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1.
2.
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ABSTRACT. Let W be the Weyl group of type BC),. We first provide restriction formulas of the
total Springer representations for the symplectic Lie algebra in characteristic 2 and the exotic
case to the maximal parabolic subgroup of W which is of type BCyp—_1. Then we show that
these two restriction formulas are equivalent, and discuss how the results can be used to examine
the existence of affine pavings of Springer fibers corresponding to the symplectic Lie algebra in
characteristic 2.
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1. INTRODUCTION

This is a continuation of the author’s previous papers [Kim19| [Kim18bl [Kim18a]. In [Kim18al],
we improved the machinery in [Kim19)] in order to provided a restriction formula of (graded) total
Springer representations for classical types in good characteristic to a certain maximal parabolic
subgroup. The main goal of this paper is to extend this method to some other cases, namely to the
Springer theory of Lie Spa,(F2) and to the exotic Springer theory.

It is known that the Springer theory in bad characteristic behaves differently from good charac-
teristic cases. For types B, C', and D in characteristic 2, there are Springer theories that correspond
to Lie groups, Lie algebras, and duals of Lie algebras, which are different from good characteristic
cases. (Among these 9 cases, the Springer theory for the Lie groups Sp2,(F2) and SOy, y1(F2)
coincide which follows from the existence of the isogeny SOay11(F2) — Spa,(F2).) The Springer
correspondences for the cases above are already known; see [Lus84] for classical types in good char-
acteristic, [LS85] for classical Lie groups in bad characteristic, and [Spa82] and [Xuel2a] for classical
Lie algebras and their duals in bad characteristic.

In the first part of this paper, we discuss the Springer theory of symplectic Lie algebras in
characteristic 2, i.e. Lie Spa,(F2). This case is considered the simplest among the classical cases
in bad characteristic, mainly since the component group of the stabilizer of any nilpotent element
is connected. Also, in this case the Springer correspondence is a bijection form nilpotent orbits to
irreducible characters of the Weyl group. (In general, this is only an injection even one includes
the data of the component groups of the stabilizers of nilpotent elements.) This in turn causes
geometry of corresponding Springer fibers, which needs to be studied in order to apply the method
in [Kim18a], to be simpler than other cases in bad characteristic. (It is likely that similar argument
can be applied to other cases, but it seems more complicated than Lie Spo,(F2).) Here our first
main result is Theorem [7.I] which gives an analogue of the main result of [Kim18a] for Lie Spa,, (F2).

In the second part, we discuss the Springer theory of the exotic nilpotent cone defined by
Kato [Kat09]. The main result in this part is Theorem [[2ZI] which gives an analogue of the main
result of [Kim18a] in this exotic setting. The reason we study exotic Springer theory rather than
other “classical” Springer theory is that, even though different at first sight, it shares a lot of
similarities with that of Lie Spa, (F2). Resemblance of these two theories was observed in [Kat17]
using deformation argument of an exotic nilpotent cone, and later it was revealed that they are
based on the same type of combinatorics. Inspired by this point of view, the first two parts in this
paper are written down to be as similar to each other as possible so that the readers can easily
compare the main tools for these two theories.

In the last part, we give some remarks about our results. Firstly in Section [I3] we analyze the
aforementioned similarities between two Springer theories and show that our two main theorems
are in fact equivalent under a certain bijection which comes from combinatorics of limit symbols
studied by Shoji [Sho04]. In Section [[4 we provide some examples how the main theorems are
used in small ranks. In Section [[8 we argue how our main theorems can be used to examine the
existence of affine pavings of Springer fibers for Lie Spa,, (F2). (It is proved by [Maul7] that an affine
paving exists for any exotic Springer fiber.) Then in Section [IG we conclude with some questions
which naturally arise from our results.

Acknowledgement. The author is grateful to George Lusztig for helpful comments on this topic.
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2. DEFINITIONS AND NOTATIONS

First we recall definitions and notations which are frequently used in this paper.

2.1. Weyl groups. Throughout this paper we fix an integer n € Z~o. We set W to be the Weyl
group of type BC,,, which is a Coxeter group with the set of simple reflections S = {1, $2,...,8,} C
W such that (s1s2)* = (s;si41)% = id for 2 < i < n —1 and (s;8;)® = id for any 1 < i,j < n
such that |[i — j| > 1. Set W/ C W to be the maximal parabolic subgroup of W generated by
{s1,...,8n—1}. Then W’ is a Coxeter group of type BC,,_1. The main theorems in this paper are
to calculate the restrictions of some total Springer representations of W to W'.

2.2. (-adic cohomology and geometric Frobenius. For a variety X, we define Q;x to be
the constant Qg-sheaf on X where /£ is a prime different from the characteristic of X. Also let
H'(X) = H'(X,Qq) be the i-th f-adic cohomology group of X and set H*(X) =Y, ,(—1)'H'(X)
as a virtual Qg-vector space. If a variety X is defined over F,, then it is naturally equipped

with a geometric Frobenius morphism F' = Fx : X — X, which also induces an endomorphism
F*=F%: H(X) — H'(X). We set X to be the set of points in X fixed by F.

2.3. Partitions. We say that )\ is a partition of n and write A - n if A = (A1, Ao, ..., \;) is a finite

integer sequence such that Ay > Ay > --- > X\ > 0 and Zlizl A; = n. In such case we also set
|[A| = n and I(A) =, called the size and the length of A, respectively. If k > [, then we set A\ = 0.

We define mjy : Z~o — N to be a function such that my(r) is the number of parts in A equal to
r. For example, if A = (6,4,4,3) then mx(6) = mx(3) = 1,mx(4) = 2, and my(r) = 0 otherwise.
Also we set my(> 1) =) ,~, mx(r’) and define my(> r), mx(< r), ma(< r) analogously. If there
is no confusion, then we often omit A and write m instead of my. In such a case, we also write
My, M>r, etc. instead of m(r), m(> r), etc. to simplify notations.

Define A\ C Zso (“underlying set”) to be the set of parts in A (without repetition). Note
that mx(r) # 0 if and only if r € A\. For partitions A = (A1, A2, ...) and u = (1, po, . ..), we set
AU F |A|4]p] to be the partition satistying mau, = ma+my,. In particular, we have AU p = AUp.
Also we define A+ p = (A1 + p1, Ao + po, .. .).

For {a1,...,ax} C A (as a multiset) and by,...,by € N (possibly with repetition), we set

Aiggj:.’.’:)’g:)) to be the partition obtained from A by substituting aq,...,ar with by,... b (and re-

ordering the result if necessary). For example, we have (6,4, 4, 3)¢§3’3; = (6,4,2,2) and (6,4, 4, B)LS’@; =

(6,3,2). Also for 1 < a < b (resp. 1 < a < b <I()\), we write AT (resp. A~[¢%]) to be the
partition obtained from A by increasing (resp. decreasing) the i-th part of A by 1 for eacha < <b
(and reordering the result if necessary). For example, we have (4,4,3,2)"26 = (5,4,4,3,1,1),
(5,4,3,2) 24 = (5,3,2,1), and (3,3,3,3) >3 = (3,3,2,2).

2.4. Miscellaneous. For a set X, we denote by #X the cardinal of X. For a subset X of a certain
vector space, we write span (X) to be the linear span of X which is a vector subspace. For a,b € Z,
we define [a,b] := {c € Z | a < ¢ < b}. For a set X, we denote by P(X) the power set of X. To
improve readability, we write [t], for ¢" and [t], for 2*.
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Part 1. Total Springer representations for Lie Sps, in characteristic 2

Our goal in this part is to prove Theorem [Z.I] which gives a restriction formula of the total
Springer representations of Lie Spa, (F2) to W/ C W.

3. SETUP

In this part, k denotes the algebraic closure of Fy. Let g be a power of 2. Set G to be the
symplectic group Spa, defined over k that is split over F,. We regard G' as an automorphism group
of a fixed 2n-dimensional k-vector space V' equipped with a fixed nondegenerate symplectic form
(,), so that for any g € G and v,w € V we have (gv, gw) = (v, w). For example, one may let
V = k?" and define (, ) to be {(z1,22,...,%21), (Y1,Y2s- -, Y2n)) = 21221 TiYon—i. Let g be the
Lie algebra of G which is identified with {X € End(V) | (Xv,w) = (v, Xw) for any v,w € V}. We
naturally identify W in 21 with the Weyl group of G. Define N’ C g to be the variety of nilpotent
elements in g, called the nilpotent cone of g.

Let B be the flag variety of G which parametrizes Borel subalgebras of g. We naturally identify
B with the variety of complete isotropic flags in V, i.e.

B={F,=[0=FCF C-C Fyy_y C Fop=V]|dimF, =i, F;* = Fy,_; for all i € [0,2n]}.

For N € N, we define By to be the Springer fiber of N, i.e. a closed subvariety of B consisting
of all the Borel subalgebras containing N. Under the identification above, it also corresponds to
By = {F, € B| N(F;) C F,foralli € [0,2n]}. Then by [Lus81] (which extends the method
of [Spr76] to arbitrary characteristic) there exists an action of W on H'(By) for each i € Z,
called the Springer representation. (Here we adopt the convention that H°(By) yields the trivial
representation of W.) If F(N) = N (where F is the geometric Frobenius on g with the given
F,-structure), then F* naturally acts on H*(By) and it is known that F* and the W-action on
H(By) commute.

4. NILPOTENT (GG-ORBITS

4.1. Parametrization of G-orbits in N. Let us first describe the parametrization of orbits in
N under the adjoint action of G. (ref. [Hes79|, [Xuel2bl Section 2.6]) Set © to be the set of pairs
(A, x) where A is a partition of 2n and x is a function from A to N such that the following conditions
hold:

(1) if r € A is odd, then m(r) is even
(2) for r € A, we have 0 < x(r) <r/2 and x(r) = r/2 if mx(r) is odd
(3) for r,7" € A such that v <r, we have x(r') < x(r) and " — x(r') < r — x(r)

For a G-orbit O C N, we attach (), x) € Q as follows. Choose any N € O and let A - 2n be the
Jordan type of N. For r € A we define x(r) := min{i € N | (N2, v) = 0 for any v € ker N"}.
Then (A, x) is independent of the choice of N € O and this gives a bijective correspondence from
the set of G-orbits in N to €.

By [Spa82l 3.9], the stabilizer in G of any nilpotent element in g under the adjoint action is
connected. Therefore, the Lang-Steinberg theorem implies that for any nilpotent orbit O C N,
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its F-fixed point set O is nonempty and a single G¥-orbit. (See [DM91, Chapter 3] for more
information.)

4.2. Critical values. For \ F 2n, we set Qy := {x | (A, x) € Q}. Define a function ®, : Q) —
P(Zso % Zso) where ®x(x) := {(r,a) € Zso X Zso | 7 € A\, 1 < a < x(r)}. It is clear that ®y
is one-to-one. There are some properties that ®,(x) needs to satisfy. First, we have ®,(x) C
{(i,J) € Zso X Z>o | i > 2j}. Furthermore, for r,r" € X\ such that r < v/, if (r,a) € ®»(x) then
(r',b) € ®x(x) whenever 1 < b < a. Likewise, if (r',b) € ®5(x) then (r,a) € ®»(x) whenever
r—a>r"—bh.

5
4 o
3 @ ‘ L =

I e e e e 5 °
4 5 6 8

1 2 3

FIGURE 1. An example of ®(x)

Example 4.1. If A = (10,10,8,8,6,5,5,4,4,2,2,1,1) and x(10) = 4,x(8) = x(6) = 3,x(5) =
x(4) =2,x(2) = 1,x(1) = 0, then ®x(x) is the set of points in Figure [l Here the aforementioned
conditions imply that (1) the points in @ (x) should be either on or below the solid line, and (2) any
point on or below the dashed line, with the x-coordinate in A, should be contained in ®(x). Thus,
in our example the set ®,(x) is characterized by four points (2, 1), (4,2), (6,3), (10,4) € ®»(x).

Motivated from this example, let us define a notion of critical values of (A, x) € Q.

Definition 4.2. We say that (A, x) € Q is critical at r € A, or r is a critical value of (A, x), if

(1) x(r) #0,
(2) for v € A, if 7 < r then x(r") < x(r), and
(3) for v’ € A, if v/ > r then r' — x(r') <7 — x(r).
We set XX .= {(r, (1)) € Zso x Zsg | (A, x) is critical at r € A}.

crit

For a partition A and X C Z~( X Zsq, we define ¥ (X) to be a function from A to N such that
for r € A\ we have

UA(X)(r) :=max({r — (a—0) | (a,b) € X,a>r}U{b] (a,b) € X,a < r}U{0}).

