HIKITA SURJECTIVITY FOR N /T

LINUS SETIABRATA

ABSTRACT. The Hamiltonian reduction N //T of the nilpotent cone in sl, by the torus of diagonal matrices is

a Nakajima quiver variety which admits a symplectic resolution N //T’, and the corresponding BFN Coulomb
branch is the affine closure T*(G/U) of the cotangent bundle of the base affine space. We construct a surjective
map C [T*(G JU )TXB/U} —- H* </\/ ///T) of graded algebras, which the Hikita conjecture predicts to be an

isomorphism. Our map is inherited from a related case of the Hikita conjecture and factors through Kirwan
surjectivity for quiver varieties. We conjecture that many other Hikita maps can be inherited from that of a
related dual pair.

1. INTRODUCTION

Certain conical symplectic singularities X are expected to have a symplectic dual X' which satisfies many
striking properties. Although there is no formal definition, nor a systematic procedure to find the dual, in
many cases there is a consensus on what the dual ought to be. Examples of symplectic dual pairs include
nilpotent orbits in sl,, and Slodowy slices through conjugate orbits, hypertoric varieties and their Gale
duals, and Nakajima quiver varieties and BEN Coulomb branches.

Symplectic duality is expected to interchange seemingly unrelated invariants. For example, if X has a
symplectic resolution X — X, the Hikita conjecture predicts that the cohomology H*(X) is isomorphic to
the coordinate ring C[(X !)T!} of the scheme-theoretic fixed points of X' with respect to the maximal torus
T' of the group Autpgs ¢x (X " of Poisson automorphisms of X ’ commuting with dilations. When Xisa
Slodowy variety, the Hikita conjecture amounts to the theorem [ ] of deConcini-Procesi expressing the
cohomology of a Springer fiber as the coordinate ring of the scheme-theoretic intersection of a nilpotent or-
bit with the Cartan. Hikita [ ] observed that a similar phenomenon holds when X is the cotangent bun-
dle of a partial flag variety, the Hilbert scheme of n points in C?, and a hypertoric variety. The recent preprint
[ ] gave a counterexample to the Hikita conjecture (using a conjecturally dual pair from [ 1)
and proposed a refined version. However, the original version of the Hikita conjecture and various gener-
alizations have been verified for many other dual pairs [ , , , , , ].

Throughout, we set G to be SL,,(C), T the torus of diagonal matrices, B the Borel subgroup of upper
triangular matrices, and U the unipotent subgroup of upper triangular matrices with diagonal entries equal
to 1. The Hamiltonian reduction of the nilpotent cone N := N, by the maximal torus is defined to be the
categorical quotient N /T := {x € N: diag(z) = 0} /T of variety of zero-diagonal nilpotent matrices by
the adjoint action of 7. The variety AV J/T has a realization as a Nakajima quiver variety for the so-called
bouquet quiver. It follows that ' //T is a conical symplectic singularity ([ , Thm 1.2]).

It is believed [ , §8] that the conical symplectic singularities ' /T and T*(G/U) should be sym-
plectic dual. There is now good evidence for this belief: Gannon and Williams [ ] showed that the
Coulomb branch of the 3-dimensional ' = 4 quiver gauge theory associated to the bouquet is T*(G/U).
This places conjectured duality between N /T and T*(G/U) in the larger context of duality between Naka-
jima quiver varieties and BFN Coulomb branches.

Bellamy [ ] showed that Coulomb branches are conical symplectic singularities: For T*(G/U), this

was proven earlier by Jia [ , Thm 1.1]. More generally, it is known ([ , Thm 1.1]) that 7*(G/U) has
symplectic singularities in all types, verifying a conjecture of Ginzburg and Kazhdan [ , Conj 1.3.6].
Bellamy and Schedler [ ] characterized the Nakajima quiver varieties admitting a symplectic resolu-

tion. We show that NV //T satisfies their criteria and hence has a symplectic resolution N //T. We explicitly

construct a variety (Corollary 3.17) diffeomorphic to W The variety T*(G/U) has commuting actions of
T (induced by left multiplication on G//U) and B/U (induced by right multiplication on G /U). From these
1



2 LINUS SETIABRATA
actions one can form the scheme-theoretic fixed points T*(G/U )TXB/U. This scheme is nonreduced and
has one closed point, so its coordinate ring is finite-dimensional as a graded C-algebra.
For the conical symplectic singularity X = N //T, the Hikita conjecture predicts that
w (TN o~ A T X B/U
(1) o (N)T) =[Gy
as graded rings. For n = 2 and n = 3, the variety AV /T is the point and the type D, Kleinian singularity
respectively, while T*(G/U) is the affine space C* and the minimal nilpotent orbit in sos ([ , Thm 1.3]),
respectively. The Hikita conjecture is known to hold in these examples ([ D).
Our main result states:
Theorem 1.1. There is a surjective morphism of graded algebras
————TxXB/U

C [T*(G/0) | - # (/\77//?) .

The coordinate ring can be realized as a quotient of C[h xp,,y b] in the following way. The scheme

T*(G/U)B/U is a subscheme of 7*(G/U) /(B/U) = g xy,w b and hence T*(G/U)TXB/U is a subscheme of
(9 Xp/w BT =h Xp/w b. We compute the defining ideal of this subscheme: Write z1,...,2,,y1,...,yn for
coordinates on §j x h, and for subsets S, T C [n] := {1,...,n}, set
for =[] (@s - w)-

seS

teT
Theorem 1.2. We have c

C WTXB/U [b Xy /W h]

. <fS’T: S+ [T 2 >

We show that NV /T is diffeomorphic to the quotient of a variety Y, 5 by a free action of the torus Tpcr..
From the construction of Y), s, there is a natural T-equivariant inclusion Y} 5 < g.

Theorem 1.3. The inclusion Yy s < g induces a surjection
Clb xyyw b] = Hy(g) » Hr(Yas) = H'(NJJT)

and the kernel contains the functions { fsr: |S| +|T| = n}.

Theorems 1.2 and 1.3 together imply Theorem 1.1.

As H*(NJJT) is a finite-dimensional C-algebra, the Hikita conjecture (1) would follow from the equality

. s (7 r . —————TxB/U
dim¢ (H (N///T)) = dim¢ ((C [T*(G/U) ) D

TXB/U} — H* (ﬁ?//’i’) can be inher-

ited from the self-duality N}, = Ny, . We use in a crucial way (via Kirwan surjectivity for quiver varieties

The arguments in this paper suggest that the surjectivity C {T* (G/U)

[ ]) that A J/T can be expressed as a quotient of a subvariety of the universal deformation § of A’ by a
free action of a torus. We also use (via the Gelfand-Graev action [ , ]) that T*(G/U) is the Hamil-
tonian reduction of a quiver representation space by a product of special linear groups SL(V;) and that the

corresponding Nakajima quiver variety 7*(G/U) J/(GL(V)/SL(V)) is the nilpotent cone N. We conjecture:

Conjecture 1.4. Let X, X' be symplectic dual varieties. Suppose that X' = T*Rep(Q')J/GL(V") is a Nakajima
quiver variety. Let T denote the maximal torus of the group of Poisson automorphisms of X commuting with dilation.
Assume that X JJT has a symplectic resolution. Then the Hikita conjecture holds for the pair X T and X*1 o
T*Rep(Q") J/SL(V").

