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ABSTRACT. Matrix Schubert varieties [Fulton 92] carry natural actions of Levi groups.
Their coordinate rings are thereby Levi-representations; what is a combinatorial counting
rule for the multiplicities of their irreducibles? When the Levi group is a torus, [Knutson—
Miller '04] answers the question. We present a general solution, a common refinement of
the multigraded Hilbert series, the Cauchy identity, and the Littlewood-Richardson rule.
Our result applies to any “bicrystalline” algebraic variety; we define these using the op-
erators of [Kashiwara '95] and of [Danilov—Koshevoi '05, van Leeuwen ‘06]. The proof
introduces a “filtered generalization of the Robinson-Schensted-Knuth correspondence.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Overview. Fix finite-dimensional vector spaces V and W over C; GL = GL(V) x
GL(W) acts naturally on the tensor product V X W, as does the maximal torus T =
T (V) x T(W). These groups then act on the coordinate ring Sym*(V X W) and the Cauchy
identity equates the T-weight space decomposition of this GL-module to its decomposi-
tion into GL-irreducibles. This identity is equivalent to Schur-Weyl duality of irreducible
representations of general linear and symmetric groups, and to the First Fundamental The-
orem of Invariant Theory for GL,, (see, e.g., [15]). In symmetric function theory it implies the
existence of a bijection between nonnegative integer matrices and pairs of semistandard
Young tableaux, which is realized by the Robinson-Schensted-Knuth correspondence (RSK).

We propose a two-fold generalization. In one direction, replace GL(V') with the Levi
subgroups L associated to parabolic subgroups P C GL(V'). These Levi groups give an
“interpolation” of reductive groups between GL(V) and T'(V); if P = GL(V) then L =
GL(V) and if P = B is a Borel subgroup containing 7'(V'), then L = T'(V'). We replace GL
with L = L(V') x L(W). The second direction lifts from (multi)linear algebra to algebraic
geometry: replace the affine space V X W with a variety X C V X W on which L acts
rationally. Hence L acts on the coordinate ring C[X]. In commutative algebra, the T-
character is the (Z™ x Z"- multigraded) Hilbert series of C[X]. Writing this Hilbert series in
terms of irreducible characters of L abstractly generalizes the Cauchy identity.

Concretely, we generalize the Cauchy identity by introducing a “filtered” refinement
of RSK. Kashiwara’s crystal operators (see, e.g., [3]) “pull-back” to bicrystal operators on the
set Mat,,, ,(Z>() of nonnegative integer matrices, by work of Danilov—Koshevoi [5] and of
van Leeuwen [30]. The Hilbert series of C[X] is the generating series of torus weights for
a basis of standard monomials. Identifying V' X W with the space Mat,, ,, of m x n complex
matrices, this basis is encoded by Mat,, ,,(Z>o). Define X C Mat,, ,, to be L-bicrystalline if it
is L-stable and its standard monomial basis is closed under the bicrystal operators. Our
main result is that for such X, filtered RSK determines multiplicities of the irreducibles in
the L-module C[X].
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Questions about determinantal varieties motivate this work. The space X = X}, of rank
< k matrices in Mat,, ,, appears in invariant theory, representation theory, and algebraic
geometry; see, e.g., [12, 25, 31]. Much has been achieved in understanding them, includ-
ing their Hilbert series. Each X, is GL-bicrystalline. More generally, our main source of
L-bicrystalline varieties, for various L O T are X C Mat,, ,, that are B = B,, x B, stable,
where B,, < GL,, and B,, < GL,, are the Borel groups of lower triangular matrices. These
(possibly reducible) B-stable varieties include the matrix Schubert varieties of Fulton [8];
our main results are new even for these cases.

This paper initiates our use of the L-actions on matrix Schubert varieties to attack the
open problem of determining their Betti numbers and minimal free resolutions, extend-
ing the Kempf-Lascoux-Weyman complexes [31]. Much of this homological information is
encoded in the L-irreducible decomposition of their coordinate rings, our focus here. Our
results simultaneously generalize the Cauchy identity, the Littlewood-Richardson rule,
and the Knutson—-Miller Hilbert series formula for matrix Schubert varieties [18, 17].

1.2. Filtered RSK. In the language of symmetric polynomials, the Cauchy identity states

1
(1) H 1 :Zsk(xl,...,xm)s,\(yl,...,yn);
) — XY
1<i<m A
1<j<n
where ) is an integer partition and s, (t1, . . . , ) is the Schur polynomial, i.e., the generating

series for semistandard Young tableaux (SSYT) of shape A with entriesin [k] : = {1,2,...,k}:

k
(2) S/\(tl,...7tk) = ZHt?“nT.

T =1
To prove (1) combinatorially, one defines a map RSK that sends a matrix M € Mat,,, ,,(Z>)
to a pair of SSYT. This map uses the row word and column word of M.

Definition 1.1. The row word of a matrix M = [m;;] € Mat,,,(Z>¢), denoted row(M),
records m;; copies of the row index i for each entry m;; of M. The entries are read along
columns top-to-bottom, left to right. The column word col(M) is formed by recording m;;
copies of the column index j for each entry m;; of M. The entries are read across the rows
in English reading order.

0 1} then row(M) = 221222 and col(M) = 211222.

Example 1.2. If M = [2 3

In Section 3 we recall the reading word of a semistandard tableau 7', denoted word(7")
(Definition 3.3), the Knuth equivalence relation ~x on words (Definition 3.5), and the fact
that the Knuth equivalence class of any word contains word(7") for exactly one semistan-
dard Young tableau 7' (Theorem 3.6). With these notions, it is convenient to phrase the
traditional RSK correspondence in this manner:

Definition 1.3 (RSK correspondence). Let M € Mat,, ,,(Z>), and P and @ be the unique
SSYT with row(M ) ~x word(P) and col(M) ~x word(QR). Define RSK(M) = (P|Q).

Although non-obvious from Definition 1.3, RSK gives a bijection between matrices M &
Mat,, ,(Z>() and pairs (P|Q) of semistandard tableaux of the same shape A\. Grouping
monomials corresponding to M according to the shape of the tableaux in RSK(M) proves
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the classical Cauchy identity (1). This shape-symmetry of RSK is not assumed, nor even
true, in what follows.

We will generalize the proof of (1) by refining RSK. This refinement uses the filtration of
a word w in [m] for a sequence of nonnegative integers I = {0 =iy < --- < i, = m}.

Definition 1.4. The I-filtration of a word w is the tuple of words filtery (w) = (w®, ... w®),
where w® is the subword of w consisting of all letters in the interval [i},_; + 1, ).

Main definition 1.5 (Filtered RSK). Let M € Mat,, ,,(Z>) and fix two integer sequences

3) I={0=iy<---<ip=m}and J={0=jp <--- < js =n}.

Define filterRSKy 3 (M) = (P|Q) := (PW, ..., PM|QW, ..., Q®), where P and Q) are the
unique SSYT with P9 ~ filtery(row(M))@ and Q©®) ~ filters(col(M))®), respectively.

Using row insertion one can algorithmically compute the tableaux appearing in the def-
initions of RSK and filterRSK; see Section 3.

Example 1.6. LetI = {0,1,3} = J and let A = . Then row(M) = 2233112 and

NN O
S =N
o O O

col(M) = 2211211, so
filterr(row(M)) = (11,22332) and filtery(col(M)) = (1111, 222).

Now, consider the tuple of tableaux

(PM, P2 QM Q@) — (ym\, 2
3]

The reading words of these tableaux are (11,32223|1111,222). Since 32223 ~j 22332,
filterRSK(M) = (PM, P2 |QM), Q(2)).

2|2|3\‘11|1|1|1\,12|2|2\>_

1.3. The main result. Let GL;, = GL;(C) be the general linear group of invertible k x k
matrices. Then GL := GL,, x GL,, acts on Mat,, ,, by row and column operations, i.e., if
(p,q) € GL and M € Mat,, ,,,

(4) (pq)- M =p'M(g")".

The coordinate ring C[Mat,, ] is thus endowed with a GL-module structure: if (p,q) €
GL, M € Mat,, ,,, and f € C[Mat,, ] then

(5) ((p.q) - F)(M) := f(pMq").

If f is a degree-d polynomial then so is (p, q) - f for all (p,q) € GL, so in fact the grade-
d component C[Mat,, ,]4 of C[Mat,, ] is a finite-dimensional representation of GL. Any
finite-dimensional representation of GLj, is a direct sum of irreducible Weyl modules V),
where ) is a partition with at most £ rows, i.e., /(\) < k. The irreducible representations
of GL are V), ¥V, and there exist c,|, € Z>( indexed by partition-pairs (A|;) such that

(6) (C[Matmm}d gGL @ (V)\ X VH)GBC)\W.
Alps €(A)<m,(p)<n
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The T-character of C[Mat,, ] is the lefthand side of (1). Since the character of V), XV, is

sa(@1,. .., xm)sﬂ(yla ..+, Yn), it follows that there is an identity of polynomials
1
H 1 — 2.0 :ZCA\M‘S)\(:“’"'vxm)su(yla-~~ayn)~
1<i<m i Al
1<j<n

Treating the lefthand side as the generating series for nonnegative matrices, and using
the definition (2) in terms of semistandard Young tableaux, one deduces from RSK that
cxp = 0 unless A = p, in which case ¢, = 1, in agreement with (1).

We now generalize (1) and the proof just outlined to a type of (possibly reducible)
variety X C Mat,, ,. We use reductive groups that “interpolate” between T and GL:

Definition 1.7. Let Ly = L; X Ly < GL, where Ly = GL;, _j; X GLj,_;; x ... x GL

lr—%r—1°

By subgroup restriction, each Lyy acts on Mat,, ,, via (4). A variety X C Mat,,, is Ly3-
stable if this action fixes X.

Our technical condition on X concerns a compatibility of Grobner basis theory with
Kashiwara’s crystal basis theory. Identify C[Mat,, | = Clzi;li<i<m, 1<j<n = 5. Let I =
I(X) be the ideal of X, hence C[X]| = S/I(X). Associated to any term order < on the mono-
mial S is a set of standard monomials Std_ (S/7(X)) (taken with coefficient 1) of S. These
monomials form a vector space basis of S/I(X) over C; see Theorem 2.12. We identify
each m € Std(S/I(X)) with its exponent vector, represented as a matrix in Mat,, ,,(Z>¢).
Thus under RSK, m corresponds to a pair of SSYT (P|(Q) of the same shape A\. Kashiwara’s
raising and lowering operators ¢;, f; on SSYT define a connected crystal graph structure
on the SSYT of shape \; see Theorem 4.15. Danilov-Koshevoi [5] and van Leeuwen [30]
explain how Kashiwara’s operators “pull-back” to four bicrystal operators e[, e5°', fi*, f<
on Mat,, ,(Z>o); see Definition 4.24.

