y the base change morphism nif' —
fén* (resp. (ns)ife — f'm), is isomorphism. Here fs and ns are the natural projection
maps in the following fiber product

Xs —2> X
lfs lf
§ =Y
Proof. Choose a presentation
(8.2) X =~ colimg X* ~ colimge; colim, X?
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as a filtered colimit, where X? are stacks of finite type and the transition maps X% — X%
(resp. XZ — Xg,) are closed embeddings of finite presentation (resp. open embeddings of
finite presentation). It follows from [BKV] Example 1.3.4] that X? is placid in the sense of
[BKV], Section 1.3] and [BKV), Lemma 5.5.5, and Lemma 5.5.6] implies X admits glueing of
sheaves.

Let X" (resp. DCC[g"]) be the terms of the Cech complex associated to f (resp. fs) and let

ngﬂ : DCC[S"] — X" pullback of ng along the projection map X" — X. We claim that

(1) each X" admits glueing of sheaves
(2) for every natural projection f : XI™ — X with pullback fs : X[Sm] — DCC[S"], there is
a natural isomorphism

P = (05). 15
(3) (Beck-Chevalley condition) For every projection f as in (2), there is a natural iso-
morphism
(8:3) (05" ' = f(ng"y

Now it follows from [BKV], Proposition 5.1.8] that the functor 7, : D(8) ~ colimj, D(DCC[S"]) —
D(Y) ~ colimy, D(X) admits a left adjoint n* satisfying the base change morphism 73 f' ~
fén*. The lemma follows.

Proof of the claim. Claim (2) follows from [BKV], Lemma 5.4.5]. Note that the presenta-
tion (B.2)) of X induces a presentation

X" ~ colimg XI"# ~ colimg colim,, X"

where X7 = xlnl Xx XB. The assumption that f is strongly pro-smooth implies that the
projection X7 — X2 is smooth in the sense of [BKV] Section 1.3.1 (c)] and, since X? is
placid, it follows from [BKV] Section 1.3.3 (d), Lemma 5.5.5, and Lemma 5.5.6] that s
is plaicd and X" admits glueing of sheaves. Claim (1) follows.

To show claim (3), we first assume the support of F is contained in some X2. Then
the desired claim follows from [BKV| Proposition 5.3.9]. Since every object ¥ € D(X)
can be written as a colimit F ~ colim, colimg F° with respect to !-pushforward along open
embeddings X° — DCQ, and closed embeddings X? — X? (see, e.g., [BKV] Corollary 5.1.5]),
the general case follows from the fact that the functors in (8.3]) commutes with colimits.

The proof of the base change isomorphism (ns),fs — f'n is similar. The only non-trivial
part is the the Beck-Chevalley condition in (3) and it follows from the same argument above
using [BKV] Proposition 5.3.9].

L]
Proposition 8.11. (1) The quotient LK(”)\Gr(") is an ind-stack ind-locally of finite type
(2) the natural projection map f: LK™\Gr™ — K(3O)™\Gr™ is strongly pro-smooth.
In particular, both stacks LK™\Gr™ and K(K)™\Gr™ admit gluing of sheaves.
Proof. Since the stack of quasi maps QM ™ (P!, X) is an ind-stack ind-locally of finite type,

the uniformization isomorphism LK ™\Gr™ ~ QM (P!, X) in (7.2) implies part (1). On
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the other hand, the pullback of f along Gr™ — K (K)™\Gr™ is isomorphic to the natural
projection map
Gr™ x p1yn K (X)W /LK™ — Gr™,

Note that the quotient K (K)™ /LK™ is the K(O)™-torsor over (P')" x Bung (P') classifying
a K-bundle € € Bung (P') on P!, a point z € (P!)", and a trivialization of €k on the formal
neighborhood of the points z in P!. Since K(O)™ is a projective limit of smooth schemes
with smooth affine transition maps (see, e.g., [R, Lemma 2.5.1])) and Bung (P') is a smooth
stack locally of finite type it implies that f is strongly pro-smooth. The proposition follows.

O

8.3. Real and relative Satake categories. The loop group K(X), arc group G(O), and
real arc group Gr(Og)) act natural on Gr, X(X), and Grg and we can form the quotient
stacks K (K)\Gr and X (X)/G(0O) and the quotient semi-analytic stack Gg(Or)\Grr (see Ap-
pendix[A.2). Let D(K(X)\Gr), D(X(X)/G(0)), and D(Ggr(Or)\Grg)) be the dg-categories
of C-constructible complexes on K (K)\Gr, X (X)/G(0), and Gg(Or)\Grg respectively (see
Appnedix [A.3)).

By Proposition [8.4] there is an isomorphism of stacks K (X)\Gr ~ X (X)/G(O) and hence
a canonical equivalence

(8.4) D(K(X)\Gr) ~ D(X(X)/G(0))

We will call D(X(X)/G(0)) the relative Satake category and D(Ggr(Ogr)\Grgr) the real
Satake category.

8.4. Perverse t-structures. Let D(Ggr\Grgr) be the dg category of constructible C-complexes
on Gg\Grg and let Dg,(Gr\Grg) to be the full subcategory of D(Ggr\Gr) of complexes con-
structible with respect to the Gg(Og)-orbits stratification Sg = {Sp},. a%- We have a natural
equivalence

(85) D5R<GR\GIR) ~ D(GR(OR)\GIR)

Since Gy is connected, it follows from [N2, Lemma 3.9.1] that the dimension dimg Sy =
2(\, p) of the real spherical orbits Sp are even numbers. Thus there is a classical perverse
t-structure (pDSO(GR<OR)\Gl"R),pDZO<GR(OR)\Gl"R)) on D(GR(OR)\GIR) ~ DSR(GR\GTR)
given by the middle perversity function pg : Sg — Z, pr(Sz) = —% = —(\, p). We will
write

PGTV(GR(OR)\GTR) = pdDSO(GR(OR)\GI‘R) N pdDZO(GR(OR)\GI‘R)
for the heart of the perverse t-structure.

We shall introduce a t-structure on D(X(K)/G(0)) following [BKV] Section 6]. For any
finite type stack Y we denote by (P D=(Y), P D=°(Y)) the classical perverse t-structure on
D(Y). According to [BKV], Section 6.3.2], for every placid stack Y ~ Y/H there is a unique
l-adapted t-structure on (PD=°(Y),7D=°(Y)) on D(Y) characterized by

(8.6) PD=%(Y) ~ colim,e; Pt D=°(Y;)[dim Y]

where Y >~ lim;e; Y; =Y;/H
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Following [BKV| Section 2.4.8|, we say that an ind-stack Y is placid stratified if there is a
stratification {8*},e; of Y such that (1) each stratum 8% is a placid stack and the inclusion
J*: 8% — Y is a fp-locally closed embedding (2) there is a presentation Y = colim;e; Y’ of Y
as a filtered colimit of closed substacks such that each Y is a finite union of the strata 8¢.

Recall the following construction of ¢-structures functor for placid stratified stack, admit-
ting gluing of sheaves in [BKV| Proposition 6.4.2].

Proposition 8.12. Let (Y, {8*}acr) be a placid stratified stack, admitting gluing of sheaves,
and equipped with a perversity p : I — Z. There is a unique t-structure (PD=°(Y),? D=%(Y))
on D(Y) satisfying
(8.7) PD(Y) = {F € DWY)|(*)'F € *D="(8")[p()].}
The heart of the t-structure is denoted by

Perv?(Y) =?D=0(Y) N D=2(Y).

Note that every ind-placid stack Y is a placid stratified stack and [BKV), Lemma 5.5.6]
implies that it admits glueing of sheaves. Thus Proposition 8.3, Corollary B4 and Lemma 7]
imply that K (X)\Gr ~ X (X)/G(0O) together with the orbits stratification {X (X)*/G(0) ~
K(X)\O%} is a placid stratified stack, admitting glueing of sheaves. We are mainly interested
in the following perversity function

(8.8) px AL = Z, px(N) =—(\p)
and we will call the unique t-structure (P D=°(X (X)/G(0)),?D=°(X(X)/G(0))) on D(X(X)/G(0))
and (PD=°(K(X)\Gr),?D=°(K(X)\Gr)) on D(K(X)\Gr) in Proposition BI2, the perverse
t-structure. We will write
Perv(X (X)/G(0)) = "D=(X(X)/G(0)) "?D=(X (X)/G(0))
Perv(K(X)\Gr) = ?D=(K (X)\Gr) N?D=°(K (X)\Gr)

for the heart of the ¢-structure.

Denote by jy : X(X)*/G(0) — X(X)/G(0O) the natural inclusion. Let Perv(X (X)*/G(0))
be the category of perverse sheaves on the placid stack X (X)*/G(O). Then for any £ €
Perv(X (X)*/G(0)) we have the IC-complex

IC(£) = m("H (jx L[~ (A, p)]) = "H(jx . L[~ (A, p)])) € Perv(X(X)/G(0))
Note that wx @ /g(o) € Perv(X (K)*/G(0O)), we will write
IC% = IC(wx () /6(0)

Similarly, denote by jx : K(X)\O} — K(X)\Gr the natural inclusion. Then for any
£ € Perv(K(X)\0%), we have the IC-complex

IC(£) = Im("H  (je L[ (A, p)]) = "H (i . L1= (X, p)])) € Perv (K (X)\Gr)

and we will write

ICy = IC(“K(K)\o}{)-
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8.5. Real-symmetric equivalence for affine Grassmannians. Consider the real ana-
lytic ind-scheme QK.\Gr. Introducing the stratification S = {QK\Ox}yc A% With strata

the QK ~quotients of K (X)-orbits. Let D(LK.\Gr) be the dg category of K -equivariant C-
constructible on QK \Gr and we set Dg, (LK \Gr) to be the full subcategory of D(LK.\Gr)
of complexes constructible with respect to the stratification Sk.

Consider the natural map ¢ : LK. \Gr — K(X)\Gr.

