arXiv:2211.04788v1 [math.RT] 9 Nov 2022

FUNDAMENTAL MONOPOLE OPERATORS AND EMBEDDINGS OF KAC-MOODY AFFINE
GRASSMANNIAN SLICES

DINAKAR MUTHIAH AND ALEX WEEKES

ABSTRACT. Braverman, Finkelberg, and Nakajima define Kac-Moody affine Grassmannian slices
as Coulomb branches of 3d N = 4 quiver gauge theories and prove that their Coulomb branch
construction agrees with the usual loop group definition in finite ADE types. The Coulomb branch
construction has good algebraic properties, but its geometry is hard to understand in general.

In finite types, an essential geometric feature is that slices embed into one another. We show that
these embeddings are compatible with the fundamental monopole operators (FMOs), remarkable
regular functions arising from the Coulomb branch construction. Beyond finite type these embed-
dings were not known, and our second result is to construct them for all symmetric Kac-Moody
types. We show that these embeddings respect Poisson structures under a mild “goodness” hy-
pothesis. These results give an affirmative answer to a question posed by Finkelberg in his 2018
ICM address and demonstrate the utility of FMOs in studying the geometry of Kac-Moody affine
Grassmannian slices, even in finite types.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Kac-Moody Affine Grassmannian slices. Braverman, Finkelberg, and Nakajima [BFN19] proved
the spectacular result that affine Grassmannian slices of finite ADE type arise as Coulomb branches
of 3d N = 4 quiver gauge theories. These slices Wﬁ model the singularities between spherical
Schubert varieties in the affine Grassmannian, and thereby encode essential aspects of the geometric
Satake correspondence. Here A and p are coweights with A dominant and A > p.

Remarkably, the Braverman-Finkelberg-Nakajima construction works for arbitrary quivers. One
can thus take the corresponding Coulomb branches as a definition of Kac-Moody affine Grass-
mannian slices Wﬁ for general symmetric Kac-Moody types. Starting with the work of Braverman
and Finkelberg [BF10], these slices are proposed as a fruitful setting for developing the geometric
Satake correspondence for Kac-Moody groups [Nak09, BF12, BF13, BFN19, Fin18, Nak18|.

The Coulomb branch is defined as the spectrum of a certain convolution algebra (see §3.1 and
the references within). Despite the abstract definition, the construction is well suited for deducing
algebraic properties of Kac-Moody affine Grassmannian slices (via general results for Coulomb
branches from [BFN18|). However, the geometry of these varieties remains quite mysterious. For
example, in Finkelberg’s 2018 ICM address [Finl8, §5.6 and §6.4], he sought certain embeddings

Wﬁ/ — Wi\t for general Kac-Moody types. These embeddings are well-known in finite types, but
even in this case the relationship with Coulomb branches has been mysterious (see §1.2 below for
more detail).

The goal of this paper is to remedy this situation. In finite types, we show that the above
closed embeddings respect certain functions called fundamental monopole operators which arise
naturally in the Coulomb branch picture (see Theorem 1.2). For general symmetric Kac-Moody

type we exhibit closed embeddings Wi\t — Wﬁ (see Theorem 1.4), and study their interaction with

Poisson structures (see Theorem 1.6).
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1.2. Embeddings of slices in finite type. Let us restrict our attention to finite ADE types. One geomet-
ric phenomenon that is obvious from the loop group-theoretic picture of affine Grassmannian slices
is the fact that slices embed into one another: for A’ another dominant coweight with A > A’ > p,

there is a closed embedding:

)
W, =W, (1.1)

For readers familiar with affine Grassmannians, this is analogous to and indeed a direct consequence
of the fact that the spherical Schubert variety Gr*’ embeds into Gr>.

This closed embedding, which is a basic feature of the geometry, is mysterious from the per-
spective of Coulomb branches. Moreover, any Coulomb branch construction of this embedding
must necessarily be subtle: all of the basic geometric operations on the convolution algebra defin-
ing a Coulomb branch lift to its quantization, but algebraically one can easily see that the closed
embedding (1.1) need not lift to the quantization (see Remark 4.60).

1.3. Fundamental monopole operators. Our first goal is to understand how the closed embedding (1.1)
interacts with the Coulomb branch descriptions of both sides. To this end, we study its effect on
fundamental monopole operators (FMOs). The FMOs are regular functions on Wﬁ that are
natural from the Coulomb branch perspective, corresponding to certain algebraic cycles in the
convolution algebra defining the Coulomb branch. A priori, these functions have nothing to do
with the closed embedding (1.1). Nonetheless, we prove the following result:

Theorem 1.2. Under the closed embedding (1.1), FMOs map to FMOs or to zero.

See Theorem 2.28 in the main text for the precise formula. By work of the second author
[Weel9], the FMOs generate the coordinate ring of Wﬁ, so the closed embedding (1.1) is completely
characterized by this theorem.

There are explicit rational expressions (see (2.18)) for the FMOs, which arise from the localization
theorem. Unfortunately, the denominators in these rational expressions vanish on the image of the
closed embedding (1.1), so it is not clear how they restrict. To prove the theorem, we move the
problem to studying the “adding defect” map of zastava spaces (see §2.5) where the denominators
can be controlled.

1.4. Embeddings of slices in Kac-Moody type. Theorem 1.2 suggests a natural guess for how to define
a closed embedding of Kac-Moody affine Grassmannian slices: we should map FMOs using the
same formula. Unfortunately, we do not know the relations among the FMOs, so it is unclear that
such a map extends to an algebra homomorphism. Indeed, this is an important open problem.

Problem 1.3. Describe a complete set of relations among the fundamental monopole operators.

If we had a solution to this problem, we could proceed by simply stating where FMOs map and
checking relations. Instead, we construct the map another way, which is our second main result.

Theorem 1.4. Suppose further that A’ satisfies a certain “conicity condition” with respect to A.
Then there is a closed embedding of Kac-Moody affine Grassmannian slices

)
W, =W, (1.5)

under which the FMOs map to FMOs or to zero.
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See Theorem 4.9 and 4.42 for precise statements. We mention that the conicity condition (see
Definition 4.1) is automatic in finite-type, and it holds in affine type for all non-zero levels, which
are the cases of primary interest (see Theorem A.8). We also note that Theorem 1.4 does not
subsume Theorem 1.2. We only know that the two maps agree in finite type because of our result
showing that FMOs map the same way in both cases.

To construct the map in the theorem we make use of several natural Coulomb branch operations
from [BFN18]. However, we require an additional map. The coordinate rings of Coulomb branches
carry gradings corresponding to the monopole formula, and the conicity condition guarantees that
W) is a cone with respect to this grading (see Lemma A.4). We require the embedding of the cone
point into this cone. We do not know of any natural Coulomb branch construction of the cone
point (e.g. it does not lift to the quantization in general) but we are able to proceed by simply
appealing to the grading. Finally, we verify that the above map has the correct behavior on FMOs.
Also, our map is a priori only rationally defined, and only because of our FMO calculation do we
conclude that the map is regular.

Theorems 1.2 and 1.4 show that the geometry of Kac-Moody affine Grassmannian slices is closely
coupled with the FMOs, and we propose that they should be standard tools for future investigation.
In particular, understanding Problem 1.3 is crucial.

1.5. Symplectic leaves and Poisson subvarieties. In [Wee22], the second author proved that Coulomb
branches of quiver gauge theories have symplectic singularities for all quivers with no loops and
no multiple edges. By work of Kaledin [Kal06], we conclude that these Coulomb branches have
finitely many closed Poisson subvarieties, and their symplectic leaves are obtained precisely as the
smooth loci of irreducible closed Poisson subvarieties. We prove the following.

)

Theorem 1.6 (Theorem 4.58 in the main text). Assume that A’ satisfies a certain “good condition’
for A. Then the closed embedding

R Yo,

W, =W, (1.7)

15 compatible with Poisson structures. In particular, the inclusion of the smooth locus
)\l

(Wu )Te9 Wﬁ defines a symplectic leaf.

We mention that the good condition (see Definition 4.55) is automatic in finite-type, and it holds
in affine type for all levels greater than or equal to two (see Theorem A.3).

In our previous work [MW19|, we constructed all symplectic leaves (and therefore all closed
Poisson subvarieties) for finite-type slices, and indeed they are exactly the closed embeddings we
study here. However, in infinite Kac-Moody type it is known that there are further closed Poisson
subvarieties.

For an arbitrary Coulomb branch, Nakajima has made precise predictions for the enumeration
of symplectic leaves based on symplectic duality [Nakl15, §2]. For quiver gauge theories — and thus
for Kac-Moody affine Grassmannian slices — this enumeration should be dual to the enumeration
of symplectic leaves for Nakajima quiver varieties. A complete enumeration of the latter is given
by Bellamy and Schedler [BS21, Theorem 1.9]. It would be very interesting to generalize Theorems
1.4 and 1.6 to obtain all of the “dual” symplectic leaves on the affine Grassmannian side.

1.6. Previous work in affine type A. In addition to finite type, there is another important case where
the geometry of affine Grassmannian slices is well understood: affine type A. In this case Nakajima
and Takayama [NT17] prove that the Kac-Moody affine Grassmannian slices are isomorphic to
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Cherkis bow varieties. In particular, they obtain an explicit geometric invariant theory description
of these varieties and from that a full description of their symplectic leaves, transversal slices,
and torus action. In later work [Nak18|, Nakajima has proved further geometric facts about bow
varieties and has succeeded in generalizing the geometric Satake correspondence in this setting by
geometrically constructing the irreducible representations of affine type A.

From Nakajima and Takayama's work, we see that our construction recovers many, but not
all, of the symplectic leaves [NT'17, Theorem 7.26]. Furthermore, in describing symplectic leaves,
they discover a distinction between level one and levels greater than one. In particular, the good
hypothesis in Theorem 1.6 is sharp in this setting (cf. Theorem A.8).

