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

JEHRZ (R RT)

Abstract

A 7 Springer fiber O = ARE 1 P —EOFLRIZEI T % DeConcini-Procesi, Tanisaki
D&% conical symplectic resolution M A 7E 1 ¥V —ER ORI LT 5 FAIZD
WTIRR %, PHEOEA[LIZIE Braden-Licata-Proudfoot-Webster (2 X ¥ 2/ X iv7z
symplectic duality & PRIV BOHEZ FIV 5.

1 Introduction

1.1 Springer theory for type A

Jordan £EYEZOBERIZ LD, n x n BEATHIO LI T n OHFIE 15 1 IS LTV 5.
—J7Cn ORENT n W S, ® C EOBERIRILE 156 1ITHIG L TWD Z & id k<A
LBINTWD. ZNbxEGbEDE nxnBEITHOEEIH L &, OXFREDOIERIZRELDS 1 %t
LIZHISE LTS Z &2 508, ZORISITFEFICITATRET % Springer fiber & FETIL S R
BEREROREROARER Y —5FZ2 52 LK, n OSSR ERBTHZ L5125
Z LN TE D, T Springer XIS ORFRI G E TH 5.

DL EEEET D, T2 TCEHEEOTEO G ZSL, £95. GILC LOREHE: L A7
T. g% GO Lieff¥, B C G % E=A1T5I2E) 5725 Borel fi3H#E, b &% D Lie ¥k &
T5. N C g ZBFITHIRIRN G2 5 BAEMEBSARIK (FERMH) &35, ee NI LT,
e \ZfFEJ % Springer fiber B, %

B.={gB € G/B|Ad(g) e € b}

TEHKRT DH. ZIUIESZERR G/B O RE SRR TH Y, KA bbb X 91T B, 138
SRIRARLZ BN T e DILBFAD HTHRIFET .
ZDE&E G =SL, ZxF % Springer XN TR TH I HND.

Theorem 1 (Springer). H*(B,, C) IZIZBARIZ &, BEH L, e ® Jordan block @ type »3
AFnDEEG, DEHRE L THZIMEBNB, C)~ Ly 72D, ZZTLUINIHIET S 6,
DEERIERITH 5.

G N —fROHHifi 72 C _EDORBBFEDE AT G R Springer fiber ZEFHETE, FD =
RET V—I2IT Weyl BEW BMEHT25. W OBBRERILO IR EZ 155 7O IZITBIOF REED
ERCarEn Y —20T 20681 H 5. FEMIL 8] 2 EOHEFREFELSMR. WAIEH O
IZOWTIEZE TR S,

Example 2. A = (n) D& X, e{Tregular TB, =pt &7V, H(B,,C) = triv = L.
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Example 3. A = (1") D &L &, e =0T B, = G/BI3ESZRERAIRIC /0 D . TESZERED 278
TR VBRI LML TND KD IERARERER Clay, ..., 20)/ (Clay, ..., za)§") & KBS
THRELTAETHY, RAERBRIIL S, BAKIERAT 2. I@kOakEr V—3%
§H1§i<j§n(xl — ;) Tﬂ%%ﬂé 1 kT ZEflcd v, H24m(E/B)(G /B, C) ~ sgn = Liny
LD,

Example 4. A= (n—1,1) ® & ¥, elLsubregular TH Y B, i n — 1D P! @ chain & 72
5. Z0LEH (B, C)lZn — 1 IRICTHHEEDOEKBLE LTl g @ Cartan Hi5r A%kt & [F
W F7- HY(B.,C) ~ triv £ 72 5.

Remark 5. H*(B,,C) &(KD &, KBLE L TOEIEE S 2 5 &, #l 213 Kostka 0% D q
LI & b\of_n‘ﬂ%ﬁ/\b‘lﬂfu 2R NBIND. BHip D akEn /~®1Jﬁfr3 DIZFRZE Kz
E2DHET 774 Hecke BOBENIEIO DR LITSHTH 2 EHTE 5 (8] 25 1R).
X 512 Springer fiber 2% k9% Slodowy variety O EFEE D E K E 21 exotic t-structure
EMEEIL D t-structure 238 ¥ | Z D heart X IEEE O Lie BROE Y = 7 —RBlin72 £ & Btk
LTWLZERMBNTND (cf 2], [19] 72 &).

