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Abstract. We establish an S-duality converse to the one of [BFT]; this is
also a case of a twisted version of the relative Langlands duality of [BZSV].
Namely, we prove that the S-dual of SO(2n + 1) × Sp(2n) ⟳ C2n+1

+ ⊗ C2n
− is

the symplectic mirabolic space Sp(2n)× Sp(2n) ⟳ T ∗Sp(2n)×C2n
− (note that

due to the anomaly, the dual of the second factor Sp(2n) is metaplectic dual,
i.e. Sp(2n)). We also formulate the corresponding global conjecture, which
describes explicitly the categorical theta-correspondence on the Langlands dual
side.
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1. Introduction

1.1. Ring objects in the Satake category and relative Langlands duality.
Let G be a connected reductive group over C. Let K = C((t)) ⊃ O = C[[t]]. The
affine Grassmannian ind-scheme GrG = GK/GO is the moduli space of G-bundles
on the formal disc equipped with a trivialization on the punctured formal disc.
One can consider the derived Satake category DGO

(GrG).
1 This is a factorization

monoidal category which is monoidally equivalent to DG∨
(Sym•(g∨[−2])): the de-

rived category of dg-modules over Sym•(g∨[−2]) endowed with a compatible action
of G∨ (the monoidal structure on this category is just given by tensor product
over Sym•(g∨[−2])); we shall denote the corresponding functor from DGO

(GrG)
to DG∨

(Sym•(g∨[−2]) by ΦG.
In [BFN] we have attached to any N as above a certain ring object AG,N in

DGO
(GrG). This construction was generalized in [BZSV] to the case when N is an

arbitrary smooth affine variety with a G-action. Moreover, it is argued in [BFN],
[BDFRT] and [BZSV] that the object AG,N should only depend on M = T ∗N.
One of the main conjectures of [BZSV] says that if N is a spherical G-variety then
H∗(ΦG(AG,N) should be the algebra of functions on certain (relative Langlands
dual or S-dual) hyper-spherical Poisson G-variety M∨, and this construction is
expected to be involutive in some reasonable generality, cf. also [N2].

1.2. The non-cotangent case. The construction of AG,N should in principle
make sense for any smooth affine symplectic G-variety M. However, when M is
not of cotangent type some extra care is needed. This is discussed in detail in
[BDFRT] when M is a symplectic linear representation of G. In this case in loc.
cit. the corresponding object AG,M was constructed, but in general it is not an
object of DGO

(GrG) but rather of some twisted version of it. The twisting is by
a square root of some line bundle on GrG which depends on M; in the case when
the twisting is indeed non-trivial we say that an anomaly is present. The derived
Satake equivalence can be extended to such twisted categories (but one has to
change the notion of the Langlands dual group G∨) so even in the anomalous
case all of the above constructions go through.

1.3. The subject of [BFT]. This note is a sequel to [BFT]. There we considered
the symplectic group Sp(2n) ⟳ C2n

− and its Langlands dual group SO(2n + 1) ⟳
C2n+1

+ . We also considered a symplectic vector space M = C2n+1
+ ⊗ C2n

− and the
corresponding Weyl algebra W of MK. Here K = C((t)) ⊃ C[[t]] = O. We studied

the category DW-modSp(2n)O,lc of locally compact Sp(2n)O-equivariant objects in

1In fact we are going to work with a renormalized version of it, which by definition is equal to
tne ind-completition of the corresponding subcategory of bounded complexes with constructible
cohomology.
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the tensor product cagegory D-mod1/2(GrSp(2n)) ⊗ W-mod (D-modules on the
affine Grassmannian of Sp(2n) twisted by the square root of the determinant line
bundle).

We established the following algebraic description of DW-modSp(2n)O,lc con-
jectured by D. Gaiotto. We consider the (infinite-dimensional) graded algebra
Sym•(ΠM[−1]) (Π assigns to M the odd parity) as a dg-superalgebra with triv-
ial differential. We constructed an equivalence of categories

DW-modSp(2n)O,lc ∼−→D
SO(2n+1)×Sp(2n)
perf (Sym•(ΠM[−1])).

This is also a particular case of the general [BZSV, Conjecture 7.5.1]. In other
words, it means that the S-dual of the symplectic variety T ∗Sp(2n)×C2n

− equipped
with the hamiltonian action of Sp(2n) × Sp(2n), is M ⟲ SO(2n + 1) × Sp(2n).
(Note that due to the twisting by the square root of the determinant line bun-
dle, the second factor Sp(2n) corresponds under the S-duality to its metaplectic
Langlands dual Sp(2n).)

1.4. The subject of this paper. In the present note we confirm the converse
claim: the S-dual of M ⟲ SO(2n + 1) × Sp(2n) is T ∗Sp(2n) × C2n

− ⟲ Sp(2n) ×
Sp(2n). That is, we construct an equivalence of categories

D
Sp(2n)×Sp(2n)
perf

(
C[Sp(2n)]⊗ Sym•(sp(2n)[−2])⊗ Sym•(Π(C2n

− )[−1])
)

∼−→W-modSO(2n+1)O×Sp(2n)O,lc.

