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PARABOLIC-EQUIVARIANT MODULES OVER POLYNOMIAL RINGS

IN INFINITELY MANY VARIABLES

TERESA YU

Abstract. We study the category of P-equivariant modules over the infinite variable poly-
nomial ring, where P denotes the subgroup of the infinite general linear group GL(C∞)
consisting of elements fixing a flag in C

∞ with each graded piece infinite-dimensional. We
decompose the category into simpler pieces that can be described combinatorially, and prove
a number of finiteness results, such as finite generation of local cohomology and rationality
of Hilbert series. Furthermore, we show that this category is equivalent to the category of
representations of a particular combinatorial category generalizing FI.

1. Introduction

Equivariant infinite-dimensional commutative algebra has arisen in close connection to the
theory of twisted commutative algebras (tca’s) and representation stability. Despite being
recent developments, the results and ideas from these fields have found far-reaching impacts,
such as in algebraic topology [CEF,MW], commutative algebra [DLL,ESS], number theory
[MNP], and algebraic statistics [HS,DE].

There are still relatively few well-understood examples in the field of equivariant infinite-
dimensional commutative algebra, the most notable being the GL-algebras Sym(C∞ ⊗Cd)
and Sym(Sym2(C∞)) [SS3,SS4,NSS]. Our main contribution is a thorough study of modules
over infinite variable polynomial rings that have compatible actions of an infinite parabolic
subgroup of the infinite general linear group. These parabolic subgroups have not previously
been considered in this context, and the techniques used in this paper highlight how to
extend ideas from the study of classical tca’s to that of “multivariate” tca’s with additional
symmetries. Our primary motivation for studying these equivariant modules comes from the
study of S∞-equivariant modules over the infinite variable polynomial ring; we discuss this
further in §1.2.2.

1.1. Main results. Let V = C∞ be an infinite-dimensional vector space equipped with a
flag of length n ≥ 1 where each graded piece is infinite-dimensional. Let P ⊂ GL(V) be
the parabolic subgroup of elements stabilizing this flag. Concretely, P consists of invertible
(n×n)-block upper triangular matrices, so matrices along the diagonal are in GL(C∞). Let

A = Sym(V) = C[xij : i ∈ [n], j ≥ 1]

be the infinite variable polynomial ring. An A-module M is a module over the ring A

equipped with a compatible structure of a polynomial representation of P (see §2.2 for a
precise definition). Our goal is to study the commutative algebra of A by understanding the
structure of the category ModA of A-modules.

In finite-dimensional commutative algebra, the prime spectrum of a ring provides a good
starting point for the study of modules over the ring. The analogous space to study for
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A-modules is the spectrum of P-prime ideals of A (defined in §2.3). We find that the
equivariant spectrum is quite simple, as there are exactly n+1 such P-prime ideals that are
of the form pi = (xjk : 1 ≤ j ≤ n− i, k ≥ 1), for i = 0, . . . , n.

Theorem 1.1. The P-prime ideals of A form a single chain of length n in A:

0 = pn ( pn−1 ( · · · ( p0 ( A.

This result follows from the polynomial representation theory of P, which we studied
extensively in [Y]. In particular, representations of P are not generally semisimple, and
so there are much fewer indecomposable P-submodules of A compared to indecomposable
submodules with respect to the Levi subgroup.

The equivariant spectrum provides a way to decompose ModA. Let ModA,≤d denote the
full subcategory of modules supported on pd, i.e., locally annihilated by a power of pd. Then
we have a filtration of ModA:

ModA,≤0 ⊂ ModA,≤1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ ModA,≤n = ModA.

Our goal is to understand each graded piece of the filtration, given by the Serre quotient

ModA,d = ModA,≤d/ModA,≤d−1.

The use of this filtration to understand ModA closely follows the rank stratification used by
Sam–Snowden to studyGL-equivariant modules over infinite variable polynomial rings [SS4].
However, we are able to more directly describe a good approximation of the graded pieces
of the filtration by studying the Serre quotient Modgen

d of the category of A/pd-modules by
the subcategory of torsion modules.

To describe these quotient categories, we show that they are equivalent to the categories
Rep(Hd) of polynomial representations of subgroups Hd ⊂ P that stabilize certain points
in the classical spectrum of A. We provide a combinatorial description for Rep(Hd) which
allows us to deduce finiteness results for Modgen

d .

Theorem 1.2. For each d ∈ [n], the category Modgen
d is locally of finite length, and finite

length objects have finite injective dimension.

Although Modgen
d is smaller than ModA,d, the categories are sufficiently close for us to

understand ModA,d from this description. We are then able to study ModA more broadly
from these graded pieces. To accomplish this, we study local cohomology RiΓd and derived
saturation RiΣd with respect to each prime pd (see §5 for definitions), and show that they
preserve finite generation.

Theorem 1.3. For each d = 0, . . . , n and any finitely generated A-module M , the local
cohomology modules RiΓ>d(M) and derived saturation modules RiΣ>d(M) are finitely gen-
erated for all i, and they vanish for i≫ 0.

This theorem is instrumental in proving our main structural results on the category ModA

and the bounded derived category Db
fg(A) of finitely generated A-modules:

• We show that the Krull–Gabriel dimension of ModA is n, and so any positive integer
can be realized as the dimension of a category studied in this paper (Proposition 4.9).

• We describe a semi-orthogonal decomposition of Db
fg(A), where each piece can be

described combinatorially via the categories Rep(Hd) (Corollary 5.10).
• We find a set of generators for Db

fg(A) as a triangulated category (Corollary 5.11).
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• We show that the Grothendieck group K(A) of ModA is a free module of rank (n+1)
over Λ⊗n, where Λ denotes the ring of symmetric polynomials (Theorem 5.13).

• We provide a natural definition for the Hilbert series of an A-module, and prove
a corresponding rationality result for the Hilbert series that moreover detects the
support of the module (Theorem 5.14).

Finally, we define in §6 a combinatorial category FI(n) that generalizes the category
FI of finite sets and injections to a “weighted” setting. Thus, FI(n)-modules generalize
FI-modules, which were introduced by Church–Ellenberg–Farb and have found numerous
applications [CEF]. We show that the category of FI(n)-modules is equivalent to the category
ModA of A-modules as tensor categories (Theorem 6.5). When n = 1, this recovers the
equivalence between FI-modules and GL(C∞)-equivariant modules over Sym(C∞).

1.2. Relation to other work.

1.2.1. Equivariant modules over infinite-dimensional algebras. Motivated by the ubiquity
of FI-modules and their equivalence with GL(C∞)-equivariant modules over the infinite
variable polynomial ring Sym(C∞), Sam–Snowden studied the category of such modules from
an algebraic and homological perspective in [SS3]. This has sparked the systematic study of
equivariant modules over infinite-dimensional algebras from the perspective of commutative
and homological algebra; see [G, Table 1] for a summary of the literature. The arguments
and ideas of this paper are most closely related to those appearing in [NSS,SS4,SS6].

1.2.2. The infinite symmetric group. One of the original examples of an infinite-dimensional
algebra that is noetherian up to symmetry comes from the infinite variable polynomial ring
R = C[ξ1, ξ2, . . .] with the action of the infinite symmetric group S∞ [C]. However, the
structure of S∞-equivariant modules over R is still quite mysterious. Only recently were
the S∞-stable ideals of R classified by Nagpal–Snowden [NS], and there are still a number
of open problems and conjectures on the asymptotic behavior of invariants related to these
ideals [LNNR1,LNNR2,MR].

Let hn = (ξni : i ≥ 1) denote the ideal of R generated by the nth powers of all the
variables. There is a natural way to consider an FI(n)-module as a module over R/hn+1

with a compatabile S∞-action, and so we have a functor ModA → ModR/hn+1
. We hope the

results in this paper, especially those on the structure of Modgen
n , will see use in studying the

category of symmetric R/hn+1-modules and R-modules more generally.

1.2.3. Representation stability and applications. Finiteness properties of equivariant infinite-
dimensional algebras are intimately linked to the notion of representation stability as intro-
duced by Church–Farb [CF]. One of the most notable examples of representation stability
comes from the cohomology of configuration spaces of distinct points: fixing the cohomo-
logical degree while varying the number of points, the cohomology groups form a finitely
generated FI-module and therefore exhibit representation stability [CEF]. We hope that the
weighted generalizations of FI-modules introduced in this paper will have similar applica-
tions, perhaps to configuration spaces of multicolored points.

1.3. Outline. The paper is organized as follows. In §2, we review representation theory
of P and provide some preliminary results on the polynomial ring A and P-equivariant
A-modules. In §3, we study the categories Rep(Hd) of representations of the stabilizer
subgroups Hd ⊂ P, and in §4, we show that these categories are equivalent to the Serre
quotient categories Modgen

Ad
of generic Ad-modules. We then use these equivalences to prove
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the main structural results on A-modules in §5. Finally, we show the equivalence between
A-modules and FI(n)-modules in §6.

