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CATEGORIFICATION OF A PARABOLIC HECKE MODULE
VIA SHEAVES ON MOMENT GRAPHS

MARTINA LANINI

We investigate certain categories, associated by Fiebig with the geometric
representation of a Coxeter system, via sheaves on Bruhat graphs. We
modify Fiebig’s definition of translation functors in order to extend it to
the singular setting and use it to categorify a parabolic Hecke module. As
an application we obtain a combinatorial description of indecomposable
projective objects of (truncated) noncritical singular blocks of (a deformed
version of) category O, using indecomposable special modules over the struc-
ture algebra of the corresponding Bruhat graph.

1. Introduction

A typical problem in the representation theory of Kac—Moody algebras is to under-
stand the composition series of standard objects in the corresponding category O of
Bernstein, I. Gelfand and S. Gelfand [Bernstein et al. 1976]. In the case of a standard
object lying in a regular block, this question is the core of the Kazhdan-Lusztig
theory, and the answer is known to be given by the Kazhdan—Lusztig polynomials
evaluated at the identity. If we consider a singular block, we only have to replace
these polynomials by their parabolic analogue. In the case of a principal block,
this fact was conjectured in [Kazhdan and Lusztig 1979] and proved in several
steps in [Kazhdan and Lusztig 1980; Beilinson and Bernstein 1981; Brylinski
and Kashiwara 1980]. A fundamental role in the proof of the Kazhdan—Lusztig
conjecture was played by the geometric interpretation of the problem in terms of
perverse sheaves and intersection cohomology complexes. In particular, one could
study certain properties of the Hecke algebra in the category of equivariant perverse
sheaves on the corresponding flag variety.

An alternative way to attack the Kazhdan—Lusztig conjecture is via Soergel bi-
modules, which provide a combinatorial realisation of projective objects in category
0. The combinatorial description of indecomposable projective objects we present
in this paper is an analogue of the combinatorial construction of [Soergel 1990]
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(introduced at first for finite-dimensional Lie algebras). The Soergel bimodule
approach to the Kazhdan-Lusztig conjecture recently led to an algebraic proof of it
[Elias and Williamson 2014].

The procedure of considering a complicated object, such as a category, in order
to understand a simpler one is motivated by the fact that the extra structure can
provide us with new tools and allow us to prove and hopefully generalise certain
phenomena that are difficult to address directly.

Deodhar [1987] associated with any Coxeter system (W, &¥) and any subset of
the set of simple reflections J € & the parabolic Hecke module M”. The aim of
this paper is to give a categorification of this module for any J generating a finite
subgroup.

We have followed the definition of categorification of M’ in [Mazorchuk and
Stroppel 2005, Remark 7.8], which is actually a weak categorification. This
could be strengthened to a proper categorification by presenting the result as a 2-
representation of some 2-category (see [Mazorchuk 2012, Sections 1-3] for various
levels of categorification and Remark 5.9 of this paper for a more precise statement).
In [Mazorchuk and Stroppel 2008], the authors properly categorify induced cell
modules (in the finite case), which is a huge step outside the parabolic Hecke
module (the latter being just a special case).

If W is a Weyl group, there is a partial flag variety Y corresponding to the set J,
equipped with an action of a maximal torus 7', and as for the regular case, one
possible categorification is given by the category of B-equivariant perverse sheaves
on Y. Our goal is to describe a general categorification, which can be defined also
in the case in which there is no geometry available. In order to do this, our main
tools will be Bruhat moment graphs and sheaves on them. We will see how these
objects come naturally into the picture.

Moment graphs appeared for the first time in [Goresky et al. 1998] as 1-skeletons
of actions of tori on complex algebraic varieties. In particular, Goresky, Kottwitz and
MacPherson were able to describe explicitly the equivariant cohomology of these
varieties using only the data encoded in the underlying moment graphs. Inspired by
this result, Braden and MacPherson [2001] could study the equivariant intersection
cohomology of a complex algebraic variety equipped with a Whitney stratification,
stable with respect to the torus action. In order to do so, they introduced the notion
of sheaves on moment graphs and, in particular, of canonical sheaves. We will
refer to this class of sheaves as Braden—MacPherson sheaves, or BMP sheaves.

Even if moment graphs arose originally from geometry, Fiebig [2008b] observed
that it is possible to give an axiomatic definition of them. In particular, he associated
a moment graph to any Coxeter datum (W', &, J) as above and in the case of J = &,
he used it to give an alternative construction of Soergel’s category of bimodules
associated to a reflection-faithful representation of (W, &) (see [Fiebig 2008b])).
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(We refer the reader to [Williamson 2011] for the singular version of Soergel’s
bimodules.) The indecomposable objects of the category defined by Fiebig are
precisely the BMP sheaves that, if W' is a Weyl group, are related to the intersection
cohomology complexes, the simple objects in the category of perverse sheaves. A
fundamental step in Fiebig’s realisation of this category were translation functors,
whose definition we extend to the parabolic setting (see p. 426).

The paper is organised as follows:

In Section 2 we recall the definition of the parabolic Hecke module M’ and
the fact that it is the unique free Z[v, v—']-module having rank |W/(J)| equipped
with a certain structure of a module over the Hecke algebra H. This structure is
described in terms of the action of the Kazhdan—Lusztig basis elements H, for
s € 9. Then by a categorification of M’ (as in [Mazorchuk and Stroppel 2005,
Remark 7.8]) we mean a category ‘6, which is exact in the sense of Quillen [1973],
together with an autoequivalence G and exact functors {Fy};cy that provide the
Grothendieck group [€] with the structure of a Z[v, v™']-module and H-module,
such that there exists an isomorphism from [€] to the parabolic module, satisfying
certain compatibility conditions with these functors coming from the defining
properties of M’ (see definition on p. 420).

In the third section we introduce the objects we will be dealing with in the rest of
the paper. In particular, we review basic concepts of the theory of moment graphs
and sheaves on them.

Section 4 is about Z-graded modules over %, the structure algebra of a parabolic
Bruhat graph. In particular for any s € ¥, we define the translation functor *6 and
define the category #” of special %’-modules. By definition, this category is stable
under the shift in degree that we denote by (- ) and under *6 for all s € &.

In Section 5 we study certain subquotients of objects in #”, and this allows us
to define an exact structure on %” and hence to state our main theorem:

Theorem 5.8. The category %’ special %’-modules together with the shift in degree
(—1) and (shifted) translation functors is a categorification of the parabolic Hecke
module M’ .

Section 6 is devoted to the proof of this theorem. First we show that 6 o (1) is an
exact functor (Lemma 6.1). Secondly we define the character map h” : [#/] — M’
and prove that the functors (—1) and 6o (1), s € ¥, satisfy the desired compatibility
condition (Proposition 6.2). We conclude then by showing that the character map
is an isomorphism of Z[v, v—']-modules (Lemma 6.3 and Lemma 6.6).

Section 7 is about the categorification of a certain injective map of H-modules
i : M’ < H, which allows us to see the category %’ as a subcategory of #°.
More precisely, we define an exact functor I : #’ — % such that the following
diagram commutes:
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In order to construct and investigate the functor I, we give a realisation of %7 via
BMP sheaves (Proposition 6.5) and then use Fiebig’s idea [2008b] of interchanging
global and local viewpoints.