Then it is easy to verify that U (®Py(x)) = \Il,\(X()‘ X)) = x for any x € Q). Therefore, one may

crit
(Ax)

e as the “minimum information” to recover .

regard X
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4.3. A standard model. Here we describe a standard choice of a geometric Frobenius F' and a
nilpotent element in a nilpotent G-orbit parametrized by (A, x) € €. Let us fix a basis {vl., € V|
re A s e [l,mx\(r)],t €[1,7]} of V and define (, ) to be

e if my(r) is even, then <\vf¢12k71,\v:;i_t> =1 for k € [1, ka(r)] and t € [1,r]
(

e if my(r) is odd, then <\Vﬁ)1,wf{1_t> =1 and <w£72k,v:j§}€:> =1for k € [1, %] and
tell,r

/ .
. <\vfﬂs,\v£,1s/> = 0 otherwise

and extend it to V' by bilinearity and (skew-)symmetry. We set the geometric Frobenius morphism
F:V = Vtobe F(32,, al i) =3 (al )] . Then the basis {v} },s: and the bilinear

r,s,t "T,8°T,S T,8
form ( , ) are defined over F,,.

We define N € End(V) to be
e if r € ) is not critical or mx(r) is odd, then Nv., = vii! for s € [1,ma(r)],t € 1,7 —1]
and Nv; ;=0
e if r € ) is critical and m(r) is even, then define N \vﬁ)s to be the same as above except that
Nwz(,’(lr) _ wzi(lT)Jrl + W:;lfx(r)
and extend it to V by linearity. Then one can check that N is F-stable and contained in the
nilpotent G-orbit parametrized by (A, x).

For i € N, we set ker>; N := ker N N imN“~! and kers; N := ker>;y1 N. In particular,
we have kers; N = {0} if i > A\;. (Here we adopt the convention that N° = Id.) Then
we have a filtration ker N = ker>1 N D ker>o N D .- and for r € A we have ker>, N =

span (\v;:ys [ et >rsel, mA(r')]). In particular, dimkers, N = my(>r).

5. TOTAL SPRINGER REPRESENTATIONS AND THE RESTRICTION FORMULA

5.1. Total Springer representation. Recall the Springer action of W on H*(By) for N € N.
Suppose that N is F-stable and the G-orbit containing N is parametrized by (A, x). Then the
function W — Qg : w— Y, ., (—1) tr(wF*, H'(By)) is a character of W that does not depend on
the choice of N, which we denote by TSp, (A, x)-

Remark. Note that we do not define TSp, (A, x) (w) to be Y, tr(w, H*(By))q’. This is because
it is not known that By satisfies a certain purity condition which holds in good characteristic.

5.2. Partial Springer resolution and the restriction formula. We claim the following propo-
sition which is the key step of our calculation.

Proposition 5.1. Suppose that N € N is an F-stable nilpotent element in the G-orbit parametrized
by (A, x) € Q. Then we have

Res%, TSp, (A, x) = Z TSp, (A1), x(1)) -
l€P(ker N)F

Here, (A(1),x(1)) is the parameter of the Sp(I+/1)-orbit containing N|,. ;, where Sp(I*/1) is iden-
tified with Spap—2.
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Proof. Tt is essentially proved in the same way as [Kiml18al, Proposition 6.1]. The proof therein
is based on the result of Borho-MacPherson [BM83|; there are two things to consider in order
to apply their results to our setting. Firstly, their results are stated when the base field is C,
i.e. in characteristic 0. However, their argument is still applicable, mutatis mutandis, to positive
characteristic. (There is of no difference even when the characteristic is bad for G.) Secondly,
their results rely on the interpretation of Springer theory in terms of perverse sheaves, where the
existence of regular semisimple elements in g is essential. This is no longer true for g = Lie Spo, in
characteristic 2; see e.g. [Jan04, 13.3]. However, since the statement only depends on the isogeny
class of g, we may replace g with the simple adjoint Lie algebra of type C over k, where the
existence of regular semisimple elements is guaranteed. After this, one may simply follow the proof
of [Kim18a, Proposition 6.1]. (See also [Xuel2al Section 3] for similar argument.) O

6. CALCULATION

Let N € A be a nilpotent element contained in a G-orbit parametrized by (), x) € Q. The goal of
this section is to calculate the RHS of the formula in Proposition[5.1] i.e. for each r € A we calculate
D le(Pkers, N)—P(ker=, N))F LSPg (A(), x(1)) using geometric argument. For simplicity we assume
that N and F' are defined as in and let | = span (w) where W = 3" 5, ety (]
Then the condition ! C kers, N — kers,, N is equivalent to that a, s # 0 for some s € [1,mx(r)],
and [ is F-stable if and only if there exists ¢ € k — {0} such that ca,s s € Fy for all 7/ > r and
s € [1,mx(r")]. Now we observe the following lemma.

’
r

’ .

Ay 75“/,,,/)5

Lemma 6.1. Suppose that l is a line contained in P(ker>, N) —P(kers, N). Then the Jordan type

of N1y is )‘ig:'ﬁ)l,rq) if <l, N_(T_l)l> =0 and )\ig:)ﬁ) otherwise.

Proof. Tt is proved similarly to characteristic 0 case, e.g. see [Sho83, §2] or [Kim19, Section 5]. O

From now on we denote A(l), x(I), Xgii’tX), Xgii(tl)’xm), Uy, Waay, ma, myqy by N, X', Xeit,
X/

it ¥, U m, m/, respectively. We divide all the possibilities into four cases below and argue
case-by-case.

r critical | parity of r | parity of mx(r) | x(r) =r/2
€1 no - even no
©2) yes - even no
©3) yes even odd yes
©4) yes even even yes

6.1. r is not critical for (A, x). (It corresponds to r € {1,5,8} case in Example 11) We
necessarily have x(r) < r/2 and also m(r) is even. In this case, we always have \' = /\igif)uq) by
Lemma [T since (I, N~("~D1) = 0. On the other hand, we always have X/, D Xcpi(; the critical

values for (A, x) remain critical for (X, x’). More precisely, there are two cases to consider.

Case 1. First suppose that either x(r) = 0 or there exists ¥ € A such that 7 < r and x(7) =
X(r). Then direct calculation shows that we always have X/ .. = Xgis. As #(P(kers, N) —
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[m(=r)],—[m(>r)],
q—1

P(kers, N))F =

, in this case we have

Z Tqu ()\/, X/) _ (m(Z T)Jq B |—m(> T)JqTSpq ()\J,E:,I)17T_l)7 \I// (Xcrit)) )

le(P(ker>, N)—P(kers, N))¥ q—1

Case 2. Suppose otherwise. Since r is not critical, it means that there exists 7 € A such that
7> rand 7 — x(7) = r — x(r). We have two possibilities:

(a) Xl = Xerit U{(r — 1, x(r))} if there exists v € N~(""D] such that (N*X(=1y v) £0

(b) XU, = Xerit otherwise

By direct calculation, one can show that the first situation happens if and only if az; # 0.

(Recall that I = span (ZT’ZT,SG[l,m(T’)] aT/,Sw;:75>.) If we set H C P(ker>, N) to be the hyper-

plane defined by the equation a7 1 = 0, then it is defined over F, and it intersects P(kers., N) C
P(kers, N) transversally. As #(P(ker>, N)—P(kers, N)UH)I = [m(>r) — 1], —[m(>r)—1],

and #(H — P(kers, N))¥ = [m(>r)—1],—[m(>r)—1]

qg—1
> TSp, (\'.x')
le(P(kers, N)—P(kers, N))¥
[m(>r) = 1], — [m(>r) - 1]

= — (r.r)
B g—1 +TSp, ()\‘l’(r—l,r—l)7 v’ (Xcrit))

+ (Im(z 1) = 1), = [m(>r) = 1) TS, (A7}, 1y ¥ (et U{(r = Lx(r))) -

Note that if we are in Case 1 then U’ (Xcyit) = U/ (Xepit U{(r — 1, x(r))}) even if r — 1 is not critical
for (N, x’), in which case the RHS of the formula in Case 2 coincides with that in Case 1. Thus in
either case we may use the formula in Case 2 to calculate ElE(IF’(ker>T N)—E( nyr TSP, (N, x).

< we have

kers ,

Remark. Scheme-theoretically, the hyperplane H in Case 2 should be defined by the equation
(a71)? = 0, in which case H is not reduced. However, this does not cause any problem as we only
deal with ¢-adic cohomology. (Similar phenomena occur in other cases as well.)

6.2. r is critical and x(r) # r/2. (It corresponds to r = 10 case in Example LT]) The condition

forces that m(r) is even and x(r — 1) = x(r) =1 if r —1 € A. In this case we always have
"= )‘ig:j)lw—l) and x'(r — 1) € {x(r),x(r — 1)} similarly to the first case. Namely, let us
set H C P(ker>, N) to be the hyperplane defined by a,; = 0 which contains P(kers, N). If

| ¢ H then there exists v € N~""YI NIt such that (N2 ~1y v) £ 0, from which we have
X' (r—1) = x(r). (One may choose v € N~"=DINIt to be Zr’ZnsG[L?ﬂ(T’)] ar/,sv::;(r_l), in which

case (N =1y o) = a2 | #0.) As #(P(kers, N) — H)¥ = [m(>r) — 1], we have

S TSp, (Vo) = 1) — 1, TSp, (MO W (X UL L))
le(P(ker>, N)—H)F

Now suppose that | € H — P(kers, N), in which case x'(r — 1) = x(r) — 1. First assume
that m(r) > 2 so that X 3 7. Then X/(r) = x(r) if and only if there exists v € I+ N ker N"
such that <N2X(T ’U> # 0. Let us set H' C H to be a linear subvariety defined by (a,;1 = 0
and) ar3 = --+ = Gy = 0 which contains P(kers, N). If [ € H — H’ then we can always

find v = v}, + Zm(r brsv) , for some {b, .}, not all zero, such that (v,l) = 0, N"v = 0, and
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(N#(M=1y v) # 0. (The existence of such {b,,} follows from the fact that the pairing (,) :
span (v, , | s € [3,m(r)]) x span (v]., | s € [3,m(r)]) — k is perfect.) Thus we have x'(r) = x(r)

Xait- As (H — H')F = (m(zr)_u;jm(w)ﬂjq, it follows that

[m(zr)—1], = [m(>r)+1]
q—1

!/
and as a result X(;, =

> TSp,(N.X) =

le(H—H")F

Meanwhile if m(r) = 2 then r ¢ X and also the coefficient of the RHS in the formula above is zero.
In this case we simply ignore this term.

We suppose that [ € H’. Then necessarily a,2 # 0, which forces that N*(T’l)wm Nnit =0.
From this one can easily deduce that x'(r) = x(r) — 1. Also, we may assume that a,2 = 1,
ie. w— v,2 € ker,, N. Note that the map [ — w — v, » defines an isomorphism of varieties
H' — P(kers, N) ~ kers, N. Then there exists a unique j € A such that j > r and w — v, 2 €
kers; N — ker-; N. In this case, direct calculation shows that there exists v € ker N7 N[+ such
that <N2X(T) Ly ’U> # 0, which implies that x'(j) > x(r). Here, it is crucially used that the pairing

(,) : span (“/]47s | s € [1,m(])]) x span (vl | s € [L,m(j)]) — k is perfect, which in particular
implies that for any w € ker>; N —ker; N there exists v € ker N7 —ker N7~! such that (v, w) # 0.

218p, (A7), 1) ¥ (Kerit)) -

From this observation we obtain the following result. Let X7 = Xene U{(r — 1, x(r) = 1)} —
{(r,x(r)} and let j € A be the largest value such that x(j) = x(r) and j — x(r) # r' — x(r') for any
r" € A such that ' > j. (The last condition is imposed so that /(X U{(j, x(r)}) # ¥ (X%..)-)
Set AN [r,j] = {Jj1,J2,- -+ Jat1} where j = j3 > ja > -+ > jo11 =r. Then a > 0 since r is critical,
and x(j1) = -+ = X(Jar1) = x(r). Also, we have

(1) if w— v, 2 € kers; N, then X/ ;, = X}

crit — crit

(2) if w — v, 2 € kersj,,, N —kers;, N for some 1 <b < a, then X[ ; = X5 U{(p, x(r))}

Therefore, it follows that

S TS, (Vo) = [m(> 1), TSp, (M7, ) (X))
le(H'—P(kers, N))F

+Z (= o), = (> )| )TSp, (M), ) (XK U{ G X)) -

Remark. As this case shows, it is not possible to use a method similar to [Kim18al Section 7, 8], i.e
dividing V' into orthogonal pieces each of which corresponds to a “rectangle” in the Jordan type of
N and adding up the outcomes. One possible explanation of this phenomenon is that one cannot
directly use [Kim18a, Lemma 8.1] whose proof uses division by 2

6.3. r is critical, x(r) = r/2, and m(r) is odd. (It corresponds to r = 6 case in Example
M) Clearly r is even. Let us set H C P(ker, N) to be the hyperplane defined by a,1 = 0

which contains P(kers, N). If m(r) > 1 and | € H — P(kers, N) then X' = AL and direct

(r—1,r—1)
calculation shows that X/ .. = X, As #(H — P(kers, N))F = rm(zr)ilij; fm(>T)Jq, we have
[m(>r) —1], — [m(>r)] rr
3 TSp, (N, \) = - 2TSp, (ML, ¥ (Xer) ) -

le(H—P(kers, N))¥
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If m(r) = 1 then the coeflicient of the RHS above is zero, which is consistent with that H =
P(kers, N), i.e. H—P(kers, N) = 0. In such a case we simply ignore this term.

