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ABSTRACT. This paper is a part of the series proving the Gaiotto conjecture for
basic classical quantum supergroups. The previous part [BFT1, TY] proved the
Gaiotto conjecture for the general linear quantum supergroups Uy (gl(N|M)).
Here we deal with the exceptional quantum supergroup U, (f(4)).
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Gaiotto conjecture. This paper is a part of the series proving the Gaiotto
conjecture for basic classical quantum supergroups. The previous part [BFT1,
TY] proved the Gaiotto conjecture for the general linear quantum supergroups
U,(gl(N|M)). Here we deal with the exceptional quantum supergroup U,(f(4)).
Recall the conjecture from [BFT2, §3.3].

We consider a nilpotent element e € sp(6) of Jordan type (3, 3), so that e lies in
a 14-dimensional nilpotent orbit. We fix a maximal reductive subgroup PGL(2)
in the centralizer Zpgys(e) of e. We choose an sly-triple (e, h, f) in sp(6). The
adjoint action of h on sp(6) equips it with a grading, and sp(6)_; = 0 (e is an
even nilpotent element), while u = sp(6)<_5 is the 7-dimensional nilpotent radical
of the parabolic subalgebra stabilizing an isotropic 2-plane in C°. We denote by
U C PSp(6) the unipotent subgroup with Lie algebra u. It is normalized by
PGL(2) C Zpgp(s)(e). Finally, the Killing pairing with e gives rise to a character
X" of u and the same named character x° of U.

Extending the scalars to F = C((t)) we obtain a character x°: U(F) — F,
and we set y := Res,—ox°: U(F) = G,. Given x € C ~ Q we consider
the dg-category D-mod,(Grpgps)) of D-modules on the affine Grassmannian
twisted by the determinant line bundle to the power x, and the category
D-mod, (Grpgp(e))FEHZOUELXI of Jocally compact (PGL(2,0) x U(F), x)-
equivariant objects. Since we are going to relate our category to representations
of quantum supergroups, all the categories of D-modules and constructible
sheaves we use in this paper will have super vector spaces as coefficients, as
opposed to just vector spaces (unless explicitly stated otherwise).

On the dual side, we consider the quantum group U,(f(4)), ¢ = exp(mv/—1k),
and we denote by D°(Rep,(F(4))) the dg-category of finite dimensional complexes
of U,(f(4))-modules.

Conjecture 1.1.1. The categories
D-modn(GrpSp(6))PGL(ZO)KU(F)’XJC and Db(Repq(F(4)))

are equivalent as braided monoidal categories, and this equivalence is compatible
with the tautological t-structures.

1.2. Outline of the proof. The strategy of our proof is the same as in [TY],
and we refer the reader to [TY, §1] for the overview of the strategy. The only new
ingredient is the proof of rigidity (dualizability) of the Gaiotto monoidal category
@sloble for transcendental level & in §4. The proof is obtained by deformation from



GAIOTTO EQUIVALENCE FOR Rep, (F(4)) 3

k = 0. For the general linear quantum supergroups this part of the argument
could be avoided and replaced by an embedding of Rep,(GL(N|M)) into the
Gaiotto monoidal category due to the general results of [C].

Four other cornerstones of the proof are:

(a) A choice of Borel subalgebra in §(4) such that the highest weights of finite
dimensional irreducible representations of U,(f(4)) are in natural bijection with
the set of relevant orbits in Grpgp6)xpar(2), and the adjacency order on the set of
relevant orbits corresponds to the dominance order on the set of highest weights;
(b) dimension estimates for the intersections of certain “semiinfinite” orbits in
GrIpsp(6)xPGL(2);

(c) an isomorphism between two line bundles on a certain zastava space; one
pulled back from a colored configuration space of a curve C', another one pulled
back from Bunpgy)xpar2)(C);

(d) an equivalence of the local and global versions of the Gaiotto category along
with their fusion and factorization structures.

The bulk of the present paper is devoted to the verification of (a,b,c). Un-
fortunately, this verification is absolutely independent of similar verification for
GL(M|N). In other words, our argument for various basic classical quantum
supergroups is case by case. This should be compared e.g. to the uniform proof
of Satake equivalence or Fundamental local equivalence for arbitrary reductive
groups. Thus our current pathetic level of understanding is similar to that of a
bright student ignorant of the structure theory of reductive Lie groups, discover-
ing case by case numerous identities like dimg =rkg- (h +1).

1.3. Acknowledgments. The present note is a part of a joint project with
Alexander Braverman. We are honored to dedicate our note to his 50th birthday.

We are grateful to A. Braverman, L. Chen, I. Entova-Aizenbud, Y. Fu, D. Gaits-
gory and V. Serganova for the useful discussions. M.F. was partially supported
by the Basic Research Program at the HSE University.

2. QUANTUM SUPERGROUP U,(f(4)) AND FACTORIZABLE SHEAVES

2.1. Quantum supergroup. We fix a transcendental complex number ¢ € C.
For a definition of U,(f(4)) see [Y1, CHW]. Note that the definition depends
on a choice of a Borel subalgebra of f(4), but the resulting quantum algebras
are all isomorphic according to [Y2, Proposition 7.4.1]. We will use the Borel
subalgebra with 3 odd isotropic simple roots, corresponding to the simple root
system number 4 in [FSS, §18] or X" in [Ma, §4.1]. More precisely, we fix a
basis €1, €9, €3, d of the dual Cartan subalgebra h* of §(4) with the scalar product
(€i,€5) = 65, (6,0) = =3, (&,6) = 0. The positive simple roots of our Borel
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subalgebra of §(4) are as follows:
(2.1.1)

1 1
a1 = 5(81—52—834‘5), Qo = 5(—€1+52+€3+5), g = 5(61—824—63—6), gy = E9—E3.

In this case the defining relations (quantum analogues of Serre relations) of
U,(f(4)) are explicitly written down in [CHW, Proposition 2.7(F4)].

In the above basis 1, €9, €3, 9, the weight lattice X is formed by all the collec-
tions v = (v, v9,13,14) € (%Z)4 of coordinates such that v; — vy € Z 2 vy — 13.
It contains the root sublattice ) C X of index 2, formed by all the collections
v € X such that v3 — vy € Z. In other words, for v € ) the coordinates are
either all integers, or all half-integers. We also denote by pos the monoid of
nonnegative integral combinations of aq, as, as, ay.

According to [Ge, Theorem 48], the highest weights of the irreducible finite
dimensional representations of U,(f(4)) (with respect to the above Borel subal-
gebra) are the same as the highest weights of the irreducible finite dimensional
representations of non-quantized supergroup F(4). Let us recall the classification
of such highest weights. The highest weight of a finite dimensional F(4)-module
must be a dominant weight of the even part F(4)5 = Spin(7) x SL(2), i.e. we must

have
(2.1.2) N >vy >3 >0<uy, v — vy €EZ D vy — s,

Lemma 2.1.1. A weight v is the highest weight of an irreducible finite dimen-
sional representation of F(4) (and of the quantum supergroup U,(f(4))) if and only
if the condition (2.1.2) along with the following auxiliary conditions are satisfied:

(2.1.3)  if vy =0, then vy =1y +vg; & if vy >0, then 13 > vy > v3 > 0.

Proof. The highest weights with respect to the Borel subalgebra with 3 even
simple roots (the simple root system X in [Ma, §4.1]) are classified in [Ma,
Lemma 4.1]. The positive root system X" is obtained from X by composi-
tion of 3 odd reflections X ~» X' ~» X7 ~s X" the first one in the root
%(51 — g9 —e3+0), the second one in the root %(—81 — &9+ €3+ 9), the third one
in the root 1(g; + €2 — 3+ 0). Now we apply [Mu, Corollary 8.6.2]. O

2.2. Configuration spaces. From now on we will work with the adjoint group
F(4)*! whose weight lattice coincides with the root lattice Q. Its even part F(4)a¢
is the quotient (Spin(7) x SL(2))/A4; modulo the diagonal subgroup in the center
{£1} x {£1} C Spin(7) x SL(2).

We fix a smooth projective curve C' with a marked point ¢ € C. Given a
weight v € @), we consider the configuration space C¥ of ()-colored divisors
D = —g1FE; — e9Fy — e3F3 — A on C of total degree v with the following
positivity condition. We have D =) _(=11261% — V22600 — V34630 — Uy ,0T),
and v, € ) for any x € C.
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We set
(2.2.1) Dy = Ey+A, Dy = Ey+Ey+Es+A, Dy =2E1+FEy+FEs, Dy = E1+Es.
Equivalently,

(2.2.2)
1 1 1
Ey = §(D1—D2+D3), Ey = 5(—D1+D2—D3)+D4, Es = 5(—D1+D2+D3)—D4,
1
A - §(D1 + D2 - D3)

These divisors are the coefficients of D in the basis of negative simple roots:
D = —Dijoa; — Dyag — D3z — Dyoyy.
Then we require
(2.2.3) D; is effective integral valued away from ¢ € C for 1 <i < 4.
We have C¥ = |J, C¥%, ., where D € C%, . if D — X - ¢ enjoys the effectivity
property (2.2.3) at all points of C. We have C%,  ~ C* = Hle C%, where
)\—u:oz:z;lzlaiai for a; € N.

2.3. A factorizable line bundle. We have p, = %(551 +3es+e3+9), pr =
5Be1+ert+es+9), p=po—p =e1 46
We consider a line bundle P on C¥ with fibers
(2.3.1) Pp = det *RI(C, wg'*(—E1)) @ det *RT(C, wg,'*(— Ey))
® det*RT(C, wi*(—Bs)) ® det® RT(C, wl* (—A))
® det' RD(C, wg'"?) @ det ' RT(C, wi!?),

where w¢ is the canonical line bundle on C'; and we fix a square root wé/ ?. We add
the factor det'® RT'(C, wal/z) ®det R (C, wém), so that P is canonically trivial
on C~% for any simple root «;. Since the divisors A, E; can have half-integral
coefficients, an explanation is in order.

Recall that in [D, §7], Deligne defined a symmetric bilinear pairing on
Pic(C): (M1, My) = detR['(C,M; ® M) ® detRI'(C, O¢) ® det ' RT(C, M;) ®
det ™' RT'(C,My). For a line bundle N and a divisor S on C, we have
det RT(C,N(S)) = (N, 0¢(S))@det RT(C, N)@det RT(C, O¢(S))®det 'RT(C, O¢),
det RT(C, N(=S)) = (N, Oc(—95))@det RT (C, N)®@det RT(C, Oc(—S))@det 'RT(C, O¢).
Taking product of these equalities, we obtain

det RT(C, N(5)) ® det RT(C, N(=S))
= det’RI'(C, N) ® det RT(C, O¢(9)) @ det RT'(C, O (—S)) @ det *RT(C, O¢).
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Furthermore,
det RT'(C, 0¢(9)) ® det RT(C, O (—S9)) = det?RI(C, O¢) @ (0c(S), Oc(S)).
Hence
det?RT(C,N) = det RT'(C, N(S)) ® det RT'(C,N(—S5)) ® (O¢(S), Oc(—9)),
det®RT(C,N) = det’RT(C,N(S)) ® det*RT(C, N(—=S)) ® (0¢(25), 0c(—25)).

We apply the latter equality to S = A, and e.g. N = wgl/Q(—Ei). Then the
divisors £2A, —FE; + A are all integral valued, so the RHS of the latter equality
is well defined, and we take it for the definition of the LHS.

In other words, the fiber of P at D = Y _(—v1 2610~V 1690 — V3 2630 — 1y 20T
is equal to

4(7/1,3:(1/1,.1‘_2)+V2,m(l/2,z_2)+1/2 z_3V2 z)
(2.3.2) Pp=Qwa 32" el
zeC

where w,, is the fiber of the canonical line bundle we at x € C. Note that the
exponent of w, is integral for v € Q.

2.4. A twisted factorization algebra. We fix x € C and set ¢ = exp(mv/—1k).
We assume that ¢ is transcendental throughout the paper.

We consider the category D-modp«(C*) of Pr-twisted D-modules on C¥. (Re-
call that all our D-modules have super vector spaces as coefficients.) We describe
the most important (for us) object of this category. We assume v € —Qpos,
ie. v =—a = —Z?Zl a;o;, a; € N. Then C%, = C* D O the open subset
formed by all the multiplicity free divisors (i.e. each point has multiplicity ei-
ther 0 or a simple root). Due to (2.3.2) and the fact that (o; — 2p, ;) = 0 for
a simple root «;, the restriction of the line bundle P to C trivializes canoni-
cally. Under this trivialization, we denote by J* the P*-twisted D-module cor-
responding to the 1-dimensional local system with trivial monodromies, unless
two points colored by —ay (the only even simple root) swap their positions, in
gvhich case the monodromy is —1 (the sign local system along ay). We assign to
J* the parity a; + as + ag (mod 2). Finally, we define J* € D-mody«(C®) as the
Goresky-MacPherson extension of Jo to the whole of C?, cf. [TY, Remark 2.4.2].
By construction, the collection (J*, a € Qpos), forms a factorization algebra in
D-modqy«(C*).

2.5. Factorizable sheaves. A factorizable sheaf F is a collection of twisted D-
modules ¥ € D-modg«(C”) equipped with factorization isomorphisms

(2.5.1) add*?”—ﬂ(c,,xcﬁ) g(&wﬁﬂﬂ)kcuxcg) :

disj disj
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satisfying the appropriate cocycle conditions, where in the definition of
(C’” X Cﬁ) disi @ divisor in C? is additionally required to miss the marked point
ceC.

We also impose the following finiteness conditions:

(a) There is A € @ such that the support of F¥ lies in C%, ..

(b) There are only finitely many v such that the singular support of F* contains
the conormal to the point v - ¢ in C%, ..

The factorizable sheaves with the above finiteness conditions form an abelian
category F'S (the morphisms are required to be compatible with the factorization
isomorphisms).

One can also allow the marked point ¢ to vary in C'; moreover, one can allow
n marked points to vary in C™. The resulting category FS,, [Ga, §3] is used to
construct a braided monoidal structure on FS via the nearby cycles functor as
the marked points collide. The following theorem is proved similarly to the main
result of [BFS]. A conceptual proof is due to J. Lurie, see the proof of [GL,
Theorem 29.2.3] or [CF, Theorem 1.2.1] in the classical setup.

