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FINITE DIFFERENCE QUANTUM TODA LATTICE VIA EQUIVARIANT
K-THEORY

ALEXANDER BRAVERMAN AND MICHAEL FINKELBERG

ABSTRACT. We construct the action of the quantum group U,(sl,) by the natural corre-
spondences in the equivariant localized K-theory of the Laumon based Quasiflags’ moduli
spaces. The resulting module is the universal Verma module. We construct geometrically
the Shapovalov scalar product and the Whittaker vectors. It follows that a certain generat-
ing function of the characters of the global sections of the structure sheaves of the Laumon
moduli spaces satisfies a v-difference analogue of the quantum Toda lattice system, reproving
the main theorem of Givental-Lee. The similar constructions are performed for the affine
Lie agebra EAL,L.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. This work arose from an attempt to understand the remarkable paper [6] of A. Givental
and Y.-P. Lee. They consider the moduli spaces Qg4 introduced by G. Laumon in [7], [§]. These
are certain closures of the moduli spaces of based maps of degree d from P' to the flag variety
B of sl,.

A Cartan torus T of SL,, acts on Q4. The multiplicative group C* of dilations of P! (loop
rotations) also acts on Q4. The formal character of the (infinite dimensional) 7' x C*-module
RT' (g4, Oq) turns out to be a rational function on T' x C*. One may form a certain generating
function J of these rational functions for all degrees d. This function J encodes the T-equivariant
quantum K-theory ring of B.

A. Givental and Y.-P. Lee prove that J satisfies a certain v-difference version of the quantum
Toda lattice equations (here v stands for the tautological character of C*). Moreover, they
suggest another way to construct solutions of the v-difference Toda system: as the Shapovalov
scalar product of the Whittaker vectors in the universal Verma module for the quantum group
Uy (sl,). The latter construction was worked out independently in [3], [T3].

1.2.  The principal goal of the present paper was to identify these two constructions of solutions
of the v-difference Toda system. Namely, we prove that the natural correspondences between
the moduli spaces Q4 (for the degrees differing by a simple root) give rise to the action of the
standard generators of U,(sl,) on the localized equivariant K-theory @4K7 > (Q4). Here the
localization is taken with respect to the K7*C"(.) = C[T x C*], that is, we tensor everything
with the fraction field of C[T x C*]. This is needed since the above correspondences are not
proper, but the subspaces of their T' x C*-fixed points are proper (in fact, they are finite),
so their action is well defined only in the localized equivariant K-theory. This way we get a
Uy, (sly,)-module, and we identify it with the universal Verma module M. We also compute in
geometric terms the Shapovalov scalar product on M, and the Whittaker vectors. It turns
out that the generating function for the Shapovalov scalar product of the Whittaker vectors
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is a simple modification of the Givental-Lee generating function J. Thus we reprove the Main
Theorem of Givental-Lee.

1.3. There is a similar generating function J for equivariant integrals of the unit cohomology
classes of £y which controls the T-equivariant quantum cohomology of B. It satisfies the
quantum Toda lattice differential system, as proved originally by A. Givental and B. Kim.
For the simple Lie algebras g other than sl,, there is no analogue of the Laumon moduli
spaces Qg but there is Drinfeld’s moduli space of Quasimaps Z4(g). It also exists for the case
of affine Lie algebras, under the name of Uhlenbeck compactification. In the sl,, case Qg is a

small resolution of Z4(sl,). In the affine sl, case Zi(f:\[n) possesses a semismall resolution of
singularities: the moduli space P4 of torsion free parabolic sheaves on P! x P!.

In the work [, a generating function J for equivariant integrals of the unit IC cohomology
classes of Z4(g) was proved to satisfy the quantum Toda lattice (or its affine version for the
case of affine Lie algebras) by constructing the action of the Langlands dual Lie algebra § in
the equivariant Intersection Cohomology of the Drinfeld compactifications. Thus [I] offered a
representation theoretic explanation of the Givental-Kim results. And the present work is a
multiplicative analogue of [I] in the simplest case of s,,.

1.4. It would be extremely interesting to extend our work to other simple and affine Lie
algebras. It would require something like an equivariant “IC K-theory” of Z4(g) which is
not defined at the moment. In case of sl, the IC cohomology of Z4(sl,) coincides with the

cohomology of the small resolution 4, while in the affine case of E/:\[n the IC cohomology of
Zi(f:\[n) is a direct summand in the cohomology of the semismall resolution P4. Accordingly,

one might look for the correct “IC K-theory” of Z’i(f/’\[n) as an appropriate direct summand of
the usual K-theory of Pg.
This is done in the Section Bl Namely, similarly to the case of Laumon spaces, the quantum

affine group U,(sl,,) acts by the natural correspondences on the direct sum of localized equi-
variant K-groups ®qK 7 ¥ (P4). However, this module looks more like the universal Verma

o~

module for U,(gl,), and we have to specify a certain submodule isomorphic to the universal
Verma module for U, (g[n) Then we construct geometrically the Shapovalov scalar product,
and the Whittaker vectors. It turns out that the Shapovalov scalar product of the Whittaker
vectors can be expressed via the formal characters of the global sections RI'(Pg4, Oq) as in the
case of sl,,. However, we were unable to derive any v-difference equation for the affine version
of the generating function J.
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E. Vasserot, and R. Bezrukavnikov who, ever since the appearance of [A], urged him to
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A. Kuznetsov. We are also grateful to P. Etingof and A. Joseph for very useful explanations,
and to M. Kashiwara for bringing the reference [I0] to our attention. We would like to thank
the Weizmann Institute and RIMS, Kyoto, as well as the University of Chicago, for their
hospitality and support during our work on this paper. M.F. was partially supported by the
CRDF award RM1-2545-MO-03.
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2. LAUMON SPACES AND QUANTUM GROUPS

2.1. We recall the setup of [H]. Let C be a smooth projective curve of genus zero. We fix
a coordinate z on C, and consider the action of C* on C such that v(z) = v=22. We have
C® = {0, 00}.

