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

JEHRZ (RERS)

Abstract

A 7 Springer fiber ® 2 74E 1 U —EROFIRIZEI T % DeConcini-Procesi, Tanisaki
DR % conical symplectic resolution ® =R 1 ¥V —BOFRIC LT 5 T4 %
ERXMT 5. FHEOER(LICIT Braden-Licata-Proudfoot-Webster (2 K 0 f2lE & 7=
symplectic duality & FFIFL D BOHEZ FIV S .

1 Introduction

FH Lie RBOERIGRITEH <26 L<HZES N TE 7203, Hif TIE 2% conical sym-
plectic resolution & FEIEILD & DD EFALOEXHGHIZ ML L L 5 & T DMK ANAT
DIV TWBD. il 213 Lie {3 @ Langlands dual Z 5 & 9 #ED conical symplectic res-
olution ~D—#AL D X 5724 D & LT, symplectic dual & FE{XAL 5 B/ conical symplectic
resolution 23MF(ET 2 L WIFF STV 5. AFf Tl conical symplectic resolution @ =1 75 &
1 ¥ —Eg % symplectic dual Z W CTRRR ¥ 5 PAREIZOW TR~ S . Z o THEDFE & 7
LR L LT, A% Springer fiber & FEEN 5 RESARE D aRE v P —BROFRIZE T
% DeConcini-Procesi & Tanisaki (2 X 555K 238 5 DT, £F 2 OFERIZ OV TR HLIZFL
T 5.

1.1 Springer fibers of type A

YL EERHT S, §1TIEGE=SL, 7%, 2ZTGIXC ELoOREHELEART. g%
GO Lieff¥, B C G % E=A1THI2K) 5725 Borel Hi0RE, b 22D Lieff¥, T C B%
KHATTHNEEN B 72 5 Cartan Hi08E, t 72O Lie ¥ & 55, N C g 2 mZFTHNEIEND
72 DA BN ARIR GEEHE) L35, e e NITX LT, e lZfHifid % Springer fiber B, %

B.={gB € G/B|Ad(g) e € b}

TERT L. TSR G/B OO RESZERIETH Y, BHITHND X OB, 1%
AR 2 BR N T e OIBIHD RIKAF T 5. HAZREE 2RV T B, 13 smooth T2 <,
BERITH a0,

Springer fiber D L 5 7B ERIK A B 2 D28 & L CIIRBiwm & Ok A 2 L~ TO
BIRR 5. BIZITED ) B b EARNZ S D L L TIXIRO Springer Xf i3 d 5.

Theorem 1 (Springer). H*(B,, C) (ZIE BRI n xRl S, 23MEH L, e @ Jordan block
Dtype DA FnDEE &, DERIE L TCH2IMEB)N B, C)~ Ly L7dD. ZZTLyITANC
KI5 6, DEEIRBLTH S,
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E<HBNTND L HIZ S, DEERNRBILn O5EIE 15 1IZXHE L TWD., — T
FATHNOIATA S Jordan IEEFZOBERIZ LD n OFI & 1% 1IZxG LT\ 5. Springer
KNTFEFATHIOIEIA L S, ODBREBR OB OIS E n O FI 2B TICEL TWnD
EERD.

G B—fxD¥Hfi7 C EOREFEDL AT b [FERIZ Springer fiber (TEFKTE, £D =
RET T Weyl BEW BEAT 5. W OBERIRBOSDIE L FRARIC TE 55, ARDY
B LT LEMEIC R B T2 DR EIIEIE T 5.

Example 2. e 7% regular @ & &, 37206 Jordan type 28 (n) D& &, B, = pt &2 0,
HO(BE, (C) ~ triv = L(n)

Example 3. ¢ = 0 ® & &, Jordan type IZ (1") T B, = G/B I3HEZRERERIZR S,
BEZARIKRD 2R En V—BRIIRAERER Clry, ..., 2./ (Clay, ..., z,)5") L RBST &8
LTHETHY, RAERXERITIL G, DEHARIZENT . EkEmROaREr P—I37EHE
H1§i<]’§n($i - xj) T%E%ﬂ/bé 1 ykﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬁﬁf&) U] s H2dim(G/B)(G/B, C) =~ sgn = L(ln) L
5.