Theorem 2.5.1. There is a braided monoidal equivalence Rep,(F(4)*) ~ FS,
In particular, for any A € Q satisfying condition (2.1.3), the corresponding irre-
ducible U,(f(4))-module Vy goes to the irreducible factorizable sheaf Fy. O

3. THE AFFINE GRASSMANNIAN AND SW ZASTAVA

3.1. Renormalized determinant line bundle. We will need the following
groups and related moduli spaces.

We consider a basis vy, ...,vs in a 6-dimensional symplectic vector space V' =
C® such that (v;,v7_;) =1 = —(vr_;,v;) for i = 1,2,3, and all the other products
vanish. We view £1, €9, €3 as a natural basis in the space of coweights of Sp(6), so
that the cone of dominant coweights is {1161 + veeg + 1363 = 1; € Z, 11 > vy >
Vs Z O}

The lattice of coweights of PSp(6) is {r161 + vees + 1365 : 14 € %Z, v, — 1y €
Z > vy —r3}. The cone AT of dominant coweights of PSp(6) is {v1e1+10e0+ 1363
ViE%N7 v — vy € ND vy — s}

We also denote by ¢ the simple coroot of SL(2), so that the coweight lattice of
PGL(2) is %Zé.

Let P C PSp(6) be the stabilizer of the subspace Vi3 := Cv; @ Cuvy. Let P_ C
PSp(6) be the stabilizer of the subspace Vs := Cuvs @ Cug, and let L := PNP_
(the common Levi of the opposite parabolic subgroups). Then L is the quotient
of GL(V12) x Sp(Va4) by the diagonal subgroup +Id (here V34 := Cvg @ Cuy is a
symplectic plane). The cone A{ of dominant coweights of L is {v1e1+ 1060+ 1363
V,-E%Z, I/3€%N, v —1y €N, vy —v3 €Z}.
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Let T denote the diagonal (in the basis vy,...,vs) Cartan torus of PSp(6)
Recall the coweight p = €1 + e5: G,,, — T of §2.3. Its image is the subgroup
T := diag(z,x,1,1,27 1 271) C PSp(6).

Clearly, the quotient of Sp(V34) by +Id is PGL(2), so we obtain the diagonal
embedding PGL(2) < L. Recall that U is the radical of P, and PGL(2) x
U C LxU = P is the subgroup considered in [BFT2, §3.3]. In particular,
the quotient PSp(6)/ U is a spherical PSp(6) x PGL(2)-variety. The PGL(2)-
invariant character x° of the Lie algebra u of U is the sum x°(u) = u13 + ugg of
matrix elements. We keep the same notation for the corresponding character of
the unipotent group U. Then we extend scalars to F and obtain the character
x%: U(F) — F. It extends to the same named character PGL(2,0) x U(F) — F.
Finally, the character y: PGL(2,0) x U(F) — G, is the residue of x%.

Definition 3.1.1. We set G := SL(2) x Sp(6), G := PGL(2) x PSp(6), G :=
(SL(2) x Sp(6))/{£1} (quotient modulo the diagonal subgroup in the center).
We set H := SL(2) x U < G (the diagonal embedding), it gives rise to the
embeddings H := PGL(2) x U < G and H — G.

The moduli space Bunpgpg) of PSp(6)-bundles on C' is the moduli space of
rank 6 vector bundles V on C' equipped with a non-degenerate skew-symmetric
pairing A2V — M with values in a line bundle M, considered modulo the following
equivalence relation. For a line bundle R on C, the twisted vector bundle V ® R
inherits a non-degenerate skew-symmetric pairing A*(V ® R) — M ® R?, and
we declare (V, A2V - M) ~ (VR R, A2(V®R) - M® R?). According to the
following lemma, the renormalized determinant line bundle Pyet asps) whose fiber
at (V, AV — M) is

det ™RI(C, V) ® det’RT(C, M & w'?)
®det'® RT(C, 0) ® det® RI'(C,wg') @ det™® RT(C, w(_;%),

descends from Bunggpe) to Bunpgye)-

Lemma 3.1.2. We have canonical isomorphisms
det’RT(C, V)@det °RI(C, MRw /%) = det’RI(C, VOR)®det > RI(C, M@w, *@R?),
satisfying an appropriate cocycle condition.
Proof. We have
det RT(C, R?) = (R, R) @ det’RI'(C, R) @ det'RI'(C, O¢),
det RT(C,we) = (R, we @ R @ det®RI(C, R) @ det 'RT(C, O¢),

since detR['(C,R) = detR['(C,wc @ R71). Plugging the latter formula for
det?RT(C, R) into the former formula, we obtain

det RT'(C, R?) = (R, R)?* ® (w;', R) @ det RT(C, O¢).
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Replacing R by a square root of R, we get
det’RI'(C, R) = (R, R) @ (w', R) @ det’RI'(C, O¢).
Furthermore,

det?RT(C, VRR) = (det V, R)?®@det’RI(C, V)@det 2RT(C, R)@det ~2RI(C, O¢),

det PRO(C, M ®@ wi'? @ R?)
= Mew;"?, R 3@det PRI (C, Mew,"*)@det RT(C, R?)@det®RT(C, O¢).
Taking product of these two equalities, we obtain the desired result. O

The embedding PGL(2) < PSp(6) induces a map of stacks Bunpgr) —
Bunpgp((;). We denote the pullback of Tdet,PSp(G) to BUHPGL(Q) by :Pdet,PGL(Z)- To
be more precise, its fiber over a PGL(2)-bundle, i.e. a rank 2 vector bundle W
modulo tensoring by a line bundle, is

det™'2(C, W) @ det®(C, det W @ wg*) @ det? RI(C, 0) @ det~® RI(C,w.)

We define Pge; on Bung = Bunpgr2) X Bunpgpe) to be TEGILPGL@) B Pet, Psp(6)-
With some abuse of notation, we keep the same notation for its further pullback

to other spaces, such as the affine Grassmannian “Grg in §3.2, and the global
model ... in §3.5.1.

3.2. Gaiotto category. In order to have a canonically defined character y, we
need to consider the renormalized affine Grassmannian “Greg.

Recall from §3.1 that T denotes the diagonal Cartan torus of PSp(6), and
T := diag(z,z,1,1,27 Y 271) C PSp(6) is the image of the coweight p = & +
g9: G, = T. We denote by w?, the T"-bundle induced from the G,,-bundle wc.

We define the wf-renormalized affine Grassmannian “Grg as the moduli space
of pairs (Pg, ), where P = (Prar(2), Prsps)) is a G-bundle on C, and « is an

/

isomorphism of P with P%: = wf, xG = (PES ) Psp(e)) o0 Cc. Here PHY,

T/
is the trivial PGL(2)-bundle and P ) = wi x PSp(6). The renormalized affine

Grassmannian “Grg can also be defined as the affine Grassmannian twisted by
T'(0)
the T"-bundle w¢,, i.e. Grg X wf|o.
By definition, “Grg is (the étale sheafitification of) the stacky quotient

“G(F)/*G(0), where “G(F) (resp. “G(0O)) denotes the automorphisms of P

on the punctured formal disc D (resp. formal disc D). Similarly, we can define
the wf-renormalized groups “H(F) and “U(F).
The character
XOZ U— Ga, U Up 3 + U2.4
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induces a character of “U(F)

o .

(3.2.1) xr: “U(F) — we

The composition with the residue map induces a character x of “U(F) that is
invariant under the conjugation action of PGL(2, F). In particular, it defines a
character of “H(F). With some abuse of notations, we still denote the resulting
character of “H(F) by .

We define the twisted Gaiotto category Clo¢ := D—mod;{;EF)’X(“’Grg) as the

category of P4 -twisted (“H(F),x)-equivariant D-modules on “Grg. (Recall
that all our D-modules have super vector spaces as coefficients.) It is equiva-
PGL(2,0)x“U(F),x

lent to D-mods.
det,PSp(6)

(PGL(2,0) x “U(F), x)-equivariant D-modules on “Grpgp). Here, the super-
script “loc” means “local”, we will also introduce a global version of the twisted
Gaiotto category in §3.5.3. Sometimes, in order to emphasize the chosen point ¢
in the definition of the affine Grassmannian, we will denote Ci*° by CJo<.

We denote by @lcle .= D—mongL@’o)WU(F)’X’IC(""GrpSp(@) the category

det,PSp(6)
of locally compact Gaiotto equivariant twisted D-modules, i.e., it con-

sists of objects which are compact after applying the forgetful functor

PGL(2,0)x“U(F), “U(F),
D_mOdTSet,psp(a) X(“Grpsp(e)) — D—mod?gews:(m (“Grpgp(6))-

(“Grpgp(s)), i-e. the category of Pt psp(e)-twisted

3.3. Classification of irreducible twisted D-modules. Recall the notation
of [BFT2, §3.3]. In particular, ¢ = exp(my/—1k) for an irrational number x
(denoted ¢! in loc.cit.).

We first address the question when the closure of a PGL(2, O) x “U(F)-orbit
in “Grpgp() supports an irreducible y-equivariant s-twisted D-module. To avoid
cumbersome notation, we will consider the corresponding (and equivalent) ques-
tion for the usual (non-renormalized) affine Grassmannian Grpgp ().

To this end we consider a matrix g € PSp(6) equal to (the image under the
projection Sp(6) — PSp(6) of) the sum Id + Ej34 (the identity matrix plus an el-
ementary matrix). Given a cocharacter (v1,15,v3) (tesp. vy € 3Z) of PSp(6)
(resp. of PGL(2)) we view t** € PGL(2,F) as an element of PSp(6,F) un-
der the natural embedding PGL(2,F) — PSp(6,F), and consider the point
t”4gt(l’1’”2’l’3) c GrPSp(G)'

Proposition 3.3.1. (a) The set of points t" gt 72v) where (v, vy, v3) € Al and
vy € 3N, is the full set of representatives of PGL(2, O) x U(F)-orbits in Grpsy(e).-

(b) The set of points tgt >3 where (11,15, v3) € AT and vy € LN, is the
full set of representatives of PGL(2,0) x U(F)-orbits in Grpgy) whose closure
supports a x-equivariant D-module.
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(c) The set of points "1 gt 2¥) where (11, v2,13) € AT and vy € N satisfy
the condition (2.1.3), is the full set of representatives of PGL(2,0) x U(F)-orbits
in Grpsp(s) whose closure supports a x-equivariant k-twisted D-module.

Proof. (a) Note that for geometric points, we have |P(F)/P(O)| =
|PSp(6, F)/PSp(6,0)|, so it is enough to classify PGL(2,0) x U(F)-orbits in
P(F)/P(O), which is further equivalent to classify PGL(2,O)-orbits in Grr.
We will classify SLy(O)-orbits in Grgr,xsr,. In this case, we should prove that
the set of points t*4gt1*2#3) is the full set of representatives of orbits, where
we require one more condition v3 — vy € Z. The proof of classification for
PGL(2, O)-orbits in Gry, is similar.

Given a point of Grgr,xsp,, by the usual Bruhat decomposition, we can find a
representative (L1, Ly) € GLy(F) x SLy(F) in its SLy(O)-orbit, such that L; =

ni
t 0 ,and n; > ny € Z. We denote by k := n; — no € N. We claim that

0 t™
the Stabgr,(0)(L1)-orbits in Grgr, is indexed by the set
(3.3.1) {nseN,ny € Z| —ng <ng <ng, ng < —ng+ k}.
k
Indeed, there is Stabsr,0)(L1) = LiGLy(O)L;" N SLy(0) = {(8 tOO C

SLy(O)}. Using the fact |SLy(F)/SL2(O)| = |Bsr,(F)/ Bsr,(0)|, we can find

an upper-triangular representative for any chosen Stabgy,o)(L1)-orbit in Gry,.
X

By left-multiplying an element of the form (% OOX) and right-multiplying

X
an element of the form OO (g)x , we can assume that the (2,2)-entry of the
representative is non-zero, and the degree is the lowest. Furthermore, by left-
o* t*O
0 O~

multiplying an element of the form and right-multiplying an element

X

@) . A A
of the form , We can get a representative Lo =

0 O* 0 ¢t
satisfies the condition (3.3.1).
Th that for any two points Ly — (o o). Ly = (7 1
en, we prove that for any two points Ly = (1 ny | Lo = ) -
which satisfy the condition (3.3.1), they lie in different Stabgy,(o)(L1)-orbits in
Grgr,. First, we have ng = nj, because the lowest degree of entries in a representa-
tive of SLo(O)-orbit in Grgy, is invariant. Assume that Ly and L), are in the same

. : e thf a b
orbit, that says there exists € Stabgr,(0)(L1), and . 4] € SLy(0),

f h
such that

ts "\ (a b e thF\ [t th
waz () () -G )

) , which
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In other words, we have

_ (tme trieq ik

(333) - (tn3g tnﬁlg 4 t—n3h)

t"a+t"e t™b+t™d
t~"¢ t="d

In the case k = 0, the classification of Stabgr,,0)(L1) = SL2(O)-orbits in Grgr,
is given by the usual Bruhat decomposition, it matches the classification (3.3.1).
So, we can assume k > 0. In this case, we have e, h € O*. Also, we can assume
ns > 0, otherwise ng = 0 implies ny = n) = 0.

First, we claim d € O*. Otherwise, since t 3¢ = t"g, there is ¢ € t2*0. In
particular, t7" ¢cd € tO and t "3ct™b € t2"30 C tO. It forces t"at~"2d € O*,
which contradicts the assumption d ¢ O*.

Then, we assume n/, > ny. Since k — ng > n}, we have t"e + tF= "3 f € " 0.
Since d € O, we have t"d € t"O*, so that n3 = ny. However, ng > nl; > ny.
We obtain a contradiction.

In conclusion, we obtain that the SLy(O)-orbits in Grgr,xsr, are indexed by
the set {n; € Z | ny > ng, —ngz < ny < ng,ng < —ng+ ny — ny}. Now, we claim
it is the same as the index set {v; € 3Z | (v1,v2,v3) € A, vy € AN, 13 — vy € Z}

Indeed, the bijection maps are given by

(3.3.4)

na + Ny N3 +MNg N3 — Ny N3+ Ny
(711,712,”3,714) — (V17V2,V3,V4) = (n1 -2 5 , N2 > 5 ) > 5 ) ’ 9
(n1,n2,n3,n4) = (11 + V4,0 — Vs, Vs + Vg, —V3 + 1y) = (11, Vo, U3, Vy).

)

(b) Note that the character x is given by taking the residue of the sum of the
entries (1,3) and (2,4). We should prove that

(3.3.5) Staby ) (£ gt*12*3)) C Ker ,

i.e., the t~!-coefficient of the sum of the entries (1,3) and (2,4) is zero. In fact,
it is not hard to see that it is equivalent to the vanishing of the ¢~!-coefficient of
each of these two entries.