In the last section we discuss briefly the relationship between % and noncritical
blocks of an equivariant version of category O for symmetrisable Kac—Moody
algebras. In particular, we show that the indecomposable projective objects of a
truncated, noncritical block Og s <v are combinatorially described by indecompos-
able modules in %7, with J depending on A (Proposition 8.3).

2. Hecke modules

Here we recall some classical constructions, following [Soergel 1997]. We close
the section by defining the concept of categorification of the parabolic Hecke
module M’

Hecke algebra. The Hecke algebra associated to a Coxeter system (W', &) is noth-
ing but a quantisation of the group ring Z[W]. Let < be the Bruhat order on ‘W and
¢ : W — Z be the length function associated to ¥. Denote by &£ := Z[v, v™!] the
ring of Laurent polynomials in the variable v over Z.

Definition 2.1. The Hecke algebra H = H (W', &) is the free £-module having
basis {H, | x € W}, subject to the following relations, for x € W', s € ¥:

Hg, if sx >,

1 H.H, =
M o {(vl—v)Hx—i—st if sx < x,

It is well known that this defines an associative $-algebra [Humphreys 1990].

It is easy to verify that H, is invertible for any x € W, and this allows us to
define an involution on H, that is, the unique ring homomorphism - : H — H such
that v =v ! and H, = (Hx—l)_l.

Kazhdan and Lusztig [1979] showed the existence of another basis {H ,} for H,
the so-called Kazhdan—Lusztig basis, that they used to define complex represen-
tations of the Hecke algebra and hence of the Coxeter group. The entries of the
change of basis matrix are given by a family of polynomials in Z[v], which are
called Kazhdan—Lusztig polynomials. There are many different normalisations of
this basis appearing in the literature. The one we adopt, following [Soergel 1997],
is determined by Theorem 2.2 (see Remark 2.3).
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Parabolic Hecke modules. Deodhar [1987] generalised this construction to the
parabolic setting in the following way. Let W,¥ and H be as above. Fix a
subset J € & and denote by W'; = (J) the subgroup of W' generated by J. Since
(Wy, J) is also a Coxeter system, it makes sense to consider its Hecke algebra
H;=HWy,J).

For any simple reflection s € ¥, the element H; satisfies the quadratic relation
(Hy)?> = v~! —v)Hy + H,, that is, (H; + v)(H, — v ) =0. Ifu € {v!, —v},
we may define a map of £-modules ¢, : Hy — £ by H — u. In this way, & is
endowed with the structure of a H;-bimodule, which we denote by £ (u).

The parabolic Hecke modules are then defined as M T =H® H; P~ and
N’ := H ®p, $(—v). As in the Hecke algebra case, it is possible to define an
involutive automorphism of these modules. Namely,

B H®Hj 2(14) — H®Hj :B(M),

2) H®a — HQa.

For u € {v™!, —v}, let Hu{’” =H, ®1e€¥%u)®n, H. Denote by W the set of
minimal length representatives of ‘W /W ;.

Theorem 2.2 [Deodhar 1987].

(1) For all w € W there exists a unique element H,{;”fleM] such that
@ H:'=H' and
Jou™th _ J Jou!
(b) ﬂwv _ZyGWJ my,wHy v

J J J ;
where the my , are such that my, ,, = 1 and my ,, € vZ[v]if y # w.

(2) For all w € W’ there exists a unique element H i'*”e N such that
@ Hy™ = HL, and
(b) HI{)’_U = Zye“Wf n){,wHyj’_v’

J J o _ J ;
where the ny ,, are such that ny, ,, = 1 and ny, ,,, € vZ[v]if y # w.

Remark 2.3. In the case J = &, the two parabolic modules coincide with the
regular module: M? = N9 = H. Moreover ﬁg’”_l =H% V=H, forallweW.

From now on, we will focus on the case u = v—'; that is, we will deal only
with M”. The action of the Hecke algebra H on M’ is defined as follows. Let
s € & be a simple reflection and let x € W then we have (see [Soergel 1997, §3])

-1 -1 .
HV +vH!Y if sx €W, sx > x,

3) Hy-HY = H 4o tHI ™ if sx e W, sx < x,
(v+ U*I)Hx]'fl if sx ¢ W,



420 MARTINA LANINI

Definition of the categorification of M/. For any category ¢ which is exact in the
sense of [Quillen 1973], let us denote by [€] its Grothendieck group, that is, the
abelian group with generators

[X] for X € Ob(6)
and relations
[Y1=[X]1+1Z] for every exact sequence 0 > X — Y — Z — 0.

For an exact endofunctor F' on 6, denote by [F] the induced endomorphism
of [€].

By a categorification of M’ , we mean an exact category 6 together with an au-
toequivalence G and a family of exact endofunctors { F},co satisfying the following
requirements:

(C1) [€] becomes an ¥-module via v’ - [A] = [G? A] for any i € Z, and there is an
isomorphism /7 : [€] —> M’ of $-modules.

(C2) For any simple reflection s € ¥, we have an isomorphism G F; = F;G of
functors.

(C3) For any simple reflection s € &, the following diagram commutes:

161 L e

a |

M —— M’
ﬂs'

Remark 2.4. Our notion of M7 -categorification differs from the one in [Mazorchuk
and Stroppel 2005, Remark 7.8]. Indeed we made the (weaker) requirement of €
being exact instead of abelian. If we take the above categorification, restrict it to
the additive category of projective objects and then abelianise it in the standard
way, then this abelianisation is a 2-functor (see [Mazorchuk 2012, §3.3]) and will
transform the above categorification into a categorification using abelian categories,
in the spirit of [Mazorchuk and Stroppel 2005].

Remark 2.5. Williamson [2011] studied the 2-category of singular Soergel bi-
modules. A full tensor subcategory of it (Y%’ in his notation) also provides a
categorification of M.

The main goal of this paper is to construct such a categorification. In particular,
we will generalise a categorification of the Hecke algebra obtained in [Fiebig 2011],
which is known by results in [Fiebig 2008b] to be equivalent to the one via the
bimodules of [Soergel 2007].
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3. Sheaves on moment graphs

Definition 3.1 [Fiebig 2008b]. Let k be a field, V a finite-dimensional k-vector
space, and P (V') the corresponding projective space. A V-moment graph is given
by a tuple (V', €, <, I) satisfying these conditions:

(MG1) (7, €) is a graph with a set of vertices ¥ and a set of edges €.

(MG2) s a partial order on V" such that x, y € V" are comparable if they are
linked by an edge.

(MG3) [:¢€ — P(V) is a map, called the label function.

Remark 3.2. This is the traditional definition. We note that the fact that " is
equipped with a partial order (similarly to the notion of quasihereditary algebra) is
used only in the definition of Braden—MacPherson sheaves.

As in [Fiebig 2008b], we think of the order as giving each edge a direction: we
write E : x — y € € if x <y. We write x — y or y —x if we want to ignore the
order.

Bruhat graphs. Let (W', ¥) be a Coxeter system and denote by my, the order of the
product of two simple reflections s, t € ¥. Let V be the geometric representation
of (W, &) (see [Humphreys 1990, §5.3]). Then V is a real vector space with basis
indexed by the set of simple reflections IT = {o}scy and s acts on V by

s:v v—2(v, o)y,
where (-, -): V x V — R is the symmetric bilinear form given by

—cos(mw/my)  if mg # 00,
<aS’ al) = {

-1 if my = oo.