1.7. Relation to physics. Coulomb branches of 3d N = 4 gauge theories originate in theoretical
physics, see for example [Nak16] and references therein. In addition to these physical origins, an
important physically-motivated ingredient in the present work is the monopole formula [CHZ14],
which encodes the Hilbert series of the coordinate ring of a Coulomb branch with respect to a
certain natural grading. See Appendix A for an overview. In particular, the “good condition”
from Theorem 1.6 corresponds to being a good theory in physics terminology, while the “conicity
condition” from Theorem 1.4 corresponds to a good or ugly theory.

The study of symplectic leaves of Coulomb branches is also of physical significance, see for
example the works of Hanany and collaborators [BCG*20, GH20, CH18|.

1.8. Qutline of the paper. In §2, we prove Theorem 2.28: closed embeddings of finite-type slices are
compatible with FMOs. Aside from the formula for the FMOs, Coulomb branches do not enter
the discussion in this section. In §3, we recall the fundamentals of Coulomb branches and the
definition of Kac-Moody affine Grassmannian slices as Coulomb branches of quiver gauge theories.
In §4, we construct the embeddings of Kac-Moody affine Grassmannian slices and prove Thoerem
4.9. We also explain in §4.3 about compatibility with Poisson structure. Finally, in Appendix A
we overview the monopole formula and its consequences for quiver gauge theories.

1.9. Notation. For a positive integer v, we write [v] = {1, - ,v}. We will work with schemes and
ind-schemes over a field k. By a variety we mean a integral scheme of finite-type over k. Let I
be a finite set (later it will be the vertex set of a quiver), and let Z! denote the set of I-tuples of
integers. We write 0 € Z! for the I-tuple consisting of all zeros. Given two elements m = (mj)ier
and v = (vi)icr of Z!, we write m < v to mean m; < v; for all i € I. Given v € Z!, we denote by
Sv = [ [ie1 Sy, the corresponding product of symmetric groups.

1.10. Acknowledgements. D.M. was supported by JSPS KAKENHI Grant Number JP19K14495.
A'W. was supported by an NSERC Discovery Grant. We are grateful to the organizers of the
conference “Bundles and Conformal Blocks with a Twist” which took place in June 2022 at the
ICMS where some of this work was completed.

2. AFFINE GRASSMANNIAN SLICES

Let G be a split semisimple simply-laced and simply-connected group with a fixed pinning.
We make the simply-connectedness assumption so that G has all fundamental representations, but
this is largely not necessary (see Remark 2.10 below). The pinning determines a pair B* and B~
of opposite Borel subgroups. Let U™ and U~ be the unipotent radicals of Bt and B~, and let
T =B" nB~, a maximal torus.
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Let I denote the vertices of the Dynkin diagram. Let {«;}ic; denote the set of simple roots, and
{A\i}ie1 denote the set of fundamental weights. Let P denote the weight lattice of T, and P, the
set of dominant weights. Let {«;" }ic1 denote the set of simple coroots, and let QY = @;c1 Zzoxy’
denote the positive coroot cone. Let P denote the coweight lattice of the torus T, and let P},
denote the set of dominant coweights. Finally, recall that the dominance order on PV is defined by
Azpiff A —pe QY.

For each dominant weight A € P, let W(—A) denote the Weyl module with lowest weight —A,
and let S(—A) denote the Schur module with lowest weight —A. We interpret both of these as
left representations of G, and we interpret their vector-space duals as right representations. Write
V(—A) for a representation that is either W(—A) or S(—A), but where we have not specified which.
The —A weight space V(—A)_A is one dimensional, and we fix a generator [v_). Let (v* ,| be
the unique weight covector that pairs to 1 with [v_A). We use the “bra” and “ket” notation to
emphasize on which side G acts. The pinning on G determines, for each i € I, a fixed choice of
IV_s;(A)) € V(=A)_g,(a) and unique weight covector <visi(/\)| that pairs to 1 with [v_g (a))-

2.0.1. Colored divisors. Let v € QY, which we may write as v = > ;. vix) where v; = (y,A;).
Write A(Y) for the variety of I-colored divisors of degree y on Al. Explicitly, points of A®Y) are
given by I-tuples of monic polynomials (Li(z))ie1 such that Li(z) has degree v; for each i € I. The
non-leading coefficients of L;(z) are regular functions on A(Y), and the coordinate ring k[A()] is a
polynomial ring in these non-leading coefficients.

2.0.2. Quwver orientation. The definition of fundamental monopole operators will require us to
orient the edges of the Dynkin diagram. We choose a quiver (I, E) whose underlying unoriented
graph is our Dynkin diagram. Here I is the vertex set of the quiver, and E is the arrow set. On
the arrow set E, we have source and target maps s,t: E — 1.

2.1. Affine Grassmannian slices. We will follow the notation in [MW19] closely. Let G((z7!)) denote
the Laurent series loop group of G (in z7!), and let G[z] denote the subgroup of positive loops.
We have an embedding PY < G((z7!)) of the coweight lattice, denoted by p ~ z". For any
affine algebraic group H we may also consider the subgroup H[[z7}]] = H((z™!)) of negative loops.
Denote by H;[[z7!]] the kernel of the “evaluation at z = c0” map to H, i.e. we have the short exact
sequence of groups:

1— H; [[Zfl]] — H[[Zfl]] — H—1 (2.1)
For the rest of this section, fix coweights A € P}, and p € PY such that A > p. Define elements
v = (vi)ier and W = (wy)ier of Z' by
Vi = = 1 AD (2.2)
Wi = <7\, (Xi> (2'3)
for all i € I. Note that all wi,vi >0, and that A — = >3 vio.
Define a closed subscheme of G((z71)) by
Wy = U [z T [z 2 U 271, (2.4)

Consider also the closed sub-ind-scheme X* = G[z]z*G[z]  G((z 1)), defined as the preimage of
the Schubert variety G[z]z*G[z]/G[z] = G((z7!))/G|z] in the thick affine Grassmannian under the
natural map G((z7!)) — G((z™1))/G[z].
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The affine Grassmannian slice is defined by
—A —_—
W, =X W, (2.5)

We will often write xazMy e Wﬁ for elements where x € U [[z]], a € Ty[[z]], and y € U  [[z7*]].
Finally, we write

A\ 1) = K[W,] (2.6)

for the coordinate ring of Wi\t

Remark 2.7. When p is dominant, the variety Wi\t embeds into the affine Grassmannian of G,
providing a transverse slice between spherical Schubert varieties [KWWY14]. This motivates the
name “affine Grassmannian slice”. Note that when p is not dominant Wi\t is called a generalized
affine Grassmannian slice in [BFN19]. In this paper, we have elected to drop the word “generalized”.

2.1.1. A wvariant using matriz coefficients. Fix A and p as above. We define a closed sub-ind-
scheme X* = G((z71)) by

XA = {g e G((z™)) : valdu|g|v) = —(A,A) forall v)e V(—=A), (u|e V(—/\)*} (2.8)

where A € P, varies over all dominant weights and V(—A) varies over W(—A) and S(-A).
It is easy to see that we have a closed embedding X* < X* that is a bijection on points, i.e. X*
is a possibly non-reduced thickening of X*. Define:

—A JR—
W, = XA A W, (2.9)

Then there is a closed embedding Wﬁ — Wﬁ that is a bijection on points. Because Wi\t is known
to be reduced [BFN19, §2(ii)], we could alternatively define Wﬁ as the reduced scheme of Wi\t

2.2. Fundamental monopole operators.

2.2.1. Birational coordinates. Recall from (2.2) that vi = (A — u,A;). For any g € G((z71)),
we can consider zM\D(VE Ai\g|v, A, Which is a Laurent series in z~!. If we further restrict that

g = xazMty € Wﬁ, then zMAD(VE A.l9lV-A,) is a monic polynomial in z of degree vi, which we
denote Q;i(z) and think of as a regular function on Wﬁ (with values in monic polynomials of
degree vi). Observe that Qi(z) depends only on the a-factor of g = xaz"y. We obtain a map
Wﬁ — AP~H given sending a point of Wﬁ to the colored divisor (Qi(z))ier-

Similarly we define Pi(z) = z<}‘7/\i><v":s_( A.)|xaz”y|v_ Aiy- This is a (not necessarily monic)
polynomial of degree less than or equal to vi — 1, and we think of Pi(z) as a regular function on
Wﬁ Observe that P;i(z) depends only on the x and a-factors of g = xaz"y. Finally, it is known

that the coefficients of the Q;(z) and P;(z) for i € I form a system of birational coordinates on Wﬁ
[FKMM99, BDF16], cf. §2.4 below.

Remark 2.10. This is the first time we make use of the simply-connectedness hypothesis, in order to
have all the fundamental representations. However, this is largely not needed. Let G’ be a group
with universal cover equal to G. Then Ut and U~ are canonically identified with the positive and
negative unipotent subgroups of G’. If we assume that (char k, |rt;(G’)|) = 1, then Ti[[z71]] is

identified with the corresponding group for G’. In particular, because Qi(z) depends only on the

a-factor and P;i(z) depends only on the a and x-factors of a point xazMy € W), we see that the

wr
functions Qi(z) and P;(z) are well-defined in this case as well.
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If |71 (G’)| is divisible by char k, then we suggest to take the Coulomb branch characterization

of Wﬁ (Theorem 3.20) as a definition, because this definition behaves well over general base rings.

2.2.2. GKLO embedding. For each i€ I, we define variables wy 1,...,w;,, and u;j1,...,u;,, and
form the ring:

~

‘A()\ - }‘L) = k[wi,ﬁu{i:i]iel,re[vi] (211)

We further define fT(?\ — Wioc to be the ring obtained by inverting all polynomials of the form
wir—Wis forieland 1 <t #s <v;. The group S, acts on this ring by permuting variables.

