NEWELL-LITTLEWOOD NUMBERS III: EEIGENCONES AND GIT-SEMIGROUPS
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ABSTRACT. The Newell-Littlewood numbers are tensor product multiplicities of Weyl mod-
ules for the classical groups in the stable range. Littlewood-Richardson coefficients form
a special case. Klyachko connected eigenvalues of sums of Hermitian matrices to the sat-
urated LR-cone and established defining linear inequalities. We prove analogues for the
saturated NL-cone:

e an eigenvalue interpretation;

e a minimal list of defining linear inequalities;

o a description by Extended Horn inequalities, as conjectured in part II of this series; and

e a factorization of NL-numbers, on the boundary.

1. INTRODUCTION

This is the third installment in a series [9},[10] about the Newell-Littlewood numbers [21,[19]
(1) N)\,,u,y = Z Cg,/g’cg,'yc'l;,a;
By
the indices are partitions in Par, = {(A;,Ao,...,\n) € Z%; : Ay > A > ... > A1 In
(@), ¢, 5 is the Littlewood-Richardson coefficient. The Littlewood-Richardson coefficients are
themselves Newell-Littlewood numbers: if [v| = [A[+|u] then N} ,, = ¢} ,. The goal of this

series is to establish analogues of results known for Littlewood-Richardson coefficients.
This paper proves NL-generalizations of breakthrough results of Klyachko [14].

Fixn € N:={1,2,3,...}. The paper [9] investigated
NL-semigroup(n) = {(\, 1, v) € (Par,)® : Ny, > 0}.

Indeed, NL-semigroup is a finitely generated semigroup [9, Section 5.2]. A good approxi-
mation of it is the saturated semigroup:

NL-sat(n) = {(\, st,v) € (Par®)® : 3t >0  Nyyspus # 0},
where Parg ={(A\1,..., ) €Q" : Ay > ... > A, > 0}. Our main results give descriptions
of NL-sat(n), including with a minimal list of defining linear inequalities.

Fix m € N and consider the symplectic Lie algebra sp(2m, C). The irreducible sp(2m, C)-
representations V' (\) are parametrized by their highest weight A € Par,, (see Section
for details). The tensor product multiplicities multy’, , are defined by

V@V = 3 V()
vEPar,
Since sp(2m, C)-representations are self-dual, multy’, , is symmetric in its inputs. The
supports of these multiplicities (and more generally when sp(2m, C) is replaced by any
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semisimple Lie algebra) are of significant interest (see, e.g., the survey [18] and the refer-
ences therein). Consider the finitely generated semigroup

3. m
: multy’,

sp -semigroup(m) = {(\, u,v) € (Pary,) > 0},

and the cone generated by it

sp-sat(m) = {(\, 1, ) € (Par2)® : 3t > 0 multgy ., > 0}

For m > n, by postpending 0’s, Par,, embeds into Par,,. Newell-Littlewood numbers
are tensor product multiplicities for sp(2m, C) in the stable range [16, Corollary 2.5.3]:

(2) V(A p,v) € (Par,)® if m > 2n then mult}’, , = Ny ...

Now, (2) immediately implies

3) NL-sat(n) = sp-sat(m) N (Par®)?, for any m > 2n.

Our first result says the relationship of NL-sat to sp -sat is independent of the stable range.
Theorem 1.1. Foranym >n > 1,

NL-sat(n) = sp-sat(m) N (Par%)?.

Theorem 1.1/has a number of consequences. Define
LR-sat(n) = {(\, i, v) € (Par®)® : 3t >0 X > 0}

Klyachko [14] showed that LR-sat(n) describes the possible eigenvalues A, i, v of three
n x n Hermitian matrices A, B, C' (respectively) such that A + B = C. Similarly, Theo-
rem [1.1| shows that NL-sat(n) describes solutions to a more general eigenvalue problem;

see Section [2.6/and Proposition

Another major accomplishment of [14] was the first proved description of LR-sat(n) via
linear inequalities. We have three such descriptions of NL-sat(n). We now state the first of
these. Set [n] = {1,...,n}. For A C [n] and A € Par,, let A4 be the partition using the only
parts indexed by A4; namely, if A = {i; < --- <.} then Ay = (\;,..., \;,). In particular,
|IAal = > ,c4 i Using the known descriptions of sp-sat(n) [1, 23, 25] we deduce from
Theorem [1.1{a minimal list of inequalities defining NL-sat(n):

Theorem 1.2. Let (\, u,v) € (Par,)3. Then (A, p,v) € NL-sat(n) if and only if
(4) 0 < |Aal = [Aar| + [ps| = |us | + |ve| — [ve
for any subsets A, A’, B, B',C,C" C [n] such that

(1) ANA=BnNnB =CnC"=1(;
(2) |Al + |A'| = |B|+|B'| = |C| + [C"| = |A'| + |B'| + |C"| =: 1
TZ(C,C/)

(3) TO (C,C/)

TO(A,A’)V[@"*QT)T] TO(B,B/)V[(2n72r)T] =C

T2(A7A/)\/['r"'] TQ(B,B/)V[’I‘T] = 1
Moreover, this list of inequalities is irredundant.

'We remark that since (A, z, ) € LR-sat(n) is also in NL-sat(n) if and only if |A| + x| = |v| (see [9,
Lemma 2.2(II)]), the sl,,-eigencone is a facet of the sp,,,-eigencone.
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The definition of the partitions occurring in condition (8) is in Section 3.2}

The proofs of Theorems and use ideas of P. Belkale-S. Kumar [1] on their de-
formation of the cup product on flag manifolds, as well as the third author’s work on
GIT-semigroups/cones [23, 25]. We interpret NL-sat(n) from the latter perspective in Sec-
tion |5 (see Proposition by study of the truncated tensor cone. Our argument requires
us to generalize [1, Theorem 28] [23, Theorem B] (recapitulated here as Theorem ; see
Theorem As an application, we obtain Theorem [I.3]below, which is a factorization
of the NL-coefficients on the boundary of NL-sat(n). Let A € Par,, and A, A" C [n]. Write
A ={i{<---<i}and A={i; <--- <i;}and set

)\A,A’ = ()\irl, R 7)\1"57 —)\it, RN _>‘i1) and )\A’A, = /\[n}f(AUA’)r etc.
Theorem 1.3. Let A, A', B, B',C,C" C [n] such that
(1) ANA=BnNB =CNnC =0
2) [A] + |4 = [B| + |B'| = [C] + |C"] = |A'| + [ B| + |C"] = 77
2(C,C")

(3) 0(C,C’)

Cro(a,anViEn=2n" 70(B pryvicen-2nr] = C =1,

T2(A,ANVIT] £2(B,BNVITT T
as in Theorem[L.2} For (A, u,v) € (Par,)? such that

(5) 0= [Aa| = [Aa |+ [pB| = s | + [ve| = vl
l/*
(6) Nx\,u,y = CAZZ/:HB,B/NAA‘A,,HB‘B/,VC’C/'

Theorem [1.3)is an analogous to [5, Theorem 7.4] and [13) Theorem 1.4] for ¢ e

Knutson-Tao’s celebrated Saturation Theorem [15] proves, inter alia, that LR-sat(n) is de-
scribed by Horn’s inequalities (see, e.g., Fulton’s survey [7]). This posits a generalization:

Conjecture 1.4 (NL-Saturation [9, Conjecture 5.5]). Let (A, u,v) € (Par,)?. Then Ny, # 0
if and only if || + |u| + |v| is even and there exists t > 0 such that Nyy 4,4, # 0.

Theorem [1.2] permits us to prove Conjecture [1.4] for n < 5, by computer-aided calcula-
tion of Hilbert bases; see Section@ This is the strongest evidence of the conjecture to date;
previously, [9) Corollary 5.16] proved the n = 2 case, by combinatorial reasoning.

The conditions parametrizing the inequalities occurring in the Horn’s inequalities for
LR-sat(n) are inductive, as they depend on LR-sat(n’) for n’ < n. Theorem [1.2|is not
inductive. In [10], a conjectural description of NL-sat(n), somewhat closer to the Horn
conjecture for LR-sat(n), was given. More precisely, the formulation [10, Conjecture 1.4]
subsumes both Conjecture|1.4/and a description of NL-sat using extended Horn inequalities
[10, Definition 1.2]. Our last result is a proof the latter part of the conjecture.

Let \i,...,A\s € Par, for s > 3. Treat the indices 1,...,s as elements of Z/sZ. We
introduce the multiple Newell-Littlewood number as

(7) N)\l ~~~~~ )\s = Z H c(/}t’; Q41"
(a1,...,a5)€(Pary)s (€Z/sZ

When s = 3, we recover Newell-Littlewood numbersf] To A = {i; < --- < i,} C [n],
associate the partition

8) T(A) = (i — 1> > —1).
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Theorem 1.5. Let (A, u, v) € (Par2)3. Then (\, u, v) € NL-sat(n) if and only if
©) 0 < Aaf = Pl + [ps| = s | + vo| = [vol
for any subsets A, A’, B, B',C,C" C [n] such that

(1) ANA=BnB' =CnC" =0

(2) [A[+ A = [B| + [B| = [C] + |C"] = | AT + [ B + |C"];

(3) Nr(any«(B)r(c)r(A)7(B)r(c) # 0.

As explained in Section the inequalities of Theorem|[I.5are easily equivalent to the
extended Horn inequalities. However, the reformulation of Theorem 1.5]is more compact.
The main part of the proof is to show that the inequalities of Theorem |I.2]are all instances
of extended Horn inequalities. That argument, which occupies Sections requires
heavy-lifting in tableau combinatorics. Along the way, we establish the relationship be-

tween the demotion algorithm [9, Claim 3.5] and the RSK correspondence (Theorem 8.2), as
well as a nonvanishing result about multiple Newell-Littlewood numbers (Theorem 9.1

2. GENERALITIES ON THE TENSOR CONES

2.1. Finitely generated semigroups. I' C Z" is a semigroup if 0 € T and is closed under
addition. A finitely generated I" generates a closed convex polyhedral cone I'yg C Q™:

lFo={ze€Q" : HteZyy trel}.
The subgroup of Z" generated by I' is
I'p={z—y:z,yel}
The semigroup I' is saturated if I' = I'; N I'g.

2.2. GIT-semigroups. We recall the GIT-perspective of [23]. Let G be a complex reduc-
tive group acting on an irreducible projective variety X. Let Pic“(X) be the group of
G-linearized line bundles. Given £ € Pic“(X), let H°(X, £) be the space of sections of £;
it is a G-module. Let H°(X, £)¢ be the subspace of invariant sections. Define

GIT-semigroup(G, X) = {£ € Pic%(X) : H'(X, £)“ # {0}}.

This is a semigroup since X being irreducible says the product of two nonzero G-invariant
sections is a nonzero G-invariant section. The saturated version of it is

CIT-sat(G, X) = {£L € Pic’(X) ®Q : 3t >0 HO(X, L)Y £ {0}}.