Lemma 8.13. The pullback functor ¢' : D(K(X)\Gr) — D(LK\Gr) is fully-faithful and
induces an equivalence
D(K(X)\Gr) ~ Dsg, (LK \Gr).

Proof. Consider the quotient K(X)/LK,. of K(X) by the subgroup LK. and the natural
embedding Gr — Gr x K(X)/LK. sending 7 to (v,eLK,.). It induces an isomorphism of
stacks LK \Gr ~ K(X)\(Grx K (X)/LK.) (where K(X) acts diagonally on Grx K (X)/LK.)
and we have
q: LK\Gr ~ K(X)\(Gr x K(X)/LK.) & K(X)\Gr

where pr is induced by the natural projection map Gr x K(X)/LK,. — Gr. Thus it suffices
to show pr' : D(K(X)\Gr) — D(K(X)\(Gr x K(X)/LK.)) is fully-faithful. Note that we
have a commutative diagram

D(K (X)\Gr) = limy,y D(K (X)" x Gr)
l pr' l limyy,) (pr(n))!
D(K(X)\(Cr x K(K)/LK,)) — limy, D(K (X)" x (Gr x K(X)/LK.))

where the horizontal equivalences come from the Cech complexes for the coverings Gr —
K(X)\Grand Grx K(X)/LK. — K(X)\(Grx K(X)/LK.), and the right vertical arrow are
induced by the pull-back functors along the projections prl*) = idg (g X pr @ K(K)" x (Gr x
K(X)/LK.) = K(X)" x Gr. Since the space K(X)/LK, ~ K(0)/K. ~ K(0)+ x K/K_ is
contractible (here K(O), C K(0O) is the first congruence subgroup) the functor (pr™)' is
fully-faithful and it follows that pr' is fully-faithful.

We show that the resulting functor ¢' : D(K(X)\Gr) — Ds, (LK.\Gr) is essentially
surjective. Since D(K(XK)\Gr) admits gluing of sheaves, Lemma[8.6implies that the category
D(K(X)\Gr) is generated by jx (L)), A € A}, where £, € D(K(X)\Oyx). Consider the
following Cartesian diagram

iA
LK \O) —— LK\Gr

lqA lq

K(F)NOA 5 K (3)\Gr

The desired claim follows from the facts that (1) Dg(LK.\Gr) is generated by (i%).(g))(£)
under colimit and (2) the base change isomorphism for fp-locally closed embedding ¢'(jx ,(£))) =~

(i2).(@*) (L) (see, e.g., [BKV] Lemma 5.4.5]).
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Theorem 8.14. There are natural equivalences
D(X(X)/G(0)) = D(K(X)\Gr) ~ D(Gr(Or)\Grr)

which are t-exact with respect to the perverse t-structures.

Proof. Theorem (the case when m = 1) implies that there is a K -equivariant stratified
homeomorphism QK ,\Gr ~ Grg which induces a natural equivalence

(8.9) Ds,. (LK \Gr) ~ Dg,(Gr\Grg).
Now combining (4] and Lemma we obtain the desired equivalences
(31 Lem (BI3) B9
D(X(X)/G(0)) ~ D(K(X)\Gr) ~ = Ds, (LK\Gr) ~ Ds,(Gr\Grg) ~
B3)
~ D(GR(OR)\GTR)

To check that the equivalences are t-exact it suffices to check that it restricts to an equivalence
PD20(K(X)\Gr) = PD=°(Gr(Og)\Grg). Note that the commutative diagram

iA
K\Sp ~ LK\O) — K,\Grg ~ LK,\Gr

o

K(X)\0) K K (J)\Cr

implies that there is a commutative square of functors

D(K(%)\Gr) —%- D(Gx(08)\C1z)
|t |y
DK (3)\0%) - D(Ga(02)\S2)
In view of the characterization of
PD=(K(X)\Gr) = {F € D(K(X)\G1)|(jx)'F € *D="(K(K)\Ox) [px (N1}
in (81), we need to check (¢*)' induces an equivalence
(q")" : "D (K (I)\Ox) [px (V)] = PD=*(G=(0=)\SR)-

Let K(X)\O% =~ limi;Y; be a placid presentation with natural evaluation map ev; :
K(X)\O% — Y;. According to (86), we have

pDZO(K(iK)\O}\{) ~ colim;e; ? D=°(Y;)[dim Y;]

Since the fiber of the composition ev; o ¢* : K.\Sg — K(X)\O} — Y, are contractible and
dimg S3/2 = (A, p) = —px(\), we have

(ev; 0 @) :PD=°(Y,)[dim Y;] — PD=°(Gr(Or)\Sz)[dimg S3/2] € D=°(K \Sp)[dimg Sp].
and the resulting map

(q)‘)! ~ colimig(evioq}‘)! : pDZO(K(iK)\O}\{)[pX()\)] ~ colim;ey pDZO(Hi)[dim Y, —dimp S§/2] —
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— D=Y(K,\Sy)[dimg Sz /2]
factors through an equivalence
(q")": "D (K (JO\O)[px (V)] = PD=(Gr(0r)\Sz) € D=°(K.\Sp)[dimz Sz /2]

The desired claim follows. O

9. AFFINE MATSUKI CORRESPONDENCE FOR SHEAVES

In this section we prove the affine Matsuki correspondence for sheaves.

9.1. The functor Y. Consider the dg category D(LGg\Gr) of C-constructible complexes
on the semi-analytic stacks LGr\Gr. Consider the following correspondence

K(X)\Gr <-— LK.\Gr —> LGg\Gr
Define
(9.1) T =wq : D(K(X)\Gr) = D(LK\Gr) — D(LGg\Gr)

Theorem 9.1 (Affine Matsuki correspondence for sheaves). The functor T defines an equiv-
alence of categories

T : D(K(X)\Gr) — D(LGg\Gr).
The rest of the section is devoted to the proof of Theorem
9.2. Bijection between local systems. Write [O%] = LK \O%, [02] = LK\O3, [0}] =

LE\O}, and [€*] = LGgr\Og € LGg\Gr. Recall the Matsuki flow ¢; : Gr — Gr in Theorem
B9 As ¢, is LK ~equivariant, it descends to a flow ¢, : LK ,\Gr — LK \Gr and we define

bu i LENGr — | | [0)] € LENGr, 7= lim ¢i(7).

AeAT

Consider the following Cartesian diagrams:

O3]~ - LENGr [0} ——~ LENGr [0}~ LK\Gr
lfbi lm ldﬂ l¢> luA lu
P Y ]i
(0 == Lheay[02] [0 == Lyeay0}] [ LGa\Gr

Here i} and j} are the natural embeddings and ¢} (resp. u?) is the restriction of ¢ (resp.
u) along j3 (resp. j2).
Lemma 9.2. 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 [02], and local systems T on [EY] = [LGr\Og],

*

characterizing by the property that 75 ~ (¢2)*1 and 7~ =~ (u*)*7x.
41



(2) The map u* factors as

(9.2) v 031 5 100 B (e
where p* is smooth of relative dimension dim[€*] — dim[O0?}]. Moreover, we have
(PR ~ 7.

Proof. Since the fibers of ¢, are contractible, pull-back along (;Sj\r (resp. ¢*) defines an
equivalence between LK -equivariant local systems on 02 and LK -equivariant local systems
on O} (resp. Oy). 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
Oa. Pick y € 02 and let LK.(y), LGr(y) be the stabilizers of y in LK, and LG respectively.
The group LK,.(y) acts on the fiber I, := (¢*)7!(y) and we have Of ~ LK, x K0 [
Moreover, under the isomorphism [03] ~ LK \Ox ~ LK.(y)\l,, [0} ~ LK.(y)\y, and
[EA] ~ LGR(y)\y, the map u* takes the form

o A
ut s [03] = LE(y)\l, = [02] = LE.(y)\y = [€Y] ~ LGr(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’ € Cp 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!(R))

Tro [’a Tro ‘,J
LGp\Cr ' &BunGR(PI(R»P p-GR( R[t~1))\Grg

identifies
LGr(y)\y =[] = Ge(R[E)(4)\y-

Hence we obtain a natural isomorphism
LGr(y) = Aut([€")) = Gr(R[ET)(Y)

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[t7))(y) = K.(v')\Gr(v'), 7(t™') = v(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 Ggr(v').

U

Recall the flow
Y2 QMU (P X, 00)gp — QM (P!, X, 00)r
in 771 For A € A}, we have the critical manifold C3, the stable manifold S3, and the
unstable manifold TA. We write

st:Sp = QMU (P G K, 00), ty:Tp — QM (P!, G, K, 00)g
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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. Recall that, by Lemma [I.7, we have isomorphisms Tﬂé\\l ~ QK.\Og,
TRlo ~ Ty, for A € A} and we write

sy i Tp — QMU (P G K, 00)g, ty: QK\O) — QM")(P! G, K, 00)g
for the restriction of £, and
e Tp — Cp,  dy: QK\Op — Cp

for the restriction of the contractions d,.
We write ky : QK \O} — C3 for the restriction of dy and py : T — Gr(R[t7!])\ Ty for
the natural quotient map.

Lemma 9.3. The map ky : QK\O) — C% is a K.-equivariant isomorphism. There is
a bijection between isomorphism classes of K.-equivariant local systems wt on Sz, K.-
equivariant local systems w™ on Ty, K.-equivariant local systems w on Cg, K.-equivariant
local systems T on QK \OY, and local system wg on Gr(R[t7)\TR, characterizing by the
property that w* ~ (¢;)*w, T~ (k\)*w , and (py)*wg =~ (¢} )*w

Proof. The first claim follows from the fact that QK.\O0} ~ Cqg ~ K. (\)\K,, where K.(\)
is the stabilizer of A\ in K, and the K .-equivariant property of k). The second claim follows
from the facts that the contraction maps ¢i are K,-equivariant and the fibers of ¢; and the
quotient K.\Ggr(R[t™!]) are contractible.

O

9.3. Standard and co-standard sheaves. For each A € A, and a local system 7 on [O2]
one has the standard sheaves

(9.3) 87 (A7) = (i1).(r") and 87 (A7) := (j*).(7r)
and co-standard sheaves
(9.4) SF(\T) = (z’i)!(fr) and 8, (\,7) := ()1(TR).

