arXiv:2202.09934v5 [math.RT] 1 Jul 2023

HIKITA-NAKAJIMA CONJECTURE FOR THE GIESEKER VARIETY

VASILY KRYLOV AND PAVEL SHLYKOV

Abstract. Let M_0 be an affine Nakajima quiver variety, and let M be the corresponding BFN Coulomb branch. Assume that M_0 can be resolved by the (smooth) Nakajima quiver variety M. The Hikita-Nakajima conjecture claims that there should be an isomorphism of (graded) algebras H^∗_S (M, C ) ≃ C [M^{C ×}_s ], where S ↷ M_0 is a torus acting on M_0 preserving the Poisson structure, M_s is the (Poisson) deformation of M over s = Lie S, C^× is a generic one-dimensional torus acting on M, and C [M^{C ×}_s ] is the algebra of schematic C^× -fixed points of M_s. We prove the Hikita-Nakajima conjecture for M = M(n, r) Gieseker variety (ADHM space). We produce the isomorphism explicitly on generators.

We also describe the Hikita-Nakajima isomorphism above using the realization of M_s as the spectrum of the center of the rational Cherednik algebra corresponding to S_n ⋉ (Z/rZ)^n and identify all the algebras that appear in the isomorphism with the center of the degenerate cyclotomic Hecke algebra (generalizing some results of Shan, Varagnolo, and Vasserot).

1. Introduction

1.1. Conical symplectic resolutions and symplectic duality. Let M_0 be an algebraic variety over C . The following definition belongs to [2].

Definition 1.1. We say that M_0 is singular symplectic (or has symplectic singularities) if:

(1) M_0 is a normal Poisson variety, (2) there exists a smooth, dense open subset U ⊂ M_0 on which the Poisson structure comes from the symplectic form that we denote by ω,

(3) there exists a resolution of singularities (birational and projective morphism) M → M_0 such that the pullback of ω to M has no poles.

We say that M_0 is a conical symplectic singularity if in addition to (1) − (3) one has a C^× -action on M_0 which acts on ω with some positive weight and contracts M_0 to the unique fixed point. We will denote the contracting C^× by C^×_ℏ .

Assume now that M_0 possesses a C^×_ℏ -equivariant symplectic resolution M → M_0. We will call M → M_0 a conical symplectic resolution. It is known (see [33, Lemmas 12, 22, Proposition 13], [13, Theorem 1.13]) that there exist canonical symplectic (resp. Poisson) deformations of M (resp. M_0) over the base t = t_{M0} :=

H^2(M, C ) that we denote by

M_t → t, M_{0,t} → t.

Remark 1.2. One can show that the space t does not depend on the choice of the resolution M of M_0. This space can be defined even if M_0 does not have a symplectic resolution M. The deformation M_t is the universal deformation of M, M_{0,t} is a pullback of the universal deformation of M_0 along the morphism t → t/W for a certain group W acting on t (called the Namikawa-Weyl group).

Let Aut_C×_ℏ (M_0) be the group of Poisson automorphisms of M_0 commuting with the contracting C^×_ℏ . This is a finite-dimensional algebraic group (possibly disconnected). We denote by S = S_{M0} ⊂ Aut_C×_ℏ (M_0) a maximal torus and set s_{M0} := Lie S_{M0} . One can show that the action of S on M_0 and the contracting action of C^×_ℏ extend naturally to the action of S × C^×_ℏ on M_{0,t} (the torus S acts fiberwise). It can also be shown that the S × C^×_ℏ -action above lifts to the action on M_t.

Often conical singularities come in “dual” pairs

M_0, M^!_0.

We refer the reader to [3] for details on symplectic duality.

Remark 1.3. It seems that there is no functorial way to define M^!_0 from M_0. Apparently one needs some richer mathematical structure to produce a pair of symplectically dual varieties. For example it is expected that every 3d N = 4 super-symmetric quantum field theory should produce such a pair. In the case of gauge theories such a pair was produced mathematically in [5].

Let us recall that for symplectically dual varieties M_0, M^!_0 one should have the natural identifications

t_{M0} ≃ s_M!_0 , s_{M0} ≃ t_M!_0 .

Also it is expected that the choice of M (choice of the symplectic resolution of M_0) should correspond on the dual side to a cocharacter ν_M : C^× → S_M!_0 (actually to a choice of a certain chamber in Hom(C^× , T ) ⊗_ZR) such that the set (M^!_0)^{νM (C× )} consists of one point.

In this paper, we restrict ourselves to the case when M is a (smooth) Nakajima quiver variety, M_0 is the (affine) Nakajima quiver variety, and M^!_0 = M is the BFN Coulomb branch of the corresponding quiver gauge theory (see [5] for the definition of M).

1.2. Schematic fixed points and Hikita-Nakajima conjectures.

1.2.1. Schematic fixed points. Given a variety Y with an action of some algebraic group G we can define the functor

Y^G : Schemes_C → Sets from the category Schemes_C of schemes over C to the category Sets of sets as follows (see [12], [10, Section 1.2]):

Y^G(S) := Maps^G(S, Y ), S ∈ Schemes_C ,

where the action of G on S is trivial and Maps^G(S, Y ) is the set of G-equivariant morphisms from S to Y . It turns out that in some cases, functor Y^G is represented by a scheme that we call schematic fixed points of Y (for more details, see [12, Theorem 2.3]). Consider the case Y = Spec B for some C -algebra B and G = C^× . Then the action C^× ↷ Y corresponds to the Z-grading B = ⨁ i∈ZB_i. Compare the following proposition with [10, Example 1.2.3].

Proposition 1.4. If Y = Spec B is an affine variety and G = C^× , then Y^{C×} is represented by an affine scheme whose ring of functions can be described in two equivalent ways:

(1.1) C [Y^{C×} ] = B_0/ ∑ i>0 B_{−i}B_i = B/(b_i ∈ B_i, i ≠ 0).

Proof. It is enough to show that the functor Y^{C×} restricted to the category of affine schemes over C is represented by the affine scheme with the algebra of functions as in (1.1). Let S = Spec C be an affine scheme with trivial C^× -action. The set Maps^{C×} (S, Y ) can be identified with the set of graded homomorphisms B → C, where the grading on C is the trivial one (C = C_0). Since C = C_0, we conclude that every such homomorphism f : B → C factors through B/(b_i ∈ B_i, i ≠ 0). Note now that every homomorphism f : B/(b_i ∈ B_i, i ≠ 0) → C induces the graded homomorphism B ↠ B/(b_i ∈ B_i, i ≠ 0) → C, so we must have Y^{C×} = Spec(B/(b_i ∈ B_i, i ≠ 0)).

It remains to note that the natural morphism

B_0/ ∑ i>0 B_{−i}B_i → B/(b_i ∈ B_i, i ≠ 0), given by

B_0/ ∑ i>0 B_{−i}B_i ∋ [b] → [b] ∈ B/(b_i ∈ B_i, i ≠ 0) is an isomorphism. □

Remark 1.5. Proposition 1.4 can be easily generalized to the case when G is a torus of arbitrary rank (or an arbitrary reductive group).

The following proposition holds (see, for example, [19]).

Proposition 1.6. If Y is a smooth algebraic variety over C and G is reductive, then Y^G is smooth.

1.2.2. Hikita-Nakajima conjecture. Recall that M_0 is a Nakajima quiver variety and M = M^!_0 is the corresponding Coulomb branch. We assume that M_0 is resolved by the corresponding (smooth) Nakajima quiver variety M → M_0. Let H^∗_{SM0} (M, C ) be the algebra of S_{M0} -equivariant cohomology of M. This is an algebra over H^∗_{SM0} (pt) = C [s_{M0} ]. Recall also that the choice of M (resolution of M_0) corresponds to a (generic) cocharacter ν_M : C^× → S_M. We can consider the algebra of functions of schematic fixed points C [(M_{tM} )^{νM (C× )}] that is an algebra over C [t_M ] = C [s_{M0} ].

Note also that the algebra H^∗_{SM0} (M, C ) has a natural cohomological grading and the algebra C [(M_{tM} )^{νM (C× )}] is graded via the contracting C^×_ℏ -action. The algebra H^∗_{SM0} (M, C ) is finitely generated over C [s_{M0} ]. Now, the algebra C [(M_{tM} )^{νM (C× )}] is finitely generated over C [s_{M0} ] iff M^{νM (C× )} = M^{SM} (considered as a set) consists of one point. Since we want to identify the algebras above we must make the following assumption.

Assumption 1.7. The set M^{SM} consists of one point.

Remark 1.8. Let us recall that symplectic duality predicts that M_0 has a symplectic resolution iff (M^!_0)^{SM!}0 consists of one point.

The following conjecture is due to Hikita and Nakajima. We will call it Hikita- Nakajima conjecture.

Conjecture 1.9. There is an isomorphism of Z-graded algebras over C [s_{M0} ]: H^∗_{SM0} (M, C ) ≃ C [(M_{tM} )^{νM (C× )}].

Remark 1.10. Actually Nakajima’s version of this conjecture is even more general: on the LHS, we can consider the algebra H^∗_{SM0 ×C×ℏ} (M, C ) and on the RHS we can consider the Rees algebra of “quantized schematic fixed points” (so-called B-algebra or Cartan subquotient) of the quantization of C [M_{tM} ] (see, for example, [23, Section 5.6]). In [22], another generalization of this conjecture is proposed (where one replaces cohomology on the LHS with quantum cohomology). Remark 1.11. Let us note that if M, M^′ are two symplectic resolutions of M_0, then the algebras H^∗_{SM0} (M, C ), H^∗_{SM0} (M^′, C ) are isomorphic. This follows from the fact that the universal deformations M_{tM0} → t_{M0} , M^′_{tM0} → t_{M0} are locally trivial in C^∞-topology (see [34, Section 1.2 and references therein]), so M, M^′ are both diffeomorphic to a generic fiber of M_{0,tM0} → t_{M0} . We are grateful to Pavel Etingof for explaining this to us. Similarly, one can see that for any generic cocharacter ν : C^× → S_M the schematic fixed points M^{ν(C× )}_{tM} are the same and are isomorphic to the schematic fixed points M^{SM}_{tM} . Indeed, note that M_{tM} can be S_M-equivariantly embedded in some vector space O with a linear action of S_M. Then M^{ν(C× )}_{tM} , M^{SM}_{tM} are (schematic) intersections M^{ν(C× )} tM = M_{tM} ∩ O^{ν(C× )}, M^{SM}_{tM} = M_{tM} ∩ O^{SM} .

This reduces the claim to showing that O^{ν(C× )} = O^{SM} for a generic ν : C^× → S_M that directly follows from Proposition 1.6 since O is smooth. We are grateful to Alexander Braverman for explaining this to us.

Remark 1.12. Let us mention one “combinatorial” corollary of Conjecture 1.9. Pick a point s ∈ s_{M0} . We have an isomorphism of algebras H^∗_{SM0} (M)|_s ≃ H^∗(M^s). Note that the semisimple

quotient of H^∗(M^s) is the algebra H^0(M^s) that is isomorphic to the direct sum of copies of C , the number of copies is equal to |Comp(M^s)|, where Comp(M^s) is the set of connected components of

M^s. Conjecture 1.9 implies that the algebra H^∗(M^s) is isomorphic to the algebra C [M^{νM (C× )}_s ], where M_s is the fiber over s ∈ s_{M0} of the deformation M_{sM0} → s_{M0} . The semisimple quotient

of C [M^{νM (C× )} s ] is isomorphic to the direct sum of copies of C labeled by the set M^{νM (C× )}_s (C )

of C -points of M^{νM(C× )} s . So we obtain the bijection of sets:

Comp(M^s) ≃ M^{νM(C× )} s (C ). Warning 1.13. Hikita-Nakajima conjecture is not true as stated for arbitrary pairs of symplectically dual varieties. A counterexample is a part of work in progress by K. Hoang, D. Matvieievskyi, and the first author.

Let us briefly recall the current state of the Hikita-Nakajima conjecture. The Hikita conjecture was proven for the case of Hilbert scheme of points on A^2 , type A Slodowy slices and hypertoric varieties in [17, Theorem 1.1, Theorem A.1, Theorem B.1]. In [37], the second author has proven the case of Y = C^2 /Γ where Γ is a finite subgroup of SL_2(C ). In the paper [16, Theorem 1.0.5], Hatano proved that H^∗(M(n, r), C ) and C [(M_0 (n, r)^!)^{C×} ] are isomorphic as graded vector spaces. In [20, Theorem 1.5], Kamnitzer, Tingley, Webster, Weekes and Yacobi have proven Hikita conjecture for the ADE slices in the affine Grassmanian. They have also proven the equivariant (see Remark 1.10) version of Conjecture 1.9 for type A quivers and some weaker form of this conjecture for DE quivers (see [20, Section 8.3], [21, Section 1.3 and Theorem 1.5], see also [23, Section 6.6]). The results of [37] were recently generalized to the equivariant case in [9].

The main result of this paper is the following theorem.

Theorem 1.14. Hikita-Nakajima conjecture holds for M = M(n, r), the Gieseker variety.

Actually, we will describe the isomorphism explicitly using certain generators of the algebras mentioned above (see Theorem 1.22 for more details).

Remark 1.15. Let us point out that our approach gives a new proof of the Hikita conjecture for the Hilbert scheme case (when r = 1), which was proved by Hikita himself. It also generalizes the results of [16], where the author proves that H^∗(M(n, r), C ), C [(M_0 (n, r)^!)^{C×} ] are isomorphic as graded vector spaces (Appendix A repeats some of the arguments of the paper [16]). The main idea of our paper is that using deformations simplifies the picture.

