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PERVERSE SHEAVES ON THE SEMI-INFINITE FLAG VARIETY AND

REPRESENTATIONS OF THE FROBENIUS KERNEL

EMILIEN ZABETH

Abstract. We study a category of Iwahori-equivariant modular perverse sheaves on
some avatar of the semi-infinite flag variety, by adapting the work of Arkhipov-Bezrukavnikov-
Braverman-Gaitsgory-Mirković. We then construct a functor between the latter category
and the category of graded representations of the Frobenius kernel, and conjecture that
this functor is an equivalence.
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1. Introduction

Let k be a finite field of characteristic ℓ. In this paper, we study a category of
modular (with coefficients in k) perverse sheaves PervIu(F l

∞
2 ) on the semi-infinite flag

variety associated with a reductive algebraic group G defined over an algebraically closed
field F of prime characteristic p 6= ℓ. Under certain conditions on ℓ and G, we construct an
exact functor between the latter category and the extended principal block Rep[0](Ǧ1Ť) of

the category of Ǧ1Ť-modules, where Ǧ1 is the Frobenius kernel of Ǧ, the split reductive
group over k whose Frobenius twist coincides with the Langlands dual group of G over k,
and Ť ⊂ Ǧ is a maximal torus. This functor is expected to be an equivalence, and we give
a condition under which it is. Here, the semi-infinite flag variety F l

∞
2 is constructed using

the Drinfeld compactification space BunN− , and our proof follows closely the steps taken
in [ABB+05], where the authors work with coefficients of characteristic zero. Namely, we

construct a functor between PervIu(F l
∞
2 ) and the category of modules over the “regular

perverse sheaf”– which is known to be equivalent to Rep[0](Ǧ1Ť) thanks to the recent work

of Achar-Riche [AR22]. The key result in the construction is the fact that the IC-sheaf on

the stack BunN− satisfies the Hecke eigensheaf property with respect to Rep(Ǧ(1)) (see
Proposition 6.5). This result was known for characteristic zero coefficients and used in the
context of the geometric Langlands program (see [BFGM02]), but had not been observed
yet (to the knowledge of the author) in the case of positive characteristic.
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2 EMILIEN ZABETH

1.1. Representations of the Frobenius kernel. We fix a Borel subgroup B ⊂ G and a
maximal torus T ⊂ B. Let Fr : Ǧ → Ǧ

(1) denote the Frobenius endomorphism, and
Ǧ1 be its kernel. If we let L(λ) be the simple Ǧ-module associated with a dominant
character λ of Ť, then L(λ) remains simple as a Ǧ1-module when λ is ℓ-restricted, and
any simple Ǧ1-module is obtained as such a restriction. Thus (thanks to Steinberg’s tensor
product formula), the understanding of simple Ǧ1-modules is equivalent to that of simple
Ǧ-modules (under the assumption that the derived subgroup of Ǧ is simply connected).

For technical reasons, it is often more convenient to work with Ǧ1Ť -modules. Simple

Ǧ1Ť-modules {L̂(λ), λ ∈ X∗(Ť)} are labeled by the lattice of characters X∗(Ť), and

remain simple when viewed as Ǧ1-modules. For each λ ∈ X∗(Ť), the object L̂(λ) is

defined as the socle of the baby co-Verma module Ẑ ′(λ), and coincides with the head of

the baby Verma module Ẑ(λ).
A central question in the theory of modular representations of algebraic groups is to

understand how baby Verma modules decompose in the basis of simple modules in the
Grothendieck group of Rep(Ǧ1Ť), as one would then get character formulas for simple
modules. Recent progress have been obtained by Riche-Williamson in [RW21], where the
authors obtain a formula – proved in the case where ℓ ≥ 2h − 1, where h is the Coxeter
number of Ǧ – involving the ℓ-canonical basis of the affine Hecke algebra. Their proof does
not rely on a geometric model for the category Rep(Ǧ1Ť), but rather on the geometric
Satake equivalence, which gives a geometric model for the category of Ǧ-modules. The
goal of this paper is to obtain a geometric model for the category of Ǧ1Ť-modules (or
rather the principal block of this category), with the hope that one might be able to use
new techniques afforded by the geometry for the understanding of the characters of simple
modules.

We will in fact restrict our attention to the extended principal block Rep[0](Ǧ1Ť)

of the category of Ǧ1Ť-modules, whose understanding is sufficient for the study of the
general case (we assume for this that ℓ > h). This is the Serre subcategory of Rep(Ǧ1Ť)
generated by the family

{L̂(w •ℓ 0) | w ∈Wext},

where •ℓ denotes the “dot” action of the extended affine Weyl group Wext :=W ⋉X∗(Ť)
on the affine space X∗(Ť)⊗Z R.

Remark 1.1. In view of [RW22], it would be desirable to obtain a geometric model for
the whole category Rep(Ǧ1Ť), instead of merely the principal block. Indeed, assume that
there exists a space X (for instance an ind-algebraic stack over F), endowed with an action
of the multiplicative group Gm and an equivalence of categories

(1.1) Perv(X)
∼
−→ Rep(Ǧ1Ť),

(where the category Perv(X) might involve an equivariance condition or “factorization”
property, cf. §5.1). Then, following the philosophy of loc. cit., the characters of pro-
jective indecomposable Ǧ1Ť-modules (which are the analogues of indecomposable tilting
Ǧ-modules) might be expressed in terms of the stalks of indecomposable parity sheaves
on the connected components of the fixed points Xµℓ , where µℓ ⊂ Gm is the subgroup of
ℓ-th roots of unity. To the knowledge of the author, there is no conjecture in the literature
concerning a space X realizing the equivalence (1.1).

1.2. The geometric Satake equivalence and Finkelberg-Mirković conjecture. The present
work builds on several other celebrated equivalences of categories. First, we have an
equivalence of monoidal categories (whose first complete proof was obtained in [MV04])

Sat : (PervG[[t]](Gr), ⋆)
∼
−→ (Repk(Ǧ

(1)),⊗k),
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where the left-hand side denotes the Satake category (equipped with a convolution prod-
uct), consisting of perverse (étale) sheaves on the affine Grassmannian Gr, with coefficients
in k and which respect an equivariance condition for the left action of the positive loop
group G[[t]] on Gr. This result is called the geometric Satake equivalence, and is ubiquitous
in this paper.

Next, denote by Rep[0](Ǧ) the extended principal block of the category Rep(Ǧ),

defined as the Serre subcategory generated by the family {L(λ), λ ∈ (Wext •ℓ 0) ∩Y
+}.

We let PervIu(Gr) denote the category of perverse sheaves on Gr with coefficients in k,
equivariant with respect to the Iwahori subgroup Iu associated with B. The latter category
admits a right action of the monoidal category (PervG[[t]](Gr), ⋆). Below, the functor
sw∗ denotes a certain auto-equivalence of the category PervG[[t]](Gr) (see §3.3 for the

definition), and W S
ext a certain subset of Wext labelling the simple objects {Lw, w ∈W

S
ext}

of PervIu(Gr). The following statement is known as the Finkelberg-Mirković conjecture
(cf. [FM99, §1.5]). It was recently proved by Bezrukavnikov-Riche (it is still conjectured
to hold when ℓ > h).

Theorem 1.2. Assume that ℓ > h, and that ℓ 6= 19 (resp. ℓ 6= 31) if Ǧ has a component of
type E7 (resp. E8). There exists an equivalence of highest weight categories

FM : PervIu(Gr)
∼
−→ Rep[0](Ǧ)

which satisfies

FM(Lw) ≃ L(w
−1 •ℓ 0) ∀w ∈W

S
ext.

Moreover, for any F ∈ PervIu(Gr), G ∈ PervG[[t]](Gr), there exists a bifunctorial isomor-
phism

FM(F ⋆ G) ≃ FM(F)⊗ Fr∗(Sat(sw∗G)).

1.3. Results of Achar-Riche. In their recent work [AR22], Achar and Riche give an incar-
nation of Rep[0](Ǧ1Ť) in terms of perverse sheaves. More precisely, they define a category

modYIu(R) consisting of Y-graded ind-objects of the category PervIu(Gr), endowed with
a right-action of the “regular perverse sheaf” R. We refer to §3 for a detailed review of
this construction. In particular, they prove that the category modYIu(R) is equivalent to

Rep[0](Ǧ1Ť) under the assumptions of Theorem 1.2 (cf. Theorem 3.27). This result will
be important for us, since it allows the theory of perverse sheaves to enter the picture.

1.4. Main statement. The main part of this paper is dedicated to the definition and study
of an “artificial” category of perverse sheaves on the semi-infinite flag variety F l

∞
2 , equi-

variant with respect to the unipotent radical of the Iwahori subgroup Iu. The idea of
considering perverse sheaves on F l

∞
2 goes back to Lusztig in the 80’s (see [Lus, §11]). It

was then defined as the quotient

G(F((t)))/T ·N(F((t))),

where t is a formal variable. The above set can be endowed with a structure of ind-scheme
(see [FM99, §4]), on which the group Iu acts. The orbits are labelled by the affine Weyl
group and their closure relations are given by Lusztig’s periodic order (these are the first
requirements for the category of Iu-equivariant perverse sheaves on it to be equivalent to
Rep[0](Ǧ1Ť)); the problem is that the closures of these orbits are schemes of infinite type

(so, in particular, are not varieties). The usual methods are therefore not suited to define
Iu-equivariant perverse sheaves on such a space.

To overcome this difficulty, a general idea is to replace a local problem by a global
problem: namely, replacing the formal disc Spec(F[[t]]) by a smooth complete curve X (for
technical simplicity, we will take X to be P1 in the main body text). The formal disc is



4 EMILIEN ZABETH

seen as the formal neighborhood of a fixed point x. This point of view led the authors of
[FM99] and [FFKM99] to consider perverse sheaves on spaces of Drinfeld compactifications
(or more precisely on quasimap spaces), and was taken up in [ABB+05] to establish an

equivalence of categories between PervIu(F l
∞
2 ) and the extended principal block of the

category of graded modules for the small quantum group (associated with Ǧ) at an ℓ-
th root of unity – the latter category being the “quantum analogue” of Rep[0](Ǧ1Ť). In
these previous references, the authors worked with sheaves whose field of coefficients is of
characteristic zero. We check that the constructions of [ABB+05] still make sense for a
field of positive characteristic. Let us give a brief overview of these constructions1 .

We denote by X (resp. Y) the lattice of characters (resp. cocharacters) of T , and
by X

+ ⊂ X the subset of dominant characters determined by B. Let also B− be the
Borel subgroup wich is opposite to B with respect to T , and N (resp. N−) be the
unipotent radical of B (resp. of N−). Fix a smooth complete curve X over F, a closed
point x ∈ X, and let BunG (resp. BunN−) denote the stack of principal G-bundles (resp.
principal N−-bundles) overX. The space BunN− is an algebraic stack locally of finite type
over F which is a “compactification” of the canonical projection BunN− → BunG, whose
construction is recalled in §4.1. For any test scheme S, a point of BunN−(S) consists of
a pair (FG, (κ

−
λ )λ∈X+), where FG ∈ BunG(S) and κ−λ : VλFG

→ OX×S is a morphism of

coherent sheaves whose dual is injective, such that the collection (κ−λ ) satisfies the Plücker
relations.

In order to get a space which is stratified by the extended affine Weyl group, we need
to introduce some variants of the previous stack. First, we consider the ind-algebraic stack

∞BunN− , where the morphism κ−λ is allowed to have a pole at x for all λ. For any ν ∈ Y,

we let ≤νBunN− be the variant where each κ−λ is now allowed to have a pole of order

≤ 〈ν, λ〉 at x (in particular, ∞BunN− is the direct limit of the stacks ≤νBunN− for ν ∈ Y),
and νBunN− be its open substack where we impose that the pole is of order exactly 〈ν, λ〉
at x. Next, in order to make the Weyl group appear in the stratification, we consider
the stacks 1

∞BunN− ,
1
≤νBunN− and 1

νBunN− , where we add a structure of level one at x
for FG (namely, an isomorphism between G and the fiber of FG at x). In particular, the
group G acts on the latter three stacks, and we denote by Iu

∞BunN− the quotient stack
N\1∞BunN− . We have an isomorphism

1
νBunN− ≃ G×

N− 1
νN

where 1
νN is the canonical N−-torsor over νBunN− (cf. §4.4). The Bruhat decomposition

of G/B− induces a “stratification” (each stratum is not necessarily smooth, since νBunN−
is not) of 1

νBunN− by Schubert strata. For x := wtν ∈Wext, we denote by

IC
∞
2
x , ∆

∞
2
x , ∇

∞
2
x

the objects of PervT (
1
∞BunN−) (where the index T stands for T -equivariant) respectively

defined as the intermediate extension, the !-extension and the ∗-extension of the IC-sheaf
on the Schubert stratum in 1

νBunN− associated with w. In particular, these objects are

equivariant with respect to N and each IC
∞
2
x is a simple object of Perv(1∞BunN−).

In the theorem below, PervIu(F l
∞
2 ) denotes a certain full subcategory of the cate-

gory of T -equivariant perverse sheaves PervT (
Iu
∞BunN−) (see §5.1). The simple objects of

PervIu(F l
∞
2 ) are the IC-sheaves {IC

∞
2
x , x ∈ Wext}. For any S ∈ PervIu(Gr), the object

S ⋆ IC
∞
2
0 denotes the object of PervIu(F l

∞
2 ) obtained by the convolution process (§6.3),

1To simplify exposition, we assume in this part that G is simply connected.
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and we put

F̃or0 : PervIu(Gr)→ PervIu(F l
∞
2 ), S 7→ S ⋆ IC

∞
2
0 .

Moreover, the monoidal category (PervG[[t]](Gr), ⋆) acts on the left on PervIu(F l
∞
2 ). Fi-

nally, recall that the forgetful functor induces a functor

For0 : Rep[0](Ǧ)→ Rep[0](Ǧ1Ť).

The following conjecture has its roots in [FM99, §1.5].

Conjecture 1.1. Assume that ℓ ≥ h. There exists an equivalence of categories

F̃M : PervIu(F l
∞
2 )

∼
−→ Rep[0](Ǧ1Ť)

such that
F̃M ◦ F̃or0 ≃ For0 ◦ FM,

satisfying

F̃M(IC
∞
2
x ) ≃ L̂(x−1 ·ℓ 0), F̃M(∇

∞
2
x ) ≃ Ẑ′(x−1 ·ℓ 0), F̃M(∆

∞
2
x ) ≃ Ẑ(x−1 ·ℓ 0)

for all x ∈Wext and

F̃M(G ⋆ F) ≃ F̃M(F)⊗ Fr∗(Sat(sw∗G))

functorially in F ∈ PervIu(F l
∞
2 ), G ∈ PervG[[t]](Gr).

Remark 1.3. (1) The strategy to prove the above conjecture is to construct a functor

from modYIu(R) to PervIu(F l
∞
2 ).

(2) The objects of PervIu(F l
∞
2 ) are perverse sheaves on Iu

∞BunN− satisfying a certain
“factorization property”. This property implies that the objects are constructible
with respect to the Schubert strata (see Remark 5.19) and that the simple objects
are labelled by Wext. From this perspective, one can think of the factorization
property as a replacement for the Iu-equivariance on F l

∞
2 .

1.5. What is done in this paper. We study the category PervIu(F l
∞
2 ), and relate it to

the category modYIu(R). For our construction to work, we need to make the following
hypothesis.

Conjecture 1.2. Let k be either a finite field or a finite extension of Qℓ. For any i ∈ Z

and closed point x ∈ BunN−, the dimension of the k-vector space Hi((ICBunN−
)x) does not

depend on the characteristic of k.

Here is our main result.

Theorem 1.4. Fix ℓ, and assume that Conjecture 1.2 holds. Then there is an exact functor

ConvHecke : modYIu(R)→ PervIu(F l
∞
2 ),

which commutes with Verdier duality, and induces a bijection between the isomorphism
classes of simple objects.

Conjecture 1.2 is expected to hold for a general reductive group G, but there is no
proof available at the moment.

Remark 1.5. In an upcoming work, Achar-Riche-Dhillon should give a proof of Conjecture
1.2 (with minor restrictions on ℓ).

Below (§5.3), we add the following observation, well-known by experts.

Proposition 1.6. Conjecture 1.2 holds when G = SLn.

We conjecture that ConvHecke is an equivalence of categories. In §9, we give a strategy
of proof for this conjecture, which follows the same steps as the analogue statement of
[ABB+05]. We plan to achieve the proof of this conjecture in future work.
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1.6. Overview. After having introduced the necessary conventions in §2, we recall the main
results of [AR22] in §3. Namely, we explain the construction of the category modYIu(R),
which consists of certain ind-objects in the category PervIu(Gr). Thanks to loc. cit.
together with [BR24], this category is equivalent to Rep[0](Ǧ1Ť) under certain hypothesis.
In §4, we recall the constructions of the main geometric objects, namely the Drinfeld
compactification and Zastava spaces. In §5, we check that the definitions of the categories
of perverse sheaves on the semi-infinite flag variety from [ABB+05] still make sense in the
modular setting. The main result of this section is that the dimensions of the stalks of

the IC-sheaf IC
∞
2
0 on BunN− do not depend on the characteristic (see Lemma 5.8) when

G = SLn. This allows us to take back the main constructions of loc. cit.. In particular,
we exhibit an action of the monoidal category (PervG[[t]](Gr), ⋆) on PervG[[t]](F l

∞
2 ), see

Proposition 6.5. This property plays a crucial role in §8, where we are able to construct a
functor modYIu(R)→ PervIu(F l

∞
2 ) which is exact, sends simple objects to simple objects,

and commutes with Verdier duality and convolution.

1.7. Acknowledgments. This work was conducted during PhD studies at the Université
Clermont Auvergne, under the supervision of Simon Riche and Geordie Williamson. I
especially want to thank S.R. for many rereadings of earlier versions.

2. Conventions

2.1. The group G. We let k be a finite field of characteristic ℓ > 0, F be an algebraically
closed field of prime characteristic p 6= ℓ, and Ǧ be a split connected reductive group over
k. We denote by G the reductive group defined over F, such that the Langlands dual
group G∨

k
over k is the Frobenius twist Ǧ(1) of Ǧ. We let T ⊂ B ⊂ G be a maximal torus

and Borel subgroup, W = NG(T )/T (where NG(T ) is the normalizer of T in G) denote
the associated Weyl group, and Řs ⊂ Ř+ ⊂ Ř (resp. Rs ⊂ R+ ⊂ R) denote the sets of
simple coroots, positive2 coroots and coroots (resp. simple roots, positive roots and roots)
determined by B (i.e. the positive roots consist of the T weights in Lie(B)). We let B− be
the Borel subgroup which is opposite to B (i.e. such that B ∩B− = T ), put N = [B,B],
N− = [B−, B−].

Denote by Y := X∗(T ) (resp. X := X∗(T )) the coweight lattice (resp. weight lattice)
of G, let Y

pos (resp. X
pos) be the sub-semigroup spanned by Řs (resp. by the positive

roots), and Y
+ (resp. X+) be the subset of dominant coweights (resp. dominant weights)

determined by B. We also define the set of strictly dominant coweights

Y
++ = {λ ∈ Y | 〈α, λ〉 > 0 ∀α ∈ R+},

where 〈·, ·〉 : X × Y → Z is the usual perfect pairing. Denote by Wext := W ⋉ Y the
extended affine Weyl group. For (w, λ) ∈W ×Y, we will denote by wtλ the corresponding
element of Wext; we will simply denote by λ the element etλ, where e ∈W is the identity.
For λ1, λ2 ∈ Y, we will write λ1 ≤ λ2 if λ2 − λ1 ∈ Y

pos.
We assume that the quotient X/ZR of X by the subgroup spanned by the roots is

torsion-free. This means that the morphism of groups

Y → HomZ(ZR,Z)

induced by restriction is surjective, and is equivalent to requiring that the scheme-theoretic
center of G be a torus. In particular, there exists ζ ∈ Y such that 〈α, ζ〉 = 1 for all α ∈ Rs.

We let Ť ⊂ B̌ ⊂ Ǧ be the maximal torus and Borel subgroup such that T∨
k
≃ Ť

(1)

and B∨
k
≃ B̌

(1), where the superscript (1) denotes the Frobenius twist, and T∨
k

(resp. B∨
k
)

denotes the split maximal torus (resp. Borel subgroup) of the Langlands dual group of

2We take opposite conventions compared with [AR22].
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G over k corresponding to T (resp. to B). In the sequel, we will identify the character
lattice X∗(Ť) with Y, in such a way that the morphism of Z-modules

X∗(Ť(1))→ Y

induced by the Frobenius morphism Fr|
Ť
: Ť→ Ť

(1) identifies with λ 7→ ℓ · λ.
For any group scheme H over k, we will denote by Rep(H) the category of finite

dimensional representations of H over k. For any V ∈ Rep(Ǧ(1)) and µ ∈ Y, we will
denote by V (µ) the corresponding µ-weight space.

For all λ ∈ X
+, we let V λ be the Weyl module of G associated with the weight λ,

and fix3 a highest weight vector vλ ∈ V
λ. For λ1, λ2 ∈ X

+, there is a uniquely defined
G-equivariant morphism

(2.1) V λ1+λ2 → V λ1 ⊗ V λ2

sending vλ1+λ2 to vλ1 ⊗ vλ2 . If FG is a G-bundle and FT is a T -bundle on some scheme S
and λ ∈ Λ, we will denote by

VλFG
:= FG ×

G V λ, LλFT
:= FT ×

T A1
F

the induced vector bundle and line bundle respectively on S, where T acts on the affine
line A1

F
via the character λ in the second twisted product.

2.2. Stacks. In this note, we will study algebraic stacks and schemes defined over F. The
stacks will be attached to the smooth complete curve X and to G. For any group scheme
H over F, we will denote by BunH the stack of principal H-bundles over X. This means
that BunH is a functor from the category of F-schemes to the category of groupoids, such
that for any test scheme S, BunH(S) consists of the category of principal H-bundles over
X × S. We will denote by F0

H := H ×X × S the trivial H-bundle. For any morphism of
schemes S′ → S, the functor BunH(S)→ BunH(S

′) is obtained by pullback.
In the sequel, we will work with variants of this stack, known as Drinfeld’s compacti-

fications. When introducing such a stack X , we will say that it classifies something, where
something will be the category X (F). More precisely, S will always be a test F-scheme,
and the groupoid X (S) will consist in the data of some vector bundles over X×S together
with some morphisms of sheaves between them, and the functors X (S) → X (S′) will be
obtained by pullback for any morphism of F-schemes S′ → S.

When defining locally closed substacks of a given stack, we will often only work with
the field-valued points. This is justified by the following facts. For X an algebraic stack,
we denote by |X | its set of points, endowed with the Zariski topology. Recall that by
definition, |X | consists of the set

⊔
(L,f)Ob(X (Spec(L)))/ ∼, where (L, f) runs through

the maps Spec(L) → Spec(F), with L a field. Two points x(L,f), x
′
(L′,f ′) are equivalent if

there is a common field extension L′′ of L and L′ such that both points become isomorphic
when pullbacked to X (Spec(L′′)). The opens of |X | are the subsets |U |, where U →֒ X is
an open substack. When X is a scheme, we recover the underlying topological space. If
p : X → X is a presentation, with X a scheme, then the induced morphism |X| → |X | is
surjective, continuous and open ([Sta22, § 100.4]). If T ⊂ |X | is a locally closed subset,
then there exists a unique reduced locally closed substack Z ⊂ X such that T = |Z| as
subsets of |X | ([Sta22, Remark 100.10.5]).

3There is a canonical choice for such a vector, see the proof of [Jan03, Lemma II.2.13].
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2.3. Group arc schemes. For any closed point x ∈ X, we denote by Ôx the completion of
the local ring of X at x, let Kx be the fraction field of Ôx, and put Dx := Spec(Ôx). If t

denotes a local coordinate on X at x, then we get isomorphisms Ôx ≃ F[[t]], Kx ≃ F((t)).

For any F-algebra R, we consider the completed tensor products R⊗̂Ôx and R⊗̂Kx, so
that we get identifications

R⊗̂Ôx ≃ R[[t]] R⊗̂Kx ≃ R((t)).

For an affine group scheme H over F, we will denote by H[[t]], resp. H((t)), resp. H[t−1],
the functor defined on points via

H[[t]](R) := H(R⊗̂Ôx), H((t)) := H(R⊗̂Kx), H[t−1] := H(R[t−1]).

It is a classical fact that H[[t]] is a group scheme and H((t)) a group ind-scheme. By
[Zhu16, §2.3], H[t−1] is a group ind-scheme.

