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ABSTRACT. We study transverse equivariant Hilbert schemes of affine hyper-
toric varieties equipped with a symplectic action of a Weyl group. In par-
ticular, we show that the Coulomb branches of Braverman, Finkelberg, and
Nakajima can be obtained either as such Hilbert schemes or Hamiltonian re-
ductions thereof. Furthermore, we propose that the Coulomb branches for
representations of non-cotangent type are obtained analogously.

We also investigate the putative complete hyperkdhler metrics on these
objects. We describe their twistor spaces and, for a large class of W-invariant
hypertoric varieties (which includes all Coulomb branches of cotangent type),
we show that the hyperkahler metric can be described as the natural L2-metric
on a moduli space of solutions to modified Nahm’s equations on an interval
with poles at both ends and a discontinuity in the middle, with the latter
described by a new object: a hyperspherical variety canonically associated to
a hypertoric variety.

CONTENTS
Introduction
Equivariant transverse Hilbert schemes
Localisation

Transverse blow-ups
Transverse W-Hilbert schemes and transverse blow-ups
Torus actions
The case T x b
Quotients
Exact sequences
Hypertoric varieties
W-invariant hypertoric varieties
W-Hilbert schemes of strongly invariant hypertoric varieties
A presymplectic quotient description
Normality of Hilb), (X)
Symplectic structure
Coulomb branches as W-Hilbert schemes of hypertoric varieties
Coulomb branches for general quaternionic representations
Hyperkéhler structure of HileV(X ), part 1
Twistor space
W-invariant curves, tori, and modified Nahm’s equations
Special cases
Hyperkahler structure of HileV(X ), part 2
Hypertoric analogues of G x g'°&

10
11
12
14
14
15
17
17
20
26
30
32
34
34
37
39
39
44
46
47
47



2 ROGER BIELAWSKI AND LORENZO FOSCOLO

9.2. Twistor space and hyperkahler structure 48
9.3. Hyperkéhler structure of HileV(X ) via L-Nahm’s equations 51
10. Completions for strongly W-invariant hypertoric varieties 52
10.1. The hyperspherical variety 52
10.2. Minuscule representations 54
11. Examples: monopole moduli spaces 60
11.1.  SU(3)-monopoles of charge (2, 2) 64
12.  Remarks on the asymptotic behaviour of the metric 68
Appendix A. Modified Nahm’s equations 69
Appendix B. Lifting SO to Spin® 70
References 73

1. INTRODUCTION

Affine hypertoric varieties are symplectic quotients of some C2? x T*(C*)" (with
its standard symplectic form) by (C*)¢ which acts in the standard way on the
first factor, and via a homomorphism (C*)? — (C*)™ on the second one. Such a
quotient X is a 2n-dimensional affine symplectic variety equipped with a Hamil-
tonian algebraic action of ' = (C*)™ and a flat moment map p : X — h* ~ b,
where h = Lie(T"). Suppose now that a Weyl group W acts on T by reflections.
We say that X is a W-invariant if the action of T on X extends to a symplectic
action of the corresponding semidirect product T x W. In the special case, when
already the homomorphism (C*)¢ — T is W-equivariant, we say that X is strongly
W -invariant.

Recall now that to any scheme X (of finite type over C) equipped with a gener-
ically free algebraic action of a finite group W, one can associate its equivariant
Hilbert scheme W-Hilb(X) consisting of W-invariant 0-dimensional subschemes Z
of X such that the induced representation of W on H°(Z,Oy) is the regular rep-
resentation. This scheme does not have to be integral, even if X is. For this and
other reasons it is often better to consider the subscheme HilbW(X ) defined as the
closure of the locus of free orbits in W-Hilb(X).

If X is also equipped with an equivariant map g : X — b, with W act-
ing by reflections on h, then we can consider the transverse equivariant Hilbert
schemes W-Hilb,(X) and HileV(X), consisting of those Z € W-Hilb(X) (resp.

Z € Hilb" (X)) for which y| is an isomorphism onto its image. These are schemes
over )/W. Both of them are regular if X is regular.

The subject of this paper are varieties HileV(X ) corresponding to affine W-
invariant hypertoric varieties X. One reason for our interest in these objects is that
they provide an explicit realisation of Coulomb branches of 3-dimensional N = 4
supersymmetric gauge theories [52]. Let us recall that such a quantum gauge theory
is associated with the choice of a compact Lie group® and its quaternionic represen-
tation, and physics predicts that the moduli space of vacua is a (generally singular)
hyperkahler space. While the quantum gauge theory does not have a mathematical
definition, we still might expect to construct these hyperkahler spaces rigorously.
The moduli space of vacua has in general different branches. One of these, the

1We shall denote this gauge group by KV, since it is its Langlands dual which will play a more
prominent role in the present paper.



HYPERTORIC VARIETIES, W-HILBERT SCHEMES, AND COULOMB BRANCHES 3

Higgs branch, is mathematically well-defined, since it is simply the hyperkahler
quotient of the quaternionic representation space by the gauge group K. There
is, however, another distinguished branch, the Coulomb branch. Despite many
well-known hyperk&hler manifolds (the Taub-NUT and Atiyah-Hitchin metrics, for
example) having been identified as such Coulomb branches, a general definition is
still lacking. In the case when the quaternionic representation is of the form Vo V™,
where V is a complex representation of KV, Braverman, Finkelberg, and Nakajima
[17] have constructed the associated Coulomb branches as Poisson? affine varieties
via the equivariant Borel-Moore homology of certain moduli stacks. In the case
of arbitrary quaternionic representations, constructions of Coulomb branches have
been proposed in [16] and in [66].

In the present paper, we show that the Braverman-Finkelberg-Nakajima varieties
can be realised as transverse equivariant Hilbert schemes of strongly W-invariant
affine hypertoric varieties (in most cases), or Poisson quotients thereof. The latter
case occurs only if G = K© has a direct factor SOg,41(C). Furthermore, we propose
that the Coulomb branches for quaternionic representations of non-cotangent type
are obtained as transverse equivariant Hilbert schemes or Poisson quotients of more
general affine W-invariant hypertoric varieties. In addition, we shall show that the
hyperkéhler structure of Coulomb branches of cotangent type should be realised
via a moduli space of solutions to modified Nahm’s equations on on an interval
with poles corresponding to a regular su(2)-triple in ¢ at both ends and certain
discontinuity in the middle.

Our main complex-symplectic result is as follows.

Theorem. (1) Let X be an affine strongly W -invariant hypertoric variety with
moment map p: X — h* ~b. The transverse W -Hilbert scheme HileV (X)
is equal to W-Hilb,(X) and it is an affine symplectic® variety with a flat
morphism T : HﬂbZV(X) — bh/W.

(2) For each connected reductive Lie group G with Weyl group W and a rep-
resentation V of the Langlands dual group GV, there exists a strongly W -
invariant hypertoric variety X such that the Bravermann-Finkelberg-Nakajima
Coulomb branch Mg (G, V) is isomorphic, as a Poisson affine variety, to
the Poisson quotient of HileV(X) by (C*)N, where N is the number of
direct SO2;41(C) factors in G.

More precisely, let G be a connected reductive algebraic group and V' a complex
representation of its Langlands dual. The maximal torus of G and the weights of
V determine a W-invariant affine hypertoric variety X (G, V'), and we prove that
its transverse W-Hilbert scheme HileV(X ) is the Coulomb branch associated to
(G,V), except if G has direct SOg1(C)-factors. In this case we replace each such
factor by Spin3;, ,(C) = Spiny;(C) x, C*, form the strongly W-invariant affine
hypertoric variety X (G, V) corresponding to this new group G (and the same V),
and form the Poisson quotient of HileV (X (G,V)) by the centre of the product of
the Sping; 1 (C). The reason for this different behaviour is essentially due to the
presence of coroots that are divisible in the coweight lattice.

2A recent result of Bellamy [2] shows that these varieties are symplectic.
3We show that HileV (X) is a normal affine variety with a symplectic form on its regular locus.
The fact that its singularities are symplectic follows then from Bellamy’s Lemma 2.1 [2].
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The proof of the above theorem, given in §7 and building on results established in
the previous sections, uses two main tools. One is the idea of Bravermann, Finkel-
berg, and Nakajima [17, Theorem 5.26] that Mo (GY,V) is uniquely determined
amongst affine varieties over h/W (satisfying additional technical assumption re-
lated to normality) by its structure on the open set lying over a certain codimension
2 locus in h/W determined by the weights of V' (or the defining hyperplanes of the
hypertoric variety X in our construction) and the reflection hyperplanes for the
W-action. Very roughly, Mo (G, V) is isomorphic to T*T/W (T is the maximal
torus of G) outside of these hyperplanes, while at generic points along the reflection
hyperplanes it has local models (T*T' x Dy,)/Zs or T*T" x Dy, (the latter only when
GV contains a direct SOgx41(C) factor), where T” is a corank 1 subtorus of T and
Dy, is a Dy, surface with k determined by the weights of V. We show that this is
precisely the same structure as (a Poisson (C*)"-quotient of) HileV (X). In order
to be able to apply the uniqueness result by Bravermann, Finkelberg, and Naka-
jima we need to establish the normality of HileV(X ), as well as the fact that the
complement of the above open set has codimension 2. The latter follows from the
flatness of fi, which is established in §6. Once we have this, we prove the normal-
ity of HileV (X) by combining an idea of Bravermann, Finkelberg, and Nakajima

[17, Lemma 6.12] with the observation that X/W, HileV (X), and its normalisa-
tion, which are all isomorphic over the complement of the reflection hyperplanes in
h/W, are related to each other via weighted affine blow-ups.

The picture, described above, of a Coulomb branch being determined by its
structure over the complement of (the projection of) root hyperplanes for G and
hyperplanes orthogonal to weights of V' has been also known to physicists [20]. Our
work suggests another possibility for an axiomatic description of these Coulomb
branches and of the more general spaces HileV(X ) we consider: a Delzant type
theorem for affine symplectic varieties of dimension 2 dim h admitting a Hamiltonian
action of the universal centraliser in G (this is an abelian group scheme over h/W).

We hope that the uniform geometric description of our main theorem will be
useful for further study of the geometry of the Bravermann-Finkelberg-Nakajima
Coulomb branches. In fact, since we can start from an arbitrary strongly W-
invariant hypertoric variety X, our construction associates a space M¢ to every
connected reductive Lie group G and every element? of the representation ring of
the Langlands dual group GV, not just a single representation V. Conversely, the
same space M can be realised as a Coulomb branch in many different ways: for
example, in dimension two Coulomb branches are D singularities, where k only
depends on the sum of dominant weights of V. This redundancy might compli-
cate identifying properties of the space M. For instance, Bravermann, Finkelberg,
and Nakajima define natural deformations (and resolutions) of a Coulomb branch
arising in the presence of a non-trivial flavour symmetry group (by “turning on
masses” for the flavour group, in physics jargon). These deformations depend on
the particular presentation of the space in question as a Coulomb branch. In our
construction, deforming the hypertoric variety X so that it remains strongly W-
invariant produces natural deformations of Hilbzv (X). Based on the 2-dimensional
case, it is tempting to conjecture that, modulo the subtlety arising when G has

4The existence of a larger class of spaces with properties similar to Coulomb branches has been
already observed both in physics [24] and in mathematics [53], but the variety of spaces and their
uniform description given here are new.
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SOs25+1(C) factors, all deformations of HileV(X ) arise in this way. Similarly, the
presymplectic quotient description of HileV (X) in §6.1 could lead to a construction
of natural resolutions of HileV (X).

The construction of the Coulomb branch described above generalises to the case
when the quaternionic representation V of GV is no longer of the form V @ V*.
A quaternionic representation is self-dual and, hence, the nonzero weights of V
come in pairs *aq, ..., +tay. We choose one element of each pair and consider the
corresponding hypertoric variety X (the isomorphism type of X does not depend
on this choice). Unlike in the case V.= V @ V*, X does not always admit an
action of W; in general, it is acted upon by some extension of W by the maximal
torus T of G. The vanishing of the corresponding extension class in H2(W;T)
is an obstruction to the existence of the Coulomb branch corresponding to V. If
this obstruction vanishes, i.e. if X is W-invariant hypertoric and G has no direct
SOsx+1(C)-factors, we propose to define the Coulomb branch corresponding to V
as in above Theorem, i.e. as HileV(X ). In the case when G does have such factors,
the construction is more complicated and explained in §7.1 and Appendix B.

Towards a hyperkahler structure on HileV (X). Our interest in HileV (X)
was motivated (originally without knowledge of a connection to Coulomb branches)
by a construction of complete non-compact hyperkéahler (real) 4-manifolds with
ALF asymptotics of dihedral type (a.k.a. Dy ALF metrics) from Zo—invariant ALF
spaces of cyclic type and the simplest dihedral ALF space, the Atiyah-Hitchin
metric. This construction was suggested by Sen [60] in the physics literature and
recently made rigorous by Schroers and Singer [58] (similar ideas were implemented
in the compact setting by the second-named author [27]). A natural question is
whether this construction can be generalised to higher dimensions. Indeed, for
a smooth W-invariant X we expect HileV(X ) to carry a natural complete QALF
hyperkahler metric (QALF stands for “quasi asymptotically locally flat”, the precise
definition of which we leave to a future work, but see §12). Furthermore, we expect
that all complete QALF hyperkéhler manifolds arise as hyperkahler quotients of
such Hilb) (X) by tori.

In this paper we take first steps towards verifying these conjectures. First of all,
it is almost automatic to define a singular model of the twistor space of HileV(X ):

one applies the functor HileV to the fibres of the singular model of the twistor space
of X. This should give a hyperkédhler metric on an appropriate space of sections
of the twistor space, which we would like to identify with HileV (X). Proving this
identification directly is hopeless, as is proving the completeness of the metric. Our
main contribution is in showing that this putative complete hyperkédhler metric on
HileV(X ) should arise as the natural metric on a moduli space of solutions to modi-
fied® Nahm'’s equations. The solutions are defined on an interval, with poles at both
ends and a discontinuity in the middle. The discontinuity is described by another
object we associate to a strongly W-invariant hypertoric variety: a hyperspherical
variety Ma(X). Here G is a connected reductive algebraic group canonically as-
sociated to (T, W), and M¢(X) is a normal affine G x G-Hamiltonian variety of

5The modification arises by changing the flat hyperkihler structure on the space of R3-invariant
connections on I x R3.
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dimension 2 dim G such that C[Mg(X)]9*¢ ~ C[h]"'. Moreover, HileV (X) is nat-
urally a subvariety of Mg (X). The variety Mg (X) generalises T* Mat,, ,, (C) with
its natural U(n) x U(n)-action. We construct a twistor space for Mg (X) and show
that this defines a pseudo-hyperkahler manifold with a tri-Hamiltonian K x K-
action (K is the maximal compact subgroup of G), which can be used to define the
above moduli space of solutions to modified Nahm’s equations. Thus statements
about existence and completeness of a natural hyperkahler metric on HileV(X ) are

equivalent to the analogous statements for Mg (X). Unlike the metric on HileV(X ),
the one on Mg (X) is in most cases algebraic and therefore one can hope that it
admits a finite-dimensional construction as a (stratified) hyperkéhler manifold, e.g.
as a hyperkéhler quotient of a vector space, or a hyperkahler submanifold of such
a quotient. Indeed, we are able to verify that this is the case for several X.

Plan of the paper. The article is organised as follows. In the next section we
introduce equivariant transverse Hilbert schemes and prove that this construction
preserves two key scheme-theoretic properties: being an affine scheme and the flat-
ness of the natural morphism to C"/W. The following section describes transverse
equivariant Hilbert schemes as weighted affine blow-ups. In §4 we consider the case
of the transverse Hilbert scheme of T' x C™, where T is a torus, and a Weyl group
W acts on both T and C™ by reflections. The transverse Hilbert scheme is then an
abelian group scheme T over C" /W, and if T acts on an affine scheme 7 : X — C",
then 7 acts on HileVrV (X). We give a sufficient condition for the finite generation
of the algebra of T-invariants, and, hence, for the existence of a well-defined GIT
quotient HilbY (X) /T (Proposition 4.7).

In Section 5 we discuss affine hypertoric varieties, W-invariant hypertoric vari-
eties, and their transverse W-Hilbert schemes. The main result in this section is
a group-cohomological characterisation of W-invariant hypertoric varieties (Corol-
lary 5.15). The subsequent section is devoted to the study of transverse Hilbert
schemes of strongly W-invariant hypertoric varieties. In particular, we prove part
(1) of the main theorem above (Corollaries 6.7 and 6.8, and Theorem 6.13). In §6.1
we show that if a strongly W-invariant affine hypertoric variety X is a symplectic
quotient of Y = C2¢ x T'x h by (C*)?, then Hilbxv (X) is a presymplectic quotient of
HileV(Y) by the abelian group scheme HileV ((C*)4xb) over h/W. In §7 we iden-
tify Coulomb branches of Braverman, Finkelberg, and Nakajima with transverse
Hilbert schemes of strongly W-invariant hypertoric varieties or with their Poisson
quotients (Theorem 7.1). We also propose, along the same lines, a construction of
Coulomb branches of non-cotangent type.

In §8 we discuss the twistor space of HileV (X), the relation between its twistor
lines, W-invariant curves in the twistor space of X, and Nahm’s equations. We
also prove that the complete hyperkahler geometry on HileV(X ) can be described
via Nahm’s equations in two basic cases: X = T x h and X = C??. In §9 we
extend this description to a large class (possibly all, but in any case containing all
strongly W-invariant varieties) of W-invariant hypertoric varieties. More precisely,
we show that the hyperkahler geometry of HileV(X ) can be described via modified
Nahm'’s equations on an interval with matching conditions determined by a complex
space M&(X). We describe the symplectic and (pseudo)-hyperkéhler geometry
of M&(X). In §10 we show that, in the case of strongly W-invariant hypertoric
varieties, M&(X) is quasiaffine. In general, we do not have an explicit description
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of its affine completion Mg (X), but in §10.2 we do give such a description for
those X which can be diagonally embedded in @221 End(V;), where each V; is a
minuscule representation of G. This is, in particular, the case for a class of examples
corresponding to singular monopoles on R3, and in §11 we work out the explicit
description of the hyperspherical variety Mq(X) in this case.

In §12 we discuss briefly the expected asymptotic behaviour of hyperkahler met-
rics on HileV (X), generalising the description given by Bullimore, Dimofte, and
Gaiotto [20, §4.1] for Coulomb branches. In Appendix A we introduce the modified
Nahm equations, while in Appendix B we discuss a special case of the construction
of Coulomb branches in the case when G has direct SOq1(C)-factors.

Remark 1.1. All schemes are of finite type over C, unless stated otherwise.

Acknowledgment. The work of Lorenzo Foscolo is supported by EPSRC New Hori-
zon Grant EP/V047698/1 and a Royal Society University Research Fellowship.

Both authors thank Gwyn Bellamy, Amihay Hanany, and Constantin Teleman
for helpful comments and questions. We are also grateful to Tom Gannon for
pointing out an error in an earlier version of the paper.

2. EQUIVARIANT TRANSVERSE HILBERT SCHEMES

Let W be a finite group acting on a scheme X . The W-Hilbert scheme W- Hilb(X)
consists of Z € (Hilblw‘(X ))W such that the induced representation of W on
H%(Z,0y) is the regular representation (cf. [3]; see also [14] for a definition not
requiring Hilb"(X)). In addition, if W acts generically freely, then Hilb" (X) c
W-Hilb(X) is the (scheme-theoretic) closure of the subscheme of free orbits.

The first of these notions has better universality properties, while the second

one has better scheme-theoretic properties. In particular, if X is reduced and
irreducible, then so is Hilb" (X).

Example 2.1. Let X = C" and let W be a reflection group. The ring of invari-

ant polynomials is freely generated by certain py(2),...,pn(z). For every ¢ =
(c1y...,¢n), the ideal
(2.1) I.= (p1(2) —c1y. oy pn(2) — )

defines an element of W-Hilb(X) and induces an isomorphism
W-Hilb(C") ~ C" /W ~ C".

Remark 2.2. The coordinate ring of the 0-dimensional subscheme Z defined by ideal
(2.1), i.e. R, = Clz1,...,24]/I., is known as the (deformed) ring of coinvariants.
If z € Z belongs to a subspace V invariant under a reflection subgroup W/ C W,
then R. ~ @, Ry, where R is the (undeformed) ring of coinvariants for W’ acting
on V,and k = |[W|/|W'|.

Remark 2.3. In the setting of the last example, we denote by 6(z) the defining
polynomial of the union of hyperplanes fixed by reflections in W, and by ¢ the
defining polynomial of its image in C*/W. In other words, =1(0) is the branch
divisor of the natural map C* — C"/W ~ C".

Example 2.1 generalises as follows:

Proposition 2.4. If the quotient morphism p : X — X/W is flat, then W-Hilb(X) ~
X/W.
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Proof. In this setting flatness is equivalent to p.Ox being a locally free sheaf (cf.
[62, Lemma 29.48.2]). Now the proof of Theorem 4.11 in [3] works without changes.
O

Let now S be a W-scheme with S — S/W flat and let X be a W-scheme equipped
with a surjective W-equivariant morphism 7 : X — S.

Definition 2.5. The equivariant transverse Hilbert scheme W-Hilb, (X) is an open
subscheme of W-Hilb(X) consisting of Z such that 7|z is a scheme-theoretic iso-
morphism onto its image. If S is the closure of the locus of free W-orbits, then
HilbY (X) is the intersection of W-Hilb,(X) and Hilb" (X).

Remark 2.6. There is a natural morphism 7 : W-Hilb,(X) — S/W, Z — n(Z).

Remark 2.7. W-Hilb,(X) parametrises pairs (D, ¢), where D € W-Hilb(S) =
S/W and ¢ : D — X is a W-equivariant section of .

Remark 2.8. The functorial interpretation of W-Hilb(X') shows that W- Hilb,(X)
represents the functor W-Hilb,(X) : (schemes)® — (sets) given by

W-Hilb, (X)(T) = {closed W-subschemes Z of T' x X,
7|z : Z — w(Z) € W-Hilb(S)(T) is an isomorphism}.

Remark 2.9. Unlike the full W-Hilbert scheme W-Hilb, W-Hilb,. is functorial in
the category of W-schemes over S. Indeed, if f : X — X’ is a W-equivariant
morphism, covering the identity on S, then we obtain a natural transformation of
functors W-Hilb, (X) — W-Hilb,/(X"’) by sending a Z as in the previous remark to
7' = (Idr xf)(Z). Since 7’ o (Idp x f) =, @’|z : Z' — «/(Z") is an isomorphism.
In the interpretation of Remark 2.7 the induced morphism f : W-Hilb,(X) —
W-Hilb,/(X") sends a section ¢ : D — X to fod: D — X'.

The last two remarks imply immediately:

Proposition 2.10. Let S be as above and let X — S and Y — S be two W-
equivariant surjective morphisms. Then

W-Hilb, (X xgY) = W-Hilby (X) xg/w W-Hilb (V).
O

Proposition 2.11. If X and S are affine and C[S] is free over C[S]V, then
W-Hilb,(X) and HilbY (X) are also affine.

Proof. Without loss of generality we may assume that X is a W-invariant sub-
scheme of CV x S, where CV is a representation of W and 7 is the restriction of
the projection onto S. Since the functor W-Hilb commutes with the base change
[14], it is enough to show that W-Hilb,(CN x S) is affine. Let ug,...,ux be
linear coordinates on CV. If ¢ € S/W and D, is a 0-dimensional subscheme of
S defined by the maximal ideal m, € C[S]", then the 0-dimensional subspaces
of CV x S which map isomorphically onto D are cut out by ideals generated by
u; — ¢, i =1,...,N, where ¢; € C[D.]. A choice of a C[S]"-basis of C[S] yields a
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trivialisation of the vector bundle E — S/W with fibres C[D,], i.e. E ~ S/W X R,
where R is the regular representation of W. It follows that

W-Hilb, (CV x §) =~ Home g (Clus, ..., un], R)" x S/W ~
~ Home (CN, R)" x /W ~CN x §/W.
O

We shall be mostly interested in the case when S = C™ and W is a reflection
group. The assumption of the above proposition is then satisfied, and the proof
yields an explicit description of W-Hilb,(X) for affine X. A general X — C" is
given by gluing together affine schemes, and W-Hilb,(X) is obtained by induced
gluing of the corresponding equivariant transverse Hilbert schemes of the affine
pieces.

Remark 2.12. The description of W-Hilb, (CY @ C") given in the proof of Propo-
sition 2.11 can be rephrased as follows. Let P"W be the space of W-equivariant
polynomial maps from C” to CN. These are known as W-covariants of type CV
and they form a free module over C[C"]" of rank N [23]. As remarked above (Re-
mark 2.7), W-Hilb, (CY @ C") parametrises equivariant sections of 7 restricted to
0-dimensional subschemes D € W-Hilb(C™) ~ C™/W. These sections are elements
of PW and restricting them to the subschemes D amounts to replacing P with
PW /PKV ~ CN, where PKV is the submodule generated by Py and elements of
C[C™" with zero constant term.

Proposition 2.13. If X, S, and S/W are regular, then W-Hilb,(X) is regular.
Consequently, HilbY (X) = W-Hilb, (X) in this case.

Proof. Since S and S/W are regular and p : S — S/W is flat, all fibres of p are lci.
Therefore any 0-dimensional Z in Hilb|W|(X ), such that 7|z is an isomorphism, is
lei. If X is regular, then so is the lci locus of Hilb‘Wl(X ). Since the W-invariant
part of a regular scheme is regular, the claim follows. O

If X is singular, the two notions may be different:

Ezample 2.14. Let X be the surface {(x,y,z) € C3;2% + y? + 22 = 0} and let
m(x,y,z) = z. Consider two Zg-actions: a) (z,y,2) — (z,—y,—2), b) (z,y,2) —
(—x, —y,—z). According to the above description, O-dimensional subschemes of X

mapping isomorphically onto an element of C/Zy defined by 2% —c = 0 are described
by:

{(z0,71,90,91) € C* (w0 + 212)* + (yo +112)* + 22 =0 mod 2% — ¢}.

The Zs-invariant parts are given by x1 = yo = 0 in case a), and by g = yo = 0
in case b). Thus Zy- Hilb, (X) is, respectively, {(zo,y1,c); 22 + y?c + ¢ = 0} and
{(x1,91,¢); (22 + y3)c + ¢ = 0}. In case b) the resulting surface is reducible. On
the other hand Hilb%?(X) is C x {(x1,y1); 22 +3? + 1 = 0} in this case.

We compute three more examples of W-Hilb,(X).
Ezample 2.15. Consider a Zs-invariant deformation X, of the A;-singularity:

{(z,y, 2); 2y = 2% — 72}
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The Zo-action is given by (z,y, 2) — (y,z, —2), and 7(x,y, 2) = z. Then Zy- Hilb,(X,)
is given by

{(x(2),y(2). a(2)); 2(2)y(2) = 2> = 7% mod 2% — ¢}
where x(z),y(z) are linear polynomials interchanged by the Zs-action. Writing
x(z) = a + bz, we obtain the equation

2 2

(a+b2)(a—b2) =22 —72 mod 2*> —¢ <= a® —bc=c—12,
i.e. a deformation of the Ds-singularity. More generally, if X is a Zo-invariant
Aoy 1-surface given by the equation zy = Zf:o Aiz?%% then Zy- Hilb, (X) is a Dy 1-
surface with equation a2 — b2¢ = Y% A’ Notice that we do not get the full
family of deformations of the Dy i-singularity, but only the subfamily admitting
the Zs-action (a,b,c) — (—a,—b,c).

Ezample 2.16. Let X = C* x C™ with ¥,, acting in the standard way on C"
and as 0.t = t*(?) on C*. X is an affine subvariety of C? x C" with coordinates
Z,Y,%1,.-.,2n given by xy = 1. Let ¢(z) = Hi<j(2i — z;), i.e. the polynomial on
which ¥,, acts via the sign representation. Setting x = a + q(2)b, y = a — q(2)b we
conclude that X,,- Hilb,(X) is the affine variety defined by a® — ¢(2)%b* = 1, i.e.
a® — §(c)b* = 1, where §(c) = q(2)? is the polynomial defined in Remark 2.3.

FEzample 2.17. Let X = C" & C" with ¥,, acting in the standard way on both
summands, and

Tr(ulv <oy Up, UL, .. 7vn) = (ulvh LERE Unvn)~
According to the above description, we have to replace the u; and the v; X,-
equivariantly by polynomials in Clz1, ..., 2,]/C[z1, ..., 2,]*". This means that
n n
(2.2) ui:Zajszl, Ui:ijszl, i=1,...,n,
J=1 Jj=1

for some scalars a;,b;. We can identify C"/%, with the Slodowy slice ., to a
regular nilpotent orbit (or, equivalently, with the set of companion matrices). If we
view vectors u and v as diagonal matrices and conjugate them by the Vandermonde
matrix, then the resulting matrices A, B are of the form A = 2?21 aij_17 B =
> i-1 6877, where S € .7, has eigenvalues 21, ..., 2,. The equations u;v; = z;,
i1=1,...,n,yield AB = S. Thus

2,-Hilb, (X) =~ {(S, A, B) € gl,(C)®*; S € .7,, [A,5] =0, [B,S] =0, AB = S}.