1.3. Gieseker variety (ADHM space). Gieseker variety M(n, r) depends on a pair n, r ∈ Z_{⩾1} of positive integer numbers. It can be realized as a Nakajima quiver variety corresponding to the Jordan quiver (see Definition 2.6). Variety M(n, r) also has a realization as the moduli space of torsion-free sheaves on P^2 of rank r with the second Chern class being n and with a fixed trivialization at the line at infinity (see [29, Chapter 2] for details). The variety M(n, r) is an important object that originally came from physics. The Gieseker variety M(n, r) is a resolution of singularities of the variety M_0(n, r) = Spec C [M(n, r)]. The variety M_0(n, r) has a realization as an (affine) Nakajima quiver variety corresponding to the Jordan quiver (see Definition 2.6).

So we are taking M = M(n, r), M_0 = M_0(n, r). Then the torus S_{M0} can be described as follows. We have a natural symplectic action of SL_r on M(n, r) (via changing the trivialization at infinity) and also the action of T = C^× via the action on P^2 that multiplies one coordinate by t and another by t^{−1} (so-called “hyperbolic action”). Let T_r ⊂ SL_r be a maximal torus. The torus S_{M0} is the image of A := T × T_r in Aut_C×_ℏ (M(n, r)) and s_{M0} naturally identifies with a := Lie A. The space t_{M0 (n,r)} = H^2(M(n, r), C ) is known to be one-dimensional.

1.4. Symplectic dual to M(n, r). Let us now give a very brief description of the variety M(n, r) = M_0(n, r)^! and its deformation M(n, r)_a → a.

One way to construct a dual to M_0(n, r) is via the Coulomb branches introduced in [5]. In this approach, M(n, r) is equal to the spectrum of the algebra H^{(GLn)O}

∗ (R_{n,r}) of (GL_n)_O-equivariant Borel-Moore homology of the variety of triples R_{n,r} corresponding to the Jordan quiver (see Section 3.1 for details). The variety M(n, r)_a is then the spectrum of A × (GL_n)_O - equivariant homology of the same variety of triples R_{n,r} (see Section 3 for details). The Coulomb branch M(n, r)_a above can be realized (see [24], [6], [42]) as the spectrum of the center Z(H_{n,r}) of the rational Cherednik algebra H_{n,r} corresponding to the group Γ_n := S_n ⋉ (Z/rZ)^n (see Section 3.2 for details). Thus we have

M_0(n, r)^!_a = M(n, r)_a = Spec Z(H_{n,r}).

The algebra H_{n,r} has a natural Z-grading (see (3.4)) that induces the action of T = C^× on Spec Z(H_{n,r}) = M(n, r)_a.

Remark 1.16. The action T ↷ M(n, r)_a in the Coulomb terms is described in [5, Section 3 (v)].

Remark 1.17. One can also construct M_0(n, r)^! as the (affine) Nakajima quiver variety X_0(n, r) corresponding to the cyclic quiver with r vertices labeled by Z/rZand having n-dimensional vector spaces placed at these vertices and one-dimensional framing at the vertex corresponding to zero. The deformation X_0(n, r)_a can be constructed similarly (c.f. Definition 2.4 below). The identification X_0(n, r)_a ≃ Spec Z(H_{n,r} ) is given by the Etingof-Ginzburg isomorphism (that goes back to the paper [11]). More detailed, in [35, Section 3.3] it is explained (following the proof of [11, Theorem 11.16]) how to construct isomorphisms between smooth fibers of the families X_0(n, r)_a, Spec Z(H_{n,r} ) over a. One can show (we are grateful to Pavel Etingof and Ivan Losev for the explanations) that these isomorphisms extend to the desired isomorphism X_0(n, r)_a ≃ Spec Z(H_{n,r} ). The idea is to first extend these isomorphisms to the smooth locus over fiber over every c ∈ a and then use the normality of our varieties to extend in codimension two.

1.5. Cyclotomic Hecke algebra and its center. Let Q_{n,r} be the algebra of functions on schematic T-fixed points of Spec Z(H_{n,r}) (that can also be considered as the algebra of functions on M(n, r)^T_a ). Recall that by Proposition 1.4 we have Q_{n,r} = Z(H_{n,r})_0/ ∑ i>0 Z(H_{n,r})_{−i}Z(H_{n,r})_i = = Z(H_{n,r})/(b ∈ Z(H_{n,r})_i, i ≠ 0), where the grading on H_{n,r} is as in (3.4):

deg x_j = 1, deg y_j = −1, deg Γ_n = deg h = 0.

Our goal is to identify the algebra Q_{n,r} with the algebra H^∗_A(M(n, r), C ). It turns out that there is another algebra that is isomorphic to both of the algebras above. This algebra is the center Z(R^r(n))^{JM} of the cyclotomic degenerate Hecke algebra R^r(n) (see Section 5.1 for the definition). It was observed in [36] that algebras Z(R^r(n))^{JM} , H^∗_A(M(n, r), C ) are isomorphic. We give an independent (but certainly similar) proof of this fact.

1.6. Main idea of the proof. It turns out that there exists one “universal” approach that allows us to identify algebras

(1.2) H^∗_A(M(n, r), C ), Z(R^r(n))^{JM} , Q_{n,r} ≃ C [M(n, r)^T_a ]

with each other simultaneously. The idea is simple: we embed all of the algebras above inside the algebra

E := ⨁ λ∈P(r,n) C [a] = C [a]^{⊕|P(r,n)|} and show that their images coincide. Here P(r, n) is the set of r-multipartitions of n (see Definition 4.3). In order to show that images are the same we consider natural generators of these algebras and show that their images in E are the same. In particular, we obtain explicit descriptions for isomorphisms between algebras in (1.2).

Remark 1.18. Let F be the function field of the parameter space a = A^r . We will see that the embeddings above become isomorphisms after tensoring by F or, more precisely, after localizing at a certain finite set of elements of k := C [a] (certain “walls”). Compare with Remark 4.6 below.

Remark 1.19. In [4, Definition 2.1] the authors introduce a notion of localization algebra. We observe that algebras that appear in (1.2) have natural structures of (strong, free) localization algebras and all of them are isomorphic (as algebras with this additional structure).

1.6.1. Embedding Z(R^r(n))^{JM} ⊂ E and generators of Z(R^r(n))^{JM} . For every λ ∈ P(r, n) one can consider the corresponding “universal” Specht modules over R^r(n) that we denote by ~S_k(λ) (see Section 5 for details). Acting by the center Z(R^r(n))^{JM} of R^r(n) on these modules we obtain the desired embedding ψ : Z(R^r(n))^{JM} ⊂ ⨁ λ∈P(r,n) End_Rr_{(n)}( ~S_k(λ)) = E. 7

It follows from [7, Theorem 1] that natural generators of Z(R^r(n))^{JM} are classes of elements e_k(z_1, . . . , z_n), k = 1, . . . , n, where e_k ∈ C [z_1 , . . . , z_n]^{Sn} are elementary symmetric polynomials.

1.6.2. Embedding H^∗_A(M(n, r), C ) ⊂ E and generators of H^∗_A(M(n, r), C ). The set of A-fixed points M(n, r) can be parametrized by P(r, n) (see Section 4 for details).

In particular, we have the natural embedding ι: M(n, r)^A ⊂ M(n, r) that induces the desired embedding ι^∗ : H^∗_A(M(n, r), C ) ⊂ H^∗_A(M(n, r)^A, C ) = E.

It remains to note that the algebra H^∗_A(M(n, r), C ) is generated by the elements c_k(V), k = 1, . . . , n, where c_k(•) is the kth A-equivariant Chern class and V is the tautological ndimensional vector bundle on M(n, r). This, for example, follows from [27, Corollary 1.5].

1.6.3. Embedding Q_{n,r} ⊂ E and generators of Q_{n,r}. Recall that Q_{n,r} is a quotient of Z(H_{n,r}) ⊂ H_{n,r}. To every λ ∈ P(r, n) one can associate the corresponding induced (graded) H_{n,r}-module Δ(λ) on which Z(H_{n,r}) will act by some character and this action factors through the action of Q_{n,r} (see Section 6.1). This gives us the desired embedding ϕ: Q_{n,r} ⊂ ⨁ λ∈P(r,n) End^{gr}_{Hn,r} (Δ(λ)) = E.

Generators of Q_{n,r} are classes of e_k(u_1, . . . , u_n), k = 1, . . . , n, where u_i ∈ H_{n,r} are Dunkl-Opdam elements (see Lemma 6.6).

Remark 1.20. The identification Z(H_{n,r} ) ≃ H^{A×(GLn)O}_∗ (R_{n,r} ) sends e_k(u_1, . . . , u_n) to the function m_k := c_k(V ) ∗ 1, here c_k(V ) ∈ H^∗_{A×GLn} (pt) is the Chern class of the tautological A × GL_n-bundle V = C^n on pt and ∗ is the convolution product on H^{A×(GLn)O} ∗ (R_{n,r} ) (see [42, Section 4] for details). This should be compared with the fact that generators on the dual side (i.e., generators of H^∗_A(M(n, r), C )) are the Chern classes c_i(V) of the tautological bundle V.

Remark 1.21. T he embedding ϕ can be interpreted geometrically as a pullback homomorphism from schematic fixed points on M(n, r)_a to schematic fixed points on a resolution of M(n, r)_a (see Section 2 for the r = 1 example and Section 8 for general conjectures in this direction).

1.7. Main results and structure of the paper.

1.7.1. Identification of the parameters and the main Theorem. We have the parameter spaces

(1.3) h = C [κ, c_1 , . . . , c_{r−1}], k = C [κ, a_1 , . . . , a_r]/(a_1 + . . . + a_r) = C [a],

used in definitions of algebras (1.2) that we want to identify. We identify the parameters as follows (i = 1, . . . , r, k = 1, . . . , r − 1):

(1.4) a_i = p(η^{i−1}),

where p(q) =^1_r ∑_{r−1} l=1 c_l η^{−l}−1 q l ∈ C [q], η = e^{2π} √ −1 r . We will denote by F the field of fractions of the algebras (1.3).

Theorem 1.22. After the identification of parameters (1.4) the Z-graded algebras H^∗_A(M(n, r), C ), Z(R^r(n))^{JM} , Q_{n,r}, C [Spec(H^{A×(GLn)O}_∗ (R_{n,r}))^T] are isomorphic. The isomorphisms above identify generators as follows

(1.5) c_k(V) = [e_k(z_1, . . . , z_n)] = [e_k(u_1, . . . , u_n)] = [m_k],

where V is the tautological rank n vector bundle on M(n, r), m_k = c_k(V ) ∗ 1 and u_i ∈ H_{n,r} are Dunkl-Opdam elements (Definition (6.3)).

Remark 1.23. Note that the isomorphisms above are automatically graded since they preserve the degree of the generators (1.5). Note that the isomorphism H^∗_A(M(n, r), C ) ≃ C [Spec(H^{A×(GLn)O} ∗ (R_{n,r} ))^T]

is already an isomorphism of C [κ, a_1, . . . , a_n]/(a_1 + . . . + a_n) = C [a]-algebras and there is no need to identify parameters.

1.7.2. Structure of the paper. The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we prove the Hikita-Nakajima conjecture for r = 1, i.e., for the Hilbert scheme Hilb_n(A^2 ) using results of [38]. In Section 3, we consider the case of arbitrary r and describe symplectically dual variety to M_0(n, r), along with its deformation using Coulomb branches and rational Cherednik algebras.

In Sections 4, 5 and 6 we provide the realization of the idea behind the proof of Hikita-Nakajima conjecture that we briefly introduced in Section 1.6. First, in Section 4 we describe the embedding H^∗_A(M(n, r), C ) ⊂ E and determine the image of the generators c_i(V) ∈ H^∗_A(M(n, r), C ) under this embedding. Then, in Section 5 we define the cyclotomic degenerate Hecke algebra R^r(n) and review its representation theory. Using this, we describe the embedding Z(R^r(n))^{JM} ⊂ E and determine its image. Next, in Section 6, we recall the representation theory of the rational Cherednik algebra H_{n,r} and then describe the embedding Q_{n,r} ⊂ E (using the representation theory of H_{n,r}). In Lemma 6.6, we describe generators of Q_{n,r} and determine their images under the embedding Q_{n,r} ⊂ E. Finally, as a corollary of the results of Sections 4, 5, 6, we obtain Theorem 1.22 (see Theorem 7.1 in Section 7). In Section 8, we discuss a potential approach to proving the Hikita- Nakajima conjecture for more general quivers. Appendix A contains a (short) proof of the fact that Q_{n,r} ≃ C [M(n, r)^T_a ] is flat over the space of parameters.

1.8. Acknowledments. We express our deep gratitude to Roman Bezrukavnikov, Pavel Etingof, Joel Kamnitzer, Dima Korb, Ivan Losev, Tomek Przezdziecki, Ben Webster, and Alex Weekes for stimulating conversations, useful remarks, and generalization suggestions.

Special thanks go to Ben Webster for organizing a learning seminar on Coulomb branches and making it possible for the first author to give a talk on it. 2. Hikita-Nakajima conjecture for Hilbert scheme

In this section, we provide an “elementary” proof of the Hikita-Nakajima conjecture for the Hilbert scheme of points on A^2 . This proof approach differs from the original method used by Hikita (see [17]) As a corollary, when we set the equivariant parameter to zero, we obtain a theorem that was originally proved by Hikita.

