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D-modules on the basic affine space and large

g-modules

Masatoshi Kitagawa

Abstract

In this paper, we treat D-modules on the basic affine space G/U and
their global sections for a semisimple complex algebraic group G. Our
aim is to prepare basic results about large non-irreducible modules for
the branching problem and harmonic analysis of reductive Lie groups. A
main tool is a formula given by Bezrukavnikov–Braverman–Positselskii.
The formula is about a product of functions and their Fourier transforms
on G/U like Capelli’s identity. Using the formula, we give a generalization
of the Beilinson–Bernstein correspondence.

We show that the global sections of holonomic D-modules are also
holonomic using the formula. As a consequence, we give a large algebra
action on the u-cohomologies Hi(u; V ) of a g-module V when V is realized
as a holonomic D-module. We consider affinity of the supports of the t-
modules Hi(u; V ).

1 Introduction

In the branching problem and harmonic analysis of reductive Lie groups, we
need to treat large non-irreducible modules of a reductive Lie algebra g. Such g-
modules often has some additional structure, e.g. action of a larger (Lie) algebra
and geometric realization. In this paper, we deal with the special G-variety G/U
called the basic affine space, and D-modules on G/U , which we consider as
’good’ large g-modules. Our main tool is a formula proved by Bezrukavnikov–
Braverman–Positselskii in [4, Proposition 3.11]. Using the formula, we study
global sections of D-modules on G/U .

Let G be a simply-connected connected semisimple algebraic group over C.
Fix a Borel subgroup B = T U of G with a maximal torus T and unipotent
radical U . Then G/U is a quasi-affine G-variety and the natural projection
p : G/U → G/B gives a principal T -bundle on the flag variety G/B. The
Beilinson–Bernstein correspondence [1] says that the global section functor gives
an equivalence of categories from the category Modqc(DG/B,λ) to that of g-
modules with infinitesimal character λ ∈ t∗ if λ is regular anti-dominant. Here
DG/B,λ is an algebra of twisted differential operators (TDO) on G/B. See
Subsection 4.1 for our parametrization.

As a global counterpart of the correspondence, a DG/U -module is regarded
as a good family of g-modules. In fact, for a quasi-coherent DG/U -module
M, a family {Dp+,λ(M)}λ∈t∗ of (complexes of) twisted D-modules on G/B
is defined by using the direct image functors Dp+,λ. Our main purpose is to
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show fundamental results about DG/U -modules and their global sections. Using
DG/U -modules, we study the space V/uV of u-coinvariants. Set DG/U := DG/U .

Although G/U is not affine, it is known that DG/U is a simple noethe-
rian finitely generated C-algebra. Moreover, the associated graded algebra
gr DG/U with respect to the order filtration is isomorphic to O(T ∗(G/U)) =
Γ(OT ∗(G/U)), where OT ∗(G/U) is the structure sheaf on T ∗(G/U). These prop-
erties are proved in [4, Theorem 1.1], [19, Proposition 1.1] and [8, Corollary
3.6.1]. This means that the algebra DG/U is similar to algebras of differential
operators on affine spaces. For example, holonomicity of DG/U -modules can be
defined as follows.

The definition of holonomic DG/U -modules (Definition 3.14) in this paper is
standard. We say that a DG/U -module M is holonomic if M is finitely generated
and the Gelfand–Kirillov dimension of M is less than or equal to dim(G/U).
We show in Theorem 3.20 that the global section functor Γ and the localization
functor L preserve the holonomicity.

Theorem 1.1. For any holonomic DG/U -module M, the global section Γ(M)
is also holonomic. Conversely, for any holonomic DG/U -module M , the local-
ization L(M) = DG/U ⊗DG/U

M is holonomic.

The result for the localization is essentially proved in [19, Lemma 3.2]. For
the global section, we need to show that Γ(M) is finitely generated. To show
this, we use the theory of multiplicities of filtered modules over filtered algebras.
See Subsection 3.3.

We shall state a generalization of the Beilinson–Bernstein correspondence.
Let S be a multiplicative subset of U(t) generated by

{
Hα + ρ(Hα) + i : α ∈ ∆+, i is a non-negative integer

}
,

where ∆+ is the set of all roots in u and Hα is the unique element of t satisfying
µ(Hα) = 2(µ, α)/(α, α) for any µ ∈ t∗. Set DG/B,S := S−1(p∗DG/U )T . It is
well-known (e.g. [7, Proposition 8]) that DT

G/U is isomorphic to U(g) ⊗Z(g) U(t),
where Z(g) is the center of the universal enveloping algebra U(g). Hence we have
Γ(DG/B,S) ≃ U(g) ⊗Z(g) S−1U(t). The following result is proved in Theorem
4.12.

Theorem 1.2. The global section functor Γ gives an equivalence of categories
from the category Modqc(DG/B,S) to Mod(U(g) ⊗Z(g) S−1U(t)).

DG/B,λ-modules with regular anti-dominant λ are also DG/B,S-modules.
Hence Theorem 1.2 is a generalization of the Beilinson–Bernstein correspon-
dence. Remark that we use the Beilinson–Bernstein correspondence in our proof
to show non-vanishing of Γ(M) (Lemma 4.11).

A different generalization of the Beilinson–Bernstein correspondence is given
by Ben-Zvi–Nadler [3]. They used a categorical approach. Their result can be
applied to all g-modules without our localization S−1. It is not certain that
Theorem 1.2 follows from their result.

Let (A, G) be a generalized pair and V an irreducible A-module. Another
main object in this paper is the space V/uV of u-coinvariants. The t-module
V/uV is written as V ⊗U(g) (U(g) ⊗U(u) C). It is important that U(g) ⊗U(u) C

(modulo some t-character twist) has a natural DG/U -module structure. It is
the unique irreducible holonomic DG/U -module supported on {eU}. Using this
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action, let (A ⊗ DG/U )G act on V/uV . We show that the (A ⊗ DG/U )G-module
has finite length under a strong assumption on A. A key point is that V/uV is
represented by using the Zuckerman derived functor:

V/uV ≃ Hn(g; V ⊗ (U(g) ⊗U(u) C)) ≃ DGΓn(V ⊗U(g) (U(g) ⊗U(u) C))G,

where n = dim(g). We omit tensoring a t-character.
Let X be a smooth G-variety and AX a G-equivariant TDO on X . Suppose

that the global section functor Γ is exact on Modqc(AX). Set AX := Γ(AX).
It is known that Γ(M) is irreducible or zero for irreducible M ∈ Modqc(AX)
(Fact 3.22). Using a localization of the Zuckerman derived functor (Proposition
2.9) and Theorem 1.1, we obtain

Theorem 1.3. Let M be an irreducible holonomic AX-module and i ∈ N. Then
the (AX ⊗ DG/U )G-module Hi(u; Γ(M)) has finite length.

In [16], we introduced a notion of small Cartan subalgebras for g-modules.
For a non-zero t-module V , we say that V has a small Cartan subalgebra a =
t/m if any V(P ) (P ∈ AssU(t)(V )) is a translation of a∗, where V(P ) is the
closed subvariety of t∗ determined by the prime ideal P . We have shown in [16,
Theorem 3.25] that any irreducible A-module has a small Cartan subalgebra if
A has at most countable dimension. We will give another proof of this result in
Theorem 5.4. The following theorem is an application of Theorem 1.3.

Theorem 1.4. Let M be an irreducible holonomic AX-module and i ∈ N. Then
Hi(u; Γ(M)) has a t-module finite exhaustive filtration 0 = V0 ⊂ V1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ Vr

such that each Vj/Vj−1 has a small Cartan subalgebra.

We prove Theorems 1.3 and 1.4 in Subsection 5.3. Roughly speaking, The-
orem 1.4 says that the support of a vector v ∈ V/uV is a finite union of affine
subspaces in t∗. We rephrase the results for the branching problem of reductive
Lie groups in Subsection 5.4.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we recall fundamental results
about the Zuckerman derived functor and twisted D-modules. In Section 3, we
deal with the basic affine space. We recall the formula by Bezrukavnikov–
Braverman–Positselskii, and show Theorem 1.1. Section 4 is devoted to the
generalization of the Beilinson–Bernstein correspondence. We prove Theorem
1.2 here. Theorems 1.3 and 1.4 are proved in Section 5.

Notation and convention

In this paper, any algebra except Lie algebras is unital, associative and over
C, and any variety is quasi-projective and defined over C. Let X be a smooth
variety. We denote by OX and O(X) the structure sheaf on X and its global
section, and denote by DX and DX the sheaf of differential operators on X and
its global section. We express TDOs and the spaces of their global sections by
script letters and corresponding calligraphic letters, respectively. For example,
the spaces of global sections of TDOs AX and AX,λ are denoted as AX and
AX,λ, respectively. For an ideal I of O(X), we denote by V(I) the subvariety
in X determined by I.

We express algebraic groups and their Lie algebras by Roman alphabets and
corresponding German letters, respectively. For example, the Lie algebras of
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algebraic groups G, K and H are denoted as g, k and h, respectively. For an
algebraic group G, let G0 denote the identity component of G.

For a G-set X of a group G, we write XG for the subset of all G-invariant
elements in X . We use similar notations for the set of all vectors annihilated
by a Lie algebra g (resp. an ideal I) as V g (resp. V I). We denote by Cλ the
representation space of a character λ of a Lie algebra t. When t is commutative,
there are two ways to regard Cλ as a right U(t)-module. In the case, let U(t)
act on Cλ via v · X = λ(tX)v (X ∈ U(t), v ∈ Cλ) to satisfy Cλ ⊗U(t) V ≃
(Cλ ⊗ V )/t(Cλ ⊗ V ) for any t-module V .

We denote by Mod(·) (resp. Modqc(·), Modh(·)) the category of left modules
(resp. quasi-coherent modules, holonomic modules) of an algebra (or a sheaf
of algebras). We use the standard notation Db(·), Db

qc(·) and Db
h(·) for the

corresponding derived categories. For example, Db
h(A) is the full subcategory

of Db(A) with holonomic cohomologies. We express the exterior tensor product
of sheaves by ⊠. See [10, p.38] for the exterior tensor product.
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2 Preliminary

In this section, we review basic results about D-modules and (a localization of)
the Zuckerman derived functor.

2.1 Zuckerman derived functor

We review the Zuckerman derived functor. We refer the reader to [24, Chapter
6] and [18].

Let G be a connected reductive algebraic group over C. In this paper, a
G-module means a locally finite representation of the group G whose finite-
dimensional subrepresentations are representations as an algebraic group. We
say that the G-action on a G-module is rational. Since G is reductive, a G-
module is completely reducible. We shall recall the definition of generalized
pairs. See [18, p.96].

