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Generalized Springer correspondence for symmetric spaces
associated to orthogonal groups

Toshiaki Shoji and Gao Yang

ABSTRACT. Let G = GLy(k), where k is an algebraically closed field of chk # 2,
and 6 an involutive automorphism of G such that H = (G?)° is isomorphic to
SOnN (k). Then G = {g € G | 6(g) = g~ '} is regarded as a symmetric space
G/GY. Let G, be the set of unipotent elements in G**. H acts on G'°. by

uni

the conjugation. As an analogue of the generalized Springer correspondence in
the case of reductive groups, we establish in this paper the generalized Springer
correspondence between H-orbits in GYY; and irreducible representations of various
symmetric groups.

INTRODUCTION

In [L1], Lusztig established the theory of generalized Springer correspondence for
reductive groups. Let G be a connected reductive group, and G,; the set of unipo-
tent elements in G. Gyy,; has finitely many conjugacy classes, and let .4 be the set
of pairs (C, &), where C is a unipotent class, and & is a G-equivariant simple (Q;-)
local system on C'. Lusztig gave a notion of cuspidal pairs for ¢, and showed that
A has a natural partition
Ne =[] 4.
ceSa

Here .4 is the set of isomorphism classes of the triples (L, Cp, &L), where L is a
Levi subgroup of some parabolic subgroup of G, and (Cp, &%) is a cuspidal pair on
L. He showed that #;, = Ng(L)/L is a Coxeter group, and that there exists a

natural bijection between ,/VG(C) and the set #/" of irreducible representations of #7,
over Q;, namely,

*) Ao~ 1 7,

(L,CL,6L)

where (L, Cp, &) runs over the classes in .. (*) is a generalization of the Springer
correspondence, which is a natural injective map W — A5, where W is the Weyl
group of G. The correspondence ,/VG(C) ~ W/ is obtained by considering a certain
semisimple perverse sheaf on G arising from a finite Galois covering related to #7,
and by restricting each simple component to G ;.

In this paper, we consider a similar problem for symmetric spaces associated
to orthogonal groups. Let G = GL,(k), where k is an algebraically closed field
of odd characteristic. We consider an involutive automorphism 6 : G — G such
that its subgroup GY of f-fixed points is isomorphic to Oy (k). Put H = (GY)°.
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Let ¢ : G — G be the anti-automorphism g — ¢~!, and consider a closed subset

GY ={g€G|0(g9) =g '} of G. As a variety, G* is isomorphic to the symmetric
space G/GY. Let GY; be the set of unipotent elements in G*¥. G and GY are
stable under the conjugation action of H on G. It is known that G has finitely
many H-orbits ([R]).

We consider the set A of pairs (€, &), where €' is an H-orbit in G, and
& is an H-equivariant simple local system on &¢. We can formulate the notion of
cuspidal pairs for 45, and so obtain a similar set .#; as before. However some
difficulty occurs for constructing a semisimple perverse sheaf on G* related to a
finite Galois covering. Our discussion is based on the choice of a f-stable Borel
subgroup B and a §-stable maximal torus 7" contained in B. But in our case, T is
not maximal #-anisotropic, and the role of semisimple elements becomes restricted
in contrast to the case of reductive groups (see 1.4). In order to overcome this
difficulty, we introduce a certain subgroup Z of U such that 2 is a subset of U,
where U is the unipotent radical of B. By making use of &, one can construct a
finite Galois covering, and a semisimple perverse sheaf on G*Y associated to it. Once
this is done, basically a similar strategy as in [L1] can be applied for the remaining
part, and we can establish the generalized Springer correspondence. By making
use of the restriction theorem analogous to [L1], we give an explicit description of
the generalized Springer correspondence, based on the discussion used in Lusztig-
Spaltenstein [LS] in the case of classical groups.

Let g be the Lie algebra of GG, and 6 : ¢ — g an induced automorphism . The
set g, = {* € gu | 0(z) = —x} of nilpotent elements in g~ is isomorphic to G*
compatible with H-action. One can consider the set A of pairs (€, &), where & is
an H-orbit in g, and & is an H-equivariant simple local system on &. In the case
where k = C, Chen-Vilonen-Xue [CVX1] considered a similar problem for .45, and
determined the Springer correspondence, which is a part of .43, by making use of
the Fourier-Deligne transform of perverse sheaves on g_,, instead of considering the
restriction of perverse sheaves on G to G- In [CVX2], they treated the whole of A,
but the generalized Springer correspondence is not formulated there, and the explicit
correspondence is not determined. In [LY], Lusztig-Yun studied perverse sheaves
on g associated to arbitrary symmetric spaces, and more generally, associated
to Z/mZ-graded Lie algebras, and established the results closely related to the
generalized Springer correspondence. In their case, they also use the Fourier-Deligne
transforms, instead of the restriction.
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1. PRELIMINARIES ON SYMMETRIC SPACES

1.1. Let G be a connected reductive group over an algebraically closed field k of
chk # 2, and 6 : G — G be an involutive automorphism on G. Then GY = {g € G |
0(g) = g} is a reductive subgroup of G. We put H = (G%)°. Let 1. : G — G, g+ g}
be the anti-automorphism on G. We consider the set G¥Y = {g € G | 0(g9) = g~ '}
of 10-fixed points in G. Then G acts on G by g : x — gxf(g)~!. This action is
called the twisted action of G. G acts transitively on each connected component of
GY with respect to the twisted G-action ([R]). Thus there are only finitely many
G-orbits in G*?; and each G-orbit is closed. In particular, the set {gf(g)~* | g € G}
is a connected component of G*.

It is known by [St, §7] that there exist a -stable Borel subgroup B and a #-stable
maximal torus 7" of G such that B D T'. We show a lemma.

Lemma 1.2. Let (B, T),(B’',T") be 0-stable pairs of Borel subgroup and maximal
torus of G. Assume that T' is connected. Then there exists g € G° such that
gBg™' =D, gTg ' =T

Proof. We choose = € G such that xBz™! = B/, 2Tx™' = T". Then 0(z)Bl(z)™! =
xBx™t, 0(x)T0(x)™! = 2Tx~'. Hence x7'0(x) € BN Ng(T) = T. In particular,
x710(z) =t € TY. Since TY is a torus, one can find t; € TY such that t = (¢;)?,
ie., t=t0(t)" L. If we put g = at;, we have g € G, and B’ = gBg~!,T" = gTg~ L.
The lemma is proved. U

Remark 1.3. In general, 6-stable pairs (B,T), (B’,T") are not necessarily H-
conjugate, (see 1.9).

1.4. We fix a f-stable Borel subgroup B and a #-stable maximal torus T such
that T C B. A torus S is called f-anisotropic if §(t) = ¢! for any t € S. A
maximal #-anisotropic tours is a f-anisotropic torus which is maximal with respect
to the inclusion relation. It is known by [V] that a @-anisotropic torus exists if
0 # id, and every maximal #-anisotropic tori are conjugate under H. Moreover, any
semisimple element in G* is contained in some maximal #-anisotropic torus. Here
(T*)0 is a f-anisotropic torus, but in general, it is not maximal #-anisotropic as the
following example shows.

Let G = GLy and define 6 : G — G by 8(g) = J-1(‘g=1)J with J — (0 1).

10
We define x € G by
(1 <
=12 ¢/2)

where ¢ € k* such that (> = —1. One can check that z710(z) = J. Let T be
the group of diagonal matrices, and B the group of upper triangular matrices in G.
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Then (B, T) is a #-stable pair of Borel subgroup and maximal torus of G. In this

case,
L0 a 0 *
" =310 a la e k™ y =Z(G).

Put Ty = 2Tz~ . Since z710(x) = J € Ng(T), T} is also a f-stable maximal torus.
One can check that Tf(’ = Ti, and so T} is a maximal f-anisotropic torus. Since
dim7% =1,dim T} = 2, T* is not maximal.

1.5. Put By = BNH,and Ty = TN H. Then as remarked in [R, Lemma 5.1},
By is a Borel subgroup of H and Ty is a maximal torus of H contained in By. Let
g = Lie G be the Lie algebra of GG, and put b = Lie B, t = Lie T". The differential df of
f induces an involutive automorphism of g, which we also denote by #. Thus, b, t are
f-stable. We have a decomposition g = g™ @ g, where g* = {x € g | 0(x) = +x}.
Here g* = Lie H, and g~ coincides with the tangent space of G/G? ~ G*. Let
A C X(T) be the root system of G with respect to 7' (here X (7') is the character
group of T'), and A, the set of positive roots in A with respect to (7', B). We have
the root space decomposition g = t&&, . 4 go- The map a — aof on X (T') induces
a bijection on A, which we denote by 0. ¢ : A — A is compatible with the root
space decomposition, and 6 gives an isomorphism 6 : g, — g,(a). 0 preserves A,
and so produces an automorphism of the Dynkin diagram of G. Put

(1.5.1) Ay={ae A, |o(a) =a}.

o acts freely on A = A, — Ay, and we denote by A; the set of o-orbits in A;.
For each 8 = {a,0(a)} € Ay, put gs = g4 D go(a)- Then gg is O-stable, and gg is
decomposed as gg = gg © gz with gg C gﬂgg Cg . If a e Ay, then 0 gives a
linear isomorphism g, — go. Since #* = 1, we have § = £1 on g,, i.e., go C g* or
go C g~. We denote by Ad (resp. 4;) the set of a € Ay such that g, C g™ (resp.
go C g7). Let n be the nilpotent radical of b. n is f-stable, and is decomposed as
n=nt @®n", where n* =nng*. We have a root space decomposition

(1.5.2) w=Paie P oo

A +
BeEA aEAO

1.6. Let U be the unipotent radical of B, which is #-stable, and put Uy =
U’ =UNH. For each o € A, we have a one parameter subgroup U, C U such
that LieU, = g,. We have an isomorphism

for a choice of the total order on A,. Here 6§ : U — U induces an isomorphism
0 : Uy — Uy (q) for each a, and according to the decomposition in (1.5.2) in the Lie
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algebra case, we have

(1.6.1) Us~ ] WUals@)’ x [] Vs

{a,0(a)}eA, OJEA(T

Note that U(4) = [[4en, Ua 18 a f-stable closed subgroup of U, and its 6-fixed
point subgroup coincides with [],. A U,.

Concerning U*, we obtain a similar description as in (1.6.1). But since ¢6 is not
a group homomorphism, we need a special care. One can find a filtration U D U; D
Uy D --- of U by #-stable normal subgroups, by making use of the commutator
relations for U, such that each quotient group U;/U;;; is of the form UaUgy(ay for
{a,0(a)} € Ay or of the form U, for a € Ay. In that case, U has a filtration
U > U > U > - (by affine subspaces) such that U/? /U, ~ (UyUya))* or
~ U accordingly. In particular, Uy (resp. U*) is isomorphic to an affine space
with dim Uy = dimn* (resp. dim U% = dimn™).

1.7. Inthe remaining part of the paper, we concentrate on the symmetric spaces
associated to orthogonal groups. Let V' be an N dimensional vector space over k,
and let G = GLy = GL(V) with N > 2. Consider an involutive automorphism
0 : G — G defined by 0(g) = J*(*g™")J, where

1 0 0
J=10 0 1, if N=2n+1,
01, O
0o 1, . _
J_(ln 0) if N =2n,

with 1, the identity matrix of degree n. Let H = (G%)°. Then H is a special
orthogonal group SOy with respect to the symmetric bilinear form (u, v) = ‘uJv on
V (u,v € V), under the identification V' ~ k¥ via the basis {eg, €1, ..., €n, f1,----fn}
in the case where N = 2n+1, and the basis {e1,..., e, fi1,..., fn} in the case where
N = 2n. It follows that

<627f]>:<f]761>: 52,] for 1 S Zaj S n,
<ei>6j>:<fiafj>: 0 for 1 S Z>] S n,
and (eq, eg) = 1, (e, €;) = (eq, fi)= 0 for i > 1.
Let g = LieG, and 0 : g — g be the induced automorphism. Then 6(x) =

—J 7 Y(tz)J for x € g. Let z* be the adjoint of z € g with respect to the bilinear
form (, ). Then we have z* = J~!(*z)J, and so

g" ={reg|s =TFa}.

We have
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g" ={z € g |{zv,w)= —(v,zw)},
g ={z € g|{xv,w)=(v,zw)}.
In particular, g~ coincides with the set of self-adjoint matrices in g = gly. Cor-

respondingly, G*Y coincides with the set of non-degenerate self-adjoint matrices in
gly. In particular, G* is connected, and by 1.1 we have

(1.7.1) G ={g0(9)"" | g € G}.

1.8. We fix a f-stable Borel subgroup B and a 6-stable maximal torus 7" C B
as follows. First assume that N = 2n 4+ 1. Let B be the subgroup of G consisting
of the matrices of the form

a 0 d1
tdg bl C s
0 0 b

where a € k*, dy,dy are (row) vectors in k™, and by, b, ¢ are square matrices of
degree n with b; upper triangular, by lower triangular. Let T be the set of all
diagonal matrices in G. Then B is a Borel subgroup of G, and T" is a maximal torus
in G with T'C B. B,T are both #-stable. We have

+1 0 0 a 00
Tﬁ:{ 0 b 0 ‘bel%}, T”:{ 0 b 0
0 0 b! 00 b

aek*,beDn},

where D, is the group of diagonal matrices of GL,,. Moreover, we have
a O d1
W:{t@b ¢c | €B
0 0 Wt
o= }

a 0 d
B”:{ db c|leB
0 0 %

Next assume that N = 2n. Let B be the subgroup of G consisting of the matrices
of the form
bl C
0 by)’

where by, by, ¢ are square matrices of degree n with b; upper triangular, by lower
triangular. Let 7" be the set of diagonal matrices in G. Then B is a Borel subgroup
of G and T is a maximal torus in G with T C B. B, T are both #-stable. We have

a==+1,dy=—a'd\'b, 'c = —("drd; + b_lc)tb},

~+
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T":{<8 691)}66Dn}, T“’:{<8 2>\beDn}.

Moreover, we ha\/e
O tb 1 ’

B“g:{(g tcb) GB‘tc:c}.

Let U be the unipotent radical of B. Then U is f-stable. Put By = (B)°, Ty =
(T%)° and Uy = U?. Thus By D Ty is a pair of a Borel subgroup and a maximal
torus in H, and Uy is the unipotent radical of By.

1.9. Let T'C B be as above. For i =1,...,n—1, let s; be the permutation of
the basis in V' such that e; <+ e;11, f; <> fi;11 and that it fixes all other basis. Also for
i =1,...,n, let t; be the permutation e; <> f; which fixes all other basis. Assume
that N is odd. Then Ng(T) is generated by si,...,8,-1,t, and T. Ngx(T)/T
is isomorphic to the Weyl group W, of type B,. On the other hand, Nge(T) is
generated by Ny (T) and —1, so that Nge(T)/T ~ W, x Z/27Z. Hence in view of
Lemma 1.2 (note that 7% is connected), any f-stable pair (B’,T") is H-conjugate
to (B, T).

Next assume that N is even. In this case, Ngy(7T) is generated by si,...,S,_1,
tn—1t, and T'. Ny (T')/T is isomorphic to the Weyl group W, of type D,,. Moreover,
Ngo(T) is generated by Ny (T') and t,, hence Ngo(T)/T ~ W,. One can check
that B; = t,Bt;! is not contained in the set of W/-conjugates of B. It follows
that the -stable pair (B, T) is not H-conjugate to (B,T), and (B,T), (B, T) give
representatives of H-conjugates of #-stable pairs in G.

1.10. Let A and A, be as in 1.5 with respect to the pair (B,T) in 1.8. Let t =
LieT, and fix the basis of t* as {eg,€1,...,€n,€],...,€,} in the case where N = 2n+
1, and {€1,...,6n,€7,...,6,} in the case where N = 2n. Here ¢; (resp. €},¢¢) is the
weight vector corresponding to e; (resp. f;, €p). We write those vectors as €1, ..., €y,
intheorder ey, ... en, 60,6, ...,61if N =2n+1,and eq,...,e,,¢, ..., if N = 2n.
Thus A, can be written as

A= {5 |1<i<j <N}
It follows from the description of B* in 1.8, we see that
(1.10.1) Ay =10, Ay ={& —en—ip1 |1 <i <n}.

Recall that U(Ao) = [[,ca, Ua is a f-stable subgroup of U. It follows from
(1.10.1), we have U(4g) = U(Ay)*, which we denote by 2. By using (1.10.1), 2
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can be written explicitly as follows.

1 0 0
9 = { 01, c|leU]c: diagonal} (N =2n+1),
(1.10.2) 0 0 1,
9 = {(10" 16) el c: diagonal} (N = 2n).

Thus 2 is T%-stable, and 2 ~ k".

1.11. Let P = LUp be a #-stable parabolic subgroup of G containing B, where
L is the Levi subgroup of P containing 7" and Up is the unipotent radical of P.
Here we consider the special case where L? ~ (GLy)* x GLY, with Ny = N — 2a
for 0 < a < n (we understand that GL{ = {£1}, GL} = {1}). Put Zp = 2 N Up.
Then Zp is a closed subgroup of Up, and is contained in U 1‘39 . We have 9p ~ k°.
It is easy to see that Zp is stable under the conjugation action of L on Up. More
precisely, we have

(1.11.1) Assume that z € LY and u € Zp. Then we have ru = ux.

The proof is done by a direct computation by using (1.10.2). Note that in the
Lie algebra case, this corresponds to the fact that if z,y € g~ such that [z,y] € g~,
then [z,y] =0 as [z,y] € g".

Remark 1.12.  For the comparison, we briefly discuss the case of symplectic
groups. Let V' be an N = 2n-dimensional vector space over k, and let G = GLy =
GL(V). The involutive automorphism 6 : G — G is defined as in 1.7, but by

0o 1,
-1, 0
we consider G* with H-action. We choose a pair of #-stable Borel subgroup B and
a f-stable maximal torus 7' C B as in [SS, 1]. Then the root system A of G' and the
set of positive roots with respect to the pair (B, T) are given similarly to 1.10. In
particular, the set Ay = Aj U 4, is defined, and A5 are determined by using the
computation in [SS, 1], namely, we have

replacing J by J = ) Then H = GY is the symplectic group Spy, and

(1.12.1) Ay ={& -&nin|1<i<n}, Ay =0.

(1.12.1) shows that in the symplectic case, an opposite situation occurs compared
to the orthogonal case (1.10.1).

2. CUSPIDAL LOCAL SYSTEMS

2.1. In this section, we extend the notion of cuspidal local systems in the case
of reductive groups given in [L1] to the case of symmetric spaces. Let G = G Ly,
and # : G — G be as in 1.7. Let H = (G%)°. We denote the twisted action of G on
GY given by g : 2 — gz0(g9) ' (9 € G,x € GY¥) by g - .
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Let P = LUp be a #-stable parabolic subgroup of G containing B, where L is
the O-stable Levi subgroup containing 7" and Up is the unipotent radical of P. Then
L® ~GLy,, X -+ x GL,, x GLY,, where Ng + > ¢, 2n; = N. We have

(2.1.1) LY ~ GLy, % -+ x GL,, x GLY,,

on which LY acts via the conjugation action. The natural projection P — P/Up ~ L
induces a surjective map np : PY — LY. Note that LY acts on U¥ by conjugation
action. Since L* is connected by (2.1.1), we have an isomorphism LY ~ L/L’ by
1.1. We note the following.

(2.1.2) The map L x U¥ — P*® (¢, u) — ¢-u induces an isomorphism L x2° U4 ~
P Moreover, the map np is regarded as an affine space bundle over L* through
the maps

PP~ xYUY 5 L)L ~ LY
where for g =0 -u € PY np(g) = £0(¢)~*.

In fact, take x € P, and write it as = ¢;u; with ¢, € L,u; € Up. Then we
have 0(¢1) = ¢;71,0(u1) = fuy 0yt Since ¢, € LY, there exists ¢ € L such that
0y = 00(0)7L. If we put u = 6(£)"*u,0(¢), one can check that u € U¥, and we have

v = Gy = L(6(0)  wy6(0)0(0) ™" = tub(6) .

The pair (¢,u) is uniquely determined from g modulo the action of LY, 3 : (£, u)
(y=t, yuy=1) for y € LY. Hence (2.1.2) holds.

Put Py = (P%)° and Ly = (L?)°. Then Py is the parabolic subgroup of H
containing By. Let Wy = Ny (Ty)/Ty be the Weyl group of H. We define a Weyl
subgroup Wy, of Wy as the Weyl group of Ly. Let & be an H-orbit in G*Y and
O, an Ly-orbit in LY. Let Z, be the center of L. Then Z¥ ~ (GL)*.

Consider the varieties

7 ={(x,9Py,d'Py) € G x H/Py x H/Py

| g7 wg € npt(Z220L), g ag' € npt (20 0))},
7' = {(2,9Pu,g'Pu) € G* x H/Py x H/Py

_ _ -1 _
| g zg €np'(OL), 9 xg' € np'(OL)}.

We consider the partition H/Py x H/Py = [[ O, into H-orbits, where Q, is an
H-orbit containing (Py,wPy) for w € Wi, \Wg/Wr,,. Let Z, = p~*(Q,), Z, =
P 10Q,), where p: Z — H/Py x H/Py, p/ : Z' — H/Py x H/Py are projections
onto second and third factors. An orbit Q, is said to be good if Py and wPrw™?
have a common Levi subgroup, otherwise O, is said to be bad. The good orbit
corresponds to w such that wWp, = Wp,w.

In order to proceed the induction process smoothly for proving the proposition
below, we replace G by groups appearing as a Levi subgroup of some parabolic
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subgroup of GG, namely we consider

(2.1.3) G = Gy x ﬁ(Gz x Gy),

i=1

where Gy = GLy,G; = GLy,. We consider an involutive automorphism 0 : G — G
such that 6 acts on G; x G; as a permutation of factors, and € acts on Gy so that
GY ~ Oy. Hence

t
(2.1.4) G~ Gy x ]G
=1

Under this setting, P = LUp and the varieties Z, Z’ are defined similarly. In par-
ticular, L can be written as L ~ GL,, x -+ x GL,, x GLY,, where GL} is a
subgroup of Gg. Put vy = dimU?, and 7 = vy, . Let c =dim & and ¢ = dim 0.
Put 7 = dim Z%. We define Ap by

(2.1.5) Ap = (N — Np)/2.

The following result is an extension of [L.1, Proposition 1.2]. The proof is done
along a similar line. But since the Levi decomposition P = LUp does not hold for
P we need a special care for it. The discussion based on the Levi decomposition
in [L1] will be replaced by the discussion using (2.1.2).