This time suppose Il ¢ H. Then there exists v € N_(T_l)(l) such that <v NT_I’U> # 0, which
' —(r—1)

means that \' = )\i(r 9 (One may take v =}, /5, ccim(r)) @5V g .) Furthermore, there
exists v € N~("=2InI+ such that (N"3v,v) # 0, which 1mphes that x'(r—2) = x(r)—1 = (r—2)/2.
(Similarly to above one may take v =) 1> se[Lm(r)] ' sV S(T 2) .) Then r—2 is always a critical

value of (N, x/), i.e. (r—2,(r—2)/2) € X/

crit*

After this, we argue similarly to the second case. We set H' C P(ker>, N) to be a linear
subvariety defined by a2 = a3 =+ = @y () = 0. Then H'NH = P(kers, N), and if | ¢ H'UH
then one can show that x'(r) = x(r) = r/2, which in turn implies that x’' = U (Xt U{(r — 2, (r —
2)/2)}). As #(P(ker>, N) — H' — H)Y' = [m(>r) — 1], = [m(>r)],, it follows that

> TSp, (X, X)

le(P(kers, N)—H/—H)F
= (1) = 11, = (> 1T, (M ¥ (Ko U (= 27520 )

Now we suppose that [ € H'. Then a,1 # 0, which forces that N_(T_l)\vnl NI+ = (. From this
one can easily deduce that x'(r) = x(r) — 1. Also, we may assume that a,1 =1, i.e. w— v, 2 €
kers, N. Note that the map [ — w — v, 2 defines an isomorphism of varieties H' — P(kers, N) ~
kers, N. Then there exists a unique j € A such that j > r and w € ker>; N —kers; N. In this case,
direct calculation shows that there exists v € ker N9NI+ such that ( N2X(" =1y v) # 0, which implies

that x'(§) > x(r). Here, it is crucially used that the pairing (, ) : span (\vis | s € [1,m(j)]> X

span (W;S | s € [1,m(j)]) — k is perfect, which in particular implies that for any w € kers; N —
kers; N there exists v € ker N7 — ker N7~1 such that (v, w) # 0.

From this observation we obtain the following result. Set X*%, = X U{(r — 2, (r — 2)/2)} —
{(r,7/2)} and let j € A be the largest value such that x(j) = x(r) = r/2 and j — x(r) # " — x(r)
for any " € A such that v/ > j. (The last condition is imposed so that ¥/ (X%, U {(j1,x(r))}) #

crit

U/(Xx).) Set AN [r, 5] = {41,725 Jat+1} where j = j1 > ja > -+ > jor1 = 7. Then a > 0 since

crit

r is critical, and x(j1) = -+ = X(Jat1) = x(r) = /2. Also, we have
(1) if w € kers; N, then X/ .. = X%

cri crit

(2) if w € kersj,,, N —kersj, N for some 1 < s < a, then X[, = X% U{(js,7/2)}

Therefore, it follows that

> TS, (V) = [m(> )], TSp, (M) ¥ (Xi))
le(H'—P(kers, N))F

+Z m(= )], = [m(> )] ) TSP, (ML), /(X2 UG r/2)) -

6.4. r is critical, x(r) = r/2, and m(r) is even. (It corresponds to r € {2,4} case in Example
M) In this case r is still even. Let us set H C P(ker>, N) to be the hyperplane defined by
the equation a,; = 0 which contains P(kers, N). If I ¢ H then there exists v € N~("=1(])
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such that (v, N""'v) # 0, thus ' = )\i(r 5)- (One may take v = D> rse[lm () O SV, (T 2 )
Furthermore, there exists v € N~=21 N+ such that (v, N"~3v) # 0, which means that X' (r —
2) = x(r) =1 = (r —2)/2. (Similarly one may take v = 3. /5, cciim(m) arf,sw:;;(rﬂ).) As

#(P(kers, N) — H)' = [m(>r) — 1],. we have

S T8p, ) = [z 1) = 11, T8, (M ¥ K U - 225,

le(P(ker>, N)—H)F

After this, the argument here is sumlar to the second and the third cases above. Suppose
that [ € H. Then we have ' = /\¢ (r— 1 1) Furthermore, there exists v € N="=D[ 0 [+ such
that (N"3v,v) # 0, which means that x'(r — 1) = x(r) = 1 = (r — 2)/2. (One may take v =

r—1
E '>r,s€[l,m(r’)] Qr! SW’I" s( )>

Set H' C H to be a linear subvariety defined by (a,1 = 0 and) ar3 = @ra4 = - = @) =0
which contains P(kers, N). If m(r) > 2 and l € H— H’, then one can show that x'(r) = x(r) = r/2,

i m(>r)—1| —[m(>r)+1
which follows that y' = U/ (Xei;). As #(H — H')F _ [m(zr) J;J (>r)+1],

, we have

m(=r)—1],—[m(>r)+1],
q—1

> TSp,(N.X)= (

le(H-H")F

TSp, (A7), 1) ¥/ (Xeri) )

When m(r) = 2, then the coefficient of the RHS is zero, which is consistent with the fact that
H = H' ie. H— H' ={. In this case we simply ignore this term.

Now we suppose that [ € H’. Then a,2 # 0, which forces that N_(T_l)\vnl nit = 0.
From this one can easily deduce that x'(r) = x(r) — 1. Also, we may assume that a,2 = 1,
le. w— vy, € kers, N. Note that the map | — w — v, defines an isomorphism of vari-
eties H' — P(kers, N) ~ kers, N. Then there exists a unique j € A such that j > r and
W —v, 5 € ker>; N —ker>; N. In this case, direct calculation shows that there exists v € ker Ninl+
such that (N2X(W=1y v) 2 0, which implies that x/(j) > x(r). Here, it is crucially used that the
pairing (, ) : span (\vis | s € [1,m(j)]> x span (v | s €[1,m(j)]) — k is perfect, which in par-
ticular implies that for any w € ker>; N — kers; N there exists v € ker N7 — ker N7~! such that

(v, w) #£ 0.

From this observation we obtain the following result. Set X% = X U{(r — 1, (r — 2)/2)} —
{(r, r/2)} and let j € A be the largest value such that x(j) = x(r) = r/2 and j — x(r) # " — x(r)

for any " € A such that v/ > j. (The last condition is imposed so that U/ (X5 U {(j1, x(r))}) #

crit
V(X550 Set AN [r, j] = {j1.j2: -, jat1} where j = ji > jo >+ > jop1 =r. Then a > 0 since
r is critical, and x(j1) = - -+ = X(Jat1) = x(r) = /2. Also, we have

(1) if w € kers; N, then X/ .. = X***

crit T crit

(2) if w € kersj, ., N —kersj, N for some 1 <b < a, then X{;, = X551 U {(jp,7/2)}
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Therefore, it follows that

S TSp, (V.X) = [m(> 1), TSp, (ME7), ) ¥ (Xew)
le(H'—P(kers, N))F

+Z m(= ), = (> 30) ] JTSP, (AT, ¥ (Ksy UG 7/2)1)) -

7. MAIN THEOREM

We summarize the results in the previous section and conclude our first main theorem. First,
we recall some notations; see 2.1l for W and W'; see 23] for ), Ay al’az’ )) m(r), mx,, etc.; see 2.4

for [—Jq; see [4.1] for Q; see [4.2] for critical values, ¥/, and X.it (here U’ is either \IJM(T,T) or
(r—1,r—1)
\I/Mm depending on each term); see [5.1] for TSp,, (A, x).
(r—2)

Theorem 7.1 (Main theorem for the symplectic Lie algebra in characteristic 2). For (A, x) € Q,
the character Res%/ TSp, (A, x) is equal to

[m>r = 1], = [m>, — 1]

> !
i (e =10, = P = 10,) TS, (M7, (X U {(r = 1x()))

not critical |

21Sp, (M7, 1) ¥ (Kert))

s = 1], TSP, (M7, 10 ' (Xerse U{(r = 1x(r)}))

[m>y — 1], — [m>r + 1]
q—1

+ qTSpq ()‘\I/ :7 1,r—1)° \I]/(Xcrit))

LY

rexamieat, | M), TSp, (MET ) W/ (Xe)

x(r)#r/2 (rir)
+ Y (Imed, = Tmaed, ) TSP (AT, ¥/ (K U { Gk x(0)}))
L ke r<k<j .
[ I—mZ”‘ - 1J - I_m>”‘Jq 'r'r) 1
e, (AT W (Ken))

Loy |7 (Imr =10, = Tmsr], ) TSPy (A g) ¥/ (e U {(r = 2, = 2)/2)})

TE(A )criti/cal, + ’Vm>qu TSpq ()\\l/g:)_g)a (ijlt))
x(r)=r/2,
mevedd | S (Imak, = Imsel, ) TSp, (M), WX U (K r/2)})

keEAr<k<j J




ON TOTAL SPRINGER REPRESENTATIONS FOR Lie Spa,(F2) AND THE EXOTIC CASE 13

s =11, 789, (M ¥ (Ko U (-2, 252))) —
s~ 1], — [y +1]

* 1
D o
rexmien |+ mo g, T8, (MG, /(X))

O S (sl — [, ) TSp, (A7), WK U {(Rr/2)))

kel r<k<j

2TSp, (M7, 1 ¥ (Xeri)

Here, m(r), m>,, etc. are defined with respect to . Also, we set

— X = Xcm UA(r = 1,x(r) =D} = {(r;x(r))},
— X = Xerig U{(r — 2, (r = 2)/2)} = {(r,r/2)}, and
— XGi = Xene U{(r = 1,(r = 2)/2)} = {(r,7/2)}.

When r is critical, we set j € X to be the largest value such that x(j) = x(r) and v’ —x(r') # j—x(r)
for any r' € X such that ' > j. (Such j always exists and may equal r.) We ignore terms whose
coefficients are zero.

If we evaluate the above theorem at ¢ = 1, then we have an ungraded version which is an
analogue of [KimI9l Theorem 5.3] for Lie Spay, (F2).

Corollary 7.2. Let TSp, (—, —) := TSp, (—, =) [¢=1. Then for (X, x) € Q, the character Resqy TSp, (A, x)

is equal to

> mTSpy (M, ) ¥ (X))

rEA
not critical

X TSPy (A7), 1y ¥/ (Kerie U {0 = 1 x()})

TG% ():;iti;:al, + (mr - 2)T8P1 ()\*I/E:f)l,r—l)’ \I]I(XCrit)) + Tspl ()‘Jfg:f)lﬂ‘_l)v v (X:I‘It)>
x(r)#r/2

+ > (e =Sy (M7, ) (X)) + TSPy (M) W(X250))
reX critical,

x(r)=r/2,
m(r) odd

TSp, <A¢§:) 2y V' (Kerit U{(r = 2, 7;—2)}))

reX critical _ (ryr) ’ . (r,r) sokk
i%))::/ll’ + (mr 2)Tsp1 (A\L(T,l_’rp,l), \I/ (Xcrlt)) + TSpl ()\\l/(Tfl,Tfly (cht))

+

Here, m(r), m,., etc. are defined with respect to \. Also, we set
— X*

crit — = Xerit U {(T 1, (T) - 1)} - {(T7 X(T))}7
— X = Xaie U{(r =2, (r = 2)/2)} = {(r,r/2)}, and
- X&i = Xew U{(r = 1,(r = 2)/2)} = {(r,7/2)}.

crit
We ignore terms whose coefficients are zero.
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Part 2. Total Springer representations in the exotic case

Our goal in this part is to prove Theorem [I2.1] which gives a restriction formula of the total
Springer representations in the exotic case. The structure of this part is, mutatis mutandis, the
same as the previous part.