1.5. The global conjecture. Another very important point of [BZSV] is that the
local relative Langlands duality is expected to give rise to certain global geometric
(“period”) representation of automorphic L-functions. The precise formulation
of [BZSV] is in the case when the spectral side is of cotangent type and when there
is no anomaly. Hopefully, both assumptions can be overcome. We are not going
to discuss how to do this in general, however, we are going to present a conjecture
in the above case, which we would like to think of as a natural extension of the
setting of [BZSV, Section 12] to our setting.

Let C be a smooth projective irreducible curve over C.2 For an algebraic group
G we denote by BunG the moduli stack of G-bundles on C; in the case when
G = Sp(2n) we shall also consider the twisted version of BunSp(2n) which we shall
denote by BunωSp(2n) — it classifies vector bundles M on C of rank 2n equipped

with a non-degenerate skew-symmetric form Λ2(M) → ωC . We have a natural
morphism ι : BunωSp(2n) ×BunSO(2n+1) → BunωSp(2n(2n+1)). Let Θ denote the theta-
sheaf of [L1] on BunωSp(2n(2n+1)). This is actually a sheaf twisted by the square root

2A similar discussion should make sense in the ℓ-adic setting when C is a curve over a finite
field; however in that case we do not know how to formulate a precise conjecture.
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of the natural determinant bundle on BunωSp(2n(2n+1)). Consider now ι!Θ. This is
a sheaf on BunSp(2n) ×BunSO(2n+1) twisted by the square root of the determinant
line bundle along the first factor.

It is expected (cf. [GS]) that the twisted global geometric Langlands duality
should assign to any sheaf F on BunωSp(2n) × BunSO(2n+1) twisted by the square
root of the determinant bundle along the first factor an ind-coherent sheaf L(F)
(with nilpotent singular support) on LocSysSp(2n)(C)×LocSysSp(2n)(C) where for
an algebraic group H over C we denote by LocSysH(C) the moduli stack of de
Rham H-local systems on C.3

To formulate our conjecture we need to introduce the following notation. Let E
be a symplectic local system on C. For simplicity let us assume that H0

dR(C,E) =
H2

dR(C,E) = 0 where the subscript dR stands for de Rham cohomology. The
space H1

dR(C,E) has a canonical symmetric non-degenerate bilinear form; it also
has a canonical maximal isotropic subspace LE which is equal to the image of
H0(C,E⊗ΩC) in H

1
dR(C,E). We set SE to be the corresponding spinor represen-

tation of the Clifford algebra Cliff(H1
dR(C,E)) of H1

dR(C,E) (by definition, it is
induced from the trivial representation of Λ(LE)) which is naturally a subalgebra
of Cliff(H1

dR(C,E))).
The following conjecture appears in a slightly weaker form in [L2, Conjecture

1.2.4] for n = 1:

Conjecture 1.5.1. (1) There exists a sheaf Θ∨ on LocSysSp(2n)(C) such that

L(i!Θ) is equal to ∆∗Θ
∨ where ∆ : LocSysSp(2n)(C) → LocSysSp(2n)(C)×

LocSysSp(2n)(C) is the diagonal embedding.
(2) The fiber of Θ∨ at E as above is equal to SE.

Corollary 1.5.2. Let Ψ denote the natural functor from D(BunSO(2n+1)) to

D−1/2(Bun
ω
Sp(2n)) defined by the kernel i!Θ (here D−1/2(Bun

Ω
Sp(2n)) stands for

the corresponding twisted category of D-modules). Let Ψ∗ denote the functor in
the opposite direction given by D(i!Θ) (Verdier duality). Let also E be as above
and let AE be a Hecke eigen-D-module on BunSO(2n+1)) with eigenvalue E. Then
Ψ∗ ◦Ψ(AE) ≃ AE ⊗ Cliff(H1

dR(C,E)).

Note that Cliff(H1
dR(C,E)) can be thought of as a categorification of the value of

the L-function of E at 1/2, so the above corollary is a version of the correspondence
between period sheaves and L-sheaves which is the main subject of [BZSV].

1.6. Acknowledgments. We are grateful to D. Gaiotto, N. Gurevich, S. Lysenko
and H. Nakajima for the inspiring discussions. Our note follows in the footsteps
of an unpublished work by T.-H. Chen and J. Wang, cf. [CW].

3In the untwisted case (in the de Rham setting) the global geometric Langlands conjecture
has been recently proved, but the twisted case so far remains completely open.
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2. Setup

2.1. Weyl algebra. Let V = C2n be a symplectic vector space; the symplectic
pairing is denoted by ⟨, ⟩. Let V ′ = C2n+1 be a vector space equipped with a
nondegenerate symmetric pairing (, ). We set M := V ′⊗V and equip it with the
tensor product symplectic form, also do be denoted by ⟨, ⟩.

The symplectic form on M extends to the same named C-valued symplectic
form on MK : ⟨f, g⟩ = Res⟨f, g⟩Kdt. We denote by W the completion of the Weyl
algebra of (MK, ⟨ , ⟩) with respect to the left ideals generated by the compact
subspaces of MK. It has an irreducible representation C[MO].