The idea is the following: we identify the algebra of schematic fixed points with the Rees algebra of the center Z(C S_n ) of C S_n and then use the identification

(2.1) Rees(Z(C S_n )) ≃ H^∗_T(Hilb_n(A^2 )) (see [38])

to obtain the Hikita-Nakajima conjecture for Hilb_n(A^2 ). An alternative approach to the identification (2.1) appears in Sections 4, 5.

2.1. Nakajima quiver varieties. Let I = (I_0, I_1) be a finite quiver, where I_0 is the set of vertices, and I_1 is the set of oriented edges. Let v = (v_i)_{i∈I0} , w = (w_i)_{i∈I0} be I_0-tuples of nonnegative integer numbers. Let V = ⨁ i∈I_0 Vi, W = ⨁ i∈I_0 Wi be I0-graded vector spaces with dim Vi = vi, dim Wi = wi. Consider the

representation space

N = N(v, w) = N_I (v, w) := ⨁ (i→j)∈I_1 Hom(V_i, V_j ) ⊕ ⨁ i∈I_0 Hom(W_i, V_i).

We also consider the cotangent space M_I (v, w) = M(v, w) = M := T^∗N that can be identified with ⨁ (i→j)∈I_1 Hom(V_i, V_j ) ⊕ ⨁ (i→j)∈I_1 Hom(V_j , V_i)⊕ ⊕ ⨁ i∈I_0 Hom(W_i, V_i) ⊕ ⨁ i∈I_0 Hom(V_i, W_i).

We can represent elements of M(v, w) as quadruples (X, Y, γ, δ), where X ∈ ⨁ (i→j)∈I_1 Hom(V_i, V_j ), Y ∈ ⨁ (i→j)∈I_1 Hom(V_j , V_i), 10

γ ∈ ⨁ i∈I_0 Hom(W_i, V_i), δ ∈ ⨁ i∈I_0 Hom(V_i, W_i).

The space M(v, w) = T^∗N carries a natural symplectic form. We set G_v := ∏ i∈I_0 GL(V_i), g_v := ⨁ i∈I_0 gl(V_i).

The group G_v acts naturally on the vector space M(v, w). This action is symplectic with the moment map: μ: M(v, w) → g_v, (X, Y, γ, δ) → [X, Y ] + γδ. Definition 2.1. A quadruple (X, Y, γ, δ) ∈ M(v, w) is called stable if for every X, Y -invariant graded subspace S ⊂ V such that S contains im γ we have S = V . We denote by M(v, w)^{st} ⊂ M(v, w) the (open) subset of stable quadruples. Definition 2.2. The Nakajima quiver varieties M(v, w), M_0(v, w) are defined as the following quotients:

M(v, w) := μ^{−1}(0)^{st}/G_v, M_0(v, w) := μ^{−1}(0)//G_v.

We have the natural (projective) morphism π : M(v, w) → M_0(v, w). Assumption 2.3. We assume that π is a resolution of singularities.

Let z_v ⊂ g_v be the center of g_v. The varieties M(v, w), M_0(v, w) admit certain natural deformations over the space z_v.

Definition 2.4. The “universal” quiver varieties M(v, w)_{zv} , M_0(v, w)_{zv} are defined as follows:

M(v, w)_{zv} := μ^{−1}(z_v)^{st}/G_v, M_0(v, w)_{zv} := μ^{−1}(z_v)//G_v. For a ∈ z_v, we denote by M(v, w)_a, M_0(v, w)_a the fibers of these families over a.

2.2. Hilbert scheme Hilb_n(A^2 ) and S^n(A^2 ) as Nakajima quiver varieties. Our main object of study in this section is Hilb_n(A^2 ) the Hilbert scheme of n points on A^2 .

Definition 2.5. The variety Hilb_n(A^2 ) is the variety whose C -points are ideals J ⊂ C [x, y] of codimension n. The (affine) variety S^n(A^2 ) is the categorical quotient (A^2 )^n/S_n.

Recall that we have the Hilbert-Chow morphism: Hilb_n(C^2 ) → S^n(A^2 ), J → Supp(C [x, y]/J).

This morphism is a symplectic resolution of singularities. Let us now recall the description of Hilb_n(C^2 ) as a Nakajima quiver variety (corresponding to the Jordan quiver).

Definition 2.6. We denote by M(n, r), M_0(n, r) the Nakajima quiver varieties corresponding to the quiver I consisting of one vertex and one loop with dim V = n, dim W = r.

The following proposition holds by [29, Theorem 2.1 and Proposition 2.9].

Proposition 2.7. There exist isomorphisms

(2.2) M(n, 1)^∼−→ Hilb_n(A^2 ), M_0(n, 1)^∼−→ S^n(A^2 )

compatible with natural morphisms M(n, 1) → M_0(n, 1), Hilb_n(A^2 ) → S^n(A^2 ).

We conclude that the points of Hilb_n(A^2 ), S^n(A^2 ) can be represented as certain quadruples (X, Y, γ, δ) that can be considered as representations of the following quiver (here we identify V = C^n , W = C ):C C^n γδYX

2.3. Calogero-Moser space, deformations of Hilb_n(A^2 ) and torus actions. We see that varieties M(n, 1)_{zn} , M_0(n, 1)_{zn} (see Definition 2.4) are one-parameter deformations of Hilb_n(A^2 ) and S^n(A^2 ), where the base of the deformation is the center z_n ⊂ gl(V ) that can be identified with A^1 via the map A^1 ∋ a → a · Id_V ∈ gl(V ).

Let us now discuss torus actions. Let T, C^×_ℏ be copies of C^× . We have an action of T × C^×_ℏ on Hilb_n(A^2 ), S^n(A^2 ) that is induced by the action T × C^×_ℏ ↷ A^2 given by (t, ℏ) · (x, y) = (tℏ^{−1}x, t^{−1}ℏ^{−1}y), t ∈ T, ℏ ∈ C^×_ℏ . After identifications (2.2) the action of T × C^×_ℏ can be described as follows:

it is induced from the following action on M(n, 1): (2.3) (t, ℏ) · (X, Y, γ, δ) = (tℏ^{−1}X, t^{−1}ℏ^{−1}Y, ℏ^{−1}γ, ℏ^{−1}δ). Remark 2.8. Note that T acts symplectically, while C^×_ℏ scales the symplectic form with weight 2. Formula (2.3) induces actions

T × C^×_ℏ ↷ M(n, 1)_{zn} , T × C^×_ℏ ↷ M_0(n, 1)_{zn} .

Consider a ∈ C^× . Let us describe the fibers M(n, 1)_a, M(n, 1)_a of the families M(n, 1)_{zn} , M(n, 1)_{zn} over a. First of all, note that the action of C_ℏ induces identifications M(n, 1)_a ≃ M(n, 1)_1, M_0(n, 1)_a ≃ M_0(n, 1)_1.

Definition 2.9. Recall that V is a vector space of dimension n. We define Calogero- Moser variety C(n) as the following quotient:

C(n) := {(X, Y ) ∈ End(V )^{⊕2} | rk ( [X, Y ] − Id_V ) = 1}/ GL(V ).

The following proposition will be useful for us (see, for example, [46, Section 1]):

Proposition 2.10. Natural morphisms M(n, 1)_1 → M_0(n, 1)_1 → C(n),

given by [(X, Y, γ, δ)] → [X, Y, γ, δ] → [(X, Y )] are isomorphisms.

Thus families M(n, 1)_{zn} , M_0(n, 1)_{zn} are C^×_ℏ -equivariant deformations of Hilb_n(A^2 ), S^n(A^2 ) over A^1 . Over a non-zero parameter their fibers are isomorphic to the Calogero-Moser variety C(n).

2.4. Hikita-Nakajima conjecture for Hilb_n(A^2 ). We denote by H^∗_T(Hilb_n(A^2 )) the T-equivariant cohomology of Hilb_n(A^2 ). This is a Z-graded algebra over H^∗_T(pt) isomorphic to C [Lie T]. We are now ready to state the “deformed” version of the Hikita conjecture for Hilb_n(A^2 ) that we refer to as the Hikita-Nakajima conjecture (see Conjecture 1.9 above).

Theorem 2.11. We have an isomorphism of Z-graded algebras over C [z_n ] ≃ C [Lie T] (the identification induced by the isomorphism z_n ≃ A^1 ≃ Lie T): C [ M_0(n, 1)^T_{zn} ] ≃ H^∗_T(Hilb_n(A^2 )).

Our goal is to prove this theorem. We will do it by showing that both algebras in the theorem are isomorphic to the Rees algebra of the center Z(C S_n ) of the group algebra of S_n.

2.5. Equivariant cohomology of Hilb_n(A^2 ) and the center of C S_n . Let Z(C S_n ) in C S_n be the center of the group algebra C S_n . Consider the grading on the vector space C S_n defined in the following way: pick a permutation σ ∈ S_n and let ℓ(σ) be the number of cycles in the decomposition of σ as a product of disjoint cycles. We then define deg σ := 2(n − ℓ(σ)).

The grading above induces the increasing Z_{⩾0}-filtration on Z_n:

(2.4) C = F_0Z_n = F_1Z_n ⊂ F_2Z_n = F_3Z_n ⊂ . . . . . . ⊂ Z_n = F_{2n−2}Z_n = F_{2n−1}Z_n = . . .

We denote by Rees(Z(C S_n )) the Rees algebra corresponding to the filtration (2.4). Recall that the algebra Rees(Z(C S_n )) is defined as follows:

Rees(Z(C S_n )) := ⨁ m⩾0 κ^mF_{2m}Z(C S_n ) ⊂ Z(C S_n )[κ], where κ is a formal parameter of degree 2. We consider Rees(Z(C S_n )) as an algebra over C [A^1 ] = C [κ]. The following result holds by [38] or Sections 4, 5 (see also [36, Theorem 4.7 and Corollary 4.8]).

Proposition 2.12. There is an isomorphism of Z-graded algebras over C [Lie T] ≃ C [A^1 ] (the identification is induced by the isomorphism Lie T ≃ A^1 ):

H^∗_T(Hilb_n(A^2 )) ≃ Rees(Z(C S_n )).

Remark 2.13. Proposition 2.12 can also be proved using the same argument as we use in the proof of Theorem 2.16 below.

Let us now recall the description of the center Z(C S_n ). To every k ∈ 1, . . . , n we can associate the corresponding Jucys–Murphy element JM_k defined as follows:

JM_k := (1 k) + (2 k) + . . . + (k − 1 k) ∈ C S_n ,

where (i k) ∈ S_n is the transposition switching i, k.

Remark 2.14. Note that JM_1 = 0.

The following proposition is classical (see, for example, [28, Theorem 1.9]).

Proposition 2.15. The center Z(C S_n ) is generated (as a vector space) by the elements

f(JM_1, . . . , JM_n), where f runs through the symmetric functions on n variables.

2.6. Construction of the isomorphism between schematic fixed points of M_0(n, 1)_{zn} and Rees(Z(C S_n )). We will prove the following theorem and, using Proposition 2.12, obtain Theorem 2.11 as a corollary.

Theorem 2.16. There is an isomorphism of Z-graded algebras over C [A^1 ] = C [Lie T]

(2.5) Rees(Z(C S_n ))^∼−→ C [ M_0(n, 1)^T_{zn} ]

that sends f(JM_1, . . . , JM_n) ∈ Z(C Z_n ) to the restriction of the function M_0(n, 1)_{zn} ∋ [(X, Y, γ, δ)] → f(α_1, . . . , α_n) to M_0(n, 1)^T_{zn} . Here f is a symmetric function on n variables and α_1, . . . , α_n are roots of the characteristic polynomial of Y X ∈ End(V ), the Z-grading on the LHS of (2.5) is the natural grading on Rees(Z(C S_n )) and the Z-grading on the RHS is the one induced by the action of C^×_ℏ .

The rest of the section is devoted to describing the idea of the proof of Theorem 2.16. We start with the following proposition, the proof of which is given in Appendix A.

Proposition 2.17. The algebra C [ M_0(n, 1)^T_{zn} ] is flat (hence, free) over z_n = A^1 .

In particular, we have an isomorphism of Z-graded algebras C [ M_0(n, 1)^T_{zn} ] ≃ Rees(C [M_0 (n, 1)^T_1 ]) = Rees(C [C(n)^T]).

We conclude that to prove Theorem 2.16 it is enough to construct the isomorphism of filtered algebras C [C(n)^T] ≃ Z(C S_n ). In order to do so we need to describe the algebra C [C(n)^T]. Let us note that the variety C(n) is smooth, hence, the scheme C(n)^T is also smooth (see Proposition 1.6) and, in particular, reduced.

The description of the set of fixed points C(n)^T was given by Wilson in [46, Proposition 6.11], we recall it in Section 2.7. The set C(n)^T is finite and can be parametrized by the set P(n) of partitions of n, we denote by [(X^λ, Y^λ)] the fixed point corresponding to λ ∈ P(n) (see Definition 2.19). Since every finite reduced scheme over C is just the spectrum of the direct sum of copies of C , we must have

(2.6) C [C(n)^T] = ⨁ λ∈P(n) C χ_λ , where χ_λ ∈ C [C(n)^T] is the characteristic function of the T-fixed point [(X^λ, Y^λ)] corresponding to λ ∈ P(n). Recall now that we have the natural identification

(2.7) Z(C S_n ) = ⨁ λ∈P(n) C e_λ ,

where e_λ ∈ Z(C S_n ) is the idempotent corresponding to the Specht module S(λ) (in other words, for ν ∈ P(n) the element e_λ ∈ Z(C S_n ) acts on S(ν) via δ_{λ ν} · Id_{S(ν)}).