For X = X' = N, Conjecture 1.4 amounts to our case (1) of the Hikita conjecture. In Appendix A, we
give other examples of symplectic dual pairs which arise as (X /T, X*1).

Our original motivation for studying Conjecture 1.4, and the pair (N //T,T*(G/U)) in particular, comes
from the theory of BEN Coulomb branches. By definition, X' is the Higgs branch My (GL(V),N) of a
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certain 3-dimensional N' = 4 supersymmetric gauge theory. According to the expected duality between
Higgs and Coulomb branches, the variety X is the corresponding Coulomb branch M (GL(V),N). On
the other hand, X" is the Higgs branch My (SL(V), N). According to [ , Prop 3.18], corresponding
to the short exact sequence

1 —— SL(V) — GL(V) S 1

there is an action of the torus T := GL(V)/SL(V) on M¢(GL(V),N) = X and an isomorphism
Mc(SL(V),N) 2 Mc(GL(V),N) )/ TF.

(For many theories (GL(V'), N) of interest, the T action has an explicit description [ , Rem 3.12].)
In conclusion, the expected duality between Higgs and Coulomb branches predicts that X" is symplectic
dual to the Hamiltonian reduction X J/Tr. We thank Vasily Krylov for also pointing out this connection.
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——TxB/U
2. COORDINATE RING OF T*(G/U)TX /

The goal of this section is to prove Theorem 1.2. To this end, we express the defining ideal of 7*(G /U )T nBI

inside b xy /1 b in terms of the Gelfand—Graev action (Proposition 2.5) and uses an explicit description of
this action from [ ] (Lemma 2.8).

2.1. Scheme-theoretic fixed points. For an algebraic group H acting on an affine variety X, the scheme-
theoretic fixed points X [ , VIILLEx 6.5(d),(e)] (see also [ , Thm 2.3]) is the (non-reduced, in
general) affine scheme defined by

ety ClX]
X" = 5p (<f_h(f);fe(C[X],h€H>>.

When a torus 7' acts on X, the coordinate ring C[X] decomposes into a direct sum of weight spaces
DaerrC[X]a, and there is an isomorphism (cf. [ , Prop 1.4])

o) CX] ~ C[X]o

(f=t(f): feCX];teT) >, ClX]aClX]-a

2.2. Geometry of T*(G/U) and Gelfand-Graev action. Write T*(G/U) for the cotangent bundle of the
base affine space G/U, and write g for the Grothendieck simultaneous resolution of g. Using the Killing
form to identify g «» g*, there are identifications T*(G/U) 2 G xy b := “XL and g = G x g b := “XL_ Write
B := G/ B for the flag variety.

The quotient T*(G/U) — g makes T*(G/U) into a B/U-torsor. Write Ay for the (B/U)-weight lattice.
For o € Ay, write Og(«) for the pullback of the line bundle O(«) along g — B, so that a regular function
on T*(G/U) of B/U-weight « is precisely a section of Og(«). As the left T-action on T* (G /U) descends to
g, we get an isomorphism

CIT*(G/U) = P T(@@ 05a)

QGAB/U

of T-representations.

Lemma 2.3 ([ , Prop 2.6], cf. also [ ,Lem 3.6.2]). If \,u € AJlg/T are dominant weights, the multiplica-
tion map T'(g, O3(N)) ® T'(g, O3(p)) — T'(g, O5(\ + p)) is surjective.
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Proof. For any dominant weight o € Ap,y, let V,, C I'(g, O3(a)) denote the space of sections obtained by
pulling back sections of Op(«) along the vector bundle map g — B. A result of Broer [ , Prop 2.6]
implies that when « is dominant the subspace X,, generates I'(g, O3(«)) as a C[g]-module.

The lemma follows from the fact that the multiplication map X ® X,, — X, is surjective ([ , Thm
3.1.2(c)].) O

The coordinate ring C[T*(G/U)] is also equipped with an action of W, called the Gelfand-Graev action,
which restricts to isomorphisms
w.: T(§,05(a) = T, O(w.a))

of T-representations. Given a weight 5 € A of T, let I'(g, O5(«)) g denote the 3-weight space of I'(g, Oz(«)).
Note that the Gelfand-Graev action preserves I'(g, O3(0)) as well as its 0-weight space T'(g, O3(0))o.

It is known [ , Prop 5.5.1] that the restriction of the Gelfand-Graev action to T'(g, O5(0)) = Clgxy/w b]
agrees with the one induced by the W-action on g xy,,y b given by acting trivially on g and naturally on b.

2.4. Fixed points in T*(G/U). Consider the algebra
R:=T(3,05(0))o

and the ideals
I= Y TG 05)s T@E O5(-a))
(@, 8)#(0,0)
J = T(3,050))s - T(g,05(0)) s
B#0

of R. Equation (2) implies that R/.J = C[(g x,w b)"] = C[b xp,w b] and that

—___TxB/U

C [T*(G/U) } — R/I

~ Clb xp w b]
=y

By construction, the Gelfand-Graev action on R descends to the W-action on R/J = C[h xy,w b] given by
acting on the second b factor.

Proposition 2.5. The ideal I/J of the ring R/ J is generated by the image of the W-orbit of

> T(3,05(wi)x - T(@, Og(~wi)) -
Wi A

under the projection R — R/J. (The sum runs over fundamental weights w; € Ay and all weights A € Ar.)

Proof. Let a € Ap,y be a nonzero dominant weight of B/U and let 3 € Ar be any weight of T". Pick a
fundamental weight w; € Ap,y so that o — w; is dominant. Note that wg.(—a), wo.(—w;), and wo.(—a + w;)
are all dominant as well. Lemma 2.3 implies that the multiplication maps

() > T8 O5(a — wi)g-x @ T8, Og(wi))r — T8, Og())s
AEAT
® > T(@,05(—a+wi))pr@T(G O5(—wi))r — T(8,05(—)) g
AEAT

are surjective. Taking the tensor product of the maps in (f) and () and composing with multiplication
I(3 Og(a))s & D(3, Og(~a))—s — I(3 Og(a))s - (@, Og(—a))-ps gives a surjective map

> T 05(c — wi)s-r ® (G, Og(—a + wi)—p—u @ T(G, Og(wi))r @ T(g, Og(~wi)),.
A pEAT

CClg]-r—p CCla]a+4
— I'(g, O5()) s - T'(g, O5(—)) -
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Under the projection map I — I/J, the images of the subspaces on the left hand side vanish unless A4-u = 0.
We deduce that the ideal of R/.J generated by the image of

Z I'(g, Og(wi))r @ T(g, O5(—wi)) -x
A

contains the image of I'(g, O3()) - T'(g, Og(—a)) 3.
Since I/J is generated by the image of

Wil > I@E0s)s @ 05(~a)-s |,

aGAg/T\U

BEAT

the result follows. O

Recall that V,, C I'(g, O3(«a)) denotes the space of sections obtained by pulling back sections of Op(«)
along the vector bundle map g — B. The space V,, is stable under the T-action. Fix a basis A, ),; for each
weight space (V,,, ).