Consider a subset J € & and keep the same notation as in the previous section.
Choose A € V such that W' ; = Staby(1). Then W can be identified with the orbit
WA via x — x(A).

Recall that the set of reflections J of W is

T={wsw '|sed, weW}.
Definition 3.3 [Fiebig 2008b, §2.2]. The Bruhat moment graph 4’ associated to
the Coxeter datum (W', &, J) is the following V-moment graph:

« The set of vertices is given by W - A <> W, and x — y is an edge if and
only if £(x) < £(y) and there exists a reflection # € J such that x(1) =ty(L),
that is, y = txw for some w € Wy and y & xW .

o The partial order W+ is the (induced) Bruhat order.
e [(x — txw) is given by the line generated by x (1) —tx(A) in P(V).
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Consider now two Bruhat moment graphs on V, namely 4 = 4(W', ¥, @) and
G/ =%4(W,<, J). The canonical quotient map p’ : 4 — 4’ is induced by the map
p{/ :x — x”/, with x’ a minimal length representative of the coset xW ;.

Example 3.4. Let W = S3, the symmetric group on three letters. In this case we
have V = R2, 1 = {a, B}, and the angle between the two roots is 27 /3. If we
fix J = {sq}, then p’ is as follows.

SaSBSa us
AN o
\%\ @ A
Q -
SaSB ; SBSq 3
— S — J —_
Q Q p Q
G = +I I+ — s |+ = @/
3 3 . 3
= | @ - -
Sa sp =
NP e
e
We have

pir(e) = py(se) =e,
Pi-(sp) = Pi-(spsa) = g,

pc{/(sas,g) = pc{/(sas,gsa) = Sa88.
Sheaves on a V-moment graph.

Conventions. For any finite-dimensional vector space V over the field k (with
char k # 2), we denote by S = Sym(V) its symmetric algebra. Then § is a
polynomial ring and we provide it with the grading induced by setting Sp; = V.
From now on, all the S-modules will be finitely generated and Z-graded. Moreover
we will consider only degree-zero morphisms between them. For a graded S-module
M =@, My;y and for j € Z, we denote by M (j) the Z-graded S-module obtained
from M by shifting the grading by j, that is, (M (j))iy = M{j+i-

Definition 3.5 [Braden and MacPherson 2001]. Let 9= (7, €, <, ) be a V-moment
graph. A sheaf & on % consists of ({F*}, {FEY, {ox £}) satisfying these conditions:
(SH1) %* is an S-module for all x € V.

(SH2) %% is an S-module such that [(E) - FF = {0} for all E € €.

(SH3) py g : ¥ — FE is a homomorphism of S-modules, for all x € V', E € €
with x incident to the edge E.
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Remark 3.6. We may consider the following topology on the space ' =1 U €
(see [Braden and MacPherson 2001, §1.3]). We say that a subset O C I' is open if
whenever a vertex x is in O, then all edges adjacent to x are also in O. With this
topology, the object in Definition 3.5 is a sheaf of S-modules on I" in the usual sense.
For our purposes, it will be sufficient to consider sheaves as purely combinatorial,
algebraic objects.

Example 3.7 [Braden and MacPherson 2001, §1]. The structure sheaf % of V-
moment graph § = (7', €, <, /) is defined as follows:

o ¥* =S forall x € V.
o ¥F = S/I(E)- S for all E € €.

e px.g:S— S/I(E)-S is the canonical quotient map, for all x € V" and E € €
such that x is incident to the edge E.

Definition 3.8 [Fiebig 2009]. Let 4= (¥, ¢, <,[) be a V-moment graph and let

F = ({FVAF ) Ao ), F = ({F)AF"), {0, ) be two sheaves on 4. A

morphism ¢ : ¥ —> ¥ is given by the following data:

(MSH1) ¢* : %" — %" is a homomorphism of S-modules, for all x € V.

(MSH2) of : FE - F Eisa homomorphism of S-modules, for all E € €, and if
x € V is incident to the edge E, the following diagram commutes:

Px,E E

F¥ —

¢ l E

@/)C 1 E

S
©

S

_—
’
IOx.E

Definition 3.9. Let ¢ be a V-moment graph. We denote by Sh(%) the category of
sheaves on % and corresponding morphisms.

Remark 3.10. The category of sheaves on % is graded, with the shift of grading
autoequivalence (1) : Sh(%) — Sh(%) given by

AFIAFEY Ape.e)) = AFMLAFED), {pr,p o (D).

Moreover Sh(%9) is an additive category, with zero object ({0}, {0}, {0}), biproduct
given by

AFVAFE) {or.e ) ® AFLAFEY (0} D)
=({F @ F L AF @ F "}, (x5, Lo ).

and idempotent split.
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Sections of a sheaf on a moment graph. Even if Sh(%) is not a category of sheaves
in the usual sense, we may define the notion of sections following [Fiebig 2008a].

Definition 3.11. Let ¢ = (V, €, <, ) be a V-moment graph,
F = ({F}AF"). {pr.£)) € Sh(9),

and $ C V. The set of sections of F over 9 is denoted by I'($, F) and defined as

px,E(my) = py,E(my) }

['9, %) = F*
¥, F) {(mx)eg forall E:x—y €%, x,ye$
X

We denote by I'(F) := ['(V', F) the set of global sections of &F.

Example 3.12. A very important example is given by the set of global sections of
the structure sheaf (see Example 3.7). In this case, we get the structure algebra:

Z
T=TD= {(ZX)XEVE HS‘ forall E:x—ye%
xeV )

Remark 3.13. The algebra & should be thought of as the centre of a noncritical
block in the deformed category O (see [Fiebig 2003, Theorem 3.6]).

It is easy to check that %, equipped with componentwise addition and multipli-
cation, is an algebra and that there is an action of S on it by diagonal multiplication.
Moreover for any sheaf & € Sh(%), the structure algebra % acts on the space I' (F)
via componentwise multiplication, so I defines a functor from the category of
sheaves on % to the category of %-modules:

4) I' : Sh(%) — %-mod.

BMP-sheaves. Let 6= (V,€, <,[) be a V-moment graph. For all % € Sh(%) and
x €V, we set

Esy :={E € € |thereis y €V with E : x — y},

Vsx:={y eV |thereis E € €sx with E : x — y}.

Additionally for any x € V" denote {>x} = {y € V' | y>x} and define #°* as the
image of I'({x}, &) under the composition of the following functions:

e T{px}, F) — @9”’ — @ F @i)E @ FE.

yex YEV 5x Eeésy

Theorem 3.14 [Braden and MacPherson 2001]. Suppose ¢ = (V,€, ,1) is a
V -moment graph and let w € V. There exists a unique up to isomorphism indecom-
posable sheaf B(w) on G with the following properties:
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(BMP1) If x €V, then B(w)* = 0, unless x < w. Moreover B(w)* = S.

(BMP2) If x,y eV and E : x — y € €, then the map py g : B(w)” — RB(w)E is
surjective, with kernel [(E) - B(w)”.

BMP3) If x,y,weV,x #wand E : x — y € E, then ps, := EBEG%&\- Px.E :
B(w)* — B(w)® is a projective cover in the category of graded S-
modules.

We call B(w) the BMP sheaf.