1.2 Cohomology ring of Springer fibers of type A

— %12 Springer fiber DFHHIK D 2 HRET UV —(FHZ D I ENHMBIL TS (DeConcini-
Lusztig-Procesi [9]). &> TEDaREr P—ERIZAHERIC/ 5. A Springer fiber D3
B AR MERBEAR H* (G B, C) — H*(B., C) WA & 7210 | = O ARENE A RE RO
e L CEMRMICRIR T2 Z &M TE S,

Al T 2 REHEE Oy TEL, O, 22 OEA LT 5. AT TADOKREEZRT.

Theorem 6 (DeConcini-Procesi [10], Tanisaki [24]). e € Oy &3 5. Z D & T WREASF =R
BT

H*(B,,C) ~ [fﬂ@)\ﬂ
ZIZTtNO,r 1T g TOAF— LG E’Jﬁsa_i BTHY, TOREIEEROWREKITIC ~g, s- X =
sTEX, B BEINDI N0y ~DC ITEVEED.

CltNOyr] IZIZBEARIC G, BMEA L, ZORIT H*(By, C) ~D &, fEM & compatible |2
5. ABDGE, %iﬁﬂﬁ@ﬁﬁ@@ﬁ?%ﬁ&fk L CiEp 2 1% [24) TP S Weyman
([26]) IZ K-> CREB SN2 b DARF BTN D, Eivad VU ER O % L BRI
FRTHZELTED.

Remark 7. A #ILIS O Springer fiber D5, MiHIZ2RER E LTI [T) 3H 5. —fRIIE
ARIDEA RO RBRIIRN L.

AR ClE Z O E B % Braden-Licata-Proudfoot-Webster ([3]) 12 & % symplectic duality
E PRI D PO L BRI IT 5 2 & TTnE —fixfk 3 2. Z DXk conical symplectic
resolution & % Z ~D R C* fE DO OBIMETEH 5. §2 Tl conical symplectic
resolution (Z DWW T %, §3 Tl symplectic duality & _EDEEE & DD EEFRIZ OV
Tk~ 5.

2 Conical symplectic resolutions

2.1 Definition
M % smooth algebraic symplectic variety, w % & @ L@ symplectic form & 3 %.
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Definition 8 (conical symplectic resolution). M & & Z~D S = C* {EH D (I, S) 7
conical symplectic resolution T&h 5 & I3,

1. 0 € Zoog WIFEL T s*w = s‘w, s €8,
2. m: M — My := Spec C[IM] 1% projective birational,
3. C[m]o = (Ca C[m]<0 = 07

MRS Z L &S H. 22T CM]; 1% S-weight 231 DEBST %2 F L, C[IN o = BicoC[M];
Th5b.

My ILnormal TH Y, ME—D S [EHE R o ZFiD. FEARRZ: conical symplectic resolution
OMEE LTIBIAITROE D726 DORH 5.

Proposition 9. (9, S) % conical symplectic resolution &3°%. Z D & ZIRDELY LD,
1. RO =~ Oy, 2F 0 My 1THBRFFE S 2 R0,
2. M & L:=7Yo) ITAE M —[FME, K< H (I, C) ~ H*(L,C).
3. £ C ML Lagrangian subvariety.

Bl 2 1L M 3%k 3 % Slodowy variety D6 % 5 2 4UIX £ 1% Springer fiber & —£ L,
Z DO aREw P—EIT Slodowy variety ® 2 RE R U—EBR LRI D.

Theorem 10 (Kaledin [14]). 1. fBR{E D strata |2 X % stratification My = UM, T
& > TH M, 7 smooth symplectic (272D & DBIFET 5.

2. mi¥semismall, D F ¥ codimgy,{x € My | dim 7! (z) > d} > 2d PMEED d € Zso I
*LTHANLT D,

3. Hedd (9, C) =0

RIZHN D M, & My D symplectic leaf &S, RO AFETR O—NHEZLDH LW E
gRIT ek @ Springer fiber (2% 9% DeConcini-Lusztig-Procesi D& F:® conical symplectic
resolution ~D—fxfbiZ72 > TN 5.

2.2 Quantization of conical symplectic resolutions

wIZ £V Ogy IZ Poisson REL D& A F>. My D smooth locus 128 % symplectic form
ZH % & smooth locus ™ Poisson #i&ENEE 525, M 23 normal THHZ &EnH i
I$ My BARITIEN S

Definition 11 (quantization). (9, w) O &EFIL & 1%

1. Q: M EDOFEANIZ2 V- C[R]-835 D (Zariski M AHIZEET %) B TH - T h-HENAHIC
L Col/eb o

2. Q/hQ ~ Oy (KL

DAL TIH > T Q/hQ INAIHUZ 2D T & B FE IS Poisson fREOHIEN R Q/hQ ~
Ogp & compatible (22D X5 R bDEF 5.
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QM w) T (M, w) PDEFLOREBEOEREZET Z LICT 5. 20 L X ROMENH
AT,

Theorem 12 (Bezrukavnikov-Kaledin [1]). H#R72 24 (noncommutative period map &
FHEND)
Per : Q(IM,w) = H*(IM, C)[A]

PAFET 5.

