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1 Introduction

1.1

t & b & EF BT Drinfeld-Jimbo (2 & U AIAERS FHEBIOAFZE DEA I HL7Z
FEMHRETH D, 1990 FEEEE L L TETFHOFRIT—2o0EE# 202
eV oTHLIWTH A9, TOEEBD—DIZ Luszstig 12 L 2 EFE DL
FHIRERK I K O canonical base D3R &, Kashiwara (2 & % crystal base ®
Himndb b,

Lusztig i3 Ringel @ quiver DRZ & A\ 2 U, (g) DREKHIERIC AR S
T, quiver {ZfTREY 2 variety ' 2RV T U, (g) ZHTFANTHERK L 72, quiver
CHERCEREFESMEX ST oNTT 75‘%72575['_]7 FZ7ThD, T27120L
Ringel-Lusztig DR TIEFBIZR L T—oDRE LB X R, (DFE VM
M & ORENIE 272\, ) quiver DFTEARIZAY MVZEH 2 XFIE SHTHA K
FITHKIEINTWA L XiIZhom2E x5, 2O X5 72hom7=H%7- LHiET
T& D7 MVZERD quiver RELEEDZERM Eq(V) TH Y. GL DEFE (L
TG ERET, ) BERIZERT S, Eq(V) D G RERBRFTRER OBEED
723 @ Grothendieck B % & %, & 51T convolution IZ &L > THE%E&E L T
algebra Z1E%., Z O algebra 23 U, (g) & RRIZ/2 5 LW 9 DA, Lusztig iZ
L DRI FHIER TH B, canonical base 1% = @ Grothendieck BT D pure
ORISR E LTERIND, BERITEMFH TH SHD5, canonical base
EREAICLIEFICIVWHEEZ o EETHY, ¢g=1. TROLEBEHOD
Lie algebra D5} THERZFF D,

1z Z ¢ ) Tquiver IZfHf3 5 variety! (312 Nakajima (2 &> TEA X7 quiver
variety TILA2W,




— % Kashiwara I3[ fi#E FREE O RICMBE I N TETFHD ¢=0DE
JE, TROLEREEZEAL?, IHIq=0DEEND ¢ B—EKOEEE
< Y HEE (JRERSC T melting & FEATUW5) %18 U T global base % &
#LI, ZOERITMAREE R bOTH D2 Lusatig i & V. U (g) DHEE
(213 global base IZEMAIFEHIIZ EZE I 4172 canonical base & — ﬁﬁ‘é & DSEE
%éhtoé<%@@%#%gkéht20@%@#-ﬁ#é@i#a ZH
BRIEV,

1.2
DX KRR TIZBONTKRD LS REEIZERTHA 5,
e crystal base Z £ FANITHEAAYE &,

U, (g) @ crystal base B(oo) DEEIZITESH & Kashlwara,O) EREIRFZE ([KS)
ZR)IZEY., (1) I L TIERFT LN TV, ZDRE quiver DREL
2RDZEMIZ symplectic structure BSEE Y. 3 5 canonical 72 Lagrangian
subvariety 8 FEE#& T& 5, Z ® Lagrangian subvariety DBEKIER 7 D2 T4 5
& LT B(oo) BEMFHINIEBR TE D,

Z /NGO B BT EFEOBER integrable RELIZXT LT, % ? crystal base

B(\) # B(MFITHERTHZ L THD, ZDHAEIE Nakajima lZ £ 5 quiver
variety & iV %, quiver variety D& b H 5'*72 symplectic structure % ¥
%, canonical 7 Lagrangian subvariety 2’ E#&E TX 5, ZOBEMKD OEE
L LT B BEHTED, TOEKRTIIZHEK L quiver DRBLAKRDZER
M5 quiver variety IZEV 2 27215 T, 7A 7 71X B(oo) DIHAELEL E
W T LU,

1.3 &8s IZT2WT

ZO/NFR TR Y BRORYVROEZSZRANVD Z L1215,
g:symmetric Kac-Moody Lie algebra,
h:g ® Cartan subalgebra,
{c;}icr:g @ simple roots,
{hi}icr:g @ simple coroots,
P:g @ weight lattice,

2HFRFEFAERION B TREFHONRT A —F qiFBREDNRTA—FThHY, ¢=0I13i
RFEEIITET B0, MO RELENL q=0 @%E’E%X_é EVWSITATTIZESTOD
EIMITEETHL R,
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Q:g D root lattice,
Uy(g):g \fFhET D &7 EE.