4. Modules over the structure algebra

Let % be the structure algebra (see p. 424) of a regular Bruhat graph 4 = 4(W, @)
and denote by %-mod' the category of Z-graded %-modules that are torsion-free
and finitely generated over S. Fiebig [2008b] defined translation functors on the
category %-mod’. Using these, he defined inductively a full subcategory ¥ of
%¥-mod and proved that ¥, in characteristic zero, is equivalent to a category of
bimodules introduced by Soergel [2007]. In [Fiebig 2011], it is shown that ¥
categorifies the Hecke algebra H (and the periodic module M), using translation
functors. The aim of this section is to define translation functors in the parabolic
setting and to extend some results of [Fiebig 2011].

Let W be a Weyl group, let & be its set of simple reflections and let J € &.
Hereafter we will keep the notation we used in Section 2. Recall that for any
z € W, there is a unique factorisation x = x’x;, with x/ € W’/, x; € W, and
£(x) = £(x’) 4+ £(xs) (see [Bjorner and Brenti 2005, Proposition 2.4.4]).

In [Fiebig 2008b], for all s € &, an involutive automorphism oy of the structure
algebra of a regular Bruhat graph is given. In a similar way, we will define an
involution ;o for a fixed simple reflection s € ¥ on the structure algebra % of the
parabolic Bruhat moment graph 4’ .

Letx,y € W Notice that [(x —y) = a; if and only if /(sx —sy) = s(oy)
ls = sts, for some w € W.

Denote by 7, the automorphism of the symmetric algebra S induced by the
mapping A > s(A) for all A € V. For (z;),cys € %7/, we set yO'((Zx)erJ) =
(Z%)xews» where Z), := T,(Z(5yy7). This is again an element of the structure algebra
from what we have observed above.

Let us fix the following notation:

because sxw(sy)™' = sxwy”

« %/ denotes the space of invariants with respect to ;o;
o —%7 denotes the space of anti-invariants with respect to ;o

We denote by &, the element of %’ whose components are all equal to ;. We
obtain the following decomposition of %’ as a *%’-module:

Lemma 4.1. ) — %) B, - %
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Proof. Because ;o is an involution, we get %) =% @ —5%’. Since a; € ¥’ and
s(ay) = —a, it follows that o (&) = —a; and so &, - *%’ € ~*%’ and we now
have to prove the other inclusion, that is, every element z € ~*%” is divisible by @
in —5%7.
If z = (z,) € ~*%’, then for all x € W,
ix = —TS(Z(SX)J) = —Z(sx)/ (mOd Ols).
On the other hand,

ix = Jsx)’ (mod o).

It follows that 2z, = 0 (mod «y), that is, o, divides z, in S.

It remains to verify that 7/ :=a,~! -z € %, that is, 7/, — = 0 (mod «;,) for

/
Z

(tx
any x € W/ and t € T. If (tx)’ = (sx)” there is nothing to prove since «, divides
7y = Z(sx)’ and zém ; = z, and hence also their difference. On the other hand, if

(tx)” # (sx)’ we get the following:
oy + (2 = Zyp)s) = T — Ly =0 (mod o).
Since oy and «; are linearly independent, o = 0 (mod «;) and we obtain
2y = 2y =0 (mod a). 0
Translation functors and special modules. In order to define translation functors,
we need an action of S on %7 and %”.

Lemma 4.2. For any A € V and any x € WY, let us set

(5) cW] =" xx;0).

XJ GOWJ
Then c(A)! = (C()\)){)xewj e %/,
Proof. First we prove that c(V)’ € %/, that s, c(k)){ — C()”)(th)’ =0 (mod «;). Since
for any x there exists an element y; such that xx; = (tx)’ y;, we obtain

Yooy = Y @ x= Y0 1))y, 00— Y @) y0)

xyjeW, xyjeW, yJEWJ )’jEOWj

=i( X @' ym) = Y @’ v

yreW, yseW,

:( Z 2((tx)J yJ()»),Olz))Olt

yIeW,
= 0 (mod o).
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To conclude it is left to show that ¢(1)” is invariant with respect to yo. For any
x € W/, one has

() =n( Y xuw)= 3 srt)=ch.

xjeWy x €Wy
Hence we have ;o (c(1)’) = (rsc(k)_{x)xeow./ =c())’. [l

For any x € W, denote by 7, the map of (free) S™/-modules S — S™7 induced
by the map A — c(A)! for all » € V. Now by Lemma 4.2, the action of S on %’
given by

(6) p-(Zx)xéWJ =mx(P)zx), PES, z€ gzj’

preserves *%’. Thus any %’-module or *%’-module has an S-module structure
as well. Suppose %’-mod’, respectively, *%’-mod', is the category of Z-graded
%/-modules, respectively, *%’-modules, that are torsion-free and finitely generated
over S, respectively, S"7-modules.

The translation on the wall is the functor *°¢ : %’ -mod — %’-mod defined
by the mapping M — Resg}JM .

The translation out of the wall is the functor *°"@ : *%’ -mod — %’-mod defined
by the mapping N +— Ind;;}JN = %’ ®.4s N. Observe that this functor is well
defined due to Lemma 4.1.

By composition, we get a functor *07 := $°%9 o %19 : %/-mod— %’-mod that
we call the (left) translation functor.

Remark 4.3. This construction is very similar to the one in [Soergel 1990], where
translation functors are defined in the finite case for the coinvariant algebra.

Remark 4.4. One could consider the idempotent split additive tensor category
generated by the translation functors we defined above and describe indecomposable
projective objects. This would be useful in order to strengthen our main result
to a proper categorification (see Remark 5.9). In this paper we are not going to
investigate this category of translation functors but the one of special modules,
defined on p. 428.

The following proposition describes the first properties of *6:

Proposition 4.5. (1) The functors from *%’-mod to %’-mod mapping M to
%7(2) @sqps M and Homsos (%7, M), respectively, are isomorphic.

(2) The functor *0 = %’ .o — : %7-mod — %’-mod is self-adjoint up to a shift.
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Proof. (1) Let M € *%’-mod. We must prove that %”(2) ®s M = Hom.o (%, M)
as %’-modules.

First we show that %7(2) = Hom.y, (%7, %) as %’-modules. By Lemma 4.1,
{1, &} is a *%7/-basis for %7. Let 1*, @,* € Homss (%7, %) be the *%’-basis dual
to 1 and @;, that is,

i*(i) = i’ i*(as) =6a 675*(0_15) = i, as*(i) =6a

where 1 € %7, respectively, 0 € %7, is the section with 1, respectively, 0, in all
entries. Since deg(1) —2 = —2 = deg(@,*) and deg(@,) — 2 = 0 = deg 1*, we
have an isomorphism of *%’-modules %’(2) = Hom.ys(%”’, *%’) defined by the
mapping

1> &, &, 1%

Because %7 is free of rank two over %7,

Homuos (%7, M) = Homuo (%7, S%7) Quops M
by the map
¢ = T @e@) + 1" ®@¢().
This conclude the proof of (1).