Per(Q) = 0 & 72 5 &7t % canonical 72 EF{t & FES. SIERZHWS & S RIZE R &+
(COBEA & 28T 5 = LT 5. 7277 L h o S-weight 11 £ & F5. QN w)® TS %7
B EORMEOESZRT I LICTL. ZOLERPMOATND

Proposition 13 (Losev [18]). Per (3R ORHS 27587 5
Q(M,w)” = H*(M,C)

€ QM w)S &T%. D= QY] LBx, D(m) C D% D) = Q[hYY, D(m) :=
AmD0) IZ L W EDD. A:=T(M,D)° &7 25 & 2 filtration A(0) C A(l) C...C A
(A(m) :=T(M, D(m))°) ZF¢H, gr A1Z CON] & WISt = Poisson & L CHRAEIZ /5.

2.3 Springer resolutions

RF 72 conical symplectic resolution M & L Tid A 2 1L Springer resolution 3% %. G
Z C Lo -HMAEHEE, B 2% @ Borel Si0 8, U & B OFHARK, T C B % Cartan #57
¥, Ng C g :=Lie(G) zWFH#L T 5.

Ng :={(yB,X) € G/B x g | Ad(g)"'X € Lie(U)}

% Springer resolution & FE5. g B G ARETIHBLWNHEZEE L, g & g" 2R —Hd
5 & Neld T*(G/B) ERIANZ 720 | > T smooth 2> symplectic form ZFf>. X 512
2R ~DHE 1« Ng — Ng 1T projective 7> birational T 5. Ng ~D S 1EH I
s-(gB,X)=(9B,s 2X) X0 ERD.

Proposition 14. 1. Mg IZ conical symplectic resolution T, % @ affinization 1Z M.
2. Ng @ symplectic leaf 1% G @ adjoint TERIZBE T 2#LETH X B D,

3. A€ H(WNg, C) ~ t IZ-HET % CNg] DETFALIZ U(g)/(Ker x,). 22 TU(g) lZg D
TIREUFER THY, Z(g) ZZDOFLET5HE xy: Z(g) — Clid highest weight A — p
® Verma D OFEIE TH D

2.4 Slodowy varieties

Springer resolution % FE1E O slice IZHIRS 5 Z & THID conical symplectic resolution
DEHLND. e € Ng Z5EL, (e, h, f) e Etesltriple 895, 3,(f) ZgDOFTOD f
O centralizer &3 %5. ZD L& S, := (e+ 34(f)) N Ng % Slodowy slice & FFTY, & Z~D
Springer resolution O Hi|fR% 7 : S — S, LEL . S, % Slodowy variety & FES. S, ~D'S
TERIL s (9B, X) = (s"gB,s 2 Ad(s") X)) I2 LV EDD. e € S, 1X S, ODME—D S [HE U
8%,



Proposition 15. 1. S. I% conical symplectic resolution T, % @ affinization I S..
2. S, @ symplectic leaf IZ G D adjoint #IE & e + 34(f) DO HEESS.

3. A€ H%(S.,C) A HA(Ng, C) BT WD & &, ®IT 5 C[S.] DRETFLITA R W-
F D central quotient.

Remark 16. —# DI % FR T (8512 G 7% simply-laced 72 51 > Th) H*(S.,C) =~
H?*(Ng, C) (cf. [5], [16])

2.5 Cotangent bundle of partial flag varieties

B C P C G %W #E L 3%, Springer resolution (% T*(G/B) & [Al—H T& 7273,
—%IZ T*(G/P) b £ 7= conical symplectic resolution & 72V | il 21X A B DIGEITIZE D
affinization b BAKANIC G2 b5, O Z ZTIE G =SL, & 2. P & HWAE sy
B, Lp 220 Levitiolt, Up & P ODRHEARIL L T 5. Lp Dblock DR&ESZHDH T LT
DEANEnBNEED. Np:=Ad(G) Lie(Up) CNg &H<. ZDE

T*(G/P) ~{(gP,X) € G/P x g | Ad(g)"'X € Lie(Up)}

ThY, FH2MS~DOHET T T*(G/P) > Np EWOIREH XD, T*(G/P) ~D S1EH
I% Springer resolution DA LR U< s- (gP, X) = (gP,s2X) ThH x 5.