2 Crystals

Z OEiI T Kashiwara 12 & > TEA S 7z crystal OS2 E& T D, crystal
base I ZEFHD ¢ =0IZBITHEETH LM, crystal ITFDOHEEDAIZER
LEvgpicEZ SN~ &TH D, 8L <X [K1],[K2],[K3],[K4],[KS] %
BRI,

2.1 crystals

FJ crystal ¥ EEL L 9,

Definition 2.1.1 #£4 BLIRODERS

(2.1.1) wt:B— P, g;: B—ZU{-00}, ¢;: B— ZU{~o0},

(2.1.2) é&:B— BU{0}, fi: B— BuU{0}.
DAL DML %3873 B crystal Th B 2115,

(C 1) wi(b) = &i(b) + (hs, wt(b)).

(C2) beB2Dégbe B 2biT,

(C2) be B> five B 72511, i

(C3) by eBMDiclbTH, ZNLXV=¢bkb=ft iTRAE,
(C4) be BIEXH LT pi(b) = —co BB &b = f;b=0 TH B,

B.,By % crystal 9%, B; 5 By ~® morphism ¢ &%, B# B, —
B, U{0} ThHoTLUTOMEZMZTHDTH 5,

(2.1.3) b € B, 7 p(b) € By 72 B1F w(w(h)) = wi(h), ex((b)) = £4(b),
©i(Y(b)) = wi(b),
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(2.1.4) be Byizxt L. ¥(&bd) = ép(b) 72 51X (b) H>2 9(€;b) € B,
(2.1.5) be B izx L. o(fib) = fio(b) 72 51T o(b) 232 %(fb) € Bo.
morphism 1) : By — By BDETD G, f; LRHLTH D & &, 1 i strict TH 3
EW S, .

crystal By, By {Z%f LT tensor product B; ® By ZIRD X H IZEHET 5,

Bi®By;={b1®by | by € By, by € By}
gi(b1 ® by) = max {&;(b), 5i(b2)'— wt;(b1)}
©i(b1 ® by) = max {p;(b1) + wt;(ba), @i(b2)}

Wt(bl ® bg) = Wt(bl) + Wt(bg)

_ . ézbl ®b2, ( z(bl) > Z(b2))
ei(b1 @ by) = { b1 ® €;b, (Zz(bl) < zz(bZ)) ;
7 | fibi ® by, (0i(b1) > €i(b2))
fz(bl ® b2) - { bl ® fin’ (Qoz(bl) S 51(b2))

7272 L wti(b) = (hy, wt(b)).

Example 2.1.2 ) % dominant integral weight &3 %, Z ® & & highest
weight A DBEA integrable RELD crystal base B(A) i crystal Th 5, 7272
Lbe B\ IZHLTe(b) = max{k > 0 | &*b # 0}, ;(b) = max{k >
0| 75 # 0}, wt(b) I3 b ® weight & EFET 5, F72 highest weight vector IZ
XIET D BA) Dtz b(A) EEL Z &I, b(A) 1X B(X) D7222>T weight
A Z DIt & LT unique IZ characterize TX 3,

Example 2.1.3 Uy(g) PThFEES U; (g) @ crystal base B(co) i crystal
B, 7272 Lb e Bloo) okt LT &i(b) = max{k > 0 | &b % 0}, i(b) =
£i(D) + (hs, wt(b)) L EFET D, £/ U, (9) D LICHIET D B(oo) DILE by &
E<, by IE B(oo) D72>T weight 23 0 D3 & LT unique IZ characterize T
ERAR
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BU:UM'F'J & T crystal base &:{Tj'% L7 crystal "C“zﬁ)of‘(_o LavL Crystal Iz
I “crystal base 7> bR\ erytal” b D, UTFED LD RHIZET 5,

