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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 Uq(gl(N |M)).
Here we deal with the exceptional quantum supergroup Uq(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
Uq(gl(N |M)). Here we deal with the exceptional quantum supergroup Uq(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 ZPSp(6)(e) of e. We choose an sl2-triple (e, h, f) in sp(6). The
adjoint action of h on sp(6) equips it with a grading, and sp(6)−1 = 0 (e is an
even nilpotent element), while u = sp(6)≤−2 is the 7-dimensional nilpotent radical
of the parabolic subalgebra stabilizing an isotropic 2-plane in C6. We denote by
U ⊂ PSp(6) the unipotent subgroup with Lie algebra u. It is normalized by
PGL(2) ⊂ ZPSp(6)(e). Finally, the Killing pairing with e gives rise to a character
χ0 of u and the same named character χ0 of U.

Extending the scalars to F = C((t)) we obtain a character χ0 : U(F) → F,
and we set χ := Rest=0 χ

0 : U(F) → Ga. Given κ ∈ C ∖ Q we consider
the dg-category D-modκ(GrPSp(6)) of D-modules on the affine Grassmannian
twisted by the determinant line bundle to the power κ, and the category
D-modκ(GrPSp(6))

PGL(2,O)⋉U(F),χ,lc of locally compact (PGL(2,O) ⋉ U(F), χ)-
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 Uq(f(4)), q = exp(π
√
−1κ),

and we denote by Db(Repq(F(4))) the dg-category of finite dimensional complexes
of Uq(f(4))-modules.

Conjecture 1.1.1. The categories

D-modκ(GrPSp(6))
PGL(2,O)⋉U(F),χ,lc 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
Cglob,lc
κ for transcendental level κ in §4. The proof is obtained by deformation from
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κ = 0. For the general linear quantum supergroups this part of the argument
could be avoided and replaced by an embedding of Repq(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 f(4) such that the highest weights of finite
dimensional irreducible representations of Uq(f(4)) are in natural bijection with
the set of relevant orbits in GrPSp(6)×PGL(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
GrPSp(6)×PGL(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 BunPSp(6)×PGL(2)(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 dim g = rk g · (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 Uq(f(4)) and factorizable sheaves

2.1. Quantum supergroup. We fix a transcendental complex number q ∈ C.
For a definition of Uq(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 Σ ′′′ in [Ma, §4.1]. More precisely, we fix a
basis ε1, ε2, ε3, δ of the dual Cartan subalgebra h∗ of f(4) with the scalar product
(εi, εj) = δij, (δ, δ) = −3, (εi, δ) = 0. The positive simple roots of our Borel
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subalgebra of f(4) are as follows:
(2.1.1)

α1 =
1

2
(ε1−ε2−ε3+δ), α2 =

1

2
(−ε1+ε2+ε3+δ), α3 =

1

2
(ε1−ε2+ε3−δ), α4 = ε2−ε3.

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

In the above basis ε1, ε2, ε3, δ, the weight lattice X is formed by all the collec-
tions ν = (ν1, ν2, ν3, ν4) ∈ (1

2
Z)4 of coordinates such that ν1 − ν2 ∈ Z ∋ ν2 − ν3.

It contains the root sublattice Q ⊂ X of index 2, formed by all the collections
ν ∈ X such that ν3 − ν4 ∈ Z. In other words, for ν ∈ Q the coordinates are
either all integers, or all half-integers. We also denote by Qpos the monoid of
nonnegative integral combinations of α1, α2, α3, α4.

According to [Ge, Theorem 48], the highest weights of the irreducible finite
dimensional representations of Uq(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)0̄ = Spin(7)×SL(2), i.e. we must
have

(2.1.2) ν1 ≥ ν2 ≥ ν3 ≥ 0 ≤ ν4, ν1 − ν2 ∈ Z ∋ ν2 − ν3.

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

(2.1.3) if ν4 = 0, then ν1 = ν2 + ν3; & if ν4 > 0, then ν1 > ν2 ≥ ν3 > 0.

Proof. The highest weights with respect to the Borel subalgebra with 3 even
simple roots (the simple root system Σ in [Ma, §4.1]) are classified in [Ma,
Lemma 4.1]. The positive root system Σ ′′′ is obtained from Σ by composi-
tion of 3 odd reflections Σ ⇝ Σ ′ ⇝ Σ ′′ ⇝ Σ ′′′: the first one in the root
1
2
(ε1− ε2− ε3 + δ), the second one in the root 1

2
(−ε1− ε2 + ε3 + δ), the third one

in the root 1
2
(ε1 + ε2 − ε3 + δ). Now we apply [Mu, Corollary 8.6.2]. □

2.2. Configuration spaces. From now on we will work with the adjoint group
F(4)ad whose weight lattice coincides with the root lattice Q. Its even part F(4)ad0̄
is the quotient (Spin(7)×SL(2))/∆±1 modulo the diagonal subgroup in the center
{±1} × {±1} ⊂ Spin(7)× SL(2).

We fix a smooth projective curve C with a marked point c ∈ C. Given a
weight ν ∈ Q, we consider the configuration space Cν of Q-colored divisors
D = −ε1E1 − ε2E2 − ε3E3 − δ∆ on C of total degree ν with the following
positivity condition. We have D =

∑
x∈C(−ν1,xε1x− ν2,xε2x− ν3,xε3x− ν4,xδx),

and νx ∈ Q for any x ∈ C.
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We set

(2.2.1) D1 = E1+∆, D2 = E1+E2+E3+∆, D3 = 2E1+E2+E3, D4 = E1+E2.

Equivalently,

(2.2.2)

E1 =
1

2
(D1−D2+D3), E2 =

1

2
(−D1+D2−D3)+D4, E3 =

1

2
(−D1+D2+D3)−D4,

∆ =
1

2
(D1 +D2 −D3).

These divisors are the coefficients of D in the basis of negative simple roots:

D = −D1α1 −D2α2 −D3α3 −D4α4.

Then we require

(2.2.3) Di is effective integral valued away from c ∈ C for 1 ≤ i ≤ 4.

We have Cν =
⋃

λC
ν
≤λ·c, where D ∈ Cν

≤λ·c if D − λ · c enjoys the effectivity

property (2.2.3) at all points of C. We have Cν
≤λ·c ≃ Cα =

∏4
i=1C

ai , where

λ− ν = α =
∑4

i=1 aiαi for ai ∈ N.

2.3. A factorizable line bundle. We have ρ0 = 1
2
(5ε1 + 3ε2 + ε3 + δ), ρ1 =

1
2
(3ε1 + ε2 + ε3 + δ), ρ = ρ0 − ρ1 = ε1 + ε2.
We consider a line bundle P on Cν with fibers

(2.3.1) PD = det−8RΓ(C,ω
−1/2
C (−E1))⊗ det−8RΓ(C,ω

−1/2
C (−E2))

⊗ det−8RΓ(C,ω
1/2
C (−E3))⊗ det24RΓ(C,ω

1/2
C (−∆))

⊗ det16RΓ(C,ω
−1/2
C )⊗ det−16RΓ(C,ω

1/2
C ),

where ωC is the canonical line bundle on C, and we fix a square root ω
1/2
C . We add

the factor det16RΓ(C,ω
−1/2
C )⊗det−16RΓ(C,ω

1/2
C ), so that P is canonically trivial

on C−αi for any simple root αi. Since the divisors ∆, Ei 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,M2⟩ = detRΓ(C,M1 ⊗M2) ⊗ detRΓ(C,OC) ⊗ det−1RΓ(C,M1) ⊗
det−1RΓ(C,M2). For a line bundle N and a divisor S on C, we have

detRΓ(C,N(S)) = ⟨N,OC(S)⟩⊗detRΓ(C,N)⊗detRΓ(C,OC(S))⊗det−1RΓ(C,OC),

detRΓ(C,N(−S)) = ⟨N,OC(−S)⟩⊗detRΓ(C,N)⊗detRΓ(C,OC(−S))⊗det−1RΓ(C,OC).

Taking product of these equalities, we obtain

detRΓ(C,N(S))⊗ detRΓ(C,N(−S))
= det2RΓ(C,N)⊗ detRΓ(C,OC(S))⊗ detRΓ(C,OC(−S))⊗ det−2RΓ(C,OC).
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Furthermore,

detRΓ(C,OC(S))⊗ detRΓ(C,OC(−S)) = det2RΓ(C,OC)⊗ ⟨OC(S),OC(S)⟩.

Hence

det2RΓ(C,N) = detRΓ(C,N(S))⊗ detRΓ(C,N(−S))⊗ ⟨OC(S),OC(−S)⟩,

det8RΓ(C,N) = det4RΓ(C,N(S))⊗ det4RΓ(C,N(−S))⊗ ⟨OC(2S),OC(−2S)⟩.

We apply the latter equality to S = ∆, and e.g. N = ω
−1/2
C (−Ei). Then the

divisors ±2∆, −Ei ±∆ 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 atD =
∑

x∈C(−ν1,xε1x−ν2,xε2x−ν3,xε3x−ν4,xδx)
is equal to

(2.3.2) PD =
⊗
x∈C

ω
4(ν1,x(ν1,x−2)+ν2,x(ν2,x−2)+ν23,x−3ν24,x)
x ,

where ωx is the fiber of the canonical line bundle ωC at x ∈ C. Note that the
exponent of ωx is integral for ν ∈ Q.

2.4. A twisted factorization algebra. We fix κ ∈ C and set q = exp(π
√
−1κ).

We assume that q is transcendental throughout the paper.
We consider the category D-modPκ(Cν) of Pκ-twisted D-modules on Cν . (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 ν ∈ −Qpos,

i.e. ν = −α = −
∑4

i=1 aiαi, ai ∈ N. Then Cν
≤0
∼= Cα ⊃

◦
Cα: 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 (αi − 2ρ, αi) = 0 for

a simple root αi, the restriction of the line bundle P to
◦
Cα trivializes canoni-

cally. Under this trivialization, we denote by
◦
Iα the Pκ-twisted D-module cor-

responding to the 1-dimensional local system with trivial monodromies, unless
two points colored by −α4 (the only even simple root) swap their positions, in
which case the monodromy is −1 (the sign local system along α4). We assign to
◦
Iα the parity a1 + a2 + a3 (mod 2). Finally, we define Iα ∈ D-modPκ(Cα) as the

Goresky-MacPherson extension of
◦
Iα to the whole of Cα, cf. [TY, Remark 2.4.2].

By construction, the collection (Iα, α ∈ Qpos), forms a factorization algebra in
D-modPκ(C•).

2.5. Factorizable sheaves. A factorizable sheaf F is a collection of twisted D-
modules Fν ∈ D-modPκ(Cν) equipped with factorization isomorphisms

(2.5.1) add∗ Fν−β|(Cν×Cβ)
disj

∼=
(
Fν ⊠ Iβ

)
|(Cν×Cβ)

disj

,
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satisfying the appropriate cocycle conditions, where in the definition of(
Cν × Cβ

)
disj

a divisor in Cβ is additionally required to miss the marked point

c ∈ C.
We also impose the following finiteness conditions:
(a) There is λ ∈ Q such that the support of Fν lies in Cν

≤λ·c.
(b) There are only finitely many ν such that the singular support of Fν contains

the conormal to the point ν · c in Cν
≤λ·c.

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

One can also allow the marked point c to vary in C; moreover, one can allow
n marked points to vary in Cn. The resulting category FSn [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 Repq(F(4)
ad) ≃ FS.

In particular, for any λ ∈ Q satisfying condition (2.1.3), the corresponding irre-
ducible Uq(f(4))-module Vλ goes to the irreducible factorizable sheaf Fλ. □

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 v1, . . . , v6 in a 6-dimensional symplectic vector space V =
C6 such that ⟨vi, v7−i⟩ = 1 = −⟨v7−i, vi⟩ for i = 1, 2, 3, and all the other products
vanish. We view ε1, ε2, ε3 as a natural basis in the space of coweights of Sp(6), so
that the cone of dominant coweights is {ν1ε1 + ν2ε2 + ν3ε3 : νi ∈ Z, ν1 ≥ ν2 ≥
ν3 ≥ 0}.

The lattice of coweights of PSp(6) is {ν1ε1 + ν2ε2 + ν3ε3 : νi ∈ 1
2
Z, ν1 − ν2 ∈

Z ∋ ν2−ν3}. The cone Λ+ of dominant coweights of PSp(6) is {ν1ε1+ν2ε2+ν3ε3 :
νi ∈ 1

2
N, ν1 − ν2 ∈ N ∋ ν2 − ν3}.

We also denote by δ the simple coroot of SL(2), so that the coweight lattice of
PGL(2) is 1

2
Zδ.

Let P ⊂ PSp(6) be the stabilizer of the subspace V12 := Cv1 ⊕ Cv2. Let P− ⊂
PSp(6) be the stabilizer of the subspace V56 := Cv5 ⊕ Cv6, and let L := P∩P−
(the common Levi of the opposite parabolic subgroups). Then L is the quotient
of GL(V12)× Sp(V34) by the diagonal subgroup ±Id (here V34 := Cv3 ⊕ Cv4 is a
symplectic plane). The cone Λ+

L of dominant coweights of L is {ν1ε1+ν2ε2+ν3ε3 :
νi ∈ 1

2
Z, ν3 ∈ 1

2
N, ν1 − ν2 ∈ N, ν2 − ν3 ∈ Z}.
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Let T denote the diagonal (in the basis v1, . . . , v6) Cartan torus of PSp(6)
Recall the coweight ρ = ε1 + ε2 : Gm → T of §2.3. Its image is the subgroup
T ′ := diag(x, x, 1, 1, x−1, x−1) ⊂ 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) ⋉
U ⊂ L⋉U = P is the subgroup considered in [BFT2, §3.3]. In particular,
the quotient PSp(6)/U is a spherical PSp(6) × PGL(2)-variety. The PGL(2)-
invariant character χ0 of the Lie algebra u of U is the sum χ0(u) = u13 + u24 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
χ0
F : U(F)→ F. It extends to the same named character PGL(2,O)⋉U(F)→ F.

Finally, the character χ : PGL(2,O)⋉ U(F)→ Ga is the residue of χ0
F.

Definition 3.1.1. We set G̃ := SL(2) × Sp(6), G := PGL(2) × PSp(6), G :=
(SL(2) × Sp(6))/{±1} (quotient modulo the diagonal subgroup in the center).

We set H̃ := SL(2) ⋉ U ↪→ G̃ (the diagonal embedding), it gives rise to the
embeddings H := PGL(2)⋉ U ↪→ G and H ↪→ G.

The moduli space BunPSp(6) 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 Λ2V→M with values in a line bundleM, 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 Λ2(V ⊗ R) → M ⊗ R2, and
we declare (V, Λ2V → M) ∼ (V ⊗ R, Λ2(V ⊗ R) → M ⊗ R2). According to the
following lemma, the renormalized determinant line bundle Pdet,GSp(6) whose fiber
at (V, Λ2V→M) is

det−4RΓ(C,V)⊗ det6RΓ(C,M⊗ ω
−1/2
C )

⊗ det16RΓ(C,O)⊗ det8RΓ(C,ω−1C )⊗ det−6RΓ(C,ω
− 1

2
C ),

descends from BunGSp(6) to BunPSp(6).