Proposition 2.6. The W-orbits of

generate I/ J as an ideal of R/ J.

Proof. Let

f1 € (g, Og(wi))r, f2 € T(g, O5(—wi)) -x.
Because V,,, and V,,,_, generate I'(g, Og(w;)) and wo.I'(g, Og(—w;)) respectively as a C[g]-module, we can
write

fi= ngh(wi,,uk),k7 gr € Clg]r—pus
%

f2 = Wo. <Z g;ch(wni,u;),k) ) g;c € C[a—)\—u;c
k

and hence
fifa = gk(w0.0) - Peo, i) e - (W0-hier_, pit).0)-
k¢
Under the projection map I — I/J, the images of the terms on the right hand side vanish unless i, +
y = 0. We conclude that the image of f; f in I/J can be written as a R/.J-linear combination of A, ,.) ; -
(W0 R i) 1)-
The claim now follows from Proposition 2.5. O

For subsets S, T C [n] with |S| = |T|, define the function
A37T2 SLn —C
g = (gij)i,je[n] — det(gst)ses,ter

The functions Ag := Ag (1, |5y are U-invariant under right translations and descend to sections of cer-
tain line bundles on the flag variety B: specifically, for each i, the set of functions {Ag: |S| = i} forms a
weight basis for the representation I'(B, Op(w;)). The T-weight of Agis ) g p1s, where p;: T — C* is the
character p;: (t1,...,tn) — &;.

Let p denote the projection g = ¥X° — G//B = B onto the first factor; the map p makes g into a vector
bundle over B.

Proposition 2.7. Let p: g — B denote the vector bundle map. The W -orbits of

p*As - (wo.p"Ap\s)
generate I/.J as an ideal of R/J = C[b xg,w b].
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Proof. The map p*: I'(B, Op(w;)) — V,,, is an isomorphism of G-representations, so {p*Ag: |S| = i} forms
a weight basis of V,,,. Proposition 2.6 implies that p* Ag - (wo.p* A\ 5) generates I /.J as anideal of R/.J. O

Finally, we will use an explicit description of the Gelfand-Graev action in type A on the regular semisim-
ple locus. Recall the identification T%(G/U) = % Let (T*(G/U))™ denote the image of

0:Gxh® 5 GExb—Gxyb=T"(G/U).

Lemma 2.8 ([ , Prop 4.5.1]). Let y = diag(y1,...,yn) € b*. Let si(y) denote the n x n matrix obtained
from the identity matrix by replacing the {k, k + 1}-th submatrix by

0 1
Y —Yk+1
Yk+1 — Yk 0
The Gelfand—Graev action of the transposition sy, interchanging k <— k + 1 is given by
op: (TH(G/U))™ = (T7(G/U))"
9, 4] = [gsk(y), Ad 1 (y)].

Lemma 2.9. Let w(()”) denote the longest element in S,,. The action of w(()”) on (T*(G/U))* is given by

[(953)- ()] — [( ey mirs - y”’“‘”) ,wé”>.<yi>]

Gims1_;
B 7Hé<j(yn+lfj — Ynt1-t)

) ‘H(>j(yn+1—j_yn+1fl)
Jin+1-j Ilee;(Unt1—j—Ynt1-e)

Example 2.10. For n = 4, the matrix ( ) is given by

gualys —y1) (s —10) (s —9s)  gua Pl gt gn e
924(ya — y1)(Ya — y2)(ya — y3) go3 (ys—z;)jzz—yz) 922 G e 921 (yl,yz)(yliyg)(yl,w
934(Ya — y1)(ya — y2)(ya — y3) g3 (yrg;)_(‘zj*y” 952 s I G e )
914(yYa — y1)(Ya — y2)(Ys — y3) 9a (ys_z;),(zz_yZ) 992 G e 94 (yl,yz)(yliyg)(yl,w

A

Proof of Lemma 2.9. We argue by induction. When n = 2, Lemma 2.8 asserts that the action of w((f) = 51 is
given by

o1 Hgn 912} a(yl,y2):| > Hg21(y2 — ) gnyléyz} 7(y271/1)} :

g21 9g22 922(y2—y1) g12m

as claimed.
Let M denote the n x n matrix with

mg; = Jin—j T (Wn—yn—t) lfj <n-1
Gi.n ifj=n
Let:: S,,—1 < S, denote the standard embedding. By induction, L(w(()nfl)) acts on (T*(SLn/U))" by

[(gi0): )] = [ Mol ).(0)]

Using the equality w(()") =51... sn,la(w(()n_l)), repeated application of Lemma 2.8 gives the result. O
Theorem 1.2. We have
——————TxB/U (C[[) Xf)/W f)]
C|T*(G/U = —
e = =
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Proof of Theorem 1.2. Let S C [n] with |S| = i. By Lemma 2.9, the restriction of the function wy.p*Ag to
(T (G/U))=is

[g y] — det <g tH€>t(yn+1ft - yn+15)>
’ s,n—
H€<t(yn+1—t - yn+1_g) s€S
te(i]
II a>b\S\(ya —Up)
= det(gs ,— S a>n—
(gs,n t)fee[z] H et (ya — yb)
a>n—|S|
=¢€g det(gs,nft)ses H (Yo — Up), eg € {+1}.
teli]
a>n—|S|
b<n—|S|

In particular, the function p*Ag - (wo.p* A\ 5) restricts to (7% (G/U))™ as

[ga y] = Es det(gst)ses det(gst)se[n]\s H(ya - yb)'

teld) te[n)\[i] >4
b<i

Given a permutation w, pick a matrix P,, € SL,, whose entries are nonzero only at positions (i, w(z)), and
whose nonzero entries are equal to £1. The function p*Ag - (wo.p*A[,)\s) restricts to a nonzero function
only when w(S) = [i] and in this case it is given by the formula

[Pwvy] '_)EZS' I |(ya*yb)7 5%6{:&1}.
a>1
b<i

It follows that the image of p*Ag - (wo.p*Apps) € R = C[T*(G/U)]0,0) under the projection R — R/J =
Clb xy,w b] is given by the formula

{53 [scppsWuis) = v1) - (Wuis) —v:)  ifw(S) =[]
0

(w.y,y) —
else

By construction, this is the restriction of

esfin\s,i] = €5 H (25— yt)

se[n]\S
te(i
to h Xh/W h
The claim follows from the fact that the WW-orbit of fi)\ s, is { frps,7: |T] = 4} O