We consider the dg-category W-mod of discrete W-modules. We recall this is a
renormalization of the naive derived category W-modnaive of discrete W modules,
or more carefully its canonical dg-enhancement, defined as follows.

For each compact open subspace K ⊂ MK, consider the module UK obtained
as the quotient of W by the left ideal generated by K. Let us denote by E the pre-
triangulated envelope of all such modules UK within W-modnaive. By definition,
W-mod is the ind-completion of E. It carries a unique t-structure for which the
natural map

W-mod → W-modnaive

is t-exact.
More concretely, we may identify W with the ring of differential operators on

a Lagrangian discrete lattice L ⊂ MK, e.g. L = t−1MC[t−1]. Then W-mod is
the inverse limit of D-mod(V ) over finite dimensional subspaces U ⊂ L with
respect to the functors i!U↪→U ′ . Equivalently, W-mod is the colimit, in the sense
of cocomplete dg-categories, of D-mod(U) with respect to the functors iU↪→U ′,∗.
The following lemma is a consequence of [R, §10], see [BDFRT, Lemma 2.4.1].

Lemma 2.1.1. There is a categorical action

D-mod−1/2(Sp(M)K) ⟳ W-mod.

In particular, upon taking spherical vectors, there is an action

D-mod−1/2(GrSp(M))
Sp(M)O ⟳ (W-mod)Sp(M)O .

We have an embedding SO(V ′)O × Sp(V )O ↪→ Sp(M)O, and we denote by

W-modSO(V ′)O×Sp(V )O the category of SO(V ′)O × Sp(V )O-invariants in W-mod.

Furthermore, we denote by W-modSO(V ′)O×Sp(V )O,lc the category of locally com-
pact objects of W-modSO(V ′)O×Sp(V )O . (Recall that an equivariant object is called
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locally compact if it becomes a compact object of W-mod after forgetting the
equivariant structure.)

2.2. Main theorem. We consider a dg-superalgebra with trivial dif-
ferential A• := C[Sp(V )] ⊗ Sym•(sp(V )[−2]) ⊗ Sym•(Π(V )[−1]) (here
Π(V ) stands for the vector space V made odd, so that Sym•(Π(V )[−1])
is infinite-dimensional). It is equipped with the following action of
Sp(V ) × Sp(V ) : (g1, g2)(g, x, v) = (g1gg

−1
2 ,Adg1 x, g1v). We also consider a

dg-algebra with trivial differential G• := Sym•(sp(V )[−2]) ⊗ Sym•(Π(V )[−1])
equipped with the following action of Sp(V ) : g(x, v) = (Adg x, gv). We have an

obvious equivalence of categories D
Sp(V )×Sp(V )
perf (A•) ∼= D

Sp(V )
perf (G•) (equivariant

perfect dg-modules).
Our goal is the following

Theorem 2.2.1. There is an equivalence of triangulated categories

Φ: D
Sp(V )×Sp(V )
perf (A•) ∼−→W-modSO(V ′)O×Sp(V )O,lc commuting with the convolution

action of the monoidal spherical Hecke category4

D
Sp(V )
perf (Sym•(sp(V )[−2]))⊗D

Sp(V )
perf (Sym•(sp(V )[−2]))

∼= D-mod(GrSO(V ′))
SO(V ′)O ⊗D-mod−1/2(GrSp(V ))

Sp(V )O .

The proof occupies the rest of the paper.

3. The proof

3.1. The two Hecke actions can be identified. We identify W with
differential operators on (V ′ ⊗ V )K/(V

′ ⊗ V )O, and consider a D-module

E0: the delta-function of the origin. Then E0 ∈ W -modSO(V ′)O×Sp(V )O

is the unit object. We denote by ϕSp (resp. ϕSO) the geometric

Satake equivalence Rep(Sp(V )) ∼−→ D-mod−1/2(GrSp(V ))
Sp(V )O,♡ (resp.

Rep(Sp(V )) ∼−→D-mod(GrSO(V ′))
SO(V ′)O,♡) (hearts of the natural t-structures).

Lemma 3.1.1. Under the convolution actions of D-mod(GrSO(V ′))
SO(V ′)O,♡ and

D-mod−1/2(GrSp(V ))
Sp(V )O,♡ on W -modSO(V ′)O×Sp(V )O, for any representation U of

Sp(V ), the convolution actions ϕSO(U)∗E0 and ϕSp(U)∗E0, coincide (compatibly
with the tensor structures).

Proof. It suffices to
a) identify the two convolution actions for the generator V of Rep(Sp(V ));
b) under the above identification to identify the direct summands

4For the equivalence of first factors, see [BF], and for the equivalence of second factors,
see [DLYZ].