Definition 2.1. Let A be a (unital associative) C-algebra equipped with a
G-module structure and a G-equivariant homomorphism ι : U(g) → A. We say
that (A, G) is a generalized pair if the G-action on A is given by automorphisms
and the adjoint g-action on A coincides with the differential action of G.

Definition 2.2. Let (A, G) be a generalized pair and V an A-module. We say
that V is an (A, G)-module if the g-action on V lifts to a rational G-action. The
category Mod(A, G) of (A, G)-modules is defined in a natural way.

Since G is assumed to be connected, our definition is easier than the general
one in [18]. It is easy to see that any A-homomorphism between (A, G)-modules
is G-equivariant. In other words, the category Mod(A, G) is a full subcategory
of Mod(A).
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Let (A, G) be a generalized pair and V an A-module. Let i ∈ N and set

DiΓG(V ) := Hi(g; O(G) ⊗ V ),

where the g-cohomology is taken via the tensor product of the right regular
action on O(G) and the action on V . Then the left regular action on O(G)
induces a rational G-action on DiΓG(V ). Moreover, it is known that DiΓG(V )
admits an (A, G)-module structure and satisfies the following property. See
[6, Proposition I.8.2]. The functor DiΓG is called the i-th Zuckerman derived
functor.

Fact 2.3. There exists a natural AG-module isomorphism DiΓG(V )G ≃ Hi(g; V ).
In particular, the length of Hi(g; V ) is bounded by that of DiΓG(V ) from above.

Note that the functor (·)G : Mod(A, G) → Mod(AG) is exact and sends
irreducible objects to zero or irreducible objects since G is reductive. The second
assertion in Fact 2.3 follows from this.

2.2 Twisted D-module

We recall the notion of twisted D-modules. We refer the reader to [10]. See also
[13, 1.1] and [9, A.1]. In this paper, any algebraic variety is quasi-projective and
defined over C.

Let X be a smooth variety. Let OX denote the structure sheaf on X and
DX denote the sheaf of differential operators on X . Then there is a canonical
monomorphism ιX : OX →֒ DX , and DX is a quasi-coherent left/right OX -
module.

Definition 2.4. Let AX be a sheaf of algebras on X equipped with a monomor-
phism ι : OX →֒ A. We say that AX is an algebra of twisted differential op-
erators (or TDO) on X if there exists an open covering X =

⋃
i Ui such that

(AX |Ui , ι) ≃ (DUi , ιUi ) for any i.

Let AX be a TDO on X . An AX -module M is said to be quasi-coherent
if M is quasi-coherent as an OX -module. Let Modqc(AX) denote the category
of quasi-coherent AX -modules, Db(AX) the bounded derived category of AX -
modules, and Db

qc(AX) the full subcategory of Db(AX) consisting of complexes
with quasi-coherent cohomologies.

By the existence of local trivializations, AX has a canonical filtration called
the order filtration induced from that of DUi , and the associated graded al-
gebra gr(AX) is isomorphic to p∗(OT ∗X). Here p : T ∗X → X is the natural
projection from the cotangent bundle of X to X . A quasi-coherent AX-module
M is said to be coherent if M is locally finitely generated over AX . Let M
be a coherent AX -module. Then M has a good filtration. The character-
istic variety Ch(M) ⊂ T ∗X is defined by the support of the OT ∗X -module
OT ∗X ⊗p−1p∗(OT ∗X) p−1(gr(M)).

It is well-known that dim(Ch(M)) ≥ dim(X) if M 6= 0 (see [10, Corollary
2.3.2]). We say that a coherent AX -module M is holonomic if dim(Ch(M)) ≤
dim(X). It is easy to see that any holonomic AX -module has finite length (see
[10, Proposition 3.1.2]). Let Modh(AX) denote the category of holonomic AX -
modules and Db

h(AX) the full subcategory of Db(AX) consisting of complexes
with holonomic cohomologies.
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Recall the direct image functor and the inverse image functor. Let f : X → Y
be a morphism between smooth varieties and AY a TDO on Y . We set

Ωf := f−1Ω∨Y ⊗f−1OY
ΩX ,

AY←X := f−1
AY ⊗f−1OY

Ωf ,

AX→Y := OX ⊗f−1OY
f−1

AY ,

where ΩX (resp. ΩY ) denotes the canonical sheaf of X (resp. Y ).

Definition 2.5. Let f#AY denote the sheaf of all differential endomorphisms
of the OX -module AX→Y that commute with the right f−1AY -action.

Then f#AY is a TDO on X and AY←X is an (f−1AY , f#AY )-bimodule.
Note that f#DY is canonically isomorphic to DX . See [10, Definition 1.3.1].
The direct image of M• ∈ Db

qc(f#AY ) is defined by

Df+(M•) = Rf∗(AY←X ⊗L
f#AY

M•) ∈ Db
qc(AY ),

and the inverse image of N • ∈ Db
qc(AY ) is defined by

Lf∗(N •) = AX→Y ⊗L
f−1AY

f−1(N •) ∈ Db
qc(f#

AY ).

It is well-known that the functors Df+ and Lf∗ are local for Y . Since the
functors preserve the holonomicity, we have the two functors

Df+ : Db
h(AY ) → Db

h(f#
AY ), Lf∗ : Db

h(f#
AY ) → Db

h(AY ).

See [10, Theorem 3.2.3].
We shall review the notions of G-equivariant TODs and modules. Let G

be a connected reductive algebraic group and X a smooth G-variety. Write
p, m : G × X → X for the projection and the multiplication map, respectively.
An OX -module M is said to be G-equivariant if an OG×X-module isomorphism
m∗M

≃
−→ p∗M is specified and satisfies the associative law [11, (3.1.2)]. We call

the G-equivariant structure an (algebraic) G-action on M. In fact, G acts on
the set of local sections of M. By the algebraicity, the action is differentiable,
that is, it induces a Lie algebra homomorphism g → EndCX (M).

Definition 2.6. We say that a TDO AX on X is G-equivariant if a G-action on
AX and a G-equivariant algebra homomorphism ig : U(g) → AX are specified
and satisfy the following conditions.

1. The G-action is given by algebra isomorphisms.

2. The differential of the G-action on AX coincides with the adjoint action
of g on AX given by ig.

An AX-module M is said to be G-equivariant or an (AX , G)-module if M

is G-equivariant as an OX -module and the isomorphism m∗M
≃
−→ p∗M is a

(DG ⊠ AX)-isomorphism.

It is easy to see that (AX , G) forms a generalized pair and Γ(M) is an
(AX , G)-module. Note that the G-equivariant structure on AX induces an iso-
morphism m#AX ≃ p#AX(≃ DG ⊠ AX) satisfying the associative law. See [2,
Lemma 1.8.7].
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In this paper, we use the functors only for easy f , projections of fiber bundles
and principal bundles. Let X and Y be smooth varieties and f : X × Y → Y
the projection onto the second factor. Let AY be a TDO on Y . Then we have
f#AY ≃ DX ⊠ AY . The following proposition is easy from the definition.

Proposition 2.7. The inverse image functor f∗ is exact and f∗(M) ≃ OX⊠M
holds for any M ∈ Modqc(AY ).

Recall a result about the direct image functor with respect to the projec-
tions of principal bundles. Let G be a connected reductive algebraic group and
f : X → Y a principal G-bundle on a smooth variety Y . In this paper, any prin-
cipal bundle is locally trivial in the Zariski topology. Let AX be a G-equivariant
TDO on X . For each λ ∈ HomG(g∗,C), we set

AY,λ := (f∗(AX) ⊗U(g) EndC(Cλ))G.

Then AY,λ is a TDO, and if λ lifts to a character of G, AY,λ acts on (f∗(OX) ⊗
Cλ)G, which is the sheaf of local sections of the line bundle X ×GCλ. Moreover,
f#AY,λ is naturally isomorphic to AX (see [15, Lemma 3.11]). In this case, the
direct image functor Df+,λ can be represented by a simple way as we have seen
in [15, Proposition 3.14].

Fact 2.8. Let λ ∈ HomG(g∗,C). Then the functor Df+,λ is isomorphic to
the left derived functor of the functor Modqc(AX) ∋ M 7→ Cλ ⊗U(g) f∗(M) ∈
Modqc(AY,λ).

Note that f∗ is an exact functor on Modqc(AX) since f is affine. To compute
Df+,λ(M), we need to take a locally projective resolution of M. It is easy
to see that Γ(V, f∗P) is a projective U(g)-module for any locally projective
P ∈ Modqc(AX) and affine open subset V ⊂ Y . See [15, Lemma 3.15].

2.3 Zuckerman derived functor

We shall consider a localization of the Zuckerman derived functor. We refer the
reader to [5], [17] and [15, Section 6].

Let X be a smooth G-variety and AX a G-equivariant TDO on X . Write
p, m : G × X → X for the projection and the multiplication map. For M ∈
Modqc(AX) and i ∈ N, we set

DiLG(M) := H−n+i ◦ Dm+ ◦ p∗(M) ∈ Mod(AX),

where n = dim(g). By Facts 2.7 and 2.8, we have DiLG(M) ≃ Hi(g; m∗(OG ⊠

M)). Note that Hi(g; ·) ≃ Hn−i(g; ·) by the Poincaré duality (see [10, Corollary
3.6]). The functor DiLG is a localization of the Zuckerman derived functor DiΓG

in the following sense.

Proposition 2.9. Let M ∈ Modqc(AX) be an acyclic sheaf. Take a free reso-
lution F • of the g-module C. Then there exists an isomorphism

RΓ(Dm+ ◦ p∗(M)) ≃ F • ⊗U(g) (O(G) ⊗ Γ(M))

in Db(AX).
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Proof. Since M is acyclic, F •⊗U(g)m∗(OG⊠M) is a complex of acyclic sheaves,
and hence

RΓ(Dm+ ◦ p∗(M)) = RΓ(F • ⊗U(g) m∗(OG ⊠ M))

≃ F • ⊗U(g) Γ(m∗(OG ⊠ M))

≃ F • ⊗U(g) (O(G) ⊗ Γ(M)).

We have shown the assertion.

The action of AX on O(G)⊗Γ(M) to define the Zuckerman derived functor
coincides with the one given by the AX-module action. See [6, I.3.1] for the
action of AX on O(G) ⊗ Γ(M). We omit the description of the action.

Corollary 2.10. Let M ∈ Modqc(AX) be an acyclic sheaf. Assume that all
Hp(X,DqLG(M)) have finite length. Then all DiΓG(Γ(M)) have finite length.