Proposition 2.2. Under the notation above,

(i) ForT € Oy, we have dim(0 Nnp' (7)) < (c —2)/2 + Ap/2.
(ii) Forx € O,

dim{gPy € H/Py | 9”2 € 15" (61)} < (vir — c/2) — (7 —7/2) + Ap/2.

(iii) Put d = 2vyg — 20+ ¢+ r. Then dimZ, < d+ Ap if Q, is good, and
dim Z, < d+ Ap if O, is bad. Hence dim Z < d + Ap.

(iv) Put d =2vy —2v+7¢. Then dim Z/ < d' + Ap for any w. Hence dim Z" <
d + Ap.

Proof. Since the proposition holds in the case where G = T x T for a torus T, we
may assume that the proposition holds for a proper Levi subgroup L of G.

Consider an orbit Q,,. Let w € Wy be a representative of w € W, \Wy /Wy,
and w € Ng(Ty) a representative of w. In order to show (iii) and (iv), it is enough
to see that

(2.2.1) dim{z € np"(Z20L) | v aw € np' (2P 0L)}
<2ug—2v+4+c¢c+r—dimQ, + Ap,
(2.2.2) dim{z € np' (0) | W'z € np'(OL)}

S 21/H—2ﬁ+5—dim@w+Ap,



GENERALIZED SPRINGER CORRESPONDENCE 11

and that (2.2.1) is a strict inequality if Q, is bad. Now by (2.1.2), an element z €
PYN*PY can be written as x = (-u = ¢ -u' with ¢ € L, (' € *L,u € U¥,u' € “U¥.
Moreover, there exists a unique element z € L N L such that ¢ = zy', ¢’ = zy with
y e LN"Up,y € "LNUp. Put

Y = {(u,u,y,y,2) € U x “U¥ x ("L NUp) x (LN"“Up) x (LN™L)
[y u=y -, 2y 0(ey) T € Z) O, eyf(zy) i € Z O}

and let Y be the quotient of Y by E?, where E = (*LNUp) x (LN“Up) x (LN™L)
and EY acts on Y by

(617 627 Zl) : (u7 u/u Y, y/v Z) = (£2U€2_17 glulel_lv Zly£1_17 Zly/€2_17 Z’Zl_l)‘

Then (2.2.1) can be rewritten as
(2.2.3) dimY <2vy —2v+4+c¢+r —dimQ, + Ap,
where it is the strict inequality if O, is bad. Moreover (2.2.2) can be rewritten as
the inequality obtained by dropping Z% in the definition of Y, and by dropping r
from (2.2.3).

We now consider the projection Y — (YL NUp) x (LN"Up) x (LN™L) by
(w, v, y,y', 2) = (y,v', 2). For fixed y,y/, z, the fibre Y}, , ., can be written as

Yy ={(uw,u) € UL x UL | ¢/ - u=y-u}.

We note that
(2.2.4) dim Y, ., = dim(Up N “Up)*~.

In fact, put

Since y € Up,y' € L, we have 3y’ 'yy’ € Up. Thus & € U¥. On the other hand, since
y' € “Up, we have & € “U¥. Thus the variety Y, . is isomorphic to the variety
u,v) e UY xvU¥ | u=a'}. Hence dimY,, , = dim(Up N*“Up)¥. (2.2.4) holds.
P P .y,
Since the fibres Y} ,/ . have constant dimension, (2.2.3) can be rewritten as fol-
lows;

(2.2.5) dim D < 2vy — 20+ ¢+ r — dimQ, + Ap — dim(Up N “Up)?,
where

D={(y,y,2) € ("LNUp) x (LN"Up) x (LN™L)
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| 2y/0(2y) " € ZZGﬁL,w_lzyQ(zy)_lw € Z‘LgﬁL}/Ee,

and the action of E? is defined similarly.

We now compute the difference of dim(Up N*Up)? and dim(Up N“Up)?. Ac-
cording to the decomposition in (2.1.3), Up N “Up is the direct product of those
subgroups corresponding to G or G; x G; (1 < i <t) in (2.1.3). For G; x G,, its
f-fixed part and :f-fixed part are isomorphic. Hence we have only to consider the
part Gy N P. We assume that Gy N LY is expressed as in the right hand side of
(2.1.1). Put n = [N/2],ny = [No/2]. The Weyl subgroup W, of Wx corresponding
to Gy is isomorphic to S, x (Z/2Z)", where n' = n (resp ' = n — 1) if N is odd
(resp. even), which we identify with a subgroup of signed permutations of n letters
{1,...,n}. For w € Wy, let wy be the element corresponding to Wy under the
decomposition in (2.1.3). Put

(2.2.6) by =8{i |1 <i<n—mng1<wy (i) <n—mng}

Note that the action of 8 on Up N"Up can be described from the formula in (1.5.2),
and its group version in 1.6, by using (1.10.1) and (1.10.2). In particular, we have
(2.2.7) dim(Up N “Up)? = dim(Up N“Up)*® — b,,.

Since L NP is a parabolic subgroup of L with a Levi decomposition LNV P =
(LNYL)(LN*Up), and similarly for "LN P, "LNP = (*LNL)("LNUp), we have
dim(LN"L) + dim(L N*Up) + dim(*L N Up) = dim L. Thus

dim(P N"P)? = 20+ dim T? + dim(Up N “Up)°’.
It follows, by (2.2.7), that
(2.2.8) dim(Up N“Up)* = 2uy — 20 — dim Q,, + b,,.
Hence (2.2.5) is equivalent to the form
(2.2.9) dimD <¢+r+ Ap — by.
Thus in order to prove (2.2.1), we have only to show (2.2.9), where the strict in-
equality holds if Q,, is bad.

A similar discussion shows that, in order to prove (2.2.2), we have only to show

(2.2.10) dim D' < ¢+ Ap — by,

where

D' ={(yy,2) € ("LNUp) x (LN"Up) x (LN"L)
| 2/0(zy)) ' € Op, i 2yf(2y) "\ € 0L} E°.
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We consider (2.2.10). Since YP and L contain a common maximal torus 7,
() = LN" P is a f-stable parabolic subgroup of L with Levi decomposition () = MUy,
where M = LN"L and Ug = LN*Up. Hence by replacing G, P, L by L,Q, M, one
can define a map ng : QY — M'" as in the case of np. Similarly, for a parabolic
subgroup Q' = “LNP = MUg of “L with Ug = "“LNUp, the map ng : Q"% — M*
can be defined. Here ng(2y/0(2y/)™") = 260(2)~! for z € M,y' € Ug, and similarly,
no (zyf(zy) ™) = 20(z)~'. We note that

(2.2.11) There exist finitely many (M?)%-orbits &}, . . ., &), in M such that z6(z)~!
is contained in |J, ; if (y,v/,2) € D'.

In fact, by definition of D', 26(z)~! is contained in & Ug N M, hence its
semisimple part z; is contained in @, where 0, is a single Ly-orbit in L* obtained
from a semisimple element, say s € M*. But ¢, N MY splits into finitely many

(M?)%-orbits. Here note that Zy;(s) is f-stable, and Zy;(s) has only finitely many
unipotent Z3,(s)?-orbits ([R, Proposition 7.4]). (2.2.11) follows from this.

Let 73 : D" — M" be the e map defined by (y,y',2) — 7z = 20(2)71. By (2.2.11),
zel; 0;, and for each z € 0, 73 (%) is isomorphic to the product of the varieties
as in (i), namely, (O Nng 1(Z)) x (Owr, N né}(?)) Hence by induction hypothesis,
we have

1 ~ 1 -~
dim 73 (2) < 5(5 —dim ;) + 5(5 — dim &) + Aq.

(Note that Ag = Ag). It follows that dim 75! (0;) < e+ Ag. Since this is true for
any ¢, we have dim D' < ¢+ Ag. In order to show (2.2.10), it is enough to see that

(2.2.12) Ag < Ap — by,
We can express A as
Ag=t{i|n—ng+1<i<n,1<w; (i) <n—mno}.

By comparing this with (2.2.6), we obtain (2.2.12). Thus (2.2.10) is proved.
Next consider (2.2.9). A similar argument as in the proof of (2.2.10) shows
that there exist finitely many orbits &), ..., 0" > ﬁ{’, . ﬁ’ » in (M*9)° such that

20(z)~! is contained in the intersection of ZLe(ﬁ’ U 6"’ ) and Z4 (07U --- U
0!",). Since Z and Zw are contained in the center of M, 29( )~! is contained
in (Zy N ZwL)‘g(ﬁl U0 ) for some (M?)-orbits O1,...,0n in M. Thus

as in the proof of (2.2.10), we have dim D' < ¢+ dim(Z;, N Zwp)? + Ag. Here
dim(Z;, N Zwr)® < r, and the strict inequality holds if Q,, is bad. (2.2.9) follows
from this by using (2.2.12). Hence we have proved (iii) and (iv), assuming the
induction hypothesis.

Next we show (ii). Put Z, = {(z,9Pu,¢'Py) € Z' | x € 0}. If Z}; is empty,
then the variety in (ii) is also empty, and the inequality holds. So we assume that
7', is non-empty. From (iv), we have dim Z), < d' + Ap. Consider the projection
p: Zy,; — O to the first factor. Then each fibre is isomoprhic to the product of two
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copies of the variety in (ii). Thus we have

dim{gPy € H/Py | g 'zg € np'(O1)} = (dim Z), — dim ) /2
< (d+ Ap—1¢)/2
=vy—U+(c—c+ Ap)/2.

Hence (ii) holds.

Finally we show (i). Consider the variety R = {(z,9Py) € 0 x H/Py | x €
np'(01)}. By projecting to the first factor, and by using (i), we see that dim R <
vg—V+(c+7¢)/2+ Ap/2. If we project to the second factor, each fibre is isomorphic
to the variety & Nnp'(0L). Hence

dim(0 Nnp'(0r)) <vyg =7+ (c+¢)/2+ Ap/2 — dim H/ Py
= (c+7)/2+ Ap/2.

Now we consider the map & N7z (0L) — O by x + np(z). Then each fibre is
isomorphic to the variety considered in (i). Hence the dimension of this variety is
< (c+7¢)/2+ Ap/2 —C = (c—7T)/2+ Ap/2. This proves (i). The proposition is
proved. 0

2.3. We keep the setting in 2.1. Let G; be the set of unipotent elements in G,
and put GY. = G N Gyi. By [R, proposition 7.4], G*Y. has finitely many H-orbits.

uni uni

We define LY. for L similarly to G. Let ¢ Cc G¥.. 0, Cc LY.. Take u € O,v € O},

uni uni’ uni*

and fix them. We define varieties

Yoo ={9Z],(0)U} | g € H g 'ug € np'(v)},
Yo ={g€ H|g ug €np'(v)}.

Note that n5'(v) = (vUp)*, hence Y, ,, is well-defined. Zy(u) x Zp, (v)U% acts on
Yo by (2,y) : g = zgy™ (z € Zy(u),y € Zp,(0)US, g € Yyu,). Let ¢ : Yy, —
Yo ?u,v/ZgH(v)Ufg, Y : ?u,v — Z%(u)\?u,v be the quotient maps. We define
€10 = H/Z%) — H/Zy(uw) ~ € by ¢gZ%w) — gug~'. Then £ is a finite
Galois covering with Galois group Ay (u) = Zy(u)/Z%(u). We have the following
commutative diagram.

Yu,v # }7“71) L> Z?{ (u)\i}uﬂ)

(2.3.1) Tl l;

O Nnp(v) S Y0 N (),
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where 7 : g+ g7 ug, T 1 Zj(u)g = g~' Z}(u). Note that 7 gives an isomorphism
Z3(u\Yup 3O N1pt(v)). Put

s = (dim Zg(u) — dim Z,,(v))/2 + Ap/2.

By (2.3.1), we have dim(€ N np'(v)) = dim&H0 Nnpt(v)) = dimZ%(u)\?uvv.
Hence if we put d,,, = dim(& Nnp'(v)), we have

dim ffu,v = dy,p + dim Zy(u),
dimY, , = dy, + dim Zy (u) — dim Z;,, (v) — dim Ug.

On the other hand, by Proposition 2.2 (i), we have d,, < 6. It follows that
dimY,, < s, and that the equality holds if and only if d,, = 6. Let I(Y,,)

(Yuv
be the set of irreducible components of Y, , of dimension s. Similarly, let (Y,

)

(resp. I,,) be the set of irreducible components of }71“, (resp. €710 Nnp'(v))) of
dimension d+dim Zg (u) (resp. dimension ¢). By (2.3.1), we have a natural bijection
I(Yoo) = I(Yyy) = L.

Put Ay(u) = Zy(u)/ZY(u). Since Zy(u) acts on Y,, from the left, Ay (u)
acts on 1(Y,,,) as permutations of irreducible components. Similarly, Ay (u) acts on

I(Yuw), Luv, and the above bijection turns out to be Ay (u)-equivariant.

Definition 2.4. Let & be an H-orbit in G, and take u € 0. 7 € Ax(u)"
is said to be cuspidal if 7 does not appear in the permutation representation of
Ap(u) on I(Y,,) for any #-stable Levi subgroup L of any 6-stable proper parabolic
subgroup P of G, and for any v € LY... An H-equivariant simple local system & on

uni-

O corresponding to 7 € Ay (u)” is said to be cuspidal if 7 is cuspidal.

It follows from the definition that if 7 is cuspidal, then its dual representation
T7* is also cuspidal.

Lemma 2.5. The local system & on O is cuspidal if and only if for any proper
0-stable parabolic subgroup P of G, and for any v € LY., we have

HS(6 015 (0), &) = 0.
Proof. Let § : € — O be the finite Galois covering with Galois group Ap(u). Then

£.Qq is a semisimple local system on & equipped with Ay (u)-action, and we have
& = Hom,, () (7,&Qq). Hence

H(ONnpt(v), &) ~ (H(O Nnpt(v), &.Q) @ %) w
~ (HAEHO Np!(v), Q) @ 7)),

where 7* is the dual representation of 7. This implies that the condition 7 does
not appear in the permutation representation of I, , is equivalent to the condition
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H¥(0Nnp'(v), &) = 0. Since I, ~ 1(Y,,) with Ay (u)-action, the lemma follows.
U

2.6. More generally, we consider G and an involution ¢ : G — G as in (2.1.3).
The definition of cuspidal local system & on & can be generalized to this case, and
Lemma 2.5 holds. Let & be a local system on ¢. Then, under the isomorphism
in (2.1.4), 0 ~ Oy x Oy x -+ X Oy, where 0y C G¥ and 0; C (G; x G;)" ~ G;
fori = 1,...,t. Thus & can be written as & = & X & K- -- X &, where &; is a
local system on &; for each i. By Lemma 2.5, it is easy to see that & is cuspidal
on O if and only if & is cuspidal on &; for each i. But note that the definition of
cuspidality for &; (i > 1) is exactly the same as the definition of cuspidality in the
case of reductive groups in [L1, 2.4]. It is well-known that in the case of GL,,, there
does not exist a cuspidal local system unless n = 1. Hence we have the following.

Lemma 2.7. Assume that H = SOy. Let L be a 0-stable Levi subgroup of a 0-stable
parabolic subgroup of G. Let O be an Ly-orbit in LY.. If there ewists a cuspidal

uni*

local system on Oy, then Ly ~ (GLy)* x SOp,, where a = (N — Ny)/2.

Remark 2.8. In the case where H = Spy, Proposition 2.2 still holds by putting
Ap =0.

3. ADMISSIBLE COMPLEXES

3.1.  We follow the setting in 1.7, and consider H = (GY)° ~ SOy. Let us
fix a f-stable Borel subgroup B and a #-stable maximal torus 7T contained in B.
By Lemma 1.2, the pair (B, T) is G%-conjugate to the specific choice of the Borel
subgroup and the maximal torus given in 1.8. Let U be the unipotent radical of
B. We define a subgroup 2 of U by 2 = U(4,). Z is conjugate under GY to the
corresponding group defined in 1.10. In particular, we have 2 = U(A,)?.

Let P = LUp be a 6-stable parabolic subgroup of G containing B such that
T C L. Here we assume that L’ ~ (GL;)* x GLY, with Ny =N —2afor0<a<n
(see Lemma 2.7). Let &, be an Ly-orbit in LY. and consider X = Z4% x ¢, C LY.
Note that Zj’ ~ (GL1)*. Let (Z.)i, be the set of (t1,...,t,) € (GL1)* such that
t; are all distinct, under the above isomorphism. Put X, = (Z L)ﬁig x Op. Then
2reg 15 open dense in Y. Put Ip = 2 N Up. Then Zp is a closed subgroup of
Up contained in U jf such that Zp ~ k. Moreover by 1.11, Zp is stable under the
conjugation action of Ly on U¥. By (1.11.1), any element in X commutes with any

element in Yp. Hence
(3.1.1) Y9p C PY.

Note that dim Zp = a = Ap (see (2.1.6)).
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Let 2% be the subset of Zp ~ k consisting of £ = (£;,...,&,) € k® such that
& # 0 for any i. We define varieties

Yies) = {(z,9Lu) € G x H/Ly | g7'2g € Zreg 7%}
Yo,z = U Q(Zreg-@??)g_l-

geH
We show a lemma.
Lemma 3.2. (i) Yz 5y is a smooth, irreducible variety with
(321) dim YV(IME) = 2VH — 2VLH +dim X + Ap.

(ii) Let P' = L'Up be another 0-stable parabolic subgroup with 6-stable Levi
subgroup L', (L', X)) a pair defined for L', similarly to (L,Y). Assume that
(L', %) is not H-conjugate to (L, X). Then we have Y1, 5y N Y sy = 0.

Proof. For each g € GY, let g, be the semisimple part of g in G, and Zy(gs)
be the stabilizer of g, in H. Put Z;, = Z%H(gs), the connected center of Zg(gs).
Then H(g) = Zu(Z,) is a Levi subgroup of some parabolic subgroup of H. If
g € Yux), H(g) is a Levi subgroup conjugate to Ly under H. By identifying
H/Ny(Ly) with the set of Levi subgroups of H conjugate to Ly, we define a map
¢: Yy = H/Ny(Ly) by g — H(g). Then one can show that

(3.2.2) C:Yipw ~ HxNollm) ¢"U(Ly) — H/Ny(Ly)

is a locally trivial fibration with fibre isomorphic to (~!(Lg). We have

)= U w2

weENy(Ly)/Ly

Here Ny(Ly)/Ly ~ S, x (Z/2Z)”, where S, is the symmetric group of degree a,
and @' = a unless @ = n and N is even, in which case ' =n —1. w € Ng(Ly)/Ly
leaves X, stable, and o € S, leaves .@IOD stable. Hence

(3.2.3) EMLn)~ Tex x| wZhw.
we(Z/2Z)

Since wP%w~' are mutually disjoint for w € (Z/2Z)%, we see that (~'(Ly) is a
disjoint union of smooth pieces Yyoq X wZ%w ™. Hence (~(Ly) is smooth, and so
Y1, s) is smooth by (3.2.2). Since X\, Zp is irreducible, Y x) is also irreducible.
The dimension formula (3.2.1) follows from (3.2.2) and (3.2.3). Thus (i) holds. (ii)
is immediate since for g € Y(z x), H(g) determines a unique Levi subgroup in H,
and once Ly = H(g) is given, g determines a unique Lg-orbit &, hence determines
2] uniquely. The lemma is proved. U
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Remark 3.3 The definition of Y, x) given here depends on the special choice of
P as in 3.1. The discussion in 3.1 can not be applied for arbitrary L. So, we cannot
discuss the partition of G in terms of various Y{; x) as given in [L1, 3.1].

3.4. By fixing (L, X)), put Y = Y(L,E),? = }A//'(ng). Recall the map np : PY —
LY. Let X be the closure of X in LY. We define varieties X, X by

X = {(z,gPu) € G x H/Py | g~"xg € 1" (2)},
X=Jgmp'®)g™"
geH
and a map 7 : XX by (x,gPg) + x. Then 7 is proper and surjective. We have
(3.4.1) X ~ H x" ;1 (3.
We have a lemma.

Lemma 3.5. (i) X is a closed irreducible subvariety of G such that the closure
Y of Y coincides with X. We have dim X = dim X.
(ii) The map (x,gLy) — (x,g9Py) gives an isomorphism -y : ?:)W_I(Y).
(iii) Y is an open dense subset of X. Hence Y is an irreducible, locally closed
smooth subvariety of G.

Proof. (i) Since np is an affine space bundle with fibre isomorphic to U Y by (2.1.2),
we have dimn,'(Y) = dim ¥ + dim U¥. Thus (3.4.1) shows that X is irreducible
with
dim X = dim H — dim Py + 5 (X)
= dim H — dim Py + dim X 4 dim UY
=2uy —2vp, +dim ¥ — dim U} + dim Uy,

By (1.10.1) and (1.10.2), we have dim U¥ = dim U% + Ap. Hence by comparing the
last equality with (3.2.1), we have

(3.5.1) dim X = dim Y.

Since X is irreducible and 7 is proper, X is an irreducible closed subset of G Since
Y C X, we have Y C X. We have

dimY < dim X < dim X = dimY

by (3.5.1). Hence dimY = dim X = dim X. Since X and Y are irreducible, closed
with same dimension, we have X =Y. This proves (i).

(i) The map (z,gLy) — (z,9Py) gives a well-defined map v : ¥ — 7~ 1(Y).
For u € Up,t € (ZL)reg, if tu = ut, then u € Pp. Thus for 1 # u € Ut €
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(Z1)i%,, t"'u""tu produces an element in Up — Pp. The injectivity of v follows
from this. We will show that v(Y) = 7~ 1(Y). Take an element in 7 !(z) for
T € Xy %, which is of the form (z,gPy) with ¢g7'xg € n5'(X). Let x, be the
semisimple part of x. Then z, € (Z.)if,, and Z}(z,) = Ly. On the other hand,
since ¥ = Z¥0;, g 'a,g € Z¥. In particular, Zy(g 'v,g) O Ly. But since
Zy(g wsg) = g 'Lyg, we have g 'Lyg = Ly, namely, g € Ny(Ly). Here note
that Ny (Lg)/ Ly ~ Su % (Z/2Z)%. Thus g € Ny (L) leaves Y, invariant. By our
assumption ¢ 'xg € YUp, g € Ny(Ly) should be contained in the inverse image
of S, under the map Ng(Ly) — Ny (Lg)/Lg. Such a g leaves 2% invariant also.
Hence (z,gLy) € Y, and we have (z,gPy) = ~((x,gLy)). Since any element in
771(Y) is H-conjugate to the element discussed above, we see that - is surjective.
Hence 7 is a bijection. The inverse morphism y~! : 77 }(Y) — Y is constructed from
the above discussion. (ii) is proved.
(iii) Since X is irreducible, it is enough to show that Y is an open subset of X.
Other properties are already shown in Lemma 3.2. Put (Z;)¢ = 2% — (Z;)%, and

reg
Y = (Zp)¥0. Then X is a closed subset of X, and X; = UgeHg(ngl(El))g_l is a
closed subset of X. Thus X — X is an open subset of X, and in fact, it coincides with
the subset of X consisting of x such that the semisimple part of x is H-conjugate
to an element in (ZL)ﬁzg. Let Xy = Z¥(01 — O1). Then X, is a closed subset of X,

and X, = UgeHg(nﬁl(Eg))g is a closed subset of X. Since Y = X — (X; U X5), YV
is open in X. (iii) is proved. O

3.6. We consider the diagram

PNy WLy T,y

where
Y ={(z,9) € G x H | g7ag € Dreg 22},

and maps are defined by mo(z, gLy) = x,¢o(x, g) = (z,gLu), ao(x, g) = np(g~ xg).
Here H acts on Y by h: (z,gLy) — (hah™', hgLy), and my is H-equivariant with
respect to the conjugation action of H on Y. On the other hand, H x Ly acts on
Y by (h,0) : (z,g) — (hah~', hgt="), and vy is H-equivariant. H x Ly also acts on
Y by (hl) 1y — byl and g is H x Ly-equivariant.