Lemma 3.1.2. We have canonical isomorphisms

det2RΓ(C,V)⊗det−3RΓ(C,M⊗ω−1/2C ) = det2RΓ(C,V⊗R)⊗det−3RΓ(C,M⊗ω−1/2C ⊗R2),

satisfying an appropriate cocycle condition.

Proof. We have

detRΓ(C,R2) = ⟨R,R⟩ ⊗ det2RΓ(C,R)⊗ det−1RΓ(C,OC),

detRΓ(C,ωC) = ⟨R,ωC ⊗ R−1⟩ ⊗ det2RΓ(C,R)⊗ det−1RΓ(C,OC),

since detRΓ(C,R) = detRΓ(C,ωC ⊗ R−1). Plugging the latter formula for
det2RΓ(C,R) into the former formula, we obtain

detRΓ(C,R2) = ⟨R,R⟩2 ⊗ ⟨ω−1C ,R⟩ ⊗ detRΓ(C,OC).
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Replacing R by a square root of R, we get

det2RΓ(C,R) = ⟨R,R⟩ ⊗ ⟨ω−1C ,R⟩ ⊗ det2RΓ(C,OC).

Furthermore,

det2RΓ(C,V⊗R) = ⟨detV,R⟩2⊗det2RΓ(C,V)⊗det12RΓ(C,R)⊗det−12RΓ(C,OC),

det−3RΓ(C,M⊗ ω
−1/2
C ⊗ R2)

= ⟨M⊗ω−1/2C ,R2⟩−3⊗det−3RΓ(C,M⊗ω−1/2C )⊗det−3RΓ(C,R2)⊗det3RΓ(C,OC).

Taking product of these two equalities, we obtain the desired result. □

The embedding PGL(2) ↪→ PSp(6) induces a map of stacks BunPGL(2) −→
BunPSp(6). We denote the pullback of Pdet,PSp(6) to BunPGL(2) by Pdet,PGL(2). 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−12(C,W)⊗ det6(C, detW⊗ ω
− 1

2
C )⊗ det24RΓ(C,O)⊗ det−6RΓ(C,ω

− 1
2

C )

We define Pdet on BunG = BunPGL(2)×BunPSp(6) to be P−1det,PGL(2)⊠Pdet,PSp(6).

With some abuse of notation, we keep the same notation for its further pullback
to other spaces, such as the affine Grassmannian ωGrG in §3.2, and the global
model M∞·c in §3.5.1.

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

Recall from §3.1 that T denotes the diagonal Cartan torus of PSp(6), and
T ′ := diag(x, x, 1, 1, x−1, x−1) ⊂ PSp(6) is the image of the coweight ρ = ε1 +
ε2 : Gm → T. We denote by ωρ

C the T ′-bundle induced from the Gm-bundle ωC .
We define the ωρ

C-renormalized affine Grassmannian ωGrG as the moduli space
of pairs (PG, α), where PG = (PPGL(2),PPSp(6)) is a G-bundle on C, and α is an

isomorphism of PG with Pω
G
: = ωρ

C

T ′

×G = (Ptriv
PGL(2),P

ω
PSp(6)) on C∖c. Here Ptriv

PGL(2)

is the trivial PGL(2)-bundle and Pω
PSp(6) = ωρ

C

T ′

×PSp(6). The renormalized affine
Grassmannian ωGrG can also be defined as the affine Grassmannian twisted by

the T ′-bundle ωρ
C , i.e. GrG

T ′(O)

× ωρ
C |D.

By definition, ωGrG is (the étale sheafitification of) the stacky quotient
ωG(F)/ωG(O), where ωG(F) (resp. ωG(O)) denotes the automorphisms of Pω

G

on the punctured formal disc
◦
D (resp. formal disc D). Similarly, we can define

the ωρ
C-renormalized groups ωH(F) and ωU(F).

The character
χ0 : U −→ Ga, u 7→ u1,3 + u2,4
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induces a character of ωU(F)

χF :
ωU(F) −→ ωC | ◦

D
.(3.2.1)

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

We define the twisted Gaiotto category Cloc
κ := D-mod

ωH(F),χ
Pκ
det

(ωGrG) as the

category of Pκ
det-twisted (ωH(F), χ)-equivariant D-modules on ωGrG. (Recall

that all our D-modules have super vector spaces as coefficients.) It is equiva-

lent to D-mod
PGL(2,O)⋉ωU(F),χ
Pκ
det,PSp(6)

(ωGrPSp(6)), i.e. the category of Pκ
det,PSp(6)-twisted

(PGL(2,O) ⋉ ωU(F), χ)-equivariant D-modules on ωGrPSp(6). 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 c
in the definition of the affine Grassmannian, we will denote Cloc

κ by Cloc
κ,c.

We denote by Cloc,lc
κ := D-mod

PGL(2,O)⋉ωU(F),χ,lc
Pκ
det,PSp(6)

(ωGrPSp(6)) the category

of locally compact Gaiotto equivariant twisted D-modules, i.e., it con-
sists of objects which are compact after applying the forgetful functor

D-mod
PGL(2,O)⋉ωU(F),χ
Pκ
det,PSp(6)

(ωGrPSp(6))→ D-mod
ωU(F),χ
Pκ
det,PSp(6)

(ωGrPSp(6)).

3.3. Classification of irreducible twisted D-modules. Recall the notation
of [BFT2, §3.3]. In particular, q = exp(π

√
−1κ) for an irrational number κ

(denoted c−1 in loc.cit.).
We first address the question when the closure of a PGL(2,O)⋉ ωU(F)-orbit

in ωGrPSp(6) supports an irreducible χ-equivariant κ-twisted D-module. To avoid
cumbersome notation, we will consider the corresponding (and equivalent) ques-
tion for the usual (non-renormalized) affine Grassmannian GrPSp(6).

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 +E34 (the identity matrix plus an el-
ementary matrix). Given a cocharacter (ν1, ν2, ν3) (resp. ν4 ∈ 1

2
Z) of PSp(6)

(resp. of PGL(2)) we view tν4 ∈ 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
tν4gt(ν1,ν2,ν3) ∈ GrPSp(6).

Proposition 3.3.1. (a) The set of points tν4gt(ν1,ν2,ν3) where (ν1, ν2, ν3) ∈ Λ+
L and

ν4 ∈ 1
2
N, is the full set of representatives of PGL(2,O)⋉U(F)-orbits in GrPSp(6).

(b) The set of points tν4gt(ν1,ν2,ν3) where (ν1, ν2, ν3) ∈ Λ+ and ν4 ∈ 1
2
N, is the

full set of representatives of PGL(2,O) ⋉ U(F)-orbits in GrPSp(6) whose closure
supports a χ-equivariant D-module.
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(c) The set of points tν4gt(ν1,ν2,ν3) where (ν1, ν2, ν3) ∈ Λ+ and ν4 ∈ 1
2
N satisfy

the condition (2.1.3), is the full set of representatives of PGL(2,O)⋉U(F)-orbits
in GrPSp(6) whose closure supports a χ-equivariant κ-twisted D-module.

Proof. (a) Note that for geometric points, we have |P(F)/P(O)| =
|PSp(6,F)/PSp(6,O)|, so it is enough to classify PGL(2,O) ⋉ U(F)-orbits in
P(F)/P(O), which is further equivalent to classify PGL(2,O)-orbits in GrL.
We will classify SL2(O)-orbits in GrGL2×SL2 . In this case, we should prove that
the set of points tν4gt(ν1,ν2,ν3) is the full set of representatives of orbits, where
we require one more condition ν3 − ν4 ∈ Z. The proof of classification for
PGL(2,O)-orbits in GrL is similar.

Given a point of GrGL2×Sp2 , by the usual Bruhat decomposition, we can find a
representative (L1, L2) ∈ GL2(F) × SL2(F) in its SL2(O)-orbit, such that L1 =(
tn1 0
0 tn2

)
, and n1 ≥ n2 ∈ Z. We denote by k := n1 − n2 ∈ N. We claim that

the StabSL2(O)(L1)-orbits in GrSL2 is indexed by the set

(3.3.1) {n3 ∈ N, n4 ∈ Z | −n3 ≤ n4 ≤ n3, n4 ≤ −n3 + k}.

Indeed, there is StabSL2(O)(L1) = L1GL2(O)L−11 ∩ SL2(O) = {
(
O tkO
O O

)
⊂

SL2(O)}. Using the fact |SL2(F)/SL2(O)| = |BSL2(F)/BSL2(O)|, we can find
an upper-triangular representative for any chosen StabSL2(O)(L1)-orbit in GrSL2 .

By left-multiplying an element of the form

(
O× 0
O O×

)
and right-multiplying

an element of the form

(
O× 0
O O×

)
, we can assume that the (2, 2)-entry of the

representative is non-zero, and the degree is the lowest. Furthermore, by left-

multiplying an element of the form

(
O× tkO
0 O×

)
and right-multiplying an element

of the form

(
O× O
0 O×

)
, we can get a representative L2 =

(
tn3 tn4

0 t−n3

)
, which

satisfies the condition (3.3.1).

Then, we prove that for any two points L2 =

(
tn3 tn4

0 t−n3

)
, L′2 =

(
tn
′
3 tn

′
4

0 t−n
′
3

)
which satisfy the condition (3.3.1), they lie in different StabSL2(O)(L1)-orbits in
GrSL2 . First, we have n3 = n′3, because the lowest degree of entries in a representa-
tive of SL2(O)-orbit in GrSL2 is invariant. Assume that L2 and L

′
2 are in the same

orbit, that says there exists

(
e tkf
f h

)
∈ StabSL2(O)(L1), and

(
a b
c d

)
∈ SL2(O),

such that

(3.3.2)

(
tn3 tn4

t−n3

)(
a b
c d

)
=

(
e tkf
f h

)(
tn
′
3 tn

′
4

t−n
′
3

)
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.
In other words, we have

(3.3.3)

(
tn3a+ tn4c tn3b+ tn4d
t−n3c t−n3d

)
=

(
tn3e tn

′
4e+ tk−n3f

tn3g tn
′
4g + t−n3h

)
.

In the case k = 0, the classification of StabSL2(O)(L1) = SL2(O)-orbits in GrSL2

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
n3 > 0, otherwise n3 = 0 implies n4 = n′4 = 0.

First, we claim d ∈ O×. Otherwise, since t−n3c = tn3g, there is c ∈ t2n3O. In
particular, t−n3+n4cd ∈ tO and t−n3ctn3b ∈ t2n3O ⊂ tO. It forces tn3at−n3d ∈ O×,
which contradicts the assumption d /∈ O×.

Then, we assume n′4 > n4. Since k − n3 ≥ n′4, we have tn
′
4e + tk−n3f ∈ tn′4O.

Since d ∈ O×, we have tn4d ∈ tn4O×, so that n3 = n4. However, n3 ≥ n′4 > n4.
We obtain a contradiction.

In conclusion, we obtain that the SL2(O)-orbits in GrGL2×SL2 are indexed by
the set {ni ∈ Z | n1 ≥ n2,−n3 ≤ n4 ≤ n3, n4 ≤ −n3 + n1 − n2}. Now, we claim
it is the same as the index set {νi ∈ 1

2
Z | (ν1, ν2, ν3) ∈ Λ+

L , ν4 ∈ 1
2
N, ν3 − ν4 ∈ Z}.

Indeed, the bijection maps are given by

(n1, n2, n3, n4) 7→ (ν1, ν2, ν3, ν4) = (n1 −
n3 + n4

2
, n2 +

n3 + n4

2
,
n3 − n4

2
,
n3 + n4

2
)

(n1, n2, n3, n4) = (ν1 + ν4,ν2 − ν4, ν3 + ν4,−ν3 + ν4)←[ (ν1, ν2, ν3, ν4).

(3.3.4)

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

(3.3.5) StabU(F)(t
ν4gt(ν1,ν2,ν3)) ⊂ Kerχ,

i.e., the t−1-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 t−1-coefficient of
each of these two entries.

Let A ∈ StabU(F)(t
ν4gt(ν1,ν2,ν3)), we only care about the 2×2-minor A(1,2)×(3,4) =(

u1,3 u1,4
u2,3 u2,4

)
. It belongs to

(
tν1+ν4 0
0 tν2−ν4

)(
O O
O O

)(
t−ν3−ν4 −t−ν3+ν4

0 tν3+ν4

)
. The

t−1-coefficient of u1,3 is always zero if and only if ν1−ν3 ≥ 0, and the t−1-coefficient
of u2,4 is always zero if and only if ν2 − ν3 ≥ 0.
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(c) We need to calculate the reductive part of StabPGL(2,O)(t
ν4gt(ν1,ν2,ν3)). By

definition, for each element in the stabilizer of tν4gt(ν1,ν2,ν3) in PGL(2,O), it be-
longs to

(3.3.6)

(
O tν1−ν2+2ν4O
O O

)
∩
(
1 t2ν4

0 1

)(
O t2(ν3+ν4)O
O O

)(
1 −t2ν4
0 1

)
.

Assume ν4 = 0, and ν1 − ν2, ν3 are non-zero, then the reductive part of the

stabilizer group is

(
a 0

−a−1 + a a−1

)
/{±Id}, where a ∈ Gm. If ν1 − ν2 = 0,

and ν3 > 0, the reductive part of the stabilizer is

(
a−1 a− a−1
0 a

)
/{±Id}. If

ν1 − ν2 > 0, and ν3 = 0, the reductive part of the stabilizer is

(
a 0
0 a−1

)
/{±Id}.

In these three cases, the action on the fiber is trivial only if ν1 − ν2 − ν3 = 0.
If ν1 − ν2 = 0, and ν3 = 0, the reductive part of the stabilizer is PGL(2), it acts
trivially on the fiber.

Then, we assume ν4 > 0.
In the case of ν1 − ν2 > 0 and ν3 > 0, (3.3.6) is a pro-unipotent subgroup of

PGL(2)(O), which acts trivially on the fiber. If ν3 = 0, then

(3.3.7) (3.3.6) =

(
O× tν1−ν2+2ν4O
O O×

)
,

it has a Gm-factor

(
a 0
0 a−1

)
/{±Id}, the action on the fiber is trivial only if

ν1 − ν2 + 3ν4 = 0, which contradicts the assumption.

In the case of ν1 = ν2, we have

(
1 t2ν4

0 1

)
tν4gt(ν1,ν2,ν3) = tν4t(ν1,ν2,ν3), and (3.3.6)

has a Gm-factor

(
1 t2ν4

0 1

)(
a 0
0 a−1

)(
1 −t2ν4
0 1

)
/{±Id}. The action on the fiber

is trivial only if 3ν4 + ν3 = 0. However, 3ν4 + ν3 > 0 by assumption. □

Definition 3.3.2. (a) Given ν ∈ X satisfying the condition of Proposi-
tion 3.3.1(a), we denote by Oν ⊂ GrPSp(6) the corresponding PGL(2,O)⋉U(F)-
orbit. Under the natural bijection between the set of PGL(2,O) ⋉ U(F)-orbits
in GrPSp(6) and the set of H(F)-orbits in GrPGL(2) × GrPSp(6), it corresponds to
the H(F)-orbit Oν ⊂ GrPGL(2) ×GrPSp(6).
(b) A weight ν ∈ X satisfying the condition of Proposition 3.3.1(a) (resp.