We consider an n-dimensional vector space W with a basis wy, ..., w,. This defines a Cartan
torus T C G = SL,, C Aut(W). We also consider its 2"~ 1-fold cover, the bigger torus T, acting
on W as follows: for T 3t = (t1,...,t,) we have t(w;) = t?w;. We denote by B the flag variety
of G.

2.2. Given an (n — 1)-tuple of nonnegative integers d = (d,...,dn—_1), we consider the Lau-
mon’s quasiflags’ space Qq, see [§], 4.2. It is the moduli space of flags of locally free subsheaves

0OCWiC...CW,,.1CW=W®®O0O¢

such that rank(Wy,) = k, and deg(Wy) = —dj,.
It is known to be a smooth projective variety of dimension 2d; + ... + 2d,—1 + dim B,
see [, 2.10.

2.3. We consider the following locally closed subvariety Q4 C Qg (quasiflags based at co € C)
formed by the flags
0OCWiC...CW,,_.1CW=W®O0O¢

such that W; C W is a vector subbundle in a neighbourhood of co € C, and the fiber of W; at
oo equals the span (wy,...,w;) C W.
It is known to be a smooth quasiprojective variety of dimension 2d; + ...+ 2d,—1.

2.4. The group G x C* acts naturally on Qqg, and the group T x C* acts naturally on Qg4. The
set, of fixed points of T x C* on Qg is finite; we recall its description from [§], 2.11.

Let d be a collection of nonnegative integers (dij), @ > j, such that d; = Z;:l d;;, and for
i > k > j we have di; > d;;. Abusing notation we denote by E the corresponding T x C*-fixed
point in Qg:

Wi = Oc(—di1 - 0)wy,

Wy = O¢(—d21 - 0)wi & Oc(—daz - 0)ws,

Wn—l = OC(_dn—l,l . 0)’[1)1 D OC(_dn_LQ . 0)’[1)2 D...D OC(_dn—l,n—l . O)wn_l.
25. Forie{l,....n—1},and d = (dy,...,dn—1), weset d+i:= (dy,...,d; +1,...,dn_1).
We have a correspondence €,4; C Qq X Qg4 formed by the pairs (W,, W,) such that for j # 4
we have W; = W;-, and W}, C W;, see [5], 3.1. In other words, €4,; is the moduli space of flags
of locally free sheaves
0CWiC..W,_4 CW/Z-CWZ'CWZ'+1...CW"_1 cW

such that rank(Wy) = k, and deg(W},) = —dj, while rank(W,) = i, and deg(W}) = —d; — 1.
According to [, 2.10, €4, is a smooth projective algebraic variety of dimension 2d; + ...+
2dy,_1 +dimB + 1.
We denote by p (resp. q) the natural projection €4; — Qq (resp. €q,; — Qa+s). We also
have amapr: &;; = C,

O0CW;C.. W, 1 CW, CW; CWii1...C W, 1 CW) — supp(W;/W5).
The correspondence €,4,; comes equipped with a natural line bundle £; whose fiber at a point

OCWi;C..W; 1 CW, CW; CW;11...CW,,_1 CW)
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equals T'(C, W, /W).
Finally, we have a transposed correspondence €4, C Qg4 X Qq.

2.6. Restricting to Q4 C Qq we obtain the correspondence €g; C Qg X Qg4 together with
line bundle £; and the natural maps p : €g; = Qg4, q: €gq; = Qg4i, r: &g = C — oo,
We also have a transposed correspondence TQEM C Qq+i X Nq. It is a smooth quasiprojective
variety of dimension 2d; + ...+ 2d,—1 + 1.

2.7. We denote by ‘M the direct sum of equivariant (complexified) K-groups: 'M =
©aKT*C (Q4). Tt is a module over K7*C (pt) = C[T x C*] = Clt1, ..., tn,v : t1---t, = 1].
We define M = "M ® o7 (vt) Frac(KT*C" (pt)).

We have an evident grading M = ©qMy, My = KTxC (04) ® gerxcr Frac(KTXC* (pt)).

(pt)

2.8. The grading and the correspondences T@y-, ¢4, give rise to the following operators on
M (note that though p is not proper, p, is well defined on the localized equivariant K-theory
due to the finiteness of the fixed point sets):

K; = ti+1ti_1’l}2di_di’1_d”1+l : Mg — Myg;

Li = t7t -t toditaitn=d) o My s My

fi=p«q": Mg — Mg i;

Fy =ty by it midinip gt o Mg — Mg—s;

e = —t;ﬁltiflvdi“_diflq*(ﬂi ®p*): Mg — Mgy,

E;, = —t;flfltzflv(i—l)diﬂ+(i+1)di+1—2idi—iq* (El ® p*) . Mi _ Md-ﬁ-i-
2.9. We recall the notations and results of [I2] in the special case of quantum group of SL,,
type.

U is the C[v,v~!]-algebra with generators Ei,L;H,Kiil,Fi, 1 <i < n—1, subject to the
following relations:

(1) LzLj = LjLi, Ky = L%L;l, K; = L;_llLZQL;_l17 K, 1= L;EQLi_l
(2) LZEJL;1 = ’Uéi’jEja L1FJL;1 = ’U_‘siijj
K; —K;l
(3) EZ'F]‘ — F]Ez = 5i’jﬁ
(4) i—j|>1 = E,E;— E;E;=0=F,F; — F;F;

(5) li—jl=1 = E?E; — (v+v YEE;E;+ E;E? =0= F*F; — (v+v ") F,F;F; + F; F?

Sevostyanov considers elements e;, f; € U depending on a choice of (n —1) x (n — 1)-matrices
ni;j, ¢ij. We make the following choice:

(6) N = —28; Nyip1 = Ny i—1 = 1,
otherwise n;; = 0.

(7) i<n—1 = ¢it1=-1, ciy1,,=1,
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otherwise ¢;; = 0. In other words, ¢;; = n;; — njs;.
Then we have

8 =L L7YL Fy =K 'F;, e; .= E;L7"\L*L7} = F;K!.
1—14 1+1 1 1—1"4% 1+1 [

Clearly, the algebra U is generated by e;, L;tl, Kiil, fi, 1 <i<n—1, and the relations @)-
@) above are equivalent to the relations (@)— (I2) below.