Recall from (2.6) that we denote the coordinate ring of Wﬁ by A(A, u). As a consequence of the

Coulomb branch construction of the slice Wi\t, we have the following theorem:

Theorem 2.12 ([BFN19]). There is a birational embedding

AN 1) = AN — (2.13)
of algebras under which
Qi(z) = [ [(z—win) (2.14)
r=1
and
Vi Vi 7 — Wi)s Vt(a)
P1<Z) > Z H m H . H (Wt(a),t - Wi’r)ui’r (215)
r=1 2;1{ ) ) ack:s(a)=1 t=1

for allie I

Remark 2.16. The above embedding differs from that in [BFN19| by a sign. More precisely, define
an involution on A(A — p) by

e(ay—i V
Wi r — Wi, Uir — (_1)20&'5(&)71 t(a)ui,r

Composing this involution with the map (2.13), we obtain precisely the h = 0 limit of [BFN19,
Theorem B.15|, cf. [BFN19, Lemma B.27]. We make this change of signs to simplify the statement
of certain other results, such as Theorem 2.28 below. The above involution may also be interpreted
as the action of a certain element of the torus T < G, acting via the adjoint action on Wi\t

The map from the theorem is a slight variation of one constructed for (quantized) zastava spaces
by Gerasimov, Kharchev, Lebedev, and Oblezin [GKLOO05]. For that reason we will call this the
GKLO embedding of A(A, ). This map was also studied in [KWWY14]|, in the case where p is
dominant. Note that because the Pi(z) and Qi(z) are birational coordinates on Wi\u the map is
uniquely determined by formulas (2.14) and (2.15).

Consider the subalgebra of A(A, 1) generated by the coefficients of the Qi(z). Under the GKLO
embedding, this subalgebra is identified with the subalgebra k[wi»r]isgl,re[vi] c ﬁ(?\ — ) of sym-
metric polynomials. For each i € I, the coefficients of Qi(z) are identified (up to a sign) with the
elementary symmetric functions in the variables w; , for v € [vi], by (2.14).
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2.2.3. Fundamental monopole operators. For each tuple m = (mi)ic; € Z' with 0 < m < v, we
write
Am =AY = Rk[wi, @ 1< < v]PmiSvm (2.17)
iel
for the corresponding ring of partially symmetric polynomials.

Below we will consider sums over tuples I' = (T )ic1 such that I} < [vi] and #T; = my. For each
such tuple I', let 0 = (07)ier € Sy be an element such that o;([m;]) = . Given f € A},, define
flr = o(f), which is an element of X);.; k[wir : 1 <1 <vi]. Because f is partially symmetric, f|r
does not depend on which o was chosen. Finally, we define ur = [ [¢; Hren ui,r

Definition 2.18. Let m = (m;)ic; € Z' with 0 < m < v, and let f € AY,. We define the (positive)
dressed fundamental monopole operator M}, () € A(A — w)joc by the formula:

HaeE Hrers 0,5 (e (Wt((l),s - Ws(a),r)
M.—ri_n(f) _ Z f|r . (a) (a)

M=(Tier Hiel 1—,[rel‘i,sqér-l (Wi,T - Wi,s)
Tic[vi],#Ti=my

up (2.19)

We define the (negative) dressed fundamental monopole operator M, (f) € /Nl(7\ — Wioc by the
formula:

H]el Htel" w;, t v [ aer Hrel"t(a) ssél“s(a)( t(a),r — Ws(a),s) _1

My (f) = (—1)%& fl - .
" rz(;i)iel [ Tier Hrel},sg@l‘ (Wi,s — Wir) r
Ticvi],#Ti=m;
(2.20)
where:
sign = ) mivi + ), Me(a)Ve(a) (2.21)

iel ack
Remark 2.22. When m = 0, meaning that m; = 0 for all i € I, we interpret
Sy
M%_(f) =fe Ao= ]k[wiﬂ“]iel,re[vi]
Furthermore, for general m we have A9 € A, and a linearity property over this subring Ag:
ME (fg) =f-Mi(g), forallfeAg, geAm

For brevity, we will abbreviate “dressed fundamental monopole operator” to F’MO. Observe that
the FMOs lie in /T(?\ — H)ISOY:, so via Theorem 2.12 the FMOs are rational functions on Wi\t The

following non-trivial theorem is a consequence of the Coulomb branch construction of Wi\t
Theorem 2.23 ([BFN19]). The FMOs are regular functions on Wﬁ

Additionally we have the following theorem of Weekes.
Theorem 2.24 ([Weel9]). The FMOs generate the ring of reqular functions on Wi\t

The above results come from the mathematical theory of Coulomb branches, which we review
in §3, and in particular rely on Braverman, Finkelberg and Nakajima’s groundbreaking Theorem
3.20. The FMOs arise very naturally in this setting, see §3.2.3.

Remark 2.25. Up to a sign, the elements M, (f) do not depend on the choice of orientation of the
Dynkin diagram. This is explained most naturally in the context of Coulomb branches, see §3.2.3
and equation (3.17) below.
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2.3. Compatibility of FMOs with inclusions of affine Grassmannian slices. Fix another A’ € PY_ such that
A > A > u. Then there is a closed embedding XA <> XA of (preimages of) spherical Schubert
varieties; this is easy to see for the spaces XA from (2.8). Intersecting with the space W,, from
(2.4), there is thus a closed embedding:
oA AoA
W, =W, (2.26)
Define the tuple v/ = (v{)ie1 by v{ = (A =N/, A;) for each i€ L.
Let m = (mj)ier € Z! with 0 < m < v. Suppose further that m < v’. Then we can define a
map
AV AV e f (2.27)
by setting the variables w; , with v > v/ equal to zero for all i € I. We can now state the main
theorem of this section.

Theorem 2.28. Let m = (m;)icr € Z! with 0 < m < v, and let f € AY,,. Under the restriction

map of functions k[Wi\L] — ]k[Wﬁl] corresponding to the closed embedding (2.26), we have

O

. (2.29)
0 otherwise

In the theorem and in the proof below, we assume that the FMOs on both sides are defined
using the same orientation of the underlying Dynkin diagram. But this assumption is ultimately
of little importance, as the FMOs are independent of orientation up to a sign by Remark 2.25.

2.3.1. Ezamples. Although the definition of a general FMO M% (f) is given by a complicated
rational expression, we recover some familiar functions as special cases:

Qi(z) = M%(H(z—wi,r)), Pi(z) = M;(H(z—wi,r)) (2.30)
r=1 =2
Here e; € Z! denotes the i-th standard basis vector, and we have extended the definition of M, (f)
to allow for f € A}, [z]. Equation (2.30) follows easily from Theorem 2.12 and Definition 2.18.
Similarly, in §2.6 below we define functions P; (z), which are the images of Pi(z) under the
Chevalley involution. These functions are also related to FMOs:

Vi

Pr(2) =M ([[(z—wi) (2.31)
T=2
Remark 2.32. Note that Q;(z), Pi(z) and P; (z) are all expressed in terms of representation-theoretic
data: they are matrix coefficients. The same is therefore true of the corresponding FMOs in (2.30)
and (2.31), which in particular confirms Theorem 2.23 in these cases. It would interesting to find a
representation-theoretic or group-theoretic interpretation for more general FMOs M3, (f). We are
not aware of such an interpretation even for G = SLs.

2.4. Zastava spaces. Let v € QY. Define ZY to be the following closed subscheme of G((z™ 1))
ZY = {xaz‘"’ e U [[z7Tal[z 1]z : val (xaz Y|v_A)) = 0 for all /\} (2.33)

where A € P varies over all dominant weights and [v_x) € V(—A) is the lowest weight vector,
and V(—A) varies over W(—A) and S(—A). It is not clear to us whether ZY is a reduced scheme,

so we define the zastava space ZI to be the reduced scheme of Zi.
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We have a map 2Y — A sending the point xaz~Y to the colored divisor (Qi(z)) where

each Qi(z) = 2V (v_axlalv_p,).

iel

Remark 2.34. The zastava space is often defined as a space of quasimaps from a rational curve into
a flag variety. Our definition of the zastava rather is most naturally isomorphic to the equivalent
Beilinson-Drinfeld picture of the zastava (see e.g. [FM99, §6]). Given a point xaz™Y € 27Y,
extract a colored divisor as above; let us call it D. It is easy to see that xaz™Y € ZY + 1mp11es that
x is in fact a rational function of z regular away from the support of D. So using x !, we obtain a
rational trivialization on the trivial U-bundle on P!, and our valuation condition exactly translates
into the required pole conditions along D.

We have a natural map Wi\t — Zil_” given by xaz"y — xaz*~?. Observe that the functions P;(z)
and Q;(z) on Wi\t are pulled back from regular functions on Zil_” given by the same formulas. It is
known [FKMMO99, BDF16] that these functions are birational coordinates on Z?‘f”. In particular,

the map Wﬁ — Z?‘f” is birational.

¥
Remark 2.35. Braverman, Finkelberg, and Nakajima [BFN19] make use of a map Wﬁ* — zi—“,
where * is the diagram automorphism given by “minus the longest element of the Weyl group”.
Because G is equipped with a p1nn1ng, this diagram automorphlsm induces an automorphism of G,

which induces an isomorphism W = W)\ Our map W — Z " is exactly the composed map.

2.4.1. GKLO embedding for the zastava space. Let At A—p) =k[wir, g r]ieme[vi], and define

A+ (A — Wioc to be the localization at all wi, —w; s for all 1 < 1 # s < vi. Note that in these
rings we do not invert the elements u; .. Then analogously to Theorem 2.12, we have a birational
embedding

k[Z2 ] = AT (A = Wioe (2.36)

sending Qi(z) and Pi(z) to the elements given by formulas (2.14) and (2.15). Similarly to (2.6),
we will denote A+ (A — ) = k[Z}7*].
In particular, we have the following commutative square of birational algebra embeddings:

K[Z2 ] —— AT (A — Whioe

j j (2.37)

K[,

] ’ ‘[NLO\ - u)loc

Observe that the positive FMOs define rational functions on Z?‘f”. In fact they are regular func-
tions, a consequence of the construction of the zastava space in Coulomb branch terms [BFN19,
§3(ii)], see also §3.2.1 below. An analogue of Theorem 2.24 also holds: the positive FMOs M, ()
generate the ring of regular functions on zf“ [Wee22].