Example 4. ¢ 73 subregular D & X, T72bb A A=(n—1,1) DL X B ldn—- 1D P ®
chain £ 72 %. 2D L & H*(B.,C)ldn— 1 RIC THMREDORILE LTt~ L1y & AR,
F7-HYB,,C) =~ triv £ 72 5. BRI B, 1% A, BRSO Fe/ Ny 5L SRS O BIAME S
E—ELTEY, G ZMmoBMAERECE Y 2 T ADE BUR: B 5 o0 fie/ )Ny 22 s i o 11
HEENHTL 5.

1.2 Cohomology ring of Springer fibers of type A

—fZ\Z Springer fiber DFHIRD AFER T —(FHZ D Z ENH LN TS (DeConcini-
Lusztig-Procesi [9]). &o> TEDaREr P—RITAMHERIZ/R 5. AW Springer fiber DY
BT E R ER G H(G/B,C) — H*(B.,C) 24T & 720 | Z O AHERITRAERERE D
M & LTRRIICREE 32 2 L3 T 5.

A BT 2 REHEE Oy TRL, 0, #Z0ME L T2, N TADIRELRT Z
O R

Theorem 5 (DeConcini-Procesi [10], Tanisaki [22]). e € Oy & T 5. ZD & T RHAfFE AR
HeLT
H*(Be, C) = C[tN Oyr].

22 TtNOyr (3 g TOAF—LGHIILEID Th YV, Z OEFEROWEITIC ~ g, s- X =
sT2X, ML FBEEINAI N O ~DC LV EED.

CtNOyr] IZIFHERIZ &, BMEA L, Z oRALL H*(By, C) ~D &, fEA & compatible |2
75, AROGE, BEVEOMOOER FERA L L TIpl 21X [22) TP S Weyman
([24) IC Ko TREH SN b DORE BTV D, Zha HOUZER O % L v BRHIC
FRTHILHLTED.

Example 6. e = 0D : & A= (1") THY AT = (n), ko TOw =N ThHDH. X =
()i €Eg & LIzl 2, N CgDEHRERTENL det(t] — X) =t"ICk-oTHE2LND. Th
ZXHAATINCHIBRT 2 & (t—211)(t —x92) -+ (E—Tpn) =" &2V tNN C tDEFRFTFEK
L2y e bOEARRHATEHZ NS, Lo TCHNN] = Clay, ..., z,)/ (Clay, ..., 2,]$") ~
H*(G/B,C).
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Remark 7. %D Springer fiber ~DO—#AVIZES L TITE AR & L THIAIX (7] 23
FNHILTWED, —RIIIREBA R E LTORAE E W I ETOERILIZIT /> TWHau.

—#%1Z Springer fiber 1% Slodowy variety & FEIEAL % conical symplectic resolution & 7
ERE—[FETHLZENMOLNTEY, FFZZoarstr U—RIIFMNTHS. KfETix
@ DeConcini-Procesi-Tanisaki O F % & U —#% D conical symplectic resolution (ZHE5E
TLZ L ERAD.

2 Conical symplectic resolutions

Z Z TlZ conical symplectic resolution @ EFCME, BEARBIZONWTE LD D,

2.1 Definition

M % smooth algebraic symplectic variety, w % % @ _E® symplectic form &9 5.

Definition 8 (conical symplectic resolution). I & Z Z~D S = C* fEH DA (I, S) A3
conical symplectic resolution T % & %

1. £ € Zo DFIEL T s*w = stw, s € S,
2. m: M — My := Spec C[IM] I& projective birational,
3. C[mqo = C? (C[m]<0 = 07

DD NDZ E&HF 9. 22 TCM; 1 S-weight 25 i DE D Z2ZFR L, C[IMN] o = Bi<oC[M];
Thb.

Mo (F normal TH Y, ME—D S [EE 5L 0 ZFi-D. A7 conical symplectic resolution
DIEE LLTHAIZERD L5 72 b0O85 5.

Proposition 9. (9M,S) % conical symplectic resolution &3 %5. Z D & ZWMALY NED.
1. Rm.Om =~ Omy, SF O 9, 1LATFS B 5 5.
2. 9M & €= 1Y (0) AT  E—RIE, HHC HY (I, C) ~ H*(£,C).
3. &CMiE Lagrangian subvaricty.

Bl Z 13 M BIRIZIE R D Slodowy variety DIGE %% 24U, £ 13 Springer fiber & —%
T 5.

2.2 Springer resolutions and Slodowy varieties

FAHY72 conical symplectic resolution O] & LT, Springer resolution & FETILD & DA &
Z) G % C EON-HMAREHRE, B %% Borel 14 \ﬁ U% BOFEHRE T C B % Cartan
RE, No C g := Lie(G) #EEH#H L T 5.