2.3. The tensor semigroup. Let g be a semisimple complex Lie algebra, with fixed Borel
subalgebra b and Cartan subalgebra t C b. Denote by A*(g) C t* the semigroup of the
dominant weights. It is contained in the weight lattice A(g) ~ Z", where r is the rank of
g. Given A € A*(g), denote by V(X)) (or simply V'())) the irreducible representation of g
with highest weight \. Let V(\)* be the dual representation. Consider the semigroup

g-semigroup = {(A, p,v) € (A*(g))” : V()" CV(N) @V ()},

and the generated cone g-sat in (A(g) ® Q)*>. When g = sp(2m, C) we have V(v)* ~ V(v)
and g-semigroup is what we denoted by sp-semigroup(m) in the introduction. The set
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g-semigroup spans the rational vector space (A(g)®Q)?, or equivalently, the cone g-sat has
nonempty interior. The group (g -semigroup), is well-known (see, e.g., [22, Theorem 1.4]):

(g-semigroup)z = {(\, p,v) € (A(9))* = A+ p+v € Ap(9)},
where Ar(g) is the root lattice of g.

We now interpret g -semigroup in terms of Section[2.2] Consider the semisimple, simply-
connected algebraic group G with Lie algebra g. Denote by B and 7' the connected sub-
groups of G with Lie algebras b and t respectively. The character groups X (B) = X (T') =
A(g) of B and T coincide. For A € X(T'), £, is the unique G-linearized line bundle on the
flag variety G/ B such that B acts on the fiber over B/B with weight —\.

Assume X = (G/B)?. Then Pic®(X) identifies with X (T')3. For (\, u, v) € X (T)?, define
L)) By the Borel-Weil Theorem,

(10) HY(X, Lowy) = V) @V () @ V()"
In particular, GIT-semigroup(G, X) ~ g-semigroup.
Given three parabolic subgroups P, () and R containing B, we consider more generally

X = G/P x G/Q x G/R. Then Pic”(X) identifies with X (P) x X(Q) x X (R) which is a
subgroup of X (T)%. Moreover,

GIT-semigroup(G, X) = GIT-semigroup(G, (G/B)*) N (X(P) x X(Q) x X(R)).

2.4. Schubert calculus. We need notation for the cohomology ring H*(G/P,Z); P O B
being a parabolic subgroup. Let W (resp. Wp) be the Weyl group of G (resp. P). Let ¢ :
W — N be the Coxeter length, defined with respect to the simple reflections determined
by the choice of B. Let W be the minimal length representatives of the cosets in W/Wp.

For a closed irreducible subvariety Z C G/ P, let [Z] be its class in H*(G/ P, Z), of degree
2(dim(G/P) — dim(Z)). For v € WF, set 7, = [BvP/P] (dim(BvP/P) = {(v)). Let w, be
the longest element of W and wy p be the longest element of Wp. Set v¥ = wyvw, p and

\ . P
T, = 70 ; 7V and 7, are Poincaré dual.

Let p be the half sum of the positive roots of GG. To any one-parameter subgroup 7 :
C* — T, associate the parabolic subgroup (see [20])

P(r)={g€G: 151(1) 7(t)gr(t™ ") exists}.

Fix such a 7 such that P = P(r).

For v € W, define the BK-degree of ¥ € H*(G /P, Z) to be BK-deg(7?) := (v (p) — p, 7).
Let v1, v9 and vz in WF. By [1], Proposition 17], if 7% appears in the product 7% - 7% then
(11) BK-deg(7%) < BK-deg(7"') + BK-deg (7).

In other words, the BK-degree filters the cohomology ring. Let ©( denote the associated
graded product on H*(G/ P, Z).

2.5. Well-covering pairs. Let X be a projective variety. In [23], GIT-sat(G, X)) is described
in terms of well-covering pairs. When X = (G/B)?, it recovers the description made by
Belkale-Kumar [1]. We now discuss the case X = G/P x G/Q x G/R is the product of
three partial flag varieties of G.

Let 7 be a dominant one-parameter subgroup of 7. The centralizer G” of the image of
7 in G is a Levi subgroup. Moreover, P(7) is the parabolic subgroup generated by B and
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G". Let C' be an irreducible component of the fixed set X™ of 7 in X. It is well-known that
C' is the (G7)*-orbit of some T-fixed point:

(12) C=Gu'P/PxGv'Q/QxGw 'R/R,
with u € Wp\W/Wp(;) and similarly for v and w. Set
Ct =P(r)u*P/P x P(t)v'Q/Q x P(T)w 'R/R.

Then the closure of C'" is a Schubert variety (for G®) in X. By [23, Proposition 11], the pair
(C, 7) is well-covering if and only if

(13)  [PuP(7)/P(7)] @0 [QuP(T)/P(T)] ©o [RwP(7)/P(7)] = [pt] € H(G/P(7),Z).
It is said to be dominant if
(14) [PuP(r)/P(T)] - [QuP(r)/P(T)] - [RwP(T)/P(7)] # 0 € H(G/P(7), Z).

In this paper, the reader can take these characterizations as definitions of well-covering
and dominant pairs. They are used in [23] to produce inequalities for the GIT-cones:

Proposition 2.1. Let (A, p,v) € X(P) x X(Q) x X(R) be dominant such that L,y €
GIT-sat(G, X). Let (C, ) be a dominant pair. Then,

(15) (ur, \) + (vr, p) + (wr,v) <O0.
Here (u, v, w) are determined by C and equation (12).

In Proposition and below, (-,-) denotes the pairing between one parameter sub-
groups and characters of 7. Among the inequalities given by Proposition those asso-
ciated to well-covering pairs are sufficient to define the GIT-cone (see [23] Proposition 4]):

Proposition 2.2. Let (), p, v) € X (P)xX(Q)xX(R) bedominant. Then, Ly ,,,) € GIT-sat(G, X)
if and only if for any dominant one-parameter subgroup 7 of T' and any well-covering pair (C, T),

(16) (ur, ) + (v, p) + (wr,v) < 0.
Here (u, v, w) are determined by C and equation (12)[]

In the case P = () = R = B, there is a more precise statement. The fact that the
inequalites define the cone is Belkale-Kumar [1, Theorem 28]. The irredundancy is [23,
Theorem B]. Let a be a simple root of G. Denote by P the associated maximal parabolic
subgroup of G containing 5. Denote by w,v the associated fundamental one-parameter
subgroup of T characterized by (w,v, 3) = 6? for any simple root 3.

Theorem 2.3 ([T, Theorem 28],[23, Theorem B]). Here X = (G/B)3. Let (\,u,v) € X(T)?
be dominant. Then, L ..., € GIT-sat(G, X) if and only if for any simple root o, for any u, v, w
in WP such that

(17) (BuP> /P2 @, [BuP*/P?] & [BwP*]P°] = [pt] € H'(G/P°,Z),

(18) (v, ) + (voev, 1) + (W, v) < 0.

Moreover, this list of inequalities is irredundant.

3Proposition [2.2implies Proposition [2.1]is also a characterization of GIT-sat(G, X ), but we have stated
the weaker form of the latter to emphasize it is an easier result.
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Theorem [2.3]| can be obtained from Proposition 2.2] by showing that it is sufficient to
consider the one-parameter subgroups 7 equal to @w,v for some simple root . See the
proof of Theorem [5.1]below for a similar argument.

2.6. The eigencone. A relationship between g-sat and projections of coadjoint orbits was
discovered by Heckman [12]. Theorem 2.4/ below interprets g-sat in terms of eigenvalues.

Fix a maximal compact subgroup U of G such that T'N U is a Cartan subgroup of U. Let
u and t denote the Lie algebras of U and T respectively. Let t* be the Weyl chamber of
t corresponding to B. Let v/—1 denote the usual complex number. It is well-known that
v/—1t" is contained in u and that the map

tt — u/U
£ — U(V-1§)

is a homeomorphism. Here U acts on u by the adjoint action. Consider the set
LU) =A{(&¢m) € () U(V-1§) + U.(V-1¢) + U.(V—1n) 5 0}.

Let u* (resp. t*) denote the dual (resp. complex dual) of u (resp. t). Let t** denote the
dominant chamber of t* corresponding to B. By taking the tangent map at the identity,
one can embed X (7)* in t**. Note that this embedding induces a rational structure on
the complex vector space t*. Moreover it allows to embed the tensor cone g-sat in (t*1)3.

(19)

The Cartan-Killing form allows to identify t* and t**. In particular I'(U) also embeds

in (t+)?; the so obtained subset of (t*+)? is denoted by T'(U) to avoid any confusion. The
following result is well-known; see e.g., [17, Theorem 5] and the references therein.

Theorem 2.4. The set I'(U) is a closed convex polyhedral cone. Moreover, g-sat is the set of the
rational points in I'(U).

3. THE CASE OF THE SYMPLECTIC GROUP

3.1. The root system of type C. Let V = C?" with the standard basis {é}, és, . .., €2, }. Let
J, be the n xn “anti-diagonal” identity matrix and define a skew-symmetric bilinear form

0 Jy
—J, 0
group G = Sp(2n, C) is the group of automorphisms of V' that preserve this bilinear form.

w(e,e) : V x V — C using the block matrix € := { } By definition, the symplectic

Given a n x n matrix A = (A;;)1<ij<n define A by (TA) = A,41-jnt1-i, Obtained from
A by reflection across the antidiagonal. The Lie algebra sp(2n,C) is the set of matrices
M € Maty,x2,(C) such that "M Q + QM = 0; namely,

A B A, B,C of size n X n,
(20) p(2n,C) = { (c TA) ' TB_BandC = C }
which has complex dimension 2n? + n. The Lie algebra u(2n,C) of the unitary group
U(2n,C) is the set of anti-Hermitian matrices. Thus, gives

(21) sp(2n,C) Nu(2n,C) = { (_I?B Ti) "A=Aand'B = B}

which has real dimension 2n? + n. As a consequence, U(2n) N Sp(2n,C) is a maximal
compact subgroup of Sp(2n, C).



Let B be the Borel subgroup of upper triangular matrices in G. Let
T = {diag(ty,... to,t, ', ..., ;1) : t; € C*}

be the maximal torus contained in B. For i € [1,n], let ¢; denote the character of 7" that
maps diag(ty, ..., tn, 1, ..., ;") to t;; then X(T) = @, Zs;. Here

Ot ={g;te; 1 1<i<j<n}U{2; :1<i<n},
A={ag=¢e1—¢€y, e =63—€3,..., Q1 =Ep_1 — Ep, Ay = 26, }, and
X(T)+ :{Z?:l /\iEi . )\1 Z 2 >\n 20}:Parn

Fori € [1,2n], seti = 2n+1—i. The Weyl group W of G may be identified with a subgroup
of the Weyl group Ss,, of SL(V'). More precisely,

W ={w e Sy : w(i) =w(i) Vie[l,2n]}.