RELATIVE LANGLANDS DUALITY FOR osp(2n+ 1|2n) 7

E0 = ϕSp(C) ∗ E0 ⊂ ϕSp(V ) ∗ ϕSp(V ) ∗ E0
∼= ϕSp(V ) ∗ ϕSO(V ) ∗ E0

∼= ϕSO(V ) ∗ ϕSp(V ) ∗ E0
∼= ϕSO(V ) ∗ ϕSO(V ) ∗ E0 ⊃ ϕSO(C) ∗ E0 = E0,

corresponding to the embedding of the direct summand C ⊂ V⊗V in Rep(Sp(V )).
a) We view W -mod as D-modules on (V ′ ⊗ V )K/(V

′ ⊗ V )O, then both
ϕSO(V ) ∗ E0 and ϕSp(V ) ∗ E0 are supported on t−1(V ′ ⊗ V )O/(V

′ ⊗ V )O.
Here is a description of these D-modules. Recall the D-module

exp(f) ∈ D-mod
(
GrωSp(M) × ((t−1MO)/MO)

)Sp(M)O from [BFT, §2.13].
Here GrωSp(M) is the minimal orbit in GrSp(M), but M was denoted by V in loc.cit.
The embedding SO(V ′)×Sp(V ) ↪→ Sp(M) gives rise to embeddings Q ↪→ GrωSp(M)

and Grmin
Sp(V ) ↪→ GrωSp(M). Here Q ⊂ GrSO(V ′) is the minuscule SO(V ′)O-orbit, and

Grmin
Sp(V ) ⊂ GrSp(V ) is the minimal Sp(V )O-orbit. We denote by FQ (resp. Fmin)

the restriction of exp(f) to Q× (t−1MO)/MO (resp. to Grmin
Sp(V ) × (t−1MO)/MO).

Then ϕSO(V ) ∗ E0 = pr2∗FQ, and ϕSp(V ) ∗ E0 = pr2∗Fmin, where pr2 stands for
the projection to the (t−1MO)/MO factor. (Note that the extension of Fmin to
Grmin

Sp(V ) × (t−1MO)/MO is clean.)
Since the image of Q is contained in the fixed point set of the loop rotation in

GrωSp(M), it follows that FQ is a regular D-module, and ϕSO(V ) ∗ E0 = pr2∗FQ is
a regular D-module as well. Moreover, ϕSp(V ) ∗ E0 = pr2∗Fmin is also regular.
Indeed, pr2∗Fmin = pr∗p∗Fmin, where

p : Grmin
Sp(V ) × (t−1MO)/MO → P((t−1VO)/VO)× (t−1MO)/MO

is the projection (contraction by the loop rotation action) in the first factor,
and pr : P((t−1VO)/VO)× (t−1MO)/MO → (t−1MO)/MO is the second projection.
But p∗Fmin is already a regular D-module whose support along (t−1MO)/MO is
contained in a quadratic cone f = 0 (notation of [BFT, §2.13]).
Now that we know that both ϕSO(V ) ∗ E0 and ϕSp(V ) ∗ E0 are regular, we

describe the corresponding constructible (perverse) sheaves.
Let C ⊂ V ′ ⊗ V ∼= t−1(V ′ ⊗ V )O/(V

′ ⊗ V )O be the cone formed by all the
tensors of the form v′ ⊗ v, where v′ ∈ V ′

0 (the cone of isotropic vectors). Then C
has two small resolutions: ((V ′

0∖{0})×V ))/C×
hyperb, and (V ′

0×(V ∖{0}))/C×
hyperb

(note that the second “resolution” is only rationally smooth). The pushforwards
of the constant sheaves coincide with ϕSO(V ) ∗ E0 and ϕSp(V ) ∗ E0 respectively;
and they both coincide with the Goresky-MacPherson sheaf of C. This completes
the identification in a).

b) We have Hom(E0, ϕSp(V )∗ϕSp(V )∗E0) = Hom(ϕSp(V )∗E0, ϕSp(V )∗E0) =
Hom(ICC , ICC) = C. So the direct summand E0 in ϕSp(V ) ∗ ϕSp(V ) ∗ E0 is
uniquely determined. Similarly, the direct summand E0 in ϕSO(V ) ∗ ϕSO(V ) ∗E0

is uniquely determined and must coincide with the former summand under the
identification in b). □
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3.2. The Hecke action generates W -modSO(V ′)O×Sp(V )O. We first classify ir-
reducible GL(N)O × GL(N)O-equivariant D-modules on Mat(N × N,K). Here
by D-modules we mean the ones with support in a lattice in Mat(N × N,K)
invariant under translations by a smaller lattice. Thus we need to classify the
GL(N)O × GL(N)O-orbits in Mat(N × N,K) invariant under translations by a
lattice. These orbits are exactly the ones in GL(N)K, and they are indexed by
the length N signatures λ.

Note that Oµ lies in Oλ iff

λ1 ≥ µ1, λ1 + λ2 ≥ µ1 + µ2, . . . , λ1 + · · ·+ λN ≥ µ1 + · · ·+ µN .

The last condition is different from the usual definition of dominating order, where
we require λ1 + · · ·+ λN = µ1 + · · ·+ µN . Indeed, Mat(N ×N,K) is connected,
while π0(GL(N)K) = Z.