Proposition 17. 1. Np = O,r.

2. T*(G/P) % conical symplectic resolution ¢, % @ affinization 1% Np.

3. Np @ symplectic leaf 1% G D adjoint HliH&.
Remark 18. A BIDIATIE—#%IZ 7 13 generically finite T, 7 23 birational TH Np (Z4L
1T Richardson orbit & M-I 5 FFHIE DI/ 5) (T normal &IFR S 720,

2.6 Other examples
fliz %
e S3-variety : Slodowy variety DI (4312 S, =0 T*(G/P) % &ie)

e hypertoric variety : C** @ h—F A2 X % Hamiltonian reduction T& - T smooth 7¢
HD

e C? L n A ® Hilbert A% — A Hilb™(C?), & 5 ME K Y —f%IZ C?/T @ crepant res-
olution o n £® Hilbert A % — 2 Hilb™(C2/T") (I' € SLy : HRRES/IEE)

o P? o framed torsion-free sheaf ™ moduli 224

e affine Grassmannnian G((€))/G[e] D G[e]-#uE DA D FTDHID Ge]-#E D transver-
sal slice @ resolution (fF7ETALIX)

o fERZHRIR

7¢ £718 conical symplectic resolution DB 78> T3,



2.7 Poisson deformation

BEIZGR A2 K52 M OIEF[ ST A ~DER D /RT A —H T t:= H2(M,C) THZHITW
oW, RIS AR F B ~DER DT A= H i THhE2 oD ZEnNmbnTng. 22
TOEIL Poisson {1 DT — X IAHTE 2 TN 5.
(X,{,}) & Poisson A F—ALET 5. Arte Z /AT ArtinC-RE (4, my) TH-oTA/my ~

CEBbD0RTEETDH. (A,my) € Artc IZX LT, (X, {,}) D S = Spec(A) LR/
Poisson £ & 1%, SEHH X — S & S L relative 72 Poisson #3i& {, } : Oy x Oy — Oy ®
FHTH-oTmyl uxﬂfj“é RICHIRL7ZEE (X, () E—&HT DL b Lx2E.
PDx T (A, mx) &% LTS E®D Poisson B BIEDES & XSS H D Arte 7 HES DIE
~OEFEZFET. ZOLE, MMy D Poisson IR L CTHIZIERD KL 5 7R nzm 5
nTna.

Theorem 19 (Namikawa [21], [22], [23]). LA T OME 272 3 Al HAX XD EET 5.
M—=M,
s
- h v
f——t/W
1. WA RHE (Namikawa Weyl #f & FE(ZAL D) C, Wi HIZIEHT 5.

2. M = t, My — t/W OJFTO formal completion (% PDgy, PDgp, % pro-represent
T 5. FRZ f7H0) =2 M 2D g1 (R(0)) ~ M.

3. tOFRMEORWTT | OMBLRHZEM H = {H} BPAFEL T, t € HiTxt L, f1(t) 2
g () THBZ L bt € UyeyH 725 2 LIZFIE.

2.8 Grothendieck simultaneous resolutions

M = Ng DBA, EoERICEN S AT#X7E Grothendieck simultaneous resolution & L
TEL<HBNTZHDITD. ZOL Xt~ t' ~t L7210, Namikawa Weyl BEIXi# % O Weyl
BE—HT D My=gThV, HMy— t/WIEARRS g — g/G =t/ WXV 525
non. Mix
§:= {(9B.X) € G/B x g | Ad(g) X € b}

CHZ B, B M = LT A() X D b/[b,b] ~ t TOREXESED 2 L TRLLD.
Tyt M = Mo IZF 2R ~OFE LTS, 20L&, H I coroot 23 ¥ % hyperplane
(C ) &—E+ 5. LIso>T %D conical symplectic resolution (Z%3 % H I% coroot
hyperplane OF{El & 70 5.

./\N/G NG

ey




2.9 Weyl group action

Grothendieck simultaneous resolution % V% & Springer fiber O 2 43E 1 ¥ —~ D Weyl
FERDRL T O X O ICHTE 5.

