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On an algebro-geometric realization of the cohomology
ring of conical symplectic resolutions

EHRZ (HERE)

1 Motivation

A%& T conical symplectic resolution & FEIEN 5 REEEED aFRE 0 PV—BEH D con-
ical symplectic resolution DR E AN TR T2 FRIZHOVWTHBETS. LE-TH

- IOTFROEREBIIMOFRESORERR L TEVTVSOT, ZITRTFHOER
REHE L R o BRI OVWTERRALLZY, ZELINLREPETHLHERSBIE THo
T, ZOTFREBROHDIHETHRL TV ENE I NEBRBEATIITATHS.

1.1 Shuffle conjecture

MABDLERCBNWT Uy ZAPREBINIBENR HSD. Z il diagonal coinvari-
ant DB DR, = Clz1,...,Tn, 91, ¥n)/(ClT1,- .., Tny Yis - -, Yn]S") @ Frobenius #&¥iz
Btk 2 2 BEOEA S DR R EROB 0% TH ¥, Haglund-Haiman-Loehr-Remmel-
Ulyanov [9] 23 F#8 L, Carlsson-Mellit [6] IZ L > TEDEART F U AENTNAD. 2
T, (Clar, - Ty - -, Unl5) R EOZE 0 RATFBE S, OIERICET 3 RERTH T
EEEPROR LD TEREINDIATTATHD. ZOFROBEMIIZITRHEVEET
IE2RVH, —IEb R AL LR THRRTEL. ‘

LR F R OFRIZIT (modified) Macdonald ZEKEZHW 5. S8 u = (1, 4, -- ),
pr > g > -+, K3 LT modified Macdonald 28R H, = H,(z;q,t) & N5 Q(q, t) 1%
BOXMHBEBBROFMT—BRICEED.

1. H(1-¢)Z] € Q(g,t){sx | A > p},
2. H[(1-1)2Z] € Qg, t){sxr | A 2 '},
3. B[] = 1.

Z 2T (-)[(1 — q)Z] %% plethystic substitution & BTN 2 M HEKROE CERAE TH
Y, BRRFREIE p 12X LT (1 ~q)Z] =(1-q")ps, pi[l] = 1B Lo TEEBHDT
?J%') F7z, sy X Schur BEXTH Y, wid p DEBTH 5.

H, =512 Q(q,t) fﬁg&@ﬂﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁd)iﬁé’fx? 2T, T IERRLFRTN DR
ﬁfﬁéﬁﬁkﬂﬂﬁ%ﬁ?ﬁﬁv %&Tﬁ?&bé ‘

VH = tn(n)qn( #)H

22 Tn(p) = .~ D ThB. e & n REEMHFRL TS 2, Ven IO X 5 2R
Bz L BmERT,



Proposition 1 (cf. Haglund [8]).

(1-g)(1- t)HnBui{# (1)
(1 — tl(:c)-&—lq-a(a:))(l — t—l(a:)qa(z)+1)'

Ve, =
¢ ;ery

S E T = [logemmen(l = a't) By =2 4,0e, 47t THY, a(z) it arm length, I(z) i3
leg length T#h 5. F7z, 538 1 1X% D Young B {(4,5) € Zo X Lo | 0 < j < iy} &R
—fRL T3,

IRy IVFEBERTIEROAMTHY, b 5 —Fid parking function &
a4 8bEROBIRLAVTERIND. 6, = (n—-1,n-2,...,1,0) &R
OHEIL L, FZIZEEND Young A C 6, X 5. FlIEZ DX 5 22281 Dyck
path & BRIZHIG L, 20Ot Catalan HZiTH 5. L TEDL > N ITX L, & Young
B A+ (1) /) EO¥4BHE Young 8 T % & x 5. A KO parking function D ERITEELE
DFN(fi,.- fa) TEOTH{| [ <i} 2 i 2WETHODILTHLINR, ZhBEDLXS
BT &1 LIRMELTWA Z L IIMBIZhN 5.