2.4.2. Compatibility with closed embeddings. If vy’ <y are elements of QY, then we have a closed

embedding Zf — ZI given by xaz™Y  +— xaz~Y, which is compatible with the closed embedding
of slices. We state this as the following proposition.
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Proposition 2.38. Suppose A,A\" € PY_ and pe PY with A > N > n. Then the following square
commutes.

_— —A
Wy » Wy

l l (2.39)

A—p A—p
an — 2

We see then that for positive FMOs, Theorem 2.28 reduces to the following analogous theorem
for zastava spaces.

Theorem 2.40. Let v/, vy € QY withy' <vy. Writey = > viy and vy’ = D viay. Consider
the closed embedding 2Y < 2Y and the corresponding restriction map k[2ZY] — k[ZY'] of
functions. Let m = (my)ic € Z' with 0 < M <V, and let f € Ay,. Then under the restriction
map we have

~

M (F) ifm <y

‘ (2.41)
0 otherwise

My (f) — {
The difficulty with proving Theorem 2.28 is that the FMOs are expressed as rational expressions,

and the image of the closed embedding Wﬁ/ — Wi\t lies in the vanishing locus of the denominators
of those rational expressions. Therefore, it is not clear how to restrict these functions to the closed
subset. Unfortunately, Theorem 2.40 also suffers from this difficulty.

Instead, our strategy is to prove Theorem 2.40 by proving a stronger statement (Theorem 2.57)
for the “adding defect” map of zastava spaces that we will recall below. The image of the adding
defect map is no longer contained in the vanishing locus of the denominators of the rational ex-
pressions defining the FMOs, so we can restrict the FMOs.

2.5. Adding defect. Let y” € QY. Observe that A(Y") is isomorphic to the variety of a” € Ty[[z~!]]
such that z{Y" AV A;l@"[Voa,) is a polynomial in z for all i € I. The isomorphism sends a” to
the colored divisor (Li(z))ie1, where L;i(z) = Z<V/,'Ai><vi/\_l|a”|v_/\i>.

Definition 2.42. Let y',v” € QY and let y = vy’ + v”. The adding-defect map
2Y' x A S 2Y (2.43)
is defined by
(x'a’z™Y',a") — x'a’a"z™Y (2.44)

Fix v’,v”, and vy as in the definition. Recall the regular functions Qi(z) and Pi(z) on ZY. We

will write Q;(z) and Pi(z) for the corresponding functions on Zf. As above, we have regular
functions L;(z) on A" 1t follows directly from the formula defining the adding defect map that

Qi(z) =~ Qi(2)Li(z) (2.45)
and:
Pi(z) — Pi(z)Li(2) (2.46)

Furthermore, because Q;i(z) and Pi(z) are birational coordinates, we see that these formulas
uniquely determine the map.
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2.5.1. GKLO and adding defect. Define v/ = (v);,v" = (v{)i, and v = (vi); by v* = D Vi
where e € {!,” | &}.

Define AV V] = k[Wi,r]ier,reqv/+1,..v;)- In addition to the GKLO embeddings for the zastava
space, we have an embedding

k[AY)] > AM'V] (2.47)
given by:
Li(z) > ] (z—wiy) (2.48)
r=v{+1
Next, define
(A () @A) (2.49)
loc

to be the localization given by inverting w; , —w; ¢ for all pairs (i,1) # (j, s). The GKLO embedding
and (2.47) induce an embedding:
K[ZY x A0] = (fl* (v") ®/\(”””]>1 (2.50)
ocC
Finally, we define a map

@ AT (Vo = (AT() @ACM) (2.51)

loc

by sending wj » — w; ; and by sending;:

v
HSLV(Jrl(Wi,r*Wi,s) . ,
L uir, 1fr<vj

V.
— HaeE:s(a):iHtt:(\(,lz(a)Jrl(Wt(a),t_Wi,T) (2.52)

Ui r

0, otherwise
forallieland 1 <7 <vj.

Theorem 2.53. Let v',v”, and y be as in Definition 2.42, and let v',v",v be as above. The
follounng diagram commutes:

k[ZK] € At (Y)1oc

l f" (2.54)

k[zr x AV —— (ﬁJ’(Y') ®/\(v’,v])

loc

Proof. 1t suffices to check that Qi(z) and P;(z) map according to (2.45) and (2.46) under the top
and right arrows. This is immediate for Qi(z), and (2.52) is exactly what makes it hold for Pi(z).
U

2.5.2. FMOs and adding defect. Fix m = (mi)ie; € Z' such that 0 < m < v. We have a
embedding:

AV AV @ AV (2.55)
Given f € A}, we use Sweedler notation and write
f=> e (2.56)
for the image of f under (2.55).
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Theorem 2.57. Let v',v”, and vy be as in Definition 2.42, and let v/,v",v be as above. Let
m = (my)ie1 € Z' with 0 < m < v, and let f € AY,. Write f = 3 f) @2 under the embedding
(2.55). Under the restriction map on coordinate rings corresponding to the adding defect map
(2.43) we have:

SMEFD)Y @3, ifmi <V foralliel,

. (2.58)
0, otherwise

M () — {

Observe that the closed embedding Zf — ZI factors through the adding defect map as ZII —
ZII x AV - ZI where the closed embedding ZII — Zf x A" is given by the closed point of
A corresponding to the unique colored divisor supported at 0 € A'. Observe also that given
f e AY, expressed as 3. f1) ® f® under (2.55), we have f = 3} f() 2 (0), where f(2)(0) is obtained
by setting all variables w; , with r > v{ equal to zero. We therefore obtain Theorem 2.40 as a

corollary of Theorem 2.57. As explained above, we therefore obtain Theorem 2.28 for positive
FMOs.

Proof of Theorem 2.57. Recall the rational expression (2.19) for M} (f). By Theorem 2.53, we
are reduced to applying the map ¢ to this rational expression. Because all uj , with r > v{ map to
zero under ¢ in the sum (2.19), we need only consider I' = (I} )ic1 such that I7 < [v/]. That is, we
are computing:

HaeE Hrel‘s(a),sgél‘t(a) (Wt(a),s - Ws(a),r)
¢ flr -

ur (2.59)
P—(Micr [ Lier Hren,sq_&n (Wir —Wis)

If my > v/ for any i, we immediately see that the sum is empty, and we get 0. So we may assume
mi < v/ for all i.

Consider a single term in the sum (2.59), i.e. fix a I' = (T})ier such that I7 < [v{] < [vi] and
#I7; = my for all i. First, observe that:

flr = S 0] ) (2.60)

In the numerator of our single term, we write

H 1_[ (Wt(a),s _Ws(a),r) = (2,6]_)

acE re Fs(u) ,S¢ I"t(u)

Vi(a)
11 I1 Weays = W) |- TT TT  TT ¥eays — Wstayr) (2.62)
ackE rel‘s(a),se[vt’(a)]\l‘t(a) aek rely(q) s:vt’(u)Jrl

and in the denominator, we similarly write:

[T TT wir-wio=(T] TT  vir—wis) |- [TTTT TT Ovir—wee) | 269)

iel rely,sely iel rely,se[v/]\I} iel reli s=v/+1

Finally, observing that

V.
H ack Hre Is(a) Hstia)'

,Vt(a)Jrl(wt(a),s - Ws(a),r)

® : ur | =ur (2.64)
[Lict [ Tver, H\slzv{ﬂ(wi,r — Wis)
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we see that (2.59) is equal to

(1) HQEE HT‘EFS(Q),S¢R(U) (Wt(a),s - Ws(a),r) (2)
2 > W ur |- f (2.65)
rz(ri)iel HiEI HT‘EH,S$F~1 (Wi’r - Wi')s)
Nicvi],#Ti=m;
which is exactly the rational expression for >} M, (f(1))f(2), O

2.6. Chevalley anti-involution on slices. In this section, we will recall an involution on the slice W!}l
that swaps positive and negative FMOs and allows us to finish the proof of Theorem 2.28 (by
proving it for the negative FMOs). This involution and its non-commutative version for Yangians
is studied in detailed in [BFN19, §2(vii) and Appendix B], and the statements of this section can
be obtained there. We present the key facts necessary for the present commutative situation.

As the group G is equipped with a pinning, we have the Chevalley anti-involution t : G — G
obtained by swapping positive and negative root subgroups. We get a corresponding anti-involution
on the group G((z!)) that preserves the slice Wi\t We denote this involution by the same symbol

L W!}l — W!}l We also write  : k[Wi\L] — k[Wﬁ] for the corresponding involution of coordinate

rings. Write P; (z) = Pi(z) and define the regular function P; (z) on Wi\t by

P (z) = z<)"/\i><v”i/\i|xaz”y V_si (A0 (2.66)

1

for xazty € Wi\t Then we have 1(Qi(z)) = Qi(z) and ((P{ (z)) = P{ (z). Because the Q;i(z) and
P (z) are birational coordinates, this uniquely determines t. In order to study how this involution
interacts with the GKLO embeddings, we need to compute the image of P; (z) under the GKLO
embedding.

Proposition 2.67. Under the GKLO embedding (2.13),

Vi Vi Vs(a)
z — wy .
PI(2) > —(—1)Sectso)=i Vaco) ST |wi [T TIwur — wsa),suiy (2.68)
11\ s=1 WVhr T Wis | e a)=i s—1 ’
S#T ’ -

As in Remark 2.16, this result agrees with the h = 0 limit of [BFN19, Theorem B.15], up to the
corresponding sign.