Here 7% and 7R are local system on [O%] and [€*] corresponding to 7 as in Lemma @21 Let
dy := dim Bung(P!)g — dim[0%].

Write
(9.5) iy 1 [08] = [0%], 2 - [0F] — [OF]

for the natural embeddings. We recall the following fact, see [MUV] Lemma 5.4].
Lemma 9.4. (1) Consider [OH] = (0% ] i (O], Let F € D([Ok]). If T is smooth (=

locally constant) on the trajectories of the flow ¢y, then we have canonical isomor-
phisms ()'F = (1 TF and (4)*F ~ (¢1).T.
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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 [O}]

(9.6) Ly = (1)LY @ LY @ or)y

where

(9.7) (£5)Y = (i)' (C)[codim[OF]] and £} := (:})'Cleodimyea[O2]]

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 (@2).
Lemma 9.5. For any local system 7 on [0} we have
Y(SF (N, 7)) =S (N, 7@ Ly)[dy].

Proof. Let A\, u € A%. Consider the following diagram
(9:8) (0% N OF) —— [0F] —— [€"] = LGz\0%

lb li“ lj”

’i>‘
(O] ——— LK\Gr —*— LGR\Cr

Let G = (j2)*Y(Sc(N, 7)) = (52) w(id)u(7F) = (u)(i)*(i%)(7F). It suffices to show that
G~0if A\#£pand §~ (7@ L)) if X = p.
By Corollary B.3] the orbits Of and O are trasversal to each other, hence we have

(9.9) (@) (1) (77) = (i) (i)« (rF) © L], [codim[OF]].
where
(9.10) (L)Y = (i) (C)[codim[Of]]

is a local system on [O%]. Thus

G = (W) (). () = (W) ()u(r) @ L)) [codim[OF]] ~
(u)i(s20'(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.t'(71)[codim[0%]] €
D.([0%]) is smooth on the trajectories of the flow ¢;, by Lemma [0.4, we have

(9.11)  G~uf(s (7T ® £7,)[codim[Og]] ~ PN (s (7T ® £1,)[codim[Og]] Lcrgﬂ
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~ (") (s (TT) ® £7,)[codim[Og]].
Here ' : [OF] — [O&] is the embedding.
If A\ # p then [O%] N [02] is empty, thus we have
(") s, (77)[codim[O4]] = 0
and (O.I1]) implies § = 0.

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

(u)(5)+(7) 2= (P)(7) = 7> ® (p")i(C) = 7= ® (or;) )r[dim[£¥] — dim[OZ]],
) 2t () @1 C 7@ (1))'C ~ T L[ codimypy | (O]
where or, is the relative orientation sheaf on [02] associated to p* : [02] — [€Y] and
(9.12) L5 := (12)'Cleodimgy ) [07]]
is a local system on [O}]. Now an elementary calculation shows that
g (IE:U:I) (u?)y (5.0 (77) @ L)) [codim[OR]] ~ (u)‘);(s*(T(X)L’/\’)®L’/\)[codim[0§]—codim[o?{][(‘)i‘]] ~
~ (uM) (M) (T ® L @ (1) L)) [codim[O0p] — codim[o?{][O;\]] ~ (1 ® Ly)r[da],
where
(9.13) Ly = ()L @ L] ® orx
is a local sytem on [O}] and
d\ = codim[0g] — codimy )[02] + dim[€*] — dim[0?] = dim Bung, (P'(R)) — dim[0%].

The lemma follows.
O

9.4. Fully-faithfulness. We shall show that T is fully-faithful. Consider a diagram of
closed substacks of LK \Gr

U 25U, B0, — - 5 Uy — -+
such that

(1) U, U; = LK\Gr,
(2) Each U; is a finite union of [0%],
(3) Each jy is closed embedding.

Let f; : U; — LK. \Gr be the natural embedding and we define
si=wuo f; : Uy — LGg\Gr.
Note that each s; is of finite type.
Lemma 9.6. For any F,F € D(K(X)\Gr) we have

HOmD(K(g{)\Gr) (3:, 3:/) ~ HomD(LGR\Gr) (T(g:), T(g:/))
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Proof. Since the functor w, : D(LK.\Gr) — D(LGg\Gr) admits a continuous right adjoint
u', it sends compact objects to compact objects. It follows that the functor
T = D(K(X)\Cr) & Ds(LK,\Gr) C D(LK\Gr) - D(LGg\Gr)

sends compact objects to compact objects. Thus we can assume both F,JF are compact.
Then we can choose k such that F = (ji).Fx and (ji).F}, for Fy, F,. € D(K(K)\U). We
have

Hom p g (o) (F, F') ~ Hompx xop o) (Fi, Fr)
and
Homp(raa\an (Y(F), Y(F)) = Hompxaopu) ((51)1 Fk, (s10)1F%) ~

~ Homp(reeno) (Fk, (sx) (851 F%).-
We have to show that the map

(9.14) HomD(K(g()\Uk)(?k, 9:;) — HomD(K(x)\Uk)(ffk, (sk)!(sk)!fﬂg)

is an isomorphism. Since D (K (KX)\Uy) is generated by wi(7y) (resp. w.(7y)) for [0%] C Uy
(here wy : [O%] — Uy is natural inclusion), it suffices to verify (@14 for

Fo = (wnh(rF) and T, = (w,). (7).
Note that in this case the left hand side of (9.I4]) becomes
(9.15) HomD(K(gg)\Uk)(?k, 97,;) =0 if A 75 12
(916) HOmD(K(g()\Uk)(?k, 3:’];) ~ HOmD([OéD(T)\, T)\) if A= M.
By Lemma [0.5] we have
(s)t((w)« (7,0)) = w() (W) (7)) 2 TS (1, 7)) = (FE)1(Fur) ],
where 7, g = 7, @ £,,g. Therefore the right hand side of (9.14)) becomes
(917) HomD(K(X)\Uk)(ff"k, (sk)!(sk)!?;) ~
> Hom pgesonu (w7, (1) (5 (). () =

~ Homp oy (7 wi(51) (7)1 (Tum) [dy]) =~

~ Homp(oa (73, (w0 i) (72 (7r)[du]).
Since u o7} and j* are transversal, we have

(w0 i) (72 )mur = (wo i) (G mur ® LY [—d))]

where
(9.18) LY = (uoi}) Cldy]
is a local system on [O%] and, in view of the diagram (@.8), we get

! @10 !

(919) HOmD(K(g()\Uk)(gjk, (Sk) (Sk)lg}/ﬁ) ~ HOHID([O?{])(T;—, (u o} Zi) (jﬁ)l%%[gg[d“]) ~
~ Hom pox)) (73 s (w0 ) () Fur ® Ld, — dy))

~ Hompox ) ((¢2) 7, (w0 5)* 7 © L]d,, — d])
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~ Hompox ) ((¢2) 7, (w0 5)* 7 © L]d,, — dy])
Hom (o)) (7a, (63« (u(u” © 8)* T © L)[d,, — d]).

Consider the case A # p. Then by Lemma we have
(D) (" 0 5) Fur ® £)[d, — dr]) = (3)su((u 0 8) Tur ® £))[dy — di]) =
~ () u((u 0 8) Fur ® "L))[dy — dr]) = 0
here 3 : [0} — [O%], and it follows from (@.I9) that
(9.20) Homp(rcopv) (Fr, (s1)' ()1 F,) = 0.

Hence we have

Homp(x opvy) (Fr, Fr) =~ Hompreopv) (Fe, (51)' (s1)1Fp) =~ 0 if N # p.

Consider the case A = pu. We have
() (u(u? 0 8)*Frg @ L)[dy — dy]) = (vt 0 8) g @ " LY ~ 7y ® Ly ® * LY.
We claim that £, ® (L% ~ C is the trivial local system hence above isomorphism implies
(). (ua(t 0 8) Frp @ £)[dy — d]) = 72, i A= g
and by (@.19]), we obtain
(9.21) Hom p( (xcpvp) (Fr (55)' (511 F,) 22 Hompoap) (T, 7).
By unwinding the definition of the map in (9.14]), we obtain that (9.14]) satisfies

@)
Hompx seno) (Fe, T7.) Hom px oy vi) (Fe (s6)' (s6)1F%)
m m

HomD([@é])(TA, 7')\)

hence is an isomorphism. The lemma follows.
To prove the claim, we observe that, up to cohomological shifts, we have

6, = Ly @ L @orh = () (12)0)) ® /T @ ora -]
00 B (o )0
Using the canonical isomorphisms ¢'(—) ~ *(=) ® /'C and (p*)'(=) =~ (p*)*(—) ® ora[—],
we see that

Ly @ LY ~ (p")*((72)'C)Y) @ oy @' (w0 i})'C)[—] ~
~ () ((72)'C)Y) @ orjy @(p*)'((j2)'C))[-]
~ (PN ((72)'C)) @ () ((52)'C)[-] =~ C[-].
The claim follows. U
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9.5. Proof of Theorem [9.1]. Since the categories D(K(K)\Gr) and D(LGr\Gr) are gen-
erated by standard (resp. co-standard) objects, Lemma and Lemma imply that the

functor T : D(K(X)\Gr) — D(LGgr\Gr) is essentially surjective and fully-faithful, and
hence an equivalence. This finishes the proof of Theorem [9.11

Remark 9.7. Let D.(K(X)\Gr) C D(K(X)\Gr) be the full subcategory consisting of con-
structible complexes that are extension by zero off of a substack (equivalently, supported
on a finite union of K (X)-orbits on Gr). We define D,(LGg\Gr) to the be full subcategory
of D(LGg\Gr) consisting of all constructible complexes that are extensions by zero off of
finite type substacks of LGg\Gr. The proof of Theorem show that T restricts to an
equivalence

T: DC(K(JC)\GI') ~ Dl(LGR\GT)

10. NEARBY CYCLES FUNCTORS AND RADON TRANSFORMS

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

10.1. A square of equivalences. Recall the quasi-map family QM (2)(P' X))z — P! in
Section [Z2.  Consider the base change QM2 (P!, X)g|;r., along the natural inclusion
iRso — P'. By Proposition and Proposition [T.I, we have the following cartesian di-
agram

(LK\GY) X iRsg —= QM) (P!, X )gliz,, ~——— K.\Grz

P .