(9) Lie; L7 =v%ie;, Lif;L7t = v % f;
(10) eifj — v fiei = 51‘JLT

v—
(11) li—jl>1 = eiej—ejes =0=fif; — fifi
(12)

li—jl =1 = efej—vi(v+v Neejei+v*ieje] = 0= f7fi—v" (o407 1) fif fit 0> f; f}

K3

2.10. Remark. The elements f; of the subalgebra U<( generated by Fi,..., Fr,—1, K1,..., K1
were introduced by C. M. Ringel in [I1]. They are the natural generators of the Hall algebra
of the A, _i-quiver with the set of vertices 1,...,n — 1, and orientation ¢ — i + 1. More
generally, Ringel’s construction works for an arbitrary orientation of an ADFE quiver, and
produces Sevostyanov’s generators f; (in the simply laced case). It can be seen easily that the
set of Sevostyanov’s matrices ¢;; (parametrizing the choices of his “Coxeter realizations”) is in
a natural bijection with the set of orientations of the corresponding quiver.

2.11. We are finally able to formulate our main theorem. Recall the operators
Ej e, L' KX Fy, fi on M defined in 8

Theorem 2.12. The operators Ei,Lfl,Kiﬂ,Fi, 1 <i<n-=1, on M satisfy the rela-
tions (@)~ [@). Bquivalently, the operators e;, L', KFX' fi, 1 < i < n —1, on M satisfy

the relations (), [@)- 2.

The relations ([Il) and @) are evident. The relation (Bl for i # j follows from a transversality
property formulated in the next subsection.

2.13. We consider the subvarieties py5 (€4;) and pog ( "€ari—jj) in Qa X Qayi X Qavi—j-
Similarly, we consider the subvarieties piy ( ' €4—;.;) and pys (€4—j.:) in Qa X Qa—j X Qayi—j-
Lemma 2.14. Fori # j the intersection (a) pry (€a4.) Pz ( " €avi—j i) i1 QaxX Qari X Qari—j
(resp. (b) Pra ( T€a—j ;) NPay (Cajii) i Qg X Qg—j X Qayi—j) s transversal.
(¢) P2 (€a.) NP3z ( T€avi—jj) = P1o ( T€a—jij) NP3 (€ajii)-
Proof. We prove (a). By definition, py5 (€4;) is the moduli space of pairs of flags
OCW =Wy CW,=WyC...CW,CW,C...CW,,_;=W,,_1CW,
0CW/CWy C...cW/;CW)
of prescribed ranks and degrees, while p2_31( TQEQH,M) is the moduli space of pairs of flags
0CWyC...CW,_1 CW,
0CW =W/'CWy =Wy C...cW;cW/cC...cW,_,=W,", CW)
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of prescribed ranks and degrees.
Their intersection is the moduli space of flags (say, i < j)

OCW =W =W/"C...CW,=W/'"CW,C...CW) =
=W, CcW/C...cW, =W, 1 =W, CcW
of prescribed ranks and degrees which is smooth according to [7], 2.10. Hence the intersection
is transversal. This completes the proof of (a).
In (b) we prove similarly that p5'( T€4—; ;) N Pas (€4—;.i) is the moduli space of flags (say,
i <j)
OCW =W/=W/C...cW/'CW,=W/C...CcW; C
CW/=W/C...CWp 1 =W, =W, | CW
of prescribed ranks and degrees which is smooth according to [7], 2.10. Hence the intersection
is transversal. This completes the proof of (b).

Part (c) was proved in [B], 3.6. We just recall that the mutually inverse isomorphisms send
a triple (We, W, W) to (We, W, W) where WJ := Wo + WY, and a triple (W,, WJ, W.")

e )

to (We, W, W) where W, := Wy N W/ 0

2.15. We return to the proof of relation @) for ¢ # j. The composition E;F; is given by the
action of correspondence

L
FDg(0)P13+(P12€i ®0a,xa,,,xa,,,; P20Tes. ;)
where f (resp. g) is a certain monomial in ¢ (resp. v).
L
Because of the transversality in ETd(a), pi,L; D0g,xn4pix0as:; P230Te ., ;,; is a line
bundle £;; on piy (€4:) N Pas ( T€4tijj) whose fiber at a point (We, W,, W) is equal to
L(C,W,;/W/.
Similarly, due to the transversality in ZZT4(b), the composition F;E; is given by the action
of correspondence
f'(t)g (v)p13«(L7 ;)
where f’ (resp. g¢') is a certain monomial in £ (resp. wv), and £, is a line bundle on
P ( T€4_; ;) NPay (€a—;i) whose fiber at a point (We, W/, W) is equal to T'(C, W;/W!").
Now the isomorphism in EZT4(c) clearly takes £; ; to £ ;, and a routine check shows that

1,37

F®)g(v) = f'(t)¢g’(v). This completes the proof of the relations @) for i # j.

2.16. To prove the relation (@) for ¢ = j we use the localization to the fixed points.
According to the Thomason localization theorem (see e.g. [2]), restriction to the t°-fixed
point set induces an isomorphism

K TxC (Qu) @ e (ot) FraC(KTXC* (o)) — KTxcr (D;”C*) Ocrnce i FraC(KTx(C* (1))
(resp.

KTXC* (@g,i) ®K'I‘xc* (pt) FraC(KTXC* (pt)) — KTXC* (65;(@*) ®K'I‘><c* (pt) FraC(KTXC* (pt)))

The classes of the structure sheaves [d] of the T x C*-fixed points d (see EZ) form a basis in

@iKTXC* (ngc*) ® T xer (i) Frac(KTXC* (pt)). In order to compute the matrix coefficients of

E;, F; in this basis, we have to know the character of the T x C*-action in the tangent spaces
J5Q4 and also in the tangent spaces to the fixed points in the correspondences. This is the
subject of the following Proposition.
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2.17. Note that a point (E, E’) lies in the correspondence €4; if dy; = d;w. with a single
exception d; ; = d; j + 1 for certain j <.