(2) Since %’/ ®s4s — and Hom.ys (%7, —) are, respectively, left- and right-adjoint
to the restriction functor, we obtain the following chain of isomorphisms for any
pair M, N € o

Homy (*6 M, N) = Homy (%’ @sys (Res,s M), N)
= Homg/ (Resng , Resgng )
= Homgy, (M, Homsgs (%, Res;{%JN))
= Homys (M, %7(2) @y (Res.; N))
= Homgys(M, *60(2)N). 0
Parabolic special modules. As in [Fiebig 2008b], we define inductively a full
subcategory of %/-mod.

Let B/ € %’/-mod be the free S-module of rank one on which z = (z;) ey acts
via multiplication by z,.

Definition 4.6. The category ¥’ of special %’-modules is the full subcategory of
%/-mod’ whose objects are isomorphic to a direct summand of a direct sum of
modules of the form 16 o - - - oSirQ(BeJ)(n), where s;,,...,s, € fandn € Z.
The category *%” of special *%’-modules is the full subcategory of *%’-mod"
whose objects are isomorphic to a direct summand of *°"9 (M) for some M € ¥’ .
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Finiteness of special modules. Let Q be a finite subset of W/ and denote by %’(Q)
the sections of the structure sheaf over €2, that is,

%](Q)={(Zx)€l_[5‘ Zx =2y (mod o) 1 }
xeQ

ifthereisw e W, st.ywx  =teJ

If Q C W is s-invariant, that is, sQ = Q, we may restrict ;o to it. We denote
by *%/(Q) € %/(Q) the space of invariants and using Lemma 4.1, we get a
decomposition %/(Q) = %/(Q) d a;, - £/ (Q).

In the following lemma we prove the finiteness of special %’-modules as Fiebig
[2011] does for special %-modules.

Lemma4.7. (1) Let M € #’. Then there exists a finite subset @ C W such that
%7 acts on M via the canonical map %’ — %’(Q).

(2) Lets € ¥ and let N be an object in *¥”. Then there exists a finite s-invariant
subset Q C W such that %’ acts on N via the canonical map *%’ — %’ ().

Proof. We prove (1) by induction. It holds clearly for B,, since % acts on it via
the map %’ — %’({e}). Now we have to show that if the claim is true for M € #”,
then it holds also for *6(M). Suppose %7 acts via the map %’ — %/(Q) over M.
Observe that we may assume €2 s-invariant since we can just replace it by QU s€2,
which is still finite. In this way the %7-action on *6 M factors via ‘%’ — *%/(Q)
and so we obtain *OM := %’ .41 M = %7 (Q) ®sar) M.

Claim (2) follows directly from claim (1). O

5. Modules with Verma flag and statement of the main result

We recall some notation from [Fiebig 2008a]. Let Q be the quotient field of S and
let A be an S-module. Then we denote by Ag = A ®g Q. Let us assume 94 to be
such that for any M € %-mod' there is a canonical decomposition

0 Mo =@
xeV

and so a canonical inclusion M C P M’é. For all subsets of the set of vertices
Q CV, we may define xeV

Mg :=M N P M},
xe
M = M /My \q =im(M — My — @Mé)
xe

For all x € V', we set

My = ker(M'E — pt=r)
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and if x 9y and [x, y] = {x, y}, we denote
My ) = ker (M{Ex} N M{Ex}\{x,y}) .

Remark 5.1. In [Fiebig 2008a], the module M|, is denoted by M [x] The notation
we are adopting in this paper is the one from [Fiebig 2011].

Modules with a Verma flag. From now on, let ¢ be a Bruhat moment graph. In
[Fiebig 2008a] it is shown that in this case any M € %-mod' admits a decomposition
like (7) and hence the modules M|, are well defined for any x € V.

Let ¥ denote the full subcategory of %-mod’ whose objects admit a Verma flag,
that is, M €% if and only if M is a graded free S-module for any  C V" upwardly
closed with respect to the partial order in the set of vertices. In our hypotheses
this condition is equivalent to M[,j being a graded free S-module for any x € V'
(see [Fiebig 2008a, Lemma 4.7]).

Exact structure. Now we want to equip the category V' with an exact structure.

Definition 5.2. A sequence L — M — N in V' is called short exact if
0— L[x] — M[x] — N[x] —0

is a short exact sequence of S-modules for any x € V.

Remark 5.3. This is not the original definition of exact structure Fiebig [2008a]
gave, which was on the whole category %-mod", but it is known to be equivalent to
it if we only consider the category V', that is, precisely the one we are dealing with
(see [Fiebig 2008b, Lemma 2.12]).

Decomposition and subquotients of modules on %J. To show that #” categorifies
the parabolic Hecke algebra, we will use a description of the action of *6 on the
subquotients M.}, for x € V" (Lemma 5.6). As a stepping-stone we prove an easy
combinatorial consequence (Lemma 5.5) of the so-called lifting lemma:

Lemma 5.4 (lifting lemma [Humphreys 1990, Lemma 7.4]). Lets €Y and v, u €W
be such that vs < v and u < v.
(1) Ifus < u, then us < vs.
2) Ifus > u, then us <v and u < vs.
Thus in both cases, us < v.
Lemma 5.5. Letx € W’ andt € &. If tx ¢ W, then (tx)’ = x.

Proof. If tx ¢ W, then there exists a simple reflection r € J such that txr < tx
and since x € WY, xr > x. Using (the left version of) Lemma 5.4(1) with s = ¢,
v=uxr and u = tx, we get txr < x. Applying Lemma 5.4(1) with s =r, v = x and
u = txr it follows tx > x. Finally from Lemma 5.4(2) we obtain txr < x, which
together with x < xr, gives txr = x. (]
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Lemma 5.6. Lets € ¥ and x € W then

M (=2) ® Mg (=2) if sx €W/, sx > x,
COM)pq = | My @ Mgy if sx eW’, sx < x,
M (—2) & My if sx ¢ WY,

Proof. By Lemma 5.5, if sx ¢ WY, then (sx)’ = x and M|, € *%*’-mod; so by
Lemma 4.1, we get %7 ®qs M[y) = My )(—2) ® My
If x # sx, we have a short exact sequence of S-modules

00— M[x] —> M[x,sx] —> M[sx] — 0.

By Lemma 4.1, the finitely generated free S-module % is flat over *%’, which
is a finitely generated free SWs_module. Hence 0M[x sx] = %7 Qsops M, s =
¢ GM)[x sx] = 9M[x] S QM[sx] Also QM[x sx] = %’ ({x, sx})®V£XJ({x sx}) My 5x1-
The two isomorphisms follow keeping in mind that %7/({x, sx});) = S(—2) if
x < sx, while %/({x, sxPp = S if x > sx. Ul

Using induction, we obtain the following corollary:

Corollary 5.7. Let M € %’; then for any x € WY, My is a finitely generated
torsion-free S-module and hence M € V.

In this way we get an exact structure on %~ as well and we are finally able to
state the main result of this paper:

Theorem 5.8. The category %’ together with the shift in degree (—1) and (shifted)
translation functors is a categorification of the parabolic Hecke module M .

Remark 5.9. Theorem 5.8 could be strengthen to a proper categorification by
presenting the result as a 2-representation of a 2-category. The 2-category to be
considered is the one generated by the translation functors we defined on p. 426,
and the 2-representation to look at is given by the action of these functors on the
category %’ we constructed on p. 428. The question of describing indecomposable
I-morphisms in this category, which we are not going to address in this paper, seems
to be very interesting.