Definition 1.8. X C Mat,, ,, is Lyjy-bicrystal closed if there exists a term order < such that
eV (m), frov(m) € Std-(S/I1(X)) U {@} form € Std(S/1(X)),i ¢ I, and e§°'(m),f]?°'(m) €
Std_(S/I(X))U{@} form € Std_(S/I(X)),j & J.
Definition 1.9. X C Mat,, ,, is Lyj3-bicrystalline if it is Ly ;-stable and bicrystal closed.
If X C Mat,, ,, is Lyjj-stable, C[X] is a Lyj-module by (5). Levi groups being reductive,
their representations are completely reducible, that is, their representations are a direct

sum of irreducibles. The irreducible representations of Ly ; are indexed by tuples of par-
titions (A|). Their characters are products of split-Schur polynomials s)(x)s,(y), where

Sx(X) = s\ (1, -+ o @iy )Sa@ (Tiy g1y - o3 Tig) o Sa) (Tip 415+ oy T )

There is a formula for the T-character of C[X], denoted xc[x], using the basis of standard
monomials. If m = [T, ;. <<, 2 € Std<(S/I(X)) let

) wt(m) = H (253y)%9.

Il e e

The righthand side of (8) is the Z™ x Z"-multigraded Hilbert series of C[X]. Equality
follows from the general fact identifying Hilbert series with torus characters; see Section 2:

8) Xclx)] = Z wt(m).

meStd« (S/I1(X%))
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Definition 1.10. The highest-weight tableau of shape A with entries from |[a, b] is the tableau

T} (o5 of shape ) taking the constant value a—14-i on each row i. The highest-weight tableau-

(k) (k)
and 7" =

tuple (Ty|T),) of shape (A|p) has components 7" := Tyu

Jik—1+1,ik] ) [ —141,5k]

Main Theorem 1.11 (Generalized Cauchy identity). If X C Mat,,,, is Lyj-bicrystalline, as
witnessed by the term order <, let Cilg =#{m € Std-(S/1(X)) : filterRSKy3(m) = (T)|T})}.
Then

) Xc = Y xusa()su(y)
Ap

Example 1.12. For any I|J, X = Mat,,, is Lyjy-stable, and, trivially, Ly;-bicrystalline. Let-

: Matm n
ting ¢y, := ¢y, ", we have

(10) 11

1<i<m
1<j<n

= CluS
1—xzyj Z Al A(x

A

Remark 1.13 ((10) and Littlewood-Richardson coefficients). Let I = {0 < t < m} and
J = {0,n}. In this case, (10) becomes

11 p—— = chgsal@n, . 2)sp(Tien, T, T)SA (YL ),
1<i<m ‘ a8
1<j<n

where ¢} ; is the Littlewood-Richardson coefficient (in its coproduct role in the Hopf algebra
of symmetrlc functions); see Example 7.4. So, Theorem 1.11 is a generalized Littlewood-
Richardson rule. We speculate that many properties of Littlewood-Richardson coeffi-
cients hold, in “good” cases, for cf‘ .- These include saturation, semigroup, and SNP proper-

ties, by analogy with work of Knutson-Tao [20], Zelevinsky [32], and of Monical, Tokcan
with the third author [24], respectively. Further discussion may appear elsewhere.

1.4. Application to determinantal varieties. Let B, C GL; denote the Borel group of
lower triangular matrices, and let B = B,, x B,, < GL. The B-stable varieties X C Mat,,, ,,
are known; they are finite unions of the B-orbit closures of partial permutation matrices.
These B-orbit closures are called matrix Schubert varieties and have been extensively stud-
ied since their introduction by Fulton in [8]. Knutson-Miller ([17], [18]) and Knutson [16]
(see also [19]) describe their standard monomials with respect to appropriate term orders.

We characterize the groups Lyjy acting on a given B-stable variety X C Mat,, ,, and show
they are bicrystalline, so filterRSK computes their Lyj-characters by Theorem 1.11. The
theorem statement below, our second main result, uses notation for partial permutations
and their descents from Section 6.1.

Main Theorem 1.14. Let X be a union of the matrix Schubert varieties defined by partial permu-
tations w1y, w2, - . ., W) Then X is Lyy-stable if the descent positions satisfy Descyon(w(;) C 1
and Desceo(w(y) C J for 1 < i < k. Moreover X is Lys-bicrystalline.

Theorem 1.14 generalizes the study of GL-stable varieties X C Mat,, ,, which are ex-
actly the classical determinantal varieties Xj, of rank < k matrices. The T-characters of these
varieties have been long studied (see, e.g., [1, 6,7, 10, 11, 13]). See Example 7.7.

5



Example 1.15. Let X be the space of 4 x 4 matrices M such that its northwest 1 x 1 matrix
has rank 0 and its northwest 4 x 4 submatrix has rank < 3. In the notation of Section 6.1,
this is the matrix Schubert variety X, where w is the partial permutation 213c0. Now, X,
is stable under the action of the Levi group Ly with I = {0,1,3,4} = J: applying row
operations on the first row (respectively, column), the second and third rows (respectively,
columns), and on the fourth and fifth rows (respectively, columns) of a matrix M € X
return matrices in X. Here

211 12 <13 214

221 R22 R23 224 .
-[(x) == 211, )

231 R32 233 R34

241 R42 R43 244

this is an instance of a theorem of Fulton [8], recapitulated as Theorem 6.8. Let < be the
pure lexicographic order obtained by setting 2z, > z.qif a < ¢, or a = cand b > d. Under
this term order, the generators of I form a Grobner basis; this is a case of the Knutson—
Miller Grobner basis theorem from [17] which is restated here as Theorem 6.10.

Consequently, both
0010 0100
0200 1010
A=l oo o ™ B=151 09
0000 0000

correspond to standard monomials of C[X,,]. Since row(A) = col(A) = 3221 and row(B) =
col(B) = 2132, applying filterRSKy; to either matrix yields

T, = ( g 2\‘ 12 2\).

3
A and B are the only two such matrices, so c N = 2. Additionally, xc[x,,,..] starts as:
$©,0)(X)50,0)(Y) + 500 (%)s05) (Y) + 50,0 (%) 50 () + 500 (X)S@0)(¥) + 508 (X)seg (¥)+
@) (X)s08 (¥) +50m) (X)s0m) (¥) + 500 (X)s0m) () + s@) (X)s( @m)(Y) + 808 (X)s@n (¥)+
s0.m) (X)s©00)(Y) + 500 (¥)5@0) (¥) + s0.m) (X)s@0) (¥) + 555 (X505 (¥) + 508 ()55 (¥)+
s (X)sem (Y)+5ap (X)sem) (¥) +50m) (X)s0m (V) + 5o (x)s (Z)EF)( )+505(X)sop (¥)+
so.F) (X)s@p) (Y)+5wp) (X)s@p) (V) +5om) (X)seg (¥) 50,00 (X) 8000 (¥)+50m) (X)s@an) (¥)+

( )s(
$(@o) (X)$0,am) (¥) + S@ne) (X)s@mm) (Y) + spm) (X)Sem) (¥) + sep) (X)som) (¥ )
$0mm) (X)s@m) () + Som)(X)s@m) () + s@p)(x)s@em) (¥) + s@m (x )8(m,u)(Y)+
S (X)$@o) (¥) + sem) (X)s@o)(¥) + s (X)s@mp)(y) + 5 ) (X)S(qyﬁ:‘) (v)+

Saf(X)sem (¥V)+sem (X)sqm (V) +s@pX)sgp (V) +5 05 (X)s6g (¥) +s0m (X)s og (V) +
som (X)sem(y )+S(DBJ)(X)S 0@ (¥) + s@m) (X)spm (¥ )+S(@,F)(X)S(@7Bﬂ)(}’)+
e (X)soam)(¥) + S@p) (X)sam) (¥) + seam) (X)sogm) (V) + Se@m) (X)segm (v)+
s@mp) (X) s (¥) + @) (X)sem) (V) + 8g (X)sem (¥) + sem (X)sem) (¥)+
soEm) (X)sem) (y) + 250m) (X)sem (y) + - - - -
6
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1.5. Organization. Section 2 presents algebraic preliminaries. We begin with general
notions about (reductive) linear algebraic groups, their representations and characters,
and the irreducible decomposition problem in the representation ring. Then we discuss
Grobner basis notions, specifically standard monomials and computation of T-characters.
Finally, we specialize to the setting of this paper, explaining, e.g., why the characters of
irreducible representations of Ly are the split-Schur polynomials s, (x)s,,(y).

Section 3 covers the tableau notions we need: semistandard Young tableaux and their
reading words, Knuth equivalence, row insertion, and filterRSK in terms of insertion.

Section 4 discusses Kashiwara’s crystal graphs. Section 4.1 reviews crystal graphs on
words and tableaux, stating and proving some preparatory results. Section 4.2 concerns
the bicrystal structure on matrices found by Danilov-Koshevoi [5] and van Leeuwen [30].
We phrase results in terms of local isomorphisms of pre-crystal graphs.

Section 5 introduces filterings, which combined with the build-up from Sections 3 and 4,
culminates in Theorem 5.9, the “bicrystal categorification” of Theorem 1.11. It generalizes
results of [5, 30]. With this theorem, the Main Theorem 1.11 follows, in view of the ideas
laid out in Section 2.

Section 6 concerns the main case of B-stable varieties. We define matrix Schubert va-
rieties X,, and state basic results drawn from Fulton’s [8]. We then recall the description
of the standard monomials of C[X,] from Knutson-Miller’s [17] and the extension to ar-
bitrary B-stable varieties from Knutson’s [16]. This allows us to prove Theorem 1.14,
showing that the Ly;-characters of B-stable varieties are computed by filterRSK.

Section 7 offers final remarks. Proposition 7.1 shows that c,|, counts lattice points in a
polytope. It allows one to reprove the classical Cauchy identity and formulate a polytopal
Littlewood-Richardson rule. Proposition 7.5 and Remark 7.6 give an extension for any
cf\e‘ .- We then rederive the Cauchy-type identity for classical determinantal varieties.

2. BACKGROUND ON REPRESENTATION THEORY AND COMMUTATIVE ALGEBRA

2.1. Reductive groups, maximal tori, and characters. We assume throughout that all
groups G have the structure of an affine variety over the base field C of complex num-
bers. These are the (complex) linear algebraic groups, so called because they are isomorphic
to closed subgroups of G'L,, [23, Corollary 4.10]. Our primary reference is [23].

Let V be a C-algebra. By a (rational) representation of G we mean a homomorphism
p:G— GL(V)

that is also a morphism of varieties, where GL(V') is the (linear algebraic) group of invert-
ible linear transformations of V. V' is a C[G]-module via the action g - v = p(g)v.

A representation V' of G is irreducible if it contains no nontrivial G-invariant subspaces.
Irreducible representations of G are finite-dimensional [23, Corollary 4.8]. We call G over
C reductive if any representation of G is a direct sum of irreducible representations.

Example 2.1. Our main examples of linear algebraic groups are the matrix groups GL, Ly s,
and T from the introduction. Additionally, any finite group G may be viewed as a linear
algebraic group by first using Cayley’s theorem to embed G in a symmetric group &,, and
then embedding &,, in GL,, as permutation matrices. All of these groups are reductive.
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When G is a reductive group, the representation ring Rep(G) consists of formal Z-linear
combinations of isomorphism classes of finite-dimensional representations, with direct
sums and tensor products of representations as the ring operations. As a Z-module, it has
a basis given by classes of irreducible representations of . Given a representation V of a
reductive group G, one asks how to express the class of V' in Rep(G) in terms of this basis? Let
us call this the “decomposition problem”.