8. SETUP

In this part k is the algebraic closure of F,, where p is an odd prime number. Let g be a power
of p. Let G be the general linear group G'La, over k which is split over F, and let g be its Lie
algebra. We regard G as an automorphism group of a fixed 2n-dimensional k-vector space V. Then
g is naturally identified with the endomorphism Lie algebra of V.

Let (, ) be a fixed symplectic form on V defined over F,. This induces an involutive automor-
phism 0 : G — G such that for any g € G and v, w € V, we have <g’1v, w> = (v,0(g)w), which also
descends to 6 : g — g. Since 6 is an involution, we have an eigenspace decomposition g = g™ @ g~
where g = {X € g | (Xv,w) & (v, Xw) = 0 for any v,w € V}. Note that GY is isomorphic to the
symplectic group Spay; we identify W in 2] with the Weyl group of G?.

Let B be the flag variety of GY, which we usually realize as
B={Fe=[0=Fy,CF C--CFyy 1 CFo=V]|dimF; =i, Fj* = Fy,_; for all i € [0,2n]}.

For a nilpotent element N € g~ and v € V, we define By, := {Fe € B | NF; C F, foralli €
[0,2n] and v € F,}, called the exotic Springer fiber of (N,v). Then by [Kat09] (see also [SS13]),
there exists an action of W on H*(By ) for each i € Z, called the exotic Springer representation.
When F(N) = N and F(v) = v (where F is the geometric Frobenius with the given F,-structure),
F* naturally acts on H*(By,) and it is known that F* and the W-action on H*(By,,) commute.

9. GY-ORBITS IN THE EXOTIC NILPOTENT CONE

Let N~ be the set of nilpotent elements in g—. The variety N~ x V is called the exotic
nilpotent cone, originally defined in [Kat09, 1.1]. There is a G%-action on N’ x V defined by
g-(X,v) = (Ady(X), g(v)), i.e. a diagonal action.

9.1. Parametrization of G’-orbits in N/~ x V. We first give a parametrization of G?-orbits in
N~ xV as follows. (ref. [AHOS|, [NRS18]) Set B2 to be the set of pairs (u,r) of partitions such
that |u| + |v] = n. For a G%-orbit O € N~ x V, we attach (u,v) € o as follows. Choose any
(N,v) € O and let A+ n be the partition such that AU\ is the Jordan type of N, and let A be the
Jordan types of N on V/k[N]v = V/span (N™v | m € N). Then p = (u1, p2,...),v = (v1,v2,...)
are set to be the unique pair of partitions such that A = p + v and A= (1 + vi, po + vi, e +
Vo, 3 +va, 3 +vs, pa+vs,...) = (w+v)U(ug +v1, ps+vo, g+ vs, .. .). Here (u, v) is independent
of the choice of (N,v) € O and this gives a bijective correspondence from the set of G%-orbits in

N~™ xV to Bo.

Remark. 1 and v can be recovered from A\ and \ as vi =N — p; and pi41 = 5\21» —y; for ¢ € Z~y,
and py = 2n — |A|.
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By [Kat09, Theorem 1.14], the stabilizer in G? of any element in A’~ x V under the diagonal
action is connected. Therefore, the Lang-Steinberg theorem implies that for any G%-orbit O C
N~ x V, its F-fixed points OF is nonempty and a single (G?)"-orbit. (See [DM91, Chapter 3] for
more information.)

9.2. A standard model. Here we describe a standard choice of a geometric Frobenius F' and a pair
(N,v) in each G%-orbit in N~ x V parametrized by (i, ) € PBo. (Note that our choice is different
from a normal basis in [AHOS].) Set A = pu+v. We fix a basis {vl., | r € A,s € [1,2mx(r)],t € [1,7]}
of V, and define a symplectic form ( , ) to be

. <\Vﬁ)2k_1,\v:f£,ift> =1for k€ [l,mx(r)] and t € [1,7]

° <\vt vt, > = 0 otherwise

r,87 Yrl s

and extend it to V' by bilinearity and skew-symmetry. We alsoset F : V — Vtobe F(Y_ ,al vl ) =

r,8,t "T,8 Y T,S
> orsilal )y . Then the basis {v!  }, s+ and the bilinear form ( , ) are defined over F,.

T,8

We define N € End(V) as follows: for 7 € A and s € [1,2mx(r)] we set Nvl = vl if

t € [1,r —1] and Nvj , = 0, and extend it to V' by linearity. Then it is easy to show that the
Jordan type of N is A\UX, N € N7, and N is F-stable. We set v := Zne)\ \vlr”ftl € V., where

iy

Ay i={r: € A| i > pj for any r; € A such that r; > r;, where r; = p; +v; and rj = p; + v}

Then v is F-stable and the pair (N, v) is contained in the G?-orbit parametrized by (i, v/).

For i € N, we set ker>; N := ker N Nim N*~! and kers; N := kers;;1 N. In particular,
we have kers; N = {0} if i > A\;. (Here we adopt the convention that N° = Id.) Then
we have a filtration ker N = ker>; N D ker>o N D --- and for » € A we have ker>, N =

span (w:;75 [ eAr >rsell, 2m>\(r’)]). In particular, dimkers, N = 2m(> r).

Example 9.1. Figure [ illustrates the case when p = (4,3,2,2,2,2,1) and v = (3,3,3,2,1,1).
Here, each box is considered as an element of the basis {v/.  },s: and N acts by stepping down
one box. Then the Jordan type of N is AU\ where A = u+v = (7,6,5,4,3,3,1). Also, there is
a dashed line dividing the diagram into two pieces, where the lower part (resp. the upper part)
becomes the Young diagram of p U p (resp. v Uv). To calculate A\ = (7,6,6,5,5,5,4,4,3,3,3,2,1),
one may shift the lower part to the left by one box and read the sizes of the columns. Finally, we
have A\, = {7,6,3,1} and v € V is defined to be the sum of basis elements which correspond to the
shaded boxes.

10. TOTAL SPRINGER REPRESENTATIONS AND THE RESTRICTION FORMULA

10.1. Total Springer representations. Recall the action of W on H'(By ) for (N,v) € N~ x V.
Suppose that (N,v) is F-stable and the G-orbit containing (N, v) is parametrized by (i, ). Then
the function W — Q¢ : w — >, (=1) tr(wF*, H(By,)) is a character of W that does not
depend on the choice of (N, v), which we denote by TSp, (1, V).
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FIGURE 2. u=(4,3,2,2,2,2,1),v = (3,3,3,2,1,1) case

Remark. Unlike B} in this case we may set TSp, (u,v) (w) = >, tr(w, H*(By,))q" (after
replacing ¢ with its sufficiently large power if necessary). This follows from the existence of an
affine paving of By ., see Section

10.2. Partial Springer resolution and the restriction formula. We claim the following propo-
sition which is the key step of our calculation.

Proposition 10.1. Suppose that (N,v) € N~ x V is an F-stable pair in the G°-orbit parametrized
by (p,v) € Pa. Then we have

Resyy, TSp, (n,v) = > TSp, (u(l),v(1)
leP(ker N)F

as characters of W'. Here, (u(l),v(1)) is the parameter of the Sp(I*/1)-orbit containing (N |- 1, v+
1). (Note that Sp(l*/1) is isomorphic to Span_2.)

Proof. To this end, we need a Borho-MacPherson type formula [BM83] concerning partial Springer
resolution in the exotic case. Here our argument relies on [SS13]. More precisely, we define
XXP X X - XP " : X = X, and 7 = 7" o7 to be as in [SS13, 3.1, 4.1, 6.4].
Then the following two things need to be checked in order to argue similarly to [Kim18al Propo-
sition 6.1]: (1) m,Q¢ 5 is equipped with a W'-action so that its induced action on the stalk at
(N,v,gP?%) € XP is isomorphic to the exotic Springer action corresponding to the stabilizer of [ in
G? (here g € G? is chosen such that gP%g~1! is the stabilizer of [ in GY), and (2) the induced W’-
action on 7/ (7, Q¢ ) = m.Qq 5 coincides with the restriction of W-action to W’. Now the first part
follows from (6.4.5), (6.5.3), and Theorem 4.2 in [SS13], and the second part follows from (6.4.5),
(6.4.6), and Theorem 4.2 in [SS13]. After this, the rest of the proof is identical with [Kim18al
Proposition 6.1]. O



ON TOTAL SPRINGER REPRESENTATIONS FOR Lie Sp2n(E) AND THE EXOTIC CASE 17
11. CALCULATION

Let (N,v) € N~ x V be contained in a G?-orbit parametrized by (u,v) € Ba. The goal of this
section is to calculate the RHS of the formula in Proposition[I0.] i.e. for each r € A where X is the
partition such that AU is the Jordan type of N, we calculate } ;¢ p(er- . N)—P(kers, 8 TSPq (1(1), v(1))
using geometric argument. For simplicity we assume that (V,v) and F are defined as in and
let [ := span (w) C kers, N —kers, N for some r € A where w = Zr’ZT,SG[lQmA(T’)] args\v;:ys. Note
that [ is F-stable if and only if there exists ¢ € k — {0} such that ca, s € F, for all ' > r and
s € [1,2m(r")]. Now we observe the following lemma.

Lemma 11.1. Suppose that | is a line contained in P(kers, N) — P(kers, N). Then the Jordan

type of Ny is NUNILET =L ) UL ).
Proof. Tt is proved in almost the same manner to [Sho83| §2] or [KimI9] Section 5]. O

We set (N',v") := (N|;1 1, v+1), and define \’ to be the partition such that \'U )" is the Jordan
type of N'. Then we always have X' = /\¢E:)71) by Lemma [Tl Also we set A (resp. \') to be
the Jordan type of N on V/k[N]v (resp. N’ on I*/(l+k[N]v)NI+). Note that calculating (1/,7")

is equivalent to finding N by the remark in To this end, we give an explicit description of a
Jordan basis. More precisely, we construct a set

B = {(vi,ri) € (V—={0}) x Zxo | i € [1,k]}

where 7; = min{m € Z~o | N™v; € (I + k[NJv) N1+} such that {N™v; + (I + k[N]v) NIt | i €
[1,k],m € [0,r; — 1]} forms a basis of I+ /(I + k[N]v) NI+. In such a case it is clear that A" equals
{r1,72,...,r} as a multiset.

Define V: AU {0} - pU{0} and A : AU{0} — v U {0} to be functions such that V(\;) = u;
and A(\;) =v; fori € Zo. (This is well-defined; if A; = A\; then u; = p; and v; = v;.) Then the
set A, in @2 can be written as A, = {minV=1(r) | r € u} = {r € A | V(r) > V(+') for any ' €
AU{0} such that ' < r}, and also V restricts to a bijection V : A, ~ . We set ns : A, — A, U{0}
(“next step”) to be such that ns(r) is the biggest value in A, U {0} smaller than r. Then we may

write A = (AU )‘NETAI(};)T)V(M(TI)) vvvvv Alr) 4V (ns(ry))) Where A, = {r1,7r2,...,rx}. Indeed, this can

be shown by choosing the set analogous to B above for V/k[N]v (instead of I+ /(I + k[N]v) NI+)
as follows:

o (v ,r)if [ €A or [ €\, and s # 1], and

° (Zr“egv,r”zw WS/(HN)_A(T/)—H,A(T/) + V(ns(r/))) for v € Av'

We denote p(l),v(l),mx,mx by p',v/;m,m’, respectively. From now on we divide all the
possibilities into the following four cases.

L) r & A,

@I2) r € Ay, and V(') > V(r), A(r") > A(r) for any ' € A such that v’ > r.
@I3) r € A,, and there exists ' € A such that ' > and A(r") = A(r)
(I14) r € A,, and there exists ' € A such that ' > r and V(') = V(r)
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11.1. First suppose that r & A, i.e. V(r) = V(1) for some 7' € A such that v < r. (It corresponds

to r € {4,5} case in Example [0.] ) We claim that ¢/ = p and v/ = v ig: 1)+ Indeed, recall that

I = span (w) where W = >/~ e om(ry] @ Swr/ s and suppose that ¢ € [1,2m(r)] is the largest
value such that a,; # 0, in which case it is safe to assume that a,; = 1. If i is odd (resp. even)
then we set ¢/ =i+ 1 and v/ = — ”H (resp. i’ =i—1and v/ = v}; ;) so that (v/,w) = 1. Now
we choose the elements which comprise the set B as follows.

