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ABSTRACT. Let g be a semisimple Lie algebra, t its Cartan subalgebra and W the Weyl
group. The goal of this paper is to prove an isomorphism between suitable completions of
the equivariant Borel-Moore homology of certain affine Springer fibers for g and the global
sections of a bundle related to a Procesi bundle on the smooth locus of a partial resolution
of (t@ t*)/W. We deduce some applications of our isomorphism including a conditional
application to the center of the small quantum group. Our main method is to compare
certain bimodules over rational and trigonometric Cherednik algebras.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Let G be a connected reductive algebraic group over C, g be its Lie algebra, t C g a Cartan
subalgebra, T' the corresponding maximal torus, and W the Weyl group. Pick a nonnegative
integer d.

The goal of this paper is to relate two different geometric objects, “coherent” and “con-
structible”, constructed from these data.

First, we describe the “coherent” object. Consider the Poisson variety Y := (t ® t*)/W.
We will choose a suitable partial Poisson resolution X of Y, Section 2.1l For example, in the
case of G = GL,, the variety X is going to be the Hilbert scheme of points in C2. When g is
simply laced, X is going to be the so called Q-factorial terminalization of Y, see [BCHM] for
the general construction or [L4], Section 2.2] for a discussion in the present settings. In types
B/C, Fy, and G5 we get some intermediate partial resolution. See Section 2] for details. In
all cases, we are going to have codimy X*™9 > 4.

The smooth locus X" comes with several important vector bundles. There is a “Pro-
cesi bundle” P that will be constructed in Section based on results from [L4]. One
important property of P"? we need right now is that its endomorphism algebra is

(1.1) H :=Clte t'|#W

In the case when G = GL,(C), we recover Haiman’s Procesi bundle on the Hilbert scheme,
[HI]. When g is simply laced and hence X is a Q-factorial terminalization of Y, P" is the
restriction of the Procesi sheaf P on X, [L4l Section 4] to X", In types B/C, Fy, Gy, we
consider the sheaf P obtained by the pushforward of the Procesi sheaf from the Q-factorial
terminalization to X and then restrict it to X"®. The sign invariants in P"“ is a line bundle
to be denoted by O"9(1). Its dth tensor power will be denoted by O"(d).

So, for d € Z~, we can consider the H-bimodule

(1.2) By i=D(X™, P @ O"(d) @ P'™).

This is the first of the two objects we are interested in.

There is a number of reasons to be interested in the bimodule B,. First, consider the case
when G = GL,. The bimodule By is closely related to the dth power of the so called V
operator on symmetric polynomials, compare to [CM]. It would be interesting to see whether
this observation can be generalized to the case of general G.

Another reason to care about By is that these bimodules (or their variants) are expected
to appear in a variety of other contexts. The subject of this paper is their connection to the
affine Springer theory. Another prospective appearance is the study of character sheaves on
semisimple Lie algebras and the usual Springer theory: the bimodules B, are expected to
be related to the central elements 7| f,ff in the Hecke category. A related appearance should
be in the study of invariants of torus knots, see [GHJ.

The second object we care about, the “constructible” one, is the equivariant Borel-Moore
homology of a suitable affine Springer fiber for the group G.

Fix a regular element s € t*. Let ¢ be an indeterminate so that we can form the loop
algebra g((¢)). Consider the element e, := st € g((¢)). This element gives rise to the affine
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Springer fiber Fl., in the affine flag variety FI for GG, sometimes it is called an equivalued
unramified affine Springer fiber. The maximal torus 7', the centralizer of s, acts on Fl.,. So
we can consider the equivariant Borel-Moore homology HEM (Fl.,).

It turns out that HEM (Fl.,) also carries a bimodule structure but for a somewhat different
algebra. Namely, let TV denote the Langlands dual torus. Consider the algebra H* :=
C[T*TV)#W. The algebra H* acts on HEM(FI,,) from the left by what we call the CS
(Chern-Springer) action, such an action exists for any homogenous affine Springer fiber,
as the construction in Section [R.I] shows. For our particular choices of e; we also have a
commuting H*-action that we call the ECM (equivariant-centralizer-monodromy) action.

Now we explain a relation between H and H*. For G = GL,, the algebra H* is a
localization of H. In the general case, the algebras H and H* share a common “completion”.
Namely, set

(1.3) HM .=H Qcpy C[’t]/\o,

where C[t]" is the completion of C[t] at zero. The same algebra H" arises as H* ®¢rC[T]™,
where we identify C[t]"® with C[T]™ by means of exp : t — T". Then we consider

Bc/l\ = Bd ®(c[{] C[t]/\o,
an H”-bimodule, as well as
Hpp (Fle,)" i= Hiy (Fle,) @cpr) CIT)™,
also an H”\-bimodule.

Theorem 1.1. There is an H"-bilinear isomorphism B} = HEM (Fl,)".

Note that both sides are graded: HEM(FI,,)" is graded by the homological degree, and
B} from a C*-equivariant structure on P"9* @ O (d) ® P9 that will be explained in
Section We will see below that one can achieve that the isomorphism in Theorem [I.1]is
grading preserving.

Now we explain how Theorem [[T] relates to the previous work. In [Ki], Kivinen studied
the spherical version of Fl., and proved a spherical version of Theorem [I.1] in the case of
G = GL,. “Spherical” means that By is replaced with eBy for the trivial idempotent € in
CW = CS,. On the level of Springer fibers, this means that we take the Springer fiber
in the affine Grassmannian instead of the affine flag variety. Also note that Kivinen works
with localizations, which is only possible for G = GL,. In fact, one can prove an analog
of Theorem [IT] for localizations using the methods of this paper but we are not going to
discuss this. In fact, one can prove a version of Theorem [L.1] for By itself and a suitable
modification of Fl.,, but it will be proved elsewhere.

The bimodule By for G = GL,, also appears in the recent paper of Carlsson and Mellit,
[CM| Conjecture 3.7]. We will deduce that conjecture from Theorem [[.1] combined with
other statements that are used in its proof in Section [7.3l

Here is another important application of Theorem [Tl Let C,,.;,, denote the one-dimensional
irreducible representation of H”, where t and t* act by 0 and W acts via the trivial repre-
sentation.

Theorem 1.2. We have
dim By @y Cypiy = dim HfM(.Fled) @+ Coiw = (dh + 1)dimt’

where h denotes the Coxeter number of W. Moreover, as a W-module, By @5 Cypiry 1S
isomorphic to C(Ag/(dh + 1)Ag), where we write Ay for the co-root lattice.
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In fact, we show that the first dimension is > (dh + 1)4™! while the second dimension is
< (dh + 1)4mt, The latter is done by using an argument similar to one in [BBASV].

Now we explain a reason to be interested in HEM (Fl.,). Tt is expected that for d = 1 this
bimodule is closely related to the center of the principal block of the small quantum group
u.(g"), where € is an odd root of unity, [BBASV]. We remark that

(HgM(Flm)/\ ®<C[T*TV}A Ctriv)* = H*(Flm)Aa

where A stands for the character lattice of T. Let G¥ denote the Langlands dual group and
TV is its maximal torus. Let Z denote the center of u.(g¥). The group GV acts on Z by
algebra automorphisms. The main conjecture of [BBASV] relates the subalgebra 7T of Z
to the cohomology of Fl., (there are also connections of the equivariant cohomology to the
center but we are not going to discuss that). Namely, it is conjectured in [BBASV] that 27"
is isomorphic to H*(Fl.)*. Modulo the conjecture from [BBASV], Theorem .2 shows that
the dimension of the W-invariant part in Z7" has dimension (h + 1)4m*,

For G = SL,,, we can say more. Using Theorem [[.1] combined with Haiman’s n! theorem,
[H1], one can show that, modulo the conjecture from [BBASV], W acts trivially on Z7". This
implies that GV acts trivially on Z, so dim Z = (n + 1)"~!. This will confirm a conjecture
from |[LQ)]. See Section [7.4] for details.

Now we explain two key ideas of the proof of Theorem [I.Il First, unsurprisingly, we use
the induction on d. Our second, and main, idea is to use a one-parameter deformation: it
turns out that we can deform both By and H%,,(Fl.,). For a complex number ¢, we can
consider the rational Cherednik algebra Hj, . over C[h], see Section 2.3 deforming H, and the
trigonometric Cherednik algebra Hj., see Section 2.4, deforming H*. The H-bimodule B,
deforms to a bimodule over Hj 4 (acting on the left) and Hj (acting on the right). This is
achieved by quantizing the Procesi bundle P and the line bundle O™9(1). The bimodule
HEy(Fle,) deforms to a bimodule over H,'; and H, ;. The deformation in this case is done
by considering the equivariant BM homology for T'x C*, where C* acts by the loop rotation.
Note that, for each ¢ € C, the algebras Hj, H;', share common partial completions (at 0
and 1, respectively). We will see that we have a deformed version of the isomorphism from
Theorem [I. 1], which turns out to be easier to establish.

In fact, the representations of rational Cherednik algebras appeared in the context of affine
Springer theory previously, [OY]. In particular, for a suitable “elliptic” element ¢/, (different

from e4), it was shown that HZM (Fl. ) admits a filtration with an action of Hy 1)y, on the

associated graded space turning gr HgXM (F le&) into a deformation of the unique irreducible
finite dimensional module of the quotient Hyy1/s := Hpg11/n/ (R —1). Our construction and
techniques that go into the proof of the main result are very different from those of [OY].

We finish the introduction by describing the content of the paper. In Section 2] we discuss
generalities on partial Poisson resolutions of Y = (t @ t*) /W, Procesi sheaves on them and
rational and trigonometric Cherednik algebras. This section mostly contains known results
and their easy modifications.

In Section B we construct a deformation of By. A key result used in the construction
is that the pushforward from X" to X of the vector bundle P™9* @ O™9(d) @ P" is
a Cohen-Macaulay sheaf without higher cohomology. Two key ingredients for this result
are the construction of the Procesi sheaves via quantizations in characteristic p and the
following claim of independent interests: the pushforward to X of a line bundle on X" is
Cohen-Macaulay.
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In Section 4] we provide some background on the equivariant Borel-Moore homology and
equivalued unramified affine Springer fibers. This section does not contain any new results.

In Section [§ we construct actions of H,';, Hy, on HZ)(. (Fle,) and establish some prop-
erties of the resulting bimodule. A key technique is the localization theorem for equivariant
BM homology. This section relies on Appendix by the authors and Kivinen to check the
relations for the action of Hy .

In Section [6l we prove Theorems [[LTland [[.2l And then in Section [[lwe discuss applications
of own main results to conjectures of Carlsson and Mellit and to the center of the small
quantum group.

Acknowledgements. We would like to thank Roman Bezrukavnikov, Erik Carlsson,
Evgeny Gorsky, Oscar Kivinen, and Yoshinori Namikawa for stimulating discussions. We
also thank Oscar for working on the appendix together with the authors. The work of
P.B.A. was partially supported by the NSF under grant DMS-1926686. The work of I.L. was
partially supported by the NSF under grant DMS-2001139.

2. PROCESI SHEAVES AND CHEREDNIK ALGEBRAS

In this section we recall various generalities related to the algebras H = C[T*t*|#W, H* =
C[T*TV|#W, their deformations — the rational and trigonometric Cherednik algebras, and
the bimodule By. In particular, we discuss a partial resolution X of Y, and Procesi sheaves
on X.

2.1. Partial Poisson resolutions of Y. Let Y = (t& t*)/WW. The goal of this section is
to construct a partial Poisson resolution X of ¥ mentioned in the introduction.

The variety Y is a conical symplectic singularity. As such, it admits a Q-factorial termi-
nalization, to be denoted by X, see [BCHM] or [L4], Section 2.2]. This is another, generally,
singular symplectic variety together with a projective birational morphism p : X — Y. The
variety X is Q-factorial and has terminal singularities. In particular, codim gy X9 > 4,
[NT]. We remark that X is not unique.

Note that Y carries a natural action of (C*)?, by dilations of t and of t*. This action lifts
to X making p equivariant, compare to N2, Proposition A.7]. We will also consider the
contracting torus {(¢,¢)[t € C*} C (C*)?. The Poisson bracket on Oy has weight —2 with
respect to the action of this torus. .

We will need to understand the structure of the exceptional divisor D of X — Y. For
each irreducible component of this divisor, its image in Y is the closure of a codimension
2 leaf, see the proof of [L6, Proposition 2.14]. Such leaves are in bijection with conjugacy
classes reflections in W. All formal slices to these leaves in Y are of type A;. Therefore
the preimage of the closure of such a leaf is irreducible. So we get a bijection between
the conjugacy classes of reflections in W and the irreducible components of the exceptional
divisor. For a reflection s we write Dy for the corresponding component. So in the class
group we have D = > D,, where the sum is taken over the representatives of conjugacy
classes.

We proceed to defining a partial resolution X of Y.

When g is simple and simply laced, we set X := X. For example, for g = sl,,, we get a
slight modification of Hilb,(C?), the Hilbert scheme of n points in C2. Namely, this variety
maps to (C" @ C™)/S,, and our X is the preimage of (t® t*)/S,,. Note that in this case X
is smooth (and symplectic).
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Assume again that g is simple and simply laced. Note that since X is Q-factorial, there
is £ > 0 such that the line bundle O(¢£D) on X" extends to a line bundle on X. The
extension, also denoted by O(¢D), is ample.

Now consider the case when W is of type B,,, F, or GG5. In this case, there are two codi-
mension 2 symplectic leaves in Y, corresponding to the two conjugacy classes of reflections.
We consider the bundle O(D) on X" associated to the divisor D. Again, we can find ¢
such that O(¢D) extends to X. But now O(¢D) may fail to be ample (for any choice of X).
For example, this is the case in type B, for n > 1. We choose X so that this bundle lies in
the closure of the ample cone of X.

Proposition 2.1. There is an irreducible singular symplectic variety X with projective bi-
rational morphisms p: X — X and p: X =Y such that

(i) codimy X*™9 > 4,
(ii) For some £ > 0, the bundle O((D) is lifted from an ample line bundle on X.

Proof. Intermediate partial resolutions between X and Y (that are normal, hence singular
symplectic) are classified by faces of the ample cone of X in such a way that for a given face,
Cy, for any rational point y € Cy, a positive rational multiple of x is the 1st Chern class
of an ample line bundle on the corresponding partial resolution. This follows, for example,
[KMM,, Section 3-2|. Note that in [KMM] the result is stated in terms of the nef cone. By a
theorem of Kleiman, in our situation, the nef cone is dual to the ample cone, and so we can
talk about the ample cone instead.

In particular, we get a unique partial resolution X satisfying (ii). We need to show that
it satisfies (i) as well. Assume the contrary: codimy X*" = 2. Since codim ¢z X9 = 4, an
irreducible component of p~1(X*™9) is a divisor. On the other hand, as argued in the proof
of [L6, Proposition 2.14], the image in Y of an irreducible divisor under p either intersects
Y7 or coincides with the closure of a codimension 2 leaf. It follows that a codimension 2
leaf in X maps to a codimension 2 leaf in Y. This contradicts the claim that some multiple
of D corresponds to an ample line bundle on X. So X satisfies (i) as well, which finishes the
proof. O

We note that, by the construction, (C*)? acts on X and the morphisms p, p are equivariant.