Let & be an Ly-equivariant simple local system on Y. Since ) = Zie X Op, &
can be written as & = . X éalT, where . (resp. éf) is a simple local system on Z4
(resp. Op). We say that (2, &) is a cuspidal pair if & is a cuspidal local system
on Op. Note that this definition is weaker than the definition of the cuspidal pair in
[L1, 2.4]. By abuse of the notation, we also say that (&, &) is a cuspidal pair if &
is cuspidal on &;. Now consider an arbitrary &. Then &) is (H X Lp)-equivariant
with respect to the trivial action of H on X, and a§é; is an (H X Lpy)-equivariant
local system on Y. Since o is a principal bundle oveerS7 with respect to the free
action of Ly, there exists a unique local system &} on Y, up to isomoprhism, such
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that
Oégéal ~ ¢S£;1
Since « is smooth with Sonnected fibre H x Yp, gal turns out to be an H-equivariant
simple local system on Y.
Here # = Ny(Ly)/Ly ~ S, x (Z/2Z)* (see the proof of Lemma 3.2). Let #4
be the stabilizer of Emg.@?p in #. Then #; ~ S,. We note that 7y : Y — Y is a finite

Galois covering with group #;. In fact, we have an isomorphism Y ~ HxLu Yo DY,
and by (3.2.2), the map 7 is given by the canonical map

mo : H xT# 5,0, 9% — H xNullw) (=1 ),

where (1 (Lu) = Uyez ozye W(SreeZp)w ™, see (3.2.3). Thus m is a finite Galois
covering with group 7. N

We consider (m).&1. Since 7 is a finite Galois covering, (m).&7 is a semisimple
local system on Y. Put

ng = {n € NH(LH) | n(Ereg.@?g)n_l = Zreg-@]ga ad(n)*éal ~ éal}/LH,

where ad(n) : ¥ — X,y — nyn~'. Then # is a subgroup of #;. In a similar

way as in [%1, Proposition 3.5], one can show that the endomorphism algebra @7g =
End((7).&1) of ()& is isomorphic to the (twisted) group algebra Q;[#%,]. Thus

(m0)«&1 can be decomposed as

(3.6.1) (m0)-61~ € »® ((m0).61),
pE;z/gl

where ((m0)+&1) p = Hom,, (p, (70)+&1) is a simple local system on Y corresponding
to pe€ ).

3.7. We consider the following commutative diagram

Y. X T X

where

{
Xo={(z,gPy) € G* x H/Py | g'wg € np"(X)}.

Here X, )A(o, )?0 are open dense smooth subsets of X, X , X , and the horizontal maps
are natural inclusions. 1 is defined by (z,¢9) — (x,gPy), « is defined by (z,g) —
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np(g~txg), and ¢, o’ are their restrictions on Xo. H acts on X by h: (x,9Pyg) —
(heh=', hgPy), and H x Py acts on X by (h,p) : (z,g) — (hah~', hgp~"). With the
trivial action of Up,,, Py acts on X, and « is H X Pg-equivariant, ¢ is H-equivariant.
Similar properties hold for o, ¢’ as the restriction of «, . N

Let &1 be the local system on X as before. Since v’ is a principal bundle over X
with respect to the free action of Py, by a similar argument as in 3.6, there exists
a unique local system (up to isomorphism) &; on X; such that

(O/)*éal ~ (’l/}/)*gl
Note that Y is an open dense subset of )?0, and the restriction of &; on Y coincides

with & defined in 3.6. Put Kz = IC(X,&,)[dim X]. Then Kz, is an H-equivariant

simple perverse sheaf on Xj. Since a is smooth with connected fibre H x U¥, and
¥ is a principal bundle with respect to the free action of Py, the discussion in 3.6
works in the level of perverse sheaves, and we have

o*1C(T, &)[dim X] ~ * IC(X, &) [dim X].

We consider the complex 7. Kz on X = Y. The following result is an analogue
of [L1, Proposition 4.5]. Note that here we don’t need to assume that (X, &) is
cuspidal.

Proposition 3.8. We have m, Kz ~ 1C(X, (70)+&1)[dim X].

Proof. By Lemma 3.5 and Lemma 3.2, we have dim X = 2vy —2vp,, +dim Y+ Ap.
Then the proof of the proposition is done by an entirely similar way as the proof of
Proposition 4.5 in [L1], by making use of Proposition 2.2. We omit the details. [

3.9. By Proposition 3.8, m. K, is a semisimple perverse sheaf. By (3.6.1), it
is decomposed as

(3.9.1) T Kz ~ @ p@IC(X, ((m0).é1),)[dim X].

pey{éQI

A simple perverse sheaf isomorphic to a direct summand of m, Kz, obtained from
the various cuspidal pair (X, &) is called an admissible complex.

Remark 3.10. In the case where P = B and L = T, we have ¥ = T Then

X = {(z,9Bpy) € GY x H/By | g lag € B‘G},
X =JgB%

geH

and 7 : X — X is the first projection. A similar map can be defined even in
the case where H = Spy. However in that case, we have dim X > dim X, and
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Lemma 3.5 does not hold. Nevertheless, in the case where &) is a constant sheaf
Q; on T, it was proved in [H] (see also [SS]) that m.Q; is a semisimple complex
equipped with S,,-action, and some modified formula of (3.9.1) holds. If we consider
the exotic symmetric space G x V associated to the symplectic group Sp(V'), the

map 7 : X — X is also defined. In that case, an exactly analogous formula of (3.9.1)

holds ([SS], [K]).

4. SHEAVES ON THE VARIETY OF SEMISIMPLE ORBITS

4.1. We keep the setting in Section 3. In particular, consider Y = Y{; ;) and
X =Y with ¥ = Z%0;. In this section, we assume that the local system & on
5 is of the form & = Q; X &, where Q, is the constant sheaf on Z and & is an
Ly-equivariant simple local system on Oy,

Let ¢’ : G — T/Sy be the Steinberg map with respect to G = GLy. We have
a natural embedding A = T*%/S,, < T/Sy, where A has a structure of an affine
variety. Let Gf be the subset of G consisting of ¢ € G*¥ such that its semisimple
part g, is H-conjugate to an element in 7. (Note that 7% is not a maximal 6-
anisotropic torus. See the example in 1.4, which corresponds to our setting with
N = 2.) Then the restriction of ¢/ on GY induces a map o : GY¥ — A. Since
Y C G, one can consider ¢(Y). We have

oY) =o(np'(2)) = o(2) = 0(Zf) C 4,

which we denote by Ay.

4.2. Let (B',T') be another f-stable pair. By 1.9, the H-conjugate class of
(B',T") is described as follows. If N is odd, we may choose (B',T') = (B,T). If N
is even, then (B, T") = (B,T) or B' = t,Bt;},T" =T, where t,, € Ngo(T) is given
as in 1.9. We put By = ¢, Bt .

Assume that N is even, and let P be a 6-stable parabolic subgroup of G con-
taining B, and L the Levi subgroup of P containing 7. Then P’ = ¢, Pt ! is the
f-stable parabolic subgroup containing By, and L' = t,Lt; ! is the Levi subgroup of
P’ containing T. Note that L' = L if L #T.

4.3.  We now consider another f-stable parabolic subgroup P’ containing B’
and its f-stable Levi subgroup L’ containing T', where B’ = B or B’ = B;. We
consider a set X' C L' similarly to ¥ c L. We shall denote by Y, X', etc.
various objects associated to X', L/, P’ by attaching prime to corresponding objects
Y, X, etc. associated to X, L, P. Put

Z ={(x,gPy), (2, Py) € X x X' |z =2}

Thus Z is isomorphic to the fibre product X x e X' of X and X’ over G*. Here
we assume that X N X’ # (), otherwise Z = (). We define a map ¢ : Z — Ay N Ay
by the composite o o p; of the first projection p; : Z — X N X’ and 0. For a € Ay,
put Z* =a5(a)™' C Z.
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Since X = Z¥ 0, X has a stratification X = [15 25 with smooth strata X =
7904, where we put 0 = [1; 05 (O3 : Ly-orbit in L¥;). We put Eﬁo =X =
Z¥ 05, . the open dense stratum. By deﬁnmg X g in a similar way as X, in 3. 7,
we obtain a stratification X = s X 3, with Xo=X 30, Where X 3 are locally closed

subvarieties of X. Given strata 8 of X and 3’ of &, we put ZG g = 2" ﬂ(XB X o X).
Then the sets Z§ 5 form a partition of Z* into locally closed pieces, where Zg, g is
open dense in Z*. Put

(431) d() = 21/H —Vrpy — I/L/H + (dlm ﬁL + dim ﬁL’)/2 + (Ap + API)/2

Take local systems &) on X and & on X', and consider the external tensor product
Ky X K’g, on Z. We define
1

(4.3.2) T =" (6/(Kz, B K3),

where we put r = dim Z LLG, r’ = dim Z%. T is a constructible sheaf on Ay N Ay

Put Z, = XO X o X Then Z, is an open dense subset of Z. Let g : Zy —
Ay N Ay be the restriction of o on 7. Noticing that

Kz, B KL [~ dim X — dim X']|z, = 6, R &),
1
we define

(4.3.3) T = A7 (Goh(Kz, B KL |7,) = A0 ((Go) (61 K E)).

T is also a constructlble sheaf on Ay N Ay,. Since Zj is open in Z, we have

a natural map 7 — 7. In order to obtain a relationship between 7 and T, we
prepare a lemma, which is an analogue of [L.1, Lemma 5.3]. The proof is done by a
similar argument as in the proof of [loc. cit.], by using Proposition 2.2, and we omit
the proof.

Lemma 4.4. (i) For any B, (', we have
dim Z§ 5 < do — (dim O, + dim 0,) /2 + (dim Op + dim Tp/) /2.

In particular, we have dim Z® < d.
(ii) The natural map

k+dim X +dim X’ [ 77a ya =’ k(r7a k(ra
H + (Z5y 50 61 R E) ZHc(ZBo,BmKEl&KE’I) —H(Z ,KEI&Kg;)
is an isomorphism for k > —r — ', and is surjective if k = —r —r'. It is an

isomorphism for k = —r —r' (i.e, for k+dim X +dim X' = 2dy) if a is such
that Z§ 5 is empty whenever exactly one of 3, 8" is equal to 3y or .
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4.5. Let 7, (resp. Z,) be the stalk of f(resp. ) for a € Ay N Ay+. Then

we have

To~H(2° Kg WKL),
% ~ H;T_T,(Zgo,ﬁéﬁ Kzl IX K/Ell)?

and the natural map 7, — 7, corresponds to the map in Lemma 4.4 (ii) for k£ =
—r —r’. Thus, by Lemma 4.4 (ii), we see that

(4.5.1) The natural map of sheaves .7 — T is surjective.

Let O be an H-orbit in H/ Py x H/Pj;, and put Zg)) = ¢ 1(Q), where q : Zy —
H/Py x H/ Py is the projection (x, Py, ¢'Pj;) — (9P, g'P};). Put

To = A" (0)(Kg, REL | o) = A (G0) (61 R &) | o).

o is a constructible sheaf on Ay N Ay,. Recall that # = N(Ly)/Ly and
Wi ~ S, is the subgroup of #. Let Ny(Ly); be the inverse image of #; under the
map Ny(Ly) = ¥

We show a lemma.

Lemma 4.6. Assume that (X,8), (X', &]) are cuspidal pairs. Let O = Q, be an
H-orbit corresponding to w € Wi, \Wy /Wy, , and w € Wy be a representative of
w. Let w € Ny(Ty) be a representative of w.

(i) If (L, X)) and (L', X') are not conjugate under H, then T = 0.
(ii) Assume that P = P',L =L and ¥ = X'. If w € Ny(Tx) is not contained
m NH(LH>1 Then g@ =0.
(iii) Assume that N is even, and P = B, P' = By, L =L =T. Then Jp = 0.

Proof. In order to see 7y = 0, we have only to show that, for any a € Ay N Ay,
H*(7°NZ8 &R E,) = 0.

Since dim(Z* N Z3) < do (Lemma 4.4 (i)), by using the fibration Z°N Z; — O, it
is enough to see, for any a € Ay N Ay, and for any g € H, H2d=2dmO(y/a (£ X
&))) = 0, where O is the H-orbit containing (Pg,wP};) (here w € Ny(Ty) is a
representative of w € Wy), and

Vi={reo(a) | g7 ag € np' (D), 0 g g € np/ (X))},

and j : V% — X x X' is defined by j(z) = (np(g~zg), np (w=tg tzgw)). We have
g lzg € PP NP As in the proof of Proposition 2.2, one can write ¢~ 'zg as
g twg = (2¢/)-u = (2y) -, where z € LNYL',y € LN%Upr,y € “L'NUp, u € UY,
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u' € *UY¥,. Thus V? can be described as follows; put

Ve ={(u,u,y,y,2) € UL x “U¥ x (“L' NUp) x (LN“Up) x (LN"L)
|y u=y-u, (29)0(zy) 7 € o a), (29)0(2y) "t € wZ 0™ Mo (a)}

Then V is isomorphic to the quotient of V* by E? where E = (“L' N Up) x (LN
“Up) x (LN YL and the action of EY is given by the same formula as in the
proof of Proposition 2.2. We now consider the map V¢ /E? — E/E’ induced by the
projection (u,u’,y,y',z) — (y,vy’, z). Its image is given by

Vi={lyy 2) € Bl (z)0(zy) " € Zno'(a),
(2)0(zy) "t € wXw " No(a)}/EC.

By a similar computation as in (2.2.4), we see that all the fibres of this map are
isomorphic to (Up N “Up/)*. Moreover, by a similar discussion as in the proof of
(2.2.8), one can show that

dim(Up N “Up:)"’ = 2vy — v, — vy, — dim Q,, + ),

where

b, =t{i|1<i<n—mnp1<w (i) <n-—np}

(Here we assume that L? ~ (GL;)V~N0)/2 x GLY and L' ~ (GL;)N~No)/2 x GL?V(,),
and put ng = [No/2],ny = [N§/2]. If B’ = B, a similar argument as in the proof of
Proposition 2.2 can be applied. In the case where N is even, we need to consider
B’ = Bj also. But in this case, if we replace Wy = Ny (Ty)/Ty by a group
Ngo(Th) /Ty, which is isomorphic to S,, x (Z/2Z)", a similar argument as in the
odd N case works.)

Thus we are reduced to showing that
(4.6.1) H(V". T (6B &) =0,
where s = dim &y, + dim O + Ap + Apr — 2V, and j : V* = ¥ x X' is defined by
(v 9/, 2) = ((z9)0(zy) 0~ (zy)0(2y') ).

We use the notation Q = L NP’ the #-stable parabolic subgroup of L with
Levi decomposition @Q = MUg, where M = LN"YL' Uy = L N"Ups. Similarly, we
define @' = L' N P the #-stable parabolic subgroup of “ L’ with Levi decomposition
Q' = MUg, where Uy = “L' N Up. Let 73 : V" — MY be the map defined by
(y,9',z) = 20(2)~!. Since the semisimple part of 20(z)~! is contained in a fixed
H-orbit, m5(V") consists of finitely many (M?)°-orbits @, ..., 0, in M*. Since
dim V* < /2, it is enough to show, for any i, that H5~24m % (71(¢) 7 (& KE)) = 0



26 SHOJI - YANG

for ¢ € 0;. Here 73 1 (€) is isomorphic to D x D', where

D={qeQnX|ng(qg) =&},
D'={¢d € Q nuZu™ |ng(d) =&}

Moreover, the restriction of j (& X&) on 73 ' (€) corresponds to the tensor product
&|p ®¥n*&Y|p (here n : wX'w~ ~ X'). Here by Proposition 2.2 (i), 2dim D < d =
dim 07, — dim@ + Ag, 2dim D’ < d' = dim 0y, — dim@ + Ag. In a similar way
as in (2.2.12), we have

Ag +U, < Ap,  Ag +1V, < Ap,

since one can write as

Ag=1t{i|n—no+1<i<n,1<w (i) <n-—ny}
Ag =t{i|n—nj+1<i<n1<w()<n—mng}

It follows that
d+d = s—2dimﬁ7—i—AQ+AQr — Ap — Apr + 20, < s — 2dim 0.
Hence by the Kiinneth formula we are reduced to showing
(4.6.2) HYD,&)® HY (D' \n*&)) = 0.

Unless L = *L', Q = LNYP'is a proper parabolic subgroup of L, or Q' = *L'NP
is a proper parabolic subgroup of “L’. In that case, since the local systems &}, &}
are cuspidal, we have HY(D, &) = 0 or H¥(D',n*&!) = 0 by Lemma 2.5. Thus
(4.6.2), and so (4.6.1) holds. Now assume that B’ = B. Then by the choice of P
and P’, we have L = L' and w € Ny(Ly). If YN X" =0, then V* = (), so (4.6.1)
holds. This proves (i). Assume that w € Ng(Ly), but @ ¢ Ny(Ly);. Then Q@ = L

~

and Ag = 0. Moreover Ap > b,. Hence d + d < s —2dim €;. This implies that
He=2dm 0 (r () 75(6 R &) = 0, and so (4.6.1) holds. This proves (ii). Next
assume that N is even and B’ = By. If L # T, we have L' = L (see 4.2), and
w € Ng(Ly). The same argument as before works, and (i), (ii) are proved. So
assume that L = I/ =T, and B’ = B;. This case is essentially the same as the case
where B’ = B, and W € Ngo(Ty). We see that if w € Ngo(Ty) — Ny(Ty);, then
b, =8{1<i<n|wl(l) >0} <A =n. Hence d+ d < s, and (4.6.2) holds.
This proves (iii). The lemma is proved. O

4.7. Following [L1, 5.4], we recall the notion of perfect sheaves. A constructible
sheaf & on an irreducible variety V' is said to be perfect, if

(i) & =1C(V, &y, ), where V; is an open dense smooth subset of V' and &y, is
locally constant,
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(ii) the support of any non-zero constructible subsheaf of & is dense in V.

In particular, the complex IC(V, &|y,) is reduced to a single sheaf. The following
properties hold.

(4.7.1) If 7 : V! — V is a finite morphism, with V' smooth, and if &” is a locally
constant sheaf on V', then & = m,&”" is a perfect sheaf on V.

(4.72) If0 — & — & — & — 0 is an exact sequence of constructible sheaves on
V, with &, & perfect, then & is perfect.

4.8.  We assume that (L,X) = (L', Y"). We also assume O = Q,, where a
representative of w satisfies the condition n = w € Ny(Ly) with w € #;. In this
case, we have nXn~! = . The computation in the proof of the lemma shows that

(4.8.1) To ~ R°5\(& @n*éY)

where 7 : X — Ay is the restriction of o, s = 2dim &, (note that Ap = b, = b,).
Here Y = Zie x 0. We denote by m : X — Zﬁg the projection, and &7 : Zie — Ay
the restriction of 0. Since 7 is a finite morphism, if we put &4 = R*(m)1(&1 ®@n*&Y),
we have
Fo = (51)*g.
We note that
(4.8.2) ¥ is a locally constant sheaf on Z4.

In fact, Z ‘Le has a structure of a torus. Since & = Q; X éalT, & is Z ‘Lg—equivariant
local system on X with respect to the action of Z% on X by the left multiplication.
Hence & ® n*&] is also Z¥-equivariant. Since 7 is Z¥-equivariant, ¢ is Z-
equivariant with respect to the transitive action of Z% on it. Hence ¢ is locally
constant.

Now 7, : Z¥ — Ay is a finite morphism, with Z!Y smooth, we have, by (4.7.1),
(4.8.3) Zg is a perfect sheaf on Ay.
We now show

Theorem 4.9. (i) Assume that (L, X) and (L', X") are not H-conjugate. Then
T =0.
(ii) Assume that N is even, and P = B, P' = By, L =L"=T. Then &% = 0.
(iii) Assume that P=P'|L =LY = X'". Then F is a perfect sheaf on Ay .
(iv) The natural map of sheaves F — F is an isomorphism.

Proof. Let E be a locally closed subvariety of H/Py x H/Pj;, which is a union of
some H-orbits, and put ZF = ¢7'(E) (¢ is as in 4.5). One can define a constructible
sheaf g in a similar way as in the definition of .#g. According to the filtration
of H/Py x H/Pj; by various E, we obtain a filtration of Z, by various ZF, which
yields an exact sequence among various .#g. In the case of (i), since Zy = 0 by
Lemma 4.6 (i), we have Jr = 0 for any E, and so .7 = 0. (ii) also follows from
Lemma 4.6 (iii). On the other hand, since % is perfect by (4.8.3), by using the
property on exact sequences in (4.7.2), we see that .% is perfect. This proves (iii).
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We show (iv). By (4.5.1) we know that the map & — Z is surjective. Hence

it is enough to show that the kernel of .# — % is zero. Put (Ay)reg = 0(Zreg) =
71((Z1)%,). Then (Ay ).eq is an open dense subset of Ay. Since .Z is a perfect sheaf

reg
by (i), by the property (ii) of perfect sheaves, it is enough to show that the stalk of
this kernel at any point a € (Ay ),eq is zero. So, by Lemma 4.4 (ii), we have only to
show that Z§ 5 = 0 if a € (Ay )weg and if 8 # fy or 8" # By. Take (x, 9Py, g'Py) € Z
such that the semisimple part z of z is H-conjugate to an element in (Z L)igg and that
g trg € np' (YD), g lzg € nP,( Y)). Then ZH(a:S) ~ Lg. We must have g lzg €
np'(X) since if g_lxg ¢ 7] 1(X), then dim Zy (g~ 'z,g) > dim Ly, a contradiction.
Similarly, we have ¢’ 'zg’ € np! (). This shows that (z, 9Py, g Py) € Z§ 5,0 (V)
is proved. 0

Proposition 4.10. Assume that P = P'\L = L', X = X'. Then there exists an
isomorphism of sheaves on Ay ;

F o~ @ 9@@,),

wWEN
where O(w) is an H-orbit corresponding to w € #1 C # = Ny(Ly)/Ly.