We fix once and for all a closed point x ∈ X. For k ∈ Z≥0, we let Gk be the group
scheme representing the functor R 7→ G(R[t]/(tk)), and Gk be the congruence subgroup
defined as the kernel of the canonical morphism G[[t]]→ Gk. Notice that G0 = G[[t]].

Finally, we define the Iwahori subgroup I ⊂ G[[t]] (resp. Iu ⊂ I, resp. I− ⊂ G[[t]],
resp. I−u ⊂ I) as the pre-image of B (resp. of N , resp. of B−, resp. of N−) through the
map G[[t]]→ G, t 7→ 0.

2.4. Perverse sheaves on stacks. This paper will be concerned with defining various cat-
egories of perverse sheaves on algebraic stacks defined over F. Since our stacks will be
locally of finite type, we will freely use the formalism developed in [LO09]. For an al-
gebraic stack X locally of finite type, we will denote by D(X ) the derived category of
bounded complexes of k-sheaves, whose cohomology is constructible. We will also denote
by (pD(X )≤0, pD(X )≥0) the perverse t-structure, and by Perv(X ) its heart. It follows
from the constructions that, if X is an F-scheme of finite type acted on by a connected
F-algebraic group K, then the constructible equivariant derived category Db

K(X ) of k-
sheaves – in the sense of Bernstein-Lunts [BL94]– coincides with D(K\X ), where K\X
denotes the quotient stack. Likewise, the perverse t-structures coincide. We will often
write DK(X ) (resp. PervK(X )) instead of D(K\X ) (resp. Perv(K\X )).

In the sequel, we will often have the following situations. We are given a system of
F-stacks locally of finite type (Xn)n∈N together with closed embeddings Xm →֒ Xn for
m ≤ n, and denote by X := lim−→n

Xn the associated ind-stack. Then for any m ≤ n, the ∗-
pushforward through the morphism Xm →֒ Xm induces a fully-faithful and t-exact functor
D(Xm) → D(Xn). We let D(X ) and Perv(X ) be the categories defined as direct limits
of the systems (D(Xn))n≥0 and (Perv(Xn))n≥0 respectively. Finally, assume that each Xn
is a scheme (so that X is an ind-scheme)4 and that X is acted on by a group scheme
K ⊂ G[[t]] such that, for all n ≥ 0, each Xn is stable under the action of K, and there
exists un ∈ Z≥0 such that the subgroup Kun := K∩Gun acts trivially on Xn. Then we put
D(K\Xn) := D(K[t/tun ]\Xn), where K[t/tun ] is defined as the algebraic group K/Kun .
Using the fact that, for any m ≥ un, the kernel of the canonical morphism K[t/tm] →
K[t/tun ] is unipotent, one can show that the previous definition does not depend on the
choice of un (cf. the appendix of [BR18] for a detailed treatment in the analytic case). For
m ≤ n, pushforward induces a fully faithful and t-exact functor D(K\Xm) → D(K\Xn).
We define the categories D(K\X ) and Perv(K\X ) as direct limits.

4The cases we have in mind are when X is either the affine Grassmannian or the affine flag variety.
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2.5. Ind-objects. Our constructions will require to pass to categories of ind-objects. An
ind-object of a (locally small) category C is a formal filtered colimit of objects of C, where
“formal”means that the colimit is taken in the category of presheaves Fun(Cop,Sets). The
inductive limits in the latter category will be denoted by lim−→. For a complete account of

these constructions, we refer the reader to [KS06, Chapter 6]. We will denote by Ind(C)
the full subcategory of Fun(Cop,Sets) consisting of ind-objects of C. If C is abelian, then
so is Ind(C). The natural functor C → Ind(C) is fully faithful. We will use the fact that a
functor F : C → G between two categories induces a functor Ind(C) → Ind(G), which we
will still denote by F .

3. Perverse sheaves on affine Grassmannians

3.1. The extended affine Weyl group. We state a few well known combinatorial facts about
the extended affine Weyl group. A detailed treatment of this topic can be found in [AR21,
§2] (notice that we take opposite conventions with respect to loc. cit., so that our positive
roots correspond to the negative roots in loc. cit.).

Recall that the affine Weyl group Waff := W ⋉ ZŘ is a subgroup of Wext, which is
endowed with a structure of Coxeter group. Namely, each root α ∈ R defines a reflection
sα ∈W , and we will denote by S the set of simple reflections (i.e. associated with a simple
root) of the finite Weyl group, which is known to generate W . It is also well known (cf.
for instance [Jan03, II.6.3]) that the set of simple reflections

Saff := {(s, 0), s ∈ S0} ∪ {(sβ ,−β
∨)},

where β∨ runs through the set of largest short coroots of the irreducible components of
R∨, generates Waff . The set Saff is then a Coxeter generating system for Waff . We will
denote by ℓ :Waff → Z≥0 the associated length function, and by ≤ the associated Bruhat
order. The length function and Bruhat order can be extended to the group Wext. We let
W S

ext denote the subset of Wext consisting of elements w whose length is minimal in wW .
The group Wext acts naturally on the vector space E := Y ⊗Z R via the action

wtµ · λ := w(λ+ µ)

for any w ∈W, µ ∈ Y, λ ∈ Y ⊗Z R. This action defines a hyperplane arrangement in E,
and thus a set of alcoves (which are the connected components of the complement of E by
the set of hyperplanes), on which Wext acts. The fundamental alcove is the alcove defined
as

Afund := {v ∈ E | ∀β ∈ Ř+, −1 < 〈β, v〉 < 0},

and is a fundamental domain for the action of Wext on E. If we set

C := {v ∈ E | ∀β ∈ Ř+, 〈β, v〉 < 0},

then we have

(3.1) W S
ext = {w ∈Wext | w

−1 · (Afund) ⊂ C}.

We next define the fundamental box

Π := {v ∈ E | ∀β ∈ Řs, −1 < 〈β, v〉 < 0},

together with the set of restricted elements

W res
ext = {w ∈Wext | w

−1 · (Afund) ⊂ Π}.

Since any alcove inside C is included in a subset of the form λ+Π for a unique λ ∈ −Y+,
we have

W S
ext = {wtλ, w ∈W

res
ext , λ ∈ Y

+}.

Lastly, we will need the following property.
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Lemma 3.1. For any w ∈W S
ext and λ ∈ Y

+ we have ℓ(wtλw0) = ℓ(w) + ℓ(tλw0).

Proof. Notice that we have wtλw0 = ww0w0tλw0 = ww0tw0(λ). Since w0(λ) ∈ −Y
+ (and

we have chosen opposite conventions for the choice of the fundamental alcove compared
[AR22]), the result then follows from [AR22, Lemma 2.7]. �

3.2. Coset representatives. We introduce the set

SW S
ext ⊂Wext,

consisting of elements w ∈ Wext such that w is minimal in Ww and vw ∈ W S
ext for all

v ∈ W (see [AR21, Lemma 2.4] for equivalent definitions). In particular, we have the
inclusion SW S

ext ⊂W
S
ext.

For any λ ∈ Y, we denote by wRλ the minimal element in tλW .

Lemma 3.2. [AR21, Lemma 2.5] Let λ ∈ Y. We have wRλ ∈
SW S

ext iff w0(λ) ∈ Y
++.

Moreover, in this case we have wRλ = w0tw0(λ).

Corollary 3.3. We have a bijection

Y
++ → SW S

ext, w0(λ) 7→ w0tw0(λ).

Proof. This follows from the fact that the map Y→ W S
ext, λ→ wRλ is a bijection, together

with Lemma 3.2. �

Finally, if we put
SW res

ext :=
SW S

ext ∩W
res
ext ,

then as above we have

SW S
ext = {wtλ, w ∈

SW res
ext , λ ∈ Y

+}.

3.3. Perverse sheaves on flag varieties. We start by recalling a few well-known facts about
the affine Grassmannian and affine flag variety, which can be found for instance in [Fal03].
We consider the F-ind-schemes Gr and Fl defined as the fppf quotients

Gr := G((t))/G[[t]], Fl := G((t))/I.

For any λ ∈ Y, we denote by tλ ∈ T ((t)) the image of t through λ : Gm((t)) → T ((t)).
For any v ∈ W , we choose a lift v̇ ∈ NG(T ) and, for any element w := vtλ ∈ Wext, we set
ẇ := v̇tλ ∈ G((t)). We define Flw as the I-orbit of the image of ẇ under the canonical
projection G((t))→ Fl. Notice that Flw is also the Iu-orbit of that same element. It is well
known that each Flw is an affine F-space of dimension ℓ(w), and that Flv ⊂ Flw ⇔ v ≤ w
for all v,w ∈Wext. We have a decomposition of the associated reduced ind-scheme

(Fl)red =
⊔

w∈Wext

Flw.

Likewise, for any w ∈ Wext, we denote by Grw the I-orbit (which coincides with the Iu-
orbit) of the image of ẇ under the canonical projection G((t)) → Gr. Each Grw is an
affine space over F, of dimension ℓ(w) when w ∈ W S

ext. From the fact that the canonical
projection Fl→ Gr is I-equivariant, one can deduce the stratification

(Gr)red =
⊔

w∈WS
ext

Grw, and Grv ⊂ Grw ⇔ v ≤ w ∀v,w ∈W S
ext.

Finally, for any λ ∈ Y, we let Grλ := G[[t]] · [tλ] be the G[[t]]-orbit of the image [tλ] of tλ

in Gr, and let jλ : Grλ →֒ Gr denote the locally closed immersion. We have

dim(Grλ) = 〈2ρ, λ〉.
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Using the Cartan decomposition, one can show that the action of G[[t]] on Gr induces the
following equality

(Gr)red =
⊔

λ∈Y+

Grλ.

Each orbit Grλ is a smooth F-scheme of finite type and

Gr
λ
⊂ Gr

µ
⇔ λ ≤ µ ∀λ, µ ∈ Y

+.

Next, we define three categories of perverse sheaves which will be constructible with
respect to the above stratifications. Each time, the formalism recalled in the second
paragraph of §2.4 applies.

First notice that, for each λ ∈ Y
+, there exists a large enough k such that Gk

acts trivially on Gr
λ
. So as recalled in §2.4, we can define the G[[t]]-equivariant categories

DG[[t]](Gr) and PervG[[t]](Gr). The latter category is a highest weight category, with weight

poset Y+. To each µ ∈ Y
+, we associate the standard, costandard and simple objects

Iµ! := pτ≥0(jµ! kGrµ [〈2ρ, µ〉]), Iµ∗ := pτ≤0(jµ∗ kGrµ [〈2ρ, µ〉]), ICµ := jµ!∗kGrµ [〈2ρ, µ〉].

The category PervIu(Gr) is also a highest weight category, with weight poset W S
ext.

For each w ∈W S
ext, we will denote by ∆w, ∇w the corresponding standard and costandard

objects. They are respectively defined as the !-pushforward and ∗-pushforward of the
constant sheaf kGrw [ℓ(w)] under the inclusion Grw →֒ Gr (note that these objects are
indeed perverse since the locally closed inclusion is affine). The simple object associated
with w will be denoted by Lw: it is defined as the intersection cohomology complex
associated with Grw (and coincides with the image of the canonical morphism ∆w → ∇w).

We introduce notation for the category PervIu(Fl). For w ∈ Wext, we let Dw and
Nw be the associated standard and costandard perverse sheaves, defined respectively as
the !-pushforward and ∗-pushforward of the constant sheaf kFlw [ℓ(w)] under the inclusion
Flw →֒ Fl. We will denote by Lw ∈ PervIu(Fl) the intersection cohomology complex
associated with Flw (it coincides with the image of the canonical morphism Dw → Nw).
The family (Lw, w ∈ Wext) are then representatives for the isomorphism classes of the
simple objects in PervIu(Fl). Likewise, the standard and costandard objects of the category
PervI(Fl) are labelled by Wext, and we will still denote by Dw, Nw the corresponding
objects associated with w.

3.4. Convolution. We now briefly recall the construction of convolution products defined
on the above categories, which will be used profusely in the sequel. We start with the
bifunctor

(3.2) (−) ⋆ (−) : DG[[t]](Gr)×DG[[t]](Gr)→ DG[[t]](Gr),

which will endow DG[[t]](Gr) with a structure of monoidal category (cf. [BG02, §3.2.2]).
For that, we consider the diagram

(3.3) Gr×Gr
p
←− G((t)) ×Gr

q
−→ G((t)) ×G[[t]] Gr

m
−→ Gr,

where p and q are the canonical projections, and m is the multiplication morphism. For

(F ,G) ∈ DG[[t]](Gr)× DG[[t]](Gr), F ⋆ G is defined as m∗(F⊠̃G), where F⊠̃G is the image
of p∗(F ⊠ G) through the inverse of the equivalence of categories

q∗ : DG[[t]]×G[[t]](G((t)) ×Gr)→ DG[[t]](G((t)) ×
G[[t]] Gr).

It is a classical result (cf. for instance [BR18, §6.3]) that the convolution product is t-exact,
i.e. that F ⋆ F ′ ∈ PervG[[t]](Gr) when F ,F ′ ∈ PervG[[t]](Gr). For any subgroup scheme
K ⊂ G[[t]], a similar construction endows the category DK(Gr) with a right action of the
monoidal category DG[[t]](Gr).
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In the sequel, we will also need the convolution bifunctor

(−) ⋆I (−) : DIu(Fl)×DI(Gr)→ DIu(Gr).

The definition is similar to that (3.2), but using the diagram

Fl×Gr
p
←− G((t)) ×Gr

q
−→ G((t)) ×I Gr

m
−→ Gr

instead of (3.3). We have the following standard properties, which are stated in [AR22,
Lemma 3.1].

Lemma 3.4. (1) For any w ∈Wext, there exist canonical isomorphisms

Dw ⋆
I Nw−1 ≃ De ≃ Nw ⋆

I Dw−1 .

(2) For w, y ∈ Wext such that ℓ(ww0y) = ℓ(w) + ℓ(w0y) and both wy and y belong to
W S

ext, there exist canonical isomorphisms

Dw ⋆
I ∆y ≃ ∆wy Nw ⋆

I ∇y ≃ ∇wy.

3.5. The geometric Satake equivalence and Finkelberg-Mirković conjecture. Recall that
G∨

k
is Ǧ(1). The following celebrated result will be used profusely in the sequel.

Theorem 3.5 ([MV04]). The convolution product ⋆ makes PervG[[t]](Gr) a monoidal cate-
gory, and there is an equivalence of monoidal categories

Sat : (PervG[[t]](Gr), ⋆)
∼
−→ (Repk(Ǧ

(1)),⊗k).

This equivalence respects the highest weight structures. This means that Iµ! , I
µ
∗

and ICµ respectively correspond – via the functor Sat – to the Weyl module M(1)(µ), the

induced module N(1)(µ), and the simple module L(1)(µ) of highest weight µ.
We let sw : Gr → Gr be the isomorphism induced by the inversion map G((t)) →

G((t)), g 7→ g−1, so that pulling back induces an equivalence of categories

sw∗ : PervG[[t]](Gr)→ PervG[[t]](Gr).

Proposition 3.6. [FS24, VI.12.1] The auto-equivalence sw∗ corresponds– via Sat– to the

Chevalley involution on Repk(Ǧ
(1)). In particular, for any G ∈ PervG[[t]](Gr) and µ ∈ Y,

we have an isomorphism

Sat(sw∗G)(−µ) ≃ Sat(G)(w0(µ)).

The following lemma will be useful in the sequel.

Lemma 3.7. Let r ∈ Z≥0 and put µr := (ℓr − 1)ζ. The canonical morphisms

Iµr! → IC
µr → Iµr∗

are isomorphisms. In particular, the dimensions of the stalks of ICµr are independant of
char(k).

Proof. This follows from the geometric Satake equivalence together with [Jan03, II.3.19,
(4)]. Let us propose a geometric proof. In [Zab22], we gave a description of the blocks
of the category PervG[[t]](Gr). From this description, we see that if ICλ is a composition

factor of Iµr! (or of Iµr∗ ), then we must have λ ∈Waff •ℓr µr, and λ ≤ µr. But µr is minimal
in (Waff •ℓr µr)∩Y

+, so that λ = µr. We deduce that Iµr! is simple, concluding the proof
of the first assertion.

Finally, the last assertion follows from the fact that, when char(k) = 0, the cate-
gory PervG[[t]](Gr) is known to be semi-simple, so that the canonical morphisms from the

assertion are also isomorphisms. But the stalks of Iµr! are clearly independant of the
characteristic of k. �
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An (n ≥ 1) Bn (n ≥ 2) Cn (n ≥ 3) Cn (n ≥ 4) E6 E7 E8 F4 G2

n+ 1 2n 2n 2n− 2 12 19 31 12 6

Figure 1. Bounds on ℓ

The category PervIu(Gr) also has an interpretation in terms of representation theory.
We let Rep[0](Ǧ) denote the extended principal block of the category Rep(Ǧ), defined as

the Serre subcategory generated by the family {L(λ), λ ∈ (Wext•ℓ0)∩Y
+}. Notice that, for

any w ∈W S
ext, the weight w

−1 •ℓ 0 is dominant by (3.1). We also denote by Fr : Ǧ→ Ǧ
(1)

the Frobenius morphism. The following statement is known as the Finkelberg-Mirković
conjecture (cf. [FM99, §1.5]). A proof was recently obtained in [BR24].

Theorem 3.8. Assume that, for any indecomposable constituent in the root system of
(Ǧ, Ť), ℓ is greater than the bound in Figure 1. There exists an equivalence of highest
weight categories

FM : PervIu(Gr)
∼
−→ Rep0(Ǧ)

which satisfies

FM(Lw) ≃ L(w
−1 •ℓ 0) ∀w ∈W

S
ext.

Moreover, for any F ∈ PervIu(Gr), G ∈ PervG[[t]](Gr), there exists a bifunctorial isomor-
phism

FM(F ⋆ G) ≃ FM(F)⊗ Fr∗(Sat(sw∗G)).

Remark 3.9. The above theorem takes a more natural form in [BR24], as the category
PervIu(Gr) is replaced by the category of equivariant perverse sheaves on the opposite affine
Grassmannian Grop := G[[t]]\G((t)). For our purposes, it is however more convenient to
work with the usual affine Grassmannian.

3.6. Iwahori-Whittaker model for the Satake equivalence. Fix a primitive p-th root of
unity ζ ∈ k, and consider the Artin-Schreier map AS : Ga → Ga determined by the map
of rings x 7→ xp − x. This morphism is a Galois cover of group Z/pZ, so determines a
continuous group morphism π1(Ga, 0) → Z/pZ, where π1(Ga, 0) is the étale fundamental
group of Ga with geometric base point 0. The composition of this map with the morphism
Z/pZ → k

× (induced by ζ) yields a continuous representation of the fundamental group,
and thus a local system on Ga of rank one. We denote this local system by LAS. We
also let ψ : N− → Ga be a morphism of F-algebraic groups which restricts to a non-zero
morphism on each subgroup N−α for all α ∈ Rs, where N−α ≃ Ga is the root subgroup
associated with −α.

Define χ : I−u → Ga to be the composition of ψ with the evaluation map. For any
Y ⊂ Gr which is a locally closed finite union of I−u -orbits, one can show (cf. [Cia21, Lemma
3.2]) that the I−u -action on Y factors through a quotient group of finite type J such that
χ factors through χJ : J → Ga; we can then consider the (J, χ∗JLAS)-equivariant derived
category of étale k-sheaves DJ,χ∗JLAS

(Y ). This category is by definition the subcategory of

D(Y ) consisting of constructible complexes of étale k-sheaves F such that there exists an
isomorphism a∗F ≃ χ∗JLAS ⊠ F , where a : J × Y → Y is the action map; this definition
does not depend on the choice of J . We then define the category DIW(Gr) as a direct
limit of the categories DJ,χ∗JLAS

(Y ), indexed by finite and closed unions of I−u -orbits Y
which are ordered by inclusion. Notice that, since the transition maps are push-forwards
of closed immersions, they are fully faithful functors, and one can see this limit as an
increasing union of categories.
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The category DIW(Gr) admits a canonical perverse t-structure, and we will denote by
PervIW(Gr) its heart. Since the I−u orbits are affine F-schemes, the category PervIW(Gr)
admits a transparent highest weight structure (in the sense of [Ric16, 3.7]).

Note that the same construction (simply replacing Gr with Fl) allows one to define
the category DIW(Fl).

For each λ ∈ Y, let us denote by Yλ ⊂ Gr the I−u -orbit associated with w0(λ) and
by jλ : Yλ →֒ Gr the locally closed immersion. One can show that an orbit Yλ supports a
non-zero Iwahori-Whittaker local system iff λ is strictly dominant (i.e if λ ∈ ζ +Y+), and
that in this case there exists exactly one (up to isomorphism) such local system of rank one
on Yλ, which we will denote by LλAS. Thus, the weight poset is given by Y

++ = ζ +Y
+,

and the standard, costandard and simple objects associated with some λ ∈ Y
++ are

respectively given by

∆IWλ := jλ! L
λ
AS[dim(Yλ)], ∇IWλ := jλ∗L

λ
AS[dim(Yλ)], LIWλ ,

where LIWλ is obtained as the image of the canonical morphism ∆IWλ → ∇IWλ . Moreover,
the usual convolution product (cf. for instance [BGM+19, §2.4]) endows DIW(Gr) with a
right action

(−) ⋆ (−) : DIW(Gr)×DG[[t]](Gr)→ DIW(Gr)

of the monoidal category DG[[t]](Gr).
The following result – which gives another incarnation of the category Repk(G

∨) –
was proved in [ABB+05, §2.2.1] in the case where char(k) = 0, and generalized by the
authors of [BGM+19] to the case of positive characteristic.

Theorem 3.10. The functor F 7→ ∇IWζ ⋆ F induces an equivalence of categories

PervG[[t]](Gr)
∼
−→ PervIW(Gr).

In the sequel, we will work with the t-exact “averaging functor”

AvIu,ψ : DIu(Gr)→ DIW(Gr),

AvIu,ψ : DIu(Fl)→ DIW(Fl).

We refer to [AR21, §3.6-3.8] for the construction of this functor.

Remark 3.11. Compared with [BGM+19], we work with the opposite Iwahori subgroup I−u
for the equivariance condition in PervIW(Gr), as opposed to Iu in loc. cit.. This condition
is imposed by our choice to work with DIu(Gr) (as opposed to DI−u

(Gr)).

3.7. Representations of Frobenius kernels. We define the group schemes

Ǧ1 := ker(Fr), B̌1 := ker(Fr|
B̌
).

Recall (§2.1) that we have identified the character lattice X∗(Ť) with Y. For any λ ∈ Y,
we denote by kλ the one-dimensional B̌1Ť induced by λ, and define the associated baby
co-Verma module:

Ẑ ′(λ) := indǦ1Ť

B̌1Ť
kλ.

One can show (cf. [Jan03, Part II, Proposition 9.6]) that each Ẑ ′(λ) has a simple socle

– denoted by L̂(λ) – and that any simple Ǧ1Ť-module is isomorphic to exactly one such

L̂(λ). As in [Jan03, Proposition 9.6], we define the baby Verma module

Ẑ(λ) := coindǦ1Ť

B̌1Ť
kλ.

In the sequel, we will work with twisted modules. For any w ∈ W , we choose a lift
ẇ ∈ N

Ǧ
(Ť). Since ẇ normalises Ť and Ǧ1 (because the latter is a normal subgroup of
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Ǧ), it also normalises Ǧ1Ť. Therefore we can twist any Ǧ1Ť-moduleM by ẇ (cf. [Jan03,
§I.2.15]). The resulting module will be denoted by wM .

3.8. Representations of Frobenius kernels through representations of reductive groups.

We briefly recall how one can see Ǧ1Ť-modules as Ǧ-modules with extra structure (cf.
[AG03] for the original reference treating the case of quantum groups, and [AR22, §4.1] for
our present setting). This identification comes from the following equivalences of categories

(3.4) Rep(Ǧ1Ť) ≃ CohǦ1Ť(pt) ≃ CohǦ×Ť
(1)
(Ǧ× Ť

(1)/Ǧ1Ť),

where Ǧ1Ť is seen as a subgroup of Ǧ × Ť
(1) through the morphism g 7→ (g,Fr(g)). In

fact, the map (g, t) 7→ Fr(g)t−1 induces an isomorphism

Ǧ× Ť
(1)/Ǧ1Ť ≃ Ǧ

(1).