Example 2.1.4 )\ € P, % dominant integral weight & L. 1D, DL
7? z)%/ﬁ\ T,\ = {t,\} %%7:’_ Z)o Wt(t)\) == )\, Ei(t)\) = (pi(t)\) = —0Q, éi(tx) =
fit)=0NViel) L35, ZD& & Ty iLcrystal ThH 3,

Example 2.1.5 € JIZxLTB; = {bi(n) | n € Z} & L. wt(bi(n)) =
ney, €i(bi(n)) = —n, ¢;(bi(n)) = n, g;(bi(n)) = ¢;(bi(n)) = '
(b)) = b+ 1), fibi(n)) = bi(n— 1), &(n)) = {bi(m)
L35, ZTDO&X B;idcrystal Th D,

2.2

ZDETIL B(A) @ crystal & LTOREDITEIT I, T OREDITIFRIC
quiver variety % {8 > T FEHIITHERL S 41D crystal 25, crystal & LT B()\)
ERBITHD Z L ZFEATHEICHANOND, ZD & D REH-OI1T 1 category
% crystal base 2> 5 crystal ~EIF THHOD THREIZR D Z LITEE SN,

Proposition 2.2.1 )\ % dominant integral weght, B % weight \ Z£F-DJC by,
ZETocrytsal L T5H, TDELE BBRLUT D4 5M4%2-%1E Bl crystal &
LTB\\) ERETH D,

(1) BDIETH > T weight A ZFFDH DL by IAMTITHFTE L2V,

(2) strict morphism ® : B(0o) @ Tx — B ThH > T &(by @ t5) = by 232
- Im®=BU{0} &2 L5 RLDBFET D,

(3) ® 8 B = {b € B(oo) @ Th|®(b) # 0} D _LIZHIRT 5 & & 1% B
b B DB EEL,

(4) EBEDb € B, i € IIZHLTeb) = maz(k > 0l&5(b) # 0} 7>
i(b) = maz{k > O|F;* (b) # 0} 2SRE Y 320,

56



57

3 Quivers and associated varieties

3.1

A = (a;;) % g @ Cartan matrix &35, b\i g iX symmetric Kac-Moody Lie
algebra 720D T AT FHATHI TH D Z EITHEET D,

—fRIZ quiver (I, H) &1 Tﬂﬁ@’ﬁﬁﬂﬁ/\f EAEDOFRWZE (KREL) O
£E5 HDOHETH-T, %Eﬂa)ﬁn RERAE}IESEDER out : H — I,
inH - IBREZHNTNDIHDODIETHD, BT, HFillH L Tinbil
B39 KEIB—AGHRL i £ J IR L TinDd j~MAh 5 REIORED |a;]
THZbNBEE, quiver (I, H) iX A = (a;;) ICAFELTWD &I, A= (a;)
IRABRITINITH DD T Db j~ANIREE b1~ I REIOAEK
FRICTH D, UT A= (a;) AL quiver DAEZ D Z LIZT D,

H - HERREOMEZVD-L VIRTEBR LT D, £/ HOHS é%/\
ONQUO=H, QNQ=¢ 2/~ T8. Q% quiver @ orientation &\ 5,

V = ®;c;1 V; & C Lo I-graded vector space & L, dimV = (dim¢ V;)ier €
7o &3 %, —HRHIDC LD I-graded vector space W #% X %, dimension
vector dimV = v, dimW = A ZLUTFTDO X HIZ P DL RA—HT D,

Vi — 2": dim¢ V;ay, A= i dimge W;A;.

i=1 =1
7272 L A; 13 g @ fundamental weight,
C £ vector space X (W;v) &

X(W;v) = ( @ Home(Vour(r), Vin(r)))®(® Home(Vi, Wi))@(® Home (Wi, V;))