Proposition 2.18. a) The character x3 off x C* in the tangent space T;Q4 equals

di_1,5 di_1,5 dij—diy1k
2,—-2 21 21 21 2,—2
)RR DD D DI D DD DN R D DR =
1<k,j<n—1 =0 l:dkfl,j—dk’k-'rl ’ﬂ—lZle},]l:dld—dl’k-‘rl 1<j<k<n—1

where we set d,, ), = 0.
b) The character X(@.a) of T x C* in the tangent space T @) ¢4 equals

Xz + Zt2t_2 2d), -~ Z tzt;%zdl 1 k—2ds
k<i k<i—1
if d; ; =dij+1 for certain j <i.
¢) The character Aaay of T x C* in the fiber of £; at the point (d.d') equals t3v=24%3 if
d ; =d;ij+1.
Proof. Let Q be the moduli space of flags of locally free subsheaves
0OCWiCWyC...CW,CW
of fixed ranks. Then the tangent space Ty, Q equals the kernel of

> i ®@Id—1d®g : & Hom(W;, W/W;) — & Hom(Wi, W/Wis1)

1<I<r
where p; 0 W; = W15 ¢ 0 W/W, - W/ W11 (see e.g. [A], 3.2).
The parts a), b) follow easily. The part c) is obvious. O

2.19.  Let us denote by Sxy = A~ 1Xd (resp. Sx(d @) = =A"1y dd/)) the character of T x C* in
the symmetric algebra Sym® T~ Qd (resp. Sym® ‘.T( i) €4.). It is the inverse of the character of

the corresponding exterior algebra, thus it lies in the fraction field Frac(K TxC* (pt)).
According to the Bott-Lefschetz fixed point formula, the matrix coefficient p*qr?i' 4 of p.q*

My — Mg with respect to the basis elements d] € KTxC (Qa), [d] € KTx¢ (Qa) (see ZTH)
equals S’x@ 3,)/5)(3,. Similarly, the matrix coefficient q.(£; ® p*)[a @ of q.(£; ® p*) : Mg —
My equals )‘(E,E’)SX@,E’)/SXE'

Hence, the matrix coefficient E i) of B; : Mg — My equals

di— d; di—1
iy T TR D T G SX @ /X

And the matrix coefficient F’ ~ ] of F; : Mg — Mg equals t vadi—idwl—idwl—igx@/é)/‘s’)(E
Thus, Proposition ZT8 admits the following Corollary.

Corollary 2.20.

E i ltz 1= 1)d¢,1+(i+1)di+1—2idi—it?U—2dm~X

ild.d] — " il
2\—1 2,—2, 2d; —2d; j\—1 2,—2, 2d;_1,,—2d;
1=0")"" J] =g 20202t T (1= 3t 20hre—2di)
j#k<i k<i—1
if d; ; =dij+1 for certain j <i;

i, 2id; —id;—1—idi41—1

Z[_ = tz+1t v X
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(1 _ ,U2)71 H (1 _ titj_2'()2di’j72di’k)71 H (1 _ titj_2v2di’j72di+1’k)
JAk<i k<i+1
ifd; ; =dij—1 for certain j <i;
All the other matrixz coefficients of E;, F; vanish.

Now the relation ) boils down to the following identity.

Proposition 2.21.

it + Xy di—1—2d;+d;y1—1 _ t_—lti+1vfdi71+2di*di+1+1
1 1

(1 _ v2)2vd¢71—di+1titi+l —

v—v!
2, —2d; ;j+2 2,—2,2d; j—2dit1,4 2 =2, 2d;,;—2di4+1,4
Y #2022 (] g2 2P i) (1 g2 2R )
Jj<i
-
X H(l _ tit;2v2di’j_2di’k)_l(1 _ t?t;2U2di’k_2di’j+2)_lx
> H (1 _ tit;2v2di’j_2di+l’k)(1 _ t?tlgzv2di’l’k—2di’j+2)—
k<i—1
_ t2*fl)72di’j (1 _ tgt»_2'()2di’j72di+l’i+2)(1 _ +1t—2 2d; 172d1+1 1+1+2)
E 7 ivj i
Jj<i
-
X H(l _ tit;2v2di’j_2di’k+2)_l(1 _ t?t];21)2di’k_2di’j)_lx
X H (1 _ tzth,UQdi’j72di+1,k+2)(1 _ tztlz2v2di71’k72di’j)
J J :
k<i—1

Proof. We introduce the new variables ¢ := v?; s; := t3072%, 1 < j < i; rg := tho~ 24k 1 <
k<i+1; ppi=t3v2%-1x 1 <k <i—1. Then the LHS of 22 equals

1+1 7

(1-19q) qukHs HSJHpk
Jj=1 k=1

while the RHS of EZZT] equals

[ i—1 i+1 i—1 k#j
s IL et {aD s 2 TLGsi — ) [T (on —asi) [ (55— se) ™ (s —qs;) ™" =
j=1 k=1 j<i k=1 k=1 k<i
i+1 i—1 k#j
> s 2 1L Gsi = are) [T ox = s9) [[ (55 — asw) ™" (sx = s,) 7
i<i k=1 k=1 k<i
Dividing both the LHS and the RHS by Hj‘:l 85 H;g;11 py, " we arrive at
i—1 1+1
(1-4q) qH SIESIEESE
j=1 k=1 k=1
+1 1—1 k#j

gy s H = i) [ [ (or —as5) [T (s5 = )" (s —as) 7' =

7<i k=1 k<i
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1+1 1—1 k#j
> s T G5 —are) [T (ox —s5) T (55— qs) ™ (s — ;)"
i<i k=1 k=1 k<i

If we subtract the LHS from the RHS we obtain a rational expression in s; of degree 0, that
is, the degree of numerator is not bigger than the degree of denominator. We see easily that
as s; tends to oo, the difference of the RHS and the LHS tends to 0. The possible poles of the
difference can occur at s; = 0, s; = sg, $j = qsk, $; = ¢ *s,. We see easily that the principal
parts of the difference at these points vanish. We conclude that the difference is identically O.
This completes the proof of the Proposition. O

2.22. To finish the proof of relation (Bl we note that the commutator correspondence F;F; —
F;E; is concentrated on the diagonal of Q4 x Q4. This is proved exactly as in Lemma T4

L
In other words, E;F; — F; E; is given by tensor product ? —7 ® X; for certain X; € My. This

means that in the basis [d] the operator E;F; — F;E; is diagonal. Now the Proposition 2221]
Ki—K*' .
————|n,. This

computes the matrix coefficient (E; F; — EE%’)[ZIE] and proves that it equals
completes the proof of the relation [).