1.4. Notation and conventions. Fix n ≥ 1 a positive integer. We work over the field C

of complex numbers. A tensor category is a C-linear and symmetric monoidal category. We
collect here the most important notation:

V : the infinite-dimensional C-vector space with flag {Vi}
n
i=0

P : the parabolic subgroup of GL(V) of elements fixing the flag

A : the P-equivariant infinite variable polynomial ring Sym(V)

Sλ(−) : the Schur functor associated to the partition λ

L, Pa, Ga, Hd : subgroups of P

Sa : the functor Rep(P) → Rep(Pa) taking Ga-invariants

Tλ, Sλ : the indecomposable injective and simple P-representations

pd : the P-prime ideals of A

Ad : the quotient rings A/pd

FB⊗n,FB(n),FI(n),Cd : combinatorial categories of [n]-weighted finite sets

Acknowledgements. The author is grateful to Andrew Snowden for his guidance, as well as
for many valuable discussions, suggestions, and comments. The author also thanks Jordan
Ellenberg and Karthik Ganapathy for helpful discussions, as well as Austyn Simpson for
comments on a draft.

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we provide some background on representations of the group P, and
preliminary results and definitions on A-modules.

2.1. Representation theory of P. Let GL =
⋃∞

i=1GLi(C) denote the infinite general
linear group with defining representation V = C∞. Equip V with a flag 0 = V0 ⊂ V1 ⊂
· · · ⊂ Vn = V of length n, where each associated graded piece V(i) = Vi/Vi−1 = C∞ is
infinite-dimensional, with basis {eij : j ≥ 1}. Define P ⊂ GL to be the subgroup preserving
this flag. We callV equipped with the choice of flag the standard representation of P, and say
a representation of P is polynomial if it occurs as a subquotient of a (possibly infinite) direct
sum of tensor powers of the standard representation. We let Rep(P) denote the category of
polynomial representations of P. We review some of the important aspects of polynomial
representation theory of the group P, which was studied in [Y].

(1) Let FB(n) denote the following combinatorial category: objects are [n]-weighted
finite sets, and morphisms are bijections that do not decrease weights. An FB(n)-
module is a functor FB(n) → Vec, and the tensor product of FB(n)-modules is
defined by Day convolution. The categories of finite length FB(n)-modules and finite
length polynomial P-representations are equivalent as tensor categories [Y, Theorem
1.1].

(2) Let L ⊂ P denote the Levi subgroup, so L ∼=
∏n

i=1GL. Polynomial representations
of L are semisimple, and every polynomial P-representation can be considered as
a polynomial L-representation via restriction. Let FB denote the combinatorial
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category of finite sets and bijections, and let FB⊗n denote its n-fold product. One
can consider FB⊗n as a subcategory of FB(n) using the [n]-weighting, and so FB(n)-
modules can also be regarded as FB⊗n-modules. The categories of polynomial L-
representations and FB⊗n-modules are equivalent using classical Schur–Weyl duality,
i.e., the equivalence between FB-modules and polynomial representations of GL

[SS1, §5.4].
Given a polynomial L-representation V , there is a decomposition of V with respect

to the weight spaces of the torus action. We identify weights with n-tuples of non-
negative integer sequences α = ((α1j), . . . , (αnj)) such that each sequence (αij)j≥1 is
eventually zero. If two weights α, β have disjoint supports, i.e., for any given i ∈ [n]
and j ≥ 1, αij and βij are not both nonzero, then we say that the weights are disjoint.

(3) The indecomposable injective objects Tλ of Rep(P) are indexed by n-tuples of parti-
tions λ = (λ1, . . . , λn) [Y, Proposition 4.8]. The object Tλ is given by

Tλ =
n⊗

i=1

Sλi(V/Vn−i),

where Sλi(−) denotes the Schur functor corresponding to the partition λi. Further-
more, it is the injective envelope of the simple P-representation

Sλ =

n⊗

i=1

Sλi(Vn−i+1/Vn−i).

The projective cover of the simple Sλ is the representation
⊗n

i=1 Sλi(Vn−i+1). Finite
length objects have finite injective and projective resolutions.
Note that the simple P-representations are given by simple L-representations, and

so the Grothendieck ring K(Rep(P)) can be identified with the ring Λ⊗n, where Λ
denotes the ring of symmetric polynomials.

(4) Let a ∈ N be a nonnegative integer. Let Ga denote the subgroup of P consisting of
block diagonal matrices such that each nonzero block is of the form

(
ida 0
0 ∗

)
,

where ida denotes the a × a identity matrix. Let Pa denote the subgroup of P

consisting of matrices where the (i, j)-blocks are each block matrices of the form
(
∗ 0
0 id

)
if i = j,

(
∗ 0
0 0

)
if i < j,

where the top left blocks are of size a × a and the bottom right blocks are of size
(∞−a)× (∞−a) in both cases. We have that Ga and Pa commute with each other,
and so we have a left-exact specialization functor Sa : Rep(P) → Rep(Pa) defined
by taking Ga invariants, V 7→ V Ga . By [Y, Lemma 3.1], this is a tensor functor.
Furthermore, for any element v ∈ V , we have that v ∈ Sa(V ) for any a ≫ 0, and
the L-weight of any element in Sa(V ) is given by an n-tuple α = ((αij)) of sequences
such that for each i, the sequence (αij)j≥1 is 0 for j > a.

(5) Let End(V) be the monoid of endomorphisms of V that preserve the flag structure
on V, i.e., linear maps f : V → V such that f(Vi) ⊂ Vi for all i. For any polynomial
representation V of P, there is an induced action of End(V). In particular, let a ≥ 1,
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and let W ⊂ V be the subspace spanned by elements with L-weight disjoint from
the weight ((1a), . . . , (1a)). Then if g, h ∈ P, there exists an endomorphism f whose
action on Sa(V ) agrees with that of g on Sa(V ), while the action of f on elements in
W agrees with that of h.

2.2. ModA and noetherianity. Let A denote the commutative algebra object Sym(V)
in Rep(P). We consider A as an infinite variable polynomial ring over C with variables
{xij : i ∈ [n], j ≥ 1}, where the corresponding basis for the associated graded piece Vi/Vi−1

is given by the variables {xij : j ≥ 1}. We let |A| denote the same infinite variable polynomial
ring but without the P-representation structure.

An A-module M is a module object in Rep(P), i.e., M is a polynomial P-representation
equipped with a multiplication map A⊗M →M that is equivariant with respect to P. Let
ModA denote the category of all A-modules. An A-moduleM is said to be finitely generated
if there exist finitely many elements such that their P-orbits generate M as an |A|-module.
If M is a finitely generated A-module, then there exists a surjection A⊗ V →M , where V
is a polynomial P-representation of finite length. We say an A-module M is noetherian if
any submodule is finitely generated.

Another finiteness condition for A-modules is defined using the structure of being a poly-
nomial representation of L. Polynomial representations of L are semisimple, and since the
simple P-representations are also the simple L-representations, such representations are also
indexed by n-tuples λ = (λ1, . . . , λn) of partitions. We say a polynomial L-representation V
is bounded if there exists an integer s such that for any simple representation Sλ appearing
as a factor in V , we have that λit = 0 for all i ∈ [n] and t > s, i.e., the length of each partition
λi is at most s. If V is bounded, we let ℓ(V ) denote the minimum such s

Example 2.1. (1) Any finite length L-representation is bounded.
(2) As a polynomial L-representation, the algebra A is bounded: every simple object

appearing is indexed by a tuple of partitions of the form ((a1), . . . , (an)) with ai ∈ N,
and so ℓ(A) = 1.

(3) If V,W are bounded representations, then one sees that their tensor product V ⊗W is
also bounded using the Littlewood–Richardson rule. Therefore, any finitely generated
A-module M is bounded, since it is a quotient of a bounded representation A ⊗ V
with V of finite length.

Lemma 2.2. Let M be a finitely generated (P-equivariant) A-module. Then it is finitely
generated as an L-equivariant module of A.

Proof. By [Y, Theorem 1.1], the categories of finite length polynomial P-representations
and finite length FB(n)-modules are equivalent. A finite length FB(n)-module is also finite
length as a module over the subcategory FB⊗n ⊂ FB(n). Thus, a finite length polynomial
P-representation also has finite length as a representation of L ⊂ P.

Now, supposeM is a finitely generatedA-module. ThenM is the quotient of anA-module
of the form A⊗ V , where V is a finite length polynomial P-representation. By the previous
paragraph, V is also a finite length polynomial L-representation. Thus, M is also finitely
generated as an L-equivariant module of A. �

Proposition 2.3. A is noetherian as an algebra, i.e., every finitely generated A-module is
noetherian.
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Proof. The ring A is finitely generated as an algebra object in the category of polynomial
L-representations, and it is essentially bounded. Then by the multivariate version of [NSS,
Proposition 2.4], every finitely generated L-equivariant module of A is noetherian. If M
is a finitely generated P-equivariant module of A, then it is finitely generated as an L-
equivariant module by Lemma 2.2. Furthermore, any chain of P-equivariant submodules of
M is also a chain of L-equivariant submodules. Thus, M as a P-equivariant module satisfies
the ascending chain condition. �

2.3. Equivariant ideals and Spec P(A). A P-ideal of A is an A-submodule of A. Equiv-
alently, it is an ideal of the ring |A| in the usual sense that is stable under the action of P.
A P-ideal p is said to be a P-prime ideal if for any P-ideals a, b such that ab ⊂ p, we have
that either a ⊂ p or b ⊂ p.

For i = 0, . . . , n, let pi ⊂ A be the ideal

pi = (xjk : 1 ≤ j ≤ n− i, k ≥ 1),

so pn is the zero ideal and p0 is the homogeneous maximal ideal of A. In particular, we have
that

0 = pn ⊂ pn−1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ p0 ⊂ A.

It is clear that sums of powers of these ideals are P-ideals. The following result shows that
all P-ideals are of this form, and that the pi’s constitute all of the P-prime ideals of A.