Let A € Stabyp (tv2gt1v23)) e only care about the 2 x 2-minor A 2)x(3.4) =

U3 U4 tritra () O O) [t vvs _tpvstw
(U273 u274). It belongs to ( 0 tV2V4> (O (@) 0 fvatva . The

t~!-coefficient of u; 3 is always zero if and only if 1, —v3 > 0, and the ¢~ -coefficient
of ug 4 is always zero if and only if vy — 15 > 0.
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(c) We need to calculate the reductive part of Stabpgar,2,0)(t"gt>¥)). By
definition, for each element in the stabilizer of t*4gt*72¥3) in PGL(2, O), it be-
longs to

O tl’l—ll2+21’40 1 t2u4 ) t2(y3+y4)0 1 _t21/4
a0 (3" ) )@ e )6 )

Assume v, = 0, and v; — 1,3 are non-zero, then the reductive part of the

stabilizer group is ¢ a91> /{£ld}, where a € G,,. If vy — vy = 0,

—a'4a
~1

-l
and v3 > 0, the reductive part of the stabilizer is (&0 “ aa ) J{£ld}. If

11 — e > 0, and v3 = 0, the reductive part of the stabilizer is (8 a91> J{£Id}.
In these three cases, the action on the fiber is trivial only if v; — vy — v3 = 0.
If vy — vy =0, and v3 = 0, the reductive part of the stabilizer is PGL(2), it acts
trivially on the fiber.

Then, we assume v4 > 0.

In the case of vy — vy > 0 and v3 > 0, (3.3.6) is a pro-unipotent subgroup of
PGL(2)(0O), which acts trivially on the fiber. If v5 = 0, then

O>< tl/1—l/2+21/40
(3.3.7) (3.3.6) = ( o 0~ ) ,
it has a G,,-factor 8 a91 /{=£ld}, the action on the fiber is trivial only if

1 — o + 3y = 0, which contradicts the assumption.

2v4
In the case of v; = vy, we have tragtvivevs) — rapivews) and (3.3.6)

0 1
L\ (a 0 (1 —t> .
has a G,,-factor (0 1 ) (O a‘1> (O 1 ) /{£ld}. The action on the fiber

is trivial only if 3v4 + v3 = 0. However, 3v4 + 3 > 0 by assumption.

Definition 3.3.2. (a) Given v € X satisfying the condition of Proposi-
tion 3.3.1(a), we denote by @, C Grpgpy) the corresponding PGL(2,0) x U(F)-
orbit. Under the natural bijection between the set of PGL(2, O) x U(F)-orbits
in Grpgp(s) and the set of H(F)-orbits in Grpgr2) X Grpsp(), it corresponds to
the H(F)—Orbit 0, C GI‘pGL(Q) X Grpsp(ﬁ).

(b) A weight v € X satisfying the condition of Proposition 3.3.1(a) (resp.
(b,c)) is called relevant (resp. x-relevant, (x, x)-relevant). The orbits O,, O, for
a x-relevant (resp. (x, x)-relevant) weight v are called x-relevant (resp. (x, K)-
relevant).

Remark 3.3.3. We keep the same notation for the corresponding orbits in the
w-renormalized affine Grassmannian “Grpg) and “Grg.
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Remark 3.3.4. An object in the twisted Gaiotto category is locally compact if
and only if it is supported on finitely many relevant orbits, and the stalk on each
orbit is finite dimensional.

3.4. Adjacency of orbits. The closure relation of PGL(2,0) x U(F)-orbits
in Grpgp(s) is equivalent to the closure relation of PGL(2,0) x “U(F)-orbits in
“Grpgp(s)- It is enough to study the adjacency of orbits in the non-renormalized
affine Grassmannian.

Proposition 3.4.1. If O, lies in the closure of Ox C Grpgps) (equivalently,
0, C 05 C Grg), thenv < X, i.e. A=V € Qpos, 1.6. A—V = Z?Zl a;oy, a; € N.

Proof. We construct a family of lower semi-continuous H (F)-invariant functions
on Grg. We denote by £ the line bundle Op: (1) on the flag variety Bgy o) = P(W).
It corresponds to the fundamental weight 6* of SL(2). Its dual is the tautological
line subbundle £*C W =W ® OBSL(2>- We denote by £1, £5, £5 the line bundles
on the flag variety Bgp(s) corresponding to the weights €7, €5, €3 of Sp(6). That is,
if V©0gg,, =-VDOV DV?DVD>VD VD0 is the tautological complete
self-orthogonal flag in the tautological symplectic vector bundle on Bgye), then
£ =V/V L, =V/V2 g3 =V2/V3

Also recall that G/H = Sp(6)/ U is the moduli space of the following data:

(a) an isotropic plane : W — V;

(b) isomorphisms ¢: W = W+ /W =5 V/W+.
Note that ¢ gives rise to an isomorphism (det 1W)®* —~5det V = C, and we choose
a compatible trivialization of det W.

We have the following G-equivariant morphisms:

(34.1) G/H Z5T(Bg, £R L)) =V RV,
G/H ZT(Bs, LR (£, 0 & ® &) = VO K Vet
G/H 2 T(Bsys), £7% © L5 @ L) = VZiteites,
G/H 2% T(Bsy(e), £1® £5) = VIt

(irreducible representations with given highest weights. E.g. V" is the tauto-
logical representation of SL(2) with basis vnigh, View, and Vel is the tautological
representation V' of Sp(6) with basis v,...,vg). Since ; is G-equivariant, it is
uniquely determined by ¢;(1): an H-invariant vector in the corresponding irre-
ducible G-module. Namely,

(3.4.2)
©1(1) = Viow M vg + Vnigh M vs, Y2(1) = Vigw B vg A V5 A Vg + Vnigh X v3 A vs A vg,

@3(1):U5®’U4/\U5/\116+1)6®U3/\U5/\U6, @4(1):1}5/\’06
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(here we view Ve1tez (resp. Veiteates V2itetes) a5 a quotient of A2V (resp.
A3V, V@ A3V).

More geometrically, the value p1(W, 0, () is the composition £* <— W KNV
£1, and the value @4(W,0,() is the determinant of the composition 'W ANV
V/V2. Recall that det(V/V?) = £ ® £5, and det' W is trivialized, so we obtain a
morphism from Oz, to £ ® L.

Furthermore, the value of wo(W,0,() is defined as follows. We consider the
preimage U C W+ C V of ((£*) € WH/W (a rank 3 vector subbundle). The
composition of natural morphisms U < W+ < V — V/V3 gives rise to a mor-
phism det W @ £* = detU — det(V/V?) = £, ® £, ® £3. However, detW is
trivialized, so we obtain the desired morphism £* — £; ® £, ® £3.

Finally, the value of p3(W, 0, () is defined as follows. We have the composition
Wt <V — V/V3 that gives rise to a morphism ASWH — A3(V/V3) = £, @ £,®
£3. The filtration 0 C W C W+ gives rise to an embedding (W /W) ® det W —
AW, Composing it with the previous morphism we obtain a morphism

W®det W S (WH/W) @ det W — A3W- = €, ® £, @ &,

Since det W is trivalized, we get a morphism W — £ ® £, ® £3. Adding to it the
composition W LRV £, we get a morphism W — £, 4 £, ®L£o,® L£3. Taking its
determinant we obtain a morphism det W — £9?® £, ® £3. Recalling once again
that det W is trivialized, we obtain a morphism from Osg  to £ ® L ® L.
We consider the formal disc C. (the completion of C' at ¢) and the punctured
formal disc 6z We choose a local parameter ¢. Then Grg is the moduli space
of G-bundles on 5 equipped with a section on (7* Let V; denote the target of
¢i, 1 <i < 4. Given a G-bundle with a section (7, J) € Grg, we obtain the

associated vector bundle V¥ on C, with a section o; on C* We denote by ord(o;)
the degree of pole of g; at ¢, i.e., the minimal power a of the parameter ¢ such
that t%o; is regular (and nonvanishing) at c¢. Clearly, f; := ord(o;) is a lower

semi-continuous H (F)-invariant function on Grg.

Note that the highest weights w! of V;, 1 <i < 4, form the dual basis of {«;},
i.e. (W, ;) = 0;;, where
(34.3) Wy =¢e]+0", wy=¢]+e5+e3+0d", wj=2e]+e5+¢e;, wy=c¢e] +e5.
So the following lemma completes the proof of the proposition for O, C Oy C
Gré.
Lemma 3.4.2. We have filo, = (w],v).
Proof. Choose a point in @, and let M € PSp(6,F) be a representative. Note

that we have the following description of the values of the functions f; in terms
of matrices:
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(1) —f1 is the minimal degree of the entry in rows 5 and 6;

(2) — fo is the minimal degree of the 3 x 3-minors in rows (3,5,6) and (4,5, 6);

(3) —fg is the minimal degree of M57i -det M(4,5,6),(j,k,l) + Mﬁ}i -det M(3,5,6),(j,k,l)>
where 1 < ¢,5,k,1 < 6 and j, k,[ are pairwise distinct, and M;; stands
for the matrix element of M at row 5 and column 4, while det M4 5 ), (j k1)
stands for the minor with rows (4,5,6) and columns (7, k, );

(4) —f4 is the minimal degree of the 2 X 2-minors in rows 5 and 6.

In terms of the above description, we have
filo, = v1 + v, folo, = v +va + 3+ 1y, f3lo, = 201 + 1o + 13, falo, = V1 + 14
OJ

Finally, to take care of the orbits O, C Oy C Grgz, we note that they are
obtained from the orbits in Grg by a translation. Proposition 3.4.1 is proved. [J

3.4.1. Intersections of H(F)-orbits and semi-infinite orbits. Recall the element
g € PSp(6) introduced in §3.3. We denote by B = Bpgra) X gB;Sp(().)g_l the
Borel subgroup of G. We have BN H = {e}. Let U = Upcr(2) X gUPTSp((),)g_1 be

the unipotent radical of B. Given a coweight g = (—pug, (11, pa, 13)) of PGL(2) x
PSp(6), we denote by S¥ the U(F)-orbit of the point (¢4, gt1#243)) € Gre.

Proposition 3.4.3. If O¥ NSK £ (), then pu < v.
Proof. The non-empty intersection condition can be written as
(PGL(2) x U)(F) - (t™, g -t G(O)N
N(UpcLiz)(F) X gUpg, ) (F)g™") - (t74, gt 11243 G(O) # 0.

Here, the intersection is taken inside G(F).
The above non-empty intersection condition is equivalent to

PCL(2,0) x U(F) - t"g - t®12%3) . PSp(6, 0)N
Nt - Upgreey(F) - g - UESp(G)(F) VSN NEY £ ().

Here, the intersection is taken inside PSp(6, F).
Given any point M € t" - Upgr()(F) - g - Upg ) (F) - tln:ns) if we regard M
as a 6 X 6-matrix with coefficients in F, then

o deg Mge = —p1 — fia;

o degdet M(56) (5,6) = — 1 — H2;

o deg(Ms - det Mas.6),(456) + Mo - det M(s56),(456)) = =201 — Ha — 3}
o degdet M4 56),4,5,6) = —H1 — f2 — 3 — Ha.
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However, if M belongs to PGL(2,0) x U(F) - t"4g - t1#23) . PSp(6, O), then
according to the proof of Lemma 3.4.2, we have
—p1 — g =~V — Vg, — [ — fo 2~V — U,
=20y — flg — p3 = =2V — Vo — V3, — [ — g — i3 — [ = —V] — Vo — V3 — V4,
which is equivalent to u < v. U

3.5. Global Gaiotto category. For technical reasons, a global definition is
required for the twisted Gaiotto category. The desired category is defined by
considering the generic Hecke equivariant sheaves on the global model.

3.5.1. Global model. Recall the notation G = PGL(2) x PSp(6) and
H = PGL(2) x U. Let X be the affine closure (H\G)*¥, and let X be the homo-

geneous spherical variety H\G. The global model Maps,,(C, X/G D X /G) [SW,
§3.1] is defined as the moduli stack of maps C' — X/G generically landing into

X/G. Tt is known [SW, Proposition 3.1.2] that Maps,,(C,X/G > X/G) is an
algebraic stack of finite type.

In order to have a canonically defined character y, we need to consider the
renormalized global model.

The renormalized global model .# is defined as the moduli stack of pairs

gen

_ a
(Pg,0), where Pz is a G-bundle on C' and 0: C — T"\X x Pg is a section such

°o G
that the induced 7"-bundle on C'is wf,, and o generically lands into 7"\X x Pg.
More precisely, using [BG, Theorem 1.1.2, Section 1.1.3], we can write .Z as
follows.

Definition 3.5.1. The algebraic stack .# classifies the data (P, {s2v }verep)).

where Pz = (Prar2), Prsp(s)) 1s a G-bundle, and s, is an injective map of
coherent sheaves
(3.5.1)

PGL(2) , L PSP(6) by (o)
syt (Prare) X LOwl, ¢)xV — Ppgpe X Indp ™"V, for any V € Rep(L),

PGL(2)
satisfying the Pliicker relations. Here, Pparey X L®wf, s denotes the L-
PGL(2)
bundle induced from the L xT"-bundle (Ppgry X% L,wf, ) via the multipli-
cation map L xT" — L, and IndiSp((j)V denotes the PSp(6)-module induced from

the P-module V' (we regard V as a P-module via the natural projection P — L).
Similarly, we can define the global model .Z.. with a marked point ¢ that also

_ a
classifies (Pg, o), where Pz is a G-bundle on C' and 0: C' ¢ — T"\X x Pz is a
section such that the induced 7"-bundle on C \ ¢ is wf, and o generically lands
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into T"\X g P&, It is known that ... is an ind-algebraic stack of ind-locally
finite type, see [BFT1, Lemma 3.5.2].

Recall the line bundle P4¢; defined in the Section 3.1. We consider the category
of P4 -twisted D-modules on ..., denoted as D-mOd?get(//oo.c)-

3.5.2. Stratification. Given a geometric point of .#Z.., taking the restriction of

o o G
(Pg,0) to the formal disc D., we obtain a section o: D. — T"\X x P5 and the
induced T"-bundle on D, is W’ .
De
Since any principal G-bundle on D is (étale) isomorphic to P&, the above map

o o G
gives rise to a section D, — T"\X X P& Furthermore, two isomorphisms will
differ by a multiplication by “G(O), so we obtain a point in

((T\H\G))(F) x  pt)/*G(O)] = [“H(F)\“Grgl.

(T"\pt)(F)

Here, the map pt — (T"\pt)(F) is given by w’ .
D

For any A € |“H(F)\“Grg|, we denote by "M the corresponding locally
closed substack of .#..... Note that if A =0, then A#_.. = .# .

3.5.3. Generic Hecke equivariant sheaves. Now, we mimic the definition of the
generic Hecke equivariant sheaves in [GN, Ga] to give the definition of the twisted
Gaiotto category.

For any scheme S, using the same definition as in §3.5.1, we can also define
the S-stack #..s. Now, given an S-point z in the Ran space, i.e. a non-empty
set of Maps(S,C \ ¢), one can single out an open substack . oc.c5 C Moo.cs,
where we impose the condition that the maps {s} are injective maps of vector
bundles near z. Since s is an injective vector bundle map near z, the collection
of maps s gives rise to an H“-bundle on the formal neighborhood D, of z, i.e. a
T’ x H-bundle Py, g with an identification of the induced 7”-bundle with w?,, .