22o0F z,y € X+ (1M /AN T IZBIL T d-inversion 27223 & 1%, T(z) < T(y) TH-T

o dly)=d(z) o, xRy LV ECHD
e d(y)=d(z)+ 12,z Ny LVEIZHD

OWTNIERZTIEEED. T2 Tz = (Z,]) € ZZQ X ZZ() LT d(II}) =147 Th
%. Tz LT dinv(T) % % ® d-inversion D{ERX & 3% (dinv statistic L XN D). Zh
FRWTKRO LS ICHFrBEREERTD.

Du(z;q,t) =) > 1o /2] qinv(T) , T (2)
ACBy TESSYT(A+(1™)/A)

ZZTSSYT(A + (1M)/A) iE A+ (1) /XA EO¥4EHE Young BB DEE, |6,/ A 1 0,/A D

O (area statistic 2 FEIEN3) THY, T = er)w(w)/x 1) THD. EBPLIIIN

BFBIE A ED D Z LIREBA TV, ZRIXIERT 32 LR TE 5.
ULDHEOTT, oy ZVFRIEIRO LS ITBREN 5.

Theorem 2 (Shuffle conjecture, Carlsson-Mellit [6]).
Ven = Da(z;4,t). ‘ (3)

() 2RI ZOEXOEDIL (BREHICETITHHET I B2 TN D) R4 2
SRBEESLODORIR > TWADIZH L, BBIZBEN A DL q & t BT 2 EOEELAK
DEBEREL B >TWS., —FTERIZqEtDANEZICELTHIFETHEZ EBEHIT
RTERNEE, HON q, -0 HRTHH I & FEBEIHAT S, 2% Y parking function DFE D
involution T#& - T dinv statistic & area statistic 2 ANKZ 2L OB THZ LII@EL
WHIEETH 5. .

BEITRAT- & 3 12 v vy ZTATRBEE (6] 1 Lo THEHSR TV A, ZOIEHIZHER
AbERBRLOTHELHICEbND. —FF T (3) DA, & HITHKRDOR 2 D B(MFE
BREREED. FICovyy ZLTFRERLRIKMEFOOT S (RBER ?) BRIE
BETAZ DML LTI Z, ZORMOBOBERERE I HHIRERONEZEMRF L
NWEWIDORZOHEDCEMTHS.



1.2 Hilbert scheme of points in the affine plane

¥ 913 Haiman 12 X % (3) DEDOEMENRIBRIZONTHLBERS. ZHIZIZCEDn
RO Hilbert 2 ¥ — A DREHEMEHND.

Hilb™(C?) := {I C Clz,y] : ideal | dim(Clz,y]/I) = n} % C* ® n K ® Hilbert 2 ¥ —
A, o Hilb™(C?) — S"C? & [ DE D HEAESY A % — LD support # BEEIAL TR
LW K- TEE D Hilbert-Chow 5 &35, ZZTS'CPRECDOnkAHETHD. biek
¢ Hilb™(C?) 134EREIZ % 2 conical symplectic resolution DFNZ/2>TW 5. Z, = 071(0)
% punctual Hilbert 2 % — A, X,, := (Hilb"(C?) X gngz C*")yeq % isospectral Hilbert X ¥ —
A, p: X, —» HIbY(C?) 2 BRRKETE. ZDLE Pi=p,0x, HEEFEHBII RSB L
REBNTHEY, Zh % Procesi B & IEE. PIcit BAIC &, 28EA L, Hilb™(C?) % P %Iz
TBERIZC x CMMERT . Zihvk DR, L OBRIIKRTEZLND.

Theorem 3 (Haiman [10]).

DR, (i=0)
0 (i#0)

ZHUZ &Y DR, @ Frobenius #%k3% F(DRy; q,t) % Atiyah-Bott RO BEFLARE AV
THIb™(CY) D C* x C-ARAPHFEOME LTCHET S Z LB TE 5.