Proof. Recall that .% = R*(5,),(&, X g/l) Here oy : Zy — Ay, where Z; ~
Xo Xx Xo. By a similar argument as in the proof of [L1, Proposition 5.11], we see
that o, 1((Ay)reg) ~Y Xy Y. Thus the restriction of .Z on (Ay )reg is the same as
R*(5)), (éal X éﬁ) where 5, : Y Xy Y — (Ay )reg is defined similarly to op. Consider
the partition Zy = (g Z3 as before. The pieces Z¢ are locally closed subsets in Zj.
But since Y is a principal #4-bundle over Y, the intersection Zé? w) N(00) " ((Ay )reg)
is an open and closed subset. Since Fguy = 0 if w ¢ #; by Lemma 4.6 (ii),
we have a natural isomorphism .# o~ @we% Fow) over (Ay)weg. Since F and
@we% Fow) are both perfect sheaves, this isomorphism can be extended uniquely
to the isomorphism over Ay. The proposition is proved. U

4.11.  Under the assumption of Proposition 4.10, we consider the sheaf T =
R™6(Kz WKy 1). Since & = g op, with p; : Z = X xx X — X the natural
projection, one can write as

(4.11.1) ?2 R_2TUQ(7T*KEI & W*Kgll)

By Proposition 3.8, m. Kz ® W*Kz; has a natural structure of a module over the

algebra @7 ® g . Hence 7 inherits a natural action of g @ dg. Asin [L1, 3.4],
g has a natural decomposition o7y = @we% g, 4 such that g - P =
1

g ww- Then the action of g @ g on T ~ T satisfies the relation (see [L1,
5.12])

(4.11.2) (e 01 ® Dy ) - Tow) = T

wlwwﬁfl)
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for w € %,wl € ng,w’l € Wg{
We consider the stalk .7 of 7 at 1 € Ay. For w € #, the stalk Jy(,)1 of
Tow) at 1 € Ay is given, by (4.8.1),

%(w),l ~ HgdimﬁL(ﬁL, @@1 & n*éal/)

Hence Jp(w),1 is a one-dimensional Q,-vector space if w satisfies the relation n*é&] ~
&Y, the dual local system of &, and Jp),1 = 0 otherwise. Now assume that
& = & Then n*&] ~ & if and only if w € #,. Thus we have a decomposition

T=Gh = @ To(w),1

wEng
into one-dimensional vector spaces, and (4.11.2) implies that
(A1 01 © Diszr) * Tow)1 = To(wyww, )

for w, wy, w| € #g . This is nothing but the two-sided regular representation of g
if we identify @7 with szé?l the opposed algebra of 7. Thus we have proved

Proposition 4.12. (1) T =0if &) and & are not conjugate under Ny (Ly).
(ii) Assume that & = &. Then the stalk 1 of T at 1 € Ay is isomorphic to
the s @ ) -module <z (two-sided regular representation of <, ).

5. GENERALIZED SPRINGER CORRESPONDENCE

5.1. In this section, we shall establish the generalized Springer correspondence
for GY . following the discussion in [L1, §6]. Let 4% be the set of pairs (&, &), where

¢ is an H-orbit in GY. and & is an H-equivariant simple local system on &. We
consider a triple (L C P, 0, é"f), where L is a f-stable Levi subgroup of a #-stable
parabolic subgroup P of G, and 0, is an Ly-orbit in LY, éf is an Ly-equivariant
simple local system on €. Put X = ZigﬁL, and & = Q; X @@f. Let %z be the set
of triples (L C P, 0y, é’f), up to H-conjugate, such that & is cuspidal on X. (Note
that in the case where N is odd, P is determined by L, up to H-conjugate, hence
we need not to write P in the notation of .4 (see [L1, §6]). But in the case where
N is even and L = T, we need to distinguish the two cases T'C B and T' C By).

For each (L C P, 0y, &) € F4, one can construct a semisimple perverse sheaf
K =mKz on X = Y withY = Y(r,s). By Proposition 3.8, K is equipped with an
action of @, and is decomposed into simple perverse sheaves as follows;
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Then

o inherits the natural action of @7 . The following result gives the generalized
0

uni’

where K, = Hom(p, K). We consider the restriction K
K

Springer correspondence for G

oo of K on GY

uni*

which is an analogue of [L1, Theorem 6.5]

Theorem 5.2 (generalized Springer correspondence). Under the notation above,

(i) Let K = m. Kz, for (L C P, O, & € S, and put r = dim Z4¢. Then
K[—7]|x,, is a semisimple perverse sheaf on Xy = X NG

s and is decom-
posed into simple perverse sheaves,

(5.2.1) K[-1lxm~ B View ®IC(0,8)[dim o).

(0,6)eNa

uni

The action of g on K[—r]|qe induces an action of g on Vi s), which
makes Vig &) an irreducible o/s module if it is non-zero. The map (O, &) —
Vie.sy gives a bijection

{(ﬁ,(g)) € NG | V(ﬁ,g) %O}Z,Q/é/a:.

Moreover, under the above correspondence (O, &) < p, we have

(5.2.2) K,[—dim X]|x,,, ~ IC(0, &)[-2ds],

uni

where we put dg = (vyg —dim 0/2) — (v, —dim Oy /2) + Ap/2.

(ii) For each (0,&) € N, there exists a unique (L C P,0L, &) € g such
that 1C(0,&)[dim O] is a direct summand of m. Kz . The correspondence
(O0,&) = Vies gives a bijection

NG ~ H ﬂéq

(LcP,or,&es

(iii) For (L C POy, &) € S, let f: Xg — X be the restriction of m: X — X.
Under the correspondence in (ii), the condition (O, &) corresponds to (L C
P, ﬁL,@@lT) is that © C X and that & appears as a direct summand in the
local system R*¥¢ f,&1|,. Moreover, in that case, the natural homomorphism,
obtained from the embedding )?0 C )?,

R2dﬁfgg1|ﬁ — %mﬁ(ﬂ‘*Kgl[— dlmX])|ﬁ

s an isomorphism.

5.3. The remainder of this section is devoted to the proof of the theorem. Let
P = LUp be a 6-stable parabolic subgroup of GG, with #-stable Levi subgroup L.
Let @ be an H-orbit in G, €} an Ly-orbit in L,. We consider the following
diagram.
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V=Hx (6nn'(0,)) —2 6
(5.3.1) f{
VI=H x Pr ﬁL.

Here in V', we consider the action of Py on &, such that Up, acts trivially. f; is
the map induced from the map (g, z) — grg~!, and f, is the map induced from the
map O Nnp'(0L) — O, which is the restriction of the projection np : P — L*.
H acts on V, V' & naturally, and f;, fo are H-equivariant. Moreover, the action of
H on V' and on O are transitive. Put

d1 = (I/H —d1mﬁ/2) — (VLH —dlmﬁL/Q)—FAp/Q,

By Proposition 2.2 (ii), (i), all the fibres of f; have dimension < d; and all the fibres
of fo have dimension < dy. Moreover, some (or all) fibre of f; has dimension d;
if and only if some (or all) fibre of f, has dimension dy since this is equivalent to
the condition that dimV = (vg — vy, ) + (dim @ 4+ dim &) /2 + Ap/2. Under this
situation, the following result was proved by [L1, (6.1.1)].

Lemma 5.4. Let .% be an H-equivariant simple local system on O, and %' be an
H -equivariant simple local system on V' (note that V' is a single H-orbit). Then the
multiplicity of F in the H-equivariant local system R*¥(fi)(f3F') on O is equal
to the multiplicity of F' in the H-equivariant local system R*®(fy),(ffF) on V.

5.5. If (0,&) € A is a cuspidal pair, by Lemma 2.5, for any #-stable parabolic
subgroup P # G, and any Ly-orbit &, of LY. we have

H2(0Nnp'(v),6) =0,

where § = (dim 0 — dim 01)/2 + Ap/2 and v € 0. Now let (0,8&) € A5 be
an arbitrary element. One can find a #-stable parabolic subgroup P of G with the
f-stable Levi subgroup L and an Lg-orbit €7, in LY. satisfying the property

(5.5.1) HP(0 N3l (v), &) £ 0

for v € 0. We choose P a #-stable minimal parabolic subgroup of G satisfying the
property (5.5.1). Note that P = G satisfies the condition (5.5.1).

Let fo : O Nnpt(0L) — O be the map defined by = +— np(z), and let & be a
Lyg-equivariant simple local system on &, which is a direct summand of R? (f5),(&).

Proposition 5.6. The triple (L C P, ﬁL,@@f) is uniquely determined by (0, &).
Moreover, (0, &) is a cuspidal pair on L'*, namely (L C P, 0, &) € .
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Proof. Suppose that (07, éf) is not cuspidal. Then there exists a §-stable parabolic
subgroup P’ C P and a Levi subgroup L' of P’ such that L' C L, and an L’;-orbit
Op in L' satisfying the property

HZ (0L N e (), 6]) # 0

for o' € Oy, where ¢ = (dim 0 — dim 0/) /2 + Apnpr. 1t follows that

HZ (0, N e (V) B (f2)1(€)) # 0.

The map f, defines a map & Nnp' (v') = O N0t (V') by the restriction, and all
the fibres have dimension < § by Proposition 2.2. By the Leray spectral sequence,
we have

HE 35 (0 0 (), &) 0.

Since Ap + Apnpr = Apr, we have ¢ +0 = (dim & — dim 0/)/2 + Ap,. This
contradicts the minimality of P. Hence & is cuspidal on &y..

Let ¥ = Z%0p, and put & = QX éaf. Then (X, &) is a cuspidal pair in L.
By Lemma 2.7, Ly is of the form Ly ~ (GL;)* x SOy,. Hence the discussion in
Section 3 can be applied. We consider Y = Y(, 5y and the map 7 : X5 X=Y.
Let Xo ~ H xP# 55'(X) be as in 3.7. The local system &; on X, is constructed
from &. Let f : )20 — X be the restriction of the map = : X — X. Then
the restriction of f on f~1(&) coincides with f; in 5.3. By the definition of (L C
P, 0, &) and by Lemma 5.4, we see that & is a direct summand of R2f,(&1)|4,
where d = (vg —dim 0/2) — (v,, —dim 0, /2) + Ap/2 (note that dy = 0,dy = d in
the notation in Lemma 5.4).

We show that such a triple (L C P, 01, &) € .7 is uniquely determined from
(0,&). Suppose that there exists another #-stable minimal parabolic subgroup P’

satisfying (5.5.1), and (L' C P, 01, &) € 5. We can define a map f': X}, — X'
and a local system E; on X as before. We see that & appears as a direct summand
in R* f] (gll)m It follows that R*/f,(&,) ® R*® f! (g/1)|ﬁ contains a constant sheaf

Q, on O, where & is the dual local system of gll Hence
(5.6.1) H2W™(0, R [(61) © R f(E'))|0) #0.

Letp: Zo = X, XGLGX(I] — GY be the natural projection, and put Zy » = p~1(0).
Since for each x € €, dimp~'(x) < d + d’, (5.6.1) implies, by the Leray spectral
sequence, that
(5.6.2) H2(Zy 5,8, RE ) 0,

where dy = d + d' + dim & is as in (4.3.1). We consider Zj = Zéo,ﬁ{) fora=1¢€
Ay N Ay+ under the notation in 4.3. Then Zj o form a partition of Z; by locally
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closed pieces Zj o of dimension < dy (by Lemma 4.4) if 6" varies the H-orbits in
GY.. Tt follows from (5.6.2), that

uni-

H>o (7} & RE) 0.

This means that 7, # 0, where 7 is defined with respect to (L C P, X, &}) and
(L’ c P,X &"7). Then by Theorem 4.9, P = P/ L = L', X = X'. Moreover by
Proposition 4.12, & is Ny (Ly)-conjugate to &. Thus the triple (L C P, 0y, &) is
uniquely determined from (&, &). O

5.7. By Proposition 5.6, for each (0,&) € A, there exists a unique triple
(L C P, ﬁL,@@) € Y. In this case, we say that (&,&) belongs to the series
(L C P,0,,&)). Hence we have a partition

(5.7.1) N =[] 42,

I3Sh7e]

where ,/VG(&) is the set of all (&, &) which belong to the series £ = (L C P, 0y, &).

For each (L C P05, &) € F, we consider Y = Yiis) and X =Y. Let
f: Xo — X be the restriction of 7 : X — X. The following result gives a
characterization of the set ,/VG(E).

Lemma 5.8. (0,&) € Ag belong to § = (L C P, O, &N if and only if 6 C X
and & is a direct summand of R* f,(&1)|e, where d = (vyg — dim 0/2) — (v, —
dim 01,/2) + Ap/2.

Proof. In the course of the proof of Proposition 5.6, we have already shown that
if (€,&) belongs to (L C P,0.,&)), then ¢ C X, and & is a direct summand
of R¥f,(&1)|s. Conversely, assume that ¢ C X and & is a direct summand of
R* f,(&1)|s. Then by Lemma 5.4, & is a direct summand of R¥(f,),(&), where &
and fy are defined as in 5.5. The discussion in the proof of Proposition 5.6 shows
that (P, L, 0) satisfies the condition in (5.5.1), and if such a choice of (P, L, 0) is
not minimal, it contradicts that (&, &)) is a cuspidal pair. Hence (€, &) belongs
to (L C P,0L,&)). O

5.9. Wefix (L C P,0,,,&) € S5 Put Xym = XNGY,, and Xy = 7 H(Xuni)-
Thus

Xoni = {(z, gP, )EGL@XH/PH‘Q zg € np (O1)},

Ug

m

Let 7 : )?um — Xuni be the restriction of m on )?uni. Since 7 is proper, surjective,
Xuni 18 a closed subset of GY.

uni*
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Lemma 5.10. )Zmi, Xuni are irreducible varieties. We have
dim)?uni = dim Xy = 2vg — 2vp, +dim O, + Ap.

Proof. Since Xy ~ H xPant(O)), X i is irreducible. Also dim X, = dim H /Py+
dlmnP (Or) = 2vg — 21/LH + dim &, + Ap (compare with Lemma 3.5). Thus
dim )Zmi = dy. Since m; is surjective, dim )Zmi > dim X,p;, and X,; is irreducible.
Suppose that dim X,,; = 0 < dim )Z'uni. Then there exists an open dense subset D of
Xy such that dim 77 () = dim X,y; — 0 for 2 € D. We consider the fibre product
71 (D) xp 7' (D). It has the dimension dim D + 2(dim Xum1 —¢§) =2dim Xoni — 0.
On the other hand, 7;*(D) xp 7, }(D) C Xomi X X Xoni ~ 7' where 7' is as
in 2.1. By Propos1t10n 2.2 (iv), we have dim Z" < dy = dim Xum1 It follows that
dim Xum1 > 2dim Xum1 0, and so 6 > dim Xu,[11 This is a contradiction, and the
lemma follows. O

5.11. We now consider the restriction of m, Kz on X,;. Since X~ 79 x 0y,
IC(Z, &) ~ QRIC(CL, &). Tt follows that the restriction of Kz = IC(X, &)[dim X]
on X, coincides with K%l [r], where Kél = IC()?uni,gi)[dim )Zmi]. Here gi is de-
fined from é"f in a similar way as &, is defined from &,. (Note that dim X —
dim X = 7 by Lemma 5.10 and (3.2.1).) Hence the restriction of 7, Kz on Xp;
coincides with (7r1)*K%1 [r]. The following lemma can be proved in a similar way as
Proposition 3.8, by using Proposition 2.2 (iv) (see also [L1, 6.6]).

Lemma 5.12. 7, Kz [~7]|x,,; =~ (7‘(‘1)*}(%1 is a perverse sheaf on Xpi.

5.13. Since 7y is proper, by Deligne-Gabber’s decomposition theorem, (71'1)*[(%1

is a semisimple perverse sheaf on X,,;. Since m; is H-equivariant, each simple com-
ponent in (71'1)*}(%1 is an H-equivariant simple perverse sheaf, hence it is of the form

K(&) =1C(0, &)[dim O] for some (€, &) € Ag. Here we prepare a lemma.
Lemma 5.14. Take (0, &), (0", &) € NG, and assume that O, 0" C Xy Then

1 fO =0 & ~ &
dim H (X i, K(&) ® K(&)) = ¥ 0 =0 and ’
0 otherwise.
Proof. First, by assuming that & # 0", we show that
(5.14.1) HY (X, K(&) ® K(&')) = 0.

In order to show (5.14.1), it is enough to see, by using the hypercohomology spectral
sequence, that

(5.14.2) If H (X, 7 K(&) @ A7 K(E')) # 0, then i + j + j' < 0.
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Put D; ;s = supp #7 K (&) Nsupp #7 K (&"). Since the cohomology in (5.14.2)
is not changed if we replace Xy, by D; ;. Thus we may assume that

H{(D, 1, #°K(&) @ A7 K(&')) # 0.

It follows that ¢ < 2dim D, ;;. By the condition on the intersection cohomology for
K(&) and K(&"), we have

dim D; ;» < dimsupp 7K (&) < —j,

dim D, ; < dimsupp 7 K (&) < —j.
Hence j,j < —dim D, . If we assume both are equalities, then we have & =

D; . = 0", a contradiction. Hence we have i + j + 7' < 0, as asserted.
3, ve
Next assume that & = &’. Put D = & — €. We show the following.

(5.14.3) HY(D, k(&) ® K(&") = 0 and H- (D, K(&) ® K(&")) = 0.

As in the previous argument, we consider the condition that
HY(Djjr, A7K(E) @ H7K(&")) #0,

where D, jy = D Nsupp #7 K (&) Nsupp #7 K(&"). Again we have i < 2dim D, ;.
But since dim D < dim &, we have inequalities j < —dim D; j, 7’ < —dim D; j,
and so i + j + 7/ < —1. This proves (5.14.3). By using the cohomology long exact
sequence with respect to & C @, (5.14.3) implies that

H(Xuni, K(6) ® K(&") ~ H)(0, K(6) @ K(&)).

Since the cohomology in the right hand side coincides with H24m (0 & @ &), we
obtain the required formula. The lemma is proved. 0

5.15.  We are now ready to prove (i) of Theorem 5.2. Put K = m. Ky , K =
K[=r]|x,; = (m). K . We have End K ~ o Let

o : End K — End K,

be the natural homomorphism. We show that « gives rise to an isomorphism. Let
us consider the sheaf .7 defined in (4.3.2) with &7 = &7". Note that Kz = D(Kz,)
and T, Kz: = D(K), where D is the Verdier dual operator. Using the expression
(4.11.1), we have

T~ H,” (7', Kz, @ D(Kz,))
= Hc_2r(Xuni> K|Xuni ® D(K)|Xuni)
= H(C)(Xuniu Kl & D(Kl))
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Let ng be the multiplicity of K (&) appearing in the decomposition of the semisimple
perverse sheaf K. Since ng coincides with the multiplicity of K(&*) = D(K(&))
in the decomposition of DK7, by using Lemma 5.14, we have

dim 7 = dim HY( Xy, K1 @ D(K1)) = Y 1.
(0,6)eNG

On the other hand, by Proposition 4.12, dim f?: = dim @7z, = dim End K. Since
dimEnd K; = ang, we have dim End K = dim End K. Hence it is enough to
show that « is injective. Now K can be decomposed as K1 ~ €D .. p® (K,|x,..);

1

up to shift, and the #7; ® «72-module structure of 7 = HY( Xy, K1 ® D(K)) is
determined from this decomposition. By Proposition 4.12, we know that .7; is the
two-sided regular representation of .27 . In particular, K,|x,, # 0 for any p € @7/
Since K,|x,,; is a direct summand of Ky, K,|x,, is a sum of various K (&), at least
one summand. Thus « is injective, and so a gives an isomorphism. (5.2.1) follows
from this. From the above discussion, we have K ,|x,,. =~ IC(&, &)[dim € +r], which
is equivalent to (5.2.2). Thus (i) of Theorem 5.2 is proved.

5.16. We prove (ii) and (iii) of Theorem 5.2. Assume that ¢ C X. First we
show that the homomorphism in (iii) is surjective. For this, it is enough to see that
H2do~dmX (=1(z) — 771 (x)g,, Kz,) = 0 for any « € €, thus enough to see that
H2do~dmX (=1(3) 5, K7 ) = 0 for any (8 # (. (Here we put ()3 = 7' (z) NXg
under the notation in 4.3.) By using the hypercohomology spectral sequence, we
have only to show that if H(7~" (), #7 Kz ) # 0, then i 4+ j < 2dy — dim X. If
the cohomology is non-zero, Proposition 2.2 (ii) implies that

i <2dim7 (7)) < 2dg — (dim O, — dim Op),

and j < —dim)zﬁ = —dim X + (dim 0 — dim Op) since § # [p. Thus i +j <
2ds — dim X as asserted. Hence the homomorphism is surjective.

For an H-equivariant simple local system & on &', we denote by ms the mul-
tiplicity of & in R? f,&1|,, and by m, the multiplicity of & in J#?de—dmX [,
Since the homomorphism in (iii) is surjective, we have

(5.16.1) meg 2 mg‘

By (5.2.2), we have 5% (K ,[—dim X])|s ~ s°(1C(0, &))|¢ ~ &, and so me =
ng. Hence by the discussion in 5.15, we have

(5.16.2) > g = dim .
(0,8)eNg
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We shall prove that

(5.16.3) > mi =dimd.
(0,6)eNg

From the definition of ms, we have

dim H? "™ (0, B2 (1) © R*' fi(&})) = > m,
&

where in the sum, & runs over all the H-equivariant local systems on a fixed &. Let
Zo = Xo Xx Xo and py : Zyg — X be the first projection. For an H-orbit & C X,
put Zo.s = p; (€). We have a natural map Zy s — @, and all fibres have dimension
< 2dg. Since 2dg+dim O = dy, where dj is as in (4.3.1), by using the Leray spectral
sequence, we have

H(Zy5,6 R E)) ~ H2™7(0, R f,(81) ® R f(&))).

Now Zj, 5, = [, Zo,e gives a partition of Z} 5 = pi ' (Xuni) by locally closed pieces
Zo,0, where dim 7y » < dy. Hence

S it = 3 dim H2(Zo g, B1 K ED)
(0,8) %

= dim H?"(Z}, 5,61 R &)

= dim 7] = dim 7.

Hence (5.16.3) holds. Comparing (5.16.2) and (5.16.3), we see, by (5.16.1), that
meg = meg. This shows that the natural homomorphism in (iii) is an isomorphism.