Let Hecke, be the stack that classifies the data (Pg, 0, Py, <), where (Pg, 0)
belongs to Ay .c,s, Pr is a principal H“-bundle on the formal neighborhood of
z, and ¢ is an isomorphism in the punctured formal neighborhood of x of Py and

the H*-bundle constructed from (Pg, o) (since o generically lands in 7"\X % Pa,
it induces a generic “H-reduction of Pz on C'). Given such a point, we can
form another point (9”5, 0') in My o.c,s by gluing o|(cc)xs-e and Py along the
punctured formal neighborhood of z.
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We consider the following diagram,

Hecke,

— —
/ X
'%LOO'QS %Loo-c,éh

— —
where h sends (Pg, 0, Py, <) to (Pg,0) and h sends (Pg, 0, Py, <) to (P, o).
For k € C, we define the category C29" as the category of Pf-twisted D-

H
modules F on A o.c.5 equipped with an isomorphism of h'(F) with the tensor

_>
product of h'(F) and the local system Y.
Similarly to [TY, §4.3.3], if z C 2’ € Rang.(5), then there exists a forgetful
functor

(3.5.2) ) — CE,
Additionally, for any z € Rang..(S1) and Sy — S, there exists a pullback functor
(3.5.3) ealob e

K,Z X Sy
S1

Definition 3.5.2. We define

glob .__ . lob
CeoP 1= lim (G
z€Rang(S), S€Sch =

Here, the transition functors are the functors (3.5.2) and (3.5.3) defined above.

Recall the renormalized affine Grassmannian “Grg defined in §3.2. There is a
projection map

(3.5.4) 7w “Crg — Mo,

that sends (Pg,¢) to (Pg, {50v}verep)), where the map sz, is defined as the
composed map of coherent sheaves on C' \ ¢

PGL(2) ) L . PGL(2) ) L
(3.5.5) sv: (PraLe) X L®wl,g) XV — (TPGL(Q) X L®wg,s) xV

PSp(6) PSp(6)
= Psoie) X Indp POV — Ppgy) x  Indp POV

Here, the PSp(6)-bundle P ) is defined as the bundle induced from the 7
bundle w?,, .
With the same proof as [TY, Theorem 4.4.1], we have

Theorem 3.5.3. The !-pullback functor 7" induces an equivalence of categories

I, glob loc
m: CEO — CJ°.
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12

The above equivalence also induces a strata-wise equivalence €&°P| , |
D-mod;giiF)’X(Og‘). In particular, for any relevant A € |“H(F)\“Grg|, there
is a D-module in €&°»Y| , = (the heart of the natural t-structure) that corre-
sponds to the rank 1 local system x on O* C “Grg. We denote by ICg‘lob €
D-modgs (M) its IC-extension. The object ICg‘lob acquires a natural generic
Hecke equivariant structure, and the set of all D-modules ICg‘lOb forms the collec-
tion of irreducible objects in €&°P?.

We denote by C8°Pl¢ the full subcategory of C8°P. such that F € €8Pl if and
only if supp(F) only contains finitely many relevant strata of #.. and the !-stalk
at any point is finite dimensional. It is the full subcategory generated by ICg‘lob
via extensions and shifts, and the local-global equivalence functor restricts to an
equivalence 7' : G%Ob’lc — GLOC’IC.

3.6. Zastava space. To construct the functor from the twisted Gaiotto category
to the category of representations (i.e., the category of twisted factorization mod-
ules), we need to use the SW (Sakellaridis-Wang) zastava space, cf., [SW, §3.3].
In our case, in order to match the twistings in Section 3.1 and have a canonically
defined character y, we need to consider the w-renormalized SW zastava space.

To begin, let us recall the definition of the SW zastava space without the
marked point.

Definition 3.6.1. We define the zastava space Y as the fiber product
pt  x  Maps,,(C,7\X/B > T'\X'/B).

Bung (C)

Here, X’ denotes the open B-orbit in X and the map pt — Bung(C') is given by
w?, € Buny/ (C).
Similarly, we define Y.... as the fiber product
pt X Maps,.,(C' ~ ¢, T\X/B D T'\X'/B) ~ x  Bung(C).
Bung/ (Cc) Bunpg(Cx\c)

The projection T'\X/B — T"\X/G induces a map of mapping stacks Y — .#
(resp. Yoore = Moo.c). Also, the map T"\X/B — pt/B induces the map Y —
Bung (resp. Yoo = Bung). In particular, we have maps

Y— . # x Bung,
Bung
and

Yooro = Moo X Bunpg.
Bung

It is known that the above maps are open embedding and the images are the
open locus whose generic “H-reduction and the B-reduction are transverse.
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3.6.1. We also need the compactified zastava spaces Y and Yoo... Let us de-
note by Bunp the Drinfeld compactification of Bung, i.e. the closure of Bung
in Maps,,,(C,G\(G/U)**/T > G\G/B). Here B C G was introduced in §3.4.1,
and T is the maximal torus of B equal to the product of the diagonal torus of
PGL(2) and gTg~!: the diagonal torus of PSp(6) conjugated by g.

Definition 3.6.2. We define the compactified zastava space Y as the intersection

G _ S
of pt x  Maps,,(C,T\X x (G/U)*"/T > T"\pt) and .# x Bunp inside

Bung/ (C) Bung

G _
pt X  Maps,., (C,7\X x (G/U)* /T > T'\X/B). In other words, it is the
Bung (C)
open subset of .# x Bung where the generic ¥ H-reduction and the generic

Bung
B-reduction are transverse. -
We define the compactified zastava space with poles Y.... as the intersection of

G _
C~ ¢, T'\X x (G/U /T > T'\pt) X
) B e (CNe.O\ @V ) /T)
(C,G\(G/U)*/T >  pt/B) and .#.. x DBung inside

Bung
G _— —
pt  x  Maps,,(C~c¢, T\X % (G/U)**/T > T\X/B) X
Bung (Cc) Maps e (Ce,G\(G/U)1 /T)
C,G\(G/U) /T > pt/B). It is the open subset of .#Z,.. x DBung

Bung
G
where the generic ¥ H-reduction and the generic B-reduction are transverse.

3.6.2. Let H\G//U be Spec C[G]**V. The projection

pt X Mapsge, (
Bung/ (C\c) Maps

Maps

gen

Mapsg, (

X % (GIU)™ ~ G\ (G/UY) —> (G x TV (@ x H x U) ~ H\G U,

(where H\G J/U stands for the spectrum of H x U-invariant functions on G)
induces morphisms
(3.6.1)

Y pt X Maps,(C.T\EHNGJU)/T > T'\pt),

Bung/ (C)

Yoo —> Pt X Maps,,(C ¢, T'"\(H\GJU)/T > T\pt) x  Bung(C).

Bung/ (C~c) Buny(C~c)

Note that any point in pt ~ x  Maps,.,(C, T'\(H\GJU)/T > T'\pt) deter-

gen(
Bung/ (C)

_ T _
mines a T-bundle Pz on C' and a rational map P% := w¢, x T --» Pz Taking
degeneracy locus of this map induces a morphism (actually, an isomorphism)
(3.6.2) pt X Maps,,,(C,T'\(H\GJU)/T > T'\pt) — | | ¢°

B C
un ( ) Oéeros
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(notation of §2.2).
Similarly, we have
(3.6.3)
pt X Maps,,(Cxe, T\(H\GJU)/T > T'\pt) x  Bung(C) — | | C*

Bung/ (C~c) Bunz(C'\c) veQ

(notation of §2.2). To simplify notation, we will denote a typical component in
|_|aeros C* (resp. in UueQ C%) by C* (ICSP. C2 )

We denote by v:'Y — C® (resp. v: Y. — C2%..) the composition of the
maps (3.6.1) and (3.6.2) (resp. (3.6.3)), and denote by p (resp. q) the projection
Yoo = Moo (Tesp. Yoo.e — Bunpg). With some abuse of notations, we keep the
same notation for the restrictions of the above maps.

It is obvious that the map v is compatible with the grading of the zastava
space (given by the degree of P%) and the grading of the configuration space
(given by the total degree of D). Furthermore, the map v is factorizable, cf. [SW,
Proposition 3.4.1]. Namely, there are natural isomorphisms

(13 X 13) C->x<c- (C' X C.)disj ~Y g<. (C° X C.)disja

(3.6.4) (Y x 1) o (C* % C*)aisy = Y o (C* X C%)assj,

Yx Yool X (C*XC% Vaisi ™ Yooe X (C®x C° )gisi-
(y y ) CoxCs. . ( oo~c)d ) ‘g ce. ( oo~c)d )

The fiber of the zastava space Y over D € C* and Y. over D € C3_ . is given
by the product of the intersections of “H (F')-orbits and “U(F)-orbits. To be more

precise, if D =v-c—) o .0y -x, we have

(3.6.5) Yoel D 2 Yocelve X [ [ Yl-are =S¥ x [J(O° NS0,

Here, the first isomorphism is given by the factorization property (3.6.4) of the
zastava space, and the second isomorphism is given by [SW, Lemma 4.3.2].

3.7. Dimension estimate of Y...|p. Let us denote by Y#, . the preimage of

Moy C My in Y2 .. We denote by Y#, . the preimage of C*,_ in Y, ..

Here, C*, . is the open subscheme of C%,, . consisting of the divisors D = v - ¢ —

Y sece O - T, whose coefficient at c is exactly v and the coefficient —a, at any
other point belongs to {—ay, —as, —ag, —ayu }.

The zastava space Y*, . is flat over C*, ., and its fiber over D = v - ¢ —
> ay - is isomorphic to the product of the fibers Y2, |v.c X [[, Y| 0w =
(0¥ N'S¥) x [[,(O°NS~@=). Note that if o, = av, then O° NS~ ~ A'  and

0% N S @ ~ pt otherwise. So, if we assume that v = pu + Z?:l a;o;, then

dimY*”, . =a1+as+as+2-ay.
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Proposition 3.7.1. Let Y be an irreducible component of O¥ NS*. We have

(3.7.1) 2dimY < dimY*,, .
Furthermore, if the above equality holds, then v — p belongs to the positive

coroot monoid of PGL(2) x PSp(6). If dimY#, —2dimY =1, then v — p is of
the form a+da’, where o belongs to the positive coroot monoid of PGL(2) x PSp(6)
and o' belongs to {ay, ag, as}.

Proof. According to Proposition 3.4.3, we have
3
dimY <n+ Z m;,
i=1
for any p <g p' <wv and p' = p+nd +my(e; — €2) + ma(e2 — €3) + maes.

If we assume v = u—l—zzl:l a;;, then the condition p’ < v implies n+m; < aq,
n+ms < as, 2mo < 2ay4, and my + mg < ag. Taking their sum, we obtain the
desired inequality (3.7.1): dimY¥ , . = a1 +as+az+2-a4 > 2(n+mi+mo+ms) >
2dimY. O

Remark 3.7.2. The closure of 9“
of Y#

=v-c’

,.. 1s a top dimensional irreducible component

3.7.1. For any relevant orbit O¥ C “Grg, there is a (up to a scalar) “H(F)-
equivariant trivialization of Pgei|or. Also, there is a unique (up to a scalar)
“U (F)-equivariant trivialization of Pget|su. We denote by 1), ,, the ratio of these
two trivializations on O¥ N S*, and denote by ¥, , the pullback of the shifted
Kummer local system on G,, corresponding to ¢ along 1, ,,, such that its !-stalks
are concentrated in degree 0.

The following lemma is similar to [TY, Lemma 9.1.7] and can be proved using
the same method as [BFT1, Proposition 3.7.2] and [Ga, Lemma 5.5].

Lemma 3.7.3. Let us assume that v — p ¢ {0,001, a0,a3}. Then, the shifted
local system W, ,, is not trivial on any zrreduczble component Y C O¥ N SH, if

2dimY = dim ng_c or 2dimY + 1 = dim H"

3.8. Construction of the functor. Let Tdet,BunT be the relative determinant
line bundle on Bun(C) whose fiber over Pz € Bung is

det™® RT(C, £1(P7) ® we) @ det ™ RT(C, £5(P) © w?)
)

)

Qm\»—t Qm\»—t Qm\»—t

&
©det™® RT(C, 25(P) ® wg) @ det? RT(C, 6*(P7) ® w
® det!S RT(C,wg?) @ det ™10 RT(C, w
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(notation of the proof of Proposition 3.4.1). It is defined similarly to the line
bundle P of §2.3 on the configuration space. Furthermore, its pullback along the
Abel-Jacobi map

AJ: C3, . — Bung

(3.8.1) D> P2(—D),

is canonically isomorphic to the line bundle P on C3 .. Let Pyetpun, be the
pullback of iPdet,BunT.

Lemma 3.8.1. The line bundles p*(Paer) and v*(P) are isomorphic on Yoo.c.

Proof. Since the map AJov is the composition Y.. — Bunp — Bung, it is
enough to check that the pullback of Pge Bun- along Bunp — Bunz is isomorphic
to the pullback of Pye along Bung — Bung. The latter claim can be equivalently
reformulated as follows: if a G-bundle admits a B-reduction, then

det? RT(C, §*(P3) © wg) ® det™ RT(C, w?) ~

det™*(C,U) ® det®(C, det U ® wg%) ® det* RT(C,0) ® det ™ RT(C, wg%),

and

1

1 1 1
det™® RI(C, €} (Pr) @w2) @det® RI'(C, &3(P7) @w ) @det™® RI(C, &4(P7) @w¢)
©det'® RT(C,w5?) @ det® RT(C,wg) =~ det“RT(C, V) ® det®RT(C, M ® wg/?)

®det'® RI(C,0) ® det® RI'(C,wg') ® det™® RI(C, wéé).

We define the functor

o0-C

(3.8.2) F: D-modyp, (M) — D-modps(C2),  F > 0.(p°(F)),

where p*(F) := p'(F)[—rel. dim(Bung, Bung)] with parity changed according to

rel. dim(Bung, Bung) (mod 2). Here, rel. dim(Bung, Bung) equals the dimension

of the corresponding connected component of Bung minus the dimension of Bung.
The following lemma is proved the same way as [Ga, Theorem 7.3].

Lemma 3.8.2. For F € C&°", the object v)(p'(F)) € D-mody«(CS. ) is well-
defined, and

oi(p'(F)) == 0.(p'(F)).



GAIOTTO EQUIVALENCE FOR Rep, (F(4)) 25

3.8.1. Let ICglob be the rank 1 generic (“H,x)-Hecke equivariant twisted
D-module on #... Up to a shift, it corresponds to the rank 1 (“H(F), x)-
equivariant twisted D-module on the unital “H(F)-orbit in “Grg, under the
local-global equivalence in Theorem 3.5.3.

The following lemmas can be proved using the same analysis as [TY, §7.2-7.4,
Proposition 9.1.1],

Lemma 3.8.3. The functor F' is t-exact, and it commutes with the Verdier du-
ality.