Proposition 20. 7, : § — g ¥ small, DF Y codimg{X € g | dimn, " (X) > d} > 2d 2ME
BDdE ZLuglZk LT SO,

DT END 1 Cq = 1C(g", (1 Cq) |gs) E7R22D T &N DND. T 2T g™ Id regular
semisimple J&7> 572 % locus T YV, IC ¥ intermediate extension TH 5. my D g ~ D]
FRIZ W-covering 1272 > TV D Z &6 (m5.Cy) |gs (IT W PMEMT 5. IC Z HLD #AFIX
functorial T2 0 15, C5 ICH WRMEMT 5. ec g TO T 7 A N"—ZH 5 & H(B,, C) ~
DOWAIERHPELND.

[AARIZ LT H*(9M, C) 121 Namikawa Weyl BEDXEH T2 Z & o0 5.

3 Conjectures

3.1 Category O

Braden-Licata-Proudfoot-Webster (Z X ¥ 18 & #1172 symplectic duality Tl conical sym-
plectic resolution (ZBID BWT := C* EHN AL RIEZ# 2 5. LAF, conical symplectic
resolution &% Z~D TAYEH O (M, S, T) IZRDOFMHZARET 5.

1. T @ M ~DOFEAIE Hamiltonian TH Y, S OIEH & ml#i.
2. MM ITARRES.

3. My @ minimal symplectic leaf 1% {o}.

QeQMuw)Nn 8§22 TR LIICDOREAZHERT DL, AIZIEZT HAEHRT
5. FD weight ~D3fE%E A = @AY EEL . O, ZHIRAER AMBETH - T AZO RN
locally finite IZI/EHIF 2 b DB B &35, £72 0, & “good” 72 S-FRIZ D-IEETdH >
T support 28 MT := {p € M | limys; ot - p exists} ICAD L ONS 5B &35 (FEIX
3] &), i

Bl 21X M = Ng TEFALD/XT A —H D regular, DF D Weyl BEOIEMIZEET 5 sta-
bilizer N HAIZ/2 5 & &, O, 1T D BGG category O & BEFRMEIZ/2 5. - T O, 1
category O O—ffl & A 7¢1 5. Beilinson-Bernstein B D /AL EBLOFALL & LT, < D
IRTA=BTO, ~ Oy NV IHDZ ENRFAHINTND ([4]). RAMEERENRREY oL &,
O TED category O &K T Z LIZT 5. £ 2O00&FALDO/NT A—=Z B3 H (M, Z) 721
RID L E, KIET D O FBIREEICZ2D Z L bHbNA TN D ([3]).

Theorem 21 (Braden-Licata-Proudfoot-Webster [3]). O, (% highest weight category.

Conjecture 22 (Braden-Licata-Proudfoot-Webster [3]). O % (standard) Koszul.



3.2 Symplectic duality

(M, S,T) % Lo LFy LT5. GA&S &a[#i7r M @ Hamiltonian symplectomorphism @
RIEEET D THUEERNREEICR . TCGZT 250 (ME—D) K h—7 X (cf.
3]), W& G D Weyl Bt & $ 5. MITKT 2 coroot(IEFEIZILE NN ED 5 hyperplane) O

ITREIZIR 7223 MAZxF T 5 root D&, MY = MT C MM @ normal bundle (ZHL
D T-weight & LTERT DL ENTE D (FlZIL[20]). H Z M D root BED D t D
hyperplane DA &5 5.

Conjecture 23 (Braden-Licata-Proudfoot-Webster [3]). 5? conical symplectic resolution
ERWCEHOM (M, W', SH T (symplectic dual & FEEND ) 2AFEL T, M IZxHisd
AR~ tel R N R Nl R RS W

1. O & 01X Koszul dual. & Z CTEALD/XT A —X X “integral” 72t D& IS (FEHH
1% [3] ).

2. W W oW~ W.
3ottt DEVERNT A —F LEENT A =R ANEDD.
4. H=H »>H=H,6>FY coroot hyperplane & root hyperplane 23 AL H 5.
2. etc.
Remark 24. (M, ', S', T') @ symplectic dual 1L (M, w, S, T).
il & U CIELBL F OFR 22 X7 23 symplectic dual TH 2D EEZX HILTWND.
o Ng & N 1Z symplectic dual (G 1% G @ Langlands AUkt).
o AU S3 variety (251D A ! S3 variety & symplectic dual.
e hypertoric variety {35 (Gale dual 72) hypertoric variety & symplectic dual.

e Hilb{(C?) (Hilb"(C?) D A Tdh > THEDELAFAIZ/2 S locus) (X Hilbj (C?)
& symplectic dual.

e Hilb"(C2/(Z/rZ)) £ P? E® rank r, c; = n @ framed torsion free sheaf ® moduli &
symplectic dual.

e ADE %! quiver variety (TH > TRWC* fEZFF> b D) 13& % affine Grassmannian
D slice (T& - T resolution ZFfF2>H D) & symplectic dual.