Composing (2.6) and (2.7), we obtain the isomorphism of algebras:

Θ: Z(C S_n )^∼−→ C [C(n)^T], e_λ → χ_λ.

To prove Theorem 2.16 it remains to show that the isomorphism Θ is the one that we need, i.e., it sends element f(JM_1, . . . , JM_n) to the restriction of the function C(n) ∋ [(X, Y )] → f(α_1, . . . , α_n) to C(n)^T. From this we would be able to conclude that the isomorphism Θ is filtration-preserving.

To prove that Θ sends element f(JM_1, . . . , JM_n) to the function C(n)^T ∋ [(X, Y )] → f(α_1, . . . , α_n) we just need to show that for every symmetric function f on n variables we have f(JM_1, . . . , JM_n)|_{S(λ)} = f(α_1, . . . , α_n) Id_{S(λ)}, where α_1, . . . , α_n is the multiset of eigenvalues of Y^λX^λ. Recall that f(JM_1, . . . , JM_n) acts on S(λ) via the multiplication by f(c_1, . . . , c_n), where c_1, . . . , c_n is the multiset of contents of boxes of the Young diagram Y(λ) corresponding to λ (see (2.8)). It remains to check that the multiset of eigenvalues of Y^λX^λ is the same as the multiset of contents of boxes of Y(λ).

2.7. Description of C(n)^T and eigenvalues of Y^λX^λ. The parametrization of C(n)^T by the elements of P(n) goes as follows (the description was obtained in [46], we follow [35, Section 5]). Pick m ∈ Z_{⩾1} and 1 ⩽ k ⩽ m.

Definition 2.18. By D_m we will denote the m × m matrix with 1’s on the first diagonal and 0’s elsewhere, i.e., D_m = ∑_{m−1} i=1 E_{i i+1}. Now, let Y (m, k) be the m × m matrix such that its only non-zero entries are on the −1st diagonal, and it satisfies the relation [Y (m, k), D_m] = mE_{k k}. In other words, the numbers below the diagonal are 1, 2, . . . , k − 1, −m + k, . . . , −2, −1:

Y (m, k) =

0 0 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 1 0 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 0 2 0 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 . . . . . .. . 0 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 . . . . . . . . . . . k − 1 0 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . −m + k 0 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . −1 0

.

Pick λ = (λ_1, . . . , λ_l) ∈ P(n). Following [35, Section 4.1] we denote by (2.8) Y(λ) := {(i, j) | 1 ⩽ i ⩽ l, 1 ⩽ j ⩽ λ_i} the corresponding Young diagram. If □ = (i, j) ∈ Y(λ) is a cell let c(□) := j − i be the content of □. By a hook associated to the cell (i, j) we call the set H_{(i,j)} := {(i, j)} ∪ {(i^′, j) ∈ Y(λ) | i^′ > i} ∪ {(i, j^′) ∈ Y(λ) | j^′ > j}. Box (i, j) is called the root of the hook H_{(i,j)} . By a Frobenius hook of Y(λ) we mean a hook of the form H_{(i,i)} . The diagram Y(λ) is the disjoint union of its Frobenius hooks. Suppose that (1, 1), (2, 2), . . . , (s, s) are cells of Y(λ) with zero content. Let H_i be the Frobenius hook with root (i, i). Let k_i be the height of H_i and n_i be the size of H_i . Now we are ready to describe the tuple [(X^λ, Y^λ)] ∈ C(n)^T corresponding to λ.

Definition 2.19. Tuple (X^λ, Y^λ) is defined as follows. We have X^λ = D_n. The n_i × n_i diagonal blocks of Y^λ are given by the matrices Y (n_i, k_i), and the offdiagonal blocks satisfy the following property: For i ≠ j, (Y^λ)_{ij} is the unique n_i ×n_j matrix with non-zero entries on the diagonal k_i −k_j , satisfying the following property:

(Y^λ)_{ij} D_{nj} − D_{ni} (Y^λ)_{ij} = n_iE_{ki kj} .

Remark 2.20. If λ ∈ P(n) is a hook of height k, then we have Y^λ = Y (n, k). Note that the diagonal matrix elements of Y^λX^λ = Y (n, k)D_n are precisely the contents of cells of the hook λ. Proposition 2.21. The eigenvalues of Y^λX^λ = Y^λD_n are the same as the eigenvalues of blocks (Y^λ)_{ii}D_{ni} = Y (n_i, k_i)D_{ni} as if off-diagonal blocks in Y^λX^λ were not present. So, the eigenvalues of Y^λX^λ are diagonal elements of Y (n_i, k_i)D_{ni} that are exactly the multiset of contents of boxes of λ.

Proof. Follows from the proof of [46, Proposition 6.13]. □

Corollary 2.22. The isomorphism Θ: Z(C S_n )^∼−→ C [C(n)]^T sends f(JM_1, . . . , JM_n) to the restriction of the function [(X, Y )] → f(α_1, . . . , α_n) to C(n)^T, where f is a symmetric function on n variables.

2.8. Proof of Theorem 2.16. We have already constructed (see Section 2.6) the isomorphism Θ: Z(C S_n )^∼−→ C [C(n)^T] and have shown that this isomorphism sends generators f(JM_1, . . . , JM_n) ∈ Z(C S_n ) to functions C(n)^T ∋ (X, Y ) → f(α_1, . . . , α_n) (see Corollary 2.22). To finish the proof of Theorem 2.16 it remains to show that the isomorphism Θ is filtered. Let us note that if f has degree k then deg f(JM_1, . . . , JM_n) = 2k and the degree of the function (X, Y ) → f(α_1, . . . , α_n) is also equal to 2k. Thus, in order to show that Θ is filtration-preserving it is enough to check that F_{2k}Z(C S_n ) is generated (as a vector space) by { f(JM_1, . . . , JM_n) | | f is a homogeneous symmetric polynomial of degree ⩽ k } . This is a direct corollary of the following (classical) proposition.

Proposition 2.23. The algebra gr Z(C S_n ) is generated by the elements { gr ( f(JM_1, . . . , JM_n) ) | f is a homogeneous symmetric polynomial } . Proof. The claim follows from the proof of [28, Theorem 1.9]. □

We finish this section with the following conjecture.

Conjecture 2.24. The isomorphism

gr Θ: gr Z(C S_n )^∼−→ C [(S^n (A^2 ))^T]

coincides with the isomorphism constructed in [17, Section 2].

3. Description of the symplectic dual to the Gieseker variety

Recall that the Gieseker variety is the Nakajima quiver variety corresponding to the Jordan quiver (see Definition 2.6). It depends on the pair n, r ∈ Z_{⩾1} and is denoted by M(n, r). The corresponding affine Poisson variety is denoted by M_0(n, r). In this section, we give two different ways to describe the symplectically dual variety M_0(n, r)^! and its deformation M_0(n, r)^!_a.

In the paper [5], the candidate for symplectically dual variety to every Nakajima quiver variety was constructed.

3.1. Construction of Coulomb branch. Let us recall the construction in our case (when we start from the Jordan quiver with the dimension vector n ∈ Z_{⩾1} and framing r ∈ Z_{⩾1}).

Recall the vector space N = Hom(V, V ) ⊕ Hom(V, W ) and the group G_n = GL(V ) acting on N (see Section 2.1).

Definition 3.1. We define Gr_{GL(V )} as the moduli space of the data (P, φ), where:

(a) P is a GL(V )-bundle on P^1;

(b) φ: P^{triv}|_P1_{\{0}}^∼−→ P|_P1_{\{0}} is a trivialization of P restricted to P^1 \ {0}.

We then consider the moduli space of triples R_{n,r} (corresponding to the Jordan quiver, dimension vector n and framing r) defined as follows.

Definition 3.2. Let R_{n,r} be the moduli space of triples {(P, φ, s) }, where (P, φ) is a point of Gr_{GL(V )} and s is a section of the associated vector bundle P_N = P ×_{GL(V )} N such that it is sent to a regular section of a trivial bundle under φ.

Set GL(V )_O := GL(V )[[z]]. We can consider the equivariant Borel-Moore homology H^{GL(V )O}

∗ (R_{n,r}) (see [5, Section 2(ii)] for the definition and detailed discussion). This vector space is equipped with an algebra structure via convolution ∗ (see [5, Section 3]). It follows from [5, Proposition 5.15] that the algebra (H^{GL(V )O}

∗ (R_{n,r}), ∗) is commutative.

Definition 3.3. The Coulomb branch M(n, r) is defined as the spectrum of the algebra H^{GL(V )O} ∗ (R_{n,r}): M(n, r) := Spec(H^{GL(V )O}_∗ (R_{n,r})).

The variety M(n, r) is conjectured to be symplectically dual to M(n, r). The deformation M(n, r)_a → a of M(n, r) can be constructed as follows (compare with [5, Section 3(viii)]). Let T be the copy of C^× . Let T_r ⊂ SL(W ) be a maximal torus. We have the natural action of A = T × T_r on N given by (t, g) · (X, γ) = (tX, γ ∘ g^{−1}), (t, g) ∈ T × T_r. Warning 3.4. Note that the action of T on N is not the scaling action (as in [5]). This action, for example, appears in [6, Section 5.5].

We can identify Lie T ≃ A^1 , so C [Lie T] = C [κ] for some variable κ. We can also identify t_r := Lie T_r with the subspace of C^r consisting of points with the sum of coordinates being zero, i.e., C [t_w ] = C [a_1 , . . . , a_r]/(a_1 + . . . + a_r).

Definition 3.5. We define M(n, r)_a := Spec(H^{A×GL(V )O} ∗ (R_{n,r})). Let us now give a more explicit description of the algebra C [M(n, r)_a ]. We recall its realization as a spherical subalgebra of the rational Cherednik algebra H_{n,r} corresponding to the group Γ_n = S_n ⋉ (Z/rZ)^n.

3.2. Double affine Rational Cherednik algebra corresponding to S_n ⋉ (Z/rZ)^n. We start by recalling some definitions and notations.

Consider the subgroup Γ_n ⊂ GL_n of monomial matrices with entries being rth roots of unity. Let η ∈ C^× be a rth primitive root of unity. We set ϵ_j := diag(1, . . . , 1, η, 1, . . . , 1). Note that we have the natural embedding S_n ⊂ Γ_n. We obtain the identification S_n ⋉ (Z/rZ)^{n ∼}−→ Γ_n. Consider the standard representation Γ_n ↷ h := C^n induced by the embedding Γ_n ⊂ GL_n. Let x_1, . . . , x_n be the standard basis in h = C^n and denote by y_1, . . . , y_n ∈ h^∗ the dual basis.

Let t, κ, c_1, . . . , c_{r−1} be formal parameters. We set

h := C [κ, c_1 , . . . , c_{r−1}], c(q) := r−1∑ i=1 c_iq^i, here q is a formal variable. Following [42] and [35, Section 2.3] we define the rational Cherednik algebra H_{Γn} in the following way.

Definition 3.6. Algebra H_{Γn} = H_{n,r} is a quotient of the semi-direct product ( C Γ ⋉ T^•(h ⊕ h^∗) ) ⊗ h[ℏ] subject to the relations:

(3.1) [x_i, x_j ] = [y_i, y_j ] = 0,

(3.2) [x_i, y_i] = −ℏ − κ ∑ j≠i r−1∑ p=0 (ij)ϵ^p_i ϵ^{−p}_j − c(ϵ_i),

(3.3) [x_i, y_j ] = κ r−1∑ p=0 η^p(ij)ϵ^p_i ϵ^{−p}_j (i ≠ j). We also set H_{n,r} := H_{n,r}/(ℏ).

Remark 3.7. Our parameters (ℏ, κ, c_1, . . . , c_{r−1}) and the parameters (t, κ, c_1, . . . , c_{r−1}) of [26] are related as follows: t = −ℏ, κ = κ, c_i =^{ci}_{(1−η−i)} (note that x^{Martino} i = y_i, y^{Martino} i = x_i).

Definition 3.8. Set e :=^1_{|Γn|} ∑ g∈Γ_n g. We denote by H sph n,r the spherical subalgebra eH_{n,r}e ⊂ H_{n,r}, and by H^{sph}_{n,r} the subalgebra eH_{n,r}e ⊂ H_{n,r}.

Recall that Z(H_{n,r}) ⊂ H_{n,r} is the center. The following proposition holds by [11].

Proposition 3.9. The composition Z(H_{n,r}) ⊂ H_{n,r} ↠ eH_{n,r}e induces the identification Z(H_{n,r})^∼−→ eH_{n,r}e.

The algebra H_{n,r} is Z-graded as follows:

(3.4) deg x_j = 1, deg y_j = −1, deg Γ_n = deg h = 0. 3.3. Coulomb branch for Jordan quiver as the center of rational Cherednik algebra for S_n ⋉ (Z/rZ)^n. Following [42] set

p(q) := 1 r r−1∑ l=1 c_l η^{−l} − 1 q^l = 1 r r−1∑ l=1 c_lη^l 1 − η^l q^l. Then we can write (3.5) c(q) = r(p(η^{−1}q) − p(q)).