Observe that 7' N U(2n,C) has real dimension n and is a maximal torus of U(2n) N

Sp(2n,C). The bijection implies that any matrix M; = (_ftlB Tlil) in sp(2n,C) N

u(2n,C) (see (21)) is diagonalizable with eigenvalues in v/—1R. Moreover, ordering the
eigenvalues by nonincreasing order, we get

)\(\/—1M1)€{(/\12Z)\nz—)\nzz—/\l) : /\ZER}

For A = (A\,...,\,) € Par,, set \ = (A, oy A —An, oo, —A1). Now, Theoremswith
m = n and Theorem 2.4 give an interpretation of NL-sat(n) in terms of eigenvalues:

Proposition 3.1. Let A\, i, v € Par,. Then (\, u,v) € NL-sat(n) if and only if there exist three
matrices My, My, M3 € sp(2n, C) Nu(2n, C) such that My + My + M3 = 0 and

(A, 1, 0) = ANV=1My), \(V=1M>), \(v/—1M3)).

3.2. Isotropic Grassmannians and Schubert classes. Our reference for this subsection is
[25, Section 5]. For r = 1, ..., n, the one-parameter subgroup w,y is given by

Way (1) = diag(t,... . t,1,..., 1,7 o th),
where ¢ and ¢! occur r times.

A subspace W C V is isotropic if for all v,v" € W, w(¥,7") = 0. Given an r-subset
I C [2n], we set F; = Span(¢; : i € I). Clearly, F is isotropic if and only if I N1 = ),
where I = {5 : i € I}. Now, P is the stabilizer of the isotropic subspace Fg,.. - Thus,

-----

G /P = Gr,(r,2n) is the Grassmannian of isotropic r-dimensional vector subspaces of V.
Let S(r, 2n) denote the set of subsets of {1,...,2n} with r elements. Set

Schub(Gr,(r,2n)) :={I € S(r,2n) : INT = 0}.

If I ={iy <--- <i,} € Schub(Gr,(r,2n)), let iz := i) for k € [r], and {i,11 < -+ < Gyq7} =

[2n] — (I U I). Therefore w; = (iy, .. .,i2,) € Say is the element of WT*" corresponding to
F]; that iS, FI = w[Par/PaT.
Set

Sehub (G (1, 2n)) ::{ (A A") : AeS(a,n), A’ € 8(a’,n) for some a and a' s.t. }

a+ad =rand ANA =10
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2n —r

7(A) rotated 180°

/////

/////
27277

/////

/////

n—a/ n—a

FIGURE 1. 7(I), 7(A) and 7(4’).

This map is a bijection:

Schub(Gr,(r,2n)) — Schub’(Gr,(r,2n))

(22) I — (IN[n],IN[n)).

]
Recall from the introduction the definition of 7(I) and hence 7(A) and 7(A’). The relation-
ship between these three partitions is depicted in Figure
Definition 3.2. For subsets X C Y C [2n], define
Xxy) :[2n] = {0,1,2}

1 ifieX
i Q2 ifieY\X
0 ifig¢y

Treat x(x,v) as a word of length 2n with letters in {0, 1, 2}. Removing all the 2’s in the
word, we obtain the characteristic function X%X,Y) of some subset I? of [2n— Y|+ | X || with
| X| elements. Similarly, removing all 0’s in the word, and then, replacing all the 2’s with
0’s, gives the characteristic function X?X,Y) of some subset IV of [|Y|] with | X| elements.

Given I € Schub(Gr,(r,2n)) for some 1 < r < n, we apply this construction to I C
([2n] — I). One obtains I* € S(r,2r) and I° € S(r,2n — 7).

Definition 3.3. For a partition A = (\y,..., \;) C (a®), i.e., the rectangle with a columns and
b rows. Define \V with respect to (a®) to be the partition (a — A\p,a — Ap_1,...,a — A;) where
we set \; = 0 for i > k. We will denote this by \1¢’],

Now,
(23) codim(BEFy) = |r(I0)VIE=20"1 L 1/2(|7(12)VI"Y + T 0 [n])).
Moreover,
(24) dim(Gr,(r,2n)) = r(2n — 2r) + 7‘(7“2——1—1)

Let I € Schub(Gr,(r,2n)) and A = I N [n], A’ = I N [n] be the corresponding pair in
Schub’(Gr,,(r, 2n)). Set

(25) (A, A") = 7(1%), (A, A = 7(1?).



While the above discussion defines 7°(A, A’), 72(A, A’) through the bijection (22), we
emphasize that these partitions from Theorem 1.2 can be defined explicitly:

Definition-Lemma 3.4. Set a = |A| and o’ = |A'|. Write A = {aq < -+ < o} and A’ =
{o) <--- <)} Then

T2 (A, A = a+ |A N [ag; 0| VkE=1,...,q;
P4 Ay = AN [y 4] vi=1
(A A )y =n—a—d+|[ag;n] — (AUA)| Vk=1,... a
A, Ao = |y )] — (AU A Vi=1,...,d.

Proof. Write I = A'UA = {i; < --- <i,} withr = a + d. By definition,
A A =71 = I N igrari1-4]], forl1 <k <a+d.

If k& < a, ia+a’+1—k - A C [TL + 1; 271], ia-{—a’—&-l—k = Q and ]_ N [ia—&—a’-i—l—lc] =AUAN [(Ik; n]
The first assertion follows.

If k = a+ [ for some positive [, igia41-1 € A" C [0}, tgray1-k = alyyy_, and In
ltatarr1-k] = AN o).

Similarly,

TO(A,A/)k = T([O)k [ia+a’+1fk] N ([271] — (I U ZT)|, for 1 < k <a+ a.

= |
Ik <a,ligrasi-r)N(2n] — (TUT)) = ([n] — (AUA"))U|ax;n] — (AU A’) (a disjoint union).
This proves the third claim.

If k = a + [ with some positive [, o, | ; = iarar+1-1 € [n]; last assertion follows. O

3.3. The parabolic subgroup F,. Fix m > n. Let F, be the subgroup of Sp(2m,C) of
matrices

T1 % *
(26) 0 A % |,
0 0 Ty

where T and 75 are n x n upper triangular matrices and A is a matrix in Sp(2m — 2n, C).
P, is the standard parabolic subgroup of Sp(2m,C) corresponding to the simple roots
{ans1, ... am}. A character A = " N\ie; € X(T') extends to F if and only if A\, =
-+« = Ay, = 0. Thus the set of dominant characters of X (/) identifies with Par,,. Hence

(27) sp-sat(m) N (Par?)? = GIT-sat(Sp(2m, C), (Sp(2m, C)/Py)?).

Let Schub™ (Gr,,(r, 2m)) be the set of I € Schub(Gr,(r,2m)) such that the Schubert vari-
ety BF} is Fy-stable. One checks (details omitted) that

(28) I € Schub®™(Gr,(r,2m)) <= IN[n+1;2m —n] = [k;2m —n] for some k > m + 1.
4. PROOF OF THEOREMS[L.T] AND[I.2]

Proposition 4.1. The inequalities () in Theorem [1.2] characterize sp -sat(n).

Proof. Since sp-sat(n) = GIT-sat(Sp(2n), (Sp(2n)/B)? (see Section[2.3), we may apply The-
orem[2.3 Let (A, 1, v) € (Par,)®. Write A = Y, \;¢; and similarly for 1 and v.
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Fix 1 <r <nand o = a, € A. Given I € Schub(Gr,(r,2n)), from the description of
way and wy it is easy to check that

(29) (Wrmay, ) = > Xi— > A

ieIn[n] ieInn]

Then (4) is obtained from associated to the triple of Schubert classes (I,J,K) €
Schub(Gr,(r, 2n))? by setting

C=Knln),C"=Knln.
Since the map is bijective, it suffices to show (17) from Theorem [2.3]is equivalent to

(1) |A’| +|B'|+|C'| =1, and

(2 0c,ch o -1
) 7.o (A,A)VI2n=20)T] 70(B Br)VI(En-20)T] = CTQ(AyA/)\/['r"']7T2(B,BI)V[7‘T] = 1.

By [25] Theorem 19], condition is equivalent to

(1) codim(BFy) + codim(BF}) + codim(BFk) = dim(Gr,(r,2n)), and
(2) ¢ Fo) = &) = 1.

T(]O)v[(Q'n—Qr)T] 7,7-(‘]0)\/[(2n—2r)'“] 7-(12)\/[7”“] 7T(J2)V[rr]

By definition, the two conditions involving Littlewood-Richardson are the same. Assum-
ing these two Littlewood-Richardson coefficients equal to one, it remains to prove that
codim(BFy)+codim(BFy)+codim(BFy) = dim(Gr,(r, 2n)) if and only if | A'|+|B'|+|C’| =
r. This directly follows from and (24). O

Proof of Theorem By Theorem the inclusion sp-sat(n) C sp-sat(m) is equivalent
to the inclusion I'(Sp(2n,C) N U(2n,C)) C I'(Sp(2m,C) N U(2m,C)). Here we use the
symplectic form defined in Section 8.1]to embed Sp(2n, C) in GL(2n, C).

Clearly, the following map is well-defined
Lie(Sp(2n,C)NU(2n,C)) — Lie(Sp(2m,C)NU(2m,C))

A 0 B
M:(éﬁ) —s M=10 0 0
C 0D

where A, B, C' and D are square matrices of size n, and the matrices of these Lie algebras
are described by (21).

Let (hy, ha, hs) € T(Sp(2n,C) N U(2n, C)). Let
(M, My, Ms) € (Sp(2n,C) N U(2n, C))>.(vV—=1hy, vV—1hy, /—1hs)

such that M; + M, + M3z = 0.

The fact that M, + My + Ms = 0 implies that (f1, b, hs) € T'(Sp(2m,C) N U(2m, C)),
where hy, hy, hy are viewed as elements of Par,, is the spectrum of M;.

To obtain the converse inclusion

GIT-sat(Sp(2m, C), (Sp(2m, C)/Fy)?) = sp-sat(m) N (Par?)? C sp-sat(n),

we have to prove that any inequality (4) from Proposition 4.1|is satisfied by the points of
sp-sat(m) N (Par?)?; here we have used (27). Fix such an inequality (A, A, B, B',C, C").
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Set [ = AAUA C [2n], J = B'UB C [2n]and K = C"UC C [2n]. Similarly for m, set
I=Au{2m+1—i:ic A}, J=BU{2m+1—i :ie€ B}and K = C'U{2m+1—i : i € C};
these are subsets of [2m]. Setalso a’ = |A'|, ) = |B'| and ¢ = |C|.

Notice that (I?)°, (J?)°, (K?)° C 0" = ) . Thus, trivially,

T((K2)°) _ 0
(30) Co2y 2y = 00 = 1

Also, (I?)* = I?,(J*)? = J,(K?)? = K% Since 7(I?) = 7(I%) := 7%(A,A), 7(J?) =
7(J?%) = 7%(B, B') and 7(K?) = 7(K?) := 7*(C, C"), we have

T((K%)?) _ (K% _ (e _
(31) T((jz)z)v[rr]7T((j2)2)v[rr] - CT(fQ)\/[T"']yT(jQ)\/[r"] - CTQ(A7A/)V[TT] 2(B,B)VIr"l T L.