LGg\Gr x iR-y — Bung, (P'(R)) x iRso ~— Ggr(R[t])\Grz

| | |

1R<g 1R {0}

Define the following nearby cycles functors

(10.1) W : D(K(K)\Cr) ~ Dg(LK\Cr) = D(K\Grg), F — U(F) = i"j(FRCpp_,),

(10.2)  Wg: D(LGR\Gr) = D(Gr(R[t"')\Grr), F — Ur(F) = ())*(j):(FRCpr_,).
We also have the Radon transform
(10.3) Tr : D(Gr(Og)\Grg) — D(Gr(R[t™'])\Grg)

given by the restriction to D(Gr(Or)\Grr) C D(Ggr\Grg) of the push-forward p, : D(Gr\Grg) —
D(Ggr(R[t7'])\Grg) along the quotient map p : Gg\Gr — Ggr(R[t7!])\Grg. Denote by
D(Bung, (P!(R))) be the dg category of C-constructible complexes on Bung, (P'(R)).

Here are the main results of this section.
48



Theorem 10.1. The nearby cycles functors and the Radon transform induce equivalences
of categories:
W D(K(:K)\GI") L) D(GR(OR)\GTR),
Ug : D(LGR\Gr) = D(Gg(R[t™*])\Grg),
TR : D(GR(OR)\GIR) ;> D(GR(R[t_l])\GIR)

Theorem 10.2. We have a commutative square of equivalences

D(K(X)\Gr) v D(Gr(Op)\Grg)
E lm
D(LGg\Gr) e t=1)\Crg)
\E o /
ung,

where the vertical equivalences in the lower tmangle come from the real and complex uni-
formization isomorphism

LGg\Gr —= Bung, (P(R)) ~— Gg(R[t"!])\Grg
The rest of the section is devoted to the proof of Theorem [I0.1] and Theorem

10.2. The nearby cycles functor V. For any A € £ and a K .-equivaraint local system w
on C3, one has the standard and co-standard sheaves

THOw) = (50 (wh) and TF(w) = (50 ()
in D(Ggr(Or)\Grg) (see Lemma [0.3]). Recall the standard sheaf 8} (A, 7) in D(K(X)\Gr)
(see ([@.3)).

Proposition 10.3. The nearby cycles functor induces an equivalence ¥V : D(K(K)\Gr) =~
D(Ggr(Or)\Grr), which is the real-symmetric equivalence in Theorem [8.14 Moreover, we
have U (8 (A, 7)) ~ T (A, w)

Proof. By Lemma [T.6], there is a K.-equivariant topological trivialization of the quasi-maps
family QM2 (P!, X, 00)g — C and thus the nearby cycles functor is the same as the real-
symmetric equivalence in Theorem .14l The proposition follows.

O

10.3. The Radon transform. Recall the flow ! : Grﬂg2 — Gr(g2 in (6.9). By Lemma
[6.3] it restricts to a flow on the special fiber Grg ~ GIR |0 with critical manifolds (J, AT Ca

and Sg, respectively Ty, is the stable manifold, respectively unstable manifold, of C. Let
Y Gr(R[ET)\Tp — Gr(R[t71])\Grg be the natural inclusion map. According to Lemma
0.3, 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) = (t) )i(wgr).
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Recall the Radon transform
TR : D(GR(OR)\GIR) — D(GR(R[t_l])\GIR)

in (I0.3). The same argument as in the proof of Theorem [0.1] replacing the Matsuki flow
¢; : Gr — Gr by the Ry o-flow 9! : Grg — Grg and Lemma by Lemma [0.3] gives us:

Proposition 10.4. The Radon transform defines an equivalence of categories
Tk : D(Gr(Or)\Grr) — D(Gr(R[t™])\Grg).
Moreover, for any K.-equivariant local system w on Cy we have
Tr(TS(A\w)) ~ T (N we L))[dy].
Here we regard the local system Ly in [@I3) as a local system on Cg wvia the isomorphism

ky: QGN\OY ~ Cf in Lemma 9.3,

10.4. The functor . Note that, by Proposition6.6, the map LG\ Grl™ ks, =~ Bung, (P*(R))x
iR~y — iR>¢ is isomorphic to a constant family. It implies

Proposition 10.5. The nearby cycles functor
Ug : D(LGR\Gr) — D(Gr(R[t™'])\Crg)
is an equivalence satisfying Vr(8, (A, 7)) ~ T, (A, w).

10.5. Proof of Theorem [10.1]l and Theorem [10.2. We already proved Theorem [10.1l
We have W(F) ~ i*j,(FRCpp_,) ~ i'jiI(FR Cp_,[1]) and the natural arrow (fo)i' — (i)' fi
gives rise to a natural transformation

(10.4)

Tr o W(F) = (fo)i'si(F R Cip_,[1]) = () fit(F B Cin_o[1]) = (1) (Di(fO)(F R Cig,[1]) =~

~ \I’ROT(?)

Moreover, it follows from Lemma [@.5, Proposition [0.3] Proposition I0.4] and Proposition
105 that (I04) is an isomorphism for the standard sheaf 8f (A, 7). Since the category
D (K(X)\Gr) is generated by 8 (A, 7), it implies (I0.4)) is an isomorphism. Theorem [I0.2]
follows.

11. 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 & for the convolution product of Fy, Fo € D(G(0)\Gr).

Here we enhance the equivalences and commutative square of Theorems [[0.1] and 10.2 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.
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11.1. Hecke actions. First, the affine Matsuki correspondence for sheaves
T : D(K(X)\Gr) — D(LGg\Gr)

is naturally an equivalence of D(G(0O)\Gr)-modules by convolution on the right. To see
this, recall T is the restriction to D(K(X)\Gr) € D(LK.\Gr) of the push-forward wu :
D(LKg\Gr) — D(LGg\Gr) along the quotient map u : LK \Gr — LGg\Gr. We can equip
this construction with compatibility with convolution on the right by using the commutative
action diagram

uxid

LK \G(X) x¢0) Gr =% LGR\G(X) x¢O) Gr

| |

LK\Gr v LGg\Gr

and its natural iterations.
Similarly, the Radon equivalence

Tk : D(Ggr(Or)\Grg) — D(Gr(R[t™])\Grg)

is naturally an equivalence of D.(Ggr(Og)\Grg)-modules by convolution on the right. To see
this, recall Tg is the restriction to D(Gr(Or)\Grg) C D(Ggr\Grg) of the push-forward p; :
D(Gg\Grg) — D(Gr(R[t7'])\Grg) along the quotient map p : Gg\Gr — Gr(R[t7'])\Grg.
We can equip this construction with compatibility with convolution on the right by using
the commutative action diagram

pxid

GR\G(:K]R) % G(Or) Grg —— GR(R[t_l])\G(JCR) « G(0Or) Crg

| |

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

and its natural iterations.

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

(1L.1) ¥ : D(G(O)\Gr) — D(Ga(0x)\Grz)

Namely, there is a canonical diagram of Gg-equivariant maps
(11.2) Gr<"—Gr x iRy ~ Grﬁg”)|,~R>O(—j> Grgz)mzo <i—>Gr]§§2)|0 ~ Grp

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

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

Let Gr® X Gr® be the moduli of 21, 29 € P!, &1, & G-torsors on P!, ¢ a trivialization of &;

over P!\ {zy, 25}, and « an isomorphism from &, to &, over P!\ {zy, z5}. Let Grlf® xGr{”
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be the real form of Gr® XGr® with respect to the twisted conjugation that exchanges z;
and xo.

Then there is a canonical diagram of Gg-equivariant maps

(11.3) G(K) xGO) Gr < G(K) xF© Gr x iRw ~ Gl X Grl |z, >

Gr]gm) >~<Gr]§§2)|iR20 <i—>Gr]§§2) >~<Gr]§§2)|0 ~ Gg(Kg) x=O=) Grg

Moreover, the convolution maps on the end terms naturally extend to the entire diagram.
By standard identities, we arrive at a canonical isomorphism ¥(F; x Fy) =~ (F;) * (Fa).
By using iterated versions of the above moduli spaces, we may likewise equip ¢ with the
associativity constraints of a monoidal structure.

11.3. 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

¥ : D(G(0O)\Gr) — D(Ggr(Or)\Grg)
Now we have the following further compatibility of our constructions.

Theorem 11.1. Via the monoidal functor
¥ D(G(O)\Gr) — D(Ggr(0Og)\Grg)
the equivalences
W : D(K(K)\Gr) < D(Ga(0)\Gr),
Ug : D(LGR\Gr) — D(Gr(R[t™'])\Crg)

of Theorem 10l and commutative square

D(K (X)\Gr) — = D(Gz(0z)\Grg)

lT \LTR
D(LGR\Gr) —2% D(Gg(R[t~"])\Crg).
of Theorem[10.2 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!, X)xGr® be the moduli of 21,2, € P!, &, &, G-torsors on P!, o a section
of & x% X over P!\ {21, 25}, and « an isomorphism from &; to &, over P*\ {z;,x,}. Let
QM) (P, X)R>~<Gr]§§2) be the real form of QM@ (P!, X)xGr® with respect to the twisted
conjugation that exchanges x; and x,.

Then there is a canonical diagram of K_.-equivariant maps
(11.4)

LEN\G(X) x%©) Gr <— LK\G(K) x© Gr x iR ~ QM©) (P!, X)px G| g,
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QM©@)(PY, X)ax Criy? |im., <——QM) (P, X)axGry* |o ~ K.\Ga(Kg) x*O) Grg

Note we could equivalently obtain diagram (I1.4]) by taking diagram (IT.3]) and quotienting
by the left action of the group-scheme LKH(QUQ).