Remark 2.2. When W is of type B,, the varieties X (which is actually smooth) and Y
can be realized as Nakajima quiver varieties for the affine quiver of type A, with dimension
vector nd and unit framing at the extending vertex 0. We can construct X as a quiver
variety as well: the character defining stability can be shown to be (0,1). We will not use
this observation.

2.2. Procesi sheaves. The goal of this section is to produce a Procesi sheaf on X. The
case of Procesi sheaves on X was handled in [[4, Section 4].

Let us recall the construction of the latter. We can reduce X mod p for p > 0. Namely,
set F := F,. Then we can define the reduction Xp to F. Since p is sufficiently large, Xz
is a singular symplectic variety with codimyg_ X3™ > 4 and vanishing higher cohomology
of the structure sheaf. In [L4l Section 4.2] the second named author constructed a filtered
quantization Dg of the structure sheaf O whose global sections is A(tg @ )", where A
stands for the Weyl algebra of a symplectic vector space. Consider the Frobenius morphism
Fr: Xp — Xlél) and the pushforward Fr, Dr. The restriction of this sheaf of algebras to the
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regular locus is an Azumaya algebra, [L4, Lemma 4.3]. Consider the completion F[Y (M]"0 of
F[Y ] at 0. We denote its spectrum by YF(I)A. Consider the scheme

= (1), 1 > (1
(2.1) XN =y Xy x4,

It was shown in [L4] Section 4.3] that the restriction of Fr, Dy to the regular locus in Xlél)’/\
splits. Moreover, it was shown there that we can find a Morita equivalent sheaf of algebras
Ar on X]gl)’A whose global sections are F[t1) @ tMW*]LT). Let e denote the averaging
idempotent in FW. Set Ps := Age. Then the restriction of P2 to X" is a splitting
bundle for the Azumaya algebra

AF|XH§1),/\,T-eg .

Also note that Ap is a maximal Cohen-Macaulay sheaf that coincides with the endomorphism
sheaf of Pg. Note that, by the construction, we have

673];‘\ - OX(l),/\ .
F

Consider the contracting F*-action on Xﬂgl)/\. Then P4 can be shown to admit an F*-
equivariant structure. Using this, we can extend 75]14\ to an F*-equivariant maximal Cohen-
Macaulay sheaf on X}” to be denoted by P, see [L4, Lemma 4.6]. By the same lemma, we
can modify the F*-equivariant structure on P so that we get a graded algebra isomorphism
End(Pr) = F[t @ (W4

Finally, we can lift Pg to characteristic 0, [L4, Section 4.4]. We get a maximal Cohen-
Macaulay sheaf P on X with the following properties:

(i) We have a graded algebra isomorphism End(P) = H,
(ii) £nd(P) is a maximal Cohen-Macaulay module,

(iti) HY(X,End(P)) =0 for i > 0.

(iv) €P = O, a C*-equivariant isomorphism.

Sheaves P satisfying (i)-(iv) are called Procesi sheaves on X.

We note that, for the same reason as in [L4, Lemma 4.6], P can also be made equi-
variant with respect to (C*)? and the isomorphisms in (i) and (iv) can assumed to be
(C*)2-equivariant. As remarked in |[L4, Remark 4.8], the argument in [L2] classifying the
Procesi bundles in the smooth case carries over to the singular case. So the bundles P on
X satisfying (i)-(iv) are classified by the elements of the Namikawa-Weyl group of Y intro-
duced in [N3]. We will denote this group by Wy. This group is [[,(Z/27Z), where s runs over
representatives of conjugacy classes of reflections in W. Below, Section 2.3 we will recall
how the classification of Procesi sheaves works.

To finish the section, we discuss Procesi sheaves on X. Recall the birational projective
morphism 5 : X — X from Proposition 211 Set

P = p.P.
Lemma 2.3. The sheaf P on X has properties completely analogous to (i)-(iv).

Proof. First of all, note that Rp,Os = Ox because X, X are singular symplectic and p is
birational and projective. For similar reasons, H'(X,Ox) = 0 for all i > 0. So the same
is true over F (assuming, as always, that p > 0). Therefore R'p,D = 0 for i > 0, the
sheaf p,D is a filtered quantization of Ox, and has no higher cohomology. From here we
deduce that p,Ar is a maximal Cohen-Macaulay sheaf without higher cohomology. Moreover,
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@7519 = ep,Ar. Now note that P is obtained from ﬁﬂsﬁ in the same way as P is obtained
from Pg. It follows that the natural homomorphism End(P) — End(P) is an isomorphism

yielding (i). Conditions (ii) and (iii) also follow, while (iv) is immediate from the construction
of P. O

2.3. Rational Cherednik algebras. Let us write S for the set of reflections in W. Let
¢ : S — C be a W-invariant function. Let A be an independent variable. Then we can define
the rational Cherednik algebra Hj. as the quotient of T'(t & t*)[h|#W by the following
relations

[z,27] =[y,y] =0,ly,2] = h (<y,x> = els)(y, o)z, as>8> -
ses
Here z,2" € t,y,y' € t* and a4, ) denote the positive root and the positive coroot corre-
sponding to a reflection s. For example, Hyo = Dy (t*)#W, where we write Dy(t*) for the
algebra of homogenized differential operators on t*.

We will write H, for the specialization of Hj . to h = 1.

Now we will discuss a connection between the rational Cherednik algebras and Procesi
sheaves. We start with the Procesi sheaves on X, the case treated in [L4, Section 5.1].

The formal quantizations of X9 with a compatible action of the contracting torus are
classified by the points of H2(X",C), [L1} Section 2.3]. We note that the 1st Chern class
map induces an isomorphism C®;Pic(X"9, C) = H2(X" C), both spaces have dimensions
equal to the number of conjugacy classes of reflections in W. The quantizations of X arein a
natural bijection with those of X" via push-forward and pullback, see [BPW!. Proposition
3.4]. Let us write Dh » for the formal quantization of X corresponding to A. Note that
ﬁﬁ)\ also has an action of the torus (C*)?, and the action of the Hamiltonian subtorus
{(t,t71)|t € C*} is still Hamiltonian.

The algebra of global sections F(Yim ») is related to the rational Cherednik algebra Hp, . as
follows. Consider the spherical subalgebra eHj €, a graded quantization of C[Y]. We can
consider the subalgebra T'(Dy»)/™ of C*-locally finite elements in I'(Dy,y) with respect to
the contracting C*-action. Then we have

F(ﬁh)\)fm & €Hh,cA€7

where ¢y is computed as follows. The Chern classes of the line bundles O(D;) form a basis
in H*>(X",C). Let A\, be the coefficient of the basis element corresponding to s in \.

Definition 2.4. By definition, ¢y sends s € S to A\, — %

Note that the Namikawa-Weyl group Wy acts on H 2(5( "9 C) by changing signs of the
coordinates A, this follows, for example, from [L6, Section 3.6]. In particular, we get a
Wy-action on the affine space of parameters c. Two Wy-conjugate parameters give rise to
the same algebra I'(Dj ,)7™, [BPW], Proposition 3.10].

Now we discuss a connection of rational Cherednik algebras with Procesi sheaves, estab-
lished in [LI] in a special case and in [L4] in the general case. See, in particular, [L4, Sectlon
5.1]. Let P79 denote the restriction of P to X", this is a vector bundle. Let D;e/{’ be the

restriction of DPL . Since End(P) is a maximal Col@en—Macaulay module that has no higher
cohomology, see Section 22, we see that T'(End(P™)) = H and H'(End(P™9)) = 0 for
i =1,2. So we have a unique quantization of P to a left DT -module to be denoted by
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Preg This quantization is (C*)?-equivariant. Set
(2.2) Smf = Endpreg (Preg)‘)pp.

This is a sheaf of C[[h]]-algebras on X" deforming End(P"e9)°PP.
As was argued in [L4], Section 5.1],

(2.3) D& ™ S Hyop

for an affine map A\ — ¢/(\). By multiplying the source and the target of (2.3)) with € on the
left and on the right, we get F(f);ef )Fin = eHy, (v € that gives the identity endomorphism
of C[Y] after taking the quotient by & = 0. So, as argued in [L4, Section 5.1], we have an
element w € Wy such that ¢(\) = wey. This element depends on the choice of P. This
defines a bijection between the set of possible Procesi bundles and Wy, already mentioned
in Section 2.2l This was proved in [L2l Theorem 1.1] in the case when X is smooth and
carries over to the general case verbatim.

We will always choose P corresponding to the unit element in Wy

Let €_ denote the sign idempotent in CIW. Using the previous discussion we can describe
Prede_, the sign component of Pre9.

Lemma 2.5. We have ¢ (P"%_) = sc1(0(D)).

Proof. Let s be a reflection in W. Pick a point y € Y lying in the symplectic leaf corre-
sponding to s. We set Yv := Spec(C[Y]"¥) and X" := Y xy X.

Pick A € H?(X"%,C) and set ¢ := ¢y. We can also consider the completion H ,g\ v. As was
checked in [BE| Section 3.3], this is a matrix algebra of size |W|/2 over H 2,00(3) the completed
rational Cherednik algebra for (t, (s)) with parameter ¢(s). On the other hand, analogously
to [L2, Proposition 4.1], P = 75|XAy, coincides with Homeyq 5 (CW, P"°), where P is the
Procesi bundle over (t@® t*)* x T*P'. Let i : X"v — X" be the embedding. Then we have
the pullback map

"t HY(X",C) = H}p(X™) — Hpp(X™) = H? ((to )" x T*P',C) = C

The isomorphism End(Pp,) — H. hA % gives rise to an isomorphism End(zg";*()\)) = H 2’06(8).
By Definition 4] the isomorphism of parameter spaces corresponding to P sends i*(\) to
i*(\) — 3. The two possibilities for P are O @ O(1) and O ® O(—1). The map between
the parameter spaces we have is realized by the former. This is an easy special case of [L2],
Section 4.2], for example.

In particular, using the direct analog of [L2, Proposition 4.1] again, we see that the
restriction of the line bundle Pe_ to X" is O(1) on that scheme. Since the line bundle

O(P') on T*P! is O(2), the claim of the lemma follows. O

Now we explain how to relate the rational Cherednik algebras to quantizations of P
(instead of P*9). Let ¢ denote the embedding X" < X. Set Pj, := L*(P;e)f’) Since
H'(X7e9,P"e9) = 0, we see that Py, is a quantization of P. Similarly, & := L*é'};e)f] is the
endomorphism sheaf of 75717 » (with opposite multiplication).

Let us proceed to quantizations of P, the Procesi sheaf on X, and its endomorphism
sheaf. Similarly to the proof of Lemma 23], we see that R, = 0 for i > 0. So we get
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that &\ = ﬁ*gm is a quantization of End(P). Further, we set Pj ) := €& . This is a
quantization of P. Also
Eny = Endp, , (Prx)"?,
where Dy, 5 is the pushforward of f)h, 5 to X.
In what follows we will write O"9(1) := P"¢_. This is a line bundle on X",
Note that p* induces an isomorphism Pic(X7¢9) = Pic(X"%). This allows us to view

¢1(O079(1)) as an element of H2(X™9 C). If A € H*>(X"*,C) corresponds to a Cherednik
parameter ¢ = c,, then the Cherednik parameter, say ¢, corresponding to A + ¢;(O"9(1))

satisfies ¢/(s) = c(s) + 1 for all s € S.

2.4. Trigonometric Cherednik algebras. In this section we will discuss the trigonometric
Cherednik algebras and their connection to rational Cherednik algebras. Assume that G is
reductive. Recall that T denotes a maximal torus.

Let A denote the co-character lattice of T and Ay be the co-root lattice of g, a sublattice

of A. Consider the extended affine Weyl group W := W x A that contains the affine Weyl
group W® .= W x Ay as a normal subgroup. We have the length function ¢ : W — Zp. The
subgroup of length 0 elements is identified with A/Ay under the projection W — W JWe =
A/Ag. We have the decomposition W = (A/Ag) x We.

The group W acts on A x Z by

(24) w(p,a) = (wp,a), x(p,a) = (p+ax,a), XEACW,weW CW,peNacl
We consider the dual action of W on t* @& C. It is given by
w(y, 2) = (wy, 2), x(y,2) = (¥, 2+ (x,¥), XEAweWyet zeC.

Let sq, ..., s, denote the simple reflections in W and sy denote the simple affine reflection.
Let o, ..., denote the simple co-roots and «g denote the minimal (negative) co-root.
Pick a W-invariant function ¢ : .S — C. Set ¢(sg) := ¢(Sa,)-

The trigonometric Cherednik algebra Hf:c is defined as the algebra generated by two

subalgebras: CW and C[t, ] subject to the following cross-relations
sy — (s;.y)s; = he(s)(y, o)), i=0,...,r,y €t
(2.5) my=(ry)m, yet,meAN/AC W,
xh=hx, xé€ w.

Here we write x.y for the image of y € t* under x € W for the action of W on t® C described
above (with A corresponding to 1 € C).

The algebra H,’, admits an embedding into the algebra D, (T""9)#W, where T
denotes the complement to the union of root codimension 1 subgroups in the Langlands
dual torus TV; we write Dy, for the algebra of homogenized differential operators. Namely,
let us write e* for the function on TV given by A. The embedding maps A € A C W to e*,
we W towe W, htohandy € tto the trigonometric Dunkl operator (see [C| (2.12.16)]):

T <Oé, y)
D?th:@y—l—th(sa)l_e_av — Sa) thsa a’ y).
a>0 a>0
This embedding can be used to establish the following well-known result that plays an
important role in our paper.
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Lemma 2.6. We have an algebra isomorphism
Hh,c Qcje+] C[f*]/\o &= H);C Qc[rv] C[T\/]/\l

Proof. We can identify C[t*]* = C[TV]™ by sending = € t to ¢*. This identification is
W-equivariant. It remains to show that the subalgebra in Dj(t""0"9)#W generated by
C[t*]#W and the rational Dunkl operators coincides with the subalgebra generated by
C[t*]"o#W and the trigonometric Dunkl operators. This is because the difference between
the trigonometric and rational Dunkl operators associated to y € t* lies in C[t*]"°#W. The
latter subalgebra lies in both images. 0J

2.5. Representation theory of rational Cherednik algebras. In this section we will
recall several known constructions and facts related to the representation theory of rational
Cherednik algebras. Set H, := Hj./(h — 1), this is a filtered deformation of C[T*t*|#WV.
Let €, e_ denote the trivial and sign idempotents in CIV.

We abuse the notation and write ¢ + 1 for the map S — W sending s to ¢(s) + 1. We
start with the following classical result, see, e.g., [BEGI], that will also be established below,
Lemma [3.7]

Lemma 2.7. We have a filtered algebra isomorphism eH.e = e¢_H.,1€_ that is the identity
on the associated graded algebras.