2.1. Localisation. In the following we assume that S = C™ and we work in the
analytic category. Let ¢ € C" be a point with stabiliser W/ C W, and let U be
its neighbourhood satisfying wU NU = 0 for all w € W\W’. Denote by ¢"'W
the induced isomorphism between the image of U in C*/W and the image of U in
C"/W’. Denote by p : C* — C"*/W and 7 : Hilb? (X) — C"/W the canonical
projections. Since a W-orbit intersects 7~(U) in a W'-orbit, we conclude:

Proposition 2.18. Let the stabiliser of t € C* be W C W and let U and V'V
be as above. There exists a natural isomorphism LWV between 7 (p(U)) in
HilbY (X) and 7 Y(p(U)) in Hilb,VrV’(X), which covers ¢W'W . Moreover, if the
stabiliser of t' € U is W C W', then LW'W = LW'W' o LW'W for an analogous
smaller neighbourhood of t'. 0.
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Remark 2.19. In the algebraic category we have an analogous isomorphism be-
tween local rings Oz and Opp zr, where M = HilbY (X), M’ = Hilb!" (X),
Z =7"Yp@k) c M, Z = 7~Y(p(t)) C M’'. Alternatively, we can replace “neigh-
bourhoods” with “étale neighbourhoods” in the above proposition.

3. TRANSVERSE BLOW-UPS

One of our technical tools in proving algebro-geometric properties of transverse
Hilbert schemes are weighted transverse blow-ups which we now introduce.

If A is a codimension one® closed subscheme of a scheme X, and Z a closed
subscheme of A, then we can blow up Z transversely to A, i.e. we blow up Z
and remove the strict transform of A. If X is affine with coordinate ring C[X],
A =V (8) with 610, and Iz = (0, f1,..., fx), then the resulting scheme X is also
affine and can be described as the closure in X x C* of the graph of

o X\A — ck, o(x) = (fl(a:)(rl(x), e, fk(x)éfl(x)).

In other words X = Spec C[X][f167", ..., frd~']. More generally, we can consider
schemes of the form X = Spec C[X][f10~™,..., frd~™*], where § {0 and m; € N,
and call such a scheme the weighted affine blow-up of X along Z =V (9, f1,..., fx)
transverse to A = V(9) (with weights mq,...,my), or simply a transverse blow-up
of X, whenever the data of §, Z, mq, ..., myg, is understood.

Remark 3.1. One can always assume that 6 1 f;, ¢ = 1,...,k by changing the
subscheme Z along which we blow up.

The natural morphism p : X — X does not have to be surjective (eg. fr=-=
fr =1). We note the following simple sufficient condition for surjectivity:

Lemma 3.2. Let X be a weighted affine transverse blow-up of X along Vo, fi, oy fx)
transverse to A = V(5§) (5 1 0). Assume that 6 { f;, i = 1,...,k, and set I =
(f1,---, fr). Let x € X be such that the corresponding mazimal ideal m, C C[X],
satisfies 0" & Im, for any r € N. Then x belongs to the image of the natural
morphism X — X.

Proof. The ideal of C[X] generated by the image of m, is a maximal ideal when
is in the image of X — X or the whole C[X] otherwise. Hence the point z is not
in the image of X — X if and only if 1 € m,C[X], i.e. if there exist y1, ...,y € m,
and 21,...,2 € (C[f(] such that 1 = yy21 + -+ + y;2;. We can write each z; as
2 = x; +w;6~% with x; € C[X], w; € I, § { w;. Since 1 & m,, k = max; k;
must be positive. We conclude that 6*(1 — 22:1 x;y;) € I. Since m, is maximal,

1-— 2221 r;y; € my, and the proof is complete. O

The following proposition shows that affine blow-ups of a scheme X transverse
to A = V(9) occur when considering affine schemes isomorphic to X outside of A

Proposition 3.3. Letp: X — X be a morphism of nonempty affine schemes, and
let 6 € C[X], 610. X is an affine blow-up of X transverse to A =V(§) if and only
if p*(6) 0 and C[X][57"] = CIX][p*(8) ).

6ie. every irreducible component has codimension 1.
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Proof. The “only if” part is clear from the definition. We prove the “if” part. Let
us write 0 = p#(§) and suppose that CIX][6~1] ~ C[X][6~"]. Since 640 and § 10,
C[X],C[X] embed into C[X][0~'], C[X][6~'], respectively. Moreover for every @ €
C[X] there exists unique a € C[X] with § f  and m > 0 such that a = pﬁ( )/6™. We
can therefore find generators al,l;j, i=1,...,k, j=1,...,1, such that bj = pﬁ(bj)
and 0™ia; = p*(a;) for some m; € N, a;, bj € C[X], and 4 { a; for all i. We obtain
a surjective map A = C[X][a10~"™,...,apd0~ "] — C[X]. The kernel of this map
must be contained in the kernel of the composition A — C[X][6~'] — C[X][6~"].
Since the first map is injective and the second one an isomorphism, the proof is
complete. [

In particular:

Proposition 3.4. Let X be a reduced affine scheme and suppose that § € C[X] is
an element such that 610 and C[X][67] is normal. Then the normalisation X" of
X is a blow-up of X transverse to A =V (J).

Proof. Under our assumptions on X, the coordinate ring of the normalisation X"
is the integral closure of C[X] in the total ring of fractions of C[X]. The image of &
in C[X"] cannot divide 0 since ¢ is invertible in the total ring of fractions of C[X].
The normality of C[X][6~!] implies that C[X] C C[X"] C C[X][6~!] and therefore
we are in the situation of Proposition 3.3. (]

The following property of transverse blow-ups will be important later.

Proposition 3.5. Let p: X >3 Xbea blow-up of X transverse to A. Let Z be a
closed subscheme of A of codimension > 1 (in A), and let U = X\Z, U = p ().
If the restriction of f € O% to U belongs to Oy, then f belongs to Ox.

Proof. Any f € O4\Ox has a pole along A. O

3.1. Transverse W-Hilbert schemes and transverse blow-ups. Let us re-
turn to the setting of the previous section, i.e. X is equipped with a surjective
W-equivariant morphism 7 : X — S, where S is an affine W-scheme such that
W-Hilb(S) ~ S/W. We assume that S is the closure of its open subscheme
Sfree consisting of free orbits, and that the complement of ST is a codimen-
sion 1 subscheme cut out by & € C[S]" (this is the case for S = C"). We set
A =V (nt(8) c X/W.

Proposition 3.6. If X is integral, then HileVrV(X) is an affine blow-up of X/W,
transverse to A.

Proof. By definition, X/W\V (7#(3)) is the set of W-orbits which map to free orbits
in Y. Therefore C[X/W][x!(6)~!] ~ C[HilbY (X)][x#(6))~"]. Since X is integral,
so is Hilb" (X), and, consequently, 7(§) 1 0. The statement follows now from
Proposition 3.3. O

Remark 3.7. In the case S = C™ and W a reflection group we can describe this
transverse blow up more precisely. Let X € CV®C" with coordinates u1, ..., uy on
CN, and W acting linearly on CV. Then W-Hilb, (X) is a subscheme of CV given
by a W-equivariant substitution u; = ¢;(2), ¢; polynomials representing coinvari-
ants. If we decompose CV into irreducibles, then on each k-dimensional irreducible
V we can write (u1,...,ux)T = My (2)(a1,...,ar)’, where My (2) is a matrix of
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polynomials representing the k copies of V in Ry = Clz1,. .., 2,]/Clz1, ..., 2]V
This means det My (z) (a1, ..., ar)T = My (2)aqj(u1, ..., ur)T, and, since det My (2)
represents A*V | it is of the form ¢™ where either ¢ (if A¥V is the trivial represen-
tation) or ¢? (if A*V is the sign representation) is a factor of §. Dividing both
sides by ¢ represents the a; as elements of C[X]"[6~!]. In particular, the ideal
of the subscheme Z in which we blow up is the image in C[X]" of the ideal in
CICN @ C™"W generated by (V*®Clzy, ..., 2,])", where V is the direct sum of all
nontrivial irreducibles in CV.

Example 3.8. Let X = C* x C with the Zs-action (¢,2) — (t71,—2). X/Zs is the
Dy-singularity a®? —b%c+c =0 (a = (t—t"1)2/2,b=t+t"1, c = 2?). We know from
Example 2.16 that Hilb%2(X), where (t,z) = 2, is the D; surface 22 — y2¢c = 1.
It is obtained from X/Zs by blowing up the subscheme (c,a) transversely to (c)
(y=a/c, z=0).

Example 3.9. The last example generalises to Hilb%2 (X) for any Zs-invariant Agj_1-
surface X, k > 1. If X is given by the equation zy = Hle(rf —22), 7; € C, then
Hilb%2 (X) is a Dy -surface with equation a® — b%c = Hle(Tf — ¢). Substituting

a+ Hle 7; = cw yields

k
c(b? — cw? + Qan +p(c)) =0,

i=1

where p(c) is a polynomial of degree k — 1. Hence the affine blow-up of Hilb22(X)
along (c,a + Hle 7;) transverse to (c) is a Dj-surface with equation b? — cw? +
2w Ti_, 7 + p(c) = 0. We remark that the Do-surface u?> — v%¢ = v can also be

obtained as a transverse blow-up of the D;-surface 2 — y?c = 1. The substitution
x—1=2cv (and y = 2u) does the trick.

Remark 3.10. Although HileV(X ) is the correct object for our purposes, it does
have a drawback from a purely geometric point of view: the induced morphism 7
need not be surjective. This is, for example, the case when 7 : X — C™ and W acts
freely on X. We can remedy this by using the interpretation of Hilb" (X ) given in
[3, §4.1.5]: it is a scheme which flatifies the sheaf p,Ox over X/W (p: X — X/W
is the natural projection). The sheaf p.Ox decomposes as

P F@Vy, where Fy = Homo, (Vy ® Ox,p.0x)".
xElrrep(W)

Bertin (op. cit.) shows that Hilb" (X) is isomorphic to the fibre product over X /W
of Gy, where G, = X/W if x is a trivial representation and a Grassmann blow-up
which makes F, /Tors(Fy) locally free otherwise.

Let now 7 : X — S be a surjective W-equivariant morphism with S — S/W
flat. Let A C X be the preimage of S\S%™®. We can now modify the definition

of the transverse W-Hilbert scheme as follows: Hilbzv (X) is the fibre product over
X/W of (Gy)x, where (Gy)r = Gy = X/W if x = 1 or the sheaf F, /Tors(F,) is
locally free, and to the complement of the strict transform of A in G, otherwise.
We can describe HileV (X) more explicitly in the case when X is affine and S =
C™. Choose a W-invariant set {u1,...,un, 21,..., 2n} of generators of C[X], where
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Z1,..., %y are coordinates on C". According to Remark 3.7, Hilb)" (X) is a trans-
verse blow-up of X/W along a subscheme cut out by (V*®C|[z1,...,2,])"V, where V

is the direct sum of all nontrivial irreducibles in C. TH):V(X ) is then a transverse
blow-up of X/W along a smaller subscheme cut out by (V4®Clz1, ..., 2z,])", where
Vit is the direct sum of all nontrivial irreducibles in CV such that the corresponding
isotypic component F, /Tors(Fy) is not locally free.

4. TORUS ACTIONS

In this section Y = C™ and W acts on it by reflections. Let T ~ (C*)™ be
an algebraic torus equipped with an action of W given by a homomorphism v :
W — GL,,,(Z). According to the description in §2, O-dimensional subschemes (not
necessarily W-invariant) of 7' x C™ mapping isomorphically onto Z. defined by
(2.1) correspond to elements of (R%)™, where R} denotes the group of invertible
elements of the ring R.. The induced action of W on (RZ)m is the composition of
the same homomorphism ¢ and the action of W on R.. Thus W-Hilb, (T x C") is
isomorphic to the W-invariant part of the fibre bundle over C"™ /W with fibre (Rj)m
over ¢ € C"/W. In particular, W-Hilb, (T x C") is an abelian group scheme over
C"/W. We shall denote it by 7y. Observe that the fibre of T, over a free W-orbit
¢ is isomorphic to T. For other ¢ the fibre is isomorphic to a semidirect product of
a torus and a unipotent abelian group.

Ezample 4.1. Let Ty be the abelian group scheme corresponding to 7' x C" as
above, and let ¢ be a W-invariant element of the dual t* of the Lie algebra of
T. Then ¢ defines canonically an element of Lie(7y)* via u(z) — ¢(u(z)), where
u(z) € Home(CJt], R.)". In particular, if T is the maximal torus of GL, (C) with
the standard X,-action, and ¢ is given by a central element A € t, i.e. ¢p(h) =
Atr(h), then the induced element of Lie(7y)* can be calculated as in Example 2.17:

(aty...,apn) — )\trdiag(z ajz{;l, cee Z ajzﬁfl) = Zaj)\trijl.
j=1 j=1 j=1
In other words a central element AI of t defines an element of Lie(7y)* given, on
the canonical basis I, S, ..., S" "1 of Lie 7y, by S™ — Atr S™ .

4.1. The case T x h. Let T be an algebraic torus with Lie(T') =  and suppose
that the action of W on h arises from a linear action on 7. For any reflection
w € W, the fixed point set T is a codimension 1 subgroup of T' and we denote
by xw a generator of {x € X*(T); x(T™) = {1}}. Let hy, € b satisfy xu(hyw) = 2
and w.x = & — 2(hy) Xy for all € b*. Then (X*(T), {xw}, X«(T), {hw}) is a root
datum which determines [61, §§8-10], up to isomorphism, a connected complex
reductive Lie group Gr which has T" as a maximal torus. The following example
shows that if we start with a maximal torus T of a connected semisimple Lie group
G, then G is not necessarily equal to G.

Example 4.2. Let T = C* be a 1-dimensional torus with the action of W = Zo
given by t + t~1. Then T% = {£1} and x,,(t) = t2. Therefore x,, is not primitive
in X*(T) and Grw =~ SLy(C). Thus G — (T,W) — Gy does not recover
G = PSLy(C).

In general, G is not equal to the original G if x,, is a nontrivial multiple of the
root 6, of G corresponding to w. Equivalently, this means that the corresponding
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coroot vg, of G is divisible in the cocharacter lattice X, (7). The following result
of Jackowski, McClure, and Oliver [42, Prop. 3.2] determines when this is the case:

Proposition 4.3. Let K be a compact connected Lie group, T its maximal torus,
and R C X*(T) its set of roots. Assume that b = Lie(T) has been given a W -
invariant inner product, and denote, for any 6 € R, by vy € X, (T) the correspond-
ing coroot, i.e. vg L Ker6 and §(vg) = 2. Then X, (T)NKer ()L is equal to Z-vy or
Z- %'Ug, where the second possibility occurs if and only if G contains a direct factor
SO(2n + 1) for some n > 1, and 6 is a short root of such a factor.

We conclude, therefore, that the construction G — (T, W) — G replaces a
short root 6 in any SOag,41(C)-factor with 20 (and vy with %1)9). In other words,
Gr.w is obtained from G by replacing any direct factor SOgy,41(C) with Sp,,, (C).

We now consider the corresponding abelian group scheme Ty, over h/W, which
we shall denote by 77w . In the case T = (C*)™ with the standard action of ¥,,, the
same argument as in Example 2.17 shows that 77y is isomorphic to the universal
centraliser {(g,5) € GL,(C) x %,; gSg~* = S}. In general we have:

Theorem 4.4. T,y is isomorphic to the universal centraliser
(4.1) 2o = {(9,5) € G x Fy: ady(S) = S},
where G = G w and 3 C g is the Slodowy slice to a regular nilpotent orbit.

Proof. Tt is enough to show that the two varieties are analytically isomorphic. Let
71 (resp. T2) denote the natural submersion 7ru — b/W (resp. Zo — bh/W).
Let F' C h/W be the zero set of the resultant of d, i.e. the image of the locus of
intersections of two or more reflection hyperplanes in §. Since both 7, and Zg
are regular and affine and the complement of 7 1(F ), i = 1,2, has codimension 2
in both manifolds, Hartogs’ theorem implies that it is enough to show that there
is an isomorphism between the complement of 7, *(F) and the complement of
71 (F). The complements of m; *((6)), i = 1,2, are naturally isomorphic, since
they are both naturally isomorphic to (7' x (h\(6)))/W. Proposition 2.18 implies
that we only need to show that this isomorphism extends to a global isomorphism
in the case W = Zy. Then G = Grgz, has semisimple rank 1, and hence it is
isomorphic to SLz(C) x (C*)"~! or to GLy(C) x (C*)"=2 ([49, Thm. 20.33]; the
case PSLy(C) x (C*)"~! is excluded as explained above). The isomorphism in the
first case follows from Example 2.16, and in the second case from the remark just
before the statement of the theorem. O

4.2. Quotients. Let now 7y be as at the beginning of the section, i.e. equal to
W-Hilb, (T x C™), where a linear action of W on T is given by a homomorphism .
Let X be an affine scheme equipped with an action of 7" x4 W and a W-equivariant
homomorphism 7 : X — C". The action of T induces a homomorphism (cf.
Remark 2.9) W-Hilb, (X x T) — W-Hilb,(X). On the other hand (Proposition
2.10) W-Hilb (X x T') ~ W-Hilbz (X) xcn w Ty. We thus obtain an action of Ty,

on W-Hilb,(X), and hence on Hilb? (X). If the ring (C[Hilbf,v (X)]Tw is finitely

generated, we can form the affine scheme Hilb) (X) /Ty = Spec (C[HﬂbXV(X )]Tw.
The next proposition shows that this scheme is always a transverse blow-up of
HilbY (X /T) in the sense of §3.
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Proposition 4.5. There is a natural injective homomorphism
(4.2) C[HilbY (X/T)] — C[HILY (X)),

and the two rings are isomorphic away from A = (§) (i.e. an isomorphism of rings
localised away from A).

Proof. Let g1,...,g, be generators of C[X]T. HilbY (X/T) is a subscheme of
C*@C™ with the relations between the g; and coordinates by, . .., by on C* given by
gi = »_bj\;;(2) for some polynomials A;;(z). Similarly the relations between the co-
ordinates u1,...,ux on CV and ay,...,any on W-Hilb, (CVN") is u; = Y aj¢;;(2)
for some polynomials ¢;;(z). Each g; is a T-invariant polynomial in the w; and
z;. Substituting for u;, we conclude that each b; is a polynomial in the a; and ¢;
(coordinates on C"/W). Since the g; are T-invariant, the b; must be Ty-invariant.
Thus we obtain a homomorphism

C[W-Hilb (CN*" ) T)] — C[W-Hilb, (C¥+"] 7",

Any f in the ideal of Hilb) (X/T) maps to a Ty-invariant element of the ideal
of HilbY (X). We thus have a homomorphism (4.2). It is an isomorphism away
from A = (9) since W acts freely there and 7y is simply (C"/W)\A) x T. Since
Hilb" (X /T) is the closure of the locus of free W-orbits, this homomorphism is
injective. O

We shall give a simple sufficient condition for the homomorphism (4.2) to be an
isomorphism. First of all, we have the following lemma:

Lemma 4.6. Let X be integral and H = V (h) be a W-invariant hypersurface with
(h,d) = 1. Then C[Hilb) (X)][h~"] ~ C[Hilb) (X\H)].

Proof. This follows from Proposition 3.6, since the transverse blow-up of a basic
open subset U(h) along Z NU(h) is the corresponding basic open subset U(h) of
the transverse blow-up. [l

Proposition 4.7. Let X be integral and suppose that there exists a T xy W-
invariant hypersurface H =V (h) C X such that:

(i) X\H is a trivial principal T-bundle, i.e. there exists an affine scheme B
and a T xy W-equivariant isomorphism X\n~'(H) ~ B x T;
(ii) either (0,h) or (h,d) is a regular sequence in (C[HileV(X//T)]

Then C[HIILY (X)]™ ~ C[HILY (X/T)].

Remark 4.8. The result remain true if X\ H — B is an étale principal bundle.
Proof. Let R = C[Hilbxv(X//T)] and S = (C[HilbWW(X)]Tw. According to Propo-
sition 4.2, R is a subring of S. Therefore R[h™1] is a subring of S[h~!]. Owing to the

above lemma, R[h~'] ~ C[Hilb) (B)] and C[HilbY (X)][h~!] ~ C[HilbY (X\V (h))].
The latter isomorphism induces an injective homomorphism

Sih') = CHILY (x)] 7] 7

h™' = C[Hilb, (X\V(h))] .
Since

ClHILY (X\V(h)]™ = C[HIbY (B) xyw Ty] ™ = HibY (B) = R[],
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we obtain an inverse of the embedding R[h~!] — S[h™!]. Therefore R[h™!] ~
S[h~1]. Hence, if s € S, then s = 1 h~* for some 71 € R, k € N, h {7;. Similarly,
Proposition 4.5 implies that s = 756! for some 7, € R, | € N, § t ra. Then
hEry = 6'ry, and assumption (ii) implies that either k =0or 1 =0,ie. s€ R. O

Corollary 4.9. C[Ty Xcn/w Tu)T* ~ C[Ty], where Ty acts anti-diagonally on the
fibred product Ty Xcnjw Ty -

Proof. Since Ty Xcnjw Ty =~ Hilb (T x T x C"), the claim follows from the last
proposition (with & = 1) and Remark 4.8. O

4.3. Exact sequences. An exact and W-equivariant sequence 1 — Ty — Tp —
T3 — 1 of tori induces an exact sequence 1 — 77 — T2 — T3 of abelian group
schemes T; = W-Hilb, (T; x C") over C"/W. The homomorphism h : 75 — T3 does
not have to be surjective, since the fibres of 73 do not have to be connected. The
scheme-theoretic image of h is T3, but the set-theoretic image is only an open sub-
scheme of T3. As the following example shows, neither of them has to be isomorphic
to the (GIT) quotient of 73 by 7;.

FEzxzample 4.10. Consider the standard Zs-equivariant exact sequence
1-C"—=C"xC"—>C" =1,

where the first map is t ~ (t,t), and the second one is (t,s) — ts~!. The cor-
responding group schemes over C/Zy ~ C are (cf. Example 4.1) 7; = C* x C,
T2 = {(9,8) € GL2(C) x Z1,(0); gSg~t = S}, and T3 = {(g,5) € SLy(C) x
Fe15(C); gSg~! = S}. The induced morphisms 7; — 75 and T — T3 are given
by the diagonal embedding and by g + (detg)~'g?. We can write an element
commuting with S as v9 + 115, 70,71 € C, and then 73 becomes the hypersurface
(72 —cy?)e = 1 in C*, while T; is the D;-surface 42 —cy? = 1. The image of T — T3
is the complement of ¢ = 0, 79 = —1. We now compute 73 //7; = Spec C[73]7*. The
Ti-invariant polynomials on T3 are ¢,w = de,y = y2e,x = Ypy1e. They satisfy
equations w = 1 + yec, wy = 22, and hence T //T; is the Dy-surface 22 — y?c = y.

Remark 4.11. The definitions and results in this section generalise easily to the
case of extensions of tori by finite abelian groups. We remark that if I" is a finite
abelian group with an action of W commuting with the action of I on itself, then
the fibre of the corresponding abelian group scheme W-Hilb, (I' x C™) over a point
x € C"/W, which is an image of z € C", is "1 where W, = Staby ().

5. HYPERTORIC VARIETIES

We denote by T¢ ~ (C*)¢ the standard torus with the cocharacter lattice
X.(T%) = 7% c C% Let T be an algebraic torus with Lie algebra b, and let
a:T% - T be a homomorphism determined by a Z-linear map « : Z¢ — X,(T),
a(er) = ag. We consider symplectic quotients of T*C? x T*T ~ C?? x T x h* by the
torus 7%, which acts on C2¢ in the standard way and on T via the homomorphism
. We refer to such quotients as (affine) hypertoric varieties. If ug, v, k=1,...,d
are coordinates on C??, so that the symplectic form is ZZ:1 dug A dvg, then the
moment map equations are

(51) ukkar)\k:(ak,z), k=1,...,d,
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for some scalars Ay, ..., \g. The (GIT) quotient X of this level set Z, by 7 is an
affine hypertoric variety. The action of T" on Z) descends to a Hamiltonian action
on X with moment map x: X — b* induced by the projection C?¢ x T' x h* — h*.
We shall refer to T as the structure torus of X.

The affine GIT quotient is easy to describe (cf. [36]). Let ¢; : T — C*,
j =1,...,n, be a Z-basis of characters, and z;, j = 1,...,n, the corresponding
coordinates on h*. The coordinates z; are T?-invariant, while the ring of invariants
S = C[ui,vi,tj]Td is generated by invariant monomials. The exponents (a;, b;,&;)
of these monomials form a semigroup M C (Zzo)Qd @ Z"™, given by:

(5.2) ai—bi+ Y al§ =0 Vi=1,...4d,
j=1

where a; = (ail, ..., o) in the chosen basis. In other words, S is generated by u,;v;,

i=1,...,d, and by the following invariant monomials z¢ indexed by £ € X*(T):

d n
(5.3) Te = Hufvf H t?j, where a; = (;, &), b = {a;, &) 4.
i=1 j=1
The relations between these monomials are
d
(5.4) we - wg = wergr [ [(usvy) e+t —lantte)
i=1

Observe that this description implies, in particular, that it does not matter whether
we first impose equations (5.1) and then quotient by 7', or perform these operations
in the opposite order.

The Poisson structure of X is computed easily from (5.3):

(5.5) {zi,2;} =0, {ze,2;} =&xe, 4,j=1,...,n,
d d ’ ’
i -\ (i &) 4+ (i) 4 — (i ,6+E€ )+
6:6)  (rese) =mee Yo [] LA
k=1 =1

where ¢, = <ak7 £>* <ak7 £I>+ - <akv £>+<ak7 £/>*‘
The following fact is well known; we give a proof for the sake of completeness.

)

<Ozk, Z> — >\k

Proposition 5.1. A hypertoric variety X is symplectic and Cohen—Macaulay. The
moment map i : X — b* is flat.

Proof. As remarked above X can be obtained by taking GIT quotient of ¥ =
C?? x T x h* by T% and then imposing the moment map equations (5.1). The GIT
quotient of Y by T is Cohen—Macaulay owing to the Hochster-Roberts theorem
and X is a complete intersection in Y//T¢. Therefore X is Cohen-Macaulay. It is
normal since it is regular in codimension 1. A Proj GIT quotient X of C2¢ x T' x h*
by T% with respect to a generic character is a partial resolution of X with cyclic
symplectic singularities. Therefore X is a symplectic variety. It remains to show
the flatness of p. Each fibre of y is a finite union of T-orbits (with at least one free
orbit), hence u is equidimensional. The flatness of u follows now from the miracle
flatness theorem. O

Remark 5.2. Let T be an extension of T' by a finite (abelian) group I'. In other
words, the cocharacter lattice X, (T) is a sublattice of X,(T") with the quotient
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isomorphic to I'. Suppose that the vectors ay, belong to X, (T'). Then the hypertoric
variety corresponding to (T, {ax},{\r}) is the quotient of the hypertoric variety
corresponding to (T, {ax},{\x}) by I C T.

Remark 5.3. In the original construction of [11] the vectors aj, were assumed to
span h. In this case the variety X can be also obtained as a symplectic quotient of
C2? by the kernel N of a: T4 — T. If v : C?? — Lie(N)* denotes the moment map
for this action, then the level set Z) given by (5.1) is of the form v»~1(0) x T, and
quotienting by T yield the same result as quotienting »~1(0) by N. Conversely,
the general case can be reduced, modulo finite abelian quotients, to two simpler
cases: T'x bh* and a hypertoric variety where the cocharacters oy span §. Indeed, let
T? — T be an arbitrary homomorphism with cokernel 7/ and let Ty be the kernel
of the projection T' — T". Since T is isomorphic to 7%/ Ker o, it is connected, i.e. a
subtorus of T. Moreover T' = (To x T") /T for an abelian group I'. The cocharacters
ay, belong to X, (Tp), hence to X, (To xT"), and the previous remark implies that our
hypertoric variety X is the quotient by ' of the hypertoric variety X corresponding
to (To x T",{ax},{\x}). The variety X is isomorphic to Xy x T*T”, where X is
the hypertoric variety corresponding to (Tp, {a}, {\r}). The cocharacters ay, span
[’)0 = Lle(To)

We now address the question of isomorphism between symplectic quotients cor-
responding to different collections (a, Ag)k=1,.... ¢ 0f cocharacters and scalars. By
“isomorphism” we mean an isomorphism in the category of affine T-Hamiltonian
varieties, i.e. a T-equivariant biregular isomorphism f : X — X’ which preserves
the Poisson structure and intertwines the moment maps, i.e. u = u’ o f. Clearly,
the isomorphism type does not depend on the order of the (ay, A;). Secondly, if
any «r = 0, then we obtain an isomorphic hypertoric variety by omitting (o, Ax).
Thirdly:

Lemma 5.4. Suppose that, for some k € {1,...,d} and m € Z*, o, = mp
with By € X*(T). Replacing (ay, A\;) with m copies of (Br, \i,/m) results in an
isomorphic hypertoric variety X'.