Proposition 3.10. There exists the isomorphism of algebras H^{sph}_{n,r} ≃ H^{A×GL(V )O} ∗ (R_{n,r} ) that identifies parameters in the following way κ = κ, a_i = p(η^{i−1}). The isomorphism above sends e_i(u_1, . . . , u_n) to m_i, where m_i = c_i(V ) ∗ 1.

The Proposition 3.10 was proven in [24, Theorem 1.1], see also [42, Theorem 4.1] and [6, Theorem 2.19].

Example 3.11. Let us illustrate how (quantized version of) the isomorphism H^{sph}_{n,r} ≃ H^{A×GL(V )O} ∗ (R_{n,r}) works for n = 1. We have A = C^× × (C^× )^{r−1} and N = C ⊕ (C^r )^∗. By [5, Section 4(iii)] the algebra H^{A×(GL(V )O ⋊C× )}

∗ (R_{n,r}) has the following description: it is generated over C [κ, a_1 , . . . , a_r]/(a_1+. . .+a_r) by r_1, r_{−1}, b subject to relations:

r_1r_{−1} = r∏ i=1 (b − a_i), r_{−1}r_1 = r∏ i=1 (b − a_i − ℏ), [r_1, b] = ℏr_1, [r_{−1}, b] = −ℏr_{−1}. The algebra H_{1,r} is generated by C Z/rZ and x, y subject to the relations [x, y] = −ℏ − c(ϵ), ϵx = ηxϵ, ϵy = η^{−1}yϵ. Set u :=^1_r (xy + ℏ) + p(η^{−1}ϵ) (compare with Definition 6.3). The isomorphism H^{A×(GL(V )O ⋊C×ℏ )} ∗ (R_{1,r})^∼−→ H^{sph}_{1,r} is then given by r_{−1} → ex^re, r_1 → 1 r^r ey^re, b → eue, κ → κ, a_i → p(η^{i−1}) − (i − 1)ℏ r . We conclude (using Proposition 3.9 and Proposition 3.10) that the deformation M(n, r)_a of the variety M(n, r) can be described as M(n, r)_a = Spec(Z(H_{n,r})).

4. Equivariant cohomology H^∗_A(M(n, r), C ) We start by recalling the combinatorial parametrization of the A = T × T_rfixed points of the Gieseker variety M(n, r).

Consider the case r = 1. The variety M(n, 1) coincides with the Hilbert scheme Hilb_n(A^2 ) (see Proposition 2.7 above or [29, Section 2.2]). Recall that this Hilbert scheme parametrizes the codimension n ideals in C [x, y]. The torus T_1 is zero-dimensional, thus (Hilb_n(A^2 ))^{T×T1} = (Hilb_n(A^2 ))^T.

The fixed point set (Hilb_n(A^2 ))^T is the set of monomial ideals J ∈ Hilb_n(A^2 ). Such ideals are parametrized by the set P(n) of partitions of n as follows. Recall that

(following notations of [35, Section 4.1]) we associate to λ = (λ_1, . . . , λ_l) ∈ P(n) the Young diagram Y(λ) = {(i, j) | 1 ⩽ i ⩽ l, 1 ⩽ j ⩽ λ_i}. We fill Y(λ) with monomials by putting x^{i−1}y^{j−1} into the box (i, j) ∈ Y(λ).

The ideal J_λ that corresponds to λ is spanned by the monomials outside the diagram. We have the following classical result.

Proposition 4.1. The fixed point set (Hilb_n(A^2 ))^T is identified with the set P(n) via the map λ → J_λ described above.

Now we proceed to the case of arbitrary r. Let us introduce some notation. Denote by w_1, . . . , w_r ∈ W a basis of W consisting of eigenvectors of T_r.

The following lemma is classical (see, for example, [31]).

Lemma 4.2. The variety M(n, r)^{Tr} is T-equivariantly isomorphic to the disjoint union ⨆ r∑ l=1 n_l=n r∏ l=1 M(n_l, 1) ≃ ⨆ r∑ l=1 n_l=n r∏ l=1 Hilb_{nl} (A^2 ).

Definition 4.3. We say that an ordered r-tuple λ = (λ^0, . . . , λ^{r−1}) of partitions defines an r-multipartition of n ∈ Z_{⩾0} if^{r−1} ∑ l=0 |λ^l| = n. Let P(r, n) denote the set of r-multipartitions of n.

Proposition 4.4. The set of fixed points M(n, r)^A is identified with the set P(r, n). A multipartition λ = (λ^0, λ^1, . . . , λ^{r−1}), corresponds to the following quiver data V, W, X^λ, Y^λ ∈ End(V ), γ^λ ∈ Hom(W, V ), δ^λ ∈ Hom(V, W ): V := r−1⨁ l=0 C [x, y]/J_λl , W = r−1⨁ l=0 C w_l ;

X^λ := r−1⨁ i=0 L^l_x, Y^λ := r−1⨁ l=0 L^l_y;

γ^λ sends w_i ∈ W to [1] in C [x, y]/J_λi , δ^λ = 0, by L^l_x, L^l_y we denote operators of multiplications by x, y on C [x, y]/J_λl . Proof. This follows from Lemma 4.2 and the description of T-fixed points of Hilbert schemes above (see Proposition 4.1). □ We have the A-equivariant embedding ι: M(n, r)^A ⊂ M(n, r). This embedding induces the homomorphism ι^∗ : H^∗_A(M(n, r)) → H^∗_A(M(n, r)^A) = C [a]^{⊕|P(r,n)|} = E.

Lemma 4.5. The homomorphism ι^∗ is an embedding that becomes isomorphism after tensoring by F = C (a).

Proof. Follows from the Atiyah-Bott localization theorem (see [1]) together with the fact that H^∗_A(M(n, r), C ) is a free C [a]-module (see [30, Theorem 7.3.5]). □ Remark 4.6. Actually, we do not need to tensor by the whole C (a) but only have to localize at elements h ∈ C [a] corresponding to the cocharacters ν : C^× → A such that M(n, r)^{ν(C× )} is infinite. These elements h can be described explicitly.

Recall now that by [27] the algebra H^∗_A(M(n, r), C ) is generated by the Aequivariant Chern classes c_k(V), k = 1, . . . , n, where V is the tautological rank n vector bundle on M(n, r).

Lemma 4.7. The image ι^∗(c_k(V)) is equal to the collection (e_k(κc^0_1 + a_1, . . . , κc^0_{|λ}0_| + a_1, . . . , κc^{r−1}_1 + a_r, . . . , κc^{r−1}_{|λr−1|} + a_r))_{λ∈P(r,n)}, where for l = 0, 1, . . . , r − 1 c^l_1, c^l_2, . . . , c^l_{|λl|} is the multiset of contents of boxes of the diagram Y(λ^l).

Proof. The homomorphism ι^∗ sends c_k(V) to c_k(V|_{M(n,r)}A ) = (c_k(V|_{(X} λ_{,Y} λ_{,γ}λ_{,0)}))_{λ∈P(r,n)}. Note that c_k(V|_{(X} λ_{,Y} λ_{,γ}λ_{,0)}) is nothing but e_k(α_1, . . . , α_n), where α_1, . . . , α_n is the multiset of a-weights of V|_{(X} λ_{,Y} λ_{,γ}λ_{,0)}.

Recall that C [Lie T] = C [κ], C [t_r ] = C [a_1 , . . . , a_r]/(a_1 + . . . + a_r) and a = (Lie T)⊕t_r. We claim that the a-weight of [x^iy^j ] ∈ C [x, y]/J_λl is equal to κ(j−i)+a_l and this will conclude the proof. Indeed, taking g = (t^κ, t^{a1} , . . . , t^{ar} ) ∈ T × T_r we see that this element acts on (X^λ, Y^λ, γ^λ, 0) in the following way:

g · X^λ = r−1⨁ l=0 t^κL^l_x, g · Y^λ = r−1⨁ l=0 t^{−κ}L^l_y, (g · γ^λ)(w_l) = t^{−al} w_l. Consider the element g^′ ∈ ∏_{r−1} l=0 GL(C [x, y]/J_λl ) that acts on x^iy^j ∈ C [x, y]/J_λl via the multiplication by t^{al+κj−κi}. Directly from the definitions, we see that g · (X^λ, Y^λ, γ^λ, 0) = g^′ · (X^λ, Y^λ, γ^λ, 0).

The claim follows since the element g ∈ T × T_r acts on the fiber V of V at (X^λ, Y^λ, γ^λ, 0) via g^′. □

Combining the results of this section we obtain the following proposition. Proposition 4.8. The homomorphism ι^∗ : H^∗_A(M(n, r)) → H^∗_A(M(n, r)^A) = E is injective and becomes an isomorphism after tensoring by F = C (a). On generators c_k(V), k = 1, . . . , n it is given by: c_k(V) → → (e_k(κc^0_1 + a_1, . . . , κc^0_{|λ}0_| + a_1, . . . , κc^{r−1}_1 + a_r, . . . , κc^{r−1}_{|λr−1|} + a_r))_{λ∈P(r,n)}. 5. The center Z(R^r(n))^{JM} of the cyclotomic degenerate Hecke algebra Recall the space k = C [κ, a_1 , . . . , a_r]/(a_1 + . . . + a_r).

Definition 5.1. The degenerate affine Hecke algebra R(n) = R(S_n) is generated by C S_n and k[z_1, . . . , z_n] subject to relations: s_iz_j = z_{si(j)}s_i + κ(δ_{i+1,j} − δ_{i,j} ). The cyclotomic degenerate Hecke algebra R^r(n) is the quotient of R(n) by the ideal generated by ∏_r i=1(z_1 − a_i).

Definition 5.2. Let Z(R^r(n))^{JM} ⊂ R^r(n) be the image of k[z_1, . . . , z_n]^{Sn} ⊂ R(n) in R^r(n).

Remark 5.3. By [25, Theorem 6.5], the subalgebra k[z_1, . . . , z_n]^{Sn} ⊂ R(n) is nothing else but the center of R(n). It follows from [7, Theorem 1] that the algebra Z(R^r (n))^{JM} is the center of R^r (n).

To every λ ∈ P(r, n) one can associate the “universal” Specht module ~S_k(λ) over R^r(n) (compare with [7, Section 4]) in the following way.

Recall that λ = (λ^0, λ^1, . . . , λ^{r−1}). For i = 0, 1, . . . , r − 1 set n_i := |λ^i|. We slightly modify the algebras R(n), R^r(n) first.

Definition 5.4. Let R_{C[κ,a1 ,...,ar ]}(n) be the algebra generated by C S_n and C [z_1 , . . . , z_n] over C [κ, a_1 , . . . , a_r] subject to the relations s_iz_j = z_{si(j)}s_i + κ(δ_{i+1,j} − δ_{i,j} ). We denote by R^r_{C[κ,a1 ,...,ar ]}(n) the quotient of R_{C[κ,a1 ,...,ar ]}(n) by the ideal generated by ∏_r i=1(z_1 − a_i).

For every i = 0, 1, . . . , r − 1 consider the usual Specht module S_{ni} ↷ S(λ^i), corresponding to λ^i. We can extend S(λ^i) ⊗ C [κ, a_i ] to the R_{C[κ,ai ]}(n_i)-module by letting z_1 act via the multiplication by a_i. Note that we have the natural embedding R_{C[κ,a1 ,...,ar ]}(n_0, . . . , n_{r−1}) := = R_{C[κ,a1 ]}(n_0) ⊗_{C[κ]} . . . ⊗_{C[κ]} R_{C[κ,ar ]}(n_{r−1}) ⊂ R_{C[κ,a1 ,...,ar ]}(n), induced by the embedding S_{n0} × . . . × S_{nr−1} ⊂ S_n. Then we define ~S_{C[κ,a1 ,...,ar ]}(λ) := R_{C[κ,a1 ,...,ar ]}(n)⊗_{RC[κ,a1,...,ar ](n0,...,nr−1)} ⊗ ( (S(λ^0) ⊗ C [κ, a_1 ]) ⊗_{C[κ]} . . . ⊗_{C[κ]} (S(λ^{r−1}) ⊗ C [κ, a_r ]) ) that is an R^r_{C[κ,a1 ,...,ar ]}(n)-module. Modding out by (a_1 + . . . + a_r) we obtain the desired R^r(n)-module ~S_k(λ).

Let us now compute the action of Z(R^r(n))^{JM} on ~S_k(λ). We start with the following lemma. Let μ be a partition of some m ∈ Z_{⩾1} and consider the action R_{C[κ,a]} (m) ↷ S(μ) ⊗ C [κ, a]. Recall that S(μ) has a basis labeled by the standard Young tableaux. such that JM_i act on such vectors with the content of i^′s entry. Lemma 5.5. Let B be a standard Young tableau on μ and recall that p_B ∈ S(μ) is the corresponding vector. The element z_i ∈ R_{C[κ,a]} (m) acts on p_B via the multiplication by κ ct(B(i)) + a.

Proof. The i-th Jucys-Murphy element is given by JM_i = ∑ j<i (ij) ∈ C S_m . Recall now that s_iz_{i+1} = z_is_i + κ so we have z_{i+1} = s_iz_is_i + s_iκ.

It follows that z_j = s_{j−1}s_{j−2} . . . s_1z_1s_1 . . . s_{j−1} + κJM_i so the action of z_j on S(μ) ⊗ C [κ, a] coincides with the action of κJM_i + a and this concludes the proof. □ From Lemma 5.5 we obtain the following proposition (see also [7, Section 4]).