(b,c)) is called relevant (resp. χ-relevant, (χ, κ)-relevant). The orbits Oν ,Oν for
a χ-relevant (resp. (χ, κ)-relevant) weight ν are called χ-relevant (resp. (χ, κ)-
relevant).

Remark 3.3.3. We keep the same notation for the corresponding orbits in the
ω-renormalized affine Grassmannian ωGrPSp(6) and

ωGrG.
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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,O) ⋉ U(F)-orbits
in GrPSp(6) is equivalent to the closure relation of PGL(2,O) ⋉ ωU(F)-orbits in
ωGrPSp(6). It is enough to study the adjacency of orbits in the non-renormalized
affine Grassmannian.

Proposition 3.4.1. If Oν lies in the closure of Oλ ⊂ GrPSp(6) (equivalently,

Oν ⊂ Oλ ⊂ GrG), then ν ≤ λ, i.e. λ−ν ∈ Qpos, i.e. λ−ν =
∑4

i=1 aiαi, ai ∈ N.

Proof. We construct a family of lower semi-continuous H̃(F)-invariant functions
on GrG̃. We denote by L the line bundle OP1(1) on the flag variety BSL(2) = P(W ).
It corresponds to the fundamental weight δ∗ of SL(2). Its dual is the tautological
line subbundle L∗ ⊂W = W ⊗ OBSL(2)

. We denote by L1,L2,L3 the line bundles

on the flag variety BSp(6) corresponding to the weights ε∗1, ε
∗
2, ε
∗
3 of Sp(6). That is,

if V ⊗ OBSp(6)
=: V ⊃ V1 ⊃ V2 ⊃ V3 ⊃ V4 ⊃ V5 ⊃ 0 is the tautological complete

self-orthogonal flag in the tautological symplectic vector bundle on BSp(6), then
L1 = V/V1, L2 = V1/V2, L3 = V2/V3.

Also recall that G̃/H̃ ∼= Sp(6)/U is the moduli space of the following data:
(a) an isotropic plane θ : W ↪→ V ;

(b) isomorphisms ζ : W ∼−→W⊥/W ∼−→ V/W⊥.

Note that ζ gives rise to an isomorphism (detW )⊗3 ∼−→detV = C, and we choose
a compatible trivialization of detW .

We have the following G̃-equivariant morphisms:

(3.4.1) G̃/H̃
φ1−→ Γ(BG̃,L⊠ L1) = V δ∗ ⊠ V ε∗1 ,

G̃/H̃
φ2−→ Γ(BG̃,L⊠ (L1 ⊗ L2 ⊗ L3)) = V δ∗ ⊠ V ε∗1+ε∗2+ε∗3 ,

G̃/H̃
φ3−→ Γ(BSp(6),L

⊗2
1 ⊗ L2 ⊗ L3) = V 2ε∗1+ε∗2+ε∗3 ,

G̃/H̃
φ4−→ Γ(BSp(6),L1 ⊗ L2) = V ε∗1+ε∗2

(irreducible representations with given highest weights. E.g. V δ∗ is the tauto-
logical representation of SL(2) with basis vhigh, vlow, and V ε∗1 is the tautological

representation V of Sp(6) with basis v1, . . . , v6). Since φi is G̃-equivariant, it is

uniquely determined by φi(1): an H̃-invariant vector in the corresponding irre-

ducible G̃-module. Namely,

(3.4.2)
φ1(1) = vlow ⊠ v6 + vhigh ⊠ v5, φ2(1) = vlow ⊠ v4 ∧ v5 ∧ v6 + vhigh ⊠ v3 ∧ v5 ∧ v6,

φ3(1) = v5 ⊗ v4 ∧ v5 ∧ v6 + v6 ⊗ v3 ∧ v5 ∧ v6, φ4(1) = v5 ∧ v6
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(here we view V ε∗1+ε∗2 (resp. V ε∗1+ε∗2+ε∗3 , V 2ε∗1+ε∗2+ε∗3) as a quotient of Λ2V (resp.
Λ3V, V ⊗ Λ3V ).

More geometrically, the value φ1(W, θ, ζ) is the composition L∗ ↪→ W
θ−→ V↠

L1, and the value φ4(W, θ, ζ) is the determinant of the composition W
θ−→ V ↠

V/V2. Recall that det(V/V2) = L1 ⊗ L2, and detW is trivialized, so we obtain a
morphism from OBSp(6)

to L1 ⊗ L2.

Furthermore, the value of φ2(W, θ, ζ) is defined as follows. We consider the
preimage U ⊂ W⊥ ⊂ V of ζ(L∗) ⊂ W⊥/W (a rank 3 vector subbundle). The
composition of natural morphisms U ↪→ W⊥ ↪→ V ↠ V/V3 gives rise to a mor-
phism detW ⊗ L∗ = detU → det(V/V3) = L1 ⊗ L2 ⊗ L3. However, detW is
trivialized, so we obtain the desired morphism L∗ → L1 ⊗ L2 ⊗ L3.

Finally, the value of φ3(W, θ, ζ) is defined as follows. We have the composition
W⊥ ↪→ V↠ V/V3 that gives rise to a morphism Λ3W⊥ → Λ3(V/V3) = L1⊗L2⊗
L3. The filtration 0 ⊂W ⊂W⊥ gives rise to an embedding (W⊥/W)⊗ detW ↪→
Λ3W⊥. Composing it with the previous morphism we obtain a morphism

W⊗ detW
ζ−→ (W⊥/W)⊗ detW ↪→ Λ3W⊥ → L1 ⊗ L2 ⊗ L3.

Since detW is trivalized, we get a morphism W→ L1⊗L2⊗L3. Adding to it the

composition W
θ−→ V↠ L1, we get a morphism W→ L1⊕L1⊗L2⊗L3. Taking its

determinant we obtain a morphism detW→ L⊗21 ⊗L2⊗L3. Recalling once again
that detW is trivialized, we obtain a morphism from OBSp(6)

to L⊗21 ⊗ L2 ⊗ L3.

We consider the formal disc Ĉc (the completion of C at c) and the punctured

formal disc Ĉ∗c . We choose a local parameter t. Then GrG̃ is the moduli space

of G̃-bundles on Ĉc equipped with a section on Ĉ∗c . Let Vi denote the target of

φi, 1 ≤ i ≤ 4. Given a G̃-bundle with a section (F, σ) ∈ GrG̃, we obtain the

associated vector bundle VF
i on Ĉc with a section σi on Ĉ

∗
c . We denote by ord(σi)

the degree of pole of σi at c, i.e., the minimal power a of the parameter t such
that taσi is regular (and nonvanishing) at c. Clearly, fi := ord(σi) is a lower

semi-continuous H̃(F)-invariant function on GrG̃.
Note that the highest weights ω∨i of Vi, 1 ≤ i ≤ 4, form the dual basis of {αi},

i.e. ⟨ω∨i , αj⟩ = δij, where

(3.4.3) ω∨1 = ε∗1 + δ∗, ω∨2 = ε∗1 + ε∗2 + ε∗3 + δ∗, ω∨3 = 2ε∗1 + ε∗2 + ε∗3, ω
∨
4 = ε∗1 + ε∗2.

So the following lemma completes the proof of the proposition for Oν ⊂ Oλ ⊂
GrG̃.

Lemma 3.4.2. We have fi|Oν = ⟨ω∨i ,ν⟩.

Proof. Choose a point in Oν and let M ∈ PSp(6,F) be a representative. Note
that we have the following description of the values of the functions fi in terms
of matrices:
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(1) −f1 is the minimal degree of the entry in rows 5 and 6;
(2) −f2 is the minimal degree of the 3×3-minors in rows (3, 5, 6) and (4, 5, 6);
(3) −f3 is the minimal degree ofM5,i ·detM(4,5,6),(j,k,l)+M6,i ·detM(3,5,6),(j,k,l),

where 1 ≤ i, j, k, l ≤ 6 and j, k, l are pairwise distinct, and M5,i stands
for the matrix element of M at row 5 and column i, while detM(4,5,6),(j,k,l)

stands for the minor with rows (4, 5, 6) and columns (j, k, l);
(4) −f4 is the minimal degree of the 2× 2-minors in rows 5 and 6.

In terms of the above description, we have

f1|Oν = ν1 + ν4, f2|Oν = ν1 + ν2 + ν3 + ν4, f3|Oν = 2ν1 + ν2 + ν3, f4|Oν = ν1 + ν2.

□

Finally, to take care of the orbits Oν ⊂ Oλ ⊂ GrG, we note that they are
obtained from the orbits in GrG̃ by a translation. Proposition 3.4.1 is proved. □

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 = BPGL(2) × gB−PSp(6)g

−1 the

Borel subgroup of G. We have B ∩H = {e}. Let U = UPGL(2) × gU−PSp(6)g−1 be

the unipotent radical of B. Given a coweight µ = (−µ4, (µ1, µ2, µ3)) of PGL(2)×
PSp(6), we denote by Sµ the U(F)-orbit of the point (t−µ4 , gt(µ1,µ2,µ3)) ∈ GrG.

Proposition 3.4.3. If Oν ∩ Sµ ̸= ∅, then µ ≤ ν.

Proof. The non-empty intersection condition can be written as

(PGL(2)⋉ U)(F) · (t−ν4 , g · t(ν1,ν2,ν3))G(O)∩
∩(UPGL(2)(F)× gU−PSp(6)(F)g

−1) · (t−µ4 , gt(µ1,µ2,µ3))G(O) ̸= ∅.

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

PGL(2,O)⋉ U(F) · tν4g · t(ν1,ν2,ν3) · PSp(6,O)∩
∩tµ4 · UPGL(2)(F) · g · U−PSp(6)(F) · t

(µ1,µ2,µ3) ̸= ∅.

Here, the intersection is taken inside PSp(6,F).
Given any point M ∈ tµ4 ·UPGL(2)(F) · g ·U−PSp(6)(F) · t(µ1,µ2,µ3), if we regard M

as a 6× 6-matrix with coefficients in F, then

• degM6,6 = −µ1 − µ4;
• deg detM(5,6),(5,6) = −µ1 − µ2;
• deg(M5,6 · detM(4,5,6),(4,5,6) +M6,6 · detM(3,5,6),(4,5,6)) = −2µ1 − µ2 − µ3;
• deg detM(4,5,6),(4,5,6) = −µ1 − µ2 − µ3 − µ4.
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However, if M belongs to PGL(2,O)⋉ U(F) · tν4g · t(ν1,ν2,ν3) · PSp(6,O), then
according to the proof of Lemma 3.4.2, we have

−µ1 − µ4 ≥ −ν1 − ν4,− µ1 − µ2 ≥ −ν1 − ν2,
−2µ1 − µ2 − µ3 ≥ −2ν1 − ν2 − ν3,− µ1 − µ2 − µ3 − µ4 ≥ −ν1 − ν2 − ν3 − ν4,

which is equivalent to µ ≤ ν. □

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) × PSp(6) and

H = PGL(2)⋉ U. Let X be the affine closure (H\G)aff , and let
◦
X be the homo-

geneous spherical variety H\G. The global model Mapsgen(C,X/G ⊃
◦
X/G) [SW,

§3.1] is defined as the moduli stack of maps C → X/G generically landing into
◦
X/G. It is known [SW, Proposition 3.1.2] that Mapsgen(C,X/G ⊃

◦
X/G) is an

algebraic stack of finite type.
In order to have a canonically defined character χ, we need to consider the

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

(PG, σ), where PG is a G-bundle on C and σ : C −→ T ′\X
G
×PG is a section such

that the induced T ′-bundle on C is ωρ
C , and σ generically lands into T ′\

◦
X

G
× PG.

More precisely, using [BG, Theorem 1.1.2, Section 1.1.3], we can write M as
follows.

Definition 3.5.1. The algebraic stack M classifies the data (PG, {κV }V ∈Rep(L)),

where PG := (PPGL(2),PPSp(6)) is a G-bundle, and κV is an injective map of
coherent sheaves
(3.5.1)

κV : (PPGL(2)

PGL(2)

× L⊗ωρ
C×S)

L
×V −→ PPSp(6)

PSp(6)

× Ind
PSp(6)
P V, for any V ∈ Rep(L),

satisfying the Plücker relations. Here, PPGL(2)

PGL(2)

× L⊗ωρ
C×S denotes the L-

bundle induced from the L×T ′-bundle (PPGL(2)

PGL(2)

× L,ωρ
C×S) via the multipli-

cation map L×T ′ → L, and Ind
PSp(6)
P 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 M∞·c with a marked point c that also

classifies (PG, σ), where PG is a G-bundle on C and σ : C ∖ c −→ T ′\X
G
×PG is a

section such that the induced T ′-bundle on C ∖ c is ωρ
C , and σ generically lands
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into T ′\
◦
X

G
× PG. It is known that M∞·c is an ind-algebraic stack of ind-locally

finite type, see [BFT1, Lemma 3.5.2].
Recall the line bundle Pdet defined in the Section 3.1. We consider the category

of Pκ
det-twisted D-modules on M∞·c, denoted as D-modPκ

det
(M∞·c).

3.5.2. Stratification. Given a geometric point of M∞·c, taking the restriction of

(PG, σ) to the formal disc Dc, we obtain a section σ :
◦
Dc → T ′\

◦
X

G
× PG and the

induced T ′-bundle on
◦
Dc is ω

ρ
◦
Dc

.

Since any principal G-bundle on D is (étale) isomorphic to Pω
G
, the above map

gives rise to a section
◦
Dc → T ′\

◦
X

G
× Pω

G
. Furthermore, two isomorphisms will

differ by a multiplication by ωG(O), so we obtain a point in

|((T ′\(H\G))(F) ×
(T ′\pt)(F)

pt)/ωG(O)| = |ωH(F)\ωGrG|.

Here, the map pt→ (T ′\pt)(F) is given by ωρ
◦
Dc

.

For any λ ∈ |ωH(F)\ωGrG|, we denote by M=λ·c the corresponding locally
closed substack of M∞·c. Note that if λ = 0, then M=0·c = M .