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

% Springer resolution & FE5. g O GAETIHIMERWHEZEEL, g & g ZF—HT 5
E NG X T*(G/B) ERENZ2 Y | > T smooth ThH U, 7>D symplectic form #FfF>. &
255 2 R ~DHHES 7« N — Ng I projective 730 birational Tdb 5. Ng ~D S EF X

s-(gB,X)=(¢9B,s?X)IcLV 52 %.
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Proposition 10. Ng I conical symplectic resolution G, % ® affinization (% Ng.

LV —KIZB C P C Gz siEL LizL &, T*(G/P) I conical symplectic
resolution (272 %. H727IZ M % smooth algebraic variety & L72 & &, T*M 73 conical
symplectic resolution (272572 61X, 5 G & PIZOWT M ~G/P 75724595 &9
T B % (Demailly, Campana, Peternell).

7, Springer resolution % FEFEHIE O slice (2R 5 Z & THID conical symplectic
resolution 31§ HN%. e € Ng HETC, (e, h, [) & e Z&Eiesly-triple &35, 3,(f) Z gD
HITTO f D centralizer &35, 2D E X S. = (e+35,(f)) N Ng % Slodowy slice & FFUY, £

=~ Springer resolution OfIfE% 7 : S, — S, £E< . S, % Slodowy variety & 5. S,
~D S EH is (gB X) = (s"gB,s?Ad(s") X) IcL VW EDDH. ZOEHIZe e S. B S, D
ME—D S EERIZ/RD X IITED TV D.

Proposition 11. §e I¥ conical symplectic resolution T, % @ affinization I% S..

2.3 Properties of conical symplectic resolutions

£ U IEHBA72 conical symplectic resolution (ZB89 2 — XAy ME & L T, D Kaledin (2
EBRERP BN TND

Theorem 12 (Kaledin [13]). 1. HR{EO strata I X % stratification My = UM, T
& > TH M, 7 smooth symplectic (2725 & DBRFET H.

2. fEED p e M, 1Z%F LT formal symplectic variety f/;) DEIEL T, My D p TORA
IEHTM, O p TORREEEE Y, DEMICFERE 2%,

3. 7 ¥ semi-small, D F ¥ codimgp,{x € My | dim7 ! (x) > d} > 2d PMEED d € Zsg
(RS R P AVAS R4S

4. Hdd(9, C) = 0.

LB D M, & My D symplectic leaf & LS. 2 1E M = Ny DA, symplectic
leaf IZFEFEBUEIC /2 5. F7- 2D L X Y, 1% Slodowy slice DIEREHETEZ b5, A%
KOARET =R D LD FEIE, M = S, 0HE % E 2 Uik o Springer fiber

1Z%xt9° % DeConcini-Lusztig-Procesi @F%%ﬁfﬁﬁﬂé F 72 w23 semi-small THDH Z &1
R, Cop[dim 9] 75 perverse sheaf IZ72 5 Z & L EWZ 5 2 & b T, REGRRICH %
2% ETHETHD FELLIL[8] 25 M.

2.4 Quantization of conical symplectic resolutions

wiZ LY Ogy 1E Poisson (RELDELE Z £5->. My D smooth locus EIZ&H 5 symplectic form
ZH\% & smooth locus | @ Poisson #&E 25 E £ 5723, My 23 normal THDHZ LB i
1T My BIRIZIEDD . Z D Poisson (RED w1k & LT, #kx RRBGHIIIZERD & 53K
NEELIND.

Definition 13 (quantization). (9, w) O&EF{k & %

1. Q: M LA T CIA-ILD (Zariski (AT BT 5) BT - T hEhrAfic
LT b 0
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2. Q/hQ ~ O : RILD R

DAL TIH > T Q/hQ AT/ 5 Z LN HEFE S 415 Poisson REXDHEED R Q/hQ ~
Ogy & compatible (272D X5 R b DEF 9.

QM w) T (M, w) DETFALOFRBBEDES ZHFT Z LICT 5. 2D L XROFERENH
HRTNS.