Proof. Take a free resolution F • of the g-module C. Then we have isomorphisms

DiΓG(Γ(M)) ≃ Hi−n(F • ⊗U(g) (O(G) ⊗ Γ(M)))

≃ Hi−n ◦ RΓ(Dm+ ◦ p∗(OG ⊠ M))

of AX -modules by Proposition 2.9. By using the truncation functor for Dm+ ◦
p∗(OG⊠M) and the long exact sequence, the assertion is proved. The argument
is standard, so we omit the details. See e.g. [15, Subsection 2.3].

3 Basic affine space

In this section, we deal with D-modules on the basic affine space and their
global sections. We can consider a D-module on the basic affine space G/U
as a ‘good’ family of g-modules. We recall the key fact by Bezrukavnikov–
Braverman–Positselskii [4] and show fundamental results about D-modules on
G/U .

3.1 Differential operators on basic affine space

Let G be a simply-connected connected semisimple algebraic group. Fix a Borel
subgroup B = T U of G with a maximal torus T and unipotent radical U .
Let ∆ denote the set of roots for (g, t) and ∆+ the set of all roots in u. Set
ρ := 1

2

∑
α∈∆+ α. Write WG for the Weyl group of G.

The variety G/U is called the basic affine space. The basic affine space G/U
is a quasi-affine variety with the natural principal T -bundle structure p : G/U →
G/B. The coordinate ring O(G/U) has the irreducible decomposition

O(G/U) =
⊕

λ

O(G/U)(λ)

as a G-module, where the sum is taken over all dominant integral weights λ and
O(G/U)(λ) denotes the isotypic component with the highest weight λ. Then
each O(G/U)(λ) is irreducible and O(G/U)(λ) · O(G/U)(µ) = O(G/U)(λ + µ)
for any λ and µ. In particular, O(G/U) is finitely generated.
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Since O(G/U) is finitely generated, G/U has a canonical affine closure G/U ,
that is, G/U is the affine variety with the coordinate ring O(G/U). It is known
that G/U is normal and G/U −G/U has codimension greater than 2. In fact, G-
stable radical ideals of O(G/U) can be easily described by fundamental weights.
For a DG/U -module M , its localization L(M) is defined by L(M) := DG/U ⊗DG/U

M . By definition, L is left adjoint to the global section functor Γ. The following
properties are basic. See e.g. [4, Subsection 1.1] and [19, Section 2] for the
details.

Proposition 3.1. Let M be a DG/U -module.

1. L(M) is naturally isomorphic to OG/U ⊗O(G/U) M as an OG/U -module.

2. The localization functor L is exact.

3. The counit L ◦Γ → id is a natural isomorphism.

Note that G/U may be singular in general. This is the reason why the
relation between Modqc(DG/U ) and Mod(DG/U ) is more complicated than that
of G/B.

We state three facts related to the algebraic structure of DG/U .

Fact 3.2. Under the above setting, the algebra DG/U satisfies the following
properties.

1. ([4, Theorem 1.1]) DG/U is left and right Noetherian.

2. ([20, Theorem 1.1]) DG/U is a finitely generated simple ring satisfying the
Auslander–Gorenstein and Cohen–Macaulay conditions.

3. ([8, Corollary 3.6.1, Lemma 3.6.2]) The associated graded ring gr DG/U

with respect to the order filtration is isomorphic to the finitely generated
C-algebra O(T ∗(G/U)).

We denote by L the left translation of G on O(G/U) and by R the right
translation of T on O(G/U). Then the action is given by

L(g)R(t)f(·) = f(g−1 · t) (g ∈ G, t ∈ T, f ∈ O(G/U)). (3.1.1)

For an integral weight λ ∈ t∗, the OG/B-module (p∗OG/U ⊗Cλ)T is isomorphic to
the invertible sheaf Lλ of local sections of the line bundle G×B Cλ → G/B. Let
O(G/U)µ denote the weight space of the T -module (R, O(G/U)) with weight
µ. In our convention, we have

O(G/U)(λ) = O(G/U)−wl(λ) ≃ Γ(G/B, Lwl(λ)),

where wl is the longest element of the Weyl group WG of G. The image of Z(g)

by the composition Z(g)
L
−→ L(U(g)) ∩ R(U(t))

R−1

−−−→ U(t) is the subalgebra of
W -invariants via the action

w · H = w(H) − ρ(H) + ρ(w(H)) (w ∈ WG, H ∈ t). (3.1.2)

Remark that the T -action on O(G/U) in [4] is a little different from our action.
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3.2 Review of Fourier transforms on the basic affine space

Here we review Fourier transforms on the basic affine space and the results of
Bezrukavnikov–Braverman–Positselskii [4]. We refer the reader to [14, Section
1] and [4, Section 3]. Retain the notation in the previous subsection.

First we recall the symplectic Fourier transform of differential operators on
C2. Write (x, y) for the standard coordinate of C2. The symplectic Fourier
transform F of DC2 is the automorphism satisfying

F (x) = −
∂

∂y
, F (y) =

∂

∂x
, F

(
∂

∂x

)
= y, F

(
∂

∂y

)
= −x,

which is induced from the symplectic form (·, ·) on C2 with (e1, e2) = 1. It is
easy to see that F is SL(2,C)-equivariant and an involution. If the symplectic
form (·, ·) is replaced with its scalar multiple, then F is twisted by the C×-action
on DC2 .

Return to the setting of G/U . Let α be a simple root in ∆+. We denote by
SLα the subgroup of G isomorphic to SL(2,C) whose Lie algebra is generated by
gα ⊕ g−α. Write Pα for the parabolic subgroup of G generated by B and SLα,
and Uα for the unipotent radical of Pα. Then we have [Pα, Pα] = SLα · Uα ⊃ U .

The natural surjection G/U → G/[Pα, Pα] is a fiber bundle with fiber
[Pα, Pα]/U ≃ SLα/(SLα ∩ U) ≃ C2 − {0}. The fiber bundle is embedded in
a G-equivariant vector bundle G/U

α
with fiber C2 via

G/U ≃ G ×[Pα,Pα] (C2 − {0}) //
_�

��

G/[Pα, Pα]

G/U
α

:= G ×[Pα,Pα] C
2.

55
❦
❦
❦
❦
❦
❦
❦
❦
❦
❦
❦
❦
❦
❦
❦

The representation of SLα ⊂ [Pα, Pα] on C2 is isomorphic to the natural repre-
sentation of SL(2,C), and Uα acts on C2 trivially.

Since C2 has a unique SLα-invariant symplectic form up to scalar, the vector
bundle G/U

α
has a unique G-invariant symplectic form up to scalar via

G/U
α

×G/[Pα,Pα] G/U
α

≃ G ×[Pα,Pα] (C2 × C2) → C.

Considering the symplectic Fourier transform fiberwise, we obtain an algebra
automorphism of D

G/U
α . Since the codimension of G/U

α
− G/U is greater

than 2, we have D
G/U

α = DG/U and hence we obtain an automorphism Fsα of
DG/U . We call Fsα a (partial) Fourier transform of DG/U corresponding to the
simple reflection sα. It is easy to see that Fsα is G-equivariant because Fsα is
constructed from the G-invariant symplectic form.

For each simple root α, we fix a G-invariant symplectic form on the vector
bundle G/U

α
and the corresponding Fourier transform Fsα . It is stated in [4,

Proposition 3.1] that the following fact is an unpublished work of S. Gelfand
and M. Graev.

Fact 3.3. The assignment sα 7→ Fsα ∈ Aut(DG/U ) is extended uniquely to a
group homomorphism F· : WG → Aut(DG/U ) of the Weyl group WG of G.
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Remark 3.4. The T -action on DG/U commutes with the G-action. It is not
hard to see that Aut(DG/U )G/T ≃ WG. Fact 3.3 gives a splitting of this quo-
tient, which depends on the choice of the symplectic forms.

Let w ∈ WG. The automorphism Fw stabilizes all elements in L(U(g)) as
follows. Since Fw is G-equivariant, [Fw(X), Y ] = [X, Y ] holds for any X ∈ L(g)
and Y ∈ DG/U . This shows that Fw(X) − X ∈ C and hence Fw(X) = X since

g is semisimple (or F
|WG|
w = id). The WG-action on R(U(t)) is non-trivial and

described easily as follows. See [4, Lemma 3.3].

Fact 3.5. Let w ∈ WG and set w′ = w−1
l wwl. Then for any H ∈ t, we have

Fw(R(H)) = R(w′(H) − ρ(H) + ρ(w′(H))). In particular, Fw(Dλ
G/U ) = D

w′(λ)
G/U

holds for any λ ∈ t∗

Note that R(U(t))WG coincides with L(Z(g)). See also (3.1.2).
The following formula is the key tool to control the difference between

Mod(DG/U ) and Modqc(DG/U ). The formula is rewritten to be convenient for
our proofs. For each α ∈ ∆, let Hα denote the unique element of t such that
µ(Hα) = 2(µ, α)/(α, α) holds for any µ ∈ t∗.

Fact 3.6 ([4, Proposition 3.11]). Let λ be a dominant integral weight and
set λ∨ := −wl(λ). Take a basis {fi} of O(G/U)λ and its dual basis {gi} of
O(G/U)λ∨

fixing a G-invariant paring. Then the G × T -invariant operator
Pλ =

∑
i Fwl

(gi)fi ∈ DG×T
G/U = R(U(t)) is written as

Pλ = R



c
∏

α∈∆+

λ∨(Hα)∏

i=1

(Hα + ρ(Hα) + i)





for some constant c ∈ C − {0}.

Remark 3.7. See [4, Lemma 3.8] and references therein for DG×T
G/U = R(U(t)).

For a DG/U -module M and w ∈ WG, we denote by Mw the DG/U -module
realized on the vector space Mw = M with DG/U -action DG/U ×Mw ∋ (a, m) 7→
Fw(a)m ∈ Mw. Recall that L(M) is isomorphic to OG/U ⊗O(G/U) M as an
OG/U -module and L is an exact functor to Modqc(DG/U ) by Proposition 3.1.

If the support of a DG/U -module M is contained in G/U − G/U , then we have
L(M) = 0.

Fact 3.8 ([4, Theorem 3.4]). For any non-zero DG/U -module M , there exists
w ∈ WG such that L(Mw) 6= 0.

3.3 Holonomicity

In this subsection, we define holonomicity of DG/U -modules. It is well-known
that the holonomicity of DCn -modules is characterized by Gelfand–Kirillov di-
mension and preserved by the Fourier transform (see e.g. [10, Subsection 3.2.2]).
We will show similar properties for DG/U -modules.