As with the convolution maps in diagram (IL3)), the actions maps on the end terms of
diagram (IT.4) naturally extend to the entire diagram. By standard identities, we arrive
at a canonical isomorphism ¥(M x F) ~ W(M) x ¢)(F). By using iterated versions of the
above moduli spaces, we may likewise equip ¥ with the associativity constraints of a module
map. 0

12. COMPATIBILITY WITH FUSION PRODUCT

We show that the real-symmetric equivalences in Theorem [8.14] are compatible with the
natural fusion products

12.1. Fusion product for Grg. We first define fusion product for the real Satake category.
Consider the family

Gr]g)hkzo — RZO

obtained by the restriction of the family Grg ) 4 R along embedding R>¢ — R? sending

t — (t,—t). The natural action of G(O)g) on Grg) is compatible with the factorization
isomorphisms in Section and it follows that there are Cartesian diagrams

(Gr(02)\Gra)? x Rog —2 (G(O)P\Gr?) o, Z— Gr(0g)\Cra
R0 R>o {0}

For any &, ¥ € D(Ggr(Ogr)\Grr), we define the fusion product FxgF" as the following nearby
cycles:

?*f ?/ = (ZR)*(jR)*(?@ 3:’/ X QR>0>
where Cp_ is the constant sheaf on R.,. Like in the case of complex reductive groups,

there is a natural monoidal structure on D(Ggr(Og)\Grg) given by the convolution product:
consider the convolution diagram

(121) GI‘R X GI‘R & GR(JCR) X GI‘R i) GI’R>~<GI'R = GR(JCR) XGR(OR) GI‘R ﬂ) GI"]R

where p and ¢ are the natural quotient maps and m(z,y mod Gr(Ogr)) = zy mod Ggr(Og).
For any &1, F5 € D(Ggr(Or)\Grr), the convolution is defined as

T+ Fy = my(F1XF,)
where F,F, € D(Gr(Og)\Grg) is the unique complex such that ¢*(F,XF,) ~ p*(F; K Fy).
Proposition 12.1. (1) There is a natural isomorphism

*p okl D(GR(OR)\GTR) X D(G;Z)]EQ(OR)\GTR) — D(GR(OR)\GTR)



of functors. (2) The fusion and convolution product are t-exact with respect to the perverse
t-structure.

Proof. Parts (1) follows from the same proof as in the complex case using the real global
convolution diagram in [N2| Section 6.3]. Part (2) follows from part (1) and the fact that
the real convolution map m is a stratified semismall map, see [N2, Section 3.8].

O

12.2. Fusion product for X (X). We define and study the fusion product for the relative
Satake category.

Consider the base change Gr®|c — C of Gr® — (P")? along the embedding C —
(PY)2, t — (t,—t). Since the action of the ind-group scheme K (K)® on Gr® is compatible
with the factorization isomorphisms it follows that there are Cartesian diagrams

(X(5)/G(0))? X Rog = (K(X)\Gr)? X Rog o (K (K)P\GE®)[_, = K(K)\Gr = X(X)/G(0)

e R o

(X(5)/G(0))? x C = (K(X)\Gr)* x C —"— (K (K)\Gr?)|c <= K(X)\Cr ~ X (X)/G(0)

| | l

C* C {0}

where s is the natural closed embedding.

Since j is a fp-open embedding and i is an fp-closed embedding, [BKV., Lemma 5.4.1] and
Proposition B.IT implies that the functors j' and 7' admits a (continuous) right adjoint j,
and a left adjoint i* respectively.

For any 7,5 € D(X(K)/G(0)) (resp. F,F € D(K(XK)\Gr)) we define the fusion product

I x5 3" as the following nearby cycles
FrpF =i (FRIRCy_)

here we view Cp_  as constant sheaf supported on R, C C*.

Note that the left adjoint (ig)* of (ig). and right adjoint (jr). of (jr)' exist and are
isomorphic to (ig)* ~ i*s, and (jr)s« =~ $'7.(8|cx)«. Indeed, we have

Hom(i*s.F,F) ~ Hom(s,F, i, F') ~ Hom(s.F, s.(ir).F') =~ Hom(TF, (ir).F")
Hom(M, s' 5, (s]cx )« M) ~ Hom(s,M, jy(5|cx )« M) =~ Hom(5's, M, (5]cx ) M) =~
~ Hom((s]cx ) (jr) M, (s]ex). M) o Hom((jr) M, M)

where the last isomorphisms follow from the fact that the functors s, and (s|cx). are fully-
faithful. There is an isomorphism

gj*f 9:/ ~ (ZR)*(]R)*(?& ﬁtl X QR>0)
Theorem 12.2.

(1) The equivalences D(X(X)/G(O)) ~ D(K(X)\Gr) ~ D(Gr(Or)\Grg) are compatible
with the fusion products
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(2) The fusion product for D(X(K)/G(O)) (resp. D(K(X)\Gr)) is t-exact with respect
to the perverse t-structure.

Proof. Proof of (1). The compatibility for D(X(K)/G(0)) ~ D(K(X)\Gr) follows from the
definition. Consider the family of embeddings

Lo :C— (P t— (t+ai,—t + ai)
parametrized by a € R. There is a natural isomorphism
(122) (KNG = (K(H)PN\G)ye) = (K(K)\Gr)e

induced by the translation isomorphism P! ~ P!, 2 — x + ai and the stratified homeomor-
phism in Theorem restricts to a stratified homeomorphism

2
(12.3) Gr)lze, = (QKP\GIP)|,, gey)

Let us consider the following Cartesian diagram

(GI‘R)2 X ]R>0 = Grg)hgzo = GI‘R
~ a=z3) | ~ ~

(QENGE?) g, — = (KNG, @) <— QKN\Gr
h@ g, (2 h

(K(F)\Gr)? x Rog —Z (K () @\ Gr®) g, K (X)\Gr

R.o R>o {0}

where

B+ (QKO\GI®)],1 ) 5 (K () O\GI)] g  2 (K ()G s,

e pr: (QKP\Gr?) — (K(K)P\Gr?)
is the natural map induced by the natural inclusion OK® & K (X)@. Note that there is
an isomorphism
(QKPNGI®) o K(3)PN\ (G x g1z K (3)® /QKD)
where K(X)®-acts diagonally, and the functor
pr' = (K" : D(K(K)P\Gr® [r.,) = colim D((Gr®)M|g_ ) — D((QKP\Gr®)[r,,) =

~ colim D((Gr® X (p1)2 K(K)® /QK @)

is induced by the pullback functors (pr™)! along the projection maps between the terms of

the Cech complexes:

pri s (Gr® x gy K(K) @ /QEKP)M = (Gr® x g1y (K(K)P/QKP)) x @1y (K(K)P)" —
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— (Gr@))["} ~ GI‘(2) X (p1)2 (K(TK)@))”

Note that the Gram-Schmidt factorization in Proposition[5.4limplies that quotient K (X)® /QK. @ ~
K(0)® is strongly pro-smooth, that is, K (0)® is a projective limit of smooth schemes with
smooth affine transition maps. Thus the map prl™ is also strongly pro-smooth and it follows

from [BKV] Proposition 5.2.7 (d) and Lemma 5.4.5] that (pr™)" and hence pr' ~ (h®)'
commutes with nearby cycles, that is, we have

1 (i) ()« (=) = (ir)" ()« (A [rx)' (=)
Since h' : D(K(X)\Gr) — D(QK,\Gr) ~ D(Grg) gives rise to the equivalence D(K(X)\Gr)
D(Ggr(Ogr)\Grg) in Theorem B.I4] for any F,J" € D(K(K)\Gr), there is a natural isomor-
phism

(T oy F) = B (i) (i)« (FRF R Cq_)) = (i) (o)« (WP |px) (FRF R Cq_ )
~ (ip)* (jr)«(WFRRF R Cq_ ) = h'Fxp KT

12

Part (1) follows.
Since the equivalences in (1) are t-exact, Part (2) follows from part (1) and Lemma 211
U

13. APPLICATIONS

We provide numerous applications of the main results to real and relative Langlands
duality.

13.1. t-exactness criterion and semi-simplicity of Hecke actions.

Theorem 13.1. The Hecke actions on D(X(K)/G(0)) and D(K(K)\Gr) (resp. D(Ggr(Or)\Grr))
are t-exact if and only if X is quasi-split (resp. Gr is quasi-split).

Proof. 1t was shown in [N2, Theorem 1.2.3] that the nearby cycles functor ¢ : D(G(0)\Gr) —
D(Ggr(Ogr)\Grg) is t-exact if and only if Gg is quasi-split. Since the Hecke action on the real
Satake category is given by the convolution F x ¢)(F), the t-exactness for the convolution in
Lemma [[2.T] implies the desired claim for the case D(Gr(Or)\Grr). We deduce the case of
D(X(X)/G(0)) from Theorem B.I4 and Theorem [IT.11

O

Remark 13.2. It would be nice is one can find a direct geometric proof for the t-exactness
criterion for the relative Satake category.

Theorem 13.3. The Hecke action on the real and relative Satake categories satisfies the con-
clusion of decomposition theorem. That is, for any semi-simple complezes M € D(G(O)\Gr)
and F € D(Gr(Or)\Grg) or D(K(X)\Gr) or D(X(X)/G(0)), the convolutions F x M is
again semi-simple.
In particular, the nearby cycles functor ¥ : D(G(O)\Gr) — D(Gr(Ogr)\Grg) preserves
semi-simplicity.
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Proof. By the real-symmetric equivalence Theorem [R.14 and Theorem [[1.1l it suffices to
prove the case of relative Satake categories. Pick a placid presentation X (X) = colim;e; limje; Y;’
We can assume the twisted product FXM € D(X(X) x%© Gr) is supported on Y x(©)
G(0)t*G(0)/G(0) for some i € I and X € Af. One can find an (large enough) index i’ € I
such that the image of the action map a : Y x“©) G(0O)t*G(0) — X (XK) lands in Y*. Note
that Y x%©) G(O)**G(0) is G(O)-placid and the induced map

a: Y x%O GOWGO) - Y.

is a proper morphism. Thus by [EGA TV], Theorem 8.10.5], one can find a placid presentation
Vi xGO) G(O)P*G(O) =~ limjey Z;, an index j € J, and a proper morphism a@ : Z; — in'
such that there is a Cartesian diagram

Y <%0 GOYPG(0)/G(0) =Y /G(0)

] |

7;/G(0) Y} /G(0)

Moreover, we can assume FXIM ~ h'F’ for some semisimple object I’ € D(Z;/G(0O)). Since
a is proper, the Decomposition Theorem implies a,(F) is semi-simple and the proper base
change theorem implies that

Fx M~ a (FRM) ~ a,h'(F) ~ p'(@).(F)

is semi-simple.