Proof. The isomorphism is described by a ring isomorphism C[X] — C[X’] given
by Jcé = 305/771(“’“5/>Jr (observe that the exponents on the right hand side of (5.4)
are invariant under the change «; — —aq;). It preserves the Poisson structure due
to formulae (5.5)-(5.6). O

Let us call an affine hyperplane H in h* integral if there is a nonzero element in
X.(T) normal to H. We then define an integral multiarrangement of hyperplanes
in h* to be a multiset {Hj, ..., Hyq} of integral hyperplanes. The following is an
improvement of results in [11,33].

Proposition 5.5. There is a natural bijection between

1) isomorphism classes of hypertoric varieties with a given structure torus T,
and
2) integral multiarrangements in h*.

Proof. Let X be a hypertoric variety corresponding to a multiset {(ayg, Ax)}. Owing
to the last lemma, we may assume that each oy is primitive in X,(7). We then
associate to X the hyperplanes

Hk:{zeb*;<ak,z>:)‘k}a k:]-avd
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Conversely, let {Hg; k = 1,...,d} be a collection of integral hyperplanes in h*. Each
Hj, has exactly two primitive normals in X, (7T'), which are negatives of each other.
For each k choose one of these, ay, so that Hx = {z; (ak, 2) = Ax}. We obtain a
hypertoric variety corresponding to {(ay, Ai)}. The previous lemma implies that
choosing instead —ay, for some k results in an isomorphic variety, since we have to
replace then A\ with —Ag. Therefore the two maps are inverse to each other. [

Remark 5.6. A multiarrangement can be viewed as a pair (A, m), where A =
{Hi,...,Hq} is an ordinary arrangement (i.e. the hyperplanes H; are distinct),
and m : A — N is a multiplicity function. Different symplectic quotient realisations
of the corresponding hypertoric variety X correspond to different signed partitions
(m,...,my),m; : A= Z,m=>"._, |myl, of the multiplicity function m. If the hy-
perplanes Hj have equations (wg, z) = A, with primitive wy, € X, (T), k= 1,...,d,
and (mq, ..., m,) is a signed partition of m, then X is obtained via the symplectic
quotient construction corresponding to the multiset {(m;(Hy)wg, m;(Hk) k) k =
L....d i=1,...,r}

Remark 5.7. Integral multiarrangements form an abelian monoid with the prod-
uct given by the union of multiarrangements (as multisets) and with the neutral
element equal to the empty multiarrangement. Similarly, (isomorphism classes of)
hypertoric varieties with given structure torus T form an abelian monoid, with the
product of X7 and X5 given by the symplectic quotient of X; x X5 by the anti-
diagonal T, and T x h* as the neutral element. It is easy to verify that the bijection
of Proposition 5.5 is a monoid isomorphism.

Remark 5.8. It would be interesting to have an intrinsic characterisation of affine
hypertoric varieties. It seems likely that these are affine symplectic varieties equipped
with an effective Hamiltonian algebraic action of an algebraic torus of half di-
mension, such that the moment map is faithfully flat and has connected fibres.
The argument could proceed along the following lines: the 1-dimensional subtori
S1,...,Sq for which X% #£ () yield cocharacters ay,...,aq € X.(T) and the sets
(X 57) are hyperplanes Hj of the form (ag,z) = \;, k = 1,...,d. Consider the
open subset U of X consisting of points x such that u(x) lies at most one of these
hyperplanes. The complement of U has codimension 2 and so, given the normality
of X, it is sufficient to construct an isomorphism between U and the corresponding
subset of a hypertoric variety. For this one needs a local model around each point
of U. It is easy to see that away from the hyperplanes U is locally isomorphic
to T*T (since we assumed that the fibres of p are connected). Since symplectic
singularities are canonical [1], in codimension 2 they are of the form Y x U’, where
Y is a du Val singularity and U’ is smooth [57, Corollary 1.14]. Thus, in our case,
a local model near p~!(Hy) should be the product of an A,,-surface zy = 2™ for
some m € N, and T*Ty, where T' = Sy x Ty and Sj acts on the first factor in the
standard way, and trivially on T*T}. This will prove that X is hypertoric.

5.1. W-invariant hypertoric varieties.

Definition 5.9. Let W be a Weyl group acting linearly on a torus 7" as a reflection
group. A hypertoric variety X with structure torus 7T is said to be W -invariant if
the action of T on X extends to a Hamiltonian action of the semidirect product
T x W. In particular, W itself acts on X.
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Clearly, we obtain a W-invariant hypertoric variety if the whole symplectic quo-
tient construction is W-equivariant, i.e. if the collections aq, ..., a4 of cocharacters
and Aq, ..., \g are W-invariant. In this case, we shall call X strongly W -invariant.
This, however, is not the only possibility, and we shall now investigate the general
case.

We show first the uniqueness of an action of T' x W.

Proposition 5.10. Let X be a hypertoric variety with structure torus T and let
W be a Weyl group acting on T as a reflection group. There exists at most one
extension of the action of T to a Hamiltonian action of T x W.

Proof. An action of T x W gives an action of W on X. Recall from §5 that
the coordinate ring C[X] is generated by C[h*] and z¢, £ € X*(T). Since each
coordinate ¢ belongs to the 1-dimensional representation space of T with weight
& € X*(T), the action of W on C[X] must be of the form w.z¢ = @y (§)xw.¢ for
some nonzero scalars a,,(§), w € W. Suppose that there is a second action of W on
X such that p : X — b* is W-equivariant. Such an action must be given by another
collections of functions a!, : X*(T') — C*, w € W. Equations (5.4) imply that the
function by, : X*(T) — C*, by, (€) = al,(&)aw, (&) ! satisfies by, (£ + &) = by (§)bw (&)
for any &,& € X*(T). Therefore there exists a t,, € T such that b, (§) = £(t,) for
all £ € X*(T). The map w — t,, is a 1-cocycle in Z*(W;T) and, hence, the two
W-actions correspond to two splittings of T'x W — W. O

We now address the question of existence. Obviously, W-invariance of the inte-
gral multiarrangement (A, m) which determines X (cf. Remark 5.6) is a necessary
condition for the W-invariance of X. We shall show that a choice of a W-invariant
partition (m1,...,m;), m; : A — Zxg, m =Y ._, m;, of the multiplicity function m
yields an action on X of an extension W of W by a 2-subgroup I's = I'y(my, ..., m,)
of T'. The fibred semidirect product £ =T xr, W is then an extension of W by
T and it also acts on X and E. Moreover E and its action will be shown to be
independent (up to an isomorphism) of the partition chosen.

Integral multiarrangements with a choice of a partition of the multiplicity func-
tion are equivalent to pairs (A, m) where A is a multiset of integral hyperplanes
and m : A — N is a multiplicity function. Let us call these objects partitioned
integral multiarrangements.

Let then (A, m) be a W-invariant partitioned integral arrangement such that
the underlying integral multiarrangement corresponds to X. Let Hy,...,Hy be
the hyperplanes in A and let my = m(Hg), k¥ = 1,...,d. The collection N' =
{tmywr; k = 1,...,d}, where +wj, are primitive normals to the hyperplanes Hy,
is also W-invariant and we obtain a group homomorphism ¢ : W — W, where
Wy =~ (Z3)? x X4 is the Weyl group of Sp,,(C) acting in the obvious way on N
Let o : A — N be a section of the natural projection. It gives us a Z-linear map
a: 7% — X,(T) via a(ey) = a(H},) which we can use (as explained in the previous
subsection) to construct the variety X as a symplectic quotient. The isomorphism
type of X does not depend on the choice of the section « (any two sections differ
by an element v € (Z3)? C Wy). We observe that the map a : Z¢ — X, (T) is
W-equivariant, i.e. w.a(s) = a(¢(w).s) for all w € W and s € C4.

Let Wy ~ Z4 x £, be the Tits group of W [67]. Tt is a nontrivial extension

(5.7) 1— (Zg)d s Wy — Wy — 1,
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and it can be realised as a subgroup of the normaliser Ny of the maximal torus
T? in Sp,,(C) as follows: the normal subgroup X4 acts by permutations of the
d C%factors, while the j-th generator of (Z,)? acts on the j-th copy of C? as
(u,v) — (—v,u) and as the identity on all other factors. The extension class
[ca] € H?(Wg4; (Z2)?) of (5.7) is also the extension class of

1— T4 — Ny — Wy — 1,

under the diagonal embedding (Z3)? < T¢. Let I'y(m) C T denote the image of
(Z3)* under the homomorphism «a. It depends only on the partition function m,
and not on a. The cohomology class a o (¢*[cq]) € H*(W;T'2(m)) determines a
group extension

(5.8) 1—Ty(m) — W — W — 1,

as well as
1—T—F—W —1.

The group E is isomorphic to E =T X, () W.

Proposition 5.11. The group W acts symplectically on X, and the action of
T extends to a Hamiltonian action of the group E. If a,a’ are two sections of
N — A, then the corresponding groups W and W' are isomorphic and there exists
an automorphism ¢ : X — X intertwining the respective actions.

Proof. The cohomology class ¢*[cq] € H?(W; (Z2)?) defines an extension
(5.9) 1— (Zo)t — W L w — 1,
together with a homomorphism (;3 : W — Wy. We let W acts on C2¢ x T*T by

- (0, 21) = (9(@) - (u,0),p(a) - 2,p(®) - )

for all & € W, (u,v) € C2 z € h* and t € T. This action is symplectic and
it normalises the action of 7%, since Wy C Ny and the map « is W-equivariant.
Furthermore, we claim that the action of W on C2¢ x T*T preserves the level set
(5.1) of the moment map for the action of 7% on C?¢ x T*T. Indeed, the map
v: C?* — C9 defined by v(u,v) = (u1vy,...,uqvq) satisfies v o = w o v for all
W € Wy with image w € W,. We conclude that the group W acts on the symplectic
quotient X. This action factors through the homomorphism W — W induced by
a. The group E = T X, (m) W acts then as well. The second statement follows
from the fact that there is an element v € (Z2)¢ such that o/ = vya. O

Example 5.12. Let X be the hypertoric variety associated with the hyperplanes
with normals given by the positive roots of sl3(C) and zero scalars, i.e. we have
three hyperplanes defined by

H; ={(21,22,23) € C% 2z; — 2 = 0}

for (ijk) a cyclic permutation of (123). The map « : C* — C? is (t1,t2,t3)
(tltgl,tgtfl,t;;t;l). In particular, note that (—1,—1,—1) lies in the kernel of a.
On the other hand, the group homomorphism ¢ from W = X3 to W3 is the one given
by the representation of W on A2C3, where C? is the standard representation of X3
given by permutation matrices. In other words, if W = (s1, s2; 7 = s3 = (s152)% =
1) then the action of the generators is given by s1(z1, 22, 23) = (—21, —23, —22) and
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s9(21, 20, 23) = (—z3,—22,—21). The extension W can then be taken the group
generated by 31, 52, where 3; acts on (C2)? as

51(u1, v1,u2,v2,u3,v3) = (—v1,u1, —v3, Uz, —V2,U3),

and similarly for 5. One checks that 3 = 32 = (5132)? = (-1,—1,—1) € (C*)?
and one deduces from this that ¢*[cocg] € H*(W;T) is trivial while ¢*[c,] is not.

We can compute an explicit 2-cocycle representing the cohomology class a o
(¢*[ca)) € H*(W;T) as follows. Identify A with {1,...,d} and write a; for
a(i). Let w € W and consider the transformation of Clz¢; £ € X*(T')] given by
Te > Gy (§)Tw.e for some nonzero scalars a,,(£). Equations (5.4) imply that this
transformation (together with z — w.z on h*) induces a transformation of C[X] if
and only if the functions a,, : X*(T") — C* satisfy the relations:

(5:10)  au(©)au(€)) = au(€ +¢)(~1)Fiem oewetonu)s—lamnctud)s),

where I, = {i;w.a; = —a,;)}. A particular solution of these equations is given
by
(5.11) aw(§) = (—1)*© where dy,(¢) =Y (i, w.&).

€1y

Let us then define a transformation @ acting on C[X], and hence on X, by w(z) =
w.z, W(ze) = (—1)%Ex, ¢. A computation shows that

(5.12)  wywewy oyt = (=1)Wrw2) - where d(wi,ws) = > k-
k€wi (Tuy )N T

Thus c(wy,ws) = (—1)4®12) is a cocycle in Z2(W;T'y(m)) which determines the
extension (5.8). The same argument as in the proof of Proposition 5.10 shows that
the image of c(wy,ws) in H2(W;T) does not depend on the choice of a partition
of the multiplicity function m. It also does not depend on the choice of primitive
normals to the hyperplanes in the multiarrangements, i.e. it depends only on the
integral multiarrangement (A, m).

Definition 5.13. Let (A, m) be a W-invariant integral multiarrangement in X, (7).
We denote by ¢(A,m) € H?(T; W) the cohomology class a o (¢*[c4]) = ¢*[a o cq),
where a(e) = m(Hy)wy and wy, is an arbitrary choice of a primitive normal to Hy,
kE=1,...,d

Remark 5.14. The obstruction ¢ is additive on the monoid of W-invariant inte-
gral multiarrangements. Moreover, ¢(.A,m) does not depend on the scalars A.
In particular, ¢(A,m) = ¢(A°, m°) where ¢(A°, m°) is the corresponding central
arrangement obtained by setting all Ay to 0, and the multiplicity m®(H) of a hy-
perplane given by (a, z) = 0 is the sum of multiplicities of hyperplanes in A given
by (o, z) = Ag for some .

Corollary 5.15. A hypertoric variety is W-invariant if and only if its integral
multiarrangement (A, m) is W-invariant and ¢(A, m) is trivial. O

Remark 5.16. The definition of a W-hypertoric variety X means that the semidirect
product T'x W acts on X. Any splitting of T'x W — W defines an action of W on
X. By definition, we always choose the action given by the splitting w — (1, w),
i.e. by the trivial element of H'(W;T). The latter group is trivial for many, but
not all, maximal tori of simple algebraic groups [34].
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Remark 5.17. Observe that X is strongly W-invariant, i.e. there is a W-invariant
choice of primitive normals wy to the hyperplanes Hy, k = 1,...,d, if and only if
¢(W) lies in a subgroup conjugate to X4 <« Wy. This implies that ¢*[cg] = 1. On
the other hand, if ¢*[c4] = 1, then X is W-invariant, and it is strongly W-invariant
if and only if the symplectic representation C2? of W is of the form V @ V* with
V' a d-dimensional representation of W.

Remark 5.18. We have observed in Remark 5.3 that a general hypertoric variety
X can be obtained as a finite quotient of the product of T*T" and X, where X
is a hypertoric variety with structure torus Ty ~ 7%/ Ker a and the cocharacters
spanning Lie(Tp). In the W-setting, the argument works only if the homomorphism
a:T% — T is W-equivariant, i.e. if X is strongly W-invariant. In this case, W acts
by reflections on h = b’ @ bhg, §’ and hy. This means that W = W’ x Wy with W’
acting trivially on Ty and Wy acting trivially on T".

Remark 5.19. W-invariant hypertoric varieties with structure torus 7" form a sub-
monoid of the full monoid of hypertoric varieties defined in Remark 5.7. Similarly,
strongly W-invariant hypertoric varieties with structure torus 7' form a subsub-
monoid.

The explicit formula (5.12) for the cocycle c(w,ws) gives immediately the fol-
lowing simple sufficient conditions for the vanishing of the obstruction:

Proposition 5.20. Let (A, m) be a W-invariant arrangement such that for any
we W, Ly =0o0r L, ={l,....d}, and 3, cyar € 2X.(T). Then ¢(A,m)
vanishes.

Proof. The assumptions imply that c¢(wy,ws) = 1. O

Ezample 5.21. Let T be the maximal torus of GLy(C) and let X be the hypertoric
variety determined by a single cocharacter (N, —N) with N odd. Equations (5.4)
imply that X is a subvariety of h x C* with coordinates z1, 22, 21,0,20,1,%1,1,T—1,-1
given by equations

21,0701 = (N21 — N2o)Nay 1, xi12-1-1 = 1.
If weset 2= Nz — Nzg, w= Nz1 + Nzp, x =210, Yy = %0,1, t = 21,1, then
(5.13) X ={(z,w,z,y,t) € C* x C*; zy = 2Vt}.
It is a W-invariant hypertoric variety, with W = Zs acting via
(vaazvyvt) — (7szay7x7 7t)7
which does not satisfy the assumption in Proposition 5.20.

The simplest example of a hypertoric variety with an action of a non-trivial
extension of W of W are A, or_1-surfaces of the form zy = 2™ Hf:l(z2 - 7)
with m odd. In this case the involution z — —z that preserves the collection
{0,+/71,..., %/} can only be lifted to the Z4-action on X generated by (z,y, z) —
(—y,x,—z). This 2-dimensional example implies necessary conditions for the van-
ishing of ¢*[aocy] € H?(W;T). Indeed, if W acts on the hypertoric variety X, then
the Zs-subgroup generated by a reflection sg associated with a root 6 of the Lie

group G must act on the symplectic quotient of X by the corank 1 torus with
Lie algebra kerf. One can show that this symplectic quotient is an A _j-surface
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with k = d(0, X*(T))~*tr 0. Here d(0, X*(T)) is the divisibility of € in the character

lattice of T" and .

tr(0) = Z 0, ;).
i=1
Hence the vanishing of ¢*[« o ¢4] implies the divisibility constraint

(5.14) d(9, x*(T)) " 'tr 6 € 27,

for every root 6 of Gy . The following example shows that in general these neces-
sary conditions are not sufficient for the vanishing of ¢*[a o ¢4].

Ezample 5.22. Consider the product X = C?/Z,, x C?/Z,, with structure torus
T = C* x C*, which we view as the maximal torus of SO4(C). The weight lattice
is simply the standard lattice Z? C C2, and X is determined by the cocharacters
a; = (m,0) and ag = (0,m). The action of the Weyl group W = Zy x Zy on C?
is generated by the reflections s : (21, 22) — (22, 21) and ss = —s;. Note that the
remaining non-trivial element s;s5 = sps1 = —1 of W is an involution but is not a
reflection. The normals to the reflection hyperplanes (the coroots) can be taken to
be vg, = (1,—-1) and vy, = (1,1), with corresponding roots 6; : (21, 22) — 21 — 22
and 0 : (21,22) — 21 + z2. Note that 01,602,v9, and vy, are all primitive so the
maximal torus of Gy, is T. The necessary divisibility conditions are

tr; =m—m =0, trfo =m+ m = 2m

are satisfied and yet the involution sys2 = s9s7 can be lifted to an involution of X
only if m is even.

5.1.1. Strongly W -invariant vs. W -invariant. At the beginning of the subsection
we have defined strongly W-invariant hypertoric varieties as those which can be ob-
tained via a W-equivariant symplectic quotient. It is therefore, apriori, a property
of a particular symplectic quotient realisation and not of the integral multiarrange-
ment of the hypertoric variety.

Let us call a W-invariant integral multiarrangement (A, m) in h* orientable, if
there exists a W-equivariant choice of primitive normals to hyperplanes in .A. Thus
hypertoric varieties with an orientable multiarrangement are strongly W-invariant,
but the converse is not necessarily true. In order to understand the difference, let us
call an integral hyperplane H in h* self-dual if there exists an element w € W which
takes a normal of H to its negative. Clearly, self-dual hyperplanes in a W-invariant
integral multiarrangement (A, m) form a W-invariant subarrangement, which we
call the self-dual part of (A, m).

Lemma 5.23. The complement (A',m’) of the self-dual part of a W-invariant
multiarrangement (A, m) is orientable.

Proof. Let (B,n) be a W-orbit in (A’,m’). Choose a hyperplane Hy € B and its
primitive normal wy. For any other hyperplane H € B which is equal to w.Hy for
some w € W, choose its normal to be w.wy. This is independent of w, since if
W.Hy = w.Hy and W.wy = —w.wp, then (w™1).wg = —wo, i.e. Hy is self-dual. [

Remark 5.24. If the longest element wy of W acts as —1 on b, then every integral
hyperplane is self-dual. This is the case for maximal tori of all simple algebraic
groups except A, (n > 1), Da,11, and Fg.

Let us also adopt the following terminology:
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Definition 5.25. Let (A, m) be a W-invariant integral multiarrangement. The di-
mension of W-invariant deformations (obtained by translations of individual hy-
perplanes) of (A, m) can be at most Z;Zl m;, where s is the number of W-orbits
in A and m; = m(H) for any H in the j-th orbit. We shall say that (A, m)
has unobstructed W -invariant deformations if the actual dimension of the space of
W-invariant deformations is equal to this maximal possible dimension.

Remark 5.26. Deformations (as affine T'x W-Hamiltonian varieties) of a W-invariant
hypertoric variety X given by a W-invariant integral multiarrangement (A, m)
correspond exactly to W-invariant deformations of (A, m) (since the obstruction
#(A, m) does not depend on the scalars Ag).

Observe now that self-dual hyperplanes in A which do not pass through the
origin come in pairs +{w, z) = A # 0 of equal multiplicity. Therefore such an H
contributes an even multiplicity to the corresponding central arrangement (A°, m®).
Conversely, if W-invariant deformations of a central arrangement (A°, m°) are un-
obstructed, then every self-dual hyperplane in A° has even multiplicity. Examples
5.12 and 5.21 provide examples of arrangements not satisfying this condition. We
have the following characterisation of multiarrangements of strongly W-invariant
hypertoric varieties.

Proposition 5.27. A W -invariant hypertoric variety X with integral multiarrange-
ment (A, m) is strongly W -invariant if and only if every self-dual hyperplane H € A
passing through the origin has even multiplicity.

Proof. Deformations of strongly W-invariant varieties are clearly unobstructed.
The discussion above shows that the multiarrangement of such a variety satisfies
the condition in the statement. Conversely, suppose that the condition in the state-
ment holds. Decompose (A, m) into (Ag, m)® (A1, m) where A consists of self-dual
hyperplanes passing through the origin, and A; is its complement. Lemma 5.23
and the above discussion show that A; is orientable. On the other hand, the par-
titioned multiarrangement (Ag, m/2,m/2) is also orientable. Hence X is strongly
W -invariant. ]

Remark 5.28. It follows that strongly W-invariant hypertoric varieties are precisely
those with unobstructed W-invariant deformations.

Remark 5.29. The condition in the last proposition implies that the functions a,, :
X*(T) — C*, defined in (5.11) are identically 1, and therefore the action of W on
the coordinate ring C[X] of such a hypertoric variety is given simply by w.xz¢ = 2y ¢,
& € X*(T). Presumably the converse is also true.

6. W-HILBERT SCHEMES OF STRONGLY INVARIANT HYPERTORIC VARIETIES

Let X be a strongly W-invariant hypertoric variety. We fix a W-invariant scalar
product on Im b, where ) = Lie(T"), and use the resulting Hermitian inner product
on b to identify h with b*. Thus X is a symplectic quotient of C2¢ x T'x h by T¢ =
(C*)?, where T acts on T via a W-equivariant homomorphism « : Z¢ — X, (T).
The moment map on X is now a W-equivariant map u: X — b.

We begin by investigating the equivariant Hilbert scheme of C?¢ x T x . We
denote by P the product C2¢ x T and by p : P x h — b the projection onto the
second factor. Let p : C** — C? be the map

(6.1) ((ua)iy, (va)iey) — ((uive)iy),
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and denote by the same letter maps C2¢xh — C?xh, P — C%, and Pxh — CIxh
defined as the identity on h and the composition of p with natural projections on
the first factor.

According to the description in §2, W-Hilb, (P x b) fibres over /W with fibre
over ¢ € h/W equal to the scheme Mor(D,, P)"V of equivariant morphisms from
the O-dimensional subscheme D. of h (corresponding to ¢) to P. We have an
analogous description of W-Hilb, (C? x ). For every ¢ € h/W we have a morphism
Mor(D.., P)" — Mor(D,.,C*)" between the corresponding fibres over c, given by
composing a morphism D, — P with the map p: P — C%.

Let a; = a(e;) € Xu(T), i = 1,...,d, be the cocharacters determining the
homomorphism « : T% — T. We decompose the set {a;;i = 1,...,d} into orbits
of W. Let {1,...,d} =J;,_; I, be the corresponding decomposition of the set of
indices, and set d,,, = |I,|, m = 1,...,s. We obtain a corresponding decomposition
C ~ @D, ._, Em, where E,, = (e;;i € I,,). For every m = 1,...,s we consider
the W-equivariant linear map’ L., : h — E,, given by L,,(z) = Yier, (2 qi)es
It induces a morphism ¢, : h/W — E,,/%4, and, for every ¢ € h/W, a ring
homomorphism from the ring R, () of ¥4, -coinvariants to the ring R. of W-
coinvariants. We have:

Lemma 6.1. Suppose that the vectors ay;, i = 1,...,d, form a single orbit of W.
Then the map L : h — C¢, L(z) = Zf:1<z,ai>ei induces an isomorphism

HOIH(C((C[Ul, ce ,ud], RL(C))Zd — HOIIl((;((C[’U,l7 e ,ud}, RC)W
for every c € h/W.
Proof. For any ¢ € C*/W, an element U of Homg¢ (Clul, RL(C))Zd is given by

d—1
_ J i
u; = E a;¢, i=1,...,d.
j=0

The image of U in Homc(Clu], R.)" is given by substituting (z, ;) for (;, i =
1,...,d. Thus the kernel of the map is nonzero if and only if there exists a poly-
nomial p(¢) of degree d — 1 in one variable such that p({z,a;)) =0fori=1,...,d
and every z. This means that there exist i; # iy with a;, = oy, which contradicts
the assumption. Therefore our map has trivial kernel, and since both vector spaces
have dimension d, it is an isomorphism. O

It follows, as in Example 2.17, that in this case:
W-Hilbr (C? x ) = {(c, A) € b/W x gly(C); [A, S,(] = 0},

where S,y is the element of the Slodowy slice 4, (c) corresponding to «(c). Sim-
ilarly,

W-Hilb(T* x ) ~ {(c,7) € b/W x GLa(C); ¥Sye)y™" = Su(e)}-

In the general case, let us write:

gl(d, W) = P ol(Em), GL(d, W)= [] GL(Ew), ¢ =D tm : b/W — gl(d, W).
m=1 m=1 s=1

7 @2, _, Lm is the natural map h* — (C%)*.
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Then:
(6.2) W-Hilb,(C? x h) =~ {(c, A) € b/W x gl(d, W); [A, S,(»)] = 0}

Let A1,..., g be the scalars used to define the hypertoric variety X and let Z)
be the level set (5.1) of the moment map for the T%-action on Y = C2¢ x T x h.
Observe that the matrix A = diag(A1, ..., Aq), where Ay are the scalars defining the
hypertoric variety X, belongs to the centre of gl(d, W).

Recall from Example 4.1 that 7, = W-Hilb,(T x b) is isomorphic to the
universal centraliser in the reductive group Gy associated to (T, W). We easily
deduce the following description of the relevant transverse W-Hilbert schemes:

Proposition 6.2. (i) W-Hilb,(C?? x b) is canonically isomorphic to the va-
riety {(Cv A, B) € b/W X g[(dv W)Z; [Av SL(C)} = [37 SL(C)} = 0}7
(ii) The morphism p: W-Hilb,(C?? x h) — W-Hilb,(C% x b) induced by (6.1)
is given by p(c, A, B) = (¢, AB);
(iii) W-Hilb,(h x T%) ~ {(c,7) € /W x GL(d, W); vS,y7 "' = Su(e) }-
(iv) W-Hilb, (P X §) ~ Tyw X W-Hilb,, (€2 x b);
(v) W-Hilb,(Zy) ~ {(c, g, A, B) € W-Hilb,(P x b); AB+ A= S,}. O

Lemma 6.3. The induced morphism p : W-Hilb,,(C?? x ) — W-Hilb,(C? x )
is faithfully flat.