Proof. Observe that (2.68) is in the form of the Lagrange interpolation formula, so it suffices to

compute P; (wj ) for all r € [v;]. Define D;(z) to be the regular function on Wﬁ given by

Di(z) = z<)"/\i><v”isi(/\i)|xaz“y|v,si(/\ ) (2.69)

for xazMy e Wi\t Then we have the following identity (see e.g. [FZ99, Theorem 1.17], [GKLOOS5,

(2.19)]):
Di(z)Qi(2) = P{ )Py (2) + 2V [ Qo [] Quw® (2.70)

acE:it(a)=1 bek:s(a)=1

For each r € [vi], we substitute z = w; ; and solve for P, (w; ), noting that Q;(wy ) = 0.
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Let A (A — Wioc,loc denote the further localization of fl()\ — Wioc Where we invert w; ;. for allie I,
T € [vi]. Then we can define an automorphism

L: ﬁ()\ - H’)loc,loc = ‘;l()\ - H)loc,loc (271)
by
Wir — Wiy (2.72)
and:
P (w;
Uiy i (Wir) (2.73)

(—1)Zocts(o)= “b) [Toees)=1 Qup)(Wi,r)

Vs(a)
HaeE:t(a)=i Hs:l (Wi,T - WS(a),s) u-l

i,7

= _(_1)ZbeE:s(b):i RO =

" oerso)=i [ Ti21 Wev),s = Wir)
This automorphism is involutive and it has been constructed precisely to make the following propo-
sition hold.

(2.74)

Proposition 2.75. The following square commutes.

_}\ ~
k[Wu] ? ‘AO\ - H)loc,loc

JL J‘ (2.76)

_}\ ~
k[wu] — -A()\ - U)loc,loc

2.6.1. Negative FMOs. With Proposition 2.75 in hand, we can directly calculate the following

Proposition 2.77. Fiz m = (my)ie; with 0 < m < v and f € A},. Under the involution t :
k[Wﬁ] — ]k[Wi\L], we have

LM () = M () (2.78)

As the involution ¢ is compatible with closed embeddings (2.26), we obtain Theorem 2.28 for
negative FMOs and therefore complete its proof.

2.7. The other zastava space. Let y € QY. Define ZY to be the following closed subscheme of
G((z™1)):
2Y ={az Yy e Ty[[z ]z YU  [[z7]] : az Yy|v_A) > 0 for all A} (2.79)

where A € P, varies over all dominant weights and [v_5) € V(—A) is the lowest weight vector
defined above, and V(—A) varies over W(—A) and S(—A). As before, define ZY to be the reduced

. oA —u _
scheme of ZY . There is a map W, — A H given by xazhy — aztMy.
The involution t induces an isomorphism:

L2y S 2Y (2.80)

Applying t, all of the discussion above about ZK holds for 27Y as well.
Furthermore, we obtain a closed embedding:

oA
W, = ZY xp0mm 2Y (2.81)
which is given explicitly on points by:

xazty — (xaz"?, azhMy) (2.82)
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We can interpret this embedding in terms of FMOs: the positive FMOs M (f) generate the
coordinate ring of ZY, the negative FMOs M;, (f) generate the coordinate ring of ZY, and the

map on coordinate rings corresponding to (2.81) is surjective because the coordinate ring of Wi\t is
generated by all the FMOs M, (f) together.

3. Kac-MooDy AFFINE GRASSMANNIAN SLICES VIA COULOMB BRANCHES

In this section we explain how the Braverman-Finkelberg-Nakajima theory of Coulomb branches
gives a definition of affine Grassmannian slices for all symmetric Kac-Moody types. First we will
discuss Coulomb branches in general. We then focus on the Coulomb branches of quiver gauge
theories, which are those which produce Kac-Moody affine Grassmannian slices.

3.1. Coulomb branches in general. We first recall the general definition of Coulomb branches due to
Braverman, Finkelberg and Nakajima [BFN18]. Let G be a split reductive group, and let N be a
finite dimensional representation of G, both defined over C. (Note that G will not be the same as
the group G from the previous section. For us G will always be a product of general linear groups.)

We will refer to [BFN18, §3, Definition 3.13| for the precise definitions and here only recall the
basic ingredients in the definition. Let X = C((t)) and O = C[[t]], and define the ind-scheme
Rg,N (see [BFN18, §2(i)]) by:

Re.N = {(g,n) € G(X)/G(O) x N(O) : gn e N(@)} (3.1)

Then define
AG,N) = HE P (Rg,N) (3.2)

where H (©) denotes equivariant Borel-Moore homology (with coefficients in k). Note that Rg N
is not an inductive limit of finite type schemes unless N = 0, so the definition of its equivariant
Borel-Moore homology requires some care, see [BFN18, §2(ii)].

Observe that there is a natural map Rgn — G(X)/G(O) to the affine Grassmannian for G.
Using a variation of the convolution structure on this affine Grassmannian, Braverman, Finkel-
berg, and Nakajima define a multiplication on H.G (O)(fRG,N). By formal properties of convolution
algebras, this multiplication is associative [BFN18, Theorem 3.10]. However, a special feature of
this setting is that the multiplication is in fact commutative ([BFN18, Proposition 5.15]). One can
thus define the Coulomb branch Mc (G, N) as

Mc(G,N) = Spec A(G,N) (3.3)

Furthermore, Braverman, Finkelberg and Nakajima prove that A(G,N) is a finitely-generated
k-domain, which tells us that M (G, N) is an irreducible k-variety [BFN18, Corollary 5.22 and
Proposition 6.8].

3.1.1. Egquwariant cohomology of a point. An important property of Coulomb branches is that
there is a map of algebras [BFN18, §3(vi)]:

Hs(pt) — A(G,N) (3.4)
Moreover, multiplication by this subalgebra agrees with the natural geometric action of HE; (pt) =

H'G(O)(pt) on the equivariant Borel-Moore homology A(G,N) = H.G(O)(RG,N).
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3.1.2. Localization. Fix a pair of opposite Borel subgroups of G, which determines a maximal torus
T and a set AJé of positive roots. Then using the localization theorem in equivariant Borel-Moore
homology, we have an embedding [BFN18, Lemma 5.10, Remark 5.23]

LT A(GN) — AT, N)[B7Y] (3.5)

+
BeAy

where we view the roots 3 € AE as elements of H(pt). In our main case of interest, the quiver
gauge theories to be recalled below, we will give a precise formula for this embedding in terms of
the GKLO embedding (see §3.2.2 below).

The algebra A(T, N) is relatively simple to describe: it is free as a module over its subalgebra
Hf (pt), with a basis {r,}, indexed by the set of all coweights v : G;, — T. Moreover there is an
explicit multiplication formula for these elements [BFN18, Theorem 4.1].

3.1.3. Forgetting matter. Suppose that N; and N, are two G-representations. Then we have the
forgetting matter homomorphism [BFN18, Remark 5.14]:

z* :.A(G,N]_@Ng) H‘A(G,Nl) (36)

To define this map, first consider the case where G = T is a torus. In this case, the map
z*: A(T,N1 ®Nj) — A(T,N;) is H} (pt)-linear and for all cocharacters vy : G, — T we have

2y =[] etewamTE, (3.7)
E(&,v)<0

Here the product runs over weights & of N, thought of as elements of H} (pt) [BFN18, §4(vi)].
For general G, let T — G be a maximal torus. Then the map (3.6) is determined by the following
commutative square involving the respective localization maps:

A(G,N; ®N,) - " A(G,Ny)

jtgl jt;l (38)

AT,N1@N2) [BH] 0 = A(T,Ny) [B77]

BEAE
In particular, the map (3.6) is linear over Hg (pt).

3.1.4. Fourier transform. The Fourier transform is an isomorphism [BFN18, §6(viii)]:

F:AG,N1@®Ny) — A(G,N1®N3) (3.9)
This map is again compatible with localization:
A(G,N; ®Ny) 7 A(G,N; @ N%)
jt;l jt;l (3.10)

AT NI®N) [B s —2— AT NI@N3) [B ] 01

The bottom arrow is determined by F : A(T,N; @ N2) > A(T,N; @ N3). The latter map is
H7 (pt)-linear, and on monopole operators is given by a sign [BFN18, §4(v)]:

F(ry) = (—1)Zexem=o(&y)dimNa(E), (3.11)

In particular, the map (3.9) is H (pt)-linear.
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3.1.5. Mwnuscule monopole operators. Let v : G, — T be a cocharacter. Consider the orbit
G(O)t*G(0)/G(0) — G(X)/G(O). We say vy is minuscule precisely when this orbit is closed; this
is equivalant to asking that the dominant translate of v under the Weyl group W be minuscule in
the usual sense. Let RE,N denote the preimage of the orbit under the map Rg N — G(X)/G(O).
Because of our assumption that v is minuscule,

RE N — GO G(0)/G(0) (3.12)
is a vector bundle (of infinite rank), and we have a closed embedding
RE N = Ra,N (3.13)
which induces an embedding:
G G
HI(®E ) = HI P (Ra,N) (3.19)
Let Stabyy — G denote the stabilizer of t*G(0)/G(0). There is an action of Hgtap,, (Pt) on

H.G (O)(RE N) Which is a rank-one free module with generator given by the fundamental class

[SRZ;,N], see [BFN18, §6(ii)]. For f € Hg;,;, | (pt), denote the corresponding element of H.G(O)(RE7N)
by
MSN(F) = FIRG N (3.15)
called the (dressed) minuscule monopole operator (MMO) with dressing f.
Applying the localization theorem, we obtain the following formula ([BFN18, Proposition 6.6])

CMEN®) = Y o) it (3.16)
0eWg/Wg,y o <HB€AGI<57Y>>0 B)

where W is the Weyl group of G, and W , is the stabilizer of y.
Finally, observe that the sign appearing in (3.11) is constant on Wg-orbits. So we see that the
Fourier transform acts on MMOs by a sign: with notation as in §3.1.4,

F(MGNON2 () — (1) Dacep ooy dimNa(&) B NONE o (3.17)

3.2. Coulomb branches of quiver gauge theories and Kac-Moody affine Grassmannian slices. Fix a quiver
(I, E) with no edge loops, which we think of as an orientation of a Dynkin diagram of symmetric
Kac-Moody type. Note that multiple edges are allowed, for example as in the Dynkin diagram of
the affine Lie algebra 5A[2. We keep the same notation from §2 for coweights, dominant coweights,
simple roots, etc., in this general Kac-Moody setting.