We deduce that the category of Ǧ1Ť-modules is equivalent, via (3.4), to the category of
O(Ǧ(1))-modules of finite type, which are Ǧ-equivariant and endowed with a Y-grading

compatible with the Y-grading of O(Ǧ(1)). Here O(Ǧ(1)) is endowed with the left regular
Ǧ-representation structure, and the grading is given by

O(Ǧ(1))λ = IndǦ
(1)

Ť(1) (−λ) ∀λ ∈ X∗(Ť(1)) = Y.

The equivalence (3.4) takes a Ǧ1Ť-module M to the Y-graded object whose component
associated with λ ∈ Y is

IndǦ
Ǧ1Ť

(M ⊗ Fr∗(k
Ť
(−λ))).

It follows from [AR22, Lemma 4.2] that, for λ ∈ X∗(Ť(1)), O(Ǧ(1))λ is an ind-object of

Rep(Ǧ(1)).
Finally, we spell out how to express twists by elements of W in the category on the

right-hand side of (3.4). LetM ∈ Rep(Ǧ1Ť), w ∈W , and denote by M̃ the corresponding

Y-graded, Ǧ-equivariant, O(Ǧ(1))-module of finite type. We let wM̃ be the object such
that, for any λ ∈ Y, we have

wM̃λ :=Mw(λ),

and such that the structure of O(Ǧ(1))-module is obtained by twisting by w the corre-
sponding action on M .

Proposition 3.12. For any w ∈ W , and M ∈ Rep(Ǧ1Ť), the image of the representation
wM through the equivalence (3.4) is canonically isomorphic to wM̃ .

Proof. Notice that we have canonical isomorphisms

IndǦ
Ǧ1Ť

(wM ⊗ Fr∗(k
Ť
(−λ))) ≃ IndǦ

Ǧ1Ť
(w(M ⊗ Fr∗(k

Ť
(−w(λ))))

≃ w
(
IndǦ

Ǧ1Ť
(M ⊗ Fr∗(k

Ť
(−w(λ))))

)
,

where the last isomorphism follows from equation (4) in [Jan03, §I.3.5]. Finally, left-
translation by ẇ induces an isomorphism of Ǧ-modules

IndǦ
Ǧ1Ť

(M ⊗ Fr∗(k
Ť
(−w(λ)))) ≃ w

(
IndǦ

Ǧ1Ť
(M ⊗ Fr∗(k

Ť
(−w(λ))))

)
.

One the easily deduces the desired result. �
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3.9. The regular perverse sheaf. Let us define the “regular perverse sheaf” R, following
[AR22, §5.2]. For any λ ∈ Y

+, we have by construction a canonical morphism

Iλ! → I
λ
∗ .

Since the category (PervG[[t]](Gr), ⋆) is rigid with unit object IC0 and I
−w0(λ)
∗ ≃ (Iλ! )

∨

(these facts can be proved directly or using the geometric Satake equivalence), the above
morphism induces a morphism

(3.5) IC0 → Iλ∗ ⋆ I
−w0(λ)
∗ .

Also notice that, for any δ, δ′ ∈ Y
+, the perverse sheaf Iδ∗ ⋆ I

δ′
∗ is supported on Gr

δ+δ′
,

and its restriction to Grδ+δ
′

is k
Grδ+δ′ [〈2ρ, δ + δ′〉]. Thus, adjunction yields a canonical

morphism

(3.6) Iδ∗ ⋆ I
δ′
∗ → I

δ+δ′
∗ .

Let µ ∈ Y. We put

Rµ := lim−→
λ∈Y+∩(−w0(µ)+Y+)

I
w0(µ)+λ
∗ ⋆ I

−w0(λ)
∗ .

The transition morphisms are given by

I
w0(µ)+λ
∗ ⋆ I

−w0(λ)
∗ → I

w0(µ)+λ
∗ ⋆ (Iν∗ ⋆ I

−w0(ν)
∗ ) ⋆ I

−w0(λ)
∗ → I

w0(µ)+λ+ν
∗ ⋆ I

−w0(λ+ν)
∗ ,

where the first, resp. second, morphism is given by (3.5), resp. (3.6).

Proposition 3.13. For all µ ∈ Y, we have an isomorphism of ind-objects

Sat(sw∗(Rµ)) ≃ O(Ǧ
(1))µ.

Proof. This follows from the description of O(Ǧ(1))µ as an ind-object of Rep(Ǧ(1)) ([AR22,

Lemma 4.2]), together with the fact that sw∗(Iλ∗ ) ≃ I
−w0(λ)
∗ for all λ ∈ Y

+ thanks to
Proposition 3.6. �

We then define the Y-graded ind-object

R :=
⊕

µ∈Y

Rµ.

The morphism (3.5) defines a unit map η : IC0 → R0, and one can define multiplication
morphisms Rµ ⋆Rµ′ → Rµ+µ′ for all µ, µ′ ∈ Y, in a similar way to the definition of the
transition morphisms above (see [AR22, (5.5)]). These morphisms make R an algebra
object, called the regular perverse sheaf.

3.10. Modules over the regular perverse sheaf. Here we follow [AR22, §5.4] (here we only
consider the case A = ∅, in the notation of loc. cit.). By definition, a Y-graded right
R-module

F =
⊕

λ∈Y

Fλ

is a Y-graded ind-object in the category PervIu(Gr), along with a collection of morphisms

Fµ ⋆Rλ → Fµ+λ

for all λ, µ, satisfying obvious associativity and unit axioms. We let

ModYIu(R)
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denote the category of Y-graded right R-modules (which is a full subcategory of the
category of Y-graded ind-objects in PervIu(Gr)). This category is abelian. For any ν ∈ Y,
there is a shift-of-grading endofunctor 〈ν〉 defined by

(F〈ν〉)λ := Fλ−ν ∀λ ∈ Y.

Next, we define a functor

Φ : PervIu(Gr)→ ModYIu(R), F 7→
⊕

µ∈Y

F ⋆Rµ.

This functor is exact (by exactness of the convolution product) and faithful, since it doesn’t
kill any nonzero object. Indeed, since the unit map η is injective and ⋆ is exact, we get an
injective map F ≃ F ⋆ IC0 → F ⋆R0.

Proposition 3.14. [AR22, Lemma 5.1] Let F ∈ PervIu(Gr), G ∈ ModYIu(R). There is a
natural isomorphism

HomModY

Iu
(R)(Φ(F),G) ≃ HomPervIu (Gr)(F ,G0).

Since the above result will be used a lot in §8, we recall its proof.

Proof. A morphism α : Φ(F)→ G is sent to the composition of the morphism F → F ⋆R0

with the degree-zero part α0 : F ⋆R0 = Φ(F)0 → G0.
Conversely, consider a morphism β : F → G0. For any λ ∈ Y, we construct a

morphism Φ(F)λ → Gλ as the composition

F ⋆Rλ
β⋆id
−−−→ G0 ⋆Rλ → Gλ,

where the last morphism comes from the R-module structure of G.
One can easily check that the two functors that we have constructed are inverse to

each other. �

An object of ModYIu(R) is called a free graded R-module of finite type if it is isomorphic
to a direct sum of shifts of objects of the form Φ(F), for F ∈ PervIu(Gr). An object of
ModYIu(R) is said to be finitely generated if it is a quotient of a free graded R-module.

We now describe the simple objects of the abelian category ModYIu(R). Let w ∈Wext.
By construction of the set W res

ext , there exist y ∈W res
ext , λ ∈ Y such that w = ytλ. We then

put

L̂w := Φ(Ly)〈−λ〉 ∈ ModYIu(R)

(here the choice of a couple (y, λ) ∈ W res
ext × Y such that ytλ = w is non-unique, but a

different choice (y′, λ′) yields an isomorphic object Φ(Ly′)〈−λ
′〉 thanks to the comments

in [AR22, §5.5]). We thus have the equality L̂ytλ = L̂y〈−λ〉 for all y ∈W
res
ext , λ ∈ Y.

Theorem 3.15. [AR22, Theorem 5.6] The assignment w 7→ L̂w induces a bijection between
Wext and the set of isomorphism classes of simple objects of ModYIu(R).

We will denote by modYIu(R) the full subcategory of ModYIu(R) consisting of finite
length objects.

Proposition 3.16. [AR22, Theorem 7.9] An object of ModYIu(R) is finitely generated iff it
is of finite length.

We end this subsection with the crucial Hecke eigensheaf property of objects of the
category ModYIu(R).
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Proposition 3.17. Let F ∈ ModYIu(R), G ∈ Rep(G∨
k
). We have canonical isomorphisms

F ⋆ G ≃
⊕

ν∈Y

Sat(sw∗G)(ν) ⊗F〈ν〉 ≃
⊕

ν∈Y

Sat(G)(−w0(ν))⊗F〈ν〉.

Proof. Consider the canonical morphism F → F⋆R0 induced by the unit map. Convolving
with G we get a map F ⋆ G → F ⋆R0 ⋆ G. But one can show (by applying the equivalence
(Sat ◦ sw∗)−1 and using Proposition 3.13, cf. the proof of [AR22, Lemma 5.2]) that we
have a canonical isomorphism

R0 ⋆ G ≃
⊕

ν

Sat(sw∗G)(ν) ⊗R−ν .

So we obtain a morphism

F ⋆ G →
⊕

ν

Sat(sw∗G)(ν) ⊗F ⋆R−ν .

Composing the above morphism with the morphism
⊕

ν F ⋆R−ν →
⊕

ν F〈ν〉 coming from
the R-module structure of F , we obtain a map

F ⋆ G →
⊕

ν∈Y

Sat(sw∗G)(ν)⊗F〈ν〉.

This morphism is functorial in F and G, and satisfies an obvious compatibility with the
tensor product and convolution products (cf. [ABB+05, §1.3.6]). Therefore, one can
easily check (as in the proof of [AG03, Proposition 2.3]) that this morphism is in fact an
isomorphism. �

3.11. Verdier duality. We now recall the definition of the Verdier duality operation on
modYIu(R) (cf. [AR22, §9.1]). The goal is to explain the construction of an exact and

involutive anti-equivalence D : modYIu(R)→ modYIu(R) which satisfies

(3.7) D(Φ(F)〈λ〉) ≃ Φ(D(F))〈λ〉 ∀F ∈ PervIu(Gr), λ ∈ Y.

In fact, (3.7) allows one to define D for free graded R-modules of finite type. This functor
can then be extended (although this is not completely obvious) to the whole category

modYIu(R).

We let FreeYIu(R) denote the additive k-linear category whose objects are formal finite
direct sums ⊕

j∈J

(Fj , λj),

where J is a finite set, and Fj ∈ PervIu(Gr), λj ∈ Y for all j. The morphisms are defined
by

HomFreeYIu (R)(
⊕

j∈J

(Fj , λj),
⊕

i∈I

(F ′i , λi)) := HommodYIu (R)(
⊕

j∈J

Φ(Fj)〈λj〉,
⊕

i∈I

Φ(F ′i)〈λi〉)

≃
⊕

j,i

HommodYIu (R)(Φ(Fj),Φ(F
′
i)〈λi − λj〉)

for an object
⊕

i∈I(F
′
i , λi) of Free

Y

Iu(R). We define the exact and fully faithful functor

Φ2 : Free
Y

Iu(R)→ modYIu(R),
⊕

j∈J

(Fj , λj)→
⊕

j∈J

Φ(Fj)〈λj〉.

By construction, the essential image of Φ2 coincides with the free graded R-modules.
We now define a functor

Dfr : Free
Y

Iu(R)→ FreeYIu(R)
op,
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where (−)op means that we take the opposite category. On objects, it sends
⊕

j∈J(Fj , λj)
to

⊕
j∈J(D(Fj), λj). To describe how it behaves on morphisms, it is enough to treat the

case of a morphism between two objects of the form (F , λ), (G, µ) by additivity. We will
construct a bifunctorial isomorphism

HomFreeYIu (R)((F , λ), (G, µ)) → HomFreeYIu (R)((D(G), µ), (D(F), λ)).

By definition, the space HomFreeYIu (R)((F , λ), (G, µ)) coincides with the first space below

HommodYIu (R)(Φ(F),Φ(G)〈µ − λ〉) ≃ HommodYIu (R)(F , (Φ(G)〈µ − λ〉)0)

= HommodYIu (R)(F ,G ⋆Rλ−µ)

= lim−→
ν

HomPervIu (Gr)(F ,G ⋆ I
w0(λ−µ)+ν
∗ ⋆ I

−w0(ν)
∗ ),

where ν ∈ Y
+∩(−w0(λ−µ)+Y

+). But for any such ν, we have the following isomorphisms

HomPervIu (Gr)(F ,G ⋆ I
w0(µ−λ)+ν
∗ ⋆ I

−w0(ν)
∗ ) ≃ HomPervIu (Gr)(F ⋆ I

λ−µ−w0(ν)
! ⋆ Iν! ,G)

≃ HomPervIu (Gr)(D(G),D(F) ⋆ I
λ−µ−w0(ν)
∗ ⋆ Iν∗ ),

where the last isomorphism is due to the fact that Verdier duality commutes with the
convolution product and sends standard objects to costandard ojects. These isomorphisms
yield an isomorphism between HomFreeYIu (R)((F , λ), (G, µ)) and

(3.8) lim−→
ν

HomPervIu (Gr)(D(G),D(F) ⋆ I
λ−µ−w0(ν)
∗ ⋆ Iν∗ ).

Setting ν ′ := −w0(µ−λ)+ν, we obtain an isomorphism between lim
−→ν

I
λ−µ−w0(ν)
∗ ⋆Iν∗ and

Rµ−λ. And finally between (3.8) and

HommodYIu (R)(D(G), (Φ(D(F))〈λ − µ〉)0) ≃ HommodYIu (R)(Φ(D(G)),D(Φ(F))〈λ − µ〉)

= HomFreeYIu (R)((D(G), µ), (D(F), λ)).

Lemma 3.18. [AR22, Lemma 9.2] The functor Dfr is exact.

We will admit the following fact, which concludes the desired construction and whose
full proof is given in [AR22, §9.1].

Proposition 3.19. There exists an exact and involutive anti-equivalence D : modYIu(R) →

modYIu(R) which coincides with (the functor induced by) Dfr on the subcategory of free
graded R-modules.

Remark 3.20. We can get an “explicit” description of D. Indeed, any object F ∈ modYIu(R)
can be written as the cokernel of a morphism α : F1 → F2 between two free graded R-
modules thanks to Proposition 3.16. The object D(F) then coincides with the kernel of
the morphism D(α) : D(F2)→ D(F1), whose construction was explained above.

From (3.7) and the definition of the object L̂w (together with the fact that Verdier
duality preserves simple objects of the category PervIu(Gr), since those are IC-sheaves),
we get that

(3.9) D(L̂w) ≃ L̂w ∀w ∈Wext.
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3.12. Baby Verma and co-Verma modules. In this subsection we follow [AR22, §5.6], defin-
ing the analogue of baby co-Verma modules as ind-objects of PervIu(Gr). For any µ ∈ Y

+,
the orbit Grtµ is open inside Grµ (recall that our choice of Borel subgroup B corresponds
to the opposite Borel subgroup in [AR22]). So by adjunction, we obtain a canonical
morphism

(3.10) Iµ∗ → ∇µ.

Thanks to Lemma 3.4, we get a canonical isomorphism

Nw ⋆
I ∇µ ≃ ∇wtµ ,

for all w ∈ W S
ext, µ ∈ Y

+ (notice that ℓ(wtµw0) = ℓ(w) + ℓ(tµw0) by Lemma 3.1. since
w ∈ W S

ext). On the other hand, if we denote by π : Fl → Gr the canonical projection, we
easily obtain isomorphisms

(3.11) Nw ⋆
I Iµ∗ ≃ (π∗Nw) ⋆ I

µ
∗ ≃ ∇w ⋆ I

µ
∗ ,

where the first isomorphism follows from [BGM+19, Lemma 2.5], and the second one from
the fact that π∗Nw ≃ ∇w (see [AR22, (3.4)]).

Thus, we get a canonical morphism

(3.12) ∇w ⋆ I
µ
∗ → ∇wtµ

by convolving (3.10) with Nw.
Next, for w ∈Wext, µ ∈ Y, we put

(Ẑ ′w)µ = lim−→
λ

∇wtµ+λ
⋆ I
−w0(λ)
∗ ,

where λ runs over the elements of Y+ such that wtµ+λ ∈W
S
ext. The transition morphisms

in the above inductive limit are given by

∇wtµ+λ
⋆ I
−w0(λ)
∗ → ∇wtµ+λ

⋆ Iν∗ ⋆ I
−w0(ν)
∗ ⋆ I

−w0(λ)
∗ → ∇wtµ+λ+ν

⋆ I
−w0(λ+ν)
∗

where the first, resp. second, morphism is obtained via (3.5), resp. (3.6) and (3.12). We
then put

Ẑ ′w :=
⊕

µ∈Y

(Ẑ ′w)µ.

The morphisms (Ẑ ′w)µ ⋆ Rµ′ → (Ẑ ′w)µ+µ′ giving the structure of R-module are obtained
thanks to the morphisms

(∇wtµ+λ
⋆ I
−w0(λ)
∗ ) ⋆ (I

w0(µ′)+λ′

∗ ⋆ I
−w0(λ′)
∗ )→ (∇wtµ+λ

⋆ I
w0(µ′)+λ′

∗ ⋆ I
−w0(λ′+λ)
∗ )

→ ∇wtµ+µ′+(λ+λ′)
⋆ I
−w0(λ′+λ)
∗ ,

where the first morphism is obtained by the commutativity constraint and (3.5), and the
second one follows from (3.12).

The next result allows to recover all the co-Verma modules by acting on the one
associated with the trivial element 0. This will later allow us to reduce our considerations
to the case of Ẑ ′0.

Proposition 3.21. For any γ ∈ Y
+, ν ∈ Y, we have a canocical isomorphism

Nγ ⋆
I Ẑ ′ν ≃ Ẑ

′
γ+ν

Proof. Recall that, for any µ ∈ Y, we have

(Ẑ ′ν)µ = lim−→
λ∈Y+−µ−ν

∇ν+µ+λ ⋆ I
−w0(λ)
∗ .
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Since ℓ(tγtν+µ+λ) = ℓ(tγ) + ℓ(tµ+λ), we can apply Lemma 3.4 to get a canonical isomor-
phism

Nγ ⋆
I ∇ν+µ+λ ≃ ∇γ+ν+µ+λ.

Thus, we have a canonical isomorphism

Nγ ⋆
I (∇ν+µ+λ ⋆ I

−w0(λ)
∗ ) ≃ ∇γ+ν+µ+λ ⋆ I

−w0(λ)
∗

whenever γ and ν + µ+ λ are dominant. Therefore we obtain a canonical isomorphism

Nγ ⋆
I (Ẑ ′ν)µ ≃ lim−→

λ

∇γ+ν+µ+λ ⋆ I
−w0(λ)
∗ ,

where λ runs though the set of elements of Y+ such that γ + ν + µ + λ is dominant.
The fact that the transition morphisms in the above limit coincide with the transition

morphisms appearing in the definition of (Ẑ ′γ+ν)µ follows from the construction of the
morphism (3.12). �

Similarly, one can can check the following result.

Proposition 3.22. For any w,w′ ∈ W such that ℓ(ww′w0) = ℓ(w) + ℓ(w′w0) and λ ∈ Y,
we have a canonical isomorphism

Nw ⋆
I Ẑ ′w′tλ ≃ Ẑ

′
ww′tλ

.

Proposition 3.23. [AR22, Corollary 6.9] For any w ∈ Wext the object Ẑ ′w has finite length

and a simple socle, isomorphic to L̂w. In particular, Ẑ ′w is indecomposable.

We are thus allowed to define the analogue of the baby Verma module

Ẑw := D(Ẑ ′w) ∈ modYIu(R)

for all w ∈ Wext. Since D is an (exact) equivalence of categories sending L̂w to L̂w, we

deduce from Proposition 3.23 that Ẑw is indecomposable and has a simple head, isomorphic

to L̂w.

Proposition 3.24. [AR22, Proposition 9.25] For w,w′ ∈Wext we have

Exti
modYIu (R)

(Ẑw, Ẑ
′
w′) =

{
k if i = 0 and w = w′,

0 otherwise.

3.13. Averaging functor. We denote by ModYIW(R) the version of ModYIu(R) where the

category PervIu(Gr) is replaced by PervIW(Gr). Namely, an object F of ModYIW(R) is
a Y-graded ind-object in PervIW(Gr), endowed with a right-action of R respecting the
grading on R and F . There is an exact and faithful functor

ΦIW : PervIW(Gr)→ ModYIW(R), F 7→
⊕

µ∈Y

F ⋆Rµ.

The above functor satisfies the same type of properties as Φ. Namely, for any w ∈ SWext,
written as w = ytλ for some (y, λ) ∈ SW res

ext ×Y, we define

L̂IWw := ΦIW(LIWy )〈−λ〉 ∈ModYIW(R),

where y is seen as an element of Y++ through the bijection of Corollary 3.3. Then the

above object is simple, and the assignment w 7→ L̂IWw induces a bijection between SWext

and the set of isomorphism classes of objects of ModYIW(R). We denote by modYIW(R)
the subcategory of objects of finite length. As in §3.12, one can define the baby co-Verma

module Ẑ ′IWw attached to an element w ∈ SWext, and show that this object admits a unique
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simple socle, isomorphic to L̂IWw . Using the geometric Satake equivalence together with
Theorem 3.10 (and the identifications obtained in §3.8), one can check that the category
ModYIW(R) identifies with the category of Y-graded ind-objects of Rep(Ǧ(1)) endowed

with a graded action of O(Ǧ(1)). We therefore obtain the following result.

Proposition 3.25. [AR22, Proposition 5.7] The category ModYIW(R) (resp. modYIW(R))
is equivalent to the category of algebraic T∨

k
-modules (resp. finite dimensional algebraic

T∨
k
-modules). In particular, the category modYIW(R) is semi-simple, and we have isomor-

phisms

Ẑ ′IWw ≃ L̂IWw ∀w ∈ SWext.

Recall the averaging functor

AvIu,ψ : PervIu(Gr)→ PervIW(Gr).

This functor induces an exact functor between the abelian categories

AvIu,ψ : modYIu(R)→ modYIW(R),

and the latter functor commutes with Φ, in the sense that we have a functorial isomorphism

ΦIW(AvIu,ψ(F)) ≃ AvIu,ψ(Φ(F))

for any F ∈ modYIu(R). We now describe the behaviour of the averaging functor with
respect to costandard (and therefore also standard) objects.

Proposition 3.26. [AR22, Lemma 6.3] Let w ∈Wext, and write it as w = vu, with v ∈W ,
u ∈ SWext. We have

AvIu,ψ(Ẑ
′
w) ≃ Ẑ

′IW
u .

3.14. Representations of the Frobenius kernel in terms ofR-modules. The following state-
ment is a consequence of the main results of [AR22], togeher with the proof of the
Finkelberg-Mirković-conjecture in [BR24].

Theorem 3.27. [AR22, Proposition 1.3] Assume that, for any indecomposable constituent
in the root system of (Ǧ, Ť), ℓ is greater than the bound in Figure 1. Then there exists an
equivalence of categories

FMFrob : modYIu(R)
∼
−→ Rep[0](Ǧ1Ť)

such that

FMFrob ◦Φ ≃ FM ◦ For0

which satisfies

FMFrob(L̂w) ≃ L̂(w−1 ·ℓ 0), FMFrob(Ẑ
′
w) ≃ Ẑ′(w−1 ·ℓ 0), FMFrob(Ẑw) ≃ Ẑ(w−1 ·ℓ 0)

for any w ∈Wext, and such that

FMFrob(F ⋆ G) ≃ FMFrob(F)⊗ Fr∗(Sat(sw∗G))

functorially in F ∈ modYIu(R), G ∈ PervG[[t]](Gr).

The next result follows from the constructions of baby Verma and co-Verma modules
in terms of coinduced and induced representations respectively.

Proposition 3.28. There is an isomorphism of Ǧ1Ť-modules

Ẑ(0) ≃ w0Ẑ′((w0t−2ζ)
−1 ·ℓ 0).
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Proof. We want to establish an isomorphism Ẑ(0) ≃ w0 Ẑ′(2(ℓ− 1)ζ), or equivalently
w0Ẑ(0) ≃ Ẑ′(2(ℓ − 1)ζ). By [Jan03, Lemma 9.2, Part II], we have an isomorphism

Ẑ(0) ≃ indǦ1Ť

B̌
+
1 Ť

(−2(ℓ− 1)ζ).