Proof. Since both schemes are regular (which follows either from the above descrip-
tions or from Proposition 2.13), it is enough to show that p is equidimensional and
surjective. Let (c,C) € W-Hilb-(C? x b), i.e. [C,S,()] =0 (cf. (6.2)). The fibre of
p consists of (A, B) € gl(d, W)? such that A, B commute with S,y and AB = C.
The surjectivity of p follows immediately (A = C, B = Id). We need to show
that, for a fixed C' commuting with S,), the variety of pairs (A, B) of matrices
commuting with S, ) and satisfying AB = C has dimension d. Without loss of
generality we may assume that there is only one W-orbit of the cocharacters «;.
In this case S, () is a regular element of gl;(C). Since the action of C* given by
p-(A,B,C) = (pA, pB, p>C) preserves the equation AB = C and maps any C' to
an arbitrarily small (in the analytic category) neighbourhood of 0, the semiconti-
nuity theorem implies that it is enough to show that the variety of pairs (A, B) of
matrices commuting with S, ) and satisfying AB = 0 has dimension d. We can
identify A and B with elements a(x),b(z) of C[z]/(z?). We are therefore asking
about the dimension of the variety of pairs (a(z),b(x)) of polynomials of degree at
most d — 1 such that x¢|a(x)b(x). The irreducible components of this variety are
given by a(z) = a/(z)z¢, b(x) = b'(x)x, where e + f = d. Every such component
is an affine space of dimension d. ([
Corollary 6.4. The morphism p: W-Hilb, (P xh) — W-Hilb,(C?x¥) is faithfully
flat.

Proof. The above lemma and part (iv) of Proposition 6.2 imply that the morphism
W-Hilb, (P x h) = Tr.w xg/w W-Hilb,(C? x ) is faithfully flat. The morphism
Trw Xow W- Hilb,, (C? x ) — W-Hilb,(C? x h) is a surjective equidimensional
morphism between regular varieties. O

Let Q denote the GIT quotient P/ T4 and p : P — Q the natural projection. We
continue denoting by u denote the projection from Qxh — h onto the second factor.
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The ring C[Q] = (C[’P]Td has been described at the beginning of §5. It is generated
by z¢, £ € X*(T), and by u;v;, ¢ = 1,...,d, with relations (5.4). In particular, there
are no relations between the w;v;, and, consequently, there is a surjective morphism
7 : @ — C? given by the embedding Clujvy, ..., uqv4] <= C[Q]. We denote also by
7 the morphism 7 x Id: @ x h — C? x b.

Proposition 6.5. W-Hilb, (P x ) is isomorphic to the fibre product
W-Hilb,, (P x ) —— W-Hilb,(C2 x b)

i J

W-Hilb, (Q x h) —=— W-Hilb, (C% x ).

Proof. Consider the fibres of W-Hilb, (P x ) and of W-Hilb,(Qxb) over c € h/W.
They are isomorphic, respectively, to Mor(D,, P)"Y and Mor(D,., Q)". Given the
description of C[Q] = (C[P]Td in §5, we conclude that the weight decomposition of
C[P] is given by
d
C[P] = @ II(m)C[Q], where II(m) = 1_[ul(-n”)ﬁjw”)*7

1
mezd i=1

with the addition and multiplication compatible with this decomposition. If m,m’ €
74, then

d
I(m)I(m') = T(m +m") H(uivi)li,where li = (my)y + (m) L — (m; +m}),.
i=1

Let ¢ : D, — Q be a W-equivariant morphism, with the corresponding ring
homomorphism ¢* : C[Q] — R., R. = C[D.]. It follows that ©f = @F o p if
and only if @* : C[P] — R, satisfies ¢*|ciq] = ¢* and & (u;)@* (vi) = ¥ (uiv;),
i =1,...,d. This means that the fibre of p over ¢ is exactly the fibre of p over
o . ]

Corollary 6.6. The morphisms p : W-Hilb,(P x h) — W-Hilb,(Q x b) and
7: W-Hilb,(Q x h) — W-Hilb,(C? x b) are faithfully flat.

Proof. Since p is faithfully flat (Lemma 6.3), so is p. The composition 7 o p is

equal to p : W-Hilb, (P x h) — W-Hilb, (C? x b), which is faithfully flat, owing to
Corollary 6.4. Since p is faithfully flat, so is 7. (I

Corollary 6.7. Let i : X — b be a strongly W -invariant hypertoric variety. Then
f: W-Hilb, (X) — b/W is faithfully flat.
Proof. We clearly have X = bh X cayy) (Q X h), where the map b — C? x b is

d
z— (Z((z,o@ei = Xi)s z)
i=1
Since the functor W-Hilb commutes with base change [14], the same is true for
W-Hilb,,. This, together with the functoriality of W-Hilb, (Remark 2.9), shows
that W-Hilb,(X) = b/W Xy _miw, (cixp) W-Hilb,(Q x ). Since faithful flatness
is preserved by base change, the claim follows. (I
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Corollary 6.8. Hilb} (X) = W-Hilb, (X).

Proof. The previous corollary implies that § € C[h]" does not divide zero in
C[W-Hilb,(X)]. O

6.1. A presymplectic quotient description. Let us return to the description
of W-Hilb,(C?? x T x h) given in Proposition 6.2(iv). Recall that the univer-
sal centraliser Trw = {(c,9) € §/W x Grw; adg(S:) = S.} has a natural sym-
plectic form wy = (dgg™' A d(Ady(Sc))) [4]. We obtain a natural closed 2-form
w = wp + trdA A dB on W-Hilb,(C* x T x §). The homomorphism « : 7% — T
induces a homomorphism a : 7¢ — T, = W-Hilb,(T x bh), where T =
W-Hilb, (T x ) has been described in Proposition 6.2(iii). The group scheme
T2 acts on W-Hilb,(C* x T x h) via (c,g, 4, B) + (c,a(y)g,vA,7 1B), and
hence it preserves the form w. The form w is not nondegenerate everywhere (this
is easily checked for d = 2), but we can nevertheless hope that a presymplectic quo-
tient of W-Hilb,(Y) by 7,4 exists - see [15] for an introduction to presymplectic
manifolds and quotients. We compute the moment map. The group GL(d, W) is
the product of GL(F,,), and it is enough to compute the moment map in the case
s = 1, i.e. when the vectors a; form a single W-orbit. We can identify Lie(7.2) with
h/W x C? and view the action of T¢ as the fibrewise action of the additive group
Ce If a = (ag,...,aq—1) € C%, then

a.(c,g,A, B) = (c,a(p)g, p~' A, pB), where p = exp(— i) ;S ,))-

We easily compute the moment map with respect to the form w = wg +trdA A dB
as
ple,g, A, B) = (tr(AB) —tr S, (), 7tr(SLd(z)lAB) —tr Sfl(c)).
Hence the level set equation p(c, g, A, B) = (=X, —A, ..., =) is equivalent to AB +
A =8, (cf. Example 4.1). The same holds now for any number s of W-orbits.
We now want to consider the presymplectic quotient of W- Hilbu((Cw xT x h) by

T4. There are actually two such quotients, depending on the order of operations:
(i) H"(X) = SpecC[W-Hilb,(2,)] ™
(ii) the subscheme HW(X) of Spec C[W-Hilb,(C?*? x T x f))]TVF‘I/ defined by
equations D + A = §,(.), where the entries of D = AB are viewed as
T.d-invariant functions on W-Hilb, (C2¢ x T x b).
Apriori, these schemes could be nonnoetherian.
Theorem 6.9. For any strongly W -invariant hypertoric variety X the presym-
plectic quotient HW (X)) is canonically isomorphic to W-Hilb,(X). If none of the
defining hyperplanes Hy, k =1,...,d, is contained in the union Ach of reflection
hyperplanes, then HY (X) is also isomorphic to W-Hilb,,(X).

Proof. We shall apply Proposition 4.7. For the first statement let h = H?Zl V; Wy

Corollary 6.6 implies that (J,h) is a regular sequence in W-Hilb, (Q x §). For the
second statement let h = HZ:1 ({ak, z) — Ag). Corollary 6.4 guarantees that (4, h)
is regular in W-Hilb,(Zx) = Hilb), (Zy). O
Ezample 6.10. Let X be the A;-singularity zy = z? so that Z,-Hilb,(X) is the
D,-singularity (Example 2.15). The variety Zo- Hilb,(Zy) is isomorphic to

{(c,g,A,B) € CxSLy(C)x (Matgﬁg((C)); lg,5:] =1[4,5.] =[B,S:] =0, AB = SC}.
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If we write A = ag + a1S. and B = bg + b1.S., then the equation AB + S, implies

that apbg + a1bic = 0, i.e. clagbp. This means that if we write E = ey + €15,

where E = g’l(ABadj), then eq is divisible by ¢ in C[ZQ' Hilb#(Zo)]. Therefore
2 .

the entries of £ do not generate C[Z- Hilb,,(Z)] "2 and hence H7% (X) # H”(X)

in this case. In fact, H%*(X) is a D; surface.

We know from §4 that the transverse Hilbert scheme HileV(X ) = W-Hilb,(X)
admits an action of the abelian group scheme 77 ~ W-Hilb, (T x h). We deduce
the following decomposition result:

Corollary 6.11. Let X be a strongly W -invariant hypertoric variety X given as
a symplectic quotient of C2¢ x T x b by T? = (C*)?, where T acts on T via
a W-equivariant homomorphism o : Z% — X.(T). Let Z¢ = @; _, Z% be the

m=1
decomposition into W-orbits and write, correspondingly, o = @;,_,a"™. For each
m=1,...,s, let X,, be the strongly W -invariant hypertoric variety obtained from

the homomorphism ™. Then
C[W-Hilb,(X)] ~ C[W-Hilb, (X1) Xy /w - Xp/w W—Hilbu(XS)]T",
where

To={(m1,...,7) € Toow Xoyw X -+ Xpyw Toow; T1---Ts = 1}

In other words, if X is a symplectic quotient of ]’ _; X, by {(t1,...,ts) €
T%; ][ tm = 1}, then W-Hilb, (X) is the quotient of the fibred product of transverse
W-Hilbert schemes of X;,..., X, by 7.

Proof. According to Theorem 6.9,
CHILY (X,,)] = C[W-Hilb, (C** x T x §)]W" /I,s, m=1,...,s,

where the ideal I,, is generated by 7, w-invariant functions. Let us write H,, =
Spec C[W-Hilb,, (C*m x T x b)]T‘gfm. Owing to Proposition 6.2(ii), we have:

W-Hilb,, (C*™ x T x h) =~ Tr.w Xy W-Hilb, (C** x ).

Since the actions 7., and 7% commute, we conclude, after applying Corollary
4.9, that

C[W-Hilb,,(C* x T x b)]TW ~ C[Hy Xy w - Xy ju Hs|™

The claim follows since the ideal I of W-Hilb,(X) in C[W-Hilb, (C?? x T x h)]TV{ff
as well as the ideals I,,,, m = 1,...,s, are generated by 7 -invariant functions,
and hence:

~
I~ (L @cpw -~ Ocpyw L) -
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6.2. Normality of Hilb) (X). We shall now prove that Hilb,)' (X) = W- Hilb,(X)
is a normal variety. We use the following idea of Braverman, Finkelberg, and
Nakajima [17, Lemma 6.13]: to prove the normality of an affine scheme Y it is
enough to find an open normal subset U with codim(Y'\U) > 2 and such that any
regular function on U extends to Y. We combine this with the fact (Propositions
3.4 and 3.6) that the morphisms

HilbY (X)” — HilbY (X) — X/W

are transverse blow-ups.
Let F' € h/W be a subscheme of V() C h/W of codimension > 1 in V(J). Let
M = Hilb)) (X) and M* = g~ ((h/W)\F).

Theorem 6.12. The subset M\M® has codimension at least 2 and the embedding
j:M® — M induces an isomorphism Op;r — jOppe.

Proof. Corollary 6.7 implies that codim(M\M?®) > 2. The same is then true for
the corresponding subset M*® of the normalisation M of M and, consequently, the
second statement holds for M. On the other hand, since M is normal away from
V(6), M is a transverse blow up of M (Proposition 3.4), and the second statement
is also true for M, owing to Proposition 3.5. O

Theorem 6.13. Let X be a strongly W -invariant hypertoric variety. Then HileV(X)
is a normal affine variety.

Proof. Integrality of HileV (X) follows from the integrality X. The previous theo-
rem and the remark at the beginning of this subsection imply that it is enough to
prove the normality of an open subset U of HileV (X) of the form = ((h/W)\F)
where F' is a closed subset of V'(§) of codimension 1. We choose F' to be the image
of F C h consisting of

1) intersections of two or more reflection hyperplanes;

2) transverse intersections of reflection hyperplanes with one of the hyper-

planes H, = {z € b; (o, 2) = A}, k=1,...,d.

Let x be a point of U. If i(x) & V(d), then a neighbourhood of x is isomorphic to
a corresponding neighborhood in X (cf. Proposition 2.18) and hence it is normal.
The other possibility is i(x) lying on the image of exactly one reflection hyperplane.
In this case, given Proposition 2.18, we need to prove the normality of Hilbf2 (X)
for Zo-invariant hypertoric varieties such that all defining Hy = {z € b;{ay, 2) =
Ae}, B = 1,...,d, coincide with the hyperplane fixed by Zs. In particular, all
scalars A; are equal to 0. The reductive group G = Grz,, associated to T" with a
linear Z, action in Example 4.1, has semisimple rank 1, and hence is isomorphic to
SLy(C) x (C*)"~1 or to GLy(C) x (C*)"~2 (cf. the proof of Theorem 4.4). Therefore
the torus T splits as Ty x (C*)"~! or Ty x (C*)"~2, where Ty (resp. T3) is the
maximal torus of SLy(C) (resp. of GL3(C)), and W = Zy acts trivially on the
second factor. The assumptions that the hyperplanes Hy, coincide with the reflection
hyperplane implies that the vectors ay, belong to Lie(T}) (resp. Lie(T»)), and hence
X is isomorphic to the product of a hypertoric variety Xy with structure torus 7y
(resp. Ty) and T(C*)"~! (resp. T(C*)"~2). The Weyl group Z, acts trivially on the
second factor and hence Hilbﬁ2 (X) ~ Hilb,Zi2 (Xo) xT(C*)*, s=r—lors=r—2.
Therefore it is enough to prove the normality of Hilb%f (Xo).
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In the case of 71, this follows from Example 2.15, after noting that X, in this
case must necessarily be the Ay _i-singularity with N even. It remains to consider
Zo-invariant hypertoric varieties with structure torus equal to the maximal torus of
GL2(C), and such that all the hyperplanes Hy = {2z € b; (o, 2) = M}, E=1,...,4d,
coincide with the reflection hyperplane. Hence, if we identify h with C? so that Z,
acts via (21, z2) — (22, 21) and X, (T) is the standard lattice Z x Z, then the vectors
ay are of the the form (mg, —myg), k = 1,...,d, and all scalars Ay are equal to
0. Observe that X is isomorphic to a hypertoric variety determined by the single
cocharacter o = (N,—N), N = Z?:l |m;| (and the corresponding scalar A equal
to 0). Since Xy is strongly W-invariant, N is even. Consider the exact sequence

63) 15T T -5T 51, T=TxC" ¢ts)=(t""sts),

where ' = Zs. The vector « belong to X, (T'), and hence, as observed in Remark
5.2, Xy is the quotient by I' of the hypertoric variety X, with structure torus 7T
and the same vector a. It follows that Xo is the product of the Ap _i-singularity
and of C x C*. The action of W = Zs lifts to an action on XO, in its standard way
on the Ay _1-singularity and trivially on the second factor C x C*. It follows that
Hilb? (Xo) is the product of the D1y y-singularity and C x C* and, since I" acts

freely on Xo, Hilbf2 (Xo) ~ Hilbﬁ2 (Xo)/T. We conclude that HilblZL2 (Xo) is normal
in this case. This finishes the proof of the theorem. O

The above proof yields also the following generalisation of a result of Teleman
[65, Theorem 6]:

Proposition 6.14. Let X be a strongly W -invariant hypertoric variety correspond-
ing to an integral multiarrangement {A,m}. Let (A’,m’) be the multiarrangement
obtained by adding to { A, m} all reflection hyperplanes with multiplicity two, and let
X' be the corresponding hypertoric variety. Then X' is also strongly W-invariant
hypertoric and HileV(X’) ~ X/W.

Proof. Both HﬂbZV(X ") and X/W are normal and equipped with morphisms ', i
to h/W. If we consider the same F' C h/W as in the above proof, then the codi-
mensions of complements of (i')~1(h/W\F), (1)~ 1(h/W\F) are equal to 2 and,
therefore, it is enough to show that the two varieties are isomorphic over h/W\F.
The above proof reduces this to the case when X is a Zs-invariant Ass_1-surface
given by the equation zy = p(z?). It follows that X’ is an Agy,i-surface with
equation zy = 2%p(z?). Both Hilb;ZL2 (X’) and X/Zs are then isomorphic to the
Dy, o-surface with equation a? — b%c = cp(c). O

Ezample 6.15. The product [],, X of n copies of an Aj-surface X (k > —1 with
A} =C xC* and Ay = C?) is a strongly ¥,-invariant hypertoric variety. Let
Y be the hypertoric variety obtained by adding all reflection hyperplanes z; = z;
with multiplicity 2 to the multiarrangement of [[, X. According to the above
proposition, Hile" (Y) ~ S™X. If we add instead the hyperplanes z; —z; = A # 0
for all ¢ # j, we shall obtain a (strongly) ¥, -invariant deformation Y) of Y, and
consequently a deformation Hilbf” (Y)) of S™(X). If X is regular, then Y}, is regular
for generic A [11, Thm. 3.2], and, consequently Hilbf" (Yy) is also regular. We
expect that Hilbf” (Y)) is isomorphic to the Hilbert scheme of n points on X with

respect to a generic complex structure of the hyperkahler structure of Hilb" (X).
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Remark 6.16. In the case of an arbitrary W-invariant hypertoric variety we do
not have a proof of the flatness of the induced morphism g : HileV (X) = /W,
and, consequently, we do not know whether the subscheme ji~!(F) in the proof of
Theorem 6.13 has codimension 2. If we assume this, however, then the remainder
of the proof goes through (i.e. we can still show that the open set U is normal) with
the following modification: in the case T' = T5 we cannot assume that N is even.
The variety X can be one of those in Example 5.21. The action of W on this X
is free, and therefore Hilbﬁ2 (Xo) is an open subscheme of Xo/W, hence normal.

6.3. Symplectic structure . A hypertoric variety X is symplectic in the sense of
Beauville [1], i.e. it has a symplectic form w on the smooth locus X*™, which extends
to a closed 2-form on any resolution of X. If X is W-invariant hypertoric, then
w is W-invariant, and hence w descends to a symplectic form @ on X°/W, where
X0 is the subset of X*™ on which W acts freely. The intersection of X°/W with
HileV(X ) is an open dense subset of the latter and the proof of Theorem 6.13 shows
that @ extends to the smooth part of the subset U defined there. If X is strongly W-
invariant or the codimension of the complement of U is at least 2, then HileV (X)
is normal (Remark 6.16) and @ extends to a symplectic form on the smooth locus of
HileV(X). In the terminology of Beauville [1], HileV (X) has a symplectic form, i.e.
a closed reflexive 2-form which is nondegenerate at smooth points. It follows that
HileV (X) is a Poisson variety. Moreover, the natural morphism HileV (X) = X/W
is Poisson, and Lemma 2.1 in [2] implies that Hilb}f/ (X) has symplectic singularities.

According to §4, the transverse W-Hilbert scheme HileV(X ) of a W-invariant
hypertoric variety X is equipped with a (generically free) action of the group scheme
Trw ~ W-Hilb (T x h*). If X is strongly W-invariant, hence Poisson, then this
action is Hamiltonian with moment map . In the category of affine Hamilton-
ian 77 -schemes, we can define the symplectic quotient of o : Y — bh/W as
Spec C[z~1(0)]77w (this is, apriori, different from the Poisson quotient equal to
f~1(0) on Spec C[X]Tr.w).

Corollary 6.11 implies:

Proposition 6.17. Transverse Hilbert schemes of strongly W -invariant hypertoric
varieties form an abelian monoid with product given by the symplectic quotient
by the anti-diagonal action of Trw. This monoid is isomorphic to the monoid
of integral multiarrangements in b ~ b* satisfying the condition of Proposition
5.27. |

Remark 6.18. If X is not strongly invariant, we can still view f as an abstract
moment map [44] for the action of 77 and form quotients. We expect that the
above proposition remains true for the monoid of W-invariant hypertoric varieties
and the corresponding monoid of integral multiarrangements in h ~ h* for which
the obstruction ¢(.A,m) (Definition 5.13) vanishes.

7. COULOMB BRANCHES AS W-HILBERT SCHEMES OF HYPERTORIC VARIETIES

As recalled in the introduction a Coulomb branch is a singular hyperkéahler space
which should arise as a branch of the moduli space of vacua in a 3-dimensional
quantum gauge theory with N' = 4 supersymmetries. Such a gauge theory is
associated to a compact connected Lie group and its quaternionic representation.
As in the introduction, we denote by K the Langlands dual of the gauge group. In
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the case when the quaternionic representation of KV is of the form V& V*, where V/
is a complex representation, Braverman, Finkelberg, and Nakajima [17] constructed
the Coulomb branches as Poisson affine varieties via the equivariant Borel-Moore
homology of certain moduli stack. We are now going to prove that these varieties
are either W-Hilbert schemes of hypertoric varieties, or Poisson quotients of such
W-Hilbert schemes by algebraic tori. In the next subsection we are also going to
discuss the case of an arbitrary quaternionic representation of KV.

Let G be a complex connected reductive Lie group and V a representation of
its Langlands dual GV. Let T,T" denote maximal tori, h,h" the corresponding
Cartan algebras, and W the Weyl group (of both G and GV). A character of
TV is a cocharacter of T. We can form a strongly W-invariant hypertoric variety
X(G,V) by taking all nonzero weights of the representation V' as the defining
vectors ay, € X, (T') with all scalars A\, equal to 0. We shall see that the transverse
W-Hilbert scheme HileV (X(G,V)) is the Coulomb branch associated to (G,V)
in most cases, but not in all. A counterexample is provided by G = SO3(C)
and V the standard 2-dimensional representation of G¥ = SLy(C). The above
hypertoric variety X (G, V) is then the A;-singularity, and HileV (X (G, V)) is the
Dy-singularity (cf. Example 2.15). The Coulomb branch Mc(GY,V) is, however,
the Dp-surface, see [17, Lemma 6.9].

The full answer is given by:

Theorem 7.1. Let G be a reductive algebraic group and V' a representation of its
Langlands dual GV. Decompose G as G = Gg X Hf\il SO, +1(C) with k; > 1 and
Gy having no direct SOgx1-factors.

Then V is also canonically a representation of the Langlands dual of G = G X
Hf\il SpinS;, 1 (C), and the Coulomb branch Mc(GY,V) is naturally isomorphic®
to the symplectic quotient’ of HileV (X(G,V)) by the centre (C*)N of the factor
[T.Z, Spingy, .1 (C).

The remainder of the subsection is devoted to a proof of this theorem.

The key to identifying Coulomb branches is Theorem 5.26 in [17]. We restate it
here in a form more aligned with our notation (in particular their G is our GV).
Let P be a collection of hyperplanes in h consisting of reflection hyperplanes of W
and of hyperplanes of the form («, z) = 0 for any nonzero weight of V' viewed as
a cocharacter of T. Let h® C § be the complement of all hyperplanes in P and h*®
the complement of the intersection of two or more hyperplanes in P. Braverman,
Finkelberg, and Nakajima prove that an affine scheme IT : M — bh/W is the
Coulomb branch associated to (G, V) provided:

(i) the natural embedding j : h*/W — b/W induces an isomorphism IT,Oxg —
§:IL.Opge, where M® =T171(h®/W);

(ii) Over h°/W M is isomorphic to (T x h°)/W;

(iii) For any h € h*\bh° there is a neighbourhood U of w(h) € h*/W and an
isomorphism between II7!(U) and a corresponding subset in the Coulomb
branch Mc(Zy,, V"), where Zj, is the centraliser of h in G¥ and V" C V is
the subspace of h-invariants. Moreover, this isomorphism restricts to the
one in (ii) over U NH°/W.

8As affine symplectic varieties.
9.e. the GIT-quotient »~1(0)/(C*)N, where v is the composition of /i : HileV (X(G, V) =
b’ /W and the projection h’ — Lie((C*)V).
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Consider now M = HileV(X(G, V), where X(G,V') has been defined above. It
satisfies (i) owing to Theorem 6.12. Condition (ii) is also satisfied, since over h°/W
HWY(X(G,V)) is isomorphic to X(G,V)/W. Finally, condition (iii) is satisfied
for all h € h*\bh° unless h belongs to a reflection hyperplane and Z;, ~ SLs(C) x
(C)r. This follows from the proof of Theorem 6.13 and from the description of
Mc(Zy, V) in [17] (Lemma 6.9 and the proof of Proposition 6.12). We therefore
have to investigate this remaining case. The first step is to determine groups
GV for which the centraliser of an h lying on a root hyperplane is isomorphic
to SL2(C) x (C)". Once again, [42, Prop. 3.2] (quoted above as Proposition 4.3)
provides an answer. It implies namely (with the notation from that proposition)
that the fundamental group of the centraliser Zy of a coroot vg in G = K is equal
to Zs if 0 is a short root in an SOag,1(C) factor, and to {1} otherwise. This follows
from the following well-known fact:

71((Z0, Z)) = (X.(T) N Kex(6)")/ (va).

Therefore Zy is isomorphic to PGLy(C) x (C*)" if and only if  is such a short root.
Consequently, the centraliser of a coroot h in GV is isomorphic to SLo(C) x (C)" if
and only if it is a short coroot of Sp,,, (C).

We are thus reduced to the case when G contains a direct SOgx41(C)-factor. Let
us write G = Gg x Hivzl SOak,+1(C), where G has no SOgj41(C)-factors. As ex-
plained in the introduction, we replace each SOgy, +1(C)-factor with Sping, ,,(C) =
Spingy, 41 (C) xz, C*, and denote the resulting group by G’. The Langlands dual of
Spingy, 1 (C) is the conformal symplectic group Spg;,(C) = Spyr(C) x,, C*. If w is
the symplectic form used to define Spy;,(C) C GLgy(C), then

Sp5(C) = {A € GL2x(C); 3X € C* Vv, w € C*F w(Av, Aw) = Aw(v,w)}.

Lemma 7.2. Any representation of Spyy(C) can be canonically lifted to a repre-
sentation of Sps;(C).

Proof. Let p : Spy,(C) — End(V) be an irreducible representation. If p(—1) =
Idy, then p is a representation of PSp,;(C), hence of Sps,(C). If p(—1) = —Idy,
then the representation of Spy,(C) x C* given by (g, A).v = Ap(g)v descends to a
representation of Sps;(C). O

The representation V of GV can be decomposed as a direct sum of representa-
tions of the form ®£\Lo Vi, where Vj is a representation of G and V;, i > 1, is a
representation of Spy,. ;(C). We can apply the above lemma to each factor V;,
i=1,...,N, and conclude that V is a representation of GV. We can therefore con-
sider the strongly W-invariant hypertoric variety X (é, V), and the claim follows
from [17, Prop. 3.18] applied to the short exact sequence

1G5 GY = ()N =1
of reductive groups. Theorem 7.1 has been proved.
Remark 7.3. Proposition 3.18 in [17] implies that we can use any lift of a represen-
tation of Sp,, (C) to a representation of Spg; (C) (i.e. tensor the canonical lift with a
character). In addition, in the case when the representation V of Sp,;, (C) is a lift of a

representation of PSp,;, (C), then M (Spy, (C), V) ~ HileV (X (Sping41(C),V))/Zs
[17, §3.vii.c] (or Remark 5.2).
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Remark 7.4. The same Proposition 3.18 in [17] implies that, instead of replacing
each direct factor SOz, 41(C) with Sping,. ,,(C), we can replace their product with

the quotient of C* x vazl Spiny,, . 1 (C) by the diagonal Z;. We obtain a new group
G and a W-invariant hypertoric variety HileV (X(G,V)), and Mc(GY,V) is its
symplectic quotient by a single C*.

7.1. Coulomb branches for general quaternionic representations. We now
consider an arbitrary quaternionic representation V of GV. The problem of defining
the corresponding Coulomb branch has been considered in [16] and in [66]. Our
Theorem 7.1 in the case V = V@ V™ can be used as a guide to give another definition
of the Coulomb branches in this general case, as we now explain.

Let X, (V) C X.(T) denote the set of nonzero weights of V. It is W-invariant and,
since V is self-dual, invariant under the involution a — —a. For every a € X, (V),
let d(«) be its divisibility in X, (T), i.e. & = d(a)w, where w is primitive in X, (T).
We define a W-invariant integral multiarrangement (A, m) of hyperplanes in h* as
follows:

e H c Aif and only if HX N X, (V) # 0, i.e. there exists a € X, (V) such that
H = {z(a,2) = 0};

e m(H)=1Y{d(a);a € H- N X, (V)}.

As areplacement for X (G, V'), we can then consider the hypertoric variety X (G, %V)
corresponding to this multiarrangement. In the case when X (G, V) is W-invariant
and G does not have direct SOg1(C)-factors, we define the Coulomb branch cor-
responding to V to be HileV (X(G,iV)).