° (\Vi,’ <\Vi, 5 W) v, 1) for
— " g A,U{r} and s € [1,2m(')],
— r' e\, and s € [2,2m(r")], or
— r'=rand s € [1,2m(r)] — {i,}

o (v! = (v, w)v',A(r') + V(ns(r'))) where v"' =3 ey isp VA,,(Tln) A for 1 € A,
' —(r—1
i (Zr’ZT,sG[lQm(r’)] ar,vswr’,s( )7 r—= 1)

o (Nv,, =vl,r—1)

7,4

From this description of B it follows that N o= Xig:ﬁ)l r1) and one can easily calculate that
(W) = (300 ). Since #(P(kers, N) — P(kers, N)F = Z2EMZZMC o paye
[2m(>7)], — [2m(> )]

q—1

Iy q
q - q ’
> TSp, (1, V') TSp (u Vi 1))

1€(P(kers , N)—P(kers,. N))F

11.2. Let us assume that » € A, and V(') > V(r),A(r") > A(r) for any 7' € X such that
r’ > r. (It corresponds to r € {1, 7} case in Example In particular, this includes the case when
r = A1.) Recall that [ = span (w) where w = >~ c(1 o, (o)) aTgs\v;:’S. Let H C P(ker>, N)
be the hyperplane defined by a, 2 = 0 which contains P(kers, N). If | ¢ H then we may assume
that a,» = 1. Assume that A(r) > 0 for now and set v/ = ), rex, o Vr /(1 )mAMFTL Shere
o=min{r’ € A\, | A(r) = A(r")}. The the assumption implies that (v’,w) = 1. Here we take the
set B as follows.

° (\v,l_,75 — <\v,1_,)s,w> v/, r’') for
— ' &), and s € [1,2m(r")],
— 1 e}, —{r} and s € [2,2m(r")], or
— ' =rand s € [3,2m(r)]

o (v — (v w)v,A(r") 4+ V(ns(r'))) where v’ =" en, s \Vﬁl(rlﬂ) ATDHL g € A, — {0}

1 (Z r'>r,s€[1,2m(r’)] Qr! SWT’ S(T Y y ' = 1)
O St 3042, A ) + Vins(o) - 1)

From this we have \ = )\ig: A1(02+v£73((232;))71)7 and one can show that p/ = ptmEI+LME)] 5nq
= (Al ) T EDFLME) = =m0 MW where M (v) = m, (> A(r)). As #(P(kers, N) —

H) = [2m(> T) 1],, we have

S TSp, () = [2m(z ) 1], TSp, (LML im0
le(P(kers, N)—H)F
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Remark. If A(r) = 0 (asr = 1 case in Example[.I)), then v~ m(Zr)mu(ZAM)] s not well-defined. In
this case we simply ignore this term, since in this case v € I which means that the corresponding
exotic Springer fiber is an empty set.

Set H' C H to be a linear subvariety defined by (a,2 = 0 and) a,3 = - -+ = @y 2m() = 0 which
contains P(kers, V). We assume m(r) > 1,1 € H— H’, and that i € [3,2m(r)] is the largest integer
such that a,; # 0, in which case it is safe to assume that a,; = 1. If ¢ is odd (resp. even) then we
set i’ =i+ 1land v/ =—v},; , (resp. ' =i—1and v/ = v}, ;) so that (v/,w) = 1. Now we take
the set B as follows.

o (v —(vh ,w)v',r) for
— 7' ¢\, and s € [1,2m(r")],
— 1 e}, —{r} and s € [2,2m(r")], or
— 7 =rand s € [2,2m(r)] — {i,i'}

o (v — (v w)v,A(r")+ V(ns(r'))) where v/’ =" e, s \vﬁ,(q”) ACOH for o € A,
1)

d (Z r'>r,s€[1,2m(r’)] Qr! SWT/ S(T ' = 1)

(NW /—szur_].)
From this it follows that \ = Xig:’j)l7T_l), which implies that p/ = uiggg:;)_l) and v = v. As
#(H _ H/)F — [Qm(zr)—qu7(2m(>T)+qu, we haVe

q—1

[2m(=7) — 1], — [2m(> 1) + 1]
q—1

> TSp, (V)=

le(H—H")F

qTSpq ( ig :i) 1) )

When m(r) =1, then H = H’,i.e. H—H’ = (), which is consistent with the fact that the coefficient
of the term above is zero. In such a case we simply ignore this term.

Finally we assume that [ € H’. Then we may assume that a,; = 1 and thus <—v$72,w> =1
First suppose that r = A1 so that w = vy ;. Then we take the set B as follows.
° (\v,ld,yS + <\v}d,1s, W> \v,lﬂz, r’) for

—r' ¢\, and s € [1,2m(r")],

— 7' e ), —{r} and s € [2,2m(r")], or

— 7' =rand s € [3,2m(r)]
o (V',A(r") + V(ns(r'))) where v/ =37 .oy s wﬁ,(g,)fA(T,)H for ' € )\,
* (N‘V71~,2 = W?,zﬂ” -1) B
(Note that I € k[N]v in this case.) It follows that \' = j\i(:ll). On the other hand, if we assume
that r # A; then there exists w € A, such that ns(w) = r. Now we take the set B as follows.

o (Vi o+ (vl w)vly, 1) for

— 7' ¢\, and s € [1,2m(r")],
—r' e, —{r}and s € [2,2m(r")], or
— ' =r and s € [3,2m(r)]

o (V' (v, w) v, 5, A(r')+V(ns(r'))) where v/ =37 nen, s \Vﬁ,(rl A = A, — {=}
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o (V" + (v, w) v}, A(w) + V(r) — 1) where
v = Z WA/(IT/)_A(W)-H _ Z ap s\VT '—(A(w)+V(r)-1)
€N, >w 7 r'>r,s€[1,2m(r’)]

° (N\Vi)2 = \V%Q,T -1
It follows that \ = )\¢ (A (=) +V(ns(w))))) 1) as ns(w) = r. In any case, direct calculation shows

(r—1,A(w)+V(ns(w
that p/ = p~MEDFLMMW] and o = (V+[m(>r)+1,M(u)])\Lgig:;;rl) — HmGr+LM(W -1 where

M(u) =mu(>V(r)). As #(H' — P(kers,))!" = [2m(> r)],. it follows that

> TSp, (1,v) = [2m(> r)], TSp, (u*[m(>r)+1,M(u)]7 V+[m(>r)+1>M(u)*1]) ,
l€(H'—P(kers, N))F

11.3. This time we assume that r € A, and there exists ' € A such that ' > r and A(r'") = A(r).
(This corresponds to 7 = 6 case in Example [0.11) We set o and § to be the smallest and biggest
entry in \,, respectively, such that A(o) = A(8) = A(r). We define H C P(ker>, N) to be the
hyperplane defined by Zr/e/\u,rSr/SB a2 = 0. Here H does not contain P(kers, N) but H and
P(kers, N) intersect transversally in P(ker>, N). We assume that | ¢ H and thus we may set
> orren, r<r<p 2 = 1. Suppose that A(r) > 0 for now and let v/ = 3" o\ 5,V A,(lT) AmEL
so that (v/, w) = 1. Also let 7 € [1,2m(r)] be the biggest value such that a,; # 0. If i # 1, then we
take the set ‘B as follows.

o (v, —(vh ,w)v', 1) for
— ' &), and s € [1,2m(r)],
— 1 e}, —{r} and s € [2,2m(r")], or
— ' =rands € [2,2m(r)] — {i}

o (v — (v, w)v,A(r") 4+ V(ns(r'))) where v/’ =" e, s \Vﬁ,(rl JZAEH g g € A, — {0}
1)

i (Z '>r,s€[1,2m(r")] Gyt SW:’ s = 1)
o (VW =S es oo i T2 AW) + V(ns(0)) - 1)

(r—

It follows that A’ = AL("S QYISO | as A(r) = A(e). On the other hand, if i = 1 then set

w to be the entry in A\, such that ns(w) = r and we take the set B as follows.

r',8?

—r€)\ and s € [1,2m(r")], or
-1 e ands€[22m( "]

o (v = (" W)V, AN+ V(ns(r)) where v = T,cy sy vty A0 for 1l €A, — {0}
(V" — (v", w) v, A(w) + V(r) — 1) where

v = Z Wﬁ(;/)_A(W)J’_l _ Z ap s\VT '—(A(w)+V(r)-1)

r'EN,, T >w r'>r,s€[1,2m(r’)]

(vl — (vl W) \V’,T’) for

(N = T en, g Vol 72O A ) + Y (ns(0)) — 1)
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It follows that \' = )\¢ (r1 A(J;Y_ﬁnvs((;)zi)) 1,y as A(w) = A(r) = A(o). Thus in any case, we have

)
y = pFmEDFLMO] ang o = (v Ei :))1 ) [m(>r)+1,Mv)] — ,~[m(>r),M®)] where M) = m,(>

A(r)). As #(P(ker>, N) — H UP(kers, ))F 2m(>r) — 1], — [2m(>r) — 1], we have
> TSp, (i',v)

le(P(kers, N)—HUP(kers, N))F

= ([2m(> 1) = 1], = [2m(> 1) = 1],)TSp, (pHmEDHLMGI - nznmeT)

Remark. As in[[L32 if A(r) = 0 then v~ [mEM)me (ZAM] s not well-defined. In this case we simply
ignore this term, since in this case v € [+ which means that the corresponding exotic Springer fiber
is an empty set.

Now we assume that [ € H and let ¢ € [1,2m(r)] be the biggest value such that a,; # 0, in
which case it is safe to set a,; = 1. First we assume that ¢ > 3. If ¢ is odd (resp. even) then we
set i’ =i+ 1and v/ = —v},,, (resp. ' =i—1and v/ = v}; ;) sothat (v/,w) =1. If i & {1,2},
then we take the set B as follows.

o (v, —(vh ,w)v',r) for
—r' ¢\, and s € [1,2m(r")],
— 1’ e}, —{r} and s € [2,2m(r")], or
— 7 =rand s € [2,2m(r)] — {i,i'}

o (Vv — (v, w)v,A(r") + V(ns( ")) where v/ = PIEN, S \Vﬁ,(rl JZAEH g g € Ay

r—1
¢ (ZTIZT,SE[].,Qm(T/)] A’ SW , ( ) T — 1)
o (Nv,,=vl,r—1)

rya’

If i = 2 then set w € A, to be such that ns(w) = r and we take the set B as follows. (Note that
(Vi w) =1)
b (‘V?lﬂ s <W71“ 57W>W71~17 ) for
— '¢)\ andse[l 2m(r')],
— 1 e}, —{r} and s € [2,2m(r")], or
— ' =rand s € [3,2m(r)]
A(r")=A(r

° (W/I — <WH7W> W;Z’l, A( /) +V(’I’LS( I))) where v/’ = Z nen, > WTN 1 s+ for 7/ € A'u - {’ZU}
r—1

i (Z r'>r,s€[1,2m(r’)] Qr! SWT/ s( ) ' = 1)

b (N‘V}«,l = W72",17T 1)

(Here we use the fact that <Zr/eg > WT/(l) Alm)tl \W> = —ap2 = —1.) Finally, if i = 1

then again set w € A, to be such that ns(w) = r and take the set B as follows. (Note that

<_W$,27W> =1)

o (Vi o+ (vl w)vky, 1) for
—r' ¢\, and s € [1,2m(r')],
— 7' e}, —{r} and s € [2,2m(r")], or
— r' =r and s € [3,2m(r)]

o (V' (v, w) v, 5, A(r')+V(ns(r'))) where v/ =37 nen, s \Vﬁ,(rl A = A, — {=}
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o (v, A(@) +V(r) - 1)
Vi= Y GAAE S v A0

r'EN, T > r'>w,s€[1,2m(r’)]

i (N‘Viz :w£2,r—1)

where

In any case, it follows that \ = )\¢ which implies that p' = Migg:;)_l) and v = v. As

(r— lr 1)’
#(H — P(kers, N))' = [2m(2r)= 1Jq_lT2m(>T) 1J‘7, we have
[2m(>7r)—1| —[2m(>71)—1]
> TSp, (W)= — 2TSp, (1) 1)) -

le(H—P(kers, N))F

11.4. Finally, we assume that r is contained in A, and there exists ' € A such that ' > r
and V(') = V(r). (It corresponds to r = 3 case in Example [@1l) Let H C P(ker>, N) be
the hyperplane defined by a,2 = 0 which contains P(kers, N). If | ¢ H, then we may assume
that ar2 = 1. We assume A(r) > 0 for now and set v/ = Zr,e)\wr,>g \vﬁ)(fl)*A(T)H, where
o=min{r’ € A, | A(r) = A(r")}. The the assumption implies that (v/, w) = 1. Here we take the
set B as follows.
o (v — (vl ,w)v',r) for

— ' ¢\, and s € [1,2m(r)],

— 1 e}, —{r} and s € [2,2m(r")], or

— 7' =rand s € [3,2m(r)]

o (v — (v w) v, A(r") 4+ V(ns(r'))) where v/’ =" en, a s \Vﬁl(rlﬂ) ACDHL g 1 € A, — {0}
1))

d (Z r'>r,s€[1,2m(r’)] Qr! SW:’ ,5 ) ' = 1)
O S 3042, A ) + Vins(o) - 1)

(r—

From this we have \ = )\¢ (ro1 A(TXELVS((ZS)Z?T)) 1 , from which it follows that p/ = ptmEn+1LM@)]

and v/ (V\L(A T)) e [m(Zr+1L.M@)] = 4, [m(>T) M) where M (v) = m, (> A(r)). As #(P(kers, N)—
H)F = (2m(2 r) - 1Jq, we have

ST TSp, (W) = [2m(> r) — 1], TSp, (it MED LMW G0
le(P(kers, N)—H)F

Remark. As in[[L2 and I3 if A(r) = 0 then v~ [Z)me(ZAM] s not well-defined. In this case
we simply ignore this term, since in this case v ¢ I+ which means that the corresponding exotic
Springer fiber is an empty set.