Theorem 4 (Haiman [10]).

Hi(Z,, P) = {

F(DRp;q,t) = Ve,.

BESIInOHREE 1 LISHIELTEY, (1) OSBRI S tHe)+1g-ae@) o1~ U=) gal=)+1
ST A EER TORERD T 7 A N—ZBNSEETH D, £z H, 13 Procesi ROE
FERTODT 7 A /5—0 Frobenius B TH Y, nFDEY O Oy, OHETE HRFEL
LETWAS. ‘ '

TOE IV Yy 7 VFROERIE DR, % Hilb"(C?) LOEER O KIBYIBr o2 &
LTESRL, 20EELRAEARZAVTHELELOTHD LHMETED. ZOLIK
LTEBLNIZAREBHLIIEL 2B EROLOORE LTEINEY, MEHEL TH
BZEENOORRIITHHE L TR RB LWV ) X5 REMERF-.

1.3 Affine Springer fibers of type A
RIZV %y 7 VFPROGDOEMENRBRIZONTRRS . ZRICEENRABOT 7 7
A  Springer 7 7 A N\— DA E H 5.

ZIZTiEG=8L, &L, BC GaZDBorel Bt L35, ev: Gle] = G(C[e]) = G(C)
Zer 0ICKVEEDER, I :=ev}(B(C) C Ge) = G(C(e) 2EBEHRIELTS. G
O Lie X g DNV— P EMGBEE g =tB (Bafa) & L, BX DD 0 TRV I e, € go FWD.
1y, Qpo1 X simpleroot, § =0y + -+ a1 & L,

n~1

v = efe_g + eZeai € gfe]

t=1

EBL. ELTY RS ST 7 71 Springer 7 7 4 /8—Sp, &E 2 %. 2%V
Sp, = {9/ € G(€))/1 | Ad(g)"*(v) € Lie(I)} € G(e)/I



LT3 ZRIBRESKBIEOREL RS ([16]), T @ Borel-Moore & 1 ¥— HEBM(Sp, ,C)
(ZIX8H O Springer 7 7 A /3—DFE L ARIC &, BMERT 5 ([20]).
W 27 774 Weyl B L, s90,81,...,5,1 & D simple reflection £33, B{#
a: Wy — Z)o %
a(w) := max{l € Z>p | w > 51-151-2 - 5150}

WWEVEDD. ZZTs; DEFEFiEmodulon TEZXTWS. £ L Tc € Zy X L THEHSY
ﬁﬁgvﬁ‘iﬁi Sps° C Sp, &

Spf" = 8p, N( U Iwl/I)
weWag
a(w)<c
LEDE. F5E HMSpS,C) C HPM(Sp,,C) 21, c 83 = & T HP(Sp,,C) O
filtration BB L 5. ;ﬂbi S, ER 'Cf%ti}’b gr,HBM(Sp./, C) X2 DR ER> S, M
B L72%. Sp, i affine paving % #-> D TH KK D Borel-Moore & 1 U —({3HZ 5.

Theorem 5 ([12]).

n{n-1

n(n-1) - i
¢ 7 Du(zg',t) =) t'q Flgr,Hy"(Sp,,C) @ sgn).

REBAIL Sp, D&V & parking function & DEIZHIEERMTITHZ L THOND. ThIZX
DTy 7/1/‘?"30)445311&77 7 A4 v Springer 7 7 A4 N—DHRER V—F AV THERT S
TERTED. —RICH 2 TZEM R affine paving 2FO L O REEDOWVWEBEIZIZE DR
F VR ENCELYREAEFTTRLETZbDLE LTHETE, S HICEANE
HEDERRARE 18 1IZHET2ROETNE (2) L5 RBORREHOTH
A5LEZBND. ZOXIIZLTELNAARICRISRIRBENT, HTL 2R EKITIECE
Bz n 805 &) RIEBMERD.