By Lemma 5.8, the condition (&, &) € A belongs to € = (L C P, 05, &) €
e, e, (0,8) € ,/VG(E), is equivalent to the condition that mes # 0. On the other
hand, let e/IA/(_;(g) be the set of (0,&) € Ag such that IC(0,&)[dim O] appears as
a direct summand of T, Ky for £ = (L C P, 0y, &1). Then by Theorem 5.2 (i),
the condition (€,&) € f/?/\;g) is equivalent to the condition that mes # 0. Since

me = meg, we conclude that Ji/G(g) = e/i/;@. Now (ii) and (iii) follows from (5.7.1)
and Lemma 5.8. This completes the proof of the theorem.

Remark 5.17. It is likely that the previous discussion for establishing the gener-
alized Springer correspondence will work for a symmetric space of general type if it
satisfies the condition that Al = 0.

6. RESTRICTION THEOREM

6.1. Let P = LUp be as in 3.1. Hence L ~ (GL)* x GLY, with Ny = N —2a.
We consider a #-stable parabolic subgroup @ of G containing P, and the #-stable Levi
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subgroup M of Q containing L. Here we assume that M? ~ (GL;)* x GL?V(S, where
N) = N —2d with a > @. Let 0, be an Ly-orbit in LY, and @@f a cuspidal local

system on 0. Put X = Zf O, and & = QX @@f. We consider the complex m, Kz,
on X obtained from the triple (L C P, 0, &) € .75 Then the endomorphism
algebra End(m, K7, ) is isomorphic to 27, , which is a twisted group algebra of #, C
W1 ~ S,. By applying a similar discussion for (L C M NP, 0}, ng) € .Yy, one can
obtain a complex W;K/gl on X’. Then the endomorphism algebra End (7, Kl?l) ~ g,
which is isomoprhic to a twisted group algebra of #; C #{ ~ Su. (Here we denote
by X', 7', etc. by attaching the primes to express the objects for M corresponding
to X, m, etc. for G). @7 is canonically identified with the subalgebra of o7, .

We now apply the generalized Springer correspondence for H and My = (M?)°.
By Theorem 5.2 (i), if (6", &") € A3y belongs to the series (L € M NP, 0, &) €
<y, then an irreducible representation p’ € (@7 )" is determined from (&, &”). On
the other hand, if (&, &) € A& belongs to the series (L C P, 0y, &) € S, then an
irreducible representation p € 272 is determined. We will describe the relationship

between p’ and p.
Take € and € as above. Let fp 00 : 15! (0') N € — 0 be the restriction of the

map 7g : QY — MY. We define an integer me o as the multiplicity of & in the
local system R%0.0'(fz 5 )1(&), where we put dg o = (dim & — dim ") /2 + Ag/2.
The following result is an analogue of Lusztig’s restriction theorem [L1, Theorem
8.3].

Theorem 6.2. Assume that (0',&") € Ny belongs to (L C MNP, 0, &) € Sy

(i) If me o # 0, then (O, &) € N belongs to (L C P, 0, &).

(ii) Assume that (O,&) € N belongs to (L C P, 0, &), and let p € g (resp.
P € ()" ) be the irreducible representation corresponding to (O, &) (resp.
(0',8") ). Then we have

<p‘<§zf<§1 5 p/>%é1 = me.er,

where the left hand side means the multiplicity of p' in the restriction of p
on oy, .

6.3. The remainder of this section is devoted to the proof of the theorem. The
proof is done by a similar strategy as in [L1]. Take (L C P, 01,8 € g, and
let Y = Ujey 9(ZregZp)g™ ", Y = X = Uyen gnp' (X)g~! be as in Section 3. By
replacing G, P by M, M N P, we obtain similar varieties,

Y= | 91(ZeeZhnp)ar's, YT =XY= | gunpnp(D)gr

gEMy gLEMy

Consider the following varieties,
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Y ={(2,9Ly) € G x H/Ly | g 'zg € Yreg D0},
Y = {(z,gMpy) € G x H/My | g 'ag € YM.@g},
X = {(x,9Pu) € G x H/Py | g"'zg € np" (D)},
Xo={(2,9Qu) € G x H/Qu | g™'xg € 5" (X")}.

Note that YM .@g C Q" since

91(Ert?ggj(\]/mP)gl_1 : 923 = gl(Ereg‘@J(\]/mP‘@g))gl_l = gl(Ereg@g)gl_l C QLG

for g1 € My. Let my : Y — Y, X — X be the first projections as before. We
have the following commutative diagram,

’ 1"

X T > XQ T X
(6.3.1) jLT TjM Tj
v 0 Yir R Y,

7

where 7' : (z,9Pg) — (v,9Qu), 7" : (x,9Qnu) — x, 7y : (x,9Lg) — (x,gMg), 7] :
(z,gMpy) — x. (Note that m is well-defined since g; 'wg1 € YM 2 for @ € X1ee 73,
g1 € My by 2% = 2% ., X 982.) Moreover, jp : (z,9Ly) — (x,9Py),jm :
(x,gMy) — (2,9Qu), j : © +— x are natural inclusions. By definition, 7 =
7 on',my = my om,. By Lemma 3.5, j.,j give embeddings of Y,Y into X, X
as open dense smooth subsets. Since Yy, = (7/)"1(Y), Yy is open dense in )?Q.
Here Yy ~ H xMsm (YMZg). Since YM is smooth by Lemma 3.5, and so YV 2 is
smooth, thus ?M is smooth.

Recall that m : Y — Y is a finite Galois covering with Galois group #; ~ S,,.

£ = (m9)«41 is a semisimple local system on Y and we have End . ~ 7. Thus
% is decomposed as

(6.3.2) L~ P re L,

pey{éﬁl

where %), = Hom,, (p,£). Similarly, 7 : Y — Yy is a finite Galois covering with

group #{ ~ Sy. Thus &' = (m’))*g"l is a semisimple local system on Y, and we
have End " ~ o7, . We have a decomposition into simple local systems,

(6.3.3) <~ B reg,

pe(f )N
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where &£, = Hom%;l (p',Z"). Since L ~ (n0)«(m})&1 =~ (7))L, by applying
(75)« on both sides of (6.3.3), we have

(6.3.4) L~ P Pe).L.

pe(f )N

By comparing (6.3.2) and (6.3.4), we see that (7g).-Z,, is a semisimple local
system whose simple components are of the form .Z, for some p € @72. Since the
action of @; on £ in (6.3.4) is the restriction to .27 of the action of @7 on £ in
(6.3.2), we obtain the following decomposition into simple local systems.

(6.3.5) (m) L~ @ 2 0Qf",

AN
peﬂgl

where (p, p') = (p| sl 0 )%,°1 is the multiplicity of p’ in the restriction of p on <7 .

6.4. We now consider Kz = IC()?,gl)[dim )Z] By Proposition 3.8, m, K5z is
a semisimple perverse sheaf on X, and is decomposed into simple perverse sheaves

(6.4.1) T Kz ~ @ PR A,

pedéﬁl

where A, = IC(X,.Z,)[dim X].
Next we shall show that

(6.4.2) 7 Kz ~10(Xg, ") [dim X).

*

Under the isomorphisms

(6.4.3) H % (mp"(Z)) 5 X,
H XQH (nél(XM)):J)XQ,

consider the following commutative diagram

HxPr (51 (T)) «— H x (Qy x7 (31(T)) —L» XM

(6.4.4) 7{ J% LFM

H 9 (n5}(XM)) & H x 5t (XM XM
Q Q
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where ¢ is the quotient map under the free action of Qy on H X nél(X MY by

q:(9,9) — (90" qya™), € is the quotient map under the free action of Qy on
H x (Qu x1 (np'(X)) as above, under the natural isomorphism

H =91 (Qu x"™ (np'(2))) = H x™ (1p'(2)).

n is the composite of the projection H X nél(XM) — nél(XM) and the map 7.
The map 7 : XM — XM is the map analogous to 7 : X — X obtained by
replacing G' by M. 7] is the composite of the projection H x (Qg x™ (np' (X)) —
Qu < (np' (X)) and the natural map

Qu X1 (1 (X)) = My xFr0Mm) (1 (T)) ~ XM

obtained from the projection ¢ — M. Under the isomorphisms in (6.4.3), 7" coin-

cides with the map induced from the natural inclusion H x 5" (X)) — H x nél(X My,

7 = id x7y, where 7y : Qp X" (' (X)) = ng' (XM) induced from (g, z) — gxg™".

Here 1,1 are Q g-equivariant with respect to the natural action of My (and the
trivial action of Up,,) on XM and on X™. Note that two squares are cartesian
squares.

By applying the construction of Kz = IC()?,gl)[dim fq to M, one can de-

fine the perverse sheaf K m = IC()?M,gJIM)[dim )?M] on XM and we obtain an
1

M p-equivariant semisimple perverse sheaf (7 )*KEM on XM, Here 7 is a smooth
1

morphism with connected fibre isomorphic to H x UY¥, and is Qpg-equivariant.

Then n* (7). K m[a] is a Qy-equivariant perverse sheaf on H x 15" (X ™), where
21

a = dim H + dim U@G . On the other hand, since £ is a QQy-principal bundle, there

exists a unique perverse sheaf Ky on H x%# (n,'(X*)) such that
(6.4.5) &KL [B] ~ n*(wM)*Kle [a],

where 8 = dim Qp.

A similar construction works also for the Mpy-equivariant perverse sheaf K_u
1

on XM and one can find a perverse sheaf K, on H x’u (np' (X)), unique up to
isomorphism, such that

(6.4.6) §*K2[B] >~ ﬁ*Kgiw [a]

Here, if we note that the two squares in the diagram (6.4.4) are cartesian squares,
by using the proper base change theorem, (6.4.5) and (6.4.6) imply that

(6.4.7) Ky ~ 7 K>,
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Thus, in order to prove (6.4.2), it is enough to see that
(6.4.8) K, ~IC(X, &) [dim X], Ky ~IC(Xg, (7)).&)[dim Xo).

It follows from the construction that K (resp. K3) is an intersection cohomology

complex on )?Q (resp. )?) whose support is X (resp. X). Hence to prove (6.4.8),
we have only to show that

(6.4.9) Foly = &[dimY], K|y, = (1)).61[dim Ya).
Under the isomorphisms

Y ~ H xho (ZresZp),
Yar ~ H <M (YM0),

we have the following commutative diagram.

H XD (5,,99) 2 H x (My xt1 (5,,9%)) —2s YM

(6.4.10) n(gl J%O Jﬂgﬂ

H xMi (yM gy & H x (YM20) M, yM

The maps are defined similarly to (6.4.4), and the diagram (6.4.10) enjoys similar
properties as (6.4.4). In particular, the squares in the diagram are both cartesian.

We consider the local system éNiM on Y™ Then one can check that the local system
on H xL# (X,,2%), obtained from &M by a similar discussion as before, coincides
with & on Y. It follows from (6.4.10) that the local system on H x (YMZg),
obtained from the local system (m! )*galM on YM by a similar discussion as before,

coincides with (7)).&1. (6.4.9) now follows from this by applying the proper base
change theorem to (6.4.4) and (6.4.10). Thus (6.4.2) is proved.

6.5. By applying the decomposition of Z’ in (6.3.3) to the isomorphism in
(6.4.2), we obtain the decomposition of 7, Kz into simple perverse sheaves,

(6.5.1) K, ~ @B @By,
pe(lf )

where B, o~ IC()?Q,D%;,)[dim)zQ]. By applying 7/ on both sides of (6.5.1), we
obtain

(6.5.2) T Kg o~ @ PR B,y.

pe(f )N
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Since 7" is proper, 7B, is a semisimple complex by the theorem of Deligne-Gabber.
Since B,y is a direct summand of a semisimple perverse sheaf 7, Kz , m/By is a
semisimple perverse sheaf, and all of its simple components have support on X.
Since 7/ B,y |y =~ (m).Z,y[dim X], we have

By ~ IC(X, (7),2))[dim X],

By applying the decomposition of (77).-£), in (6.3.5), we obtain the following lemma,
which is a perverse sheaf version of (6.3.5).

Lemma 6.6. For cach p' € ()", p € @z, put A, = 1C(X, Z,)[dim X], By =
IC(Xq, %, )[dim Xq]. Then we have an isomorphism of perverse sheaves on X,

(6.6.1) /By~ P A,oQ".

pedéﬁl

6.7. Let (0,,6,) € A be the pair which belongs to (L C P, O, &) e Sy
and corresponds to p € Méq Put d = dim X, and let d, = dg, be as in Theorem
5.2. By (5.2.2), we have A,|x, . ~1C(0,,&,)[d — 2d,], hence the following property
holds. For any p € <7, we have

(6.7.1) 2% ~4A5], is isomorphic to & if 05 = O,,.
Comparing (6.7.1) with Lemma 6.6, we have the following,.
(6.7.2) (p,p') < the multiplicity of &, in the local system #*%~4(7B,)]|s,.

Put ()?Q)uni = )?Q N (G, x H/Qp). We will consider the restriction of B, on

(X0)uni- Let (0, &) € A be the pair which belongs to (L C M N P,, 07, &h e

/s p/
u and which corresponds to p' € (@, )". Put

—/

D ={(z,9Qy) € G®. x H/IQy | g 'xg € nél(ﬁp,)}.
D is a closed subvariety of ()Z'Q)uni. We note that

(6.7.3) supp Bﬁ"(}?Q) C D.

uni

In fact, as in(6.4.1), we denote by A’p, the simple perverse sheaf on X appearing

in the decomposition of (), K, which corresponds to p € (27 )". Then By
1

can be constructed from A, similarly to Ki, Ky, by using the diagram (6.4.4). On

the other hand, by the generalized Springer correspondence for M, the restriction

of A7, on M, coincides with IC(ﬁlp,, &y ), up to shift. (6.7.3) follows from this.

Let 7, be the restriction of 7" on D. In view of (6.7.3), (6.7.2) can be rewritten
as follows.

(6.7.4) (p,p') < the multiplicity of &, in the local system #2%~%((77,)/(By|p))ls,
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Put Dy = {(z,9Qu) € G2, x H/Qu | g"'ag € nél(ﬁ;,)}. Dy is an open subset

uni

of D. Let 7}, be the restriction of 7 on Dy. We define an integer x,, as the
multiplicity of &, in the local system 2% ~4((7}, )((By|p,))|s,- We show

Proposition 6.8. (p, p') coincides with x, .

Proof. First we show that

(6.8.1) Ty > {p, p').

Consider the long exact sequence of local systems obtained from the open em-
bedding Dy — D,

s A By, — A (mp(Bylo)lo,
—— A ((1h_p V(B lp-po))l6, —
If ¢ is surjective, then (6.8.1) holds by (6.7.4). Thus it is enough to see that
A= ((wh_p By [p-py))le, = 0.

For this we have only to show that the stalk vanishes at any x € &,. Hence we will
show that

(6.8.2) H%=d((7" " (z) N (D — Dy), By) =0

for any z € 0.

We consider the decomposition of 5;, into My-orbits, ﬁlp/ -0, =11, 0, This
implies the decomposition of D — Dy into locally closed subsets, D — Dy =[], Da,
where

Do = {(z,9Qu) € G x H/Qpu | g~'zg € ny' (O))}.
In order to show (6.8.2), it is enough to see, for any x € &,, and for any D,, that

(6.8.3) H*~(7"" () N Dy, By) = 0.

We remark that the following holds.
(6.8.4) If Hi{(7"'(x) N Dy, #7B,) # 0, then i + j < 2d, — d.

In fact, since the cohomology is non-zero, we have

i < 2dim(7" "' (2) N Dy) < (2vy — dim 6,) — (2up,, — dim 67) + Ay,

where the second formula is obtained from Proposition 2.2 (ii), applied to Qun C H.
On the other hand, the condition 7B, |p, # 0 is equivalent to the condition that



GENERALIZED SPRINGER CORRESPONDENCE 45

e%”jJ’(d_d')AHﬁa # 0 under the correspondence B, <> Aj, through the diagram
(6.4.4), where d' = dim X™. Hence by applying (5.2.2) for M, we have

j + d S (2VMH — dim ﬁ;/) - (QVLH — dim ﬁL) + AP[‘]M
< (2VMH — dim ﬁ;{) — (2VLH — dim ﬁL) + APOM.

Since Ag + Apay = Ap, we obtain (6.8.4).

Now by applying the hypercohomology spectral sequence, we obtain (6.8.3) from
(6.8.4). Thus (6.8.2) holds, and so (6.8.1) is proved.

Since Zp,e(ﬂély(dim ') {p, p') = dim p, in view of (6.8.1), in order to prove the

proposition, it is enough to show the following formula.

(6.8.5) Z (dim p)z, ;y = dim p.
pe(p )

For an My-orbit " in M, put x5 = >y (dim p')x, v, where the sum is taken
over all p' € ()" such that &), = 0". Then the sum in the left hand side of
(6.8.5) coincides with ), x¢/, where the sum is taken over all Mpy-orbits ¢’ in
M., We consider z4 separately. It follows from the decomposition (6.5.1) and
from the definition of z, ,, we see that x4 coincides with the multiplicity of &), in
the local system

(6.8.6) A (WK g D)) o,

where Dy is defined similarly to Dy by replacing &, by &
Here we note that the local system given in (6.8.6) coincides with the local
system

(6.7 A7 (W (K loy) o

since the discussion in the proof of (6.8.4) shows that if %i((ﬁgﬁ,)gﬁﬂ@ # 0 for
a sheaf 7, then i < (2vg — dim 0,) — (2var, — dim ) + Ag = 2d, — 2d), and if
jfj(ﬂ';KngDﬁ, # O, thenj < 2d;), —d.

By applying Theorem 5.2 (iii) to M, and by converting it to the sheaves on X,
by making use of the diagram (6.4.4), we obtain

%2d;,_d(ﬂ->’sz1)|Dﬁ/ = %2%/ (W,|X0)!gl|Dﬁ”

where Xy ~ H xPr np'(X). Hence (6.8.7) can be rewritten as
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22, <(7T}/)ﬁ,)1 (%ﬂzd;' (7T/|)?o)!gl|Dﬁ’)) ‘ﬁ”’

By using the spectral sequence associated to the composite 7 = 7" o 7/, we see that
the last formula is equal to

(6.8.8) A ("ol )E1) o,

where )?07(7/ = X,Nnn' “Y(Dg). In particular, x4 coincides with the multiplicity of
&, in the local system given in (6.8.8).

Here we note that X, = 11, )?O,ﬁ/ gives a partition of X0 by locally closed
pieces )Nfoﬁf, where ¢" runs over all the My-orbits in M

.. By Proposition 2.2 (ii),
dim(Xo o N7 () < d, for any © € 0,. Then by applying the cohomology long
exact sequence of 7 1(z), we see that Y, x4 coincides with the multiplicity of &,

in the local system

(689) %2dp((7r|)z.o)!gl)|ﬁp.

On the other hand, the stalk at € 0, of the local system in (6.8.9) coincides
with H2" (P, +.&1), where Py, o = {gPy € H/Py | g7'ag € 13" (0L)}. By
Theorem 5.2, Hfd”(@m,x,?l) has a natural structure of 27 X Ay (x)-module, and
is decomposed as

(6.8.10) HX"(Pg, 0. 61) ~ P Vso 13,
pEL,

A
/&)

where V; is an /s -module, which is isomorphic to p if it is non-zero, and 7; is
an irreducible representation of Apy(z) corresponding to the local system &% on
0, = 0. In particular, the multiplicity of &, in the local system in (6.8.9) coincides
with dim p if it is non-zero. But by (6.8.1), we know that ), z» > dimp. It
follows that >, xs = dimp. Thus we have proved (6.8.5), and the proposition
follows. O

6.9. We are now ready to prove the theorem. For an H-orbit ¢ in GY. and

an Mpy-orbit ¢’ in MY, consider the diagram as in (5.3.1), but by replacing P by
@, namely,

V=Hx% (enng'(60") L= o

/|

V= H x®u ¢,
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By putting

di = (vg —dim 0/2) — (v, — dim 0'/2) + Ay /2,
dy = (dim & — dim 0") /2 + Ag/2.

as in 5.3, we can apply Lemma 5.4 for Q).
Since ¢’ C XM, we have V C H x 9% (55" (XM)). The lower row of the diagram

(6.4.4) gives a diagram, where &, 1, are restrictions of {,n on H x (€ N nél(ﬁ’)).

H <@ (0 Nng!(0) «*— Hx (0nng'(6") 2 0.

By using a similar argument as in 6.4, we obtain an H-equivariant simple local
system &’ on V from an H-equivariant simple local system &’ on &”. On the other
hand, V' is a single H-orbit, and its stabilizer is isomorphic to Zy, (v)Ug,, for
v € 0'. Hence the set of H-equivariant simple local systems on V' is in bijection
with the set of Mp-equivariant simple local systems on ¢’. We denote by & the
local system on V' corresponding to &’ on ¢”. Here we note that

(6.9.1) fiE ~ &

In fact, since both of V, V"’ are locally trivial fibration over H/Qy, we have the
following commutative diagram from the embedding of fibres.

o Nng'(0") 'y g xQn (0 Nng (0"))
(6.9.2) fﬁ,ﬁ/l lf2

-/

7 — H xQu 0",

where fg ¢ is the map defined in 6.1, and ¢, ¢’ are inclusions of fibres. Since fz*é"A ', &'
are both H-equivariant local systems, it is enough to show that their restrictions on
0 ﬂnél(ﬁ ') coincide. Since the restriction of & on 0" is equal to &”, the restriction

of f3& coincides with f5.6:¢". On the other hand, it follows from the construction

of &', one can check that the restriction of & on €@ N nél(ﬁ’ ) coincides with &”.
Thus (6.9.1) holds.

Recall that mg & is the multiplicity of &” in the local system R%eo.0'( fo.o)é.
Here dy = dg ¢ Since (6.9.2) is the fibre product, we see that the restriction of
R?2(f,),(fi&) on 0" coincides with R*'e.0'(f; 5),&. Hence mg o coincides with
the multiplicity of &' in the local system R*2(fy),(f7&). Then by using (6.9.1) and
Lemma 5.4, we obtain

(6.9.3) mg g coincides with the multiplicity of & in the local system R ( fl)!éj "
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Here the perverse sheaf B, on )?Q is constructed from A;, on XM by using the

diagram (6.4.4). The local system & on V is also constructed from & on &' by
(6.4.4). If we write (0",8") = (0],,&),), one can check that %2d;’_dBpf\V ~ &
Hence by (6.9.3), me & coincides with the multiplicity of & in the local system
R (x| WA ' By|y)|o. I we write (6,8) = (6,,8,), we have d; = d, — d,.
It follows from the definition of x, , and (6.8.7), that this multiplicity of & actually
coincides with x, . Hence by Proposition 6.8, we conclude that mes & = (p, p’). This
proves (ii) of the theorem.