Lemma 3.8.4. The twisted D-module Q2: = F(ICglob) € D-mody<(C*) is a

factorization algebra, and for any F € €8P the image F(F) admits a canonical
factorization module structure with respect to €.

The following theorem is one of the key steps in the proof of Gaiotto equiva-
lence.

Theorem 3.8.5. There is an isomorphism of factorization algebras
(3.8.3) Q~7.

The proof occupies the next section.

3.9. Vanishing of the sub-bottom cohomology. In this section, we will prove
Theorem 3.8.5.

First of all, we note that the restrictions of €2 and J to the open locus C* C C*
are canonically isomorphic. Indeed, according to the factorization structure of
Q) and J, it is enough to check that they are canonically isomorphic on C~¢, for
a € {ag, a9, a3,a4}. If a is even, i.e., a = ay, then it follows as in [Ga, §5.1];
and if « is odd, i.e. o € {1, s, a3}, then the map from the zastava space Y=«
to C~* is an isomorphism, and Q|g-« is the (twisted) D-module corresponding
to the constant sheaf.

To establish an isomorphism (3.8.3), we need to extend the isomorphism of
Q|5- and J |CO' to the whole configuration space C'*. Due to the self-duality of

Q) (Lemma 3.8.3) it is enough to prove that the !-restriction of Q to any stratum
in C~* . C™“ is concentrated in degrees no less than 1, for any o € Qpos-o nOt

equal to a simple root. Furthermore, according to the factorization property of
2, we only need to prove the following proposition.

Proposition 3.9.1. For any o € Qpes \ 0 which is not a simple root, the -stalk
of Q at —a-x € C* is concentrated in degrees no less than 2.

By the base change theorem, we should prove that
(3.9.1) H' (Y| gz p' AC% )| —ae [~ rel. dim(Bung, Bung)]) = 0,

glob
if o is not simple, and 7 < 1.
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3.9.1. Note that the l-restriction of p'(ICY,)[— rel. dim(Bung, Bung)] to any

irreducible component Y of Y|_,., ~ 0°NS~* is a sheaf with l-stalks C[— dim ‘;*O‘]

everywhere. In particular, the !-restriction of p’ (Icglob)[ rel. dim(Bunp, Bung)]

to Y is concentrated in degrees no less than dim H*a —dimY, and its cohomology

is concentrated in degrees no less than dimY=* — 2dim Y.
To prove the vanishing of the Cohomology in degrees no more than 1, we only

need to consider the case 2dimY = dlmH or 2dimY = d1m9 > 1.

The latter case is easy. Namely, in this case, the cohomology is concentrated
in degrees no less than 1, and H' is non-zero if and only if the !-restriction of
p'(IC0, ) [~ rel. dim(Bung, Bung)] to all Y (or, a dense open subset of Y) is non-
constant. However, up to a shift, this sheaf is the tensor product of the local
system corresponding to x and the tame local system ¥, _,. If a is not simple,
then W, _, is non-constant and the local system on Y corresponding to x is non-
tame, so their tensor product is non-constant.

Now, we only need to focus on the case 2dimY = Y. According to Propo-
sition 3.7.1, we have —av = —n - § — my(e1 — €2) — ma(e2 — €3) — maes (negative
combination of simple coroots). In this case, the cohomology of (3.9.1) is concen-
trated in degrees no less than 0. Applying the same analysis as in the previous
paragraph, we deduce that the 0-th cohomology of (3.9.1) vanishes.

So, we only need to check H!' = 0 and we are interested in the irreducible
components which are of the critical dimension (i.e., n + my + msy + m3).

In order to describe the intersection O°NS~® C GrpGL X Grpgp(6), we introduce
the following notation.

Definition 3.9.2. (1) S{, is defined as the unital U(F)-orbit in Grpgp ).

(2) Given ~ in the positive coroot monoid of PSp(6), we define SZ7 as the
UFTSP(G) (F)-orbit of t™7 in Grpgpe).

(3) Uy is defined as the unipotent radical of the negative Borel subgroup of
the Levi L C PSp(6) introduced in §3.1.

(4) U* C PSp(6) is defined as the semi-direct product U; x U.

(5) Given a coweight A\ of PSp(6), we denote by &* the U%(F)-orbit of t* €
Grpsp(g).

By definition, the intersection O° NS~ C Grpgr,2) X Grpsp(s) is isomorphic to
the following intersection inside Grpgp):

" % -
(3.9.2) qg- ( 0 t‘”) -SHNSZY C Grpsy(s)
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Here, g is the element in PSp(6, F) corresponding to Id + Ej 4, introduced in §3.3.
" %
0 t™
PGL(2,F) — PSp(6, F) introduced in §3.1.

3.9.2. Stratification of O° N'S~. The following lemma is easy to check.

Furthermore, C PGL(2,F) acts on Grpgp(s) via the group embedding

Lemma 3.9.3. The intersection (3.9.2) is covered by
|—| S F1(e1—e2)—kaes

k1,k2

For any ki, k2, we denote by Yy, j, the intersection of (3.9.2) and
S Fi(e1—e2)—kaes

We claim

Proposition 3.9.4. The dimension of Yy, r, is of dimension n+m; +mg +ms,
only if n =0 and (k1, k) = (0,0). ]
In particular, in this case, Yy, 1, = S% N S_reR® Grpsp(s)-

Proof. Note that the stratum Yy, x, has a natural projection to Gry,, which is given

t'fb

0 tf" - Sy NG kier—e2)—kaes <y Grp — Gry.
We consider the MV-cycles Ey, := S™e1722)¥7¢2 1§77, The intersection Yy, x,

is a subspace of Epi. The projection Yy, », — Gry, is the restriction of a similarly

defined projection

by the composition Yj, 4, < g -

(3.9.3) Srler—ea)tnes 4§77 ) G hiler—ea)—haes Grr,.
The image Byig of the above projection is contained in the MV-cycles
(3.94)
" % t—F 0
0 t™ *
m oy | LE)/LO)N ke | LE)/L(O) C Gy
0 t™ 0 the

We note that T(O) acts on SE1—e2)4nes 0§77 0 G-kiE1=e2)=k22s and on Gry,.
Furthermore, the map (3.9.3) is T(O)-invariant. Also, the action of T(O) on the
MV-cycles (3.9.4) is transitive. In particular, it implies that:

(a) if Snle1—e2)tnes 0§77 N GFi(E—e2) =k i non-empty, then B, =(3.9.4);

(b) the fibers of the projection (3.9.3) are isomorphic and their dimensions are
no more than dim Ep;; — dim By,.

Since Epie C S™E1722)4155 1 S77 and the latter is of pure dimension 2-ny +m; +
mo + mg, we have dim Ey;; < 2-n; 4+ my + mg + ms. Note that By, is of pure
dimension 2 - n; + k1 + ko. Consequently, the dimension of the fibers in (3.9.3) is
no more than my + mg + mg — ki — ko.
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Let By be the image obtained by taking the restriction of (3.9.3) to Y, ,. We
claim that if the dimension of By, is no less than n; +k; + ko, then (k1, k2) = (0,0)
and n = 0. Once we proved this claim, we will obtain that the dimension of the
stratum Yy, p, is strictly smaller than the critical dimension n + m; 4+ mqg + mg
unless n = 0 and (ki, ko) = (0,0) by the dimension estimate of fibers above.

Now, we will prove the claim.

We check a similar statement for L' = SLy x GLj, the case of L = L' /{£1} is
similar. We have
(3.9.5)

o f k0

vE)y/von| "
o f t=h2 o«
0 t™ 0 the

L/(F)/L/(O) € Gry.

The intersection above is the intersection of the following two spaces:

(3.9.6) (tg ;n) SL(2, F)/SL(2, 0) N (t_: tg) SL(2, F)/SL(2, O)

and the g-shifted

(3.9.7) g-(tg ti;) GL(2,F)/GL(2,O)m<t_:2 t%) GL(2,F)/GL(2,0).

In particular, By, embeds into the above two spaces. The dimension of (3.9.6)
is n + k1 and the dimension of (3.9.7) is n + k. It implies that the dimension
of Bgm is no more than min{n + ki, n + ko }. Without loss of generality, we only
need to consider the case when ky <0, ks <0, n > —k; and n > —ks.

If n > 0, we consider the upper triangular representatives of (3.9.6). They are

n —k1
of the form (t() t tno) The condition By, # 0 implies that min{deg(t=* f +
t™™),n} = —ky for a certain f € O. Since n > 0 and —k; > 0, deg(t ™™ f+t7") =
—n and min{deg(t " f +t"),n} = —n < 0. However, we require that that
—ko > 0, which is a contradiction.

On the other hand, if n = 0, the conditions n > —k; and n > —ky and
kl, kQ S 0 1mply that kl = k2 =0. O

3.9.3. Vanishing of the sub-bottom cohomology I. According to the fact that Y,
is the only stratum which is possible of the dimension n 4+ m; + ms + mgs, so in
order to prove (3.9.1), it remains to prove that the H' of the restriction to Yo,
vanishes.

Note that it is enough to check that for any irreducible component
(or, its open dense subset) Yoo of Ygp, the first cohomology H L of the
restriction of p'(ICy)|—ac[—rel. dim(Bung, Bung)] vanishes. ~ We rewrite
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! o
p'(IC0 ) |—a-a[— rel. dim(Bung, Bung)] as x ® Vo _o[—dimY~*], where y is the
shifted local system corresponding to x whose !-stalks are concentrated in degree
0, and Wy _, corresponds to the ratio of two trivializations of the determinant
line bundle.

Let us denote d := m; + my + ms, and we assume that Y is of dimension d.

We need to prove

!
(3.9.8) H'(Yo,0, X ® Wo,a[—2d]) =0

We are going to use the method in [Ga] to reduce the proof of (3.9.8) to the case
my = 0.
Consider the projection

(399) Xuniv - YO,O — GZ:

that sends a point in Yy to the residue of the entries u; 3 and us 4 of an element
in U(F)g (warning: not in U(F)!).
We denote by [: G — G, the map which sends (z,y) to z +y. Then

! !
H' (Yo, X @ Wo_a[=2d]) = H'(Yo,0, (I 0 Xuniv)' (exp) @ W _o[—2d])

(3.9.10) |
= HY(G?,1'(exp) @ x«(Vo _o)[—2d]).
!

So, H(Yo,0, X ® W¥g _o[—2d]), shifted by 2, is the !-stalk of the Fourier transform
of X« (Wo,_o)[—2d] at L.

Let T” < T be the subgroup consisting of the diagonal matrices
diag(z,w,1,1,w™* z71). The group 7”(0) acts on Yoo by left multiplication,
and acts on G? by sending (x,y) to (zx,wy). Note that Y is 7”(O)-
equivariant, so the Fourier transform of x.(Vo_,)[—2d] is T"(O)-equivariant
against a certain character. In particular, it is lisse on the open stratum of G2.
We should show that x.(Wo _o)[—2d] is concentrated in perverse degrees no less
than 2. Here, we used the equivariance of ¥, _, due to the fact that ¥, _, is
the restriction of the shifted local system Wg _, to the MV cycles corresponding
to S” and S* in Grpgp(e), it is 7”(O)-equivariant against a certain character,
see [Gal.

So X«(Wo,—a)[—2d] is T"(O)-equivariant against a certain character. If m; and
my are not zero, then x.(¥o_,)[—2d] is the clean extension from its restriction
to the open stratum (removing diagonals). Now, the claim follows from the fact
that the dimension of the fiber of Yy is no more than d —2. So, x. (¥ _q)[—2d]
is concentrated in degrees no less than 2.

3.9.4. Vanishing of sub-bottom cohomology I1. 1t remains to check the cases m; =
0 or my = 0. Note that for any matrix representative of any point in Y, the
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minimal degree of its entries in the 5-th row is 0. So, if Yy, is non-empty,
T g O, i.e. mo 2 m;.

Thus we can assume m; = 0. In this case, the intersection Y is isomorphic
to the intersection of the unital U'(F)-orbit in Grpgps) and the Upgp(a) (F)-orbit

of ¢~m2(e2=23)=mags € Grpg,y). Here, U’ denotes the intersection of PSp(4) (the
stabilizer of vy, vg in PSp(6)) and U in PSp(6).

Note that the projection Sp(4) — PSp(4) induces an isomorphism of Grgpa)
and the neutral connected component of Grpgy). So the intersection Yo is
isomorphic to the following intersection in Grgp)

(3.9.11)
1 a b ¢ t—m2
1 b S A
. lspoyspon| T L | Sp(4.0)/Sp(4.0),
]_ k * * tml

where, a,b, ¢ € F and the latter space is the Ug  , (F)-orbit of —ma(g2—¢3) —mae;
in Grgpq). We denote (3.9.11) by Y.

If the intersection Yj, is non-empty, then ¢ € t7™20 and ab € 70 + c. For
any point in Y 5, we can find a unique representative such that a,b, c € t~IC[t1).
We denote the corresponding point by (a, b, c). This assignment gives rise to an
embedding

(3.9.12) Yoo — F/O xF/O x F/O.

The restriction of the shifted local system x to Y, is the pullback of the
exponential D-module on G, along the map Y, — G, sending a point (a,b,c)
to the residue of the sum of a + b.

Now, we are going to prove

Proposition 3.9.5. Unless mo = 1 and ms = 0, the sub-bottom cohomology
! o

H'(Y( 0, X ® Yo _o[— dimY~*]) vanishes for any ms, ms > 0.

Proof. We can assume the intersection Y{ , is non-empty, which implies 2my —

mg > 0.

Case I) 2mg — m3 > 3.
We claim that in this case, the intersection Y{ ; is G,-invariant. Here,

(3.9.13) Gy = | g, | TECY,

1

and it acts on Grgp4) via the left multiplication.
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It is enough to check that min{deg(¢t~'z),deg(t " *zb)} > —my + 1, for any
x € C and b appearing in (3.9.11). Since we assume 2my > ms + 3 > 3, we
have deg(t~'z) > —1 > —my + 1. Furthermore, the minimal degree of the
2 x 2-minors in the first and second rows of the point (a,b,c) € Yj, is —ms, so
deg(b?) = 2deg(b) > —ms. The assumption implies that deg(b) > 2 — my. In
particular, deg(t~1xb) > —my + 1.

Now, the intersection Yj , is isomorphic to Y’ x G,, where Y” is the subset of
Yo consisting of the points (a, b, c) such that the residue of a is 0. Since there

!
is no non-constant map G, — Gy, the shifted local system x ® Vg _, on Yj is
equivariant with respect to G, against the exponential D-module. As a result,
its cohomology vanishes in all degrees.

Case II) 2mgy — mg = 2.

We decompose Yy, into two pieces: Py and P,. Here, P consists of the points
(a,b,c) such that deg(b) = =52 = —mgy + 1; P, is the complement (i.e. deg(b) >
—52). We study the cohomologies of P; and FP.