Theorem 14 (Bezrukavnikov-Kaledin [2]). H#R72 454t (noncommutative period map &
FREN D)
Per : Q(9M,w) = H*(M, C)[A]

PAFET 5.
Per(Q) = 0 & 72 5 & F{b % canonical REF(L LS. £/, SIEZMWD & SAZ

BREAAOMEEERTHIENTED. 1272 L RO S-weight 124 L%, Q(IM,w)° TS
FEREFLORMEOEGERTZLICT D, ZOEERPMLATND,

Proposition 15 (Losev [17]). Per [T DEHH 2358 T 5
Q(M,w)* = H*(M, C)

Qe QM w)S &T5. D:=Qrh Y tEx, Dim)C D% D) := Q' D(m) =
D0 IC R W ED D, A:=T(M,D)S &9 % & T filtration A(0) C A(1) C...C A
(A(m) :=T(M, D(m))®) #FibH, gr AL C[M] & kL& Poisson {4k & L CRBICR .
SFEY A CON DEFbE G2 D, BIZIEM = Ng DL & H(NG,C) ~ ¢ ThY,
Per(Q) = et b A~U(g)/(Kerxy) &£72%. 22 TU(g) 1Xg DEBAKERTH D,
Z(g) X2 DFET D E xy: Z(g) = ClZ highest weight A — p @ Verma JNEE O .0 FEEE
Thd (2pFBTOENL— LDFN). L7zh > T DA conical symplectic resolution @ &
FALDOERBGREBEZD Z LT g DRIMEZZ D Z LITHET D,

2.5 Other examples
fliz &
e S3-variety : Slodowy variety DRI (F:12 S, %2 T*(G/P) & &ip)

e hypertoric variety : C?" @ h—7 A2 X % Hamiltonian reduction T#& - T smooth 72
HD

e C? L n Ao Hilbert 2% — A Hilb"(C?), &2 WEE Y —fRIZ C*/T @ crepant res-
olution ™ n ;L Hilbert A % — A Hilb"(C2/T") (I’ C SLy : A BRE I HE)

e P? o framed torsion-free sheaf ® moduli ZZ[#

e affine Grassmannnian G((€))/G[e] D G[e]-HuBED AT D TDRID Ge]-#iE D transver-

sal slice @ resolution (#7E 9 1UiX)
e quiver variety

72 78 conical symplectic resolution O & L THIHIL TV S,
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2.6 Poisson deformation

BEIZIR 72 K 912 M OIEFH T W ~DEE D /8T A —Z1EtY .= H2 (MM, C) THZHNT
WD, [RRRIC AT F TR ~DE DO/ T A —2 HtV THZ LD Z ENMLI TS, =
Z COEIIE Poisson f&E DT — HiAHTEZD.

(X,{,}) & Poisson A% —AL LT 5. Artc Z//APT ArtinC-fREL (A, my) TH>T A/my ~
CenbDDRTEETSD. (Amy) € Artc IZX LT, (X, {,}) DS = Spec(A) FHEFR/
Poisson £ & 1%, S X — S & S Erelative 72 Poisson #1& {, } : Ox x Oy — Oy ®
HTHS Tmy IS TDRICHIRLZEE (X, D) BT HLOIRBODZLEED.
PDx T (A,mu) 2% LTS Ed Poisson ’Z{ﬁ/iﬁi@ﬁ/\é’ﬂméﬁé Arte 7 HHES OE
~OBTFEET. Z0LE, MM D Poisson BT U THIZ XKD L 5 7 Hnm s
naTnsg.

Theorem 16 (Namikawa [19], [20], [21]). BA F OME 2 72 3 Al KBS FAET 5.

M—M,

/| ls

v —h>tv/W
1. WITAREE (Namikawa Weyl #E & FEZIL D) T, W ItV IZ/EHT 5.

2. M =tV My — tV/W OJFHTO formal completion (% PDgy, PDoy, % pro-represent
T 5. FRZ f7H0) = M 23> g1 (h(0)) =~ M.

3.tV OFREORKIE 1 OBELL 22 HY = {HY PFEL T, t etV IcxtL, f1(t) 2

2.7 Grothendieck simultaneous resolutions

M = Ng DA, EoERICEIN % AH#ERA 1T Grothendieck simultaneous resolution & L
TESCABNIDI/ D, ZOLX Y " L7, WRTE —DBEETIUTEY ~ t &£ b

% . ¥ 7= Namikawa Weyl #1387 O Weyl #f & — ﬁ(?‘é Moy~gThHV, i My— tV/W
IXEARS g — g)G ~t/ WiV Exbnd. MIZ