Fix Ae PY, and pe PY with A > p. Define v = (vi)ier and w = (wj)ie1 by the same formulas

(2.2) and (2.3). Fix finite dimensional I-graded C-vector spaces V = @, Vi and W = @y,
having dimensions dim V; = v; and dim W; = w;. Define:
G =] [GL(W), (3.18)
iel
N = C—B Hom(Vs(a), Vt(a)) @ C—B HOIIl(Wi, Vl) (319)
aek iel

Finally, we pick bases of each Vi, which determines a pinning of G. In particular, we get a maximal
torus T of G.

In physics terminology, G and N determine a “quiver gauge theory”, and associated to this
data, we can form a Coulomb branch. Braverman, Finkelberg, and Nakajima prove the following
astonishing theorem, which is the reason Coulomb branches enter our story. We mention that
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this result can be interpreted physically in terms of moduli spaces of singular monopoles [BFN19,
BDG17]. We state a version twisted by the diagram automorphism * from Remark 2.35.

Theorem 3.20 ([BFN19, Theorem 3.10]). Suppose the quiver (I,E) is finite ADE type. Let N and
w be as above, and let G and N be defined by (3.18). Then there is an explicit tsomorphism:

Mc(G,N) > W, (3.21)
Motivated by this theorem, we have the following definition.

Definition 3.22. Let A and p be as above, and let G and N be defined by (3.18). Then the (Kac-
Moody) affine Grassmannian slice is defined by:

A
W, =Mc(G,N) (3.23)
To match the notation from the previous section, we also write:
A1) = A(G,N) = K[W,] (3.24)

When the quiver (I, E) is affine type, Wﬁ is often called a double affine Grassmannian slice (short

for “affine affine Grassmannian slice”). Finally, observe that Wﬁ does not depend on the orientation
of the quiver because of the Fourier transform from §3.1.4.

3.2.1. Zastava spaces. In the special case where G is a product of general linear groups, one can
define a positive part of the ind-scheme Rg N, which we denote ﬂ%g N The Borel-Moore homology

A(G,N) = HF (g ) (3.25)

forms a subalgebra of A(G,N) and Braverman, Finkelberg, and Nakajima prove the following
theorem.

Theorem 3.26 ([BFN19, Corollary 3.4]). Suppose the quiver (I,E) s finite ADE type. Let A and
u be as above, and let G and N be defined by (3.18). Then there is an ezplicit :somorphism:

Spec AT (G,N) Sz 7+ (3.27)

Analogous to Definition 3.22, in Kac-Moody type, we define the zastava space Z?‘f” by formula
(3.27). To match the notation from the previous section, we also write:

AT(A ) = AT(G,N) = k[2) 7] (3.28)
Similarly, there is a negative part R N, We analogously define A~(A,u) = A7 (G,N), and
Theorem 3.26 holds analogously for A,

3.2.2. GKLO embedding. At this point we can explain where Theorem 2.12 comes from. The
ring ﬁ(?\ — ) is identified with A(T,0): the u;, are particular generators for this torus Coulomb
branch, and the w; , are the equivariant parameters generating H.T(O) (pt). The GKLO embedding
is exactly the composed map:

A(GN) <55 AT N [B ™ ps =5 AT, 0) [67] (3.29)

BeAd
Note that the positive roots § = w;, —w; s forieIand 1 <t < s <v;. Thus Theorem 2.12 holds
exactly the same in the Kac-Moody case. The only difference is that the regular functions Q;i(z)
and P;(z) are not defined via matrix coefficients, but rather are characterized uniquely by formulas
(2.14) and (2.15). Similarly, the GKLO embedding (2.36) for Z?‘f” also holds exactly as before.
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3.2.3. Fundamental monopole operators. The definition of FMOs (Definition 2.18), the fact that
they are regular functions (Theorem 2.23), and the fact that they generate the coordinate ring
(Theorem 2.24) continue to hold without change. We can now say where FMOs come from: they
are particular examples of minuscule monopole operators.

Let m = (my)icr € Z' with 0 < m < v. We define @, to be the following coweight of G: it
is the sum over i of the m;-th fundamental coweight (1,...,1,0,...,0) of the factor GL(V;) of G.

For this coweight, we have an identification between A}, and HStabey (pt). The coweight @y, is
minuscule, and for f € A}, and similarly to ([BFN19, Proposition A.2]) we have:
Min () = MM (F) (3.30)

The coweight —@, is also minuscule, and we have an identification between A}, and HEtabw (pt).
For f e A}, we have

Mo (f) = (—=1)%&> . MEN (1) (3.31)

—®m

where “sign” is given by (2.21).

Remark 3.32. Note that the coweight —@y, is antidominant. This is convenient notationally. We
could instead consider its dominant Weyl translate @%, = —wo@m, as in [BFN19, §A(ii)].

4. EMBEDDINGS OF KAc-MooDY AFFINE GRASSMANNIAN SLICES

Our main goal in this section is to generalize Theorem 2.28 to Kac-Moody affine Grassmannian
slices. The main difficulty is that we do not a prior: have a definition of the closed embedding
(2.26), because we only have the Coulomb branch definition of Kac-Moody affine Grassmannian
slices. Because we know generation by FMOs, we could try to use Theorem 2.28 to define the
closed embedding. Unfortunately, this does not work because we do not know a prior: that the
map on generators extends to an algebra homomorphism.

Instead, we will proceed another way and construct the closed embedding (2.26) using the
Coulomb branch definition. Theorem 2.28 appears during the proof of the construction.

4.1. Conicity condition and closed embeddings. Let A’ € PY, with A > A’ > . In finite type, we

automatically have a closed embedding of Wﬁ/ into Wﬁ, but in general Kac-Moody type, we need
a further condition on A’ to obtain a closed embedding.

Let C denote the Cartan matrix of our Kac-Moody type, which is a symmetric matrix by as-
sumption.

Definition 4.1. Let A\,A\’ € PY, with A > A’. Define w as above and v” = (v{)ic1 by:
vi =A=N, Ay (4.2)
We say that A’ satisfies the conicity condition for A if
u-(w—Cv")+u-(Cu)>1 (4.3)
for all non-zero u with 0 < u < v”. Here - denotes the usual dot product on Z!.

Remark 4.4. As we will recall in Appendix A, the conicity condition corresponds exactly to quiver
gauge theories that are either “good” or “ugly” in the physics terminology.

Remark 4.5. The conicity condition is automatic in finite type, and for most affine types. See
Theorem A.8 for details.
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Proposition 4.6. If A’ satisfies the conicity condition for A, then the Kac-Moody slice W;, 5 a
conical variety. That is, AN\, A') = k[W;,] admits a grading by Zso with the 0-graded piece
consisting just of k.

This result is a special case of Corollary A.6. In particular, we obtain an algebra homomorphism:
ANN) = k (4.7)

which sends all elements of non-zero degree to zero. More precisely, let m = (m;)ic; € Z' with
0<miy<v/foralliel, andlet fe AY,. Then the map (4.7) is defined by:

M (f) 0, ifm=#0 (4.8)
m £(0), ifm=0 '

The above notation f(0) means setting all equivariant parameters in f to zero.
We can now state the main theorem of this section.

Theorem 4.9. Let A,\' € PY, and p e PY with A > N > u. Further assume that A" satisfies the
conicity condition for A. Then there i1s a closed embedding

S |
W, — W, (4.10)

under which the FMOs restrict exactly as tn Theorem 2.28.

4.2. Proving Theorem 4.9. Let A, A/, and p be as in the Theorem statement. Let w and v be as
above, v” as in Definition 4.1, and v’ as in §2.3.

4.2.1. Lewvt restriction. We need the following Levi restriction statement, generalizing the local-
ization map from §3.1.2. Since we are in the setting of quiver gauge theories A(G, N) is generated
by FMOs, and in particular by the minuscule monopole operators M$ N (f).

Proposition 4.11. Let L be a standard Levi of G, and let A{ c A‘é denote set of positive roots
for L. There 1s an embedding

1 AG,N) — ALN)[B] (4.12)

BeAS\AL
uniquely determined by the commutativity of the following diagram:

—1

A(G,N) « - A(L,N) [[371]66%\AE

1 _
\ /

A(T,N) [B?]

+
BeAg

Proof. Because the MMOs generate A(G,N), it suffices to show that their images in
A(T,N) [Bil]BeAg are equal to the images of elements of A(L, N) [Bfl]BeAE\A{. In fact, we
will show that the image of each MMO is a linear combination of MMOs from A(L,N) with
coefficients only involving the allowed denominators.

Let v be a minuscule dominant weight for G, and let f e H}(pt)WGvY be a dressing for y. Then
under localization to the torus, the corresponding MMO is:

CIMEN@E) = Y o) et (4.19)
ceEWG/Wa o (HBeA‘é:<B,y>>O B)
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Let {v1,...,Yn} be the elements of W -y that are dominant for L. For each 1 <j < N, choose
0j € Wg such that y; = 0j(y). Then (4.13) is equal to:

i N ooy (vs) (4.14)

J=10eWL/ W1y, <l—[[3eA+ {(B,yi>>0 B HneA H\Af (>0 n)

To

Consider a fixed summand indexed by j € [N]. Multiplying that summand by

[] -~ I n (4.15)

TEWL/WLy;  \neAg\A{ :(n,y;)>0

on denominator and numerator, we get the image under 1, ! of

! : M%;N oj(f) - H T
HTeWL/WL,yJ. T (HneAE\A{;m,yj»o ﬂ) TEWL/Wi,y it#e \neAf \A+ (n, VJ>>0
(4.16)
which is an element of A(L,N) [ ] BeAL\AT O

In formula (3.16) for MMOs, we can abuse notation and formally consider the dressing to be
an element of the fraction field of Hg;,,, , (pt). With this generalization, we can write (4.16) more
compactly as

_ i (1)

L 1 MG,N f — MLfN GiJ( 4.17

< (MP(D) Z Y | Tlrcacar B (4.17)
{Byyj»<0

where oj € Wg is any element such that y; = oj(y).