Since G/U is not smooth in general, the relation between Mod(DG/U ) and
Modqc(DG/U ) is non-trivial. Recall that gr DG/U is isomorphic to O(T ∗(G/U))
and it is a finitely generated C-algebra by Fact 3.2 (3). Combining this and

11



Fact 3.8, we will show that the global section functor Γ on G/U behaves well as
for affine varieties.

We shall recall the Gelfand–Kirillov dimension and the multiplicity of mod-
ules. We refer the reader to [21, Chapter 8] and [22]. Let A be a finitely gener-
ated C-algebra and M a finitely generated A-module. Fix a finite-dimensional
generating subspace A1 of A containing C, and define a filtration on A via
Ak := Ak

1 , A0 := C. Similarly, take a finite-dimensional generating subspace
M0 of M and define a filtration on M via Mk := AkM0. Such filtrations are
called standard filtrations of A and M in [21]. The Gelfand–Kirillov dimension
of M is defined by

GKdim(M)(= GKdimA(M)) := lim sup
n→∞

(log dim(Mn)/ log n).

The definition does not depend on the choice of the standard filtrations.
To define the multiplicity, we recall several facts about filtrations of algebras.

See [22, Corollary 1.4] for the following fact.

Fact 3.9. Let A =
⋃

n∈N An be a filtered C-algebra such that gr A is a commu-
tative finitely generated C-algebra. For any finitely generated A-module M with
a good filtration, GKdim(M) = GKdim(gr M) holds.

Let A =
⋃

n∈N An be a filtered C-algebra such that gr A is a commutative
finitely generated C-algebra. Fix a standard finite-dimensional filtration of gr A.
Let M be a finitely generated A-module with a good filtration. Fix a standard
finite-dimensional filtration of gr M . Then there exists a polynomial p ∈ Q[t]
such that p(n) = dim((gr M)n) for any n ≫ 0 by the theory of Hilbert poly-
nomial. To define the multiplicity of M , we need the following fact. See [21,
Theorem 8.6.18] and Fact 3.9.

Fact 3.10. 1. deg p does not depend on the choice of the filtrations of A,
gr A, M and gr M . Moreover, deg p = GKdim(M) = GKdim(gr M) holds.

2. Write m for the coefficient of the highest degree of p. Then m ·(deg p)! ∈ N

holds and the integer does not depend on the choice of the filtrations of M
and gr M .

Definition 3.11. Set m(M) := m · (deg p)! ∈ N. We call m(M) the multiplicity
(or the Bernstein degree) of M . Note that m(M) may depend on the filtrations
of A and gr A.

The following property is standard (see [21, Corollary 8.6.20]).

Fact 3.12. Let 0 → L → M → N → 0 be an exact sequence of finitely generated
A-modules. If GKdim(L) = GKdim(M) = GKdim(N), then m(M) = m(L) +
m(N) holds.

Let B be a filtered C-algebra containing A. Suppose that gr B is a com-
mutative finitely generated C-algebra and the homomorphism gr A → gr B is
injective. Fix a finite-dimensional standard filtration of gr B. The following
proposition is an easy consequence of [21, Proposition 8.4.10].

Proposition 3.13. Let M be a finitely generated B-module and N a finitely
generated A-submodule of M . Assume that GKdim(N) = GKdim(M) =: d and

12



there exists a good filtration of M such that the induced filtration of N is a good
filtration. Then there exists a constant t ∈ N independent of N and M such
that m(N) ≤ tdm(M).

We shall define holonomicity of DG/U -modules and study its properties.
Retain the notation in the previous subsection.

Definition 3.14. For a DG/U -module M , we say that M is holonomic if M is
finitely generated and GKdim(M) is equal to 0 or dim(G/U).

As we have seen in Subsection 3.2, the Fourier transform Fw on DG/U is an
automorphism for any w ∈ WG. By definition, the following proposition holds.

Proposition 3.15. Mw is also holonomic for any holonomic DG/U -module M
and w ∈ WG.

We shall show that the functors L and Γ on G/U preserve the holonomicity.
For a smooth affine variety X and a finitely generated DX -module M , we have

GKdim(M) = dim(Ch(L(M))), (3.3.1)

where Ch(L(M)) denotes the characteristic variety of L(M) = DX ⊗DX M . In
fact, GKdim(M) = GKdim(gr M) holds for a good filtration of M with respect
to the order filtration of DX (see Fact 3.9), and GKdim(gr M) is equal to the
dimension of Ch(L(M)) as in the proof of [10, Proposition 3.2.11]. Note that
the equation (3.3.1) may not hold for a DG/U -module M . We can however show
a modified version of the equation.

Lemma 3.16. Let M be a finitely generated DG/U -module. Then GKdim(M) =
max {dim Ch(L(Mw)) : w ∈ WG} holds. If the natural homomorphism M →
Γ ◦ L(M) is injective, GKdim(M) = dim Ch(L(M)) holds.

Remark 3.17. The first assertion of Lemma 3.16 is a rewriting of [19, Lemma
3.2].

Proof. Take a finite generating set {f1, . . . , fr} of the defining ideal of G/U −

G/U . Then each Vi :=
{

x ∈ G/U : fi(x) 6= 0
}

is contained in G/U , and G/U =
⋃

i Vi is a smooth affine open covering.
By [19, Lemma 3.2], we have

GKdimDG/U
(M) = max

{
GKdimDVi

(Γ(Vi, L(Mw))) : w ∈ WG, 1 ≤ i ≤ r
}

.

Hence, by (3.3.1), the first assertion follows.
Set R :=

⊕r
i=1 DVi . To show the second assertion, assume that M →

Γ ◦ L(M) is injective. Then the natural DG/U -module homomorphism M →
R ⊗DG/U

M is injective. Hence we have

GKdimDG/U
(M) ≤ GKdimR(R ⊗DG/U

M)

= max
{

GKdimDVi
(Γ(Vi, L(M))) : 1 ≤ i ≤ r

}

= dim Ch(L(M)).

Using the first assertion, we have GKdimDG/U
(M) ≥ dim Ch(L(M)), and there-

fore we obtain the desired equation GKdim(M) = dim Ch(L(M)).
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By Lemma 3.16, the Gelfand–Kirillov dimension of a non-zero DG/U -module
is greater than dim(G/U). This is the reason why we define the holonomicity
of DG/U -modules as in Definition 3.14.

Corollary 3.18. Fix a finite-dimensional standard filtration of gr DG/U . Let
M be a holonomic DG/U -module. Then the length of M is less than or equal to
m(M).

Proof. The assertion follows from Fact 3.12 and Lemma 3.16.

We shall show that the global section functor Γ preserves the holonomicity.
Remark that if Γ(M) of a holonomic DG/U -module M is finitely generated, then
Γ(M) is holonomic by Lemma 3.16. To show that Γ(M) is finitely generated,
we use the multiplicity.

Lemma 3.19. Let M be a finitely generated DG/U -module with a good filtration,

and f ∈ O(G/U) such that V :=
{

x ∈ G/U : f(x) 6= 0
}

is contained in G/U .

Define a filtration of M ′ := O(V ) ⊗O(G/U) M via M ′
k = O(V ) ⊗O(G/U) Mk

(k ∈ N). Then the filtration of M ′ is a good filtration as a DV -module and
the natural homomorphism O(V ) ⊗O(G/U) gr M → gr M ′ is an isomorphism of
graded modules.

Proof. Note that V is a smooth affine open subset of G/U , and O(V ) =
O(G/U)[f−1] and DV = O(V )⊗O(G/U)DG/U by Proposition 3.1. Hence (DV )k =
O(V )⊗O(G/U) (DG/U )k holds for any k ∈ N. Since the functor O(V )⊗O(G/U) (·)
is exact, the assertion follows.

Theorem 3.20. The localization functor L and the global section functor Γ on
G/U preserve the holonomicity.

Proof. Let M be a holonomic DG/U -module. Then L(M) is locally finitely
generated as a DG/U -module and hence coherent. By Lemma 3.16, we have
dim(Ch(L(M))) ≤ dim(G/U) and this shows the assertion for L.

Fix a finite-dimensional standard filtrations of gr DG/U and gr DVi ’s to con-
sider the multiplicity. Let M be a holonomic DG/U -module and M a finitely
generated DG/U -submodule of Γ(M). We shall give an upper bound of m(M).
Take a finite generating set {f1, . . . , fr} of the defining ideal of G/U −G/U and

put Vi :=
{

x ∈ G/U : fi(x) 6= 0
}

. Set R :=
⊕

i DVi and MR := R ⊗DG/U
M =

⊕
i

(
DVi ⊗DG/U

M
)
. Since {Vi}i is an open covering of G/U , the natural ho-

momorphism M → MR is injective. By Lemma 3.16 (and its proof), M is
holonomic.

Fix a good filtration of M and equip MR with the direct sum of the filtrations
in Lemma 3.19 for f = fi. Then the filtration of MR is a good filtration and the
natural homomorphism gr M → gr MR is injective. By Proposition 3.13, there
exists t ∈ N such that

m(M) ≤ tdim(G/U)
∑

i

m(DVi ⊗DG/U
M) = tdim(G/U)

∑

i

m(Γ(Vi, L(M)))

≤ tdim(G/U)
∑

i

m(Γ(Vi, L ◦Γ(M))) = tdim(G/U)
∑

i

m(Γ(Vi, M)) =: C.
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Remark that L is exact and the counit L ◦Γ → id is a natural isomorphism
by Propositoin 3.1. Therefore, any finitely generated submodule of Γ(M) is
holonomic and its multiplicity is bounded by C. By Corollary 3.18, Γ(M) is
also finitely generated and hence holonomic.

Although L is an exact functor, Γ is not. We extend Theorem 3.20 to the
derived functor RΓ. We denote by Db

h(DG/U ) the full subcategory of Db(DG/U )
consisting of objects with holonomic cohomologies. Since Γ has finite cohomo-
logical dimension, the derived functor RΓ: Db(DG/U ) → Db(DG/U ) is defined.

Corollary 3.21. The derived functor RΓ preserves the holonomicity, that is,
the functor RΓ: Db

h(DG/U ) → Db
h(DG/U ) is well-defined.

Proof. Using the truncation functors, the assertion is reduced to Hk(G/U, M) ∈
Modh(DG/U ) for any M ∈ Modh(DG/U ) and k ∈ N. See [12, Definition 11.3.11]
for the truncation functors.

Let M be a holonomic DG/U -module and V an affine open subset of G/U .
Write ι : V → G/U for the inclusion. By Theorem 3.20, Γ(V, M) ≃ Γ(ι∗ι∗(M))
is a holonomic DG/U -module. Note that the inverse images and the direct
images of D-modules preserve the holonomicity. Therefore the cohomologies
Hk(G/U, M) are holonomic since they can be computed by the Čech complex.