2 Observation

Txy ZVFROEL OBAER LR E RUT, REIZIZED 2 58— T 5 L850
TS vy ZVTFREBRES Z LITRSB. LA LERIZIE Hilbert A %— A L OBUEER ORI
Gl & S REERATRI R BRI BN D DI L, HLQITIXT 7 7 A » Springer 7 7 A 73—
DHRER V—E W) MNHESMARMRBBENTEY, T O2EBEKT I Z LIIELY
JIcBbh?3. 220, LVBERETTRO L D RERE LEWEE LS.

Question 6. H»ZZEM EOEEREO aRET O — &, JIOZEMOAHEKRaREa O—P
—ET 3 LWV RMOPIMIZ S TFET DD ?

b LED L) RBIMBMUIZRILS DD L FHIE, BIAEXY vy 7TV FROBED L 51T
HEDWVRRTREI L b OEHOBFALES>THET D Z L T2 RRIHBBER/HHORX
OMDOEBRRBARDEROEABBONITREERDHD LEZDND. MEOVL IR
BUZR2 o TNBNRE I E ML, LT TIEED L S 2BIDBMHIZ OV TRAT 5.

2.1 Bases in equivariant K-theory of Slodowy varieties

EPTIIREBAN» S HRETS. G % C LOBEEMAIRIEE, g %€ D Lie ¥ & L, Borel
BAWBCGHH5B UCBR BOREMBEYL L, Ny C g 2 MBHE N = {(gB X) e



G/B x g | Ad(g)"}(X) € Lie(U)} % Springer resolution ¥ 3 5. H2RIy~DOHE « :
No = Ng 1386 R AREMIZ /2> TH Y, ZHitE % conical symplectic resolution D5l % &
5.

BEjne g %H&D, Thx&te sh-triple (e, f,h) XBEETD. 3(f) & fDgTD
centralizer & L, S, := Ng N (e + 34(f)) & e IZATHET % Slodowy slice &3 %. Springer
resolution % Slodowy slice IZBIBR L7 b D S, = n71(S,) = S. 1T E G R ARMIT 2> T
%Y, 5. % Slodowy variety ¥ FE5. =% % 7= conical symplectic resolution D% 5 % T
W5,

CZe, f,h®DGDHRTO centralizer DK b—F R, S=C*¢& L, H:=CxS &BL.
T5&(c,s) € HIZR LT (c,8)- (9B, X) = (cs"gB, s 2Ad(cs") X) L EHBZ LIk, H
i3 S \2/EAT 3. Ro := Ko(pt), Zv, v~ = Ks(pt), Ry = Kg(pt) = Relv, vl & B<.

Lusztig 1% [21] 1238V T S, DFIZ K # K5(S.) I2 Re-linear 7> Z[v, v~]-semilinear 72
involution f : Ky(S.) = Ku(S.) #EH L. EHITIXe BT 3EBMOBRALEIC
22BTH T TR LR VR, FRICIE Ky(S.) ~D T 7 7 A » Hecke BOEMA Serre
duality 2> 5 E % % involution D V61 5. Ky(S,) ko pairing (- : =) : Ky(S,) x -
Ku(S,) — Frac(Rp) % ([F] : [9]) = [RI(F & §)]ic &> TED, £ &2 AV T pairing

(%%b) '(KH(S L) X Kg(S,) — Frac(Ry) % ([F)IG) = ([F] : DAG) it X v EHT 5. =h
A
BE, = {§ € Ku(S.) | B() = & (¢J6) € 1 +v™" Re[v™']}