Theorem 2.4. Every P-ideal is of the form pa1i1 + · · ·+ pamim , with n ≥ i1 > · · · > im ≥ 0 and
1 ≤ a1 < · · · < am. Every P-prime ideal is of the form pi.

Proof. Every indecomposable P-submodule of A = Sym(V) is of the form Syma(Vi), and
so all P-ideals are given by sums of powers of the pi’s. If n ≥ i > j ≥ 0 and a ≥ b ≥ 1, then
pai + pbj = pbj . Thus, all P-ideals can be written in the desired form.

Using this characterization of P-ideals, one sees that the pi’s are indeed P-prime. Further-
more, these are all of the P-primes, since P-prime ideals are prime in the usual sense. �

We define the P-equivariant spectrum Spec P(A) to be the set of P-prime ideals of A
equipped with the Zariski topology. The following corollary will be used to compute the
Krull–Gabriel dimension of the category ModA in §4.

Corollary 2.5. The Krull dimension of Spec P(A) is n.

Remark 2.6. For a ring A that may or may not be P-equivariant, we use Spec (A) to denote
the usual spectrum of A.

2.4. Torsion modules. For d = 0, . . . , n, let Ad = A/pd. We say an Ad-module M is
torsion if every element of M is annihilated by a nonzero element of Ad. To understand the
structure of ModA, we will study the category ModAd

of Ad-modules and its Serre quotient
by the subcategory of torsion modules. The following result gives another characterization
of torsion modules.

Proposition 2.7. Let M be a finitely generated Ad-module. Then M is torsion if and only
if it is annihilated by a nonzero P-ideal.

Proof. It is clear that if M is annihilated by a P-ideal, then it is torsion. Now assume M is
nonzero and torsion. Given x ∈ M nonzero, let a ∈ Ad nonzero be such that ax = 0. We
claim there exists a k such that ak(gx) = 0 for all g ∈ P. If this holds, then the P-orbit of ak
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kills x, and so the nonzero P-ideal generated by ak kills x. Then, if M is finitely generated
by elements x1, . . . , xr, one can find a single nonzero element a ∈ Ad such that axi = 0 for
each i; here, a 6= 0 since |Ad| is a domain. By the claim, there exists a single k ≫ 0 for which
the nonzero P-ideal generated by ak kills each xi, and so this P-ideal also annihilates M .

Let g denote the Lie algebra of P, and let U(g) be the universal enveloping algebra. We
first show by induction on k that if X1, . . . , Xk ∈ g, then ak+1Xk · · ·X1x = 0. The k = 0
case holds by assumption that ax = 0, so suppose akXk−1 · · ·X1x = 0, and apply Xk to this
product:

0 = (Xk(a
k))(Xk−1 · · ·X1x) + ak(XkXk−1 · · ·X1x)

= kak−1(Xka)(Xk−1 · · ·X1x) + akXk · · ·X1x.

Then, multiplying by a, we see that the first term is 0 by induction (note that ak, Xka ∈ Ad

and therefore commute), and so ak+1Xk · · ·X1x = 0 as desired.
Let V ⊂M be the P-representation generated by x, and let b ≥ 1 be such that a ∈ Sb(Ad).

Using the action of the Levi subgroup L ⊂ P, one sees that there exists y ∈ V such that
the weight of y with respect to L is disjoint from that of a, and that y also generates V as
a P-representation. Let X ∈ U(g) be such that Xx = y, and so by the above, there exists k
such that aky = 0. We now show that this same k is such that ak(gx) = 0 for all g ∈ P.

Fix g ∈ P. Since a, y have disjoint L-weights, there exists an endomorphism Fg : V → V

preserving the flag structure on V, and such that the action of Fg on y agrees with that of
g, and the action of Fg on Sb(V) agrees with that of the identity. In particular, Fg(a) = a,
while Fg(y) = gy. Then,

0 = Fg(a
ky) = Fg(a

k)Fg(y) = ak(gy).

Every element in the P-orbit of x can be realized as an element in the P-orbit of y, and so
the proof is complete. �

3. Representations of stabilizer subgroups

For each d ∈ [n], let ξd : V → C be the linear form defined by

ξd(eij) =

{
1 (i, j) = (n− d+ 1, 1),

0 otherwise.

Let Hd ⊂ P be the subgroup that stabilizes ξd. Concretely, Hd consists of matrices of P
such that the (n − d + 1, n − d + 1)-block is an element of the infinite general affine group
GA(V(n−d+1)) whose top row is zero except for a one in the upper left corner, and whose
top rows of the (n− d+ 1, i)-blocks for i > n− d+ 1 are all zero.

A representation V of Hd is polynomial if it occurs as a subquotient of a (possibly infinite)
direct sum of tensor powers of V. In this section, we describe the category Rep(Hd) of
polynomial Hd-representations.

3.1. Combinatorial description. For each d ∈ [n], we define a combinatorial category Cd

as follows. Objects are [n]-weighted finite sets S =
⊔n

i=1 Si, where the elements of the subset
Si have weight i. A morphism is an injection of sets ϕ : S → T such that weights do not
decrease, i.e., ϕ(Si) ⊂

⊔n
j=i Tj, and ϕ is surjective on

⊔d−1
i=1 Ti. A Cd-module is a functor

Cd → Vec. Let ModCd
denote the category of Cd-modules, and let Modlf

Cd
denote the full

subcategory spanned by locally finite length objects. We will show that Modlf
Cd

is equivalent
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to Rep(Hd). Before showing this equivalence, we describe some important aspects of this
category.

Let a ∈ Nn be an n-tuple of nonnegative integers. There is a weighted set with elements of
weight i given by [ai] = {1, . . . , ai}; we also use a to denote this object. Every object of Cd is
isomorphic to a unique a, and the group of automorphisms of a is the group Sa1 ×· · ·×San ,
which we denote by Sa.

For a tuple of partitions λ with a = (|λi|), we have the simple Cd-module Mλ given by

b 7→

{
Mλ1 ⊠ · · ·⊠Mλn if b = a,

0 otherwise,

where Mλi denotes the simple Sai-module corresponding to the partition λi. All simple Cd-
modules are of this form. We also use Mλ to denote the corresponding simple Sa-module.

The category Cd is inwards finite, meaning for every object a, there are only finitely many
objects b up to isomorphism such that there exists a morphism b → a in Cd. This implies
that the injective envelope of a simple object has finite length, and every Cd-module of finite
length has finite injective dimension [SS2, §2.1.5].

3.2. Simple representations. Let Wd ⊂ V denote the Hd-submodule Wd = ker ξd ∩
Vn−d+1. For an n-tuple λ, consider the following polynomial Hd-representation:

Sd,λ =

(
⊗

i 6=d

Sλi(V(n−i+1))

)
⊗ Sλd(Wd/Vn−d).

It is irreducible, as it is irreducible as a representation of the Levi subgroup Ld ⊂ Hd. The
goal of this subsection is to show that these are all of the simple Hd-modules.

Consider the opposite category C
op
d of the combinatorial category described above. We

define a functor Td : Cop
d → Rep(Hd) as follows. For an object a, define the corresponding

polynomial Hd-representation, denoted Td,a, by

Td,a =
n⊗

i=1

(V/Vn−i)
⊗ai .

Given a morphism ϕ : a→ b in C
op
d , we define Td,a → Td,b as follows. If x ∈ a is an element of

weight i for which ϕ(x) is defined and is of weight j ≤ i, then map the tensor factor V/Vn−i

of Td,a corresponding to x to the tensor factor V/Vn−j of Td,b corresponding to ϕ(x) via the
natural quotient. If ϕ(x) is not defined, then x is of weight i ≥ d and so n− i ≤ n− d. The
linear functional ξd is therefore well-defined on V/Vn−i and we apply it to the corresponding
tensor factor.

Example 3.1. Let n = 3 and d = 3. Consider the objects b = (1, 2, 0) and a = (0, 2, 2) in
C3, and define a morphism b → a by mapping an element of weight 2 in b to an element of
weight 3 in a, and mapping the other two elements of b to the elements of weight 2 in a.
Let ϕ : a→ b be the induced morphism in C

op
3 . Then the corresponding map of polynomial

H3-representations is given by

(V/V1)⊗ (V/V1)⊗V ⊗V → (V/V2)⊗ (V/V1)⊗ (V/V1),

where the first three tensor factors of the left side map onto the right side via the maps
V/V1 → V/V2, V/V1 → V/V1, and V → V/V1, while the linear functional ξ3 : V → C

is applied to the last tensor factor V.
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For a tuple a, define the polynomial Hd-representation Kd,a by

Kd,a =
⋂

ker(Td,a → Td,b),

where the intersection is over all non-isomorphisms a→ b in C
op
d ; note that this intersection

is finite since Cd is inwards finite.

Lemma 3.2. Let a be a tuple. Then

Kd,a =

(
⊗

i 6=d

V⊗ai
(n−i+1)

)
⊗ (Wd/Vn−d)

⊗ad .

Proof. First, let j ∈ [n − 1] and b = (a1, . . . , aj−1, 0, aj + aj+1, aj+2, . . . , an). Consider the
following morphism ϕj : a→ b in C

op
d : it is a bijection as a map of sets, and it is the identity

on elements of weight not equal to j. Then the kernel of the surjection ϕj : Td,a → Td,b is
(
⊗

i 6=j

(V/Vn−i)
⊗ai

)
⊗V

⊗aj
(n−j+1).