3.4 Direct product

We can easily generalize the results in the previous sections to twisted D-
modules on a variety X × G/U with some affinity condition.

Let X be a smooth variety and AX a TDO on X . Assume that the global
section functor Γ: Modqc(AX) → Mod(AX) is exact. In other words, any quasi-
coherent AX -module is acyclic. Under this assumption, the category Mod(AX)
is equivalent to a full subcategory of Modqc(AX). See the proof of [10, Corollary
11.2.6].

Fact 3.22. Let Mode
qc(AX) denote the full subcategory of Modqc(AX) whose

object M satisfies the following conditions.

1. The canonical morphism AX ⊗AX Γ(M) → M is an epimorphism.

2. Γ(N ) 6= 0 holds for any non-zero submodule N of M.

Then the global section functor gives an equivalence of categories from Mode
qc(AX)

to Mod(AX). In particular, the localization L(M) is non-zero for any non-zero
M ∈ Mod(AX).

Remark 3.23. For a quasi-coherent AX -module M, there exists a subquotient
M′ of M such that M′ ∈ Mode

qc(AX) and Γ(M′) = Γ(M) by the definition
of Mode

qc(AX). In fact, letting M0 be the maximum submodule of M with
Γ(M0) = 0 and M1 the minimum submodule of M with Γ(M1) = Γ(M), then
we have M1/M0 ∈ Mode

qc(AX) and Γ(M1/M0) ≃ Γ(M).

We shall consider AX×G/U := AX ⊠ DG/U , which is a TDO on X × G/U .
Note that the canonical homomorphism Γ(M) ⊗ Γ(N ) → Γ(M⊠N ) is isomor-
phism for any M ∈ Modqc(AX) and N ∈ Modqc(DG/U ). This is a special case
of [10, Lemma 1.5.31]. Then we have Γ(AX ⊠ DG/U ) = AX ⊗ DG/U
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We extend the Fourier transforms (·)w of DG/U -modules defined in Subsec-
tion 3.2 to AX×G/U -modules in the obvious way. Combining Facts 3.8 and 3.22,
we obtain the following proposition.

Proposition 3.24. For any M ∈ Mod(AX×G/U ), there exists w ∈ WG such
that L(Mw) 6= 0.

Let M be a finitely generated AX×G/U -module, and let M ∈ Mode
qc(AX)

denote the corresponding object to M |AX by Fact 3.22. By functionality, M
has a natural AX ⊗ DG/U -module structure.

Definition 3.25. We say that M is holonomic if GKdim(Γ(V, M)) is equal
to 0 or dim(X × G/U) for any affine open subset V ⊂ X . We denote by
Modh(AX×G/U ) the full subcategory of Mod(AX×G/U ) consisting of holonomic
modules.

It is easy to see that the condition is equivalent to the existence of an affine
open covering X =

⋃
i Vi such that GKdim(Γ(Vi, M)) ≤ dim(X ×G/U) for any

i. See the proof of Lemma 3.16. By definition, the holonomicity is preserved by
the Fourier transforms (·)w (see also Proposition 3.15).

Proposition 3.26. For a holonomic AX×G/U -module M and w ∈ WG, Mw is
also holonomic.

We shall show that the global section functor preserves the holonomicity.

Lemma 3.27. Let M ∈ Modh(AX×G/U ). Suppose that X is affine. Then
Γ(M) is holonomic.

Proof. The proof is essentially the same as that of Theorem 3.20.

Theorem 3.28. Let M ∈ Modh(AX×G/U ). Then Γ(M) is holonomic.

Proof. Write q : X × G/U → X for the projection onto the first factor. Then
q∗(M) is an OX -quasi-coherent AX ⊗ DG/U -module with Γ(q∗(M)) ≃ Γ(M).
As we have seen in Remark 3.23, there exists an AX ⊗DG/U -module subquotient
N of q∗(M) such that N ∈ Mode

qc(AX) and Γ(N ) ≃ Γ(M).
Let V ⊂ X be an affine open subset. Γ(V, q∗(M)) = Γ(V × G/U, M) is

holonomic by Lemma 3.27. Hence so is Γ(V, N ). This shows that Γ(N )(≃
Γ(M)) is holonomic.

The derived version of Theorem 3.28 is proved in the same way as Corollary
3.21. Let Db

h(AX×G/U ) denote the full subcategory of Db(AX×G/U ) consisting
of complexes with holonomic cohomologies.

Corollary 3.29. Let M• ∈ Db
h(AX×G/U ). Then RΓ(M•) ∈ Db

h(AX×G/U )
holds.

4 Generalization of Beilinson–Bernstein corre-

spondence

The goal of this section is to study the relation between the category of D-
modules on G/U and the category of twisted D-modules on the full flag variety
G/B. We prove a generalization of the Beilinson–Bernstein correspondence.
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4.1 Beilinson–Bernstein correspondence

We recall the Beilinson–Bernstein correspondence. We refer the reader to [2,
Subsection 2.5, 3.2 and 3.3] and [10, Theorems 11.2.2, 11.2.3 and 11.2.4].

Let G be a connected simply-connected semisimple algebraic group. Fix a
Borel subgroup B = T U with a maximal torus T and unipotent radical U . Let
∆ and ∆+ denote the sets of roots and positive roots determined by G, T and
B. Set ρ := 1

2

∑
α∈∆+ α. Write p : G/U → G/B for the natural projection.

For any open subset V ⊂ G/B, Γ(V, p∗DG/U ) is a T -module. Hence (p∗DG/U )T

is a sheaf of algebras on G/B. By [7, Proposition 8], we have

Γ((p∗DG/U )T ) ≃ U(g) ⊗Z(g) U(t). (4.1.1)

See (3.1.2) for the homomorphism Z(g) →֒ U(t). For a weight λ ∈ t∗, we set

DG/B,λ := (p∗DG/U )T ⊗U(t) EndC(Cλ+ρ),

which is a G-equivariant TDO on G/B. Then we have

DG/B ≃ DG/B,−ρ, D
op
G/B,λ ≃ DG/B,−λ,

Lµ ⊗OG/B
DG/B,λ ⊗OG/B

L∨µ ≃ DG/B,λ+µ (µ: integral weight),

and DG/B,λ acts on Lλ+ρ = (p∗OG/U ⊗ Cλ+ρ)T if λ is integral.

Fact 4.1 (Beilinson–Bernstein [1]). Let λ ∈ t∗.

1. The homomorphism U(g) → Γ(DG/B,λ) is surjective and its kernel is the
minimal primitive ideal with the infinitesimal character λ.

2. If λ is anti-dominant, the global section functor Γ: Modqc(DG/B,λ) →
Mod(DG/B,λ) is exact.

3. If λ is regular and anti-dominant, the global section functor Γ gives an
equivalence of categories.

4.2 Support as a U(t)-module

In this subsection, we deal with a relationship between the support of a DG/U -

module as an O(G/U)-module and as a U(t)-module using Fact 3.6. As an
application, we will prove a vanishing theorem of Tor. Retain the notation in
the previous subsection. Recall O(G/U) = O(G/U ).

Let S be a multiplicative subset of U(t) generated by
{

Hα + ρ(Hα) + i : α ∈ ∆+, i is a positive integer
}

, (4.2.1)

where Hα is the unique element of t with µ(Hα) = 2(µ, α)/(α, α) for any µ ∈ t∗

(see Fact 3.6).

Lemma 4.2. Let M be a DG/U -module. Assume that the support of M as an

O(G/U)-module is contained in G/U − G/U . Then S−1M = 0 holds.

Remark 4.3. We have two actions of U(t) on M , that is, (L, U(t)) and (R, U(t))
(see (3.1.1)). Hereafter, the localization functor S−1 is taken with respect to
the action (R, U(t)).
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Proof. Let m ∈ M . It is enough to find P ∈ S with P m = 0. It is well-
known that the defining ideal of G/U − G/U is generated by O(G/U)ρ. Since
the support of M is contained in G/U − G/U , there exists n ∈ N such that
O(G/U)nρm = 0. Take Pnρ as in Fact 3.6. By the construction of Pnρ, we have
Pnρ ∈ Fwl

(O(G/U)nρ)O(G/U)nρ. Hence Pnρm = 0 holds.
By Fact 3.6, Pnρ is written as

Pnρ = cR



∏

α∈∆+

nρ(Hα)∏

i=1

(Hα + ρ(Hα) + i)




for some c ∈ C×. Hence we have c−1Pnρ ∈ R(S) and this shows the assertion.

If λ is anti-dominant, then −(λ + ρ)(Hα) + ρ(Hα) + i is non-zero for any
α ∈ ∆+ and positive integer i. Hence the right U(t)-module Cλ+ρ can is regarded
as an S−1U(t)-module if λ is anti-dominant. (Remark that Cλ is regarded as
a right U(t)-module via 1 · H = λ(tH).) The following corollary is therefore a
direct consequence of Theorem 4.2.

Corollary 4.4. Let M be a DG/U -module and λ ∈ t∗ an anti-dominant weight.

If the support of M as an O(G/U)-module is contained in G/U − G/U , then

TorU(t)
i (Cλ+ρ, M) = 0 holds for any i ∈ Z.

Proof. Since Cλ+ρ is a right S−1U(t)-module, we have

TorU(t)
i (Cλ+ρ, M) ≃ TorS−1U(t)

i (Cλ+ρ, S−1M) = 0

for any i ∈ Z.

Recall that the functor L is exact and the counit L ◦Γ → id is a natural
isomorphism (Proposition 3.1). In general, the unit η : id → Γ◦L is not a natural
isomorphism. As an application of Theorem 4.2, we see that the difference
between M and Γ ◦ L(M) is ‘small’ as U(t)-modules for a DG/U -module M .

Corollary 4.5. Let M be a DG/U -module. Then the S−1DT
G/U -module homo-

morphism ηS : S−1M → S−1Γ ◦ L(M) induced from the unit η is an isomor-
phism. If λ ∈ t∗ is an anti-dominant weight, the unit η induces a g-module
isomorphism

ηλ : TorU(t)
i (Cλ+ρ, M)

≃
−→ TorU(t)

i (Cλ+ρ, Γ ◦ L(M))

for any i ∈ N.

Proof. As we have seen in the above of Corollary 4.4, Cλ+ρ is a right S−1U(t)-
module. Hence the second assertion follows from the first assertion. We shall
show that ηS is bijective.