&mwé§eB*&Mi%rexmnc&wjﬂmiﬁeBiﬁ%é

ROfERIT [21] TFH &1, Bezrukavnikov-Mirkovié [2] CFERA “‘éi’bﬁ.\_ & DIFAD—H
REBYHLIELOTHS. ‘
Theorem 7 (Bezrukavnikov-Mirkovi¢ [2]). BE 3R & &RiFIT K 1(S.) ® Zlv,v=1]- Mg
ELTOBELRY, £ ,20[05] € B? &b, ZZThle) it elftBE7 3 Springer
Ty AN=B, =17 e) DRFTTHD.
- [21] CREEOERBFHR e TOWTHHAIN TS, KWEEIBE P C G Tho
T, D Levi BB RE [ DS e, fLh BE R, 23D e DS | OF Tregular TH D bOREET D
ZEEEETD. AT ARTHNEZOFEERIXVOTHHAEENTND. Z0LE S, 0
H-BERITHEREICARS. ,

np % p = Lie(P) OBFBBE, np LD opposite LT3, WE GO Weyl#EL L, Wp
% PIAHES 5 W OBARIRSEE L 95, WP T W/Wp @ minimal length representative
DEEERT LTS, E HORBVICHLTAV) = S.(~1)[AV] € Ry L3B<.
Proposition 8 (Lusztig [21]). EDRED LT

2b(e) [y 2b{e) [y 1) — 1 ——2!(10) '
| W0 I05]) = ARG o, “
Z OB [21] T v*O[0g | 23 B3 IZA% 1o D DRAEOH LIS & T+ DIEDIRT
W, ZRIZIEG/P DakEn — (o»ssn‘) AEDICEA TS Z ERRTRRS. —
FTS, 0 HEERIERETH S0, ZORNMIIEEAIZET2E50/L LTHE
THIELLTE, () DEIRRARFBEEDLDLOOFE L TELILLTES. ko T
ZOBRER Yy TVFRICENRAAKRELBIL L 5 REEEF - TWAB EEZ R AR
E7 @O0z [ I TRETHBZ L b,

(s[O3 ]1v™[03]) = |[RHom(05,, 05,)"] = [C[S.]']




2D ZIT(=)V IR ERD Z & 2 EKR L, —#%IZ conical symplectic resolution (2%t
LTREOBEEOBRDAFER—ITHI DI L AREERA VL. 1oT @) OBMADOR
X% B> T Agnp (/))AGz () ZELIBT &

Alnp (1)) AGw; (NVICIS] = [H*(G/P,C)]

ERB. ELAZRAFREa Y —DOREMTERAOTSORRLEBVELTWS, £
A% — AFREIFEEELSY S, N (e + 51(f)) 1X Se DHF T e+ 3o, (f) FEDOHEIE L e+3,-(f) H1A
DEEZEREFBRLE LTWB79, b L2588 regular sequence 272> TV 3 &3 hiE
EORIZ[CS.N(e+35(f))) = [H(G/P,C)) ¢ EL ZLHTE D, ELIZZOFEITER
ERBELH->TVWIOT, ThHARELTHRENLE I 2B OIRBERZHETHS
LB, £ LU TERE, R¥IRES.

Proposition 9 ([13]). G=GL, £ 5. 0L EREMEE/E L TORE
ClSen(e+a(f))] = H*(G/P,C)
BEETS. 22 TEDIXSHERIZ L > TREMT LT3,

2.2 DeConcini-Procesi and Tanisaki’s theorem

LofmBEE RS &, Zhix DeConcini-Procesi & Tanisaki 1= & % A % Springer 7 7 4 73—
DARER—ROBRE ISP TWBZLIZRML. TCBEBRM—FRE L, t%%
D LiefR¥ET5. Op:=Ad(G)(np) £ BL. ZDLEERMALY L.

Theorem 10 (DeConcini-Procesi [7], Tanisaki [22]). 5| &#& G =GL, &¥5%. ZD L %
KEMERELT _

C[Or N1 ~ H*(B.,C).
I UEDONBERFIAF —LAROICER->TEY, KidseS, Xegizw Ll Ts - X =
STEX WL TEES SHEANLETWA.