We apply [25, Theorem 8.2] to Gr,,(r, 2r) and the triple 1%, J?, K2. The equations and
mean that condition (iii) of said theorem holds. Hence by part (ii) of ibid.,

(32) [BFy) - [BF ;) - [BF») = [pt] € H*(Gr,(r,2r), Z).

One can easily check that

7(K°) = [2(m —n)}° + 7(K°),
T(fO)V[(2m72T)T] — [2(m _ n)]a’ + T([O)V[(2n727‘)ﬂ’
7_(jO)v[(2m—2r)T] — [Z(m _ n)]b/ + T(JO)V[(2n72r)T].

The assumption ¢’ 4+ 0’ = ¢ and the semigroup property of LR-semigroup implies that
T(K°)
(33) CT(jO)v[(2m—2r)T]’T(jO)v[(zm—zr)T] # O

Next we apply [25, Proposition 8.1] to the I, .J, K and the space Gr,,(r, 2m); equations
and mean that condition (iii) holds. Hence by (i) of ibid. and (28),

for some nonzero d. Now use Proposition[2.1, which shows that (@) is a case of (I5) which
holds on GIT-sat(Sp(2m, C), (Sp(2m, C)/P,)?) = sp-sat(m) N (Par?)?, as desired. O
Proof of Theorem[1.2} This follows from Theorem[I.1jand Proposition O

Example 4.2. Letn = 4,r = 3. Let
A=B=C"=0, A ={2,3,4}, B={1,2,4},C = {1, 3,4},

giving a triple ((A4, A), (B, B'), (C,C")) in (Schub’(Gr,,(3, 8)))? satisfying conditions (1) and
(2) from Theorem [1.2] The corresponding triple in Schub(Gr,,(3,8)) is

I={2,3,4},J =1{5,7,8}, K = {5,6,8} C [8].
Thus
(1) = (1,1,1),7(J) = (5,5,4),7(K) = (5,4,4) C (5°);
The three associated characteristic functions x;c (2,1, X.cj2n]—J» Xk c2n)— i T€Spectively are
21110002, 00201211, 02001121.

Thus the characteristic functions are

Y2 = 111000, yj2 = 000111, ygz = 000111;
Yo = 01110, yyo = 01011, ygo = 01101.
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Now,

[2:{1,2,3} 7'([2):000 J2:K2:{4,5,6} T(JQ):T(K2):333
= {2, 3,4} T([O) =111
= {2,4,5} T(JO) =221 K"= {2, 3,5} T(KO) =211
The reader can check that

C 0(C,Cc") o CT(K 0) (2,1,1) -1

TO(A Al) [(2n—27)7] TO(B Bl) [(2n—2r)T] — ( ) [(2n—2r)T T(JO)\/[Qn 27‘)T] (1’171)’(1) -

c 2(C,C") . CT(KQ) _ 0(33 ,3) -1

T2(A, ANV 22(B, BV T S (I)VIrT] r(Ja) VI (3,3,3),(0,0,0)

Hence, by Theorem [1.2) —X\; — A3 — Ay + pig + pig + p1a + 4 + v3 4+ v4 > 0 is one of the
inequalities defining sp -sat(4). O

5. THE TRUNCATED TENSOR CONE

In this section, we characterize the truncated tensor cone of sp -sat(m), that is, sp -sat(m)N
(Par2)? where m > n. By , this implies another set of inequalities for NL-sat(n).

We first need the following result, a generalization of Theorem
Theorem 5.1. Here X = G/P x G/Q x G/R. Let (\,j,v) € X(P) x X(Q) x X(R) be
dominant. Then Ly .., € GIT-sat(G, X) if and only if for any simple root «, for any
(u,v,w) € Wp\W/Wpa X Wo\W/Wpa x Wp\W/Wpa

such that
(35) [PuP®/P] ® [QuP*/P*] ®y [RwP*/P*] = [pt] € H*(G/P*,Z),
(36) (v, ) + (v@ev, 1) + (wwv, v) < 0.

Proof. GIT-sat(G, X) is characterized by Proposition[2.2} let (C, 7) and a choice of
(u', Ul, w’) € WP\W/WP(T) X WQ\W/WP(T) X WR\W/WP(T)

be as in that proposition. Since every inequality appears in Proposition with
T = w,v, it suffices to show that is implied by the inequalities in Theorem

Write

T = E NaWaV,

acA
where A is the set of simple roots. Since 7 is dominant the n,’s are nonnegative. Set

Supp(7) :={a € A : n, # 0}.
Fix any a € Supp(7), P* := P(w,v) contains P(7). Let
m: G/P(r) — G/P*

denote the associated projection. By [27, Theorem 1.1 and Section 1.1] (see also [24]),
condition implies there are

(u, v,w) € Wp\W/Wpa X WQ\W/Wpa X WR\W/Wpa,

such that condition holds and such that (u, v, w) and («/,v’, w’) define the same cosets
in Wp\W/Wpa x Wo\W/Wpa x Wr\W/Wpa. Therefore, inequality is the same as

(Wwwav, \) + (V'@wav, u) + (W'awev,v) <0.
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Therefore each of the inequalities can be written as a linear combination of (36).
Hence the inequalities of the theorem imply and are implied by the inequalities of Propo-
sition[2.2] so the result follows. O

We now deduce from Theorem 5.1|the following statement.
Proposition 5.2. Let (), y1, v) in Par,, and m > n. Then (\, u,v) € sp-sat(m) if and only if
(37) A = At |+ [anm | = lgam | + Veam | = WEam | <0,
forany 1 <r <mand (I,J,K) € Schub™(Gr,(r, 2m))? such that

(D) [Inm]|+ |JN[m]|+ |K N [m]| =r,and

7(Ko) T(K2) _
(2) c C (L) VIE@m =271 £(Jo)VIEm—2r7] = Co(p)VIrr] 2(gp)Virr] = L.

Proof. We already observed that inequality is inequality in our context. Re-
garding Theorem the only thing to prove is that condition associated to (I, J, K)
is equivalent to the two conditions of the proposition. This is [25, Theorem 8.2]. O

A priori, Proposition 5.2] could contain redundant inequalities. In view of Theorem
an affirmative answer to this question would imply irredundancy:

Question 1. Does any (I, .J, K) € Schub™ (Gr,,(r,2m))? occurring in Proposition satisfy
(M INnh+1,2m—nj=JNn+12m—-n]=Knh+1,2m-n]=0{

7(Ko)
(2) c ([ (;v[ 2n—2r)" T(JO)V[<2" 27r)7] 1’

where [ = 1N [n]U{i—2(m—n) : i€ IN[m+1,2m]},and, J and K are defined similarly.

Proof of Theorem([I.3] Fix an inequality (A, A’, B, B',C,C’) from (@). It is minimal for the
full-dimensional cone NL-sat(n) = sp -sat(Qn) (Par,)> C R*. Thus, it has to appear
in Proposition for m = 2n. Let (I J,K) € Schub®™(Cr,(7,4n))? be the associated
Schubert triple. Set A’ = I N [2n], A = I N [2n], etc. Since (I, J, K) € Schub™ (Gr,,(7,4n))?,
A" B',C" C [n] (by @8)). Thus, comparing (@) and (37), we have

A=AnN[n] B=Bn[n) C=Cnln

A= A=A B=Bnp=B C=cnn =0

Now, Proposmon 1) and Theorem 2) imply that r = 7. In particular, |A| + |A’| =
|A| +|A’| =7 and A = A. Similarly, B= B and C = C.

Let o be the simple root of Sp(4n, C) associated to r. Observe that the Levi subgroup
of P* has type A, | x Oy, ,. Let u,v,w € WP corresponding to (A, A),(B’, B) and
(C",C), respectively. Proposition . 5.2/ and its proof show that (35) holds with P = Q =
R = Py. In particular, one can apply the reduction rule proved in [28, Theorem 3.1] or [26),
Theorem 1]: mult?\flw is a tensor multiplicity for the Levi subgroup of P* of type A,_1 x
C5,,—,. The factor c:i‘j/ - in the theorem corresponds to the factor of type A,_;. Adding
zeros, consider )\ as an element of Par,,. Then the dominant weights to consider for the

factor Con—r are Ay, (404> Ban)—(Bui): Vion)—(Gucn- Since these partitions have length at
most n—r, the tensor multiplicity for the factor of C5,,_, is a Newell-Littlewood coefficient.
The theorem follows. U
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6. APPLICATION TO CONJECTURE

Corollary 6.1 (of Theorem [1.2). Conjecture[l.4holds for n < 5.

The proof is computational and uses the software Normaliz [4].
Fix n > 2 and consider the cone sp -sat(n). Consider the two lattices A = Z*" and

Ay = {(\, i, v) € (Z")? || + |p| + |v] is even}.

Then NL-semigroup(n) C Ay Nsp -sat(n). Conjecture|l.4|asserts that the converse inclusion
holds. The set A, N sp-sat(n) is a semigroup of A, defined by a family of linear inequal-
ities (explicitly given by Theorem [1.2). Using Normaliz [4] one can compute (for small n)
the minimal set of generators, i.e., the Hilbert basis, for this semigroup. Hence, to prove
Corollary [6.1) one can proceed as follows:

(1) Compute the list of inequalities given by Theorem
(2) Compute the Hilbert basis of A; N sp-sat(n) using Normaliz.
(3) Check Ny, > 0 for any (A, i, v) in the Hilbert basis.

The table below summarizes our computations; see [8]].

| n | # facets | # EHI | # rays | # Hilb A, N sp-sat | # Hilb A N sp -sat |

2| 6+18 18 12 13 20
3| 9+93 100 51 58 93
41 12+474 | 662 237 302 451
51542421 | 5731 | 1122 1598 2171

In the column “# facets” there are the number of partition inequalities (like \; > A;)
plus the number of inequalities (4) given by Theorem The next column counts the
inequalities (9) given by applying Theorem The number of extremal rays of the cone
sp-sat(n) is also given. The two last column are the cardinalities of the Hilbert bases of
the two semigroups A, N sp-sat(n) and A N sp-sat(n).

7. PRELIMINARIES ON LITTLEWOOD-RICHARDSON COEFFICIENTS

We recall standard material [6] on Littlewood-Richardson coefficients.

7.1. Representations of GL(n,C). The irreducible representations V' (\) of GL(n,C) are
indexed by their highest weight

AeAt={(A\>---> X)) 1 N €Z} D Par,.

In this setting, the Littlewood-Richardson coefficients appear because

V)@ V() =@ V).

The dual representation V' (\)* has highest weight \* = (—=\, > --- > —)\;) € Al
Moreover, for any a € Z,
V(A +a") = (det)* @ V(A).
Consequently, for any A, v € A},

v _ v+(atd)™ v*4(at+b)™
(38) C)\7u - C>\+a",u+b" - C)\*+a",u*+b"’
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this is [3, Theorem 4]. Let 1/ be the transpose of v. Since cf , = . . by (38),

(39) v (v )VIntm) * 0] _ (Vl@n) Ty _ ViG@n)n
O = N = C(/\/)v[na+b],(#/)v[ma+b] - C(/\vua+b>"1)f,(HV[(a+b>m'])f = C\Vi@+b)™ [, Viat+b)™] s

for any m > {(u).