Now let c = (a1, . . . , ad−1, 0, ad+1, . . . , an), and consider the morphism ψ : a→ c in C
op
d given

by the identity on elements of weight not equal to d. Then the surjection ψ : Td,a → Td,c has
kernel (

⊗

i 6=d

(V/Vn−i)
⊗ai

)
⊗ (Wd/Vn−d)

⊗ad .

Thus,

Kd,a ⊂ kerψ ∩
⋂

j

kerϕj =

(
⊗

i 6=d

(Vn−i+1/Vn−i)
⊗ai

)
⊗ (Wd/Vn−d)

⊗ad .

The vector

v =

(
⊗

i 6=d

en−i+1,1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ en−i+1,ai

)
⊗ en−d+1,2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ en−d+1,ad+1

generates the right-hand side as an Hd-module, and this vector has weight

(1an , . . . , 1ad+1, 0, 1ad, . . . , 1a1)

under the action of the Levi subgroup Ld. Thus, if Td,b does not have a weight space of this
weight, then the right-hand side is in the kernel of any map Td,a → Td,b.

We now show that for any b with ϕ : a→ b a non-isomorphism in C
op
d , there is indeed no

weight space of this weight in Td,b. If |b| < |a|, then this is clearly true. Otherwise, we must
have that |a| = |b| with (an, . . . , a1) > (bn, . . . , b1) under the dominance order, and so there
is no element of this weight in this case as well. �

Remark 3.3. Every morphism in C
op
d can be written as a composition of morphisms of the

following two forms:

(1) a bijection a→ b where |a| = |b| and (an, . . . , a1) > (bn, . . . , b1) is a cover relation;
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(2) a morphism a→ b, where

bi =

{
ai i 6= d,

ad − 1 i = d,

and the morphism corresponds to the natural injection b→ a in Cd.

Thus, Kd,a can also be given as the intersection of kernels of maps Td,a → Td,b, where a→ b
is of one of the above two forms.

Proposition 3.4. All irreducible constituents of Td,a are of the form Sd,λ. In particular, the
Sd,λ’s constitute all irreducible objects in Rep(Hd).

Proof. We have an exact sequence

0 → Kd,a → Td,a →
⊕

a→b

Td,b,

where the direct sum ranges over all morphisms a→ b described in Remark 3.3. The simple
constituents of Kd,a consist of the Sd,λ’s with a = (|λi|) by Lemma 3.2. We induct on the

objects b, with base case given by b = (b, 0, . . . , 0) for b = a1 + · · ·+ ad−1. Then Td,b = V⊗b
(n),

which has simple constituents of the form Sλ(V(n)). Therefore, all simple constituents of
Td,a have the desired form. �

Lemma 3.5. The socle of Td,a is Kd,a.

Proof. Let Ud ⊂ Hd denote the unipotent radical. Since every simple Hd-representation is of
the form Sd,λ, the action of Ud on any semisimple Hd-representation is trivial.

We have that Kd,a is semisimple by Lemma 3.2. If V ⊂ Td,a is a submodule that properly
contains Kd,a, then V must have a nontrivial action of Ud, so V cannot be semisimple. �

3.3. Indecomposable injectives. We now show that Rep(Hd) and Modlf
Cd

are equivalent,
and use this to identify the indecomposable injectives of Rep(Hd). The functor giving the
equivalence is described by the structured tensor product ⊙ = ⊙Cd

, which is defined in
[SS2, §2.1.9].

Proposition 3.6. We have an equivalence of categories Rep(Hd) ∼= Modlf
Cd
.

Proof. We have a functor Modlf
Cd

→ Rep(Hd) given by the structured tensor product M 7→
M⊙Td. This functor is cocontinuous, and both categories are locally noetherian and artinian.
It therefore suffices to show an equivalence among the subcategories of finite length objects.
By [SS2, Corollary 2.1.12], this functor is an equivalence if the following conditions hold:

(1) For any simple Sa-module Mλ with a = (|λi|), the polynomial Hd-representation
HomSa

(Mλ, Kd,a) is simple.
(2) For every simple Hd-representation Sd,λ, there is a unique tuple a such that the space

HomHd
(Sd,λ, Td,a) is nonzero, and it is an irreducible representation of Sa.

By Lemma 3.2 and Schur–Weyl duality, HomSa
(Mλ, Kd,a) = Sd,λ, so (1) holds. Condition

(2) holds by Lemma 3.5, as Sd,λ is a submodule of Td,a if and only if a = (|λi|), and the Hom
space in this case is the simple Sa-representation Mλ. �
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For a tuple of partitions λ, define the Hd-representation Td,λ to be

Td,λ =

n⊗

i=1

Sλi(V/Vn−i).

Corollary 3.7. The injective envelope of Sd,λ is Td,λ, and the Td,λ’s constitute all indecom-
posable injective objects of Rep(Hd).

Proof. Let BSa denote the category with a single object that has automorphism group Sa.
There is a natural fully faithful functor i : BSa → C

op
d , which induces the pullback functor

i∗ : ModC
op

d
→ Rep(Sa) and its left Kan extension i# : Rep(Sa) → ModC

op

d
, which is left

adjoint to i∗. We have that Mλ is an indecomposable projective object in Rep(Sa). Then
by [SS2, §2.1.5], the object i#(Mλ) is the projective cover of the simple Cop

d -module Mλ, and

every indecomposable projective object in Modlf
C
op

d
is of this form.

Recall the C
op
d -module Td defined by a 7→ Td,a. This defines a contravariant functor

Φ : Modlf
C
op

d
→ Rep(Hd) given by M 7→ HomC

op

d
(M,Td), and by [SS2, Theorem 2.1.11] and

Proposition 3.6, this is an equivalence of categories. Therefore, Φ(i#(Mλ)) is the injective
envelope of the simple Hd-representation Φ(Mλ) = Sd,λ. Using the adjunction, we see that

Φ(i#(Mλ)) = HomC
op

d
(i#(Mλ),Td) = HomSa

(Mλ, i
∗(Td)) = HomSa

(Mλ, Td,a) = Td,λ.

The result then follows. �

Remark 3.8. In [Y], we showed that all indecomposable injectives in the category Rep(P)
of finite length polynomial P-representations are also of the form

⊗n
i=1 Sλi(V/Vn−i), for

a tuple λ of partitions. Thus, all injective Hd-representations are restrictions of injective
P-representations.

The following key finiteness result follows from the properties of ModCd
.

Corollary 3.9. Let V be a finitely generated object of Rep(Hd). Then V has finite length
and finite injective dimension.

4. Generic categories

4.1. Statement of the main theorem. For d = 1, . . . , n, let Ad = A/pd; note that
An = A. Let Modtors

d be the category of torsion Ad-modules, and let Modgen
d denote the

Serre quotient of ModAd
by Modtors

d . We call Modgen
d the generic category of Ad-modules.

Our goal for this section is to understand the structure of Modgen
d via the category Rep(Hd)

studied in the previous section. In particular, we show that Modgen
d

∼= Rep(Hd) as tensor
categories.

The intuition for the equivalence is as follows. Consider the scheme Spec (Ad). Then,
Ad-modules correspond to P-equivariant quasi-coherent sheaves on Spec (Ad), torsion mod-
ules correspond to such sheaves that restrict to zero on a dense open subset U , and generic
Ad-modules correspond to P-equivariant quasi-coherent sheaves on U . Recall the linear
functional ξd defined in §3; its P-orbit is a dense open subset of Spec (Ad), and its stabi-
lizer is Hd ⊂ P. Thus, P-equivariant quasi-coherent sheaves on U should correspond to
representations of Hd.

This intuition comes from standard theory on representations of algebraic groups. How-
ever, since we are working with infinite-dimensional spaces, the details in our setting are
a bit more technical. To prove the equivalence of categories, we define the functor Φd :
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ModAd
→ Rep(Hd) as follows. The form ξd induces a ring homomorphism |Ad| → C, which

has kernel md ⊂ |Ad|, a maximal (not P-equivariant) ideal. For an Ad-module M , define
Φd(M) = M/mdM . This is indeed a polynomial Hd-representation: md is Hd-equivariant,
and since M is a quotient of Ad ⊗ V for some polynomial P-representation V , then Φ(M)
is a quotient of the polynomial Hd-representation Φd(Ad ⊗ V ) = V . Furthermore, Φd is a
tensor functor.

The main result of this section is the following.

Theorem 4.1. The functor Φd induces an equivalence of tensor categories Modgen
d

∼= Rep(Hd).

Let T d : ModAd
→ Modgen

d denote the localization functor. The following result is an
immediate consequence of Theorem 4.1 and the results in §3.

Corollary 4.2. For any d = 1, . . . , n, we have the following.

(1) If M is a finitely generated Ad-module, then T d(M) has finite length in Modgen
d . In

particular, Modgen
d is locally of finite length.

(2) Objects of finite length in Modgen
d have finite injective dimension.

(3) The injective objects of Modgen
d are the objects of the form T d(Ad ⊗ V ), for V an

injective polynomial P-representation.
(4) The simple objects of Modgen

d are the objects of the form T d(Ad ⊗ Sd,λ), where Sd,λ

is a simple Hd-representation.

Remark 4.3. Consider A0 = A/p0, which is isomorphic to C as a vector space. Then
ModA0

∼= Rep(P) are equivalent via the functor Rep(P) → ModA0
: V 7→ A0 ⊗ V . Thus,

ModA0
is already locally of finite length, and objects of finite length also have finite injective

dimension (recall the background on Rep(P) in §2.1).