We deduce that
w0 Ẑ(0) ≃ indǦ1Ť

w0(B̌
+
1 Ť)

(w0(−2(ℓ− 1)ζ)) = indǦ1Ť

B̌1Ť
(2(ℓ − 1)ζ) = Ẑ′(2(ℓ − 1)ζ),

where the first isomorphism is due to [Jan03, (4)-I.3.5]. �

Remark 3.29. In fact, on can easily deduce from the previous proposition how to express
any baby Verma module as a twisted baby co-Verma module (in the same fashion as
[ABB+05, Corollary 3.2.11]), but only the above case will be useful for us in the sequel.
The point is that it allows one to express baby Verma modules as ind-objects of the
category PervIu(Gr).

Let F ∈ ModYIu(R), and w ∈W . We define the object wF ∈ ModYIu(R) by putting

(wF)λ := Fw(λ) ∀λ ∈ Y

and defining the right-R action by twisting by w the corresponding action on F (the twist
of R by w can be defined via the geometric Satake equivalence).

Corollary 3.30. Assume that, for any indecomposable constituent in the root system of
(Ǧ, Ť), ℓ is greater than the bound in Figure 1. We have an isomorphism

Ẑ0 ≃
w0(Ẑ ′w0t−2ζ

).

Proof. Thanks to the assumptions, we may use Theorem 3.27 to prove this isomorphism.
We have isomorphisms

FMFrob(
w0(Ẑ ′w0t−2ζ

)) ≃ w0FMFrob((Ẑ
′
w0t−2ζ

)) ≃ w0Ẑ′((w0t−2ζ)
−1 ·ℓ 0)

thanks to Proposition 3.12 and Theorem 3.27. We can then conclude thanks to Corollary
3.30. �

4. Drinfeld’s compactifications

4.1. Drinfeld’s compactification and variants. We put X := P1. Thanks to [ABB+05,

§4.1.1], there exists a reductive group G̃ over F whose derived subgroup [G̃, G̃] is simply

connected, endowed with a central isogeny ϕ : G̃→ G such that ker(ϕ) is connected. We

fix such a pair (G̃, ϕ) and consider the maximal torus and Borel subgroup T̃ := ϕ−1(T ),

B̃ := ϕ−1(B). We also let Ñ− be the unipotent radical of the Borel subgroup which is

opposite to B̃ with respect to T̃ . Notice that, if we denote by X̃
+ ⊂ X̃ the set of dominant

characters and characters associated with the pair (T̃ , B̃), then ϕ induces a morphism

X→ X̃ that sends X+ to X̃
+.

We have a diagram

BunB
p+

//

q+

��

BunT

BunG

defined by sending a B-bundle FB to q+(FB) := FB ×
B G (resp. p+(FB) := FB ×

B T ).
There is an important description of the stack BunB , called the Plücker description (cf.
[BG02, §1.2.1]). Namely, when the derived subgroup [G,G] is simply connected, BunB
classifies the data of a principal G-bundle FG over X × S, endowed with a B-reduction,
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i.e. a principal T -bundle FT ∈ BunT (S) together with a collection of morphisms of vector
bundles

κλ : LλFT
→ VλFG

∀λ ∈ X
+,

which are required to satisfy the Plücker relations. This means that, for λ1, λ2 ∈ X
+, the

morphism

Lλ1+λ2FT

κλ1+λ2
−−−−→ Vλ1+λ2FG

→ Vλ1FG
⊗ Vλ2FG

(where the second arrow is induced by (2.1)) must coincide with the composition

Lλ1+λ2FT
≃ Lλ1FT

⊗Lλ2FT

κλ1⊗κλ2
−−−−−→ Vλ1FG

⊗ Vλ2FG
.

One can then define the Drinfeld compactification BunB . Since we want to work with

a general group G, we first need to define a larger space Bun
′
B(G). It is the functor

classifying the data of a principal G-bundle FG, endowed with a degenerate B-reduction,
i.e. a principal T -bundle FT together with a collection of morphisms

κλ : LλFT
→ VλFG

∀λ ∈ X
+,

satisfying the Plücker relations, but which are no longer required to be morphisms of
vector bundles. We merely ask that, for every geometric point s of S, the restriction

κλ|X×s is injective. When [G,G] is simply connected, Bun
′
B(G) is the sought for Drinfeld

compactification. But in general, BunB will be a closed substack of Bun
′
B(G).

As in the previous paragraph, one can define the space Bun
′
B̃(G̃) attached to G̃.

There is a morphism of stacks Bun
′
B̃(G̃) → Bun

′
B(G), obtained by inducing the bundles

via the isogeny G̃ → G (the Plücker relations for G̃ induce Plücker relations for G since

X
+ ⊂ X̃

+). The same arguments as in the proof of [ABB+05, Lemma 4.1.2] can be used
to prove the next result.

Proposition 4.1. The morphism of stacks Bun
′
B̃(G̃) → Bun

′
B(G) is a closed embedding,

and its image does not depend on the choice of (G̃, ϕ).

We define BunB as the image of the above morphism inside Bun
′
B(G). One can show

that BunB is an algebraic stack in which BunB is a dense open substack, and that the
canonical projection p+ : BunB → BunG is proper ([BG02, Proposition 1.2.2]). Notice
that the isomorphism B ≃ B− (obtained by conjugation by w0) yields an isomorphism of
stacks between BunB and BunB− (resp. BunB and BunB−). We denote by q (resp. q)
the canonical projection BunB− → BunG (resp. BunB− → BunG), and by p (resp. p) the
canonical projection BunB− → BunT (resp. BunB− → BunT ).

One can easily check that the connected components of |BunT | are parametrized by
Y: the connected component associated with µ consists in the T -bundles FT such that
the line bundle LλFT

has degree −〈λ, µ〉 for all λ ∈ X
+. Likewise, we have a decomposition

into connected components

BunB =
⊔

µ∈Y

BunµB ,

where BunµB is the preimage through p+ of the connected component of BunT associated

with µ. We will denote by Bun
θ
B− the preimage of the connected component associated

with θ ∈ Y through p.
Next, we define the stack BunN− , which is a “compactification” of the canonical

morphism BunN− → BunG (more precisely, there is a canonical action of T on BunN−
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such that the induced morphism BunN−/T → BunG is representatble and proper, cf.
[FGV01, Lemma 2.2.4]). By definition, BunN− sits in the Cartesian diagram

BunN−

��

// BunB−

q

��

pt // BunT ,

where the bottom horizontal arrow is the inclusion of the trivial bundle. Let us spell out

this definition. As before, we first need to define a larger space Bun
′
N−(G). It classifies

the data of a principal G-bundle FG ∈ BunG(S), together with a collection of morphisms
of sheaves

κ− := (κλ,− : VλFG
→ OX×S)λ∈X+

satisfying the Plücker relations, and such that the dual of κλ,−|X×s is injective for every
geometric point s (for technical reasons which will appear in §4.3, we consider here dual

morphisms in the definition). One can also define the analogue stack Bun
′
Ñ−(G̃) associated

with G̃, which is an algebraic stack locally of finite type over F. Consider the natural

morphism of stacks Bun
′
Ñ−(G̃) → Bun

′
N−(G), which is a closed embedding ([ABB+05,

Lemma 4.1.2]), and define BunN− as the image of the latter morphism.
Now, we introduce some variations of BunN− (as found in [ABB+05, §4.1]). Recall

that we have fixed a closed point x ∈ X. For any ν ∈ Y, the stack ≤νBun
′
N−(G) (respec-

tively νBun
′
N−) classifies the data of a principal G-bundle FG, together with a collection

of morphisms of sheaves

κ−ν := (κλ,−ν : VλFG
→ OX×S((x× S) · 〈ν, λ〉))λ∈X+

satisfying the Plücker relations (resp. and such that the divisor of zeros of κλ,−ν does not

contain x for all λ). The stack νBun
′
N− is thus open in ≤νBun

′
N−(G). We also define

νBun
′
N− to be the smooth open substack of νBun

′
N− , where the morphisms of sheaves are

required to be morphisms of vector bundles. Next, choose a cocharacter ν ′ ∈ X∗(T̃ ) which

is sent to ν via the isogeny ϕ. Then one can define the version ≤ν′Bun
′
Ñ−(G̃) attached to

G̃ and ν ′, and the same arguments as the ones used to prove Proposition 4.1 show that

the natural morphism ≤ν′Bun
′
Ñ−(G̃) → ≤νBun

′
N−(G) is a closed embedding. Moreover,

its image is easily seen not to depend on the choice of ν ′. So we let ≤νBunN− be the image
of the latter morphism, and put

νBunN− := ≤νBunN−(G) ∩ νBun
′
N− , νBunN− := ≤νBunN−(G) ∩ νBun

′
N− .

By construction we have

(4.1) νBunN− = ≤νBunN− −
⋃

ν′<ν

≤ν′BunN− .

Note that all the previous stacks admit a natural action of T : an element t multiplies each

κλ,−ν by λ(t), for all ν ∈ Y, λ ∈ X
+.

Proposition 4.2. For any ν ∈ Y, there is a canonical morphism ≤νBunN− → BunB− which
is smooth.

Proof. By construction it is equivalent to construct a canonical morphism ≤νBun
′
Ñ−(G̃)→

Bun
′
B̃−(G̃) and to check that it is smooth. First recall that there is an isomorphism of

stacks

BunT̃ ≃ (pt/T̃ )× Pic(P1)r,
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where r := rank(T̃ ), pt/T̃ is the stack of principal T̃ -bundles, and Pic(P1) is the Picard
scheme of P1. Now, we have a Cartesian square (see [FGV01, (2.4)])

≤νBun
′
Ñ−(G̃)

��

// Bun
′
B̃−(G̃)

q

��

pt // BunT̃ ,

where the bottom arrow is determined by the maps

pt→ pt/T̃, pt→ {ν} ⊂ Y ≃ Pic(P1)r.

But pt→ pt/T̃ is smooth and Pic(P1) ≃ Z is discrete, so the bottom arrow is smooth. �

We will also need the following fact in the sequel, which follows from [FGV01, Corol-
lary 3.2.4] and says that νBunN− is topologically “contractible”.

Proposition 4.3. For any ν ∈ Y, the cohomology group

Hk(νBunN− ,kνBun
N−

)

vanishes when k 6= 0, and is isomorphic to k when k = 0.

Proof. By [FGV01, Corollary 3.2.4], there exists a unipotent group N ′ and a N ′-bundle
N over the stack νBunN− . Since N

′ is unipotent, the forgetful functor

D(νBunN−) ≃ DN ′(N )→ D(N )

is fully faithful. Therefore we have an isomorphism

Hk(νBunN−) ≃ H
k(N )

for all k. By loc. cit., the stack N is isomorphic to a tower of affine spaces. This concludes
the proof. �

For ν1 ≤ ν2 ∈ Y, we have a natural closed embedding

≤ν1Bun
′
N−(G) →֒ ≤ν2Bun

′
N−(G),

which induces a closed embedding

≤ν1BunN− →֒ ≤ν2BunN− .

We define ∞BunN− as the direct limit (in the category of ind-algebraic stacks over F)

lim−→
ν∈Y

(
≤νBunN−

)
.

We denote by i≤ν , resp. iν , resp. iν , the embedding of ≤νBunN− , resp. νBunN− , resp.

νBunN− , into ∞BunN− .
We will denote by 1BunG the stack sending a test scheme S to the groupoid consisting

in the data of a principal G-bundle FG over X × S, together with a structure of level 1
at x for FG. Recall that a structure of level one at x is an isomorphism of sheaves
FG|x×S ≃ F

0
G|x×S . We will denote by 1

∞BunN− the fibered product∞BunN−×BunG
1BunG.

Similarly, we will let 1
≤νBunN− ,

1
νBunN− ,

1
νBunN− be the corresponding stacks obtained by

base change, and still denote by i≤ν , iν , iν the inclusion of these stacks in 1
∞BunN− . In the

sequel, we will consider the diagonal T -action on these stacks, induced by the previously
defined T -action together with the action induced by modifying the structure of level 1.
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Remark 4.4. In [ABB+05], there are versions of the above stacks which are labelled by
a non-negative integer k, to indicate a structure of level k at x for FG. Here, we only
treat the cases where k ∈ {0, 1}. In the sequel we will sometimes adopt the notation
0
∞BunN− := ∞BunN− .

4.2. Colored effective divisors. Given µ =
∑

i∈Řs
nii ∈ Y

pos, we consider as in [FM99]

the space Xµ :=
∏
i∈Řs

X(ni) of colored effective divisors of multidegree µ, where X(ni)

denotes the ni-th symmetric power of X. We will write an element D = (Di)i∈Řs
∈ Xµ

as D =
∑

i∈Řs
i · Di and, for any λ ∈ Λ, define the divisor 〈λ,D〉 :=

∑
i∈Řs
〈λ, i〉Di.

A partition of µ is a decomposition µ = γ1 + · · · + γm into a sum of non-zero elements
γ1, · · · , γm of Ypos, which can be seen as an element {{γ1, · · · , γm}} of them-th symmetric
power of Ypos. We will denote by A(µ) the set of partitions of µ.

For each Γ = {{γ1, · · · , γm}} ∈ A(µ), we will define the locally closed stratum Xµ
Γ ⊂

Xµ. First, we define ′Xµ
Γ as the subset of Xγ1×· · ·×Xγm consisting of tuples (x1, · · · , xm)

such that

(1) for each k, all the components of xk in Xγk are equal, meaning that if one writes

γk =
∑

i∈Řs
n′ii, xk = (xjk)j∈I , then there exists some yk ∈ X such that

xjk = (yk, · · · , yk︸ ︷︷ ︸
n′i

) ∈ X(n′i) ∀i ∈ Řs.

(2) we have yi 6= yj for i 6= j.

The locally closed subvariety Xµ
Γ ⊂ Xµ is then defined as the image of the canonical

morphism ′Xµ
Γ → Xµ, obtained by quotienting via the action of the symmetric group. We

thus obtain a stratification Xµ = ⊔Γ∈A(µ)X
µ
Γ .

We also need to introduce the moduli space description of Xµ (cf. [BFGM02, §2.1]).
By definition, Xµ classifies the data of a principal T -bundle FT , together with a collection
of non-zero morphisms of sheaves dλ : LλFT

→ OX×S for all λ ∈ X
+, such that for every

geometric point s of S, the divisor of zeros of dλ|X×s has degree 〈λ, µ〉. Similarly we define

≤νX
µ, where this time the second data is a collection of non-zero morphisms of sheaves

LλFT
→ OX×s(x ·〈λ, ν〉), such that the divisor of zeros of the restriction to X×s has degree

〈λ, µ〉. We then define the ind-scheme ∞X
µ as a direct limit.

4.3. Zastava spaces. For µ ∈ Y, we define various Zastava spaces of degree µ, as displayed
in [ABB+05, §4.1.4]. We let ≤νZ

µ (resp. 1
≤νZ

µ) be the open substack of

≤νBunN− ×BunG BunµB (resp. 1
≤νBunN− ×BunG BunµB)

defined by the condition that the reductions to N− and B are transversal. This means
that for all λ ∈ X

+, the composition

κλ,−ν ◦ κλ : LλFT
→ OX(x · 〈ν, λ〉)

is non-zero. We also define νZ
µ (resp. 1

νZ
µ) by replacing ≤ ν with ν in the previous

definition, and put Zµ := ≤0Z
µ. For ν1 ≤ ν2, we have a canonical closed embedding

≤ν1Z
µ →֒ ≤ν2Z

µ (resp. 1
≤ν1

Zµ →֒ 1
≤ν2

Zµ), so that we can let ∞Z
µ (resp. 1

∞Z
µ) be the

direct limit (in the category of ind-algebraic stacks over F)

lim
−→
ν∈Y

≤νZ
µ (resp. lim

−→
ν∈Y

1
≤νZ

µ).

In the sequel, we will often have statements involving k
?Z

µ, for ? ∈ {ν,≤ ν,∞}, k ∈ {0, 1},

making the convenient identification 0
?Z

µ := ?Z
µ. Finally, we will denote by kpµ : k∞Z

µ
→

k
∞BunN− the canonical projection.
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One of the main features of these spaces is their factorization property, which we
now explain. First notice that, thanks to the moduli space desription of ≤νX

µ (§4.2),
we have canonical projections ≤νs

µ and ∞sµ from ≤νZ
µ and ∞Z

µ to ≤νX
µ and ∞X

µ

respectively. We will denote by 1
∞sµ : 1

∞Z
µ → ∞X

µ the composition of ∞s
µ with the

canonical projection 1
∞Z

µ → ∞Z
µ, and similarly for 1

≤νs
µ. We put

◦
X := X −{x}, and let

◦
Xµ

be the corresponding open subscheme of Xµ. For µ1, µ2 ∈ Y, we denote by

(
◦
Xµ1 ×Xµ2)disj

the open substack of the product
◦
Xµ1 ×Xµ2 consisting of pairs (x1, x2) such that x1 and

x2 have no point in common.

Proposition 4.5. [BFGM02, Lemma 4.1.5] For µ1 + µ2 = µ and k ∈ {0, 1}, there exists a
canonical isomorphism of stacks

(4.2) k
∞Z

µ ×∞Xµ (
◦
Xµ1 ×Xµ2)disj ≃ (Zµ1 × k

∞Z
µ2)×(Xµ1×∞Xµ2 ) (

◦
Xµ1 ×Xµ2)disj.

The following result is used implicitely in [ABB+05].

Proposition 4.6. [BFGM02, §3.6] Let ν ∈ Y, and U be an open substack of finite type of
k
≤νBunN− (resp. k

νBunN−). There exists µ ∈ Y large enough so that U belongs to the

image of the canonical projection k
≤νZ

µ
→ k
≤νBunN− (resp. k

νZ
µ
→ k

νBunN−).

4.4. Canonical torsors. Let (FG, κ0) be an object of 0BunN−(S). By definition, the re-
striction (FG|{x}, κ0|{x}) from X to {x} produces an N−-bundle over S. We introduce the

stack 1
0N as classifying the triples (FG, κ0,Φ), where Φ is a trivialization of the N−-bundle

(FG|{x}, κ0|{x}). The canonical projection 1
0N → 0BunN− makes 1

0N an N−-torsor over

0BunN− . A similar construction (cf. [FGV01, §3.2.6]) produces an N−-torsor 1
νN over

νBunN− . It follows directly from the constructions (and [ABB+05, (27)]) that we have a
canonical isomorphism

(4.3) 1
νBunN− ≃ G×

N− 1
νN ,

and that the T -action on 1
νBunN− corresponds to the diagonal action on the right-hand

side. The above isomorphism induces morphisms

(4.4) evν : 1νBunN− → G/N−, evν :
1
νBunN− → G/N−.

where evν is obtained by restricting evν .
Let µ ∈ Y. The isomorphism (4.3) is compatible with the definition of the Zastava

space 1
νZ

µ. Namely, if we let 1
νÑ be the open substack of

1
νN ×BunG BunµB

defined by the transversality condition (cf. §4.3), then we have an isomorphism

(4.5) 1
νZ

µ ≃ G×N
− 1
νÑ .

Let x′ := {x′1, · · · , x
′
m} be a collection of points of X−{x}, and denote by ∞Bun

n.z.x′

N−

the open substack of ∞BunN− defined by the condition that the divisor of zeros of the
morphisms κλ is disjoint from x′, for all λ ∈ X

+. For i = 1, . . . ,m, we denote by t′i a
local coordinate on X at x′i. Using the same ideas as in the previous paragraph, one can

then construct an
∏m
i=1N

−[[t′i]]-torsor N
x′ over ∞Bun

n.z.x′

N− . Following the arguments of

[FGV01, Lemma 3.2.7], one can show that the action of
∏m
i=1N

−[[t′i]] on N
x′ extends to

an action of
∏m
i=1N

−((t′i)).
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We will denote by 1
∞Bun

n.z.x′

N− , 1N x′ the corresponding stacks obtained by base change
through the map 1BunG → BunG.

5. Perverse sheaves on the semi-infinite flag variety

In this section, we recall the construction of certain categories of perverse sheaves on
(some avatar of) the semi-infinite flag manifold. This construction comes from [ABB+05] in
the case where char(k) = 0, but the definitions also make sense for arbitrary characteristic.

5.1. Main definition. Let µ ∈ Y and k ∈ {0, 1}. Notice that, by [BFGM02, Lemma 3.7],
the morphism BunµB → BunG is smooth whenever 〈α, µ〉 > −2 for all positive root α (or
more generally when 〈α, µ〉 > 2g − 2 for all positive root α when X is a general smooth
projective curve of genus g). Thus, the morphism kpµ : k∞Z

µ
→ k
∞BunN− from §4.3 is

smooth when µ satisfies the previous condition. For all k ∈ {0, 1}, µ1, µ2 ∈ Y
pos such

that µ = µ1 + µ2, with 〈α, µi〉 > −2, for i = 1, 2 and all positive root α, we let ks1,2
(resp. kt1,2) denote the open inclusion of the left-hand side (resp. right-hand side) of
(4.2) into k

∞Z
µ (resp. Zµ1 × k

∞Z
µ2). Also notice that, since the group

∏m
i=1N

−((t′i)) is
an ind-pro-unipotent group scheme, one can define the equivariance condition for perverse
sheaves on kN x′ with respect to the action of

∏m
i=1N

−((t′i)) (by writting the latter group
as a direct limit of closed subgroup schemes, and imposing the equivariance condition for
each subgroup, cf. for instance [Gai18, §1.2.1]).

We now define the category PervGk(F l
∞
2 ). By definition, it is the full subcategory of

PervT (
k
∞BunN−) consisting of objects F satisfying the following two conditions:

(1) (Factorization) For µ = µ1 + µ2 with 〈α, µi〉 > 2g − 2 for all positive root α, the
complex (ks1,2)

∗(kpµ)∗F is isomorphic (up to a shift by the corresponding relative
dimensions), under the isomorphism (4.2), to the complex

(kt1,2)
∗(ICZµ1 ⊠ (kpµ2)∗F).

(2) (Equivariance) For all m-tuple x′ of X −{x}, the pullback of F under the compo-
sition

kN x′ → k
∞Bun

n.z.x′

N− → k
∞BunN−

is
∏m
i=1N

−((t′i))-equivariant.

Remark 5.1. Compared with the definition of [ABB+05, §4.2.1], condition (3) is missing.
When k = 1 (which is our main case of interest), this condition is automatic (see Remark
4.2.2 in loc. cit.). When k = 0, we shall see that condition (3) is also automatic, since the
obtained category turns out to be – with or without condition (3) – the Serre subcategory
of PervT (∞BunN−) generated by the IC-sheaves on each ≤νBunN− , for ν ∈ Y.

We omit the proofs of the next two results, as one can copy the arguments of loc. cit..

Proposition 5.2. [ABB+05, Proposition 4.2.8] The equivariance condition is implied by the
factorization condition.

Proposition 5.3. [ABB+05, Corollary 4.2.9] Let k ∈ {0, 1}. As a subcategory of the category

PervT (
k
∞BunN−), PervGk(F l

∞
2 ) is stable under extensions.

5.2. Simple objects. We will now see that the structure of the category PervG[[t]](F l
∞
2 )

does not depend on the characteristic of k (at least when Corollary 5.10 holds). Let ν ∈ Y,
and F ∈ PervT (G/N

−) (the action of T is induced by the right action on G by translation).
The isomorphism (4.3) allows us to consider the external twisted tensor product

(5.1) F⊠̃IC
νBunN−

∈ DT (
1
νBunN−),
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defined as the perversely shifted pullback of F ⊠ IC
νBunN−

∈ PervT (G/N
− × νBunN−)

through the canonical projection G ×N
− 1
νN → G/N− × νBunN− . In particular, the

object (5.1) is perverse.

Proposition 5.4. [ABB+05, Proposition 4.2.4]

(1) For any F ∈ PervT (G/N
−) and ν ∈ Y, the object

(iν)!∗(F⊠̃IC
νBunN−

) (resp. (iν)!∗(ICνBunN−
))

is an object of PervG1(F l
∞
2 ) (resp. of PervG[[t]](F l

∞
2 )).

(2) For any G ∈ PervG1(F l
∞
2 ) (resp. G ∈ PervG[[t]](F l

∞
2 )) and ν ∈ Y, the perverse

cohomologies of (iν)
∗G are of the form

F⊠̃IC
νBunN−

(resp.

m⊕

i=1

IC
νBunN−

)

for some F ∈ PervT (G/N
−) (resp. m ≥ 1).