Remark 5.10. It follows from [Elias and Williamson 2014] that the results of
[Mazorchuk and Stroppel 2005] transfer to all Coxeter systems.

6. Proof of the categorification theorem

The proof of Theorem 5.8 consists of several steps:

(1) We show that the functor *6 o (1) is exact (Lemma 6.1).
(2) We define the character map h () —> MY (p- 432).
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(3) We observe that the map [(—1)]: [%7]— [%¢7] provides [%7] with a structure
of $-module and that 4”7 is a map of £-modules (p. 432).

(4) Viaexplicit calculations, we prove that the functors *0o(1), s € &, satisfy (C3),
that is, the maps they induce on [#7] commute with i’ (Proposition 6.2).

(5) We demonstrate that the character map is surjective by choosing a certain
basis for M7 and showing that every element of this basis has a preimage in
[3] under h/ (Lemma 6.3).

(6) We prove that the character map is surjective (Lemma 6.6) using a description
of indecomposable special modules in terms of Braden—-MacPherson sheaves
(Proposition 6.5).

This concludes the proof since (C2), thatis, {(—1) o (*0 o (1)) = (0 o (1)) o (—1)
for any s € ¥, is trivially satisfied.
We start by proving the exactness of shifted translation functors.

Lemma 6.1. For any s € & the functor*0 o (1) : #’ — ¥’ is exact.

Proof. Let L - M — N be an exact sequence; then for any x € V'
0— Liyy— Miq—> Miq—0
is a short exact sequence of S-modules. In particular,
0 — Lisx] = Misx] = N — 0

is short exact as well. The claim follows immediately from Lemma 5.6 and the fact
that finite direct sums and shifts preserve exactness. ([

Character maps. Let A be a Z-graded, free and finitely generated S-module; then
AZ @, S(k;) for some k; € Z. We can associate to A its graded rank, that is,
the following Laurent polynomial:
n
tk A:= Z vhieg.
i=1

This is well defined because the k; are uniquely determined, up to reordering.

Let M € %’. By Corollary 5.7, we may define a map h”’ : [#’/] — M’ by

B (MY = Y v kM B e M
xew’

The Grothendieck group [#”] is equipped with a structure of $-module via
vi[M] = [M(—i)]. Observe that for any M € %’/

r! (M) =k ((M(=1)]) = vh! (IM])

and so A7 is a map of $-modules.
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Proposition 6.2. For each M € ¥’ ,s € ¥ we have h’ ([*6 M (1)]) = H - h’ ((M]);
that is, the following diagram is commutative:

9¢/122 % 1907

hfl lh’

Proof. By Lemma 5.6, for any x € W we have
vz(Q(M[x] +1k Msy) if sx € W', sx > x,

tk(COM) [ = { tk M) +rk Mgy if sx e WY, sx < x,
(02 + 1) 1k My if sx g W,
Then
REoMID = Y v O kCOM) H
xew/
_ Z i+l (rk My -|-$M[S)C])IT'IXJ’U_1
xeWw, sxew!
SX>X
Y O ek My rk My HY
xeW’, sxew’
SX<X
+ Y O O Mg H
xeW?, sxgw’
Finally
Hy-h' (M) = Y "k My H, - B

xew/
= X VMG HL oHT)

xew! sxew!
SX>X

Y kMg T R

xeW’, sxew’
SX <X

T S
xEWJ,sx§Z°W]
= > [0"vrk M) + @ tk My | H

xew’ sxew’
SX>X

+ > [T ik M) + 0k M) | H

xew’, sxew’
SX<X

+ Z (ve(x)-i-l + vE(x)—l) &M[x] Hx],U*I
xeWw’, sxew’

1

1
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=h'(FOM(1)]). O

The character map is an isomorphism. In order to prove that (%7, (—1), {°6 o
(1)}) is a categorification of M, the only step left is to show that 47 is an isomor-
phism.

Lemma 6.3. The map h’ : [#'] — M is surjective.

Proof. We start by defining a basis of M’ Let us set A7V = H’*"'. For any

x € WY with £(x) =r > 0, let us fix a reduced x = Siy ... S, withs;, ..., €,
and denote

ryJ,v! Jv! Jv!

Hx - Hsl =5

From Theorem 2.2, it follows that

~ —1 -1 -1 . _
8) BV =HY"+ ) pyH' . with p; e Z[v, v,
yew?!
y<x
Since {HXJ’U_I}xew] is a basis of M’ as a Z[v, v—!]-module, {HXJ’U_I}xeow] is
also a basis for M7 and it is enough to show that, for any x € W, there exists an
object H € %’ such that h/ ((H]) = ﬂ){'”q.
By definition, 4’ (B)) = M, = Hej’”_l. By applying Proposition 6.2, we obtain

W ("160---0% 0B (n)) = (HL - HIV )M,
—H L H =H
This concludes the proof of the lemma. U

Proposition 6.5 will allow us to see any element in #” as the space of global
sections of some BMP sheaf on 7. From now on, we will denote by B’ (w) the
space of global sections of the indecomposable BMP sheaf 37 (w) € Sh(%”). Let
us recall a fundamental characterisation of B” (w).

Theorem 6.4 [Fiebig 2008b, Theorem 5.2]. For any w € 4’ , the module B (w) €V
is indecomposable and projective. Moreover every indecomposable projective object
inV is isomorphic to B’ (w) (k) for a unique w € 9’ and a unique k € Z.

Proposition 6.5. A module M € %’-mod’ is an indecomposable special module if
and only if there exist a BMP sheaf B € Sh(9’) and k € Z such that M = T (B(k))
as %’-modules.

Proof. By induction, from the exactness of *6”, it follows that the objects of %’
are all projective, and then by Theorem 6.4, any M € #’ may be identified (up to a
shift) with the space of global sections of a BMP sheaf on 4”.

We now want to show that for any x € W, B’ (x) € #’. We prove the claim by
induction on # supp(M), where supp(M) ={x € W | M* #£0). Clearly B, = B’ (e).
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The statement follows straightforwardly, once we prove that if sx > x, then
s0/(B’ (x)) = B (sx) @ B.

First we show that supp(*67(B” (x))) C {< sx}, that is, (°6/B” (x))? =0 for all
y € {<sx}NW’. From Lemma 5.6, it follows easily that (*6”(B” (x)))[,; = 0 for
all y & (< sx}NW.

Let us observe that as *07B”’ (x) € #”’, from what we have proved above, there
exist wy, ..., w, € W’ and ky, ..., k, such that *07(B” (x)) = @?:1 B’ (w;) (k;),
and for any y € W/,

r r
(@ B’<wi)<ki>) =P B’ (k).
i=1 I =1
So, in particular, for all y & {< sx} "W,
= ker(,o(gy B (w;)Y —> %J(wi)‘sy).
This implies B (w;)? = B (w;)” =0foralli =1,...r, and so

07 (B (x)) = @ B (wi) (k).

i=1

where w; € {<sx} foralli=1,...,r.

It is left to show that there exists at least one i € {1, ..., r} such that w; =sx. By
applying once again Lemma 5.6, we obtain (*67(B” (x)))** = (*60/(B’ (x)))(sx] = S
and hence the statement. O

Lemma 6.6. The map h”' : [#’] — M’ is injective.