2.23.  Alternatively, the relation (@) follows from the next Lemma. We consider a 2-dimensional
vector space with a basis 11, 2. Let T be a torus acting on oy (resp. tvs) via a character 712
(resp. 72). Let 3, 5, be the moduli stack of flags of coherent sheaves 20; C 202 on C locally
free at oo € C, equipped with a trivialization 201|ec = (W1), Wals = (101,102), and such
that deg20; = —01, deg22/2W; = —03. We have a natural correspondence &, C 3o, 0, X
30,41,0,—1 formed by the pairs (2071, 202;201,20%) such that 20} C ; C Wy = W,. The
projection €, — 30, 0, (resp. €, — 301 ,0,) is denoted by p (resp. q). Finally, &, is equipped
with the line bundle £,, whose fiber at the point (27, 202; 2%, %) equals I'(C, 25, /205)).

The stack 3,0, is smooth, and acted upon by ¥ x C*. So it makes sense to consider the
operators

[=p.q":

K™ (301,05) @ pcxce (pt) FraC(KQXC* (pt)) — K¢ (30,-1,00+1) D wxcr (pt) FraC(KQXC* (pt)),

e:= _T1—1T2—1Ual+azq*(£m ®Pp*):

KSX(C* (301,02)®KTXC* (pt) Frac KTXC* (pt)) - KTXC* (301+1,02*1)®KTXC* (pt) FraC(K‘IXC* (pt))a

K =7 trpu® 02t
K% (30,.0,) @ gemxcr (pry Frac(K¥* (pt)) — K¥*C (30, 0,) @ gewxer (o) Frac(K ¥ (pt))

—1

Lemma 2.24. ef — fe = Ig:f,l .

2.25. To derive the relation @), or equivalently, [[) for j = ¢ from Lemma 224 we consider
the map

3d Qd = ddi—dio1,diyr—dirs We r (Wi/ Wiy, Wig1/Wi1).
Then we have

(Qi x Sdi_di—1+1;di+1_di_l) X3di7di,1,di+lfdi X3d;—d;_q+1,dipq—di—1 €4,—d;, = €4, C Qi x Qd‘f‘i'

We also have the natural maps
edi: €ai = Cai—d; s,
T T T
eai:  Cai—  Ca—a, s,
N Ty T@ . ¢ T@
bai: Ca—iio Ci—ii = Cq_q,_1—1° Cq_q,_,-1,

l . T T
bai: €gio€qi — €q—d,, ©0C€a—d, ;-
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We may consider e; (resp. fi, e, f) as an element of KTXC*(QELLZ-) (resp. KTXC*( T¢..),
KT<C(¢q_a,_ ), K™*C(T€4_a,_,)). We evidently have

e;ie = ¢, Te;if = fi.

Moreover, according to [9], 8.2 (Restriction of the convolution to submanifolds), we have

(13) h;)l(e*f) =e; * fi, If);)i(f*e) = fixe;.

We already know from the argument in that the correspondence e; x f; — f; *x e; acts as
tensor multiplication with a certain class X; € My. Similarly, the correspondence e x f — f * e

acts in KTxC’ (Bdi—di_1,dii1—di) @pixcr (o) Frac(KTXC* (pt)) as tensor multiplication with a

certain class X € KTxC' (Bds—di_y,dis1—di) ® perxe (pt) Frac(KTXC* (pt)) By [@@) we must have
Xi = 3;X. Thus the relation (I[0) for j = i follows from Lemma 224

2.26. Unfortunately, we do not know an intelligent proof of this Lemma. Instead we reverse
the argument and derive it from the relations ([[d) for all n,:. In effect, we must compute
X € K¥C(30,,0,) @pexce (1) Frac(K**%" (pt)) while we know 35X for all n,i,d such that
d; —d;—1 =01, dit1 — d; = 02 (also, the homomorphism of tori fn — % acts on the characters
as 71 = ti, T2 = ti+1).

However, the direct product of inverse images

H3 : KSX(C 331732)®K‘3xc*(pt) Fl“aC(KgX(C (pt —> H Md

n,i,d n,i,d

is an embedding. This completes the proof of Lemma

2.27. To complete the proof of Theorem EZTA it remains to check the relations @), [@). To this
end we consider the algebra U given by the generators E;, L?El7 K iil, F;, 1<i<n-—1, and the
relations (@)~ (Bl). Thus, U is the quotient of U by the Serre relations.

We also extend the scalars to Frac(C[L{',...,LE']): we set U = U Q.. Lt

Frac(C[L{,..., LiL))), U = U @gy o Frac(CLY, .. L3L)).

Note that U’ acts in M, so U’ acts in the quotient M of M by the two-sided ideal J in U’
generated by the Serre relations. So it suffices to check that M = M, or equivalently, IM = 0.

Now M has the size of the universal Verma module over U’" which is an irreducible U’- (and
(7’—) module. Hence we only have to check that IM # M. But any element x € J of principal
grading degree 0 annihilates the highest vector of M since we may shift the generators e; in the
expression of x to the right.

This completes the proof of the Serre relations in M along with the proof of Theorem

2.28. Remark. (A. Joseph) We have constructed a basis {[d]} in the universal Verma module
M over U. Though we can not identify it with any known type of basis, the parametrization of
this basis coincides with the polyhedral realization of the crystal base of U, (sl,,) corresponding
to the reduced expression in the Weyl group of SL,,:

wo = Sp—-15n—-2..--818n—-15n—2...82...5,-15,—28n—-1

(see [10]).
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2.29. Recall that the universal Verma module M over U is equipped with the symmetric
Shapovalov form (,) with values in Frac(C[T x C*]). It is characterized by the properties

(a) ([do] [do]) = 1 where [do] = [(0,...,0)] is the highest weight vector;

(b) (Eiz,y) = (z,Fiy) Y z,ye M.