We say that a parameter c is e-spherical if H. = H.eH.. In this case the categories
H.-mod and eH_e-mod are equivalent via the bimodules H e, e H.. The following result, due
to Bezrukavnikov, is [El Theorem 5.5].

Proposition 2.8. The parameter c¢ is e-spherical if and only if the algebra eH.e has finite
homological dimension.

Similarly, we can talk about e_-spherical parameters. A complete analog of Proposition
2.8 holds. In particular, we can use Lemma 2.7 to prove the following result.

Corollary 2.9. The parameter ¢ is e-spherical if and only if ¢+ 1 is e_-spherical.

We will be interested in two classes of parameters c. The first class is the parameters c
with ¢(s) € Z for all s. The following result was obtained in [BEGI, Corollary 4.2].

Lemma 2.10. If ¢(s) € Z for all s, then the algebra H. is simple. In particular, c is both e-
and e_-spherical.

The second class of parameters is as follows. Assume that g is simple. Let h denote the
Coxeter number for W and let d € Z-,. We consider constant functions c : S — C such that
c(s)=d+; forall s € S.

The following result was obtained in [BEG2l, Theorem 1.4, Proposition 1.7].

Proposition 2.11. There is a unique irreducible finite dimensional H.-module. Its dimen-
sion is (dh + 1)t Moreover, as a W -representation, it is isomorphic to the permutation
module C(Ao/(dh + 1)Ay), where, recall, Aq is the co-root lattice.

The following is |Gl Lemma 4.5].

Proposition 2.12. The parameter ¢ = d + % is e-spherical for d > 0 and e_-spherical for
d> 0.
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3. DEFORMATION OF By

Let d be a positive integer. The goal of this section is, for a Cherednik parameter ¢, to
define an Hy, oy q-Hp ~bimodule By .14 that is a C[h]-flat deformation of By. This is done
in Section 3.3 This construction is based on two algebro-geometric results of independent
interest, Propositions 3.1l and

3.1. Main geometric results. Recall the vector bundle P™¢ and the line O™9(1) on X".
Let ¢ denote the inclusion X" — X. We write O"9(j) for the jth tensor power of O"9(1).
Here is the first important result in this section.

Proposition 3.1. The following claims hold:

(1) For all j > 0, the sheaf 1,(P™9* @ O™ (j) @ P"9) on X is mazimal Cohen-Macaulay
and its higher cohomology vanishes.
(2) In particular, we have H'(X", P"9* @O (j)@P ) =0 for all j > 0 and i =1, 2.

We will prove this proposition using another major result of this section:

Proposition 3.2. Let L be a line bundle on X" and let v denote the inclusion X9 — X.
Suppose there is £ > 0 such that 1,(L%") is a line bundle on X. Then 1L is a Cohen-
Macaulay sheaf.

Proposition will be proved in Section Now we prove Proposition B.J] assuming
Proposition

Proof of Proposition[3.1. We note that (1) implies (2): if F is a maximal Cohen-Macaulay
sheaf on X then R',(:*F) = 0 for i = 1,2 because codimy X*™ > 4. Tt follows that
Hi(X7e9, Pres* @ Om9(5) @ Pr) = H'(X, 1,(P™9* @ O™9(j) @ P")) for i = 1,2. The right
hand side vanishes by (1).

The proof of (1) is in several steps.

Step 1. Recall that there is a positive integer ¢ such that O™9(¢) is obtained by restricting
an ample line bundle on X that will be denoted by O(¥¢). So, for each coherent sheaf F on X,
there is a positive integer d(F) such that H*(X, F®O(dl)) = 0 for all i > 0 and all d > d(F).
Set dy to be the maximum of d(F), where F runs over ¢,O™(j) for j =0,...,¢ — 1. Now,
by Proposition B.2] each of the sheaves (¢,O™9(j)) ® O(dl) is a maximal Cohen-Macaulay
Ox-module. We conclude that ¢,(0"(j)) ® O(dl) is Cohen-Macaulay and has vanishing
higher cohomology for all d sufficiently large and all j =0,...,¢— 1.

Step 2. Note that X, 0"(1) are defined over a finite localization of a ring of algebraic
integers, say R. After a further finite localization of R we can achieve the following:

e (X" is smooth and O™9(1) is a base change of a line bundle, O3F?(1), on X7,

e Or(0) :=1.0%?(¢) is an ample line bundle on Xpg,

e 1,.0%(j) is a maximal Cohen-Macaulay sheaf on Xp for all j =0,...,¢— 1.
Using these properties we see that 1,O%7(j) ® Og(dl) is a maximal Cohen-Macaulay sheaf
with vanishing higher cohomology for all d sufficiently large, say d > d;, and all j =0,...,/—
1. We conclude that for any field F that is an R-algebra, we have

(V) .07 (j) ® Op(dl) is a maximal Cohen-Macaulay sheaf on Xy with vanishing higher
cohomology for all d > d;.

Step 3. We will use property (©) to establish (1) in this and subsequent step. Recall that
we write £ for endomorphism sheaf of P. Consider the scheme X} defined analogously to
(2T). It is enough to show the direct analog of (1) over F for p := charF > 0. Let &
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denote restriction of & to X§ and, similarly, let Op" denote the restriction of OF to
X", Similarly to Step 1 in the proof of [L5, Lemma 3.4], we see that the restriction of
L (Ep @ OF“(j)) to X§ coincides with

(3.1) L (ET @ O (3)),

where we write +" for the inclusion X3 — X2. So we need to show that (3.1]) is maximal
Cohen-Macaulay with vanishing higher cohomology for all 5 > 0. It is enough to do this
after a Frobenius twist. In the notation of Section 222 (B1]) becomes

(3.2) {2 (Al gonres ® OF (),

Recall that A has the same direct summands as a quantization D of X. So we need to
show that

(3.3) (DR |y nres ® OF (),

is maximal Cohen-Macaulay with vanishing higher cohomology. Again, arguing as in Step 1
of the proof of [L5, Lemma 3.4], we see that this sheaf is the restriction to XHQM of

(3.4) te(De| 700 © OF ().

So it is enough to show that (3.4]) is maximal Cohen-Macaulay with vanishing higher coho-
mology. We will do this in the next step.
Step 4. We note that Dy is a filtered deformation of Fr, Ox,. It follows that

1),reg/ -
DIF|XHE‘1),T'eg ® OI% ) g(])
is a filtered deformation of
(Fr. Oxgen) © OF7(j) = Fr. 05 (pj).

Since p is sufficiently large, by (©), ¢, Fr, Oz (pj) is maximal Cohen-Macaulay with van-
ishing higher cohomology. Similarly to the derivation of (1)=-(2) in the beginning of the
proof, we see that R't, Fr, Oy (pj) = 0. It follows that (3.4) is a filtered deformation of
L Fr, Op¥(pj). Since the latter is maximal Cohen-Macaulay with vanishing higher cohomol-
ogy, so is (3.4)). This finishes the proof. O

3.2. Cohen-Macaulay property. In this section we prove Proposition Let £ be as in
Proposition 8.2l We need to prove that ¢, L is Cohen-Macaulay. We start with the following
lemma.

Lemma 3.3. Every point x € X has a Zariski open neighborhood, say U, such that L|yres
has a D-module structure.

Proof. Since H'(X"9 O) = 0, the line bundle £ quantizes to a D r+e1(c)-Dpr-bimodule for
any A € H?(X" C), see, e.g., [BPW] Section 5.1]. Take a Zariski open neighborhood U of
7 in X such that the line bundle ¢, (£®*) trivializes on U. We can assume that U is affine.
Then H (U™, 0) = 0 for i = 1,2 (because U is Cohen-Macaulay and codimy U*™9 > 4),
hence the formal quantizations of U™ are classified by their period, see [BK, Theorem 1.8].

Since ¢, (L£%*) trivializes on U, it follows that £ is trivial on U™, hence ¢;(L|yres) = 0.
Therefore, we have

Dialures = Dyrgey ()| vres.

A vector bundle that quantizes to a bimodule over the same formal quantization on the left
and on the right, gets a Poisson structure. But over a smooth symplectic variety, a coherent



14 PABLO BOIXEDA ALVAREZ AND IVAN LOSEV

Poisson module is the same thing as a D-module, see, e.g., Step 3 of the proof of [L3|, Lemma
3.9]. O

Recall the morphism p: X — Y. Set y := p(z). Let v € t@® t* be a point in the preimage
of y. Choose a W,-stable small disc Z around v. Then Z /W, is a neighborhood of y in the
complex analytic topology. Set Z := p~!(Z/W,).

Lemma 3.4. The group m(Z") is a quotient of W,.

Proof. Indeed, (Z/W,)" embeds into 779 as the complement to a closed complex analytic
subspace hence 71 ((Z/W,)™9) — m1(Z79). But w1 ((Z/W,)"%9) is easily seen to coincide with
W,. 0J

Proof of Proposition[3.2. What we need to show is that the completion (,£)"* is Cohen-
Macaulay, this implies that the stalk of :,£ is Cohen-Macaulay. The proof is in several
steps.

Step 1. Let W° denote the kernel of m ((Z/W,)"¢9) — m,(Z7¢9). Set YO := (t & ¢)/W?°
and X := Y% xy X. Let n denote the projection X° —» X. The preimage Z° of 7" in
X0 is smooth and is a simply connected cover of Zres, by the choice of W°. The morphism
n: Z° — 77 is etale. It follows that there is a Zariski open neighborhood U; of z in U
such that 7 is etale over U;®. Define U} from the Stein decomposition for 7= (U7*) — U,
so that n~1(U]) embeds into U} as an open subset and Uy — U, is the quotient morphism
for the group m1(Z7¢). Similarly to the proof of [L5, Lemma 2.5], it follows that U? has
symplectic singularties and hence Cohen-Macaulay.

Step 2. Let OF', 0%y denote the sheaves of analytic functions on X and X"*. Then
we have the analytification functor e := OY* ®p, e from the category of coherent Ox-
modules to the category of coherent O%’-modules, and similarly for X". We claim that
(1+L£)*" coincides with the analytic push-forward of £, to be denoted by (2" L.

Note that OF is flat over Ox. So we have an isomorphism of functors

(3.5) Homo, (8, Ox)™ = Homepan (™", OF')

(for Coh(X) to Coh(X“")) Since codimyx X*"9 > 2, the pushforward ¢, L is a reflexive Ox-
module, i.e., it coincides with its double dual. It follows from (B.5]) that (¢,L£)*" is a reflexive
O%-module. Note that £ coincides with the pullback of (¢.£)*". Since (1.L£)*" is reflexive
and codimy X" > 2 we see that (1,£)* coincides with (2" L.

Step 3. Recall, Lemma [3.3] that £|yres has a D-module structure. In particular, £,
is a D-module, i.e., a vector bundle with a flat connection. It follows that it is the direct
sum of 71(Z"%)-isotypic component in 77*(9:;?1 (Zres)’ Therefore (1,.£)" is also the direct
sum of isotypic components in the complete ring C[n~!'(X"=)]. The latter is ring is Cohen-
Macaulay because U} has symplectic singularities. Hence (1,£)" is a Cohen-Macaulay

C[X]"*-module. O

Remark 3.5. We expect that a direct analog of Proposition holds for the partial res-
olutions of general conical symplectic singularities. The proof should be similar to the one
we gave above, modulo some technical issues.

3.3. Construction and properties of By .14 .. Let d > 0. Recall the space
By :=T(X",P"9* @ O™(d) @ P").
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We view P as a right H-module, so B; becomes an H-bimodule. Moreover, recall that P has
a (C*)2-equivariant structure. The line bundle O(1) = Pe_ inherits the (C*)?-equivariant
structure. This equips By with a (C*)%-equivariant structure. We will mostly consider a
part of the action, an action of C* given by t.(x,y) = (z,t 2%y) for x € t,y € t*. In this
section we produce a deformation of By to an Hy, .14 Hj, ~bimodule and study its properties.

The deformation of By, is constructed as follows. Recall, Section 2.3, that P quantizes
to a D;Y — & F-bimodule P;¥ for any A € H*(X™,C). Set v := ¢;(O(1)). Also O™(d)
quantizes to a D;i{’ i Dhx- bimodule to be denoted by DY aven So

reg reg,* reg
I'(X , P Mrdv @ Dy aw D rtdven ®D;‘f§ h,)\)

X2 ; ; i A _1hi
becomes a (C*)*-equivariant H}%, , -H}%-bimodule. We set

L reg reg,* reg reg fzn
Bptdven = F(X ’Ph,)\+du ®Dﬁ N dy Dh,)\+du<—)\ ®D’€9 73; )

where the superscript “fin” means that we take the finite part for our C*-action. This is a
bigraded Hj, xtq,-Hp a-bimodule. Note that for d = 0, we recover the regular Hj, y-bimodule.

Remark 3.6. By the construction, B yra, carries an action of (C*)2. So it is bigraded.

It follows from (2) of Proposition B.Ilthat By yt4v«» is a free graded Clh]-module with

Bpptdven/ () = By.

We now explain the choice of A we mostly need: we want c, to take the same value (to be
denoted by ¢) on all simple reflections. Then ¢y, 4, takes value ¢+ d on every reflection. So
we will write Hj, o4, Hp, . for the algebras and By .4, for the bimodule.

Now we explain an important property of the bimodules By, o472, ..

Lemma 3.7. The following claims are true:

(1) For all ¢ € C, we have a bigraded algebra isomorphism e_Hy 16— = eH}, c€.
(2) Thanks to (1) we can view €_Bj crdgr1ec a5 €Hpeyqge-Hy -bimodule. For all ¢ € C
and all d > 0, we have an eHy, .1 q6-Hp .-bilinear bigraded isomorphism

G—Bﬁ,c+d+l<—c = EBE ,cF+d+—c-

. reg reg . reg reg 3
Proof. Consider the &7, ; -D;%, -bimodule (P, ;. ,)* ®ppes, . Dhcrariccra We claim
that

- <(,P;zec€i-d+1) ®’D;f§+d+1 ,D;;,ecg-i-d-i-h—c—i-d)
is the regular D7, -bimodule. Indeed, P, ;. e is the unique quantization of O™(1) to
a left DY 41, ~module. The opposite endomorphism sheaf is Dyl 4 Hence P70 e =
herdilccra @ a bimodule. Our claim follows.

To prove (1) we use the previous paragraph to see that
(3.6) € 5,:2_16_ 5ndpgff+l(73;leci_le )PP =Dy, = egreg .