Similarly, one proves

Lemma 3.2.1. The GL(M)O×GL(N)O-orbits in Mat(M×N,K) invariant under
translations by a sublattice are indexed by the set of length M signatures (we
assume M ≤ N). An orbit Oλ has a representative (t−λ, 0) (the last N − M
columns are all zero).

The Fourier transform gives an equivalence

D-mod(Mat(M×N,K))GL(M)O×GL(N)O ∼−→D-mod(Mat(N×M,K))GL(N)O×GL(M)O .

The irreducible objects in both sides are indexed by the (translation invariant)
orbits of GL(N)O × GL(M)O, i.e. by the length M signatures. Hence we obtain
an involution FT of the set of length M signatures.

Lemma 3.2.2. FT(λ1 ≥ . . . ≥ λM) = (−λM ≥ . . . ≥ −λ1)

Proof. The Fourier transform is compatible with the action of GL(N)K×GL(M)K,
and hence is compatible with the Hecke action. But duality induces the Chevalley
involution on the Hecke category. □

Now we take M = 2n, N = 2n + 1, and realize SO(V ′) × Sp(V ) as the
(connected component of the) fixed point set of an appropriate involution on
GL(N)×GL(M). The argument of [BFT, §2.6] establishes

Corollary 3.2.3. The irreducible objects of W -modSO(V ′)O×Sp(V )O,♡ are indexed
by the cone of dominant weights of Sp(V ). Hence W -modSO(V ′)O×Sp(V )O is gen-
erated by a collection od objects ϕSO(U) ∗ E0, U ∈ Rep(Sp(V )).

3.3. A deequivariantized Ext-algebra. Making use of the convolution action
Rep(Sp(V )) ⟳ W -modSO(V ′)O×Sp(V )O , we consider the deequivariantized category
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W -mod
SO(V ′)O×Sp(V )O
deeq . Recall the unit object E0 in W -modSO(V ′)O×Sp(V )O intro-

duced in §3.1. We will keep the same notation E0 for the corresponding object

in W -mod
SO(V ′)O×Sp(V )O
deeq .

The following lemma is proved the same way as [BFT, Lemma 2.7.1].

Lemma 3.3.1. The dg-algebra RHom
W -mod

SO(V ′)O×Sp(V )O
deeq

(E0, E0) is formal, i.e. it

is quasiisomorphic to the graded algebra Ext•
W -mod

SO(V ′)O×Sp(V )O
deeq

(E0, E0) with trivial

differential.

We denote the dg-algebra Ext•
W -mod

SO(V ′)O×Sp(V )O
deeq

(E0, E0) (with trivial differen-

tial) by E•. Since it is an Ext-algebra in the deequivariantized category between
objects induced from the original category, it is automatically equipped with
an action of Sp(V ), and we can consider the corresponding triangulated category

D
Sp(V )
perf (E•). The following lemma is proved the same way as [BFT, Lemma 2.7.2],

making use of Corollary 3.2.3.

Lemma 3.3.2. There is a canonical equivalence D
Sp(V )
perf (E•) ∼−→

W -modSO(V ′)O×Sp(V )O.

We choose a decomposition V = L⊕L∗ of V into a direct sum of two transversal
Lagrangian subspaces. It defines a Siegel Levi subgroup GL(L) ⊂ Sp(V ). We
choose Kostant slices Σgl ⊂ gl(L) and Σsp ⊂ sp(V ). Making use of the trace forms,
we identify H•

GL(L)O
(pt) ∼= C[Σgl] and H

•
Sp(V )O

(pt) ∼= C[Σsp] ∼= H•
SO(V ′)O

(pt).

Restricting the equivariance from Sp(V )O to GL(L)O, we obtain the deequiv-

ariantized Ext-algebra Ẽ• := Ext•
W -mod

SO(V ′)O×GL(L)O
deeq

(E0, E0).

The purity argument used in the proofs of Lemmas 3.3.1 and 3.3.2 also estab-
lishes the following

Lemma 3.3.3. (1) E• is a free module over H•
SO(V ′)O×Sp(V )O

(pt) ∼= C[Σsp × Σsp].

(2) Ẽ• ∼= C[Σsp × Σgl]⊗C[Σsp×Σsp] E
•.

Now we can prove

Lemma 3.3.4. The algebras E•, Ẽ• are commutative.

Proof. Making use of the SO(V ′) × GL(L)-invariant decomposition V ′ ⊗ V =
V ′ ⊗ L⊕ V ′ ⊗ L∗, we identify the categories

W -modSO(V ′)O×GL(L)O ∼= D-mod((V ′ ⊗ L)K)
SO(V ′)O×GL(L)O .