Proof. By Theorem 6.4 and Proposition 6.5 we know that {[B” (w)]},,cy is
a Z[v, v ']-basis of [#’] and so every element ¥ € [#’] can be written as
Y = Zaw[BJ(w)], with a, € Z[v, v™']. Let us suppose Y € ker(h’). Then

0=h'(Y)= Z dy Z v/ ik B (w)pg H

wel’ xew’

Y ( 3 v”x)awng(w)[x]) HIV

xew’d wew/

Since the elements H/ v are linearly independent, it follows that

Z v a1k Bj(w)m =0 foranyxeW’.

weWw/

If it were the case that Y #£ 0, then we would find a maximal element w such that
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ag # 0. By (BMP1), we obtain B’ (w)[ = 0 for all w < w and B’ (w)[z) = S.
Then

0= Z ! ®a, @Bj(w)[w] = vax)awgBl(w)[@] =v"Wayk § = v Way.

weW’

The chain of equalities above gives us a contradiction since we assumed ay 7 0. U

This concludes the proof of Theorem 5.8.

7. The functor I

In this section we define an exact functor / : %’ — 3 such that the following
diagram commutes:

9¢/ 1L 9621

| lhg

MJQH
4

where i : M’/ < H is the map of $£-modules given by

(9) H);]’U_I - Z vé(w/)—((Z)sz’
ZEWJ

with w; the longest element of W';.

The map i is interesting since it gives us a way to see the parabolic Hecke
module M’ as submodule of H, and hence its categorification tells us that we can
think about the %’ as a subcategory of #<.

We construct the functor I by using a localisation-globalisation procedure. More
precisely, we first map the elements of #” to certain sheaves on 97, then apply a
pullback functor mapping them to sheaves on 4, and finally we take global sections
of the latter. A priori it is not clear that we obtain an object in #“. This fact is
shown in Lemma 7.3. We then demonstrate the exactness of I (Proposition 7.5) and
the commutativity of diagram 7 (Proposition 7.7) by a study of the subquotients
involved in the definition of the character map. The realisation of special modules in
terms of Braden—MacPherson sheaves given in the previous section (Proposition 6.5)
plays a crucial role in the proof of any of the above results.

Construction of the functor I. The definition of [ involves Fiebig’s localisation
functor & [2008a, §3.3], which allows us to see objects of %”-mod as sheaves on
the parabolic Bruhat moment graph %’ .

Let us assume % to be such that for any M € %-mod’ there is a canonical
decomposition like the one in (7). Let ¥ be the corresponding structure algebra
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and M € %¥-mod'. For any vertex x €V, we set
(10) LMY =M*.

For any edge E : x —y, let us consider Z(E) = {(zx, 2x) € S® S | 2, —z, € [(E) S}
and M(E) := %(E) - M*Y. For m = (m,, m,) € M(E), let us set 7, ((m)) = my,
my((m)) = m,y. Then we get (M )E as the pushout in the following diagram of
S-modules:

M(E) -2~ M~
ﬂ}'l px,El
My — 25 w(mE

This provides us also with the restriction maps p, g and p, g.
It is not hard to verify (see [Fiebig 2008a, §3.3]) that this is a well defined functor

(11) <% : %-mod" — Sh(¥).
Moreover the localisation functor & turns out to be left-adjoint to I (see [Fiebig
2008a, Theorem 3.5]). Let

« %-mod'* be the full subcategory of %-mod’ whose objects are the elements
M such that there is an isomorphism I" o (M) = M, and

o Sh(%)&°P be the full subcategory of Sh(%) whose objects are the elements &
such that there is an isomorphism & o I'(%F) = %F.

Remark 7.1. In general, for a given a sheaf %, one has (Lo I'(%F))* =T (F)* C F*.
If we consider a BMP sheaf %, then by property (BMP3), I'(B)* = ®B* for any
vertex x € V" and L(I'(B))F = BE for any edge E € €. Therefore Lo I'(B) =B
and B € Sh(9)&l°d,

Thus the functors & and I" induce two inverse equivalences:
%-mod"*® <— Sh(G)&lb |
Let us focus again on the Bruhat case and consider the functor
p’* :Sh(4’) — Sh(¥)
defined as follows:
o (pP*F)* :=F forall x € W.
e forall E:x—y e,

gf‘v(X)/l(E)g:fv(X) if x/ =y,

Joxap\E
a3 =
(P F) {@f' e(E) otherwise .
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e forall x € W and E € € such that E : x —y,
Tk canonical quotient map if x/ =y’

(P ' p)x,E = .
P fiy(x), fe(E) otherwise .

Finally we set I := (—£(wy))oT o p/* o &.

To prove that the functor / maps %’ to ¥, we need to recall the moment graph
analogue of a theorem by Deodhar relating parabolic Kazhdan—Lusztig polynomials
and regular ones. The following is a reformulation of Theorem 6.1 of [Lanini 2012]:

Theorem 7.2. Let J C & be such that W is finite, with longest element w;. Let
w e WY then p?* (B! (w)) = B? (wwy) as sheaves on G =4(W, @).

Lemma 7.3. The functor I maps ¥’ to ¥.

Proof. Let M € %’ then, by Proposition 6.5, there exist wy, ... w, € W’ and
my, ...m, € Z such that M = @®_; B’ (w;)(m;). Then

I(M) = 1(@ B’(w»(m») =P T op’* o LB (wi))im; — L(w))).

i=1 i=1
By Remark 7.1, £(B” (w;)) = B’ (w;) for any i and, by Theorem 7.2, we conclude
that
,
1(M) = @D B? (wiw ) (mi — L(w))). O
i=1
Exactness of 1.

Lemma 7.4. Let w € WY, Then forall x € W,

(Fop”*%’(w»[x]:( [ %)B’<w>[xq,

yeldr,
yexWy

where o, denotes the label of x — y.
Proof. For z € W’ and E an edge of ¢’ = %(W, J), let us denote by p. g the

corresponding restriction map. Then we have

(T o p”* @ () = () ker ((p™7 p)rxmsy)

yeVdx
:( ﬂ ker(pxlvx‘/%y])) ﬂ( ﬂ kernx’x—)y>a
yethSx yECVM,
vExW, yexiny

where 7y %J(w)x'] — %J(w)xj/oey%J(w)xl is the canonical quotient map
and ay is a generator of [(x — y).
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Let us observe that by definition,

[ ker(pes ximy) = B (w)pes.

y€°l/5"
yExwW,

Moreover since there is at most one edge adjacent to x labelled by a multiple
of ay, the labels of such edges are pairwise linearly independent and we get

m kermy yy = l_[ ay-%J(w)xj.

yers, yersx,
yexWy yexWy

It follows that

(T o p”* B (W) = ( 1_[ ay)%J(U))[xJ].

yerdr,
yexWy

This concludes the proof of the lemma. O

Proposition 7.5. The functor I is exact with respect to the exact structure in
Section 5.

Proof. Letus take M, N € ¥/, with M =, B’ (wi) (my) and N =P, B’ (wy) (ny).
Let us consider the map f : L — M and the induced maps f[,/}: M7y — N,/
for any x” € W. Thanks to Lemma 7.4, it is easy to describe I (f)[,]. Namely if

| | C(yz(xil...c{ir’

ye“V‘S'”
yexWy
we obtain
I(f) . I(M)[x] — I(N)[X]’
(- - )m — (aj,--- o) fix(m).