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 M∞·c,S. Now, given an S-point x in the Ran space, i.e. a non-empty
set of Maps(S,C ∖ c), one can single out an open substack Mx,∞·c,S ⊂ M∞·c,S,
where we impose the condition that the maps {κV } are injective maps of vector
bundles near x. Since κV is an injective vector bundle map near x, the collection
of maps κV gives rise to an Hω-bundle on the formal neighborhood Dx of x, i.e. a
T ′⋉H-bundle PT ′⋉H with an identification of the induced T ′-bundle with ωρ

C×S.
Let Heckex be the stack that classifies the data (PG, σ,PH , ς), where (PG, σ)

belongs to Mx,∞·c,S, PH is a principal Hω-bundle on the formal neighborhood of
x, and ς is an isomorphism in the punctured formal neighborhood of x of PH and

the Hω-bundle constructed from (PG, σ) (since σ generically lands in T ′\
◦
X

G
×PG,

it induces a generic ωH-reduction of PG on C). Given such a point, we can
form another point (P′

G
, σ′) in Mx,∞·c,S by gluing σ|(C∖c)×S∖x and PH along the

punctured formal neighborhood of x.
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We consider the following diagram,

Heckex
←
h

yy

→
h

&&
Mx,∞·c,S Mx,∞·c,S,

where
←
h sends (PG, σ,PH , ς) to (PG, σ) and

→
h sends (PG, σ,PH , ς) to (P′G, σ

′).
For κ ∈ C, we define the category Cglob

κ,x as the category of Pκ
det-twisted D-

modules F on Mx,∞·c,S equipped with an isomorphism of
←
h !(F) with the tensor

product of
→
h !(F) and the local system χ.

Similarly to [TY, §4.3.3], if x ⊂ x′ ∈ RanC∖c(S), then there exists a forgetful
functor

(3.5.2) C
glob
κ,x′ −→ Cglob

κ,x .

Additionally, for any x ∈ RanC∖c(S1) and S2 → S1, there exists a pullback functor

(3.5.3) Cglob
κ,x −→ C

glob
κ,x×

S1

S2
.

Definition 3.5.2. We define

Cglob
κ := lim

x∈RanC∖c(S), S∈Sch
Cglob
κ,x .

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

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

(3.5.4) π : ωGrG −→M∞·c,

that sends (PG, ς) to (PG, {κV }V ∈Rep(L)), where the map κV is defined as the
composed map of coherent sheaves on C ∖ c

(3.5.5) κV : (PPGL(2)

PGL(2)

× L⊗ωρ
C×S)

L
× V → (Ptriv

PGL(2)

PGL(2)

× L⊗ωρ
C×S)

L
× V

→ Pω
PSp(6)

PSp(6)

× Ind
PSp(6)
P V → PPSp(6)

PSp(6)

× Ind
PSp(6)
P V.

Here, the PSp(6)-bundle Pω
PSp(6) is defined as the bundle induced from the T ′-

bundle ωρ
C×S.

With the same proof as [TY, Theorem 4.4.1], we have

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

π! : Cglob
κ −→ Cloc

κ .
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The above equivalence also induces a strata-wise equivalence Cglob
κ |M=λ·c ≃

D-mod
ωH(F),χ
Pκ
det

(Oλ
c ). In particular, for any relevant λ ∈ |ωH(F)\ωGrG|, there

is a D-module in Cglob,♡
κ |M=λ·c (the heart of the natural t-structure) that corre-

sponds to the rank 1 local system χ on Oλ ⊂ ωGrG. We denote by ICλ
glob ∈

D-modPκ
det
(M∞·c) its IC-extension. The object ICλ

glob acquires a natural generic

Hecke equivariant structure, and the set of all D-modules ICλ
glob forms the collec-

tion of irreducible objects in Cglob,♡
κ .

We denote by Cglob,lc
κ the full subcategory of Cglob

κ , such that F ∈ Cglob,lc
κ if and

only if supp(F) only contains finitely many relevant strata of M∞·c and the !-stalk
at any point is finite dimensional. It is the full subcategory generated by ICλ

glob

via extensions and shifts, and the local-global equivalence functor restricts to an
equivalence π! : Cglob,lc

κ → Cloc,lc
κ .

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 χ, we need to consider the ω-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 ×
BunT ′ (C)

Mapsgen(C, T
′\X/B ⊃ T ′\X′/B).

Here, X′ denotes the open B-orbit in X and the map pt→ BunT ′(C) is given by
ωρ

C ∈ BunT ′(C).
Similarly, we define Y∞·c as the fiber product

pt ×
BunT ′ (C∖c)

Mapsgen(C ∖ c, T ′\X/B ⊃ T ′\X′/B) ×
BunB(C∖c)

BunB(C).

The projection T ′\X/B → T ′\X/G induces a map of mapping stacks Y→M
(resp. Y∞·c → M∞·c). Also, the map T ′\X/B → pt/B induces the map Y →
BunB (resp. Y∞·c → BunB). In particular, we have maps

Y→M ×
BunG

BunB,

and

Y∞·c →M∞·c ×
BunG

BunB.

It is known that the above maps are open embedding and the images are the
open locus whose generic ωH-reduction and the B-reduction are transverse.
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3.6.1. We also need the compactified zastava spaces Ȳ and Ȳ∞·c. Let us de-
note by BunB the Drinfeld compactification of BunB, i.e. the closure of BunB

in Mapsgen(C,G\(G/U)aff/T ⊃ G\G/B). Here B ⊂ 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−1: the diagonal torus of PSp(6) conjugated by g.

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

of pt ×
BunT ′ (C)

Mapsgen(C, T
′\X

G
× (G/U)aff/T ⊃ T ′\pt) and M ×

BunG

BunB inside

pt ×
BunT ′ (C)

Mapsgen(C, T
′\X

G
× (G/U)aff/T ⊃ T ′\X/B). In other words, it is the

open subset of M ×
BunG

BunB where the generic ωH-reduction and the generic

B-reduction are transverse.
We define the compactified zastava space with poles Ȳ∞·c as the intersection of

pt ×
BunT ′ (C∖c)

Mapsgen(C ∖ c, T ′\X
G
× (G/U)aff/T ⊃ T ′\pt) ×

Mapsgen(C∖c,G\(G/U)aff/T )

Mapsgen(C,G\(G/U)aff/T ⊃ pt/B) and M∞·c ×
BunG

BunB inside

pt ×
BunT ′ (C∖c)

Mapsgen(C∖ c, T ′\X
G
× (G/U)aff/T ⊃ T ′\X/B) ×

Mapsgen(C∖c,G\(G/U)aff/T )

Mapsgen(C,G\(G/U)aff/T ⊃ pt/B). It is the open subset of M∞·c ×
BunG

BunB

where the generic ωH-reduction and the generic B-reduction are transverse.

3.6.2. Let H\\G//U be SpecC[G]H×U . The projection

X
G
× (G/U)aff ≃ G\(X×(G/U)aff) −→ (G×G)//(G×H × U) ≃ H\\G//U,

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

Y −→ pt ×
BunT ′ (C)

Mapsgen(C, T
′\(H\\G//U)/T ⊃ T ′\pt),

Y∞·c −→ pt ×
BunT ′ (C∖c)

Mapsgen(C ∖ c, T ′\(H\\G//U)/T ⊃ T ′\pt) ×
BunT (C∖c)

BunT (C).

(3.6.1)

Note that any point in pt ×
BunT ′ (C)

Mapsgen(C, T
′\(H\\G//U)/T ⊃ T ′\pt) deter-

mines a T -bundle PT on C and a rational map Pω
T
:= ωρ

C

T ′

× T 99K PT . Taking
degeneracy locus of this map induces a morphism (actually, an isomorphism)

pt ×
BunT ′ (C)

Mapsgen(C, T
′\(H\\G//U)/T ⊃ T ′\pt) −→

⊔
α∈Qpos

Cα

(3.6.2)



22 M.FINKELBERG, R.TRAVKIN, AND R.YANG

(notation of §2.2).
Similarly, we have

(3.6.3)

pt ×
BunT ′ (C∖c)

Mapsgen(C∖c, T ′\(H\\G//U)/T ⊃ T ′\pt) ×
BunT (C∖c)

BunT (C) −→
⊔
ν∈Q

Cν

(notation of §2.2). To simplify notation, we will denote a typical component in⊔
α∈Qpos

Cα (resp. in
⊔

ν∈QC
ν) by C• (resp. C•∞·c).

We denote by v : Ȳ → C• (resp. v : Ȳ∞·c → C•∞·c) the composition of the
maps (3.6.1) and (3.6.2) (resp. (3.6.3)), and denote by p (resp. q) the projection
Ȳ∞·c →M∞·c (resp. Ȳ∞·c → BunB). 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 PT ) 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

(Y× Y) ×
C•×C•

(C• × C•)disj ≃ Y ×
C•

(C• × C•)disj,

(Ȳ× Ȳ) ×
C•×C•

(C• × C•)disj ≃ Ȳ ×
C•

(C• × C•)disj,

(Ȳ× Ȳ∞·c) ×
C•×C•∞·c

(C• × C•∞·c)disj ≃ Ȳ∞·c ×
C•∞·c

(C• × C•∞·c)disj.

(3.6.4)

The fiber of the zastava space Y over D ∈ C• and Y∞·c over D ∈ C•∞·c is given
by the product of the intersections of ωH(F)-orbits and ωU(F)-orbits. To be more
precise, if D = ν · c−

∑
x∈C∖c αx · x, we have

Y∞·c|D ≃ Y∞·c|ν·c ×
∏
x

Y|−αx·x ≃ Sν ×
∏
x

(O0 ∩ S−αx).(3.6.5)

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∞·c|D. Let us denote by Yµ
=ν·c the preimage of

M=ν·c ⊂ M∞·c in Yµ
∞·c. We denote by

◦
Yµ
=ν·c the preimage of

◦
Cµ

=ν·c in Yµ
=ν·c.

Here,
◦
Cµ

=ν·c is the open subscheme of Cµ
≤ν·c consisting of the divisors D = ν · c−∑

x∈C∖c αx · x, whose coefficient at c is exactly ν and the coefficient −αx at any
other point belongs to {−α1,−α2,−α3,−α4}.

The zastava space
◦
Yµ
=ν·c is flat over

◦
Cµ

=ν·c, and its fiber over D = ν · c −∑
αx · x is isomorphic to the product of the fibers Yν

=ν·c|ν·c ×
∏

x Y
−αx|−αx·x ≃

(Oν ∩ Sν) ×
∏

x(O
0 ∩ S−αx). Note that if αx = α4, then O0 ∩ S−αx ≃ A1, and

O0 ∩ S−αx ≃ pt otherwise. So, if we assume that ν = µ +
∑4

i=1 aiαi, then

dim
◦
Yµ
=ν·c = a1 + a2 + a3 + 2 · a4.
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Proposition 3.7.1. Let Y be an irreducible component of Oν ∩ Sµ. We have

(3.7.1) 2 dimY ≤ dim
◦
Yµ
=ν·c.

Furthermore, if the above equality holds, then ν − µ belongs to the positive

coroot monoid of PGL(2)× PSp(6). If dim
◦
Yµ
=ν·c − 2 dimY = 1, then ν −µ is of

the form α+α′, where α belongs to the positive coroot monoid of PGL(2)×PSp(6)
and α′ belongs to {α1, α2, α3}.

Proof. According to Proposition 3.4.3, we have

dimY ≤ n+
3∑

i=1

mi,

for any µ ≤G µ′ ≤ ν and µ′ = µ+ nδ +m1(ε1 − ε2) +m2(ε2 − ε3) +m3ε3.

If we assume ν = µ+
∑4

i=1 aiαi, then the condition µ′ ≤ ν implies n+m1 ≤ a1,
n +m3 ≤ a2, 2m2 ≤ 2a4, and m1 +m3 ≤ a3. Taking their sum, we obtain the

desired inequality (3.7.1): dim
◦
Yµ
=ν·c = a1+a2+a3+2·a4 ≥ 2(n+m1+m2+m3) ≥

2 dimY. □

Remark 3.7.2. The closure of
◦
Yµ
=ν·c is a top dimensional irreducible component

of Yµ
=ν·c.

3.7.1. For any relevant orbit Oν ⊂ ωGrG, there is a (up to a scalar) ωH(F)-
equivariant trivialization of Pdet|Oν . Also, there is a unique (up to a scalar)
ωU(F)-equivariant trivialization of Pdet|Sµ . We denote by ψν,µ the ratio of these
two trivializations on Oν ∩ Sµ, and denote by Ψν,µ the pullback of the shifted
Kummer local system on Gm corresponding to q along ψν,µ, 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 ν − µ /∈ {0, α1, α2, α3}. Then, the shifted
local system Ψν,µ is not trivial on any irreducible component Y ⊂ Oν ∩ Sµ, if

2 dimY = dim
◦
Yµ
=ν·c or 2 dimY + 1 = dim

◦
Yµ
=ν·c.

3.8. Construction of the functor. Let Pdet,BunT
be the relative determinant

line bundle on BunT (C) whose fiber over PT ∈ BunT is

det−8RΓ(C, ε∗1(PT )⊗ ω
1
2
C)⊗ det−8RΓ(C, ε∗2(PT )⊗ ω

1
2
C)

⊗ det−8RΓ(C, ε∗3(PT )⊗ ω
1
2
C)⊗ det24RΓ(C, δ∗(PT )⊗ ω

1
2
C)

⊗ det16RΓ(C,ω
− 1

2
C )⊗ det−16RΓ(C,ω

1
2
C)
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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: C•∞·c −→ BunT

D 7→ Pω
T
(−D),

(3.8.1)

is canonically isomorphic to the line bundle P on C•∞·c. Let Pdet,BunB be the
pullback of Pdet,BunT

.

Lemma 3.8.1. The line bundles p∗(Pdet) and v∗(P) are isomorphic on Y∞·c.

Proof. Since the map AJ ◦v is the composition Y∞·c → BunB → BunT , it is
enough to check that the pullback of PdetBunT

along BunB → BunT is isomorphic
to the pullback of Pdet along BunB → BunG. The latter claim can be equivalently
reformulated as follows: if a G-bundle admits a B-reduction, then

det24RΓ(C, δ∗(PT )⊗ ω
1
2
C)⊗ det−24RΓ(C,ω

1
2
C) ≃

det−12(C,U)⊗ det6(C, detU⊗ ω
− 1

2
C )⊗ det24RΓ(C,O)⊗ det−6RΓ(C,ω

− 1
2

C ),

and

det−8RΓ(C, ϵ∗1(PT )⊗ω
1
2
C)⊗det

−8RΓ(C, ε∗2(PT )⊗ω
1
2
C)⊗det

−8RΓ(C, ε∗3(PT )⊗ω
1
2
C)

⊗ det16RΓ(C,ω
− 1

2
C )⊗ det8RΓ(C,ω

1
2
C) ≃ det−4RΓ(C,V)⊗ det6RΓ(C,M⊗ ω

−1/2
C )

⊗ det16RΓ(C,O)⊗ det8RΓ(C,ω−1C )⊗ det−6RΓ(C,ω
− 1

2
C ).

□

We define the functor

(3.8.2) F : D-modPκ
det
(M∞·c) −→ D-modPκ(C•∞·c), F 7→ v∗(p

•(F)),

where p•(F) := p!(F)[− rel. dim(BunB,BunG)] with parity changed according to
rel. dim(BunB,BunG) (mod 2). Here, rel. dim(BunB,BunG) equals the dimension
of the corresponding connected component of BunB minus the dimension of BunG.