The action of the central Gm ⊂ GL(L) ⊂ GL(L)O contracts (V ′ ⊗ L)K
to the origin. Hence by the Localization Theorem we have an

isomorphism Ẽ•
loc ≃ Ext•

D-mod(pt)
SO(V ′)O×GL(L)O
deeq

(δ0, δ0)loc. Here for a



10 A.BRAVERMAN, M.FINKELBERG, D.KAZHDAN, AND R.TRAVKIN

module M over H•
SO(V ′)O×GL(L)O

(pt) ∼= C[Σsp × Σgl] we denote by
Mloc the extension of scalars to the field of fractions. Obviously,
Ext•

D-mod(pt)
SO(V ′)O×GL(L)O
deeq

(δ0, δ0)loc ≃ C[Sp(V ) × Σsp × Σgl]loc is commuta-

tive. By Lemma 3.3.3, Ẽ• embeds into Ẽ•
loc. Hence Ẽ• is commutative, and E• is

commutative as well. □

Recall that G• := Sym•(sp(V )[−2]) ⊗ Sym•(Π(V )[−1]) (see §2.2). We con-
struct a homomorphism ψ : G• → E• as follows. First, the derived Satake equiv-

alence D
Sp(V )
perf (Sym•(sp(V )[−2])) ∼= D-mod(GrSO(V ′))

SO(V ′)O along with the con-

volution action D-mod(GrSO(V ′))
SO(V ′)O ⟳ W -modSO(V ′)O×Sp(V )O gives rise to a

homomorphism Sym•(sp(V )[−2]) → E•. Second, the computation of ϕSO(V )∗E0

in the proof of Lemma 3.1.1 produces a canonical nonzero element of cohomo-
logical degree 1 in ι!0(ϕSO(V ) ∗ E0). Here ι0 stands for the embedding of the
origin into the colattice (V ′ ⊗ V )K/(V

′ ⊗ V )O, and E0 = δ0 as a D-module over
(V ′ ⊗ V )K/(V

′ ⊗ V )O. Since Ext•
W -modSO(V ′)O×Sp(V )O

(E0, ϕSO(V ) ∗ E0 ⊗ V ∗) is a

direct summand of E• (and we have V ∗ ∼= V ), we obtain the desired embedding
V [−1] ↪→ E•.
By Lemma 3.3.2, in order to establish the equivalence of Theorem 2.2.1, it

remains to prove the following

Proposition 3.3.5. The homomorphism ψ : G• → E• is an isomorphism.

Its proof will be given in §3.5 after some preparation from Invariant Theory.

3.4. A pseudo-slice. We choose two transversal Lagrangian subspaces V = L⊕
L∗ as in §3.3. We choose a regular sl2-triple (e, h, f) in sp(V ) such that L =
Ker(fn), and L∗ = Ker(en). We choose a vector v∗0 ∈ L∗ ∖ Ker(en−1) such
that ⟨v∗0, fv∗0⟩ = 1. The Kostant slice Σsp = e + zsp(V )(f). We define Σ :=
Σsp × (v∗0 + L) ⊂ sp(V )⊕ V .
According to [S, row 3 of Table 4a], C[sp(V ) ⊕ V ]Sp(V ) is a polynomial alge-

bra with 2n generators Tr(x2), . . . ,Tr x2n, ⟨v, xv⟩, . . . , ⟨v, x2n−1v⟩. Note that the
projection π : Σ → (sp(V ) ⊕ V )//Sp(V ) ∼= (sp(V ))//Sp(V ) × (sp(V ))//Sp(V ) ∼=
Σsp × Σsp ≃ A2n, (x, v) 7→ [x], [x − v2], is a surjective (ramified) cover of degree
2n. This cover is not Galois for n > 1. In fact, for any n ≥ 1, the projection
sp(V )⊕ V ↠ (sp(V )⊕ V )//Sp(V ) ∼= Σsp × Σsp admits no Weierstraß section.
Note that the Lagrangian subspace L is invariant with respect to x − v2 for

(x, v) ∈ Σ. We consider the composed map Σ → gl(L) → gl(L)//GL(L) =: Σgl,
(x, v) 7→ Spec(x − v2). Together with the first projection Σ → Σsp, (x, v) 7→ x,
we obtain a morphism ϖ : Σ → Σsp × Σgl.

Lemma 3.4.1. The map ϖ : Σ → Σsp × Σgl is an isomorphism.

Proof. The map ϖ takes (x, v∗0 + ℓ) ∈ Σ to (x, Spec(prL(x) + v∗0 ⊗ ℓ)), where
prL : sp(V ) → gl(L) is the projection to the L-block with respect to decomposition



RELATIVE LANGLANDS DUALITY FOR osp(2n+ 1|2n) 11

V = L ⊕ L∗. We set vi := fn+1−iv∗0 ∈ Ker(f i) ∖ Ker(f i−1), and set v = v∗0 +∑n
i=1 aivi. Let t

n+
∑n

i=1 cit
n−i be the characteristic polynomial of prL(x)+v

∗
0⊗ℓ.

Then ci = κiai + φi, where κi ̸= 0 is a constant, while φi is a function of aj,
1 ≤ j < i, and coordinates on Σsp. □

Lemma 3.4.2. The saturation Sp(V ) · Σ ⊂ sp(V ) ⊕ V of Σ is a constructible
subset of sp(V ) ⊕ V . It contains an open subset U whose complement Z has
codimension 2.