Since I'(X, £;%¢)/™ = Hj,., B.6) implies (1).
We proceed to (2). We note that

~Y

regx reg reg __
e-Py c+d+1 ®’Dh 1 ,Dﬁ,c+d+1<—c ®’D;ff P?Lc =

regx reg T regly
<€ Proctat1 ®D;‘; a1 Dh,c+d+1<—c+d) ®D7ff+d (Dr crdi—c ODy Phe ) =

reg . regx re
Dicrace Opres Prd = €Priia ©ppes, Dyl g e Opres Pr-



16 PABLO BOIXEDA ALVAREZ AND IVAN LOSEV

Passing to the global sections and taking the C*-finite part, we arrive at the statement of
(2). O

We will also need a description of Endp, (B ctdc). Note that we have a graded C[A]-
algebra homomorphism Hj cyq — Endp,  (Bpeqdec)-

Lemma 3.8. This homomorphism is an isomorphism.
Proof. Tt is enough to prove that the homomorphism
(3.7) H — Endg(By)

is an isomorphism. Since By is the global sections of a vector bundle on X", and C[Y] =
C[X"%], we see that By is a torsion-free C[Y]-module. It follows that we have an algebra
embedding

(3.8) Endy(By) — Endjres (B)).

Here we write H"*9, B}® for the restrictions of H, By to Y. So it is enough to show that
the composition of ([B.8) and (B.7)) is an isomorphism. On the other hand,

(39) HTeg :> gndHr'eg (B;eg).
The composition H — Endgres (B}*) of (3.8) and (B.7) is obtained from (3.9]) by passing to
global sections. This finishes the proof. O

4. BOREL-MOORE HOMOLOGY

4.1. General Properties of Borel-Moore homology. In this section we recall the no-
tion of equivariant Borel-Moore homology and the necessary properties needed to prove the
isomorphism in Theorem [Tl The main references we use are [Ki|, [B] and [GKMI].

Let X be a projective variety. Then we can consider the dualizing sheaf wx € D%(X), the
bounded derived category of constructible sheaves on X. Then we can define:

HBM(X) = H " (wx).

Now assume we have an algebraic action of a torus 7" on X. To consider the equivariant
Borel-Moore homology we need to define the Borel-Moore homology of the Borel construction
X xT ET, where ET — BT is the universal 7' bundle. Since this is not a finite type variety
we need to do this by approximating ET using finite type varieties, which can be done along
the lines of [BLul.

Note that from the map X xT ET — BT, we get a map ¢ : HEM(X) — HEM (pt) = C[4.
Also there is an action of the constant sheaf C € D%(X) on wy, which equips HEM (X)) with
an H;(X)-module structure. In particular, HE* (X) becomes an algebra over H(pt) = C[t].
The map ¢ : HEM(X) — HEM (pt) is C[t]-linear. We get a map

(4.1) H3(X) = Hompy; o (HZ Y (X), Hr(pt))

by a +— [ — ((af)]. This map is an isomorphism when X is equivariantly formal, which
follows from [Bl, Proposition 1]. Also, when X is equivariantly formal the dual map

(4.2) HPM(X) = Homyy ) (H7(X), Hy(pt))

is also an isomorphism.
We further have the following two localization lemmas which follow from [Bl Lemma 1].
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Lemma 4.1. Suppose that X has isolated T-fixed points. Consider the inclusion of the fixed
points XT «— X. This induces a map

Hy " (XT) — HEY(X)
This map is an isomorphism after inverting finitely many characters of T.
A dual result also holds for the cohomology H4(X), i.e. we have a natural map
H(X) — Hi(XT)
that is an isomorphism after inverting the same characters as in the above lemma.

Lemma 4.2. Let T" C T and X be a variety with T-action, then we have the localization
map

HPM(X™) — HPYM(X)
becomes an isomorphism after inverting those characters of Lemma [{.]] that do not vanish
onT'.

We also have that these two localization maps are compatible with the action of H(X)
on HEM(X) in the sense that we have a commuting diagram

H(X) @ Hp™(XT) » Hi(X) @ HY (X)

l |

Hp(XT) @ HEM(XT) —— Hp"(XT) ———— HpM(X)

Further, we can explicitly understand the equivariant Borel-Moore homology under certain
conditions on the T-action on the space X, using the map in Lemma (4.1l

We first introduce some notation, that we will need to state the result. Consider a 1-
dimensional orbit F of T"in X. Then the action of T" on E factors through some character
x : T — G,,, such that the kernel of x is precisely the stabilizer of a point in E. Note that
there are two choices here by changing the sign, but this does not make a difference to the
conditions in the following proposition. Taking the closure of E we get two fixed points in
the boundary, which we denote by zy and z.,. With this notation we get the following result
[B, Corollary 1].

Proposition 4.3. Let X be a proper equivariantly formal variety with a T-action. As-
sume further that it only has finitely many 1-dimensional orbits. Let E;,i = 1,...,k be
these orbits and let x;,i = 1,...,k, denote the corresponding characters. Then HEM(X) C
HPM(XT) @ gz oy Frac(Hp(pt)) coincides with the subset of all tuples (fy)zexr (with f, €
Frac(H}(pt)), note that only finitely many f, are nonzero because we consider BM homol-
ogy) satisfying the following conditions

o Letx € XT. Let E\,...,E; be all 1-dimensional orbits whose closure contains z,
and let x1,...,xr be the corresponding characters. Then f, Hle Xi € Hi(pt) for
any v € XT.

o Let E be a 1-dimensional T-orbit and let xg, v+ be the two points in the boundary of
E. Let x be the character corresponding to E. Then

Ressz(fxo + fmoo) =0

for all 1-dimensional orbits E.



18 PABLO BOIXEDA ALVAREZ AND IVAN LOSEV

The above results are stated for varieties, but we will need them for ind-schemes. In this
setting the corresponding functors Hj and HEM can be defined respectively as the limit and
colimit over the finite dimensional T-stable subvarieties and so we can use the above results
for varieties to get similar results for ind-schemes.

Remark 4.4. Under Hom colimits are sent to limits. So we still have an isomorphism
Hy(X) = Hompy ) (H7 M (X), Hi(pt))

Note that in the finite type scheme case we also have the dual map
HPM(X) — Homps y (H7(X), Hy(pt))

being an isomorphim, but in the ind-scheme case this is only true when we consider contin-
uous Hom with respect to the limit topology.

Remark 4.5. In the case of ind-schemes, we have a direct analog of Proposition [4.3 under
the following conditions:

e X is an ind-proper equivariantly formal ind-scheme with a T-action.

e X has isolated fixed points.

e For any two fixed points x, 2/, there are finitely many one-dimensional orbits £ whose
boundary is {z, z'}.

4.2. Borel-Moore homology of equivalued unramified affine Springer fibers. In
this section we will describe some properties of the Borel-Moore homology of our affine
Springer fibers. We use the above results and the main reference for this section is [GKM2]
and |[GKM3].

We use the notation £ = C((¢)) and O = C[[t]].

We start by recalling the definition of the affine flag variety. For a reductive algebraic
group G with root data (R, X* = A*, RV, X, = A), consider the Borel subgroup B C G and
a maximal torus 7" C B. We also consider the arc and loop groups G(O) C G(K) and the
Iwahori subgroup B C G(O). Recall that the latter is defined as the preimage of B under
the projection G(O) — G.

Using these we can define the affine flag variety FI = G(K)/2B, which is an ind-projective
variety. This space has actions by T and T'(K) given by left multiplication. Further C*
acts by field automorphisms on K scaling ¢t and so we get an induced action on FI, which is
referred to as the loop rotation action.

We write A for the co-character lattice of 7'. The fixed points of the action of both 7" and
T'x C* are in bijection with the affine Weyl group W = W x A under the natural embedding
W — Fl. To get this embedding note that W — G/B — Fl and that T'(K)/T(0) = A
and T'(O) acts trivially on the image of W in FI.

Further, we have an action of the affine Weyl group W on the extended torus T' x CX.
The finite Weyl group W acts only on the T factor with the usual action coming from
W = N(T')/T. The co-character lattice A acts via

T xC* =T xC*
(t,h) — (tA(h), h).
Note that the co-character lattice of T'x C* is naturally identified with A X Z and the induced

action of W on A x Z is given by (Z4).
Now we can introduce the affine Springer fibers we will look at. Fix a nonnegative integer
d. Consider a regular semisimple element s € t — g. Then we can consider e; = t%s € g(O)
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and its associated affine Springer fiber, known as the equivalued unramified affine Springer

fiber
(4.3) Flo, :={gB € Fl|Ad(g) ey € Lie(B)}

Note that e, is fixed by 7" and thus Fl., C Fl is T-stable and the loop rotation scales e4
hence these Springer fibers Fl., are also stable under the loop rotation action. The image of
W is contained in all these affine Springer fibers, thus these give the T-fixed and T x C*-fixed
points for all Fl.,.

We can further consider the 1-dimensional orbits of T x C*. In order to do this, we need
some notation. For a root a of g, we write s, for the corresponding reflection in W. For
an integer k, we write s, for t**s,, this is a reflection in W. A root « gives a character
a: T — C* and so also gives a character of T' x C*, by acting trivially on the loop rotation
factor. Further, define i : T' x C* — C* as the projection to the loop rotation factor. We
can also act on the characters of T' x C* by W, the action induced from that on T x C*.
So we get the character oo + kh of T x C*. Let *(« + kh) denote the image of o + kh under
the action of x € W.

The 1-dimensional orbits in FI can be seen to be given by P!s connecting the fixed points
x and xs,y for all x € W, roots a and integers k. The associated character is given by
*(a+ kh).

Below we will use the following notation

(4.4) R:= Hj cx(pt),F := Frac(R).

Proposition 4.6. (1) For the affine Springer fibers Fl.,, the 1-dimensional orbits are
gwen by the 1 dimensional orbits of Fl connecting x and xsqy if —d < k <d —1.
(2) The affine Springer fibers Fl., and the affine flag variety Fl with the T x C*-action
are equivariantly formal.
(3) HEM. (Fl.,) is flat as an R-module and we have

HpY (Fle,) = Hiyox (Fle,) ®nz, oy C
HPM(Fl,,) = HPM o« (Fl.,) ®& C.
The similar claim holds for FI.

Proof. The first result is worked out in [GKM3, Section 5.11]. The second result follows from
the existence of an affine space paving as constructed in [GKM2|, Theorem 0.2] for the affine
Springer fibers, whilst for the affine flag variety it follows from the Bruhat decomposition.
The last result follows immediately from the second. O

Example 4.7. Let d = 0. Then ¢y = s, a regular semisimple element. The Springer fiber
Fle, is discrete and is identified with the T-fixed point locus, W. Claim (1) of the proposition
is manifestly true.

The following claim follows from combining Proposition (or, more precisely, its ind-
scheme generalization, see Remark [.5]) and Proposition 4.6

Corollary 4.8. The localization homomorphism identifies Hfﬂ/{cx(}"led) with the subset of
all elements (f.), o € @y F satisfying the following two conditions:
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(i) For all x, the product

d—1
f. IT TI (o +kn)

acRt k=—d
is an element of R. Here R* stands for the system of positive Dynkin roots.
(ii) Forallz €e W, o € R™ and k with —d < k < d — 1, we have

Res w(a-',-kh)(fm + fmsa’k) =0.

We will also need the following corollary of (1) of Proposition Recall that ey = ts,
where s € t79.

Corollary 4.9. The image of HRPM.. (Fl.,) in @y F is independent of the choice of a regular
semisimple element s € {79,

Using this corollary we identify the spaces Hfﬂ{cx (Fl.,) for different choices of s.

Remark 4.10. We now discuss line bundles on FI. For a weight A € A* x Z of T' x C*
we can construct a 1-dimensional T(Q) x C*-representation C,, which extends to a B-
representation. The latter gives rise to a G(K) x C*-equivariant line bundle on FI to be
denoted by L,.

The proof of Proposition also implies that the conditions for Proposition are sat-
isfied for Fl., and FI. We can thus consider the localization homomorphism

Tuex (F) = T F.
W

Now we want to compute the images of the Chern classes of the line bundles £, under this
localization map. To compute the localization to the fixed points of ¢;(Ly), we need to

consider the T" x C*-representations given by L, restricted to a fixed point, z € W. Note
that this gives the 1-dimensional representation Czy, and thus under the map

Hy oo (FI) = [ F
TEW

the Chern class ¢;(L£)) is sent to (*A), -

5. THE ACTIONS ON THE BOREL-MOORE HOMOLOGY

In Section 2.4l we have recalled the trigonometric Cherednik algebras H, .. The goal of
this section is to equip HPM. . (Fl.,) with a structure of an H, na-Hj-bimodule and establish
some properties of this bimodule. Recall that we write R for H7. . (pt) and F for Frac(R).

5.1. Chern-Springer action. In this section we will establish a left action of H}, on
HEM. (Fl.,). Let ¢ denote the localization embedding

(5.1) HEM« (Fl.,) — EDF.
W

For x € /V[7, let ¢(7), denote the z-component of ¢(7), this is an element of F. We note that

the target of (5.I]) can be viewed as the space of functions W — F that are zero outside of
a finite set.
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We start by describing the action of the Chern classes. Note that [ [ R naturally acts on
@ R. So, for a character X of T'x C*, the element ¢;(£,) acts on im ¢ as the multiplication
with ("A)_ 7. This is a consequence of Remark LT0. So we get an action of t* @ Ch on

HPY L (Fl. d).ﬂote that the operators of this action pairwise commute.

The group W acts on H;. .« (Fle,) via the Springer action, see [Lul, [Y] and [OY]. We
will recall the construction in Section 8.l

So we get two actions on HR2l. (Fl.,): the action of t* @ Ch by the multplication with
Chern classes and the Springer action of W. The former gives rise to an action of the algebra
Cl[t, i), while the latter gives an action of the algebra CW. Both actions are R-linear and so
extend to the localization Py F.

Proposition 5.1. These two actions equip @y F with an H,;d-module structure. The sub-
space HEM., (Fl.,) embedded via v is a submodule.

The key tool in the proof is as follows: we write formulas for the actions of simple affine

reflections, the elements of A/Ay C W and also the elements of C[t*][h] on the image of the
embedding ¢. Let us state the corresponding result.

Lemma 5.2. Forall § € HEM. (Fl.,), © € W, simple affine reflections s = s,, A € t*®Ch
and m € A/Ag C W we have the following formulas:

(58) = D).+ L),
52) {A8)a = (WB)z,

U(mB)e = t(B)er-

Note that the formulas make sense for an arbitrary element of @y F not just for +(3).
They define an action of H;'; on Py F.

The second equality in (5.2) has already been discussed in the beginning of the section.
The last equality easily follows from the construction of the A/Ag-action to be discussed in
Section [B.Jl The first equality requires more work, it will be established in the appendix,
Section

Proof of Proposition 5l Tt is enough to check the commutation relations of ([2.5]).
The second and third equalities in (23] are immediate from Lemma In the remainder

of the proof we will check the first equality. That is, for a simple reflection s = s, and
A € t*, we should check the following relation:
(5.3) sA— As =d(\, a")h
To check this, we apply the summands of the left hand side to an element £ € @y F.
dh Yo — dh dh Yo — dh
(8)‘5)1‘ = x_()‘g)x + T()‘g)xs = . x)‘&c + T zsu xs)\gscm
e o e o}

dh o — dh
(8)\55):(: — TS\ <x_§x + 75508) .
« (8

TS

So
dh dh
(SAE — AsE), = ("N — “A)m—agx =\ aY) f”ax—gw = d(\, a")RE,.
!
This proves the first equality in (2.5) and finishes the proof. O
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5.2. Equivariant-Centralizer-Monodromy action. The goal of this section is to define

an action of H;, on HZM. (Fl.,). We will view HZM.. (Fle,) <= @y F as right R-modules,

this structure on the former space was discussed in the general situation in Section [4.11
Define a right action of W on @y F by

(54) (fy):c - yil.fyxa T,y € Wa (.f:c) S @ F.
w

Lemma 5.3. The right actions of R = C[t|[h] and W on @Dy F constitute a right action of
Hr?,o- Moreover, im ¢ is a submodule.