Using the same analysis as in Case I), we can prove that P, is G,-invariant

with respect to the left multiplication of the G, in (3.9.13). Also, the shifted
|

local system y ® Uy _o is G,-equivariant against the exponential D-module and
its cohomologies vanish.

Let us focus on P; and prove that the cohomologies on P; vanish. The condition
forces mo > 1. If my = 1, we have mgz = 0, this is the case which we do not need
to consider (the simple coroot case). So we assume my > 2.

We claim that for any point (a, b, ¢), we have a € t17"20.

Indeed, note that the minimal degree of the entries of the first row is —ms,
so a € t7™0. Also, the minimal degree of the 2 x 2-minors in the first and
second rows is —mg, so deg(ab — ¢) > —m3 = —2my + 2. If deg(a) = —my, then
deg(c) = deg(ab) = —2my + 1. The non-empty intersection condition implies
—2msy + 1 > —my, so 1 > my, which contradicts the assumption.

Now we can describe P, explicitly. Namely, a point (a,b,c) € (F/O)? belongs
to Py if and only if a € t17™20/0, b € t1720% /0, and ¢ € t ™0*/O. That is
to say

(3.9.14) P ~G™ ' x G, x G2 x G,, x G

The shifted local system ¥ _, comes from a Kummer local system on G,,, X G,,.
If mz > 3, the shifted local system y on P; is the pullback of the exponential
D-module on G, x G, along the map

(3.9.15) P, — Gl xG™ 2 — G, x G,.

The first map is given by projecting to the first and the third factors of (3.9.14),
and the second map is given by projecting to the G,-factors of G™~! and G™2~2
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|
corresponding to the coefficients of t~!. In particular, the shifted local system y ®
V. _q is G, X G4-equivariant against the exponential D-module, so its cohomology
vanishes in all degrees.
If my = 2, then the shifted local system y is the pullback of exponential D-
module on G, x G, along the following map

(3.9.16) P — G, x G, = G, x G,.

Here, the first map is given by projecting to the first and second factors of (3.9.14)
(note that my — 1 = 1), and the second map is the open embedding G,, — G,.
|

So, the shifted local system y ® W¥q _, is G,-equivariant against the exponential
D-module. Here, the action of r € G, on Y is given by sending (a,b,c)

!
(a+t 1z, b,c). In particular, the cohomology of x ® ¥y _, vanishes.

Case III) 2my — mg = 1.

For any point (a,b,c) in the intersection, we have min{deg(ab —
c),1,deg(b?),deg(b)} = —ms. Since msz is odd, deg(b?) > —ms, and in
particular, deg(b) > —ms. It implies that ab — ¢ € t730*. Also, note that
min{1, deg(a), deg(b),deg(c)} = —mo.

If mgy > 2, we claim that deg(a) = —mso.

Otherwise, deg(c) = —my and deg(ab) > —ms. The latter implies deg(c) =
—ms, SO Mo = mg, which implies my = 1, a contradiction.

So for any point in Y{ o, we have a € 720 and ¢ € t7"20. As my > 2, we
have m3 > my. So deg(ab) = —m3 and b € t~™2T10*. On the other hand, any
a, b, ¢ satistying the above conditions give rise to a point in Yj ;. We have

(3.9.17) Yoo~ Gm x GJ*7! x Gy, x G272 x G2
Consider the action of G, on Y{, that sends (a,b,c) to (a 4+ t'z,b,c). The

|
D-module y ® Uy _q is G,-equivariant against the exponential D-module, so its
cohomology vanishes.
If my = m3 = 1, we have Yy, ~ G, X G,, and x is the pullback of the
exponential D-module on G, and ¥, _,, is the pullback of a Kummer local system
on G,,. The cohomology vanishes in all degrees as well.

Case IV) 2my — m3 = 0.

Assume mg # 0 (the case mg = my = 0 is trivial). Note that min{deg(ab —
c),1,deg(b?),deg(b)} = —ms, so we must have deg(b) = —msy. So (a,b,c) €
F/O x F/O x F/O belongs to Yy, if and only if deg(a) > —my, deg(b) = —ma,
and deg(c) > —may. So we have

(3.9.18) Yoo~ Gl x Gy x G271 x GI™2.
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!
The D-module x ® ¥y _, is G,-equivariant against the exponential D-module, so
its cohomologies vanish. ([l

Applying the same method as in [Ga, §6.7], we obtain the following corollary
from Theorem 3.5.3. We sketch the proof for the sake of completeness.

Corollary 3.9.6. The functor F' of (3.8.2) takes irreducible generic Hecke equi-
variant D-modules to irreducible factorizable D-modules:

F(ICX,,) = Fa.

glob

Proof. Note that both of F(IC;‘lOb) and Fy are supported on CZ, .. Since the

intersection O* N S* is exactly one point, the !-stalks of F' (ICg‘lob) and Jy at
A-c € (%, . are the same. According to Theorem 3.5.3 and the factorization
property, the isomorphism holds on the open stratum of C%, , for any v < .

Then we prove by induction on the length of A — v that their restrictions to

Y \.c are isomorphic for any v < A.

For A — v = 0, it just follows from O* N S* = pt. Now, assume the result for
any X' — v/ < X — v. According to the factorization property of F (ICg‘;lob) and
F, we obtain that they are isomorphic on the complement of the closed stratum
{V ’ C}(_>Cz)\~c'

Due to Lemma 3.8.4, to prove that F(Icg\lob)‘szc is the IC-extension, we

should prove that the !-stalk of F (ICg‘lob)L,.C is concentrated in degrees no less
than 1. In other words,

(3.9.19) H' (Yooelver 9 (ICK 1) e[ rel. dim(Bunp, Bung)]) = 0,

glob
ifi<0and v < A.
Since F' is t-exact, the above cohomology vanishes if ¢ < 0, and the 0-th co-
homology equals the !-stalk of the image of Vg‘lob, the x-extension of the rank 1

local system on .#_x... The !-stalk of p'(V3,,)[—rel. dim(Bung, Bung)] is con-

centrated in degrees dimY,.
Note that
(3920) Hoo-c|y.c ~ S¥,

According to Proposition 3.7.1, dim Y, is no less than twice the dimension of (any
irreducible component of ) O*NS¥, so 0-th cohomology is the bottom cohomology.

Thus H° is non-zero only if p!(ICg‘lob)|V_C[— rel. dim(Bunp, Bung)] is constant on

oV
some irreducible component of the critical dimension 1 - dim Y.
Under the above isomorphism, p!(ICg‘lob) |- 18 isomorphic to the tensor product

of ﬂ!(ICg‘lob) C D-modyr (“Grg) and the Kummer local system Wy, up to a

shift. Since the Kummer local system is tame and ﬂ!(ICg‘lob) is the pullback
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of the exponential D-module, we only need to prove that ¥, , is non-constant.
According to Lemma 3.7.3 and the assumption XA > v, it is constant only if A —v
is a simple odd root. However, if A — v is a simple odd root, % -dim Y¥ is not an
integer. In particular, there is no irreducible component of the critical dimension,
so (3.9.19) is zero for i = 0. O

We sketch the proof of the following corollary, see [BFT1, Proposition 4.2.3,
4.2.4] or [TY, Corollary 9.5.2] for details.

Corollary 3.9.7. The functor F induces a conservative, faithful functor between
abelian categories F&1°P: Gelob1eY s |G,

Proof. According to Lemma 3.8.3, the functor F' restricts to C&° is t-exact.

Furthermore, we note that C&°P!¢ is generated by irreducible objects ICg‘lob, and

the image of ICg‘lob under F is Fy (see, Corollary 3.9.6). Thus, the image of Ggloblc
satisfies the finiteness conditions in Section 2.5 as each JFy satisfies the finiteness
conditions. We have a functor between abelian categories F81°>: Ggloble¥ s S,

The conservativity and faithfulness just follow from Corollary 3.9.6. O

4. RIGIDITY OF C&°P¢ AND EQUIVALENCE

4.1. Monoidal structure of C8°P. First let us recall the monoidal structure
of the twisted global Gaiotto category. Recall that when we define the global
Gaiotto category, we need to take C' = P!,

In §3.5.1, we defined the global model .#Z..., for a given point ¢ € C'. However, a
similar definition applies to multiple points ¢ = {c1, co, ..., ¢, } C C, the resulting
stack is denoted by ...

Consider the global model over Rang. To be more precise, #..ran 1S defined
as the ind-stack locally of finite type which classifies the data (¢, Pg, o), where

G
c=A{c1,c,- ¢} € C, Pg € Bung, and o is a section C' \ ¢ — X x Pz which

generically lands in X g P&. Its fiber over ¢ € Rang is exactly .#... We denote
by .#.cn» the relative fiber product of C™ and .#,,.ran Over Ran.

Using the same definition of the global Gaiotto category on .#..., we can define
the global Gaiotto categories of A ..ran, M oo.c and M.cn, Which are denoted

by ei{?{)&n? cegloP and Gi{%}l, respectively. Then éi{(floan is a category over Ran, and
its fiber over any point ¢ € Rane is canonically equivalent to G%{‘;b.

The map 7 in §3.5.4 extends to a map over Rang, i.e., we have a projection
“Grg Ran — AooRran- By the same method for the proof of [TY, Theorem 4.4.1],
the !-pullback induces an equivalence of categories
(4.1.1) Eelob D—mod;f(F)Ra“’X(“’GraRan) =: @l

x,Ran et k,Ran*
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Indeed, for any S-points ¢ € Ranc and S € Sch®®, the same proof as in
loc.cit. implies that the !-pullback along “Grg . — A induces an equivalence

glob ~_ “H(F)e,Xe (1w o
Cre’ =~ D-mody: (“Grg,).

In particular, the factorization structure of C°¢

han 8iVves a factorization category

glob |
structure of CmRan.

(412) (Gi{%) (C X C)disj ~ (eil,oob & eiloc]?) X (C X C)disj-

X
o2 “oxe

. . lob . . .
4.1.1. Due to the G,-equivariance of C%'|41, for any generic Hecke equivariant

D-module F € €8P we can form an object in Gil’ocb| Al

Then, according to (4.1.2), we can form an object Fy X Fy|p2 A o0 Ao c2|p2 A
for any two generic Hecke equivariant D-modules F;,F, € C&°P. We can make
an appropriate shift such that the functor

lob lob glob
GEO & eio — 65702 A2\ A

(4.1.3)
F1, T = F1 X Fo|p2n
is t-exact.
Now, we define the fusion F; x Fy € G%Ob to be
(414) 971*9:2: :pI'Aﬁk\Ilm,y(grlIXH’HQ‘AQ\A)[—H.

Here, ¥,_, is the nearby cycles functor along the diagonal, and pr, is the pro-
jection %00.0|A1 ~ Al x /foo.{o} — «//oo{o}-

It is not hard to see that fusion preserves local compactness. For self-
completeness, we prove it in Section 4.2.2 after introducing some notation used
in the proof.

Lemma 4.1.1. If F|, T, € &M then F) « F, € @sloble,

We will see later (ref., Corollary 4.1.10) that the fusion gives a braided monoidal
structure of Geloblc,

4.1.2. Topological factorization category. Consider the diagonal stratification of
C™, we denote by Deonstr(C™) the category of constructible sheaves on C™. For
a stratum C¥ C O™, we denote by Loc,,(C¥) the category of regular holonomic
local systems on C¥.

Definition 4.1.2. (cf. [Ro, Corollary 3.2.2]) A topological factorization category
is a collection of Deypstr(C™)-module categories €, equipped with factorization
structure that satisfies the following Ran condition:

e For any surjection Ay ;: I — J between two non-empty finite sets, the
I-pullback induces an equivalence A!] / 5C = €.
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Remark 4.1.3. This definition is different from the notion of topological factor-
ization category in [Lu, Theorem 5.5.4.10], where the author considers the con-
structible sheaf of categories while we consider the module category over con-
structible sheaves. In particular, even when C' = A!, it is not obvious at all that
one can get a braided monoidal category structure for the category C;. However,
see Lemma 4.1.8.

4.1.3. We are going to first define a topological factorization category whose C; is
given by €&l°Pl¢"and then we prove that it satisfies the conditions in Lemma 4.1.8.

According to the (Ran version) local-global equivalence, it is enough to define a
topological factorization category for the local Gaiotto category. We define C,, :=
G}z‘g}f’rh as the full subcategory of chclf consisting of the objects which are locally
constant along each stratum C* C C™. To be more precise, an object belongs to
G};’,Elf’rh if and only if its l-restriction to C* C C™ belongs to Loc, (C*) @ €%, for
any stratum C*. According to the Riemann-Hilbert correspondence, the category
G’}z(gfrh is a category with an action of Deopsty(C™). Furthermore, G}zcc’lff’rh satisfies
the Ran condition and acquires the factorization structure.

An important feature of G}zcc’lf’rh is that six operations between categories for

various strata (closures) of C™ are well-defined.

Proposition 4.1.4. For C¥ C C", the -pushforward functor (i.e., the left ad-
joint functor of |-restriction) chclqcs = G}f’(glf,rh 1s well-defined. Similarly, the
x-pullback functor is also well-defined.

c,lc

Proof. We only prove the first claim. We denote él:,()n,rh the full subcategory of
compact objects in D—mOd;;EF)cn’X(“’Grpsp(6)7cn). So G}S(gf’rh is the PGL(2, O)cn-
invariants of é}fcclfrh

First, according to ind-holonomicity of the twisted Gaiotto D-modules, the
I-pushforward functor

(4 1 5) éloc,lc N éﬁ(gf’rh

®,C®,rh
is well-defined.
The functor (4.1.5) induces a functor C}:glfﬁ o G}gg{f’rh, such that the follow-
ing diagram commutes
eloc,lc eloc,lc

;{,703371‘}1 H,C’”,rh
éloc,lc éloc,lc

x,C®,rh x,C™ rh*

Since PGL(2,0)¢n is formally smooth over C”, the corresponding functor

loc,lc loc,lc . ) loc,lc loc,lc
Crocwon — Cocn o 1s the left adjoint functor of C.cw 1y, = € Gy - O
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Remark 4.1.5. One has to use D—modggGL(Q’o)c"MWU(F)C"’X(“’GIPSP(@’CTL), but

not D—mod;?(F)C"’X(“’Gr@ on).  Namely, even though one can construct a
et ’
I-pushforward functor from (a certain subcategory of) D—modg,;bj(F)(fJB X (“Grg op)
et ’

to (a certain subcategory of) D—mod;;(F)C"’X(“’Gr@ on), the induced functor
et ’

loc,lc loc,lc . .. loc,lc loc,lc
Cocwon — Cudmy is not the left adjoint functor of € ¢y, — € Gy ;- The

reason is that PGL(2, F)cn is not formally smooth over C™.