We show (i). Take (6", &") € A4y which belongs to (L € MNP, 0y, &]). Assume
that mg e # 0. Since 7 2d;’_d7rkagl\V contains &’ , the above discussion implies
that & appears in the local system R (n”|y) R* (7’|, )1(E1)]v on € with non-
zero multiplicity. This is equivalent to saying that & appears in the local system
R¥hi+2d, (7%, ﬁ)(glﬂﬁ with non-zero multiplicity (since dim W_l(l')ﬂ)zoﬁ < d+d),

for x € 0). It follows that & appears in the local system R (| )“{'O)(glﬂﬁ with

non-zero multiplicity, by considering the partition of )Z'o by locally closed pieces
Xo,er. Now (i) follows from Theorem 5.2 (iii) since d; + d), = dy in the notation
there. This complete the proof of Theorem 6.2.

6.10. By making use of the discussion in 2.3, we reformulate the restriction
theorem in a more convenient form for the application. We keep the notation in 6.1.
Let (0,8) € NG and (0", 8") € Ny We fixu e O, v e 0. Let 7 € Ag(u)” be
the irreducible representation corresponding to &, and 7 € Ay, (v)" the irreducible
representation corresponding to &’. As in 2.3, but by replacing L by M, we define
varieties

Yoo = {923,001 g € H, g " ug € ng'(v)},

Yo ={g€ H|g 'ug €ny'(v)}.
Zy(u) X Zy, (v) acts on Yy, by (91,92) = 925, () UG — g1995 23, UY. By the
discussion in 2.3, we have

dimY, , <s = (dim Zy(u) — dim Zy, (v))/2 + Ag/2.

Let I(Y,) be the set of irreducible components in Y, , of dimension s. Then Ay (u)x
Ap,, (v) acts on I(Y,,) as the permutations. We denote by ¢, the corresponding
permutation representation of Agy(u) x A, (v). As a corollary to the restriction
theorem, we have the following result (cf [LS, 0.4]).

Corollary 6.11. Assume that (0, &) € N corresponds to p € @z and (0',8") €
Nr corresponds to p' € (g, )". Then

(6111) <p|,g7é1 ) p/>£/é1 = <T ® T/*7 6“7U>AH(U)><AMH(U) .
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Proof. Assume that I(Y,,) # 0. Then it follows from the discussion in 2.3 that
dim(&' N nél(v)) =dpep = (dim O —dim 0")/2 + Ag/2. Asin 6.1, let mg o be the
multiplicity of & in the local system R*¥0.¢'(fz 5),&. Then me g coincides with
the multiplicity of 7/* in the Ay, (v)-module Hgdﬁ’ﬁ'(ﬁ Nng' (v),&). We consider
a similar diagram as in (2.3.1). We use the same notation there. Zg(u) X Zyr, (v)
acts on ?u,v, Z%(u)\?uw and ¢, are Zg(u) X Zy,, (v)-equivariant. On the other
hand, let £ : ¢ = H/Z%(u) — € = H/Zy(u) be the natural map. Then Zny, (0)
acts on £71(€ N1g' (v)) under the isomorphism (€ N1y (v) ~ 7% (u)Y,,, and
the map ¢4 N nél(v)) = (0N 7751(”)) becomes Z,,-equivariant. Under this
situation, we can identify Hfdé"’é"’(ﬁ N 776_21(21), &) with the multiplicity space of 7

2d g o1

in the Apy(u)-module H. (€O Nng'(v), Q). Moreover, this identification
is compatible with the action of A, (v) on both cohomologies. It follows that
meg s coincides with the multiplicity of 7 ® 7 in the Ay (u) %X Ap, (v)-module
Hoo (€0 Nng'(v), Q). From the discussion in 2,3, this Ag(u) X Apy, (v)-
module is isomorphic to the permutation representation ¢, ,, on the set I(Y,,). Thus
the corollary follows from Theorem 6.2. O

7. UNIPOTENT ORBITS

7.1. We follow the notation in 1.7. Since g~ is the set of self-adjoint matrices
in g = gly, and G* is the set of non-degenerate self-adjoint matrices in g, the map
x — x — 1 gives an isomorphism between G, and g_;. This map is clearly H-
equivariant. In this way, we have a natural bijection between the set of H-orbits in
GY. and the set of H-orbits in g_,.

For an integer m > 0, let &, be the set of partitions A = (A, ..., \,) with
Ay > 0 such that Y . A\, = m. m = |)| is called the size of A\, and the maximal
number k£ = ¢(\) such that A\, # 0 is called the length of A\. For A = (Ay,..., \),

put

T

(7.1.1) n(\)=> (i—1)\.

1=1

It is known that the set of unipotent conjugacy classes in G = GLy is in
bijection with &y, via Jordan normal form. We denote by O, the unipotent class
in G corresponding to A € Zy. Similarly, the set of nilpotent orbits in g,; is in
bijection with &y. We also denote by O, the corresponding nilpotent orbit in
gnil, if there is no fear of confusion. For x € O, C g, we define a Jordan basis
{vij |1 <i<Ll(N),1<j<N\N}ofV with respect to z by xv; ; = v; ;1 if j > 2, and
zv;1 = 0. The following result gives a parametrization of G?-orbits in G*

uni*

Lemma 7.2. For any A\ € Py, O\NGY, £ 0. Any two elements in Oy NG, is

conjugate under G?. Thus the set of GP-orbits in G is in bijection with Py.

uni
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Proof. It is enough to prove the corresponding fact for g ;. The argument below is in
part due to [CVX1, Lemma 2.2]. First assume that OyNg_, # 0. Take z € OxNgy,
with A = (A,...,\.). We show that there exists a Jordan basis {v;;} of V with
respect to x satisfying the following property;

7.2.1
( ) 0 otherwise.

1 ifi=4dand j4+j =X\ +1,
(Vi vi 1) = {
Since (Ker z*~1, Im 2 71) = 0, there exists v; € V such that (v, 2% o) # 0. We
may assume that (v, 2*~'v;) = 1. Then we have (z'v;,27v,) = 0 unless i + j =
A1 — 1, in which case it is equal to 1. Let W; be the subspace of V' spanned by
vy, 2v1, ...,z 1wy, Then dim W; = ), and the restriction of the bilinear form (, )
on W is non-degenerate. Hence we can write as V = W, & W;-, and Wi is stable by
z. The Jordan type of x|+ is A" = (A2,..., A;). Thus by induction on N = dimV,
one can find a Jordan basis {v; ;} satisfying the property (7.2.1).

If we take another 2 € Oy N gy, we can find a Jordan basis {v; ;} satisfying
(7.2.1). The map g : vy +— v;; determines g € GY, and we have gz = 2/. Thus
Oy N g, consists of a single GY-orbit.

Next we show that Oy Ng,, # 0. Take x € Oy C g, and choose a Jordan basis
{vi;} of V with respect to z. We define a symmetric bilinear form (, ¥ on V by a
similar condition as in (7.2.1). Then z is self-adjoint with respect to this bilinear
form, namely, we have (zv, w) = (v, zw) for any v,w € V. By 1.7, this implies that
some G-conjugate of x is contained in g ;. Hence Oy N g, # 0. The lemma is
proved. 0

7.3. We denote by Oy the G’-orbit in G*Y; corresponding to A € Py. Also by
the same symbol @y, we denote the G?-orbit in g_;. For x € &\ C g, a Jordan
basis {v; ;} of V with respect to z satisfying the property in (7.2.1) is called a normal
basis of x.

We shall compute dim Zge(z) for z € 0. First we recall the well-known result
in the case of Zg(z) for x € Q). Take x € Oy C gu, and put £ = {y € End(V) |
ry = yx}. Note that dim Zg(z) = dim E”. Let {v;;} be a Jordan basis of V' with
respect to z. Following [AH, Proposition 2.8], we define v;, ;, s € End(V') as follows;

gy ifi=dns+1<5 <N,
Yirsins (Vig) = 0 otherwise

Then
{yil,iz,s | 'il,ig S E()\),max{(), )\7;1 — )\22} S S S )\7;1 — 1}
gives rise to a basis of the k-vector space E*. Hence we have

(7.3.1) dimE” = ) A, + Y A, =N+ 2n()).

i1>12 11 <19

We show a lemma.
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Lemma 7.4. Forxz € 0\, C GY

uni’

we have dim Zge(z) = n(A).

Proof. It is enough to show the corresponding fact for € &)\ C g_,;. Thus we have
only to show that dim Zy+(x) = n()). Here E* = Zy(z) is stable under ¢, and we
can decompose E* = (E*)" & (E*)~, where (E*)" = Zs+(z). We choose a normal
basis of x, and define y;, ;, s by using this basis. Then by 1.7,

Wirsins T Yiniinstug—niy) |11 < i2,0 < s <Ay — 1}
gives a basis of (E*)~ and
{Wirins = Yinsin st (g —niy) | 1 < 12,0 < s <A — 1}
gives a basis of (E*)". It follows that
dim(E*)" = n()), dim(E*)” =n(\) + N.

The lemma follows from this. O

Remark 7.5. In the case where k = C, the lemma follows from the general result
of Kostant-Rallis [KR]. In fact, by [KR, Proposition 5], we have

(7.5.1) dim[g*, z] = dim[g, x]/2

for x € g~. Now assume that = € &y. By (7.3.1), dim[g, 2] = dim O, = N? — (N +
2n())). If we notice that dim G? = (N? — N)/2, (7.5.1) implies that dim[g*,z] =
dim 0y, = dim G% — n()\), and the lemma follows.

7.6. Take x € 0, C g_,;. We write A € Py as A = (af",a5?,...,a;™") with
ay; > ag > -+ > ap > 0. Then by using a normal basis of z, we have a decomposition
of V' into z-stable subspaces

(7.6.1) V=P 7.

1<i<h

where J;’s are mutually orthogonal, and the restriction of x on J; has the Jordan
type (a;"). By this decomposition, we have an embedding of groups

(7.6.2) I] ¢/ ca”

1<i<h

where G; = GL(j;) is a 9—stable~subgroup of G. One can find a subspace J; of j;
such that dim J; = m; and that J; = J; @ 2J; ® - - - ® 2%~ 1J;. We define a quadratic
form ); on J; by
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(7.6.3) Qi(v) = (v, 2% ), (v e ).

Then @); is non-degenerate on J;. Let O; = O(J;) be the orthogonal group on J;
with respect to the quadratic form @);. For each g € O;, we define a map g : J; — Ji
by g(z*v) = 2¥(gv) for 0 < k < a; — 1,v € J;. Then § commutes with the action
of z on J;, and § preserves the bilinear form () on J;. Hence § € Zgo(x). It is
clear that g — ¢ gives a homomorphism O; — Z,¢(x) whose image is isomorphic
to O;. Thus we can construct a closed subgroup of Zeo(x) which is isomorphic to
[1,<;<; Oi. Actually, this subgroup is the reductive part of Zse(x), and, as in the
classical case, one can show that

(7.6.4) Zeo(x) ~ (][] Oi) x Un,

where U is a connected unipotent normal subgroup of Zge(z).

7.7 Put Age(z) = Zgo(x)/Z2e(x) for © € 0. Then by (7.6.4), Age(z) ~
(Z/2Z)". We write an element o € Ago(z) as a = (ay, . .., ap) with a; = +1, where
a; = —1 is the generator of the i-th component Z/2Z. Let Ay(x) = Zy(z)/Z%(x)
as before. Since Z2,(z) = Z§(x), Ap(z) is a subgroup of Age(z). It follows from
the discussion in 7.6, we see easily that

(7.7.1) Ap(z) ={a=(o,...,0) € Ago(z) | J[ =1}
a;: odd
A partition A = (Aq,..., \,) is called an even partition if \; is even for each i. Then
(7.7.1) can be written as
(Z/2Z)" if A is even,
7.7.2 A ~
( ) (@) {(Z/QZ)’L_1 if A is not even.

Proposition 7.8. (i) Assume that N is odd. Then each G?-orbit Oy is a single
H-orbit.
(ii) Assume that N is even. If X is not an even partition, O\ is a single H-orbit.
If \ is an even partition, Oy splits into two H -orbits.

Proof. Since G = H U H( for some ¢ € G — H, we have G’z = Hx U H((x).
Thus G2 = Hz if ¢ € Zge(x), namely, if Zgo(x) 2 Zy(z). If N is odd, —1 €
Zo(x) — Zg(x) satisfies this condition. If N is even and A is not an even partition,
then Zge(x) 2 Zy(x) by (7.7.2). Hence O, is a single H-orbit. Now assume that N
is even and A is an even partition. In this case, Zge(x) = Zg(x). We have

G| Zeo(x) = (H [ [ CH)/Zu(x) ~ H| Zy(x) [ [ CH/ Zn(z).
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Hence O, splits into two H-orbits. O

7.9. Let O, be the regular unipotent class in Gy, where A = (N) € Py.
Then O, is open dense in Gy Since Oy N GY. £ (), O, N G, is an open dense

uni uni

subset of G¥.. In the case where N is odd, O, N G :_ﬁA is a single H-orbit.

uni* uni

Thus &) is the unique H-orbit in G, such that G¥, = €. In particular, G,
is an irreducible variety. In the case where N is even, 0\ = Oy N G, splits into

two H-orbits since (V) is an even partition. Thus if we decompose &) into two H-
orbits, O\ = OLUOY, G, = Ei\ Uﬁl/\/ gives a decomposition of GY into irreducible

components. Sunning up the above arguments, we have

Lemma 7.10. Let A = (N) € Py.

(i) Assume that N is odd. Then G, is irreducible, which is the closure of the
H-orbit 0.

(ii) Assume that N is even. Then G2, consists of two irreducible components,
which are the closures of H-orbits 05 and 0. We have ﬁi\ N ﬁ//\, = Oy,
where Oy is the H-orbit corresponding to X' = (N —1,1) € Py, and Oy is
wrreducible. In particular, we have

O\ —Oy=0,  0,—0Oy=0)

Proof. 1t is enough to show the latter statement of (ii). It is well-known that Oy
is the subregular unipotent class in G,; and that G,,; — O, = O,,. Since Q,\, =
U<y Opu (here o < A is the dominance order on &y ), we have GY. —O\= 0y =

uni

U,<x @p- (ii) follows from this. Note that &) is a single H-orbit since A" is not an
even partition, so @y is irreducible. 0

7.11. Let A = (N) € &y. We discuss the relationship between the regular
unipotent orbit &)y and the varieties X,,; appeared in 5.9. We consider the case
where P =B, L =T,and ¥ =T. Let Y =Y, »y and X =Y. Then X, is given
by

(7.11.1) X = | 9U"% 7",

geH

where U is the unipotent radical of B. Under the notation in 1.7, we define z—1 € gy;
by
(x_l):fl'_>f2'_>""_>fn'—>€0'—>€n'—>""—>€2'—>€1'—)0

in the case where N is odd, and by
(x=1):firs forr-o fui—e,— - e e —0

in the case where N is even. Then z € U¥ N @). In particular, X,,; contains an
H-orbit containing x.
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Assume that N is odd. In this case 0, is a single H-orbit, and is contained in

Xuni- Since Xy is irreducible, X,,; is a closed subset of fom, and 0, = fom,
conclude that

(7.11.2) Xuni = G,

Assume that N is even. In this case, we need to consider the pairs (B,T) and
(By,T), where B; = t,Bt;' asin 1.9. Put U; = t,Ut;'. Then X,,; associated
o (B,T) is defined as in (7.11.1), which we denote by X .. A similar variety is

uni*

deﬁned by replacing U by U in (7.11.1), which we denote by X_ .. Note that
X=X .t for ¢ € G — H. Let O be the H-orbit containing z. Then
another H-orbit contained in &y is given by Oy, = COF¢™t. We have 0 C X,

and 0, C X_;. Note that X, are irreducible, closed subsets of GY,. By Lemma

7.10 (ii), 5; U ﬁ gives a decomposition of G*; into irreducible components. This
implies that

_+ _ _—
(7113) Xl—ltll - ﬁ)\, Xuni - ﬁ)\,
and G, = X1 .U X_ . gives a decomposition into irreducible components.

8. STRUCTURE OF THE ALGEBRA .27,

8.1. We follow the notation in 6.1. Let ) be as in 6.1. Here we assume that
g~ GL; x SOyn_s. Hence Qg is a maximal parabolic subgroup of H, and H/Q g
can be identified with the set of isotropic lines in P(V'). Let & be an H-orbit in
GY. and 0’ an Mpy-orbit in M*.. We fix u € €, v € 0", and consider the varieties,

uni uni*

Yo Yup asin 6.10. Let 0" be the M’-orbit in MY containing ¢’. Put

(8.1.1) Yoo ={g€ H | g ug € ny'(0")}.

Then Qg acts on Y, o by x:gr grt and Y, o/Qn is a locally closed subset of

H/Qpy. Let 7 : Yu o — 0" be the map defined by g — nQ(g Yug). Then 7 is My-

equivariant, and for any v’ € ﬁ’ 1) ~ Yu,v Hence dim Y, w,or = dim ?u,mtdim o',
and we have

(8.1.2) dimY, ¢/Qy = dim Y, , + dim ¢’ — dim Q.

8.2. Let m = Lie M, and consider the subvariety m_,, of m on which My acts.
We denote by the same symbol & (resp. ¢”) the H-orbit in g (resp. My-orbit in
m_) corresponding to O (resp. 0') as in Section 7. In the Lie algebra setting, the

map 7 : q_ % is defined similarly, where q = LleQ and Y, .o is defined, for
r €U C gml, s1m11arly to (8.1.1). We have Yu o= Yﬁ/ forx =u— 1.
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By Lemma 7.2, the set of G%orbits in GY; is parametrized by Py, € corre-
sponds to A € Py if u € € has Jordan type A\ as an element in G,;. Similarly, the
set of M%orbits in M, is parametrized by Py _,.

Now assume that & corresponds to A € Py, and &’ corresponds to X € Py _».
Take z € 0 C g;. Put W = Kerx, and let P(WW)" be the set of isotropic lines in
P(W), namely, P(W)? = {{v) € P(W) | (v,v)= 0}. Note that the form (, ) induces
a non-degenerate symmetric bilinear form on V = V- /V; for V; € P(W)°, and 2|3

is self-adjoint with respect to this form. Here gl(V') is H-conjugate to m, and x|
gives an element in m_; under this isomorphism. It is easy to see that

(8.2.1) Yoor/Qu 2= {Vi € P(W)" | 2fy1jy, : Jordan type '},

8.3. We will see the variety on the right hand side on (8.2.1) more precisely.
Write A € Py as A = (a",a3?,...,a,™) as in 7.6, and put W* = Kerz N Im %!
We have a filtration of W by subspaces

W=w'owh'o...ow' 2 W’ ={0},
where dim W?/W*! = m; for i = 1,..., h. For v,0" € W¢ put (v,v') = (v,v}),
where v] € V is such that 2% | = /. By using a normal basis of = € g,
one can check that this gives a well-defined symmetric bilinear form on W, which is
identically zero on W*~!. The induced form (, ) on W?/W*"! gives a non-degenerate
symmetric bilinear form on W*/Wi!. For each non-zero v € W, let V; = (v) be the
line spanned by v. Since v € Kerz, x induces a linear map T = x|z on V = V- /V}.

We have T € gl(V); ~ m_,. Define a variety S; of V such that W=t C S; € W* by

nil —
S; ={veW"| (v,v) =0}

We consider the following conditions on A € &Py and N € Py _s.

(A;) The Young diagram of )" is obtained from that of A by replacing one row of
length a; by a row of length a; — 2.

(B;) The Young diagram of A’ is obtained from that of A by replacing two rows of
length a; by two rows of length a; — 1 ( in this case, we assume that m; > 2).

Moreover, we divide (A;) into two cases (A}) and (A). Here (A!) is the case where
aiy1 < a; — 2, and (AY) is the case where a;,; = a; — 1.

The following lemma can be checked easily, by using a normal basis of z. (It is
reduced to the case where A = (™) with m =1 or 2).

Lemma 8.4. Under the notation above, let N be the Jordan type of T € gl(V)
Then we have

(i) If v & S;, N is obtained from \ by the procedure (A;).
(ii) If v € S; (in this case m; > 2), X' is obtained from X\ by the procedure (B;).

nil*

The following corollary is immediate from Lemma 8.4.
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Corollary 8.5. ?xﬁ/ = () unless X' is obtained from X\ by (A;), (B;) for some i. If
Yior # 0, then

. my+---+m; — 1, case (Al)f
dim Y, ¢ =
imY, 0 /Qu {m1 fetmy— 2, case (B;).

8.6. Recall that dimY, , < s, where s = (dim Zy (u) — dim Zyy, (v))/2 + Ag/2
by 6.10. Since we know by Lemma 7.4 that dim Zg(u) = n(\) if u € G has Jordan

uni

type A, the number s can be computed explicitly. We have the following.

Proposition 8.7. Assume that u € O has type X\, v € 0’ has type N'. Then Y, is
non-empty if and only if X' is obtained from X\ by the procedure (A;), or (B;). We
have dimY,,, = s if and only if X' is obtained from X by (A}).

Proof. Since 'Y, , # 0 if and only if 37;7(7/ # (), the first assertion follows from Corollary

8.5. Now assume Y, , # ). Since dimY,,, = dimY; 4/Qp, dimY,,, can be computed
from the formula in Corollary 8.5. Since My ~ GL; X SOyn_y, dim Zy,, (v) =
n(A) + 1 by Lemma 7.4. Then we have

2(my + - +m;—1)—1 case (A!),
(8.7.1)  dim Zy(u) — dim Zy, (v) = £ 2(mq + -+ +my — 1) case (A]),
2(my +---+m; — 2) case (B;).

Since Ag =1, we have

my+---4+m; —1 case (A)),
s=q(mi+---+m—1)+1/2 case (A)),
(mq+---+m; —2)+1/2 case (B;).

The proposition follows. O

8.8. Forz € g, let B, ={gBy € H/By | g 'z € Lie By} be the Springer
fibre of z. We also define &, = {¢gQy € H/Qy | g~ 'z € LieQy} and a natural
map g : Br — Py, 9By — 9gQu. P, can be identified with P(W)°. Thus £,
is partitioned into locally closed pieces P, =~ Y, o/Qu, where 0" is the M-orbit
corresponding to A € ZPy_o, and we have a partition of %, into locally closed pieces

(8.8.1) B= [ 75" (Pux).