O

13.2. Formality and commutativity of dg Ext algebras. We have the monoidal abelian
Satake equivalence

Rep(GY) =~ Perv(G(0O)\Grg) :  V — ICy .
By restricting the Hecke action to the subcagegory Rep(GY) ~ Perv(G(0)\Grg), we obtain
a monoidal action of Rep(G") on D(X(X)/G(0)) and D(Gr(Or)\Grr). Let wx(oy/c) €
Perv(X (X)/G(0)) be the dualizing complex on the closed G(O)-orbit X (X)? ~ X (0) and
or € Perv(Gr(Ogr)\Grg) be the IC-complex of the closed Gg(Og)-orbit S2.

Let 1C,y := ICy(gvy (an ind-object in Perv(G(O)\Grg)) be the image of the regular
representation O(G") under the abelian Satake equivalence. Since O(GV) is a ring object
in Rep(GY), IC,¢, is naturally a ring object in D(G(O)\Gr), that is, there is a natural
homomorphism

(13.1) m : 1C,eq x 1C,cy — 1C,¢4
satisfying the unit and associativity properties. It follows that the RHom spaces
Ax = RHompx(x)/c(0)) (Wx(0)/6(0), wx (0))/G(0) * ICreg)
A := RHomp (g, 0p)\Grz) (Or, Or * 1Cyeq)

are naturally dg-algebras with natural GV-actions, known as the the de-equivariantized Ext

algebras for the symmetric and real Satake categories respectively. We denote by H*(Ay) =
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Ext] (x x)/a(0)) (Wx (0)/6(0), wx(©))/6(0) *1Creq)) and H*(Ar) = Ext] g, 0p)\Grg) (07, IR ¥ 1Creg)
the corresponding cohomology algebras with trivial differentials.

Theorem 13.4. (1) There is a G -equivariant isomorphism of dg algebras Ax ~ A induc-
ing a GV -equivariant isomorphism of algebras H*(Ax) ~ H*(Ag).

(2) The dg algebra Ax (resp. Awr) is formal, that is, they are quasi-isomorphic to the
cohomology algebras H*(Ax) (resp. H*(Ag)) with trivial differential.

(8) The algebra H*(Ax) (resp. H*(Ag)) is commutative.

Proof. Part (1) follows from Theorem [R.14] and Theorem [T1.1]

For part (2) and (3), using (1), it suffices to prove that Ax is formal and H*(Ag) is
commutative. The formality of Ax is proved in [CY] using a pointwise purity result for
[C-complexes of G(0O)-obits in X (X). The proof of the commutativity of H*(Ag) is similar
to the case of complex groups. Note that dg x IC,., =~ ¥(IC,.,) where # is the monoidal
functor in (ILI). Recall that IC,., is a commutative ring object in D(G(O)\Gr), that is,
there is a natural isomorphism

moo ~m:1C..,x1C,.y = 1C,¢,
where
(13.2) 0 1 1C g *x 1C, ¢y > IC,cy x 1C, ¢4
is the commutativity constraint of the convolution product. The monoidal structure of
gives rise to a multiplication morphism of 1 (IC,,):

M 2 O(IC0g) * D(IC,e) = Y(IC, ey % 1C,ey) " h(1C, )

satisfying the unit and associativity properties and there is a natural isomorphism
(13.3) mg o og >~ Mg : P(IC;eq) * Y(IC,eq) = Y(IC,eq)

where

OR - w(ICT’eg) * w(ICreg) w(ICreg * ICreg) (— w(ICreg * ICreg) w(ICreg) * w(ICreg)

Note that the multiplication of
H*(Ar) = ExtT (g 0p)\Grs) (08, Or % ICheq) ~ EXtT 6 029\ iz (OR, P (IC0eg))

is induced from the multiplication morphism mg of (IC,.,): for x : dg — Y(IC,.,)[i] €

ExtD(GR(OR)\GrR (6, ¥(ICseq)), ¥ : 6r — Y(ICreg)lj] € Exth g (00)\crn) (ORs ¥(ICscg)) there
exists an unique map

2y : 0pXog — (1C,e0)[I|X1b(IC,¢0)[j] € Ext”(fG (0)\Grg %Gra) (5R®5R, Y(IC,eq )X (IC ey )
such that
q*(:c@y) prXy) € EXt (GR(OR)\GR(JCR x Grg) (5R X O, w(ICreg) X ¢(Icreg))
(where p and ¢ are the maps in the convolution diagram (I21))) and the product x xy €
Eth(]GR(oR)\GrR (0r, Y(IC,eq)) is given by

zxy = my(2xy) : 6r = 0 * 0r — W(IC,eq)[i] x W(IC,eq) [1] =5 W(IC,eq)[i + 4]
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Since the commutativity constraint o exchanges the factors of 1C, ¢4 x IC, g, it follows that
or exchanges the factors of ¥(I1C,¢,) * 1(IC,,) and the isomorphism (I3.3) implies that the
algebra Ext}, o 0p)0\are) (0R, ¥ (IC,¢q)) is commutative.

O

Theorem [[34limplies the following spectral descriptions of the full subcategories D.(X (X)/G(0))o C
D(X(X)/G(0)) and D.(Gr(Or)\Grr)o C D(Gr(Og)\Grg) in Section [L2:4l Consider the
Hamiltonian duals My = Spec(H*(Ax)) and My = Spec(H*(Agr)) of X and Gkg.

Theorem 13.5. (1) There is a GY-equivariant isomorphism MY ~ My. (2)There are
equivalences of categories

(13.4) D(X(X)/G(0))o = Coh(Mx/G")  De(Gr(Or)\Grr)o ~ Coh(Mg /G").

Proof. Part (1) follows from Theorem [[3.4] and part (2) follows from the formality of dg Ext
algebras Ay and Ag and the general Barr-Beck-Lurie theorem, see the details in [CMNOI,
Theorem 5.5]. O

13.3. Identification of dual groups. In this section we show that there is an isomorphism
between the dual group H,\,,, C G of G introduced in [N2] and the dual group H, C G

e

of X introduced in |[GNI].

13.3.1. Construction of H,,

eal *

Definition 13.6. Let Qr C Perv(Gr(Og)\Grg) be be the full subcategory whose objects
are isomorphic to direct sum of perverse sheaves that appears in the summand of dg * ICy
for some V' € Rep(GY). Let Qx C Perv(X(XK)/G(O)) be be the full subcategory whose
objects are isomorphic to direct sum of perverse sheaves that appears in the summand of
wx (0)/c)*ICy for some V' € Rep(GY). Let Qx C Perv(K (XK)\Gr) be be the full subcategory
whose objects are isomorphic to direct sum of perverse sheaves that appears in the summand
of wigpoo. * ICy for some V' € Rep(GY).

Consider the perverse Hecke actions

(13.5) #:Rep(G¥) x Q = Q  ICy # F:= HPH'(ICy +F)

i€Z
where () = Qr, Qx or Q.

Proposition 13.7. (1) The abelian category Qg is semi-simple and irreducible objects are
intersection cohomology sheaves on the orbits closures of strata Sg, X € o(Ar) (see 22)),
with coefficients in trivial local systems. There exists a unique associativity and commutativ-
ity constraints for the category Qr equipped with the convolution product x such that (Qg, *)
is a neutral Tannakian category with fiber functor H* : Qr — Vect given by cohomology. The
Tannakian group of Qg is isomorphic to the connected complex reductive subgroup HY, , C G
of the dual group associated to Gy in [N2] and there is a horizontal tensor equivalence in the
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following diagram of tensor functors

Rep(GY)

TN

- Rep (H7\*/eal )

Qr

where left vertical arrow is given by the perverse Hecke action on og.

(2) There exists unique associativity and commutativity constraints for the category Qx
(resp. Qk ) equipped with the fusion product x; such that there are horizontal tensor equiva-
lences in the following commutative diagram of tensor functors

(13.6) Rep(GY)

where vertical arrows are given by the perverse Heck-actions xP of Rep GV (I3.3)) on wx(0)/¢(0),
WK (50\09, » and Or respectively.

Proof. The semi-simplicity of the Hecke action in Theorem implies that the category
Qr is the same as the full subcategory Q(Grg) C Perv(Ggr(Ogr)\Grg) introduced [N2] whose
objects are isomorphic to subquotients of perverse sheaves that appears in the summand of
dr * ICy for some V' € Rep(G"). Now part (1) follows from the main results in [N2].
Proposition implies that there are equivalence Qr ~ Qx ~ Qx compatible with the
Hecke action, and the convolution product on Qg and the fusion products on Qx and Q.
Thus we can transport the associativity and commutativity constraints of (Qg,*) through
the above equivalence to (Qx,*s) and (Qx,*f). Now the commutativity of (I3.6) follows
again from part (1) and Theorem [IT.11
O

real)' The abelian cate-
gory Qx (resp. Q) is semi-simple with irreducible objects ICx (resp. 1Cy), A € o(Ar).

Corollary 13.8. There are tensor equivalences Qx ~ Qx ~ Rep(H,.