Proof. Let µ, ν ∈ Y, with 〈α, µ〉 > 2g − 2 for all positive root α. First notice that, by

considering the base change of kpµ : k∞Z
µ
→ k
∞BunN− (resp. kN x′ → k

∞BunN−) through
k
νBunN− →

k
∞BunN− , one can define the factorization and equivariance conditions for

objects of PervT (
k
νBunN−). The same observation applies for objects of PervT (

k
νBunN−)

(this will be useful at the end of this proof). We denote by PervG1(1νBunN−) (resp.
PervG[[t]](νBunN−)) the category of objects satisfying these two conditions. Remark that

the functor (iν)!∗ sends PervG1(1νBunN−) (resp. PervG[[t]](νBunN−)) to PervG1(F l
∞
2 )

(resp. PervG[[t]](F l
∞
2 )). So we only need to check that F⊠̃IC

νBunN−
(resp. IC

νBunN−
)

satisfies the desired properties to prove the first point.
The fact that F⊠̃IC

νBun
N−

(resp. IC
νBun

N−
) satisfies the equivariance condition is ob-

vious. The factorization condition follows from the fact that the projection k
νZ

µ
→ k

νBunN−
is smooth by the assumption on µ. Indeed, when k = 0, we deduce that the pullback of
IC

νBun
N−

through the morphism νZ
µ → νBunN− is an IC-sheaf, so the factorization

property follows from the fact that the external tensor product of two IC-sheaves is an

IC-sheaf (cf. [Ach21, Lemma 3.3.14]). Similarly when k = 1, the pullback of F⊠̃IC
νBunN−

through 1
νZ

µ
→ 1

νBunN− identifies with F⊠̃IC
νZ

µ , so that the factorization property again
follows from the fact that any IC-sheaf verifies it.

Now we prove the second point. The factorization and equivariance properties are
compatible with respect to restriction to νBunN− . So it suffices to check that the functor

F 7→ F⊠̃IC
νBunN−

defines equivalences of categories

Perv(pt)
∼
−→ PervG[[t]](νBunN−)

PervT (G/N
−)

∼
−→ PervG1(1νBunN−).

We only deal with the second case, since the same arguments can be adapted for the first
one. First, we claim that every object F ′ ∈ PervG1(1νBunN−) is the Goresky-Macpherson
extension of its restriction to 1

νBunN− . Indeed, assume that it is not, then we can find an
open subscheme of finite type U inside the support of F ′ such that either ∗ or !-restriction
of F ′|U to (1νBunN− −

1
νBunN−) ∩ U does not lives in negative (resp. positive) perverse

cohomological degrees (cf. for instance the proof of [Ach21, Lemma 3.3.3]). But thanks
to Proposition 4.6, we can find µ1 ∈ Y large enough so that U belongs to the image of
1
νZ

µ1 → 1
νBunN− . Therefore, using the identification (4.2), we deduce that we can find
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µ2 ∈ Y large enough (for instance µ2 = µ1) such that, for µ = µ1 + µ2, either ∗ or

!-restriction (of the pullback of F ′|U through the map 1
νZ

µ1+µ2 → 1
νBunN−) on

((Zµ1 −
◦

Zµ1)× 1
νZ

µ2)×(Xµ1×∞Xµ2 ) (
◦
Xµ1 ×Xµ2)disj

does not live in negative (resp. positive) perverse cohomological degrees. However, this
contradicts the factorization property.

So we are now reduced (thanks to the fact that Goresky-Macpherson extension is a

fully faithful functor) to showing that the functor F 7→ F⊠̃ICνBun
N−

induces an equiva-
lence of categories

PervT (G/N
−)

∼
−→ PervG1(1νBunN−).

Since 1
νBunN− is smooth, this functor coincides with the pullback via evν : 1

νBunN− →
G/N−, so that full faithfulness follows from the fact that evν is smooth surjective with
connected fibers. To prove the essential surjectivity, the argument of loc. cit. is the
following. Let F ′ ∈ PervG1(1νBunN−). For any non-empty collection of points x′ distinct
from x, the pullback of F ′ through the map

1
νBunN− ×1

νBunN−
1N x′ → 1

νBunN−

is
∏m
i=1N

−((t′i))-equivariant by definition. The assertion then follows from the fact that
the latter ind-group-scheme acts transitively along the fibers of the map obtained by
composition

1
νBunN− ×1

νBunN−
1N x′ → G/N−.

�

Remark 5.5. Since the action of T on G/N− is free, we have an equivalence of categories
PervT (G/N

−) ≃ Perv(G/B−). So the previous proof has constructed an equivalence of
categories

Perv(G/B−)→ PervG1(1νBunN−).

As a corollary of the proof of the previous proposition, we obtain:

Corollary 5.6. Let F ∈ PervG[[t]](F l
∞
2 ) and ν ∈ Y. The cohomology groups of (iν)

∗F are
constant sheaves.

Proof. We will prove by induction on m that the cohomology groups of pτ≤m((iν)
∗F) are

constant sheaves, starting at some negative enough integer such that pτ≤m((iν)
∗F) = 0.

So assume that there exists m such that the cohomology groups of pτ≤m((iν)
∗F) are

constant sheaves. We have a distinguished triangle

pτ≤m((iν)
∗F)→ pτ≤m+1((iν)

∗F)→ pHm+1((iν)
∗F)

+1
−−→ .

By the second point of Proposition 5.4, pHm+1((iν)
∗F) is a constant sheaf. From this

together with Proposition 4.3, we deduce that the cohomology groups of pτ≤m+1((iν)
∗F)

are constant sheaves. �

Corollary 5.7. [ABB+05, Proposition 4.2.4] Let k ∈ {0, 1}. All the simple objects of

PervGk(F l
∞
2 ) can be written as in the first point of Proposition 5.4, with F an irreducible

object of PervT (G/N
−).

Proof. We only treat the case k = 0, since the arguments are easily adapted to the case
k = 1. By the first point of Proposition 5.4, objects that are written in the form of
loc. cit. are indeed objects of PervG[[t]](F l

∞
2 ). Conversely, let F be a simple object of

PervG[[t]](F l
∞
2 ), and denote by Z its support. We deduce from (4.1) that there exists a
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unique ν ∈ Y such that νBunN− ∩Z is open in Z. Since F is an IC-sheaf (because it is a
simple object), we deduce that it must be isomorphic to (iν)!∗((iν)

∗F). But we know that

(iν)
∗F ≃

m⊕

i=1

IC
νBunN−

for some m ≥ 1. Since F is simple we must have m = 1. �

5.3. Stalks of simple objects. The goal of this subsection is to prove that, when G = SLn,
the results of [BFGM02] concerning the description of the stalks of ICBun

B−
do not depend

on the characteristic of k.
For µ ∈ Y

pos, we let µBunB− be a stack fibered over Xµ, whose fiber over D ∈ Xµ

consists of the triples (FG,FT , κ) ∈ BunB− such that the morphism

κλ : VFG
→ LλFT

factors through the canonical morphism LλFT
(−〈λ,D〉) → LλFT

, with the resulting mor-

phism VFG
→ LλFT

(−〈λ,D〉) being a morphism of vector bundles. We also define a mor-
phism

ϕµ : BunB− ×X
µ → BunB− ,

sending ((FG,FT , κ),D) to (FG,FT (D), κ̃), where κ̃λ is defined as the composition

VFG

κλ
−→ LλFT

→ LλFT
(〈λ,D〉).

This morphism ϕµ is representable by a locally closed immersion ([BG02, Proposition
6.1.2]), and its image coincides with µBunB− . For Γ ∈ A(µ), we let

ϕµΓ : BunB− ×X
µ
Γ → BunB−

denote the locally closed immersion obtained by composing ϕµ with the inclusion of
BunB− × Xµ

Γ into BunB− × Xµ. Also notice that, for θ ∈ Y
pos such that θ ≤ µ, re-

striction of ϕµ yields a morphism

ϕµ,θ : Bun
θ−µ
B−
×Xµ → Bun

θ
B− ,

which is representable by a locally closed immersion. By Proposition 6.1.3 of loc. cit., we
obtain a stratification

(5.2) Bun
θ
B− =

⊔

µ∈Ypos, µ≤θ,Γ∈A(µ)

Bunθ−µ
B−
×Xµ

Γ .

Conjecture 5.1. For any i ∈ Z and closed point x ∈ BunB− , the dimension of the k-vector
space Hi((ICBunB−

)x) does not depend on the characteristic of k.

Lemma 5.8. If G = SLn, then Conjecture 5.1 holds.

The proof of this lemma is postponed to §5.4, and will follow from the facts that:

(1) The stack BunB− admits a small resolution of singularities π when G = SLn.
(2) The cohomology of the fibers of π is independent of the characteristic.

Indeed, the first point implies that the stalk of ICBun
B−

at a point coincides with the

cohomology of the fiber of this point through π, and the second point allows to conclude.

Proposition 5.9. Assume that Conjecture 5.1 holds. Let µ ∈ Y
pos and Γ ∈ A(µ). Then

the complex (ϕµΓ)
!ICBunB−

∈ D(BunB− ×X
µ
Γ) lives in perverse cohomological degrees ≥ 2.
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Proof. In the case where char(k) = 0, the description of

(ϕµΓ)
∗ICBunB−

∈ D(BunB− ×X
µ
Γ)

follows from [BFGM02, Theorem 7.3]. It shows in particular that (ϕµΓ)
∗ICBunB−

lives

in perverse cohomological degrees ≤ −2. Applying Verdier duality, we deduce that
(ϕµΓ)

!ICBunB−
lives in perverse cohomological degrees ≥ 2 when char(k) = 0. Thus, the

case of positive characteristic follows from Lemma 5.8. �

For all ν ∈ Y, µ ∈ Y
pos and Γ ∈ A(µ), we can similarly define a locally closed

immersion

νϕ
µ
Γ : νBunN− ×X

µ
Γ → ≤νBunN− ,

which is obtained by base change of the morphism ϕµΓ through the morphism ≤νBunN− →

BunB− .

Corollary 5.10. Assume that Conjecture 5.1 holds. Let ν ∈ Y, µ ∈ Y
pos and Γ ∈ A(µ).

Then the complex (νϕ
µ
Γ)

!IC
≤νBun

N−
∈ D(νBunN− × X

µ
Γ) lives in perverse cohomological

degrees ≥ 2.

Proof. This follows from Proposition 5.9 together with the fact that the morphism

≤νBunN− → BunB−

is smooth (Remark 4.2), so that the perversely-shifted pullback of the IC-sheaf is the
IC-sheaf. �

5.4. Laumon’s compactification. Recall the classical fact that there is an equivalence of
categories between the category of rank-n vector bundle M over X, endowed with an
isomorphism ∧nM ≃ OX , and the category of principal SLn-bundles over X, defined on
objects by sending a sheafM to the relative spectrum of the dual sheafM∨.

In this subsection, we prove Lemma 5.8. When G is SLn, Laumon introduced another
compactification of the morphism BunB− → BunG. Namely, LBunB− is the smooth
algebraic stack classifying the data of a rank n vector bundleM over X together with an
isomorphism ∧nM≃ OX and a complete flag 0 =M0 ⊂M1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ Mn =M of locally
free subsheaves, where each inclusion Mi ⊂ Mi+1 is merely an inclusion of subsheaves,
and not necessarily of vector bundles (cf. [Lau90, §3.3.1], the version where the quotients
Mi+1/Mi are vector bundles is isomorphic to BunB−). There is then a natural morphism
π : LBunB− → BunB− , sending a complete flag (Mi)0≤i≤n to the point

(FG := (M,∧nM≃ OX),FT , κ)

of BunB− defined as follows: FT is the T -bundle (det(Mi+1/Mi))0≤i≤n−1, and (κλ)λ∈X+

is the collection of morphisms determined by the inclusions of sheaves

L̟k

FT
:= ∧kMk ⊂ ∧

kM = V̟k

M ∀ 0 ≤ k ≤ n.

The connected components of LBunB− are labelled by Y. We will denote by LBun
θ
B− the

connected component associated with an element θ ∈ Y. By construction, LBun
θ
B− is the

pre-image of Bun
θ
B− through π, and we will denote by

πθ :
LBun

θ
B− → Bun

θ
B−

the restriction of π. Thanks to [Lau90, Lemme 4.2.3], the fibers of πθ are projective smooth
schemes over F. We need one last preliminary result.

Lemma 5.11. The trivial bundle F0
G is open inside BunG.
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Proof. Recall that we have assumed that X = P1. Thanks to [Zhu16, Theorem 2.3.7], we
have an isomorphism of F-stacks

[G[t−1]\Gr] ≃ BunG,

where we take the quotient stack on the left-hand side. The trivial bundle F0
G corresponds

to the G[t−1]-orbit associated with the class of the neutral element in Gr. Thanks to
[Zhu16, Proposition 2.3.3], the latter orbit is open in Gr. �

Finally, recall the definition of a ”pseudoaffine” variety over F (cf. [Kuz96, §2.3]).
Those are defined by induction on the dimension. A pseudo affine space of dimension one
is A1. A variety Y is pseudo affine if it admits a locally trivial fibration Y → B, with
pseudo affine fibers and pseudo affine B. We are now ready to prove Lemma 5.8:

Proof. Let θ ∈ Y
pos. First, let us justify why the stalk of IC

Bun
θ

B−
at a point (FG,FT , κ) ∈

Bun
θ
B− depends only on the type of defect of that point, i.e. to which stratum of (5.2) it

belongs. Similarly to §4.3 (and as in [BFGM02]), one can define the Zastava space

′Zµ−θ ⊂ Bun
θ
B− ×BunG BunµB

as an open substack of the right-hand side, for any µ ∈ Y
pos. The Zastava spaces defined

in this way satisfy an analogous factorization property (see for instance [BFGM02, §7]).

The canonical projection ′Zµ−θ → Bun
θ
B− is smooth for µ large enough, and any open

substack of finite type of Bun
θ
B− belongs to its image for µ large enough (cf. [BFGM02,

§3.6]). Moreover, the stratification by type of defect (5.2) of Bun
θ
B− induces a stratification

of ′Zµ−θ. Therefore, it is enough to prove that the dimension of the cohomology of the
stalk of IC′Zµ−θ is constant on every stratum. Thanks to the factorization property of
′Zµ−θ, we can see that it is enough to check that the stalk of IC

Bun
θ

B−
at a point of

Bunθ−δ
B−

does not depend on the point, for 0 ≤ δ ≤ θ. Here Bunθ−δ
B−

is seen as included in

Bunθ−δ
B−
×Xθ−δ

{{θ−δ}} via the inclusion of {x} into Xθ−δ
{{θ−δ}}. But the same arguments as in

the proof of Corollary 5.6 show that the restriction of IC
Bun

θ

B−
to Bunθ−δ

B−
has constant

stalks.
Therefore it is enough to consider points of the form ϕ := (F0

G,FT , κ) ∈ Bun
θ
B− , in

which case the result follows from [Kuz96]. Indeed, in this case ϕ belongs to the quasimap

space Qθ := (pθ)−1(F0
G), and (πθ)

−1({ϕ}) coincides with the pre-image of {ϕ} under

the small resolution of singularities LQθ → Qθ from loc. cit., where LQθ is Laumon’s
compactification of the space of maps of degree θ ([Kuz96, §1.4]). Thus, the stalk of ICQθ

at ϕ coincides with the the étale cohomology H•((πθ)
−1({ϕ}),k). The scheme of finite

type (πθ)
−1({ϕ}) is stratified by pseudoaffine spaces by [Kuz96, Corollary 2.4.4], so that

H•((πθ)
−1({ϕ}),k) is easily seen to be independent of char(k). So the dimension of the

cohomology of the stalk of ICQθ at ϕ is independent of char(k). But Qθ is open in Bun
θ
B−

thanks to Lemma 5.11, from which we deduce the the stalk of IC
Bun

θ

B−
at ϕ coincides with

the stalk of ICQθ at ϕ. �

Remark 5.12. It is stated in [BG02, §0.2.1] that the morphism π is a small resolution of
singularities, so that computing the stalks of ICBun

B−
amounts to computing the coho-

mology of the fibers of π. We have just explained why the cohomology of those fibers is
independent of char(k).
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5.5. Semi-simplicity of the spherical category. For ν ∈ Y, we put

IC
∞
2
ν := (iν)!∗(ICνBunN−

).

By Proposition 5.4, the set {IC
∞
2
ν , ν ∈ Y} coincides with the set of isomorphism classes

of simple objects of the category PervG[[t]](F l
∞
2 ).

Lemma 5.13. Assume that Conjecture 5.1 holds. Let ν1, ν2 ∈ Y, with ν1 < ν2. The
complex

i!ν1IC
∞
2
ν2 ∈ D(ν1BunN−)

lives in perverse cohomological degrees ≥ 2.

Proof. We want to apply Corollary 5.10. For that, we just need to notice that the inclusion

ν1BunN− ⊂ ≤ν2BunN− factors through the locally closed inclusion

ν1BunN− ×X
ν2−ν1
{{ν2−ν1}}

→֒ ≤ν2BunN−

from §5.3, where the inclusion ν1BunN− →֒ ν1BunN− ×X
ν2−ν1
{{ν2−ν1}}

is induced by the diag-

onal embedding of {x} into Xν2−ν1
{{ν2−ν1}}

. �

The previous Lemma allows us to take back the arguments of [ABB+05].

Theorem 5.14 ([ABB+05, Proposition 4.3.2]). Assume that Conjecture 5.1 holds. The

category PervG[[t]](F l
∞
2 ) is semi-simple.

Proof. Let ν1, ν2 ∈ Y. We want to prove that

Ext1
∞BunN−

(IC
∞
2
ν1 ,IC

∞
2
ν2 ) = 0.

Arguing as in the second case of [BR18, Proof of Proposition 4.4], we see that the support

of one sheaf must be included in the other for the space Ext1
∞BunN−

(IC
∞
2
ν1 ,IC

∞
2
ν2 ) to be non-

trivial. Applying Verdier duality, we may and will assume that ≤ν1BunN− ⊂ ≤ν2BunN− ,
which means that ν1 ≤ ν2.

Next, consider the stack

X := ≤ν2BunN− − (≤ν1BunN− − ν1BunN−),

and denote by j : X →֒ ≤ν2BunN− the inclusion. Since X contains the open substack

ν2BunN− , the complex IC
∞
2
ν2 coincides with the image of the IC-sheaf on X though the

functor j!∗. On the other hand, if we let j′ denote the inclusion ν1BunN− →֒ X , then IC
∞
2
ν1

coincides with the image of j′!∗(ICν1Bun
N−

) through j!∗, since j!∗j
′
!∗ ≃ (j ◦ j′)!∗. Applying

[FGV01, Lemma 6.1.4], we get an inclusion

Ext1
≤ν2

Bun
N−

(IC
∞
2
ν1 ,IC

∞
2
ν2 ) →֒ Ext1X (j

′
!∗(ICν1Bun

N−
), ICX ).

Since ν1BunN− is closed in X , the latter Ext1 is isomorphic to

(5.3) Ext1
ν1Bun

N−
(ICν1Bun

N−
, i!ν1IC

∞
2
ν2 ).

If ν1 = ν2, then the above space is {0} since ν1BunN− is contractible (Proposition 4.3). If

ν1 < ν2, then the complex i!ν1IC
∞
2
ν2 lives in perverse cohomological degrees ≥ 2 thanks to

Lemma 5.13. �

The next result will be useful in §7.1.
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Corollary 5.15. Let ν, ν ′′ ∈ Y with ν ′′ ≤ ν, r ∈ Z≥0, and put µr := (ℓr − 1)ζ. For r large
enough, there is an isomorphism of complexes of vector spaces

IC
∞
2
ν |ν′′Bun

N−
≃ ICµr |

Grµr−(ν−ν′′) ,

where IC
∞
2
ν |ν′′Bun

N−
(resp. ICµr |

Grµr−(ν−ν′′)) is meant to denote the stalk of IC
∞
2
ν (resp.

of ICµr ) at any point of ν′′BunN− (resp. of Grµr−(ν−ν
′′))

Proof. Since the dimensions of the stalks of IC
∞
2
ν and ICµr do not depend on the charac-

teristic of k, the result follows from the end of the proof of [ABB+05, Theorem 5.3.5]. Let
us briefly recall the arguments.

On the one hand, the stalks of IC
∞
2
ν do not depend on char(k) thanks to Lemma 5.8,

so that the generating function of IC
∞
2
ν |ν′′BunN−

is given by the q-analogue of Kostant’s

partition function Kν−ν
′′

(t) associated with ν − ν ′′ thanks to [FFKM99, §3] (or the main
result of [Kuz96]).

On the other hand, the generating function of ICµr |
Grµr−(ν−ν′′) does not depend on

char(k) thanks to Lemma 3.7. The latter coincides with Kµr−(µr−(ν−ν
′′))(t) = Kν−ν

′′
(t)

when r is large enough (so that µr is dominant enough) thanks to [Lus81, §§9,11]. �

5.6. Iwahori-equivariant objects. We now define the main category of interest (following
[ABB+05, §4.4.3]). Let ν ∈ Y, and denote by Iu

ν BunN− and Iu
∞BunN− (resp. I

νBunN−
and I

∞BunN−) the quotient stacsk of 1
νBunN− and 1

∞BunN− by N (resp. by B). We let

PervIu(F l
∞
2 ) (resp. PervI(F l

∞
2 )) be the subcategory of

Perv(Iu∞BunN−) (resp. Perv(I∞BunN−))

consisting of objects whose image through the forgetful functor to Perv(1∞BunN−) belongs

to PervG1(F l
∞
2 ).

By abuse of notation, we still denote by evν : Iuν BunN− → N\G/B− the morphism

obtained by composing the map 1
νBunN− → G/N− (cf. (4.4)) with the canonical projection

G/N− → G/B−, and then quotienting by N . For w ∈W , we let

Nw := N\(N · w · B−)/B−

be the Schubert cell associated with w. For x ∈ Wext, written as x = wtν , we let
Iu
x BunN− be the preimage of Nw through evν , and ix : Iu

x BunN− →֒
Iu
∞BunN− denote

the locally closed inclusion. Let ICw,G/B− , ∇̃w, ∆̃w ∈ PervN (G/B
−), denote respectively

the Goresky-MacPherson extension of the constant sheaf on Nw, the costandard (i.e. !-
extension of the constant sheaf) and standard (i.e. ∗-extension of the constant sheaf)
objects associated with w. Thanks to Proposition 5.4, we see that the simple objects

of PervIu(F l
∞
2 ) consist of the intersection cohomology sheaves IC

∞
2
x ∈ Perv(Iu∞BunN−)

associated with Iu
x BunN− , for x ∈Wext. More precisely, we have

IC
∞
2
x := (iν)!∗

(
ICw,G/B−⊠̃IC

νBunN−

)
, x = wtν .

Consider the functor F : Iu∞BunN− → ∞BunN− induced by forgetting the structure of level
1, and put

For
G[[t]]
Iu

:= F∗[dim(G)− dim(N)] : D(∞BunN−)→ D(Iu∞BunN−).

Similarly, one defines the functor

For
G[[t]]
I : D(∞BunN−)→ D(I∞BunN−).

The next result will be used profusely in the sequel.
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Proposition 5.16. The functors For
G[[t]]
Iu

,For
G[[t]]
I induce fully faithful functors

For
G[[t]]
Iu

: PervG[[t]](F l
∞
2 )→ PervIu(F l

∞
2 ), For

G[[t]]
I : PervG[[t]](F l

∞
2 )→ PervI(F l

∞
2 )

which satisfy

For
G[[t]]
Iu

(IC
∞
2
ν ) ≃ IC

∞
2
ν , For

G[[t]]
I (IC

∞
2
ν ) ≃ IC

∞
2
ν

for all ν ∈ Y, where IC
∞
2
ν is seen as an object of PervI(F l

∞
2 ) in the second isomorphism.

Proof. The morphism F is induced by the morphism For : 1∞BunN− → ∞BunN− forgetting
the structure of level one. The latter is a G-torsor, so that F is smooth of relative dimension
dim(G)− dim(N). Since

F−1(νBunN−) ≃
Iu
ν BunN−

for all ν ∈ Y we have an isomorphism

For
G[[t]]
Iu

(IC
∞
2
ν ) ≃ IC(Iuν BunN−).

But IC(Iuν BunN−) ≃ IC
∞
2
ν since the N -orbit of the trivial element is dense in G/B−. The

full faithfulness then follows from the semi-simplicity of PervG[[t]](F l
∞
2 ). The proof of the

assertions concerning For
G[[t]]
I is similar. �

We also let ∇
∞
2
x , ∆

∞
2
x denote the corresponding costandard and standard objects.

Namely we have

∇
∞
2
x := (iν)∗

(
∇̃w⊠̃IC

νBunN−

)
, ∆

∞
2
x := (iν)!