NeEPN_o

Assume that z € € has type A\. By Lemma 8.4, if 7@1(32%,\/) # (), then )\ is
obtained from A by the procedure given in (i) or (ii) in Lemma 8.4. If v € W is

given, T € gl(V)_, is defined as above. We denote by %z the corresponding Springer

fibre for SO(V'). By applying Proposition 2.2 (ii) for the case P = B, L = T, we
have



GENERALIZED SPRINGER CORRESPONDENCE 57

(8.8.2) dm%A, <vyg —dim0/2 + Ap/2
= dim Zy(x)/2,

where Ap = [N/2] = dim Ty.

The following result was proved by [CVX1, Proposition 3.1] in the case where
N is odd, and k = C. The discussion below seems to be simpler. (But this result
will not be used in later discussions.)

Proposition 8.9. Assume that © € O has type \. Then dim B, = dim Zy(x)/2 if
and only if X = (A1,..., \.) € PN satisfies the condition that \; is even for i > 2
(hence A1 is odd (resp. even) if N is odd (resp. even)).

Proof. In the notation of 8.8, the restriction of the map ¢ : %, = &, on 7@1 (Pun)
is surjective, and each fibre is isomorphic to %z. Hence

dim wél(c@m7,\/) =dim &, v + dim %,

and dim %, = max{dim Wc_gl(yx)\/) | N € Pn_o}. dim Z, v is given in Corollary
8.5. If we denote H = SO(V), then dim %z < dim Z7(Z)/2, and dim Z¢(T) = n(\).
Thus by using a similar argument as in the proof of Proposition 8.7, we see that
dim B, = dim Zy(x)/2 if and only if there exists ¢ such that N € &y _, is obtained
from A by (A}) and that dim %z = dim Z(Z)/2. The proposition follows from this
by induction on N. 0

8.10. Zy(z) acts on Y, o by h : g — hg, hence induces an action of Zy(z) on
Yy /Qu. Put C; = W' —S;, and let p(C;), p(SF) be the image of C;, Sf = S; — {0}
under the map p : W' — {0} — P(W). Then by Lemma 8.4, the variety Y, o /Qu
is isomorphic to p(C;) or p(SF) if & corresponds to X', which is obtained from A as
in Lemma 8.4 for some i. The corresponding action of Zg(x) on p(C;) or p(Sf) is
given as follows; The natural action of Zg(z) on V leaves W* invariant. Moreover,
the bilinear form ( , ) on W' is Zy(z)-invariant. Hence S; and C; are stable by the
action of Zg(x). The induced action on p(S;) or p(C;) coincides with the action of
Zy(z) on ?x’ﬁ//QH. We show the following lemma.

Lemma 8.11. (i) The action of Zy(u) on ?uﬁ//QH is transitive.
(i) The action of Zy(u) X Zyr, (v) on 'Y, is transitive.

Proof. (i) It is enough to show that Zy(x) acts transitively on p(C;) or p(S;). Here
we only show the case of p(C;), since this is the case needed in later discussions.
The case of p(S;) is proved similarly. Put a = dim W' b = m; = dim W*¢/Wi!
and r = [b/2]. Take v € C;. Then there exists a basis {vy, - ,v,} of W’ such that
{Vps1, -+ ,v,} gives a basis of W1 satisfying the condition that v = v; + v, and
that, for any w = Zj zjv; € WY

2
(w, w) = T2 + ToTp—1 + -+ + T Ty + 0T,
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where § = 1if bis odd and 6 = 0 if b is even. Let C7 be the set of w = ). x;v; € C;
such that z; # 0. Thus C? is an open dense subset of C; containing v. We show

(8.11.1) For any w € C?, there exists ¢, € Zy(x) such that ¢, (v) = v w, where
we put (w, w) =~* € k*.

In fact, for a given w € C?, we choose 7 such that (w,w) = 42, and define a
map ¢, : W*— W"* by

U 7_1w,

Vp > :zl_lvvb,

Vj v — Tpjpity if 1< <D,
vj—uv; if j>0.

It is easy to check that ¢!, preserves the symmetric bilinear form (, ) on W, and
the restriction of ¢/, on W is identity. Moreover det ¢/, = 1. For A = (A1,...,\,),
let {w;;} be a normal basis of . For any i, we define V* as the subspace of V
spanned by {wy; | 1 < k < i}. Then V' is an z-stable subspace of V such that
VinKerxz = W The linear map ¢/, on W* can be extended in a canonical way to
a linear automorphism ¢” on V* which commutes with z, and preserves the form
(, ) We extend ¢, to a linear map ¢,, on V' by defining wy, ; — wy ; for any k > a.
Then ¢, € Zy(z), and satisfies the condition in (8.11.1). Thus (8.11.1) was proved.

Now (8.11.1) shows that the action of Zg(x) on p(C;) is transitive on p(C?).
For any v € C;, we can find such C? containing v. Hence such p(C?) covers whole
p(C;). Since p(C?) is open dense in p(C ), we conclude that Zy(x) acts transitively
on p(C;). Thus (i) is proved.

(ii) It follows from (i) that the action of Zy(u) on Y,, is transitive modulo
Q 1, namely, for any gZMH(v)OUg € Y, ., there exists z € Zy(u) and ¢ € Qg such
that zgqZu, (v)°UY = Zyy, (v)°Uf. Here we may replace ¢ by m € Mp. Then
the definition of Y, implies that m™ (g~ ug)m € ng'(v). But this implies that
m € Mpy(v). Hence Zy(u) x Zy, (v) acts transitively on Y, ,. (ii) is proved. O

8.12. Take z € 0 C g,;, where the Jordan type of z is A\. The structure of
the group Ay(z) is described in 7.7. Now assume that x € qu; and let T € m_,
be the image of z under the map 1 : ¢ — m. Assume that the Jordan type of @
is N. Ap, (T) is described similarly. Put Zg, () = Zy(xz) N Qu, and let Ag, ()
be the image of Zp, (z) under the natural map Zy(x) — Ag(z). The projection
Qu — My induces a map Zg, (z) = Zp, (T), which gives a natural homomorphism
o+ Agy(x) = Auy, (D)

Now assume that )\’ is obtained from A by (A’). In this case, one can check that
Ag, (x) = Ap(z). Hence ¢ gives rise to a map ¢ : Ay(x) — AMH( ). The image
Im ¢ C Ap, (T) is described as follows; we consider two cases, according to the case
where a;41 = a; — 2 or a;41 < a; — 2 (note that a;4; < a; — 2 by the assumption

(A7).)
m;—1 mip1+1

Case I. a;11 = a; — 2. In this case, N = (a7, ...,a¢]" ", a7, ... a;"). Then

»

Ay, (@) ={d' = (o,... 0}, ) ,...,)} (here we ignore a; if m; = 1). ¢ is given
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by a; + of for j # i, and o; — aj ;. We have Imp = {a’ € A, (T) | of = 1},
which is an index two subgroup of Ay, (Z) if m; > 2, and ¢ is surjective if m; = 1.

Case IL. a4 < a;—2. Inthis case, N = (a™,... a/" ", a;—2, al ity ap™). Then
Apy (@) = {d = (a3, ..., 0}, 0, a4, ..., a;)}. The map ¢ is given by a; +— o] if
J # i, and o; — . We have Imp = {o/ € Ay, (T) | o = 1}, which is an index 2
subgroup of Ay, (Z) if m; > 2, and ¢ is an isomorphism if m; = 1.

8.13. We now consider the variety Y, , = Y, 7 under the assumption that \’ is
obtained from A by (A}). Recall that I(Y, z) is the set of irreducible components of
Y,z of dimension s. By Proposition 8.7, we have dimY, z = s, hence I(Y,z) # 0.
By Lemma 8.11, Zy () X Zu,, (T) acts transitively on Y, 5, hence Ay (x) x Ay, (T)
acts transitively on /(Y ;). In order to determine the permutation representation
€z Of Ap(x) X Ay, (Z) on I(Y, ), it is enough to determine an isotropy subgroup
of Apy(x) x Ap,, (T). By the definition of Y, z, we can write as

Y,z = U aZy(2)USZY,, (T)a.

a€Ap (z),0/ €Apy, (T)

Hence Z3(x)USZY,, (T) is an irreducible component in Y, z. We denote by E the
stabilizer of the component Zy(x)°UfZu,, (T)° in Ag(z) X Ap, (T). We have the
following lemma.

Lemma 8.14. Under the notation as above, we have

(J #1), ap =i}, case (1),

E = {(Oé,o/) € AH(SL’) X AMH(E) | aj=a
(J #1), =L}, case (II).

{(a,d') € Ap(x) X Apr, (T) | o = «
Proof. Since Ay (z) = Ag,(x), we have, for (a,a’) € Ay (z) X Ay, (T),
QA (@)U A, (B0’ = AY(2)UG A, (@)p(a)o
Hence the lemma follows from the discussion in 8.12. U

8.15. We denote an element 7 of Age(z)" ~ (Z/2Z)" as 7 = (11,...,m) €
(Z/2Z)", with 7; = +1. Let 7; = (—1); be the character of Age(x) corresponding to
the generator of the i-th component Z/2Z. Then Ay (x)" is given as

A(@) = Ago(2)"/ 1] (=1

a; : odd
hence, we may identify Ay (z)" with the following subset of Age ()",
(8.15.1) Ap(a)" ={r=(r1,...,m) € (Z/2Z)" | 73, = 1},

where i is the index such that a;, is the largest odd number among a4, ..., a.
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Let A\, X be as in 8.12, and we return to the setting that u € & C GY;, v €
0" C MY,. Then we can write 7 € Ay (u)" as 7 = (71,..., 7). Asin 8.12, according
to the case (I) or (II), we can write 7" € Apg, (v)" as 77 = (74, ..., 7/, T/ 1, -, T})
or 7' = (14,...,7,7,,T/x1,-.., 7). Note that this notation is compatible with the

identification in (8.15.1). We define a subset D of Ay (u)" x Ay, (v)" by

po JAET) € Ap()" x Ay, ()" [ 7 =75 (5 #0), =7}, case (D),
{(r,7") € Ap(u)" X Apy (V)N | 75 =75 (§ # 1), 7o = 70}, case (II).

Let €,, be the permutation representation of Agy(u) x Apr, (v) on 1(Y,,) as
before. It follows from the previous discussions, we have

Proposition 8.16. Ay (u) x Ay, (v)-module €,,,, can be decomposed into irreducible
modules as

Eup @ TRT.

(r,7")eD

8.17. We generalize the notation of 7 € Ag(u)” as follows; let u € & with
type A\. Write A\ € Py as A = (A1,...,Ay) with Ay > XAy > -+ > Ay > 0.
Correspondingly, we consider the symbol 7 = (7,...,7y) satisfying the following
properties,

(i) 7, = %1 for any i, and 7, = 1if \; =0,
(11) T :Tj lf )\i:)\j7
(iii) 7; =1 for i such that \; is the largest odd number among Ay, ..., Ay.

The set of such symbols 7 is in bijection with Ay (u)". If & is a local system on
O corresponding to 7 € Ay (u)", we denote it by & = &,.

8.18. Take (L C P, ﬁL,éf) € ;. We assume that Ly ~ (GL1)* x SOy,
with Ny + 2a = N. Assume that the Jordan type of Oy is v = (v1,...,vn,),
and & = & with 0 = (01,...,0n,). Fori=0,1,...,a, let P% be the -stable
parabolic subgroup of G containing P, and L® the #-stable Levi subgroup of P®
containing L such that Lf,_? ~ (GLy)*" x SOp,42i- Hence PIEIa_l) = Qg is the
maximal parabolic subgroup of H, and PI(;) ) = Py. We consider 7 : X — X with
respect to (L C P, 0, éf) and consider the semisimple perverse sheaf K = 7, Kz
on X. We can define a similar complex K@ on X® c (L®¥)¥ by replacing G by
L® . The following lemma is a generalization of Proposition 8.9.

Lemma 8.19. Let (0, &) € N, and assume that (0, &) belongs to (L C P, 0y, &)).
Then the Jordan type A = (A1, ..., A\n) of O satisfies the condition

(8.19.1) Ni —Vv; € 22>y for each 1.

(Here we write v = (v4,...,vyN) by putting v; =0 for i > Ny.)
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Proof. We can formulate a similar property as in the lemma by replacing G by L.
We shall prove the claim of the lemma by induction on i. So we may assume that

the claim holds for i = a — 1, i.e., in the case where PI(}) is the maximal parabolic

subgroup PI({“ e Qu. Let p € /2 be the irreducible character corresponding to
(0, &) under the generalized Springer correspondence. Let <7; be the subalgebra of
g associated to Qp, and take p' € (o7 )" such that (p, p') # 0. Let (0",6") € Ny
be the pair corresponding to p’ under the generalized Springer correspondence. Take
ue O,ve 0, and write & = &,,8 = &/, for 7 € Ag(uw)", 7 € Apn,(v)". Then
by Corollary 6.11, 7 ® 7’ appears in the decomposition of €, ,. In particular, /(Y ,)
is non-empty. Hence by Proposition 8.7, the Jordan type X of &’ is obtained from
A by the procedure (A}) for some i. By induction hypothesis, (&', &”) satisfies the
claim of the lemma. Hence A also satisfies the claim. The lemma is proved. O

Proposition 8.20. Let 0y be a unique H-orbit in Xy such that Oy N\ np'(Oy) is
open dense in np' (0.

(i) Oy is the unique open dense orbit contained in X ;.

(ii) The Jordan type of Oy is given by A = (2a + v1,va,...,UN).

Proof. (i) Put € = 0. By the assumption, n5'(6}) C . Since X, is a union of
H-conjugates of n;l(ﬁL), Xuni C 0. As O C Xyni, we have € = X, Since Xy 1S
irreducible, &' is uniquely determined.

(ii) By Lemma 5.10, dim X = 2vg —2v,,, +dim O, +a (here a = Ap). Hence
dim ¢ = dim H — dim Ly + dim 0, + a. But dim Ly — dim &}, — a = dim Zx(v) for
v € O, where H = SOy,. Take u € O, and put A = (2a + v1,vs,...,vy). If we
note that n(A) = n(v), by using Lemma 7.4 we have

(8.20.1) dim Zg(u) = dim Zg(v) = n(v) = n(A).

On the other hand, let dy be as in (5.2.2). The previous computation shows that
dy = 0. Thus R*¢ &, = f&,. Since n;l(ﬁL) N O is open dense in n71(07),
we see that fi&1|s # 0. Hence by Theorem 5.2 (iii), the pair (¢,&) belongs to
(L C P,0y,&) for some local system & on @. Then by Lemma 8.19, the Jordan
type of € satisfies the condition (8.19.1). One can check that if A’ # X satisfies the
condition (8.19.1), then n(\) > n(\). This implies, by (8.20.1), that the Jordan
type of 0 is equal to X\. The proposition is proved. O

We can now prove the following theorem , which is a counter-part of [L1, The-
orem 9.2] in the symmetric space case.

Theorem 8.21. Let the notations be as in 8.18.

(i) The algebra g, is isomorphic to the group algebra Qu[S,)].

(i) Let & = & be the local system on Oy defined by 7 = (71,...,7n5) with
7, = o0; fori =1,...,Ny, and 7; = 1 for i > Ny. Then (Oy, &) belongs
to (L C P,0L,&. & is the unique local system on Oy such that (G, &)
belongs to (L C P, O, é"f).

(iii) Under the isomorphism g ~ Q[S,] in (i), (0o, &) corresponds to the unit
representation of S,.
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Proof. The statement of the theorem can be formulated by replacing G by L(®). In
the case where ¢ = 0 the claim of the theorem is trivial. By induction on ¢, we may
assume that the claim holds for i = a — 1, i.e., for Lg‘{l_l) = My. Let (0}, &) be
the pair in .4}, defined similarly to (&g, &) for H. Let X' be the Jordan type of
0}. From the proof of Proposition 8.20, we know that there exists a pair (0, &)
which belongs to (L C P, 0y, &) for some local system & on &,. Let p € a7y be
the irreducible character corresponding to (&, &). Also define p' € (o7 )" as the
character corresponding to (&, &;). Let p” € (&7 )" be a character appearing in
the restriction of p on &7 , and let (0", &") be the corresponding pair in .A}y,. By
Corollary 6.11 and Proposition 8.7, the Jordan type A\’ of &" is obtained from \
by the procedure (A}) for some i. On the other hand, by Lemma 8.19, \” satisfies
the condition (8.19.1). It follows that the multiplicity (p, p”) = 0 unless A" = .
Now assume that X" = X, ie., 0" = ¢]. In this case, by our assumption, we
have (0", 8") = (O}, &), hence p” = p. We write & = & for £ € Ay(u)”, and
&y = &, for 7' € Ay, (v) with v € ¢)). By Corollary 6.11, (p, p’) coincides with the
multiplicity of £ ® 7’ in €,,,. Since(p, p’) # 0, by Proposition 8.16, we see that { = 7
and that (p, p’) = 1. This shows that & = &5, and (ii) holds.

The above discussion shows that the restriction of p on @7; coincides with p'.
Since p’ is a one-dimensional representation by our assumption, we see that p is
one-dimensional. Recall that .27, is isomorphic to a twisted group algebra Q;[#,]
(see 3.6). By making use of the one-dimensional representation p, in a similar way
as in the proof of Theorem 9.2 in [L1], we can construct an algebra isomorphism
g ~ Qu[#z], where p corresponds to the unit representation on # . But in the
definition of # in 3.6, n € Ng(Ly) induces a trivial automorphism ad(n) on Ly,
hence acts trivially on &', if the image of n in # is contained in #;. It follows that
Wig ~ S,. Thus (i) and (iii) holds. The theorem is proved. O

Remark 8.22. In [L1, Proposition 9.5], the unipotent class corresponding to
the sign representation of Ng(L)/L was determined. In the symmetric space case,
however, the behavior of the H-orbit corresponding to the sign representation of .S,
is more complicated. For the description of this H-orbit, one has to wait for the
determination of the whole generalized Springer correspondence.

9. DETERMINATION OF THE GENERALIZED SPRINGER CORRESPONDENCE

9.1. In order to obtain an exact parametrization of H-orbits in GY; in the case

where N is even, we need some preliminaries. Assume that N = 2n. Let PT be a
f-stable parabolic subgroup of G' containing B and L™ the #-stable Levi subgroup
of G containing T such that L}, ~ GL,. Then we can write as

L= {(8 ta()—l) |ae GLn}, Lt = { <8 t(;) lae GLn}.

Thus L*Y is in natural bijection with G L, and the conjugation action of L}, on L**
coincides with the conjugation action of GL, on GL,. Let 6"1 be the Lj-orbit in
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L% corresponding to the unipotent class of GL,, corresponding to A € Z,. Let €
be the unique H-orbit in G* such that n;i (ﬁj\) N O is open dense in n;i(ﬁi), where

np+ : P — L is defined similarly as before. Similarly to the map 7 : X — X
in 3.4, we define

~ . _ _ _T
X3 =A{(x,9P}) € Gy x H/ Py, | g~ wg € npi ()},

uni

_1,=T\ —
Xy = gmpt(@))g7",

geH

and let ) : )?;’ — X be the first projection. Then 7, is proper surjective, and
XY is an irreducible closed subset of G*. The following result is an analogue of
Proposition 8.20.

Lemma 9.2. For A = (A,...,  \p) € P, put 2\ = (2Xq,...,2)\) € P

(i) O is the unique open dense orbit in X .
(ii) The Jordan type of O is equal to 2\.

(iii) dim Xy = dim X}

Proof. The proof of (i) is similar to the proof of Proposition 8.20 (i). We show (ii)
and (iii). First compute the dimension of X . Since X} ~ H x7# Npt (ﬁ;),

dim X;f = dim U4, + dim 6] + dim U¥,
= dim Up+ + dim 6]
=2n* —n —2n())

since dim Ups = n?, dim @] = n® — n — 2n(\) (known result for GL,, see (7.3.1)).
Since dim H = 2n? — n, and 7, is surjective, we have

dim X} < dim H — 2n()).

If 0" is an H-orbit of type 2\, then dim ¢’ = dim H — 2n(\) by Lemma 7.4. Hence
in order to prove (ii) and (iii), it is enough to show that X contains an element of
Jordan type 2\. Choose a basis ey, ...,e,, f1,..., fn of V as in 1.7. Consider the
following map = : V — V;

(9.2.1) fir forr o e, e e =0,

Dat1 = a2 = g B2 exgan P Exgpan—1 > > exgr > 0,

f)\1+"'+)\k71+1 = s = fn e R e (S5 PRI PR | — 0.

Thenu=z+1¢€ n;i(ﬁj\) and the Jordan type of u is 2\. Thus (ii) and (iii) hold.
The lemma is proved. U
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9.3. For an even partition 2) of N, we denote by &, the unique open dense
orbit in X} given in Lemma 9.2. We denote by &, another H-orbit contained
in 0. Note that (9.2.1) gives an explicit representative of the H-orbit &,,. In
particular, all the &3] are contained in X, = e 9U W' Hence ﬁ(;n) coincides
with the unique open dense orbit & in X,,; given in Proposition 8.20.

Let t, € Ngo(T)—Ng(T) be asin 1.9. Then t,,05t, ! = 0,,. Put P~ =t,P"t,!
and L~ = t,L™t,'. Replacing P*,L* by P~,L~, we can define a variety X,
similarly to X". Then &, is characterized as the unique open dense orbit contained
in X, . The representatives of 0, are obtained by applying ad(t,) on z in (9.2.1).

We have a refinement of Proposition 8.7.

Lemma 9.4. Assume that A\, \' are even partitions. Let Y,, be as in Proposition
8.7, where u € 05, v € 0%, with e,¢' € {1,—1}. If [(Yy,,) # 0, then we have e = ¢’

Proof. Assume that u € 05. We choose a representative u such that z = u — 1 is
given as in (9.2.1). Then T € & ~ is obtained from z, for example, by replacing

fim forfyu—eny— o ea—er =0

by

for o= ey e — 0.
Thus v = T 4 1 is contained in a similar variety X}, as X" defined for \'. Hence
v e OY,. If ue 05, we can apply the same argument by replacing X, by X5, and
obtain that v € &,,. The lemma is proved. O

9.5. Assume that N > 1 is an odd integer. A pair (\,7) is called a signed
partition if A = (Ay,..., Ay) is a partition of N, and if 7 = (7, ..., 7y) satisfies the
condition (cf. 8.17) that

(i) m==x1,and ; = 1if \; =0,

(11) T, =Tj if )\7, = )\j,

(iii) 7, = 1 where i is the index such that \;, is the largest odd number among
Al’ c ey AN.

We denote by Uy the set of signed partitions of N. Note that, by Proposition
7.8 (i), the set of H-orbits in G*. is parametrized by #y. We denote by &) the
H-orbit corresponding to A € &y. Then as in 8.17, H-equivariant simple local
system on &) can be expressed as &, for (A, 7) € Uy, and the map (A, 7) — (O, &)
gives a bijection Uy ~ A if N > 3.