13.3.2. Construction of Hs\;h. Fix a pole point 0 € P* and consider the stack of quasi-maps
7 = QMW (P!, 0, X) classifying a G-bundle € on P! and a section ¢ : P\ {0} — & x% X, or
equivalently, a K-reduction Ex of & on P!\ {0}. We have the uniformization isomorphism

(13.7) Z ~ LKW\GrW|y ~ K(C[t~'])\GCr

in Section (7.4)), here ¢ is the local coordinate at 0. The stratum O} C Gr, A € AL in Section
decends to a stratum Z* = K(C[t71])\O} C Z, which is smooth, locally closed sub-stack
of Z and the collection Z = {Z*} forms a stratification of Z (see |[GNI|, Section 3.4]). For
example, the closed stratum Z° is isomorphic to

70 ~ K(C[t‘l])\K(fJgg/K(O) ~ Bung (P').



Following [GNI], we define the ind-stack Heckey of generic Hecke modifications to the
ind-stack classifying data

(51, Ea, 01, G2, 2, 7')

where (&;,¢;) € Z, z € Sym (P!) is a divisor on P! with support contained in P!\ {0}, and
7 is an isomorphism of G-bundles 7 : & ~ &, on P'\ 2z compatible with the K-reductions of
&1k and € i on P\ {0, z}. We have natural projection maps

7 <& Heckey, 25 Z
given by
pi((81>827¢1a¢27§a 7_)) = (829¢2)

We define a smooth generic Hecke correspondence to be any stack Y equipped with smooth
maps
hi,y ha,y
Z+—Y —Z
such that there exists a map Y — Heckey such that the following diagram commutes
Y

hiy hoy
P1 P1
/ <— Heckey; —= 7

~ We also have the ind-stack ZxGr = Z x%© Gr of Hecke modifications at {0} where
Z — Z is the G(O)-torsor classiyfing the data

(€,9,0)

where (€,¢) € Z and o is a trivialization &[gpec0) =~ G x Spec(O) of € on the formal
neighborhood of {0}. We have natural projection maps

78 gxar 2 g

Let Perv(Z) be the category of perverse sheaves on Z. Let Pervy(Z) C Perv(Z) the full
subcategory of perverse sheaves which are locally constant with respect to the stratification
Z = {Z*}. We define a generic Hecke-equivariant perverse sheaf on Z to a perverse sheaf
F € Perv(Z) on Z equipped with isomorphisms

Gy By F = hy F

for every smooth generic Hecke correspondence Y, satisfying some uatural conditions, see
[GNT], Section 3.2]. We denote by Perv(Z)Heeke the category of generic Hecke-equivariant
perverse sheaves on Z. Since we assume K is connected, the condition of generic-Hecke
equivariance is a property, not addition structure of a perverse sheaf on Z by [GN1l, Propo-
sition 3.5.2], we see that the natural forgetful map Perv(Z)Heke — Perv(Z) is fully-faithful
and induces an equivalence Perv(Z)Heke ~ Pervy (7).

Following [GNI) Section 4.2], consider the perverse Hecke action
- Rep(G") x Perv(Z) = Perv(Z)  ICy + F := @ H'((ho))(FRICy))
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where FXICy, € Perv(Z x Gr) is the twisted product of FXICy, with respect to the projections
hi and hs. Since the generic Hecke modifications commute with Hecke modification at the
pole point {0}, the perverse Hecke action descends to a well defined functor

(13.8) * 1 Rep(GY) x Perv(Z)Heeke — Pery(7)Hecke

For any A € A, let IC;x € Perv(Z) be the intersection cohomology complex of the stratum
Z* (with constant coefficient). By [GNI], Proposition 3.5.1], we have IC,» € Perv(Z)Hecke,

Definition 13.9. [GN1, Definition 4.2.3] Let Q%" C Perv(Z)"e® be the full subcategory
of Perv(Z)He?ke whose objects are isomorphic to direct summands of perverse sheaves appear
in ICy *? IC o for some V' € Rep(GY).

. L lob
We have the following description of Q%”.

Proposition 13.10. [GNI] Theorem 1.2.1] Q%Ob 1 a semi-simple abelian category and every
irreducible object is isomorphic to IC,x for some A € A,

Remark 13.11. The proof of the proposition in loc. cit. is quite involved. We will give
an another proof of it using the results of the paper, see Corollary I3.T15 In particular, we
will show that in fact the irreducible objects of Q%Ob are isomorphic to IC,, A € o(Ar),
confirming a conjecture in loc. cit..

We now recall the construction of fusion product on Q% following [GNI], Section 6.3].
Consider the base change
Z(2) = QM(2)(P1,X) X (p1)2 C
of QM® (P, X) — (P')? along the diagonal embedding C — (P')2, z — (z, —z) We have

Z¥|y~Z
and there is a Cartesian diagram
Z0)ex L 20 < 7
o
C* C {0}

The stratification { Oﬁ?”*’ } of Gr® in Section B descends to a stratification { LK (2)\033))\,9}
of QM@ (P!, X) ~ LK™\Gr® which restricts to a stratification { Z(**} of the base change
Z, where
(13.9) 2% — (LKD) N Z = (LKO\OP™) x g1y C
We denote by IC 425, € Perv(Z®) the IC-complex of the stratum Z(-»

For any A1, Ay € A¥ let Ajo i p = {1} U{2} — A be the the map A\j2(i) = A;. Note that
Z@ w2 ¢ 7@ For any 1C,a,,1C 4, € Perv(Z) we define the (global) fusion product of
as the following nearby cycles

(13.10) IC *f ICy, = ’(/Jf(ICZ(z),,\1U2) S PerV(Z)
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along the projection map f: Z® — C

Proposition 13.12. (1) For any IC,,,1C,, € Q%Ob, we have IC 7, x5 IC 1, € Q%Ob.
(2) There ezists unique associativity and commutativity constraints for the category Q%"b
equipped with the fusion product x¢ such that (Q%Ob, *7) is a neutral Tannakian category with
Tannakian group isomorphic to the reductive subgroup H sph C GY associated to X in [GNI].

Moreover, we have the following commutative diagram of tensor functors

Rep(GY)

/\

lob
g Rep sph)

. . . . lob
where the left vertical arrow is given by the perverse Hecke action on ICz € Q% .

Proof. |GN1l, Corollary 4.2.6] and [GN1, Lemma 6.3.1] imply that IC ,2)x,0. >~ 717 (IC ;@102 )
is ULA with respect to the projection f : Z®) — C. Thus by [ZI, Theorem A.2.6] there is
an isomorphism

djf (Icz(%hm ) = Z*j'* (.j*Icz(?)Aluz ) [_ 1]
It follows that the fusion product in (I3.10) is the same as the one defined in [GNIl Section

6.3] and the proposition follows from the main results of [GNIJ. O
13.3.3. The identification H,, = H,. The uniformization map (I3.7) induces a map

r: 7~ K(C[t™*)\Gr = K(X)\Gr.
Proposition 13.13. The functor r'[dim K| : D(K(X)\Gr) — D(Z) is t-ezact

Proof. The proof is similar to the one in Theorem BI4l For any A € AY, consider the
following Cartesian diagram

zZ* 4 Z

I Lr
K(X)\0} —*~ K(K)\Gr

We need to check that for any F € Perv(K (X)\Gr), we have

(13.11) () 7' [dim K)(F) € P4 D=<0(Z*)  (j2)'r'[dim K](F) € P4 D=0(Z*).

By Proposition RI1] (in the case n = 1), the map 7 is strongly pro-smooth and the functor
7' satisfies base change along *-pullback along any fp-locally closed map § — K (X)\Gr. It
follows that

(13.12) dim Z* = dim O} — dim 0% + dim Z° = (), p) + dim Z° = (), p) — dim K
(note that Z° ~ Bung (P') and dim Bung (P!) = — dim K) and

(s2)'r'(F)[dim K] 26§TA)!(j?<)!(?) [dim K]



(72) ' ()ldim K] = (r*)'(j) " (F)[dim K].
Since JF is perverse sheaf on K (X)\Gr ~ X (X)/G(0O) with respect to the perversity function
in (8.8)), we have
() (F) € PD=(K(KN\OR) [N\ p)] ()" (F) € PD=(K (F)\OK) [ (A, p)].
On the other hand, since r* is strongly pro-smooth, the characterization of !-adapted t-
structures in (8.6) implies that ()" is t-exact with respect to the l-adapted t-structures
[BKV|, Proposition 6.3.3 (c)] and hence

(M) (F)[dim K] € ?D(ZN)[= (A, p)+dim K] "=P 2D20(2%) [~ dim 2%] = P DZ°(2)

() ((x)* (F)[dim K] € PD=(ZY)[~(\, p)+dim K] "= PD=(Z*)[~ dim Z*] =P+ D=°(Z*)
The desired claim (I3.11]) follows.
U

It follows from the proposition above that r'[dim K] restricts to a functor
7'[dim K] : Perv(K (X)\Cr) — Perv(Z)
on the category of perverse sheaves.