‘Op B3T*(G/P) © affinization TH5H Z LICHEE L TIOERL LOMBEL RIS L,
FEBIZERDOENETHD LW 5 EiF Tt THG/P) & S, DBEE DT M HHFRE
KRATVB Z L RETIRILS. 2% Y T°(G/P) ® =% u I—8kid 5, 0 affinization &
A0 R % — LGRHBE Y OBER L ARIZ2Y, S, DakEn V—8& (~ H*(B.,C))
1L T*(G/P) @ affinization & {i>D R ¥ — ARRHISLEE S OEER L RBEIZ/R->TWVA T
EBOND. ThE RNTHERITALLOIHERBI TN D DTIRARVNHEEZ B0
BRTHAS. £ LTER, T*(G/P) & S. & O#iX Braden-Licata-Proudfoot-Webster [3]
2 symplectic duality & FEA ZZHEDHIZ 2 > T B,

3 Conjecture

L+ DBE L D symplectic dual ZRMIC—MRILT B 72T, T 31X symplectic duality (22
WA 5.



3.1 Conical symplectic resolutions

9 % smooth 7> symplectic 72BN EREE, w % % D LD symplectic form &F5. ML %
DS = C-ER DK (O, S) A conical symplectic resolution T#Hh % L 13,

0 L €Ly WEELTs*w = stw,s€S,
o m: M — My := Spec C[IM] i3I projective birational,
L C{ﬁn}g = C, C[ﬂﬁ]«;o = 0,

BERYISZLEED. T 2T CIM; & S-weight 2§ DT ER L, C[M]<o = SicoCIM];
THs. File LTIRHIZEBEIZRAZ HIlbY(C?) R NG, S. B ERD .

—J&#72 conical symplectic resolution DHEE % EoHB~5. £ Dy iL normal TH
D, BEHBREELZED, OF0 Rr,0n =~ Op, BV LD, My ITHE—D SEER o 2 FF
L MEFDRLT 7 A 3= 17 o) iZRE FE—FHEICRZZ LBMBNTNDS. 6o T
B H* (M, C) ~ H* (7 Y(0),C) THB. 72K Kaledin DFERIC &L - T My iXBRZR
stratification Z#§-0. T ZIZBN 5 strata % symplectic leaf & FES,

Theorem 11 (Kaledin [14]). A FRE ® strata i & 3 stratification MMy = LUy TH-T
& 9M, A3 smooth symplectic 12725 b DBFET D, EMEBD p € M, 3t L T formal
symplectic variety Y, 27 LT, My D p TOFEHIL M, O p TOHREH L Y, OE
RIRARE 725,

B2 IE M = Ng PB4, symplectic leaf IZEBIE TE I LS. £/, ZDL XY, iX
Slodowy slice DFERIAETEZ LN D. '

REBRVIIIMOBTFLORERELBNIZEPEETH D, wiZ LY Op iX Poisson
R¥EOME LS. (M, w) DERFL LI, M EOESR2FHE CIR]-RE D (Zariski A7F8IZ
B4 5)8QTChHoTh-BMEIZEL T bol, R¥L LTORE Q/hQ ~ On DM
THhoT, Q/RQ BHEHIZIL D Z LN LEFE XN S Poisson KEBOEEIFE Q/hQ ~ On
& compatible IR B L3R bDEE S, L hD Sweight L & T L SEERETE
LEHET DI & TR, SAEREFLORESEIT Bezrukavnikov-Kaledin [1], Losev [19] iZ
Lo TH)(M,C) THRHEEINDZ LBHONTWVD.

My @ smooth locus _kiZ 3 5 symplectic form % FiV 5 &, smooth locus £ Poisson 1#1&
BEEDMN, Mo M normal TH B Z & D I NIX My 2ERIZIERS . - T C[IN 1% Poisson
REOWELE>. Q¥ MOSAEREFLETS. Di=QR Y L B%, Dim)CD%
D(m) := B-EQRY 12 L 0 EH B. A := (N, D), A(m) == T(M, D(m))s £HB< &, =
it filtration A(0) C A(1) C ... C AZED, gr AL CIN] & REfF & Poisson gL LT
AL 725, %0 AXCPN] 0ETF LR 525, BIZEM =N D& & HX(Ng,C) ~ ¢*
ThHD, QM€ ¢ IRIT B BT BT A~ Ulg)/(Kerxa) £725. 22 TU(g) i g
ODEBEEBRTHY, Z(g) 22 0FLETH L x : Z(g) = Clid highest weight A —p D
Verma BB LEECH S, 7275 L pIRETOEAN— FOFID 1/248ThH 5 (cf. [4]).