Proof. We start by proving that we indeed get an action of H. ff’o. The only missing relation
is the commutation relations of the W action and the R action, i.e.,
yA — Ny =0, yew,)\et*.
For (f,) € @ F we get
-1 —
(fyN)z = AfY)e =AY fra =Y (Afya) = (fAY)a

This completes the proof of the claim that the actions of R and W constitute an action of
Hp.

The claim that the image of ¢ is H ;0—stable is immediate from the formulas defining the
action and the description of the image in Corollary A8l O

Remark 5.4. The action of A C W on HZEM. (Fle,) comes from the action of T'(K) on Fl,,.

The action of W C W is more tricky. Recall, Corollary that the spaces H7 .. (Fl.,) are
identified for all choices of s via ¢. So the action of W can be interpreted as the monodromy
action. However, we do not know a way to identify the BM homology space for various s
without the GKM description. So it is easier just to define the action on the localized BM
homology spaces.

The resulting action of H;, will be called the ECM (equivariant-centralizer-monodromy)

action.

Corollary 5.5. The CS action of Hy'y on @y F commutes with the ECM action of Hy.
Hence these actions also commute on HE. (Fl.,).

1

Proof. The actions of generators are specified in Lemma[5.2] for the CS action and in Lemma
for the ECM action. One directly checks that the generators of H,‘, commute with the

generators of H ;0. .
So HpM..(Fle,) becomes an Hy - Hy -bimodule.

Example 5.6. Consider the example of d = 0, where Fl,, — W by Example[L.7l The image
of ¢ is just @y R that naturally identifies with H,';. The bimodule structure on H7)(.. (pt)
is that of the regular bimodule, as seen directly from the formulas in Lemmas and 0.3

5.3. Properties of the bimodule. The goal of this section is to prove some properties of
the H I‘:d_H {O—bimodule Hfi‘/{cx (Fle,) that are analogous to those of the H}, 4-Hj, o-bimodule
Bh.gco in Lemma 3.7

[a¥)

Lemma 5.7. For d > 0, we have a graded Hj,-linear isomorphism eHPM. (Fl.,) =
e HPM (Fle,,,) (where we shift the grading on one of the sides).
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Proof. The proof is in several steps.

Step 1. Let B € HPM. (Fl.,,,). Set (f) := «(8). The condition that 5 € e HE2, (Fle,.,)
is equivalent to f, = — f, for all simple Dynkin reflections s. This follows from Lemma [5.2

Now let 8" € HEM (Fl.,). Set (f.) = «(8'). Thanks to Lemma 5.2, we have ' €
eHEM, (Fl.,) if and only if (“a + dh)f,s = (%o — dh)f, for all simple Dynkin reflections
5 = Sq.

Step 2. We want to define mutually inverse maps between (e HPM . (Fl.,,,)) and
L(eHRM. (Fle,)). Define the element v € C[t][h] = R by

U= H (a+ dh),
a€ERT
where we write R™ for the system of positive Dynkin roots. Define an endomorphism of
D F by
(5.5) T:(fe) = (92) = ("vfa)
Note that T is invertible. Also note that v can be viewed as an element of H ,;d, see Propo-
sition 5. Tl and Lemma From Corollary we deduce that T is H ;O—Iinear. The element

v has degree |RT| so we can shift the grading and assume T is graded. It remains to show
that

(5.6) T (e HE e (Fley.,))) C e (eHP o (Fley))
(5.7) T ((eHP Ex (Fley))) C o (e HRREx (Fley.,)) -

Step 3. We start by proving (5.6) in this step and the next two. Assume (f,) €
v (e HEM.. (Fle,.,)). We need to check that (g,) € ¢ (eHEM., (Fl.,)). We begin by checking

(92) € ¢ (HEA, (Fl.,)). This will be done using Corollary B8 (for both d and d + 1).
We first check (i) for d, i.e., that

% [] ﬂ(xa+kh)[: (fx 11 ¢ a+dh> 1T H “a + kh)]

acRt k=—d a€Rt acRt k=—d
By (i) applied to d + 1 and the point x in Corollary (4.8 we have

1] H (%o + kh) € R

a€RT k=—d-1

It remains to show that f, (hence g,) cannot have poles along “a — (d 4+ 1)h for any positive
roots a.. Note f, = — fus so it can only have poles along (**« + kh) for k = —d —1,...,d.
But, for s = s,, (“*a+ kh) = —(" — kh). So f, indeed has no pole along ("o — (d + 1)h).
This establishes (i) of Corollary 4.8 for d.

Step 4. Now we need to check that (ii) of Corollary .8 holds for (g.):

Res g ypn(ge + Goss,) =0
forallz € W,3 € R, and k = —d,...d — 1. Note that
F = "rF mod "B+ kh, VF e€R.
In particular,

(5.8) [ Ca+dn)= ] (**#*a+dh) mod “3+ kh.

acRt a€R*
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Recall that f, has at most simple pole at “5 + kh. It follows that
(5.9) Reswppn(fo ] (Catdh) = fo T ("% + dh)) = 0.

a€ERT a€ERT
Since
Res ”B—i—kﬁ(fm + fxsg’k) = O,
forall 5 € Rt and all k = —d,...,d — 1 (this is a part of (ii) of Corollary L.8)) for d + 1, we
deduce from (59) that
Res zﬁ-i—kﬁ(gx + gxs/gyk) =0
for § and k in the same range. This is exactly (ii) of Corollary .8 This finishes the proof
of T ((e- HEM. (Fl.,,,))) C v (HEM. (Fl.,)).
Step 5. We finally check that €(g,) = (g.), equivalently sz(g.) = (g.) for each Dynkin
simple root #. This will finish the proof of (5.6]).
Using the formula for the Springer action of sz, Lemma [5.2] and the construction of (g,)
we see that the equality sg(g,) = (g.) is equivalent to

(5.10) (8 — dh) ( IT e+ dh)) fo=(B+dh) J] ("o +dh)fu

aeRT a€ERT
for all z € W.
Rearranging the factors, we get
(5.11) ("8 —dh) ] (a+dh) =—("B+dh) J] (“a+dh).

aERT aERT
Since (f,) € ¢ (e HEM. (Fl.,.,)), we have f, = —f,,. Combining this with (5.II) we get
(510). This finishes the proof of (B.0).
Step 6. Now we check (5.7). Let (g,) € ¢ (eHEM.. (Fl,)). Set fo := (92 [Tocps (e + dR) ™).
We need to show that

o f,=—f.sforall ze W and simple Dynkin reflection s;
e and the collection (f,) satisfies (i) and (ii) of Corollary .8 for d + 1.

The first bullet is checked by reversing the argument of Step 5. In the remainder of the proof
we will check the second bullet.

Step 7. We start by checking (i). Note that, by condition (i) for d, g, has at most simple
poles along (“a+kh) for « € RT, k = —d,...d— 1. Hence f, has at most simple poles along
(o + kh) for « € RY, k = —d,...d. This verifies condition (i) for d + 1.

Step 8. Now we just need to check condition (ii):

(512) Res f”B—l—kﬁ(.f:c + .f:csg,k) =0

for 6 € R" and k = —(d + 1),...,d. Step 7 implies that f, has no pole along the roots
(o — (d+1)h). (BI2) for k = —(d+ 1) and all § follows.

Now we establish (5.12) for k = —d,...,d — 1. The function ([,cq+ (% + dh))_l has no
poles along (“8+ kh) for k # d. Using this and (5.8]), we easily deduce (5.12)) from condition
(ii) (of Corollary A.8)) for the collection (g.).

It remains to establish (5.12)) for & = d. Note that, by Step 6, fo + fos; s = —fess — fass_a-
So (512) for k = d follows from the equation for k = —d (with x replaced with zsgz). The

latter has been established in the previous paragraph.
O
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6. PROOFS OF THE MAIN THEOREMS

In this section we will prove Theorems [[.1 and Theorem

6.1. Isomorphism of deformations. Now we state the main result of this section that
implies Theorem [Tl We write Hj', for the isomorphic algebras in Lemma Set

By g o = Braco ®cie) CIE), HEAew (Fle,)" := Hpptw (Fle,) ®cprv) CTY]M

Both By o, Hi ¢ (Fle,)" are graded H} -Hj\\-bimodules that are flat over C[h]. This fol-
lows from Section [3.3]for the former bimodule, and from Corollary G5l and (2) of Proposition
for the latter bimodule.

Theorem 6.1. We have a graded Hy ;-Hj) -bimodule isomorphism B} 4o — HEXE (Fl., ).

Let us explain key ideas of the proof. We use induction on d. Note that for d = 0 both
sides are isomorphic the regular Hy\;-bimodule: for the left hand side this follows from the
construction in Section B3 For the right hand side the claim follows from Example (.00
This is our induction base. The induction step is based on Lemmas .7l 5.7 and the next
proposition.

Proposition 6.2. Let d > 0. Any graded e_H} e -Hj\-linear isomorphism
(6.1) e HpxF (Fle,)” = e_Bpay
uniquely extends to a graded Hy ;-Hj\-linear isomorphism

ngfic (‘Fled)/\ :> B?/i\,d<—0'

The proof will be given after a construction and a lemma.

We can view Hj). as a filtered algebra (with degh = deg C[t]"® = degW = 0,degt = 1).
Formally, the filtered algebra Hj, is obtained as C[i'] ®cyy Hj., where the homomorphism
C[h] — C[K] sends h to A/, but A is treated as a degree 0 element. In what follows we
write 7 instead of '. Note that the resulting filtration on HJ, is C*-stable. We have
gr H,. = H" ® C[h].

Set

M= Spec(C[t]"0), Y := " /W xpw Y, Y} :=Y" x Spec(C[h]).
The scheme Y} is the spectrum of the center of of gr Hj).. So the algebra Hj, can be
microlocalized to Y;".

Now we recall some basics on the microlocalization. The result of microlocalization of
Hp, is a sheaf of algebras on Y} whose sections are defined on C*-stable open subsets of Y}
(for the C*-action that is the original action on Y and is trivial on Spec(C[h])). Namely,
pick a homogeneous element f € C[Y};"]. Consider the Rees algebra Ry(Hj.), where h is a
variable of degree 1. Lift f to a homogeneous element f € Ry (H ie)- Then { F¥k >0} is an
Ore subset in each quotient Ry(Hj.)/(h™). The localization is easily seen to be independent
of the lift f, denote it by Rn(H},)/(h")[f~]. The localizations inherit a grading from
the grading on Ry(Hj.)/(h") that comes from the Rees construction. The graded algebras
Rn(Hp.)/(h™)[f~'] form a projective system with respect to n. So we can consider the inverse
limit in the category of graded algebras. Denote this inverse limit by Ry(H7,)[f~']. Set

Hy [f170 = Ru(Hy)[f 1]/ (h = 1),
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The algebras H}[f~'] glue to a sheaf with sections on C*-stable open subsets. We denote
this sheaf by H,fl\ ’Cloc. This sheaf is complete and separated with respect to the filtration
induced from H,F,AC Its algebra of global sections coincides with H,F,AC We note that if f
is homogeneous with respect to the initial C*-action on H},, then Hj [f]™' inherits this
action. So H ,Q ’cloc is a C*-equivariant sheaf of filtered algebras.

Now consider a graded Hj,-Hj\-bimodule B. We can view it as a filtered Hj -Hj\;-
bimodule by doing the same base change as with the algebra. Consider the microlocalization
B¢ of B, a microlocal filtered sheaf on Y}, defined similarly to the H ,Q’Cloc. The sections are
defined on C*-stable Zariski open subsets, while the filtration is complete and separated. In
particular, the space of sections on any open subset inherits the filtration, and this filtration
is complete and separated. Note that B¢ is a sheaf of H hA ’Cﬁoc—H hA bloc—bimodules. We have an
isomorphism B = T'(B!*¢) because Y;" is an affine scheme, compare to [BLd, Lemma 2.10].

We note that, similarly to H ,fl\ ’Cloc, the sheaf B'°¢ still carries a natural C*-action that turns
it into a C*-equivariant H, e | " o,

Set

(6.2) Y0 =Y\ Y < {0}
Let B° denote the restriction of B¢ to ([6.2). We get a natural homomorphism B — T'(B°).

Lemma 6.3. We have the following properties:
(1) For any e_-spherical parameter ¢, the microlocal sheaves of algebras HEA”CO and €_ HEA”COG_
are Morita equivalent via the bimodule H,Q’coe_.
(2) For B = B}y, the homomorphism B — T'(B') is an isomorphism.

Proof. Let us prove (1). The claim is equivalent to HEA”COG_H;?# = HEA”CO, which, in its turn,
is equivalent to the claim that Hj./Hj e H}, is supported on Y79 x {0}. First, the
condition that ¢ is e_-spherical is equivalent to the claim that Hj./Hp - Hy,. is h-torsion.
So the support of H}./H} .e_Hj. is contained in Y x {0}. (1) follows because H/He_H is
supported on Y*"9,

Let us prove (2). Both B,T'(B°) come with complete and separated filtrations. The
homomorphism B — T'(B°) is that of filtered bimodules. To show that it is an isomorphism
it is enough to check that the associated graded homomorphism

(6.3) grB — grI’(B°)
is an isomorphism. We have gr B = B/, , ® C[h]. Also we have a natural inclusion
(6.4) grI'(B%) < T'(gr B),
and the composition of (6.3]) and (6.4)) is the natural homomorphism
(6.5) grB — T'(gr B%).
So, (2) will follow if we show that (6.5]) is an isomorphism.

Set

XN =Y" xy X, X} = X" x Spec(C[h]), X;* := YV, xy1 X}

We have

(V) the complement to X;*” in X} has codimension 2.
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Note that gr B is the global sections of the vector bundle
(P ® 0™9(d) @ P™) B Ospee(cin)

on X" while T'(grB°) is the global sections of the same vector bundle restricted to
XN X0, Because of the codimension condition (©), (63) is indeed an isomorphism. [

Proof of Proposition[6.2. The proof is in several steps.
Step 1. We are going to produce a homomorphism H7M. (Fle,)" = B} 4o Consider the
isomorphism
E—Hgi/lcx ("T_.led)/\’() :) G—B){z\,;loeo
induced by (6.1). Thanks to (1) of Lemma [6.3] this isomorphism gives rise to
(6.6) Hpsr ™ (Fle)™ = Biico

Note that this isomorphism is C*-equivariant, by the construction. So we have homomor-
phisms

T><(CX (]:l ) — F( ><(CX (‘Fl )/\70) :) P(B}é\,lg—o) :) Bfli\,d<—0‘
The first homomorphism is the natural one, see the discussion before Lemma [6.3] the second
is obtained from (6.6 by passing to the global sections, while the third is the inverse of the
isomorphism in (2) of Lemma The composed homomorphism is graded and Hj -H{'-
bilinear by the construction. We need to show that it is an isomorphism.