In the case where G = T is an (algebraic) torus (i.e., T = (C*)* for some k), the irreducible
representations are particularly easy to describe.

Theorem 2.2 ([23, Theorem 12.12]). The irreducible representations of T = (C*)* are one-
dimensional, indexed by integer k-tuples a = (ay,...,ax) € Z*. The action of t = (t1,...,1;) €
T on the irreducible representation Vy is given by t - v = t1* .. .t} v.

Definition 2.3. Let 7" = (C*)* be a torus. Let V = @, caVa be a T-representation. The
character of V' is

xv =Y cat* € Z[[*]] = Z[[EF, ... 7)),

Assume for the moment that V' is a finite-dimensional 7-representation via the action
p: T — GL(V), so xy € Z[t*'] is a Laurent polynomial. The T-action on V defines
a multigrading on V: an element v € V is T-homogeneous of multidegree a if span(v) is
isomorphic to V, as a T-representation. The weight of v is then the monomial wty(v) =
t* € Z[t*']. In later sections we will work with the equivalent combinatorial weight of v,
which is the k-tuple cwtr(v) = a € Z*. By Theorem 2.2 and the fact that T is reductive,
V must have a T-homogeneous basis 8 (meaning each v € ‘B is T-homogeneous). Then
the elements of B form a full basis of eigenvectors for every matrix p(t) (t € T') and the
eigenvalues of p(t) are the weights t*. The character yy is thus concretely realized as the
function mapping t to the sum of the eigenvalues of p(t). That is, we have the formula

(11) xv = Trace(p(t)) € Z[t*].

Theorem 2.2 helps to understand the decomposition problem for other connected re-
ductive groups G since any such group contains a nontrivial algebraic torus ([23, Theo-
rem 16.60]). A split reductive group is a pair (G, T') of a connected reductive group G and
a maximal torus 7" in G. The maximal tori in G are all conjugate to one another, so the
particular choice of 7" matters little ([23, Theorem 17.10, 21.43]).

When (G, T) is split reductive, any G-representation is also a T-representation, and
taking characters then defines a ring homomorphism

(12) ch : Rep(G) — Z[t*!].

If G =T, chis an isomorphism: Rep(T) 2 Z[t*!]. In general, the image of ch is determined
by the Weyl group W of G, which is N¢(T")/T where N¢(T') is the normalizer of 7" in G.

Theorem 2.4 ([23, Theorem 22.38]). If (G, T') is a split reductive group, then the character map
ch of (12) is an isomorphism onto the subring Z[t='|V of W-invariant T-characters. In particular,
the characters of irreducible G-representations Vy form a Z-module basis for Z[t*']"V = Rep(G).

Definition 2.5. Let (G, T') be a split reductive group with Weyl group W. The character of
a G-representation V is defined to be its character xy € Z[t*!] as a T-representation.
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In principle, Theorem 2.4 solves the decomposition problem for G, albeit in a manner
that does not combinatorially exhibit the positivity of the coefficients. Given a represen-
tation V of G, first compute its character yy € Z[t*!]. By Theorem 2.4, yy in fact lies in
Z[t='1" =~ Rep(G) and there is a unique expression xy = Y, cAxy, (Where the sum is over
irreducible representations of ). Hence,

V] = ZC/\[VA] € Rep(G),
B
or equivalently, V 2 @, V,”*. Determination of - € Z[t*!] may be difficult in general.
However, standard combinatorial commutative algebra will provide the method in the
context of this paper, as summarized in Proposition 2.17.

We need the irreducible representations for a product of split reductive groups in terms
of the irreducible representations of the factors.

Definition 2.6. Let V and V' be representations of linear algebraic groups G and G'. The
(exterior) tensor product representation V IV’ of G x G is the tensor product of V" and V' as
vector spaces with the action (g,¢') - (v ® V') = (g-v) ® (¢" - V').

The following type of statement is standard. See [28, Lemma 68] for a more general
statement than the second sentence (it assumes an algebraically closed field, which is our
case). The compact Lie group case is textbook, and sufficient for our application, since for
general linear groups one reduces to compact case of U,, by Weyl’s unitarian trick.

Proposition 2.7. If (G, T) and (G',T") are split reductive groups, then (G x G',T x T") is also

split reductive. The irreducible representations of G x G’ are exactly tensor products V\ X V,, of
irreducible representations of the factors.

In our application, V' = P, V; is a graded, infinite-dimensional vector space where
each graded component V; is a finite-dimensional representation of G. Hence, our anal-

ysis occurs in the completion Rep(G) of Rep(G). This allows for infinite linear combina-
tions of isomorphism classes of representations. This causes no difficulty as computing

-

this class in Rep(G) may be interpreted as solving a Z¢-indexed set of finite-dimensional
decomposition problems, one for each V;. (In the case G = T, Rep(G) = Z[[t{, ..., t:']].)
2.2. Representations from affine varieties. Our G-modules of interest come as coordi-
nate rings of algebraic varieties. We now review the basics.

Definition 2.8. Let G be a linear algebraic group. A G-variety X is a variety equipped with
a rational action of G.

Example 2.9. The space Mat,,, ,, is a GL-variety under the usual multiplication action. By
restriction Mat,, ,, is also a Lyjj-variety and a T-variety. Any linear algebraic group G,
being an affine variety, is also a G-variety under the multiplication or conjugation actions.

While a G-variety X is usually not a representation of G because it has no vector space
structure, the coordinate ring C[X] is a G-representation via the action

(13) g-f(x):=f(¢7'-x), forge G, xec X, feClX].

If G is reductive and X is a G-variety, then C[X] decomposes into a direct sum of irre-
ducible G-representations. When (G, 7)) is a split reductive group, the T-action on C[X]

9



defines a multigrading, and the G-character (i.e., the T-character) is exactly the multi-
graded Hilbert series of X in the sense of [22]. Section 2.1 suggests how to compute the
decomposition of C[X] into G-irreducibles. To proceed, we introduce coordinates on X in
order to give an explicit 7-homogenous basis on C[X] and compute the 7-character x¢x].

Let X be an affine variety, realized in coordinates as a closed subset of C" for some
N. Then the coordinate ring C[X] is realized as the quotient ring S/I(X), where S :=
Clz, ..., 2n] and I(X) is the defining ideal of X. As a vector space, S has an infinite basis
given by all monomials in the variables 2, ..., zy. The images of these monomials under
the quotient map ¢ : S — S/I(X) then generate C[X] as a vector space, but they are
generally not a basis: the relations in the quotient impose linear dependencies between
some of the monomials. Grobner bases allow one to cut down this generating set to a vector
space basis for S/I(X); we recall the basic definitions with [4] as our reference.

Definition 2.10. Let / C S = C|zy, ..., zy| be an ideal, and let < be a term order. The initial
ideal of I with respect to < is the monomial ideal init (1) := (LT (f)|f € I), where LT_(f)
denotes the lead term of f under the term order <.

Definition 2.11. Let / C S be an ideal and < a term order as above. The set of standard
monomials for S/I with respect to < is the set Std-(S/I) of all monomials not in init (1),
taken with coefficient 1.

Theorem 2.12 ([4, Section 2.2]). Fix a term order <. Std_(S/I) is a vector space basis for S/1.
Definition 2.13. A Grobner basis for I C S is a finite set {f;}*_, C I such that init_(/) =
(LT(f)Il <i<k).

Theorem 2.14 (Buchberger’s Algorithm, [4, Section 1.3]). Any generating set of an ideal
I C S can be extended to a Grobner basis via a finite algorithm.

Thus, a vector space basis for S/I is obtained by taking generators for I, extending
them to a Grobner basis with respect to some term order <, and describing Std.(S/1) as
those monomials not divisible by the lead term of any element of the Grébner basis.

Definition 2.15. The natural torus on CV is T' = (C*)¥, with the action (C*)¥ x CV —
CY given by scaling each component. The fine multigrading on S = Clzy, ..., 2y] is the
multigrading induced by the natural torus action.

The monomials of C[zy, ..., zx] are all homogeneous with respect to the natural torus
action of (C*)" on CV. The next definition gives sufficient conditions for the standard
monomials of a T-variety X to be T-homogeneous.

Definition 2.16. Let 7' = (C*)* be a torus and let X be a T-variety. An embedding ¢ : X —
CY is T-compatible if there is an algebraic group homomorphism ¢/ : 7' — (C*)" such that
the T-action on X is given by the natural torus action on CV, restricted to the image of /.

In summary, for split reductive groups (G,7') we have the following method for de-
composing representations arising from affine G-varieties:

Proposition 2.17. Let (G, T) be a split reductive group. Let X be a G-variety with a T-compatible
embedding such that C[X] = S/I(X). Express the sum of the T-weights of the elements of
Std-(S/1(X)) as a linear combination ), cxxv, of irreducible G-characters. Then

Clx] = P v,
A
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Proof. Theorem 2.12 states that Std-(S/I(X)) forms a basis for S/I(X) = C[X]. The T-
compatible hypothesis says that each of these basis elements is T-homogeneous. Thus
we obtain the T-weight space decomposition of C[X] = S/I(X) as guaranteed by The-
orem 2.2. The expression indicated in the second sentence of the statement is then the
T-character of C[X] = S/I(X) in the sense of Definition 2.5. Now apply Theorem 2.4 (and
the discussion immediately after Definition 2.5). O

2.3. The general linear group and its Levi groups. We now specialize to the setting of
this paper. All varieties considered are T-stable subvarieties of Mat,,,, = C™", with T" a
subtorus of the natural torus (C*)™". The groups Lyj; used are products of general linear
groups, so we begin by describing their representation theory more explicitly.

The (complex) general linear group G'Ly, is reductive, and the group 7}, C G Ly, of invert-
ible diagonal matrices is a maximal torus. The associated Weyl group is the symmetric
group &y, so by Theorem 2.4 the space of polynomial G Lj;-characters is isomorphic to the
ring of symmetric polynomials A[ty, ..., ¢;] := Z[t1, . . ., t;]®F, with a Z-module basis given
by the characters of irreducible G'L;-representations.

Theorem 2.18 ([9, Theorem 8.2.2]). The irreducible polynomial representations of G Ly, are the
Weyl modules V), indexed by partitions X with at most k rows. The character of V), is the Schur
polynomial s5(1, ..., t;) previously defined in (2).

First, suppose that V' is a finite-dimensional G'L;-representation, realized through a
homomorphism p : GL;, — GL(V). Since G Ly, is reductive, it follows that V = €, V,* for
some nonnegative integers c,. We concretely compute the coefficients ¢, by expressing
the character xy (t) = Trace(p(t)) as >, cxsa(t) in the basis of Schur polynomials.

Example2.19. Let V = Sym*(C?) be the C-vector subspace of C[, y] spanned by {22, 2zy, 32}.
GLy(C)actson V by x — (ax + cy), y — (bx + dy). This induces a change of basis

2® = (ax + cy)?, 2zy — 2(az + cy)(bx + dy), y* — (bz + dy)*.
After identifying V = C?, we can express the C[GLy(C)]-module V' as a linear representa-
tion, by sending a generic 2 x 2 matrix to the change of basis matrix:

b a? 2ab b2
{“ }H ac bc+ad bd

e c? 2cd d?
2 0 0
Hence, p([4 2 ]) = [81 t t02:| and, by (11), xy = 2 + tity + t3 = s(t1,t2). Thus V is
2

isomorphic to the Weyl module V.