(
∆̃w⊠̃IC

νBunN−

)
.

Note that the objects ∇
∞
2
x , ∆

∞
2
x admit canonical lifts to the category D(I∞BunN−). We

will denote the corresponding objects by ∇
∞
2
x , ∆

∞
2
x ∈ D(I∞BunN−) for all x ∈Wext. Thus

we have

ForIIu(∆
∞
2
x ) ≃ ∆

∞
2
x , ForIIu(∇

∞
2
x ) ≃ ∇

∞
2
x

(where ForIIu : D(I∞BunN−)→ D(Iu∞BunN−) denotes the forgetful functor).

By construction we have isomorphisms in D(Iu∞BunN−):

∇
∞
2
x ≃ (ix)∗(ICIu

x Bun
N−

), ∆
∞
2
x ≃ (ix)!(ICIu

x Bun
N−

).

Moreover, thanks to the proof of [ABB+05, Corollary 4.4.5], we know that the morphism
ix is affine, so that ∆x and∇x are perverse. We can then reuse the arguments of [ABB+05,
Corollary 4.4.7] to prove the following result.

Proposition 5.17. For all x, x′ ∈Wext, i ∈ {0, 1, 2}, we have

Exti
PervIu (F l

∞
2 )

(∆
∞
2
x ,∇

∞
2
x′ ) =

{
k if i = 0 and x = x′,

0 otherwise.

Proof. Let ν ∈ Y, F ′ ∈ PervG1(1νBunN−), and F ∈ PervG1(1∞BunN−). We first claim
that, if (iν)!(F

′) is a perverse sheaf, then the canonical morphism

(5.4) Ext1
DT (1∞BunN− )

((iν)!(F
′),F)→ Ext1

DT (1∞BunN− )
((iν)!(F

′|1
νBunN−

),F)

is an isomorphism. This follows from the same arguments as in [ABB+05, Proposition
4.2.14]. The five lemma then implies that the analogue morphism (5.4) for Ext2 is injective.
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But we have:

Exti
DT (Iu∞BunN−)

((ix)!(k[ℓ(x)]),∇
∞
2
x′ ) ≃ Exti

DT (Iux BunN−
)(k[ℓ(x)], (ix)

!∇
∞
2
x′ )

≃ H
i−ℓ(x)
T (Iux BunN− , (ix)

!∇
∞
2
x′ ).

≃

{
k if i = 0 and x = x′,

0 otherwise,

where the last isomorphism is due to the fact that, by definition of Iux BunN− together with
Proposition 4.3, the k-th cohomology group of the quotient T\Iux BunN− vanishes is when
k 6= 0, and is isomorphic to k otherwise. �

Corollary 5.18. For any w ∈Wext, the object ∇
∞
2
w has a simple socle, isomorphic to IC

∞
2
w .

Proof. Let w′ ∈Wext be such that we have a non-zero morphism IC
∞
2
w′ → ∇

∞
2
w . Composing

this morphism with the surjective morphism ∆
∞
2
w′ → IC

∞
2
w′ , we obtain a non-zero morphism

∆
∞
2
w′ → ∇

∞
2
w . By Proposition 5.17, we must have w′ = w. �

Remark 5.19. The same comments as in [ABB+05, Remark 4.4.7] apply here. Namely,
one deduces from Proposition 5.17 that the Ext group between a standard and costandard
object vanishes for all i > 0. Moreover, for any F ∈ PervIu(F l

∞
2 ), we have an isomorphism

Exti
PervIu (F l

∞
2 )

(∆
∞
2
x ,F) ≃ H

i(Iux BunN− , i
!
xF),

and one deduces from the second point of Proposition 5.4 that the cohomology groups
of i!xF are local systems. Since Iu

x BunN− is contractible according to loc. cit., those
cohomology groups are in fact constant sheaves.

Remark 5.20. Notice that the group G acts on 1
∞BunN− . This allows us to define a

convolution product

(−) ⋆ (−) : DN (G/B) ×D(I∞BunN−)→ D(Iu∞BunN−).

Namely, for (F ,G) ∈ DN (G/B) × D(I∞BunN−), one can form the twisted external tensor

product F⊠̃G ∈ DN (G ×
B 1
∞BunN−), and define F ⋆ G to be the pushforward of F⊠̃G

through the morphism G×B 1
∞BunN− →

1
∞BunN− induced by the action of G. One can

then easily check that, for all w1, w2 ∈W , λ ∈ Y such that ℓ(w1w2w0) = ℓ(w1)+ ℓ(w2w0),
we have

(5.5) Nw1 ⋆∇
∞
2
w2tλ
≃ ∇

∞
2
w1w2tλ

Dw1 ⋆∆
∞
2
w2tλ
≃ ∆

∞
2
w1w2tλ

,

where Nw1 , resp. Dw1 , is seen as the costandard object (resp. standard object) associated
with w in DN (G/B) through the fully faithful functor DN (G/B) → DIu(Fl) induced by
pullback through the canonical projection Fl→ G/B.

6. Convolution

6.1. Global affine Grassmannian. Recall (§3.3) that the affine Grassmaninan Gr is an ind-
scheme which can be defined as the fppf-quotient G((t))/G[[t]]. From this definition, one
can show that for any test F-algebra R, Gr(Spec(R)) is the set of isomorphism classes
of pairs (FG, β), where FG is a G-torsor over Spec(R[[t]]) and β a trivialization over
Spec(R((t))). We will need the global interpretation of Gr – due to Beauville and Laszlo
[BL95] – which can be found for instance in [Zhu16, §1.4]. Namely, the result of loc. cit.
shows that Gr classifies the data of (FG, β), where FG ∈ BunG(S) and β is a trivialization
on (X − {x}) × S.
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For each coweight λ ∈ Y, one can give the following description of the Schubert variety

Gr
λ
, as in [BG02, §3.2.1]. It is the closed subscheme of Gr classifying those (FG, β) such

that, for each µ ∈ X
+ and G-module V whose weights are ≤ µ, we have

VF0
G
(−〈λ, µ〉 · (x× S)) ⊂ VFG

(or in other words, the meromorphic map βV : VF0
G
→ VFG

induced by β has a pole of

order at most 〈λ, µ〉 at x). Notice that, by passing to the dual representation, the above
condition is equivalent to VFG

⊂ VF0
G
(−〈w0(λ), µ〉 · (x × S)) for all V . Each Schubert

variety is a finite dimensional projective scheme which is stable under the G[[t]]-action.
For all λ, λ′ ∈ Y, we have

Gr
λ
⊂ Gr

λ′
⇐⇒ λ ≤ λ′

and we put Grλ := Gr
λ
− (∪µ<λGr

µ
). Then Grλ(F) coincides with G[[t]] · [λ].

6.2. Hecke stacks. Next, we denote by HG the Hecke stack for G at x. It classifies the
data (F1,F2, β) of two bundles F1,F2 ∈ BunG(S) together with an isomorphism

β : F1|(X−{x})×S ≃ F2|(X−{x})×S .

Recall that 1BunG was introduced at the end of §4.1, and let IuBunG denote the quotient

stack of 1BunG by N . For each coweight λ ∈ Y, we will denote by H
λ
G the closed substack

of HG classifying those (F1,F2, β) such that, for each µ ∈ Λ+ and G-module V whose
weights are ≤ µ, we have

VF1(−〈λ, µ〉 · (x× S)) ⊂ VF2 ⊂ VF1(−〈w0(λ), µ〉 · (x× S)).

As above, the second inclusion is implied by the first one.
Consider the diagram

BunG

←

h
←− HG

→

h
−→ BunG

defined by
←
h(F1,F2) = F1,

→
h(F1,F2) = F2. Let G denote the canonical G[[t]]-torsor over

BunG associated with x. By definition, G classifies the data of a G-bundle FG over X

together with a trivialization FG|Dx ≃ F
0
G|Dx . The projection

←
h (and also

→
h) realizes HG

as a fibration over BunG with typical fiber Gr (cf. [BG02, §3.2.4]):

HG ≃ Gr ×G[[t]] G,

where G[[t]] acts on the right on G, and by left translation on Gr.

Under this identification we have, H
λ
G ≃ Gr

λ
×G[[t]]G (and H

−w0(λ)
G ≃ Gr

λ
×G[[t]]G if

we project via
→
h).

For k1, k2 ∈ {0, 1}, we let
k1,k2HG denote the base change ofHG through the morphism

k1BunG ×
k2BunG → BunG × BunG

(where 0BunG := BunG). We still denote by
←
h and

→
h the canonical projections from

k1,k2HG to k1BunG and k2BunG respectively. If we let Gk
x denote the canonical Gk-torsor

over kBunG associated with x for k ∈ {0, 1}, then the projection
→
h realizes k1,k2HG as a

fibration over k2BunG with typical fiber G((t))/Gk1 ([ABB+05, §5.1.1]). This means that
we get a canonical isomorphism

(6.1) k1,k2HG ≃ G((t))/G
k1 ×G

k2
Gk2 ,
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where G0 := G. Similarly, let us denote by Iu,0HG the Hecke stack obtained by replacing
k1BunG with IuBunG in the previous construction, and letting k2 = 0. Via

→
h , we then get

a canonical isomorphism

(6.2) Iu,0HG ≃ G((t))/Iu ×
G[[t]] G.

Moreover, we obtain the following isomorphism via
←
h :

(6.3) Iu,0HG ≃ Gr×G[[t]] IuG,

where IuG is the canonical G[[t]]-torsor over IuBunG.
We then consider the following diagram, in which both squares are Cartesian

k1
∞BunN−

p

��

k1,k2HG,N−←

h′

oo

→

h′ //

��

k2
∞BunN−

p

��

k1BunG
k1,k2HG←

h

oo

→

h // k2BunG.

Similarly we have the following diagram

Iu
∞BunN−

p

��

Iu,0HG,N−←

h′

oo

→

h′ //

��

∞BunN−

p

��
IuBunG

Iu,0HG←

h

oo

→

h // BunG.

Now, the previous diagrams together with the identifications (6.1) and (6.2) yield the
following canonical isomorphisms:

(6.4) 0,0HG,N− ≃ G((t))/G[[t]] ×
G[[t]] G̃, Iu,0HG,N− ≃ G((t))/Iu ×

G[[t]] G̃,

where G̃ denotes the canonical G[[t]]-torsor over ∞BunN− . The identification (6.3) also
yield the isomorphism

Iu,0HG,N− ≃ Gr ×G[[t]] IuG̃,

where IuG̃ denotes the canonical G[[t]]-torsor over Iu
∞BunN− . For any λ ∈ Y, we define

the locally closed substack

Iu,0HλG,N− := Grλ ×G[[t]] IuG̃.

6.3. Definition of convolution. Recall ([ABB+05, §5.1.1]) that the inversion map sw :

G((t))→ G((t)), g 7→ g
−1 induces an equivalence of categories

S 7→ sw∗(S) : DGk1 (G((t))/G
k2)→ DGk2 (G((t))/G

k1 ).

We are now ready to define the convolution product for any S ∈ DG[[t]](Gr):

F 7→ S ⋆F : D(∞BunN−)→ D(∞BunN−), F 7→ (
←

h′)∗(sw
∗(S)⊠̃F),

where sw∗(S)⊠̃F is seen as an object of D(0,0HG,N−) thanks to (6.4). And respectively
for any S ∈ DIu(Gr):

F 7→ S ⋆F : D(∞BunN−)→ D(Iu∞BunN−), F 7→ (
←

h′)∗(sw
∗(S)⊠̃F).
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Similarly, one can define convolution functors

DI(Gr)×D(∞BunN−)→ D(I∞BunN−), (S,F) 7→ S ⋆ F ,

DIu(Fl)×D(Iu∞BunN−)→ D(Iu∞BunN−), (S,F) 7→ S ⋆ F ,

DI(Fl)×D(I∞BunN−)→ D(I∞BunN−), (S,F) 7→ S ⋆F .

The next result follows easily from the constructions.

Lemma 6.1. For any F ∈ DI(Fl), G ∈ D(∞BunN−), there exists a canonical isomorphism
in D(I∞BunN−):

F ⋆ For
G[[t]]
I (G) ≃ π∗(F) ⋆ G,

where we recall that π : Fl→ Gr is the canonical projection.

In the cases we consider, the convolution product commutes with Verdier duality.

Proposition 6.2. The morphism
←

h′ from 0,0HG,N− (resp. Iu,0HG,N−) to ∞BunN− (resp.
Iu
∞BunN−) is ind-proper.

Proof. This follows from the fact that
←

h′ realizes 0,0HG,N− (resp. Iu,0HG,N−) as a fibration

over ∞BunN− (resp. Iu
∞BunN−) with typical fiber an ind-projective ind-scheme (namely

the affine Grassmannian in the first case, and the affine flag variety in the second case). �

Corollary 6.3. For any F ∈ DG[[t]](F l
∞
2 ) and S ∈ DG[[t]](Gr) (resp. S ∈ DIu(Gr)), we

have

D(S ⋆ F) = D(S) ⋆ D(F).

6.4. Exactness of convolution. We will explain the proof of the following key property.

Theorem 6.4. [ABB+05, Theorem 5.2.2] For any ν ∈ Y, the convolution functor

S 7→ S ⋆ IC
∞
2
ν

from DG[[t]](Gr) (resp. DIu(Gr)) to DG[[t]](F l
∞
2 ) (resp. DIu(F l

∞
2 )) is t-exact.

Proof. Thanks to Corollary 6.3, it is enough to prove that the convolution functor is right
t-exact. Let S ∈ pDG[[t]](Gr)≤0 (resp. S ∈ pDIu(Gr)≤0) and µ ∈ Y. We need to prove

that i
∗
µ(S ⋆ IC

∞
2
ν ) lives in non-positive cohomological degrees.

The preimage (
←

h′)−1(µBunN−) decomposes into the locally closed substacks

Xµ′,λ := (
←

h′)−1(µBunN−)
⋂

(
→

h′)−1(µ′BunN−)
⋂

?,0HλG,N−, µ′ ∈ Y, λ ∈ Y
+,

where ? = 0 (resp. ? = Iu). In order to conclude, it will be enough to show that:

(1) The dimension of the fibers of
←

h′|Xµ′,λ
is bounded by 〈µ′ − µ+ λ, ρ〉.

(2) The restriction of sw∗(S)⊠̃ICν to Xµ′,λ lives in perverse cohomological degrees less
than −〈µ′ − µ+ λ, ρ〉.

For the first point, the argument is that
←

h′|Xµ′,λ
realizes Xµ′,λ as the following fibration

over ?
µBunN− :

(Grλ ∩N−((t)) · (µ− µ′))×N
−[[t]] ?

µN ,

where, in the case ? = Iu, the stack Iu
µ N is the N−[[t]]-torsor 1

µN/N over Iuµ BunN− .
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Let us explain the proof of the second point. Let p? be the identity Gr → Gr when

? = 0, and the canonical projection G((t))/Iu → Gr when ? = Iu. Projecting via
→

h′, the
locally closed substack Xµ′,λ identifies with

p−1? (Gr−w0(λ) ∩N−((t)) · (µ′ − µ))×N
−[[t]]

µ′N ,

so that the restriction of sw∗(S)⊠̃ICν to Xµ′,λ identifies with

sw∗(S)|p−1
? (Gr−w0(λ)∩N−((t))·(µ′−µ))⊠̃IC

∞
2
ν |

µ′BunN−
.

It is a property of intersection cohomology that the complex IC
∞
2
ν |

µ′BunN−
lives in nega-

tive (and in particular non-positive) perverse cohomological degrees. So we only need to

check that the restriction of sw∗(S) to p−1? (Gr−w0(λ) ∩N−((t)) · (µ′ − µ)) lives in perverse
cohomological degrees ≤ −〈µ′−µ+ λ, ρ〉. Since ∗-restriction is right t-exact, the complex
sw∗(S)|p−1

? (Gr−w0(λ)) lives in non-positive perverse cohomological degrees. When ? = 0, the

complex sw∗(S)|Gr−w0(λ) is constant since it is G[[t]]-equivariant and Gr−w0(λ) is an orbit.
So sw∗(S)|Gr−w0(λ)∩N−((t))·(µ′−µ) lives in perverse cohomological degrees less than

−codim(Gr−w0(λ) ∩N−((t)) · (µ′ − µ),Gr−w0(λ)) ≤ −〈µ′ − µ+ λ, ρ〉.

Finally, assume that ? = Iu. Let H be the stabilizer of t−w0(λ) in G[[t]] and n be a

large enough integer such that we have an isomorphism Gn/H ≃ Gr−w0(λ) (where Gn was
defined in §2.3). Then we have an isomorphism of F-schemes

p−1Iu (Gr−w0(λ)) ≃ Gn ×
H G[[t]]/Iu ≃ Gn ×

H G/U.

Since sw∗(S)|p−1
Iu

(Gr−w0(λ)) is G[[t]]-equivariant, we deduce that it is of the form

kGr−w0(λ) [d]⊠̃F

for some F ∈ D(G/U) and integer d. Since sw∗(S)|p−1
? (Gr−w0(λ)) lives in non-positive

perverse cohomological degrees, we must have d ≥ dim(Gr−w0(λ)) and F ∈ pD(G/U)≤0.
The identification

sw∗(S)|p−1
Iu

(Gr−w0(λ)∩N−((t))·(µ′−µ)) ≃ kGr−w0(λ)∩N−((t))·(µ′−µ))[d]⊠̃F

then allows to conclude. �

6.5. Convolution in the spherical case. From here and until the end, we assume that
Conjecture 5.1 holds. The present subsection – which is copied from [ABB+05, §5.2.3]
– settles some results which will be essential when defining the functor from the Hecke
category to PervIu(F l

∞
2 ). For any V ∈ Rep(G∨

k
) and coweight µ ∈ Y, we will denote

by V (µ) the associated µ-weight space. For any morphism of F-schemes of finite type
i : X → Y and F ∈ D(Y ), we put

Hk
Y (X,F) := Hk(Y, i!F)

for all k ∈ Z. Recall that, by [MV04], we have a canonical isomorphism of complexes of
vector spaces for any G ∈ PervG∨

k
[[t]](Gr)

(6.5) H•N−((t))·µ(Gr,G) ≃ H
〈2ρ,µ〉
N−((t))·µ

(Gr,G) ≃ Sat(G)(µ).

Proposition 6.5. [ABB+05, Proposition 5.2.4] For any G ∈ PervG[[t]](Gr) and ν ∈ Y, there
exist canonical isomorphisms

G ⋆ IC
∞
2
ν ≃

⊕

µ∈Y

IC
∞
2
ν+µ ⊗k Sat(sw

∗G)(−µ) ≃
⊕

µ∈Y

IC
∞
2
ν+µ ⊗k Sat(G)(w0(µ)).
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Moreover, for any V,U ∈ PervG[[t]](Gr), the following diagram commutes
(6.6)

(U ⋆ V) ⋆ IC
∞
2
ν

∼
��

∼ // ⊕µ′(U ⋆ IC
∞
2
ν+µ′)⊗ Sat(V)(µ′)

∼
��

⊕µIC
∞
2
ν+µ ⊗ (Sat(U)⊗ Sat(V))(µ′)

∼ // ⊕µ′+µ′′IC
∞
2
ν+µ′+µ′′ ⊗ Sat(U)(µ′′)⊗ Sat(V)(µ′).

Proof. Since the convolution product is t-exact (Theorem 6.4) and the category PervG[[t]](F l
∞
2 )

is semi-simple (Theorem 5.14), we know that there exist vector spaces Lµ such that

(6.7) G ⋆ IC
∞
2
ν ≃

⊕

µ∈Y

IC
∞
2
ν+µ ⊗k Lµ.

Thanks to Lemma 5.13 (or more easily by the usual theory of perverse sheaves), we have
an isomorphism of vector spaces between Lµ and

(6.8) Hom(ICν+µBunN−
, (iν+µ)

!(G ⋆ IC
∞
2
ν )).

Let λ be a dominant cocharacter such that the support of sw∗(G) is included in Gr
−w0(λ).

By the proper base change theorem, we have an isomorphism

(iν+µ)
!(G ⋆ IC

∞
2
ν ) ≃ (

←

h′)∗(̃iν+µ)
!(sw∗(G)⊠̃IC

∞
2
ν ),

where ĩν+µ is the locally closed inclusion

Y := (
←

h′)−1(ν+µBunN−)
⋂

(
→

h′)−1(≤νBunN−)
⋂

0,0H
λ
G,N− ⊂ (

→

h′)−1(≤νBunN−)
⋂

0,0H
λ
G,N−

(by abuse of notation, we still denote by
←

h′ the restriction of
←

h′ to Y ⊂ 0,0HG,N−).
For β ≤ λ, β ∈ Y

+, denote by Yβ the locally closed substack of Y defined by replacing
0,0H

λ
G,N− with 0,0H

β
G,N− in the definition of Y , by jβ : Yβ →֒

0,0HG,N− the locally closed

inclusion, and by (
←

h′β)∗ the restriction of (
←

h′)∗ to Yβ. Then we have the finite stratification

Y = ∪βYβ, and projecting via
→

h′ induces an isomorphism

Yβ ≃
(
Gr−w0(β) ∩N−((t)) · (−µ)

)
×N

−[[t]]
ν

◦
N ,

where ν
◦
N denotes the preimage of νBunN− under the canonical projection νN → νBunN− .

Let us denote by j : Gr−w0(β) ∩N−((t)) · (−µ) →֒ Gr the locally closed embedding. Now,
notice that for all β, we have the isomorphism

(
←

h′β)∗(jβ)
!(sw∗(G)⊠̃IC

∞
2
ν ) ≃ (

←

h′β)∗(j
!(sw∗(G))⊠̃i!νIC

∞
2
ν ).

By adjunction, we have the isomorphism

Hom(ICν+µBunN−
, (
←

h′β)∗(j
!(sw∗(G))⊠̃i!νIC

∞
2
ν ))

≃ Hom((
←

h′β)
∗(ICν+µBunN−

), (j!(sw∗(G))⊠̃i!νIC
∞
2
ν ))

(6.9)

Since ν+µBunN− is smooth, ICν+µBun
N−

is the constant perverse sheaf of rank one. More-

over the relative dimension of ν+µBunN− compared with νBunN− is 2〈ρ, µ〉. Therefore,
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the pullback (
←

h′β)
∗(ICν+µBun

N−
) is isomorphic to kY ′β

[2〈ρ, µ〉]⊠̃ICνBun
N−

, where we have

put Y ′β := Gr−w0(β) ∩N−((t)) · (−µ). Thus, (6.9) coincides with

Hom(kY ′β
[2〈ρ, µ〉], j!(sw∗(G))) ≃ H

−2〈ρ,µ〉
Y ′
β

(Gr, sw∗(G)).

Now, using distinguished triangles associated with open and closed immersions together
with an induction on the number of strata of Y , we deduce that (6.8) coincides with

H
−2〈ρ,µ〉
N−((t))·(−µ)

(Gr, sw∗(G)).

Finally, the above vector space is canonically isomorphic to Sat(sw∗(G))(−µ) thanks to
(6.5). By Proposition 3.6, the latter vector space is isomorphic to Sat(G)(w0(µ)).

The commutativity of the diagrams follows from the fact that the geometric Satake
equivalence is a tensor functor. �

6.6. Action of the regular perverse sheaf. We define theY-graded object of PervG[[t]](F l
∞
2 ):

IC
∞
2 :=

⊕

λ∈Y

IC
∞
2
λ .

For any λ, µ ∈ Y, we will define a morphism

Hµ,λ : Rµ ⋆ IC
∞
2
λ → IC

∞
2
λ+µ.

Recall (§3.9) that Rµ := lim
−→δ
I
w0(µ)+δ
∗ ⋆ I

−w0(δ)
∗ ∈ Ind(PervG[[t]](Gr)). For any δ ∈ Y

+ ∩

(−w0(µ) +Y
+), we define

Hδ
µ,λ : (I

w0(µ)+δ
∗ ⋆ I

−w0(δ)
∗ ) ⋆ IC

∞
2
λ

∼
−−−−−→
Prop.6.5

⊕

µ′

I
w0(µ)+δ
∗ ⋆ IC

∞
2
λ+µ′ ⊗k Sat(I

−w0(δ)
∗ )(w0(µ

′))

→ I
w0(µ)+δ
∗ ⋆ IC

∞
2

λ−w0(δ)

∼
−−−−−→
Prop.6.5

⊕

µ′

IC
∞
2

λ−w0(δ)+µ′
⊗k Sat(I

w0(µ)+δ
∗ )(w0(µ

′))

→ IC
∞
2
λ+µ,

where the second (resp. last) morphism is obtained by projecting onto the 1-dimensional
(−δ)-weight space (resp. (w0(µ)+ δ)-weight space), identified with k via the weight vector
ẇ0 ·v−w0(δ) (resp. vw0(µ)+δ). Thanks to the commutativity of the diagram (6.6), the collec-

tion of morphisms (Hδ
µ,λ)δ∈Y+∩(−w0(µ)+Y+) is compatible with the transition morphisms

in the limit defining Rµ. So we obtain the desired morphism Hµ,λ. Moreover, the com-
mutativity of (6.6) implies that the morphisms (Hµ,λ)µ,λ∈Y satisfy obvious associativity
and unit axioms. Namely:

Proposition 6.6. The morphisms (Hµ,λ)µ,λ∈Y endow IC
∞
2 with a structure of left R-

module.