7.2. Littlewood-Richardson tableaux. A tableau filling 7" of shape v/A by N is semistan-
dard if it is weakly increasing along rows and strictly increasing along columns; 7' is fur-
thermore standard if the filling bijects the boxes of v/A with {1,2, ..., |v/A|}. The content of
T is cont(T') = (i1, i3, . ..) where i, is the number of k’s that appear in 7". Let SSYT(v/\) be
the set of semistandard tableaux of shape v/\. Let SSYT(v/\, 11) be the subset consisting
of those tableaux of content x. Finally, SYT(r/)) is the subset of standard fillings.

Define rowword(T") = (w,ws, ..., wp/y) to be the reading word obtained by reading
right to left along rows and from top to bottom. Define revrowword(T’) to be the reverse
of rowword(T"). Either rowword(T") or revrowword(7") are ballot if, for every i > 2,k > 1, the
number of ¢ — 1 that appear among the initial subword wy, ws, ..., wy is weakly greater
than the number of i that appear in that subword. We say 7' is ballot if rowword(T’) is ballot.

We will make use of a number of (re)formulations of the Littlewood-Richardson rule:

Theorem 7.1 (Littlewood-Richardson rule, version 1).
cxu =T € SSYT(v/A, ) : T is ballot}.
If A and p are straight-shape, let A x ;1 be the skew shape obtained by placing A and p

corner to corner with the former southwest relative to the latter.
Theorem 7.2 (Littlewood-Richardson rule, version 2).
p = #{T € SSYT(A % p,v) : T is ballot}.
We review basics of the theory of jeu de taquin. An inner corner x of v/ is a maximally

southeast box of X\. For T" € SSYT(v/\), a jeu de taquin slide jdt,(T") is obtained as follows.
Place o in x, and apply one of the following slides, depending on how 7" looks near x:

J1)

[ ]
D] [®]
(J2) z aji— z *](if a < b, or b does not exist)

al— [bla] (if b < a, or a does not exist)

Repeat use of (J1) or (J2) on the new box x’ where e lands. Terminate when e arrives at a
box y of A that has no labels south or east of it. Then jdt,(7") is the result after erasing e.

A rectification of T € SSYT(v/)) is defined iteratively. Pick an inner corner x, of v/\
and determine 7} := jdt, (T') € SSYT(v(V/AW). Let x; be an inner corner of vV /A1) and
compute Ty := jdt, (T1) € SSYT(v?/A\?)). Repeat |A| times, arriving at Recty,, (7).

Theorem 7.3 (First fundamental theorem of jeu de taquin). For T' € SSYT (v/\), Recty,,1(T')
is independent on the choice of inner corners {x;}.

Thus we can unambiguously refer to the rectification Rect(T").

Knuth equivalence on words is the equivalence relation =k generated by the relations:
(....bc,a,...) =k (...,b,a,c,...) ifa<b<cg,
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(...,a,¢,b,...) =k (...,c,a,b,...) ifa<b<ec
The following fact is well-known, and in any case, easy to see from the local relations:

Theorem 7.4. Suppose w,u are two words such that w =k u. Then w is reverse-ballot if and
only if u is reverse-ballot.

Jeu de taquin preserves Knuth word and reverse-ballotness:
Theorem 7.5. Let T € SSYT(v/A) and T" = jdt, (T).

(I) revrowword(T") =k revrowword(7")
(II) T is ballot if and only if T" is ballot.

Let Y, be the super-semistandard tableau of shape 1, the tableau using only i’s in row 1.

Theorem 7.6 (Littlewood-Richardson rule, version 3). Fix U € SSYT(u). Then
(40) cy, =17 € SSYT(v/)) : Rect(T) = U}.
Moreover, if U =Y, then T is in the set given in if and only if T is ballot.

The final claim follows from Theorem [7.5(II) and the fact that Y, is ballot.

7.3. RSK correspondence. A biword of length m is

o (q) _ <q1 @ . qm)
p pr P2 oo Pm)’
such that ¢y < ¢ <--- < ¢, and if ¢; = ¢; withi < j then p;, < p;.

The Robinson-Schensted-Knuth (RSK) correspondence bijectively maps biwords a to pairs
of semistandard tableaux (P(a),Q(a)) of the same shape. We refer to ibid. for details of
this correspondence. Here, we just state that we use row insertion, so that the contents
of the insertion tableau P(a) is p1, . . ., p, and the contents of the recording tableau )(a)
is q1,...,¢n. Whereas RSK : a — (P(a),Q(a)), RSK™"' : (P(a),Q(a)) — a is defined by
reverse row insertion.

If p=(p1,...,pm)is a word, RSKs(p) = Q(a) where a is the biword whose bottom row
is p and top row is 1 through m. RSK; (p) = P(a).
Proposition 7.7.

(I) revrowword(P(a)) =k p.
(II) ifa =k a’ then P(a) = P(a’).
(I1I) In each Knuth equivalence class C, there is a unique straight-shape semistandard tableau
T such that revrowword(T') € C.

(IV) Suppose a = (?) and a’ = (Z:) are two biwords. Assume min(q') > max(q). Then
Q(aa’)>™) js g skew semistandard tableaux such that Rect(Q(aa’)>™>@) = Q(¢').

Proof. (I), (IT) and (IIT) are well-known. For (IV), see [6} Section 5.1, Proposition 1]. O

We recall a construction in [6, Chapter 5]. Fix V;, € SSYT(v) and Uy € SSYT(u). Define
T, Vo) = {T U € SSYT(A % 1) : Rect(T + U) = Vi }

and
S(w/A\Uy) ={5 €SSYT(v/A) : Rect(S) = Up}.

17



Fix Ty € SSYT(A) where we use entries in Z .. Define
5 : S(V/Aa UO) - T()‘> H, %)

as follows. For any S € S(v/\, Uy), define T, U S to be the tableau of shape v obtained by
placing Tj in A and S in v/\. Consider the biword

ry ... Tp W1 ... Wy

(41) RSK—l(%’TOU)S«):(tl N T Um)’

where n = |A|,m = |u|. There exist 7" € SSYT(A) and U € SSYT () such that

42) (T,TO):RSK<<;11 B i’;)),(U,UO):RSK((Zi B Z’;))

Let&(S) :=T*U.

Proposition 7.8 ([6, Chapter 5]). The map & : S(v/\,Uy) — T (A, u, Vo) is a bijection for any
Up € SSYT () and Vo € SSYT (v). The cardinality of either set is cX ,.

7.4. Some consequences. Given v € Par,, a > vy and { € Z-(, we set

dUv=(a,...,a,vn,....1).
‘

Lemma 7.9. Let \, u,v € Par,. Let a,b,k € Z>o such that a +b > v1 — k, a > 1 — k and

b> M\ — k. Then
(a+b+E)"Uv  pkm

Cxtarpton = Cxp
Proof. By (38),
(43) vtk (k™) 4 (a+bH2K) (v+kn)VI(atb+2r)"] _ pViatbar)™
O = O otk)n wr +(atk)n = Cavie+im yviatkn) = Cxviterm)n] vi(atk)n]-
Combining with (3Y), we obtain
vkt pVi(atbrR)™ o (VV[(a+b+k>”])V[(a+b+k>2”] _ (atbtk)"uy 0
O = OWVIetR™) pvitett)™] = Covierm))Vita+b+im] (Via+k)myVia+b+in] = Cxpan uybn -

Lemma 7.10. If ' € SSYT(v/A) and Rectyy(T) = S € SSYT (i) (for some choice of inner
corners {x;}) then c§ , > 0.

Proof. Immediate from Theorem O

For A = (A1, Ae,..., A\) € Par,, and any k& € [m], write A<, = (A, Ao, ..., \¢), and
Ask = (Mkt1, kg2, - - - Am). If T is a tableau of shape ), let T« (respectively, 7% ;) be the
subtableau of 1" of shape A<, (respectively, A-y).

Proposition 7.11. Let A\, u,v € Par, such that ¢§ , > 0. For any k € [n — 1|, there exist
partitions o, 8 such that

vk sk 7
Cxopra > 0, 7} 5> 0and c;, 5 > 0.

Proof. If v<j, /A<, = v/\, we are done by using o = pand § = (. We can then assume
that the skew partition v/ is non-empty below row k. By Theorem there exists a
ballot tableau 7" € SSYT(v/A, ). Since T is ballot and semistandard, clearly 7 is ballot
and semistandard. As a result, the content « of T, is a partition. Therefore, CEIZ o> 0.
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Since T is semistandard, 7%, is also semistandard. Set 7" € SSYT (/) to be the jeu de taquin
rectification of 7%, € SSYT (v~ /A>x). Hence, by Lemma cii’; 5> 0.

Let T be the filling of the skew shape  « o where we use a super-semistandard filling
Y, in the a part and place 77 € SSYT(f3) in the (3 part; clearly 7' € SSYT (5 * «).

By Theorem [7.5(I),

revrowword (Y, ) =k revrowword (7<)

revrowword(T") =g revrowword(T%).
Hence

revrowword(1") = revrowword (") - revrowword(Y,)
=k revrowword(7%) - revrowword (7<)

= revrowword (7).

Since revrowword(T’) is reverse-ballot, by Theorem revrowword(T) is reverse-ballot. Thus
T is ballot. Hence by Theorem T € SSYT(B * a, ) witnesses ¢ , = ¢}, 5 > 0. O

Lemma 7.12. [11, Theorem 3.1] Let A, p1, v be partitions with m,n, k € Z>o and m > n. Then

v+ (k™)

12
xS Oxt (k) (km=m)°

8. DEMOTION

8.1. Definition. We relate the demotion algorithm [9, Claim 3.5] to the Robinson-Schensted-
Knuth (RSK) correspondence. This is used to prove Theorem (needed in Theorem[9.T).

Fix a ballot tableau S € SSYT(v/\, ;1) and a corner box ¢y of X\. Let A C \ be obtained
by removing c¢,. Demotion is defined as follows. Place a 1 in ¢y. Find the first 1 after
co (if it exists) in the column reading order. If it does not exist, terminate the process.
Otherwise let c; be the box containing this 1 and turn that into a 2. Similarly, find the first
2 (if it exists, say in ¢y) in the column reading word order after ¢; and change that to a 3.
Terminate and output ST when, after replacing the k — 1 in ¢;_; with k, there is no later k
in the column reading order.

Proposition 8.1 ([9, Claim 3.5]). ST € SSYT(v/A\*, u') for some p C u'. ST is ballot.