By Proposition 2.7, the representation theory of G'L;, encapsulated in Theorem 2.18 ex-
tends immediately to characterize the irreducible representations of products GL; x GL;.
They are tensor products V) X V,, of Weyl modules, with characters given by the corre-
sponding products s (t1, ..., t;)s.() .. ., t;) of Schur polynomials. The following example
realizes this construction explicitly using the Kronecker product of matrices.

Example 2.20. Consider the G'L, x G L, action on Sym?*(C2) X Sym?(C?2). A basis consists of:
v’ @a%, 2" @ (2xy), 2”@y, (2zy) ® 2%, (22y) ® (22y), 22y) @ %,y ® 2, y* @ (22y), ¢’ @y
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Suppose a generic element of GLy X GLyis (g, h) = ([¢4],[2}]). Then, the action induces
a change of basis, e.g., 2> ® y* — (ax + cy)? ® (ro +t )2 The change of basis matrix is

[ 9 [ > 2qr 7‘2 q2 2qr r2 9 q2 2r 12 17T
a qs rs+qt rt 2ab gs rs+qt rt b gs rs+qt rt
N 2 2st 12 i | 2 2st t? | _32 2st  t2 i
a? 2ab b2 > 2qr 72 ¢® 2qr 12 > 2qr 72 ¢® 2qr 72
ac betad bd | @ | gs rs+qt vt | := |ac | qgs rs+qt rt (bc + ad) qs rs+qt rt bd qs rs+qt rt
¢ 2cd & s2 2st 2 | 52 2st 2] s2 2st _t2 | 52 2st 2
2 2 2 2] 2 2
q° 2qr r q 2qr r q° 2qr r
02 gs rs+qt rt 20d gs rs+qt rt d2 gs rs+qt rt
L | 52 2st 2 ] | 52 2st 2 ] | 52 2st 2] ]

That is, the homomorphism describing this representation is
2

0 b . a® 2ab  b? ¢ 2qr
0 < [ d] , [q t]) = |lac bc+ad bd| ® |qgs rs+qt rt
¢ 5 c? 2cd  d? 52 2st t2

<

The character of this representation is Trace (0 ( (407, [ tg tz ] > ) , and the reader can check

this indeed equals x,(t1,%2)x,(t],15).

The G L, representations we consider are constructed from the following basic example.
Consider C* as an affine space. Viewing an element v € C* as a column vector, we realize
C* as a GLj-variety via the right action v - g = g~'v. If X C C* is a subvariety stable
under this action, the formula (13) then gives a left GL;, action on the coordinate ring
ClX] = S/I(%X), where S = Clz,..., 2. The torus T, C GLj of invertible diagonal
matrices is precisely the natural torus acting on C* from Definition 2.15, so the T}-weight
of each monomial m is obtained by making the substitutions z; — ¢, forall 1 < i < k.
By Proposition 2.17, we may compute the decomposition of C[X] into irreducible GLy-
representations by identifying the constants cf such that

(14) Z wtr, (m Z cysa(t

meStd< (S/1(X))
Since V' = C[X] is generally infinite-dimensional, the expression (14) technically lives
in the completion A[ty,. .., %] = Rep(GLk) of the ring of symmetric polynomials, which
allows infinite linear combinations of Schur polynomials (see, e.g., [27, pg. 291]). This
causes no concern since V' = ,., V; is a standard graded ring where each V; is a finite-

dimensional G L,-module. All copies of the Weyl module Vj in V must lie in the graded
component V)|, so all coefficients in (14) are finite.

Letting I = {0 = 4y < --- < i, = k}, the subgroup Ly = GL;_;, X --- X GL; _;, ,
of k x k invertible block-diagonal matrices also acts on C* by restriction. If X is stable
under this restricted action, then C[X]| decomposes into a sum of split-Weyl modules V) :=
Vi K- - - XV, @), where each @ is a partition with at most ¢, —i,_; rows. The character of
V) is the split-Schur polynomial s, (t) from the introduction (cf. [14, Definition 4.3]). The
group 7}, is also a maximal torus for Ly, so by Proposition 2.17 again we decompose C[X]

into irreducible Li-representations by identifying constants ¢; such that

(15) > wtg(m) =) cxsa(b).
meStd < (S/I(X)) A

— o ——

As with (14), (15) lives in Rep(Ly) = Altr, .. ;] B KAl o1, ... 1]

12



Now, the GL,,-action on C™ and G L,,-action on C" combine to give the GL := GL,,,
GLy,-action (v ®@ w) - (p,q) = (v-p) @ (w - q) on C™ K C". Identifying C™ X C" with the
matrix space Mat,, ,, this is the action (4) seen in the introduction. This action restricts
to a Lyy := Ly x Ly-action for any indexing sets I = {0 = iy < --- < i, = m} and
J={0<jo < - <js =n}. If X C Mat,,, is a subvariety stable under this Ly; action,
then applying (13) gives us the left Ly;-action (5) on the coordinate ring C[X] = S/I(X),
where S = Clz11,. .., zmn|. The maximal torus T = T,,, x T), in Lyy is a subtorus of the
natural torus acting on Mat,,,, = C™": the T-weight of a monomial m € S is obtained
by making the substitutions z;; — x;y; for each variable. Applying Proposition 2.17 one
more time, we see that the decomposition of C[X] into irreducible Lyjy-representations is
computed by identifying constants c§| i such that

Z wt(m Zc/\ms,\ ) € Rep(LI‘J)
meStd (S/1(X)) Al

where wtr is the same thing as wt from (7) and

Rep<LI|J> = (A[xlv < >ti1] XX A[a:ir—ﬂrla cee 7xir}>®<A[yla cee 7yi1] - X A[yi.9—1+17 cee 7yis]) :

3. TABLEAUX

We review some standard notions from tableau combinatorics, with [9] as our primary
reference. Let A be an integer partition, which we identify with its Young diagram.

Definition 3.1. A semistandard Young tableau T of shape A = shape(T') is a filling of the cells
of A\ with positive integer entries such that the entries increase weakly along rows from
left to right, and the entries increase strictly along columns from top to bottom.

Example 3.2. The partition A\ = (4, 2,2) has Young diagram || One semistandard
tableau of shape \is T' = i1’> il’) 2[3]
415

Let SSYT (A, [a, b]) be the set of semistandard Young tableaux of shape A where the en-
tries come from the interval [a, b]. Let

SSYT()) :=SSYT(),[1,00)) and SSYT :=|_ JSSYT()).
A

Definition 3.3. The (column) reading word of a tableau T', word(7"), reads the entries of each
column bottom-to-top, starting from the leftmost column and proceeding rightward.

Example 3.4. If T = % i 2[3] then word(T') = 32154223

315

If we know that w = word(7") for some tableau 7', we can reconstruct 7" from w: the
strictly decreasing sequences in w are exactly the columns of 7', read from bottom to top.
However, many words cannot be realized as word(7") for any 7". We now recall the notion
of Knuth equivalence, which relates any word to the reading word of a unique tableau.
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Definition 3.5. Let z,y, 2 € N be letters. The elementary Knuth moves are

(16) yzr <> yrz (v <y < z)
and
(17) zay <> xzy (x <y < z).

Two words w and w' are Knuth equivalent, denoted w ~ /', if they are connected by a
sequence of elementary Knuth moves.

Theorem 3.6. For every word w, there is a unique T’ € SSYT such that w ~ x word(T").

There are various algorithms for constructing the tableau 7" such that w ~x word(T).
We employ the following row insertion algorithm.

Definition 3.7. The row insertion of x into 7' € SSYT is a tableau denoted 7" <— z. If no
element of the first row of 7' is strictly greater than z, then x is appended to the end of
that row. Otherwise, let y be the first element in the first row of 7" such that z < y. Replace
y with = and insert y into the second row of 7" using the same procedure. This process
eventually terminates, producing 7" < .

Example 3.8. Let T = % g 2[3]and let # = 1. Inserting 1 into the first row of 7' bumps out
4]

a 2, yielding Ty = % % 23] Reinserting the displaced 2 into the second row bumps out
4]

the 5 to give T, = % 1]2[3] Reinserting this 5 in the third row gives (7" < z) = % % 2[3]
4] 415

Definition 3.9. The insertion tableau of a word w = wyws . . . wy is the tableau

tab(w) := (((0 <= wy) < wo) < -+ - < wy).

Theorem 3.10. Any word w satisfies w ~ . word(tab(w)).

Corollary 3.11. w ~ w' if and only if tab(w) = tab(w’)

Proof. This is immediate from combining Theorems 3.6 and 3.10. O

Example 3.12. Theorem 3.10 makes sense when the elementary Knuth transformations are
interpreted via row insertion. Let w = yzz and v’ = yzz withz < y < 2, s0 w ~g v’

via one use of (16). Direct computation shows that tab(w) = |L]= | = tab(w'). Similarly, if

v = zzy and v/ = zzy with z < y < z, then tab(v) = [Z|¥] = tab(v").
z

Definition 1.1 identifies a M € Mat,, ,,(Z>() with the pair (row(M)|col(M)). Combining
this identification with the insertion algorithm yields:

Definition 3.13. The RSK map sends M € Mat,, ,(Z>o) to a pair of semistandard Young

tableaux as follows: RSK(M) = (tab(row(M))|tab(col(M))).

Theorem 3.14 (RSK Correspondence). The map RSK defines a bijection between Mat,, ,(Z>¢)
and tableau-pairs (P|Q) of the same shape .

14



Remark 3.15. In standard references such as [9], the map RSK is given by setting P =
tab(col(M)) and defining () to be a recording tableau that keeps track of information needed
to reverse the insertion algorithm. The difficult part of the proof is showing that with
these conventions we in fact have ) = tab(row(M)); this result is sometimes called the
“symmetry theorem” [9, Section 4.1]. Instead, we prefer to see Theorem 3.14 as a conse-
quence of more general results about crystal graphs; see Example 7.3.

Definition 3.16. Let w be a word with I-filtration filter;(w) = (w®,...w). Then the
I-filtered insertion tableau-tuple of w is

taby(w) = (tab(w™), tab(w®), ... tab(w)).

In view of Definition 3.9, we obtain an algorithmic form of filterRSK:

Proposition 3.17. Given I and J as in (3) and M € Mat,, ,,(Z>o)
filterRSKyjy (M) = (taby(row(M)), taby(col(M))).

Proof. Immediate from Main Definition 1.5 and Theorem 3.10. O

4. CRYSTALS AND BICRYSTALS

To prove Theorem 1.11, we need a tool from Kashiwara’s theory of crystal bases, that
is, special types of graphs called crystal graphs. We only need specific examples of crystal
graphs and do not present the generalities. We refer to [26, 21, 3]. We begin by laying out
just enough general notions for our needs.

Definition 4.1. A pre-crystal graph G is a simple, directed graph with countably many
labelled vertices and edges. The label of each vertex v has an associated weight, an ordered
tuple of nonnegative integers denoted cwtg(v) € Z%, for some fixed r € Zo.