Proposition 5.6. The class [f(z_1, . . . , z_n)] ∈ Z(R^r(n))^{JM} of the element f in C [z_1 , . . . , z_n]^{Sn} ⊂ R(n) acts on the representation ~S_k(λ) via multiplication by f(κc^0_1 + a_1, . . . , κc^0_{|λ}0_| + a_1, . . . , κc^{r−1}_1 + a_r, . . . , κc^{r−1}_{|λr−1 |} + a_r), where c^l_1, c^l_2, . . . , c^l_{|λl|} is the multiset of contents of boxes of the diagram Y(λ^l).

Since every element of Z(R^r(n))^{JM} is central we can consider the homomorphism ψ : Z(R^r(n))^{JM} → ⨁ λ End_Rr_{(n)}( ~S_k(λ)) induced by the action of Z(R^r(n))^{JM} on representations ~S_k(λ).

Lemma 5.7. We have End_Rr_{(n)} ~S_k(λ) = k.

Proof. Let us first of all note that ~S_k(λ) is a free k-module (see [8] and references therein). It follows that we have an embedding

End_Rr_{(n)}( ~S_k(λ)) ⊂ End_{Rr (n)⊗kFrac(k)}( ~S_k(λ) ⊗_k Frac(k)) = Frac(k),

where Frac(k) is the algebraic closure of the field of fractions Frac(k) and the last equality holds since ~S_k(λ) ⊗_k Frac(k) is simple over R^r(n) ⊗_k Frac(k) (see [7, Section 4]). Now it follows that End_Rr_{(n)}( ~S_k(λ)) = k. □

Proposition 5.8. The homomorphism ψ : Z(R^r(n))^{JM} → ⨁ λ End_Rr_{(n)} ~S_k(λ) = E

becomes an isomorphism after tensoring by F = Frac(k). This homomorphism is injective. It sends generators [e_k(z_1, . . . , z_n)] to the collection (e_k(κc^0_1 + a_1, . . . , κc^0_{|λ}0_| + a_1, . . . , κc^{r−1}_1 + a_r, . . . , κc^{r−1}_{|λr−1|} + a_r))_{λ∈P(r,n)}, where c^l_1, c^l_2, . . . , c^l_{|λl|} is the multiset of contents of boxes of the diagram Y(λ^l).

Proof. The last part of the claim is Proposition 5.6. Recall now that by [7, Therorem 1] Z(R^r(n))^{JM} is a free k-module of rank |P(n, r)|. So injectivity of ψ would follow if we show that ψ becomes isomorphism after tensoring by F . In order to do that it is enough to check that ψ becomes surjective after tensoring by F (using the equality of ranks of Z(R^r(n))^{JM} and ⨁ λ End_Rr_{(n)}( ~S_k(λ)) over k). Surjectivity is a corollary of Proposition 5.6 and Proposition 4.8. □

6. Schematic fixed points of Spec Z(H_{n,r}) 6.1. Standard representations of H_{n,r}, grading on them. We set ζ_{i,j} := 1 r ∑_{r−1} p=0 ϵ^p_i ϵ^{−p}_j (projector to the invariants under ϵ_iϵ^{−1}_j ). The Jucys-Murphy elements generalize from S_n to Γ_n as (6.1) JM_{Γn,i} := ∑ j<i ζ_{i,j} (ij) ∈ C Γ_n . Recall that P(r, n) is the set of r-multipartitions of n (Definition 4.3). Pick λ ∈ P(r, n) and consider the corresponding r-tuple of Young diagrams (6.2) Y(λ) = (Y(λ^0), . . . , Y(λ^{r−1})).

Given a cell b ∈ Y(λ), define β(b) = k if b ∈ Y(λ^{k−1}) and ct(b) = j − i if b is in the ith row and jth column of Y(λ^k). There is a bijection λ → S(λ) from the set of r-partitions of n to the set of irreducible Γ_n-modules such that S(λ) has a basis p_B indexed by standard Young tableaux B on λ, and p_B is determined up to scalars by the equations (see, for example, [15, Equation (2.16)]): (6.3) JM_{Γn,i} · p_B = ct(B(i))p_B , ϵ_i · p_B = η^{β(B(i))}p_B .

We can consider S(λ) ⊗ h as a module over (h ⊗ C Γ_n ) ⋉ S^•h^∗ via the trivial action of the augmentation ideal of S^•h^∗. Let Δ(λ) := Ind^{Hn,r}_{(h⊗CΓ)⋉S• h∗} (S(λ) ⊗ h) be the induced module (sometimes called the standard module corresponding to λ). Recall that the algebra H_{n,r} is graded via deg x_j = 1, deg y_j = −1, deg Γ_n = deg h = 0.

This grading induces a grading on Δ(λ). The following lemma describes all the graded endomorphisms of our modules Δ(λ). Lemma 6.1. We have End^{gr}_{Hn,r} (Δ(λ)) = h.

Proof. Note that Δ(λ)_0 = S(λ)⊗h and Δ(λ)_0 generates Δ(λ) over H_{n,r}. Since we consider graded isomorphisms, Δ(λ)_0 is mapped to itself. Now the claim follows from the equality End_{h⊗CΓn} (S(λ) ⊗ h) = h. □

Recall the algebra Q_{n,r} := Z(H_{n,r})_0/ ∑ i>0 Z(H_{n,r})_{−i}Z(H_{n,r})_i = = Z(H_{n,r})/(b ∈ Z(H_{n,r})_i, i ≠ 0) of functions on schematic fixed points (Spec Z(H_{n,r}))^T.

Note that the action of Z(H_{n,r})_0 on Δ(λ)_0 factors through Q_{n,r} so we obtain a homomorphism ϕ: Q_{n,r} → ⨁ λ End^{gr}_{Hn,r} (Δ(λ)) = ⨁ λ h = E. Remark 6.2. In [14] Gordon defines so-called baby Verma modules over certain quotients of H_{n,r} (called restricted Cherednik algebras of Γ_n). Homomorphism ϕ can also be defined by replacing Δ(λ) by the (universal analogs) of baby Verma modules and acting by Q_{n,r} on them (compare with [26]).

We have constructed the homomorphism ϕ, let us now describe generators of the algebra Q_{n,r}.

Definition 6.3. Dunkl-Opdam operators u_i, i = 1, . . . , n are the following elements of H_{n,r}:

(6.4) u_i := 1 r y_ix_i − κ ∑ j>i (ij)ζ_{i,j} + p(ϵ_i) = 1 r x_iy_i + κJM_{Γn,i} + p(η^{−1}ϵ_i), where the last equality follows from the fact that [x_i, y_i] = −κ ∑ j≠i r−1∑ p=0 (ij)ϵ^p_i ϵ^{−p}_j − c(ϵ_i) together with the equality c(ϵ_i) = rp(η^{−1}ϵ_i) − rp(ϵ_i).

Remark 6.4. Note that the element u_i identifies with the element^{zi}_r defined in [26, Section 3.2].

Lemma 6.5. The subalgebra h[u_1, . . . , u_n]^{Sn} ⊂ H_{n,r} is central.

Proof. This follows from [26, Theorem 3.4], the statement can be also deduced from the presentation of H_{n,r} given in [42]. □ The following lemma describes generators of the algebra Q_{n,r}, see Proposition 8.7 for an alternative argument (that covers a much more general situation). We are grateful to Gwyn Bellamy for explaining this lemma to us.

Lemma 6.6. Classes of elements e_k(u_1, . . . , u_n), k = 1, . . . , n generate the algebra Q_{n,r}. Proof. The claim follows from the proof of [26, Theorem 5.5]. Let us repeat the argument. Recall that Q_{n,r} is the quotient of the algebra Z(H_{n,r}). Consider the following filtration on H_{n,r}:

deg x_i = deg y_i = 1, deg κ = deg c_j = deg Γ_n = 0.

We have gr H_{n,r} = ( C Γ_n ⋉ S^•(h ⊕ h^∗) ) ⊗ h. We need to prove that classes of the elements ∑_n i=1 u^{ra+c}_i , a, c ∈ Z_{⩾0} do generate the algebra Q_{n,r}. To see that it is enough to show that the elements gr ( ∑_n i=1 u^{ra+c}_i ) = gr ( ∑ i(x_iy_i)^{ra+c} ) do generate gr Q_{n,r}.Note that (by Theorem 3.3 from [11]) gr Q_{n,r} is the quotient of Z(H_{n,r}) = h[x_1, . . . , x_n, y_1, . . . , y_n]^{Sn⋉(Z/rZ)n} = = h[x_1y_1, . . . , x_ny_n, x^r_1, . . . , x^r_n, y^r_1, . . . , y^r_n]. In particular, it is generated by { ∑_n i=1(x^r_i )^a(y^r_i )^b(x_iy_i)^c, a, b, c ∈ Z_{⩾0}} ([11, Lemma 11.17], [39, Lemma 1] see also Section A for more detailed discussion of the generators of gr Q_{n,r}). It remains to note that the class of ∑_n i=1(x^r_i )^a(y^r_i )^b(x_iy_i)^c in gr Q_{n,r} is zero if a ≠ b and for a = b we have ∑_n i=1(x^r_i )^a(y^r_i )^a(x_iy_i)^c = ∑_n i=1(x_iy_i)^{ra+c}. The claim follows. □

Lemma 6.7. Let B be a Young tableau on λ and recall that p_B ∈ S(λ) is the corresponding vector. The element u_i acts on p_B via the multiplication by

κ ct(B(i)) + p(η^{β(B(i))−1}).

Proof. Follows from the definition of u_i (see 6.4) together with (6.3). □

Proposition 6.8. The homomorphism ϕ: Q_{n,r} → ⨁ λ End^{gr}_{Hn,r} (Δ(λ)) becomes isomorphism after tensoring by F = Frac(h). This homomorphism is injective. It sends generators [e_k(u_1, . . . , u_n)] to the collection

(e_k(κc^0_1 + p(1), . . . , κc^0_{|λ}0_| + p(1), . . . . . . , κc^{r−1}_1 + p(η^{r−1}), . . . , κc^{r−1}_{|λr−1 |} + p(η^{r−1})))_{λ∈P(r,n)}, where c^l_1, c^l_2, . . . , c^l_{|λl|} is the multiset of contents of boxes of the diagram Y(λ^l).

Proof. The proof repeats the argument in the proof of Proposition 5.8. The only difference is that we use Appendix A (flatness of Q_{n,r} over h) together with the fact that the fiber of Q_{n,r} over a generic point is C^{⊕|P(r,n)|} (follows from [14]) instead of [7, Theorem 1] and Lemma 6.7 instead of Proposition 5.6. □

7. Proof of Theorem 1.22

7.1. Proof of Theorem 1.22. Let us now recall the statement of Theorem 1.22.

Theorem 7.1. After the identification of parameters (1.4) the graded algebras

H^∗_A(M(n, r)), Z(R^r(n))^{JM} , Q_{n,r}, C [Spec(H^{A×(GLn)O}_∗ (R_{n,r}))^T] are isomorphic. Isomorphisms above identify generators as follows: (7.1) c_k(V) = [e_k(z_1, . . . , z_n)] = [e_k(u_1, . . . , u_n)] = [m_k].

Proof. The claim follows from Propositions 4.8, 5.8, 6.8. The equality e_k(u_1, . . . , u_n) = m_k follows from [42, Section 4]. □

Remark 7.2. Recall that M_0(n, r)^! and its deformation have realization as certain quiver varieties (see Remark 1.17). It is a natural question to describe functions m_k in “quiver terms”. For r = 1 these functions actually appear in Section 2 and are given by (X, Y, γ, δ) → e_k(α_1 , . . . , α_n), where α_1, . . . , α_n are roots of the characteristic polynomial of Y X ∈ End(V ). Functions m_k can be similarly described for arbitrary r, see [35, Section 6] for details (for r = l > 1 there is a minor computational error in this paper that should be fixed, that’s why we decided not to go into details here). Let us finally mention that the algebra generated by {m_k , k = 1, . . . , n} defines an integrable system on the Coulomb branch M(n, r). This Coulomb branch can be identified with a certain Cherkis bow variety and this integrable system can be naturally described in these terms (see [32] for details, integrable systems are denoted by ϖ_C , Ψ in loc. cit.).

8. Possible generalizations

8.1. Changing the quiver. Let I = (I_0, I_1) be a finite quiver and let v = (v_i)_{i∈I0} be a dimension vector for I and w = (w_i)_{i∈I0} be a framing. We can consider the corresponding (smooth) Nakajima quiver variety that we denote M(v, w) (see Section 2.1). There is a natural torus A acting on M(v, w). We can consider the symplectically dual variety M(v, w)_a that can be described as the spectrum of the algebra H^{A×(Gv)O}

∗ (R_{v,w}) of equivariant homology of the variety of triples R_{v,w} corresponding to I, v, w (see [5]). Let T be (C^× )^{|I0 |}. We have a natural action of T on H^{A×(Gv)O} ∗ (R_{v,w}) (see [5, Section 3(v)]). Recall that M(v, w) = μ^{−1}(0)^{st}/G_v so H^∗_A(M(v, w), C ) = H^∗_{A×Gv} (μ^{−1}(0)^{st}, C ) and we have the natural surjective (see [27]) homomorphism:

(8.1) H^∗_{A×Gv} (pt, C ) ↠ H^∗_{A×Gv} (μ^{−1}(0)^{st}, C ) = H^∗_A(M(v, w), C ). Similarly, we can consider the natural composition

(8.2) H^∗_{A×Gv} (pt, C ) ⊂ H^{A×(Gv)O}_∗ (R_{v,w}) ↠ C [Spec(H^{A×(Gv )O}_∗ (R_{v,w}))^T] that is also surjective (see Proposition 8.7 below).