We will write down a geometric expression for the Shapovalov form. Evidently, the different
weight spaces of M are orthogonal with respect to the Shapovalov form. We consider the line
bundle D; on Q4 whose fiber at the point (W,) equals det RI'(C, W;). We also define the line

bundle D := ®!~," D;.

=1
Proposition 2.30. For G, 52 € Mg we have

(91, 92) _ (_1)2?;11 divz?;ll Qidffz;lzle(mfl)didi,l H tl(_2i—1)(d¢71—di)]{r(i)i7 G ® G, ® .D)

=1

Proof. Since det RI' is multiplicative in short exact sequences, we have an equality of line
bundles on the correspondence €4; : p*D = q*D ® £;,. Now the projection formula shows
that the operators p.q* and g.(£; ® p*) are adjoint with respect to the pairing G1,G2 —
RT'(Q4,5%1 ® G2 ® D). Finally, it is easy to see that the v,t-factor takes care of the scaling
coefficients of our E;, F;. O

2.31. While the operators E;, F; are conjugate to each other with respect to the Shapovalov
form, the operators e;, fi are not. In fact, obviously, ef = K?'f,. It is known that a completion
of the universal Verma module M contains a unique vector € = )", €4 (resp. v =) w,) such
that €., .. 0) = W,...0) = [(0,...,0)], and fit = (1 — v?)71E (resp. eftw = (1 —v?) ") for any
i (the Whittaker vectors).

The following proposition gives a geometric construction of the Whittaker vectors ¢, 10 € M.

Proposition 2.32. a) £ = [O4] (the class of the structure sheaf of Qq);
b) wy = oo i (1=20)dE =Y 1 (220 didi =X 1y ds e, t(_2—2i)(di71—di)[@;1].

Proof. a) We have q*O44; = Og,,. Furthermore, since pxr: &4; — Q4x(C—00) is proper and
birational, and both the sourse and the target are smooth, we have (p x r).0¢,, = 04X0c 0.
Finally, pr.[04 X Oc—oo] = (1 —v?)71[04] where pr: Q4 x (C — 00) — Qg is the projection to
the first factor.

b) Recall that ef = K?f;. Thus we have to check that f;[D )] = tZp?di—172d(1 —

v?*)7'[D,"]. Furthermore, recall that on €g; we have a canonical isomorphism q*D /!, =

£i® p*@i_l. By the projection formula we are reduced to
(14) P.[Li] = 0?72 (1 — o) O]

This can be calculated in the basis [E] where we already know the matrix coeflicients of our
operators (see Corollary Z20)). More precisely, by the Bott-Lefschetz fixed point formula, we
have to check

o= o) ] (1= 2oyt [T (1 ) -

j<i J#R<i k<i—1

— t?v2d171—2d1(1 _ U2)_1
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Recall the change of variables we used in the proof of Proposition ZZI} s; := t?v*mij, 1<j5<

i; pr = tiv~2di-1r 1 <k <i—1. Then we have to prove

k#3j
-1 -1 -1
E SJH SJSk H (L—sjp, ) =817 -8p1 Py
i<t k<i k<i—1

This follows immediately from the well known identity

k#3j
Z H Pk — S H(Sk—sj)ilzl.
71<i k<i—1 k<i
This completes the proof of the Proposition. O

Corollary 2.33. The Shapovalov scalar product of the Whittaker vectors equals (£4,104) =
(—1)E it iy DI S i S T BRI (9, 0,).

2.34. According to the works [3], [I3], the appropriate generating function of the Shapovalov
scalar product of the Whittaker vectors satisfies a v-deformed (v-difference) version of the
quantum Toda lattice equations. Let us recall the required notations and results.

We introduce the formal variables z1, ..., z,, and we set Q; = exp(z; —zi41), i =1,...,n—1.
We set h = log(v), so that v = exp(h). We introduce the shift operators T;, i = 1,...,n, acting
on the space of functions of zy,...,z, invariant with respect to the simultaneous translations

fz1,...;zn) = f(z1 +2,...,2, + 2). Namely, we set T;f(z1,...,2,) = f(z1,...,zi + A, ..., 25).
We define the following v-difference operators:

n

n—1
(15) 6 = Z T? + 1)_2 Z QfLTZTrL+1
j=1 i=1
(16) G:=Ti+T5(1-Q)+...+To(1— Qu-1)
We also consider the following generating functions:

—log(ty---t4)
(17) 3= HQ T (tawa)Q QY

d

(18) = JlQ T S AN, 00Q0 - Q1

d
Then according to the last formula of [I3] (or equivalently, the formula (5.7) of [3]), we have

(19) &7 = <zn: tf) J

Now the argument of [3], section 6 (see the formula (6.5)), establishes

(20) B = (Zn: tf) 3
i=1

thus reproving the Main Theorem 2 of [].
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3. PARABOLIC SHEAVES AND AFFINE QUANTUM GROUPS

3.1. Parabolic sheaves. We recall the setup of []. Let X be another smooth projective curve
of genus zero. We fix a coordinate z on X, and consider the action of C* on X such that
u(z) = u2z. We have X® = {0x,00x}. Let S denote the product surface C x X. Let Do,
denote the divisor C x cox Uooc X X. Let Dg denote the divisor C x 0x.

Given an n-tuple of nonnegative integers d = (do, . ..,dn—1), we say that a parabolic sheaf
Fo of degree d is an infinite flag of torsion free coherent sheaves of rank non S: ... C F_1 C
Fo C F, C ... such that:

(a) Trgn = FT(Do) for any k;

(b) ch1(F%) = k[Dy] for any k: the first Chern classes are proportional to the fundamental
class of Dy;

(c) cha(F) = d; for i = k (mod n);

(d) Fy is locally free at Do, and trivialized at Do : Folp,, = W ® Op__;

(e) For —n < k < 0 the sheaf F is locally free at Do, and the quotient sheaves
Fr/F_n, Fo/Fr (both supported at Dy = C x 0x C S) are both locally free at the point
oo X 0x; moreover, the local sections of Fi|ooexx are those sections of Fplooaxx = W ® Ox
which take value in (wq,...,w,—k) C W at cox € X.