9:={(gB,X)€G/Bxg|Ad(g) ' X €b}

THZBH, M =tV 1T Ad(g) I X D b/[b,b] ~ t TOBREXIESEDLZ L THLND.
M — Mo IZBE 2 ~DHE L35, ZD & &, HY IX coroot WE® D hyperplane & —E
TH(ZZTIEHY =t EARLTND). L7 > T—ED conical symplectic resolution (&
%925 HY I coroot hyperplane DL THDH EF 2 5.

g—9

|

f— t/W

F72,9 — g small &EMEHINDHMHE 2729 Z & & generic (Z1F W-covering (2725 TW
5 Z e Yealk @ Springer fiber D A RE T U —~O WAEHADERK TX 5. —#IZ conical
symplectic resolution @ = 7€ 1 ¥ —(Z13 Namikawa Weyl BE2MEH 3 5.
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3 Conjectures

3.1 Category O

Braden-Licata-Proudfoot-Webster (Z X ¥ #18 & #172 symplectic duality Tl conical sym-
plectic resolution (ZBID BWT = C* EHB A DRI EE 2 5. LLF, conical symplectic
resolution &% Z~® TEH O (MM, S, T) ICRDOFMHZARET 5.

1. T ® M ~DOFER X Hamiltonian TH Y, S DIEH & A,
2. MUTAHIRES.

3. My @ minimal symplectic leaf I& {o}.

Q€ QM w) MNE 8§24 THRAREX DML A ZHRT D E, AIIXT BMERAT
5. D weight ~DNfiR% A = @AY EEL. O, ZHRAER AMBETH - T A2 0
locally finite (IZIEHT 2 6O DE L5, £72 O, & “good” 72 S-FIZ D-MEETH -
T support 28 MMT := {p € M | limps; 0t - p exists} ICADHDONGeHE &35 (FEMIE
[3] ). N

B ZIEIM = Ng TETALD/NT A —H 3 regular, D F Y Weyl BEOIEAIZEET 5 sta-
bilizer 2 HIZ72 5 & %, O, X BGG category O & LT g DRIGHIZE W TEHN LIS
AVTWTZFE & [RMEIC 72 5. 18> T O, 1 category O @ conical symplectic resolution ~®
—fib L 72D, S HIT g DR BLGE CTEHERG R TH 5 Beilinson-Bernstein, Brylinski-
Kashiwara O RFHLEEEDOFBL L LT, ZLDRTA=F T Oy = Oy Y SLO T L3
HNTWD ([4]). RPFHMEEBNRE Y LD & &, O TED category O KT Z LIZT 5. £
220D FAD/NNT A—=ZPNH (M Z) 12T 8L L&, 5T 2 O, XEFEEIC2 D Z
EBEHILTVD ([3]).

3.2 Symplectic duality

M, S,T) % LD LIv L35, G%S &A[#i7 M @O Hamiltonian symplectomorphism @
RTREE TS TAUIERMREEEC D TC GET 250 (M—0) MK h—F & (cf.
B]), W4 G D Weyl B L T2, MITxT 5 coroot (IEMEIZIZZENNED % hyperplane) O
BESITBEIZ R <7223, M IZxT 2 root D&, M = MT C 9 @ normal bundle (ZH
5 T-weight & L TERTDHIENTED (BIAIL[18]). H Z M D root WED D t D
hyperplane DA & 5.

Conjecture 17 (Braden-Licata-Proudfoot-Webster [3]). 5? conical symplectic resolution
ERWCEHOM (M, W' SH T (symplectic dual & FEEIVS) 2MFEL T, M 1SRG T
LRI 25 2 LicT D L

1. O & O'1F Koszul dual (cf. [1]). & Z TELD/IT X —H (T “integral” 72 H D & B
% (cf. [3]).

2. W W oW~ W
3tV et ot (1Y), DEVERNT A =L LRENRT A—EZRANEDS.
4. HY =H In>H = (HY)', 2F Y coroot hyperplane & root hyperplane 2 AL 5.

5. etc.
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Remark 18. (M, w', S, T') @ symplectic dual i% (9, w, S, T).
il & U TIXLL F Ok 727 23 symplectic dual TH2H EEZHNTWND.

o Ni & Ngv I3 symplectic dual (GY 1% G @ Langlands A xt).
o AT S3 variety (351D A Y S3 variety & symplectic dual.
e hypertoric variety |351® (Gale dual 72) hypertoric variety & symplectic dual.

e Hilb{ (C?) (Hilb"(C?) DI ZARMA T IH > THDOE LA A7 5 locus) 14 Hilby (C?)
& symplectic dual.