The following lemma is proved the same way as [Ga, Theorem 7.3].

Lemma 3.8.2. For F ∈ Cglob
κ , the object v!(p

!(F)) ∈ D-modPκ(C•∞·c) is well-
defined, and

v!(p
!(F)) ∼−→ v∗(p

!(F)).
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3.8.1. Let IC0
glob be the rank 1 generic (ωH,χ)-Hecke equivariant twisted

D-module on M∞·c. Up to a shift, it corresponds to the rank 1 (ωH(F), χ)-
equivariant twisted D-module on the unital ωH(F)-orbit in ωGrG, 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 Ω: = F (IC0
glob) ∈ D-modPκ(C•) is a

factorization algebra, and for any F ∈ Cglob
κ , the image F (F) admits a canonical

factorization module structure with respect to Ω.

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) Ω ≃ I.

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 Ω and I to the open locus
◦
C• ⊂ C•

are canonically isomorphic. Indeed, according to the factorization structure of
Ω and I, it is enough to check that they are canonically isomorphic on C−α, for
α ∈ {α1, α2, α3, α4}. If α is even, i.e., α = α4, then it follows as in [Ga, §5.1];
and if α is odd, i.e. α ∈ {α1, α2, α3}, then the map from the zastava space Y−α

to C−α is an isomorphism, and Ω|C−α is the (twisted) D-module corresponding
to the constant sheaf.

To establish an isomorphism (3.8.3), we need to extend the isomorphism of
Ω| ◦

C•
and I| ◦

C•
to the whole configuration space C•. Due to the self-duality of

Ω (Lemma 3.8.3) it is enough to prove that the !-restriction of Ω to any stratum

in C−α ∖
◦
C−α is concentrated in degrees no less than 1, for any α ∈ Qpos∖0 not

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

Proposition 3.9.1. For any α ∈ Qpos ∖ 0 which is not a simple root, the !-stalk
of Ω at −α · x ∈ C• is concentrated in degrees no less than 2.

By the base change theorem, we should prove that

(3.9.1) H i(Y|−α·x, p!(IC0
glob)|−α·x[− rel. dim(BunB,BunG)]) = 0,

if α is not simple, and i ≤ 1.
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3.9.1. Note that the !-restriction of p!(IC0
glob)[− rel. dim(BunB,BunG)] to any

irreducible component Y of Y|−α·x ≃ O0∩S−α is a sheaf with !-stalks C[− dim
◦
Y−α]

everywhere. In particular, the !-restriction of p!(IC0
glob)[− rel. dim(BunB,BunG)]

to Y is concentrated in degrees no less than dim
◦
Y−α−dimY, and its cohomology

is concentrated in degrees no less than dim
◦
Y−α − 2 dimY.

To prove the vanishing of the cohomology in degrees no more than 1, we only

need to consider the case 2 dimY = dim
◦
Y−α or 2 dimY = dim

◦
Y−α − 1.

The latter case is easy. Namely, in this case, the cohomology is concentrated
in degrees no less than 1, and H1 is non-zero if and only if the !-restriction of
p!(IC0

glob)[− rel. dim(BunB,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 χ and the tame local system Ψ0,−α. If α is not simple,
then Ψ0,−α is non-constant and the local system on Y corresponding to χ is non-
tame, so their tensor product is non-constant.

Now, we only need to focus on the case 2 dimY =
◦
Y−α. According to Propo-

sition 3.7.1, we have −α = −n · δ −m1(ε1 − ε2)−m2(ε2 − ε3)−m3ε3 (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 H1 = 0 and we are interested in the irreducible
components which are of the critical dimension (i.e., n+m1 +m2 +m3).
In order to describe the intersection O0∩S−α ⊂ GrPGL(2)×GrPSp(6), we introduce

the following notation.

Definition 3.9.2. (1) S0
U is defined as the unital U(F)-orbit in GrPSp(6).

(2) Given γ in the positive coroot monoid of PSp(6), we define S−γ− as the
U−PSp(6)(F)-orbit of t

−γ in GrPSp(6).

(3) U−L is defined as the unipotent radical of the negative Borel subgroup of
the Levi L ⊂ PSp(6) introduced in §3.1.
(4) U± ⊂ PSp(6) is defined as the semi-direct product U−L ⋉ U.
(5) Given a coweight λ of PSp(6), we denote by Sλ the U±(F)-orbit of tλ ∈

GrPSp(6).

By definition, the intersection O0 ∩ S−α ⊂ GrPGL(2) ×GrPSp(6) is isomorphic to
the following intersection inside GrPSp(6):

(3.9.2) g ·
(
tn ∗
0 t−n

)
· S0

U ∩ S−γ− ⊂ GrPSp(6).
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Here, g is the element in PSp(6,F) corresponding to Id+E3,4, introduced in §3.3.

Furthermore,

(
tn ∗
0 t−n

)
⊂ PGL(2,F) acts on GrPSp(6) via the group embedding

PGL(2,F) ↪→ PSp(6,F) introduced in §3.1.

3.9.2. Stratification of O0 ∩ S−α. The following lemma is easy to check.

Lemma 3.9.3. The intersection (3.9.2) is covered by⊔
k1,k2

S−k1(ε1−ε2)−k2ε3 .

For any k1, k2, we denote by Yk1,k2 the intersection of (3.9.2) and
S−k1(ε1−ε2)−k2ε3 .

We claim

Proposition 3.9.4. The dimension of Yk1,k2 is of dimension n+m1 +m2 +m3,
only if n = 0 and (k1, k2) = (0, 0).

In particular, in this case, Yk1,k2 = S0
U ∩ S−α̌PSp(6)

− ⊂ GrPSp(6).

Proof. Note that the stratum Yk1,k2 has a natural projection to GrL, which is given

by the composition Yk1,k2 ↪→ g ·
(
tn ∗
0 t−n

)
· S0

U ∩S−k1(ε1−ε2)−k2ε3 ↪→ GrP → GrL.

We consider the MV-cycles Ebig := Sn(ε1−ε2)+nε3 ∩ S−γ− . The intersection Yk1,k2

is a subspace of Ebig. The projection Yk1,k2 → GrL is the restriction of a similarly
defined projection

(3.9.3) Sn(ε1−ε2)+nε3 ∩ S−γ− ∩S−k1(ε1−ε2)−k2ε3 → GrL.

The image Bbig of the above projection is contained in the MV-cycles
(3.9.4)

tn ∗
0 t−n

tn ∗
0 t−n

L(F)/L(O) ∩


t−k1 0
∗ tk1

t−k2 ∗
0 tk2

L(F)/L(O) ⊂ GrL.

We note that T(O) acts on Sn(ε1−ε2)+nε3 ∩ S−γ− ∩S−k1(ε1−ε2)−k2ε3 and on GrL.
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 Sn(ε1−ε2)+nε3 ∩ S−γ− ∩S−k1(ε1−ε2)−k2ε3 is non-empty, then Bbig =(3.9.4);
(b) the fibers of the projection (3.9.3) are isomorphic and their dimensions are

no more than dimEbig − dimBbig.
Since Ebig ⊂ Sn(ε1−ε2)+nε3 ∩S−γ− and the latter is of pure dimension 2 ·n1+m1+

m2 +m3, we have dimEbig ≤ 2 · n1 +m1 +m2 +m3. Note that Bbig is of pure
dimension 2 · n1 + k1 + k2. Consequently, the dimension of the fibers in (3.9.3) is
no more than m1 +m2 +m3 − k1 − k2.
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Let Bsm be the image obtained by taking the restriction of (3.9.3) to Yk1,k2 . We
claim that if the dimension of Bsm is no less than n1+k1+k2, then (k1, k2) = (0, 0)
and n = 0. Once we proved this claim, we will obtain that the dimension of the
stratum Yk1,k2 is strictly smaller than the critical dimension n +m1 +m2 +m3

unless n = 0 and (k1, k2) = (0, 0) by the dimension estimate of fibers above.
Now, we will prove the claim.
We check a similar statement for L′ = SL2 ×GL2, the case of L = L′ /{±1} is

similar. We have
(3.9.5)

Bsm ⊂ g·


tn f
0 t−n

tn f
0 t−n

L′(F)/L′(O)∩


t−k1 0
∗ tk1

t−k2 ∗
0 tk2

L′(F)/L′(O) ⊂ GrL′ .

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

(3.9.6)

(
tn ∗
0 t−n

)
SL(2,F)/SL(2,O) ∩

(
t−k1 0
∗ tk1

)
SL(2,F)/SL(2,O)

and the g-shifted

(3.9.7) g ·
(
tn ∗
0 t−n

)
GL(2,F)/GL(2,O) ∩

(
t−k2 0
∗ tk2

)
GL(2,F)/GL(2,O).

In particular, Bsm embeds into the above two spaces. The dimension of (3.9.6)
is n + k1 and the dimension of (3.9.7) is n + k2. It implies that the dimension
of Bsm is no more than min{n + k1, n + k2}. Without loss of generality, we only
need to consider the case when k1 ≤ 0, k2 ≤ 0, n ≥ −k1 and n ≥ −k2.
If n > 0, we consider the upper triangular representatives of (3.9.6). They are

of the form

(
tn t−k1O
0 t−n

)
. The condition Bsm ̸= ∅ implies that min{deg(t−k1f +

t−n), n} = −k2 for a certain f ∈ O. Since n > 0 and −k1 ≥ 0, deg(t−k1f + t−n) =
−n and min{deg(t−k1f + t−n), n} = −n < 0. However, we require that that
−k2 ≥ 0, which is a contradiction.
On the other hand, if n = 0, the conditions n ≥ −k1 and n ≥ −k2 and

k1, k2 ≤ 0 imply that k1 = k2 = 0. □

3.9.3. Vanishing of the sub-bottom cohomology I. According to the fact that Y0,0

is the only stratum which is possible of the dimension n +m1 +m2 +m3, so in
order to prove (3.9.1), it remains to prove that the H1 of the restriction to Y0,0

vanishes.
Note that it is enough to check that for any irreducible component

(or, its open dense subset) Y0,0 of Y0,0, the first cohomology H1 of the
restriction of p!(IC0

glob)|−α·x[− rel. dim(BunB,BunG)] vanishes. We rewrite
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p!(IC0
glob)|−α·x[− rel. dim(BunB,BunG)] as χ

!
⊗ Ψ0,−α[− dim

◦
Y−α], where χ is the

shifted local system corresponding to χ whose !-stalks are concentrated in degree
0, and Ψ0,−α corresponds to the ratio of two trivializations of the determinant
line bundle.

Let us denote d := m1 +m2 +m3, and we assume that Y0,0 is of dimension d.
We need to prove

(3.9.8) H1(Y0,0, χ
!
⊗Ψ0,−α[−2d]) = 0

We are going to use the method in [Ga] to reduce the proof of (3.9.8) to the case
m1 = 0.

Consider the projection

(3.9.9) χuniv : Y0,0 −→ G2
a,

that sends a point in Y0,0 to the residue of the entries u1,3 and u2,4 of an element
in U(F)g (warning: not in U(F)!).

We denote by l : G2
a → Ga the map which sends (x, y) to x+ y. Then

H1(Y0,0, χ
!
⊗Ψ0,−α[−2d]) = H1(Y0,0, (l ◦ χuniv)

!(exp)
!
⊗Ψ0,−α[−2d])

= H1(G2
a, l

!(exp)
!
⊗ χ∗(Ψ0,−α)[−2d]).

(3.9.10)

So, H(Y0,0, χ
!
⊗Ψ0,−α[−2d]), shifted by 2, is the !-stalk of the Fourier transform

of χ∗(Ψ0,−α)[−2d] at l.
Let T ′′ ⊂ T be the subgroup consisting of the diagonal matrices

diag(z, w, 1, 1, w−1, z−1). The group T ′′(O) acts on Y0,0 by left multiplication,
and acts on G2

a by sending (x, y) to (zx, wy). Note that χuniv is T ′′(O)-
equivariant, so the Fourier transform of χ∗(Ψ0,−α)[−2d] is T ′′(O)-equivariant
against a certain character. In particular, it is lisse on the open stratum of G2

a.
We should show that χ∗(Ψ0,−α)[−2d] is concentrated in perverse degrees no less
than 2. Here, we used the equivariance of Ψ0,−α due to the fact that Ψ0,−α is
the restriction of the shifted local system Ψ′0,−α to the MV cycles corresponding

to S0 and Sλ
− in GrPSp(6), it is T ′′(O)-equivariant against a certain character,

see [Ga].
So χ∗(Ψ0,−α)[−2d] is T ′′(O)-equivariant against a certain character. If m1 and

m2 are not zero, then χ∗(Ψ0,−α)[−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 χuniv is no more than d−2. So, χ∗(Ψ0,−α)[−2d]
is concentrated in degrees no less than 2.

3.9.4. Vanishing of sub-bottom cohomology II. It remains to check the casesm1 =
0 or m2 = 0. Note that for any matrix representative of any point in Y0,0, the
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minimal degree of its entries in the 5-th row is 0. So, if Y0,0 is non-empty,
tm2−m1 ∈ O, i.e. m2 ≥ m1.

Thus we can assume m1 = 0. In this case, the intersection Y0,0 is isomorphic
to the intersection of the unital U′(F)-orbit in GrPSp(4) and the U−PSp(4)(F)-orbit

of t−m2(ε2−ε3)−m3ε3 ∈ GrPSp(4). Here, U′ denotes the intersection of PSp(4) (the
stabilizer of v1, v6 in PSp(6)) and U in PSp(6).

Note that the projection Sp(4) → PSp(4) induces an isomorphism of GrSp(4)
and the neutral connected component of GrPSp(4). So the intersection Y0,0 is
isomorphic to the following intersection in GrSp(4)
(3.9.11)
1 a b c

1 b
1 −a

1

 Sp(4,O)/Sp(4,O)∩


t−m2

∗ tm2−m3

∗ ∗ tm3−m2

∗ ∗ ∗ tm1

 Sp(4,O)/Sp(4,O),

where, a, b, c ∈ F and the latter space is the U−Sp(4)(F)-orbit of −m2(ε2−ε3)−m3ε3
in GrSp(4). We denote (3.9.11) by Y′0,0.

If the intersection Y′0,0 is non-empty, then c ∈ t−m2O and ab ∈ t−m3O+ c. For

any point in Y′0,0, we can find a unique representative such that a, b, c ∈ t−1C[t−1].
We denote the corresponding point by (a, b, c). This assignment gives rise to an
embedding

Y′0,0 ↪→ F/O× F/O× F/O.(3.9.12)

The restriction of the shifted local system χ to Y′0,0 is the pullback of the
exponential D-module on Ga along the map Y′0,0 → Ga 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 m2 = 1 and m3 = 0, the sub-bottom cohomology

H1(Y′0,0, χ
!
⊗Ψ0,−α[− dim

◦
Y−α]) vanishes for any m2,m3 ≥ 0.

Proof. We can assume the intersection Y′0,0 is non-empty, which implies 2m2 −
m3 ≥ 0.