For a corner ¢ of ), let demote(c) € N be the row index of x'/u resulting from using
demotion starting with ¢ = A\ /%

8.2. Relationship between demotion and RSK. We fixed aballot S € SSYT(v/\, u). Also
fix Ty € SSYT()\) where we use entries in Z_, as in Section

Theorem 8.2 (Demotion-RSK relationship). Let cq be the box in A that is occupied by the largest
entry in Ty (or the rightmost of such entries, if there are repeats), then demote(cy) = x,, where
demotion is applied to (a ballot tableau) S, and x,, is defined in where Vo =Y,.

If U € SSYT(v/9), let shape(U) = /6. Let @ C ~ be two partitions and let Sy, 52 €
SSYT(v/a). Define S; and S to L-R correspond by Vj if

shape(Rect(S1)) = shape(Rect(S3)) =
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for some partition 5 and

§1(S1) = £2(52)
where §; and &, are ¢ defined by U = Rect(.S;) and Uy = Rect(.S:) respectively:
S(v/a,Rect(S1)) =5 T(a, B, Vo) <2 S(v/a, Rect(Ss)).

(There is another “7;,” used in the definition of ¢; and &; that we fix, but will play no role
in our argument.)

Define S; and S; to be Q-equivalent if
(44) RSK (revrowword(S1)) = RSKy(revrowword(Ss)).

Proposition 8.3 ([6, Chapter A.3]). Sy and Sy L-R correspond by some V, € SSYT(B) if and
only if Sy and Sy are Q-equivalent.

Lemma 8.4 (Pieri property of RSK). Let W = (wy,...,w,) be a word, and x,y € N. Let
col(x), col(y) be the column indices of the added boxes when inserting x,y during computation of
RSK; (W azy). Then col(x) < col(y) if and only if v < y.

Proof. (=) We prove the contrapositive. Suppose = > y. Let
(-n —n+1 .. -1 1 2
b= wy Woy .ow, Toy)’
Let S = Q(x)>°. By Proposition[7.7(IV),

1 2
Rect(S) = =1]
et Q((x y))
Therefore, by Theorem 7.5} S is a ballot; this means col(x) > col(y).

(<) If 2 < y, then by the same reasoning as in the “=-" argument:

Rect(S) = Q ((i’ f‘/)) —[112]

which means S is not a ballot, and thus col(x) < col(y). O
Define
L -1 . tl e tn VT ... Umnm
(45) w:=RSK™(Y,, ToyUS) = (561 e w wm) :

Lemma 8.5. The P-tableau of any final segment of w is super-semistandard.

Proof. By Proposition[7.7] (1),
Tl ... TpWy ... Wy =g revrowword(Y,).

Hence, by Theorem T1...T,Ww1 ... Wy, is a reverse-ballot (that is w,,w,,_1 ...z is bal-
lot). As a result, any final segment f of it is also reverse-ballot. By Proposition [7.7] (I),
revrowword(RSK(f)) =k f; moreover by Theorem revrowword(RSK; (f)) is reverse-
ballot. This immediately implies that RSK; (f) super-semistandard, as desired. O

Lemma 8.6. Let Y = (y1,...,y,) and x,y, z € Z such that v < y < z, then
(46) RSK; (Yyzz) = RSK; (Yyzz).
Also, x is inserted into the same box in both the computation of RSK, (Y yzz) and RSK; (Yyzx).
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Proof. Since © < y < z, Yyzz=gY yzx. Therefore by Proposition[7.7(II), (#6) holds.
For the remaining assertion, let
o= (P —(p-1) ... -1 12 2) ., e P —(p—1) ... =1 1 1 2>.
1 Y2 e Y Y T2 % Y2 e Y Y 2T

By Lemma 8.4} col(z) < col(z) in RSK; (Yyxz) = P(m) = P(m;) = RSK;(Yyzz). Thus, it is
enough to show that col(x) < col(z) in RSK(73). Notice that

RSK(1 1 2):(9321,111).
y = Y 12

Thus, by PropositiIV) and Theorem II), Q(m3)~o is a ballot tableau with content
(2,1). By Lemma col(z) > col(y) in P(m). We then conclude, by ballotness, that
col(z) < col(z) in P(m,). Since = and z are inserted to the same set of two boxes in m; and
ma, col(x) < col(z) in P(my). O

Lemma 8.7. Let Y = y; ...y, and suppose v < y < z € Z. Let col(z), col(y), col(z), respec-
tively, be the column indices of the added box when inserting x,y, z during the computation of
RSK; (Y zzy). Similarly, let col’(x), col’(y), col’(z) be the indices when computing RSK; (Y zzy).

(1) If col(x) < col(z) < col(y) then col'(y) < col'(z) < col'(2).
(2) If col(z) < col(y) < col(z) then col' (z) < col'(y) < col'(2).

Proof. Consider the biwords
- —(p—1) ... =1 1 2 3 - —(p—1) ... =1 1 2 3
m:(p (p—1) )andm:(p (p—1) )
n Y2 e Y 2T Y n Y2 e Y T2 Y
Let
a = shape(RSK;(Y)), 8 = shape(RSK(zzy)),y = shape(RSK; (Y zzy)).
Also, set
S1=Q(Mm)>0,% = Q(m2)s0 € SSYT(v/a).
Since Yuzy=xY zxy, P(n1) = P(n2) (by Proposition [7.7(II)); let V, be this tableau. Set
TO = Q(n1)<0 = Q(n2)<0 € SSYT(O&) and let
& S(y/a,Rect(S1)) — T (o, 5,V)
and
& S(y/a, Rect(S52)) — T (o, 5, V)
be the maps as defined in Proposition 7.8 Since
RSK*I(VV, Q(Mm)<oUS1) =m and RSK*l(Vm Q(1n2)<0 U S2) = 12,
we obtain
51(51) = RSK1<Y) * RSKl(ZSL’y) and 52(52) = RSK1 (Y) * RSKl(xzy)

Since zzy=gzxy, we have RSK;(zzy) = RSK;(zzy) and thus & (S1) = &(52). Notice fur-
ther that we have shape(Rect(5;)) = 8 = shape(Rect(S:)). Therefore S; and S, L-R corre-
spond by V. By Proposition S1 and S, are also ()-equivalent.

In (1), since col(x) < col(z) < col(y), we know that revrowword(S;) = 213, and thus
RSKj(revrowword(S7)) = % 3].
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Since x,y < z, by Lemma we have col'(z), col'(y) < col’(z). Hence, revrowword(S;) =
132 if col'(x) < col’(y) and revrowword(Ss) = 312 if col'(y) < col'(x). Now,

RSK,(132) = :13 2]and RSK,(312) = % 3],

Since S; and S, are Q-equivalent, holds; this implies we are in case col’(y) < col’(z).
Thus col’(y) < col’(z) < col'(z2), as desired.

In (2), since col(z) < col(y) < col(z), revrowword(.S;) = 231. Hence
RSK(revrowword(S;)) = [1[2].

13
Since z,y < z, by Lemma[8.4] col'(z), col'(y) < col(z). By the same reasoning as in (1)
RSK,(132) = ;) 2]

we see that col’(z) < col'(y) < col'(z2). O

For 1 < j </(u), let i; be the largest index such that v;, = j and declare iy = 0.
Lemma 8.8. Each i; (for 1 < j < {(pu)) is finite, and
Wiy 1wy =1,00,1, 2,002 000 () =5+ 1,.0(p) —j+ 1.
—— —— _

(.

~~

Hj—Hj+1 Hj+1—Hj+2 He(p)

Proof. Let Uy = Rect(S). Since S is assumed to be ballot, it follows from Theorem [7.5(II)
that Uy = Y, for some p. Comparing and we conclude from that

(U,Y,) = RSK ((Zjl N Z’j)) :

The first claim follows, since the multiset of labels of v is the same as than in Y),. Also, by
Lemma[8.5, we also have U =Y, which implies the second claim, for the same reason. [

Lemma 8.9. Forany 1 < j < x, — 1, there exists a largest k; such that (i’;]] ) — ( J )

Tn—J
Proof. By Lemma

P((t" v ... vm)> andP((Ul vm))
Ty W1 ... Wy wr ... Wy

are super-semistandard. Thus, it follows that ji,,, 1 > f1,,,. By Lemma inw;;_ 41...wg,
there are y1,,,_1 — jty,, > 0 many z,, — j’s. Leti;_; + 1 < k; < i; be the index of any such
occurrence. Since vy, _, 11,vi;_,42,---,V;; = j, we are done. O

Let ST € SSYT(v/\, u') be the ballot tableau from demoting S at ¢y. Define

tl R 4 v ... U;. .
w; = " Y], forj € [z, —1].
ryT ... Tp Wp ... wij
Define
w, o tl ce tn,1 V1 ... Uki—1 1 Vky+1 -+ Uky—1 2 Vkot1 -+ Uij j +1
) )
J T1 ... Tpol W1 Wg-1 Tp Wiyl --- Why—1 Wk Wiyl ... Wi, Wy,

this is the biword obtained from w; by replacing () with (,,* ) for 0 < i < j (where

Vg
wkl Sf—

wg, = @,), removing (;") and appending (/') to the right-end.
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Lemma 8.10. w;- is a biword.

Proof. Since vy,41 > i > v,y for 0 < 7 < jand v;; = j < j + 1, the first row of w§- is
weakly increasing. For the second row, first recall that by definition i = v, > vi,_. If the
inequality is strict there is nothing to show, so we may assume i = v, = vi,_1. Since w is
a biword, wy, > wy, 1. Since x, = wy, > Wk, > Wy, > -+ > wy,;, we have
W, _, > Wk, > W, —1 forall 0 <1 < ]
Therefore w} is a biword. O
By definition, ‘
RSK(CL)J) = (P((,Uj),TO U SSJ).
For each such j, define (S</)! € SSYT(v/\, ul,) to be the ballot tableau obtained by
applying demotion to S</ at the t, entry in Tj,, and Ty € SYT()\') the tableau obtained
from T; by removing the t,, entry.
Proposition 8.11. For each j € [z, — 1],

RSK(w}) = (P(w;). Ty U (S9)1).

Proof of Proposition|8.11; We proceed by induction on j. For the base case j = 1, set
(t1 ty .o tna t, 11 1)
w1 = .
rr T2 ... Tp-1 ITn W1 W2 ... Wy
Since w is a biword, by definition, w; < w, < ... < w;,. Now,

gt te ot 1o 111 12
1 h— .
rr T2 ... Tp—q W1 ... Wg-1 Tn Wg4+1 --. Wi Wi

Claim 8.12. Suppose t,, appears in box co of Ty U S<! and all 1’s of Ty U S=! occur weakly west
of co. Then x,, > wj,.

Proof. Let dy,dy, ..., d;, be boxes of the 1’s in S=!, as listed from right to left (they form a
horizontal strip). Let P(!) be the tableau obtained by reverse insertion of P(*) := P(w,) at
dy. P? is obtained by reverse inserting P") at d,. Likewise define P®), P4 ... P By
definition of RSK, the output of the reverse inserting P® atd,,isw;,_y, for0 < k <i;—1.