In the case when G does have SOqy1(C)-factors, however, we cannot simply fol-
low the recipe of Theorem 7.1, since the lift of the representation V to a representa-
tion of G will, in general, no longer be quaternionic. Nonetheless, the construction
of Theorem 7.1 would still work if we could construct a W-invariantly hypertoric

variety X = X(G, V) with structure torus equal to the maximal torus of G (or
the group G of Remark 7.4), and such that X (G, %V) is the symplectic quotient of
X by the centre (C*)N of Hfil Sping;,, .1 (C). This is carried out in Appendix B for
a large class of representations, which is, however, strictly smaller than those with
W-invariant X (G, %V) We therefore propose the following alternative construction
of Coulomb branches in the case of SOgx1(C)-factors.

Let G = Gy x G', where Gy = Hf\il SO2k,;+1(C) and G’ has no direct SOzj41-
factors. The proof of Theorem 7.1 shows that the passage from HileV(X (G,V))
to HileV(X(G'7 V)) amounts to modifying local models of HileV(X(G7 V)) along
the images in h/W of reflection hyperplanes corresponding to short roots of Gy
(and only along those). These local models are products of Dy-singularities and
T*(C*)"~1 k> 1, and HileV(X(C;’, V') replaces the Dy-singularity with the Dj_1-
singularity (these are actually regular for & = 0,1). As shown in Example 3.9,
the passage from Dy to Di_; can be realised as a transverse blow-up of the Dj-
surface. Let now X (G, %V) be a W-invariant hypertoric variety corresponding to a
quaternionic representation V of G¥. Along the image fi(H) in /W of a reflection
hyperplane H corresponding to a short root of Gy (and away from the subset F
defined in the proof of Theorem 6.13), the local model HileV(X(G, 1V)) is again
the product of T*(C*)"~! and a Dj-singularity, ¥ > 1. The subscheme of the
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Dy-singularity, along which we have to blow it up in order to obtain the Dy_1-
singularity, defines a locally closed subscheme of (ji)~1(V (dg) \ F'), where &; is the
polynomial in C[h*]" describing the union of reflection hyperplanes corresponding
to short roots of Gy. Let Z° be the union of all these subschemes (there is one
for each i = 1,...,N)), and let Z be the scheme-theoretic closure of Z° in Ag =
(1)~ (V (80))-

We define the Coulomb branch for the pair (G, V) as the blow-up of HileV(X (G, 3V))
along Z transverse to Ag.

Comparison with alternative definitions will proceed via the same ideas, includ-
ing the ones from [17], behind Theorem 7.1, which imply that the spaces we defined
are uniquely determined amongst affine varieties with flat projection onto h*/W by
their structure over the usual open subset of §*/W. Since neither we nor [16, 66]
have established these properties, we have to postpone such a direct comparison to
the future.

Remark 7.5. The obstruction of Corollary 5.15 for X (G, V) to be W-invariant
becomes now a condition on the representation V. This obstruction vanishes in the
case of V.=V @ V*, since the arrangement (A, m) is then orientable. In [16] and in
[66] different types of obstructions have been defined in terms of the representation
V. In particular, the “anomaly cancellation” of [16, §4.1] can be shown to be
equivalent to condition (5.14) above. We note that the representation in Example
5.22 is not quaternionic for odd m, so we do not know if (5.14) is equivalent to the
vanishing of the extension class in Corollary 5.15 for quaternionic representations.
On the other hand, [16, Appendix B] describes the anomaly cancellation condition
in terms of the characteristic class w4(V) € H*(BGY;Zy). In [66, §5] Teleman
discusses how a slightly stronger condition on w4 (V) (which has to with gradings)
implies the vanishing of a class that should be identified with our extension class
in H?(W;T) associated to the hypertoric variety X.

There is one more thing to verify. We require the Coulomb branch to map
surjectively'® onto h/W. As observed in Remark 6.16 local models of HileV (X)
for a general W-invariant hypertoric variety can be isomorphic to the variety in
Example 5.21. In this example the action of W on X is free, and hence the induced
morphism /i : HileV(X ) = b/W is not surjective. We therefore need to show that

Example 5.21 cannot occur as a local model HileV(X (G, 3V)) if V is a quaternionic
representation of G. This follows from the following simple lemma:

Lemma 7.6. IfV is a quaternionic representation of GLa(C), then any weight of
GL2(C) in V of the form (N,—N) has even multiplicity.

Proof. The weights (k, ) of an even-dimensional dimensional irreducible representa-
tion of GL2(C) satisfy k+! =1 mod 2. Therefore the weights of the form (N, —N)
can occur only among odd-dimensional irreducible summands of V. Since V is
quaternionic, the odd dimensional irreducible summands appear in pairs V & V*,
and the claim follows. (|

100ne reason is that Coulomb branches are expected to be complete stratified hyperkahler
manifolds.
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8. HYPERKAHLER STRUCTURE OF Hilb? (X), pART 1

8.1. Twistor space. The construction of a hypertoric variety as a complex-symplectic
quotient can be refined to a hyperkéahler quotient. The data consists now of a com-
pact torus Tg and a collection (a;, A;), ¢ = 1,...,d, where «; are cocharacters and
); € R3. The hyperkiihler quotient of H? x Tk x b2 by T is a stratified hyperkdhler
manifold [26,48]. Tts metric depends on the choice of a flat metric on HY x Ti x h3.
We always choose the standard Euclidean metric on H¢, while the Th-invariant flat
hyperkéhler metric on Tk x b3 can be arbitrary. If we fix a scalar product (, )
on b (thus identifying b} ~ hgr), then such a metric on Tk x h3 with coordinates
(t, 2, 2%, 23) is of the form [55]
3

(8.1) (L™'(dlogt),dlogt) + > (L(dz"),da"),

i=1
for a positive-definite self-adjoint linear automorphism L of hg. The resulting (strat-
ified) hyperkéhler manifold X is called a toric hyperkdihler manifold [11] and it is
determined by the following multiarrangement of codimension 3 flats in hr ® R3
(cf. Proposition 5.5):

(82) {Hi={(2"2% 2% e br ®@R% (a;, %) =X, j=1,2,3}; i=1,...,d}.

Analogously to the complex case (Remark 5.6), we shall view this multiarrangement
as a pair (A, m), where A is an arrangement of distinct codimension 3 flats and
m : A — N is a multiplicity function.

The twistor space of X can be obtained by performing the GIT symplectic
quotient by T = (Tr)® along the fibres of the twistor space of H? x T x . In
order to determine the metric it is enough to consider a singular model Zr,(X) of the
twistor space, obtained by performing the affine symplectic quotient construction of
§5 along the fibres of the twistor space of H? x Tk x h3. We proceed to describe this
singular model. Let (U, (), ((NL f) be the standard holomorphic atlas of P! with ¢ =
¢1, and let (U xb,¢,n), (U xb,¢,7) be the corresponding atlas on Y = Op1 (2) @ b
(thus 77 = n/¢?). We denote by P’ the principal T-bundle over Y with transition
function exp(—L(n) / () from U to U. Observe that it is the twistor space for our
flat hyperkahler metric on Tg x b%. For any character £ € X*(T') denote by LM
the line bundle on Y associated to P’ via the 1-dimensional representation of T'
with weight £. The description of C[X], given in §5, in terms of the moment map
coordinates z and functions z¢ labeled by a collection of characters £ € S C X*(T),
yields a description of Zj(X) as a subvariety of the total space of

P w oy (i [{cvi, §>|)7
i=1

£es
cut out by equations:
d

(8.3) Te - Ter = Tepgr H((ai’m — M(O) ety —lai g+

i=1
where x¢ denotes the fibre coordinate on L&) @ Oy (Zle (i, €)]), and X;(¢) =
(A2 4+ V=1X3) + 201¢ — (A\? — V/—=1)A3)(?. The real structure o is given by

(8.4) C —1/C, n —7/C%, ae (,1)221:1(%5% TeC Sl e8|
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Observe that T acts fibrewise on Zp(X) and the action is Hamiltonian with
respect to the fibrewise Poisson structure with the moment map equal to the pro-
jection onto Y = Op1(2) @h. The action of T is free except at the points of p~1(A),
where A C Y is the union of hypersurfaces of the form

(8.5) H;={n€ Op(2)@b; (ai,n) = Ni(p(n))} i=1,....d,
where p : Y — P! the natural projection.

Remark 8.1. The hyperkihler metrics defined above have volume growth 73 4im 7 —

r4dimz X T the case when the cocharacters ag span b, X has also a Tr-invariant
hyperkahler metric with FEuclidean volume growth, obtained as the hyperkahler
quotient of H? by the kernel of the homomorphism h : Ti¢ — Tk, h(e;) = expa;
(as well as metrics with intermediate volume growth obtained as “Taub-NUT-
deformations”).

Suppose now that our toric hyperkédhler manifold X is W-invariant, i.e. the
action of Tr extends to a hyperkahler action of Tg x W. In particular the scalar
product (, ) on bhg must be W-invariant and the automorphism L must be W-
equivariant. We can then apply the functor Hilb,er to the fibres of Z(X) and
obtain a new scheme 7 : Z}¥(X) — P!. The morphism = is flat ([35, Prop.
111.9.7]). Z}V(X) has a real structure covering the antipodal map. In general, we
do not know whether Z}V(X) has an Op:(2)-valued symplectic form in the sense
of §6.3. This is the case for strongly W-invariant X, but also for regular X. We
therefore adopt the following definition:

Definition 8.2. A W-invariant hypertoric variety X is said to be unexceptional if
(i) the subscheme ji~!(F) in the proof of Theorem 6.13 has codimension > 2,
and
(ii) W-Hilb,(X) = Hilb} (X).
A W-invariant toric hyperkahler (stratified) manifold is said to be unezceptional if
it is unexceptional with respect to every complex structure.

Therefore smooth or strongly W-invariant toric hyperkahler manifolds are un-
exceptional. An unexceptional W-invariant hypertoric variety is normal (Remark
6.16) and it has a symplectic form (§6.3). Therefore, if X is an unexceptional -
invariant toric hyperkéhler manifold, then Zp(X) has an induced Op:(2)-valued
symplectic form. Moreover every fibre of m : ZW(X) — P! is normal, and hence
Z (X) is normal (cf. [47, Theorem 23.9]). Condition (ii) will be needed shortly, in
order to describe sections of Z}V (X) as curves in Z,(X).

In what follows we shall assume that X is an unexceptional W-invariant toric
hyperkéhler manifold.

Definition 8.3. We denote by H,(X) the smooth locus of the Douady space of real
sections of 7 with normal sheaf isomorphic to @ Op:(1).

Remark 8.4. Since Zp(X) is singular, the condition on the normal sheaf is apri-
ori not sufficient to guarantee the smoothness of the Douady space at the point
corresponding to a section.

Hp(X) is a hypercomplex manifold with a pseudo-hyperkéhler metric on each
connected component (possibly of varying signature). Moreover, the map H,(X) —
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HileV(X ) which associates to a section its intersection with the fibre of Z}V (X) is
a local analytic isomorphism for a generic complex structure.

We now observe that a section of 7 is the same thing!! as a W-invariant curve C
in Z1(X) of degree |W|, flat over P* and such that | is an equivariant isomorphism
onto a W-invariant curve C in h @ Op1(2). Our first task is therefore to describe
W-invariant curves in h ® Op1(2) (flat of degree |W| over P!), which can be lifted
W-equivariantly to Z,(X). We can do this for general, not necessarily W-invariant,
hypertoric varieties. In the following theorem we use the additive notation in the
abelian group H'(Y,T) and the identification H'(Y,T) ~ H* (Y, 0*) @z X.(T).

Theorem 8.5. Let X be a toric hyperkdahler manifold corresponding to an integral
multiarrangement { A, m} with A = {H,,...,Hq} and each H; orthogonal to w; ®
R3, where w; € X, (T) is primitive. Set m; =m(H;), i=1,...,d.

Let C be a curve in h @ Op1(2), flat over P, no component of which is contained
in any of the hypersurfaces H;, 1 =1,...,d.
(a) Suppose that each Cartier divisor (H;), i =1,...,d, on C admits a decomposi-
tion of the form Y ;" HE, with each HY effective, such that the principal T-bundle

d m;
(8.6) P+ Oc(mi) PZI@H{“} ® wi
1=1 k=0

on C is trivial. Then C can be lifted to Zr(X).
(b) If C s real, then a real lift of C exists if and only if the real structure inter-
changes sz and qu’_k foreveryk=0,...,m; andi=1,...,d.
(c) Suppose that C satisfies, in addition:

(i) C does not meet intersections of two or more hyperplanes H;;

(ii) C meets each H; transversely.
If C can be lifted to Z1,(X), then for each i = 1,...,d there exists a decomposition
CNH; =", HF such that the principal bundle (8.6) is trivial.

Proof. Given the description of Z1,(X) above, it is clear that a lift of a curve C is

i=1
& € X*(T), where a; = m;w;, which satisfy relations (8.3). Let us suppose that the
assumptions in part (a) are fulfilled. A section of the trivial T-bundle P given by
(8.6) yields, for each { € X*(T'), a section s¢ of the line bundle P x,C associated to
P via the 1-dimensional representation of T with weight £. These sections satisfy
sesgr = Seper for all €& € X*(T). We claim that the line bundle P x¢ C is
isomorphic to

equivalent to the existence of sections x¢ of line bundles [,L(f)\c(zd \<a¢,§>|>,

d d m;
(87 L9 (3 e &) [ D0 (klwr &)+ + (mi = k) (wi, &) ) HE|.
i=1 i=1 k=0

Since £X9) has been defined as Py, x¢ C, it is enough to show that, for each i =
1,...,d, the line bundle associated to O¢(m;) {— S k:Hf} ® w; is isomorphic to

m;

(8:8) Oc (e 1) [= D2 (klwis €0+ + (mi = k) (wi, ) HE .

k=0

HThe idea of constructing hyperkahler metrics by lifting higher degree curves to a twistor
space goes back at least to [54].
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This is obvious if {(w;, &) > 0 (and hence {;, &) > 0). If (w;, &) < 0, the associated
line bundle is clearly isomorphic to O(—m;|{w;, &)|) {ZZZO k{wi, §>_)Hﬂ This is,
however, isomorphic to (8.8), owing to [Y_;7 HF] ~ Oc(2).

Let now Uj, j = 1,...,t, be a covering of C' such that each Cartier divisor HF

is represented by (Uj, hfj)j:17.__7t, where hfj € O(Uj). Then

d my;

(U556 305" (lewn, €+ + (i — k)i, €) )l )

i=1,..
i—1 k=0 J=Lnt

represents a section x¢ of LIL(&)\C(Z?:l |(ai7§)|>. It remains to check that these

sections satisfy relations (8.3). We observe that
k<w17§>++(mz_k)<w17§>— = <al7£>++(k_ml)<w17£>? 1= 17 ce 7d7 k= 07 sy My

Relations (8.3) follow now easily from s¢ser = sgrer and >_pitg HF = (H;).
Part (b) is a consequence of the description (8.4) of the real structure on Zp(X).
For part (c), let us suppose that a lift of C' exists, i.e. there exist sections x¢

of line bundles EL(5)|C<Z?:1 |<ai,£>\), & € X*(T), which satisfy relations (8.3).

Given the genericity assumption on the curve C', the intersection C' N H; consists of
distinct points. Let p be one of these points and let d,(§) > 0 be the order of z¢ at
p. The relations (8.3) imply that d,(§) — (o, &)+ is a homomorphism X*(T) — Z,
ie. dp(€) — (o, &)+ = (Bp, &) for some B, € X, (T). Were RS, # Ray;, we could find
af € X*(T) with (a;,&) = 0 and (8p,&) < 0, which would contradict d,(§) > 0.
Similarly, we get a contradiction if 8, = ra; with r ¢ [—1,0]. Therefore the only
possibilities are 8, = —kw;, for a k € {0,1,...,m;}. Set

Hik:{pGC’ﬂHi; Bp=—(m; —k)wi}, k=1,...,m,.

For p € HF and all £ € X*(T) we have d,(§) = k{w;, &)+ + (m; — k) (w;, &) —. It
follows that the line bundle (8.7) is trivial. Therefore all line bundles associated to
the torus bundle (8.6) are trivial, and hence the torus bundle itself is trivial. O

Remark 8.6. In the case when m; = 1 (e.g. when X is smooth), the decomposition
of (H;) involves only two divisors H? and H}, which in the case of a real curve and
a real lift are interchanged by o, and hence their degrees are both equal to deg C.

Remark 8.7. For the hyperkéhler metric with Euclidean volume growth defined in
Remark 8.1, it may happen that there are no lifts of curves in h ® Op1(2) to the
twistor space. This is the case, for example, for X = C2¢, cf. [7, §6].

Remark 8.8. Suppose that X is a W-invariant toric hyperkéhler manifold and let C
be a lift of a W-invariant C obtained from Theorem 8.5(a). If C is also W-invariant,
then, clearly, the collection {HF} is W-invariant for each k. Conversely, if {HF} is
W-invariant for each k, then for every w € W the sections x¢ corresponding to C
and to w.C have the same 0-divisor, i.e. w.C = tw.é for some t,, € T. The map
w — t, is a cocycle in Z1(W;T), and, since we assumed (at the beginning of §6)
that the action of W on X corresponds to the trivial class in H*(W;T), there exists
at € T such that t,, = w(t)t™! Yw € W. The curve t~*.C'is then a W-equivariant
lift of C.
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Remark 8.9. Let X be a strongly W-invariant toric hyperkdhler manifold, and let
X’ be the W-invariant toric hyperkahler manifold obtained as in Proposition 6.14,
i.e. we add the reflection flats in hr ® R? with multiplicity two to the multiarrange-
ment determining X. Proposition 6.14 implies that a WW-orbit of sections of Zr,(X)
defines a section of Z}V(X’). This gives us a component of Hy(X') isomorphic
to X/W as a stratified hyperkidhler manifold. In other words, Proposition 6.14
remains true in the hyperkahler setting (with the proviso that there could be other
components of Hp(X')).

Remark 8.10. The description (5.4) of the coordinate ring of a hypertoric variety
X implies that, away from the hyperplanes H;, X is isomorphic to the variety given

by equations
d

vew—e = [ [(ou, 2) = A)/ @9l ¢ e a%(T).
i=1
We can define a “twistor space” Z(X) of this variety by imposing only equations
(8.3) with ¢’ = —¢. Clearly, any lift of a curve C in h ® Op1(2) to Z1(X) defines a
lift to Z7,(X). Conversely, a generic lift to Z7,(X) will also yield a lift to to Z7,(X).
In the presence of a W-action, Zy(X) is also W-invariant, and the correspondence
between lifts to Z7(X) and to Z7,(X) remains valid for W-equivariant lifts.

Let us return to the case of an arbitrary unexceptional W-invariant toric hy-
perkéhler (stratified) manifold X. Let C be a W-invariant curve in h ® Op:1 (2), flat
of degree |W| over P!, and suppose that C is a W-equivariant lift of C' to Z L (X).
As discussed above, such a lift defines a section s of the twistor space Z¥(X) and
we ask whether its normal sheaf is isomorphic to € Op: (1).

Proposition 8.11. The normal sheaf of sg is locally free. The normal sheaf of
C is locally free if the intersection of C with Sing Z1,(X) is a finite set of integral
points of C. IfNC‘/ZL(X) is torsion-free, then Nsé/z‘L/V(X) ~ @B Op1(1) if and only

if HO(C. Nz, 0 (-2)" =0

Proof. Since the normal sheaves of C and of s are duals of the coherent conormal
sheaves, they are torsion-free as soon as the torsion of the conormal sheaves is
supported at integral points. This is always the case for s». Since C ~ C, C is
lci, and therefore its conormal sheaf is locally free outside of Sing Zp(X). The
assumption in the second statement guarantees now that the normal sheaf of Cis
torsion free. In the case of curves torsion-free is equivalent to locally free, and this
proves the first two statements. It follows now from well-known results (see, e.g.
[64, Appendix A]) that m.Ng J71(X) is torsion-free, hence locally free. We have an
exact sequence

0— Oé & ’) — NC/ZL(X) — NC/OP1(2)®h — 0.

If we push it down to P! and take the subsheaf of W-invariant sections, we obtain
a commutative diagram:

w w w
0 — (1.0s @) - W*(NC’/ZL(X)) - W*(NC/OP1(2)®U) — 0

i l 5

0 — @?:1 O]pl (—le + 2) — Nsé/Z‘L’V(X) — @?:1 O[pl (2dz) — 0,
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where dy, . .., d, are the degrees of generators of C[h]"V. Therefore the middle arrow
is also an isomorphism, and this proves the third statement. ([

8.2. W-invariant curves, tori, and modified Nahm’s equations. We now
recall, after [43,59,40], the correspondence between W-invariant 7T-bundles over
W-invariant curves in h ® Op:1(2) and sections of adIl ® Op1(2), where II is a
principal G-bundle over P!, where G = G;.,. Let C be a W-invariant curve in
h ® Op1(2), flat of degree |W| over P!. Principal T-bundle over C are classified
by HY(C,T) ~ HY(C,0*) ®z X.(T). We decompose the branch locus B of C
as B = ZB€R+ Bs, where R is the set of positive roots and B is the divisor
fixed by the reflection in the S-hyperplane, and define a principal bundle T-bundle
Ps = ZBGB%[%BB] ® BY. If P is a W-invariant T-bundle on C, then the sheaf
g X7 (P — Pg) of Lie algebras is the pullback of adIl, where II is a principal G-
bundle on P! [59,40]. The sheaf g x7 (P — Ps) has a tautological section given by
x> [z,u] € h xp (P — Ps) C g Xy (P — Pg), where u is any element of P — Py
over x. This section descends to a section of adIl. Conversely, given a section
® of ad I ® Op:1(2) such that ®({) is a regular element of g for every (, we can
conjugate it over any ¢ € P! to an element b(¢) of a fixed Borel subalgebra b D b:
b(¢) = Ady(c)(P(¢)). The W-orbit of the h-part of b(¢) defines the curve C, while
¢+ g(¢)71Bg(¢) defines a principal B-bundle over C' (B = expb). The T bundle
obtained from the projection B — T is the bundle P — P;.

Suppose now that the G-bundle II is trivial. Once we fix its trivialisation, then
the sections of adIl ® Op:1(2) are quadratic g-valued polynomials (with regular
values for every ¢ € P*). We can fix the curve C and consider the flow of T-bundles
on C in the direction PZ, where P is the T-bundle over h ® Op:1 (2) defined in the
previous subsection. If the flow exists on an interval I (i.e. the principal bundle II
associated to (C,T) stays trivial on I), then choice of a connection on p*II, where
p: P! x I — P! is the projection, produces a flow of quadratic polynomials.

In particular, there is a connection such that the flow P+P*14 corresponds to the
flow ®((,t) of quadratic g-valued polynomials ®(¢,() given by %—(f =3[, %—?] (cf.
[40, Eq.(4.6)], [38]). The same argument shows that the flow P + P*L corresponds
to the flow %—‘f = %L [@, %D? where L : g — g is the unique G-equivariant linear
extension of the W-invariant L : h — h. In order to obtain a solution to Nahm’s
equations, or to our L-version of them, we need to impose reality conditions on T-
bundles over C'. We call such a bundle P real if 0*P ~ —P. A g-valued polynomial
®(() = @y + P1¢ + Po(? corresponding to a real P satisfies

Adp (Do) = —B5, Ady(®1) = &

for some h € G, where the asterisk denotes the negative of the Cartan involution
defined by the maximal compact subgroup K (i.e. x is equal to —1 on €). In
particular, there is an open and closed subset of the variety of real W-invariant
T-bundles, where h can be chosen in exp(it). ®(¢) can be then K-conjugated to a
polynomial which satisfies ®¢ = T3 + 13, &1 = 2iTy, &5 = Ty — T35 with T; € &
The flow P + P*F corresponds then to a solution of &-valued L-Nahm’s equations:

(8.9) Ty = L([T2, Ts]), Th= L([T5,T1]), Ts= L([T, T3)).

We discuss these equations in greater detail in Appendix A.
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We wish to give another description of the space of the isomorphism classes of
W-invariant principal T-bundles over a W-invariant curve in h ® Op:(2), flat of de-
gree |[W| over P!. We have (h® Op1(2)) /W ~ @;_, Op1(2d;), where dy, ..., d, are
the degrees of generators of C[h]"V'. Thus a W-invariant curve C in h ® Op1(2) cor-
responds to a section C of @, Op1(2d;). We can identify h/W with the Slodowy
slice .7y C g to the regular nilpotent orbit, and restrict the universal centraliser
(4.1) to C. This is an abelian group scheme over C, which we denote by 7. If
P 5 C is a W-invariant T-bundle over C, then Hilb! (P) is a Ta-torsor, locally
trivial in the sense that it is locally isomorphic to 75 (since T is locally trivial).
Locally trivial analytic Ts-torsors over C' ~ P! are classified by the abelian group
HY(P!,7), where the cohomology coefficients denote the sheaf of local analytic
sections of 7o — PL. We have:

Proposition 8.12. The map P — HileV(P) induces an isomorphism of abelian
groups HY(C,T)V — HL (P!, T¢).

Proof. Tt is clear that the induced map is a group homomorphism. We need to
construct the inverse homomorphism. Let P be a Ts-torsor over C, and let p :
C — C ~ P! be the projection. The pullback p*P is a T-bundle away from
p~1(R), where R is the ramification divisor. We consider the subsheaf of sections
of this bundle which remain finite as sections of p*P over points of p~!(R). Since
P is locally trivial, this sheaf is locally isomorphic to the sheaf obtained in this way
from T, i.e. to the trivial T-bundle over C. We recover thus the T-bundle P. O

Remark 8.13. The Tg-torsor corresponding to a section ®(¢) of adIT ® Op1(2) is
obtained by conjugating each ®(¢) to the unique element C(¢) of the Slodowy slice
in the fibre of ad IT ® Op1(2) over ¢. This yields the section C' and the Ts-torsor is
given by ¢(¢) ™' Zc(C(¢))g(¢), where g(¢) is any element of G with Ady)(®(¢)) =

C(Q)-

The moduli space of W-invariant T-bundles on C has a distinguished divisor
© (a generalised theta divisor), where the corresponding principal G-bundle on P!
is nontrivial. The quadratic polynomials ®(t) corresponding to a linear flow on
HY(C,T)" (and a choice of connection) will acquire a regular singularity at points
of ©. In the case of £-valued solutions to L-Nahm’s equations (8.9), the leading term
is a simple pole, the residues of which are of the form L=!(oy), L™ (02), L= (02),
where 01,09,03 € ¢ is an su(2)-triple. There is a distinguished conjugacy class of
su(2)-triples, called principal su(2)-triples, defined by requiring that oo + o3 is a
regular nilpotent element.

Proposition 8.14. A solution to L-Nahm’s equations (8.9) on (0,€) has a simple
pole at t = 0 with residues L= (c1), L= (02), L™ (02), where o1, 09, 03 is a principal
su(2)-triple, if and only if the corresponding flow of W -invariant T-bundles on C
converges to the trivial bundle as t — 0.

Proof. Let 01,09, 03 be a fixed principal su(2)-triple, and e = o5 4+ io3, f = —02 +
iog, h = 2ioy the corresponding sly(C)-triple. The quadratic polynomial ®(¢,()
has residue L~!(e + h¢ — f¢?). If we conjugate this to L™1(e) via A(¢) € G and
then act by the gauge transformation #"/2, we shall obtain ®’ (¢, ¢) which converges,
as t — 0, to the section C of @], Op1(2d;), where P, Op1(2d;) is the Slodowy
slice obtained from (h ® Op1(2))/W. The Tg-torsor corresponding to ®'(0,() is
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simply 7. For t # 0, on the other hand, the gauge transformation t"/2A(() is just
a change of the global trivialisation of the trivial G-bundle II on P!. Therefore our
solution to L-Nahm'’s equations has residues given by a principal su(2)-triple if and
only if the T&-torsors corresponding to ®(t,() converge to the trivial torsor. The
claim follows now from Proposition 8.12. O

8.3. Special cases. We can describe complete hyperkahler metrics on HileV (X)
in two basic cases: X =T x b, and X = C?.

We first consider X = T x b with the flat hyperkdhler metric (8.1) given by a
W-equivariant L : h — h. According to the description in §8.1 we need to consider
W-invariant curves C C h ® Op1(2) , flat of degree |W| over P!, such that the
T-bundle PY|¢ is trivial. Proposition 8.14 and the fact that L-Nahm’s equations
correspond to the flow P + P means that there exists a solution to L-Nahm'’s
equations on (0,1) such that the corresponding curve is C', and which has simple
poles at both ends with residues L=1(ay), L=!(02), L™ (02), where 01,092,053 is a
principal su(2)-triple. The hyperkihler L?-metric, defined in Appendix A, on the
moduli space of solutions to L-Nahm’s equations with these boundary conditions
is complete. The moduli space itself is biholomorphic to the universal centraliser
Za ~ HileV (T x b) for every complex structure. Note that this metric depends on
the choice of a W-invariant scalar product on hr we made earlier (which canonically
defines an Ad k-invariant scalar product on € owing to the Chevalley theorem).