The equivariant version of the following conjecture was formulated in [18, Conjecture 5.26].

Conjecture 8.1. The kernel of (8.1) is equal to the kernel of (8.2) i.e. they define the same closed subschemes of Spec H^∗_{A×Gv} (pt, C ).

Remark 8.2. If I is a Jordan quiver then Conjecture 8.1 follows from Theorem 1.22.

The approach used in this paper has a chance to be generalized to (some) other quivers. We start with the following conjecture.

Conjecture 8.3. The algebra C [Spec(H^{A×(Gv)O}_∗ (R_{v,w}))^T] is flat over C [a].

Remark 8.4. Note that when I is the Jordan quiver then Conjecture 8.3 follows from Appendix A, note also that the “dual” statement to the Conjecture 8.3 is indeed true and holds by [30, Theorem 7.3.5].

Remark 8.5. F or our purposes, it is enough to prove that C [Spec(H^{A×(Gv )O}

∗ (R_{v,w} ))^T] is torsion free over C [a].

Warning 8.6. The statement analogous to the Conjecture 8.3 may fail for arbitrary symplectic singularities.

Recall now that by [27] the algebra H^∗_A(M(v, w)) that appears at the LHS of Conjecture 8.1 is generated over H^∗_A(pt) by the Chern classes of tautological bundles c_k(V_i). It turns out that the “dual” statement can also be proven (without any restrictions on the quiver I) i.e., that the algebra C [Spec(H^{A×(Gv )O}_∗ (R_I (v, w)))^T] of schematic fixed points is generated over H^∗_A(pt) by the classes of m_{k,i} := c_k(V_i) ∗ 1. This is equivalent to the following proposition, whose proof was explained to us by Ben Webster and Alex Weekes and will appear in their joint work with Joel Kamnitzer and Oded Yacobi.

Proposition 8.7. The natural embedding H^∗_{A×Gv} (pt) ⊂ H^{A×(Gv)O}_∗ (R_{v,w}) induces surjection H^∗_{A×Gv} (pt) ↠ C [(Spec H^{A×(Gv )O}_∗ (R_{v,w}))^T].

Proof. The claim follows from [44, Proposition 3.1] (see also [5, Remark 6.7]) using that the dressed minuscule monopole operators have a nonzero degree with respect to T so their images in C [(Spec H^{A×(Gv)O}_∗ (R_{v,w}))^T] are zero. □

Assume now that Conjecture 8.3 holds. Assume also that there exists a resolution of singularities ~M(v, w)_a → M(v, w)_a (see [45] for the discussion). It induces the morphism ~M(v, w)^T_a → M(v, w)^T_a that gives us the embedding C [M(v, w)^T_a ] ⊂ C [ ~M(v, w)^T_a ], the fact that this is indeed an embedding follows from Conjecture 8.3. We can also consider the embedding H^∗_A(M(v, w)) ⊂ H^∗_A(M(v, w)^A) that corresponds to the restriction M(v, w)^A ⊂ M(v, w). Using that c_k(V_i), m_{k,i} are generators of our algebras it then remains to show that the images of c_k(V_i), m_{k,i} under these embeddings coincide.

Remark 8.8. Let us point out that even without assuming Conjecture 8.3 one can consider the image of C [M(v, w)^T_a ] → C [ ~M(v, w)^T_a ] and if the images of c_k(V_i), m_{k,i} coincide then we obtain a surjective homomorphism of algebras C [M(v, w)^T_a ] ↠ H^∗_A(M(v, w), C ) that is an isomorphism generically. Conjecture 8.3 implies that this surjection is an isomorphism.

Let us finally note that to show that the images of c_k(V_i), m_{k,i} coincide, it is enough to do the following. For a generic a ∈ a we need to construct a bijection

M(v, w)^{A ∼}−→ M(v, w)^T_a , p → p^′ such that e_k(α_1, . . . , α_{vi} ) = m_{k,i}(p^′), where α_1, . . . , α_{vi} are eigenvalues of a ∈ a acting on V_i|_p′ and m_{k,i} is considered as a function on M(v, w). In this paper we do exactly this for M(v, w) = M(n, r).

Appendix A. Flatness of schematic fixed points: approach of Hikita and Hatano The goal of this appendix is to give a self-contained proof of the fact that the algebra Q_{n,r} of functions on the schematic fixed points (Spec Z(H_{n,r}))^T = M(n, r)^T_a is a flat (hence, free) h-module of rank |P(r, n)|. Let us first of all note that by the graded Nakayama lemma together with the fact that dim_F (Q_{n,r} ⊗_h F ) = |P(r, n)| (this follows from [14], see also [35, Section 5]) in order to prove this fact it is enough to show that dim_C Q_{n,r}/(κ, c_1, . . . , c_{r−1}) ⩽ |P(r, n)| i.e. that (A.1) dim_C C [(A^{2n} /Γ_n)^T] ⩽ |P(r, n)|.

The goal of this section is to prove the inequality (A.1). Our argument simply follows papers [17] (for r = 1 case) and [16] (in general) but is much shorter since we do not need any explicit formulas for the multiplication rule of the elements of C [(A^{2n} /Γ_n)^T] and only need to estimate the dimension of this algebra from above since the estimate from below follows from the deformation argument (so we only need [17, Lemma 2.5] for r = 1 case and [16, Lemma 2.1.4] for general r). We start from the case r = 1 i.e. from the case when Γ_n = S_n.

A.1. Hilbert scheme case (r = 1). Let us recall some notation (we follow [17]).

Definition A.1. An unordered sequence Λ = (a_1, b_1) . . . (a_l, b_l) with (a_i, b_i) ∈ Z^2_{⩾0} \ {(0, 0)} is called bipartite partition of (a, b) ∈ Z^2_{⩾0} \ {(0, 0)} if ∑_l i=1 a_i = a, ∑_l i=1 b_i = b. We set ℓ(Λ) = l, |Λ| = (a, b).

We have a natural surjection

C [S^{n+1} (A^2 )] = C [x_1 , . . . , x_{n+1}, y_1, . . . , y_{n+1}]^{Sn+1} ↠ ↠ C [x_1 , . . . , x_n, y_1, . . . , y_n]^{Sn} = C [S^n (A^2 )] and denote by S the inverse limit (in the category of graded algebras) S := lim_{←−} C [S^n (A^2 )].

We denote by m_Λ ∈ S the symmetrization of the monomial x^{a1}_1 y^{b1}_1 . . . x^{al}_l y^{bl}_l . We have: S = C [m_{(a,b)} | (a, b) ∈ Z^2_{⩾0} \ {(0, 0)}].

For (a, b) ∈ Z^2_{⩾0}\{(0, 0)} we set (a, b)Λ := (a, b)(a_1, b_1) . . . (a_l, b_l). If (a, b) = (a_i, b_i) for some i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , l} we set

Λ \ (a, b) := (a_1, b_1) . . . (a_{i−1}, b_{i−1})(a_{i+1}, b_{i+1}) . . . (a_l, b_l).

We set S := S/(m_{(a,b)}, a ≠ b) and denote by m_Λ the image of m_Λ in S. Note that directly from the definitions for every n ∈ Z_{⩾1} we have a surjective homomorphism S ↠ C [(S^n (A^2 ))^T] which sends every m_Λ with ℓ(Λ) > n to zero. The following lemma is clear.

Lemma A.2. Let Λ be a bipartite partition. We have

m_{(a,b)}m_Λ = km_{(a,b)Λ} + ∑ (i,j)∈Λ k_{(i,j)}m_{(a+i,b+j)Λ\(i,j)} for some k, k_{(i,j)} ∈ Z_{>0}.

For a partition λ = (λ_1, λ_2, . . . , λ_l) we denote by (λ, 0) the bipartite partition (λ_1, 0), . . . , (λ_l, 0).

This lemma is [17, Lemma 2.5].

Lemma A.3. {m_{(λ,0)(0,1)}|λ| | λ is partition} spans S.

Proof. Let us first of all note that the functions m_{(a,a)(b,b)(c,c)...} span S. Indeed to prove this it is enough to show that every m_Λ can be obtained as a linear combination of m_{(a,a)(b,b)(c,c)...}. This can be proved by the induction on ℓ(Λ) using Lemma A.2 together with the fact that m_{(a,b)} = 0 for a ≠ b.

It remains to show that every m_{(a,a)(b,b)(c,c)...} can be expanded in terms of m_{(λ,0)(0,1)}|λ| . To see that it is enough to show that every m_{(a1,b1)...(al,bl)(0,1)}m with a_i ⩾ b_i can be obtained as a linear combination of m_{(λ,0)(0,1)}|λ| . We prove this by the induction on d = ∑_l i=1 b_i. For d = 0 the claim is clear.

For the induction step without losing the generality, we can assume that b_1 > 0. Using Lemma A.2 we obtain: m_{(a1,b1 −1)}m_{(a2,b2)...(al,bl)(0,1)}m+1 = k_1m_{(a1 ,b1)...(al,bl)(0,1)}m + +k_0m_{(a1 ,b1−1)(a2,b2 )...(al,bl)(0,1)}m+1 + l∑ i=2 k_im_{(a2 ,b2)...(a1+bi ,b1+bi −1)...(al,bl)(0,1)}m+1 for some k_0, k_1, . . . , k_l ∈ Z with k_1 ≠ 0. Induction hypothesis together with the fact that m_{(a1 ,b1−1)} finish the proof. □

Corollary A.4. The image of {m_{(λ,0)(0,1)}|λ| , | ℓ(λ)+|λ| ⩽ n} spans C [(S^n (A^2 ))^T] = C [(A^{2n} /S_n)^T]. In particular, we have

dim C [(A^{2n} /S_n)^T] ⩽ |P(n)|.

Proof. Clearly the elements m_{(λ,0)(0,1)}|λ| with ℓ(λ) + |λ| > n lie in the kernel of S ↠ C [(S^n (A^2 ))^T]. Now the first claim follows from Lemma A.3. It remains to note that we have a bijection {λ | ℓ(λ) + |λ| ⩽ n}^∼−→ P(n) that sends a partition λ = (1^{α1} 2^{α2} . . .) to the partition λ̂ ∈ P(n) given by λ̂ = 1^{n−ℓ(λ)−|λ|}2^α1 3^α2 . . . i^αi−1 . . . . □ A.2. General case (r is arbitrary). Let us now generalize the arguments of Section A.1 to the arbitrary r ∈ Z_{⩾1}. We follow [16]. We start with some notation. Recall that C [A^{2n} /Γ_n] is nothing else but C [x_1 , . . . , x_n, y_1, . . . , y_n]^{Sn⋉(Z/rZ)n} ≃ ( C [x^′_1 , . . . , x^′_n, y^′_1, . . . , y^′_n, z^′_1, . . . , z^′_n]/(x^′_1y^′_1 − (z^′_1)^r, . . . , x^′_ny^′_n − (z^′_n)^r) )_{Sn} where the isomorphism is given by x^′_i → x^r_i , y^′_i → y^r_i , z^′_i → x_iy_i. Remark A.5. Geometrically isomorphism above corresponds to the identification C [A^{2n} /Γ_n] ≃ S^n(A^2 /(Z/rZ)). Set I_n := (x^′_1y^′_1 − (z^′_1)^r, . . . , x^′_ny^′_n − (z^′_n)^r) ⊂ ⊂ C [x^′_1 , . . . , x^′_n, y^′_1, . . . , y^′_n, z^′_1, . . . , z^′_n], and S^′ := lim_{←−} C [x^′_1 , . . . , x^′_n, y^′_1, . . . , y^′_n, z^′_1, . . . , z^′_n]^{Sn} , I := lim_{←−} I_n, S := S^′/I. For every tripartition Λ = (a_1, b_1, c_1)(a_2, b_2, c_2), . . . , (a_l, b_l, c_l) let m^′_λ ∈ S^′ be the symmetrization of the monomial (x^′_1)^{a1} (y^′_1)^{b1} (z^′_1)^{c1} . . . (x^′_l)^{al} (y^′_l)^{bl} (z^′_l)^{cl} , we set ℓ(Λ) := l. We denote by m_Λ ∈ S the image of m^′_Λ. The following lemma is clear. Lemma A.6. The set {m^′_Λ | Λ-tripartition} spans S^′. So {m_Λ | Λ = (a_1, b_1, c_1) . . . , c_i ⩽ r − 1} spans S.

Lemma A.7. Let Λ be a tripartition and (a, b, c) ∈ Z^3_{⩾0} \{(0, 0, 0)}. Then we have m^′_{(a,b,c)}m^′_Λ =? · m^′_{(a,b,c)Λ} + ∑ (i,j,k)∈Λ ? · m^′_{(a+i,b+j,c+k)Λ\(i,j,k)}. 32

with ? being some positive numbers. As a corollary we have m_{(a,b,c)}m_Λ = ? · m_{(a,b,c)Λ} + ∑ (i,j,k)∈Λ, c+k⩽r−1 ? · m_{(a+i,b+j,c+k)Λ\(i,j,k)}+ + ∑ (i,j,k)∈Λ, c+k⩾r ? · m_{(a+i+1,b+j+1,c+k−r)Λ\(i,j,k)}. with ? being some positive numbers.