6.7. Action of convolution on standard and simple objects.

Proposition 6.7. [ABB+05, Proposition 5.4.2] For λ ∈ Y
+ and ν ∈ Y, there are canonical

isomorphisms

Dλ ⋆∆
∞
2
ν ≃ ∆

∞
2
ν+λ, Nλ ⋆∇

∞
2
ν ≃ ∇

∞
2
ν+λ.
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Proof. The second isomorphism will follow from the first one by applying Verdier duality
togehter with Corollary 6.3. So we only need to prove that

Dλ ⋆∆
∞
2
ν ≃ ∆

∞
2
ν+λ.

One can check (same proof as in [ABB+05, Proposition 5.1.5]) that the perverse

cohomologies of Dλ ⋆∆
∞
2
ν are objects of PervI(F l

∞
2 ). Moreover, we can deduce from the

second point of Proposition 5.4 that, for all w ∈ W, δ ∈ Y, the perverse cohomologies

of the restriction of an object of PervI(F l
∞
2 ) to I

wtδ
BunN− is of the form F⊠̃IC

νBunN−
,

for some F ∈ PervN (G/B
−). Thus, to prove that Dλ ⋆∆

∞
2
ν ≃ ∆

∞
2
ν+λ, it suffices to check

that the stalk of Dλ ⋆∆
∞
2
ν at any point of IwtδBunN− is zero when wtδ 6= tν+λ, and is the

(perversly shifted) constant sheaf otherwise. The computation of the latter stalk can then
be conducted as in the proof of [ABB+05, Proposition 5.4.2], where the authors show that
it amounts to computing the cohomology of an empty set when wtδ 6= tν+λ, and of a point
scheme otherwise. �

Next, we exhibit the commutativity of certain diagrams (cf. [ABB+05, (49),(50)]),
which will turn out to be useful in §8. Below, those diagrams will involve the following
canonical morphisms. For any µ, λ ∈ Y

+, ν ∈ Y, we have:

(6.10) ∇λ ⋆ IC
∞
2
ν
∼
−→ Nλ ⋆ IC

∞
2
ν → Nλ ⋆∇

∞
2
ν ,

where the first isomorphism follows from Lemma 6.1. Moreover, we will denote by

bλ : Iλ∗ → ∇λ

the morphism established in (3.10), and by

aν : IC
∞
2
ν → ∇

∞
2
ν

the canonical morphism in PervIu(F l
∞
2 ), where we have identified IC

∞
2
ν with IC

∞
2
ν through

the functor For
G[[t]]
Iu

(cf. Proposition 5.16).

Proposition 6.8. For any µ, λ ∈ Y
+, ν ∈ Y, the following diagrams are commutative:

(6.11) Iλ∗ ⋆ IC
∞
2
ν

∼Prop.6.5
��

bλ⋆id // ∇λ ⋆ IC
∞
2
ν

(6.10)
// Nλ ⋆∇

∞
2
ν

∼Prop. 6.7
��

⊕ν′IC
∞
2
ν+ν′ ⊗ Sat(Iλ∗ )(w0(ν

′)) // IC
∞
2
ν+λ aν+λ

// ∇
∞
2
ν+λ

(6.12) ∇λ ⋆ IC
∞
2
ν

(6.10)
��

// ∇λ ⋆ I
µ
∗ ⋆ I

−w0(µ)
∗ ⋆ IC

∞
2
ν

Prop.6.5
��

Nλ ⋆∇
∞
2
ν

∼
��

∇λ ⋆ I
µ
∗ ⋆ IC

∞
2
ν−µ

(id⋆bµ)⋆id
��

∇
∞
2
λ+ν ∇λ+µ ⋆ IC

∞
2
ν−µ,

oo

where the bottom arrow ∇λ+µ ⋆ IC
∞
2
ν−µ → ∇

∞
2
λ+ν is the composition

∇λ+µ ⋆ IC
∞
2
ν−µ

(6.10)
−−−→ Nλ+µ ⋆∇

∞
2
ν−µ

∼
−−−−−−→
Prop. 6.7

∇
∞
2
λ+ν .
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Proof. Notice that, for any ν ∈ Y, the space of morphisms between IC
∞
2
ν and ∇

∞
2
ν is one

dimensional and canonical. The fact that the two morphisms morphisms Iλ∗ ⋆IC
∞
2
ν → ∇

∞
2
ν+λ

(resp. ∇λ ⋆ IC
∞
2
ν → ∇

∞
2
ν+λ ) considered in the first (resp. second) diagram coincide then

follows from the construction of the isosmorphisms of propositions 6.5 and 6.7. �

From Proposition 6.7 we deduce (by replacing B with B− in the arguments) that we
have a canonical isomorphism for λ ∈ Y

+, ν ′ ∈ Y

D−λ ⋆∆
∞
2
w0tν′

≃ ∆
∞
2
w0tν′−w0(λ)

.

Thanks to the first point of Lemma 3.4, we deduce that there is a canonical isomorphism

(6.13) Nλ ⋆∆
∞
2
w0tν′

≃ ∆
∞
2
w0tν′+w0(λ)

.

At the present moment, we are not able to prove the following result (which follows from
[ABB+05, Lemma 5.4.5] in the case of Qℓ-sheaves), but hope to come back to this question
in future work.

Conjecture 6.1. For any ν ∈ Y, there exists a non-zero morphism

ãν : IC
∞
2
ν → ∆

∞
2
w0tν+2ζ

such that the following diagrams commute for all ν ∈ Y, λ, µ ∈ Y
+:

(6.14) Iλ∗ ⋆ IC
∞
2
ν

∼Prop.6.5

��

bλ⋆id // ∇λ ⋆ IC
∞
2
ν

// Nλ ⋆∆
∞
2
w0tν+2ζ

∼Prop. 6.7

��

⊕ν′IC
∞
2
ν+ν′ ⊗ Sat(Iλ∗ )(w0(ν

′)) // IC
∞
2

ν+w0(λ) ãν+w0(λ)

// ∆
∞
2
w0tν+2ζ+w0(λ)

(6.15) ∇λ ⋆ IC
∞
2
ν

��

// ∇λ ⋆ I
µ
∗ ⋆ I

−w0(µ)
∗ ⋆ IC

∞
2
ν

Prop.6.5
��

Nλ ⋆∆
∞
2
w0tν+2ζ

∼(6.13)
��

∇λ ⋆ I
µ
∗ ⋆ IC

∞
2
ν−µ

��

∆
∞
2
w0tν+2ζ+w0(λ)

∇λ+µ ⋆ IC
∞
2
ν−µ.

oo

Theorem 6.9. [ABB+05, Theorem 5.3.2] For any w ∈W res
ext and ν ∈ Y, we have

Lw ⋆ IC
∞
2
ν ≃ IC

∞
2
wtν .

Proof. By definition we have

Lw ⋆ IC
∞
2
ν := (

←

h′)∗(sw
∗(Lw)⊠̃IC

∞
2
ν ),

where
←

h′ : I,0HG,N− →
I
∞BunN− . Denote by X (resp. Y ) the closed substack of I,0HG,N−

(resp. of I∞BunN−) defined as the support of sw∗(Lw)⊠̃IC
∞
2
ν (resp. of IC

∞
2
wtν ). Consider

the stratifications

X =
⊔

(u,µ)∈Wext×Y

Ou ×
N−[[t]] I

µN , Y =
⊔

vtλ∈Wext

I
vtλ

BunN− ,
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where Ou ⊂ Fl denotes the G[[t]] -orbit associated with an element u ∈Wext. By the proof
of [ABB+05, Theorem 5.3.2], the morphism

←

h′|←
h′
−1

(Y )
: X → Y

is stratified small with respect to the dense open subset I
wtνBunN− ⊂ Y . Since

←

h′ is

moreover proper and sw∗(Lw)⊠̃IC
∞
2
ν coincides with the IC-sheaf onX, we deduce that Lw⋆

IC
∞
2
ν coincides with the IC-sheaf on Y (see for instance [Ach21, Proposition 3.8.10]). �

7. Iwahori-Whittaker objects

7.1. Iwahori-Whittaker for the semi-infinite flag variety. For any F-stack locally of finite
type X acted on by N−, the category D(N−,ψ)(X ) is defined as the full subcategory of
D(X ) consisting of objects F such that there exists an isomorphism a∗F ≃ ψ∗LAS ⊠ F ,
where a : N−×X → X is the morphism defining the action (and recall that ψ : N− → Ga

was defined in §3.6). This category is endowed with a natural perverse t-structure, whose
heart will be denoted by Perv(N−,ψ)(X ), and which is sent to Perv(X ) by the forgetful
functor For(N−,ψ) : D(N−,ψ)(X )→ D(X ).

First consider the category Perv(N−,ψ)(G/B
−). It is a classical fact that the only

N−-orbit supporting a non-zero Whittaker local system is the open dense orbit, i.e. the
orbit associated with w0. Thus, the category Perv(N−,ψ)(G/B

−) contains a unique simple
object, denoted by ψG/B− , defined as the Goresky-Macpherson extension of the rank-one

Whittaker local system on this orbit. Next, we define the category Perv(I−u ,ψ)(F l
∞
2 ) as the

full subcategory of Perv(N−,ψ)(
1
∞BunN−) consisting of T -equivariant perverse sheaves sat-

isfying the factorization and equivariance conditions (cf. §5.1). The same arguments as the

one used in the proof of Proposition 5.4 show that the simple objects of Perv(I−u ,ψ)(F l
∞
2 )

are of the form

ICψν := (iν)!∗

(
ψG/B−⊠̃IC

νBunN−

)
, ν ∈ Y.

We have the convolution functor

PervIW(Gr)× PervG[[t]](F l
∞
2 )→ Perv(I−u ,ψ)(F l

∞
2 ).

Recall (§2.1) that we have picked ζ ∈ Y such that 〈α, ζ〉 = 1 for all α ∈ Rs. The proof of
the next result is the same as that of Theorem 6.9.

Proposition 7.1. [ABB+05, Theorem 5.3.5] For any ν ∈ Y, we have

LIWζ ⋆ IC
∞
2
ν ≃ ICψν+ζ .

For any ν ∈ Y, we have the corresponding standard and costandard objects

∇ψν := (iν)∗

(
ψG/B−⊠̃IC

νBunN−

)
, ∆ψ

ν := (iν)!

(
ψG/B−⊠̃IC

νBunN−

)
.

By the proof of [ABB+05, Corollary 4.4.5], we know that the inclusion of Iuν BunN− into
Iu
≤νBunN− is affine, so that both objects above are perverse sheaves. They are then easily

seen to be objects of Perv(I−u ,ψ)(F l
∞
2 ).

Theorem 7.2. [ABB+05, Theorem 4.4.10] For any ν ∈ Y, the canonical morphisms

∆ψ
ν → ICψν → ∇

ψ
ν

are isomorphisms.



48 EMILIEN ZABETH

Proof. By the arguments of loc. cit., we are reduced to showing that the Euler charac-

teristic of the stalk of ICψν+ζ at any point of the locally closed substack ev−1ν′ (N
− · w0),

for ν ′ < ν + ζ, is zero. By Proposition 7.1, this is equivalent to computing the stalk of

LIWζ ⋆IC
∞
2
ν . Using similar arguments as in the proof of Proposition 6.5, this stalk identifies

with the extension of a finite number of certain complexes of k-vector spaces Kν′′ , ν
′′ < ν.

Each Kν′′ is defined as the stalk of the direct image under
←

h′ : (
←

h′)−1(1ν′BunN−)
⋂

(
→

h′)−1(ν′′BunN−)
⋂

1,0H
ζ
G,N− →

1
ν′BunN−

of the restriction of LIWζ ⊠̃IC
∞
2
ν to the above locally closed substack. Moreover, it follows

from the constructions that the projection
→

h′ identifies that same locally closed substack
with (

N((t)) · w0(ν
′ − ν ′′) ∩ I− · (w0(ζ))

)
×N

−[[t]]
ν′′N .

Therefore

Kν′′ ≃ H
•
c (N((t)) · w0(ν

′ − ν ′′) ∩ I− · (w0(ζ)),L ⊗k IC
∞
2
ν |ν′′BunN−

)

≃ H•c (N((t)) · w0(ν
′ − ν ′′) ∩ I− · (w0(ζ)),L) ⊗k IC

∞
2
ν |ν′′Bun

N−

where L denotes the rank-one Iwahori-Whittaker local system on I−·(w0(ζ)), and IC
∞
2
ν |ν′′BunN−

is meant to be the stalk of IC
∞
2
ν at any point of ν′′BunN− .

On the other hand, let us put µr := (ℓr − 1)ζ for any integer r ≥ 0. The canonical
morphisms

Iµr! → IC
µr → Iµr∗

are isomorphisms for any r thanks to Lemma 3.7, so that (by applying the functor ∆IWζ ⋆

(−)) the canonical morphisms

∆IWµr+ζ → LIWµr+ζ → ∇
IW
µr+ζ

are also isomorphisms. In particular, the IC-sheaf LIWµr+ζ ∈ PervIW(Gr) is clean.
Notice that the map

f : ν ′′ 7→ µr − (ν − ν ′′)

induces a bijection between the sets {ν ′′, ν ′′ ≤ ν} and {µ′′, µ′′ ≤ µr}. Put µ′r := f(ν ′).

The stalk of LIWµr+ζ ≃ LIWζ ⋆ ICµr at [tµ
′
r ] ∈ Yµ′r can be written as an extension of certain

complexes K̃µ′′ , for µ
′′ ≤ µr (only a finite number of complexes will be non-zero). Each

K̃µ′′ is defined as the stalk at [tµ
′
r ] of the direct image under the multiplication morphism

(7.1) m : I− · (w0(ζ))×
G((t)) Grµ

′′

→ Gr

of the restriction of LIWζ ⊠̃ICµr to I− ·(w0ζ)×
G((t))Grµ

′′

. By [ABB+05, Remark 5.3.3], the

preimage of [tµ
′
r ] by the morphism (7.1) is isomorphic to N((t)) ·w0(µ

′
r−µ

′′)∩ I− · (w0(ζ))
when r is large enough (so that µr is dominant enough). Thus

K̃µ′′ ≃ H
•
c (N((t)) · w0(µ

′
r − µ

′′) ∩ I− · (w0(ζ)),L ⊗k IC
µr |

Grµ
′′ )

≃ H•c (N((t)) · w0(µ
′
r − µ

′′) ∩ I− · (w0(ζ)),L)⊗k IC
µr |

Grµ
′′

where ICµr |
Grµ
′′ is meant to be the stalk of ICµr at any point of Grµ

′′

.
Since µr − f(ν

′′) = ν − ν ′′ by construction, we can take r large enough so that

IC
∞
2
ν |ν′′BunN−

≃ ICµr |
Grf(ν

′′)
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for all ν ′′ < ν such that Kν′′ is non-zero by Corollary 5.15. Moreover µ′r− f(ν
′′) = ν ′− ν ′′

by definition of f . So we get an isomorphism

Kν′′ ≃ K̃f(ν′′) ∀ν ′′ ≤ ν.

So the Euler characteristic of the stalk of ICψν+ζ at any point of ev−1ν′ (N
− ·w0) coincides

with the Euler characteristic of the stalk of LIWµr+ζ at [tµ
′
r ]. But µ′r < µr + ζ, so that the

latter stalk is zero by cleanness. This concludes the proof. �

7.2. Partial integrability and consequences. We denote by

(7.2) av!,(N−,ψ), av∗,(N−,ψ) : D(1∞BunN−)→ D(I−u ,ψ)
(1∞BunN−)

the functors which are respectively left and right adjoint to the forgetful functor. They
are defined by

av!,(N−,ψ)(F) := a!(ψ
∗LAS ⊠ F)[2dim(N−)], av∗,(N−,ψ)(F) := a∗(ψ

∗LAS ⊠ F),

where a : N− × 1
∞BunN− →

1
∞BunN− is the action morphism. Moreover we denote by

Av!,(Iu,ψ), Av∗,(Iu,ψ) : D(Iu∞BunN−)→ D(I−u ,ψ)
(1∞BunN−)

the functors obtained by composing (7.2) with the forgetful functor D(Iu∞BunN−) →
D(1∞BunN−).

Let us denote by

ForIIu : D(I∞BunN−)→ D(Iu∞BunN−)

the forgetful functor. From the definitions, we have isomorphisms of functors from D(I∞BunN−)

to D(I−u ,ψ)
(1∞BunN−):

(7.3) Av!,(Iu,ψ)[−2dim(N−)] ◦ ForIIu ≃ ∆ψ ⋆ (−), Av∗,(Iu,ψ) ◦ For
I
Iu ≃ ∇ψ ⋆ (−)

where ∆ψ ∈ Perv(N−,ψ)(G/B) (resp. ∇ψ ) is the !-extension (resp. ∗-extension) of the

rank one Whittaker local system on the dense N−-orbit in G/B (and the convolution
product ⋆ is defined as in Remark 5.20).

Lemma 7.3. [ABB+05, Lemma 4.4.12] The canonical morphism of functors

Av!,(Iu,ψ)[−dim(N−)]→ Av∗,(Iu,ψ)[dim(N−)]

is an isomorphism. Moreover, the resulting functor

D(Iu∞BunN−)→ D(I−u ,ψ)
(1∞BunN−)

is t-exact.

We will denote by

Av(Iu,ψ) : D(Iu∞BunN−)→ D(I−u ,ψ)
(1∞BunN−)

the obtained t-exact functor.

Proof. First, notice that the category D(Iu∞BunN−) is generated (as a triangulated cate-
gory) by the essential image of the forgetful functor

ForIIu : D(I∞BunN−)→ D(Iu∞BunN−).

Thus, the first point can be proved for the corresponding functors composed with ForIIu.
In this case, we have the isomorphisms of functors (7.3), so that the morphism

Av!,(Iu,ψ)[−dim(N−)] ◦ ForIIu → Av∗,(Iu,ψ)[dim(N−)] ◦ ForIIu
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is induced by the canonical morphism ∆ψ → ∇ψ. But the latter morphism is an iso-
morphism, as both objects are easily seen to be isomorphic to the simple perverse sheaf
ψG/B .

Finally, we deduce that the resulting functor is t-exact. Indeed, av∗,(N−,ψ) is right
t-exact since it is defined as the ∗-pushforward along an affine morphism [BBDG18,
Théorème 4.1.1], and av!,(N−,ψ) is left t-exact since it is defined as the !-pushforward
along an affine morphism [BBDG18, Corollaire 4.1.2]. �

An object of PervIu(F l
∞
2 ) is called partially integrable if all of its irreducible sub-

quotients are of the form IC
∞
2
wtν , with ν ∈ Y and w 6= w0. We let fPervIu(F l

∞
2 ) denote

the resulting Serre quotient category obtained by quotienting PervIu(F l
∞
2 ) by the sub-

category of partially integrable objects. The next result parallels Proposition 3.26.

Proposition 7.4. For any wtν ∈Wext we have isomorphisms

AvIu,ψ(∇
∞
2
wtν ) ≃ ∇

ψ
ν , AvIu,ψ(∆

∞
2
wtν ) ≃ ∆ψ

ν .

Proof. By (7.3), we have

AvIu,ψ(∇
∞
2
wtν ) ≃ ∇ψ ⋆∇

∞
2
wtν ,

where ∇
∞
2
wtν is seen as an object of D(I∞BunN−). Recall that, by definition

∇
∞
2
wtν = (iν)∗

(
∇̃w⊠̃IC

νBunN−

)
.

So one can check that

∇ψ ⋆∇
∞
2
wtν ≃ (iν)∗

(
(∇ψ ⋆ ∇̃w)⊠̃IC

νBunN−

)
.

As in [BY13, Lemma 4.4.8], we have an isomorphism ∇ψ ⋆ ∇̃w ≃ ψG/B , concluding the
proof of the first isomorphism. The proof of the second one is similar. �

The proof of the next result is done exactly as in [ABB+05, Proposition 4.4.13].

Proposition 7.5. (1) The functor

Av(Iu,ψ) : PervIu(F l
∞
2 )→ Perv(I−u ,ψ)(F l

∞
2 )

factors through fPervIu(F l
∞
2 ).

(2) The resulting functor

fPervIu(F l
∞
2 )→ Perv(I−u ,ψ)(F l

∞
2 )

is exact and faithful.

8. The convolution functor

8.1. Construction of the functor. Here we follow [ABB+05, §6.1.1]. We recall the con-
struction of a functor

ConvHecke : ModYIu(R)→ Ind(PervIu(F l
∞
2 )),

which will (conjecturally) restrict to an equivalence on the categories of finite length ob-

jects. Let S ∈ ModYIu(R). For any λ, µ ∈ Y, consider the morphisms

αλ,µ : Sλ ⋆R−µ ⋆ IC
∞
2
µ−λ → Sλ−µ ⋆ IC

∞
2
µ−λ

βλ,µ : Sλ ⋆R−µ ⋆ IC
∞
2
µ−λ → Sλ ⋆ IC

∞
2
−λ,

induced respectively by the rightR-module structure on S and the leftR-module structure
on IC

∞
2 (cf. §6.6).
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We then define ConvHecke(S) as the coequalizer of the following diagram:
⊕

λ,µ

Sλ ⋆R−µ ⋆ IC
∞
2
µ−λ ⇒

⊕

ν

Sν ⋆ IC
∞
2
−ν ,

where the two arrows correspond to αλ,µ and βλ,µ.

In other words, the object ConvHecke(S) represents the covariant functor which, to any

F ∈ Ind(PervIu(F l
∞
2 )) , associates the set of collections of morphisms (Sν⋆IC

∞
2
−ν → F)ν∈Y

such that, for any λ, µ ∈ Y, the following diagram commutes:

(8.1) Sλ ⋆R−µ ⋆ IC
∞
2
µ−λ ⇒ F ,

where the top (resp. bottom) arrow is the composition of αλ,µ (resp. βλ,µ) with the

morphism Sλ−µ ⋆ IC
∞
2
µ−λ → F (resp. Sλ ⋆ IC

∞
2
−λ → F).

8.2. First properties. Recall that Φ : PervIu(Gr)→ modYIu(R) was defined in §3.10.

Proposition 8.1. [ABB+05, Proposition 3.1.2] For any S ∈ PervIu(Gr) and µ ∈ Y, we
have a canonical isomorphism

ConvHecke(Φ(S)〈µ〉) ≃ S ⋆ IC
∞
2
−µ.

Proof. We first construct a morphism of functors
(8.2)

Hom
Ind(PervIu (F l

∞
2 ))

(
ConvHecke(Φ(S)〈µ〉),−

)
→ Hom

Ind(PervIu (F l
∞
2 ))

(
S ⋆ IC

∞
2
−µ,−

)
.

For any morphism ConvHecke(Φ(S)〈µ〉)→ F , we take the component

(Φ(S)〈µ〉)µ ⋆ IC
∞
2
−µ → F .

Composing with the canonical morphism S → S ⋆R0 = (Φ(S)〈µ〉)µ, we obtain the desired

map S ⋆ IC
∞
2
−µ → F .

Next, we construct an inverse of (8.2). Consider a morphism ϕ : S ⋆ IC
∞
2
−µ → F . For

any λ ∈ Y, we construct a morphism (Φ(S)〈µ〉)λ ⋆ IC
∞
2
−λ → F in the following way:

(Φ(S)〈µ〉)λ ⋆ IC
∞
2
−λ = S ⋆Rλ−µ ⋆ IC

∞
2
−λ

id⋆Hλ−µ,−λ
−−−−−−−→ S ⋆ IC

∞
2
−µ

ϕ
−→ F .