According to [@], 3.5, the fine moduli space P4 of degree d parabolic sheaves exists and is a
smooth connected quasiprojective variety of dimension 2dg + ... + 2d,,_1.
The group T' x C* x C* acts naturally on P4, and its fixed point set is finite.

3.2. Correspondences. If the collections d and d' differ at the only place i € I := Z/nZ, and
d; = d; + 1, then we consider a correspondence Eq; C Pg x Py formed by the pairs (Fo, Fy)
such that for j # i (mod n) we have §; = 7, and for j =i (mod n) we have F; C F;.

It is a smooth quasiprojective algebraic variety of dimension 2., d; + 1. In effect, the
argument of [, Lemma 3.3, reduces this statement to the corresponding fact about Laumon
correspondences (see [7], 2.10).

We denote by p (resp. q) the natural projection Eq; — P4 (resp. Eq; — Pg). For j =i
(mod n) the correspondence Eg ; is equipped with a natural line bundle L; whose fiber at (F, F,)
equals I'(C, F;_,,/F;_,,). Finally, we have a transposed correspondence TEq; C Py x Pa.

3.3. We denote by 'M the direct sum of equivariant (complexified) K-groups:
M = @ KT*CXC(Py). Tt is a module over KTXCxC(pt) = CLT x C* x C*] =
Cltr,...,tn,v,u @ t1---ty, = 1]. We define M = "M @ s ycx e (pt) Frac(KTXC*XC* (pt)).

We have an evident grading M = ®aMa, Mg = K7XCXC(Py) @ prrcnnes
Frac(KT*CxC" (pt)).

(pt)

3.4. The grading and the correspondences TEg ;, Eq; give rise to the following operators on M
(note that though p is not proper, p. is well defined on the localized equivariant K-theory due
to the finiteness of the fixed point sets):

K; = ti+lt;1u50,iU2di_di71_di+1+1 . Mi N MQ,

C =u",

Fori=0,...,n—1 we define L; = t71---t; Loditzin=0 . My — My (that is, Ly = v™),

Ji=p«q" 1 Mg — Mg_y;

Forn>2andi=0,...,n— 1 we define F; = t;}lvdi*l*diJr

For n = 2 we define F; = f;,

ei = —t; 't huloivdidicig, (L @ p*) ¢ Mg — Mgy,

n+1_
2 T 'pLqt: Md — Mdfi,
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Forn>2andi=0,...,n—1 we define E; = —t; 'uf0ipdi—di-1t5" ¥ig (L, @ p*) : My —
Md+i7
For n = 2 we define E; = ¢;.

3.5. Sevostyanov’s form of affine quantum SL,. Let I denote the set Z/nZ of residue
classes modulo n.

U is the C[v,v~!]-algebra with generators Ei,Lfl,Kfl,C’, F;, © € Z/nZ, subject to the
following relations:

(21) LiLj = L;L;, Ki= L}L;y1L; 1C%0
(22) LiE, L7 =0 E;, LyF;,L;' =v %F;, C is central
(23) By — FyEs = 6,00 L
1+ J (2 2,7 v — ’U_l
24 i—j|>1 = E,E; — E;E; =0=F,F; — F,F,
J J J J
(25)

n>2&li—j|l=1 = E!E;—(v+v Y )E,E;E;+E;E? =0=F?F;— (v+v ) F,F,;F,+ F,F?
(26) n=2&|i—j|=1 = E}E;—(V*+1+v ?)E?E;E;+ (v +14+v ?)E,E;E? —E;E} =0

2N n=2&|i—j|=1 = F)Fj— (0> +1+v 2)FF;F;+ (W +1+v 2 F,F,F? ~F;F? =0

For n > 2 we also consider elements e;, f; € U depending on the following choice of n x n-
matrices n;;, ¢; (cf. [I2], Remark 3):

(28) ni; =1, nj;11=—1, njy1,;, =0,

otherwise n;; = 0.

(29) Ciit+1 = —1, cit15 =1,

otherwise ¢;; = 0.
Then we set

(30) fz = LZL;LllFZ, €; = EiLi_lLi+1.

Clearly, the algebra U is generated by e;, inl, Kiil, C, fi, i € Z/nZ, and the relations [Z2)—
&) above are equivalent to the relations (BI)- Bl below.

(31) Lije;L7' =v%ie;, Lif;L;" =v™%if;, C is central

K, — K *

v—ov1

(32) eifj — fjez- = 51‘73‘
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(33) |’L —]| >1 — €;ej — eje; = 0= fzfj — f]f’L

(34)
li—jl=1 = eje;—v (v+v"eejei+v>eje; = 0= f7f;—v (v+v™ ") fifj fi+ 0> f; f}

3.6. The following conjecture is an affine analogue of Theorem Recall the operators
Ei,ei,Kfl,LEtl,C,E-,fi, 1€ I, on M defined in B4

Conjecture 3.7. The operators Ei,Kiil,L;H,O,Fi, i € I, on M satisfy the rela-
tions (Z0)- (Z4). Equivalently, if n > 2, the operators ei,Kiil,inl,C, fi, © € I, satisfy the
relations (Z1), &)~ [34)-

3.8.  We can only prove a weaker statement. Let M’ be the subspace of M generated from Mg
by the action of E;, i € I.

Theorem 3.9. The operators Ei,Kiil,Liil,C, F;, i € I, preserve M' and satisfy the rela-
tions (Z1)- (Z74). Equivalently, if n > 2, the operators ei,Kiil,inl, C, fi, i € I, preserve M

and satisfy the relations (Z1), (Z0)- (34

3.10. The proof is completely parallel to the proof of Theorem ZT2l In effect, the relation B2
for ¢ # j follows from the transversality statement absolutely similar to Lemma EZT4 More
precisely, the argument of ] (Lemma 3.3), reduces the required smoothness to that proved in
Lemma T4

The relation [B2) for j = i follows from Lemma by the argument of Having
established the relations [B2) on the whole of M, we see by induction in d that M’ is stable
under the operators f;, i € I.