Case I) 2m2 −m3 ≥ 3.
We claim that in this case, the intersection Y′0,0 is Ga-invariant. Here,

(3.9.13) Ga :=



1 t−1x

1
1 −t−1x

1

 , x ∈ C

 ,

and it acts on GrSp(4) via the left multiplication.
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It is enough to check that min{deg(t−1x), deg(t−1xb)} ≥ −m2 + 1, for any
x ∈ C and b appearing in (3.9.11). Since we assume 2m2 ≥ m3 + 3 ≥ 3, we
have deg(t−1x) ≥ −1 ≥ −m2 + 1. Furthermore, the minimal degree of the
2 × 2-minors in the first and second rows of the point (a, b, c) ∈ Y′0,0 is −m3, so

deg(b2) = 2 deg(b) ≥ −m3. The assumption implies that deg(b) ≥ 2 − m2. In
particular, deg(t−1xb) ≥ −m2 + 1.

Now, the intersection Y′0,0 is isomorphic to Y ′ ×Ga, where Y
′ is the subset of

Y′0,0 consisting of the points (a, b, c) such that the residue of a is 0. Since there

is no non-constant map Ga → Gm, the shifted local system χ
!
⊗ Ψ0,−α on Y′0,0 is

equivariant with respect to Ga against the exponential D-module. As a result,
its cohomology vanishes in all degrees.

Case II) 2m2 −m3 = 2.
We decompose Y′0,0 into two pieces: P1 and P2. Here, P1 consists of the points

(a, b, c) such that deg(b) = −m3

2
= −m2 + 1; P2 is the complement (i.e. deg(b) >

−m3

2
). We study the cohomologies of P1 and P2.

Using the same analysis as in Case I), we can prove that P2 is Ga-invariant
with respect to the left multiplication of the Ga in (3.9.13). Also, the shifted

local system χ
!
⊗ Ψ0,−α is Ga-equivariant against the exponential D-module and

its cohomologies vanish.
Let us focus on P1 and prove that the cohomologies on P1 vanish. The condition

forces m2 ≥ 1. If m2 = 1, we have m3 = 0, this is the case which we do not need
to consider (the simple coroot case). So we assume m2 ≥ 2.

We claim that for any point (a, b, c), we have a ∈ t1−m2O.
Indeed, note that the minimal degree of the entries of the first row is −m2,

so a ∈ t−m2O. Also, the minimal degree of the 2 × 2-minors in the first and
second rows is −m3, so deg(ab− c) ≥ −m3 = −2m2 + 2. If deg(a) = −m2, then
deg(c) = deg(ab) = −2m2 + 1. The non-empty intersection condition implies
−2m2 + 1 ≥ −m2, so 1 ≥ m2, which contradicts the assumption.

Now we can describe P1 explicitly. Namely, a point (a, b, c) ∈ (F/O)3 belongs
to P1 if and only if a ∈ t1−m2O/O, b ∈ t1−m2O×/O, and c ∈ t−m2O×/O. That is
to say

(3.9.14) P1 ≃ Gm2−1
a ×Gm ×Gm2−2

a ×Gm ×Gm2−1
a .

The shifted local system Ψ0,−α comes from a Kummer local system on Gm×Gm.
If m3 ≥ 3, the shifted local system χ on P1 is the pullback of the exponential

D-module on Ga ×Ga along the map

(3.9.15) P1 −→ Gm2−1
a ×Gm2−2

a −→ Ga ×Ga.

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 Ga-factors of Gm2−1

a and Gm2−2
a
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corresponding to the coefficients of t−1. In particular, the shifted local system χ
!
⊗

Ψ0,−α is Ga×Ga-equivariant against the exponentialD-module, so its cohomology
vanishes in all degrees.

If m2 = 2, then the shifted local system χ is the pullback of exponential D-
module on Ga ×Ga along the following map

(3.9.16) P1 −→ Ga ×Gm ↪→ Ga ×Ga.

Here, the first map is given by projecting to the first and second factors of (3.9.14)
(note that m2 − 1 = 1), and the second map is the open embedding Gm ↪→ Ga.

So, the shifted local system χ
!
⊗Ψ0,−α is Ga-equivariant against the exponential

D-module. Here, the action of x ∈ Ga on Y′0,0 is given by sending (a, b, c) 7→

(a+ t−1x, b, c). In particular, the cohomology of χ
!
⊗Ψ0,−α vanishes.

Case III) 2m2 −m3 = 1.
For any point (a, b, c) in the intersection, we have min{deg(ab −

c), 1, deg(b2), deg(b)} = −m3. Since m3 is odd, deg(b2) > −m3, and in
particular, deg(b) > −m3. It implies that ab − c ∈ t−m3O×. Also, note that
min{1, deg(a), deg(b), deg(c)} = −m2.

If m2 ≥ 2, we claim that deg(a) = −m2.
Otherwise, deg(c) = −m2 and deg(ab) > −m3. The latter implies deg(c) =
−m3, so m2 = m3, which implies m2 = 1, a contradiction.

So for any point in Y′0,0, we have a ∈ t−m2O× and c ∈ t−m2O. As m2 ≥ 2, we

have m3 > m2. So deg(ab) = −m3 and b ∈ t−m2+1O×. On the other hand, any
a, b, c satisfying the above conditions give rise to a point in Y′0,0. We have

(3.9.17) Y′0,0 ≃ Gm ×Gm2−1
a ×Gm ×Gm2−2

a ×Gm2
a .

Consider the action of Ga on Y′0,0 that sends (a, b, c) to (a + t−1x, b, c). The

D-module χ
!
⊗ Ψ0,−α is Ga-equivariant against the exponential D-module, so its

cohomology vanishes.
If m2 = m3 = 1, we have Y′0,0 ≃ Gm × Ga, and χ is the pullback of the

exponential D-module on Ga and Ψ0,−α is the pullback of a Kummer local system
on Gm. The cohomology vanishes in all degrees as well.

Case IV) 2m2 −m3 = 0.
Assume m3 ̸= 0 (the case m3 = m2 = 0 is trivial). Note that min{deg(ab −

c), 1, deg(b2), deg(b)} = −m3, so we must have deg(b) = −m2. So (a, b, c) ∈
F/O× F/O× F/O belongs to Y′0,0 if and only if deg(a) ≥ −m2, deg(b) = −m2,
and deg(c) ≥ −m2. So we have

(3.9.18) Y′0,0 ≃ Gm2
a ×Gm ×Gm2−1

a ×Gm2
a .
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The D-module χ
!
⊗Ψ0,−α is Ga-equivariant against the exponential D-module, so

its cohomologies vanish. □

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 (ICλ
glob) = Fλ.

Proof. Note that both of F (ICλ
glob) and Fλ are supported on C•≤λ·c. Since the

intersection Oλ ∩ Sλ is exactly one point, the !-stalks of F (ICλ
glob) and Fλ at

λ · c ∈ C•≤λ·c are the same. According to Theorem 3.5.3 and the factorization
property, the isomorphism holds on the open stratum of Cν

≤λ·c for any ν ≤ λ.
Then we prove by induction on the length of λ − ν that their restrictions to

Cν
≤λ·c are isomorphic for any ν ≤ λ.

For λ − ν = 0, it just follows from Oλ ∩ Sλ = pt. Now, assume the result for
any λ′ − ν ′ < λ − ν. According to the factorization property of F (ICλ

glob) and
Fλ, we obtain that they are isomorphic on the complement of the closed stratum
{ν · c}↪→Cν

≤λ·c.

Due to Lemma 3.8.4, to prove that F (ICλ
glob)|Cν

≤λ·c
is the IC-extension, we

should prove that the !-stalk of F (ICλ
glob)|ν·c is concentrated in degrees no less

than 1. In other words,

(3.9.19) H i(Y∞·c|ν·c, p!(ICλ
glob)|ν·c[− rel. dim(BunB,BunG)]) = 0,

if i ≤ 0 and ν < λ.
Since F is t-exact, the above cohomology vanishes if i < 0, and the 0-th co-

homology equals the !-stalk of the image of ∇λ
glob, the ∗-extension of the rank 1

local system on M=λ·c. The !-stalk of p!(∇λ
glob)[− rel. dim(BunB,BunG)] is con-

centrated in degrees dim
◦
Y
ν

λ.
Note that

(3.9.20) Y∞·c|ν·c ≃ Sν .

According to Proposition 3.7.1, dim
◦
Y
ν

λ is no less than twice the dimension of (any
irreducible component of) Oλ∩Sν , so 0-th cohomology is the bottom cohomology.
Thus H0 is non-zero only if p!(ICλ

glob)|ν·c[− rel. dim(BunB,BunG)] is constant on

some irreducible component of the critical dimension 1
2
· dim

◦
Y
ν

λ.

Under the above isomorphism, p!(ICλ
glob)|ν·c is isomorphic to the tensor product

of π!(ICλ
glob) ⊂ D-modPκ

det
(ωGrG) and the Kummer local system Ψλ,ν , up to a

shift. Since the Kummer local system is tame and π!(ICλ
glob) is the pullback
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of the exponential D-module, we only need to prove that Ψλ,ν is non-constant.
According to Lemma 3.7.3 and the assumption λ > ν, it is constant only if λ−ν
is a simple odd root. However, if λ− ν is a simple odd root, 1

2
· dimYν

λ is not an
integer. In particular, there is no irreducible component of the critical dimension,
so (3.9.19) is zero for i = 0. □

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 glob : Cglob,lc,♡

κ → FS.

Proof. According to Lemma 3.8.3, the functor F restricts to Cglob
κ is t-exact.

Furthermore, we note that Cglob,lc
κ is generated by irreducible objects ICλ

glob, and

the image of ICλ
glob under F is Fλ (see, Corollary 3.9.6). Thus, the image of Cglob,lc

κ

satisfies the finiteness conditions in Section 2.5 as each Fλ satisfies the finiteness
conditions. We have a functor between abelian categories F glob : Cglob,lc,♡

κ → FS.
The conservativity and faithfulness just follow from Corollary 3.9.6. □

4. Rigidity of Cglob,lc
κ and equivalence

4.1. Monoidal structure of Cglob
κ . 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 = P1.

In §3.5.1, we defined the global model M∞·c, for a given point c ∈ C. However, a
similar definition applies to multiple points c = {c1, c2, . . . , cn} ⊂ C, the resulting
stack is denoted by M∞·c.

Consider the global model over RanC . To be more precise, M∞·Ran is defined
as the ind-stack locally of finite type which classifies the data (c,PG, σ), where

c = {c1, c2, · · · , cn} ∈ C, PG ∈ BunG, and σ is a section C ∖ c → X
G
× PG which

generically lands in
◦
X

G
× PG. Its fiber over c ∈ RanC is exactly M∞·c. We denote

by M∞·Cn the relative fiber product of Cn and M∞·Ran over Ran.
Using the same definition of the global Gaiotto category on M∞·c, we can define

the global Gaiotto categories of M∞·Ran, M∞·c and M∞·Cn , which are denoted

by C
glob
κ,Ran, C

glob
κ,c and C

glob
κ,Cn , respectively. Then C

glob
κ,Ran is a category over Ran, and

its fiber over any point c ∈ RanC is canonically equivalent to Cglob
κ,c .

The map π in §3.5.4 extends to a map over RanC , i.e., we have a projection
ωGrG,Ran −→M∞·Ran. By the same method for the proof of [TY, Theorem 4.4.1],
the !-pullback induces an equivalence of categories

(4.1.1) C
glob
κ,Ran ≃ D-mod

ωH(F)Ran,χ
Pκ
det

(ωGrG,Ran) =: Cloc
κ,Ran.
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Indeed, for any S-points c ∈ RanC and S ∈ Schaff , the same proof as in
loc.cit. implies that the !-pullback along ωGrG,c −→M∞·c induces an equivalence

Cglob
κ,c ≃ D-mod

ωH(F)c,χc

Pκ
det

(ωGrG,c).

In particular, the factorization structure of Cloc
κ,Ran gives a factorization category

structure of Cglob
κ,Ran:

(4.1.2) (Cglob
κ,C2) ×

C2
(C × C)disj ≃ (Cglob

κ,C ⊗ C
glob
κ,C ) ×

C×C
(C × C)disj.

4.1.1. Due to the Ga-equivariance of Cglob
κ,C |A1 , for any generic Hecke equivariant

D-module F ∈ Cglob
κ , we can form an object in C

glob
κ,C |A1 .

Then, according to (4.1.2), we can form an object F1⊠F2|A2∖∆ on M∞·C2|A2∖∆

for any two generic Hecke equivariant D-modules F1,F2 ∈ Cglob
κ . We can make

an appropriate shift such that the functor

Cglob
κ ⊗ Cglob

κ −→ C
glob
κ,C2|A2∖∆

F1,F2 7→ F1 ⊠ F2|A2∖∆

(4.1.3)

is t-exact.
Now, we define the fusion F1 ⋆ F2 ∈ Cglob

κ to be

(4.1.4) F1 ⋆ F2 : = pr∆,∗Ψx−y(F1 ⊠ F2|A2∖∆)[−1].

Here, Ψx−y is the nearby cycles functor along the diagonal, and pr∆ is the pro-
jection M∞·C |A1 ≃ A1 ×M∞·{0} →M∞·{0}.

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 F1,F2 ∈ Cglob,lc
κ , then F1 ⋆ F2 ∈ Cglob,lc

κ .

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

κ .

4.1.2. Topological factorization category. Consider the diagonal stratification of
Cn, we denote by Dconstr(C

n) the category of constructible sheaves on Cn. For
a stratum CP ⊂ Cn, we denote by Locrh(C

P) the category of regular holonomic
local systems on CP.

Definition 4.1.2. (cf. [Ro, Corollary 3.2.2]) A topological factorization category
is a collection of Dconstr(C

n)-module categories Cn equipped with factorization
structure that satisfies the following Ran condition:

• For any surjection ∆I/J : I ↠ J between two non-empty finite sets, the
!-pullback induces an equivalence ∆!

I/JC|J | ≃ C|I|.
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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 = A1, it is not obvious at all that
one can get a braided monoidal category structure for the category C1. However,
see Lemma 4.1.8.

4.1.3. We are going to first define a topological factorization category whose C1 is
given by Cglob,lc

κ , 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 Cn :=
C
loc,lc
κ,Cn,rh as the full subcategory of Cloc,lc

κ,Cn consisting of the objects which are locally

constant along each stratum CP ⊂ Cn. To be more precise, an object belongs to
C
loc,lc
κ,Cn,rh if and only if its !-restriction to CP ⊂ Cn belongs to Locrh(C

P)⊗Cloc,lc
κ,c , for

any stratum CP. According to the Riemann-Hilbert correspondence, the category
C
loc,lc
κ,Cn,rh is a category with an action of Dconstr(C

n). Furthermore, Cloc,lc
κ,Cn,rh satisfies

the Ran condition and acquires the factorization structure.
An important feature of Cloc,lc

κ,Cn,rh is that six operations between categories for
various strata (closures) of Cn are well-defined.