Remark 2.11. The set {fsr: |S| + |T| = n} is not a minimal generating set of the ideal (fs r); for example
one can compute that

fsm = (=D fon s mpr
as functions on C[h xy, b]. A

3. SYMPLECTIC RESOLUTION OF N/ JJT

In this section we prove that A/ //T is a Nakajima quiver variety (Proposition 3.8) with a symplectic

resolution V' //T (Theorem 3.10). Using a standard construction for Nakajima quiver varieties in general,

we give an explicit description of the diffeomorphism type of J\//_i//? in Corollary 3.17: the variety N J/T is
diffeomorphic to the quotient Y, 5/(C*)"~! for sufficiently generic \,é € {(z1,...,2,) € C": 21 + - +
x, = 0}, where

~ = M\1d
Yis = {(937F-) €g: $|F&{$(£) — (;k }7

and the torus (C*)"~! acts on Y}, 5 by
(t1,. . tn1) - (z, Fe) = (Ady (2),t - Fy), t' = diag(ty,. .., tn_1,1).
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3.1. Nakajima quiver varieties. Let Q = (I, E) be a quiver, and fix dimension vectors v,w € ZL,. Let
s,t: E — I denote the source and target maps respectively. Write

M(Q, v, w) := @ Hom(C¥s(), C"®) @ @ Hom (C%), Cs)) @ @ Hom(C"*,C") @ @ Hom(C%, C"%)

e€E e€E i€l i€l
©) > T (@ Hom (C%s(=) C¥*)) ¢ @ Hom((C“’Z(C“")) )
eeE icl
The vector space M is equipped with a canonical symplectic form and an action of the group
Gy = H GL(v;)
i€l

induced by the action of GL(v;) on C":.
Write gy := Lie(Gy) and let 1: Ml — g denote the moment map of this action.
The Nakajima quiver variety is the GIT quotient

mA79(V, W) = /171(/\)//9 G,

where A\ € Z(g:) and 0 = (0;);e; € Z' isa stability condition, encoding a character x4: Gy, — C* via

Xo((gs)icr) = HieI det(gi)ei-
Given dimension vectors v = (v;);cr and v/ = (v});ey, write v < vifv] < w; forall i and v/ # v.

Definition 3.2 ([ , Defn 3.1]). The stability condition § is nondegenerate if >, 0; - v} # 0 for all nonzero
dimension vectors v/ < v. A

In the special case w = e; (i.e., exactly one vertex is framed and the framing is one-dimensional), and the
stability parameter 6 = (6;);¢; is in ZZ ; (hence is nondegenerate), the locus of 6-stable points is particularly
easy to compute using King stability conditions [ , Prop 3.1].

Lemma 3.3 ([ ,Lem 3.8, Lem 3.10]). Let w = e; and 0 € ZL . Given a point p € M(Q, v, w), write j(p)
for the framing map C¥* — C. The following are equivalent:

(1) pis O-stable
(2) pis O-semistable
(3) ker(j(p)) contains no nonzero p-stable I-graded subspace.

The action of Gy is free on the stable locus M(Q, v, w)? and consequently
My o(v,w) = (1 (N) NM?*)/G,.
The inclusion 1 ~1(0)%* < 1 ~1(0) induces a map in equivariant cohomology
Hg, (pt) = H, (171(0) — Hg, (n™1(0)") 2 H* (Mo p(v, w))
called the Kirwan map. (The last isomorphism follows from Lemma 3.3.)

A special case of Kirwan surjectivity, due to McGerty—Nevins, reads:

Theorem 3.4 ([ , Thm 1.2]). Let My 6(v, W) be a smooth Nakajima quiver variety. Then the Kirwan map is
surjective.

We say that a Nakajima quiver variety is unframed if w = 0. When the dimension vector v of an unframed
Nakajima quiver variety is in a certain combinatorially defined set ¥ (@), Bellamy and Schedler provide a
criterion for 9 to admit a projective symplectic resolution given by deforming the stability parameter.

Following the notation in [ ], the Ringel form on Z®° is defined by

(o, B) = Z ;B — Z at(a)ﬂh(a)~
1€Qo a€Q1
Definition 3.5 ([ ,§2.2]). The vector v is anisotropic if (v, o) < 0. A
Proposition 3.6 ([ , Thm 1.5]). Let v € Xo(Q). Then the Nakajima quiver variety Mg o(v,0) admits a

projective symplectic resolution if v is indivisible. If v is anisotropic, a resolution is given by moving to a generic
stability parameter.
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3.7. Presentation of N /T as a Nakajima quiver variety. The (trimmed) bouquet quiver Q,, is the quiver

with vertices {s1,...,s,—1} U {b1,...,b,—1} and edges
{(si8i11): i€ [n—1}U{(sp-1,bi): 1 € [n —1]}.
See Figure 1 for an example. We write dimension vectors v for @Q,, as tuples (vs,, ..., Vs, 13 Uby,---Vb, 1 )-

The vertices s; and b; are called stem and bouquet vertices. Associated to this partition of the vertices of @,
we write
Gstem = H GL(”'L')’ Gbouq = H GL(Ui)7
i€1(Qn) i€1(Qn)
i:Sj Z:bJ

and ftstem; Ubouq fOr the corresponding moment maps.

The abundant bouquet quiver Q;’ has an extra bouquet vertex: it is the quiver with vertices {s1, ..., s,—1}U
{b1,...,b,} and edges

{(sir8001): 1 € [ — 1} U{(s01,b0): 7 € [n]}.

See Figure 1 for an example. We write dimension vectors ¥ for Q;' as tuples (v, , ..., Vs, ,;Ubys---,Up,)-
1 1
/b2
S1 S S3 bo S1 S 53

0, \\\\\\\\\\\\\b ngr :izzzzzzzzzzizg
3 4
FIGURE 1. Left: The bouquet quiver @4, with vertices labelled. Right: The abundant bou-
quet quiver @, with vertices labelled.

A special case of the Crawley-Boevey trick [ , pg. 261] says that the Nakajima quiver variety My ¢(v,es, ;)
for the trimmed bouquet @, is isomorphic to the unframed Nakajima quiver variety 93 ;(v,0) for the
abundant bouquet quiver Q;', where:

vi= (v, 1),

5\ = )\7 — Z )\ﬂ)i 5
i€V(Qn)

é = 9, — Z 01’“1’
i€V(Qn)

Proposition 3.8. The variety N [|'T is isomorphic to the unframed Nakajima quiver variety Mg o(V, 0) for the quiver
Q; and dimension vector v = (1,...,n — 1;1,...,1).

Proof. Observe that the restriction of @), to the stem vertices is a type A,_; Dynkin quiver, and write
Vlstem := (1,...,n—1) for the restriction of v to the stem vertices. The Hamiltonian reduction M(Q;}", ¥, 0) //Ggtem =
Lo (0)/Ggtem is the Nakajima quiver variety

9:)IIO,O(‘A’|stem; nes, , )a

which is known [ , Thm 7.2] to be nilpotent cone . The map pouq descends to M(Q;t, v, 0) J/ Gspem =
N and coincides with the map sending a nilpotent matrix z = (wi5)i jen) to the tuple (z11,...  Tp—1mn—1)
of diagonal entries of x, and the residual action of Gyouq coincides with the adjoint action of the torus
T := {diag(t1,...,tn-1,1)} on N.