T€EH i€l i€l

ETD, X(Wiv) D& Z &1 (By, tiy ) ERET
Bie: H - C* ThoTe(r)+e(f) =0 (Vr € H) 2T bDE—D
BET D, ZDEE X(W;v) LD symplectic form w %

(321)  w((B,t,5),(B,t,s)) =Y tr(e(r)B:B}) +Ztr sith — slt;)

TeH i=1

TEHT 5,
% 7= BB G(v) = [, GL(V) © X(W;w) ~DIER %

(322) (Ba ta 5) = (gin(T)Brg;uﬁ(T), tigi_la glsl)



Lo TEDD, 272 Lg=(g) € Glv) TH D, G(v) DIEMIL symplectic
form w ZH#2, u: X(W;v) — g(v) % moment map &£ 45, ZDEZE
moment map D i X5 p; : X(W;v) — End(V;) I

Cw((Bitys)) = Y e()BrBr +siti

TE€H i=out(T)

THEX b5,

3.2

= OEITIE quiver variety ¥ EE L. TOMEZEET 5, - OHOEEL
Nakajima lZ X > THLNTbDTH D, 5L <IE[N2][N3] 2SRRIz,

Definition 3.2.1 (B,t,s) € X(W;v) DIYR DVEE % i 72 9B stable point T
HDH LW,
V = ®@ier Vi D I-graded subspace V' = @icr V;/ THoT

(1) V'iZ B-AE, $ROLEBD 7€ HIZXL B (Vo) C Vi
(2) EEDie IIZxt L V) C Ker(t;)

27T OV = {0} IZRD,
stable point EEN L7225 X(W;v) OEHEE % X(W;v)* LTS
FBEDD X(W; )i X (W;v) OBIES L7725, £IZX(W;v) BEER LR
HZEEFRVN, veQ_ LTI X(Wi)t =9 202 L0HY 5D,
EHEND GW) I X(W;v) IERT 25, EEROIILUTOMETH D,
Lemma 3.2.2 [N] G(v) ® X (W;v)* ~DVERIX fized point free TH B,

ZOlemmalZ LV, X(W;v)" ETIIEARBIRERTD G(v) (2L D quo-
tient 23 variety DEELZFHHEDL Z LB DLND,

Definition 3.2.3

xX(W;v) = (u(0) N X (W;1)™)/G(v)

&L, X(W;v) % quiver variety & FESS, (B, t, s) 285 G(v)-orbit & X(W;v)
&A1 LT [B,t,s] &7,
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Remark. X(W;v) I38MFRRERG (GIT) DEBKRTO quotient & FE T
HDHIEBMONTVD, T7b5 u~1(0) Lo line bundle 12 G(v) DIERA %
5 B T. line bundle 7 v Y VD G(v) RE2GIWT D729 graded ring
IZxFs 9 % quasi-projective variety & BEUZ /2 5, .

Proposition 3.2.4 [N| X(W;v) # ¢ L5 5,

(1) X(W;v) & smooth quasi-projective variety T dim X(W;v) =|| A ||2 —
| A+v]2

(2) f(W V) IZwiZ X > TENNTZ symplectic structure & & D,

4 Lagrangian construction of crystal base

4.1

VD EQ_ZE,.V—DE Loy 2T LIITED, V, VEdAdmV = v,
dmV' =0 Th s & Ofcilgraded vector space &5, ZDEERDLH A
Mx2E % 5,

(4.1.1) X(W;0) <& X(W;0,v) 25 X(W; ).