Proof. The image of the morphism Sp(V )×Σ → sp(V )×V ×LGr(V ) (Lagrangian
Grassmannian), (g, x, v) 7→ (Adg(x), gv, gL), contains a locally closed subvariety
X ⊂ sp(V )× V × LGr(V ) consisting of triples (x′, v′, L′) satisfying the following
conditions:

a) x′ ∈ sp(V ) is a regular element,
b) x′ − v′2 ∈ sp(V ) preserves L′,
c) v′ (mod L′) is a cyclic vector for x′ − v′2 (mod L′).

Furthermore, the natural morphism Sp(V ) × Σ → sp(V ) ⊕ V ,
(g, x, v) 7→ (Adg(x) − (gv)2, gv), factors as the composition Sp(V ) × Σ →
sp(V )× V × LGr(V ) → sp(V )⊕ V , where the second morphism takes (x′, v′, L′)
to (x′ − v′2, v′).
So we must find the desired open subspace U in the image of X in sp(V )⊕ V .

If x′ − v′2 has a zero eigenvalue (a codimension 1 condition), then for (x′, v′)
in the image of X, the corresponding component v′0 is a cyclic vector for the
corresponding block (x′ − v′2)0. The complement to the set of such pairs has
codimension 1. All in all, the set of pairs (x′, v′) such that x′−v′2 is not invertible,
and v′0 is not a cyclic vector for (x′ − v′2)0 has codimension 2 in sp(V )⊕ V .
Now if x′−v′2 is invertible, for each pair of opposite eigenvalues (λ,−λ), either

the corresponding component v′λ is a cyclic vector for the corresponding block
(x′ − v′2)λ, or v

′
−λ is a cyclic vector for (x′ − v′2)−λ. The complement to the set

of such pairs again has codimension 2 in sp(V )⊕ V .
This completes the proof of the lemma. □

We consider the fibre product (over the second copy of Σsp = sp(V )//Sp(V ))
M := (sp(V )⊕ V )×Σsp Σgl. The above maps Σ → sp(V )⊕ V and Σ → Σgl give
rise to a closed embedding Σ ↪→ M.

Corollary 3.4.3. (1) We have M//Sp(V ) = Σsp × Σgl, and Σ ↪→ M is a Weier-
straß section of the Sp(V )-action.

(2) C[sp(V )⊕ V ] = C[Σ× Sp(V )]×C(M) C(sp(V )⊕ V ).

3.5. Equivariant cohomology. Recall from the proof of Lemma 3.4.2
that Σ is equipped with a Gm-action. It corresponds to the half-grading
in the RHS of the isomorphism C[Σ] ∼= H•

SO(V ′)O×GL(L)O
(pt). We have

a functor χ : Rep(Sp(V )) → VectGm(Σ) (Gm-equivariant vector bundles),
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U 7→ H•
SO(V ′)O×GL(L)O

((V ′ ⊗ L)K, ϕSO(U) ∗ E0). Here we view ϕSO(U) ∗ E0 as an

SO(V ′)O ×GL(L)O-equivariant D-module on (V ′ ⊗ L)K.

Lemma 3.5.1. χ is a tensor functor.

Proof. We equip W -modSO(V ′)O×GL(L)O ∼= D-mod((V ′ ⊗ L)K)
SO(V ′)O×GL(L)O with

the fusion tensor structure. Then the functor

Rep(Sp(V )) → D-mod((V ′ ⊗ L)K)
SO(V ′)O×GL(L)O , U 7→ ϕSO(U) ∗ E0

is a tensor functor. Its essential image lies in the full subcategory

D-mod((V ′ ⊗ L)K)
SO(V ′)O×GL(L)O
ss of semisimple D-modules in the heart of the

natural t-structure. The functor D-mod((V ′ ⊗ L)K)
SO(V ′)O×GL(L)O
ss → VectGm(Σ),

F 7→ H•
SO(V ′)O×GL(L)O

((V ′ ⊗ L)K, ϕSO(U) ∗ E0) is also a tensor functor. Indeed,

consider the dilation action of Gm on (V ′ ⊗ L)K. It coincides with the action
of the central Gm ⊂ GL(L) ⊂ SO(V ′) × GL(L) ⊂ SO(V ′)O × GL(L)O. It
contracts (V ′ ⊗ L)K to the origin, and F is a monodromic D-module. Hence
H•

SO(V ′)O×GL(L)O
((V ′ ⊗ L)K, ϕSO(U) ∗ E0) ∼= i∗0F, where i0 stands for the

embedding of the origin into (V ′ ⊗ L)K. So the desired tensor property is
the simplest instance of the commutation of nearby cycles and hyperbolic
restriction [N1, Proposition 5.4.1(2)].

Finally, the tensor property of χ follows since it is a composition of two tensor
functors. □

The tensor functor χ defines a Gm-equivariant Sp(V )-torsor T over Σ. The
deequivariantized Ext-algebra E• by definition acts on C[Sp(V )] ∗ E0, and we
obtain a morphism T → SpecE. In other words, we obtain a morphism α : Σ →
SpecE/Sp(V ) (the stacky quotient).