By Hamiltonian reduction in stages ([ , Thm 5.2.9], see also [ , Thm 3.3.1]),
mO,O(‘A’v O) = (M( :rla ‘A’y O)///Gstem)///Gbouq
= N///Gbouq

= Hiouq(0)/ T
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As nilpotent matrices are traceless we have Oluq(O) = {z € N: diag(z) = 0}. Furthermore, the composite
T" — T, — TpaL, is an isomorphism, and the adjoint action of T' factors through T' — Tpgy,,,; it follows
that

ugoluq(O)//T’ ~ {r e N: diag(z) = 0} JT. O

Remark 3.9. By the Crawley-Boevey trick, N/ /T is also isomorphic to the Nakajima quiver variety M o(v, e, ;)
for the quiver @),, and dimension vector v = (1,2,...,n —1;1,...,1). A

P

Theorem 3.10. The variety N | T has a symplectic resolution N J|| T given by moving to a generic stability parameter.

Proof. A routine computation (Lemma B.2) shows that the dimension vector Vv is in the set 3 (Q);" ). Lemma B.3
guarantees that v is anisotropic when n > 4. The claim follows from Proposition 3.6.

For n = 3, the quiver Q' is the affine 54 Dynkin quiver, and the dimension vector v is the minimal imag-
inary root; thus \V /T is the Kleinian singularity of type D4. The claim is then a special case of Kronheimer’s
construction [ ] of the minimal resolution via quiver varieties. O

As the diffeomorphism type of a smooth Nakajima variety does not depend on the choice of (generic)

moment map and stability parameter ([ , Cor 4.2]), Theorem 3.10 implies the following claim.
Proposition 3.11 (cf. [ , Cor 4.2]). Let 0 := (1,...,1). For sufficiently generic (v;~) € Z(g%), the variety

N T is diffeomorphic to M .1y o(V, €5, _, ).

3.12. Stable loci conditions. Our next goal is to use King stability conditions to compute stable loci explic-

itly (Lemma 3.13) in order to give an explicit description of the diffeomorphism type of /\//7///T
As in the previous subsection, let § := (1,...,1). We use the notation of Subsection 3.1 for the quiver Q,,.

Viewing N J/T and N jJ/T as quiver varieties for Q),,, an element (x,y, o, 3) of the corresponding represen-
tation space M(Q,,, v, s, ,) consists of maps x;: C* — C'!, y;: C'*! — C' between stem vertices, along
with n maps «;: C ! 5 Candn maps (3;: C — C"!, where for i € [n — 1] the maps «;, 3; are incident to
Sp—1 and b; and a,, B, are framing maps on s,,_1; see Figure 2.

T 9 o 3 (65)
C C’.— -~ C —~C

FIGURE 2. An element of the representation space M(Q4, v, es,). (The boxed C is the fram-
ing associated with the vertex ss.)

For (x,y, @, 8) in M, it will be useful to combine the o and § into the maps
p:C" 1t C”
vi= (ar(v),...,an(v))
and
Pp: C* — CH
(V1 ..., 0n) = Br(vr) + -+ + Bulvp).
The map ¢7): C* — C" is given by the matrix M whose ij-th entry is M;; = a;3;(1).
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Lemma 3.13. We have
s = { v,
where the key stability condition is given by:

24,  injective
1) satisfies (x) [’

(%) x: C" — C" does not preserve any nonzero coordinate subspace of C"~! c C".

Proof. The condition that ¢ satisfies (x) is equivalent to:
() For all nonempty S C [n — 1], there exists i € S such that img 3; ¢ ker «; for some j & S.

(Above, j may be equal to n.) In other words, there may not exist a subset S C [n — 1] where img a; C ker 3;
whenever i € S and j ¢ S: such an S exists if and only if 1 fixes the coordinate subspace C° C C*~1.

By Lemma 3.3, the point (x,y, a, §) is f-stable if and only if the only (x,y, «, §)-stable subspace of ker a,
is zero.

We first claim that if any z; has nonzero kernel, the subspace

k—1

ker z1, ® @yiyi+1 o yg—1(ker zy)
i=1

of ker av,, is (x,y, o, §)-stable, as
TiYiYi+1 - - - Yk—1(Ker k) = yir1Zit1yit1 - - - Yp—1(ker zy)
= Yir1Yit2 - - - Y- 1Tk —1Yk—1(ker z)
= Yi+1Yi+2 - - Yo—1Ykr (ker xx)
=0.
Similarly, if ¢ has nonzero kernel, then the subspace

n—2

ker ¢ B @ Yilit1 - - - Yn—2 ker
i=1
of ker o, is (x,y, @, B)-stable: as above, one iteratively applies the moment map equations z;y; = y,;+12;41
when j <n — 3, and then applies the moment map condition z,_ayn—2 = Y.
Next, suppose that there is a nonzero coordinate subspace C5 C C"~! fixed by ¢¢. Identifying C* with
the direct sum of the one-dimensional vector spaces C at the vertices {b;: i € S}, we claim the subspace

n—2

C% @ yp(C @ @ YiYit - - - Yn—2(C9)

i=1
of ker o, is (x,y, @, B)-stable: applying moment map equations we compute that
Ti(Yiir1 - Yn—29(C®)) = Yit1 - Yn—20otp(C”)
= Yir1--yn29(C%)
because ¢ fixes C7; furthermore, the equality the equality o;; = ;¢ (with ;: C* — C the projection to the
i-th coordinate) implies
a)(C5) {(OC hes
because @1 fixes C%, while 3;(C) = 1(C{'}) implies
Bi(C) € (T wheni € S.

We deduce that

e ¢ {xy.0.0):
We now show that if z;, ¢ are injective and ¢ satisfies (x) then (x,y, o, 3) is 6-stable. Let V = @ie[n—l] Vs, @
@D;cin_1) Vo, be an (x,y, a, B)-stable subspace of ker av,,. Let S denote the set of i € [n — 1] for which V;,, is

x;, @ injective
o satisfies (x) [
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nonzero. Since V' is («, 3)-stable, we know img 3; C ker a; whenever i € S and j € .S (cf. (+x)); thus S must
be empty. Since ¢ is injective and V' C ker o, we deduce V;, , = 0 as well. Finally, since the z; are injective
we conclude that V;, = 0 fori € [n — 1]. O

Lemma 3.14. The group Ggtem acts freely on {(x,y,a, B) € u=(Z(g%)): @i, ¢ injective}, and there is an isomor-
phism

{(x,y,0,8) € p 1 (Z(g%)): i, ¢ injective} /Ggtem — §
(v, 8] (90~ Lon(en) L)
where F, is the flag defined by F}, = img(oxn—s ... xy). Furthermore,
3) (V) F /Py = Vn—1+ -+ Uk,

where v = (v1,...,Vn_1) i= fstem(X, ¥, o, B). (In particular, (o¥)|F, /r,_, = 0.)