3.2 Symplectic duality

Braden-Licata-Proudfoot-Webster [3] ® 3Tk T conical symplectic resolution {250 B>
T .= C~ERPADLRREZEXD. T OIEHIX category O DEREFEHTHIOICAVWLR
%. BATF, conical symplectic resolution & % Z~® T ER O (M, S, T) ICRDOFREERE
15,



o T DM ~DIERIX Hamiltonian ThH Y, S DYEM L ATk,
o M IIHIRES.
o My ? minimal symplectic leaf i {o}.

#1213 Hilb™(C?) 13 O FRG 2 W7~ LTV 20O T, Hilb*(C?) oRb W ICELBR
RIZIR Db DM 6 2 58453 214 Hilby (C?) 2 & 2 5.

T-tEHEZRVWD L CN| OR-FIL ALY T AERTS. £0 welght ~DREE A =
Giz A’ LWE, O R HRAER A MBETH o T A2 A locally finite ILIERATHLDOMELR S
BeT5. BlIEM = Ng TRILD/RT A—F 1 regular D & %, O 11 BGG category O
CHEEIZA2 5.

Conjecture 12 (Braden-Licata-Proudfoot-Webster [3]). D&% M7=9 (M, S, T) ioxt
LT B0 (S, T BEELT, fIXE+HRBVBRFLONRT A—FZIZ20TO L O
Koszul dual 1272 5 R OHR (FEARRIL (3] 2BW) 277, 2L O 1z MNTxHd 5 category
OTh3.

(o', s', T % (9, S, T) @ symplectic dual & FES. % L TELT D X 5 72428 symplectic
dvual iZ2B L EZ HNTWA, v

Example 13. Ng & Ngv 1% (8472 C*-fER O Y 5128 L T) symplectic dual. == T
GV 13 G @ Langlands WxtTh 5.

Example 14. §2.1 ORHTGC = GL, DL &, S, & T*(G/P) ix symplectic dual. & Y —&
Z ABIS3 variety & FRIEN S Slodowy variety DO BBIRIZHID AR S3 variety & symplectic
dual

Example 15. Hilb3(C?) X845 B %’ & symplectic dual.

Example 16. C?** ® h—3 R |Z X % Hamiltonian reduction T - T smooth 72 %  (hy-
pertoric variety & FEIE 31 5 ) 1351 ® hypertoric variety & symplectic dual.

RIZ§2DMBL—RILT S FRER~S.
Conjecture 17 ([13]). 2 & ' A3 symplectic dual D & & K¥EfT xR L LT

H*(M,C) ~ C[(Mmh)™],
H*(9M',C) ~ C[(My)7].

I THIADKEIZEFNFNS, SOEANLEETALOTH Y, BERITAF—AKHIC
EZTWA.

Theorem 18 ([13]). = ®FA8ix A B S3 variety, hypertoric variety, Hilby(C?) DA IZIE
L,

HHIIE 2 DB ZHLNTWS akEo U—RBOERY BV THRMIZAR2ES
ik vEons. FxnarEn P-RORERIX, A% S3 variety DFE X [5], hy-
pertoric variety D&% [11] % [17], Hilbg(C?) DFEIL [18) R [23] THLHR TV D, ¥
7z, Kamnitzer-Tingley-Webster-Weekes-Yacobi [15] (X Z O F18D E¥45r % M S ADE B
quiver variety DIFEIZHEH LTV 5.
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