Proposition 4.1.4. For CP ⊂ Cn, the !-pushforward functor (i.e., the left ad-

joint functor of !-restriction) C
loc,lc
κ,CP,rh

→ C
loc,lc
κ,Cn,rh is well-defined. Similarly, the

∗-pullback functor is also well-defined.

Proof. We only prove the first claim. We denote C̃
loc,lc
κ,Cn,rh the full subcategory of

compact objects in D-mod
ωU(F)Cn ,χ
Pκ
det

(ωGrPSp(6),Cn). So Cloc,lc
κ,Cn,rh is the PGL(2,O)Cn-

invariants of C̃loc,lc
κ,Cn,rh.

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

(4.1.5) C̃
loc,lc
κ,CP,rh

→ C̃
loc,lc
κ,Cn,rh

is well-defined.
The functor (4.1.5) induces a functor Cloc,lc

κ,CP,rh
→ C

loc,lc
κ,Cn,rh, such that the follow-

ing diagram commutes

C
loc,lc
κ,CP,rh

//

��

C
loc,lc
κ,Cn,rh

��

C̃
loc,lc
κ,CP,rh

// C̃
loc,lc
κ,Cn,rh.

Since PGL(2,O)Cn is formally smooth over Cn, the corresponding functor

C
loc,lc
κ,CP,rh

→ C
loc,lc
κ,Cn,rh is the left adjoint functor of Cloc,lc

κ,Cn,rh → C
loc,lc
κ,CP,rh

. □
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Remark 4.1.5. One has to use D-mod
PGL(2,O)Cn⋉ωU(F)Cn ,χ
Pκ
det

(ωGrPSp(6),Cn), but

not D-mod
ωH(F)Cn ,χ
Pκ
det

(ωGrG,Cn). Namely, even though one can construct a

!-pushforward functor from (a certain subcategory of) D-mod
ωU(F)

CP ,χ

Pκ
det

(ωGrG,CP)

to (a certain subcategory of) D-mod
ωU(F)Cn ,χ
Pκ
det

(ωGrG,Cn), the induced functor

C
loc,lc
κ,CP,rh

→ C
loc,lc
κ,Cn,rh is not the left adjoint functor of Cloc,lc

κ,Cn,rh → C
loc,lc
κ,CP,rh

. The

reason is that PGL(2,F)Cn is not formally smooth over Cn.

Remark 4.1.6. One can also interpret our categories and the !-pushfoward and
∗-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,
cf. [GL, Appendix A], we can replace C̃

loc,lc
κ,Cn,rh with its corresponding Kirillov

model. The latter is defined as follows: denote by Ũ the kernel of χ : ωU(F)Cn →
Ga, then the category D-modPκ

det
(Ũ\ωGrPSp(6),Cn) := D-modŨ

Pκ
det
(ωGrPSp(6),Cn) ad-

mits an action of Gm⋉Ga, the Kirillov model is defined as the full subcategory of
compact objects belonging to the kernel of AvGa

∗ in D-modGm

Pκ
det
(Ũ\ωGrPSp(6),Cn).

According to the Riemann-Hilbert correspondence, both categories of

(4.1.6) D-modPκ
det
(ωGrPSp(6),CP)→ D-modPκ

det
(ωGrPSp(6),Cn)

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

It induces the !-pushforward

(4.1.7) D-modPκ
det
(Ũ\ωGrPSp(6),CP)→ D-modPκ

det
(Ũ\ωGrPSp(6),Cn).

Indeed, for two Ũ-spaces X1, X2, and Ũ -invariant embedding j : X1 → X2,
if the !-pushforward functor D-mod(X1) → D-mod(X2) is well-defined,
then the !-pushforward functor lifts to the !-pushforward functor

D-modŨ(X1) → D-modŨ(X2), which is the left-adjoint functor of the
!-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-
tion category whose corresponding Dconstr(C

n)-module category is Cglob,lc
κ,Cn,rh.

4.1.4. Construction of the global functor over Cn. Similarly to the functor F
in (3.8.2), we can also construct a factorizable functor between categories over
Cn (or, over the Ran space). Namely, we consider the SW-zastava space with
n marked points Y∞·Cn := M∞·Cn ×′

BunG

BunB which has the projection vCn to

the configuration space with n marked points C•∞·Cn and the projection pCn to
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M∞·Cn . Here, M∞·Cn ×′
BunG

BunB denotes the open subspace of M∞·Cn ×
BunG

BunB,

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

(4.1.8) D-modPκ
det
(M∞·Cn) −→ D-modPκ(C•∞·Cn), F 7→ vCn,∗(p

•
Cn(F)),

where similarly to (3.8.2), p•Cn(F) := p!Cn(F)[− rel. dim(BunB,BunG)] with parity
changed according to rel. dim(BunB,BunG) (mod 2).

Similarly to Lemma 3.8.4, (4.1.8) induces a t-exact functor F glob
Cn : Cglob,lc

κ,Cn →
Db(FSn). Furthermore, the resulting functor is factorizable. Indeed, by the same
constructions and arguments as in [TY, §7.2, 7.3], we can construct a factorizable

functor from D-mod
ωH(F)Ran,χ,lc
Pκ
det

(ωGrG,Cn) to Db(FSn), which is compatible with

the functor F glob
Cn with respect to the local-global equivalence functor (4.1.1).

Furthermore, it restricts to a factorizable functor F glob
Cn,rh : C

glob,lc
κ,Cn,rh → Db

rh(FSn),

where Db
rh(FSn) denotes the bounded derived category of factorization modules

with n-marked points, which is also constructible with respect to the diagonal
stratification of Cn 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 C over A1, if we require
the existence of the ∗-pullback functor from Cn to CP := Cn⊗Dconstr(Cn)Locrh(C

P),
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 ∗-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 ∗-pushforward and ∗-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 ∗-pullback functor (or, the !-pushforward functor) defined in Remark 4.1.7
coincides with the ∗-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

C
glob,lc
κ,C2∖∆,rh|A2∖∆

//

��

C
glob,lc
κ,C2,rh|A2

��
D-modPκ

det,h
(M∞·C2∖∆)|A2∖∆

// D-modPκ
det,h

(M∞·C2 |A2),

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 Mx,∞·C2|A2 the open substack of M∞·C2 |A2 ×
A2

(A ∖ x)2, such

that the Plücker maps are injective maps of vector bundles near x.
The global Gaiotto category C

glob,lc
κ,C2,rh|A2 is equivalent to the limit of categories

C
glob,lc
κ,x,C2,rh|A2 [TY, Section 5.4]. The latter category is the category of Hecke equi-

variant (only at x) Pκ
det-twisted D-modules on the open substack Mx,∞·C2|A2 with

locally compact and constructible conditions. Thus, it is enough to show that
the following diagram commutes.

C
glob,lc
κ,x,C2∖∆,rh|A2∖∆

jeq! //

oblv

��

C
glob,lc
κ,x,C2,rh|A2

oblv

��
D-modPκ

det,h
(Mx,∞·C2∖∆|A2∖∆)

j! // D-modPκ
det,h

(Mx,∞·C2|A2).

We should check that the natural transform

(4.1.9) j! ◦ oblv→ oblv ◦jeq!

is an isomorphism.
Note that for any point in Mx,∞·C2 , we have a well-defined Hω-bundle on the

formal neighborhood of x (see §3.5.3 for notation). By adding an isomorphism
of this Hω-bundle and the one induced from ωρ, we obtain an ωH(O)x-torsor

on Mx,∞·C2 , denoted by M̃x,∞·C2 . We consider the !-pullback from Mx,∞·C2|A2 to

M̃x,∞·C2|A2 .
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Since both ωH(F)x and ωH(O)x are formally smooth, the natural transforms
of the following outer square and the lower square are isomorphisms.

C
glob,lc
κ,x,C2∖∆,rh|A2∖∆

jeq! //

oblv

��

C
glob,lc
κ,x,C2,rh|A2

oblv

��
D-modPκ

det,h
(Mx,∞·C2∖∆|A2∖∆)

j! //

!-pullback
��

D-modPκ
det,h

(Mx,∞·C2 |A2)

!-pullback
��

D-modPκ
det,h

(M̃x,∞·C2∖∆|A2∖∆)
j̃! // D-modPκ

det,h
(M̃x,∞·C2 |A2)

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 ∗-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 glob
Cn,rh is compatible with ∗-pullback and

!-pushforward.

Proof. If ν is antidominant enough, Bunν
B → 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 ∈ Cglob

κ , 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 ∗-pullback and !-pushforward commute with proper pushforward, it follows
that F glob

Cn,rh preserves the ∗-pullback and !-pushforward. □

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

Corollary 4.1.10. Cglob,lc
κ acquires a braided monoidal category structure (C, ⋆, b)

and F is braided monoidal.

Proof. It remains to check that F glob
Cn,rh is conservative, which follows immediately

from the stratawise conservativity. The latter follows from Corollary 3.9.7 and
the definition of F glob

Cn,rh|CP . □
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4.2. Rigidity of Cglob. Now, let us temporarily restrict our attention to the
untwisted case, i.e., κ = 0. The goal of this section is to prove

Proposition 4.2.1. The untwisted Gaiotto category Cglob,lc is rigid.

4.2.1. Satake action on Cglob. 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 Heckeglob

G,c
, we denote this category by H

glob

G
. Here the

global Hecke stack is the algebraic stack that classifies the data (PG, P̃G, α), where

PG, P̃G ∈ BunG, and α is an isomorphism of PG and P̃G on C ∖ c.

Denote by M conv
∞·c the convolution stack that classifies the data (PG, P̃G, σ, α),

where (PG, σ) is a point in M∞·c and (PG, P̃G, α) is a point in Heckeglob
G,c

.

Consider the following diagram

(4.2.1) M conv
∞·c

p1
{{

p2

��

p3

%%

M∞·c M∞·c Heckeglob
G,c

.

Here (PG, P̃G, σ, α) ∈M conv
∞·c goes to (PG, σ) under the morphism p1, and goes to

(P̃G, σ̃ : C ∖ c
σ→ X

G
×PG|C∖c

α≃ X
G
× P̃G|C∖c) under the morphism p2, and goes to

(PG, P̃G, α) under the morphism p3.
Now, we define the convolution action of the global Satake category on the

global Gaiotto category as

(4.2.2) F ∗ S := p2,∗(p
!
1(F)

!
⊗ p!3(S)),

for S ∈ H
glob

G
and F ∈ Cglob.

The following lemma immediately follows from the definition:

Lemma 4.2.2. The action of D-mod
ωG(O)(ωGrG) on Cloc = D-mod

ωH(F),χ(ωGrG)

is compatible with the action of Hglob

G
on Cglob.

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 F1,F2 ∈ Cglob, and S1, S2 ∈ Hglob, we have a canon-
ical isomorphism

(4.2.3) (F1 ∗ S1) ⋆ (F2 ∗ S2) ≃ (F1 ⋆ F2) ∗ (S1 ⋆ S2).

Here, S1 ⋆ S2 denotes the convolution product (equivalently, fusion product) of S1

and S2.



42 M.FINKELBERG, R.TRAVKIN, AND R.YANG

Proof. Let us consider the algebraic stack M conv
∞C2 that classifies the data ((c1, c2) ∈

C2,PG, P̃G, σ, α), that is defined similarly to M conv
∞C2 , but here we require that α

and σ are defined on C ∖ {c1, c2}. Also, we have an algebraic stack Heckeglob
G,C2 .

Consider the following modified convolution diagram

(4.2.4) M conv
∞·C2

p1,C2
zz

p2,C2

��

p3,C2

%%

M∞·C2 M∞·C2 Heckeglob
G,C2 .

We !-pullback F1 ⊠ F2|M∞C2 |A2∖∆
along p1,C2 to M conv

∞·C2 , and !-tensor with the

!-pullback of S1 ⊠ S2|Heckeglob
G,C2 |A2∖∆

along p3,C2 . The resulting sheaf is denoted by

F1⊠̃F2⊠̃S1⊠̃S2.
Note that the map p2,C2 is ind-proper, so pushforward along p2,C2 commutes

with taking nearby cycles.
On the one hand, the nearby cycles of F1⊠̃F2⊠̃S1⊠̃S2 along M∞·C2|∆=A1 is

constant along A1 with the stalk (F1 ⋆ F2)⊠̃(S1 ⋆ S2), and its pushforward to
M∞·C2|∆ along p2,C2 is constant along A1 with the stalk (F1 ⋆ F2) ∗ (S1 ⋆ S2).

On the other hand, the pushforward of F1⊠̃F2⊠̃S1⊠̃S2 along p2,C2 is (F1 ∗
S1)⊠̃(F2 ∗S2), and its nearby cycles along M∞·C2|∆ is constant along A1 with the
stalk (F1 ∗ S1) ⋆ (F2 ∗ S2).
So the proposition is proved. □

Proposition 4.2.4. The untwisted Gaiotto category Cglob,lc is generated by the
action of Heckeglob,lc on the unit object IC0

glob.

Proof. For convenience, we fix some notation. We call a coweight λ of G dominant
if it is anti-dominant for PGL2 part and is dominant for PSp6 part. Also, we set
H ′ = g−1Hg.

Note that according to the decomposition theorem, for any dominant λ, the
convolution IC0

glob ∗ ICλ,Hecke is semi-simple. So, we should prove that IC0
glob ∗

ICλ,Hecke = ICλ
glob

⊕
ν<λ(IC

ν
glob)

⊕nν .
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-mod
ωH(F),χ,lc(ωGrG). We can

ignore the ω-renormalization, and study the action of D-modG(O),lc(GrG) on the

unit object in D-modH(F),χ,lc(GrG).
We should prove that

(4.2.5) H ′(F)G(O)
G(O)

× Gr
λ

G −→ GrG

is contained in the closure of the H ′(F)-orbit passing through tλ, and its fiber
over tλ 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+PGL2

× I−PSp6 . Furthermore, for any dominant

λ, we always have H ′(F)ItλI = H(F)tλI. In particular, we obtain that
H ′(F)G(O)tλG(O) is contained in the closure of H ′(F)tλG(O).

For the second claim, note that the fiber of tλ ∈ G(F) along (4.2.5) is the
intersection of the unital H ′(F)-orbit and the closure of the unital tλG(O)t−λ-
orbit in GrG. The latter is contained in the closure of the unital UPGL2(F) ×
UPSp6(F)

−-orbit in GrG, which intersects with the unital H ′(F)-orbit just at one
point 1 ∈ GrG by Proposition 3.4.3. □

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 IC0
glob is rigid in Cglob,lc. 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

(4.2.6) M∞·C × C ↪→M∞·C2 ,

which sends a point (c,PG, σ), c̃ to ((c, c̃) ∈ C2,PG, σ).
For any F ∈ Cglob, the sheaf F ⊠ IC0

glob|M∞C2 |A2∖∆
is supported on the closed

substack (4.2.6). Furthermore, its restriction to (4.2.6) is constant along A2 ∖∆
with fiber F, so its nearby cycles along A1 is constant along A1 with fiber F. It
proves that F ⋆ IC0

glob ≃ F. Similarly, one can prove that IC0
glob ⋆ F ≃ F.