Proof. Recall that the restriction of ), to the stem vertices is the type A,,_1 Dynkin quiver, and observe that
M(Qn, v, e, ,) and M(Qn|stem; V]stem, 7€s, ) are isomorphic as vector spaces via the map (x,y,a, 5) —

(X, ¥, ¢, ).
It is well known that

{(x,y,0,8) € p=H(Z(g%)): @1, p injective} = pi5im (Z(85em))” ™,
where 0" := (1,...,1) is a stability condition for Q,|stem. AS fistem is the moment map for @, [stem, Lemma 3.3
implies that Ggem acts freely on {(x,y,a, ) € u~'(Z(g%)): z;, p injective}. Furthermore, [ , Thm

7.18] (see also [ , (4.5)]) implies that there is an isomorphism
(Ustem)_l (Z<9:tem))9,_s/Gstem =39

(0,7, 0, 0)] —> (W ~Lirou) 1 F) |

It is left to prove Equation (3). To this end, fix any v € Fj, so that v = pz,_a...x,(w) for some w. The
moment map equations give

ep(v) = ppzn_s... xp(w)
=@o[rp_oyn—2+ Vn_1ld]oxp_o...zk(w)
= QTp—2Yn—2Tn—2...Tp(W) + Vp_1v
= QPTp—20 [Tn_3Yn—3 + Vn_old] o xp_3... 25 (W) + vp_1v

= PTp—2Tpn—3Yn—3Tn—3 ... Tk(W) + Vp—10 + Vp_ov

= QTp_2.. . TpTp—1Yp—1(W) +Vp_10 + - - + 10,

E€Fk_1

so that @1 preserves Fy and 0¥|p, /5, = Vn—1 + - + V. O
Proposition 3.15. For any v € Z(g¥en) and v € Z (8,4, ), we have

0 - ‘,E|Fk'/Fk71 =Xk
,uil(ya 7) -S/Gstem = (CC, F.) €g: diag(x) =0
x satisfies (x)

where the action of Gpouq = (C*)"~1 is given by

4) (t1,. . tn1) - (z, Fe) = (Ady (2),t - Fy), t' = diag(ty, ..., tn_1,1),
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and where A and § are given by

n—1
1 :
(5) Ai:Zyj_ﬁ(yl+2y2+-.-+(n_1)yn_1), ie{l,...,n}
j=i
1 .
(6) 5i:'yi—E(V1—|—2u2—&—~-~—|—(n—1)Vn,1)7 ie{l,...,n}.
(Above, we set Z;:i vj == 0and v, := 0.) In particular,

_ ‘/'C‘Fk/Fk—l = Ak
M )o(vies, ) =1 (z,F) €g: diag(xr) =6 /Gbouq-
x satisfies (x)

Proof. Lemmas 3.13 and 3.14 imply that
1N Z(g2))7 /Gatem — 8° == {(z, F,) € @: « satisfies (+)}.
Equation (3) implies that pistem and pinouq are given by the formulas

Hstem - ﬁe — Z(g:tem)
(x,Fo) = (W1, Vn—1), v, =x

Fi/Fi_y — T|F/F;
toua: 8 = Z(Ghouq)
(z,Fo) = (71, Yn—1), Yi = Tii + %(m +2U 4 -+ (n—1Dvp_1).
The action of Gpouq = (C*)"~! on g’ is given by the formula (4). a
Proposition 3.16. For a generic (v;+), the condition () automatically holds, that is,

I|F./F.71 =A (E| =\
(x,F,) €g: diag(z) =14 = {(Jc,F.) €yg: dl.?'/F'*l_i(s },
x satisfies (x) iag(z) =
=Yxs

where A and 6 are given by (5) and (6). In particular,
m(u,’y),ﬁ(vv esn_l) = Y)\,B/Gbouqa
where the action of Gyoug is given by (4).

Proof. As ) is generic, z is semisimple and there are eigenvectors vy so that z(vy) = Agvk. If x preserves

CS C C"~!, then there exist |S| many eigenvectors v;, , . . . s Vig) Of 7 in CS. Tt follows that
S|
Z(SS = tr(x|cs) = Z Aijs
ses j=1
contradicting genericity of (v,7). O

Corollary 3.17. For sufficiently generic (v;~y), the variety J\//7//7“ is diffeomorphic to Y3 5 /Goouq-
Proof. Combine Propositions 3.11 and 3.16. O

—~—

4. COHOMOLOGY OF N /T

The goal of this section is to prove Theorem 1.3. We construct vector bundles s on g whose Euler
class is fgr (Lemma 4.1), along with a section whose zero locus is djsoint from Y} ; (Lemma 4.4) and has
maximal codimension (Lemma 4.5).

For a generic A = (Ay,...,\,), write Oy := {(z,F,) € §: z|p,/p._, = MeId|p,/p,_,}. By forgetting the
flag, the subvariety O, of g can be identified with a regular semisimple orbit in g; in particular the group
GL,, acts transitively on O, and the stabilizer is a maximal torus.
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For k € [n], let 7, denote the tautological bundle over the flag variety B where the fiber over F, € B
is the vector space Fj,. The bundle F;, has a natural T-equivariant structure. Also let x; denote the trivial
bundle B x C, endowed with the action of T" given by t - (F,, z) = (tF., ai(t)z), where ay;: T — C* is the
character t = (¢1,...,t,) — tg.

It is well-known (see e.g. [ , Ex 3.1.2, Prop 4.4.1]) that there is an isomorphism

Clb xy/w b] = Hp(B)
g = o] (Fi/Fr-1)Y)
Y = cf (Xn)-
As O, is a retract of g, there is an isomorphism
() Clb xp/w b] = H7(Ox),
wy, = cf (P (Fr/Fre1) "))
yk = 1 (" (),
where p: g — Band i: Oy — g denote the vector bundle map and inclusion respectively.

Lemma 4.1. Under the isomorphism (<), the equivariant Euler class of the bundle

Esri=1"p" ((@(fs/fsl)v> ® (EB X/ ))
ses teT

corresponds to the polynomial fs r(x,y) € Clb xq,w b] = H5(O5).
Proof. The bundle &g 7 is a direct sum of the line bundles
Ersyqry = VP (Fo/Fom1)' @ X)) seStel,
and the equivariant Euler class of £,y (4} is identified with x; — y; under (). O
For an integer s and a point (z, F,) € O, write
M) = (z — Ay -Id)o--- o0 (2 — Ay_y - 1d).
Also write z1, ..., z, for the coordinate functions on C".
Lemma 4.2. There is a T-equivariant section of £y 1y — Ox given by
Plsniny: Ox = Epiny
(z, Fo) = ((x, F), (20 0 ML)

F,®1)
Proof. Observe that the linear map M preserves the flag F, and acts by the zero map on each Fj,/Fj_;
for1 <k < s— 1. In particular M. és) acts by the zero matrix on Fs_,; thus, the function

(210 M{)|p,: Fs = C

vanishes on F;_;. Hence ¢ is a section of £y 13 — Oax.
Furthermore, for any a = diag(as, . ..,a,) € T, we compute that

(Zt o M(S)

ara—1

Mar, ® 1= (a2 0 Mggs)”an ®1
= (2t 0 M{)|ap, ® a;
hence ¢ is equivariant. O

Lemma 4.3. The zero locus of

VST = @ Oty On = Esr

seS
teT

is the set
Zsqi={(z,F,) € Oy: v, € C"\T forall s € S}, where z(vy) = A\gvs.