To see this, consider the exact sequence

0 → Ker(η) → M
η
−→ Γ ◦ L(M) → Coker(η) → 0. (4.2.2)
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We apply the exact functor L to the exact sequence and then obtain an exact
sequence

0 → L(Ker(η)) → L(M)
L(η)
−−−→ L ◦Γ ◦ L(M) → L(Coker(η)) → 0.

Since the counit L ◦Γ → id is a natural isomorphism, L(η) is an isomorphism.
Hence we have L(Ker(η)) = L(Coker(η)) = 0. This implies that the supports
of Ker(η) and Coker(η) are contained in G/U − G/U . From Theorem 4.2, we
obtain S−1Ker(η) = S−1Coker(η) = 0. This and the exact sequence (4.2.2)
show that ηS is bijective.

4.3 Vanishing theorem

In this subsection, we prove a vanishing theorem for S−1(p∗DG/U )T -modules.
This is a generalization of the exactness of Γ in the Beilinson–Bernstein corre-
spondence (Fact 4.1).

We set

DG/B,S := S−1(p∗DG/U )T .

Then DG/B,S is a sheaf of algebras since R(U(t)) is contained in the center
of (p∗DG/U )T . By OG/B ≃ (p∗OG/U )T , there is a monomorphism OG/B →֒
DG/B,S and DG/B,S is a quasi-coherent left/right OG/B-module. By (4.1.1), we
have

(DG/B,S :=)Γ(DG/B,S) ≃ U(g) ⊗Z(g) S−1U(t).

If λ is anti-dominant, there is a natural epimorphism DG/B,S → DG/B,λ of
sheaves of algebras.

We say that a (p∗DG/U )T -module is quasi-coherent if the module is quasi-
coherent as an OG/B-module. For a quasi-coherent (p∗DG/U )T -module M,
the cohomology Hi(G/B, M) may not vanish for i > 0. This is because
(p∗DG/U )T is so large that Modqc((p∗DG/U )T ) contains Modqc(DG/B,λ) with
‘bad’ λ for which the Beilinson–Bernstein correspondence does not hold. The
algebra DG/B,S knows, in contrast, only DG/B,λ with anti-dominant λ. We can
therefore expect that an analogue of the Beilinson–Bernstein correspondence
holds for DG/B,S. In fact, we prove the following theorem (see also Theorem
4.12).

Theorem 4.6. Let M be a quasi-coherent DG/B,S-module. Then we have
Hi(G/B, M) = 0 for any i > 0.

The outline of the proof is the same as that of the Beilinson–Bernstein
correspondence in [1]. The only difference is how to construct a splitting in the
following lemma. For a dominant integral weight µ ∈ t∗, we denote by F (µ) a
finite-dimensional irreducible G-module with the highest weight µ.

Lemma 4.7. Let M be a quasi-coherent DG/B,S-module and µ ∈ t∗ an anti-
dominant integral weight. Then there exists an OG/B-module homomorphism

iµ : M → F (−µ) ⊗ Lµ ⊗OG/B
M

and iµ has a left inverse as a morphism of sheaves of abelian groups.
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Proof. Set F := Γ(L−wl(µ)) and identify F with F (−µ). Take a basis {fi} ⊂
Γ(Lµ) ≃ F (wl(µ)) and a dual basis {gi} ⊂ F fixing a G-invariant pairing. We
define iµ via iµ(m) =

∑
i gi ⊗ fi ⊗ m for a local section m ∈ M. By definition,

iµ is an OG/B-module homomorphism.

We shall construct a left inverse of iµ. Through Lµ
≃
−→ (p∗OG/U )−µ →

(p∗DG/U )−µ, we identify Lµ with an OG/B-submodule of (p∗DG/U )−µ. We

have a non-zero G-module homomorphism F ≃ O(G/U)wl(µ)
Fwl−−→ Dµ

G/U . Then
we have a right OG/B-module homomorphism

ι : F (−µ) ⊗ Lµ → Dµ
G/U ⊗ (p∗DG/U )−µ → (p∗DG/U )T ,

where the last morphism is the multiplication map in p∗DG/U . We therefore
obtain a morphism of sheaves of abelian groups

s : F (−µ) ⊗ Lµ ⊗OG/B
M

ι⊗id
−−−→ (p∗DG/U )T ⊗OG/B

M
α
−→ M,

where the last morphism α is given by the action of DG/B,S on M.
We shall show that s ◦ iµ is an isomorphism. For a local section m ∈ M, we

have

s ◦ iµ(m) = α ◦ (ι ⊗ id) ◦ iµ(m)

= α ◦ (ι ⊗ id)

(
∑

i

gi ⊗ fi ⊗ m

)

=
∑

i

α(Fwl
(gi)fi ⊗ m)

=

(
∑

i

Fwl
(gi)fi

)
m

= c
∏

α∈∆+

−µ∨(Hα)∏

i=1

(Hα + ρ(Hα) + i)m,

where the last equality comes from Fact 3.6. The factors Hα + ρ(Hα) + i in the
last equation are invertible in DG/B,S. This therefore implies that s ◦ iµ is an
isomorphism. We have proved the lemma.

The remaining part of the proof of Theorem 4.6 is the same as that in [1].
We however give the proof for reader’s convenience.

Proof of Theorem 4.6. Fix an integer i > 0. Let N be a coherent OG/B-
submodule of M. Consider the commutative diagram

N � � //

��

M

iµ

��
F (µ) ⊗ Lµ ⊗OG/B

N � � // F (µ) ⊗ Lµ ⊗OG/B
M

for any anti-dominant integral weight µ ∈ t∗. By Lemma 4.7, iµ has a left
inverse s. Since N is a coherent OG/B-module and L−ρ is ample, there exists a
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positive integer n such that Hi(G/B, L−nρ ⊗OG/B
N ) = 0. Then we have

Hi(G/B, F (nρ) ⊗ L−nρ ⊗OG/B
N ) ≃ F (nρ) ⊗ Hi(G/B, L−nρ ⊗OG/B

N )

= 0.

By the above commutative diagram and the existence of the right inverse s, the
homomorphism Hi(G/B, N ) → Hi(G/B, M) induced from the inclusion is the
zero map. This implies

Hi(G/B, M) ≃ lim
−→

N

Hi(G/B, N ) = 0.

This completes the proof.

Remark 4.8. If λ is an anti-dominant weight, the category Modqc(DG/B,λ) can
be regarded as a full subcategory of Modqc(DG/B,S). Hence Theorem 4.6 is a
generalization of the exactness of Γ in the Beilinson–Bernstein correspondence.

4.4 DG/B,S′-affinity

Let S′ be a multiplicative subset of U(t) generated by
{

Hα + ρ(Hα) + i : α ∈ ∆+, i is a non-negative integer
}

,

(see (4.2.1) for Hα). Set DG/B,S′ := (S′)−1(p∗DG/U )T and DG/B,S′ := Γ(DG/B,S′).
By definition, we have S′ ⊃ S.

In this subsection, we prove that G/B is DG/B,S′ -affine, i.e. the global section
functor gives an equivalence of categories from Modqc(DG/B,S′) to Mod(DG/B,S′).
We have already shown that the functor Γ is exact in Theorem 4.6. By [10,
Proposition 1.4.4], it is enough to show that Γ(M) is non-zero for any non-zero
M ∈ Modqc(DG/B,S). We reduce this to the Beilinson–Bernstein correspon-
dence. To show this, we prove the following lemma.

Lemma 4.9. Let A be a finitely generated integral domain over C and T an
at most countable multiplicative subset of A. Let M be a non-zero torsion-free
T−1A-module of at most countable dimension. Then there exists a maximal
ideal I of T−1A such that M/IM 6= 0.

Proof. Let K denote the field of fractions of A. Since M is a torsion-free T−1A-
module, the canonical homomorphism M → K ⊗T −1A M is injective. Since
K ⊗T −1AM is a vector space over K and M has at most countable dimension,
there exists an at most countable multiplicative subset T ′ of A such that T ′ ⊃
T and (T ′)−1M is a free (T ′)−1A-module. Since T ′ is countable, there is a
maximal ideal I of T−1A such that I ∩ T ′ = ∅. Then we have M/IM ≃
(T ′)−1M/I(T ′)−1M 6= 0.

The following proposition is proved in the same way as [10, Corollary 1.4.17].
We omit the proof.

Proposition 4.10. Let M ∈ Modqc(DG/B,S′), and V an open subset of G/B.

For any coherent submodule N of M|V , there exists a coherent submodule Ñ

such that Ñ |V ≃ N .
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Lemma 4.11. Γ(M) is non-zero for any non-zero M ∈ Modqc(DG/B,S′).

Proof. By Proposition 4.10, we can assume that M is a coherent DG/B,S′ -
module. Since (S′)−1U(t) is noetherian, there is a maximal element J of

{
I ⊂ (S′)−1U(t) : MI 6= 0, I is an ideal

}
,

where MI is the DG/B,S′-submodule of M annihilated by I. By the maximality
of J , J is a prime ideal and Γ(V, MJ) is a torsion-free (S′)−1U(t)/J-module for
any open subset V ⊂ G/B with Γ(V, MJ) 6= 0. Replacing M with MJ , we can
assume M = MJ .

Fix an affine open subset V of G/B such that Γ(V, M) 6= 0 and p−1(V ) ≃
V × T . Then Γ(V, M) is a finitely generated DV ⊗ (S′)−1U(t)-module and
torsion-free as an (S′)−1U(t)/J-module. Hence, applying Lemma 4.9, we can
take a regular anti-dominant weight λ ∈ t∗ such that Cλ+ρ ⊗U(t) Γ(V, M) 6= 0.
Note that Cλ+ρ is a right (S′)−1U(t)-module.

Cλ+ρ ⊗U(t) M is a quotient module of M and we have Γ(V,Cλ+ρ ⊗U(t) M) ≃
Cλ+ρ ⊗U(t) Γ(V, M) since V is affine. Moreover, Cλ+ρ ⊗U(t) M is a quasi-
coherent DG/B,λ-module. By the Beilinson–Bernstein correspondence (Fact
4.1), Γ(Cλ+ρ ⊗U(t) M) 6= 0 holds. Since Γ is an exact functor by Theorem
4.6, we obtain Γ(M) 6= 0.

By [10, Proposition 1.4.4, Proposition 1.4.13], Theorem 4.6 and Lemma 4.11,
we have shown the following theorem.

Theorem 4.12. G/B is DG/B,S′-affine, that is, the global section functor

Γ: Modqc(DG/B,S′) → Mod(U(g) ⊗Z(g) (S′)−1U(t))

gives an equivalence of categories.