Definition 4.2. A pre-crystal graph homomorphism f : G — H is a weight-preserving set
map between the vertex sets (so cwtg(v) = cwty/(f(v)) for all vertices v € G) that also

preserves adjacency and edge labels. In other words, if v % ¢ in G then we must have

f(v) = f(v') in H. Furthermore, f is a pre-crystal graph isomorphism if it is invertible and
/7' H — G is also a pre-crystal graph homomorphism.

Definition 4.3. The direct sum G @ H of two pre-crystal graphs is their disjoint union.

Definition 4.4. The Cartesian product GOH of two pre-crystal graphs has vertex set {(g, h)|g
G,h € H}, with ewtgoy((g,h)) = (cwtg(g), cwty (h)). The edge-labels of GOH come from

the disjoint union of the edge-labelling sets of G and #. There is an edge (g, h) iR (g, 1)
if g N ¢"and h = I/, and there is an edge (g, ) i> (¢,h)if g=¢ and h ENy 3

Definition 4.5. A pre-crystal graph G is connected if there exists an undirected path be-
tween any two vertices of G (i.e., its underlying graph is connected).

Most pre-crystal graph homomorphisms we discuss will be of the following type:

Definition 4.6. A pre-crystal graph homomorphism f : G — H is a local isomorphism if its
restriction f|¢ to any connected component C of G is an isomorphism onto a connected
component C’ of H.
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FIGURE 1. The connected components of Wjs containing 211 and 121

Lemma 4.7.

() If f : G — H is a local isomorphism then G = @, C*™¢, where the sum is over connected
components of H and me is the number of connected components of G mapped onto C by f.
(IT) A composition of local isomorphisms is a local isomorphism.
AN If f: G — Hand ' : G — H' are local isomorphisms, then the product map (fOf’) :
GOH — G'OH' defined on vertices by (v,v") — (f(v), f'(v")) is a local isomorphism.

Proof. (I) and (II) are immediate. (III) follows since connected components of GOH are of
the form G'OH’ where G’ and H' are connected components of G and H, respectively. [

4.1. Crystals of words and tableaux. Next, we define crystal graphs with vertices la-
belled by words. Let w = wyw, . .. wy be a word on the alphabet [n] and fix i € [n — 1].

Definition 4.8. The ith bracket operator bracket; associates a word on the alphabet {(, )} tow
by recording a “)” for each i and a “(” for each i + 1 (maintaining the order of the letters).

Definition 4.9. Let w. = i + 1 and w; = i be the letters of w associated to the leftmost
unmatched “(” and rightmost unmatched “)” of bracket;(w) respectively. The crystal rais-
ing operator e; sends w to the word obtained by changing w. to i. Analogously, the crystal
lowering operator f; sends w to the word obtained by changing wy to i+ 1. If no such letters
w, or wy exist, the operators output the special symbol @.

Definition 4.10. The word crystal graph W), has vertices labelled by words w on the al-
phabet [a, b]. The weight cwtyy,, , (w) of a vertex w is (Ya, Ya+1, - - -, Y») where y; is the num-

ber of j’s appearing in w. There is an edge w — v if and only if v = f;(w). In the case
where [a,b] = [1,n] we use the abbreviated notation W, := W ,,.

Example 4.11. Figure 1 shows the connected components of W5 containing 211 and 121.
Each vertex is labelled by a word w, with bracket; (w) written above it and brackety(w)
below. We highlight the rightmost unmatched “)” in bracket; (w) using red (if it exists)
and the rightmost unmatched “)” in brackety(w) in blue. If f;(w) = v, we draw a red edge
directed from w to v, and when f>(w) = v we draw a blue edge directed from w to v. For

£ 77

clarity, we label the edges of the crystal graphs with “ f;” rather than “i”.

This lemma is well-known; we include a proof for convenience.
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Lemma 4.12. The crystal operators e; and f; are inverses whenever their outputs are not &.

Proof. Removing all matched parentheses from bracket;(w) produces a string of the form
)...)(... (. This shows that the rightmost unmatched “)” in bracket;(w) is in the same po-
sition as the leftmost unmatched “(” in bracket;( f;(w)) whenever f;(w) # @. Similarly, the
leftmost unmatched “(” in bracket;(w) is in the same position as the rightmost unmatched
“)” in bracket;(e;(w)) whenever e;(w) # @. O

Definition 4.13. The tableau crystal graph By 5 is the induced subgraph of W, on the
vertices {word(T") : T' € SSYT(A, [a, b]) }. We often use the abbreviation B ,, := B 1.
We will typically refer to vertices of B) |, by tableaux rather than their reading words.

Definition 4.14. A word w € W, has highest weight if ¢;(w) = @ for all i. Equivalently,
w has highest weight if the vertex it labels in W, 4 is a source.

Theorem 4.15 ([26, Proposition 2.44]). The graph B (o4 is the connected component of T} (4
(Definition 1.10) in Wa). This vertex is the unique source in By o).

Example 4.16. Figure 2 displays B, 3 for A = (2, 1), which is the connected component of
Ws containing 211 from Example 4.11 by Theorem 4.15.

Globally, W, ;) consists of copies of B) (.5 for various . The precise statement is Propo-
sition 4.19, which we prove using two lemmas.

Lemma 4.17 (“coplactic” property of f; and e;, [3, Theorem 8.4]). Fix two words w and w' on
la, b] such that w ~g w' and fix i. Then f;(w) ~k fi(w') and e;(w) ~g e;(w') (by convention,
@~ D). If fi(w), fi(w') # @ (resp. e;(w), e;(w') # &), then the converse holds.

The following is also well-known. One reference is [21, Section 4]:

Lemma 4.18. If w ~x w', then w and w’ do not lie in the same connected component of Wia),
unless w = w'.

Proposition 4.19. The map
tab : W[a,b} — @B/\,[a,b],
A

defined on vertices by w — tab(w), is a local isomorphism.
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Proof. (tab is a pre-crystal graph homomorphism): By definition, tab is weight-preserving. It
remains to check adjacency is preserved under tab. Suppose f;(w) = w', so w — w* is

an edge in Wy, ;). By Theorem 3.10, w ~ word(tab(w)) and w* ~x word(tab(w*)). Hence
by Lemma 4.17 and Theorem 4.15 combined,

(18) fi(word(tab(w))) ~g w* ~x word(tab(w")).

By Definition 4.13, (18) means f;(tab(w)) = tab(w*), as desired.

(tab is a local isomorphism): Let G be a connected component of W, ;. We claim the re-
stricted map tab|g is an isomorphism onto some B, .. To show injectivity, suppose
w,w’ € G satisfy tab(w) = tab(w’). Then w ~j w' by Corollary 3.11, so w = w’ by
Lemma 4.18. To show surjectivity, suppose that for some w € G and T' € B, [, there
is an edge tab(w) — T in B, 4. Then word(T) = f;(word(tab(w))), and since w ~
word(tab(w)) by Theorem 3.10, Lemma 4.17 immediately shows that 7" = tab(f;(w)). Thus
tablg is surjective, and this argument also shows that the inverse map tab|;" on the ver-
tices is a pre-crystal graph homomorphism. Thus tab|g is a pre-crystal graph isomorphism
onto B), 4,4, SO tab is a local isomorphism. O

Corollary 4.20. Any connected component G of Wi,y has a unique source vertex v (i.e., a vertex
of highest-weight). Moreover, tab(v) = T |44 for some partition \, and then G = B) [43).

Proof. By Proposition 4.19, tab restricts to a pre-crystal graph isomorphism G = B, [, for
some \. Now apply Theorem 4.15. O

One can see that Figure 1 agrees with Proposition 4.19, Lemma 4.17, and Corollary 4.20.

Definition 4.21. The Knuth crystal graph K,y has vertices labelled by Knuth equiva-
lence classes of words on [a,b], with the weight of a class defined via representatives

(ewtiey, ,, ([w]k) == cwtyy, , (w)). There is an edge C' — " if for some choice of represen-
tatives C' = [w|x and " = [w']x, we have v’ = f;(w). In other words, K, ; is the quotient
graph Wi, 4/ ~k.

Since w ~x w' implies cwtyy, , (w) = cwtyy, , (w'), ewtk,, , ([w]rk) is well-defined.

Proposition 4.22. The map
=1k s Wha) = Kpagy

that sends w — [w]x is a local isomorphism. Thus, every connected component G of K,y is
isomorphic to By o5 for some .

Proof. From the definition of K, ), [~]x is a pre-crystal graph homomorphism. Fix a con-
nected component G of W, ;. By Corollary 4.20, G has a unique source vertex v and
G = B o5 Where ) is the shape of tab(v). Lemma 4.18 shows [—|x|g is injective. Now,

suppose [u]lx — [w]k is an edge in K,y for some u € G. By definition, there exists

u' € [u]g,w' € [w]k such that v/ — w'. By Lemma 4.17, fi(u) ~x f;(v/) = w'. Hence
filu) € G and [f;(u)]x = [w']k. This proves that [—|x|g is surjective onto the connected
component G of K, ; containing [v], and also shows that the inverse map ([~]x|g) ' isa
pre-crystal graph homomorphism. Thus [k is a local isomorphism as desired.

18



For the second sentence, given [w]|x € G, let G, be the connected component of W,
containing w. Then G,, = B, [, for some )\ by Corollary 4.20, and the first sentence of the
lemma says G,, = G. O

Corollary 4.23. The local isomorphism tab : Wi, 5 — €D, B ja,) descends to a pre-crystal graph
isomorphism

tab : IC[a,b] — @BA,[a,b]-
A

Proof. Proposition 4.22 and Proposition 4.19 show that tab is a local isomorphism. It is
clearly surjective. Finally, Corollary 3.11 shows that different connected components of
K(a map to distinct By, .4, S0 tab is a pre-crystal graph isomorphism. O

4.2. Bicrystals of matrices. A matrix M € Mat,, ,,(Z>() is uniquely determined by row (M)
and col(M) (Definition 1.1). In isolation, we understand these two “halves” of the infor-
mation encoding M by Proposition 4.19. The connected components of W,, and W,, con-
taining row(M) and col(M ), respectively, are isomorphic to certain tableaux crystal graphs
Bym and B, , (in fact, A = p by Remark 3.15). This subsection is about the “bicrystal”
structure, due to [5, 30], on Mat,, ,,(Z>,) that intermingles the two “halves”.

Definition 4.24. Let M = [m; ;] € Mat,,, ,(Z>(), and let (i+1, b) and (¢, a) be the coordinates
of the entries of M yielding the letters of row() altered by e; and f; respectively. The row
crystal raising operator e[* sends M to the matrix e[*(M ) obtained by subtracting one from
mit+1, and adding one to m; ;. Similarly, the row crystal lowering operator f/°" sends M to
the matrix f/°¥(M ) obtained by subtracting one from m, , and adding one to m; 1 .. When
e;(row(M)) = @ or f;(row(M)) = &, we define the corresponding row bicrystal operators
to output the special symbol @ instead of a matrix. The column bicrystal operators ¢5°' and

f5°! are defined analogously using col(M) (or using transposes: e5°' (M) = (ef**(M*))" and
FeAM) = (£ (1))
Definition 4.25. The matrix bicrystal graph M,, ,, is a pre-crystal graph with vertices M €
Mat,, ,(Z>() with weights

Wiy, (M) := (cwiyy,, (row(M)), cwtyy, (col(M))) € Z™™.
There is an i™"-labelled edge from M to M’ if and only if M’ = f/*¥(M). There is a
j<'-labelled edge from M to M" if and only if M’ = f5°!(M).
Definition 4.26. Let M, and M to be the pre-crystal subgraphs of M, ,, using only
i""-labelled or j<'-labelled edges respectively. Set

cWtagon (M) := cwiyy,, (row(M)), cwtpyea (M) 1= cwiyy, (col(M)).