Step 2. Our proof of this is based on the following easy general fact: let M, N by two
Z~o-filtered vector spaces. Let ¢ : M — N be an isomorphism mapping MS? — N<¢ for all
i. If gro: gr M — gr N is injective, then it is an isomorphism (and hence ¢ intertwines the
filtrations).

Step 3. We apply the observation of Step 2 to the homomorphism

}Ig;\(/[(CX (‘Fled)/\ — Bi/i\,d<—0

specialized at A = 1. Denote this specialization by ¢. It is an isomorphism by (1) of
Lemma and is filtered by the construction. To show that gr ¢ is injective we observe
that HEM(FI,,) is free over C[t*], this follows from (2) of Proposition It follows that
HEM(FI, )" is flat over C[t*]". By the assumption of the proposition, gr gives an iso-
morphism between the sign-invariant parts. It follows from (1) of Lemma that gro is
an isomorphism over (t**/W)"9. Since HEM (Fl,,)" is flat over t* /W, we see that gr ¢ is
injective.

This completes the proof. O

Proof of Theorem [6.1. We prove the theorem by induction on d. We have an isomorphism
Bioco = Hint (Flep)"
by the remark after the theorem. The proof of the theorem is now in several steps.
Step 1. Suppose we already have a graded bimodule isomorphism
Bj o = Hizp (Fle,)"
for some d > 0. Multiply by € on the left. Thanks to Lemma B.7] we have a graded
algebra 1som0rphlsm e Hpy 6. = eHp e and a graded eHj se-Hp-bimodule isomorphism
€_B} 10 = €Bp4 o On the other hand, by Lemma 57, we have a graded Hj-linear
isomorphism

(67) HT><(CX (‘Fled+1) _> €H TxCx (‘Fled)/\'
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We are not going to check that this isomorphism is also eH ff’de-linear. Instead, we will see
that it is semilinear with respect to an automorphism of eH} ;e given by conjugation with
an invertible element of C[t*]"0.

Step 2. We claim that the homomorphism

(6.8) eHj ye — Endyp (B )
is an isomorphism. From Lemma B.8 we deduce that
(69) EHh7d€ :> El’ldHh'O (EBh,ck—O)-

Note that By 4.0 is a finitely generated right Hjo-module. Using this and the fact that
C[t*]™ is a flat C[t*]-module, we see that (6.9]) implies (G.8]).
Recall that
B} g0 = eHpxE (Fle,)".

It follows that isomorphism (6.7) becomes eHj',, ge-linear after we twist one of the actions
by a uniquely determined graded C[h]-linear automorphism of the algebra eHj;, je. We
denote this automorphism by ¢. We claim that there is an invertible element ' € C[t*]V
such that ( is the conjugation with F'.

Step 3. The formula for T in the proof of Lemma 5.7 implies that T modulo A is C[T*TV]" -
linear. It follows that ( is the identity modulo f. So ¢ = exp(hd), where O is a derivation
of eHj ;e that has degree —1 with respect to the grading. We have 0 = +[f,-] for some
f € eHj} 4e. This follows because every Poisson derivation of C[Y"] is restricted from a W-
equivariant Poisson derivation of C[T*t*"] and hence is inner. Then f € C[t*"|"" because f
has degree 0. We set F' := exp(f). Then we can compose (6.7) with the multiplication by
F and achieve that (6.7)) is a graded bimodule isomorphism.

Step 4. We now have graded e_H},, e -Hj (-bimodule isomorphisms

A ~ A ~ T xC* A TxC* A
€ Bpayico = €Bhaco = €Hpy (Fley)” — e-Hpyr (Fley,,)"™

Applying Proposition [6.2] we extend the composed isomorphism to a graded H ,Qd -H r?,o‘
bimodule isomorphism
~ T (CX
Bi/i\,d-i-l<—0 — HBJ>\</[ (‘Fled+1)/\‘

This finishes the proof of the induction step and hence of the theorem. O
Corollary 6.4. By, is flat over C[t*][A].

Proof. The bimodule By, 4 is bigraded, Remark [3.6] and, thanks to Theorem combined
with Proposition L6, By is flat over C[t*][h]. The claim of the corollary follows. O

Remark 6.5. In fact, the proof of Theorem gives us a characterization of the family
of bimodules By, 4 for d > 0. Suppose we have another family of finitely generated graded
Hj, 4-Hp, p-bimodules B,’i, 4 satisfying the following conditions:
(i) By, is flat over C[t*][A] for all d.

(ii) By is isomorphic to Hyg as a graded Hjg-bimodule.

(iii) We have an isomorphism of graded right Hjp-modules €B; ;, = € B} ;..
Then the argument of the proof of Theorem shows that for all d we have a graded Hj, 4-
Hj,o-bimodule isomorphism By, , = Bpg. Moreover, if we require the isomorphisms in (ii)
and (iii) to be bigraded, then we get a bigraded isomorphism B;’ivd = Bpaq. In fact, the proof
simplifies: ¢ from Step 2 of the proof of Theorem is automatically the identity.
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This observation will be applied in a subsequent paper to establish, for G = GL,, an
isomorphism between Bj, g0 and HZM, (FIf ), where FI is the “polynomial part” of Fl.,.

6.2. Proof of Theorem Recall that we are going to prove that
By @y Cyiv =2 HpM(Fle,) @< Coriv = C(Ao/(dh + 1)Ay),

where h denotes the Coxeter number of W and Aq is the root lattice of g. We write Cy,;, for
the one-dimensional trivial W-module, and we assume that C[t* @ t] C H acts on Cy, via
the specialization to 0, while C[TY x t] C H* acts on Cy.;, via the specialization to (1,0).
We already know that the dimensions are the same thanks to Theorem [[LT. We will prove
that
(6.10) By ®p Ciriv > C(Ao/(dh + 1)Ao),
(6.11) dim HEM(Fl,,) @« Cirin < (dh + 1),
This will prove Theorem
We first establish (6.10]).

Proposition 6.6. We have B;®yCyiy — C(Ag/(dh+1)Ag), an epimorphism of W -modules.

Proof. Consider the Hg1/,-Hip-bimodule By, g11/h1/n- By the construction in Section [3.3]
this is a C[A|-flat bimodule with

(6.12) Brast/net/n/ B as1/ne1n — Ba.
Set
(6.13) Baii/het/n = Bhasimeimn/ (B —1)Bhavi/het/n-

Since By ai1/ne1/n is flat over C[h], ([6I2) is equivalent to gr Byii/me1/n = Ba. Recall,
Proposition 2.11], that Hy, 1/, has a unique finite dimensional representation to be denoted
by Lgti/n. By the proposition, this representation is isomorphic to C(Ag/(dh 4 1)Ao) as
a W-representation. In particular, L;, is the trivial one-dimensional representation of 1.
The subspaces t,t* C Hy, act by 0 on Ly,. Equip Baji/pe1/n Qu,,, Lisn with the tensor
product filtration. Then we have

By ®u Ciriy = gt(Baya/hei/n @m,,, Lajn).
To show that dim By ® g Cyiy, = C(Ag/(dh + 1)Ay) it is therefore sufficient to show that
(6.14) Baiijhermn @mypy Lijn = Lagasn.

Thanks to Proposition Z11], (6I14) will follow once we show that Bgii/he1/ is a Morita
equivalence bimodule. We will prove this by induction on d starting with d = 0, where
Bi/he1/n = Hiyp and the claim is vacuous.

Suppose we already know that By 1/n1/s is a Morita equivalence bimodule. Since d+1/h
is e-spherical, see Proposition 212, we see that €Bqy1/n1/ is a Morita equivalence bimodule
between H,, and €Hgy1/ne1/ne. It follows from (2) of Lemma [3.7] that we have a bimodule
isomorphism

€-Barivi/hei/m = €Bariheiyn.
So €_Bgti141/h1/n is a Morita equivalence bimodule between e_Hg, 14 pe- and Hyj,. But,

according to Proposition 212, d + 1 + 1/h is e_-spherical so Bgy141 /he1/n 18 also a Morita
equivalence bimodule between Hgy 41/, and Hy,,. This finishes the proof. O
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Now we proceed to the upper bound. The proof here is an easy generalization of a proof
due to the first named author joint with Bezrukavnikov, Shan and Vasserot in [BBASV], but
we include it here for completeness.

Proposition 6.7. We have dim HEM (Fl,,) @ = Cipip < (dh + 1)4mt,

Proof. The proof is in several steps. Note that it is enough to assume that G is sim-
ply connected and hence W = W? For example, this follows from the isomorphism
HEM(FI,,) @gx Ciriv = By @5 Cypip as the right hand side manifestly depends only on
w.

Step 1. We note that HEM(FI, ) @px Cyyy is nothing else as the space of coinvariants
HBM(Fl,,)s for the action of the affine Weyl group W on HBM(FIl.,). Recall, Proposition
[4.6] that the affine Springer fiber Fl., has a paving by affine cells. Each cell is the intersection
of Fl., with Schubert cells by [GKM2, Theorem 0.2]. This gives a basis in H®M(Fl,,)
consisting of the fundamental classes of cells.

We will study the action of W on this basis to get a spanning set of HPM(FI, i with
(dh + 1)4mt elements.

Step 2. Let us introduce some notation. In this proof b will denote the Lie algebra of the
Iwahori subgroup 8 C G(K). For the Schubert cell Bx8 /8, we denote the corresponding
basis element in HBM (Fl,) (or HEBM(Fl,,)) by ¢,. For z € W we will write *b for Ad(i)b
for a lift & of x to the normalizer of T'(K). Also for a T'(O)-stable subset Z C Fl we use
the notation “Z for @7, this is well-defined. Finally, we set ej := Ad(z)~ L(eg). We note
that “Fle, = Fle= for all x € w. Finally, for = € W we will write A, for the corresponding
(closed) alcove in tr.

Step 3. For w € W, consider the subvariety ]:lefd“’ = Fl, N U<, B2B/B of Fl.,. It is
T x C*-stable. The Borel-Moore homology Hp™ (FI5") ¢ HpM(Fl.,) is spanned by the
classes ¢, for z < w as a Hy(pt)-module. The image ((Hp™ (FIZ")) is precisely the subset
of «(HFM(Fl.,)) consisting of all elements (g,), . that satisfy that g, # 0 = y < w. This

follows by applying Proposition [£3] to the space F legdw. Further, note that we have the long
exact sequence

= Hp " (FIS) = By FIEY) = By (Fle, N BwB) =

where the superscript ¢ indicates the cohomological grading.

Note that odd homology vanishes as all spaces involved have affine pavings and so the
long exact sequence breaks up into short exact sequences. Assembling these exact sequences
for all degrees we get

0 — HP(FI5") = HE M (FIZY) = HP™ (Fle, N BwB) — 0.

Further, by construction ¢,, is mapped to the basis element spanning HEM (Fl,, N BwB).
Using compatibility with the localization map noted above in this step and the description
of the Borel-Moore homology for an affine space with a linear T-action, we see that that
L pw)w = ﬁ, where the product is over all characters y appearing in the T-representation
Fle, N BuwB.

Step 4. Pick a simple affine reflection s := s, at a root a. We want to get a necessary
and sufficient condition on x for ¢, = sp, + [l.0.t. when sz > x in the Bruhat order. Here
“l.o.t.” indicates an H}.(pt)-linear combination of the elements ¢, with y < sz in the Bruhat
order. We claim that this equality holds if the cells {Fl., N BxB/B) and Fl.: N BszB /B
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are equal. Indeed, if (Fl., N BrB/B) = Fl.s N BsxB /B, then t(s¢:)sr = t(Pse)se and so
Vse — S, is a class in HEM (F [5°7) and thus a combination of ¢, with y < sz. We conclude
that the equality ¢, = sp, + l.o.t. also holds in HEM(Fl.,).

Note that, for all z, one of (BxB/B) and BszB /B contains the other. Therefore one of
the two cells (Fl.,NBxB/B) and Fl.s NBszB /B contains the other. Note that both cells
are contracting loci for suitable tori actions. So they coincide if and only if their tangent
spaces at their common 7T x C*-fixed point sx are the same, equivalently, have the same
dimension.

Note that the tangent space of Fl.,NBxB /B at the fixed point x is T x C*-equivariantly
isomorphic to

bNt("b)
(6.15) A

So the tangent spaces of interest are

bNt=d(**p) ,/bNt=I(*b)
(6.16) b szb ( b wb )

The roots that appear as weights of (6.13]) are exactly from

(6.17) R;ffma;< || (rF-royu || & —7“5)),

1<r<d 0<r<d—1

where we write R:ff for the set of positive affine roots, RT, R~ for the sets of positive
and negative Dynkin roots, and ¢ for the indecomposable imaginary root. Note that every
clement in R, \ {a} appears as a weight in one of the spaces in ([B.16) if and only if it
appears in the other. On the other hand, —a does not appear as a weight in the first space
and « does not appear as a weight of the second space. It thus follows that

(Fley N BB/ B) = Fles N BsrB /B
if and only if

(6.18) agz( || (R —ro)u || (R —r0)).
1<r<d 0<r<d—1
Step 5. In particular, if (GI8) holds, the projection of ¢, (for s = s,) to HPM(Fl,, ) co-
incides with a linear combination of projections of ¢, with y < sz. Consider the equivalence
relation on W generated by the relation z — s,z for « satisfying (G.I8]).
In the next step we will prove that

(*) each equivalence class has a representative x satisfying («;, A,) > —d and {(ag, Ay) <
d+1,
where we write «; for the simple Dynkin roots and «ag for the longest root.

Showing (*) will finish the proof of the proposition because the set of alcoves A satisfying
(o, A) > —d and (o, A) < d + 1 forms a poset ideal in the Bruhat order and has exactly
(dh + 1)4mt elements. To see the latter we argue as follows. Shifting by dp" we can instead
consider the set of alcoves A’ satisfying (a;, A’) > 0 and («p, A) < d+1+d(h—1) =dh+1.
There are exactly (dh + 1)4™* such alcoves.