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

4.2.2. Proof of Lemma 4.1.1.

Proof. The finiteness of !-stalks of F1 ⋆F2 follows from the definition. It is enough
to check that supp(ICλ1

glob ⋆ IC
λ2
glob) only contains finitely many relevant strata of

M∞·c, for any relevant λ1,λ2.
However, it follows from the fact that there exists a closed substack of M∞·C2

whose fiber over any point c = (c1, c2) in C2 ∖ ∆C contains the closure of
M=(λ1,λ2)·c and whose fiber over any point c in the diagonal contains finitely

many relevant strata. Once we obtain such a closed substack, then ICλ1
glob ⋆ IC

λ2
glob

is only supported on the relevant strata appearing in the fiber over the diagonal.
Note that the global Hecke stack Heckeglob

G,C2 on C2 acts on M∞·C2 via the

convolution. We take two dominant coweights ν1,ν2, such that supp(IC0
glob ⋆

ICνi,Hecke) contains supp(ICλi
glob), for i = 1, 2.

Consider the closed substack Heckeglob
G,C2,ν1,ν2

of Heckeglob
G,C2 , whose fiber over any

point c = (c1, c2) ∈ C2 ∖ ∆C is the image of Gr
ν1

G × Gr
ν2

G ⊂ ωGrG,c under the

projection ωGrG,c →M∞·c, and whose fiber over c ∈ ∆C ⊂ C2 is the support of

ICν1,Hecke ⋆ ICν2,Hecke .
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Note that C2×M can be embedded into M∞·C2 , and the image can be identified
with the closed substack consisting of the points (c,PG, σ) such that the map σ
which is a priori defined on C ∖ c extends to the whole curve. The image of the
action of Heckeglob

G,C2,ν1,ν2
on C2×M is the desired closed substack of M∞·C2 . □

4.3. Rigidity of Cglob,lc
κ . 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 Cglob,lc

κ is rigid. However,
since the twisted Satake category is too small (when κ is generic, it only contains
one irreducible object), Cglob,lc

κ is not generated by the action of the twisted Satake
category on the unit object IC0

glob ∈ Cglob,lc
κ . We should use a different approach.

4.3.1. Let Cglob,lc(Pdet) denote the category of locally compact generic Hecke
equivariant D-modules on the punctured determinant line bundle Pdet on M∞·c.
Since Gm acts on the punctured determinant line bundle, there is a strong action
of Gm on Cglob,lc(Pdet), i.e., C

glob,lc(Pdet) is a module category over the monoidal
category D-modc(Gm) (here we use D-modules with coefficients in vector spaces,
not in super vector spaces). The Fourier-Mellin transform provides an equivalence
D-modc(Gm) ≃ Perf(A1/Z). Here Perf(A1/Z) is the category of Z-equivariant
quasi-coherent sheaves on A1 finitely generated over the ring generated by the
functions on A1 and the translations by Z. For example, ⊕n∈Zδn ∈ Perf(A1/Z).
Now, for any n ∈ N, we define the category Cglob,lc(Pdet)n as

(4.3.1) Cglob,lc(Pdet)n := Cglob,lc(Pdet)⊗D-modc(Gm) Perf(A1/Z)n.

Here Perf(A1/Z)n is the category of perfect complexes on the n-th thickening
of 0 ∈ A1/Z, it is equivalent to the category of perfect complexes on the n-th
thickening of 0 ∈ A1, the functor D-modc(Gm)→ Perf(A1/Z)n is given by taking
restriction D-modc(Gm) ≃ Perf(A1/Z)→ Perf(A1/Z)n.

The fusion product of Cglob,lc
κ naturally extends to a fusion product of

Cglob,lc(Pdet) and Cglob,lc(Pdet)n. Furthermore, since the image of Cglob,lc under
the compsoition Cglob,lc → Cglob,lc(Pdet) → Cglob,lc(Pdet)n generates Cglob,lc(Pdet)n,
each Cglob,lc(Pdet)n is rigid as well.
As a corollary, the limit of Cglob,lc(Pdet)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 Cglob,lc(Pdet)0̂ the relative tensor product

(4.3.2) Cglob,lc(Pdet)⊗D-modc(Gm) Perf(Spec(C[[κ]])).

The key observation is that
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Proposition 4.3.1. The restriction functor induces an equivalence of categories

(4.3.3) Cglob,lc(Pdet)0̂ ≃ lim
n

Cglob,lc(Pdet)n.

Proof. First, we prove that (4.3.3) is fully faithful.
For any two objects F1,F2 ∈ Cglob,lc(Pdet), Hom(F1⊗C[[κ]],F2⊗C[[κ]]) is finitely

generated over C[[κ]], so as Cglob,lc(Pdet)0̂ is generated by objects of the form F ⊗
C[[κ]], we obtain that for any two objects in Cglob,lc(Pdet)0̂, their Hom is finitely
generated over C[[κ]]. Now the fully faithfulness follows from the fact that for any
finitely generated C[[κ]]-module M , the map

(4.3.4) M −→ R lim
n
M ⊗C[[κ]] C[κ]/κn

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

It 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)⋉ U(F), χ)-relevant orbit Oν in GrPSp6
(equivalently, any locally closed substack of M∞·c which admits non-zero generic
Hecke equivariant D-modules), the restriction of (4.3.3) to Oν is an equivalence,
i.e.,

D-modPGL(O)⋉U(F),χ,lc(Pdet|Oν )⊗D-mod(Gm)c Perf(SpecC[[κ]])
≃

lim
n

D-modPGL(O)⋉U(F),χ,lc(Pdet|Oν )⊗D-mod(Gm)c Perf(SpecC[κ]/κn).
(4.3.5)

We divide the question into two cases:
I). Assume that the stabilizer in PGL(O)⋉U(F) of a point Lν in Oν ⊂ GrPSp6

(equivalently, of any point in Oν) acts on the fiber Pdet|Lν non-trivially. Actually,
in this case, the stabilizer must be Gm, and it acts on the fiber via x 7→ xm, 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-modGm,lc(Gm)⊗D-modc(Gm) Perf(SpecC[[κ]])
≃C[q, q−1]/qm − 1⊗L

C[q,q−1] C[[q − 1]]-Perf

≃C-Perf.
(4.3.6)

The RHS is isomorphic to

lim
n

C[q, q−1]/qm − 1⊗L
C[q,q−1] C[q − 1]/(q − 1)m-Perf.(4.3.7)

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

(4.3.8) C[q, q−1]/qm − 1⊗L
C[q,q−1] C[q − 1]/(q − 1)m ≃ C[ϵ].
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Here, ϵ is a generator in the degree −1.
Using the above isomorphism, we have

(4.3.9) (4.3.7) ≃ lim
n

C[ϵ]-Perf

here, the transition map in the RHS is given by sending ϵ to 0. In particular, the
transition map between C[ϵ]-Perf factors through C-Perf. So, limnC[ϵ]-Perf ≃
C-Perf.

II). Assume that the stabilizer in PGL(O)⋉U(F) of a point Lν in Oν ⊂ GrPSp6
(equivalently, of any point in Oν) acts on the fiber Pdet|Lν trivially.

In this case, let us denote by S the stabilizer group of Lν ∈ GrPSp6 . The LHS
of (4.3.5) is equivalent to

(4.3.10) H∗(S)-modf.d ⊗ C[[κ]]-Perf,

and the RHS is equivalent to

(4.3.11) lim
n
H∗(S)-modf.d ⊗ C[κ]/κn-Perf,

where H∗(S)-modf.d 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. □

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-modf.d ⊗ C[[κ]]-Perf ≃ lim
n
A-modf.d ⊗ C[κ]/κn-Perf.

Proof. Under our assumption, A-modf.d ⊗ C[[κ]]-Perf can be identified with the
category of bounded complexes over the dg-algebra A ⊗ C[[κ]], such that each
cohomology is finitely generated over C[[κ]]. A similar description holds for
A-modf.d ⊗ C[κ]/κn for any n.

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

It remains to prove that any such complex is finitely generated over C[[κ]].
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. □

Now from Proposition 4.3.1 we obtain

Corollary 4.3.3. Cglob,lc(Pdet)0̂ is rigid.
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The category Cglob,lc(Pdet) ⊗D-modc(Gm) Perf(Spec(C((κ)))) is also rigid as
a localization. Since C(κ) ⊂ C((κ)) is a sub-field, we see that the category
Cglob,lc(Pdet)⊗D-modc(Gm) Perf(Spec(C(κ))) is also rigid.

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

Proposition 4.3.4. The κ-twisted Gaiotto category D-mod
ωH(F),χ
Pκ
det

(ωGrG)
lc ≃

Cglob,lc
κ is rigid for a Weil-generic κ.

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
denoted by C

loc,lc
Q (Pdet). By taking relative tensor product, we obtain C

loc,lc
Q(κ) :=

C
loc,lc
Q (Pdet)⊗PerfQ(A1/Z) Q(κ)-Perf.

We claim that C
loc,lc
Q(κ) is rigid. It is enough to show that it is rigid after the

extension of field of scalars. However, its scalar extension by Q(κ) ⊂ C((κ)) is
the category Cloc,lc(Pdet)⊗D-modc(Gm) Perf(Spec(C(κ))) ≃ Cglob,lc(Pdet)⊗D-modc(Gm)

Perf(Spec(C(κ))), which is rigid.
Take any transcendental number κ0, and consider the map Q(κ)→ C given by

κ = κ0. We obtain that Cloc,lc
κ0

= C
loc,lc
Q(κ) ⊗Q(κ)-Perf C-Perf is rigid. □

4.4. Equivalence. Now we are able to prove that the functor F glob : Cglob,lc,♡
κ →

FS of Corollary 3.9.7 is an equivalence for transcendental κ. The proof is the
same as in [BFT1, §§4.3–4.5] or [TY, §10] with one minor modification. Recall
that a weight λ ∈ Q satisfying condition (2.1.3) is called typical if the scalar
product (λ+ ρ, α) ̸= 0 for odd roots α. For example, λ0 = (7

2
, 1
2
, 1
2
, 1
2
) is typical.

For a typical λ, the corresponding irreducible module Vλ ∈ Repq(F(4)
ad) forms a

block by itself, i.e. for any weight µ ̸= λ in Q satisfying condition (2.1.3), we have
Ext•(Vλ, Vµ) = 0 = Ext•(Vµ, Vλ). Moreover, if Mλ,Mµ denote the corresponding
Verma modules over Uq(f(4)), then Ext•(Mλ, Vµ) = 0 = Ext•(Mµ, Vλ).
Now the argument of [BFT1, §5] proves that for a relevant orbit Oµ ⊂ GrG,

the costalk of ICµ
loc at Oλ vanishes (under the assumption that λ is typical,

and µ ̸= λ). The same argument proves that the costalk of ICλ
loc at Oµ van-

ishes under the same assumption. Then the argument of [BFT1, Corollary 4.4.2]
proves that ICλ

loc is a projective-injective object of the abelian category Cloc,lc,♡
κ ,

where the t-structure of Cloc,lc
κ is given by the pullback of the naive t-structure

of Cglob,lc
κ . Thus, by Theorem 3.5.3 we conclude that ICλ

glob a projective-injective

object of the abelian category Cglob,lc,♡
κ . Due to the rigidity property of Cglob,lc,♡

κ ,
the argument of [BFT1, Corollary 4.4.3] goes through, and we obtain enough
projective-injective objects of Cglob,lc,♡

κ . 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 Db(Cglob,lc,♡
κ )→ Cglob,lc

κ is an equivalence.

Theorem 4.4.2. The functor F glob : Cglob,lc,♡
κ → FS is a braied monoidal equiva-

lence.

Proof. For the fully faithfulness, we note that ICλ0
glob ⋆ IC

ν
glob forms a collection

of projective-injective generators of Cglob,lc,♡
κ , it is enough to check that the

functor F glob induces an isomorphism Exti
C
glob,lc,♡
κ

(ICλ0
glob ⋆ IC

ν1
glob, IC

λ0
glob ⋆ IC

ν2
glob) =

ExtiFS(F (IC
λ0
glob) ⋆ F (IC

ν1
glob), F (IC

λ0
glob) ⋆ F (IC

ν2
glob)) = ExtiFS(Fλ0 ⋆ Fν1 ,Fλ0 ⋆ Fν2).

Due to the rigidity of irreducible objects, it is enough to show that
Exti

C
glob,lc,♡
κ

(ICλ0
glob,F) = ExtiFS(Fλ0 , F (F)), for any F ∈ Cglob,lc,♡

κ . However, since

ICλ0
glob and Fλ0 are projective, both of Exti vanish if i ̸= 0, and both of Ext0

equal the multiplicities of ICglob
λ0

in F.
The essential surjectivity follows from the fact that FS is generated by Fλ for

all λ relevant.
□

Theorem 4.4.3. The functor F glob
Cn : Cglob,lc

κ,Cn → Db(FSn) is an equivalence.

Proof. It 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 ⊂ Cn. Note that both of Cglob,♡,lc

κ,C1 and FS1 are con-

stant families of categories on C1 with the fiber categories Cglob,♡,lc
κ and FS, so

the functor F glob
C1 is an equivalence of categories on C1. Then, according to the

factorization category structures of Cglob,♡,lc
κ,Cn and FSn, we obtain that these two

categories are equivalent on
◦
Cn.

To glue the equivalences to an equivalence on Cn, we note that for any object
F ∈ C

glob,♡,lc
κ,
◦
Cn

and F′ ∈ C
glob,♡,lc
κ,Diag , we can find a sequence of objects Fi ∈ C

glob,♡,lc
κ,Cn ,

such that the restriction of Fi to the open subspace M∞·
◦
Cn ⊂ M∞·Cn is F, and

both of limi Ext
i(Fi, iDiag→Cn,*(F

′)) and limi Ext
i(F glob

Cn (Fi), F
glob
Cn (iDiag→Cn,*(F

′)))
vanish, for i = 0, 1. Here, we can choose Fi to be the objects such that the inverse
limit of Fi goes to the !-extension of F.

The vanishing of Exti implies that we can calculate Exti
C
glob,♡,lc
κ,Cn

of any two

objects in C
glob,♡,lc
κ,Cn by a limit and extensions of Exti in C

glob,♡,lc
κ,Diag and C

glob,♡,lc
κ,
◦
Cn

,

similarly for ExtiFSn . Now, the stratawise equivalence implies the desired equiva-
lence over Cn. □

Corollary 4.4.4. The composition of the derived equivalence of Theorem 2.5.1:
Db(Repq(F(4)

ad)) ∼−→ Db(FS), with the quasiinverse of the derived equivalence
of Theorem 4.4.2 and the equivalence of Theorem 4.4.1 gives rise to a braided
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monoidal equivalence Db(Repq(F(4)
ad)) ∼−→Cglob,lc

κ . Its further composition with π!

gives a braided monoidal equivalence between Db(Repq(F(4)
ad)) and (Cloc,lc

κ , ⋆, b).
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