The fact that this collection of morphisms makes the diagram (8.1) commute follows

from the associativity property of the action of R on IC
∞
2 (Proposition 6.6). The fact

that we indeed obtain an inverse of (8.2) is readily checked. �

Corollary 8.2. For any w ∈Wext, we have an isomorphism

ConvHecke(L̂w) ≃ IC
∞
2
w .

Proof. Let w ∈ Wext, and write it as w = ytλ for (y, λ) ∈ W res
ext × Y. By construction,

L̂w = Φ(Ly)〈−λ〉, so that Proposition 8.1 yields an isomorphism

ConvHecke(L̂w) ≃ Ly ⋆ IC
∞
2
λ .

By Theorem 6.9, the right-hand side is isomorphic to IC
∞
2
ytλ

. �

Proposition 8.3. [ABB+05, Proposition 6.2.2] The functor ConvHecke is exact.
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Proof. By construction, the functor ConvHecke is right exact. So it remains to check that
it is left exact. Since ModYIu(R) is the ind-completion of modYIu(R), it suffices to check left

exactness for the restriction of ConvHecke to modYIu(R). So let

0→ S1
u
−→ S2 → S → 0

be an exact sequence in modYIu(R). We have to prove that ConvHecke(S1)→ ConvHecke(S2)
is injective. By an inductive argument on the length of S2, it is sufficient to prove the
result in the case where S is simple. In particular (thanks to Theorem 3.15), we may and
will assume that there exist F ∈ PervIu(Gr) and µ ∈ Y such that S ≃ Φ(F)〈µ〉. Consider
the morphism

F → F ⋆R0 ≃ S−µ.

Since (S2)−µ, S−µ are ind-objects of the category PervIu(Gr), there exists F ′ ∈ PervIu(Gr)
together with a morphism ϕ : F ′ → (S2)−µ and a surjective morphism F ′ → F such that
the following diagram commutes

F ′

��

// F

��

(S2)−µ // S−µ.

In particular, we obtain a morphism a : Φ(F ′)〈µ〉 → S2 by Proposition 3.14. We put
F ′′ := ker(F ′ → F). We have a commutative diagram

(8.3) 0

��

0

��

Φ(F ′′)〈µ〉

��

id // Φ(F ′′)〈µ〉

��

0 // S1

id
��

// S1 ⊕ (Φ(F ′)〈µ〉) //

u⊕a

��

Φ(F ′)〈µ〉

��

// 0

0 // S1 // S2 //

��

Φ(F)〈µ〉

��

// 0

0 0.

To prove the desired result, we only need to prove that the maps ConvHecke(S1) →
ConvHecke(S1 ⊕ (Φ(F ′)〈µ〉)) and ConvHecke(Φ(F ′′)〈µ〉)→ ConvHecke(S1 ⊕ (Φ(F ′)〈µ〉)) are
injective. For the first one this is obvious, since ConvHecke transforms direct sums into
direct sums. For the second one, it suffices to check that

ConvHecke(Φ(F ′′)〈µ〉)→ ConvHecke(Φ(F ′)〈µ〉)

is injective. But one deduces from Proposition 8.1 that the latter morphism coincides with

F ′′ ⋆ IC
∞
2
µ → F

′ ⋆ IC
∞
2
µ ,

obtained by convolving the injection F ′′ → F ′ with IC
∞
2
µ . This morphism is injective

thanks to exactness of convolution (Theorem 6.4). �

Notice that, thanks to Proposition 8.3 and Corollary 8.2, we immediately obtain:

Proposition 8.4. The functor ConvHecke sends finite length objects to finite length objects.
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So restriction yields a functor

ConvHecke : modYIu(R)→ PervIu(F l
∞
2 ).

Notice that, by replacing ModYIu(R) with ModYIW(R) in the definition of ConvHecke, we
obtain a functor

ConvHecke
IW : ModYIW(R)→ Ind(Perv(I−u ,ψ)(F l

∞
2 ))

satisfying properties analogous to the previously stated results concerning ConvHecke. In
particular, ConvHecke

IW sends simple objects to simple objects.

Proposition 8.5. The functor ConvHecke commutes with averaging functors. Namely, for
any S ∈ modYIu(R) we have a functorial isomorphism

Av(Iu,ψ)(Conv
Hecke(S)) ≃ ConvHecke

IW (Av(Iu,ψ)(S)).

Proof. First, one can easily check from the constructions of the averaging functors that,
for any λ ∈ Y, we have an isomorphism functorial in S ∈ ModYIu(R):

Av(Iu,ψ)(S ⋆ IC
∞
2
λ ) ≃ Av(Iu,ψ)(S) ⋆ IC

∞
2
λ .

The conclusion then follows from the fact that Av(Iu,ψ) is an exact functor, so it preserves
coequalizers. �

Lemma 8.6. The functor ConvHecke commutes with Verdier duality.

Proof. Let S ∈ modYIu(R). Recall the construction of the Verdier duality on modYIu(R)
from subsection 3.11, and let α : S1 → S2 be a morphism between two free graded R-
modules such that S is the cokernel of α. By Remark 3.20, D(S) coincides with the kernel of
D(α) : D(S2)→ D(S1). Let us spell out how D(α) was constructed. By additivity of D, we
may and will assume that S1 ≃ Φ(F1) and S2 ≃ Φ(F2)〈µ〉, for some F1,F2 ∈ PervIu(Gr),
and µ ∈ Y. So (using Proposition 3.14) α comes from a map

α̃ : F1 → F2 ⋆ I
−w0(µ)+ν
∗ ⋆ I

−w0(ν)
∗

in PervIu(Gr), for some large enough ν ∈ Y
+∩ (w0(µ)+Y

+). Thus (up to taking a larger
ν), D(α) comes from the dual morphism

β : D(F2)→ D(F1) ⋆ I
µ−w0(ν)
∗ ⋆ Iν∗ .

Now, the object ConvHecke(D(S)) is the kernel of ConvHecke(D(α)) thanks to Propo-
sition 8.3. By Proposition 8.1, the latter morphism is a morphism between the objects

D(F2) ⋆ IC
∞
2
−µ and D(F1) ⋆ IC

∞
2
0 . It is constructed as the composition

D(F2) ⋆ IC
∞
2
−µ

β⋆id
−−−→ D(F1) ⋆ (I

µ−w0(ν)
∗ ⋆ Iν∗ ⋆ IC

∞
2
−µ)

id⋆H′
−−−→ D(F1) ⋆ IC

∞
2
0 ,

where H ′ is the image of Hν
−µ,0 through the composition

Hom((I
−w0(µ)+ν
∗ ⋆ I

−w0(ν)
∗ ) ⋆ IC

∞
2
0 ,IC

∞
2
−µ)

adjunction
−−−−−−→

∼
Hom(IC

∞
2
0 , (I

µ−w0(ν)
! ⋆ Iν! ) ⋆ IC

∞
2
−µ)

D
−→
∼

Hom((I
µ−w0(ν)
∗ ⋆ Iν∗ ) ⋆ IC

∞
2
−µ,IC

∞
2
0 ).
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On the other hand, ConvHecke(S) is the cokernel of ConvHecke(α) thanks to Proposi-
tion 8.3. The latter morphism coincides with the composition

F1 ⋆ IC
∞
2
0

α̃⋆id
−−−→ F2 ⋆ (I

−w0(µ)+ν
∗ ⋆ I

−w0(ν)
∗ ⋆ IC

∞
2
0 )

id⋆Hν
−µ,0

−−−−−−→ F2 ⋆ IC
∞
2
−µ.

To conclude, we just need to notice that ConvHecke(D(α)) and ConvHecke(α) are trans-
formed into one another by Verdier duality. �

Conjecture 8.1. The functor

ConvHecke : modYIu(R)→ PervIu(F l
∞
2 )

induces an equivalence of categories between modYIu(R) and the subcategory of finite-length

objects in PervIu(F l
∞
2 ).

9. Strategy of proof for Conjecture 8.1

We give a strategy of proof for Conjecture 8.1, which follows [ABB+05] and will work
provided Conjecture 6.1 holds.

9.1. First steps. The strategy is to prove that ConvHecke respects the highest weight struc-
tures on both sides.

Lemma 9.1. Let γ ∈ Y
+, ν ∈ Y and w,w′ ∈ W such that ℓ(ww0w

′) = ℓ(w) + ℓ(w0w
′).

We have canonical isomorphisms

Nγ ⋆
I ConvHecke(Ẑ ′ν) ≃ ConvHecke(Ẑ ′γ+ν), Nw ⋆

I ConvHecke(Ẑ ′w′tν ) ≃ ConvHecke(Ẑ ′ww′tν ).

Proof. Recall that ConvHecke(Ẑ ′γ+ν) represents the covariant functor which, to any F ∈

Ind(PervIu(F l
∞
2 )) , associates the set of collections of morphisms

((Ẑ ′γ+ν)λ ⋆ IC
∞
2
−λ → F)ν∈Y

such that, for any λ, µ ∈ Y, the following diagram commutes (cf. (8.1)):

(Ẑ ′γ+ν)λ ⋆R−µ ⋆ IC
∞
2
µ−λ ⇒ F .

Applying Proposition 3.21 together with the first point of Lemma 3.4, we obtain that

ConvHecke(Ẑ ′γ+ν) represents the covariant functor which, to any F ∈ Ind(PervIu(F l
∞
2 )) ,

associates the set of collections of morphisms

((Ẑ ′ν)λ ⋆ IC
∞
2
−λ → D−γ ⋆ F)ν∈Y

such that, for any λ, µ ∈ Y, the following diagram commutes (cf. (8.1)):

(Ẑ ′ν)λ ⋆R−µ ⋆ IC
∞
2
µ−λ ⇒ D−γ ⋆ F .

By the first point of Lemma 3.4 again, this functor is represented by Nγ ⋆
I ConvHecke(Ẑ ′ν).

The second isomorphism is proved in the same way, using that Nw ⋆
I Ẑ ′w′tν ≃ Ẑ

′
ww′tν

(Proposition 3.22). �

We have the following key result.

Proposition 9.2. Assume that Conjecture 6.1 holds. There is an isomorphism

(9.1) ConvHecke(Ẑ ′0) ≃ ∇
∞
2
0 .
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9.2. Proof of Proposition 9.2. Recall (cf. Proposition 3.23) that, for any w ∈ Wext, the

object Ẑw has a simple head, isomorphic to L̂w. We start with a lemma (inspired by
[ABB+05, Corollary 4.4.14]).

Lemma 9.3. Let ν ∈ Y.

(1) The kernel of

f : ConvHecke(Ẑw0tν → L̂w0tν )

is partially integrable.

(2) For any w ∈W , IC
∞
2
w0tν is the only non-partially integrable irreducible sub-quotient

of ConvHecke(Ẑwtν ).

(3) The object IC
∞
2
w0tν is the head of ConvHecke(Ẑ ′ν) and the socle of ConvHecke(Ẑν). In

particular, ConvHecke(Ẑ ′ν) and ConvHecke(Ẑν) are indecomposable.

Proof. (1) By exactness of the functor Av(Iu,ψ) (second point of Proposition 7.5), it
suffices to show that the image of f through Av(Iu,ψ) is an isomorphism. But we
have

Av(Iu,ψ)(f) ≃ ConvHecke
IW (Av(Iu,ψ)(Ẑw0tν → L̂w0tν ))

thanks to Proposition 8.5, and the morphism Av(Iu,ψ)(Ẑw0tν → L̂w0tν ) is easily
seen to be an isomorphism thanks to Proposition 3.25.

(2) Let w′ ∈ W be such that w = w′w0. We have a canonical morphism D0 →
Dw′ , whose image through Av(Iu,ψ) is an isomorphism. Convolving it with id :

ConvHecke(Ẑw0tν )→ ConvHecke(Ẑw0tν ) we obtain a morphism

ConvHecke(Ẑw0tν )→ Dw′ ⋆Conv
Hecke(Ẑw0tν )

Lem. 9.1
≃ ConvHecke(Dw′ ⋆ Ẑw0tν )

Prop. 3.22
≃ ConvHecke(Ẑwtν ).

The image of the above map through Av(Iu,ψ) is an isomorphism. So we conclude
thanks to the first point and the second point of Proposition 7.5.

(3) Since Verdier duality swaps ConvHecke(Ẑ ′ν) and ConvHecke(Ẑν) (Lemma 8.6) and

preserves IC
∞
2
w0tν , it suffices to show that IC

∞
2
w0tν is the head of ConvHecke(Ẑ ′ν). In

view of the second point, it suffices to show that, if ConvHecke(Ẑ ′ν) maps to an
irreducible object S, then S must be non-partially integrable. Here we repeat the

argument of [ABB+05, Proposition 2.3.2]. So assume that ConvHecke(Ẑ ′ν) maps

to a partially integrable irreducible object S ∈ PervIu(F l
∞
2 ). Since S is partially

integrable and is an IC-sheaf, it must be equivariant with respect to a minimal
parabolic subgroup Ps ⊂ G associated with a simple reflection s. Then Ns ⋆S lives
in perverse cohomological degree 1. However, we have an isomorphism

Ns ⋆Conv
Hecke(Ẑ ′ν) ≃ ConvHecke(Ẑ ′stν )

by Proposition 3.22, so that the above complex is perverse. Therefore

Hom(Ns ⋆ Conv
Hecke(Ẑ ′ν),Ns ⋆ S) = 0,

which is a contradiction since the functor Ns ⋆ (−) is an equivalence (with inverse
Ds ⋆ (−) by the first point of Lemma 3.4).

�

We now construct a morphism

(9.2) ϕ : ConvHecke(Ẑ ′0)→ ∇
∞
2
0 .
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Let µ ∈ Y. Recall (§3.12) that by (Ẑ ′0)µ = lim−→λ∈Y+−µ
∇µ+λ ⋆I

−w0(λ)
∗ . For any λ ∈ Y

+−µ

we define a morphism

∇µ+λ ⋆ I
−w0(λ)
∗ ⋆ IC

∞
2
−µ

Prop. 6.5
−−−−−−→
∼

⊕

ν

∇µ+λ ⋆ IC
∞
2
ν−µ ⊗ Sat(I

−w0(λ)
∗ )(w0(ν))

→ ∇µ+λ ⋆ IC
∞
2
−µ−λ

(6.10)
−−−→ Nµ+λ ⋆∇

∞
2
−µ−λ

Prop. 6.7
−−−−−−→
∼

∇
∞
2
0 .

Thanks to the commutativity of the diagrams (6.11) and (6.12), the above morphisms

are compatible with the transition morphisms in the limit defining (Ẑ ′0)µ. We therefore

obtain a collection of morphisms ((Ẑ ′0)µ⋆IC
∞
2
−µ → ∇

∞
2
0 )µ∈Y. The fact that this collection of

morphisms factors through ConvHecke(Ẑ ′0) follows from the construction of the structures

of right R-module on Ẑ ′0 (§3.12) and left R-module on IC
∞
2 (§6.6). So we have defined a

map ϕ : ConvHecke(Ẑ ′0)→ ∇
∞
2
0 .

Proposition 9.4. The morphism Av(Iu,ψ)(ϕ) is an isomorphism.

Proof. We have an isomorphism Av(Iu,ψ)(Conv
Hecke(Ẑ ′0)) ≃ ConvHecke(Ẑ ′IW0 ) thanks to

propositions 8.5 and 3.26. But Ẑ ′IW0 ≃ L̂IW0 , so that we have an isomorphism

Av(Iu,ψ)(Conv
Hecke(Ẑ ′0)) ≃ ICψ0

by Corollary 8.2. On the other hand, we also have an isomorphism

Av(Iu,ψ)(∇
∞
2
0 )

Prop. 7.4
≃ ∇ψ0

Prop. 7.2
≃ ICψ0 .

Therefore it suffices to check that Av(Iu,ψ)(ϕ) is nonzero to conclude. For that, it suffices
to check that the image of

∇µ+λ ⋆ IC
∞
2
−λ−µ → Nµ+λ ⋆∇

∞
2
−µ−λ ≃ ∇

∞
2
0

through Av(Iu,ψ) is nonzero for every µ ∈ Y, λ ∈ Y
++−µ, which brings back to checking

that

Av(Iu,ψ)(Nµ+λ ⋆ IC
∞
2
−λ−µ → Nµ+λ ⋆∇

∞
2
−µ−λ)

is nonzero. But the latter is isomorphic to

Av(Iu,ψ)(Nµ+λ) ⋆ IC
∞
2
−λ−µ → Av(Iu,ψ)(Nµ+λ) ⋆∇

∞
2
−µ−λ,

where Av(Iu,ψ) : PervIu(Fl)→ PervIW(Fl) is the averaging functor. The above morphism
is obviously nonzero by construction of the convolution product. �

Next, we construct a morphism

γ : ∇
∞
2
0 → ConvHecke(Ẑ ′0),

assuming that Conjecture 6.1 holds. Equivalently, we construct a morphism

D(γ) : ConvHecke(Ẑ0)→ ∆
∞
2
0 .

By Corollary 3.30, we need to construct (for all µ ∈ Y) the last arrow below

(9.3) (Ẑ0)µ ⋆ IC
∞
2
−µ ≃ (w0(Ẑ ′w0t−2ζ

))µ ⋆ IC
∞
2
−µ → ∆

∞
2
0 .

One can easily deduce from Proposition 3.21 that we have an isomorphism

(w0(Ẑ ′w0t−2ζ
))µ ≃ Nw0 ⋆

I (w0(Ẑ ′t−2ζ
))µ.
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Thus, by the first point of Lemma 3.4, constructing the morphism (9.3) is equivalent to

constructing a morphism between (w0(Ẑ ′t−2ζ
))µ ⋆IC

∞
2
−µ and Dw0 ⋆

I∆
∞
2
0 ≃ ∆

∞
2
w0 . Now, recall

that
(w0(Ẑ ′t−2ζ

))µ := lim
−→
λ

∇w0(µ)+λ−2ζ ⋆ I
−w0(λ)
∗

and let us write δ := w0(µ) + λ− 2ζ for concision. We define a morphism

∇δ ⋆ I
−w0(λ)
∗ ⋆ IC

∞
2
−µ

Prop. 6.5
−−−−−−→
∼

⊕

ν

∇δ ⋆ IC
∞
2
ν−µ ⊗ Sat(I

−w0(λ)
∗ )(w0(ν))

→ ∇δ ⋆ IC
∞
2

−w0(λ)−µ

Conj. 6.1
−−−−−→ Nδ ⋆∆

∞
2
w0t−w0(λ)−µ+2ζ

(6.13)
−−−→
∼

∆
∞
2
w0 .

Thanks to the commutativity of the diagrams (3.12) and (6.14), the above morphisms are

compatible with the transition morphisms in the limit defining (Ẑ0)µ. We therefore obtain

a collection of morphisms ((Ẑ0)µ ⋆ IC
∞
2
−µ → ∆

∞
2
0 )µ∈Y . Once again, the fact that this col-

lection of morphisms factors through ConvHecke(Ẑ0) follows follows from the construction

of the structures of right R-module on Ẑ ′0 (§3.12) and left R-module on IC
∞
2 (§6.6).

Proposition 9.5. Assume that Conjecture 6.1 holds. The morphism ϕ is an isomorphism.

Proof. First, notice that the same arguments as in the proof of Proposition 9.4 show that
the morphism Av(Iu,ψ)(γ) is an isomorphism.

Thus, the morphism Av(Iu,ψ)(ϕ ◦ γ) ≃ Av(Iu,ψ)(γ) ◦ Av(Iu,ψ)(ϕ) is an isomorphism
thanks to the previous claim and Proposition 9.4. In particular, the composition

∇
∞
2
0

γ
−→ ConvHecke(Ẑ ′0)

ϕ
−→ ∇

∞
2
0

is nonzero. Therefore ϕ ◦ γ is the identity up to a nonzero scalar.
On the other hand, the morphism Av(Iu,ψ)(γ ◦ ϕ) ≃ Av(Iu,ψ)(ϕ) ◦ Av(Iu,ψ)(γ) is a

nonzero endomorphism of

Av(Iu,ψ)(Conv
Hecke(Ẑ ′0)) ≃ ConvHecke

IW (Av(Iu,ψ)(Ẑ
′
0)) ≃ ConvHecke

IW (L̂IW0 ) ≃ ICψ0 ,

so there exists α ∈ k − {0} such that Av(Iu,ψ)(α · γ ◦ ϕ) = id. Assume that γ ◦ ϕ is not

invertible. Thus α · γ ◦ ϕ is not invertible. Since ConvHecke(Ẑ ′0) is indecomposable by the
third point of Lemma 9.3, its endomorphism ring is local. Therefore id−α · γ ◦ϕ must be
invertible. But

Av(Iu,ψ)(id− α · γ ◦ ϕ) = id−Av(Iu,ψ)(α · γ ◦ ϕ) = 0,

which is a contradiction. So γ ◦ ϕ is invertible.
From the two previous paragraphs we deduce that ϕ has both a left and a right

inverse, so that it is invertible. �

9.3. Proof of Conjecture 8.1 assuming Conjecture 6.1. Until the end, we assume that
Conjecture 6.1 holds. We can then finally conclude.

Corollary 9.6. For all w ∈West, we have isomorphisms

ConvHecke(Ẑ ′w) ≃ ∇
∞
2
w , ConvHecke(Ẑw) ≃ ∆

∞
2
w .

Proof. By Lemma 8.6 and the fact that Verdier duality sends standard objects to costan-
dard objects, it is enough to construct isomorphisms

ConvHecke(Ẑ ′w) ≃ ∇
∞
2
w
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for all w ∈Wext. First, if w = tλ for some λ ∈ Y
+, then the isomorphism is obtained from

ϕ by convolution with Nλ thanks to Lemma 9.1 and Proposition 6.7.
Next, let w := xtλ ∈ Wext be an arbitrary element, and pick µ ∈ Y

+ dominant
enough so that λ+ µ ∈ Y

+. Then we have

Nµ ⋆Conv
Hecke(Ẑ ′λ)

∼
−−−−−→
Lem. 9.1

ConvHecke(Ẑ ′λ+µ) ≃ ∇
∞
2
λ+µ,

where the last isomorphism follows from the first paragraph. Thanks to the first point of
Lemma 3.4, we can apply D−µ ⋆ () to obtain an isomorphism

ConvHecke(Ẑ ′λ) ≃ D−µ ⋆∇
∞
2
λ+µ.

But thanks to Proposition 6.7 (and the first point of Lemma 3.4), we know that

D−µ ⋆∇
∞
2
λ+µ ≃ ∇

∞
2
λ ,

so that we have an isomorphism ConvHecke(Ẑ ′λ) ≃ ∇
∞
2
λ .

Finally, notice that we have isomorphisms Nw0 ⋆ Conv
Hecke(Ẑ ′w0tλ

) ≃ ConvHecke(Ẑ ′λ)

(Proposition 3.22) and Nw0 ⋆∇
∞
2
w0tλ

≃ ∇
∞
2
λ (equation (5.5)). Thanks to the first point of

Lemma 3.4, we deduce that there exists an isomorphism ConvHecke(Ẑ ′w0tλ
) ≃ ∇

∞
2
w0tλ

. Ap-
plying the functor Nxw0 ⋆ () to the latter isomorphism, we obtain the desired isomorphism
thanks to Proposition 3.22 and equation (5.5). �

We can conclude the proof of Theorem 8.1. Combining the results of the two previous
subsections, we obtain that the functor ConvHecke is exact and satisfies

ConvHecke(Ẑw) ≃ ∆
∞
2
w , Conv

Hecke(Ẑ ′w) ≃ ∇
∞
2
w , Conv

Hecke(L̂w) ≃ IC
∞
2
w

for all w ∈ Wext. Since both categories modYIu(R) and PervIu(F l
∞
2 ) are Artinian and

satisfy the Ext vanishing property between standard and costandard objects (cf. Propo-
sition 5.17 and Proposition 3.24), we can apply [ABB+05, Lemma 6.2.7] to conclude that
ConvHecke is an equivalence of categories.
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varieties, and L-functions, Vol. I (Ann Arbor, MI, 1988), volume 10 of Perspect. Math., pages
227–281. Academic Press, Boston, MA, 1990.

[LO09] Yves Laszlo and Martin Olsson. Perverse t-structure on Artin stacks. Math. Z., 261(4):737–748,
2009. doi:10.1007/s00209-008-0348-z.

[Lus] George Lusztig. Intersection cohomology methods in representation theory: plenary address,
International Congress of Mathematicians, Kyoto, Japan, August, 1990. Proceedings of the
International Congress of Mathematicians (Kyoto, 1990), I,II.

[Lus81] George Lusztig. Singularities, character formulas, and a q-analogue of weight multiplicities,
Analysis and topology on singular spaces, II, III. Astérisque, 1981.
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