Step 6. Fix an equivalence class for the equivalence relation specified in Step 5 and pick a
representative = that is minimal with respect to the Bruhat order. To show (*) it is enough
to check that if (a;, A,) < —d, then (GI8) holds for z and «; (and that the similar claim
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holds for the affine simple reflection). Indeed, since (o;, A,) < —d < 0, we see that s;x is
less than = in the Bruhat order, while s;z is equivalent to x. This will give a contradiction
with the choice of z.
We will only consider the case of simple Dynkin roots, the remaining case is similar.
Assume z = wt? for w € W and 8 € A. Then {(a;, 4,) = (w™ ), Ay + 3), thus
(e, Ap) < —d holds if and only if one of the following conditions hold

o w i) € RT and (w™ (), B8) < —d—1
o wl(e;) € R~ and (w(qy), B) < —d.
[6.I8) follows from 271 (a;) = w™ ) + (z7 (), B)06. O

7. APPLICATIONS

The goal of this section is to obtain some corollaries of Theorems [I.I] and for d = 1,
mostly in type A. We will write e for e;.

7.1. Statements of the results. Until the further notice, g = sl,,. Then W = §,, X is
the normalized version of the Hilbert scheme (of dimension 2n — 2), and P is the restriction
of Haiman’s Procesi bundle to X C Hilb,(C?) = X x C2. Let X denote the preimage of
X in the isospectral Hilbert scheme, in other words, X is (t @ t*) xy X with its reduced
scheme structure. Let ¢ denote the natural finite morphism X — X. Haiman’s n! theorem
says that X is a Cohen-Macaulay scheme, equivalently, ¢ is flat (of degree n!). The bundle
P can be obtained as (.Og. That the bundle we consider coincide with Haiman’s follows,
for example, from the main result of [L2].

Set B*9" := T'(P ® P), this is an H®?*-module (equivalently, an H-bimodule). It follows
from Haiman’s construction — or the main result of [L2] — that P = P*®@ O(1), a (C*)%? x S,.-
equivariant isomorphism, where the action of (C*)?x S,, on O(1) comes from the isomorphism
O(1) = Pe_. It follows that B*" is obtained from B(:= Bj) by twisting the left S,-action
with the sign. . )

In particular, B*" has an algebra structure, in fact, this is the algebra C[X xx X]. Our
first goal is to describe this algebra structure.

Consider the algebra

B :=C[t® t'] ®cp Clt & t7].
Note that both B*" and B are graded C[t @ t*]®*-algebras.
Theorem 7.1. We have a graded C[t ® t*]%*-algebra isomorphism B*™ = B/rad B.
We can also describe the C[t @ t*]-bimodule structure on B%9".

Theorem 7.2. We have a graded C[t @ t*]-bimodule isomorphism B*" = HeH, where the
latter is viewed as a subbimodule in H.

Remark 7.3. We note that Theorems [.2] [T and Proposition Bl imply [CM|, Conjecture
3.7]. Namely, their M is HeH, the higher cohomology of P ® P vanish thanks to Proposition
B.1], and the claim that B is flat over C[t*] follows from Corollary [6.4]

Now we proceed to prospective applications to the center of the principal block of of the
small quantum group. We assume that g is an arbitrary simple Lie algebra — but we still
get more complete results in type A.
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Recall the notations Z, GV, T from Introduction. Also recall that Hx(Fl.) — Homg(HEM(Fl.),R),
see Remark[d.4l This gives a W-action on H}.(Fl.) corresponding to the centralizer-monodromy

action on HEM(Fl,). The W-action on H(Fl,) gives rise to a W-action on H*(Fl.)".
The following conjecture is due to the first named author joint with Bezrukavnikov, Shan
and Vasserot, [BBASV].

Conjecture 7.4. There is an algebra isomorphism H*(FI,)* = ZT". This isomorphism is
W-equivariant, where on the left hand side we have the action described above and on the
right hand side the action comes from the identification W = Ngv(TV)/T".

In fact, [BBASV] establishes the existence of a W-equivariant algebra monomorphism.
The conjectural part is that this monomorphism is surjective.
Here is our result on the structure of Z.

Theorem 7.5. Assume Conjecture[7.4] holds. Then the following claims are true.
(1) The dimension of the subalgebra of Ngv(TV)-invariants in Z is (h + 1)dmt,
(2) If g = sl,,, then the G¥-action on Z is trivial. In particular, dim Z = (n +1)""!.

Note that (2) confirms a conjecture from [LQ)].
The following result is used to prove Theorems [T I7.2 as well as (2) of Theorem [T.5
Consider the 1-dimensional representation Cy of C[t@t*] corresponding to the point 0 € tHt*.

Proposition 7.6. For g = sl,,, we have B Qcpar) Co = (B @cpar] Co)e.

7.2. Proposition and n! theorem. In this section we prove Proposition In fact,
we will show that Proposition is equivalent to the n! theorem of Haiman, [HI]. We need
some preparation for the proof.

For a partition p on n, let x,, denote the fixed point in X labelled by p and P, denote the
fiber of P at x,. This is a (C*)*-equivariant H-module of dimension n!. The following is a
consequence of the n! theorem.

(A) For each p, the head of the H-module P, is a trivial S,-module.

In fact, more is true. If we use the Bezrukavnikov-Kaledin construction of P as a definition,
then (A) is equivalent to the n! theorem. Indeed, (A) implies the similar claim for all fibers
of P. So P acquires a sheaf of algebras structure. The relative spectrum of P is easily seen
to coincide with X.

We will give several equivalent formulations of (A). Consider the adjoint pair

Loc := P @y e : H-mod = Coh(X) : T := Homo, (P, e).

Note that the derived functors LLoc, RL" are mutually quasi-inverse equivalences, see, e.g.,
[BKl, Proposition 2.2].

Note that we can view every irreducible representation 7 of .S, as an irreducible H-module
by making t& t* act by 0.
Lemma 7.7. (A) is equivalent to the following claim:

(B) For a nontrivial irreducible representation T of S, we have Loc(1) = 0.

Proof. Let us write C,, for the skyscraper sheaf at x,. Then P} = I'(C,). Therefore
Homp (7, P;) = Homo, (Loc(7), C,,).

So (A) is equivalent to the claim that Home, (Loc(7),C,) = 0 for all p as long as 7 # triv.
Hence (B)=(A). To show the implication in the opposite direction, we must show that
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for a nonzero (C*)2-equivariant coherent sheaf F on X there is a partition p such that
Homp, (F,C,) # 0. The action of (C*)? contains a contracting one-dimensional subtorus
whose fixed points are precisely the points z, for all . So if the fiber F, is zero for all p,
then every fiber of F is zero. (A)=(B) follows. O

To prove Proposition [7.6l we now need to show that (A)<(B) is equivalent to the following
condition:

(C) For an irreducible representation 7 of S,,, Loc(7) # 0 & B*9" @y 7 # {0}.
In the proof we will need to following lemma.

Lemma 7.8. We have an isomorphism of endofunctors of D*(H -mod),
RT(LLoc(e)(1)) = RI(P @ P) @4 e.

Proof. This is standard: the left hand side is the derived tensor product with
RT(LLoc(H)(1)) = RHomy (P, P(1)).

The right hand side in the last equation is B*9". 0

Proof of Proposition[7.6. Now we show that (C) holds. Assume first that B&y7T = {0}. Note
that since the algebra H has finite homological dimension, only finitely many of homologies
of LLoc(7) are nonzero. Pick m large enough for so that the sheaves H;(LLoc(7))(m) are
generated by their global sections and their higher cohomology groups vanish. By Lemma
7
RI(LLoc(7)(m)) = (B*™)%H™r,

The zeroth homology group of the right hand side is zero. By our choice of m this implies
that Loc(7) = 0.

Now assume that Loc(7) = 0. By the previous paragraph, for some m we have (B%")®#™r =
0. Let S denote the set of all irreducible S,-representations 7 such that B*" @y 7 # {0}.
Note that 7 € S if and only if

(*) 7 appears in the S,-module B*9"/B*"(t & t*) (where S, acts from the right).

But the H-actions on B*" = I'(P ® P) from the left and from the right are completely
symmetric. So (*) is equivalent to the condition that 7 appears in B*"/(t@ t*) B*" (where
Sy, acts from the left). The latter condition in its turn is equivalent to Homg (B*9", 7) # 0. So
we see that 7 € S if and only if 7 appears in the head of some H-module of the form B*"® 7’
(where 7' is automatically in S). This shows that 7 € S if and only if (B®9")®#™r £ 0 for
all m. This finishes the proof of (C) and hence shows that the proposition is equivalent to
the n! theorem. O

7.3. Proofs of Theorems [T.17.2.

Proof of Theorem[7.1, Step 1. Here we prove that B*9" is reduced. First of all, note that
B*9" = I'(P ® P) is nothing else but the algebra C[X xx X]. The scheme X xx X is flat
and finite over the Cohen-Macaulay scheme X, hence is Cohen-Macaulay. It is generically
reduced and therefore reduced. The algebra of regular functions on a reduced scheme is
always reduced.

Step 2. Here we produce an algebra homomorphism ¢ : B — B*™. This comes as the
pullback of the morphism

XXXX%(tEBf*) Xy (t@f*)
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induced by the morphisms X — t®t*, X — Y. Note that ¢ is the unique C[t® t*]®2-algebra
homomorphism B — B9,

Step 3. We show that the homomorphism ¢ : B — B%" is surjective. This is a crucial
step in the proof that uses Proposition Namely, note that both B, B*9" are finitely
generated graded C[t @ t*]%%-modules. Let By, Bi" denote the specializations of B, B%" to
(0,0) € (t® t*)%. We need to show that the induced algebra homomorphism By — B:"
is surjective. Clearly, By is one-dimensional. Now consider Bi". This space is acted by
S, on the left and on the right. Proposition implies that the action from the right is
trivial. By symmetry, the action on the left is trivial as well. By Theorem [[L2] we have
B*" @y Cypriy = sgn @C(Ag/(n + 1)Ap). The space of S,-invariants in the latter module is
one-dimensional. So dim B;?" =1 and our claim follows.

Step 4. It is easy to see that ¢ : B — B is an isomorphism over Y. Since @ is
surjective and B%9" is reduced, we conclude that ¢ induces an isomorphism B /rad B = Bson,
This completes the proof of Theorem [l O

Proof of Theorem [7.3. We need to prove that B = He_H.

According to [H3| Proposition 6.1.5], the C[t & t*]-module I'(P ® O(1)) is identified with
the ideal J in C[t®&t*] generated by the sgn-invariant polynomials. Therefore we get a graded
bimodule homomorphism

B — HOmc[y}(C[t S¥) t*], J)
— from the global sections of the sheaf Hom to the Hom between the global sections. Com-
posing this with the inclusion J — C[t & t*] we get a bimodule homomorphism

(7.1) B — Endcyg ys. (Clz, y]) = H.

For the latter equality, see, e.g., [EGL Theorem 1.5]. By the construction, B is torsion
free as a module over C[Y]. Also over the localization C[t*]"* of C[t*] at the Vandermond
determinant, (7)) becomes an isomorphism. We conclude that (7)) is injective. So B is a
two-sided ideal in H.

It follows from Theorem [[T] that the C[t@®t*]-bimodule B is generated by a single element
in degree 0 that is sign invariant. The corresponding element in I'(P ® P) is the image of the
identity under the inclusion C[Y] arising from the direct summand O of PQP. So the element
in B = Home, (P,P(1)) we need is described as the decomposition P — O(1) — P(1),
where the first map is e_ and the second is the inclusion of O(1) into P. The image of this
element in H is e_. We conclude that B = He_H. O

Remark 7.9. By [H3| Proposition 6.1.5], we have I'(P @ O(d)) = J%. For the same reason

as in the proof of the proposition, we get By — Homg(y|(C[t ® t*], J%).

7.4. Proof of Theorem In the proof we will need the following three lemmas.

Lemma 7.10. For any g, we have a W -equivariant identification (for the right action)
(H*(]:le)A)* = B @clar] Co.

Proof. Recall, Theorem [T}, that we have an H”-bimodule isomorphism HEM (Fi. )" = B".
Also HEM(F1.)/HEM(Fl )t* = HBM(FIl,). Next, we have an identification H*(Fl,) =
HBM(Fl,)*, this was discussed in Section 1] (in the equivariant setting). This identification
is W-equivariant. It follows that H*(FI,)* = (HBM(FI.)a)", where the subscript A indicates
taking the coinvariants. Note that

HPM(Fl)a = HEM(FI1)N HPM (Fl ).
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The claim of the lemma follows. ]

Part (1) of Theorem [Z.H follows from Lemma [Z.T0l combined with Theorem .2
In the remainder of this section we will prove (2) of Theorem [.5l Recall that G = SL,
and hence GV = PGL,,.

Lemma 7.11. Let u be a highest weight of G in the center of u.. Let ¢ denote the order
of €, recall that it is an odd number. Then we have by < 2(¢ — 1)p in the usual order on the
dominant weights.

Proof. We note that 2(/—1)p = ({—1) )" ., is the maximal weight in 1. The action of the

Lusztig form U, on Z factors through the quantum Frobenius epimorphism to give an action
of GY. The pullback inflates the weights ¢ times. This gives the required inequality. O

Lemma 7.12. Let V' be an irreducible PGL,,-module with the following property: the action
of S, on the weight zero subspace, Vy, is trivial. Then V =2 S%*(C") or S**(C")* for some
ke Zsy.

Proof. In what follows it will be convenient to view V' as a representation of GL,,. Our proof
of the lemma is by induction on n.

The base is n = 2, where our claim is easy. Now suppose it is proved for n — 1, we are
going to prove it for n. Let p = (u1, ..., p,) be the highest weight of V. The GL,,_;-module
with highest weight A = (A1, ..., A\,_1) occurs in the restriction of V' if and only if

(7.2) 1= A2l = 2 Mgt 2 .
And this GL,,_;-module intersects the zero weight space for PGL,, if and only if

)\1+---+)\n—1 _,u1—|—+un
n—1 B n '
Clearly, at least one \ satisfying (7.2)) and (7.3)) exists.

Let I be the set of indices i € {1,...,n—1} such that y; > p;+1. Assume that |I| > 1. The
claim that a solution A to (.2) and (7.3]) satisfies the induction assumption easily implies
that one of the following possibilities holds:

(1) \j =p; foralliel

(2) A\i = pizq for all i € 1.
Indeed, otherwise we can increase one component of A by 1 and decrease another by 1 so
that (Z2) continues to hold. But if A is the highest weight of S?*"=D(C"~1) or its dual (up
to a twist with a power of the determinant), then the modification is not of that form.

Replacing V' with V* if necessary we can assume that (1) holds. Also if i ¢€ I, then
Ai = pi(= piz1). So we have \; = p; for alli =1,...,n — 1. From (Z.3]) we deduce

:,u1+---+,un—1
n—1 ’

(7.3)

n

Together with pq > ... > p,, this implies gy = ... = u,, a contradiction with |I| > 1.