4.5 Direct image and coinvariant

In this subsection, we study the direct image functor

Dp+,λ : Db
qc(DG/U ) → Db

qc(DG/B,λ)

using Theorem 4.6. Retain the notation in the previous subsection. In par-
ticular, we use the multiplicative subset S defined in (4.2.1). Throughout this
subsection, fix an anti-dominant weight λ ∈ t∗.

Since p : G/U → G/B is a principal T -bundle, the direct image functor can
be computed by the tensor product functor Cλ+ρ ⊗U(t) (·) by Fact 2.8. We prove
that this is also true for the global section.

Theorem 4.13. Let M ∈ Modqc(DG/U ). Then there exists a natural g-module

isomorphism Hi(RΓ(Dp+(M))) ≃ TorU(t)
−i (Cλ+ρ, Γ(M)).

Proof. Note that M has a locally projective resolution F• ∈ Db
qc(DG/U ) (see

[10, Corollary 1.4.20]). Since p : G/U → G/B is a principal T -bundle in the
Zariski topology, there exists an affine open covering G/B =

⋃
i Vi such that

Γ(Vi, p∗(DG/U )) is free as a U(t)-module. This implies that Γ(Vi, F•)’s are
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complexes of projective U(t)-modules. Hence taking a free resolution E• of the
right S−1U(t)-module Cλ+ρ, we have isomorphisms

Cλ+ρ ⊗U(t) p∗(F
•) ≃ Cλ+ρ ⊗S−1U(t) S−1p∗(F

•)

≃ E• ⊗S−1U(t) S−1p∗(M)

≃ E• ⊗U(t) p∗(M)

in Db
qc(DG/B,S). Therefore the following proposition shows the assertion.

Proposition 4.14. Let M be a quasi-coherent (p∗DG/U )T -module and N an
S−1U(t)-module with a free resolution F •. Then there exists a natural isomor-
phism

F • ⊗U(t) Γ(M) ≃ RΓ(F • ⊗U(t) M)

in Db(DG/B,S).

Proof. Since S−1 is an exact functor and F i’s are S−1U(t)-modules, we have
isomorphisms

F • ⊗U(t) Γ(S−1M) ≃ F • ⊗U(t) S−1Γ(M) ≃ F • ⊗U(t) Γ(M),

F • ⊗U(t) S−1M ≃ F • ⊗U(t) M.

We can therefore assume that M is a quasi-coherent DG/B,S-module.
By Theorem 4.6, M is acyclic. Hence F • ⊗U(t) M is a complex of acyclic

sheaves. This implies

RΓ(F • ⊗U(t) M) = Γ(F • ⊗U(t) M) ≃ F • ⊗U(t) Γ(M).

We have shown the assertion.

Combining Theorem 4.13 and Corollary 4.5, we obtain the following result.

Corollary 4.15. Let M be a DG/U -module. Then there exists a natural g-

module isomorphism Hi ◦ RΓ ◦ Dp+ ◦ L(M) ≃ TorU(t)
−i (Cλ+ρ, M).

5 U(t)-support of V/uV

In this section, we deal with the t-module V/uV of a g-module V . We show that
if a ‘good’ algebra A acts on V , some large algebra acts on V/uV . To construct
the action, we use DG/U .

5.1 Cartan subalgebras for g-modules

We have introduced the notion of (small) Cartan subalgebras for g-modules.
We recall the definition and give a different proof for the abelian case.

Let G be a connected reductive algebraic group. Fix a Borel subgroup
B = T U of G with a maximal torus T and unipotent radical U . Write WG for
the Weyl group of G and q : t∗ → t∗/WG for the quotient map. Let ρ denote
half the sum of all roots in u.
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Definition 5.1. Let V be a non-zero g-module. We set

Rk(V ) :=
{

v ∈ V : V(AnnZ(g)(v)) ≤ k
}

(k ∈ N),

loc.rank(V ) := min {k ∈ N : Rk(V ) = V } .

We say that V has a small Cartan subalgebra if there exists a subspace
a∗ ⊂ t∗ such that any V(P ) (P ∈ AssZ(g)(V )) is of the form q(a∗ + µ) (µ ∈ t∗).
We call the quotient t/

⋂
λ∈a∗ Ker(λ) a small Cartan subalgebra for V .

We say that V has a Cartan subalgebra if there exists a subspace c∗ ⊂ t∗

such that any irreducible component of V(AnnZ(g)(V )) is of the form q(c∗ + µ)
(µ ∈ t∗). We call the quotient t/

⋂
λ∈c∗ Ker(λ) a Cartan subalgebra for V .

Let (A, G) be a generalized pair. We have shown in [16, Theorem 3.25] that
any irreducible A-module of at most countable dimension has a small Cartan
subalgebra as a g-module. The following result in [16, Proposition 3.38 and its
proof] is one of the motivations to study V/uV . Let θ be an involution of G and
K a (connected and finite) covering of (Gθ)0.

Fact 5.2. Let V be an irreducible (A, K)-module of at most countable dimen-
sion. Set n := loc.rank(V |g). Then loc.rank(V/uV ) = n holds, and for any
Q ∈ AssU(t)(V/uV ) with dim(V(Q)) = n, there exists P ∈ AssZ(g)(V ) such that
V(P ) = q(V(Q) − ρ).

We will show in Corollary 5.12 that a larger algebra acts on V/uV such
that the module has finite length if V comes from a holonomic D-module. To
construct the algebra action, we use the basic affine space G/U .

We shall consider the case that G is commutative. Let (A, T ) be a generalized
pair with complex torus T . In this case, an irreducible A-module has a good
decomposition like weight decomposition, which is proved in [16, Theorem 3.33
and Corollary 3.34]. The results have been proved as a special case of the general
case for non-abelian groups. We give a simple proof based on the Jacobson
density theorem to be self-contained.

Lemma 5.3. Let V be an irreducible A-module. Then V =
⊕

P∈AssU(t)(V ) V P

holds, and for any P, Q ∈ AssU(t)(V ), there exists a weight λ in A such that
V(Q) = V(P ) + λ.

Proof. Fix P ∈ AssU(t)(V ). It is easy to see that the variety V(AnnU(t)(Xv)) is
contained in a translation of V(P ) for any v ∈ V P and weight vector X ∈ A.
From this and the irreducibility of V , the dimension of V(AnnU(t)(v)) does
not depend on 0 6= v ∈ V , and hence V(Q) is a translation of V(P ) for any
Q ∈ AssU(t)(V ). In other words, for any weight λ in A, there is Q ∈ AssU(t)(V )
such that Aλ · V P ⊂ V Q. Hence we have

∑
Q∈AssU(t)(V ) V Q ⊃ AV P = V .

Since dim(V(Q)) is independent of Q ∈ AssU(t)(V ), we have

(V Q1 + V Q2 + · · · + V Qr ) ∩ V Qr+1 ⊂ V (Q1∩Q2∩···∩Qr)+Qr+1 = 0

for any mutually different Q1, . . . , Qr+1 ∈ AssU(t)(V ). Hence
∑

Q∈AssU(t)(V ) V Q

is a direct sum. We have shown the lemma.

Theorem 5.4. Let V be an irreducible A-module such that EndA(V ) = C.
Then there exists a connected closed subgroup M ⊂ T satisfying the following
properties.
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1. V =
⊕

P∈AssU(t)(V ) V P is the weight space decomposition with respect to
m.

2. For each P ∈ AssU(t)(V ), V(P ) ⊂ t∗ is a translation of (t/m)∗.

3. Each V P is an irreducible Am-module.

4. For each weights λ, µ ∈ m∗ in V , we have Aλ−µ · V µ = V λ.

Remark 5.5. The assumption EndA(V ) = C holds if V has at most countable
dimension by Schur’s lemma.

Proof. We shall construct the subalgebra m. Fix P ∈ AssU(t)(V ). Set R :={
λ ∈ t∗ : Aλ 6= 0, V(P ) + λ = V(P )

}
and B :=

⊕
λ∈R Aλ. Then B is a subalge-

bra of A, and (B, T ) forms a generalized pair. By Lemma 5.3 and its proof, V P

is an irreducible B-module. By the assumption EndA(V ) = C, Lemma 5.3 and
the Jacobson density theorem, we have EndB(V P ) = C.

Set m :=
⋂

λ∈R Ker(λ) and write α : t∗ → m∗ for the restriction map. Then
m is a Lie algebra of some connected closed subgroup M of T . By definition, the
image of m is contained in the center of B. Hence m acts on V P by a character
µ ∈ m∗ and we have V(P ) ⊂ α−1(µ). Note that α−1(µ) is a translation of
(t/m)∗ = spanCR. By the definition of R and m, we have V(P )+(t/m)∗ = V(P ).
Therefore, we obtain V(P ) = α−1(µ).

The assertions follow easily from the construction of m.

Precisely speaking, we do not need the Jacobson density theorem. In fact,
it is easy to see that A ⊗B V P has a unique irreducible quotient, which is
isomorphic to V . This gives another proof of EndB(V P ) ≃ EndA(V ) = C. Our
proof is based on the observation that A is enough large in EndC(V ) and has
enough many weights to recover V(P ), which we can read from the Jacobson
density theorem.

It is easy to see that m in Theorem 5.4 is uniquely determined by V and
t/m is a unique small Cartan subalgebra for V . Note that if a t-module V
has a small Cartan subalgebra, so does its submodule. Using this, we give a
definition of small Cartan subalgebras for D-modules. Let X be a connected
smooth T -variety and AX a T -equivariant TDO on X .

Proposition 5.6. Let M be an irreducible quasi-coherent AX-module and V a
T -stable open subset of X. Suppose that Γ(V, M) 6= 0. Then Γ(V, M)|t has a
small Cartan subalgebra, which does not depend on the choice of V .

Proof. Note that any quasi-projective smooth T -variety is covered by T -stable
affine open subsets from a local structure theorem. See [23, Theorem 4.7]. Since
any coherent submodule of M|V extends to a coherent submodule of M (see
[10, Corollary 1.4.17]), Γ(V ′, M) is zero or irreducible for any affine open subset
V ′ ⊂ X .

Since M is irreducible, the support S of M is an irreducible subvariety and
the support of any non-zero local section of M is an open subset of S. Let
V ′ be a T -stable affine open subset of V with V ′ ∩ S 6= ∅. Then Γ(V ′, M)
is irreducible, and Γ(V, M) is a t-submodule of Γ(V ′, M). By Theorem 5.4,
Γ(V ′, M) has a small Cartan subalgebra t/m. Hence t/m is also a small Cartan
subalgebra for Γ(V, M). This implies that the small Cartan subalgebra does
not depend on the choice of V ′ and hence V .
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Remark 5.7. A Cartan subalgebra may depend on the choice of the T -stable
open subset V .