The box ¢y in A C v = shape(TpUS=!) = shape(P(w;)) also appears in each of shape(P*))
for 0 < k < iy. Thus, define 7, to be the result of reverse inserting P® at ¢y, for1 < k < iy
(ro does not make sense if d; is directly below ¢).

Now, by Lemma
(47) T > Wiy -
We claim:
(48) Tiy 2 Tiy—1 2 Tig—2 2+ + 211

Combining this with (47)) gives us z,, = r;, > 1 > w;,, as desired.

Hence it remains to prove (#8). Let 1 = y; = PW(dy) (i.e., the entry of P at box
d2). When reverse inserting y; into the previous row, suppose ¥ is reverse bumped etc.
Suppose that ¥, is reverse inserted into the row of ¢y and ¥, is reverse bumped. By the
Lemma’s hypothesis, ¢ is the rightmost box in its row. Hence there are two cases:
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Case 1: (yus1 < PW(cp)) By definition of RSK reverse row insertion, y,+; < PM(cy) for
i > 2. If bis any box of P in a row strictly above that of ¢, then

(49) PU(b) < PP (b)
and
(50) PY(b) # PA(b) = PP (b) < PY(cy).

By and combined, the boxes used in reverse inserting PU) starting at ¢, are the
same when reverse inserting P® at ¢q. Therefore 5 > r;.

Case 2: (y,+1 = P(cp)) Consider the RSK reverse insertion path P starting at d- that outputs
w;,_1; these are the boxes of PV that have been changed. Our assumption implies P
includes cy. Notice that when computing 7, (by reverse inserting P(?) at cy) we use a path
P’ that is weakly right (in each row) of the subpath of P starting at ;. Since each of the
boxes in P boxes contain a larger label in P? than in P!, and P® is semistandard, it
again follows that r, > 4.

Having established 7, > 71, we consider the reverse insertion of P® at ds. The analysis
above applies, mutatis mutandis, to show r3 > ry. Repeating this, we obtain the claim. [

Claim 8.13. The base case j = 1 follows from the special case where ki = i;.

Proof. For i € [ky,14], set

9,__(t1 i tpy 1. 111 L1 2>

rr ... Tp— W1 ... Wg-1 Tn Wg4+1 ... W; Wi

gof(t -t 11 -0
T Ty . Tp WP ... Wk ’

Suppose the base case is correct when k; = 4;. This implies that the unique 2 in Q(6;,,)
is in the same box as the rightmost 1 of S° that is weakly west of ¢y. By the contrapositive
statement of Claim shape(Q(f},)) contains all the boxes occupied by 1 in S that are
weakly west of co. Hence the unique 2 in Q(¢}, ) will be in the same box as the rightmost
1 weakly left of the ¢, in Ty, U S=!. Consider

5/,_(t1 e tpr 1.1 1 1 .1 2 3)

Xy ... Tp—1 W1 ... Wk-1 Tn Wg41 ... W; Wk Wig1

and let

It is clear that the unique 2 in Q(#}) is in the same box as the unique 2 in Q(6}) for any

i € k1,41 — 1]. Since wy, < w; < w;41, by Lemmawe know that the unique 2 in Q(@’) is
also in the same box as the unique 2 in Q(0;, ;). As a result, the 2 in (6}, ) is in the same

box as the 2in Q(},) = Ty U (S=')T = Q(w}) which proves the base case. O
Now by Claim it is enough to prove the base case with the assumption that £, = ;.
Since the second rows of w; and ) are Knuth equivalent, we get P(w]) = P(wy).

Now we show Q(w}) = Ty U (S<})T. If some 1 appears immediately below the ¢, in
Ty U S=<!, then we are done since T} U (S<!)" is semistandard. We can thus assume there is
at most one box in each column of Ty U (S=!)" that is filled by 1 or 2. For i € [k,], consider

gt ot 1112 2
Co\x o Ty Wy Wil Tp Wi ... We )
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Let col;(wy) and col;(z,) be the column index where w;, and z,, is inserted in the com-
putation of Q(6;) respectively. Notice that coly, (wy) = col;(wy) for all i > k. Also since
Tl LWy Wy =K T1** Tpoq W1+ + + Wi—1 TpW; - - - Wy it follows that

(51) coly (wy) = col;(wy) for all i < k.
By Lemma|8.7(2), if col;(w;) < col;(w;41) < col;(z,), then
(52) coli(wi) = co|i+1(wi) < CO|Z‘(IUZ'+1) = CO|Z'+1(U)Z'+1) < COli(xn) = COIi—l—l(xn)-

Let ¢ be the index such that w, is inserted to the rightmost 1 that is weakly west of ¢ in
the computation of Q(w) = Tp U S='. By and a simple induction argument,

coly (wy) = coly(wy) < coly(x,,) = coly(x,) < coly(wes1).

Hence, by Lemma 8.7(1), we have

(53) coly (wy) = colpyq(weyr) < colpyq(wy) < colpyi(xy,) = colp(weyq).
By and Lemma 8.4

(54) colpy1(weya) = coly(werg) > coly(wey1) = colg(wpiq).
Thus by and (54),

colpy1(wey1) < colpyr () < colppr(wesa).

Hence, by Lemma|8.7(1) and induction, for any k € [¢, k; — 1], we have
col (wy,) = coly(wy) < coly(x,) < colg(wry1).
Thus by Lemma [8.7](1), we get
coly (wy) = colgy1(wyy1) < colpyq(wy) < colpyi(xy,).

As a result, col;(w;) = colg, (wy, ) and the unique 2 in Q(#;,) = Ty U (S<')T is in the same
box as the rightmost 1 in the columns weakly left of the ¢,, in Ty U S<! as we desired. This
completes the proof of the base case j = 1 of Proposition

We assumed nothing about the inner semistandard tableau 7 in the proof of the base

case. In addition, notice that the largest entry in Ty U(S</)" is the final j entry that results
from demotion of 7j, U S<7 at ¢y. Therefore the same argument we used in the base case

holds for any j € [z, — 1] by replacing T; with T U (S</)". As a result we have RSK(w}) =
(P(w;), T§ U (S<)") as we wanted. This completes the proof of Proposition O
Conclusion of the proof of Theorem By Proposition RSK(w,, 1) = (P(w;), Ty U
(S<*)1) and so demote(cy) > x,. The z,-entries in S occupy shape(P(w,,)/P(ws,-1))-
T

wiznfl“l’l

P(ws, 1) by RSK. Since wy,,, , = 1 < w;,, 41 and P(w, _;) = P(wy,-1), by Lemma
the unique =, entry in T U (S<*)! is strictly left of all z, entries in S. By definition,

In addition, the leftmost entry in P(w,, )/P(ws,-1) is added by inserting to

demotion terminates and we have demote(cy) = z,. 0
Let w’ be the biword obtained from w;, _, by appending
U’L'zn,1+1 viazn71+2 e Um
wizn—1+1 wizn—l“rQ e Wy

25



at the end. Since v;, 41 = z,, the first row of w’ is weakly increasing. Since wy, _,
1, wy, , < w;, 41 and thus ' is a biword. Let ST be the ballot tableau obtained by
applying demotion to S at the ¢,, entry in Tj.

Corollary 8.14. RSK(w') = (V,,, Ty U ST)

Proof. By Proposition Wi, _| =k Ws,—1 and thus o’ =g w. Therefore P(w') = Y,. By
Theorem 8.2} demote(cy) = x,, and thus ST = (5=*~1)TU S=*. Since P(w, _;) = P(ws,-1),

QW) =Qw, )US= =TfuU (S HTy sz = TF U ST

xp—1

O

The important consequence of Corollary for Section 9 is:

Theorem 8.15. Let A, i, v be three partitions, o’ and { two positive integers. Assume that ((\) <
¢ and there exists a ballot tableau T' € SSYT (v/u, \) with all entries in rows below ¢ at most a'.

Then, there exists a partition p such that

v p _
Cp,Aga, > Oa C,u,)\>a/ > 07 M>p—a’ = P>t—a’-

8.3. Proof of Theorem We first recall tableau infusion (also known as tableau switch-
ing) following [2]. For T" € SSYT(v/\) and S € SSYT()), let z to be the corner of the A
occupied by the largest entry in stdcony(s)(S). Define TW € SSYT (v /A1) = jdt, (T') and
Sy € SSYT(AW) the subtableau of S obtained by removing the entry in . Fill in the box
v/vM by S(x), the entry of x, in S, and denote this filling S).

For the triple 7™ € SSYT(vW/\®) () # S; € SSYT(A\?) and S, let z; be the corner of
A occupied by the largest entry in stdcon(s;) (S;). Set 0+ = jdt, (T¥) € SSYT (v /\(HD)
and S;;; € SSYT(A) the subtableau of S; obtained by removing the entry in z;. Let us
obtain StV from S® by attaching the cell v /v(i+1 and fill in S;(x;).

For T and S as above, define
Infusion(S, T) = (Infusion, (S, T), Infusiony (S, T)) := (7™, ™)
where n = |\|. Observe that T = Recty,1(T).
Theorem 8.16 ([2, Theorem 2.2 and Theorem 3.1]). S™ € SSYT(v/v™) and
Infusion(T™, S™) = (S, T).

For the ballot T' € SSYT(v/ 1, A) as in the statement of Theorem define
Inf(T") := Infusiony (Y}, T).
Claim 8.17. The number of entries in the first column of Inf(T")<,_. is at most £ — ((\).
Proof. Our proof is by contradiction. Suppose there are more than ¢ — ¢(\) entries in the

first column of Inf(7T")<,_.. Let k be the label in matrix coordinate (¢ + 1,1) of Inf(T) €
SSYT(v/\). Then

(55) (—t\) <k<t-d,

where the strict inequality is the by column strictness Inf(7T’).
By Theorem 8.16} since Infusion; (Y}, T') = Y},

(56) Infusion(Y), Inf(T")) = (Y,,, T).
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Let z; be the box in A occupied by the i-th largest entry in std,(Y)) and set
(57) Inf(T)® = jdt, jdt,. , --- jdt, (Inf(T)) € SSYT (™ /\).

Let i, be the index such that z;, is the leftmost box in row ¢ 4+ 1 — k of A\. By the upper
bound in (55), ¢ + 1 — k > d'. Since, by hypothesis, all entries strictly south of the (-th row
of T are < d, by (56), Inf(T) and Inf(T)V Inf(T)@), ... Inf(T)% Y coincide below row .
In particular,

Inf(T)C=D(0+1,1) = k.

By our choice of (partial) rectification order (57), in column 1 of v, the rows ¢ + 2 — k
through ¢ + 1 are all in Inf(T)~1. Thus, since Inf(T)*~V is semistandard,

(58) Inf(T)+ D0 +1—31)=k—j, for0<j <k

Thus, in the computation Inf(T)%) = jdt, (Inf(T)""), B8) implies jeu de taquin uses
only (J1) as its first k slides. This combined with says that { + 1 — k > o’ appearsin a
row > (in T This is a contradiction of our hypothesis about 7'. O

Claim 8.18. Let ¢, be the southmost corner of . If demotion is applied to S € SSYT (v /A, p) with
respect to the corner box ¢y, then demote(cy) = m where m € Z is the smallest number that is
not in the first column of S.