In the case X = C2? and L = Id, the complete hyperkihler metric on Hilbf‘i (C2d)
has been already described in [7, §6]. It is the natural L?-metric on a moduli space of
u(d)-valued solutions to (usual) Nahm’s equations on (0, 1) with the same boundary
conditions as above and a discontinuity in the middle. This discontinuity is given
by the bifundamental representation of GL4(C). In other words, the hyperkéhler
metric on Hilbfd((CQd) is the hyperkéhler quotient by U(d) x U(d) of the product
of the following three spaces:

(i) the moduli space of u(d)-valued solutions to Nahm’s equations on (0, ],
regular at t = ¢ and with a simple pole at ¢ = 0 with residues given by a
fixed principal su(2)-triple;

(ii) the moduli space of u(d)-valued solutions to Nahm’s equations on [c, 1),
regular at ¢ = ¢ and with a simple pole at ¢ = 1 with residues given by a
fixed principal su(2)-triple;

(iii) T* Matq,4(C) >~ Maty 4(H) with its flat hyperkéhler metric.

The hyperkéhler quotient matches the values of the Nahm matrices at ¢ = ¢ with
the two u(k)-valued moment maps on T* Matg 4(C). The fact that such a solution
to Nahm’s equations corresponds to triviality of P4|q + Z?:l Oc(1)[-H}]| ® e;
follows from [10, Prop. 2.1], and will be reproved in a greater generality in the next
section (Proposition 9.5). We remark that since this triviality does not depend on
the location c of the discontinuity, neither does the hyperkédhler metric. The point is
that a hyperkéhler metric alone does not determine a solution to Nahm’s equations;
one needs additional geometric structures, such as a hyper-Poisson bivector [8].
We wish to describe the hyperkéhler metric on HileV(X ) for a general un-
exceptional W-invariant hypertoric variety X and arbitrary L, analogously to a
combination of these two examples: as a moduli space of solutions to L-Nahm’s
equations on an interval, with poles at both ends given by a principal su(2)-triple,
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and an appropriate discontinuity in the middle. In the next section we shall define
an appropriate replacement for T Matg 4(C).

9. HYPERKAHLER STRUCTURE OF HileV(X ), PART 2

9.1. Hypertoric analogues of Gxg'8. Let X be an affine W-invariant hypertoric
variety with structure torus 7. Let G = G (§4.1) and g = Lie(G). The universal
centraliser T = 77 (4.1) acts on HileV(X) and we consider a “quotient” M (X)

of G x G x Hilb) (X) by the following action of 7 x 7T

(91) (Tlv 7'2)-(91, 92, .73) = (ng1_17g272_1v (7—17-2_1)"1:)'
The quotient is understood in the sense of algebraic relations: two points (g, i, )
and (¢',h/,2’) lie in the same orbit of 7 x T if and only if

Ai(x) = il(a'), Ady-rg(i(z)) = fi(z) = Adp-1p (A(2), (97'g'h " 'h).a’ =2,
where we have identified h/W with the Slodowy slice .y C g. It is not clear whether
this quotient always exists as a scheme (see, however, Theorem 10.1 for the strongly
W-invariant case). It does, however, exist as an algebraic space provided HileV (X)
is seminormal'?. This follows from Artin’s extension of GAGA and from a theorem
of Grauert (cf. [29, Thm. 7.1] which shows that M&(X) exists as a (seminormal)
complex space (the assumptions of Grauert’s theorem are easily checked in our
case). Moreover, if HileV(X) is normal, then M&(X) is normal (cf. the second
paragraph on p. 203 of [29]).

In what follows we shall work in the analytic category and assume that X is
unexceptional (Definition 8.2). Then HileV(X ) is normal an therefore Mg(X) is
a normal complex space. It is equipped with a natural morphism ¢ = (¢_, ¢ ) :
M&(X) — g & g given by

(b[gh 92, .’L'} = (Adgl ﬂ($)7 Adgz /j(x))
The values of ¢_ and ¢, are regular elements of g.

Recall now that the (smooth) variety G x % is symplectic, with symplectic
form given by w_ = (dgg~* A d(Ady(X))), where (¢ A ¢)(u,v) = ($(u),¥(v)) —
(¢(v), 1 (w)). The action of G by left translations is Hamiltonian with moment map
(9,X) — Ad(g)X. It follows that Mg(X) is a symplectic quotient of (G x .#5) X
(G x Fy) x HileV (X) by T x T, and hence it has a symplectic form on its regular
locus, which yields a Poisson structure on Mg (X). The action of G x G on M&(X)
is Hamiltonian with moment map (¢_,—¢, ), and

(9.2) HilbY (X) = {m € M&(X); ¢_(m) = ¢ (m) € F}.

Remark 9.1. The symplectic form on the regular locus of Mg(X) (i.e. on the subset
corresponding to the regular locus of HileV(X )) can be described as follows. The
tangent space at such a point corresponding to an equivalence class [g1, g2, ] is
generated by the tangent space to HileV (X) at  and by a pair of left-invariant
vector fields on G. The symplectic form is the sum of the symplectic form on
HileV(X ) and of the Kostant-Kirillov-Souriau symplectic forms of the orbits of
fi(x) and —fi(x).

121 the analytic category this means that every local continuous holomorphic function which

is holomorphic outside a nowhere dense analytic set is holomorphic. For an algebraic definition
see [30].
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Remark 9.2. The above description of Mg(X) can be generalised by taking the
product of any number of copies of G with HileV(X ) and quotienting by the
product of the same number of copies of T, where each copy of 7 acts in the
standard way on the corresponding copy of G and by x — 7°x on HileV (X) with
each exponent s equal to £1 and their sum equal to 0. In the case X = T x h these
are the Moore-Tachikawa varieties, as constructed in [9].

The variety G x #; has, in addition to w_, a second symplectic form w, =
(97*dg A d(Ady-1(X))). This time the action of G by right translations is Hamil-
tonian with moment map (g, X) — — Adg-1(X). The symplectic forms w_ and w4
are interchanged by a Cartan involution.

Proposition 9.3. The Poisson quotient of (G x %) x (G x F) x M&(X) by
G x G, where the Poisson structure on the first factor is given by w_ and on the
second one by wy., is isomorphic to HileV(X).

Proof. The quotient of this variety by G x G is 7y x %y x M&(X), and the moment
map on this quotient is

Fg X Sg x ME(X) 3 (S1,82,m) — (S1 + ¢—(m), =S2 — b4 (m)).
Since ¢4 (m) is conjugate to ¢_(m), the zero level set of the moment map is the
subscheme {m € M&(X); ¢_(m) = ¢1(m) € S} of Mg(X), which is equal to
Hilb,) (X). O

Remark 9.4. As Theorem 7.1 and remarks in the introduction indicate, the cate-
gory of transverse W-Hilbert schemes of W-invariant hypertoric varieties should be
enlarged to include symplectic quotients of HileV(X ) by W-invariant tori of the
structure torus 7' of X. As shown in Appendix B, such a symplectic quotient Y
depends only on the symplectic quotient X of X by Ty and not on X itself. Let
T =T/Tyo, T = Trw, and G = Gr . We can define MZ(X) as the quotient of
G x G x Y by the action (9.1) of T x T. Equivalently, Mé()_() is the symplectic

quotient of M&(X) by Ty x Ty. The variety M2 (X) plays the same role for Y as
ME(X) does for Hilb) (X).

9.2. Twistor space and hyperkahler structure. We shall now construct and
analyse a twistor space for M&(X). We fix a hyperkéhler metric on X and obtain
a (singular model of) twistor space Z}¥ (X) for HileV(X) (§8.1), which is normal.
Therefore we can define a (singular model of) twistor space for M&(X) as the
fibrewise quotient

ZL(M(X)=GxGx Z(X))J]T x T,

where the quotient is understood in the sense of analytic relations, as in the previous
subsection. The symplectic form on the regular locus of M&(X), defined in the
previous subsection, yields a fibrewise Op:1 (2)-valued symplectic form on the regular
locus of Zp,(M&(X)). We also have a compatible real structure, given by the real
structure on Z}V (X), and the Cartan involution with respect to K on both copies
of G.

In the case'® when the cocharacters oy, span b, we can also use the Euclidean
volume growth metric on X (Remark 8.1). Let us denote the twistor space for

13Remark 5.18 implies that this is not a restriction for strongly W-invariant toric hyperkahler
manifolds.
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HileV(X ) corresponding to this metric by Z}" (X) and the twistor space for Mg (X)

by Zg&(X). The moment map for the fibrewise action of G x G induces a map
Z3(X) — (g99)®0p1 (2). Therefore any section of Zg(X) defines a pair @_({), =P+ ()
of g-valued quadratic polynomials (with values regular elements of g for every ().
The W-invariant curves defined by ®_(¢) and ®4({) coincide, owing to the defini-
tion of M&(X). We now address the question when such a pair (®_(¢), ®4(¢)) of
quadratic g-valued polynomials defining a common curve can be lifted to a section

of Z2(X).

Proposition 9.5. Let ®_({), P4 (¢) be a pair of quadratic g-valued polynomials,
with reqular values for every ¢ € P, such that the corresponding W -invariant curves
in hROp1(2) coincide. Let C be this common curve and suppose that no component
of C' is contained in any of the hyperplanes H;, i =1,...,d. Let P_, Py denote the
W -invariant principal T-bundles on C corresponding to ®_((), @, (¢), and suppose
that, for each i = 1,...,d with a; = myw;, where m; € N and w; is primitive
in X.(T), the Cartier divisor (H;) on C admits a decomposition > -, HF into
effective divisors, such that

d m;
(9.3) Py —P_ =Y Oc(m) [— 3 kﬂﬂ ® wi.
k=1 k=0

Then the pair (2_(¢), ®4+({)) can be lifted to a section of Z&(X). If C satisfies
the genericity conditions (i)-(ii) of Theorem 8.5(c), then the existence of the HF
satisfying (9.3) is necessary.

Proof. Let Py = HilbW(Pi) be the Ts-torsors over the corresponding section C
of (h® Op1(2)) /W (cf. Proposition 8.12). Local isomorphisms Py — 75 are given
by local sections g+ (¢) € G such that Ady)-1(®+(¢)) = C(() € F (cf. Remark
8.13). Let s(¢) be a local lift of C(¢) to ZJV(X). As in the proof of Theorem
8.5, s can be identified with a local section of Py = HilbY (Py), where Py is
the T-bundle on the right hand side of (9.3). Therefore s provides a local iso-
morphism ¢ : Py — T5. Now observe that g (¢)é(t)g—(¢)~! is invariant for the
action (9.1). Therefore the section (®_(¢),®+(¢)) can be lifted to Zg&(X) if and
only if we can find an open cover {U;} of P! with corresponding trivialisations
9%,¢" such that g4 (Q)¢'(t)g" ()" = gh(O)¢’ (t)g~(()~" on any U; N Uj. Since
(L)', (92) g € Za(i(x)), they commute with ¢'(¢), ¢7(¢), and hence the
above equality on U; N Uj; is equivalent to

70T (O (1) ()T ()M () =1,

which is precisely the Cech cocycle condition equivalent to Py — Py — P_ = T& in
H(P!, 7). Owing to Proposition 8.12, this is equivalent to (9.3). For the second
statement, the proof of Theorem 8.5(c) shows that a local lift of C to Zy(X) defines
a decomposition of each (H;) as in the statement, and hence a local section of Pp.
The above argument shows now that (9.3) must hold if (®_(¢), ®4({)) can be lifted
to a section of Z&(X). O

Remark 9.6. The above proposition shows that the sections of Z&(X) are charac-
terised by an algebraic condition. Hyperkahler manifolds for which this holds are
much simpler than the general ones. In particular, this is a necessary condition for
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a hyperkéhler manifold to arise as a hyperkahler quotient of a finite dimensional
vector space.

We now address the question of the normal sheaf of such a section. Let us assume
that it is torsion-free, hence locally free (cf. Proposition 8.11).

Denote by g° the set of regular elements in g and by 7 : g° — /W the restriction
of the natural morphism induced by G-invariant polynomials. Denote by Zs the
submanifold of g® Op:1(2) defined by 7(x) = C. This manifold has been consider by
D’Amorim Santa-Cruz [25], who showed that a generic section of Zs has normal
bundle isomorphic to Op: (1)®(dimG-rankG) = Tet 5 he a section of Zg(X), not
contained in the singular locus, and let (®_(¢), ®4(¢)) be the corresponding pair
of quadratic polynomials, with a common W-invariant curve C in § ® Op:1(2). We
consider deformations of such an s which keep C fixed. We can arbitrarily deform
the T-bundle P_ and arbitrarily change the trivialisation of ad IT which yields & (¢)
from P, . Therefore the normal bundle A of s fits into the exact sequence

rank G
(9.4) 0— No_yz, ®O°MT 5 N — P Op(2d;) — 0.
i=1

This implies, that if ®_(¢) is generic with Ng /7, =~ Opi(1)4m&=rankG - then
the degree of any rank 1 direct summand in A is nonnegative. Hence, if N
O(1)®2dimG “then N has a trivial summand, which must be isomorphic to a trivial
summand in the first term of (9.4), i.e. it comes from a conjugation of @, (¢). If we
now consider the sequence analogous to (9.4), but with ®_ replaced by @, then
since this trivial summand does not come from a conjugation of ®_(¢), it must be
isomorphic to a direct summand in Ng, /7. Thus Ng, /7. # Op (1)®(dim G—rank G)
in this case. Conversely, if either Ng_ /.. or Ng, /7, is not isomorphic to @ O(1),
then it has a direct summand of degree > 2, and (9.4) implies that the same is true
for /. We therefore conclude:

Proposition 9.7. Let s be a section of Z&(X) with torsion-free normal sheaf and
corresponding quadratic g-valued polynomials ®4({) and W-invariant curve C in
h ® Opi. The normal bundle of s is isomorphic to O(1)924mG 4t and only if
N‘I’i/Z@ ~ Ops (1)@(dim G—rank G) . O

Remark 9.8. D’Amorim Santa-Cruz [25] has shown that the normal bundle of a
section @ of g ® Op1(2) is isomorphic to Ops (1)®(dimG—rank&) if and only if the
bundle of centralisers {((, p) € P! xg; [p, ®(¢)] = 0} fills g. This latter condition can
be also reformulated as nonvanishing of a determinant: let p1, ..., p, be generators
of C[g]® and view each dp; as a G-equivariant map g — g*. Then Ncbi/zé ~
Op1 (1)®(dim G=rank &) §f anqd only if the system of linear equations

(dp;(®(¢)),B) =0, i=1,...,n, (€P',
has only the trivial solution B = 0.

Remark 9.9. Toric hyperkéhler manifolds with structure torus Tz and Euclidean
volume growth form a semigroup with respect to the product X; x X5 of X; and
X5 defined as the hyperkahler quotient of X; x X5 by the antidiagonal action of
Tr. This semigroup is isomorphic to the semigroup of codimension 3 flats of the
form (8.2) such that the cocharacters «; span . The definition of MZ(X) and
Proposition 6.17 imply immediately that if X; and X5 are strongly W-invariant
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toric hyperkahler manifolds with structure torus Tg and Euclidean volume growth,
then the hyperkéhler quotient of Mg (X1) x M&(X2) by the diagonal action of G
is isomorphic to M&(X; * X2). An analogous statement for complex-symplectic
quotients is also true, and it does not require the assumption that the cocharacters
a; span b.

9.3. Hyperkahler structure of HileV(X ) via L-Nahm’s equations. We can
use the complex space Mg(X) to describe the hyperkéhler structure of HileV (X)
analogously to the case X = T*C? in §8.3.

Let X be an unexceptional W-invariant toric hyperkahler manifold with the
cocharacters «; spanning . Let My (X) denote the subscheme of the smooth
locus of the Douady space consisting of real sections of Z&(X) with normal sheaf
O(1)®2dim G Eyery connected component B of M (X) is a smooth hypercomplex
manifold with a natural K x K-invariant pseudo-hyperkahler metric (recall that K
denotes the maximal compact subgroup of GG), and for a generic complex structure
the map B — Mg (X) which associates to a section its intersection with the fibre
of Z&(X) is a local analytic isomorphism. The hypercomplex moment map for the
action of K x K is (¢, —¢}), where

95) 6 = 3 (@)1, (B2)o +i(B2)o, (D)2 — (B1)o).

and (@4 )y is the coefficient of ¥ in the quadratic polynomial ®(¢) in Proposition
9.7.

In Appendix A we describe complete hyperkahler manifolds N;(L), defined as
moduli spaces of solutions to L-Nahm’s equations. Choose c_,cy € (0,1) with c_ +
cy = 1. We can form the hyperkihler quotient of Ny (c_L) x M3 (X) x N (cy L)
by K x K. It is a moduli space Nx(L; c_, c4) of solutions (To(t), T1(t), Ta(t), T5(t))
to L-Nahm’s equations on the interval (—c_, cy ), with simple poles at ¢t = ¢+ and
a discontinuity at ¢ = 0. The discontinuity is described as follows: there exists
m € Mg (X) such that lim;_,o, (T1(t), To(t), Ts(t) = ¢ (m), where ¢7 is given by
(9.5) (Tp is continuous at ¢ = 0).

The moduli space Nx(L;c_,cy) is a hypercomplex manifold, with a pseudo-
hyperkahler metric on each connected component. Theorem 8.5 and Proposition
9.5, together with the above discussion, imply:

Theorem 9.10. The manifold Nx(L;c_,cy) is isomorphic to an open subset of
the Douady space Hy,(X) of Definition 8.3. ]

The isomorphism here is understood as a diffeomorphism which preserves the
hypercomplex structure and is an isometry with respect to the pseudo-hyperkahler
metric on each connected component.

Remark 9.11. The choice of the splitting 1 = c¢_ + ¢ plays no role for the metric
(cf. §8.3). One can therefore always choose c_ =c; = 5

Remark 9.12. Proposition 9.5 implies that if m is a pomt of Hy,(X) such that the
corresponding curve C' satisfies the genericity conditions of Theorem 8.5(c), then
C can be lifted to Z2(X). Let ®_,®, be the quadratic g-valued polynomials
corresponding to T-bundles P°-L|c and P*+¥|s. Tt follows from Proposition 9.7
that for a generic C' the normal sheaf of the lift of C splits as @ O(1) as soon as
No,jz. ~ Opi(1 )@(dim G—rank &) Ty this case m belongs to the open set in the
above theorem.
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10. COMPLETIONS FOR STRONGLY W-INVARIANT HYPERTORIC VARIETIES

As mentioned in the introduction we expect the hyperkéhler metrics on HileV (X)
to be complete (in a suitable sense if HileV(X ) is a stratified manifold), at least in
the strongly W-invariant case. We are not able to verify this directly from the def-
inition of Nx(L;c_,cy) since M%(X) is never complete. For example, if X = H¢,
then Mg, (X) is only an open subset of Matqq(H). We would like to replace
M7 (X) by a larger complete K x K-invariant (stratified) hyperké&hler manifold
Mg (X) such that the hyperkihler quotient Ny (c_L) x Mg (X) x Nit(ciL) by
K x K is still isomorphic to Nx (L;c_,c4). In this section we shall show that there
is a natural candidate for Mg (X).

10.1. The hyperspherical variety.

Theorem 10.1. If X is a strongly W -invariant hypertoric variety, then the ring
Ag(X) =C|G % HileV (X) x G]7*T s finitely generated.

We begin the proof of Theorem 10.1 with some general remarks. The coordinate
ring of an affine hypertoric variety X, described in §5, can be viewed as a subring
of

C[T X f)] ~ (C[tf, Zlyeeny Zn]/(tgtgl —teqer,to — 1), e X*(T),
generated by the z; and ¢ H?:1(<ai,z> —\)ef+ ¢ e X%(T). If X is strongly
W-invariant, then this embedding is W-equivariant. We therefore have a W-
equivariant morphism 7" x h — X, which induces (cf. Remark 2.9) a morphism
W-Hilb, (T x h) — W-Hilb,(X). We therefore obtain a canonical homomorphism
C[w-Hilb,(X)] — C[W-Hilb, (T x b)], i.e. from (C[HileV(X)] to C[Z¢], where Z¢
is the universal centraliser (4.1) for G = G 1. This homomorphism is also injective
since the varieties are irreducible and isomorphic on an open dense set.

Ezample 10.2. The coordinate ring of the A; surface xy 4+ 22 = 0 embeds Z;-
equivariantly into the coordinate ring C[t, s, z]/(ts—1) of C* xC via z — 2, x > sz,
y +— —tz. The universal centraliser Zgy,(c) is the Di-surface a2 —a?c = 1, and
the corresponding embedding of C[Hilb’?(A;)] ~ Clbo, by, 2]/(b — bic + c) into

ClZs1,(0)] is given by ¢ = ¢, by = aic, by = ap.

In the case X =T x b, M&(X) ~ G x g°, where g° denotes the set of regular
elements. Since the codimension of g\ g° in g is two, any regular function on
M (X) extends to G x g >~ T*G and we conclude that Mg (T x ) ~ T*G. This
can be also interpreted as follows: we have a natural ring homomorphism
Y : C[T*G) — C[G]|® C[T*G] ® C[G] — C[G]|® C[Z2¢] ® C[G] ~ C[G x Z¢ x G,

where the first map is given by the G x G-action and the second one by the closed
immersion Zg — T*G. The statement that Mg (X) ~ T*G is equivalent to the
image of v being equal to the subring C[G x Zg x G]7*7. For a general X,
C[HileV(X)] is a subring of C[Z¢], and hence we can conclude that Ag(X) is
naturally a subring of C[T*G].

Lemma 10.3. The ring Agy,(c)(X) is finitely generated in the case when X is an
Aoy _1-surface.

Proof. Let X be given by the equation zy + H§:1(22 —A%) = 0. Then Hilb;ZL2 (X)
is the Dy 1-surface (Example 2.15) with equation b3 — b?c + H;?:l(c —A3)=0. As
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in Example 10.2 we obtain an embedding (C[Hilblzf (X)] into C[Zgr,(c)] given by

¢+ ¢, bg (resp. by) equal to the even part of (ag+a12) Hle(z—)\j) (resp. 21 [odd
part of (ag +a12) H§:1(2 —X;j)]); where we set 22 = ¢. The ring Agr,, (c)(X) is then
the ring of the subvariety of sl3(C) x Mats 2(C) x sl3(C) consisting of (&_, A, d,)
such that det®_ = det®,, ®_ A = A®,, and det A = f]_[?zl(c — A3) where
c=—detd_. O

Let F c hand F C h/W be the subsets defined in the proof of Theorem 6.13.
Denote by § € C[h]"" = C[g]“ the polynomial defining the ramification divisor of
the natural morphism h — h/G. Let g™ denote the subset of regular semisimple
elements, i.e. the complement of (§), and by g® the subset of regular elements such
that their semisimple part can be conjugated to the complement of F. We have

gI'S C g. C gO.

Let M&(X) = ¢~ 1(g® x g*) C M&(X). The codimension of the complement of
Mg (X) in M&(X) is > 2, and since M&(X) is normal, it suffices to prove that the
ring of restrictions to M&(X) of functions in Ag(X) is finitely generated.

Let Ri,...,Rs be distinct W-orbits of roots of g. Each such orbit defines a
polynomial p; € Clg]® and 6 = [[;_, pi- At any point of M&(X) at most one p;
vanishes (and only to order 1), and hence Mg&(X) = |J;_, M&"(X), where My (X)
is the subset where [] i Pj = 0. Since being finitely generated is a local property
(cf. [31, Prop. 6.3.3]), it is sufficient to show that the ring A% (X) of restrictions of
elements of AL (X) to My’ (X) is finitely generated for each i.

Now consider the restrictions of the polynomials p; to h and the subset U; of
pt(h\ F) where H#ipj # 0. As in the proof of Theorem 6.13, U; is isomorphic
to V; x T*T’, where T" is a subtorus of corank 1 or 2 and V; is an open subset of a
Zo-invariant hypertoric variety Xy with structure torus equal to the maximal torus
of SLy(C) or GL2(C). Moreover, V; is the complement of x~1(0) and Xy in the
GLy(C)-case is a Zs-quotient of the product of an Asy_1-variety and C x C*. Let
H be the group Gy for Xo x T*T’, i.e. H = SLo(C) x T" or H = GLy(C) x T".
Lemma 10.3 implies that Ay (Xo x T*T") is finitely generated. Now observe that
the isomorphism U; ~ V; x T*T" means that we have a finite branched covering

(10.1) G xg My(Xo x T*T") x g G — My (X),

which induces an injective homomorphism

AL(X) — R = (C[G) @ Ap(Xo x T*T") @ C[G]) M.

Since H is reductive, R is finitely generated, and since the morphism (10.1) is finite,
R is finitely generated as a module over AL(X). The Artin-Tate lemma implies
now that A (X) is finitely generated and the proof of Theorem 10.1 is complete.

Definition 10.4. Let X be a strongly W-invariant hypertoric variety with structure
torus T and G = Gy . The affine variety Mg (X) = Spec Ag(X) will be called
the hyperspherical variety associated to X.

Thus Mq(X) is an affine completion of M&(X). The following properties of
Mg (X) are obvious from the definition:
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Proposition 10.5. Mg (X) is a normal Poisson variety of dimension 2dim G with
a Hamiltonian action of G x G. Moreover C[Mg(X)]“*¢ ~ C[h]", so that Mg(X)
is coisotropic in the sense of Losev [46]. O

In the case when the cocharacters a; span §h we can apply the construction
M&(X) = Aq(X) = Mq(X) to the fibres of the twistor space Z&(X) and obtain
thus a new twistor space Zg(X), the fibres of which are affine varieties. We denote
by Mk (X) denote the subscheme of the smooth locus of the Douady space of Zg(X)
consisting of real sections with normal sheaf O(1)®24im & The hyperkihler quotient
of Nig(c—L) x Mg(X) x Nit(c;L) by K x K is still isomorphic to Ny (L;c_, c).

Proposition 10.6. Suppose that a connected component M of My (X) is a com-
plete (stratified) hyperkahler manifold. Then the corresponding connected compo-
nent of Nx (L;c—,cy) is also complete. If, in addition, M admits a K x K-invariant
Kdhler potential for one of the complex structures, then Nx (L;c_, c4) is isomorphic
to HileV(X ) with respect to this complex structure.

Proof. The first statement follows from the completeness of M and of Ny (c—L),
Ni£(ciL). The second statement follows from [4, Theorem 1]. O

Remark 10.7. The case when the cocharacters oy do not span § is also easily
included in the above scheme. According to Remark 5.18, X is then the quotient
by a finite abelian group I' of the product of T*T’ and a hypertoric variety X"
with structure torus 7" such that the defining cocharacters span h” = Lie(T").
Moreover W = W’ x W” with W' acting trivially on 7”7 and W” acting trivially
on T". Since I" acts freely on T*T” x X", we obtain

HilbY (X) ~ HilbY (T*T" x X")/T ~ (HilbY, (T*T") x Hilb¥," (X"))/T.

Let G' = Gpw and G" = Ggvywr. Then Mg(X) is the quotient of T*G’ x
Mg+ (X") by T'. The decomposition hr = b @ b yields a decomposition of the
automorphism L as L' ® L”. The hyperkihler manifold Nx«(L";c_, ¢y ) is obtained
as above from Mg~ (X"). We also have (cf. §8.3) the moduli space N’ of solutions to
L'-Nahm equations describing the complete hyperkihler metric on Hﬂb?,// (T*T").
The quotient by T of N’ x Nx~(L";c_,c4) is isomorphic to an open subset of the
Douady space Hp(X).

10.2. Minuscule representations. For any strongly W-invariant hypertoric va-
riety X we can find a set S of characters of T such that

(i) Clh] and z¢, & € S, generate C[X];

(ii) S equals to the set of weights of distinct irreducible representations Vi, ..., V]

of G.

We remark that the representation @221 V; of G is faithful (since S generates
X*(T)) and that G is a closed subvariety of @2:1 End(V;) (since the G-orbit of
Id @221 End(V;) under the left multiplication is closed, owing to the Hilbert-
Mumford criterion). Let I(G) be the ideal of G C @221 End(V;). Observe that
T*G can be viewed as the subvariety {(®_,®,,9); @, = g7 '® g} of g x g x G
(®_, -, are then the moment maps for the left and right action of G with respect
to the standard symplectic structure on T*G). It follows that T*G is a subvariety
of gogd @2:1 End(V;) cut out by the ideal generated by I(G) and ®_A; — A, P,
A; € End(V;),i=1,...,L
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We now embedd X into h & h @ @._, Z(End(V;)T) via

1
(z, (a?g)fes) — (z,z,@xs Idvf)7
i=1

and define Mg(X) to be the Zariski closure of (G x G).X in g g® 692:1 End(V;),
where the action of G x G is given by

(g7 h’)((b—7 ¢)+7A17 s 7Al) = (Adg(q)—)v Adh(¢+)agA1h71a s agAlh71)~

Theorem 10.8. If each V; is minuscule, then Mg(X) is isomorphic to the hyper-
spherical variety Mg (X).