ZIZTX(W;0,v)id42# (B,t, s, ) 13672 % variety Th 5, 7272 L (B, t, s)
X X(W;v) DFE. ¢ = (¢;) : V — V iX I-graded vector space ® injective
morphism TdH > T, FfF Mm¢ = (Img;) IX B-REDD Ims = (Ims;) IZH
END) BTN ETE, ZTOELEEBt,sEIB: VoV, Vi W,
S W, -V, %8, ¥ q(B,t,s,¢) = (B,1,3), 2(B, 1,s, (b) = (B,t,s) T
BB, '

5K (4.1.1) & p~1(0) N {stable points} (ZHIR LAEEEOEATHDZ &
L0, Bl

(4.1.2) X(W;0) & X(W; 0, v) 22 X(W;v)

5, TD& & wldsmooth, wy L proper 72 morphism (272> TW 5, LA
ToBLPw LD FHEMRMEEEFAND,
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4.2

o BE W w TEETZOEE TRV T VDT, X(W;v) LIC strati-
fication Z# AL T, % stratum ® LIZEBZHIBTHZ L2525, ielB
'J:—O{CGZZQ GC?‘]‘L’C ’

E(W;v)ie = {[B,t,5] € XWiv)lei((Bot, ) = ¢}
LEET D, L | -

ei((B,t,5)) = dimc Coker( @  Viurtr) & Wi 222 1)

7iin(T)=1

T2, TOLEERNPD X(W;v)ie 2 X(W; 1) @ locally closed subvariety
Thd, £KRO lemma iIBZS TH D, ' . '

Lemma 4.2.1 v =10 — co; (¢ € Zyo) 725X
| @ W5 P)ip) = w5 (W3 0)ipso)
Ap > 01kt LTHRY S,

ZZT
XW;o,v)ip = o (E(W; 7)i0) = w5 (X(W;1)ie)

LB ETRORREB D,
(4.2.1). XW;0)ip & X(W;0,v)ip — X(W;v)ipte

pE—MRIZLTLED & o BEVP wy ITEHEICR->TLEI D, FiZp=0
ET D LIRDFEHFLY I, '

Lemma 4.2.2 MK (4.2.1) 2B\ Tp=0%,73, ZORLTMHKILT D,
(1) X(W;D);0 1% X(W; D) D open subvariety T&H 2,
(2) w1 @ fiber i Grassman ZHEE Grass, (CH D)) L REAEITH 5,
(3) wo IXFEEFEHZRTH 5,

RELTRZRD,

Corollary 4.2.3 X(W;D); o DBEKIF S & X(W;v); . DBERKIEZIZ 15t 11
X9 2,
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4.3 | |
EFMEROBAEEELL S, Z0EDICH LEEQOEEY TS, HO
5%0)5[]0’ = (7’1,7'2,--- ,TN) 7b§ 0ut(7‘i+1) = in(n) (1 < 1 S N — ].) %?ﬁf:j‘

Bf path THD LW N & path DR & &5, B = (B,;) D% % path

o= (1,72 - ,TN) RS> TARLTTE2E54% B, : Vout(rn) =+ Vout(r) &

#<, B=(B,)ICxt Libd N € Ly PEELTE &85 N L_EDERED path

o iZxt L By, = 0 23K Y SLDOFF, B iLM& (nilpotent) THD LW 5,
X(W;v) @ subvariety A(W;v) %

A(W;v) ={[B,t,s] € X(W;v)|s =0 2>> B X nilpotent}

ETEFET D, IRD propsition 1T ZEAERWV W2 AW v) DREDIT &
LTEERE®REZRD, ‘

Proposition 4.3.1 [N] A(W;v) i% X(W;v) iZ Lagrangian subvariety T
Do

B(W;v) & A(W;v) BRI S 20 REE LT D, £/ A e B(W;v)
(Z%} U generic point [B,t,s] & & V. €;(A) = €;((B,t,s)) EEET D, &b
IZc€Zsp iR L B(W;v) DIETH>Te(A) = cEMbT bDOEEDRT
EHLTD, DL & Corollary 4.2.3 D HIRMBKILT D,

Proposition 4.3.2
B(W;D)io & B(W; V).
4.4

RIEiE TORRZE > TRE |, B(W;v) I crystal DEEE AN D,
Proposition 4.3.2 OEEIZ LT f; - B(W;p)ig = B(W;v);. 8L
€~ic : B(W, V)i,c — B(W, 17)1"0 %E&b Do BT