Set H' C H to be a linear subvariety defined by (a,2 = 0 and) a,3 = -+ = @y 2m(») = 0 which
contains P(kers, N). We assume m(r) > 1,1 € H — H’, and that i € [3,2m(r)] is the biggest value
such that a,; # 0, in which case it is safe to assume that a, ; = 1. Now if 7 is odd (resp. even) then
we set ¢/ =i+ 1 and v/ = —v},;,, (resp. ' =i—1and v/ =v}; ;) so that (v/,w) = 1. Then we
take the set B as follows.

) (\v,ld,yS — <\v,1d,1s,w> v/, r’") for



ON TOTAL SPRINGER REPRESENTATIONS FOR Lie Sp2, (F2) AND THE EXOTIC CASE 23

—r¢)\ and s € [1,2m(r")],

-1 e, —{r}ands€[22 ()], or

- —randSG[Q 2m(r)] — {i,i'}
V(n

o (v~ (" w) v AG) + V(ns(r') where v = 3 ey s vy A0 for it € A,

—(r—1
i (Zr’ZT,sG[lQm(r’)] ar,vswr’,s( )7 r—= 1)

L] (NW,,l‘)i/ = \V?_)i,,T - 1)
From this it follows that \' = AL{"") . which implies that p' = pl{g(1), and v/ = v. As
#(H _ H,) _ [2m(>r)—1] —]’2m(>7‘)+1]q, we have

q—1

[2m(>7) — 1], — [2m(> 1) + 1]
q—1

Vi(r
> TSp,(W,V) = qTSPq( ALY )
le(H—H")F

When m(r) =1, then H = H', i.e. H— H’' = () which is consistent with the fact that the coefficient
of the term above is zero. In such a case we simply ignore this term.

Now we assume that [ € H’, in which case we may set a,; = 1. Let j € A be the largest
element such that V(j) = V(r) and A(j) < A(r') for any ' € A such that ' > j. Also we set
AN [ij] = {jluj2u-'-7ja7ja+l = T} where j = j1 > j2 > -+ > ja > Jjay1 = r. Then we have
V(1) = V(j2) = -+ = V(ja) = V(7). Note that the map | — w — v,.1 gives an isomorphism of
varieties H' ~ ker, N. First suppose that w — v} ; € ker>; N. If r = max ), then w = v} ; and
we take the set 95 as follows.

o (v o+ (vl W) why, 1) for

— ' ¢\, and s € [1,2m(r)],

— 1 e}, —{r} and s € [2,2m(r")], or

— r' =r and s € [3,2m(r)]

" " 1 ’ / "_ A(r")=A(r)+1 /
o (v + (v, w) v, o, A(r') + V(ns(r'))) where v =} nex, oz Vo1 for v’ € A,
b (N‘Vi,z = W72",27T -1)

(Note that I C k[N]v in this case.) It follows that X' = Xig:)_l). On the other hand, if we assume
that 7 # max A, then there exists w € A, such that ns(w) = r. Now we take the set B as follows.

L d (w}",s + <w71",s7 W> w71‘;2’ TJ) fOI'

— ' &), and s € [1,2m(r")],

—r' e, —{r}and s € [2,2m(r)], or

— ' =r and s € [3,2m(r)]
o (V'+ (v, w)v; o, A(r')+V(ns(r'))) where v/ =37 en, s \Vﬁl(rlﬂ) AT for 7 € A, —{=}
o (V" + (v, W)V, 4, A(w) + V(r) — 1) where

Vi= ST GATAERI S AV

r'EN, T > r'>r,s€[1,2m(r’)]

hd (N‘V71~,2 = W?,zﬂ" -1)
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It follows that \' = Xig:’_Al(Z)(;)vig((Z)(g))_l) as ns(w) = r, which implies that p/ = p~m>)+1LM (W)

and v = (V+[m(>j)+1’M(“)])igﬁg:g)ﬂ) = pHmCIFLMO-] where M(u) = m,(> V(r)). As
#(kers; N)I' = [2m(> 7)],» it follows that

> TSp, (1/,) = [2m(> j)], TSp, (M*{m(>j)+17M(u)]7,/+[m(>j)+11M(u)*1]> ,

w—v]  €(kers; N)F

This time, suppose that w — v ; € kersj, , N —kers, N for some b € [1,a]. Let i € [1,2m(jp)]
be the largest element satisfying aj, ; # 0. If » = max ), then we take the set B as follows.
(Vh o+ (VW) vy o, 1) for
— " €A, U{jp} and s € [1,2m(r')],
e ), —{r} and s € [2,2m(r")],
— r' =gy and s € [1,2m(r")] — {i}, or
— r' =r and s € [3,2m(r)]

o (V"4 (VW) vho, M) + V(ns(r)) where v = X,y s viny S for 7 € A,
1

=g+l
hd (Zr’Zjb,se[1,2m(r/)] a’rlvsvr’,s »Jo — 1)
1
b (NWT,Q - WT,27T - 1)

On the other hand, if r # max ), then we take the set B as follows.

° (\v,ld,yS + <\v}d,15, W> wi)2, r’) for
D g Uy and s € [1,2m(),
— 1 e}, —{r} and s € [2,2m(r")],
— 7' =jpand s € [1,2m(r)] — {i}, or
— 7' =rand s € [3,2m(r)]
o (v + (v, w)vly, A(r') + V(ns(r'))) where v/ =3 ., o ST o e )
’ 29 r’’ e, >r! Frl v

o (v + (v, w) v}y, j» — 1) where

mn A(r)+V(r)—jp+1 r’—jp+1
v = E A - E a5V

el ,r'>r r'>jy,s€[1,2m(r’)]
1 L2
hd (er,2 - an,?” - 1)

In any case, we have N = XLE:’Z”l)jb_l). Thus direct calculation shows that p/ = p~["(27)+1,M ()]
and o/ = (Vﬂm(zjbm,M(u)])QQE;;)W = pHmCIHLME=1 where M(p) = my, (> V(r)). As

#(kersj, , N —kers;, N)¥ = [2m(> Jv)l, — [2m(> jv)],. it follows that

> TSp, (1',)

wfv:yle(kcr>]‘b+1 N7k0r>]‘b N)F

= ([2m(> ju)], — [2m(> j»)],) TSP, (M—[mmbm,M(m}’,,+[m<2jb>+1,M<u>—11) _
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12. MAIN THEOREM

We summarize the results in the previous section and conclude our second main theorem. First,
we recall some notations; see 21l for W and W’'; see for uiggl ;:2 )), m(r), m>,, etc.; see 2.4 for
[, see@d] for Po; see @A for A,; see [[0.T] for TSp,, (11, v); see Section [ for A and V.

Theorem 12.1 (Main theorem for exotic Springer representations). For (u,v) € B, let A = p+v.
Then the character Res%/ TSp, (11, v) is equal to

|—2m27‘Jq - ’—2m>TJq
; q—1 TSp, (,Uv Vi(A(T ))

[ [2m>, — 1], TSp, (u+[m<2r>+1,M<u>] V—[mer),M(u)])
= q )

[2m>, — 1] — [2ms, + 1J V()
+ Z + ;_ 1 ( ‘L(V (r)—1) )
TEA,
case 2 | 2m-.], TSp, (M—[m(>7‘)+1,M(M)], V+[m(>r)+1,M(u)—1])

(f2m2r — 1), [2ms, — 1Jq) TSp, (M+[m(2r)+17M(V)]7,/—[m(zr),M(V)]>

+ Z [2msy — 1] — [2ms, — 1]
ey, |+ *TSp, (u¢§§ o V)
case 3 [ q

[2m>, — 1] TSp, (uﬂm(zmﬂ,M(uﬂ Vf[m@r),M(v)])
- q 3
[2m>, — 1] — [2ms, +1], V()
Z + q—1 TSpQ(J/(VT)l )
+ _ _
‘% | +[2ms;], TSp, (’u*[m(>1)+17M(u)]7V+[m(>a)+11M(u)*1])

case 4

+ Y ([2m2qu_(2m>qu)Tqu (Mf[mek)H,M(m} H[m(>k)+1,M ()~ 11)

kel r<k<j

Here m>,, m(> r), etc. are defined with respect to A. Also we set M(v) = m,(> A(r)) and
M) = m(> V(7). We say

— case 2 if V(r') > V(r), A(r") > A(r) for any v’ € A such that v’ > r,
— case 3 if there exists ' € A such that v’ > r and A(r") = A(r), and
— case 4 if there exists ' € A such that v’ > 1 and V(r') = V(r).

In case 4, we set j € A to be the largest value such that V(j) = V(r) and A(r") # A(j) for any
r" € X such that ' > j. (Such j always exists and may equal r.) We ignore terms whose coefficients
are zero or when TSp, (—, —) is not well-defined.

If we evaluate the above theorem at ¢ = 1, then we have an ungraded version which is an
analogue of [Kim19, Theorem 5.3] for exotic Springer representations.
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Corollary 12.2. Let TSp, (-, —) := TSp, (() =, =)lq=1. For (u,v) € Pa, let X\ = p+v. Then
the character Resyy TSpy (u,v) is equal to

>~ 2m, TS, (b (300 )

TEN,
TSp, (#+[m<zr>+1,M<v>1, Vf[m@r),M(v)])
+
TGAUQ 4 (2mr _ 2)TSP1 (MJ/Eg :;) 1y ) + TSpl (M—[m(>r)+1,M(u)]7I/+[m(>r)+l,M(u)—l])
(V(r)
+ Z 2m,TSp, (MJ’(V(T)—I)’V>
reN,
case 3

TSp, (#+[m<zr>+1,M<v>1, Vf[m@r),M(v)])
+ , 4
G, |+ @me = 2TSpy (T v) + TSy (00, 000 1)
Here my, m(r), etc. are defined with respect to \. Also we set M (v) = m,(> A(r)) and M (u) =
my (> V(r)). We say

— case 2 if V(r') > V(r), A(r') > A(r) for any v’ € A such that v’ > r,
— case 3 if there exists ' € X such that v > r and A(r") = A(r), and
— case 4 if there exists ' € A such that ' > r and V(r') = V(r).

In case 4, we set j € A to be the largest value such that V(j) = V(r) and A(r'") # A(j) for any
r" € X such that ' > j. (Such j always exists and may equal r.) We ignore terms whose coefficients
are zero or when TSp, (—, —) is not well-defined.

Part 3. Further remarks
13. EQUIVALENCE OF TWO MAIN THEOREMS

n [Katll], Kato compared two Springer theories discussed in the previous parts, namely his
exotic version and the one corresponding to Lie Spa, (F2), and showed that there is an equivalence
of these two. His argument is based on some deformation of the exotic nilpotent cone. Here, in
the same spirit, we show that our two main theorems are equivalent. Namely, we prove that there
exists a bijection ¢ :  — Py such that the total Springer representations of (X, x) € Q and ¢(}, x)
coincide, and under this bijection Theorem [[1] and [[2.] are equivalent. Note that the equality of
these total Springer representations is already known to experts; for example see the closing remark
of [AHSTI].

13.1. Bijection between  and PBs. First we define a bijection ¢ : © — PBo. (This bijection is
deduced from, but not exactly the same as, the one defined in [Xuel2al 8.1].) For (A, x) € €, choose
s € N such that 2s > I(A). We partition [1,2s + 1] into blocks of size 1 or 2 such that:

— {i} is a single block if and only if x(A;) = A;/2 and
— other blocks consist of two consecutive integers.
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Note that if {i,7 + 1} is a block then \; = A1 (and thus x(\;) = x(Ai+1)). Now we set ¢; for
i€[1,2s+ 1] to be

— if {i} is a single block then ¢; = );/2, and
— otherwise if {4,7 + 1} is a block then ¢; = x(\;) and ¢;4+1 = A — x(\i)-
Now we set = (c1,¢3,...,Cos+1) and v = (ca, ¢4, . . ., c25) (and remove zeroes at the end if necessary

so that x4 and v do not depend on the choice of s). Then, from the definition of it follows that u
and v are partitions and || + |v| = n. Now we define ¢(\, x) = (i, v).