Remark 4.1.6. One can also interpret our categories and the !-pushfoward and

x-pullback functors entirely in the constructible setting. For example, the !-

pushforward functor in (4.1.5) can be defined as follows by the Kirillov model.
According to the equivalence between the Whittaker model and Kirillov model,

c,lc

cf. [GL, Appendix A], we can replace éLO,C’”,rh with its corresponding Kirillov
model. The latter is defined as follows: denote by U the kernel of x: “U(F)cn —
Gy, then the category D-mOd'})get(O\WGrpsp(6)’Cn) = D—modgget (“’Grpgp(s),cn) ad-
mits an action of G,, X GG, the Kirillov model is defined as the full subcategory of
compact objects belonging to the kernel of Av® in D—mod%’; (U\WGTPSP(6)7CH).
According to the Riemann-Hilbert correspondence, both categories of

(4.1.6) D-modgps (“Grpgp),cn) — D-modgr (“Grpsp(e),cn)

make sense in the constructible sheaf setting, and the !-pushforward functor
(4.1.5) exists.
It induces the !-pushforward

(4.1.7) D-modgps (ﬁ\“’GrpSp(G)Cm) — D-modgs | (G\WGIPSP((;)L*n ).

Indeed, for two U-spaces Xi, X,, and U-invariant embedding j: X; — X,
if the !-pushforward functor D-mod(X;) — D-mod(X;) is well-defined,
then the !-pushforward functor lifts to the !-pushforward functor

D-mod”(X;) — D-modY(X,), which is the left-adjoint functor of the
I-restriction functor.

Now, the corresponding functor of (4.1.5) in the constructible setting for the
Kirillov model is induced from (4.1.7).

Remark 4.1.7. By local-global comparison, we also have a topological factoriza-
glob,lc

tion category whose corresponding D opsi;: (C™)-module category is C.onm

4.1.4. Construction of the global functor over C™. Similarly to the functor F
in (3.8.2), we can also construct a factorizable functor between categories over
C™ (or, over the Ran space). Namely, we consider the SW-zastava space with

n marked points Yoo.on := Mo.cn X' Bunp which has the projection ven to
Buna

the configuration space with n marked points C3_ -~ and the projection pon to
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Moo.cn. Here, Mo.cn x' Bunp denotes the open subspace of .#,.cn X Bung,
Buna Buna

such that the generic H-reduction and B-reduction are generically transverse.
Then, we define the functor

(418) D-mOd(]Jget (%OOC'”> — D—mOd(])m (C. -C”>7 F— UC”,*(pE‘” (3:)),

o0

where similarly to (3.8.2), p&n. (F) := pgn (F)[— rel. dim(Bung, Bung)] with parity
changed according to rel. dim(Bung, Bung) (mod 2).
Similarly to Lemma 3.8.4, (4.1.8) induces a t-exact functor F5¢": Ci{?ﬁle —

D*(FS,,). Furthermore, the resulting functor is factorizable. Indeed, by the same
constructions and arguments as in [T, §7.2, 7.3], we can construct a factorizable

functor from D-mod;?f;F)R““’x’lc(“’Grg’cn) to D°(FS,,), which is compatible with

the functor FS° with respect to the local-global equivalence functor (4.1.1).
Furthermore, it restricts to a factorizable functor Fgfﬁh: il’%b,;l;h — DY (FS,),
where D (FS,,) denotes the bounded derived category of factorization modules
with n-marked points, which is also constructible with respect to the diagonal
stratification of C™ and satisfies the finiteness conditions in [BFS].

4.1.5. Braided monoidal category structure. We learned the following fact about
topological factorization category from Lin Chen.

Lemma 4.1.8. For a topological factorization category € over A, if we require
the existence of the x-pullback functor from €, to Cy := C, ®p,,,...(cm) Loc (CF),
then one can get a lax braided monoidal structure on the fiber of the factorization
category over one point.

Furthermore, a factorizable functor between topological factorization categories
preserving x-pushforward functor gives rise to a lax braided monoidal functor
among the corresponding braided monoidal categories.

In particular, if the factorizable functor is conservative and the target lax
braided monoidal category is strict, then the source category is also braided
monoidal and the functor is braided monoidal.

4.1.6. Comparison of lax monoidal structures. We want to compare the lax
braided monoidal functor defined via Lemma 4.1.8 with the fusion product
in (4.1.4). Both of them are given by taking certain nearby cycles, but the
definition of the former uses the composition of x-pushforward and x-pullback
functor (or the !-pushforward functor and !-pullback) for the equivariant
D-module category, i.e., the one defined in Remark 4.1.7; while the definition
of the latter uses the nearby cycles functor in the plain category (without
equivariant structure) of ind-holonomic D-modules, which can be rewritten
using the corresponding pushforward and pullback functors for the plain
category of D-modules. Since *-pushforward and !-pullback functors in the
equivariant setting and non-equivariant setting coincide, we need to check that
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the x-pullback functor (or, the !-pushforward functor) defined in Remark 4.1.7
coincides with the x-pullback functor (resp. the !-pushforward functor) for the
plain category of ind-holonomic D-modules on the global model. We will show
that the following diagram commutes

glob,lc glob,lc
e.l-c,CQ\A,rhh‘V\A e.l~c,C'2,rh|A2

| |

D-modgps (A s.c2n)|azea —= D-modypr 1 (Moe.c2]42),

where the horizontal arrows are !-pushforwards, vertical arrows are forgetful func-
tors, and the subscript ‘h’ means ind-holonomicity. The problem of *-pullback is
dealt with similarly.

Let us denote by ., ~.c2|a2 the open substack of .#Z.c2|a2 1§<2 (A \ x)2, such
that the Pliicker maps are injective maps of vector bundles near x.

The global Gaiotto category Gi{%’z’{:ﬂ a2 is equivalent to the limit of categories

Cih;b’cl(; wlaz [TY, Section 5.4]. The latter category is the category of Hecke equi-

variant (only at z) P4 -twisted D-modules on the open substack .#, -.c2|s2 with
locally compact and constructible conditions. Thus, it is enough to show that
the following diagram commutes.

.eq
glob,lc I glob,lc

n,g,CQ\A,rh’A2\A K,Q,CQ,rh|A2

loblv Loblv

D—modygetvh(//lgoo.cz\A|A2\A) j‘—> D—mOdfpgeUh (ﬂg,ooCQ |A2>-

We should check that the natural transform

(4.1.9) Ji o oblv — oblv oj/?

is an isomorphism.

Note that for any point in .# .c2, we have a well-defined H“-bundle on the
formal neighborhood of x (see §3.5.3 for notation). By adding an isomorphism
of this H¥-bundle and the one induced from w?”, we obtain an “H(O),-torsor

on My ~.c2, denoted by ,//Zgyoo,cz. We consider the !-pullback from ., «.c2|a2 to
%£700,02|A2.
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Since both “H(F), and “H(O), are formally smooth, the natural transforms
of the following outer square and the lower square are isomorphisms.

.eq
glob,lc | I glob,lc |
k,z,C2\A,rh 1AZNA K,z,C2,rh A2

l oblv loblv

D‘mOdTget,h(%g,ooC?\A’M\A) ]I—> D-mOd(]Dge“h .//LOOCQ‘Iv)

l I-pullback

//[Loo-(}? |A2)

% Ji
D—mOdyge“h (%Q,OO'CQ\A |A2\A) —_— D-mOdgvgewh

(
l I-pullback
(

Now, the desired property following from the fact that !-pullback functor to the
bundle is conservative, which implies the natural transform (4.1.9) of the upper
square is also an isomorphism.

Thus, the two !-pushforward functors match, one is defined in the twisted
Gaiotto category, and the other is in the plain category of twisted D-modules on
the global model. For a similar reason, the x-pullback functor shares the same
property. In particular, the lax braided monoidal functor in Lemma 4.1.8 indeed
coincides with the fusion constructed in (4.1.4).

4.1.7. Note that we have

Lemma 4.1.9. The functor F(gjlfﬁh 1s  compatible with x-pullback and
l-pushforward.

Proof. If v is antidominant enough, Bun}?, — Bung is smooth, and it follows
that *-pullback and !-pushforward are compatible with p' on the corresponding
components. Then by the factorization property of p'(F) for any F € €&°P| one
can extend the compatibility to the whole zastava space. Furthermore, since v,
can be written as the composition of a clean extension and a proper pushforward,
and x-pullback and !-pushforward commute with proper pushforward, it follows
that chwlfﬁh preserves the s-pullback and !-pushforward. U

Thus, since the category of representations of the quantum supergroup is
braided monoidal, we have

Corollary 4.1.10. €8°™l¢ gequires a braided monoidal category structure (€, x, )
and F' s braided monoidal.

Proof. It remains to check that F, gf?h is conservative, which follows immediately
from the stratawise conservativity. The latter follows from Corollary 3.9.7 and
the definition of F, (gjl,?};hbm. O
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4.2. Rigidity of C&#°P. Now, let us temporarily restrict our attention to the
untwisted case, i.e., Kk = 0. The goal of this section is to prove

Proposition 4.2.1. The untwisted Gaiotto category C8°PI s rigid.

4.2.1. Satake action on C8°P. The Satake category is defined as the category of
G(O)-equivariant D-modules (with coefficients in super vector spaces) on Grg.
Using the local-global comparison [TY, Theorem 4.4.1], we can realize it as a
global category, i.e., the category of generic Hecke equivariant D-modules on
the global Hecke stack fHeckeglO , we denote this category by nglOb. Here the
global Hecke stack is the algebralc stack that classifies the data (?G, ?G, a), where
P, P5 € Bung, and « is an isomorphism of P and Pz on C ~ c.

Denote by . the convolution stack that classifies the data (Pg, UNDG, o, ),
where (Pg,0) is a pomt in M. and (Pg, iPG, @) is a point in f}CeckegGlf).

Consider the following diagram

(4.2.1) M

A

lob
Mo M. ﬂ{eckegéoc )

Here (P, ’.]35, o, a) ML goes to (P&, 0) under the morphism p;, and goes to

(j’@, 5:0C~Nc3X >< Palee <X >< (P@]C\C) under the morphism ps,, and goes to
(P&, Ps, o) under the morphism ps.

Now, we define the convolution action of the global Satake category on the
global Gaiotto category as

!
(4.2.2) F*8 = po.(my(F) @ p3(8)),
for 8 € J-C%bb and F € Gelob,
The following lemma immediately follows from the definition:

Lemma 4.2.2. The action of D—modwé(o)(“’Gr@) on €°¢ = D-mod “HE)x(“Grz)
1s compatible with the action of ﬂ{%bb on G8lob,

We claim that that the fusion product of the global Gaiotto category is com-
patible with the convolution action of the global Satake category:

Proposition 4.2.3. For any F,,F, € C&°P, and 8,8, € H#°P, we have a canon-
1cal 1somorphism

(423) (9:1*51)*(9:2*82)2(3:1*9:2)*(51 *82).

Here, 81 % 83 denotes the convolution product (equivalently, fusion product) of 81

and 8.
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Proof. Let us consider the algebraic stack . %3 that classifies the data ((c1, c2) €
C?,Pg, Pg,0,a), that is defined similarly to .#Z%, but here we require that o
glob

and o are defined on C \ {c1, ¢y} Also, we have an algebraic stack Heckes -

Consider the following modified convolution diagram

(4.2.4) M,

p3’02
p2702
p1’02

1
Moo M. U{ecke%O]CDQ .

We !-pullback F; X 3"2\,%0002‘A2\A along pi 2 to A7, and !-tensor with the

I-pullback of §; X 8| TeckeZ"", along p3 c2. The resulting sheaf is denoted by
G,C

T XTF,X8, X8,.

Note that the map p; 2 is ind-proper, so pushforward along p, c» commutes
with taking nearby cycles.

On the one hand, the nearby cycles of F1XF,XS$,XS, along Moo.c2|p=p1 18
constant along A! with the stalk (F; % 3”2)@(81 * 89), and its pushforward to
Mno.c2|a along py o2 1s constant along A with the stalk (F « Fa) (81 x 82).

On the other hand, the pushforward of F,XF, K8, XS, along po 2 is (F7 *
81)X(F, % 8,), and its nearby cycles along .#x..c2|a is constant along A! with the
stalk (ffl * 81) * (3’2 * 82)

So the proposition is proved. O

|A2\A

Proposition 4.2.4. The untwisted Gaiotto category C&#° is generated by the
action of Hecke®*™'° on the unit object ICglob.

Proof. For convenience, we fix some notation. We call a coweight A of G’ dominant
if it is anti-dominant for PGLy part and is dominant for PSpg part. Also, we set
H =g 'Hg.

Note that according to the decomposition theorem, for any dominant A, the
convolution ICglO]O s ICMche is semi-simple. So, we should prove that ICglolO *
[oATecte = ICglob D, (ICH,) ™.

According to Lemma 4.2.2, it is enough to do the calculation for the local
action of the locally compact Satake category on D—mode(F)’X’lc(“’Gra). We can

ignore the w-renormalization, and study the action of D—modé(o)’lc((}ré) on the
unit object in D-mod”®1¢(Grg).
We should prove that

= GO)__y
(4.2.5) H'(F)G(O) x Gre — Grg

is contained in the closure of the H'(F)-orbit passing through #*, and its fiber
over t* is exactly one point.
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For the first claim, we first note that the closure of H'(F)G(O) equals the
closure of H'(F)I, where I := I X Ipgy,- Furthermore, for any dominant
A\, we always have H'(F)I[t*] = H(F)t*I. In particular, we obtain that
H'(F)G(0)t*G(O) is contained in the closure of H'(F)t*G(O).

For the second claim, note that the fiber of t* € G(F) along (4.2.5) is the
intersection of the unital H'(F)-orbit and the closure of the unital £*G(Q)t=-
orbit in Grg. The latter is contained in the closure of the unital Upgr, (F) X
Upsp, (F)~-orbit in Grg, which intersects with the unital H'(F)-orbit just at one
point 1 € Grg by Proposition 3.4.3. O

With the help of the above proposition, we can finish the proof of Proposi-
tion 4.2.1.

Proof. (of Proposition 4.2.1) The unit object ICy,, is rigid in C#°™! Indeed, it
is the unital object for the fusion monoidal structure.

To see this, we notice that there is a closed embedding of algebraic stacks
(426) Moo.c X C = Myo.c2,

which sends a point (¢, Pg,0),¢ to ((¢,¢) € C*, Pz, 7).

For any F € €&?, the sheaf F K ICY |0, , is supported on the closed
substack (4.2.6). Furthermore, its restriction to (4.2.6) is constant along A% \ A
with fiber &, so its nearby cycles along A! is constant along A! with fiber F. It
proves that F x ICglO]D ~ J. Similarly, one can prove that ICglob *F~TF.