4.2.2. Constructing the closed embedding. For each i€ I, we decompose
Vi=VieV/ (4.18)

where V/ is the span of the first v/ basis vectors of Vi, and V/" is the span of the remaining v’ basis
vectors. Taking the product over i € I of the corresponding subgroups GL(V!) x GL(V/) ¢ G L(Vi),
we obtain a standard Levi subgroup G’ x G” — G. As a representation of G’ x G”, we have

N = N/, @N=*pN/~ (4.19)
where:

= @ Hom(Vy(q), V{(a)) ® (D Hom(W;, V{), (4.20)

act iel
NIIllX == <—+3E Hom( s/(a)’ tlza)) (‘B @ Hom( S/Eb)’ t/(b))’ (4:21)

ae

N3, = @ Hom(V] ), Vi{a)) @ @Hom (Wi, V{) (4.22)

ackE iel

By definition, we have

W), = Mc(G”,N2) (4.23)

We have assumed that A’ satisfies the conicity condition for A, so there is an algebra homomorphism
as in (4.7):
A(G",NJ,) —» k (4.24)
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By the Kiinneth formula we also have [BFN18, §3(vii)(a)]:
A(G' x G", NI, ®NZ) = A(G',NL,) ® A(G",N,) (4.25)
Combining this with (4.24) gives us a surjective map:
A(G' x G", NI, ®N.,) - A(G',N.,) (4.26)
Proposition 4.27. There is a surjective map 7 : A(G’' x G”,N) — A(G’, N/, ® N™X) which is
uniquely determined by the commutativity of the following square:

A(G' x G")N) — ™ A(G’,N/, @ Nmix)

[+ [+ (4.8

A(G' x G", N, ®N/") — % A(G',N/)

where the vertical arrows are obtained by forgetting N™* and the lower horizontal arrow is
(4.26).

Furthermore, let vy = (y',v") be a minuscule coweight for G’ x G”, and let fV) @ (2 ¢
Hétabty/ (pt) ® Hétabty// (pt) - Hétabtv (pt)' Then we have

G’.N/ @Nmix .

' M2, w 1) 0 ) (0 " —Q

n(M(G S GON(F) ®f(2))> = (e f0), vy (4.29)
Y'y") 0, if y" #0

where f(z) — f(z) (O) is the map Hétabty// (pt) - Hgtabty// <pt) = k.
Proof. Clearly 7t is a well-defined rational map. For the rational map 7, the formulas (4.29) follow
by direct calculation using (3.7) and (4.8).

By [Weel9, Remark 3.8], A(G’ x G”,N;, ®N/,) and A(G’,Nj,,) are each generated by MMOs.
Formula (4.29) tells us that all the MMOs map to MMOs, and that each MMO is the image of an

MMO. So we conclude that 7t is a regular map, and it is surjective. ([l
We can write N™* = NP @ NI where:
NT™ = @ Hom(V/ o), Vi(a)) (4.30)
act
NE* = @ Hom(Vpy, Vi(p)) (4.31)
bekt
The Fourier transform from §3.1.4 provides us with a isomorphism
F: A(G', N}, ® N™*) =5 A(G’,NJ, @ (NP*)* @ NJ™¥) (4.32)
For each i € I, we fix a vector subspace
W, ¢ W@ 69 {® @D v’g a) (4.33)
acE:is(a)=1 beE:t(a)=1i

with dim W/ = w/. This is possible because one computes the right hand side of (4.33) to have
dimension w] + 2v{. Let X; be any complementary vector subspace. Then we define
@ Hom s(a t,(a)) ® @ Hom<Wi,1 VLI) (4'34)
ackE i

and:
= P Hom(Xy, VY) (4.35)
i
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In particular, we have:
}\/

Mc(G',N®) = Wy (4.36)
By construction, we can G’-equivariantly identify:
N, @ (NFH)* @ N3™) = N @ N® (4.37)
So we view (4.32) as an isomorphism:
F:A(G N/, @ N™¥) =, 4(G',NO® pN®) (4.38)

For each i € I, let us further choose a vector-space decomposition X; = X;r @ X; with dim X{r =
dim X; = v{, and write

N® = @ Hom(X{, V) (4.39)
i

and
N® = @ Hom(X;, V) (4.40)
i
Then we further have a Fourier transform isomorphism
F:AG NO@N®) = A6, N®aN® o N (4.41)
To prove Theorem 4.9, we prove the following more elaborate statement.

Theorem 4.42 (Elaborated version of Theorem 4.9). There is a surjective homomorphism A(A, 1) =
A(G,N) - A(G',N®) = AN, ) that is uniquely determined by the commutativity of the
followtng diagram:

A(G,N) 5 A(G' x G",N)| [Tiet [Trrav), (Wi — wis) Y]

/
vi<s<vy

ln
A(G’,N!, @ N™ix) [ [Lic ngrév{ w:i]

g

A(G’, NG @ N®) [ [Tier [ Ti<r<vr W;:rl]

F

(4.43)

A(G,N® @ Nf) @ (N(:L))*)[Hiel Hlsrsv{ W:i]

z¥

Y
AG/ N®)y 4 A(G/, N(s))[niel H1<r<v{ wfi]

Additionally, under this map, the FMOs restrict exactly as in Theorem 2.28.
Proof. Let m = (m;)ic1 € Z! with 0 < m < v, and let f € AY,. Recall from (3.30) that we have:

M (f) = MSN () (4.44)
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By Propositions 4.11 and 4.27, we have:

~

mix f
mo L <Mg;:'(f)) — MENweN (4.45)
H1€I Hp 1W

if m < v’. If not, we get zero.
All the weights of N‘l’fliX pair negatively with @, so the first Fourier transform acts by the
identity, see (3.17). However, the second Fourier transform introduces a sign, sending (4.45) to:

~

G’ N(3)®N(4)®(N(4)) f

(—1)Zier ™M 2 (4.46)
H1€I Hp 1 W
Finally, z* sends this to:
&) mi f
- miv” \G’N "
(_1)Zl€1mlvl ’ Ma)m H H(_Win‘)vl ’ v (4'47)
iel r=1 [ Licr Hp:lwi,p
Observe that the signs cancels, and this is exactly equal to
~ / (3) ~
M (F) = ME N7 (F) (4.48)

Now we turn to the negative FMOs. Analogously to before we have:

1 ( G,N G/ N @Nmix f
mo L (MS ma»._m B . ; (4.49)
" ® ® <HieI H;lzll( Wlp)v >

if my < v{ for all i € I, and zero otherwise. This time the first Fourier transform introduces a sign
sending (4.49) to

" G’ N(3)®N(4) 'F
(_1)ZUEE ms(a)vt(a) : M(DT; 5 " (450)
[lier [Tpts (=wip)Yi
and the second Fourier transform acts by the identity. Finally, z* sends this to:
mj P
" G/’ N® ” f
<—1)ZUGE Ms(@)V(a) . Ma)n’l <H H(Wi,r)vl : - ”) (4.51)
el r=1 [ Lic: H;n:ll(_wl p)Vi

The signs do not cancel, and we get:

(_1)2161 miVi’/+Za€E ms(ﬂ)vtﬂ(a) . ME;;’)N(S) (fN') (452)
Recall (2.20) that the negative FMO M, (f) is defined as a sign times M?;;]:(S) (f). In particular,
the sign appearing (4.52) exactly compensates for this sign, and we conclude that

M, (f) — M, (f) (4.53)

As both source and target of the left vertical arrow in (4.43) are generated by FMOs, we conclude
that the map is regular and surjective.
0

Remark 4.54. We do not know a prior: that this closed embedding is the same as the closed
embedding (2.26) defined group-theoretically for finite-type affine Grassmannian slices. Rather,
we only know this a posterior: because both maps have the same effect on FMOs. In particular,
Theorem 4.42 does not subsume Theorem 2.28.
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4.3. Paisson structure. Coulomb branch coordinate rings each come equipped with a one-parameter
non-commutative deformation quantization, see [BFN18, §3(iv)]. Geometrically, this extra pa-
rameter h corresponds to considering equivariance under an additional C* corresponding to “loop
rotation”, and we obtain an algebra over k[h] = HZ, (pt). This deformation quantization endows
the commutative Coulomb branch with a Poisson structure. So we might ask when the closed
embedding constructed in Theorem 4.9 respects the Poisson structure. To answer this question,
we need the following strengthening of the conicity condition.

Definition 4.55. Let A,\’ € PY_ with A > A’. Define w as above and v = (v/)ie1 by:
vi=OA =N, AD (4.56)
We say that A’ satisfies the good condition for A if
u-(w—-Cv")+u-(Cu) =2 (4.57)
for all non-zero u with 0 < u < v”. Here - denotes the usual dot product on Z!.

Theorem 4.58. Let A,\" € PY_ and nwe PY with A > N > . Further assume that A’ satisfies the
good condition for A. Then the closed embedding

S |
W, — W, (4.59)

18 compatible with Poisson structures.

Remark 4.60. One might ask if Theorem 4.58 holds for the quantized Coulomb branches. Remark-
ably, the answer is no! The simplest example is the case of the A; quiver, A = «v, and A’ = 0.

In this case, Wﬁ is the nilpotent cone for SL,, and Wﬁ is a point. The map (4.59) quantizes

precisely if the Coulomb branch quantization of Wi\t has a non-trivial one-dimensional module, and
this property fails in this example.