For subsets S, T C [n] with |S| + |T| = n, every (x, Fy) € Zs 1 satisfies x(C"\T) = C[PI\T,
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Proof. The zero locus of g consists of points (x, F,) € Oy such that (z; o Ma(js))\ r,: Fs — Cis the zero
function for all s € S and ¢ € T. This is equivalent to the condition that v, € CI"\T for all s € S.

When |S| = n — |T|, the eigenvectors v, of x span CI"\T' Tt follows that every (x, F.) € Zs 1 preserves
the coordinate subspace C["\T. O

Lemma 4.4. For subsets S, T C [n] with |S| + |T| = n and generic (X, §), the varieties Zs r and Y) s are disjoint.
Proof. Recall that Y\ 5 = {(z, F,) € O,: diag(z) = 0}. Lemma 4.3 asserts that any (x, F,) € Zg r satisfies

z(CPN\T) = C["\T | 50 that
Z 0; = tr(x‘c[n]\T) = Z As,
i€[n\T s€S
contradicting the genericity of (A, d). O
Lemma 4.5. For subsets S, T C [n] with |S| + |T| = n, we have codimoe, (Zs 1) = rk(Es,1) = |S| - |T.

Proof. The group GL, acts transitively on O, by conjugation, and the stabilizer of any point is a maximal
torus. The subspace Zg r C O, is an orbit of the subgroup
G :={g € GL,: g(CI"\T) = c["\T}
={(9ij) € GLyp: gop =0foralla € [n]\ T and b € T}
and in particular the stabilizer of any point is an n-dimensional torus. Rearranging the equality dim(GL,,) —
dim(0,) = dim(G) — dim(Zg,r) gives
codimoe, (Zs,r) = codimgr,, (G)
= (n = |T)IT|
= [S]-[T. O

Theorem 1.3. The inclusion Y — g induces a surjection

Clb <y w b] = Hy(g) — Hr(Yas) = H*(N)/T)
and the kernel contains the functions {fs r: |S| + |T| = n}.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. We first prove surjectivity. There are inclusions

P8 = {(x,y, 0, B) € N (Z(ay)) - @i, injective} < T (Z(g))).

Since (A, 0)%° /G, is a smooth Nakajima quiver variety, the composite map induced on cohomology

HE, (pt) = Hg, (01 (Z(83)) = He, ({(x.y, 0, 8) € p~ (Z(gv)"): @i, p injective}) = HE (1" (A, 8)"*)

is surjective by Kirwan surjectivity (Theorem 3.4); in particular, the map 7 is surjective. Lemma 3.14 implies
that the map 7 descends to the map

n: Hg, .. (8) > HE, (Yas)

induced by the inclusion Y s < g, where Gpouq acts as the torus of diagonal matrices whose bottom right
entry is 1.
The composite map Gpouq — Tar. — Tpcr is an isomorphism, and it follows that 7 is a surjection

Hy, . (8) = Hr,, (Yrs). Corollary 3.17 guarantees that Hz,, . (Y s) = H*(NJJT).

We now show that the kernel contains the functions fs . As the quotient T' = Ts;, — Tpcr, induces
isomorphisms H7.(g) = Hr, ., (9) and Hy (Y 5) = Hy, . (Yas) it suffices to show that fs 7 vanishes under
H:(g) - H;(Yys). Lemma 4.1 asserts that eu” (£s.7) = fsr. As the zero locus Zg 7 of our section ¢g

of £ has maximum possible codimension (Lemma 4.5), we have eu” (€s7) = [Zs.7]T in H3(O)) ([ ,
§2.3]). Finally, fundamental classes [V]7 € H3(X) vanish under the restriction H}(X) — Hi(X \'V)
(I , pg- 398]), and the varieties Z and Y}, s are disjoint (Lemma 4.4); in particular fs 7 = [Zs r]T vanishes

under H7(0y) — H7y (Y s). Since the inclusion Oy — g induces an isomorphism in cohomology, the result
follows. U
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Remark 4.6. Theorem 1.3 implies that J\//i/ﬁ has vanishing odd cohomology. (The vanishing of odd coho-

mology is known for all smooth quiver varieties [ , Thm 7.3.5].)

—————TxB/U
Because T*(G/U) ad is a zero-dimensional (non-reduced) scheme, its coordinate ring is also finite-

dimensional as a C-algebra.
As Theorem 1.3 gives a surjective map between two finite-dimensional C-algebras, the Hikita conjecture
in fact predicts that the map in Theorem 1.3 is an isomorphism. A

APPENDIX A. OTHER EXAMPLES OF CONJECTURE 1.4

Let e € NV be a nilpotent matrix with Jordan type given by a partition ), and let ¢¥ be a nilpotent matrix
with Jordan type given by the transpose partition A’. The closure X of the nilpotent orbit containing e is
a symplectic singularity and its symplectic dual X" is the Slodowy slice in N through eV ([ ). This
behavior is an instance of the “matching of strata” phenomenon in [ , §5.3]. Below, we give examples
of Conjecture 1.4 arising from the duality between nilpotent orbits and Slodowy slices.

Example A.1. Let X = Oy, be the minimal nilpotent orbit closure in type A,,. Then X" is the Slodowy slice
through a subregular nilpotent matrix; in particular X' = C2/4,, can be expressed as the Nakajima quiver
variety 9 (1, 0) for the affine A,, Dynkin quiver.

The coordinate ring of the Hamiltonian reduction X /T := {x € O, : diag(x) = 0}//T is isomorphic to
C; thus X /T is a point. On the other hand, X" = T*C" is smooth and the fixed point subscheme (X1)7""
is one reduced point.

In this case, the Hikita conjecture

H* (E//ﬁ) ~C [(XI*T)T!'T}
holds as both sides are isomorphic to C. A

Example A.2. Let X be the Slodowy slice through a nilpotent matrix whose Jordan type has one block of
size n — 2 and another block of size 2, so that X" is the nilpotent orbit closure

X' = {2 € Nu, : 2% = 0, dim img(z) = 2}.