So |I| = 1 meaning that p has two different entries. Since A is the highest weight of
S2k(=1)(Cn=1) or its dual, this implies that I = {1} or I = {n — 1}, which, in turn, easily
implies the claim of the lemma. O]

Proof of (2) of Theorem[7.3. Recall that we have a W-equivariant isomorphism H*(Fl,)* =
Z™" by Corollary T4l Using Lemma [7I0 combined with Proposition [7.6, we see that S,
acts trivially on Z7". By Lemma [Z.I2 all irreducible summands of the PGL,,-module Z are
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of the form S?7(C") or S%*"(C™)*. But for k > 0, the highest weights p of these modules
do not satisfy the inequality of Lemma [Z.11l It follows that Z is a trivial PGL,-module,
implying the claim of the theorem. 0

8. APPENDIX (BY P. BOIXEDA ALVAREZ, I. LOSEV, AND O. KIVINEN): SPRINGER
ACTION ON HEM. (Fl.,)

In this Appendix we include some of constructions and proofs for Section [l

8.1. Reminder on the affine Springer action. In this section we recall the generalities
on the affine Springer action. We use the notation from Section

The action of W® was constructed in [Lul, Section 5.4]. To construct the operators corre-
sponding to simple affine reflections we introduce certain auxiliary spaces. For a parahoric
subgroup P of G(K) containing B, we can consider the partial affine flag variety

FI¥ =G(K)/P.
Using this space, we can introduce the affine Springer fibers in the partial flag variety FI*:
.7-"12 = {¢B € Fl|Ad(g) 'ey € Lie('B)}.

Now we introduce certain stacks. To do this we need some notation. Let L be the standard
Levi subgroup of 3. Let B denote the image of B in L, this is a Borel subgroup of L. We
write [, by, for the Lie algebras of these groups.

With this notation, we have a Cartesian diagram

fled L) bL/BL

(8.1) lm lm

FF—2 /L

The map FIP — [/L sends ¢B to the image of Ad(g) 'eq and Lie(B) — [. The map
Fle., — by /By is defined in a similar way.

Note that we have the following canonical isomorphisms of objects in the T'x C*-equivariant
derived category:

(Wz)*(wfled) = (7T2)*(q!1(CbL/BL)) = q!z(ﬂl)*(CbL/BL)-

Using these isomorphisms we can define the action of W* on HEM. (Fl.,), see [Lu] and
[OY], Construction 7.1.3] Namely, fix a simple affine reflection s € W*. If s is a reflection in
the Weyl group Wy, of L, then we can define an action of s on (71).(Cs, /5, ) via the usual
finite dimensional Springer correspondence. This gives rise to an action of s on

(8.2) (772)*(wfled) = q!2(7T1)*((CbL/BL)-

Since ¢i, ¢» are T' x C*-equivariant, we get an action of s on HPM., (Fl,) (via pushforward
of the left hand side of (8.2) to the point). This action of s is independent on the choice of
L. To check that the actions of the simple affine reflections satisfy the braid relations, it is
enough to consider two simple reflections at a time, which reduces to the finite case, because
any two simple reflections lie in Wy, for some choice of B. N

To extend the W-action on HR2%, (Fle,) to an action of W, recall that W = (A/Ag) x W*.
We note that A/Ag acts on FI. This action is constructed as follows. Take a lift of 7 €

A/Ag C W to 7 in the normalizer of T(K) and define the map FI — FI by gB — gi'B.
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This is well defined as the lift of any element of (A/Ay) C W normalizes B and the map is
independent of the chosen lift. From the definition of Fl.,, see, e.g., (43)), it follows that
this action preserves Fl.,. So we get an action of A/Ay on HEM. (Fl.,).

Recall that we write R for Hx. .. (pt) and F for Frac(R).

Lemma 8.1. (1) The actions of W A/Ay give an action of the affine Weyl group W
on HEM.  (Fl.,).
(2) This W -action is by R-linear automorphisms.
(3) The action ofw preserves the homological grading on R.

Proof. (1) follows from [Y| Theorem 3.3.3] or [OY| Theorem 7.1.5].
(2) is a direct consequence of the construction.
(3) follows from the construction of the action in [OY], Construction 7.13, 7.14].
O

Remark 8.2. In this remark we recall a classical description of the connected components
of Fl, Fl.,.

The connected components of the affine flag variety FI are in a natural bijection with
7m1(G). Namely, recall the decomposition W = (A/Ag) x W*. The union of Schubert cells
corresponding to the left W®-orbits in W give the connected components. The group A/Ag
acts on Fl as recalled above in this section. This action induces a simply transitive action
on the set of components.

Let G be the simply connected cover of the derived subgroup (G,G) C G. Its extended
affine Weyl group is W*. In fact, Flz is isomorphic to any of the connected components of
Flg. To see this note that we have a natural map Flz — Flg. This map is injective because

the kernel of G — G is contained in the center and thus contained in any Iwahori subgroup.
The image contains precisely the T-fixed points given by W*¢. The B-orbits coincide with the
orbits of the pro-unipotent radical of 5. Thus we see the image is precisely one connected
component of Flg. Since all connected components are isomorphic via the A/Ag-action the
result follows.

Moreover, the action of A/Ag preserves Fl.,. The embedding Fls — Flg restricts to an
embedding of the Springer fibers associated to e4. This embedding realizes the Springer fiber
for G as a connected component of the Springer fiber for G. Tt follows that every connected
component of Fl., for G is identified with the Springer fiber of ¢4 for G.

8.2. Springer action vs localization. The goal of this section is to prove Lemma [8.5]
which is the hard part of Lemma [5.2]
Recall that we write ¢ for the localization homomorphism

HEM (Fl.,) = EPF.
W

In the proof we will need an explicit description of im: for SL,. We identify Z with
WSLQ via 2m — t™* 2m + 1 — t™*s, where « is the finite simple root of SL; and s the
corresponding simple reflection. Let y be the basis element in t* corresponding to the simple
root. So R = Cly, h.

Pick an element r € {0,...,d}. For k,m € Z set
(8.3) =T+ (k+m—+i—1)h).

i=1
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We then define elements

v = (bh)eez € DTy, h)
VA

for r, k as above as follows. For r = 0, we set b}, := 0r¢, the Kroneker delta. For r €
{1,...,d}, define m € Z,e € {0,1} by ¢ = k + 2m + € and set

(5.4 b= () ()

Lemma 8.3. Let G = SLy. Then (HPM. (Fl.,)) € @,C(y,h) has a basis over Cly, hj
gien by by, where

o cither k=0,1andr=0,..d—1

eorr=dandkecZ.

Proof. The elements b}, are indeed in im ¢: condition (i) of Corollary .8 is immediate, while
condition (ii) is straightforward.

Now we check that the elements bj, for r, k as in the statement of the lemma span that
Cly, h]-module im ¢. Pick (gx) € im .

Replacing (gx) with its sum with a linear combination of the elements b¢ we can assume
that (gx) is supported between 0 and 2d — 2. To see this assume that g, # 0 for some r < 0
and let £ be the minimal such number r. Then the entry gp can have at most the same
singularities as 1/ f,f (0) by Corollary 4.8 and so is a multiple of this. Hence we can subtract
a multiple of b from (gy), such that the index of the minimal non-zero entry is bigger than
k. Thus by induction we can assume that for all negative k£ we have g, = 0.

A similar argument works for non-zero entries of (gi) for k > 2d — 2. Here the inequality
k > 2d — 2 comes from the fact that b has support exactly between k and k + 2d — 1. So,
subtracting the elements b¢ for k£ > 0 from (g,) doesn’t change the condition that g, = 0 for
r < 0. So we can assume that g, #0=0< k < 2d — 2.

Now using b} for k = 0,1 and r = 0, ...d—1 we can continue reducing the support and using
conditions (i) and (ii) of Corollary 1.8 to ensure the maximal entries are indeed multiples of
those of the b}, we are considering. Indeed if (g;) is supported between 0 and 2r—e¢, € € {0, 1}

and 0 < r < d—1, then go,_. has at most the singularities of 1/ ff’_(:) by the conditions of
Corollary 4.8
It follows that the elements b; for k,r as described in the statement of the lemma span
the R-module im ¢.
To check that our elements are linearly independent (hence form a basis) we use a partial
order on Z. Consider the partial order given by
e k=Xrif0>k>r,
o k=rif2d—-1<k<r,
eand 0 <X1=---=<2d—2=<kforal k¢{0,...2d — 2}.
For each element b, with 7, k as in the statement of the lemma, there is a unique maximal
{(= £(by)) in the poset order such that b ; # 0, namely

ok ith<0
e(bk)_{ E+2r—1 else .

It is clear that (k,r) — £(b}) identifies the set r, k in the statement of the lemma with Z.
Now we use induction on the above partial order to show that the elements b, are linearly
independent. O
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Remark 8.4. For a general semisimple rank 1 group GG, we have a similar basis for each
connected component of F1 as described in Remark[R.2l In that basis we use the polynomials
f,:’(m) replacing y with the unique root o € t* C R of G. Indeed, the 1-dimensional T' x C*-
orbit all have characters a+ kh, where k € Z and « is the positive root of G. Each connected
component of the affine Springer fiber for G is isomorphic to the one for SLy by Remark 8.2
Then the same proof as for the SLy case gives a similar basis.

Lemma 8.5. We have
dh 5oy — dh
(3.5) (3B)s = SulB)a+ —

Proof. Our proof is in several steps.

Step 1. Recall that the Springer action is by R-linear automorphisms and preserves the
degrees by Lemma [R.11

Step 2. Let 8 € HEM, (Fl.,) and let s be a simple affine reflection. In this step we will

(B)as-

Z‘Sa

prove that, for every x € W, the element «(s/3), only depends on ¢(3), and ¢(5).s. To do
this we describe the localization morphism in terms of maps of sheaves. We use the notation
from the construction of the Springer action in Section [R.l

For an arbitrary parahoric 98 (including 9B) let ¥ denote the inclusion

-1 TxCx
T (FIR)™CT) = Fle,.
By adjunction applied to
B!
Wy e =1 Wr,,,
we get a morphism of sheaves
B
(86) [ (wﬂgdxcx) — w;led
in the T" x C*-equivariant derived category. The localization map
HEM (FIZC) — HEN . (Fl,)

is obtained from (R0 by passing to cohomology.
The same construction as in Section 8] establishes an action of the Weyl group Wy, of L
on

(8.7) (m2)o¥ (o ((rrpyrecr) ) -

Note that the space 7" ((.7-" l;ﬁ)TXCX) decomposes as the disjoint union of subspaces in-

dexed by W/ W, so that the subspace indexed by xW contains exactly the fixed points
labelled by the elements from zW}. This decomposition is compatible with Cartesian dia-
gram (8J]). Hence this decomposition yields the decomposition of (87) into the direct sum
with summands indexed by W /Wp. Each summand is Wp-stable.

Note that (8.6]) factors as
i*%(wflerxcx ) — Z'Yf(wwgw(flg)mcx )) — CU]:led.
The induced maps in cohomology,

HPYe (FILFET) = HELG (my (FIE)TCT)) = HEex (Fle,)

becomes an isomorphism after inverting some characters by a direct analog of Lemma A.1]
for ind-varieties.
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Apply the last observation to the minimal Levi subgroup corresponding to the reflection
s. Consider the classes of the points z and xs in HEM., (FIT*C"). The subspace (over F) in
the localization of HEM, (7y ' ((FIF¥ )TX(CX)) spanned by their images is s-stable. Therefore
the same conclusion is true if we con81der the images in the localization of HR2%. (Fle,).
This claim is equivalent to the claim of that «(sf3), only depends on ¢(5), and ¢(5),s.

Step 3. For x € W consider the element a® := (5x,y)yew € @y F, where, recall, 4, is
the Kroneker delta. Note that a” € im ¢, one can see this, for example, from Corollary (4.8
Then the element s(a”) has the following properties:

(I) s(a*) = Ay .a® + A, 4sa™ for some A, ., Ay s € F. This follows from Step 2.

(II) A, ., A, s are homogeneous of degree 0. This is because a¥ is of degree 0 for all y
and the Springer action preserves the grading, Step 1.

(III) “aA, ., oA, 45 are linear functions. Indeed, from (i) of Corollary 4.8 it follows that
an@, anm € R. Now our claim follows from (II).

(IV) A, .+ As.s has no pole so is an element of C. This follows from (III) and condition
(ii) of Corollary .8l

(V) The elements “aA, ., “o(Az s — 1) are divisible by A. This follows from sa® = a**
modulo A, which is a consequence of [GKM3| Section 14.4].

Combining (III),(IV) and (V), we see that

(88) Aw,x = @7 Aw,xs = a—zh
Tov Tov

for some z € C. Note that we have ¢(s8), = Az 2(8)s + Aus 2L(5)zs. So the lemma amounts

to showing that z = d.

Step 4. We will use the case of SL, for the computation of the elements A, ., A, ;5. For an
affine root 3 let 5 be the projection of 3 to t*. Equivalently, /5 is the unique root such that
B = 3+ kd for some integer k, where, recall § is the indecomposable imaginary root. Set
B := . Let Tz C T denote the kernel of S viewed as a homomorphism 7" — C*. We write

WB for the subgroup of W generated by the reflection sz and 7" Note that FI"8 is a union
of copies of the affine flag variety of the semisimple rank 1 subgroup G := Zg(1}3) given by
considering orbits of the loop group of Gz at points W C Fl. The connected components
of F15 are labelled by the cosets Wg \ W. Each component is isomorphic to the affine flag
variety of SL, and contains the T-fixed points labelled by points in the corresponding coset.
A similar decomposition holds for F lZ:f: it is the union of connected components labelled by
W5\ W.

Now we can localize HE. (Fl.,) at all characters that do not vanish on T, which includes

v+ kh for v € R\ {8} and k € Z, but not % + kh for any k. By the ind-variety analog of
Lemma [4.2] this localized BM homology is naturally isomorphic to the same localization of

T
Hpox (Fley).

So the localization HEM., (Fl.,) breaks up as the direct sum of copies of the localized Borel-
Moore homology of Fl.,(Gp), the equivalued unramified affine Springer fiber for the semisim-

ple rank 1 group Gp.
Step 5. Recall that the Springer action of W on HEM., (Fl.,) is R-linear, Step 1. So it

lifts to the localization considered in Step 4. Consider the connected component in F le ;
whose T-fixed points are the coset WﬁiE Note that WBZE = Wga:s because f = . It follows
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that the summand in the localization of HEM. (Fl.,) corresponding to this component is
fixed by the Springer action of s. Lemma [8.3] or, more precisely, its generalization discussed
in Remark [B.4] give a basis in the summand we consider. Note that there is a unique
element k € Z such that the basis element bf of this summand is 0 at zs and non-zero at
x. Then s(b¢) will only have singularities along the affine root hyperplanes “ + ph with
p € Z. Further, by the description of the basis in Lemma B3 we have (b}), = % for
f=(%—h)("o —2h)...(*a — dh).

Note that (s(b%))ss = Axm% and (s(b%)), = 0 for all w of the form wssps..., where
sp :=t~“s. It thus follows that A, ,,/f only has singularities along *%o,..., *a+ (d — 1)h.
Since "aA; ;s is a linear polynomial, we see that A, ., is proportional to

oo — dh
Ty :
We apply (V) to see that
oo — dh
. Am s — - -
(8.9) , o
This implies the claim of the lemma by the last sentence of Step 3. ([l
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