—~—

e Hilb™(C2/(Z/rZ)) 1L P? E® rank r, c = n ® framed torsion free sheaf ® moduli &
symplectic dual.

e ADE ! quiver variety (TdH-> TRWC EHZFSH D) 138 % affine Grassmannian
? slice (T d o T resolution ZF£F-> % D) & symplectic dual.

Remark 19. M, 233 kIO N = 4 HxiFRT — P ELER O Higgs branch & FEENL L H D &
—ET 5 & x, M ITEDOF— VHGER D Coulomb branch (cf. [5]) EFEHEND & DIZ/R D &
HiffshTnsg.

3.3 Conjectures

AKBEIZK Y, DeConcini-Procesi-Tanisaki @ EFLD conical symplectic resolution ~M—
fBIZOWTOTHREZERRD., FFRLFOHEFHE LT, HEZC EERSNIC =T A X =
Spec(R) % C EDOT 7 4 v AX—LTho>THMEHTHLDE LTz &, TOEERA
X—2u XH % ROFTHERIZET S weight 2% 0 TZ2\ > homogeneous 72 76 2K TH K,
SINDATTNVTERIND X OB AT —LEERTDH. ZOLETFRITROL I
ERfbENn5.

Conjecture 20 ([12]). 99t & ' % symplectic dual O & x| WEHfFE %L LT

H* (901, ©) =~ C[(m})"],
H* (9, C) ~ C[(M)7].

ZZTCTHUOWEIES, STEANLEES HD.

Bl ZIEG =SL, &£ L,e € N % Jordan type 2’ A CH-2 b DS LT 5. sy
HBCPCG%, ZDLeviFhHED block DRE SN A TEHEZBND L IITHD. 2ok
&, S, @ symplectic dual 1L T*(G/P) TH v, £/ T*(G/P) @ affinization (X Oyr THH Z
ERPInD. LT O O T-EERAF—AEAF— LGaHIFEET 5 tN Oy (Tl72 5720,
L7235 TM = S, DA, THEO L4513 DeConcini-Procesi-Tanisaki D EERIZIRAET 5.
I Z DGEICTRED TN 0 S22 & 9 #1223, DeConcini-Procesi-Tanisaki ™
TEH & LD conical symplectic resolution |2 —f#fL L L 5 E W IRADERIZH S.

Theorem 21 ([12]). Z® 481X A 4 S3 variety, hypertoric variety, Hilby (C?) D35&IZIE
L.
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9

AEIEAE 2 DA LN TN D 2R Er U—B ORI & AV CTHRIIZFEA % 7E 5
ZEIZRVELND. HrOaRERr —EREORLRIL, AR S3 variety DG 1T [6], hy-
pertoric variety O34 1% [11] X° [15], Hilby (C?) D4 1% [16] R0 [23] THILN TS, F
7=, Kamnitzer-Tingley-Webster-Weekes-Yacobi I£ Z O FAED 245 % M 2 ADE ! quiver
variety DEGIZFER LTV 5 ([14]).

& AT H (O, C) 121X Namikawa Weyl B W 2B RI/EH L TWD. —FTW I
C[M)TIZHARIZERA LTV D, > TRO XD ICTRTZZLIFARTH DL EEbLS.

Conjecture 22. THEOFRAIIW ~ W', W' ~ W /E & compatible.

F 72, symplectic duality (ZIWTIIETE/NNT A —F LRIZENRT A= B ANEDD Z
EEEZDLE, ROXIITTRTE S,

Conjecture 23. Theorem 16 OFL 5D IL T, BT ERE L LT
H, (900, C) ~ C[My],
Hy (O, ©) = C{(E xw Mo)T).

Tl symplectic form ZROBEAEFICET 2 RIL aRE R P—%2F 2 72203, symplectic
form Z{R-> T2 WSHERICET AREAaREr =B L THLROLHICTFETHZ L
P TED. A% canonical REFILNOEE D CM] DETFILE T 5. Al filtration ZFFD
DT, ZD Rees NI A, Z2HEXHZENTED. ZZThiFRees (VAT S & X2
ZHNDHNRTA—=ETh%D. A % T-weight 23 k O T 5.

Conjecture 24. & REE LT

HE (D, C) = A/ (Y A RAD).

k>0

7272 L HY (pt) ~ C[H] & & 72,
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