Now the size of M’ is not bigger than the size of the universal Verma module over U. So the
proof of the Serre relations is completed as in The theorem is proved.

3.11. We will write down a geometric expression for the Shapovalov form on the universal
Verma module M’ over U. Evidently, the different weight spaces of M’ are orthogonal with
respect to the Shapovalov form. For i = 0,...,n—1, we consider the line bundle D; on P4 whose
fiber at the point (F,) equals det RT'(S, F,;_,,). We also define the line bundle Dy := ®?:_01 D;.
The following proposition is proved exactly as 230

Proposition 3.12. For G;,Gs € M/d we have

1—1

n—1
(91, 92) _ (_1)22:0 di’L)7 Z;l;ol d?+2?;01 didi+1+zzl;01(n*2i)diu*d0 H t?iidiilRF(:Pi, 91®92®®i)
1=0

3.13. We define a formal sum in a completion of M as follows: n = > ;ng = >[04 =
>-4l02,]. We also consider the following formal sum: u= 3", ug where

n
n—1 n—1 n—1 . 9.
(35) Ug = 0221’:0 d?—QZi:o didiy1=327", ("_zl‘f‘l)diu?do I I t?dlfl 2d; [@;1]

- i=1

Proposition 3.14. a) n is a common eigenvector of the operators f; with the eigenvalue (1 —
2\—1
v)
b) u is a common eigenvector of the operators e} with the eigenvalue (1 —v?)~1.
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Proof. a) is proved exactly as Proposition 232 (a).
To check b) we argue as in the proof of Proposition E32 (b), and reduce it to

(36) p.[Li] = um o121 ?) (0]
To verify this we recall the setup of ZZ3 and claim that in the notations of loc. cit. we have
(37) P« [’801] = 12’0722'1 [O3a1,az]

In effect, @) is deduced from () by the argument of Finally, B4 is deduced from (B7)
by the argument of ZZZH
The Proposition is proved. g

Corollary 3.15. The Shapovalov scalar product of the Whittaker vectors equals (ng,uq) =

n—1

(—1)2?501 diy X0 di =X 750 didio1= X750 digydo H?:l t?iilidiRF(:Piv Oi)-
Conjecture 3.16. The class of the structure sheaf [Og] lies in Mj.
Proposition 3.17. The class of [D;'] lies in M.

Proof. We have M = M’ @ M” where M” is the orthogonal complement of M’ in M with
respect to the Shapovalov form. We have to prove that [@;1] is orthogonal to M"”. Let

A € MY, Suppose A = ¢;B for some i € I and B € M/j_,. Then (A,[D;']) = (B,ef[D;']).
Thus up to (an invertible) monomial in ¢, u, v we have (A, [D;']) = (B, [D;',]). Hence, arguing
by induction in d we may assume that A € M/ is orthogonal to the image of any e;. Then
efA = 0 or, equivalently, f;iA = 0 for any i € I. Up to (an invertible) monomial in ¢,u,v we
have (A, [D;']) = RT(Pg, A). Thus we are reduced to the following claim for d # (0,...,0):

(38) fiA=0Yiel = RI(Pyg A) =0.

We will derive [B8) from the corresponding claim in the equivariant (complexified) Borel-
Moore homology H gﬁc* (Pa). Let Tdyp, denote the equivariant Todd class in the completion of
the equivariant cohomology. Let also ch, denote the homological Chern character map from the
equivariant K-theory to the completion of the equivariant Borel-Moore homology (see e.g. [2]).
We define N

a:=Tdy,Uch, A € HE;f (Pa)
By the bivariant Riemann-Roch Theorem (see e.g. [2], 5.11.11) we have ch.(f;A) =
ch,(p+q*A) = p.q*a where in the RHS p. and q* refer to the operations in the (localized
and completed) equivariant Borel-Moore homology. We also have RI'(Pq, A) = de a. Since
ch, is injective, and the operation ? +— Tdp, U? is invertible, the claim (BS) follows from the

. o o 73T xC*
corresponding claim in the equivariant Borel-Moore homology Hpy; (Pa):

(39) fia=0vViel = a=0.
Pa

Here f; = p«q* is a part of the action of the affine Lie algebra sl, on M := @gﬁgﬁc* (Pa)
(localized and completed equivariant Borel-Moore homology). The positive generators act as
¢; = q«p*. This can be checked along the lines of Theorem B but simpler.

Reversing the argument in the beginning of the proof, we see that ([B9) is equivalent to the

statement that the fundamental cycle [P4] € H gﬁc* (Pq) is contained in the subspace 9’ of M
generated by the action of ¢;, i € I, from [P(g .. o]
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Recall the semismall resolution morphism mg : Pg — ‘Bg to the Uhlenbeck flag space,
see [H]. By the Decomposition Theorem of Beilinson-Bernstein-Deligne-Gabber, the direct sum

of (localized and completed) equivariant Intersection Homology 'O := @iﬁfxc* (Pq) is a
direct summand of 91. N
Now [1] defines the action of sl,, on "9, and one can check that the action of [I] is the

restriction of the above sl,-action on 9. Tt follows that 'O = 9. Finally, it is proved in [I]
that [Pg] € 'O
This completes the proof of the Proposition. O

3.18. We conclude that u is the unique Whittaker vector in the completion of the Verma
module M’ with the lowest weight component . o) = [(0,...,0)] (the common eigenvector
of ef, i € I, with the eigenvalue (1 —v?)~1).

Let n’ € M be the unique common eigenvector of f;, i € I, with the eigenvalue (1—v2)~! and
with the lowest weight component 11'(01___70) =[(0,...,0)]. Then n’ is the orthogonal projection

of n onto M’ along M”. Hence the Corollary BT yields the following

—1

Corollary 3.19. (n’i, ui) = (_1)2?:701 digy22 1o d= 1t didi =Y dig,do H?:l t;_iifl—diRF(.:Pi, Oi)
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