4.2. Proof of the theorem. We now prove Theorem 4.1 by showing that Φd induces an
exact tensor functor Φd : Modgen

d → Rep(Hd) that is fully faithful and essentially surjective.
For a ≥ 1, recall from §2.1 the subgroups Ga, Pa ⊂ P, and the specialization functor

Sa : Rep(P) → Rep(Pa) taking Ga-invariants.

Lemma 4.4. Φd is exact.

Proof. It suffices to prove that Φd is exact on finitely generated modules, since Φd is cocon-
tinuous. Suppose a ≫ 0. Then by generic flatness and since the Pa-orbit of md ∩ Sa(Ad) is
an open subset of Spec (Sa(Ad)), finitely generated Pa-equivariant modules over Sa(Ad) are
flat over any point in that open subset, including at md ∩ Sa(Ad).

We have that Ad/md is the colimit lim
−→

Sa(Ad)/(md ∩ Sa(Ad)) over a. The lemma then
follows from the fact that flatness is preserved under colimits. �

Lemma 4.5. The kernel of Φd is Modtors
d .

Proof. Suppose M is a finitely generated torsion Ad-module. Then by Theorem 2.4 and
Proposition 2.7, there exists some k > 0 such that xkn−d+1,1 annihilates M . Since xkn−d+1,1 −
1 ∈ md, we see that mdM =M , and so Φd(M) = 0. The argument for when M is not finitely
generated also follows.

Conversely, suppose M is a nonzero Ad-module such that Φd(M) = 0. Since Φd is co-
continuous, we may assume that M is finitely generated. For a ≫ 0, we see that the point
md ∩ Sa(Ad) ∈ Spec (Sa(Ad)) is not in the support of Sa(M). Furthermore, since Sa(M) is
Pa-equivariant, the Pa-orbit of this point is also not in the support. In particular, Sa(M) is
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only supported at the homogeneous maximal ideal Sa(p0) ∈ Spec (Sa(Ad)), and so M is also
only supported at p0. This implies that M is torsion. �

Thus, Φd induces an exact tensor functor Φd : Modgen
d → Rep(Hd). We show that Φd is

fully faithful and essentially surjective to prove Theorem 4.1.

Lemma 4.6. Φd is full.

Proof. SupposeM,N are Ad-modules, and f : Φd(M) → Φd(N) is a morphism of polynomial
representations of Hd. We may further assume without loss of generality that M,N are
finitely generated. For a≫ 0, let U ⊂ Spec (Sa(Ad)) denote the open Pa-orbit of md∩Sa(Ad),
and let ι : U →֒ Spec (Sa(Ad)) denote the open immersion.

Let Ma = Sa(M) and Na = Sa(N). By taking (Ga ∩ Hd)-invariants, we have a map of
(Pa∩Hd)-representations corresponding to a morphism on pullbacks ι∗(Ma) → ι∗(Na). This
induces a map of Sa(Ad)-modules

fa :Ma → ι∗(ι
∗(Ma)) → ι∗(ι

∗(Na)).

Note that this map is Pa-equivariant by functoriality, but ι∗(ι
∗(Na)) may not be necessarily

a polynomial Pa-representation. Let N ′
a ⊂ ι∗(ι

∗(Na)) be the maximal polynomial subrepre-
sentation with respect to the action of the Levi subgroup of Pa; in particular, N ′

a is a Sa(Ad)-
module that contains Na, and the image of the map Ma under the map Ma → ι∗(ι

∗(Na)) is
contained in N ′

a, since Ma is a polynomial Pa-representation.
Let N ′ be the canonical Ad-module such that ℓ(N ′) ≤ a and such that Sa(N

′) = N ′
a. Then

fa determines a map of Ad-modules g : M → N ′. We now claim that N ′ ∼= N in Modgen
d .

Indeed, pulling back ι∗(ι
∗(Na))/Na along ι∗ results in Na/Na = 0 and so

Sa(N
′)/Na ⊂ ι∗(ι

∗(Na))/Na

is a torsion module. Since a≫ 0, this implies that N ′/N is torsion as an Ad-module, and so
N ′ ∼= N in Modgen

d . Thus, Φd(g) = f , and Φd is indeed full. �

Lemma 4.7. Φd is faithful.

Proof. Suppose f :M → N is a map of Ad-modules such that the map of Hd-representations
Φd(f) : Φd(M) → Φd(N) is zero. Then the image of f is torsion by Lemma 4.5, and so f = 0
as a map in Modgen

d . �

Lemma 4.8. Φd is essentially surjective.

Proof. First note that all Hd-representations of the form Td,a are in the essential image of
Φd, as

Φd(Ad ⊗ Td,a) = Ad/md ⊗ Td,a ∼= Td,a.

By Corollary 3.7, every finitely generated polynomial Hd-representation M can be realized
as the kernel of a map f : S → T between direct sums of representations of the form Td,a.

By Lemma 4.6, f = Φd(g) for some morphism g : S ′ → T ′ in Modgen
d . By Lemma 4.4, Φd is

exact, and so M = Φd(ker g). Thus, M is also in the essential image of Φd. �

4.3. Krull–Gabriel dimension of ModA. We can use Theorem 4.1 to calculate the Krull–
Gabriel dimension of ModA, which is an important invariant of abelian categories. For a
locally noetherian abelian category A, we define it as follows. Let A

fg be the category of
finitely generated objects, and let A0 ⊂ Afg be the Serre subcategory on finite length objects.
For i > 0, let Ai ⊂ Afg be the subcategory on objects whose images in the Serre quotient
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category Afg/Ai−1 are of finite length. Then the Krull–Gabriel dimension of A is defined to
be the minimal k for which Ak = Afg. In particular, if all finitely generated objects of A are
of finite length, then its Krull–Gabriel dimension is 0.

Proposition 4.9. The Krull–Gabriel dimension of ModA is n.

Proof. By Corollary 4.2, the Krull–Gabriel dimension of Modgen
d is 0 for d = 1, . . . , n. Every

quotient A/pd for pd a non-maximal P-prime ideal is given by the Ad’s. Then, by [SS4,
Proposition 3.8], the Krull–Gabriel dimension of ModA is given by the Krull dimension of
the space Spec P(A). The result then follows from Corollary 2.5. �

4.4. The section functors. We now give an alternative description of the generic categories
Modgen

d , and use this to describe the right adjoints to the localization functors T d.
Let Kd = Frac(|Ad|) be the fraction field of the domain |Ad|; this field comes with an

induced action of P, and we let |Kd| denote the field itself without the P-action. Suppose
V is a |Kd|-vector space equipped with a compatible P-representation structure. There is a
|Kd|-subspace V

pol consisting of polynomial elements, which are elements of V that generate
a polynomial P-representation over C. We say V is a Kd-module if it is spanned by these
polynomial elements over |Kd|, and we let ModKd

denote the category of Kd-modules.
We have a functor Sd : ModKd

→ ModAd
mapping a Kd-module M to the set Mpol of

polynomial elements, which is naturally an Ad-module. Our goal is to show that Sd is right
adjoint to T d. To do this, we first identify ModKd

with Modgen
d .

Lemma 4.10. We have an equivalence of categories Modgen
d

∼= ModKd
.

Proof. The functor ModAd
→ ModKd

given by M 7→ Kd ⊗Ad
M is exact and kills torsion

Ad-modules. Thus, we have an induced exact functor F : Modgen
d → ModKd

. Notice that Sd

is right adjoint to FT d. Then, the proof that F is an equivalence of categories, with right
quasi-inverse T dSd, follows the proofs of [NSS, Propositions 2.7 and 2.8]. �

For the remainder of the paper, we identify Modgen
d

∼= ModKd
, and call Sd the section

functor ; it is right adjoint to the localization functor T d : ModAd
→ Modgen

d . The following
result will be important in §5 to study the bounded derived category of A-modules.

Proposition 4.11. For any finite length polynomial P-representation M , the natural map
Ad ⊗M → Sd(T d(Ad ⊗M)) is an isomorphism.

Proof. We show that if m ∈ Kd ⊗M is a polynomial element, then m ∈ Ad ⊗M . We can
write m as

m =

p∑

i=1

fi
g
⊗mi,

where fi, g ∈ Ad with gcd(g, f1, . . . , fp) = 1, and mi ∈ M linear independent over C. Let
a≫ 0 be such that g, f1, . . . , fp ∈ Sa(Ad). Let La+1 =

∏n
i=1GLa+1 denote the Levi subgroup

of Pa+1. We have that m generates a finite-dimensional polynomial representation of La+1,
so let {e1, . . . , er} be a basis, where

ej =

nj∑

k=1

fjk
gj

⊗mjk, fjk, gj ∈ Ad, mjk ∈M.

Thus, every element of this La+1-representation can be written with common denominator
g′ = g1 · · · gr. The hypersurface defined by g′ contains the La+1-orbit of the hypersurface
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defined by g, and so this orbit is finite; otherwise, the orbit would be a dense open subset of
Spec (Sa(Ad)) and could not be contained in the hypersurface defined by g′. Furthermore,
La+1 fixes each irreducible component of the hypersurface g = 0 as La+1 is connected and
1 ∈ La+1. The irreducible components are therefore fixed under the La+1-action, and so
La+1 acts by a scalar in C on g. In particular, the polynomial La+1-representation generated
by g is one-dimensional. Then, the action of La+1 on g is given by products of powers of
determinants: if A ∈ La+1 is a block diagonal matrix given by (A1, . . . , An) where each Ai is
of size (a+ 1)× (a+ 1), then

A · g =

n∏

i=1

(detAi)
dig, di ≥ 0.