Example 4.27. Figure 3 depicts the connected component H of [é é §] in My Ared arrow

from M to M’ indicates that M’ = f{°¥(M) and a blue arrow indicates that M’ = f5°(M).
Notice H = 85373 is a pre-crystal graph isomorphism, under the map M > tab(row(M)).
This is an instance of Lemma 4.28 (below) combined with Proposition 4.19.

Lemma 4.28. The maps
row : MY — Wy, and col : Mﬁ,f'n — W,
defined on vertices by M — row(M ) and M +— col(M) respectively are local isomorphisms.
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FIGURE 3. A connected component H of M 33

Proof. We prove that row is a local isomorphism; the argument for col is entirely analogous.

(row is a pre-crystal graph homomorphism): By definition, row is weight-preserving. Now,
the row bicrystal operators are defined such that row(f/*(M)) = f;(row(M)). This means
that row preserves adjacency.

(row is a local isomorphism): Fix a connected component G of M>". Fix My € G. We
must show row|g is an isomorphism onto the connected component # of W,, that con-
tains row(M;). To see injectivity, let M € G be arbitrary. Since M, and M are con-
nected by row bicrystal operations, it follows from the definitions that cwtyy, (col(M)) =
cwtyy, (col(Mp)). Now, any matrix U € Mat,, ,(Z>() is uniquely reconstructible from
row(U) and cwtyy, (col(U)). Thus M is uniquely identified in G by its row word, so the

restriction row|g is injective. To show surjectivity, suppose there is an edge row(M) — w
in #. Then f;(row(M)) = w, so by the definition of the row bicrystal operators, w =
row( f/*(M)). Thus row|g is surjective onto #, and this argument also shows that the in-
verse map row|;' is a pre-crystal graph homomorphism. Hence, row|g is an isomorphism
onto H and row is a local isomorphism. O

Given Lemma 4.28, one might expect a local isomorphism M., ,, — W,,0W,, defined
by M — (row(M)|col(M)). However, this map is not a pre-crystal graph homomorphism
(in general, f/*V(M)  (fi(row(M)|col(M))). On the other hand, Proposition 4.31 shows
that we do obtain a local isomorphism when we replace W,,0V,, with the quotient graph
K,OK,. To establish this result, we need the next two (known) lemmas. They can be
proved via careful but elementary analysis of the matrix bicrystal operators.

Lemma 4.29 ([30, Proposition 5.8]). Let M € Mat,, ,,(Z>). Then
col(e®(M)) ~ col(M) ~g col(f°"(M)),

)

assuming el (M) # @ and f[*"(M) # @ for the two equivalences respectively. Similarly,
row(e®(M)) ~x row(M) ~g row(fj“"(M)),

J
assuming e5* (M) # & and f5°'(M) # & for the two equivalences respectively.
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Lemma 4.30 ([30, Lemma 1.4.7]). The row and column bicrystal operators on M € Mat,, ,,(Z>o)
commute. That is, for all i and j,

FRVEIM)) = J2 (M), (e (00) = e (e (M)
(S (M)) = S M), F (M) = (2 (M)
Proposition 4.31 below is essentially classical RSK, associating M € Mat,, ,(Zx¢) to
pairs of Knuth equivalence classes (which can then be labelled uniquely with tableaux).
However, the local isomorphism reformulation will be convenient in the sequel.

Proposition 4.31. The map
biword : M, , = K,,0K,,
defined by M +— ( [row(M)]k | [col(M )]k ), is a local isomorphism.

Proof. (biword is a pre-crystal graph homomorphism): By definition, biword is a weight-preserving
map. It remains to check that it preserves adjacency. Suppose M X M’ is an edge in
M- By Lemma 4.29, [col(M)]x = [col(M')] . By Lemma 4.28, row(M) — row(M’) in

7 row

Win. Therefore, by Definition 4.21, [row(M)]x — [row(M')] in K,,. Thus, biword(M) ~—
biword(M’) is an edge in K,,,0K,,. The argument for an edge M I M is similar.
(biword is a local isomorphism): Let G be a connected component of M,,, ,,. Fix M, € G.

We show biword|g is injective. Suppose M;, My € G and biword(M;) = biword(M,). Fix a
path P; from M, to M;, and a path P, from M, to M,. By Lemma 4.30, we may assume
that P; starts with a subpath from A/, to some M| lying entirely in M[>" followed by

a subpath from M{ to M, lying entirely in M . Similarly, one defines Aj. Hence M|
and M, both lie in the connected component of M, in M;?",. Moreover, by Lemma 4.29,
row(M]) ~g row(M;) and row(M;) ~g row(Ms). Since row(M;) ~g row(Ms) by assump-
tion, we see that row(M]) ~x row(M}) by transitivity. Thus, M| = M, by Lemma 4.28
and Lemma 4.18. Now, M; and M, both lie in the connected component of M| = M; in
M. Since col(M;) ~ col(M;) by assumption, Lemma 4.28 and Lemma 4.18 imply that

M, = M,. Thus biword|g is injective.

To show surjectivity, suppose biword (M) L ([u]k|[col(M)] k) is an edge in kC,,,0C,, for

some M € G (the case biword(M) i ([row(M)]k|[v]k) is similar). Thus, there exists

row

an edge [row(M)]x — [u]x in K,,. By Lemma 4.28, the connected component of M2
containing M is isomorphic to the connected component of W,, containing row(A/) which
in turn is isomorphic, by Proposition 4.22, to the connected component of K, containing

[row(M )] . From this, one sees there is an edge M 5 M'in M., such that biword(M') =
([u] i |[col(M)] k). Thus biword|g is surjective onto the connected component H of K,,0/C,,
that contains biword(My). It follows that biword|g : G — H is a bijection of vertices, and
this argument also shows that biword|;' preserves adjacency, completing the proof. O

Proposition 4.31 encapsulates our claim from the introduction that the bicrystal oper-
ators on matrices are a “pull-back” of the crystal operators on words. We illustrate the
point with the commutative cube in Figure 4.
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FIGURE 4. An illustration of Proposition 4.31, where u = row (M) and v = col(M).

5. FILTERINGS AND THE PROOF OF THEOREM 1.11

This section shows how the results of Section 4.1 generalize using the filterRSKyy; map,
leading to our proof of Theorem 1.11. As in (3), fix sequences of nonnegative integers

Definition 5.1. The I-filtered word crystal graph W, is the subgraph of W,, obtained by
deleting all edges labelled by elements ¢ € I.

Proposition 5.2. Let I be as in (3). The map filtery : WY, — WiinBWii 1,608 - - BWei,_ 1,m)
defined on vertices by w — filtery(w), is a local isomorphism.

Let us emphasize that filter; is not an isomorphism. For example, if m = 2 and I =
{0, 1,2} then filter;(12) = filterr(21) = (1,2).

Proof. (filtery is a pre-crystal graph homomorphism): By Definition 4.4,

CWEW, ;0O 1) (filtery(w)) = (cwtwml](w(l)), . ,cwtw[%_lﬂym](w(”)) = cwiyr (w).

i1]
Hence filtery is weight-preserving.

Now we show that filter; preserves adjacency. Suppose w 5 W' is an edge in W},
By definition, filter;(w’) and filter;(w) agree in each component except the k-th, where

i1+ 1 < i < i In that component, w'® = f;(w*)). That is, w® s w'® is an edge

in Wi, _,11.4,- Thus, by Definition 4.4, filter;(w) — filter;(w’) is an edge in the Cartesian
product pre-crystal graph W ;,1EW)i, 41,0 - - - OWji,_ 11,m), @s required.

(filtery is a local isomorphism): Fix G a connected component of WX and wy, € G. We need
to show that filtery restricts to an isomorphism G — GO ... 0G®), where G*) is the con-

nected component of W, | 41,,] containing w((]k).

First we show that filtery|g is injective. Suppose filterf|g(u) = filterf|g(v) = (7D, ... 7))
for some u,v € G. Both u and v are interweavings of the words 7(V),... 7(", i.e., the
letters appearing in () are in the same order in both u and v, but in possibly different
positions. However, any sequence of crystal operations f;, e; (i € I) applied to u does not
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affect the set of positions of u that are occupied by [i;—; + 1,4;]. Hence u and v cannot be
in the same connected component unless u = v.

For surjectivity, suppose filter;(w) s aisan edge in Wiy ;1 OWii 116,80 - OWyi, i 41.m)
for some w € G, where i ¢ I. Suppose k is the unique index such that i € [iy_1 + 1,7].
Since bracket;(w) = bracket;(w®), clearly filtery(f;(w)) = .

Thus, the inverse map (filterf|g) ' exists and preserves adjacency as required. 0

Taking the quotient of W}, by ~x produces the I-filtered Knuth crystal graph K. We
now show that filter; descends to a local isomorphism on these quotients.

Corollary 5.3. Let I be as in (3). The map
filtery : /C}n — K[l,il}D ce DK[iT_l—&-l,m]’

defined on vertices using representatives ([w|x — [filtery(w)]x), is a local isomorphism.

Proof. (filtery is well-defined): We need that w ~ w' implies filtery(w) ~ filter;(w') (where
Knuth equivalence of filtered words is defined component-wise). The only elementary
Knuth moves (16), (17) on w that alter filter;(w) are those swapping two elements z, z €
lig—1 + 1,1 for some 1 < k < r. Such a move is of the form xzy <> zxy or yrz > yzx for
y € [ik—1 + 1,7, and is therefore also an elementary Knuth move on w®  as desired.

(filtery is a local isomorphism): Fix a connected component G of KL and a vertex oy in g.
Pick a representative wy for oy. G is isomorphic to the connected component G of WY
containing wy, by Proposition 4.22. The proof follows from the commuting diagram:

filter
g <TI> G:0G,0---0g,

IR

[~k ~|[-]xkO[-]xO-0O[-]k

[ » G10G,0---0G,

By Proposition 5.2, filtery|g is an isomorphism from G to the product graph G,0G,0 - - - OG,,

where G, is the connected component of wék) in Wy, 41,4, By Proposition 4.22, tak-

ing Knuth equivalence classes of filtered words then gives a third isomorphism from
G,0G,0 - - - OG, to the quotient graph G,0G,0 - - - 0G, in Ky ;10 - - - OKpi, _, 41,m)- U

Definition 5.4. The (I|J)-filtered matrix bicrystal graph M, is the subgraph of M,, ,, ob-
tained by deleting all edges ™" with i € I and j* with j € J.

Definition 5.5. An (I-filtered) partition-tuple is a sequence of partitions A = (A ... \("),
where each \¥) has at most i), — i,_; rows. An (I-filtered) tableau-tuple of shape )\ is an
ordered sequence of tableaux T’ = (T, ... T)) with each T® € SSYT(A®) [i,_, +1,11)).