It is clear that if 0 — L) — M[,] — N} — 0 is a short exact sequence of
S-modules, then 0 — (IL)[x) = (IM)[x] — (IN)[x] — 0 1is also exact. O

Commutativity of the diagram. The last step missing is the commutativity of Dia-
gram 7. Before proving it, we need the following preliminary lemma:

Lemma 7.6. Let w € WY and let w; be the longest element of W ;. There is
an isomorphism B? (ww)jx] = B (w)(,s)(2€(x) — 2€(x”) — 20(w,)) of graded
S-modules.

Proof. By Theorem 7.2, 3% (ww,) = p”*B! (wy) as sheaves on G = G(W, ).
It follows that for any x € W, B?(ww;) = (T o pJ’*%J(wJ))[X] as graded
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S-modules and then, by Lemma 7.4, we obtain

B (ww )y ;< I1 ocy>BJ(w)[x1]

yersx,
yex‘W,

= B (W) (2-#{y € V™, y e xW,}).
Let x’ = (x/)~'x € W;. Now if T is the set of reflections of W,
#{y eV yexW,;)=#{zeW,|thereexists t € Ty s.t. z=x't and x’ < z}
=l(wy) —L(x") = L(wy) —€(x) +£(x7). O

Finally we are able to prove the following proposition, which enables us to
embed ¢’ in .

Proposition 7.7. The following diagram is commutative:

9¢/ 1L 9621

d e

M/ ———~H
l

Proof. As I(B;c; B’ (wi)) = @ 1(B’(w;)), it is enough to prove the statement
for the module B’ (w). In this case, we have:

I(B’ (w)) = (—t(wy)) oT 0 p”* 0 L(B (w))
= (—t(wy))oT o p” (B’ (w))
= (—L(wy)) o T(B (ww)))
= B(wwy)(—£(wy)).

Thus if B/ (w),1; = @ S(ki), we get

Z'EIX‘]
h? o [I1(LBY (w)]) = h? (B (ww) (£(w)))
= Z p~HWw) ) rk Bg(ww])[x]Hx

xew
(by Lemma 7.6) = » v k(B (w)0)(2€(x,) — 20(w,))) Hy
xew
— Z U—K(w1)+€(X)( Z U—ZK(XJ)+2€(w1)—ki)HX
xew iEIxj

= Ue<w1>+e<x>< 3 U—zaxn—k,-) H,.

xew i€l g
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where H, = HZ"'. On the other hand, we have

ioh’ (1B (w)]) = i( > v“"”mB’(w)[quj;”")

xJew’

=3 [W“( > v""‘)i(H;}vl)}

X ew? iel

_ Z |:vl(xj)< Z v—k,-)( Z UZ(wJ)—z(x,)ijxj)}

xJew’ i€l xjeWy

-y ¥ (Z vz(xf)—k,-+z(wf>—e(xj))Hx]xj

xJeWw’ x;eWy iEIX]

=S vaw]w(x)( ) vzamkl) H.. 0

xew i€l s

8. Connection with the equivariant category O

In this section, we briefly discuss the connection of our results with noncritical
blocks in an equivariant version of category O.

Let g be a complex symmetrisable Kac-Moody algebra and b D b its Borel
and Cartan subalgebras. The Weyl group W of g naturally acts on h*, and we
can consider equivalence classes A € h*/~. An element X € h* is noncritical if
2(L+p, B) ¢ Z(B, B) for any imaginary root B, and an orbit A is noncritical if any
A € A is noncritical.

Fix a noncritical orbit A and a weight 19 € A. As in Definition 3.3, we can look
at the W-orbit of Ag, which gives us a Bruhat moment graph on h*. We want to
discuss the representation theoretic content of #”, where J is in this case given by
the set of simple reflections generating Staby 19. Denote by 94(A) such a graph.

Let S = S(h) be the symmetric algebra of b, R = Sy be its localisation at 0 € h*
and 7 : S — R be the canonical map. For any i € h* and any (g-R)-bimodule M,
we define its p-weight space as

M,={meM|H.m=Q(H)+t(H))m forany H € b}.

If g-mod-R denotes the category of (g-R)-bimodules, then the equivariant version
of category O we want to study is

Op = {M ¢ g-mod-R M is locally finite as a (b-R)-bimodule, }

M= @Meh* MU—
For any p € b* let us consider the (h-R)-bimodule R, free of rank one over R on

which b acts via the character u+ 1. The projection b — b allows us to consider R,
as a (b- R)-bimodule and we can now induce to obtain the equivariant Verma module
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of weight u: Mg(u) = U(g) ®u @) Ry, where U(g) and U (b) are the enveloping
algebras of g and b, respectively.

Let JLg be the full subcategory of O whose objects admit a finite filtration with
subquotients isomorphic to equivariant Verma modules. Since Og is abelian and
My is closed under extensions in Og, the category Jlg inherits an exact structure.

For an equivalence class A € h*/~, let Og 5, respectively, Jlg 5, be the full
subcategory of O, respectively, Jlg, consisting of all objects M such that the
highest weight of every simple subquotient of M lies in A. Then there are block
decompositions, according to the following two results.

Proposition 8.1 [Fiebig 2003, Proposition 2.8; Fiebig 2008a, Theorem 6.1]. The
functors
]_[ Or.a = Or, {Mp}+— @ My
Aeh*/~ Aebh*/~
and
l_[ Mp.p —> Mg, {Mp}+—> @ My
Aeb*/~ Aeb*/~

are equivalences of categories.

Now it is important to notice that we could have substituted S by the local
algebra R in the constructions and definitions we have considered, and all the
results of this paper would have still worked. Let us denote by % the R-version of
the structure algebra of G(A) and by Vg A the category of #g-modules admitting
a Verma flag. The main result of [Fiebig 2008a] is the following one:

Theorem 8.2 [Fiebig 2008a, Theorem 7.1]. There is an equivalence of exact cate-
gories
\/IJ‘/LR’A — C\VR’A.

Projective objects. Forv € A, let A=" :={\ € A | A <v}. We want to consider a
truncated version of Mg A:

Mp,a=v={M € Mpa | (M: Mg(u)) # 0 only if u € A=V}

As a reference for the truncated category O, we address the reader to [Rocha-Caridi
and Wallach 1982], where it was introduced.

Denote by V/'g_a<» the category of sheaves on the moment graph G(A)=", obtained
by restricting the set of vertices of %(A) to A=". By [Fiebig 2006, Proposition
3.11], the functor V restricts to a functor V="": Mg p<v — Vg a<v, which is also an
equivalence of categories.

Let %IJQ denote the R-version of the category of special modules, and let 3‘6{?’ A<
be the subcategory of %IJQ consisting of modules having support on 4(A)=". From
Theorem 6.4, a module M € V'g o< is indecomposable and projective if and only if
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there exist aw € A=" and a k € Z such that M = B’ (w)(k) and, by Proposition 6.5,
there exists one and only one indecomposable M € %{e, A<v 1somorphic to B’ (w).
In summary:

Proposition 8.3. Let P € Mg p<v. Then P is indecomposable, projective if and
only if VP is an indecomposable special module.

For A regular, that is, Staby Ag = {e}, this was already proven in [Fiebig 2008b]
and used in [Fiebig 2011], where the interchange between local and global descrip-
tions of the image of the projective modules under V played a fundamental role.
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