Proof. We need to recall some facts about covariants. Let V be a finite-dimensional
W-module. Then the space PV (h,V) of W-equivariant polynomial maps from b
to V is a free graded C[h]"-module of rank dim V' [23]. Similarly, if V is a finite-
dimensional G-module, then the space P%(g, V') of G-equivariant polynomial maps
from g to V is a free graded C[g]“-module of rank dim V7 (i.e. the dimension of the
zero weight space). Chevalley’s theorem implies that the restriction C[g] — C[h]
induces an isomorphism C[g] ~ C[h]". We shall denote this ring by .J. For an
arbitrary V, the restriction induces an injective homomorphism r : P%(g, V) —
PW(h, VT) between free graded J-modules of the same rank. Broer [19] has shown
that r is an isomorphism if and only if V' is small, meaning that 2¢ is not a weight of
V for any dominant root ¢ of g. We now consider the G-module V*®V ~ End(V).
In this case the modules of covariants P (g,End(V)) and P (h, End(V)T) are
associative algebras, since End(V) and End(V)? are. In addition, r is an algebra
homomorphism. If A C X*(T) are the weights of V and V =~ @, V* is the
weight space decomposition, then

End(V)" ~ @D End(V*).
£€A
Thus the centre of End(V)T is LO = Decp C-1dy, ~ CA. Observe that PV (p, L?)
is the centre of the algebra PW (h, End(V)7).

Lemma 10.9. Let p: g — End(V) be a minuscule representation of the Lie algebra
of G. Any covariant p € PV (h, L°) is of the form r(ﬁ(p)), where p is a polynomial
in one variable of degree at most |A| — 1.

Proof. If V is minuscule, then End(V) is small [56, §2] and, consequently, the
restriction homomorphism r : P%(g, End(V)) — P" (b, End(V)T) is an isomor-
phism. Clearly, restrictions of powers of p belong to PW(h, L°). Since both
PW(h, L°) and the polynomial ring in p are free J-modules of the same rank,
the claim follows. O

Let now S be a set of characters as at the beginning of the subsection, with each
V; minuscule. For each of the representations V;, 72 = 1,...,1, consider the following
W-equivariant map h — Z(End(V;)7):

d
(10.2) pi(2) = @ [ (aw, 2) — Ap) e+ Idye,

EeEN; k=1

where A; denotes the set of distinct weights of V;. Lemma 10.9 implies that each
pi(2) is of the form r(p;(p;)) where p is a polynomial in one variable. This, together
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with the discussion at the beginning of the subsection, shows that Mg(X) C g ®
gD @2:1 End(V;) is cut out by equations ®_A4; = A;®; and

(10.3) Fpu(@-hAr,...p(®2HA) =0, VF € I(G).

The ideal I(G) can be described by the following modification of a theorem of
Chevalley [49, Theorem 4.27] to the case of algebraic monoids:

Lemma 10.10. Let G be a closed subgroup of a reductive and normal algebraic
monoid M with a zero (i.e. an element 0 € M such that Om =0 =m0 Vm € M.)
Then there exists a finite-dimensional representation L of M such that G is exactly
the stabiliser of an element o € L.

Proof. Consider the action of M on itself by left multiplication. Then the stabiliser
of the closed subvariety G is G, i.e. G is the stabiliser of the ideal I(G) C C[M].
Choose a G-invariant finite-dimensional subspace U of I(G) which generates I(G).
Then U is contained in an M-invariant finite-dimensional subspace U of C[M]. This
holds since we have a decomposition C[M] = € End(V)) where the direct sum is
over all (finite-dimensional) irreducible representations of M [68]. Since G is the
stabiliser of U, it is also the stabiliser of the line [ = A™U in the representation
L = A"U of M, where n = dimU. Let L = L' & L°, where L° is the trivial
subrepresentation, and let ¢ = o' + ¢® be a generator of [ with ¢/ € L’ and
0% € L% Observe that 0 € M acts as 0 on L’: any irreducible summand V of
L’ is also an irreducible representation of the (reductive) group M* of units of M
and any eigenspace of 0 in V is M*-invariant. Therefore ¢% # 0, since otherwise 0
stabilises [, i.e. 0 € G. Hence G is exactly the stabiliser of ¢’ in L. O

We apply the above lemma to the monoid M = le':l End(V;). Let L and o
be as in the lemma, so that G is a subvariety of Hézl End(V;) consisting of those
(A1,...,A;) which satisfy (Ay,...,A;)0 = o. It follows that Mg(X) is equal to
a subvariety of g ® g ® @i:l End(V;) consisting of (®_, P4, Ay,...,A;) such that
d_A; = A;¥, for each ¢, and
(10.4) (A1,..., Ao = (Pr(®-),....¢(P-))o.

With this description we can prove:

Lemma 10.11. The dimension of every fibre of the projection Mg(X) — g,
(P_, D, Ay,..., A) — D_, is equal to dim G.

Proof. Let B = (By,...,B)) be a fixed element of @é:l End(V;) and consider the
subvariety Fp of @2:1 End(V;) consisting of (A, ..., A;) which satisfy

(10.5) (Ay,...,A)o = (By,...,B))o.

It is enough to show that dim Fg = dim G for every B. This is certainly true
for invertible B, so that dim Fg > dimG for every B. To prove the opposite
inequality it is enough, owing to the semicontinuity of dimension and the invariance
of (10.5) under scaling, to consider B = 0. The group preserving the line (¢) C L
is G’ = C* x G and, hence, Fy = {(A1,...,A); (A1,...,4;)o = 0} is equal to the
variety of those (Ay, ..., A;) which map to G’ \ G’ C End(L). Since the dimension
of the latter variety is dim G, we have dim Fy = dim G. ]

Lemma 10.12. Mg(X) is normal.
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Proof. The strategy is the same as in §6.2. We observe that Mg(X) is isomorphic
to ME(X) = GxrxX xpG away from () and Proposition 3.3 implies that Mg(X)
is an affine blow up of M (X) transverse to (6). We consider now again the subset
g® C g defined in the proof of Theorem 10.1 and consider the open subset U of
Mg(X) defined by ®_, P, € g*. Lemma 10.11 implies that Theorem 6.12 holds
for j : U = Mg(X). On the other hand, using the description in (10.4) and local
models as in the proof of Theorem 10.1 shows U is isomorphic to the corresponding
open subset of M (X). In particular U is normal, and the argument of Braverman,
Finkelberg, and Nakajima, recalled at the beginning of §6.2, shows that Mg(X) is
normal. (I

We can now finish the proof of Theorem 10.8. Restricting (10.4) to ®_ = & €
Sy shows that (P_, P, ) H(AS) ~ HileV(X). Therefore we have a Zg x Z¢-

invariant dominant morphism G X HileV(X ) x G — Mg(X), which induces a
dominant morphism Mg(X) — Mg(X). The latter is an isomorphism between
open subsets U; = ¢~ 1(g° x ¢°) and Uy = (®_,®, )~ 1(g° x g°). We therefore have
an injective homomorphism h : C[Mg(X)] — C[Mg(X)], and the restriction of an
f € Mg(X) to Uy yields a regular function f on Us. Owing to Lemmata 10.11 and
10.12, f extends to a regular function on Mg(X). Therefore h is an isomorphism
and the proof is complete. O

We can also describe explicitly the twistor space Zg(X). Since each V; is minis-
cule, there exist m; € N such that ZZ=1 [{ag, &) = m; for every weight £ in V;,
i =1,...,1. We obtain Zg(X) by imposing the equations defining Ms(X) as a
subvariety of g ® g ® @221 End(V;) onto the vector bundle

l
(10.6) 0® Op1(2) ® g ® Opi (2) © @) End(V;) @ Opa (my).
=1

This description identifies Z5(X) as a complex space over P!. The real structure
and the Op: (2)-valued fibrewise symplectic form are defined as in §9.2, i.e. they do
not necessarily arise from such structures on the vector bundle (10.6).

Remark 10.13. Suppose that @221 End(V;) admits a linear map 7 which preserves
@, Z(End(V;)T) and, for every £ € S, sends Idy¢ to (—1)2?:1<0‘J”5>+Idv7§ for

i=1
some ¢’ (in particular, S must be invariant under the involution ¢ — —(). The map
7 must preserve each subspace Ey = (P, _; End(V;). The real structure of Zg(X)
is then the restriction of a real structure o on the vector bundle (10.6), given by
® - —®*/(? on the two copies of g ® Op1(2) (the asterisk denotes the negative of
the Cartan involution with respect to the maximal compact Lie subalgebra ), and
by o(e) = 7(e)*/¢* on Ej, ® Opi1 (k) (the asterisk denotes the Hermitian transpose).

We give several examples in which we obtain a complete hyperkahler metric on
Mg (X).

Ezxample 10.14. Let X be the hypertoric variety determined by cocharacters «;
equal to e;, i+ = 1,...,d, each with multiplicity m, and arbitrary scalars A;,
j =1,...,m. X is described by equations vyw; = [[/L,(2i — N;), i = 1,...d,
i.e. X is the product of d copies of an A,, 1 surface. The group W = ¥, acts
by permutations, and G = GL4(C). In this case, M = Mg(X) can be de-
scribed as a hyperkdhler quotient of a quaternionic vector space. The vector
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space is the representation space of the double A, i-quiver with dimension vec-
tors all equal to d: V = @;n:l(Hom(Vj_l,Vj) ® Hom(V;,V;_1)), where V; = C*
for every j. M is a hyperkiihler quotient of V by H = U(d)™ ! acting in the
standard way at the inner m — 1 vertices. Let us choose a complex structure
J and write the corresponding complex coordinates on V' as (Aj;, B;)jL,, where
(A;,B;) € Hom(V;_1,V;) & Hom(V;,V;_1). The complex moment map equations
are then

(107) Aij —Bj+1Aj+1 = Kkj, j = 1,...,m—1,

for some complex scalars k;. The HC-invariant polynomials are F(A;By), j =
L...,m—1, F € C[gly(C)]%"(©  as well as products of A;, B; corresponding
to any path starting and ending at outer vertices. The moment map equations
imply that on the zero set of the moment map the ring of invariant polynomials is
generated by \I/l = AmBm, \112 = B1A1, A= Am s Al, B = Bl s Bm- OWIDg to
(10.7) these satisfy the equations

(10.8) AB =97+ ¢;¥], BA=9F+Y v,

j=1 j=1
where the coefficients ¢; and c; are polynomials in the x;, as well as
(10.9) AUy =0 1B+ (k1 + -+ £m—1)A.
Moreover, equations (10.7) imply that

F(U3) = F(U1 + K1+ + km—1), VF € Clgly(C)|¢(©).

If we set & = Uy 4w, &, = ¥y +w — Z;n:_ll kj, w € C, then the characteristic
polynomials of ®_ and ¢, coincide, and (with an appropriate choice of w and of
the k;) equations (10.8)-(10.9) become

(10.10)

AB=[J(@--%;), BA=][(®4—-)), AP, =0 A &,B=B0_.
j=1

j=1

This describes M as an affine variety with respect to the chosen complex structure J.
The real structure on the twistor space is given as in Remark 10.13 with 7(A, B) =
((—1)"’B,A). In order to see that the complex-symplectic form of the complex-
symplectic quotient coincides with the one on Mg (X) given in §9.1, it is enough
to compute it on the open dense subset where A, B, ®_, &, are all diagonalisable
under the action of GL4(C) x GL4(C). This computation is straightforward if
lengthy, and is left to the reader. Therefore the twistor spaces of M and Mg (X)
are isomorphic, and hence M is isomorphic to Mk (X) as a hyperkéhler manifold.
Thus the hyperkahler metric on HileV(X ) can be described as the moduli space
Nx(L;c—,cy) of u(d)-valued solutions to Nahm'’s equations with the discontinuity
given by M. Since M satisfies the assumptions of Proposition 10.6 (the existence
of a Kéhler potential follows from the existence of a bounded from below U(d)™*!-
invariant hyperkéhler potential on V'), we conclude that the hyperkdhler metric on
HileV(X ) is complete.

Observe that for m = 1 the above construction gives T* Mat, ¢(C) arising in the
discussion of the special case X = C?? in section 8.3.
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FEzample 10.15. Consider the special case of the previous example with d = 2n
even, m = 2, and \; = —X2. Let J € U(2n) be the matrix defining the standard
symplectic form on C?". The involution

o (®_, 94, A B)— (JOLJ,JOLJ,—JBTJ,—JAT])

preserves the hyperkéhler structure of the manifold M in Example 10.14, and, for
any complex structure, the submanifold M7 of its fixed points is biholomorphic to
the subvariety of sp,, (C) & sp,,, (C) & Mats, 2,(C) consisting of (®_, 4, ) such
that the characteristic polynomials of ®_ and &, coincide, and (with A = A1)

(10.11) CICTT =X -2, JOTJC =N -2, CP, =-0_JCO"J

The group Sp(n) x Sp(n) acts on M7 and the fixed point set X of the diagonal
maximal torus is easily seen to be n copies of the A;-surface. We conclude that we
obtain a complete hyperkéahler metric on HileV(X ) for this X (the structure torus
and the group W are the maximal torus and the Weyl group of Sp,,, (C)).

Remark 10.16. The last example can be obviously generalised to any m € 2N. In
particular, if d = 2, the construction of §9.3 yields a description of (a subfamily of)
gravitational instantons of type Dy, (m = 2k — 2) as moduli spaces of su(2)-valued
solutions to Nahm'’s equations on (0, 1) with simple poles (and fixed residues) at 0, 1
and a discontinuity in the middle. The discontinuity is given by the fixed point set
of the hyperkéhler manifold of Example 10.14 under the involution (10.11) (observe
that, for d =2, —JCTJ = Cladj), see also the proof of Lemma 10.3. The subfamily
obtained this way is essentially the one in Example 2.15. Alternatively, we obtain
the full family of D; gravitational instantons as hyperkihler quotients by S! of
moduli spaces of u(2)-valued solutions to Nahm’s equations with the discontinuity
described in Example 10.14 (with d = 2 and m = 2k). This second description of
Dy, gravitational instantons also follows by combining the results of [21] and [13]
(see also Example 11.2 below).

In general, equations (10.4) are complicated. The next example indicates a
method of identifying Mg (X) without having to deal with the full set of equations.

Ezample 10.17. Let X be a Zs-invariant hypertoric variety with structure torus
equal to the maximal torus of GLy(C) with defining hyperplanes given by kz1+1lz0 =
0and Iz +kze =0, k,l € Z, k # 1. X is isomorphic to C*/Z;2_;» and the equations
(5.4) corresponding to characters £ = e}, & = —ef, i = 1,2, are

w1y = (kzy +122)F (L1 + k22)ly  woye = (kzo + 121) (k2o + 121)L
Setting

_ zr 0 4 _ yi 0\ 4 _ z1 0\
A_g—(o x2>g+aB_g+<0 y2>g7¢)i_gi(0 22)gi7

we obtain equations

k k l
AB = (k;<I>,—|—l(<I>,)adj) (l(I),—f—k:(q),)adj) , BA= (k<I>++l(<I>+)adj) (l(I)++k(<I>+)adj) .
Since, for a 2 x 2 matrix X, X,qj = —X + tr X, we can rewrite these equations as
(10.12) AB = ((k—D®_ 4+ 1tr® ) (1 —k)®_ + ktrd_ )},
(10.13) BA=((k—1)®, +1tr®)"((I — k), +ktrd, )"

l
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After replacing (A, B) with (A/(k—1), B/(l—k)), the right sides of these equations
become monic polynomials in ®,. Introducing a parameter (, so that A, B, ®4
become sections of vector bundles over P!, we obtain a “twistor space”, a generic
section of which is also a section of the twistor space of My (X) (cf. Remark
8.10). Now consider, as in Example 10.14, the representation space V of the double
Aj4i-quiver with dimension vectors all equal to 2. Let M be the hyperkahler quo-
tient of V by SU(2)¥*!~! acting in the standard way at the inner vertices. M has a
U(2)2x U(1)*+=! symmetry and the moment map for the U(1)**+!~L-action is given
by (linear combinations) of parameters A; in (10.10). On the other hand, the mo-
ment map for U(1) C U(2)? acting via (A, B) + (sA,s7!B)is tr®_/2 = tr d, /2.
It follows that equations (10.12)-(10.13) are satisfied by the twistor space of the
hyperkihler quotient M of M by U(1)k¥*!=1 acting via an appropriate homomor-
phism U(1)k¥+=1 — U(1)¥*+!. A generic solution of these equations (with parameter
¢, i.e. a P1) is a section of both the twistor space of M and of the twistor space of
My(2)(X) . Therefore the hyperkihler structures of M and My2)(X) coincide'*
on an open dense subset, hence on the whole smooth locus.

11. EXAMPLES: MONOPOLE MODULI SPACES

We shall now discuss how moduli spaces of monopoles (with singularities) on R3
fit into the above scheme.

Let H be a compact Lie group of rank r and of adjoint type (this is necessary if
we want to introduce “minimally charged” Dirac singularities, and irrelevant when
there are no singularities). We consider a moduli space of monopoles on R?® with
structure group H and Dirac-type singularities at a finite collection of points. More
precisely, asymptotic and topological data are determined by:

(1) a generic element w in a Cartan subalgebra of H, the mass of the mono-
pole (the genericity assumption corresponds to monopoles with maximal
symmetry breaking at infinity);

(2) anon-abelian magnetic charge v, = >_ _; nya,, where oY, ..., ) are the
simple coroots of H determined by w and ni,...,n, € Z>o;

(3) a collection of distinct points A,..., A, € R3 with A, = (\f,\) in a
decomposition R* = R x C, each labelled by the choice of a fundamental
cominuscule coweight v; for H.

The last requirement corresponds to Dirac-type singularities of the monopoles with
“minimal” charge, leading to complete moduli spaces. The moduli space M of
monopoles with structure group H on R? with mass w, non-abelian charge +,, and
Dirac-type singularity of charge ~; at A; is expected to be a complete hyperkéhler
manifold of dimension 4(n; + --- + n,) [50]. An asymptotic region of this moduli
space is qualitatively described as follows (cf. [63,28], and upcoming follow-up work
by C. Ross and the second author): for each u = 1,...,r we have n, indistinguish-
able distinct points p,lu cooppt in R3\{),, ..., A} each of these points is endowed
with a phase parameter in S' and corresponds to an SU(2) charge 1 monopole
embedded in H via the homomorphism that identifies the coroot of SU(2) with
v

a,,. This asymptotic picture leads one to consider the hypertoric variety defined

MAs in Example 10.14, one verifies that the complex-symplectic forms coincide on the open
dense subset where A, B, ®_, ®, are all diagonalisable under the action of GL2(C) x GL2(C).
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by the following collection of hyperplanes. Let A denote the matrix 21d —C, where
C is the Cartan matrix of H. We then consider hyperplanes

A 2pi — Avp 2oy = 0= (M) 2ui — A

for p,v=1,...,r,i=1,...,n,,j=1,...,m, and I = 1,..., k. Note that since
is a fundamental cominuscule coweight, o, (v;) € {0,1} and there exists a unique
p such that o, (v;) = 1; moreover A,, and A,, are either both zero or both non-
zero with at least one of them equal to 1. These facts can be used to show that
X is smooth for generic choices of A1,..., Ax. More importantly, note that X is
strongly W-invariant for the Weyl group W = H;:1 Y, » where ¥, permutes the
points pi, ceey pZ“’. This means that the structure torus of X is the maximal torus
of H;Zl GL,, (C) = G. Finally, the positive constants a;(w), ..., a,(w) determine
the choice of positive definite L, i.e. the choice of a flat hyperkahler metric on
T*T, where T = (C*)™**+nr ig the structure torus of X. We expect that the
moduli space M of singular monopoles can be identified with HileV(X ). Recent
work of Braverman, Finkelberg, and Nakajima [18] (together with our Theorem
7.1) provides strong evidence that this is the case when H is a (product of) simply
laced Lie group(s). For an arbitrary H and nonsingular monopoles, evidence could
be obtained by checking that the vanishing conditions on spectral curves of such
monopoles, written down by Murray [51], coincide with those of Theorem 8.5.

We would like to calculate the coordinate ring of X arising in this way and give
a description of the corresponding variety Mq(X). This describes, according to
Proposition 9.3, Hilb}f/ (X) as a Poisson quotient of the product of Mg (X) and two
copies of G x .#;. In the cases where we can identify the hyperkahler metric on
Mg (X), it also gives a description of the hyperkihler metric as the L2-metric on a
moduli space of solutions to L-Nahm’s equations (Theorem 9.10). We remark this
moduli space is very different from the ones used before to describe moduli spaces
of monopoles; this is the case even for nonsingular monopoles for classical groups
(of rank > 1), cf. [41].

We shall work this out explicitly when H = PU(r +1). Then the r fundamental
coweights are all cominuscule. We assume that there are k, Dirac singularities with
charge wx for all p=1,...,r. We also fix an orientation for the Dynkin diagram
of H. The hyperplanes of X are then

Zui = Zur1y = 0= Zpi — Ay

forp=1,...,r,i=1,...,n,,j=1,...,n441 and l = 1,...,k,. Here (2,,) are
coordinates on h ~ h* = P " C™ (b denotes the Lie algebra of the structure torus
of X, not of H).

To calculate a basis S of the coordinate ring of X we argue as follows. The
hyperplanes

Eui = Eur1,5 = 0=Eu

subdivide the space hj into cones. A set of generators {z,.,x¢,& € S} for the
coordinate ring of X then corresponds to a subset S that generates each of these
cones over Z. It is clear we can take S to be the collection

* * *
teni  Eeni tenyg)
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i.e. the collection of vectors generating the boundaries of the above cones, which is
clearly W-invariant. This gives us functions

+ .+

wir Tpu—pt1,ij
The relations between these functions correspond to linear dependence relations
between the vectors in S. Under our assumptions, these are given by expressing all
the z¢’s in terms of the x,;’s. We then obtain the following relations:

Ky Nyt Npy—1
(11.1) ‘T:zx;z = H(Z/u ) H (2, = Zu+1,5) H (2u—1, = 2ui);
=1 j=1 j=1
(11.2) x:zx:-‘rl,] x:—m—&-l,ij(’zﬂ»i = Zut1,5),
(11.3) Ty %yl = affﬁﬂﬂ,ij(zu,i — Zut1,5);
ku K+
(11.4) i = LG = M) T G = Aurna) -
1=1 1=1
Mp+1 m MNp—1 Tp+2
T G = 2us) TT Gt = 20115 TT Guerd = 200) T] Gusrg = 2ur20)-
1£] 1#£i =1 1=1

The representation V' corresponding to S is then @  T*C" @ T*(C™ @ C™wt1).
m

Since the irreducible summands are all minuscule, we can use the description of the

previous section, i.e. view Mg (X) = Spec Ag(X) as the Zariski closure of (GxG).X

in g g@End(V). In calculating Mg (X) we therefore have for each p four matrices

<I>If, Ay, B, € Mat,,, ,, (C) given by

o = grdiag(z1, - 2um, ) (93) 71

AIL = g;dia‘g(‘r;la tee 7'r/;,nﬂ)(g:)7la

B _gudlag( [ R :,nu)(gﬂ) 17
as well as (nunu4+1 X nyn,41)-matrices

i:np 7j:nu+l (

— — . — -1
CM—>LL+1 = (gﬂ ®gp+1) dlag(£u~>u+1,ij)i’j:1 ;—l_@g:—kl) )

i:n;mj:nuﬁ—l ( — —1

Dyspt1 = (9:[ ® 9,f+1) diag(l“;!uﬂ,ij) ij=1 ® Gpg1)

The matrices @f clearly satisfy tr(®})" = tr(®;)" for all i. Similarly, the com-
muting relations @, A, = A,L(D: etc. are clearly satlsﬁed. In order to write down
equations corresponding to (11.1)—(11.4) let us introduce the following notation: if
M € Mat, m(C), N € Mat,, ,,(C), then Py(M) denotes the characteristic polyno-
mial of N evaluated at M, i.e.:

(11.5) En: N)M" =,

Jj=0

where e;(N) denotes the j-th elementary symmetric polynomial in eigenvalues of
the matrix N. Let us also write A, for the diagonal matrix diag(A,1,..., Auk,)-
The equations corresponding to (11.1) can be now written as:
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(11.6) AuBy = (—=1)""1 Py (‘I’,I)P¢;+l(‘I),I)Pq>;71((I),:)a
(11.7) Budy, = (<1)"= Py (@) Pyr | (@) Pyr (@),
Equations corresponding to (11.2) and (11.3) are:

(11.8) Ay ® Apir = Cpuypir (B @1 — 1@ B, ),
(11.9) By ®But1=Dysya (P, ©1-10 0, ).

In order to write down equations corresponding to (11.4), let D denote the (n,,n,,41 X
n,n,+1) diagonal matrix, the ((47), (47))-entry of which is the second line of (11.4)
multiplied by (2,; — 2,+1,7)? (so that there are no omitted indices in the first two
products). Observe that (g ® 95+1)D<Q;F ® g,y 1) " is equal to

(1L10) (=)™ " Pys (95)Pys (5) ® Pyt (B5,1) Py (B1).

Similarly,
+ . i=ny,j=n,

(gf@gﬂﬂ)dlag((zwfz;H_Lj)z)i,j:l] H(gi@giﬂ) (<I>i®1 1®<I>#+1) .
For each choice of sign in +-superscripts, the matrix in (11.10) and (tbff ®1 -
1® @, +1) commute and the latter divides the former. We have therefore well
defined (n,n,41 X nMnM_H)—matrices R(<I>jE @i_H) obtained by dividing (11.10) by
(<I>i R1-1® (I),LbJrl) . The equations corresponding to (11.4) can be now written
as:

C/,L*)[lﬁ*lD,u‘)llﬁ*l = (PA# ((I);L) )R((I) q)#+1)(1 ® PAu+1 ((I);Jrl))a
Du—>u+1cu—>u+1 = (PAM ((I’;Jtr) ® )R((I)Jr (I):H)(l ® PAM+1 (cp:+1))_
The variety Mg (X) is an irreducible component of matrices satisfying these equa-
tions (the closure of the set where eigenvalues of each @I are distinct and dis-
tinct from those of <I>;Lr +1)- As explained in §10.2, we can also describe the twistor
space for M (X). The sections of this twistor space are matrix-valued polynomials

(), Ap(€)s Bu(€)s Cussps1(€), Dypsp41(€) in one variable, satisfying the above
equations, and with

deg @=(¢) =2, degA,u(¢) = deg Bu(C) = Ky + myu—1 + nps1,

2
deg Cw;m(é) = deg Du—m+1(<) =ky+kupp + Z Nyts — 2.

s=—1

Moreover, the real structure on Zg(X ) can be described as in Remark 10.13: the
linear map 7 is given by 7( ( 1)des Bu(O B, A) and

((,1)deg Du—p+1(Q) p

T(Cumpt1, Du—>u+l) = u—rpt1s C#—W‘H)'

Remark 11.1. In the case when all k, = 0 (i.e. the monopoles are nonsingular), the
cocharacters «; defining the hypertoric variety do not span . This case has to be
dealt with as in Remark 10.7.

We hope that (a component of) the variety of real polynomials satisfying the
above equations can be described as (a finite cover of) a closed hyperkéhler sub-
manifold of a hyperkéhler quotient of a vector space. This would prove, among
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other things, the completeness of the hyperkdhler metric on HileV (X). In what
follows, we shall show that this is the case if:

e cither r =1, or
e r > land, foreach p=1,...,7—1, either min(n,,ny41) =lorn, = nyq = 2.

Ezample 11.2. Example 10.14 identifies the hyperkéahler metric on the above Mg (X)
in the case when r = 1, i.e. in the case of charge d SO(3)-monopoles with &k Dirac sin-
gularities located at Ay, ..., A, € R3: there is a connected component D of My, (X)
which is a hyperkéhler quotient of a quaternionic representation space of the Ay 1-
quiver with dimension vectors C? by GL4(C)*~! acting on the inner k — 1 vertices.
Consequently (Theorem 9.10), the hyperkéhler metric on HileV(X ) is the natural
L2-metric on a moduli space of solutions to Nahm’s equations: if w = (¢, —c), ¢ > 0,
is the mass of monopoles, the solutions are u(d)-valued and defined on (—c, c¢) with
simple poles and residues given by a fixed principal su(2)-triple at ¢ = +¢, and a
discontinuity determined by D at ¢ = 0. This is the description of the moduli space
of singular SO(3)-monopoles given by Blair and Cherkis [13].