3.3 Conjectures

ARHIZER Y symplectic duality & DeConcini-Procesi-Tanisaki O ERE & O BEFRIZ DU TR
T5. ZODIZTET ZOEHD symplectic dual R&F 2 DmEEZ LS.

UG = GL, L%, P=LpUp C GEHMAEISHEL TS, e € Ip = Lie(Lp) %
Levi DF Tregular 12725 L O RBEEILETH. A nZ PITIST 08I ETH L edD
Jordan type (X TH 5. e Z 5 Le sly-triple (e, h, f) ZHLD.

Remark 25. S, & T*(G/P) I% symplectic dual.



Proposition 26 ([13]). ¥&¥ft& ¥ E LT
H*(G/P,C) ~ C[(e + 31,(f)) N Se-
I TCHIOREITISIERNOEE D & D.
Remark 27. O KT L ORTN BT 5 = L1361 213 [19] 6 FHATLS .

Proposition 17 % T DeConcini-Procesi-Tanisaki D EH %2 SV ML 2 5 &
H* (B, C) ~ C[tN Np]

LD IS ELET S L TH(G/P) @ central fiber ® =1 A8 1 P —E3 S, @ affinization
VT, #1T S, O central fiber ® 27 E 1 P —EH T*(G/P) @ affinization %
TEITTWDZ ERRTEILS. Proposition 9 £ Y central fiber @ 2 7:E 1 UV —EBRITEK
DarEa—REFRMTHDLND, —f%IT conical symplectic resolution ® I HRE R ¥ —
BR 723 O symplectic dual DFEARER 2 W TEIT 5 2 LM SN 5.

A % — Lim) 72 JIEE 3 t O Np R0 (e 4 31, (f)) N Se D— AL Z R~ 5 72 DIZFE 5 % Hafif
T35 HuCLEEZRSNIZF—FAL L, X =Spec(R) % C EOAX—LTH->THME
HT2b0b Lzl & ZOEERAT—L XY ([11]) 2 H VERICBIT 5 weight 23 0 T72
V) homogeneous 72 LRI THEM S INDA T TNV TER SO AFT—LETH. 5
EANNp =NT, (e+ 30, (f) NS = SZEP) 2 #3352 Livbnd. g b LTk
THREZED.

Conjecture 28 ([13]). 9t & ' 23 symplectic dual D & & wEAH &% L LT
H (9, €) ~ C(M)"],
H* (M, C) ~ C[(My)"].
ZZTCHBORKILS,, STERANLEES 0.

Theorem 29 ([13]). Z @ F4HI% A %! S3 variety, hypertoric variety, Hilbj (C?) ®35E1Z1E
L.

AEIE S 2 OEAICM LTV D akEtEr P—EOlk 2 AWV CHRMICFER 2 1ED 2
LIZEVEoND. akEr P—ROE L LT AR S3 variety D551 [6], hypertoric
variety D413 [12] X° [15], Hilby (C?) DAL [17] <2 [25] THHN TN 5.

T TIZIR A7 L 912 H (M, C) 1Z1F Namikawa Weyl # W 2B RITIEHT 5. —FTW
P C[(M)TNCHRITERT S Z L T <IChnd. (o TRD X IITTRT D Z LA
ThdEEbhD.

Conjecture 30. FHEDOFERITI W ~ W' W' ~ W /EH & compatible.

F 72, symplectic duality IZIBWTITER/XT A —F LRIZENT A =B ANKFDLD Z
EEBOHTEROTENELND.

Conjecture 31. REfT &% & LT

& (I, C) = CIMg],
(9, C) == C[(t xgyw Mo)"].
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=Tl symplectic form ZROEAERICBET A RIZ aRER U —%F 2 7273, symplectic
form Z {7272V STERICBET 2RIE aAREr P —IZBL THRDO LI TFRT LI ENT
& %. A% canonical RET{LNOHEE D CIM] OETILET 5. Aldfiltration ZFF2>D T,
ZDReesTREA, #BEZ D ENTED. ZZThlTRees VA HD & XMz b
HIXNTA—=HThD. AF % T-weight 28 k ORI & T 5.

Conjecture 32. REfTERE L LT

L, C) = AY/(S AR AD).

k>0

7272 U Hz (pt) ~ C[h] & %727,
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