Now, the proposition follows from Propositions 4.2.3, 4.2.4. 0

4.2.2. Proof of Lemma /.1.1.

Proof. The finiteness of !-stalks of F; xF; follows from the definition. It is enough
to check that supp(IC;‘ﬁ)b * ICg‘fgb) only contains finitely many relevant strata of
M., for any relevant Aq, Ag.

However, it follows from the fact that there exists a closed substack of .#Z...c2
whose fiber over any point ¢ = (c1,¢) in C? N\ A¢ contains the closure of

M—(x, 22).c and whose fiber over any point ¢ in the diagonal contains finitely

many relevant strata. Once we obtain such a closed substack, then ICg‘ﬁ)b *ICg‘ﬁ)b
is only supported on the relevant strata appearing in the fiber over the diagonal.

Note that the global Hecke stack ﬂ-(ecke%loch on C? acts on .#..c2 via the

convolution. We take two dominant coweights vy, v, such that s.upp(ICglob *
IC¥i7%ke) contains supp(ICg‘lgb), for i =1,2.

: lob lob
Consider the closed substack HeckeZ",, - of HeckeZ,,, whose fiber over any
’ V1,V2 )

point ¢ = (c1,¢) € C? N A is the image of Grg x Grg C “Grg,, under the
projection “Grg . — M., and whose fiber over ¢ € A¢ C C? is the support of
ICul,iHecke * Icug,ﬁecke
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Note that C%?x.# can be embedded into .#..c2, and the image can be identified
with the closed substack consisting of the points (¢, Pg, o) such that the map o
which is a priori defined on C' \ ¢ extends to the whole curve. The image of the
action of Hecke2 on C? x . is the desired closed substack of A.c2. 0

G7027V1a’/2

4.3. Rigidity of €&°Plc, In order to prove that the twisted Gaiotto category
is equivalent to the category of representations of the quantum supergroup, we
should prove that the generic twisted Gaiotto category C8°PI¢ is rigid. However,
since the twisted Satake category is too small (when « is generic, it only contains
one irreducible object), €8°PI¢ is not generated by the action of the twisted Satake
category on the unit object ICglob € @8loble We should use a different approach.

4.3.1. Let @8°Ple(P ) denote the category of locally compact generic Hecke
equivariant D-modules on the punctured determinant line bundle Py; on A ...
Since G,,, acts on the punctured determinant line bundle, there is a strong action
of G,, on C&PI(Py ) ie., C8OPI(Py.) is a module category over the monoidal
category D-mod(G,,) (here we use D-modules with coefficients in vector spaces,
not in super vector spaces). The Fourier-Mellin transform provides an equivalence
D-mod®(G,,) ~ Perf(A'/Z). Here Perf(A'/Z) is the category of Z-equivariant
quasi-coherent sheaves on A! finitely generated over the ring generated by the
functions on A! and the translations by Z. For example, ®,¢z0, € Perf(A'/Z).
Now, for any n € N, we define the category C&PI(Pyy),, as

(431) GglOble(iPdeOn = eglOb’lc(:Pdet> ®D—mod°(Gm) Perf(Al/Z>"

Here Perf(A'/Z), is the category of perfect complexes on the n-th thickening
of 0 € A'/Z, it is equivalent to the category of perfect complexes on the n-th
thickening of 0 € A, the functor D-mod®(G,,) — Perf(A'/Z), is given by taking
restriction D-mod®(G,,) ~ Perf(A'/Z) — Perf(A'/Z),,.

The fusion product of €8°PI¢ naturally extends to a fusion product of
Esloble(p ) and C&lPI(Py),. Furthermore, since the image of C&°P!¢ under
the compsoition @8l°Ple — @eloble(p, ) — @sloble(py ) generates CEOPI( Py ),
each CEPIC(P1), is rigid as well.

As a corollary, the limit of Ggl"b’lc(?det)n with respect to the restriction transi-
tion functors is also rigid, since taking limit preserves rigidity if transition functors
are monoidal.

4.3.2. Let us denote by €&°PI¢(P,. )5 the relative tensor product
(4.3.2) CE(Pyer) @D-mode (@) Perf(Spec(Cx])).
The key observation is that
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Proposition 4.3.1. The restriction functor induces an equivalence of categories
(4.3.3) el (P ) = lim CEOPIC(Pyey ).

Proof. First, we prove that (4.3.3) is fully faithful.

For any two objects Iy, Fy € C&PI(Py ) Hom(F; @ C[k], Fo @ C[k]) is finitely
generated over C[x], so as C&I°PI¢(Py( ), is generated by objects of the form F @
C[k], we obtain that for any two objects in C&°PI¢(Py )5, their Hom is finitely
generated over C[x]. Now the fully faithfulness follows from the fact that for any
finitely generated C[x]-module M, the map

(4.3.4) M — Rlim M ®cp,q Clk]/k"

is an isomorphism. Here, Rlim denotes derived limit, that is the limit in the
derived category of complexes.

[t remains to prove that (4.3.3) is essentially surjective.

We note that both sides of (4.3.3) admit filtrations given by relevant orbits,
and the functor in (4.3.3) is compatible with respect to the orbits-filtration. So
we should prove that for any (PGL(2,O) x U(F), x)-relevant orbit O, in Grpgp,
(equivalently, any locally closed substack of .Z.... which admits non-zero generic
Hecke equivariant D-modules), the restriction of (4.3.3) to O, is an equivalence,
ie.,

D-mod"HOXUENI(Py |6, ) @Domod (G, Perf(Spec C[x])

(4.3.5) ~
lim D-mod" @O VEXI (P, 16 ) @b mod(e,.)e Perf(Spec Clx]/£™).

n

We divide the question into two cases:

I). Assume that the stabilizer in PGL(O) x U(F) of a point L, in @, C Grpgp,
(equivalently, of any point in @, ) acts on the fiber Pye|r, non-trivially. Actually,
in this case, the stabilizer must be G,,, and it acts on the fiber via x — z™, for
a non-zero integer m.

Using the Riemann-Hilbert correspondence, we can consider the corresponding
constructible sheaf category. The LHS of (4.3.5) is isomorphic to

D‘mOdGMJC(Gm) ®D—modC(Gm) Perf(SpeC C[[/i]])

(4.3.6) ~Clg,¢']/q™ — 1 ®F, 41 Clg — 1]- Perf
~C- Perf.
The RHS is isomorphic to
(4.3.7) lim Clg,q™']/q™ — 1 ®¢| 41 Cla — 1]/ (g — 1)~ Perf.

For any m > 1, we have an isomorphism of dg-algebras

(438) C[Qa q—l]/qm -1 ®é[q,q*1} C[q - 1]/(‘] - 1)m = C[E]
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Here, € is a generator in the degree —1.
Using the above isomorphism, we have

(4.3.9) (4.3.7) >~ lim Cle]- Perf

here, the transition map in the RHS is given by sending € to 0. In particular, the
transition map between Cle- Perf factors through C-Perf. So, lim,, C[¢]- Perf ~
C- Perf.

IT). Assume that the stabilizer in PGL(O) x U(F) of a point L,, in @,, C Grpgp,
(equivalently, of any point in Q,,) acts on the fiber Pye|r, trivially.

In this case, let us denote by S the stabilizer group of L, € Grpg, . The LHS
of (4.3.5) is equivalent to

(4.3.10) H,(S)-mod’ ® C[x]- Perf,
and the RHS is equivalent to
(4.3.11) lim H,(S)-mod’ ® C[x]/k"- Perf,

where H,(S)-mod/? denotes the category of complexes over H,(S) whose under-
lying complex is bounded and each cohomology is finite dimensional.
Now, the desired equivalence follows from the following lemma. O

Lemma 4.3.2. If A is finitely generated non-negatively graded dg-algebra over
C, then we have the following equivalence of categories

(4.3.12) A-mod”? ® C[x]- Perf ~ lim A-mod’ @ C[x]/k"- Perf.

Proof. Under our assumption, A-mod’ @ C[x]-Perf can be identified with the
category of bounded complexes over the dg-algebra A ® C[x], such that each
cohomology is finitely generated over C[x]. A similar description holds for
A-mod’ ® C[x]/k" for any n.

Note that lim,, A-mod ® C|[k]/k™mod admits a fully faithful functor into the
category of complexes over A ® C[x], and the image is identified with the full
subcategory of bounded complete complexes over A ® C[x]. Under this identifi-
cation, the right-hand-side of (4.3.12) is identified with the category of bounded
complete complexes over A ® C[x] that are finite dimensional modulo &.

It remains to prove that any such complex is finitely generated over C[x].
Using the filtration given by truncation functors, we only need to prove that the
bottom cohomology is finitely generated. However, it directly follows from the
Nakayama lemma. O

Now from Proposition 4.3.1 we obtain

Corollary 4.3.3. C&>I¢(P )y is rigid.
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The category C&#P!(Pyer) @pimode(c,,) Perf(Spec(C((k)))) is also rigid as
a localization. Since C(k) C C((k)) is a sub-field, we see that the category
CEPI( Py ) ®D-mode(G,,) Perf(Spec(C(k))) is also rigid.

Now we can finish the proof of the main result of this section.

Proposition 4.3.4. The k-twisted Gaiotto category D—1rnod;1;j(lv)’x(“’Gra)lC ~

esloble s rigid for a Weil-generic k.

Proof. First, if we consider D-modules with coefficients in Q and we regard the
affine Grassmannian and its determinant line bundle as schemes defined over Q,
then we can also define the category of locally compact Gaiotto equivariant D-
modules on the punctured determinant line bundle. The resulting category is

loc,lc

denoted by ch’lc(ﬂ’det). By taking relative tensor product, we obtain Cgv =

ch’lc(?det) GPerfo (Al /Z) Q(k)- Perf.
We claim that Ggf’:)c is rigid. It is enough to show that it is rigid after the

extension of field of scalars. However, its scalar extension by Q(x) C C((k)) is
the category C%!(Pye) @b mode(G.,) Perf(Spec(C(k))) o CEOPY(Pyt) @pmode (@)
Perf(Spec(C(k))), which is rigid.

Take any transcendental number kg, and consider the map Q(x) — C given by

Kk = Kkg. We obtain that G}SOC’IC = Ggg,{l)c ®q(x)- perf C- Perf is rigid. O

4.4. Equivalence. Now we are able to prove that the functor Flob; @globle®
FS of Corollary 3.9.7 is an equivalence for transcendental x. The proof is the
same as in [BFT1, §§4.3-4.5] or [TY, §10] with one minor modification. Recall
that a weight A € @ satisfying condition (2.1.3) is called typical if the scalar

product (X + p, @) # 0 for odd roots .. For example, Ag = (£, 1,1 1) is typical.

221202
For a typical A, the corresponding irreducible module Vy € Rep,(F(4)*?) forms a
block by itself, i.e. for any weight g # X in @ satisfying condition (2.1.3), we have
Ext*(Va, V) = 0 = Ext*(V,,, Va). Moreover, if My, M,, denote the corresponding
Verma modules over U,(f(4)), then Ext®(Mx,V,,) = 0 = Ext*(M,, Vi).

Now the argument of [BFT1, §5] proves that for a relevant orbit O, C Grg,
the costalk of ICI at O, vanishes (under the assumption that X is typical,
and g # A). The same argument proves that the costalk of ICp, at O, van-
ishes under the same assumption. Then the argument of [BF'T1, Corollary 4.4.2]
proves that ICﬁ‘)C is a projective-injective object of the abelian category €locle?
where the t-structure of C°®I° is given by the pullback of the naive t-structure
of G&l°Pl¢ Thus, by Theorem 3.5.3 we conclude that ICg‘lob a projective-injective
object of the abelian category C&°P1¢¥  Due to the rigidity property of C&lob1e:¥
the argument of [BFT1, Corollary 4.4.3] goes through, and we obtain enough
projective-injective objects of C&°"1¢Y  The rest of the argument in [BFT1, §4.5]

goes through as well, and we derive our main results.
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Theorem 4.4.1. The natural functor DP(C&OP1Y) — @8loble 4o an equivalence.

Theorem 4.4.2. The functor F&°P: @8PIeY 5 TS is a braied monoidal equiva-
lence.

Proof. For the fully faithfulness, we note that ICg‘l%b * 1G4, forms a collection

of projective-injective generators of C°P1¢¥ it is enough to check that the
functor F#°P induces an isomorphism Extigiob.1c,0 (ICX, +ICHE, TCX, % 1C¥2 ) =

glo glob> glo glob
Exthg(F(ICX,) * F(ICY,), FICK,) x FICY,)) = Extig(Fa, « Fun, Fa x 51
Due to the rigidity of irreducible objects, it is enough to show that
EXtéglob,lc,@(ICAO F) = Exthg(Fy,, F(F)), for any F € CePle¥ However, since

glob?
ICg‘l%b and F), are projective, both of Ext’ vanish if i # 0, and both of Ext®

equal the multiplicities of IC%\IS’b in &F.
The essential surjectivity follows from the fact that FS is generated by Fy for
all A relevant.
O

Theorem 4.4.3. The functor F& Gi{‘é’ﬁlc — DY(FS,,) is an equivalence.

Proof. 1t follows by the same induction and gluing arguments as in [Ga, §8]. To
be self-contained, we review the arguments here.
Namely, by induction, we can assume these two categories are equivalent on

the diagonal divisor Diag C C™. Note that both of Gilocbl’@’lc and FS; are con-

stant families of categories on C'' with the fiber categories C&°*%I¢ and FS, so
the functor F, glf > is an equivalence of categories on C!. Then, according to the

factorization category structures of @i{c’cli;@’lc and FS,,, we obtain that these two

categories are equivalent on o,
To glue the equivalences to an equivalence on C™, we note that for any object

Fe Gilog)f’lc and ' € Gi{%’ii’le, we can find a sequence of objects F; € Gi{‘gﬁ;@’lc,
such that the restriction of F; to the open subspace 4 ° C My.cn is F, and
o0-C™

both of lim; Ext'(F;, ipiagcn +(F)) and lim; Ext'(FE(F;), FE (ipjag_cn ()
vanish, for © = 0, 1. Here, we can choose F; to be the objects such that the inverse
limit of &F; goes to the !-extension of F.

The vanishing of Ext’ implies that we can calculate Extéglob,@,lc of any two

®,CT
: : lob,Q,] . : - 1ob,0,] lob,Q,1
objects in €% by a limit and extensions of Ext’ in €2 and G¥% "¢
K,C' k,Diag . O ’

similarly for Ext’{;sn. Now, the stratawise equivalence implies the desired equiva-
lence over C". O

Corollary 4.4.4. The composition of the derived equivalence of Theorem 2.5.1:
D*(Rep, (F(4)*)) = D*(FS), with the quasiinverse of the derived equivalence
of Theorem 4.4.2 and the equivalence of Theorem /.J.1 gives rise to a braided
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monoidal equivalence D*(Rep, (F(4)*)) = C&°> Its further composition with '
gives a braided monoidal equivalence between D®(Rep,(F(4)*)) and (€', %,b).
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