Definition 5.6. Let A = (A(Y), ... \(")) be an I-filtered partition-tuple. The I-filtered tableau
crystal graph B} ,, is the Cartesian product Bya) (1 ;OB iy 150 - - BBy iy 141,

We can now show that the map filterRSKy 3 of Definition 1.5 is a local isomorphism.
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Proposition 5.7. Let I and J be as in (3). Then the map

filterRSKyy : MI, — €D (BamOBn).

,n
A

given on vertices by mapping M — filterRSKy 3 (M), is a local isomorphism.

Proof. By Proposition 4.31, biword : M,,, ,, = K,,,0/,, is a local isomorphism. It follows im-

mediately (from the proof) that biword : MR, — KL 0K (defined the same on vertices) is
also a local isomorphism, since on both the domain and codomain we are simply deleting
all edges with labels in I or J.

We may then understand filterRSKy; as a composition of the maps biword : /\/lyfn —

’C}nDIC;]l, filtery : K}n — K[l,il]D’C[i1+17i2]D SR DIC[ir_rl-l,m}/ and % : IC[a7b] — ®>\ B)\,[a,b]'
These three maps are local isomorphisms by the previous paragraph, Corollary 5.3, and
Corollary 4.23 respectively. Now apply Lemma 4.7, parts (II) and (III). O

Corollary 5.8. Any connected component G of M, has a unique source vertex M (i.e., a vertex
of highest-weight). Moreover, filterRSKy 3 (M) = (T,|T),) for some partition-tuples X and pi, and
then G = By ;, 0B, .

Proof. By Proposition 5.7, filterRSK restricts to an isomorphism G = B, ,0B,, ,, for some A
and p. Now apply Theorem 4.15 along with the fact that any source vertex in a Cartesian
product of graphs is given by a product of source vertices in each factor. O

Theorem 5.9 (Bicrystal categorification of Theorem 1.11). If X C Mat,,,, is Lyjy-bicrystal
closed, then the monomials in Std.(S/I(X)) (interpreted as matrices) are vertices of an induced

pre-crystal subgraph Sx of M. Now filterRS Krs gives a pre-crystal graph isomorphism

(19) Sx = @(B&mmgﬁ,n>®c§ﬂ7

Alp

where the sum is over all partition-tuples (A|p). The multiplicities ci . counts highest-weight
matrices M € Std-(S/1(X)) of shape (A|p). -

Proof. The first sentence is by the definition of X being Lyj-bicrystal closed. Any pre-
crystal graph is the disjoint union of its connected components; the hypothesis of being
Lyjy-bicrystal closed says that a connected component G of Sy is a connected component

of M}J{]n Therefore, we are done by Proposition 5.7, Lemma 4.7(I), and Corollary 5.8. [

Proof of Theorem 1.11: Section 2 and specifically Proposition 2.17 implies (8), since each
standard monomial m spans a weight space with weight wt(m) with respect to the alge-
braic torus action of T = (C*)™ x (C*)" (see Section 2.3). Now, the result follows from
Theorem 5.9 combined with the hypothesis that X is Ly y-bicrystalline. Specifically, in that
theorem, the pre-crystal graph isomorphism is, by definition, weight-preserving. These
weights agree with wtt(m) and the weight of semistandard tableau in its contribution to
a Schur polynomial. Thus the equality in (9) follows from the isomorphism. O
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FIGURE 5. The partial permutation matrix M,, for w = 61007 and its Rothe
diagram; the boxes of D(w) are shaded.

6. MAIN APPLICATION: MATRIX SCHUBERT VARIETIES

6.1. Matrix Schubert varieties. Let B, C G'L; denote the Borel group of lower triangular
matrices. Then B = B,, x B,, acts on Mat,, ,, on the right by (b;, by) - M = by ' M (b;1)T. We
recount the construction of all B-stable varieties in Mat,, ,, due to Fulton [8].

Definition 6.1. A partial permutation matrix M, &€ Mat,,,, is a matrix with at most one 1
in each row and column and 0Os everywhere else. The indexing partial permutation is a
function w : [m] — [n] U {oo}, where w(i) = j € [n] if M, has a 1 in position (4, j) and
w(?) = oo if M, hasno 1 in row i. The rank function for M, is denoted r., : [m] x [n|] = Z>;
it maps (7, j) to the rank of the northwest i x j submatrix of M,

Theorem 6.2 ([8, Lemma 3.1]). Every B-orbit in Mat,, ,, contains a unique M,

Definition-Theorem 6.3 ([8, Proposition 3.3]). The matrix Schubert variety X,, C Mat,, ,,
is the Zariski closure of the orbit B - M,,. Each X, is irreducible.

The following immediate consequence of Definition-Theorem 6.3 is known:

Corollary 6.4. Any B-stable variety X C Mat,,, ,, is a finite union of matrix Schubert varieties.

Proof. There are only finitely many partial permutation matrices in Mat,, ,,. Now apply
Theorem 6.2 and Definition-Theorem 6.3. O

In light of Corollary 6.4, we restrict our attention to matrix Schubert varieties X,, C
Mat,, ,. Equations for these varieties were given in [8]. We recall the standard permuta-
tion combinatorics needed to describe them.

The graph of a partial permutation matrix M, is an m x n grid with a e symbol in the
entries where ), has a 1 and blank spaces elsewhere. The Rothe diagram of M,,, denoted
D(w), consists of all boxes in [m] x [n] not weakly below or right of a e in the graph of
M,,. The essential set E(w) of M,, is comprised of the maximally southeast boxes of each
connected component of D(w), i.e., E(w) = {(i,5) € D(w) : (i,5+1),(i+1,7) € D(w)}.

Definition 6.5. The Coxeter length of w is the size of its Rothe diagram, ¢(w) := #{D(w)}.
The row descent positions of M,,, denoted Desc,on(w), consists of row indices i such that the
rightmost box in row i of D(w) is strictly right of the rightmost box in row ¢ + 1. Similarly,
the column descent positions of M,, is the set Desco(w) of column indices j such that the
bottom-most box in row j of D(w) is strictly below the bottom-most box in row j + 1.

Remark 6.6. By [8, Equation 3.4], any M,, € Mat,, ,, is indexed by a unique permutation w &
Sign With £(w) = ¢(w). Indeed, M, is the northwest m x n submatrix of the permutation
matrix in Mat,,, 1, 4+, With 1s in positions (¢, w(¢)) and Os elsewhere. The definitions above
for partial permutation matrices agree with the corresponding definitions for the indexing
permutation w. In particular, Desc,o, (w) = Desc(w) and Desco(w) = Desc(w ).
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Example 6.7. Figure 5 depicts M, and D(w) for w = 61007. Here, {(w) = 16, Descow(w) =
{1, 3} whereas Descci(w) = {5}. Referring to Remark 6.6, w = 61(10)7234589(11)(12)(13).

We now state a concrete description of matrix Schubert varieties. Make the identifica-
tion C[Mat,, ,| = C[z;; : 1 <i <m,1 < j < n] where z; is the (i, j)-coordinate function.

Theorem 6.8 ([8, Proposition 3.3]). X,, C Mat,, , is the set of m x n matrices M such that the
rank of the northwest i x j submatrix of M has rank < r,,(i, j).

Il e

submatrix of Z. Then the defining ideal of X,, C Mat,, ,, is the Schubert determinantal ideal
(20) L, .= I(X,) = (rank r,,(3, ) + 1 minors of Z;j, (i, j) € E(w)).

This ideal is prime. Under this embedding X,, C Mat,, ,, has codimension {(w).

By definition, each X,, is a B-variety. They are therefore also T-varieties by restriction.
The T-character of X,, (in the guise of the multigraded Hilbert series) has been extensively
studied in [17, 18]. Our point of departure from [8, 17, 18] begins by observing that each
X, is also a Lyj-variety for appropriate choices of I and J.

Proposition 6.9. The matrix Schubert variety X, is Lyy-stable with respect to the right action
(9,9") - A= g tA(¢™)T whenever Desc,on(w) C I and Desceo(w) C J.

Proof. By restriction, it is enough to show that L = Ly acts on X,, in the case that
I = {0} UDescrow(w)U{m} ={ip <i1 <...<i}

and
J ={0} UDesceoi(w) U{n} ={jo <ji1 <...<Js}

Let I € L be the identity and A € Mat,,,. Of course, I - A = A; it is straightforward to
check that for (g, ¢'), (h,h') € L, (9,4¢') - (R, h') - A) = ((h,h') - (g,9')) - A, so one has a right
action on Mat,,, ,,. Clearly this matrix-multiplication action is rational.

It remains to check that this action restricts to X,,. To see this, first fix 1 < k < r and let

(21) g = (Iil—ioa‘[iz—ilw"7§7"‘7 ir_ir71)7

be the block matrix where I, is the a x a identity matrix and § € GL;,_;, ,. Let A € X,
and, for any (i, j), let A ;) denote the northwest ¢ x j submatrix of A. By (20), if suffices
to show that, given e = (e, e2) € E(w), rank(g - A)e < ry(e1, e2). Indeed, if e; < i;_q, then
(g-A). = A, and the result follows. Thus, we may assume e; > i;_;. Then

Li, 0 0 ~
(g-Ae=] 0 §' 0 |A :=GCA.,
0 0

leg—iy,

where G is the indicated e; x e; block-diagonal matrix. Since G has full rank,
rank((g - A)o) = rank <C~¥Ae> < rank(Ae) < ry(eq, e2),

as desired. Similarly, fix 1 < k < s and let

(22) g = o0 L)),
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where ¢ € GLj,—j._,- If e < ji_q, then (¢ - A)e = Ae and the result follows. Assume
Jr—1 < eg and let

L, 0 0
G=|o ()" o
0 0 I;

Jeg—jp
As before,
rank((g - A)e) = rank(A.G") < rank(A.) < 7y (eq, €2).

Given (h, 1') € L, h factorizes into a product of matrices of the form (21), and &’ factor-
izes into matrices of the form (22). Thus, the claim the right action restricts holds. U

As explained in Section 2.2 (see (13)), by Proposition 6.9, C[X,,] is a Lyjy-representation
for any I O Desc,ow(w) and J D Desceoi(w). We now check that X, is Lyj-crystal closed in
order to apply Theorem 1.11 to compute the Lyjy-character of C[X,,].

6.2. Standard monomials of X,, and proof of Theorem 1.14. Fix an antidiagonal term or-
der < on S = Clz1,..., Zmn), i.€., one that picks the antidiagonal term of a minor. One
example is pure lexicographic order obtained by setting z,, > 2.4 if a < ¢, or a = c and
b > d. This is Knutson-Miller’s Grobner basis theorem:

Theorem 6.10 ([17, Theorem B]). Fulton’s generators (20) for I, form a Grobner basis with
respect to <.

Any monomial m in the z;; can be naturally identified with a nonnegative integer ma-
trix, via its exponent vector. Identifying m with the corresponding matrix, Theorem 6.10
describes the standard monomials of X,, in terms of matrices, as follows:

Corollary 6.11. m € Std-(S/1,) if and only if for any Fulton generator g of I, from (20), the
product of the entries of m along the main antidiagonal of g is 0.

The standard monomials of any B-stable variety X C Mat,,,, are described in terms
of the standard monomials of matrix Schubert varieties. This follows immediately from
work of Knutson on Frobenius splittings [16], although it is not explicitly stated there.'