The variety X' has an interpretation as the Nakajima quiver variety M o((2), (n)) associated to the quiver
with one vertex and no edges [ ]

A result of Maffei [ ] guarantees that X is the Nakajima quiver variety 9 o(v, w) for the A,,_;
Dynkin quiver, where v = (1,2,2,...,2,2,1) and w = (0,1,0,...,0,1,0). The torus T acting on X can
be identified with the residual action of [, ; GL(w;); in particular X //T" is the Nakajima quiver variety
M.0(v’,0) for the affine D,, Dynkin quiver with v/ equal to the minimal imaginary root (see Figure 3). In
particular X /T is the Kleinian singularity C*/D,,.

1 1 1 1

a [m] [ ] [ ]
1 2 2 2 2 1 \2 2 2 2/
[ ] [ ] [ [ ] [ [ ]

P

FIGURE 3. Left: The A,,_; Dynkin quiver defining the Slodowy slice X. Right: The affine
D,, Dynkin quiver, with dimension vector v/, defining X /T = C?/D,,.

On the other hand, X" = T* Hom(C2, C") J/SL5 is the minimal nilpotent orbit closure in sogy, [ , Prop
3.18]. In this case, the Hikita conjecture for X /T and X YT was verified in [ ]. A

Remark A.3. Now swap the roles of X and X Yin Example A.2: Let X be the nilpotent orbit closure
X ={x € Ny, : 2° = 0,dimimg(z) = 2}.
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Then X' is the Nakajima quiver variety M o(v, w) for the type A,,_; quiver, where v = (1,2,2,...,2,2,1)
and w = (0,1,0,...,0,1,0) and X is the Nakajima quiver variety 9, o((2), (n)) associated to the quiver
with one vertex and no edges.
In this case, the Hamiltonian reduction X /T is the Nakajima quiver variety 9 o(v,0) associated to
the star shaped quiver Q5" with vertices {*} U {1,2,...,n}, edges {{*,4}: i € [n]}, and dimension vector
"=(2;1,...,1) (see Figure 4).

1 1
. .

1 \2/ 1
’ ERN

o
1
°
FIGURE 4. Left: The quiver defining the nilpotent orbit X in the case n = 8. Right: The star
quiver Q%***, with dimension vector v”, defining X //T, also for n = 8.

By [ , Thm 5.1, Prop 5.20] (see also [ , (4.58)]), the corresponding BFN Coulomb branch M¢
associated to Q5" can be identified with the Hamiltonian reduction M(Q, v, w)// [, SL(v;), where Q is
the type A,,_3 Dynkin quiver, v = (2,2,...,2,2),and w = (2,0, ...,0,2). In particular, X /T is conjecturally
symplectic dual to M = X" (see Figure 5).

2 2

a a

L] L] L] L] L]
SL2 SL2 SL2 SL2 SL2

FIGURE 5. The variety M, for n = 8, as a Hamiltonian reduction of the form (7* Hom(C?, C?))% //(SLs)®.

The variety ?/7/? = My o(v”,0) has appeared in the literature as the hyperpolygon space and the coho-
mology is known [ , Thm 7.1] (see also [ , Thm 3.1, Thm 3.2]) to be
H*(X///T) = (C[Zla sy Z7L7p]/I7

where I is the ideal generated by all elements p — 22 as well as all monomials of degree 2(n — 2), where
deg(z;) := 2 and deg(p) := 4. The Hikita conjecture predicts that this ring is also the coordinate ring of

(X ”T)T!’T. To the best of our knowledge, this case of the Hikita conjecture is still open. A

APPENDIX B. BELLAMY-SCHEDLER CRITERION
Recall that the Ringel form on Z?° is defined by
(o, B) = Z a;fi — Z At(a)Bh(a)-
i€Qo a€Q
The corresponding Euler form is defined by
(@, B) = (a, B) + (B, )
(*) =2 Z ;fi — Z (@t(a)Bra) + Bt(a)Xh(a))-

1€Qo acQ

We use a criterion by Crawley-Boevey to determine when v is in Xg:
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Proposition B.1 ([ ,Cor5.7)). If v e N then v € ¥ if and only if v > 0 and (w,v — w) < —2 whenever
weNmdo<w<v.

Henceforth, the quiver @ is fixed to be the augmented bouquet quiver Q;'.

Lemma B.2. The dimension vector v = (1,2,...,n—1;1,1,...,1) is in Xq.
Proof. We use Proposition B.1. Write w = (ws,, ..., Ws, ,;Wp,-..,Ws,), SO that
vVow=(1—-ws,2—wsy,...,(n—1)—ws, ;1 —wp,...,1—wp,).

Replacing w with ¥ — w if necessary, we may assume that w,, , < (n — 1) — w,, ,. Equation (x) reads

(W, v —w —QZwsl — wg, —&—ZZwb (1 —wp,)
=1

n—2 n
=3 (el 1= W) Wy (= w0)) = 3 (w0, (U= w) + (0= 1= g, Y, )
=1 =1

Since wy, € {0,1} we know wy, (1 — wp,) = 0. Furthermore, since w,, , < n — 1 — w,, , the quantity
(w, v — w) maximized when 1 — w;, = 1 for all i. We conclude

n—2

(W, v—w <2z:wS — w, —Z(wsi(i—ﬁ-l—wsiﬂ)—|—wsi+1(i—wsi)>—nwsn_l
=1
n—1 n—2

=2 Z Ws; (l - wsi) - Z (wsi (’L +1- w5i+1) + Ws; 14 (7’ - wsb)) — NWs,,_,
=2 =1

= 2(*w§2 - wfn_l) + 2(ws, ws, + Wy Wsg + + -+ + Wi, _,Ws,_,) — 2Ws,

= (—w?l - ng - win,l) + 2(w81w82 + Wsy,Wsy +o T+ w3n72wsnfl)7

where the first and last equality follow from the fact that w,, € {0,1}.
Let m and M be the minimum and maximum index so that w;_,ws,, # 0. Then

2(*1“51 - wi - w?,,,_l) + 2(ws, ws, + Wy Weg + -+ + W, _,Ws,_,)

is equal to

20—w? —w? ——w? )+ 2w, w +- 4w We,, )

Sm Sm+1 SM Sm YSm+41 SM—1%SM /"
The AM-GM inequality implies that
_U)?m - 2w3m+1 - 2w§1\1,1 - S]u + 2w5mw5m+1 + T + 2/l’USM—lfLUSM S 0
It follows that
2(_wzm - w§m+1 T wSM) + 2(w8mw8m+1 oot wSMfleM) < _wzm - ng <2
since wg,, , Ws,, 7# 0. O
Recall that the vector v is anisotropic if (o, ) < 0.

Lemma B.3. For n > 4, the dimension vector v = (1,2,...,n —1;1,...,1) is anisotropic.

Proof. We compute that

(v, ¥) Z vy — Z Vi(e)Vh(e)

1€Qo eEQ1
n—1 n—1
- (Zﬁ) +n— (Zi(i—i—l))
i=1 i=1
e n(n—1)
2

is negative when n > 4. O
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