The homomorphism ψ : G• → E• of Proposition 3.3.5 gives rise to the same
named Gm × Sp(V )-equivariant morphism of spectra Spec(E) → Spec(G) =
sp(V )⊕ V . Consider the composition

Σ
α−→ Spec(E)/Sp(V )

ψ−→ (sp(V )⊕ V )/Sp(V ).

Lemma 3.5.2. (1) The composition ψ◦α coincides (up to a unique isomorphism)
with the tautological morphism Σ → (sp(V )⊕ V )/Sp(V ).
(2) The Sp(V )-torsor T → Σ is trivialized: T ∼= Sp(V )× Σ.

Proof. (1) We know that the further composition Σ → SpecE/Sp(V ) →
SpecG/Sp(V ) → (sp(V ) ⊕ V )//Sp(V ) is the tautological map Σ → Σsp × Σsp

since our monoidal functor is compatible with the action of E• on E0.
We also know that ψ ◦ α : Σ → (sp(V ) ⊕ V )/Sp(V ) is equivariant with
respect to the Gm-action on sp(V ) ⊕ V given by (2ρ∨ − 2, 2ρ∨ − 1) (that is
c(x, v) = (c−2Ad2ρ∨(c) x, c

−1(2ρ∨(c))v)).



RELATIVE LANGLANDS DUALITY FOR osp(2n+ 1|2n) 13

So we have to check that there is a unique Gm-equivariant morphism γ : Σ →
(sp(V ) ⊕ V )/Sp(V ) whose composition with the map (sp(V ) ⊕ V )/Sp(V ) →
(sp(V )⊕ V )//Sp(V ) is the tautological map Σ → Σsp × Σsp.

First we check that the base point 0 ∈ Σ must go to (the orbit of) the point
(e, v∗0) ∈ sp(V ) ⊕ V . Indeed, the first component of γ(0) must be a regular
nilpotent in sp(V ): otherwise the composition of γ with the first projection
(sp(V )⊕ V )/Sp(V ) → sp(V )//Sp(V ) = Σsp will not be smooth at 0 ∈ Σ (the dif-
ferential will not be surjective). So we can assume that the first component of γ(0)
is e ∈ sp(V ). The second component of γ(0) must be a Gm-fixed point in V , so it
is cv∗0 for a constant c, and we must prove that c = ±1. It is easy to see that other-
wise the ramification locus of the map Σ → Σsp×Σsp obtained as the composition
of γ with the projection (sp(V )⊕ V )/Sp(V ) → (sp(V )⊕ V )//Sp(V ) = Σsp ×Σsp,
does not contain Σsp×{0}. This contradicts our assumption since the tautological
map Σ → Σsp × Σsp is ramified over Σsp × {0}.

Now consider the Borel subalgebra b ⊂ sp(V ) containing f . Let u be the nilpo-
tent radical of b, and let U ⊂ Sp(V ) be the corresponding unipotent subgroup.
The attractor A to the point (e, v∗0) of the Gm-action on sp(V )⊕V is {(e+b, v∗0+
L)}. It remains to note that given a Gm-equivariant morphism γ : Σ → A such
that the composition of γ with the projectionA → (sp(V )⊕V )//Sp(V ) = Σsp×Σsp

is the tautological map Σ → Σsp ×Σsp, there is a morphism Υ: Σ → U such that
γ = AdΥ(σ). Here σ : Σ ↪→ sp(V ) ⊕ V is the canonical embedding. Indeed, the
map U×Σ → A, (u, x, v) 7→ u · σ(x, v) is an isomorphism. This completes the
proof of (1).

(2) follows since the tautological morphism Σ → (sp(V ) ⊕ V )/Sp(V ) arises
from the following map of the trivial Sp(V )-torsor Sp(V ) × Σ into sp(V ) ⊕ V ,
(g, x, v) 7→ g · σ(x, v). □

Now we can prove Proposition 3.3.5. Recall the algebras Ẽ ⊂ Ẽloc intro-
duced in §3.3. (We ignore the gradings from now on, so we omit the super-

script •.) Similarly, we introduce an algebra G̃ := C[M] (recall from §3.4 that
M := (sp(V )⊕V )×Σsp Σgl, and G = C[sp(V )⊕V ]). Then the homomorphism ψ

of Proposition 3.3.5 induces ψ̃ : G̃ → Ẽ. From the proof of Lemma 3.3.4 we know

that ψ̃ is injective, since both G̃ and Ẽ embed into G̃loc ≃ Ẽloc. It follows that ψ is
an embeddingG ↪→ E ⊂ Frac(G) = C(sp(V )⊕V ). Hence we may view an element
f ∈ E as a rational function on sp(V )⊕V . We know that the pullback of this ra-
tional function to Sp(V )×Σ (under the natural morphism Sp(V )×Σ → sp(V )⊕V ,
(g, x, v) 7→ g · σ(x, v)) is regular by Lemma 3.5.2. By Corollary 3.4.3(2) we con-
clude that f is regular. Hence the embedding ψ : G ↪→ E is an equality.

This completes the proof of Proposition 3.3.5 along with Theorem 2.2.1.
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