Next assume that N > 0 is an even integer. In this case, for each partition
\ € Py, we prepare two copies AT, and assume that AT = A\~ if \ is not an even
partition. A signed partition (A*,7) is defined similarly as above, for each A\* and
A7. We denote by Wy the set of signed partitions of N. Note that if N = 0, we
regard the empty partition () as an even partition, so we consider ()7, 1) and (0~, 1).
By Proposition 7.8 (ii), the set of G-orbits in G, is parametrized by Py. G-orbit
O, is a single H-orbit unless A is an even partition, in which case, &), splits into two
H-orbits. By 9.3, we denote those two H-orbits by 05 and &} . By abuse of the
notation, we denote 0y by 05 = €} if ) is not an even partition. Thus we have a
bijective map WUy X A by (AE,7) = (05, &), if N > 2.
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9.6. Assume that N is odd. Take integers Ny > 1,a > 0 such that N = 2a+ V.
For a fixed £ = (v,0) € Uy, we define a map [¢ : &, — ¥y as follows; write
v=(n,...,un),0 = (01,...,0n) by putting v; = 0,0; = 1 for i > Ny. For each
= (1, .., un) € P, define integers Ay, ..., Ay by

(9.6.1) Ni=v;+2u; fori=1,...,N.

Then A = (A1, ..., A\n) € Py, and the pair (A, o) gives a well-defined element in W .
By definition, I¢(1) = (A, o). In the case where N is even, the map [} : &, — Uy
is defined similarly, but we consider £+ = (v*,0), and put Iz (u) = (A%, 0).

Let N > 0 be an integer. An element (\,7) € ¥y (or (A\F,7) € Wy) is called
cuspidal if

(i) Mi— A1 <2fori=1,...,N (here we put Ay, =0),
(11) If )\z — )\i—l—l = 2, then Ti % Tit1-

We denote by €y the set of triples (Ny,v,0) such that N — Ny € 2Z>( and
¢ = (v,0) € Uy, is a cuspidal element. For ¢ € €y, we denote by \1153’ the image of
I'e: Py — Yy, where a = (N — Ny)/2. Clearly I gives a bijection &, \1153’. We
also denote by \1153) the set of cuspidal elements in Wy.

Proposition 9.7. There exists a partition

(9.7.1) vy = [ oW

CECN

Proof. For simplicity we assume that N is odd. The case where N is even is dealt
similarly. Assume that (A, 7) € Uy is not cuspidal. Then there exists some ¢ such
that )\z > )\i+1+2 or that )\z = )\i+1+2 with T; = Tit+1- Put )\/ = ()\/1, ey )\/N) € QN_Q,
where \; = \; =2, \; = \; for j # i. If we put 7/ = 7, we have (X', 7) € Wy_5 by our
assumption. By induction on N, we may assume (9.7.1) holds for ¥ _,. Hence there
exists ¢ = (Ny, v, 0) € €n—a such that (N, 7') € \1153’_2 In particular, (X, 7") = I'¢(1)
for some u' € Z,, where { = (v,0) and a = (N —2— Ny)/2. Here p/ = (py, ..., ty)
satisfies the condition that u; ; > u;+ 1, and if we define pp = (u1, ..., pun) € Para
by pi = p;+1, py = pj for j # i, (A, 7) = (i) Hence (A, 7) € \Ifg\c,). ¢ is determined
by (A, 7) uniquely. In fact, suppose that (A, 1) € \1/53" for another ¢/. The above
argument shows, since (v, o) is cuspidal, that (N, 7) € \115522 Hence by induction
on N, we have ¢ = ¢. O

9.8. We have a natural parametrization of S, by &,. We denote by p, the
irreducible representation of S, corresponding to u € Z,. (Here the partition (a)
corresponds to the unit representation, (1) corresponds to the sign representation.)

Under the identification ¥ ~ A in 9,5, we denote by JI/éO) the image of \1153).

We also denote by JVG(C) the subset of 4 which is the image of \Ifgé). For each
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¢ = (Ny,v,0) € €y with £ = (v, 0), the map I induces a bijection I.: S :>,/VG(C),
combined with &, ~ S/'. Thus, by Proposition 9.7, we have a bijective map

(9.8.1) r:J1 sex I 469 =

CECN cECN

where a = (N — Ny)/2 for ¢ = (Ny,v,0) € Ey.

Recall the definition of JI/(;(g) in5.7foré = (L C P,0L, &) € 4. The following
result gives a combinatorial description of the generalized Springer correspondence
for the symmetric space associated to orthogonal groups.

Theorem 9.9. Let the notations be as above.

(i) ,/VG(O) coincides with the set of cuspidal pairs in Ng.

(ii) ¢ = (No,v,0) = € = (L C P, 0L, &) gives a bijection Cn X S such that
,/VG(C) = ,/VG(E), where L is such that Ly ~ (GLy)* x SOy,, and (O, &) =
(0,,6).

(iii) The map I' in (9.8.1) gives a bijection in Theorem 5.2 (ii).

Proof. We prove the theorem by induction on N. In the case where N = 2 3,
the claim (iii) is verified directly, see Appendix. First consider the case where
N is odd. Assume that the theorem holds for L # G. We show (iii). Choose
(L C PO, & € S with L # G. By (i) for L, we can attach (No,v,0) € €y to
(LC P,0,,&). Take p = pu €S2, and let (0, &) € A be the pair which belongs
to (L C P, 0y, &) corresponding to p. Put (A, 7) = I¢(u) for € = (v,0). In order
to prove (iii), it is enough to see that 0 = 0,,& = &.. Let Qy be the maximal
parabolic subgroup of H containing P and My its Levi subgroup containing L as
in Section 8. Let p' = p,s be an irreducible character of S,_1, and (0',&") € Ay
the pair which belongs to (L € M N P, 0y, éf) corresponding to p’. By induction
hypothesis, one can write as (0", &) = (04,, &) with (X, 7") = I'¢(¢'). By Corollary
6.11 and Proposition 8.7, if (p, p') # 0, then the Jordan type of & is obtained from
X by the inverse operation of (A!) for some i. This is true for any p’ such that
{(p,p') # 0. In the case where a > 3, this condition determines the Jordan type of
O uniquely, and we have ¢ = 0. Moreover, in this case, by Proposition 8.16, & is
determined uniquely from &7, namely we have & = &,. Thus we have proved (iii)
for a > 3.

Now assume that @ = 1. In this case, S; = {1}, and m. K |x,,, = IC(Oy, &)
up to shift, where \' = (1142, vs,...,vy), 7 = (01,...,0n) by Theorem 8.21. Hence
the claim holds. Next assume that ¢ = 2. In this case, S5 has two representations,
the unit representation p(;) and the sign representation p(2). By Lemma 8.19, the
possibility for (€, &) belonging to (L C P, 07, éaf) is only & = O, with A = (1y +
4,v9,...,uy) or A= (11 + 2,11 +2,13,...,vy). By Theorem 8.21, p(9) corresponds
to (0y, &) = (O, &), where A = (1) +4,v9,...,vx) and 7 = (01,...,0x). Hence
paz2y corresponds to (O, &) with A = (v1 + 2,15 + 2, v3,...,vy). The restriction of
pazy on Sy is py which corresponds to (O, &). By a similar argument as above,
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7 is determined from 7/, namely we see that (\,7) = I:(1?). Thus the claim holds
for a = 2. Hence (iii) is proved for odd N.

Next consider the case where N is even. We choose (L C P, 0., &) € S.
Assume that the Jordan type of &', is not an even partition. Then a similar argument
as before works. (Note that in that case the Jordan type of & is not even for any
(0, &) belonging to (L C P, 0, &) by Lemma 8.19.) Thus we assume that the
Jordan type of O is even. Then by the same reason, the Jordan type of & is
even for such (&, &). The previous argument shows that if (&, &) corresponds to
p = pu € S&, then the Jordan type of € is A, and & = &; for I¢(p) = (A, 7). But
we have to show that & = Oy if Iz+(u) = (A, 7). This is done by using Lemma
9.4. Thus (iii) is proved for even N similarly as above.

We show (i) and (ii). Assume that N is even. If Ny = 0, then a = n, and
there exists two triples ¢*, ¢~ € Gy, where ¢t = (0,0%,1). We have W) ~ 2, .
On the other hand, Ny = 0 corresponds to the case where L = T, 0, = {1} and

= Q, : the constant sheaf. Hence there exist two triples (T' C B, {1}, Q,), (T
Bl {1}, Q) € S5, where B, = t,Bt;!. By (iii), the Springer correspondence glves

a bijection W) ~ ,/I/G(Ci). For other cases (for any N), ¢ = (No,v,0) € Cn
determines a unique triple (L C P, 0y, éf) € Y. By (iii), and by Proposition 9.7,
this proves (i). (ii) follows from (i). The theorem is proved. O

9.10. Following the discussion in [L1, 10.6], we shall give a formula which
describes the cardinality of \If , namely, the number of the cuspidal pairs (&, &)
in 45 . Note that the cornputatlon below is much simpler compared to the case of
generalized Springer correspondence for orthogonal groups.

Let t be an indeterminate. Recall that the partition function p(n) = |£2,] is de-
fined by the formula [[;2, (1 —¢")"* = > _,p(n)t". We define functions ¢;(n), g2(n)
for n € Zs as follows; -

Hl—l—tl qu ,
1=1

n>0
H 1 + t2l Z QQ
i=1 n>0

Proposition 9.11. The cardinality |\If§8)| = |</VG(O)| of cuspidal pairs is given by the
formula,

—q1(N) if N >3 : odd,
| = 1 ;
—q1(N) + =q2(N) if N> 2 : even.
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Proof. Let xy be the number of elements in Wy, and 2y (resp. zy) the number of
elements (A, 7) € ¥y such that A is not an even partition (resp. even partition).
Hence zy = 2y + 2y,. Then as in [L1, 10.6],

1 + Z <2x/]\[ + 1'/](,/2) tN _ Z Qﬁ{a:ia>0}t1i1+2i2+3i3+~~~

N>1 11,82, ->0
= (14 21+ 2ty
i1>1 ig>1
Cltl4t?
Cl—t1—¢2
_ H(l _ t2i)—1 H(l + ti)2
=1 =1
It follows that
(9.11.1) 20y +af /2= > pla)q(N — 2a).
0<a<N/2

By a similar computation shows that

1+ Z ($/]<;/2)th Z ot{aria>0}y2(Li1+2iz+)

N>2;even 11,02,+->0
= (14 22y (1+ ) 2e'2) -
11>1 i2>1
_ el
121 —t4

— ﬁ( t22 -1 ﬁ 1 4 t2z
i=1 =1

Hence we have

(9.11.2) w/2= Y pla)g(N - 2a).

0<a<N/2

Now assume that N is even. Then by (9.11.1) and (9.11.2), we have

, 1 3
Ty =y + 2y = Z p(a){qu(N—Qa)—|—§q2(N—2a)}.

0<a<N/2

On the other hand, by the generalized Springer correspondence (Theorem 9.9),
we have
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Tnl= > SATR,I.

0<a<N/2

Then by induction on /N, we obtain the formula for |\If§3)|. The case where N is odd
si similar (in this case, 7, = 0). O

10. INDUCTION

10.1.  We consider the group G and 6 : G — G as in (2.1.4). We fix a 0-
stable pair (B,T') of a Borel subgroup B and a maximal torus of G. Let P be a
f-stable parabolic subgroup of G containing B and L the #-stable Levi subgroup of
P containing T'. As before, let np : P — L be the natural projection. Consider
the following diagram

(10.1.1) L0t xp L xp g

where

XP ={(z,9) € G x H | g"'zg € P},
XP = {(z,gPy) € G x H/Py | g 'zg € P},

/

and ¢’ : (z,9) = (2,9Pu),¢" : (v,9Pn) — =, and ¢ : (z,9) = np(g 'zg). Then
¢, 1 are smooth with connected fibres. Moreover, H x Py acts on XP by (h,p) :
(r,9) — (hah™ hgp™'), and H acts on X¥ by h : (x,9Py) — (hah™', hgPy).
', " are H-equivariant, and v is H x Py-equivariant with respect to the trivial
action of H and the action of Py on L* induced from the map Py — L.

Let K be an Ly-equivariant perverse sheaf on L*, which is regarded as an
H x Pp-equivariant perverse sheaf. Since ¢ is smooth with connected fibre, there
exists a perverse sheaf ¢* K[a] on X' where « is the dimension of the fibre. 1*K|a]
is H X Py-equivariant, and since ¢’ is a locally trivial principal Py-bundle, there
exits a perverse sheaf K; on X such that ¢*Kla| ~ ¢*K,[3], where 8 = dim Py.
We define ind K = ¢} K. Since ¢” is proper, ind K is a semisimple complex on G*.
Since K, is H-equivariant, ind K is H-equivariant. We also write ind K = indg K.
ind K is an analogue of the induction functor of the character sheaves ([L2]).

Let @ be a 6-stable parabolic subgroup of G' containing P, and M the 6-stable
Levi subgroup of () containing L. Then M N P is a f-stable parabolic subgroup
of M with Levi subgroup L. Thus one can define functors ind}; ., and indg. The

following transitivity property can be proved in a similar way as in [L.2, Proposition
4.2].

Proposition 10.2. Let K be an Ly-equivariant perverse sheaf on LY. Assume that
ind%np K is an M -equivariant perverse sheaf on M. Then we have
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indg(ind%ﬁ p K) ~ind% K

10.3. Returning to the original setting, we consider G = G Ly, and let P
be the #-stable parabolic subgroup such that Ly ~ (GL1)* x SOp,, where N =
Ny + 2a. Let ) be the #-stable parabolic subgroup of GG containing P such that
My ~ GL, x SOp,. Thus (M N P)g ~ B, x SOy,, where B, is a Borel subgroup
of GL, such that By N (GL, x GL,)? ~ B,. Let £ = (O, éf) be a cuspidal pair on
LY., and consider the Ly-equivariant perverse sheaf K, = IC(€, &)[dim €] on
LY. Since ind}jnp K is isomorphic to (ind§™ Ky) K K¢, where K is the constant
sheaf Q; on {1} C T, (T, is the maximal torus of B,), by a well-known result of
Borho-MacPherson ([BM]) for GL,, ind}j,p K¢ is a semisimple perverse sheaf on
MY, equipped with S,-action, and is decomposed as

uni’

(10.3.1) dyrnp Ke = @ pu @ (K K Ke),

HEPq

where K¢ = IC(&0 w * Q)[dim 0] (here O is the unipotent class in G L, with Jordan

type p). Thus ind¥ wnp K¢ is a Mpy- equwarlant perverse sheaf on MY, and one can
apply the functor indg on it. By the transitivity of induction (Proposition 10.2), we
have

(10.3.2) ind? Ke ~ € p, ® ind§ (K} K Ke).

HED,,

On the other hand, by comparing the construction of indg K¢ with the com-
plex 7. Kz constructed in 3.7, we see that ind% K, ~ 7. Kz [-7]|x,,. Hence by
Theorem 5.2 together with Theorem 9.9, we have

(10.3.3) ind? Ke ~ €9 pp © Kryp

HEP,,

where Kp,(,y) = IC(0,&)|dim O] if (0, &) € N corresponds to Ie(u) € Uy,
indg(K ¢ X K¢) is an H-equivariant semisimple complex on G'. Since it is a

direct summand of the semisimple perverse sheaf on G*, it is a semisimple perverse

sheaf. By counting the multiplicities ) dim p,, we see that indg(K oM Ke) is a

simple perverse sheaf on GYY,.. Hence we have

(10.3.4) indg(K 4 X K¢) coincides with one of the simple component appearing in
the right hand side of (10.3.3).

Remark 10.4 If the isomorphisms in (10.3.2) and (10.3.3) are compatible with
Se-action, we will immediately get the isomorphism indg(KZ X K¢) ~ Kr.(u- Note

that the diagram in 3.7 with respect to m : X > X corresponds to the diagram



GENERALIZED SPRINGER CORRESPONDENCE 71

(10.1.1) with respect to ind%. However, in the case of indg, we cannot construct
an analogous diagram of 3.6. So, it is not certain whether indg commutes with
the action of S,. Nevertheless we will show in the discussion below that the above
isomorphism actually holds.

10.5. Let 0’ be an My-orbit in MY.. Then there exists a unique H-orbit &
in GY

w. such that N 17{21(6‘”) is open dense in 17{21(6‘”). O is called the H-orbit
induced from ¢, and is denoted by & = Indg O'. Put

Xor = {(2,9Qn) € G x H/Qp | g™ xg € ng'(0)},
Xor=J gn5'(@)g,

geH

and let 7o : Xor — Xo be the first projection. Then 7y is proper, surjective.
By a similar argument as in the proof of Proposition 8.20, we see that & is the
unique open dense orbit contained in X»/. Let &y be the Ly-orbit in LY. as before,

and consider 0" = Of x Oy, for each p € &,. We write 0’ = 0}, and express

Ter )?ﬁ/ — X¢ as m, ¢ X u — X,. The following result shows that the induction
of H-orbits can be realized in the level of perverse sheaves.

Proposition 10.6. Let u € &,. Under the notation above,
(i) ind§ (K, R Ke) ~ K, ().
(i) Let (0,&) € N be the pair corresponding to I'¢(pn) € Yy. Then 0 =
Indg(ﬁg X O). In particular, the Jordan type of O is equal to v + 2.

(iii) dim X, = dim X,.
Proof. First we note the following property, which is obtained from the explicit
description of the generalized Springer correspondence in Theorem 9.9 (iii).

(10.6.1) Let (0,&),(0",&") € Ng. Assume that (€, &) corresponds to I¢(p), and
(0", &) corresponds to I¢(y'). If the Jordan type of € is the same as that of &7,
then pu = p'.

We prove (i) by the backward induction on n(u). Assume that the statement
holds for p' such that n(y') > n(u). Put indg(Ku X K¢) = IC(0",&")[dim 07].
It follows from the definition of ind%, ¢’ is open dense in X,. Let 0,,, be the
unipotent class in M such that its intersection with M* coincides with 6"; =0y X
Or. Then nél(ﬁL) C 0,,,Uq. It is known from the theory of Hall polynomials
(see [M]) that the unipotent class in GLy which has open dense intersection with
0,u,Uq has Jordan type 2p + v, and all other unipotent classes with non-zero
intersection with &, ,,Ug have Jordan type < 2p + v. Hence the Jordan type of
0’ is of the form 2’ + v < 2u + v. By induction hypothesis, for any p” such that
n(u”) > n(p), the pair (04, &) such that &) has Jordan type 21" + v is already
assigned to indg(Kun X K¢). Thus n(y') = n(p), and so the Jordan type of &’ must
coincide with 2u + v. Hence (0", &) corresponds to I¢(p) by (10.6.1). This proves

(i).
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We show (ii) and (iii). It follows from the definition that & coincides with
Indg 0}, Thus (ii) follows from (i). We have

dim X, = dim 0" = dim H — n(v + 2u).

On the other hand, since )Z'u ~ H xQn nél(ﬁ;), we have

dim X, = dim H — dim Qy + dim &), + dim UY.

Since dim &), = (a® — a — 2n(p)) + (dim SOy, — n(v)), dim U4 = dim Ug + a, we
conclude that dim X , = dim X,. Thus (iii) holds. The proposition is proved. O

Remark 10.7. Proposition 10.6 is a generalization of Proposition 8.20 and of
Lemma 9.2. But in contrast to the previous cases, in this discussion, we don’t need
to show the existence of an element of Jordan type v + 2u inside of X,.

APPENDIX

We give some examples of the generalized Springer correspondence. Here we use
a simplified notation to denote the signed partition (A, 7). If A\ = (ai™,a5?,...),
we only denote the signature 1 corresponding to the block a;" as £. For exam-
ple, (13;+1,+1,+1) is written as (13;+) and (221%; —1,—1,+1,+1) is written as
(2212, —+). If ¢ = (Ny,v,0) € G, the set \Ilg\c,) is the set of signed partitions cor-
responding to p, € S with a = (N — Np)/2, which we denote by S,; (v,0). Let
‘1153) be the set of cuspidal elements in W y. In the first column, we only list up the

elements which are not contained in \1153).

o NV =3.

()‘77-> Sl;(l;_'_)
B+ @)

00 = {(21,+4), (21; —), (1% )}

o NV =15.

(A7) So; (1;4+) [ S1; (21;++)  Sp;(21;—+) Sy; (1% +)
(5;+) (2)
(a1 + 1) )
(41; —+) (1)
(32;+4) (12)
(312 ++) (1)
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OO = {(32;4-), (312 4+-), (221;4+), (221; —), (213; +4), (213 —+), (1%;

S3; (L 4) [ S L +4) S (21, —+) Sa; (15 4)

(2)

)
)
) (21)
)

(43; ++) (1%)

(43; —+) (12)
(421;+ + +)
(421;— — +)

( )
( )
(32%++) (1)
( )

The correspondence in the case of S is as follows;

S (324 ) < (52;+—),  Sp;(31%4—) & (512 4—),

S (221 44) & (421 + + +),  S1;(221; —4) < (421; — — +),
Sp; (213 +4) < (413, 4+4),  Sp; (213 —4) & (413, —4),

S1; (1% +) < (31% ++4).

Here
W = {(421; — + +), (4215 + — +), (3°1; +-), (32% +-),
(3212 ++4), (321% + + —), (321% + — 4), (321% + — —),
(B 4-), (2°1; ++), (2°L; —), (221%; ++), (2°1% — ),
(21% ++4), (21% —+), (175 +) }.

o N = 2.

,7) | S (075 +) Sy (075 +)
) (1)
+) (1)

+)}
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o N =4
A7) [Se; (0% 4) So;(034) [ S ((2)F—) S ((2)5—) Sis (1% +)
(4)*5+) (2)
(4)*5-) (1)
((4)754)
(4)75-) (1)
(31;4+4) (1)
@)+ 13
(%)~ +)

R = {B154), (297, =), ()75 2), (2% 44), (21% =), (1% 4) ).

o/N = 0.

S3; (0T +) Ss; (05 +)

)
;+) (3)

(21)

((2°)*54) (1)

(21)

(1)

The correspondence in the case of S; is as follows;

(31;4+—) « (51; +—),
((2%)75 =) < ((42) 75 —),
(21 —+) < (41% —+),

((25)F;—) & ((42)"; ——),
(212; +4) < (412 ++),
(1% 4) < (31%); ++).
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Here

[BM]

[CVX1]

[CVX2]

T. Shoji

W = {((42)%;4+-), (42)734—), (3215 + + +), (321; + + —),

(32134 — +), (321;4+ — =), (3% +=), ((2°) "5 =), ((2°) 5 ),
(2212 ++), (221%; —+), (21%; ++), (21 : —+), (15, )}
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