Recall that g ∈ Sa(Ad), and is thus invariant under the action of matrices of La+1 where
each block along the diagonal is of the form

(
ida 0
0 α

)
, α ∈ C.

Since g is nonzero, this implies that La+1 must actually act trivially on g, and so L also acts
trivially on g. Thus, g ∈ C, as (Ad)

L = C, and so m ∈ Ad ⊗M , as desired. �

5. Structure of A-modules

5.1. Set-up and notation. For d = 0, . . . , n let ModA,≤d denote the full subcategory of
ModA spanned by A-modules locally annihilated by a power of pd, i.e., supported on V (pd).
This gives a chain of Serre subcategories

ModA,≤0 ⊂ ModA,≤1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ ModA,≤n = ModA.

We have Serre quotient categories

ModA,>d = ModA/ModA,≤d, ModA,d = ModA,≤d/ModA,≤d−1.

We let Modfg
A,d denote the subcategory of ModA,d on finitely generated objects.

For each d = 0, . . . , n, we have the following functors associated to these categories:

• The localization functor T>d : ModA → ModA,>d.
• The localization functor Td : ModA,≤d → ModA,d; this is the restriction of T>d−1.
• The section functor S>d : ModA,>d → ModA, which is right adjoint to T>d.
• The section functor Sd : ModA,d → ModA,≤d, which is right adjoint to Td; by unique-
ness of right adjoint, it agrees with the restriction of S>d−1.

• The left-exact saturation functor Σ>d = S>d ◦ T>d.
• The left-exact torsion functor Γ≤d : ModA → ModA,≤d, defined by taking the maxi-
mal submodule supported on V (pd).

For each d = 0, . . . , n, recall the following notation from the previous section:

• The quotient ring Ad = A/pd and the category ModAd
of Ad-modules.

• The quotient category Modgen
d of ModAd

by the subcategory of torsion Ad-modules,
with subcategory (Modgen

d )fg on finitely generated objects (let Modgen
0 = ModA0

).
• The localization functor T d : ModAd

→ Modgen
d (for d = 0, this is the identity

functor).
• The section functor Sd : Modgen

d → ModAd
(for d = 0, this is the identity functor).
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Let D(A) denote the derived category of A-modules. We have the following associated
triangulated categories:

• The bounded derived category Db
fg(A) of objects with finitely generated cohomology.

• The full subcategory D(A)≤d on objects M for which RΣ>d(M) = 0.
• The full subcategory D(A)>d on objects M for which RΓ≤d(M) = 0.
• The category D(A)d = D(A)≤d ∩ D(A)>d.

5.2. Decomposition of ModA. The filtration of ModA by the subcategories ModA,≤d

provides a way to decompose ModA via the results in [SS4, §4.2]. The key hypothesis
needed for these results is the (Inj) hypothesis, which is that injective objects in ModA,≤d

remain injective in ModA. We now verify that this hypothesis holds.

Lemma 5.1. Injective objects in ModA,≤d remain injective in ModA.

Proof. By [SS4, Corollary 4.19], it suffices to show that the Artin–Rees lemma holds for each
P-prime ideal pd ideal, i.e., that if M is a finitely generated A-module and N ⊂ M is a
submodule, then there exists r such that pmd M ∩N = pm−r

d (prdM ∩N) for all m ≥ r.
Let a > ℓ(M). By the classical Artin–Rees lemma, there exists an r such that for all

m ≥ r, we have the desired equality after applying the specialization functor Sa(−):

Sa(p
m
d M ∩N) = Sa(p

m−r
d (prdM ∩N)), m ≥ r.

Then, Artin–Rees holds before specialization as well using the same r. This is because a >
ℓ(M) ≥ ℓ(pmd M ∩N), and so if there were a strict containment pmd M ∩N ) pm−r

d (prdM ∩N)
for some m ≥ r, then one would have strict containment after specialization as well. �

This lemma implies the results in [SS4, §4.1-2]. In particular, we have the following.

Lemma 5.2. An A-module M is derived saturated, i.e., the natural map M → RΣ>d(M)
is an isomorphism, if and only if RHomA(N,M) = 0 for all N ∈ ModA,≤d.

Lemma 5.3. The functors S>d and T>d induce bijections among injectives of ModA,>d and
injectives I of ModA for which Γ≤d(I) = 0.

Remark 5.4. The analogous results for ModAd
and the subcategory Modtors

d hold, i.e.,
Modtors

d ⊂ ModAd
satisfy the (Inj) hypothesis, and so the results in [SS4] also apply.

5.3. Comparison with generic A/pd-modules. Recall the categories ModA/pd = ModAd

of A-modules annihilated by pd, and the generic categories Modgen
A/pd

= Modgen
d studied in

§4. The following results are essentially the same as [SS4, Propositions 6.1 and 6.2], but we
provide some added detail and use our notation.

Lemma 5.5. Modgen
d is equivalent to the subcategory ModAd,d ⊂ ModA,d on objects of the

form Td(M), where M is an A-module such that pdM is supported on V (pd−1).

Proof. The functor Td : ModA,≤d → ModA,≤d−1 is exact. If M ∈ ModAd
⊂ ModA,≤d,

then pdM = 0 and so it is supported on V (pd−1); thus, Td(M) ∈ ModAd,d. Furthermore,
Td kills objects of ModAd

supported on V (pd−1), i.e., Modtors
d . Thus, Td induces a functor

F : Modgen
d → ModAd,d, which we will show is an equivalence of categories.

We first show that F is essentially surjective by showing that the localization functor
Td restricted to ModAd

is essentially surjective. Consider an object of the form Td(M) ∈
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ModAd,d, where M ∈ ModA such that pdM is supported on V (pd−1). Then we have the Ad-
module M =M/pdM , and M → M is a surjection with kernel pdM supported on V (pd−1).
Thus, Td(M) ∼= Td(M) as objects in ModA,d, and so F is essentially surjective.

Suppose M,N ∈ ModAd
, and recall that T d : ModAd

→ Modgen
d denotes the localization

functor. We have that

HomModgen
d

(T d(M), T d(N)) ∼= HomModAd,d
(Td(M), Td(N)),

as both are given by lim
−→

HomAd
(M ′, N ′), where the colimit is over Ad-modules M ′, N ′ such

that M ′ ⊂ M is an inclusion, N → N ′ is a surjection, and both M/M ′ and ker(N → N ′)
are in Modtors

d . Since F(T d(M)) = Td(M), this shows that F is fully faithful. �

Recall the section functors Sd : Modgen
d → ModAd

studied in §4.4, and let RSd denote
its right derived functor. We now compare RSd and RSd as functors from the derived cat-
egory of Modgen

d
∼= ModAd,d. The former is computed by considering injective resolutions

in Modgen
d , while the latter is computed by considering injective resolutions in ModA,d. Al-

though injective objects in these categories are different, the following result says that the
derived functors still agree; this is key for describing the derived category Db

fg(A).

Proposition 5.6. Let M ∈ Modgen
d . Then RSd(M) ∼= RSd(M) are isomorphic.

Proof. First, by Lemma 5.5, we may identify the functor T d : ModAd
→ Modgen

d with the
restriction of the functor Td : ModA,≤d → ModA,d. Then by uniqueness of right adjoint, we
have that Sd agrees with Sd on Modgen

d .
Now, to prove the proposition, we explain why it suffices to show the following claim: if

I ∈ Modgen
d is injective, then the map Sd(I) → RΣ>d−1(Sd(I)) is an isomorphism. If so,

then since

RΣ>d−1(Sd(I)) = RS>d−1(T>d−1Sd(I)) = RS>d−1(I) = RSd(I),

we have that Sd(I) ∼= RSd(I) and so I is Sd-acyclic. Furthermore, Sd(I) = Sd(I) by the
previous paragraph. Then, suppose M → I• is an injective resolution ofM in Modgen

d . Since
each injective object is Sd-acyclic, we see that Sd(I

•) gives RSd(M). We also have that
Sd(I

•) = Sd(I
•), and the former computes RSd(M). Thus, RSd(M) = RSd(M) agree.

Let J = Sd(I) ∈ ModAd
. To prove the claim, it suffices to show by Lemma 5.2 that

Exti
A
(N, J) = 0 for all N ∈ ModA,≤d−1 and all i ≥ 0. First let i = 0. We may assume that

N is finitely generated, and so since N ∈ ModA,≤d−1, it is annihilated by pkd−1 for some k.
Then by dévissage, we may also assume N itself is annihilated by pd−1: we have a filtration

0 = pkd−1N ⊂ pk−1
d−1N ⊂ · · · ⊂ pd−1N ⊂ N

where each associated graded piece is annihilated by pd−1, and if there are no maps from any
given piece of the filtration to J , then HomA(N, J) = 0 as well. If pd−1N = 0, then pdN = 0
as well, and so N is a torsion Ad-module. But J = Sd(I) is saturated with respect to this
category, and so HomA(N, J) = HomAd

(N, J) = 0 by Lemma 5.2.
Now suppose j ≥ 1. By derived adjunction, we have

RHomAd
(N

L
⊗A Ad, J) = RHomA(N,RHomA(Ad, J)) = RHomA(N, J),

where the last equality is because J = Sd(I) is an Ad-module. Since I is injective, we have
that J is injective as an Ad-module by Lemma 5.3, and so we have that

Exti
A
(N, J) = HomAd

(TorAi (N,Ad), J).
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Note that TorAi (N,Ad) is supported on V (pd−1) since N is. We thus reduce to the i = 0 case
above and see that Exti

A
(N, J) = 0, as desired. �

Corollary 5.7. Suppose M is an Ad-module. Then RiΣ>d−1(M) is annihilated by pd for all
i ≥ 0.