More precisely, let us work over k = C. The Coulomb branch quantization An(A,p) is an
algebra over C[h], and we seek a surjection An(A, 1) - An(N, 1) = C[h] over C[h]. Specializing
at h = 1, we would obtain a non-trivial one-dimensional module for the algebra An—;1(A, it). In our
example, one can check that the Coulomb branch quantization An—_1(A, ) is a particular central
quotient of U(slz) (corresponding to —p), which does not have a one-dimensional module. (Of
course, there does exist a quantization possessing a one-dimensional module, but this corresponds
to a different central quotient of U(sl;).) This is a fundamental reason why the construction of
Theorem 4.9 is necessarily complicated: any simple geometric construction would also make sense
for the quantization. It is all the more remarkable that we obtain such a nice formula for the
restriction of the geometrically defined FMOs.

Proof of Theorem 4.58. 1t suffices to check that the top horizontal map and all the right vertical
maps in (4.43) are Poisson. All the maps except 7t are Poisson by the results of [BFN18]. As for
71, using Corollary A.6 the good condition implies that 7t is Poisson. ([l

4.4, Adding defect map and closed embeddings for zastava spaces. We do not have an a prior: definition
of adding defect like Definition 2.42. Instead, we first define the map (2.51) on localized rings by
the exact same formulas. Now we claim that there is a (necessarily uniquely determined) algebra
homomorphism k[ZY] — ]k[Zf x A")] making the square (2.54) commute. We prove this by
checking that the FMOs, which generate k[2Y], map to elements of k[ZII x AY")] under the map
(2.51) of localized rings: this is exactly what we computed in the proof of Theorem 2.57.
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As in the discussion after Theorem 2.57, we can restrict the adding defect map along the unique
colored divisor supported at 0. This gives us a map of zastava spaces satisfying Theorem 2.40.
Therefore the map on coordinate rings is surjective, and the map of zastava spaces is a closed
embedding. We see that it is much easier to construct the closed embedding for zastava spaces
than for Kac-Moody affine Grassmannian slices.

APPENDIX A. GOOD AND UGLY CONDITIONS

Cremonesi, Hanany and Zaffaroni [CHZ14| proposed a certain formal infinite sum called the
monopole formula, which encodes a Z—grading on the coordinate ring of a Coulomb branch. We
will briefly recall the relevant details, before turning to the case of quiver gauge theories.

Asin §3.1, we consider the Coulomb branch M¢ (G, N) associated to a pair (G, N) of a reductive
group G and its representation N. For any coweight vy of G, define:

Aly) = =D Keo vl + 3 Y1) dim N(&) (A1)
x &

The first sum runs over the positive roots « of G, while the second runs over the weights & of N.
Recall that following Braverman, Finkelberg and Nakajima, we define M (G, N) as the spectrum

of the ring A(G,N) from (3.2). In [BFN18, §2(iii)], these authors prove that A(G, N) carries an
integer grading whose Hilbert series is given by the monopole formula:

S 2AWpg (1) (A.2)
s

Here the sum runs over dominant coweights y of G, and Pg (t) = [[;(1 — t2%)~! where the d;

are the exponents of the subgroup Stabyy & G defined as in §3.1.5. Importantly for us, the degrees
of dressed minuscule monopole operators from §3.1.5 are given by

deg Ms’N(f) = 2A(y) + degf, (A.3)

Here deg f denotes the cohomological degree of f € H?tab” (pt), and in particular degf > 0.

Following the terminology of [GW09], we say that the pair (G, N) is:

e good if 2A(y) > 1 for all coweights y of G;
e ugly if 2A(y) > 1 for all coweights v, and this bound is attained by some .

As follows immediately from the monopole formula: the pair (G, N) is good or ugly if and only if
the grading on A(G, N) is conical. Recall that this means that the grading on A(G, N) is only in
non-negative degrees, and the degree zero piece consists solely of the ground field k. In this case,
there is a distinguished cone point 0 € M (G, N), given by the vanishing of the irrelevant ideal of
A(G,N) (generated by elements of degree > 1).

Finally, recall from §4.3 that A(G, N) carries a Poisson structure. This structure naturally has
degree —2, as it is induced by a deformation quantization over the cohomology ring H?., (pt) = k[h],
where h has degree 2. Now, when (G, N) is good, it follows from the monopole formula that not
only is A(G,N) conical, but it has no elements of degree one. The irrelevant ideal is therefore
actually generated by elements of degree > 2, and so is easily seen to be Poisson. In particular, in
this case the corresponding map A(G, N) — k is Poisson.

Summarizing the above discussion:

Lemma A.4. If (G,N) s good or ugly, then Mc(G,N) s conical. Moreover, if (G,N) is good,
then the cone point o € M (G, N) s a symplectic leaf.
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A.1. The case of quivers. Consider now the case of a quiver gauge theory defined as in §3.2. Given
A e PY,  and p e PY with A > p, recall that we associate w,v by equations (2.2) and (2.3), and
thus associate (G, N) as in (3.18) and (3.19).

Recall that the algebra A(A, 1) = A(G, N) is generated by the FMOs MZ, (f) where 0 < m < v,
see §3.2.3. Since these FMOs are precisely the dressed minuscule monopole operators for the
minuscule coweights +@m, of G, their degrees are given by the formula (A.3). Since these ele-
ments generate the algebra, to verify whether (G, N) is good or ugly, it suffices to the check that
2A(£@m) = 2 for all non-zero 0 < M < v (resp. 2A(+@m) = 1 and this bound is saturated).

Lemma A.5. For any 0 < m < v, we have:
2A(£f®om) = m-(w—Cv) +m-(Cm)
This lemma is based on calculations from [Nak15, §5]. We include the brief proof.

Proof. By definition A(y) = A(—7y) for any coweight vy, so we focus on y = @m.

Let us consider the formula (A.1) for A(@m). Recall that @y, is the sum over i of the m;-th
fundamental coweights (1,...,1,0,...,0). Working one GL(V;) at a time, it is easy to see that the
sum over positive roots « of [ [; GL(V;) is given by

Z ‘<‘X7 G)m>| = Z mi(vl

Next, the weights of N are of two types: for each i € I there are the weights of Hom(W;, V;), and
for each edge a € E there are the weights of Hom(V(q), Vy(a))- It is not hard to see that:

DTKE @) dimN(E) = Y miwi + D (Mya)(Vsa) — Ms(a)) + My(a)(Ve(a) — Mi(a)))
& iel ack
Substituting into the formula (A.1), we therefore have
2A(@m) = _22 mi(vi —my) + Z miw; + Z Mi(a) Vs(a - ms(a)) + ms(a)(vt(a) - mt(a)))
iel acE
which in turn can be easily rearranged to give:
Z mijwi — 22 mivi + Z a)Vi(a) T Mi(a )Vs(a + 22 mimy — Z (ms(a)mt(a) + mt(a)ms(a))
ack ack
Observe that this sum does not depend on the orientation of our quiver, and is exactly m - (w —
Cv) +m- (Cm). O

Summarizing the above discussion, we can finally explain our previous definitions of conicity
(Definition 4.1) and goodness (Definition 4.55):

Corollary A.6. If u satisfies the conicity condition for N (Definition 4.1), then (G,N) s good
or ugly, and in particular A\, 1) s conical. Moreover, if u satisfies the good condition for A
(Definition 4.55), then (G,N) s good and the map A(A, 1) — k s Poisson.

Remark A.7. Using the above lemma, it is easy to see that the surjection A(A, n) — A(?\’ u) from
Theorem 4.9 respects the gradings discussed above. Indeed, recall that M (f) — MZ (f) or zero.
Assume the former case. For any 0 < m, it follows by construction that

m-(w—Cv)=m-(w' - Cv'),
and therefore deg ME, (f) = deg MZ, () by (A.3) and the lemma.
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Finally, we conclude by studying the finite and affine type cases. Recall that in affine type, the
level of a coweight p is its pairing with the imaginary root 8. Following the notation of [Kac90,
Theorem 4.8], recall that we can write 6 = >};.; aix; for some positive integers a;.

Theorem A.8. Let A, e PY, be dominant coweights with A > .
(1) If the quiver is finite type, then w is good for A.
(2) If the quiver is affine type, then:
(a) If the level of u is = 2, then u is good for A.
(b) If the level of u ts 1, then u satisfies the conicity condition for A, but is not good
for A.
(c) If the level of u is 0, then p does mot satisfy the conicity condition for A.

In particular, part (2c) above demonstrates that for general symmetric Kac-Moody types, p
being dominant does not necessarily imply the conicity condition.

Proof. The fact that p is dominant means precisely that m - (w — Cv) > 0 for any m > 0. Note
also that we can identify m - (Cm) with the standard bilinear form on the root lattice. In finite
type we therefore have m - (Cm) > 2 for any non-zero m. This implies that p is good for A, since
for any 0 < m < v we see that

m-w—-Cv)+m-(Cm)>0+2=2

The same argument applies in affine type, except in those cases where m corresponds to a multiple
of the imaginary root §, in which case m - (Cm) = 0 [Kac90, Theorem 4.3]. Note that we still
require 0 < m < v, and these m corresponding to multiples of & are thus only allowed if a; < v;
for all i € I. To complete the proof, we will study the latter case more carefully.

First observe that it suffices to study the case where m corresponds exactly to §, meaning that
m; = a; for all i € I. In this case m- (w — Cv) is exactly the level of . So on the one hand, if the
level of i is > 2, then we have

m-w—Cv)+m-(Cm)>2+0=2,

This shows that u is good for A. On the other hand, suppose that the level of 1 is 0 or 1. Then A
also has level O (resp. 1). Since A > p are both dominant and we are in symmetric affine type, the
only possibility is that @ = A — k& for some integer k > 0 (this follows from [Kac90, §12.4-12.6]).
This automatically implies that the vector m = (a;)ic; corresponding to & satisfies 0 < m < v,
and we have

m-(w—Cv)+m-(Cm) =0 (resp. 1)

Since this is equal to 2A(@qm ), this shows that p does not satisfy the conicity condition for A
(resp. satisfies the conicity condition, but not the good condition). O
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