Proposition 6.12 (cf. [16]). Let X C Mat,, ,, be a B-stable variety. Write X = Ule X, asa
union of matrix Schubert varieties (by Corollary 6.4). Then the set of standard monomials for X,
with respect to <, is Std-(X) = Ule Std< (S/ 1,0 )-

Proof. Let I = ﬂle I, be theideal of X in S. By [16, Section 7.2], init4 (/) = ﬂle init< (7,,0)-

w

The claim follows since, by definition, Std~(X) = Std-(S/I) are the monomials in init ()¢
taken with coefficient 1. O

We next prove Theorem 1.14 for the case X = X,, is a matrix Schubert variety.

Theorem 6.13. Let X,, C Mat,,,, where Descrow(w) C I and Desceo(w) C J. Then X, is
Ly s-bicrystalline.

Igee also [2] for Bertiger’s construction of a Grobner basis for arbitrary B-stable varieties.
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Proof. By Proposition 6.9, X,, is Lyy-stable. It remains to show that X, is Lyy-bicrystal
closed. We focus first on the I-filtered row operators e[*” and f/°¥. Since [° and f/°" are
inverses whenever their outputs are not @ by Lemma 4.12, the Ly ;-bicrystal closed claim
follows from the (slightly stronger) statement that if m ¢ Std.(S/1,,) (identified with a
matrix in Mat,,, ,(Z>)), then e*(m) ¢ Std.(S/1,) for all i and f[*“(m) ¢ Std.(S/I,) for
i & Descrow(w). We prove this latter statement.

Since m ¢ Std.(S/I,), by Corollary 6.11, there exists a Fulton generator ¢ for /,, such
that the product of all entries of m along the antidiagonal A, of g is nonzero. Let R C [m]
and C C [n] be the row and column indices, respectively, of the minor g.

First, we argue that €[°¥(m) ¢ Std(S/I,) by constructing a Fulton generator ¢’ for I,
such that the product of all entries of e[**(m) along A, is positive.

Case el: (i,7 4+ 1 ¢ R) Here, e[*” does not affect any of the entries of A, in m. Take ¢’ = g.

Case €2: (i € R,i+ 1 ¢ R) All entries of A, in e[°¥(m) are only larger (by at most 1) in
comparison to the same entry in m, so we may again take ¢’ = g.

Case e3: (i € R,i+ 1 € R) If e[°” does not affect the entry of A, in row ¢ + 1, take ¢’ = g¢.
Otherwise, we may take ¢’ to be the minor defined by row indices R’ = (R \ {i + 1}) U {i}
and column indices C' (which is also a Fulton generator for ,, by (20)).

Case e4: (i,i+1 € R) Let b be as in Definition 4.24. If m; ;, does not lie on the antidiagonal
A, or mii1, > 2, then we may take ¢’ = g. Otherwise, since we assume e[*"(m) # o, the
entry m; 1, = 1 corresponds to an unmatched “(” in bracket;(row(m)). Let 0’ be the first
column to the right of bin C, so (i,0’) € A,. None of the “)” in bracket;(row(m)) associated
to m;y > 0 match with this aforementioned “(”. In particular, the leftmost “)” associated
to m; ,; matches with a “(” associated to m;;; » > 0 for some b < ¢ < b'. Take ¢ to be the
minor defined by row indices R and column indices ¢’ = (C'\ {b}) U {¢} (which is also a
Fulton generator for /,, by (20)).

Similarly, we show that f/*“(m) ¢ Std.(S/I,) when ¢ ¢ Desc.ow(w) by constructing a
Fulton generator ¢” for I,, such that the product of entries of f/°*(m) along A, is positive.

Case fl: (i,7 + 1 ¢ R) Same argument as Case el, take ¢’ = g.

Case f2: (i € R,i+ 1 ¢ R) If f/°¥ does not affect the entry of A, in row ¢, let ¢" = g¢.
Otherwise, let ¢” be the minor that uses the rows R” = (R \ {i}) U {i + 1} and columns C
(which is also a Fulton generator of /,, provided i & Desc o, (w) by (20)).

Case f3: (i ¢ R,i+ 1 € R) Same argument as Case €2, take ¢" = g.

Case f4: (i, + 1 € R) We use left-right “flipped” version of Case e4. Let a be as in Defi-
nition 4.24. If m, , does not lie on A, or m;, > 2, then we may take ¢” = g. Otherwise,
since we assume f/°¥(m) # &, the entry m;, = 1 corresponds to an unmatched “)” in
bracket;(row(m)). Let @’ be the first column to the left of ¢ in C, so (i +1,a") € A,. None of
the “(” in bracket;(row(m)) associated to m;;; , > 0 match with this aforementioned “)”.
In particular, the rightmost “(” associated to m;; , > 0 matches with a “)” associated to
m; e > 0 for some o’ < ¢ < a. Take ¢g” to be the minor defined by row indices R and
column indices C” = (C'\ {a}) U {¢"} (which is a Fulton generator of I,, by (20)).

The statements for f5°' and e$° hold by taking transposes of all matrices involved. [
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Proof of Theorem 1.14. Let ¥ C Mat,,,, be B-stable. By Corollary 6.4, X = [J', X, is a
union of matrix Schubert varieties. By Proposition 6.9, any Lyy satisfying the conditions
in the theorem statement acts on X, and hence on X. Furthermore, X is Lyjy-bicrystal
closed by Proposition 6.12 combined with Theorem 6.13. 0

7. FINAL REMARKS

Abusing notation, write an (I|J)-filtered partition-tuple (A|u) as a sequence of non-
negative integers (A1, ..., Ayl ..., pn) such that A\, > \jyqifi ¢ Tand p; > pypq if j € J.
Let us return to the basic case X = Mat,, ,. Here ¢, g = cg/;ztm’", as in Example 1.12. We

set the convention that if M = [m; ;] € Mat,, ,(Z>¢), then m;; = 0if i > mor j > n. We
can characterize highest-weight matrices of shape (A|x) as follows:

Proposition 7.1. The coefficients cy|, count the number of M = [m; ;] € Mat,, ,(Z>0) that are
lattice points of the polytope Py, defined by the highest-weight conditions

(23) Z Mit1 g < Z mi 41 foralli ¢ Tand j € [n],
k=j k=j
(24) ka,jﬂ < kaﬂ,j forall j ¢ Jand i € [m],
k=i k=i

the shape conditions

(25) Z m;; = A; for alli € [m],
j=1

(26) Z m;j = p; forall j € [n],
i=1

and the nonnegativity constraints m;; > 0 for all i € [m], j € [n].

Proof. M = [m;;] € Mat,, ,(Z>o) has highest weight if e{*(M) = 0 = e (M) for all i ¢ I
and j ¢ J. Writing out the parenthesis-matching rules for these matrix crystal operators
numerically expresses the highest-weight conditions as (23) and (24).

The highest weight matrices M are exactly those sent to some highest-weight tableau-
tuple by filterRSKy ;. The shape of a highest-weight matrix M is therefore uniquely deter-
mined by its weight, i.e., the collection of its row and column sums. Thus a highest-weight
matrix M has shape (A|u) if and only if it satisfies (25) and (26). O

Example 7.2 (Contingency tables). Let I = {0} U [m] and J = {0} U [n], so Ly = T is the
(m+n)-torus acting on Mat,, ,. Then filterRSKy; computes the T-character of C[Mat,, ,,| by
mapping the exponent matrix M € Mat,, ,(Z>() of each monomial to the exponent vector
cwt g, (M) of its torus weight. Here, there are no (I|J)-filtered crystal moves, so (23) and
(24) are trivial. Thus, (25) and (26) say ¢, counts contingency tables, i.e., M € Mat,, ,,(Z>)
whose ith row sums to ); and jth column sums to y; for all i € [m] and j € [n].

Example 7.3 (The classical Cauchy identity). LetI = {0, m} and J = {0, n}. Then filterRSKy 3
is the usual RSK map sending each M = [m, ;| € Mat,, ,,(Z>¢) to a tableau-pair (P|Q). Ap-
plying (23) with j = n, we see that m;1,, = m; 41 for all i € [m — 1]. But m; ,,+1 = 0 for
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all such i since these entries lie entirely outside of A, so in fact m; 1, = 0 fori € [m — 1].
Similarly, applying (24) with i = m shows that m,, ;11 = 0 for all j € [n — 1]. Iterating
this argument shows that m; 1k n+1-x = Mpt1-kj+k = 0 foralli € [m — 1], j € [n — 1], and
k € Z>o, so any matrix M satisfying (23) and (24) must be northwest-triangular.

Similar iterative arguments on the inequalities (or equivalently, in terms of brackets)

on the non-zero entries of M/ show that all entries on each antidiagonal must be equal.
In other words, the matrices satisfying the highest-weight conditions (23) and (24) are of

the form . Now, it is easy to see that further imposing (25) and (26) shows that

OOoOoOn
[elejele)

cyp = 1if A = p and 0 otherwise, by Proposition 7.1. This recovers the classical Cauchy
identity (1) and proves Theorem 3.14.

Example 7.4 (A polytopal Littlewood—Richardson rule). LetI = {0,¢,m} for some 0 < ¢ <
m and let J = {0,n}. Write (\|p) = (AW, \@|u) for an (I|J)-filtered tableau-tuple. Then
Calu is the Littlewood-Richardson coefficient c’;(l)’ \(» (for partitions of the right size). Thus,
Proposition 7.1 specializes to a polytopal rule for Littlewood—-Richardson coefficients.

Proposition 7.1 extends to cfl . Where X C Mat,,, , is any Lyjy-bicrystalline variety.

Proposition 7.5. Let X C Mat,,,, be Ly-bicrystalline. Let Py, be the polytope in Proposi-
tion 7.1, and let P* be the set of lattice points corresponding to elements of Std(S/I(X)). Then
ey, counts lattice points in P5j, = P* N Py,

Proof. By Theorem 1.11, filterRSKy; computes the Lyjj-character of X. By Proposition 7.1,
Matm n
N

counts only the points in this polytope corresponding elements of Std. (S/1(X)). O

the coefficient ¢, = counts the integer points in P,|,. The desired coefficient ci i

Remark 7.6. Proposition 7.5 is not a polytopal rule for ciﬁ, since the set P* is not generally a

polytope. However, if init (/(X)) is squarefree, one can give a serviceable description of
P* as a union of polytopes using a prime decomposition of init (/(X)). This case includes
all B-stable varieties by the description of their initial ideals given previously.

Example 7.7 (Classical determinantal varieties). Let I = {0,m} and J = {0,n}. Let X, C
Mat,, ,, be the variety of rank < k matrices. It is known that a Grobner basis for /(X;) with
respect to antidiagonal term order consists of the k + 1-order minors of the generic m x n
matrix (this is an instance of Theorem 6.10). The same highest-weight and contingency
table conditions hold as in Example 7.3, but if £ # m or k # n then there are also nontrivial
standard monomial conditions. The standard monomials of X}, correspond to matrices
with at least one 0 on each antidiagonal after the kth (where the first antidiagonal is the
northwest corner). Combining with the highest-weight and contingency table restrictions
from before yields this known Cauchy-type identity:

(27) Xexd = Y sa(x)sa(y).
MO <k
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