Proof. We have that RiΣ>d−1(M) = RiSd(Td(M)). Since Td(M) ∈ Modgen
d , Proposition 5.6

shows that RiSd(Td(M)) = RiSd(Td(M)), which is an object in ModAd
. �

5.4. Generators for Db
fg(A). In this subsection, we prove the main finiteness results on local

cohomology and derived saturation. We first prove the following lemma on finite generation
of the derived section functors.

Lemma 5.8. If M ∈ Modfg
A,d, then RiSd(M) is a finitely generated A-module for all i ≥ 0,

and is zero for i≫ 0.

Proof. By dévissage, we may assume that M is annihilated by pd, and so M is a finitely
generated object of Modgen

d . By Corollary 4.2, there is a finite injective resolution M →
T d(Ad ⊗ V •), with V i each finite length injective P-representations. Each T d(Ad ⊗ V i) is
Sd-acyclic. Thus, RSd(M) is given by

SdT d(Ad ⊗ V •) = Ad ⊗ V •,

where the equality follows from Proposition 4.11. Since M ∈ Modgen
d by assumption, this is

also equal to RSd(M) by Proposition 5.6. The resolution Ad ⊗ V • is finite and each object
is finitely generated, and so the result follows. �

Theorem 5.9. For each d = 0, . . . , n, if M ∈ Db
fg(A), then RΣ>d(M),RΓ≤d(M) are also in

Db
fg(A).

Proof. The proof of [SS4, Theorem 6.10] applies here. �

The results of [SS4, §4.3] therefore apply to our filtration of ModA. In particular, we have
the following semi-orthogonal decomposition of Db

fg(A).

Corollary 5.10. We have a semi-orthogonal decomposition

Db
fg(A) = 〈Db

fg(A)0, . . . ,D
b
fg(A)n〉.

Finally, we describe a set of generators of Db
fg(A). Recall that Sλ denotes the simple

P-representation corresponding to the n-tuple of partitions λ.

Corollary 5.11. For d = 0, . . . , n, the category Db
fg(A)d is the triangulated subcategory of

Db
fg(A) generated by the objects of the form Ad ⊗ Sλ. The category Db

fg(A) is generated by
all such objects, allowing d to vary.

Proof. By [SS4, Proposition 4.14], we have an equivalence of categories RSd : D
b
fg(ModA,d) →

Db
fg(A)d. Finitely generated objects of ModA,d have finite length filtrations with associated

graded pieces given by objects in (Modgen
d )fg, and ModA,d generates Db

fg(ModA,d). Thus, the

image of (Modgen
d )fg under Sd generates Db

fg(A)d.

By Corollary 4.2, each object of (Modgen
d )fg has a finite resolution by objects of the form

T d(Ad ⊗ V ), where V is a finite length injective object of Rep(P). Then, such objects
have finite length filtrations with associated graded pieces of the form T d(Ad ⊗ Sλ) with Sλ

a simple P-representation. The result then follows from Sd(T d(Ad ⊗ Sλ)) = Ad ⊗ Sλ by
Proposition 4.11. �
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5.5. Grothendieck groups. The Grothendieck ring K(Rep(P)) is given by Λ⊗n, where Λ
is the ring of symmetric functions. One can consider the category ModA as a module over
Rep(P), and so K(ModA) is a module over Λ⊗n. In this subsection, we describe this module
structure.

Lemma 5.12. For each d = 0, . . . , n, the Grothendieck group K(Db
fg(A)d) is a free Λ⊗n-

module of rank 1 with generator [Ad].

Proof. By Corollary 5.11, the Λ⊗n-linear map

K(Rep(P)) → K(Db
fg(A)d) : [V ] 7→ [Ad ⊗ V ]

is an isomorphism. �

Theorem 5.13. We have an isomorphism of Λ⊗n-modules

K(ModA) ∼=

n⊕

d=0

K(Db
fg(A)d).

In particular, K(ModA) is a free Λ⊗n-module of rank n+ 1.

Proof. By [SS4, Proposition 4.17], the above isomorphisms holds as groups. The projection
maps K(ModA) → K(Db

fg(A)d) giving the isomorphism is defined by RΣ>d−1 ◦RΓ≤d, and so
the projection maps are Λ⊗n-linear. Thus, we have the desired isomorphism of Λ⊗n-modules.
The second statement now follows from Lemma 5.12. �

5.6. Hilbert series. In this subsection, we define (enhanced) Hilbert series and show that
they are rational for finitely generated A-modules. This is a generalization of the definitions
and results for FI-modules given in [SS3, §5].

Suppose M is a polynomial representation of L ∼=
∏n

i=1GL. Equivalently, M can be
regarded as an FB⊗n-module, i.e., a sequence M = (Ma)a∈Nn of representations of products
of symmetric groups Sa. Under this identification, we have that the first factor of FB

corresponds to GL(V(n)), while the nth factor corresponds to GL(V(1)); see [Y, §4.1] for
details.

Let λ be an n-tuple of partitions, with a = (|λi|). To define the enhanced Hilbert series,
we introduce the following notation.

• Let cλ denote the conjugacy class of elements of Sa with cycle type λ.
• Let Tr(cλ | M) denote the trace of the action of cλ on Ma.
• Let tλ denote the monomial

tλ =
∏

i∈[n], j≥1

t
mj(λi)
ij ,

where mj(λ
i) denotes the number of times the positive integer j appears in the

partition λi.
• Let λ! denote the positive integer

λ! =
∏

i∈[n], j≥1

mj(λ
i)!.
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Suppose M is an FB⊗n-module with Ma finite-dimensional for each a. We define the

(enhanced) Hilbert series H̃M(t) ofM to be the formal series in variables {tij : i ∈ [n], j ≥ 1}
given by

H̃M(t) =
∑

λ

Tr(cλ | M)
tλ

λ!
.

Thus, the isomorphism class of M as an FB⊗n-module can be completely determined by

H̃M(t). Under the equivalence of tensor categories between polynomial representations of
L and FB⊗n, the tensor product of FB⊗n-modules is defined by Day convolution, which is
given as follows. Suppose M,N are FB⊗n-modules. For an n-tuple a = (a1, . . . , an), the
Sa-representation corresponding to M ⊗N is given by

(M ⊗N)a =
⊕

b,c∈Nn,
ai=bi+ci

Ind
Sa

Sb×Sc
(Mb ⊗Nc).

Then, the fact that the Hilbert series is multiplicative follows from the n = 1 case.
For d ∈ [n], define Td ∈ QJtK by

Td =
∑

j≥1

(t1j + t2j + · · ·+ tdj).

Theorem 5.14. Let M be a finitely generated A-module. Then there exist a ∈ N and
polynomials p0(t), p1(t), . . . , pn(t) ∈ Q[tij : i ∈ [n], j ≥ 1] so that

H̃M(t) = p0(t) +

n∑

d=1

pk(t) exp(Td).

Proof. We first show that H̃Ad
(t) = exp(Td) for d ∈ [n]. As an FB⊗n-module, one may

observe that the Sa-representation corresponding to Ad is given by

(Ad)a =

{
triva1 ⊠ · · ·⊠ trivad ai = 0 for i > d,

0 otherwise,

where triva denotes the trivial representation of Sa. Thus,

Tr(cλ | Ad) =

{
1 λi = 0 for i > d,

0 otherwise.

The expression for H̃Ad
(t) then follows.

Now, suppose M = Sλ is a simple P-representation. Let a = (|λi|). Then as an FB⊗n-
module,

Mb =

{
Mλ1 ⊠ · · ·⊠Mλn b = a,

0 otherwise,

where Mλi denotes the simple representation of Sai corresponding to the partition λi. It is

clear in this case that H̃M(t) is a polynomial.
The result now follows from Theorem 5.13 and the multiplicativity of the Hilbert series. �
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6. Equivalence with FI(n)-modules

Definition 6.1. The category FI(n) of [n]-weighted finite sets and injections that do not
decrease weights is the following category:

• The objects are [n]-weighted finite sets, i.e., finite sets S =
⊔n

i=1 Si, where Si consists
of the elements of weight i. We also use the notation S = (S1, . . . , Sn).

• A morphism S → T is an injection ϕ : S → T of sets such that weights do not
decrease, i.e., for each i, we have ϕ(Si) ⊂

⊔n
j=1 Tj .

When n = 1, this category is exactly the classical FI category of finite sets and injections.
An FI(n)-module M is a functor FI(n) → Vec, and a morphism of FI(n)-modules is a

natural transformation of functors. Let ModFI(n) denote the category of FI(n)-modules. The
goal of this section is to show that FI(n)-modules are equivalent to A-modules.