The general case 7 > 1 can be dealt with “in stages” as follows. Let M,, pn =
1,...,r, be the hyperspherical variety corresponding to SO(3)-monopoles of charge
n, with Dirac singularities at A, ;, 1 = 1,..., ky, and, for ny,n,41 > 1, let M, 41
be the hyperspherical variety corresponding to nonsingular SU(3)-monopoles with
charge (n,,n,4+1). The equations describing Mg (X) for an arbitrary PU(r + 1)-
monopole moduli space are simply the equations of the symplectic quotient of
—1 .
H;Zl M, xH;Zl M~ 41 by H;Zl GLy,, (C) (cf. Remark 9.9). The hyperkéhler (as
opposed to complex-symplectic) picture is slightly complicated by the fact that for
M, 1+1 the cocharacters defining the hypertoric variety do not span C™+ @ C"#+1.
We need to deal with it as in Remark 10.7, i.e. we consider the hyperspherical variety
M 3 —u+1 corresponding to the hypertoric variety Xﬁ —u+1 With structure torus Ty
equal to the maximal torus of S(GLy, (C) xGL,,,, (C)). The hyperspherical variety
M,,_,,,+1 is then the quotient of MS_W_H xT*C* by Zn, +n,,,, and the hyperkahler

metric on an arbitrary moduli space of monopoles is obtained as in Remark 10.7.

One needs, therefore, to identify the hyperkahler metric on M 3 -

Ezample 11.3. Consider the case when n,4+1 = 1. The morphism T"» — Tj is
given by
—-1 —
(B otn,) = (Bt b ot ),

and is therefore an isomorphism. It follows that Xg —u+1 1s simply C?"w and,
st 18 T Maty, , xn,, (C) with its invariant flat hyperkéhler met-
ric. Analogously, MB—WH ~ T* Maty,, ,, xn,, (C) if n, = 1. This is not surprising:
Hurtubise and Murray’s [41] description of the moduli space of (nonsingular) SU(3)-
monopoles of charge (n,1) (or (1,n)) is very similar to the Cherkis and Kapustin’s
[22] description of the moduli space of charge n SO(3)-monopoles with one Dirac
singularity.

consequently, M)

11.1. SU(3)-monopoles of charge (2,2). We are going to identify the hyperkéahler
metric on MB—W-H in the case n, = n,41 = 2. According to the above discussion,
this, together with Example 11.3, provides a description of moduli spaces of PU(r+
1)-monopoles in terms of solutions of Nahm’s equations in the case when all n, <2
(and the k,, are arbitrary).
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The structure torus Ty of the hypertoric variety XS —pu+1 18 the maximal torus

of S(GL2(C) x GL2(C)). The character lattice of T is therefore
Zep 1 €20 €11 € 2) /L€ + €+ epynn +€jpn)-
We can take the same generating set S as for X,_,,4+1, and obtain generators

Zui s Zut, ,xii, a:iﬂrl’j, xi‘#”rl,i]" 1,7 = 1,2, of (C[XS_W_H]. These satisfy equa-
tions (11.1)—(11.4) (with k, = k,4+1 = 0), and in addition (with o(1) =2, ¢(2) = 1):

(11.11) Zu1 + Zu2 + Zut11 + Zut1,2 =0,
+ _ F + £ _ .F F
(11.12) Tpspt+1,ii = Tpuspt1,o()ol)  TulTu2 = Tur1,1%u41,2>
2
+ + =+ + _ ) N — +
(11.13) LTpalpy2p+11%p+1,2 = H (Zui — Zut1,5) = qu—m-%l,ij'
i.j=1 i

The coordinate ring of the hyperspherical variety MS St
M, 41, by 2 x 2 matrices @f,@fﬂ,AmB#,AMH,Bﬂﬂ, and by 4 x 4 matrices
Cusp+1, Dy 1. These satisfy the equations for M), 41, and in addition, equa-
tions corresponding to (11.11)—(11.13). The first of those yields tr CI)ff +tr (I)i+1 =0.

The equations corresponding to (11.13) are:
(11.14) det Ay det Ay g = det(®, @1 -1@ @, ) =det Cpuspya,
(11.15) det B, det B, 11 = det(®) @1 -1@®F, ) =det Dy uq1.

; is generated, as for

The second equation in (11.12) yields:
det A, = det B, 1, det A, 1 =det B,,.

In order to understand the equation corresponding to the first equation in (11.12),
identify Matyx4(C) with Matay2(C) ® Matax2(C) and consider the involution o
given by 0(A®B) = Aaqj®@Bagj. This involution is equal to +1 on C(1®1)®sly(C)®
5[(C), and to —1 on sl3(C)®1®1®@sl3(C). The latter subspace is a Lie subalgebra
of gl,(C), isomorphic to s04(C), and we conclude that, in an appropriate basis, o
is equal to the matrix transpose. Now observe that the equation corresponding to
the first equation in (11.12) is 0(Cp—pt1) = Dyt

We now compute R(®:, <I>f+1) from its definition and (11.4):

+ HE + + + +
R@E,05,) = (of @1 -1 (97,)),,) (0F) 4 @1 - 1205,,).

Since, for a 2 x 2 matrix X, X,q; = —X + (tr X) - 1, and since tr <I>ljf +tr ‘I’fﬂ =0,
we can rewrite this as

2
(11.16) R@F, 0%, ) = —(ef @1+ 1005,) + (o) 1a1.

We now consider, analogously to Example 10.14, the representation space V of
the double Aj-quiver with vertices {1, 2,3} and all dimension vectors equal to 4. A
representation is given by the collection of 4 x4 matrices 4;;,4,5 = 1,2,3, |i—j| =1,
where A;; corresponds to the arrow ¢ — j. Let M be the hyperkahler quotient of V'
by SU(4) acting in the standard way at the middle vertex. We proceed to describe
M as a complex manifold for a fixed complex structure, i.e. the complex-symplectic
quotient of V' by SL4(C). The SL4(C)-invariant functions on V are generated
by the entries of \I’L = A21A12, \IIR = A23A32, C = A21A32, D = A23A12 , as
well as by the four functions a;; = det A;;. Write x = tr(Ai2As — As2Aa3)/4 =



66 ROGER BIELAWSKI AND LORENZO FOSCOLO

tr(¥r, — ¥g)/4. The moment map equation for the action of SL4(C) at the middle
vertex is A12A21 — A32A23 = K- 17 which yields

(11.17) CD =V} — k¥, DC = V% + kTg.

The remaining equations satisfied by the SL4(C)-invariant functions are det ¥, =
asia1s, det W = agzasze, det C' = asiass, and det D = agzais. These equations
describe M as a complex manifold. The twistor space of M is described by the
same equations in the total space of a vector bundle over P': W, Uy C,D €
Mat,4(C) ® Op1(2), ai; € Op1(4). Observe that if det C' # 0 and det D # 0, then
(11.17) implies

(].1].8) det(\IlL — I{) = Qa23a32, dEt(\I/R + /<J) = 12021 -

Moreover, if det C' and det D are nonzero, then so are det ¥ and det ¥ g, which
means that the action of SL4(C) is free on the subset of V' where det C' # 0 # det D.
Since the complex-symplectic quotient M’ of the subset of V', where the action
of SLy(C) is free, is regular, equations (11.18) hold on all of M’. This in turn
implies, that (11.18) is satisfied on the stratum M) of the hyperkdhler quotient
M corresponding to the free action of SU(4). Since this stratum is open and dense,
equations (11.18) hold on the hyperkihler quotient M for any complex structure.
We now observe that M has an involution 7 given by

T T T T
(C,D, V1, VR, a12,a21, 023, a32) — (=D, —C", =V +K, —VUg —K, azz, 423, G21,A12).

This involution acts holomorphically and fibrewise on the twistor space of M, inter-
wining the real structures, and therefore it preserves the hypercomplex structure,
hence also the Levi-Civita connection of the hyperkahler metric. Computing the
complex-symplectic form of M (this is straightforward on the open dense subset
where C, D, ¥, Uy are diagonalisable under the action of GL4(C) x GL4(C)) shows
that 7 is an isometry. We can now identify the hyperkahler structure of our hyper-

spherical variety M), ;:

Proposition 11.4. For n, = n,41 = 2, the smooth locus of the hyperspherical

variety M/(t)—>u+1 is isomorphic, as a hyperkdhler manifold, to a double cover of the

smooth locus of the fixed point set of 7 on M.
Proof. Setting &1, = ¥, — k/2 and P = VR + k/2, equations (11.17) become
CD = ®? —k?/4, DC = % — K?/4,

while the involution 7 sends @, ®r to —CDE, —<I>£. Hence MT™ is described by

D = —C7T, a15 = asy, a1 = asz, and @, Py being skew-symmetric. For a fixed
complex structure, we define a holomorphic map M 3 Sut1 — M7 as follows: to a
point

(A;u A/L+17 B/u Bu+17 C}L*)/J‘Fl? @f, ¢;|L:+1)
of M), ., we associate the point

C=Cusput1, a2 =det By, a1 =detA,, = tr@lf =—tro,,

D=2, 01+100,,,, Pp=90,01+10P;,,

of M™. This induces a holomorphic map between the twistor spaces, which sends
real sections to real sections. Thus we have a smooth map p : M), .4 — M~
between the stratified hyperkahler manifolds preserving the hypercomplex structure
on the smooth locus.
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Conversely, given a section of the twistor space of M”, we obtain quadratic
polynomials C,,_,,11(¢), @f((), and <I>ff+1(g), which satisfy the reality conditions
and the equations

(11.19)  Cpmp1Cry iy = R(®,,®,,,), Cr i 1Cumpgr = R(®f, 7).

We need to show that there exist quadratic polynomials A, (), Au+1(¢), Bu(C),
B,+1(¢) which satisfy the reality conditions and equations (11.6)-(11.9) (with
Dyt = C{—m—&-l)' Set F' = Cuospt (@: R1L—-1® @:H). Since the matrix
transposition on Maty 4(C) ~ Mats 2(C) ® Mats 2(C) is, as explained above, equal
t0 0(A®B) = Aaqj® Bagj, we obtain from (11.19) and the definition of R(®}}, @:H):

T + +
F'F =det(®f @1 -10®},,) 1.

Suppose that the determinant d on the right side is nonzero. Then F/dY/? is
an orthogonal matrix. Using again the fact that the matrix transposition on
Maty,4(C) =~ Maty2(C) ® Matg 2(C) is equal to (A ® B) = Aadj ® Baqj, we
conclude that SO4(C) is isomorphic to the group of rank 1 tensors A ® B, with
det Adet B = 1. Suppose that our given section of the twistor space of M sat-
isfies d(¢) = det(®f () ®1—1@ @}, ,(¢)) # 0. Then F(¢) is a rank 1 tensor
for generic (, hence a tensor of rank < 1 everywhere. We can therefore write
F({) =A,.(¢) ® Aut1(¢). Thus we have found (nonzero) solutions of (11.8) which
are unique up to a scalar multiple. A completely analogous argument shows the
existence of By, By, 41 satisfying (11.9). Observe that equations (11.14)—(11.15) are
also satisfied, and that the matrices A, (¢), A,41(¢), Bu((), But1(¢) are invertible
for generic ¢. If we multiply (11.8) and (11.9), using the commutativity relation
Cu—m-&-l((bj R1-1® <I>:Lr+1) = (@; R1-1® ‘1);+1)Ou—w+l and the relation
Cuspr1Dyspt1 = R(<I>;, <I>;+1), we obtain

AB, ® A, 1B41 = P‘I);+1 (<I>;) ® P@; (<I>;+1),

and, analogously:
BLA, ® Byy1A,11 = P‘PIH (@) @ P‘I)I(q)jjﬂ).

Since the left-hand sides are not identically zero, there is a unique, up to a sign,
scalar ¢ such that cA,,(¢), cB,(¢), c ' A,+1(C), ¢! B,y1(€) satisfy equations (11.6)—
(11.7) and the matrices A, (), Au+1(C), Bu(C),Bu+1(C) satisfy the reality condi-
tions. We conclude that the map p : M3—>u+1 — M7 is a double cover on the
open subset of MS 41 characterised by d(¢) # 0. Consequently, p is a double
cover on the smooth locus of M 3 Su+1- We already know that p commutes with the
hypercomplex structure. One can now verify, as in Example 10.14, that p preserves
the complex-symplectic forms match on the open dense subset where all matrices
are diagonalisable under the action of (S(GL2(C) x GLy ((C)))2 Therefore p is a

local isometry on the smooth locus. [

Remark 11.5. The Nahm equations description of the moduli space of (smooth)
SU(3)-monopoles of charge (2,2), obtained from M}, ., as in §9.3 (see also Re-
mark 10.7), is very different from the one of Hurtubise and Murray [41].
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12. REMARKS ON THE ASYMPTOTIC BEHAVIOUR OF THE METRIC

We would like to briefly explain the expected asymptotic behaviour of the hy-
perkéhler metric on HileV (X) (ct. [20, §4.1]). In order to do this we need to enlarge
the class of toric hyperkahler manifolds to include folded toric hyperkdhler mani-
folds. A folded hyperkéhler manifold [37,12] is a smooth manifold X equipped
with a 2-sphere of closed 2-forms w¢, ¢ € P!, and containing a union D (the folding
locus) of codimension 1 smooth hypersurfaces such that

(i) On each connected component of X \ D the 2-forms define a pseudo-
hyperkéahler structure;

(ii) At a smooth point p of D either one or all 2-forms w, degenerate transver-
sally, i.e. the highest power of such w; vanishes transversally on a neigh-
bourhood of p in D.

This definition can be extended to stratified hyperkéhler manifolds (provided com-
patibility between D and the stratification is observed). Such folded hyperkéhler
manifolds have well defined twistor space, with all the properties of the twistor
space of a hyperkéhler manifold. The real sections corresponding to the points of
the folding locus D will, however, have wrong normal bundle.

We shall now discuss folded toric hyperk&hler manifolds. First of all, analogously
to the monoid of affine hypertoric varieties (Remark 5.7), we can define a semigroup
of toric ALF' hyperkéhler manifolds with structure torus Tg. The product struc-
ture is given by the hyperkéhler quotient of the Cartesian product of two such
manifolds by the anti-diagonal torus. Unlike in the case of hypertoric varieties,
there is no neutral element. This semigroup is clearly isomorphic to the semigroup
ST consisting of triples (L,.A,m), where L is a self-adjoint positive-definite linear
automorphism of hg, A is a collection of distinct codimension 3 flats of the form
(8.2), and m : A — N is a multiplicity function.

We now observe that there is a natural extension of this correspondence to a
larger semigroup S, consisting of (L,.A,m) as above, but with m : A — Z. One
way to see this is via the generalised Legendre transform construction [39, §3.G].
This construction determines the toric hyperkéhler metric through a polyharmonic
function F : hg ® R?® — R, and it follows from the calculation in [11, §8] that
F is additive as a function on S* (up to irrelevant linear summands). We can
now allow negative signs in the summands of F' - the resulting function is still
polyharmonic and performing the generalised Legendre transform results in a folded
toric hyperkdhler manifold X.

The twistor space of such a folded toric hyperkdhler manifold corresponding to
(L, A,m) differs from the twistor space of the toric hyperkéhler manifold given
by (L, A,|m|) only in the real structure. If we write, for each codimension 3 flat
H; € A, m; = m(H;) and, if m; # 0, w; = «;/|m;| (so that w; are primitive
in X.(T)), then the real structure acting on the fibre coordinate z¢ of LX) ®
Oy (X0, [mi{wi, €)]) is given by (cf. (8.4))

(12.1) Te > (_1)2?:1 mi(wi &)+ TC S mil(wi€)

The semigroup structure of S is isomorphic to the semigroup structure obtained by
taking fibrewise symplectic quotients of fibred (over P') products of these twistor
spaces by the anti-diagonal torus.

15 3 dim Ty

i.e. with volume growth equal to r
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We can apply the functor HileV to the fibres of the twistor space of a folded toric
hyperkéhler manifold. Away from the folding locus the results of §8 will remain
valid.

Let now X be a smooth toric hyperkéhler manifold corresponding to (L, A, m) €
S*. Then HileV(X ) is also smooth and we conjecture that its putative complete
hyperkahler metric exhibits the following cluster-like asymptotic behaviour. The
asymptotic region of HileV (X) decomposes into regions labelled by intersections
of reflection hyperplanes which have positive dimension (including h itself). Essen-
tially, we view a point of HileV (X) as a W-orbit in X, and the region labelled by
U consists of orbits which are “almost” equal to singular orbits supported at U.

For each such intersection U, we define a folded toric hyperkahler manifold Xy,
by adding to the arrangement A all reflection hyperplanes H such that U ¢ H
with multiplicity —2. Let Wy C W be the stabiliser of a generic point of U (in
particular Wy = {1}). The normaliser N(Wy) of Wy acts on Xy. We conjecture
(at least for strongly W-invariant X) that the hyperkéhler metric in the asymptotic
region of HileV (X) corresponding to U is exponentially close to the hyperkéhler
metric on the corresponding region (in particular away from the folding locus) of
HileVU (Xy) /T, where I' = N(Wy)/Wy. For example, the “largest” asymptotic
region is the one corresponding to U = B, where we expect the metric to be ex-
ponentially close to the hypertoric analogue of the Gibbons-Manton metric [32, 5],
namely X, /W, and X is a folded toric hyperkédhler manifold obtained from X by
adding all reflection hyperplanes with multiplicity —2. We remark that the results
of [5,6] provide evidence for this asymptotic picture in the case of X = T x fj, where
T is the maximal torus of U(n) or of SU(n).

APPENDIX A. MODIFIED NAHM’S EQUATIONS

Let K be a compact Lie group with Lie algebra € and a fixed Ad g-invariant scalar
product (, ) on €. Let L : ¢ — ¢ be a K-equivariant positive-definite self-adjoint
linear map. The L-Nahm equations for a quadruple (To(t), T (t), T2(t), T5(t)) of
£-valued smooth valued functions on an interval I are the following three ODEs:

(A1) T = [Ty, To] + L([T},Ty]), where (ijk) is a cyclic permutation of (123).

They are invariant under the usual K-valued gauge transformations g : I — K
acting via

(A.2) To — Ady(Ty) — g9~ ", Ti— Ady(Ty), i=1,2,3.

Remark A.1. In the case when K is simple, the only possibility for L is c¢Id, ¢ > 0,
and the L-Nahm equations are equivalent to the usual Nahm’s equations via Ty (t) —
cTo(et), T;(t) — Ti(ct), i = 1,2,3. In the general case there will be a decomposition
¢t~ @,_, ¢t such that L = @)_, ¢;Ide,, c1,...,¢ € (0,00). Equations (A.1) are
then simply rescaled Nahm’s equations on each direct summand ¢;. The group of
gauge transformations, however, is not a product, unless K itself is a product.

We consider the following K-invariant scalar product on €%4 (cf. (8.1)):

3

(A.3) (L7 (t), to) + Y (L(t:), ti).

i=1
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This scalar product is quaternion-Hermitian with respect to the following action of
the standard basis Ji, Ja, J3 of imaginary quaternions:

Ji(to) = —L(t1), Ji(t1) = L™ (to), Ji(ta) = —t3, Ji(t3) = to,

and cyclic permutations of indices 1, 2, 3.

The moduli space of solutions to L-Nahm’s equations, with appropriate boundary
conditions, will be a hyperkahler manifold. The hyperkahler structure arises, as for
the usual Nahm equations, via an infinite-dimensional hyperkahler quotient: we
start with the vector space C of R3-invariant connections Ty(t)dt + Ty (t)dx1 +
Ty (t)dxe + T3(t)dzs on I x R? with given boundary conditions, and make it into a
flat hyperkéhler Hilbert space by integrating the scalar product (A.3) over I. The
gauge group of K-valued gauge transformations which are equal to 1 at both ends
of I acts on C preserving the hyperkahler structure, and the moment map equations
are (A.1).

We are interested mainly in the following moduli spaces: Ny (L) (resp. N;£(L))
is the moduli space of ¢-valued L-Nahm’s equations on (—1,0] (resp. on [0,1)),
regular at t = 0 and with simple poles at ¢ = —1 (resp. ¢t = 1), with residues
L=Y(01), L7 Y(o3), L7 (02), where 01, 09,03 is a principal su(2)-triple. The gauge
group consists of gauge transformations which are equal to 1 at both ends of the
interval. The arguments in [7, Appendix A] can be repeated verbatim to show
that N7 (L) are complete hyperkiihler manifolds. Both Ny (L) and N (L) admit
a hyperkahler action of K given by gauge tranformations with arbitrary values at
t = 0. Moreover, as in [4], they are biholomorphic, with respect to any complex
structure, to G x .7y, where G = K€, g = Lie(G@), and S is a Slodowy slice to the
regular nilpotent orbit in g.

Remark A.2. We can find a decomposition £ ~ @!_, ¢ such that L = @;_, ¢; Ide,,
¢1,...,¢ € (0,00). The group K is of the form (I];_, K;)/T, where Lie(K;) =
¢, and I is a finite abelian group. It follows from Remark A.1 that N (L) is
isomorphic, as a hperkéahler manifold, to (H:Zl Ny, (¢; Idgi)) /T, and similarly for

N (L). Each Ny (c; Idg,) is isomorphic to a moduli space of solutions to the usual

Nahm equations on (—¢i,0].

Finally, taking the hyperkiihler quotient of the product Ny (L) x N;:(L) by the
diagonal K, we obtain again a complete hyperkéhler manifold which is biholomor-
phic to the universal centraliser (4.1) for any complex structure.

APPENDIX B. LIFTING SO TO Spin®
Let W be a Weyl group and
(B.1) 1—C —T—T—1,

be a W-equivariant extension of complex tori with W acting by reflections on 7" and
T and trivially on C*. If X is a W-invariant hypertoric variety with structure torus
T, then HileV (X) has a Hamiltonian action of C* and we can form a symplectic
quotient. In general (cf. Theorem 7.1 or Example 4.10), this quotient is different
from HileV (X), where X is the symplectic quotient of X by C*. The following
result shows that, for strongly W-invariant hypertoric varieties, the symplectic
quotient of HileV(X ) by C* depends only on the symplectic quotient of X by C*,
and not on X itself.
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Proposition B.1. Let X and X' be two strongly W -invariant hypertoric variety
with structure torus T such that the symplectic quotients of X, X' by C* are iso-
morphic. Then the symplectic quotients of Hilbzv(f() and HileV()N(’) by C* are
also isomorphic.

Proof. The coordinate ring of X is given by equations (cf. (5.4)))

d
v - wg = wever | [((an, 2) = Ap) (@0 Hlenty—lanstehs
i=1
where (ag,z) — A\ = 0 are equations of the hyperplanes in the (signed parti-

tioned) integral multiarrangement (A, m) of X. The coordinate ring of X’ is given
completely analogously, with (A, m) replaced by (A’,m’) of X'. HileV(X ) and
HileV(X ') are obtained by W-equivariant substitution z¢ = ¢¢(2), where ¢ are
elements of the deformed ring R. of coinvariants for b* (cf. Remark 2.2). This
means that the C*-invariant polynomials in Hilbzv(f( ) (or HileV (X)) do not de-
pend on ag, A\;. The fact that the symplectic quotients of X and:f( " are isomorphic
tmeans that the projections of the cocharacters oy, o), € X*(T) onto X,(T') are
equal. Moreover, the intersections of (A,m) and (A’,m’) with the hyperplane
v~1(0) (where v : h* — C is the projection induced by (B.1)) are equal. These two
facts imply that the factors H?:1(<ak, z) = Ap ) (@)l (@it 48+ al50 induce
the same elements of the deformed ring R, of coinvariants for h*. This proves the
claim. 0

We now consider the following special case of the above situation. Let G be a
reductive algebraic group of the form G = Gy x G’, where Gy = vazl SOa,;+1(C),
k; > 1, and G’ has no direct SOqj11 (C)-factors. Let Gy = C* xz, Hf\il Spiny;,, .1 (C),
where Zs is embedded diagonally in the product of spin groups. Denote by Tp, T 0, T’
(resp. by, ho, b’) the maximal tori of Gy, Go and G’ (resp. the corresponding Cartan
subalgebras), and by Wy, W', W = Wy x W' the Weyl groups of Gy, G’, G. We have
the following special case of the exact sequence (B.1):

1 —C —ToxT — Ty xT — 1,

and we ask whether, given a W-invariant hypertoric variety X with structure torus
Ty x T, there exists a W-invariant hypertoric variety X with structure torus fo x T’
such that the symplectic quotient of X by C* is isomorphic to X. It follows from
the results in §5 that this is equivalent to lifting integral multiarrangements.

We identify the cocharacter lattice X, (Tp) with @f;l ZFi | with the i-th factor
75 3 %y, of the Weyl group Wy = Hf\il 75 x %y,, acting by permutations and sign
changes of coordinates of the i-th summand of X, (Tp). The lattice X, (Tp) is then
the sublattice of Z @ Z* such that the sum of all coordinates is even. Let (A, m)
be the integral multiarrangement of the hypertoric variety X. We can decompose
(A, m) into the sum (A4 m) @ (A" m) of two W-invariant multiarrangements,
where a hyperplane H belongs to A% (resp. A°v") if and only if the sum Zle w;
of X, (Tp)-coordinates of its primitive normal (w,7) € X, (Tp) ® X, (T") is odd (resp.
even). We shall show that X can be lifted to X if A4° has unobstructed W-
invariant deformations (Definition 5.25). This means, according to §5.1.1, that
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every self-dual hyperplane H € A°% (i.e. such that there exists w € W which sends
a normal of H to its negative) passing through the origin has even multiplicity.

Let & be the natural map X, (Tp) — X.(Ty) given by d(a) = (0,a) (resp.
§(a) = (1,a)) if the sum of coordinates of a is even (resp. odd).' We extend
0 to X*(fo) ® X, (T") by the identity on the second summand. We have the follow-
ing decomposition of the arrangement (A, m):

(A,m) = (A',m) & (A", m) ® (A7, m),

where (A”,m) is the self-dual part of A°d4 and (A’,m) is its complement. Recall
(Lemma 5.23) that (A’, m) is orientable, i.e. there exists a W-equivariant choice of
primitive normals to hyperplanes in A’. By changing the scalars A\ we may assume
that every hyperplane in A which does not pass through the origin has equation
(w, z) = X\ # 0 with primitive w. Let us now choose, for every H € A, its primitive
normal w(H), with the additional requirement that the choice is W-equivariant on
A’. We define an integral multiarrangement (A, ) in X, (Ty) & X, (T") as follows:

e a hyperplane H € A” passing through the origin contributes two hyper-
planes to A, also passing through the origin, and having normals &(4w(H))
and multiplicities m(H)/2;

e any other hyperplane H € A with equation (w(H), z) = A contributes one
hyperplane to A, with equation (5(w(H)), z) = A and multiplicity m(H).

It is clear that this multiarrangement is W-invariant. Moreover, the parts (/T’ , 1)
and (A" M), corresponding to (A’,m) and (A”,m), are orientable, so that the
obstruction ¢ vanishes on these two parts. On the other hand, the image of A°ve"
lies in 0 b3 @b, and hence its obstruction ¢ is unchanged, i.e. trivial'”. Therefore
the hypertoric variety X defined by (A, /) is W-invariant. The symplectic quotient
of X by the centre C* of Gy is isomorphic to X, owing to the argument in the proof
of Proposition B.1.

As mentioned in §7.1, this construction yields an alternative definition of Coulomb
branches for the group G and those quaternionic representation V of GV for which X
exists: as the symplectic quotient of HileV(X ) by C*. The representation V must
satisfy two conditions: the hypertoric variety X (G, %V) must be W-invariant and
the multiplicity of every self-dual hyperplane in 4°9 must be even. For example,
if the first condition is satisfied, then the second one is also satisfied if G = SO3(C),
but the second condition fails for G = SO5(C) and the irreducible representation
V =T, (with highest weight 2L; 4+ Ls) of Sp,(C).

Remark B.2. If (A, m) is the multiarrangement of X (G, %VL then the hyperplanes
in A°4, which coincide with reflection hyperplanes, have even multiplicity. This
follows from the fact that the reflection s fixing such a hyperplane H must act on
the local model of X (G, V) along H and this local model is the product of T*T"
(with trivial Zs-action) and either an Ag-singularity or a 4-dimensional hypertoric
variety with structure torus equal to the maximal torus of GL2(C) and the multi-
rarrangement consisting of the unique reflection hyperplane. In the first case, the

160bserve that the lift of a representation of Spyy, (C) to a representation of Sp$, (C), described
in the proof of Lemma 7.2, replaces the weights a € X, (Th) with 8(cr) € Xa(Th).
17Since ¢(A,m) = 0 = 6(.A°%9, m) by assumption, we also have g(.A°°™ m) = 0.
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Zs-invariance implies that &k is odd (and hence the multiplicity is even), while in
the second case the multiplicity must be even, owing to Lemma 7.6.

Remark B.3. In the case V = V & V* the arrangement (le\, m) may differ from
the one obtained from the construction in §7 (Theorem 7.1 and Remark 7.4), and
therefore X may differ from X (éo x G', V). Nevertheless, the symplectic quotients
of HileV()A() and HileV (X(CAT'O xG',V)) by C* are isomorphic, owing to Proposition
B.1.
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