We claim that ¢ is a bijection from  to PBo with its inverse given as follows. (This is the same
as the one defined in [Xuel2bl 2.6].) For (u,v) € PBo, we set

H1 + 11 if r < vy
A= ) =
! {2M1 if pp > 11 X)) =
and for 7 > 1 we set
i1 + vy if v < i )
) wi it vy >y
Ao =< i + 1 if v; > py x(Ag;) = )
. vi if v <
2v; if piv1 < v < s
i1 + Vs if i1 > v )
) pivr if g <y
Aoip1 =8 Miv1 + Vi1 i pip <vig X(A2ir1) = ]
. Vigr it gy > v
2pbi41 if vigr < i1 <

Then ¢~ !(u,v) = (A, x) where A and y are described as above.

Lemma 13.1. The two maps defined above, namely ¢ and 11, are inverses to each other. In
particular, v is a bijection from Q to Ps.

Proof. Tt essentially follows from [Xuel2al 8.1, Lemma]. We omit the details. O

13.2. Shoji’s limit symbol. It is theoretically important to relate Bs, Q with a well-known com-
binatorial object called symbols. After firstly defined by Lusztig, it has been playing a crucial role
in representation theory of Weyl groups, finite groups of Lie type, etc. Here, instead of explaining
the general theory of symbols, we simply focus on the version directly linked to our setting. These
are called limit symbols which are extensively studied by Shoji [Sho04].

Let us fix integers r,s such that = > s+ n > 2n. For an integer m € N, we set (, =
(mr,(m—1)r,...,2r,r) and 0y, = (s+(m—1)r,s+(m—2)r,...,s+2r,s+7,s). Weset Z"*(m) :=
{(Cm+ s+ 1) | (1,v) € Pa, l(p) <m+1,1(rv) < m}. Let us define an equivalence relation ~ on
Lnen Z27%(m), where (o, 8) = (o/,8') for (o, ) € Z™*(m) and (o', ") € Z™*(m/) if there exists
(1, v) € P such that (G + M +v) = (o, B) and (Gur + py Moy +v) = (o, 8). We set Z™° to
be the set of equivalence classes in | |, .y Z™°(m). It is clear that there exists a canonical bijection
7Py ~ Z™*, which also induces another bijection 7ot : Q ~ Z™*. The elements of Z™* are called
limit symbols.

Remark. The bijection defined in [Xuel2al 8.1] coincides with 7ot when r =2n+2 and s =n + 1.
Note that the parameters r and s therein are equal to 7 — s and s in our setting, respectively.
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13.3. Equality of total Springer representations. There is an algorithm established by Shoji
[Sho83] and Lusztig [Lus86], now commonly called the Lusztig-Shoji algorithm, originally invented
to calculate the (generalized) Green functions of reductive groups in good characteristic. Later it
is generalized [Sho01l [Sho02] [Sho04] so that it attaches Green functions to any symbol associated
to complex reflection groups of the form G(r,p,n). Here we only focus on limit symbols associated
to W and their Green functions.

For any limit symbol X € Z"* and an indeterminate x, we set TSp,, (X) to be the C(x)-valued
character of W such that TSp, (X) (w) is the Green function defined in [ShoOIl Section 5] (see
also [Sho04l Section 3]). We abuse terminology and also call it the total Springer representation
corresponding to the symbol X. Then it does not depend on the choice of r and s provided that
r > s+n > 2n, and it follows from [Sho04, Proposition 3.3] that in fact we have im TSp,, (X) C Q[x],
i.e. TSp, (X) is a Q[z]-valued character of W. Also, we have the following equality of total Springer
representations. (This theorem is essentially equivalent to [AHO8, Conjecture 6.4].)

Theorem 13.2. For any (), x) € Q, we have TSp, (A, x) = TSp,, (7 0 t(\, X)) [a=¢- In particular,
TSp, (A, x) is a “polynomial in q”.

Proof. This follows from [SS14] or [Kat17]. O

There is also an analogous statement for the total Springer representations of Lie Spa, (F2).

Theorem 13.3. For any (u,v) € P2, we have TSp, (u,v) = TSp, (t(i1,V)) |e=¢- In particular,
TSp, (1, v) is a “polynomial in q”.

Proof. By the result of [Spa82] (see also [Xuel2al Section 8]), the Springer correspondence of
Lie Spa,, (Fz) is governed by combinatorics of Z2"+27+1 (Note that the convention of [Xuel2a] is
slightly different from ours in a sense that (r,s) = (n + 1,n + 1) therein is equivalent to (r,s) =
(2n4+2,n+1) in our setting.) Then one can follow the argument of [Lus86, Section 24] or equivalently
[AchIIl Section 6]. It is assumed therein that the characteristic of the base field is good (i.e. different
from 2 in our case), but their proof is still valid except that the resulting Green functions are not
guaranteed to be contained in Q[z] but in Q(z'/?). (See also [Achil, Remark 6.2].) However,
we already know the polynomiality of TSp,, (¢(u,v)), thus the second part of the statement also
follows. g

From the two theorems above it follows that “T'Sp, (A, x) = TSp, (¢(\, x))”, but one needs to
be careful since g of TSp, (), x) is a power of 2 whereas that of TSp, (¢(A, x)) is assumed to be a
power of an odd prime. Instead, we define TSp,, (A, x) (resp. TSp,, (i, v)) to be TSp, (7 0 t(A, X))
(resp. TSp, (¢(p,v))). They are Q[x]-valued character of W. Then we can state the following
corollary, which is merely a summary of the two theorems above.

Corollary 13.4. For (A, x) € Q, we have TSp,, (A, x) = TSp, (¢(\, X))

13.4. Equivalence of two main theorems. By the result above, we have:

Theorem 13.5. Suppose that (A, x) € Q and (u,v) = (N, x) € Ba. Then the formula of Theorem
[71] is equivalent to that of Theorem [I2Z1l More precisely, if we replace each TSp, (—,—) with
TSp, («(—.—)), [—], with [—],, etc. in the formula of Theorem [7] then it coincides with the
formula of Theorem [IZ1] after replacing each TSp, (—, —) with TSp, (-, —), [—], with [—],, etc.
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Proof. By Corollary [[3.4] the two formulas of Theorem [Z1] and 2Tl should give the same Qlz]-
valued character of W' (after replacing ¢ with x). Now the result follows from the fact that
{TSp, (A, x) | (A, x) € Q} and {TSp, (i,v) | (1, v) € Po} are linearly independent sets in the
vector space of Q(z)-valued characters of W for any n € Zo. O

Remark. Tt is an interesting exercise to prove the above statement based only on the combinatorial
description of ¢, which we leave to the reader.

14. EXAMPLES
Here we provide some examples of our main theorems [T.I] and I2.91 In this section, we write

--2m21™1 ingtead of A (where m,, = m(r)) and - 27”(22)1;“‘(11) instead of (A, x) for simplicity. When
n = 2, we have

Resy, TSp, (43) =

>
Resyy, TSp, (2113
Resyy/ TSp, (2%
Resyy, TSp,, (2§
Resyy, TSp, (13

TSp, (21)

=(¢* + q)TSp, (21) + TSp, (13)

)
) =
)=
) =

TSpq ( 1) + TSpq (1%)
(¢ + 1)TSp, (12)
(¢* + ¢+ q+1)TSp, (13)

or equivalently

Resy, TSp, (2',0) = TSp, (1',0)
Resyy, TSp, (12,0) = (¢° + ¢)TSp, (1',0) + TSp, (0,1")
Resyy, TSp, (1',1') = ¢TSp, (1',0) + TSp, (0,1')
Resyy, TSp, (0,2') = (¢ —|—1)TSpq (0,14
Resy, TSp, (0,1%) = (¢* + ¢ + ¢+ 1)TSp, (0,1")
If n = 3, then we have
Resyy/ TSp, TSpq (4 )

ResW, TSp, (

Res}y, TSp, (2

Resip, TSp, (
Resqys TSp, (2

(63) =
318) = (¢* + ¢)TSp, (43) + TSp, (2113)
115)
321)
(29)
Resw, TSpq (3?)
113)
(33)
(29)
(29) =

(¢" +¢* + ¢* + ¢ TSp, (2113) + TSp, (15)

qTSp, ( ) + TSp, (2%)

(¢ —1)TSp, (27) + (¢ + 1)TSp, (2113) + TSp, (27)
qTSp, (22) + TSp, (20)

6
1
1
2

Resly. TSp, (271
Resyy» TSp, (3
Resly., TSp, (2
Resqys TSp, (2

(¢* + ¢*)TSp, (23) + ¢TSp, (2115) + TSp, (17)
(¢ +1)TSp, (25)

(¢® + ¢*)TSp, (23) + (¢ + 1)TSp, (15)

(@°+ "+ ¢+ ¢+ q+1)TSp, (17)

q
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or equivalently

Resyy, TSp, (3',0) = TSp, (2',0)
Resyy/ TSp, (2111, 0) = (¢ + q)TSp, (21, 0) + TSp, (12, 0)
Resyy/ TSp, (1°.0) = (¢* + ¢* + ¢* + ¢)TSp,, (1%,0) + TSp, (0,1?)
Resyy, TSp, (2',1') = ¢TSp,, (2',0) + TSp,, (1',1")
Resyy TSp, (12,1') = (¢ — 1)TSp,, (1',1') + (¢ + 1)TSp, (1%,0) + TSp, (0,2")
Resyy TSp, (1',2') = ¢TSp, (1',1') + TSp,, (0, 2")
Resyy, TSp, (1',1%) = (¢* + ¢*)TSp, (1',1') + ¢TSp, (1%,0) + TSp, (0,1?)
Resyy/ TSp, (0,3") = (¢+1)TSp, (0,2")
Resy}, TSp, (0,2'1") = (¢* + ¢*)TSp, (0,2") + (¢ + 1)TSp, (0,1%)
Resyy/ TSp, (0.1°) = (¢° + ¢" + @ + ¢* + ¢+ 1)TSp, (0, 1°)

From now on we write X, (—,—) := TSp, (-, —) (id) and X, (—,—) := TSp, (—,—) (s1) (see
Section 2] for the definition of s; € W). When n = 1, we have the base case

Xy (21) =X (21) =1, A (1f) =q+1, X(1f) =—q+1
or equivalently
Xq (1170):?‘1 (1170):17 Xq (@711):q+17 ?q (0,11):—q+1

Therefore, from the equations above it follows that when n = 2

X, (43) = X, (28,0) =1
X, (2115) = X, (1%,0) =¢* + 2+ 1
X, (21) =&, (11, 1") =29 +1
X, (28) = (0,2") =¢> +2¢+1
X, (10) = X, (0,1%) = ¢" +2¢° + 2¢° + 2¢ + 1
( 1
(

=
=

I
= X

X, (2113) =&, (1%,0) =¢* + 1
X, (2}) =X, (1" 1) =1
X, (28) =X,(0,2") = —¢*+1
X, (15) =X, (0,1%) = —¢* +1



ON TOTAL SPRINGER REPRESENTATIONS FOR Lie Sp2, (F2) AND THE EXOTIC CASE 31

and when n =3

X, (63) = X, (3".0) = 1
X, (4513) = X, (2"11,0) =2¢° + 3¢ + 1
X, (2110) = &, (1%,0) = ¢° 4+ 3¢° + 5¢* + 6¢° + 5¢° + 3¢ + 1
X, (4321) = X, (28,11) =3¢ +1
X, (23) =&, (12,1') =3¢° +5¢° + 3¢ + 1
X, (33) =&, (15,2") =3¢+ 3¢+ 1
X, (2113) = &, (11,12):3(1 +6¢°+5¢*+3¢+1
X, (33) =X, (0,3") =¢® +3¢° + 3¢+ 1
X, (23) = &, (0,2'1") = 2¢° + 6¢" + 7¢° + 5¢° + 3¢ + 1
X, (23) = &, (0,1%) = ¢° +3¢° + 5¢" + 7¢° + 8¢° + 8¢* + 7¢* + 5¢* + 3¢ + 1
%, (65) =7, (31,0) = 1
Xy (4313) =X, (2"11,0) =2¢> + g+ 1
X, (2110) =X, (1%,0) =¢® + " +¢* + 2 + > + g+ 1
X, (4321) = X, (28,1Y) =g +1
X, (2) =2, (1) =+ +q+1
X, (3)) =, (1"2") = - +q+1
Xy (2113) =X, (11,1%) = —¢* +26° + ¢ + g+ 1
X, (35)=X,(0,3)=-¢"-¢+q+1
X, (2) =2, (0,2"1") = =2¢° = 2¢" + @ + P + ¢+ 11
X2 =X,0.1%) ="~~~ + + P +aq+1
We can iterate this process to calculate X, (—, —), X, (—, —) for large n. For example, we have