For Λ = (a_1, b_1, c_1) . . . (a_l, b_l, c_l) we set deg Λ := ∑_l i=1 a_i − ∑_l i=1 b_i. Let J ⊂ S be the ideal generated by {m_Λ | deg Λ ≠ 0}. We set S := S/J. We denote by m_Λ ∈ S the image of m_Λ.

For an r-tuple of partitions λ = (λ^0, λ^1, . . . , λ^{r−1}) and a collection of nonnegative numbers p = (p_1, . . . , p_{r−1}) we define tripartition to be denoted by the symbol

(λ, p) := (λ^0_1, 0, 0) . . . (λ^0_{ℓ(λ}0_), 0, 0), (0, 0, 1)^{p1} , (λ^1, 0, 1), . . . , (λ^1_{ℓ(λ}1_), 0, 1), . . . . . . , (0, 0, r − 1)^{pr−1} , (λ^{r−1}_1 , 0, r − 1), . . . , (λ^{r−1}_{ℓ(λr−1 )}, 0, r − 1). Recall that ℓ(λ) = ∑_{r−1} i=0 ℓ(λ^i), |λ| = ∑_{r−1} i=0 |λ^i|. We set |p| := p_1 + . . . + p_{r−1}. The following lemma is [16, Lemma 2.1.4].^1

Lemma A.8. The set {m_{(λ,p)(0,1,0)}|λ| } spans S.

Proof. We start from proving that elements m_{(a1,a1 ,c1)(a2 ,a2,c2)...} span S. It is enough to show that every m_Λ can be presented as a linear combination of m_{(a1,a1,c1)(a2,a2 ,c2)...}. We can assume that there exists (a, b, c) ∈ Λ such that a ≠ b (otherwise there is nothing to prove). From Lemma A.7 it follows that 0 = m_{(a,b,c)}m_{Λ\(a,b,c)} = km_Λ + ∑ Λ^′ , ℓ(Λ^′)=ℓ(Λ)−1

? · m_Λ′

and the claim follows by the induction on the length of Λ.

It remains to show that every element m_{(a1 ,a1,c1)...(al,al,cl)} can be written as a linear combination of m_{(λ,p)(0,1,0)}|λ| . We prove a more general statement: that every element m_{(a1,b1 ,c1)...(al,bl,cl)(0,1,0)}k with a_i ⩾ b_i can be written as a linear combination of m_{(λ,p)(0,1,0)}|λ| . We prove this claim by the induction on b+l, where b := ∑_l i=1 b_i. Let us, first of all, note that we can assume that ∑_l i=1 a_i = b + k.

For b = 0 we must have b_i = 0 for every i and then there is nothing to prove. Suppose now that b > 0. Without losing the generality we can assume that b_1 > 0.

1Hatano’s statement had a minor typo, Lemma A.8 is a corrected version of [16, Lemma

2.1.4].

By Lemma A.7 (also using that a_1 ⩾ b_1 > b_1 − 1) we have 0 = m_{(a1,b1 −1,c1)}m_{(a2,b2,c2)...(al,bl,cl)(0,1,0)}k+1 = =? · m_{(a1 ,b1−1,c1)(a2,b2,c2)...(al,bl,cl)(0,1,0)}k+1 + um_{(a1,b1,c1)...(al,bl,cl)(0,1,0)}k + + ∑ c_1+c_i⩽r−1 ? · m_{(a2 ,b2,c2)...(ai+a1 ,bi+b1−1,ci+c1)...(al,bl,cl)(0,1,0)}k+1 + ∑ c_i+c_1⩾r ? · m_{(a2,b2 ,c2)...(ai +a1+1,bi+b1 ,ci+c1−r)...(al,bl,cl)(0,1,0)}k+1 with u ∈ Z_{>0}. □

Now the claim follows from the induction hypothesis.

Corollary A.9. The image of the set {m_{(λ,p)(0,1,0)}|λ| | ℓ(λ) + |λ| + |p| ⩽ n} spans C [A^{2n} /Γ_n]. In particular dim C [A^{2n} /Γ_n] ⩽ |P(r, n)|. Proof. Note that ℓ((λ, p)(0, 1, 0)^{|λ|}) = ℓ(λ)+|λ|+|p| so the elements m_{(λ,p)(0,1,0)}|λ| with ℓ(λ) + |λ| + |p| > n lie in the kernel of S ↠ C [A^{2n} /Γ_n]. Now the first claim follows from Lemma A.8. It remains to note that we have a bijection {(λ, p) | ℓ(λ) + |λ| + |p| ⩽ n}^∼−→ P(r, n) that sends (λ, p) with λ^i = 1^{αi1} 2^{αi2} . . . to the multipartition λ̂ given by:

λ̂^0 = 1^{n−ℓ(λ)−|λ|−|p|}2^{α0}1 3^{α0}2 . . . , and λ̂^i = 1^pi 2^{αi}1 3^{αi}2 . . . for i = 1, . . . , r − 1.

The inverse map sends an r-partition μ ∈ P(r, n) with μ^i = 1^{βi1} 2^{βi2} . . . to the pair (λ, p) given by:

λ^i = 1^{βi2} 2^{βi3} . . . k^{βik+1} . . . , p_j = β^j_1 for i = 0, 1, . . . , r − 1, j = 1, . . . , r − 1. □ References

[1] Michael Francis Atiyah and Raoul Bott, The moment map and equivariant cohomology, Topology 23 (1984), no. 1, 1–28.

[2] Arnaud Beauville, Symplectic singularities, Inventiones mathematicae 139 (2000), 541-549. [3] Tom Braden, Anthony Licata, Nicholas Proudfoot, and Ben Webster, Quantizations of conical symplectic resolutions II: category O and symplectic duality, Asterisque 2016 (2014), 75-179.

[4] Tom Braden, Anthony Licata, Christopher Phan, Nicholas Proudfoot, and Ben Webster, Localization algebras and deformations of Koszul algebras, Selecta Mathematica 17 (2011), no. 3, 533-572.

[5] Alexander Braverman, Michael Finkelberg, and Hiraku Nakajima, Towards a mathematical definition of Coulomb branches of 3-dimensional N = 4 gauge theories, II, Adv. Theor. Math. Phys 22 (2018), 1071–1147.

[6] Alexander Braverman, Pavel Etingof, and Michael Finkelberg, Cyclotomic double affine Hecke algebras, Annales Scientifiques De L Ecole Normale Superieure 53 (2020), 1249-1312.

[7] Jonathan Brundan, Centers of degenerate cyclotomic Hecke algebras and parabolic category O, An Electronic Journal of the American Mathematical Society 12 (2008), 236-259.

[8] Jonathan Brundan and Alexander Kleshchev, Schur-Weyl duality for higher levels, Selecta Mathematica 14 (2006).

[9] Xiaojun Chen, He Weiqiang, and Yu Sirui, Quantization of the minimal nilpotent orbits and the equivariant Hikita conjecture (2023), available at https://arxiv.org/abs/2302.13249.

[10] Vladimir Drinfeld, On algebraic spaces with an action of G_m (2013), available at https://arxiv.org/abs/1308.2604.

[11] Pavel Etingof and Victor Ginzburg, Symplectic reflection algebras, Calogero-Moser space, and deformed Harish-Chandra homomorphism, Invent. math. 147 (2002), 243-348.

[12] John Fogarty, Fixed point schemes, American Journal of Mathematics 95 (1973), no. 1, 35-51.

[13] Victor Ginzburg and Dmitry Kaledin, Poisson deformations of symplectic quotient singularities, Advances in Mathematics 186 (2002), 1-57.

[14] Iain Gordon, Baby Verma modules for rational Cherednik algebras, Bulletin of the London Mathematical Society 35 (2002).

[15] Stephen Griffeth, Unitary representations of cyclotomic rational Cherednik algebras, Journal of Algebra 512 (2018), 310-356.

[16] Kohei Hatano, The cohomology of framed moduli spaces and the coordinate ring of torus fixed points of quotient singularities (2021), available at arXiv:2109.14655.

[17] Tatsuyuki Hikita, An algebra-geometric realization of the cohomology ring of Hilbert scheme of points in the affine plane, Int. Math. Res. Not. 2017 (2017), no. 8, 2538-2561.

[18] Justin Hilburn, Joel Kamnitzer, and Alex Weekes, BFN Springer Theory (2020), available at 2004.14998.

[19] Birger Iversen, A fixed point formula for action of tori on algebraic varieties, Inventiones mathematicae 16 (1972), no. 3, 229–236.

[20] Joel Kamnitzer, Peter Tingley, Ben Webster, Alex Weekes, and Oded Yacobi, Highest weights for truncated shifted Yangians and product monomial crystals., J. Comb. Algebra 3 (2019), no. 3, 237–303.

[21] Joel Kamnitzer, Peter Tingley, Ben Webster, Alex Weekes, and Oded Yacobi, On category O for affine Grassmannian slices and categorified tensor products, Proc. London Math. Soc 119 (2019), no. 5, 1179–1233.

[22] Joel Kamnitzer, Michael McBreen, and Nicholas Proudfoot, The quantum Hikita conjecture, Adv. Math. 390 (2021).

[23] Joel Kamnitzer, Symplectic resolutions, symplectic duality, and Coulomb branches, Bulletin of the London Mathematical Society 54 (2022), no. 5, 1515-1551.

[24] Ryosuke Kodera and Hiraku Nakajima, Quantized Coulomb branches of Jordan quiver gauge theories and cyclotomic rational Cherednik algebras, Proceedings of Symposia in Pure Mathematics 98 (2018), 49.

[25] George Lusztig, Cuspidal local systems and graded Hecke algebras, I, Inst. Hautes Études Sci. Publ. Math. 67 (1988), 145-202.

[26] Maurizio Martino, Blocks of restricted rational Cherednik algebras for G(m, d, n), Journal of Algebra 397 (2014), no. Complete, 209-224 (English).

[27] Kevin McGerty and Thomas Nevins, Kirwan surjectivity for quiver varieties, Inventiones Mathematicae 212 (2018), no. 1, 161–187.

[28] Gwendolen E. Murphy, The idempotents of the symmetric group and Nakayama’s conjecture, Journal of Algebra 81 (1983), no. 1, 258-265.

[29] Hiraku Nakajima, Lectures on Hilbert schemes of points on surfaces, American Mathematical Soc., 1999.

[30] , Quiver varieties and finite dimensional representations of quantum affine algebras, Journal of the American Mathematical Society 14 (2001), 145-238.

[31] Hiraku Nakajima and Kota Yoshioka, Lectures on Instanton Counting, Algebraic Structures and Moduli Spaces 38 (2003).

[32] Hiraku Nakajima and Yuuya Takayama, Cherkis bow varieties and Coulomb branches of quiver gauge theories of affine type A, Selecta Mathematica 23 (2017), 2553-2633.

[33] Yoshinori Namikawa, Flops and Poisson Deformations of Symplectic Varieties, Publ. Res.

Inst. Math. Sci. 44 (2008), no. 2, 259-314.

[34] , Poisson deformations of affine symplectic varieties, II, Kyoto Journal of Mathematics 50 (2010), no. 4, 727 – 752.

[35] Tomasz Przezdziecki, The combinatorics of C^∗ -fixed points in generalized Calogero-Moser spaces and Hilbert schemes, Journal of Algebra 556 (2016).

[36] Peng Shan, Michela Varagnolo, and Eric Vasserot, On the center of quiver Hecke algebras, Duke Mathematical Journal 166 (2017), no. 6, 1005 – 1101.

[37] Pavel Shlykov, Hikita conjecture for the minimal nilpotent orbit (2019), available at https://arxiv.org/pdf/1903.12205.pdf.

[38] Eric Vasserot, Sur l’anneau de cohomologie du schéma de Hilbert de C^2 , Comptes Rendus de l’Académie des Sciences - Series I - Mathematics 332 (2001), no. 1, 7–12.

[39] Weiqiang Wang, Hilbert schemes, wreath products, and the McKay correspondence (2000), available at https://arxiv.org/pdf/math/9912104.pdf.

[40] Ben Webster, Rouquier’s conjecture and diagrammatic algebra, Forum of Mathematics, Sigma 5 (2013).

[41] , Koszul duality between Higgs and Coulomb categories O (2016), available at https://arxiv.org/abs/1611.06541.

[42] , Representation theory of the cyclotomic Cherednik algebra via the Dunkl-Opdam subalgebra, New York Journal of Mathematics 25 (2019), 1017–1047.

[43] , Coherent sheaves and quantum Coulomb branches II: quiver gauge theories and knot homology (2022), available at https://arxiv.org/abs/2211.02099.

[44] Alex Weekes, Generators for Coulomb branches of quiver gauge theories (2019), available at https://arxiv.org/abs/1903.07734.

[45] Alex Weekes, Quiver gauge theories and symplectic singularities, Advances in Mathematics 396 (2022), 108185.

[46] George Wilson, Collisions of Calogero-Moser particles and an adelic Grassmannian (With an Appendix by I.G. Macdonald), Invent math 133 (1998), 1–41.

Department of Mathematics Massachusetts Institute of Technology 77 Massachusetts Avenue, Cambridge, MA 02139, USA;

National Research University Higher School of Economics, Russian Federation Department of Mathematics, 6 Usacheva st., Moscow 119048;

Email address: krvas@mit.edu, krylovasya@gmail.com

Department of Mathematics University of Toronto 40 St George St, Toronto, ON M5S 2E4, Canada National Research University Higher School of Economics, Russian Federation Department of Mathematics, 6 Usacheva st., Moscow 119048;

Email address: pavel.shlykov@mail.utoronto.ca, pavelshlykov57@gmail.com