6.1. Preliminaries on FI(n)-modules.

6.1.1. Morphisms in FI(n). Let a ∈ Nn be a tuple of nonnegative integers. Similar to the
combinatorial categories Cd studied in §3, objects in FI(n) can be identified with such tuples;
we use a = (a1, . . . , an) to denote the weighted set ([a1], . . . , [an]), where the set in the ith

coordinate denotes the elements of weight i.
There is a partial order on Nn known as the dominance order : we have that (a1, . . . , an) ≥

(b1, . . . , bn) if and only if

a1 + · · ·+ ai ≥ b1 + · · ·+ bi, for each i = 1, . . . , n.

This partial order describes exactly when a map b → a exists in FI(n). In particular, for a
tuple a = (a1, . . . , an), let τ(a) = (an, . . . , a1) denote the reverse tuple. Then there is a map
b→ a if and only if τ(b) ≤ τ(a).

6.1.2. Simple and projective modules. The simple FI(n)-objects Mλ are indexed by n-tuples
of partitions λ = (λ1, . . . , λn) and given by simple representations of products of symmetric
groups:

Mλ(b) 7→

{
Mλ1 ⊠ · · ·⊠Mλn if bi = |λi|,

0 otherwise.

The main family of FI(n)-modules of interest for us is defined as follows. For a ∈ Nn, let
Pa be the FI(n)-module defined by

Pa(S) = C[HomFI(n)(a, S)].

Then, if M is any FI(n)-module, we have by [SS5, Proposition 3.2] that

HomFI(n)(Pa,M) =M(a).

Thus, Pa is a projective FI(n)-module, and we call it the principal projective at a.
The group Sa acts on Pa by FI(n)-module automorphisms. If λ is such that |λi| = ai for

each i, we have a projective FI(n)-module Pλ given by the Mλ-isotypic piece of Pa:

Pλ = HomSa
(Mλ,Pa).

We have that Pλ is the projective cover of Mλ. Then, since the Pλ’s are direct summands
of the principal projectives, all FI(n)-modules have a presentation by principal projective
FI(n)-modules.
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6.1.3. Tensor product. There is a natural symmetric monoidal structure ∐ on FI(n) given
by disjoint union. For two weighted sets S, T , their product S ∐ T is (S1 ⊔ T1, . . . , Sn ⊔ Tn).
In particular, we have that a∐ b = (a1 + b1, . . . , an + bn).

The monoidal structure on FI(n) defines a symmetric tensor product ⊗ of FI(n)-modules,
known as Day convolution or convolution tensor product (see e.g., [SS2, §2.1.14] and [SS5,
§3.10]). This tensor product among principal projectives has an especially nice description:
by [SS5, Proposition 3.25(d)], we have that

Pa ⊗ Pb = Pa∐b.

6.2. A mapping property. We describe a mapping property for certain projective objects
of Rep(P) that will be used to show the equivalence. For a tuple a, let Wa denote the
principal projective P-representation

Wa =
n⊗

i=1

(Vn−i+1)
⊗ai .

It is generated as a P-representation by the vector

ǫa = (en1 ⊗ · · · ena1)⊗ · · · ⊗ (e11 ⊗ · · · ⊗ e1an).

Let λ(a) = ((1an), . . . , (1a1)) denote the weight of this vector, and for any P-representation
V , let V λ(a) denote the λ(a)-weight space of V as a representation of L ⊂ P.

Proposition 6.2. Let V be a polynomial representation of P. Then the map

HomP(Wa, V ) → V λ(a) : f 7→ f(ǫa)

is an isomorphism.

Proof. If f : Wa → V is a map of P-representations, then it must preserve L-weight spaces.
In addition, ǫa generates Wa, and so its image under f determines f as a map. Therefore, it
suffices to show that the above assignment is surjective.

We first consider the case when V is also a principal projective object V = Wb. Recall
from §2.1 that the categories of finite length FB(n)-modules and finite length polynomial
P-representations are equivalent. Applying this equivalence and the mapping property for
principal projectives for FB(n)-modules [Y, §2.3], the dimension of HomP(Wa,Wb) as a
vector space is equal to that of HomFB(n)(b, a).

We now consider the dimension of (Wb)
λ(a). If a1+ · · ·+an 6= b1+ · · ·+bn, then this weight

space is clearly 0. Otherwise, the dimension agrees with that of HomFB(n)(b, a): the tensor
factor (Vn−i+1)

⊗bi can only contribute to the first n−i+1 coordinates of n-tuple λ(a), which
are ((1an), . . . , (1ai), 0, . . . , 0), and so (Wb)

λ(a) has a basis indexed by HomFB(n)(b, a). This

shows that HomP(Wa,Wb) ∼= (Wb)
λ(a).

Now suppose V is an arbitrary representation of P; without loss of generality, we may also
assume V is of finite length. By [Y, Proposition 4.8], there is a surjection ϕ :

⊕
Wb → V

from a finite direct sum of principal projective objects. Let v ∈ V λ(a), and let v̂ ∈ ϕ−1(v)
be a lift of v. By the previous paragraph, there exists a P-equivariant map f : Wa →

⊕
Wb

such that
f(ǫa) = v̂ ∈

⊕
(Wb)

λ(a).

Then, the composition ϕ ◦ f : Wa → V gives the desired map of P-representations that
shows the above assignment is an isomorphism. �
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6.3. Proof of the equivalence. We now prove that ModFI(n)
∼= ModA as tensor categories.

Since both ModA and ModFI(n) are abelian categories with enough projectives, it suffices to
show that their respective categories of projective objects are equivalent as tensor categories.

The projective objects of ModA are exactly those of the formA⊗V , where V is a projective
polynomial representation of P. Recall from §2.1 that the projective covers of the simple P-
representations are of the form

⊗n
i=1 Sλi(Vn−i+1). These representations can all be realized

as direct summands of Wa’s.
For a tuple a ∈ Nn, let Qa denote the projective A-module A ⊗ Wa. It follows that

every A-module has a presentation by Qa’s, and so we call these the principal projective
A-modules. To show that the categories of projective objects are equivalent, it is enough to
show that the abelian tensor categories generated by the Qa’s and the principal projective
FI(n)-modules Pa are equivalent.

Note that Qa is generated as an A-module by the element

va = 1⊗ ǫa = 1⊗ (en1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ena1)⊗ · · · ⊗ (e11 ⊗ · · · ⊗ e1an),

which has weight λ(a) = ((1an), . . . , (1a1)) under the L-action. Furthermore, the tensor
product Qa⊗Qb is also a principal projective. Let a + b denote the tuple (a1+b1, . . . , an+bn).
Then, we have

Qa ⊗Qb = A⊗
n⊗

i=1

(Vn−i+1)
⊗(ai+bi) = Qa+b.

We show that the assignment Pa 7→ Qa induces a tensor functor that gives the equivalence.
We now define the functor on morphisms. A map Pa → Pb is the same as giving a morphism
σ : b → a in FI(n). The corresponding map of A-modules fσ : Qa → Qb is given as follows.

Since va generates Qb, it suffices to describe its image under fσ so that the restriction of fσ
to Wa ⊂ A⊗Wa is P-equivariant. The image fσ(va) is a pure tensor: in the tensor factor of
Qb corresponding to an element i ∈ b of weight d, we have the element that is in the tensor
factor of Qa corresponding to the element σ(i) ∈ b; in the tensor factor corresponding to A,
we have the monomial consisting of the product of xij ’s, where the indices are coming from
those in va that are not given by a tensor factor in the image of σ. One sees that the image
fσ(va) is in the λ(a)-weight space of Qb. By Proposition 6.2, this gives a well-defined map
of P-modules, and therefore also of A-modules.

Example 6.3. Let n = 3. Let a = (0, 1, 2) and b = (1, 1, 0), and consider the morphism
σ : b → a in FI(n) given by mapping the element of weight 1 in b to the element of weight 2
in a, and mapping the element of weight 2 in b to the second element of weight 3 in a. Then
the corresponding map fσ : Qa → Qb is given by

1⊗ e21 ⊗ e11 ⊗ e12 7→ x11 ⊗ e21 ⊗ e12 ∈ A⊗V3 ⊗V2.

Proposition 6.4. The assignment σ 7→ fσ satisfies the following properties:

(1) It induces an isomorphism of vector spaces HomFI(n)(Pa,Pb) ∼= HomA(Qa, Qb).
(2) For two morphisms σ : c→ b, π : b→ a in FI(n), we have that fπ◦σ = fσ ◦ fπ.
(3) For two morphisms σ : c → a, π : d → b in FI(n), we have that fσ∐π = fσ ⊗ fπ as

maps Qa+b → Qc+d.

Proof. (1): We have that HomFI(n)(b, a) = 0 if and only if τ(b) 6≤ τ(a). Furthermore, we
have that there is no weight space of weight λ(a) = ((1an), . . . , (1a1)) in Qb when τ(b) 6≤ τ(a).
Thus, HomFI(n)(Pa,Pb) = 0 implies HomA(Qa, Qb) = 0.
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Now suppose τ(b) ≤ τ(a). Then the weight space of weight λ(a) in Qb is exactly the vector
space spanned by the fσ(va)’s as we range over all morphisms σ : b→ a in FI(n). Since the
fσ’s are indeed maps of A-modules, we have the desired isomorphism of vector spaces.

(2) and (3): These follow from the naturality of the construction of the fσ’s, along with
the fact for (3) that Qa ⊗Qb

∼= Qa+b is given by the monoidal structure in FI(n). �

Along with the discussion at the beginning of this subsection, the equivalence of categories
now follows.

Theorem 6.5. We have an equivalence of tensor categories ModA
∼= ModFI(n).
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