Theorem 13.14. The functor r'[dim K| restricts to the horizontal tensor equivalence in a
commutative diagram of tensor functors

Rep GV

N

~

~ lob
Qx Qx”

Proof. Since the functor r'[dim K] is t-exact and commutes with the convolution action of the

Hecke category D(G(0)\Gr) from the right, it restricts to a functor r'[dim K] : Qx — Q4.
We first show that r'[dim K] induces an equivalence of semi-simple abelian categories

(13.13) D Qi ~ QI

By the description of )k and Q%"b in Proposition 13.8 and Proposition I3.10, it suffices to
show that, for any A € A7, there is an isomorphism

(13.14) 7 [dim K](IC%) ~ IC 4

Since jx is fp-locally closed embedding the base change isomorphisms in [BKV] Lemma
5.4.5] and Lemma R.I0 imply

ro (Jic)e = (z)e(r) 7o () = () ()
and (I3.14) follows from the t-exactness of r'[dim K] and
ICz = Im(" H((j2): (wza[— dim Z,])) = P HO((5)(wza[— dim Z3])))

IC3 == Im("H((j3)(wicsenon [N ) = PHO ()« (i ooy [= (A o).
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We shall show that ® := r'[dim K] : Qx ~ Q%Ob is a tensor equivalence. We first show
that for any IC}\Q, IC}\<2 € (g, there is a canonical isomorphism

(13.15) ¢ O(ICH +; ICH) = O(ICK) *f D(ICK) ~ IC 45, *; IC .
called the monoidal structure on ®.
The uniformization isomorphism QM® (P, X) ~ LK®\Gr®? gives rise to a map

r2 . 72 ~ LK(2)\Gr(2)|C N K(JC)@)\Gr(Q)\(C.
Consider the following Cartesian diagram
ACIES ’ 2 i Z
lrwncx -(2) v
(K (F)\Cr)? > €~ (K(K)@\Gr) ¢ <— K(K)\Cr

|

C* C {0}

Proposition B.IT] implies that the map r® is strongly pro-smooth and Lemma B0 implies
that

(13.16) D(ICH #;1C2) = r'[dim K]i*j,(IC3 RIC32 K Cp_,)) =~
~ %, (r2) (10N RICK K Cp_,))[dim K].
On the other hand, the same argument of proving (I3.14) show that
(r®)ex) (10 KICH K Cq_, [1]))[dim K] 2 IC y2)2100 72
where IC ,@).5,., is the IC-complex on the stratum Z®)*w2 ¢ Z?) in ([39). Thus we have
(13.17) () (FRF R Cy_,))[dim K] = i* 5. (IC sen10m |roo ) [~ 1] = ©5(IC 501000 )
~ ICZA1 *f ICZAQ
Combining (I3.16) and (I3.I7)), we obtain the desired monoidal structure
¢ R(ICRH #; 1032) = i, (r?|cx) (IC WIC K Cp_,))[dim K] 22 IC 45, x5 IC 4,

in (I3.15).

Finally, we show that ® is compatible with associativity and commutativity constraints
of Qk and Q%Ob. Consider the following diagram of functors

(13.18) Rep GY

/ P \ lob
Qx s Qk’
N

wglob

Vect
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where w and w9 are the fiber functors. The upper triangle and the outer square are
commutative. We claim that the lower triangle is commutative, that is, there is natural
isomorphism w9’ o ® ~ w. For this we observe that the composition

w lobO
Rep GY — Qg “"5°® Vect

is the fiber functor for Rep GV and, for any F,F € Q, the the monoidal structure for ®
defines an isomorphism

W% o &(F x; F') = w9 0 &(F) @ w9 o O(F).

Thus by [Z2, Lemma 3.3], w9 o ® : Qx — Vect has a structure of a fiber functor and
since @k is a neutral Tannakian category over C, the uniqueness of fiber functors in [DM]
Theorem 3.2] implies that there is an isomorphism w9 o ® ~ w.

Let R, By, BY" be the Hopf algebra corresponding to Rep GV, Qg, and Q%" under
the Tannakian dictionary. By [DM, Proposition 2.16], the commutative diagram of functors
in (I3I8) gives rise to a maps

R

N

ok

glob
Bx B!

where the vertical arrows are surjective morphisms of Hopf algebras and the horizontal arrow
®* is an isomorphism of co-algebras. By [N2, Lemma 9.2.1], the monoidal structure for ¢
implies that ®* respects multiplication and the surjectivity of the vertical arrows implies
that ®* is an isomorphism of Hopf algebras. The theorem follows.

U

The following corollary follows immediately from Proposition [13.7, Proposition [13.12]
confirming [GN1, Conjecture 7.3.2.] in the case of symmetric varieties.

Corollary 13.15. (1) There is an isomorphism H , ~ HY .. In particular, the Weyl group

sph — ““real*
of Hsvph is isomorphic to the small Weyl group of X. (2) The irreducible objects in Q%Ob
are intersection cohomology sheaves 1C n on the closures of strata Z*, A € o(Ar), with
coefficients in trivial local systems.

APPENDIX A. SEMI-ANALYTIC STACKS

A.1. Basic definitions. Recall that a subset Y of a real analytic manifold M is called
semi-analytic if any point y € Y has a open neighbourhood U such that the intersection
Y NU is a finite union of sets of the form

yeUlfiily) == f(y) =0,0:(y) > 0,...,q(y) > 0},

where the f; and g¢; are real analytic functions on U. A map f : Y — Y’ between two
semi-analytic sets is called semi-analytic if it is continuous and its graph is a semi-analytic

set.
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Let Grpd be the oo-category of spaces, which are often referred as co-groupoids. Let RSp
be the site of semi-analytic sets where the coverings are étale (=locally bi-analytic) maps
{S; — S}ies such that the map | | S; — S is surjective.

Definition A.1. A semi-analytic pre-stack is a functor Y : RSp — Grpd and a semi-analytic
stack is a pre-stack which is a sheaf.

We will view any semi-analytic set as a semi-analytic stack via the Yoneda embedding.

A morphism X — Y between stacks is called representable if for any morphism from a
semi-analytic set Y — Y, the fiber product X xy Y is representable by a semi-analytic set.
We say that a representable morphism X — Y has property P if it has property P after base
change along any morphism from a semi-analytic sets.

Let X — Y be a morphism of semi-analytic stacks. One can associate its Cech complex
with terms X" = X xy X x - --X xy X the (n + 1)-times fiber product of X over Y. When f
is surjective, there is a natural isomorphism

(A1) Y ~ colim(- - - X X X)

A semi-analytic stack Y is a semi-analytic space if for every S € RSp, Y(.5) is isomorphic to
a set, that is, each connected component of Y(S) is contractible. Let I' = Y be a groupoid
object in the category of semi-analytic space. The quotient stack I'\Y is defined as the
colimit

(A.2) MY ~colim(- - ==I'xy =T —=Y)

A.2. From stacks to semi-analytic stacks. Let ' =R or C. For any scheme Y over F
of finite type, its F-points Y (F') is naturally a semi analytic set, denoted by Yz. For any
strict ind-scheme Y ~ colim;c; Y* over F, its F-points is naturally a semi-analytic space,
denoted by Yr.

In the paper, we will mainly consider F-stacks of the form Y ~ Y/G where Y is a strict
ind-scheme acted on by a group ind-scheme . A surjective morphism f : Y — Y from
a strict ind-scheme Y to a F-stack Y is called a F-surjective presentation if it induces a
surjective map Y (F') — |Y(F')| on the set of isomorphism classes of objects. Note that when
I = C any surjective morphism is a C-surjective presentation.

Lemma A.2. Let i : Y7 = Y and fy : Yo — Y be two F-surjective presentations of Y. Let
I =Y, xyY;, =Y, be the corresponding groupoid. Then there is a canonical isomorphism of
semi-analytic stacks

Fl,F\Yi,F = F2,F\Y2,F-

Proof. Let Y =Y xy Yy, and I' =Y Xy Y be the corresponding groupoid. Then the natural
map I'p\Yp — I'; p\Y; r is an isomorphism. The lemma follows.

U

Definition A.3. Given a stack Y over F' which admits a F-surjective presentation, we define
the associated semi-analytic stack to be

HF = FF\YF
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where Y — Y is a F-presentation of Y.

By the lemma above Y is well-defined and the assignment Y — Y defines a functor from
the category of stacks over F' which admit F-presentations to the category of semi-analytic
stacks.

Example A.4. Consider the case FF = R. Let Y be a R-scheme and G be an algebraic
group over R acting on Y. Consider the algebraic stack Y = G\Y. Let Ti,...,.Ts €
H'(Gal(C/R), G(C)) be the isomorphism classes of G-torsors. Define G; := Autg(7;) and the
R-scheme Y; := Homg(7;,Y). Note that G; acts on Y; and the collection {Gj, ..., G4} gives
all the pure-inner forms of G. Consider the real algebraic stack G;\Y;. We have G;\Y; ~ Y
and the map | |7, ¥; — Y is a R-surjective presentation. In addition, the R-surjective pre-
sentation above induces an isomorphism of semi-analytic stacks Ule Gir\Yir >~ Yr.

One can regard real stacks as complex stacks with real structures and the discussion above
has an obvious generalization to this setting. Let Y be a complex stack and let ¢ be a real
structure on Y, that is, a complex conjugation (or a semi-linear involution) ¢ : Y — Y. Then
a surjective morphism f : Y — Y of Y 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 Y and Y. (2) The map f induces a surjective map Y (C)? — [Y(C)7|.
One can check that Lemma still holds in this setting, thus for a pair (Y,0) as above
which admits a R-surjective presentation, there is a well-defined semi-analytic stack Yg given
by Yr := I'(C)?\Y(C)?, where Y — Y is a R-surjective presentation, I' = Y xy Y is the
corresponding groupoid (Note that I' has a canonical real structure o coming from Y and

9).

A.3. Constructible complexes. We will be working with C-linear dg-categories. Unless
specified otherwise, all dg-categories will be assumed cocomplete, i.e., containing all small
colimits, and all functors between dg-categories will be assumed continuous, i.e., preserving
all small colimits.

For any semi-analytic set S, we define D(Y') = Ind(D.(Y")) to be the ind-completion of the
bounded dg-category D.(Y') of C-constructible sheaves on Y. For any semi-analytic stack Y
we define D(Y) := lim' D(Y) where the index category is that of semi-analytic sets equipped
with a semi-analytic map to Y, and the transition functors are given by !-pullback. Since

we are in the constructible context, |-pullback admits a left adjoint, given by !-pushforward,
and it follows that D(Y) = colim; D(Y'). In particular, D(Y) is compactly generated. For

an ind semi-analytic stacks Y = colimY; we denote by D.(Y) C D(Y) the (non co-complete)
full subcategory consisting of complexes that are extensions by zero off of substacks.

Let X — Y be a surjective morphism of semi-analytic stacks. Then the isomorphism (A1)
induces an equivalence

(A.3) DY) ~lim(D(X) —= D(XM) = DX )= . )

Let ' = C or R. For any F-stack Y admitting a F-surjective presentation, we define

D(Y) = D(YFr) where Y is the associated semi-analytic stack.
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