X, (5'3'11,4'2") = 7297290¢°° + 22783761¢"? + 360746104 + 39588549¢" " + 344354404'°
+ 25561211¢" + 16909620¢'* + 102133204¢*% 4 5704674¢"2 + 2963833¢"!
+ 143400640 4 644722¢° + 268005¢® + 102202¢" + 35356¢° + 10918¢°
+2939¢* + 665¢> + 119¢° + 15¢ + 1,

X, (5'3'11,4"2") = 1459458¢° + 4711707¢"? + 7877298¢"® + 9184175¢" " + 84896244'°
+ 6697093¢"° + 4730908¢** + 3068364¢" + 1847598¢'2 + 1036607¢"'"
+ 54181440 + 2630944° 4 118145¢% + 48750¢" + 18304¢° + 6162¢°
+1819¢* + 455¢% + 91¢* + 13¢ + 1.
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15. ON AN AFFINE PAVING OF SPRINGER FIBERS

For a variety X, we say that X admits an affine paving if there exist pairwise disjoint subvarieties
Y1,Ya,..., Y, of X such that | [I_,Y; is closed for any j € [1,k] and each Y; is isomorphic to an
affine space. Now suppose that X and Yi,...,Y, are defined over some finite field I, and F' is the
corresponding geometric Frobenius acting on each of them. Then it is easy to show that H(X) =0
when i is odd and the eigenvalues of F* on H?(X) are equal to ¢'.

It is a well-known fact that any Springer fiber of classical groups in good characteristic admits
an affine paving. It is proved by [dCLP88| when the base field is C, but their argument can be
generalized to good characteristic setting; see [Jan04, Section 11]. However, to the best of the
author’s knowledge it is still not known in the case of bad characteristic.

On the other hand, it is known that

Theorem 15.1 ([Maul7, Theorem 1.1]). An exotic Springer fiber admits an affine paving over any
algebraically closed field.

Recall that the total Springer representations for the exotic case are defined by TSp, (u,v) :
W = Q¢ :w e >, p(—-1) tr(wF*, H(By,y)) for each (p,v) € Pa. Assume as in Part [ that
k is an algebraically closed field of I, for some odd prime p. Suppose that (N,v) € N~ x V is
defined over F, where ¢ is a power of p and that its orbit is parametrized by (u,v) € PBo2. Then
by replacing ¢ by its (sufficiently large) power if necessary, we may assume that an affine paving of
By, is defined over Fy. Then it follows that Hi(BN,U) = 0 if 7 is odd and the eigenvalues of F™*
on H*(By ») equals ¢'. In other words, we have TSp, (u,v) (w) = 3,5 tr(w, H* (By,,))q". From
this we may also prove that TSp, (11,7) is “a polynomial in ¢”, without using [Sho04, Proposition
3.3].

On the other hand, it is still not known that a Springer fiber associated to Lie Spa, (F2) admits
an affine paving except some trivial cases. Here we discuss some partial results which can be
obtained from (the proof of) Theorem [Tl We start with the following lemma.

Lemma 15.2. Suppose that (A, x) € Q satisfies the following condition.

(1) If r € X\ is not critical, then either x(r) =0 or there exist v, r"" € A such that v’ <r <",

x(r) = x(r'), and " — x(r") = r = x(r).

(2) Forr e A, if ma(r) is odd then my(r) = 1.

Let Fy be a finite field of characteristic 2 and F be the corresponding geometric Frobenius. Assume
that a nilpotent element N € (Lie Spa,(F2))F is contained in the Spay-orbit parametrized by (A, x).
Let w: By — P(ker N) be the canonical projection. Then there exists an affine paving Y1,...,Yy of
P(ker N) defined over F, such that 7=1(Y;) ~ 7= 1(1;) x Y; as Fy-varieties for some/any l; € Y.

Proof. To this end we recall the calculations in Section [0l and check case-by-case. Here we only
describe an affine paving of P(ker N) and leave to the reader that this paving satisfies the conditions
in the statement.

(1) Under our assumption, we only need to consider Case 1 thereof. In this case, we may set
the stratification of P(ker>, N) —P(kers, N) by Hy, Ha, ..., Hy,(;) where each H; is defined by
Ar1 = "= Qpi-1 = 0 and [£73%) }é 0.
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(62) Under our assumption we have AN [r,j] = {r}. We set the stratification of P(ker>, N) —
P(kers, N) by P(kers, N) — H, H3, Hy, ..., Hy, (), H —P(kers, N), where H, H' are as in[6.2]
and each H; is defined by a,1 =0, a3 =---=a,,;—1 =0, and a,; # 0.

(63) In this case we have m(r) = 1 and also AN [r,j] = {r}. Here P(ker>, N) — P(kers, N) itself
defines such a stratification.

(€4) Similarly to above we have AN|[r, j] = {r}. We set the stratification of P(ker>, N)—P(kers, N)
by P(ker>, N) — H, H3, Hy, ..., Hp(y, H — P(kers, N), where H, H' are as in and each
H; is defined by a1 =0, ar3="---=a,;—1 =0, and a,; # 0.

Now the desired affine paving of P(ker N) is defined by taking the union of all the cases above. O

Remark. Under the same assumption one can check that all the coefficients which appear in the
formula of Theorem [[.]] are sums of powers of g, which is consistent with the statement of Lemma

115.2

Now we use Lemma [[5.2] to prove the existence of an affine paving in some special cases.

Theorem 15.3. Suppose that a nilpotent element N € (Lie Spa, (F2))F is contained in the Spaoy-
orbit parametrized by (A, x) € Q. Assume that either A3 <1 or x = 0. Then By admits an affine
paving.

Proof. First we suppose that A3 <1,i.e. A= (a,b,1,...,1) for some a >b > 1 or I(\) < 2. Then
(A, x) satisfies the assumption of Lemma [[5.2]and any possible )\ig:’f)l)r_l) or )\ig:)_m for r € Ais of
the same form as A. Therefore the result follows from Lemma and induction on n. The other
case is similar. (Il

From now on, let us attempt to apply the argument in [dCLP8§] to our setting. Namely, suppose
that N is defined as in @3] and it is in the Spa,-orbit parametrized by (A, x) € Q. Let us define an
action of G,,, (1-dimensional torus over F5) on V as follows.

: L ot — ACri—T—14+2t ot — = Cri—T—14+2t 1
(1) Ifr € Aisnot critical, then set a-v;. 5, = ac Vy9i 1 and a9, = @~ \'44

for some ¢, ; € Z for i € [1,mx(r)/2].
(2) If ma(r) is odd, then set a- vl o = a7 120yl o and o vl gy = @~
for some ¢, ; € Z for i € [1,(mx(r) —1)/2], and a - vl | = o "7y .
(3) Otherwise, i.e. if r is critical and mx(r) is even, then set a - vl | = a®i "~ 1H2yl ),
and a - Vi, = a2yl o for some ¢, € Z for i € [2,mx(r)/2], and a - vl =
CY_2X(T)_1+2tW£11 and a - vt . CY2X(T)_2T_1+2tW?2,

T7

Cri—T—142t ,t
o Vi 2it1

We extend this G,,-action to V by linearity. Then direct calculation shows that G,, preserves
(,) on V, thus it gives a cocharacter v : G,, — Spa,. This defines the weight decomposition
g = @,z 9 and direct calculation shows that N € ga. Let us define p := @,-,9; and P C G be
the parabolic subgroup satisfying Lie P = p.

From now on, we assume that ¢, ; in the definition of v are chosen generically. Then we are in
the setting analogous to [dCLPS88 1.12], i.e. the parabolic subgroup P is said to be canonically
attached to N. Also, let L' := G’ x H' C G, where

G’ := Sp(span ({a,1 | 7 € A\,mx(r) odd} U{a,; | r € \,i € {1,2},r critical, mx(r) even}))
and H' is the product of the following subgroups H,. of G.
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(1) If r € Ais not critical, then set H} = G N ][;c(y () GL(span (vi;[tell,r])).
(2) If ma(r) is odd, then set Hy = G N [];cp, () GL(span (vi, |te1,r])).

(3) Otherwise, set H. = GNJ] | GL(span (vi|te1r])).

i€[3,m(r)

Then it is clear that H’ is a product of general linear groups, L’ is a Levi subgroup of G, and also
N € Lie L. Furthermore, one can check that N is a distinguished nilpotent element in Lie L’ (cf.
ILS12, Proposition 5.3.(ii)]) and the centralizer of the y-action in G is contained in L'.

In order to use argument of [AICLPS8S]|, the following step is essential:

Conjecture 15.4 (cf. [dCLP88| Proposition 3.2]). The intersection of By with each P-orbit in B
is smooth. (See also [Jan04, 11.18].)

A similar statement holds in good characteristic. It follows from the fact that the P-orbit of N
in P>, 92 is dense (cf. [Jan04} 5.9]), which is no longer true in bad characteristic in general even
when N is distinguished. However, for Conjecture [[5.4] it suffices to check the following weaker
statement.

Conjecture 15.5. The intersection of the P-orbit of N in €, , g2 with any linear subspace is
smooth. a

If the P-orbit of N in @,., g2 is dense, then its intersection with any linear subspace is still

open in such a linear subspace, which implies the conjecture above. (A similar condition appears
in [Lus03, 5.1(f)].)

On the other hand, if we assume the conjecture then we have the following;

Theorem 15.6. Suppose that Conjecture [15.4] holds for any nilpotent element of Lie Spa, (F2) for
any n € N. Then any Springer fiber of Lie Spay,(F2) admits an affine paving.

Proof. If Conjecture [[5.4] is true then one can use similar argument to [dCLP88] and show that
it suffices only to consider distinguished nilpotent elements. Now if (A, x) €  parametrizes a
distinguished nilpotent orbit, then from the description of L’ above we can deduce that any r € A
is critical and my(r) < 2. (cf. [LS12] Proposition 5.3.(ii)]) Now we use Lemma [[5.2] and induction
on n to finish the proof. (I

16. SOME QUESTIONS

We conclude with some questions which naturally arise from our discussion and results. Firstly,
in this paper we only covered the Springer theory for Lie Spo,,(F2) (along with exotic cases), but as
discussed in the introduction there are more Springer theories for classical types in bad character-
istic. We expect that similar geometric argument can be applied to other cases as well. It is likely
that the answer of the following question is positive.

Question 16.1. Is it possible to find a formula similar to the main theorems for any Springer
theory in classical types? (The good characteristic case is discussed in [Kim18a].)

On the other hand, observe that the statements themselves of Theorem [Z.1] and [2.1] have a
combinatorial flavor and do not involve with geometry of Springer fibers. As mentioned in Section
I3 the total Springer representations in this case can be obtained in a purely combinatorial manner



ON TOTAL SPRINGER REPRESENTATIONS FOR Lie Sp2, (F2) AND THE EXOTIC CASE 35

using symbols and the Lusztig-Shoji algorithm [Sho04]. (A similar statement also holds for the
total Springer representations (for classical types) in good characteristic, which was the original
motivation of the Lusztig-Shoji algorithm [Sho83| [Lus86].) At this moment it is not clear to the
author whether our main results can be deduced directly from combinatorial method. In this point
of view, the following question is natural to ask.

Question 16.2. Is there any other, mostly combinatorial, proof of Theorem [.1] and 2.1

If the answer of the above question is yes, then hopefully one may also generalize it to other types
of symbols. For instance, Shoji [Sho01l [Sho02] defined the Hall-Littlewood functions for symbols of
complex reflection groups of the form G(r,p,n), which allowed him to define the Green functions
attached to symbols as a transition matrix between power symmetric functions and Hall-Littlewood
functions (up to degree), similar to the original definition of Green polynomials in type A. If one
can find a combinatorial proof of our main theorems (and also the result of [Kim18a]), then it is
likely that this method can be generalized to other cases. Namely, we may ask the following.

Question 16.3. Is there any formula similar to Theorem [T}, [2.T], and [Kim18al Theorem 3.1] for
Green functions attached to symbols for complex reflection groups discussed in [Sho01l, [Sho02]?
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