& fi:| |BW;v) = | |BW;v)u{0}

& BIW:v)ie 25 B(W;v + con)ip 2 BW;v + i)ien,

~c+1
7

fi . B(W, V)i,c i} B(W, v+ cai)w f—) B(W, vV - a,-)i7c+1
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TED D, ) )
Remark. (1) —BERANZEDT ° (resp. fi) 1L & (resp. f;) D c Tk R
TIENTEDDT, ZORETEREFEF,
(2) stability DRHAFDIZDIZ B(W;v);  BEEE TR TH, B(W;v+ai)ic
TEREIIRDILBH D, TOHEITITEN) =0 ¢ EET D, fi DHE
bR TH 5,

A e BW;v) iZxt LTER wt, o; &

wi(A) = A+v, @i(A) =e(A) + (hs, wt(A))
TEDD, ZDLEXROEENBEY LD,

Theorem 4.4.1 dim W = X% dominant integral weight £ 35, Z D& X
(1) L, BW;v) i& crystal THh 5,
(2) L], BW;v)iZ B(A\) & crystal & LTRETH B,

(1) iIZ2W T erystal DA (C 1)~(C 4) ZF =y 7 THIX L, (2) 1D
WTIE B(A) @ crystal & LT OR-31F (Proposition 2.2.1) D4k 250
HZ & TREND, strict morphism @ : B(oo) @ Ty — ||, B(W;v) Z4&m%3
D ER T B(oo) DETFHIED ([KS| 2R) # V5, flHx D&% EEMIC
TRINZIEE BW;v) IZBT 2 KV BERMBIT S LE L R 505, EARMIZIZH
EHRFETIHRATE S, #FLEKS]BLUV[S]| 22Raniz,

5 SHOBHE
5.1

Introduction TiR-X7z Tcrystal base 2 (M FRITHEMRT L1 L) RIBEIX
U; (g) D%E . BEX integrable REDEGE T L IR ENT2DITTH D5,
canonical base(= global base) & crystal base ®BRITEITEANZ LD & 9 72

BHRLIHDIDOTHAHIN?

ET U, (g) DHEEEEZEAXATHD, ZOHE L Lusztig 12 & 2 B(THEAIHE
F53% Y | canonical base IZ Eq(V) LD G RIZE 2R TTEEBOEETH - T
pure N OREKIR D TH o7, T DREZ D singular support( & 2 WX
ZHR1K) IXRTEIIZH >72. 5 canonical 72 Lagrangian subvariety (28 $£4U
%, L7zA->T% L canonical base @ singular support 23BEF972 & 1%

{canonical base IZxt/5d DB DR} — {Lagrangian subvariety DOBEKIALS }



ROIBBPERIN, SDIZIOHER LK1 THDZ LBDNrD, ZDH
sk &% Z & T, crystal base 7> 5 canonical base % 1E % #4F (melting) 12
BATFHIR R <, v

L LEFITE 5 B Tid7i2 < . —f%IZ canonical base @ singular support
EBER TIE A2, ([KS] 2 R) fa] & 2> J51% T singular support OBEKIAL S 72
HIZ B R filtration #EFE L T, £ O top term Z B Y K9 Z & 4% melting D
BAFHBERTHAI LTFELTVDIBREDLZALLDILRY, 32
FIREIEAIZ g 75 A BUDFEIZIE Weyl B0 Springer KHL L left cell RELE D
BRICES Lo TEY ., ZOEEND HEKREN,

BEAY integrable RELDHGE 1T ZE b % bR I B EDORTERIERITTONT
W2, EIREATZZE I IZETFHO 57 THD U, (g) FBMERITHEK
SNTWVDD, BFH Ul (g) BIERIIEHR SN TWRY, REOLMTFEIERL
BHRZVWEBHOEZIZHDIDEN, GDLIAES LIZbWNDNbnb
RV, ZTHESHBOBETHA D,
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