Definition 5.8. Let M be a non-zero AX -module. If Γ(V, M)|t has a small
Cartan subalgebra for any T -stable open subset V of X with Γ(V, M) 6= 0 and
it does not depend on the choice of V , we say that the algebra is a small Cartan
subalgebra for M.

5.2 Universal module

In this subsection, we construct a DG/U -module related to Verma modules. We
will use the module to construct V/uV by D-modules.

Let G be a simply-connected connected semisimple algebraic group over C.
Fix a Borel subgroup B = T U of G with a maximal torus T and unipotent
radical U .

Since the U -action on ∧top(g/u)∗ is trivial, there is a unique non-zero G-
invariant top form ω ∈ Γ(ΩG/U ) up to scalar. The isomorphism OG/U

∼
−→ ΩG/U

(f 7→ fω) induces an isomorphism ϕ : DG/U
∼
−→ D

op
G/U . By the definition of the

right DG/U -action on ΩG/U (see [10, Lemma 1.2.5]), we have

ϕ(L(X)) = −L(X)

ϕ(R(H)) = −R(H) − 2ρ(H)

for any X ∈ g and H ∈ t.
Let V denote the unique irreducible holonomic DG/U -module supported on

{eU}. We describe the (g ⊕ t)-action on V. Identify C ⊗U(u) U(g) with the set
of distributions on a real form of G/U supported on {eU}. Then C ⊗U(u) U(g)
admits a right DG/U -module structure and hence a left D

op
G/U -module structure.

Using the isomorphism ϕ and applying the canonical anti-automorphism t of
U(g), we obtain a left DG/U -module U(g) ⊗U(u) C ⊗ C−2ρ with (g ⊕ t)-action
given by

L(X) · Z ⊗ 1 ⊗ 1 = XZ ⊗ 1 ⊗ 1

R(H) · Z ⊗ 1 ⊗ 1 = −XH ⊗ 1 ⊗ 1 − 2ρ(H)Z ⊗ 1 ⊗ 1

for X ∈ g, H ∈ t and Z ∈ U(g). Then V is isomorphic to U(g) ⊗U(u) C ⊗ C−2ρ

as a DG/U -module. Note that the twist C−2ρ is necessary so that the U(g) ⊗
U(t)-action factors through U(g) ⊗Z(g) U(t). See (3.1.2) for the homomorphism
Z(g) → U(t).

Proposition 5.9. V is acyclic and Γ(V) ≃ U(g) ⊗U(u) C⊗C−2ρ as (U(g ⊕ t))-
modules.

Proof. Write α : G/U → G/U for the inclusion. Fix an affine open subset
V ⊂ G/U containing eU , and let β : V → G/U denote the inclusion. Since the
support of V is contained in V , we have V ≃ β∗β

∗V. Hence we obtain

Hi(G/U,V) ≃ Hi ◦ RΓ ◦ α∗β∗β
∗V

≃ Hi(β∗V) ≃

{
U(g) ⊗U(u) C ⊗ C−2ρ (i = 0),

0 (i 6= 0).

We used that β∗ = β−1 is exact and V is affine.
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The module V can be regarded as a family of Verma modules as follows. For
w ∈ WG, we set Vw := L(Γ(V)w), where (·)w is the Fourier transform defined in
Subsection 3.2. By the construction of Vw, we obtain the following proposition.

Proposition 5.10. Let λ ∈ t∗. Take w ∈ WG such that w(λ) is anti-dominant,
and set u := wlww−1

l . Then there exists a g-module isomorphism

H0 ◦ RΓ(Dp+,w(λ)(Vu−1 )) ≃ U(g) ⊗U(b) Cλ−ρ,

where Dp+,w(λ) is the direct image functor from Db
h(DG/U ) to Db

h(DG/B,w(λ)).

Proof. By Corollary 4.15, we have

H0 ◦ RΓ(Dp+,w(λ)(Vu−1 )) ≃ Cw(λ)+ρ ⊗U(t) Γ(V)u−1

.

The (g ⊕ t)-action on Γ(V)u−1

can be computed by Fact 3.5 and V ≃ U(g)⊗U(u)

C⊗C−2ρ. Hence it is easy to see Cw(λ)+ρ ⊗U(t) Γ(V)u−1

≃ U(g)⊗U(b) Cλ−ρ.

5.3 Existence of large action

Retain the notation in the previous subsection. Let X be a smooth G-variety
and AX a G-equivariant TDO on X . Suppose that the global section functor Γ is
exact on Modqc(AX). We have defined the holonomicity of AX ⊗DG/U -modules
in Definition 3.25.

Let M ∈ Mod(AX) and N ∈ DG/U . Then the C-algebra (AX ⊗DG/U )G acts
on M ⊗U(g) N . We shall consider the length of M ⊗U(g) N and more generally
the cohomologies Hi(g; M ⊗ N). To reduce the problem to that of AX ⊗ DG/U -
modules, we use the Zuckerman derived functor. Recall the isomorphism stated
in Fact 2.3:

DiΓG(M ⊗ N)G ≃ Hi(g; M ⊗ N).

Note that DiΓG(M ⊗ N) is an (AX ⊗ DG/U , G)-module. Since the G-action on
DiΓG(M ⊗ N) is completely reducible, the length of Hi(g; M ⊗ N) is bounded
by that of DiΓG(M ⊗ N) from above.

Theorem 5.11. Let M ∈ Modh(AX) and N ∈ Modh(DG/U ). Suppose that
N is acyclic. Then the cohomologies Hi(g; Γ(M) ⊗ Γ(N )) are (AX ⊗ DG/U )G-
modules of finite length.

Proof. As stated above, it is enough to show that DiΓG(Γ(M) ⊗ Γ(N ))’s have
finite length. By assumption, M⊠N is acyclic and holonomic. See [10, Lemma
1.5.31] for the acyclicity. Since the functors DqLG are compositions of the direct
image functor and the inverse image functor, all the modules DqLG(M⊠N ) are
holonomic, and by Theorem 3.28, all the cohomologies Hp(X,DqLG(M ⊠ N ))
have finite length. The assertion therefore follows from Corollary 2.10.

In the previous subsection, we have constructed V. Applying Theorem 5.11
to N = V, we obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 5.12. Let M ∈ Modh(AX). Then the t-module Hi(u; Γ(M)) extends
to an (AX ⊗ DG/U )G-module of finite length for any i ∈ N.
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Proof. By the Poincaré duality (see [10, Corollary 3.6]), we have

Hi(g; Γ(M) ⊗ (U(g) ⊗U(u) C ⊗ C−2ρ))

≃ Hn−i(g; Γ(M) ⊗ (U(g) ⊗U(u) C ⊗ C−2ρ))

≃ Hn−i(u; Γ(M) ⊗ ∧mu∗)

≃ Hm+i−n(u; Γ(M)),

where n = dim(g), m = dim(u). Since V is acyclic and Γ(V) ≃ U(g) ⊗U(u) C ⊗
C−2ρ by Proposition 5.9, the assertion follows from Theorem 5.11.

We shall consider the t-actions on the cohomology groups Hi(u; Γ(M)). As
proved in Corollary 5.12, (AX ⊗ DG/U )G acts on the cohomologies. Combining
Theorem 5.4 and Corollary 5.12, we obtain the following result.

Theorem 5.13. Let i ∈ N and M ∈ Modh(AX). Then there exists a t-module
finite exhaustive filtration 0 = V0 ⊂ V1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ Vr of Hi(u; Γ(M)) such that
each Vj/Vj−1 has a small Cartan subalgebra.

Proof. A composition series of Hi(u; Γ(M)) as an (AX ⊗ DG/U )G-module sat-
isfies the desired condition by Theorem 5.4. The assumption EndA(V ) = C is
fulfilled because (AX ⊗ DG/U )G has at most countable dimension. See Remark
5.5.

5.4 Branching problem

In this subsection, we deal with the branching problem of representations of
reductive Lie groups. Although the result in this subsection are direct conse-
quences of the general result (Theorem 5.13), we state it explicitly.

Let G̃ be a connected reductive algebraic group and G a connected reductive
subgroup of G̃. Fix a Borel subgroup B̃ = T̃ Ũ of G̃ with a maximal torus T̃ and
unipotent radical Ũ . Similarly, take a Borel subgroup B = T U of G. Let ∆+

denote the set of positive roots of g̃ determined by B̃. Write ρ for half the sum
of elements in ∆+, and p : G̃/Ũ → G̃/B̃ for the natural projection. For λ ∈ t̃∗,
we set

D
G̃/B̃,λ

:= (p∗DG̃/Ũ
)T̃ ⊗

U (̃t)
EndC(Cλ+ρ).

Then D
G̃/B̃,λ

is a G̃-equivariant TDO on G̃/B̃. See Subsection 4.1 for the TDO.

As Definition 3.25, we shall define holonomicity of g̃-modules. Recall the
Beilinson–Bernstein correspondence (Fact 4.1).

Definition 5.14. We say that an irreducible g̃-module V is holonomic if there
exists M ∈ Modh(D

G̃/B̃,λ
) such that λ is anti-dominant and Γ(M) ≃ V . We

say that a g̃-module V is holonomic if V has finite length and all the composition
factors of V are holonomic.

For example, Harish-Chandra modules and objects in the BGG category O
are holonomic. See [10, Theorem 11.6.1].

Combining Corollary 5.12 and the Beilinson–Bernstein correspondence, we
obtain the following theorem. Although G may not be simply-connected semisim-
ple, it is easy to reduce this case to the previous one by taking a finite covering.
Note that the abelian factors of G does not affect the results about G/U .
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Theorem 5.15. Let V be a holonomic g̃-module (e.g. Harish-Chandra modules
and highest weight modules) and i ∈ N. Then there exists a t-module finite
exhaustive filtration 0 = V0 ⊂ V1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ Vr of Hi(u; V ) such that each Vj/Vj−1

has a small Cartan subalgebra.

In the case of Harish-Chandra modules, the problem to find a small Cartan
subalgebra for V can be reduced to that for the (U(g̃)⊗DG/U )G-module V/uV ⊗
C−2ρ ≃ Hn(u, V ), where n = dim(u). Let K be a (connected and finite) covering
of a symmetric subgroup of G. Fact 5.2 and Corollary 5.12 show the following
theorem.

Theorem 5.16. Let V be an irreducible holonomic (g̃, K)-module. Then there
exists an irreducible (U(g̃) ⊗ DG/U )G-module subquotient V ′ of V/uV ⊗ C−2ρ

such that the small Cartan subalgebra for V ′ is one for V .
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