Proof. Since ¢, is a corner of the bottom row of ), the first 1 after ¢, in the column reading
word, if exists, must be the rightmost 1 in row ¢(\) + 1 of S. Therefore we have

S((AN) +1,1) =1and ¢ is in row £(\;) + 1.

Similarly, using that S is semistandard, and an easy induction, if ¢ exists, it is in row
((N\)+kand S(¢(N)+k,1) = k. So demote(cy) < m. On the other hand, since m — 1 appears
in that first column, it follows ¢,,_; exists and so demote(cy) > m, and we are done. O

Label the boxes of the southmost row of A by d; through d;, from right to left. Fix Uy = U
to be a ballot semistandard tableau. Let demote(d;) be computed by applying demotion
to U; with respect to to d;, where U; is the result of U;_; bumped at d;_; (if j > 1).

Claim 8.19. demote(d;) > demote(dy) > - -- > demote(d;).

Proof. Let m; € Z-( be the smallest label not appearing in the first column of U;. By
definition of demotion, m; > my > - -+ > m;. Now apply Claim O

Let R :={(\) —a > 0.If R = 0 then ¢ — a’ = 0 and Theorem [8.15]is trivial since we can
take p = p. Therefore we may assume R > 0. Now, iteratively apply demotion, beginning
with Inf(T), using the boxes {¢;}/; in A taken from right to left, bottom to top. Call the
result Inf(T") € SSYT(v/A<w, p). This completes the proof of Theorem 8.15}

Claim 8.20. The partition p satisfies:

(i) ci<a,’p > 0;
(i) &_,, > 0;and
(iii) P>t—a’ = H>p—a’-
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Proof of Claim 8.20} (i): Since demotion converts one ballot tableau into another, Inf(7")’ €
SSYT(v/\ @, p) is ballot. Hence Koo =0y > 0.

p,/\ga/
(ii): Let Th € SYT(A) be the superstandard tableau using negative entries. Let S =
Inf(T) € SSYT(v/A, ). Let

(59) W:—RSK_I(YI,,TOUS)_(tl P P B Um)‘

ry ... Tp W1 ... Wy

Let ¢ € [n] be the index such that

, B to
for some 7". By Corollary 8.14, we can find vy, ..., v, ,,_,and wi,...,w;, ., ,such that
N oot VT U
(Y,,,(TO)SQ/UIm‘(T))—RSK((gCl o w ) )
where
/ /

Y, V) =RSK (1 “m%f)).

o =rse (i g
Write

. tevr ..ty
I ()

and let 7 be the shape of 7. Let T := RSK (125 ---x,) € SSYT()\). Observe that T’ «
T € T(A<w,m,T), by Proposition III) and Theorem I), since revrowword (7" x T') =
1Ty - - - Ty Since Cﬁ@/m = |T (A<, ™, T)| >0, we getm = Asy.

Notice by Lemma|8.5and Corollary wehave zyi ;... xws ... w, =g reviowword(Y),).
Therefore T'x Y, € T (Asa, 1t,Y,), again by Proposition III) and Theorem I). Hence,
C§>a/,u = |T(Asar, 1, Y,)| > 0.

(iii): For 1 <t < L+1, let Inf(T") be the (ballot) tableau obtained by iteratively applying
demotion at ¢y, . .., q;_1. Suppose pl!l = cont(Inf(T)!"); hence

Call pl¥l good if (p); = ; for i > b; we will show all p! are good.

Let 71, ..., g be the indices such that ¢,, is the rightmost box of the j-th southmost row
of A; thus ¢,, = ¢;. Suppose 1 < u < R. By Claim and the construction of demotion,
(Inf(T)lr«l)=t=9" has at most £ — ((\) + (u—1) = —a' — R+ (u—1) < £ — d’ elements in the
first column. Hence pl"«*!l is good by Claim[8.18} Claim either says that pllt! = pis
good if u = R (and we are done), or pl"=+1 is good if u < R. O

9. A NONVANISHING RESULT ABOUT MULTIPLE NEWELL-LITTLEWOOD NUMBERS

To prove Theorem 1.5 we need:
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Theorem 9.1. Let 1 < r < nand A\, u,v C (n — r)" be such that ci}vu > 0. For d',V/,c € Zx
such that o’ +b + ¢ = r, set

a,)v[(n—r)a’} AT = /\>a,

w = (p< /)V[(n—r)b] Iu+ =l -
Vo= <V<c’)v[(n_r)c] vt = Use

g
|
/\;\
IN

o

Then Ny- i+ - a+ -+ > 0.

9.1. Proof of Theorem We must show that there exist a1, . .., ag € Par, such that the
Littlewood-Richardson coefficients corresponding to each of the six triangles in Figure 2
are positive. Seta = b+ ¢, b=d' + ¢, c = a’ + V. We begin with a special case:

9.1.1. The case when \* is empty. Since \* = (), we need ay, = a3 := ) to get ¢} > 0.

Q2,03

Also, ay := p~ and oy := v~ for ¢y ., ¢t ., > 0. It remains to find as, ag such that

(61) A A SN}

L0607 TV a5 5,06

Consider Figure 3l We numbered the regions by (D through Q) (some regions could be
empty). We declare that ;. is region D@ @). Also v is region Q®O) rotated 180 degrees,

denoted as rotate(@®©). Thus vV /u is region QBG)®).
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For any partitions a5, as C (n — ), by (39), we have

+ Vi(n=m)€]
(62) A Cap /
K06 ('u )\/ [(n— r)bl] [("*")a ]
+ [(n—r)°]
I Y
(63) CV_ « <! \/ n—r a’
A5 (l, W= o [(n—=r)7]
A (A-)Vin—r)?a')
C = ’
as,06 n—rya’ n—r)®
ay M ) ]70[6 [( )]
i CL/
—_r)a U()\*)V[(W*T) ]
(64) = =" U ,
V[(n—r)a@ V[(n—r)@
ay (( ) ]70‘6 [( )]

Since At =0,

A= =y
Combining this with gives
(65) A= A

05,06 a;[(n—r)ﬂ’] ,agK"*”“/] |
Observe that

ptis @@
vt is rotate(Q®)
w1~ is rotate(QQ®)
v~ is D®).

Thus ()10 /(7) =" is @@, and () 0=/ (47) 1= s rotate( GO B)-
By (62), and (65), if there exists

(i) aballot U € SSYT(Q@®®), a) with a € Par;
(ii) aballot V € SSYT(®®®), ) with g € Par, such that

(iif) ¢ > 0,

then ag = aVl"1 and a5 = BVI="1 will satisfy (6I). (In (ii) we have used the LR-
symmetry cf,. = . .)
Two cases occur:

Case 1 (region (5 contains a column of length o'): Since \™ = (), therefore the longest column
of QB ® is also of length a’. Now, choose any such column; say its index is col;. Notice
that such a column divides region (5 into two parts: namely, B’ = the part of region &
weakly left of col; and §” = the remainder. Now by Proposition[7.11](and its proof), there
exist partitions p, 7 where p is the content of a ballot tableau U’ whose shape is region
@@®)” and 7 is the content of a ballot tableau V' whose shape is region 5)’®) such that

(66) &> 0.
In particular, p, 7 € Par,.

Since ()= /(1) VIm=n"] (region @@ () is obtained by adding a rectangle (col;)*
to the left end of region @(®)”, we can obtain a ballot tableau

U € SSYT(Q@®), p + (col1))
from U’ by filling in each column of the rectangle (col;)* with [a']. This is (i).
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Similarly, since region 5)®@®) is obtained by adding a rectangle (n — 7 — col;)® to the
right end of region (5)’@®), we can construct a ballot tableau

V e SSYT(®®®, 7 + (n —r — coly)®)
from V' by filling in each column of (n — r — col;)* by [a/]. This is (ii).
By and Lemma 7.9 where we set k = 0,

(p1+m1)UA

e )t (o) 0
Now since m; < col; and p; < n — r — coly, it follows that by setting o = p + (col‘f') and
B =7+ (n—r—col)?,

cfl’j;’"’“ s,

as required by (iii).
Case 2 (no column in region (5 has length a'): Let col; = (VY)yiw and coly = pyi1. In
Figure coly is the index of the right-most column that does not intersect region ®. If
no such column exists, then col; = 0. Similarly, col; is the index of the right-most column
that intersect region @. If no such column exists, then col, = 0.

Set k£ = coly — col;. Since CKL > 0, by Lemma

PV (ke )

(67) (kY ) A (k)

> 0.

The skew shape (v + (k@ *))/(u + (k) is depicted in Figure Set B’ to be the
region in the new region (5 whose column is weakly less than coly(= col; = col} =

coly + k) and ®” to be the remaining of the new region 5. By (67) there is a ballot
V € SSYT(Q®'®"®), A + (k). As in Case 1, by Proposition we can find two
partitions p, ™ where p is the content of a ballot tableau U’ whose shape is region ®”
and 7 is the content of a ballot tableau V' whose shape is region 5)’@® such that

(68) A S,

P

Since (v+)VI=7)° /(= )VI=n)"] (region @@ (®)) is obtained by attaching a rectangle (col?')
to the left end of region @(®%)”, we can construct a ballot tableau

U e SSYT(@Q@®), p + (coly)®)

from U’ by filling in each column of the rectangle (col?’) by [a/]. This is (i).

Similarly, since region 5)®@®) is obtained by adding a rectangle (n — 7 — coly)® to the
right end of region 5)’®), we obtain a ballot tableau

V eSSYT(®®®, 7 + (n —r — coly)?)
from V' by filling in each column of (n — r — coly)* by [a/]. This is (ii).
Notice that since p; < n —r — col; and 7; < col,, we have
p1—k = p1 —coly + col; <n—r —colyand my — k = m — coly 4+ coly < col;.

Furthermore, since
M <n—r=(n—r—coly)+coly +k,
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(A) Region 5

(B) New region 5
FIGURE 4. Case 2
we can apply Lemma 7.9/ to to see
(n—r)a/U/\ <> 0.

p+(col‘f/ ), 4 (n—r—colg)e’

Thus (iii) holds by setting a = p + (col¢ ) and 5 = 7 4 (n — 7 — coly)®.

9.1.2. The general case. Since CKL > 0, by Theorem there is a ballot 7" € SSYT (v /i, A).

Let T = T<* UT<, v be the subtableau of T that keeps only the first ¢ = a’ + ' rows, to-
gether with the boxes of T whose entries are at most a’. Notice that 7 € SSYT (v /i, A1)
is ballot, where v, \(): are some partitions with \() € Par,,y, v C v and AV C A.

By Theorem we can find a partition p such that

e
(69) CP:()\(l))ga’ >0, 057()\(1))>a, >0, P> = H>b-
Set
(70) ay = (p<p) " Tand ay = (AD). .
Since p/u = p<y /<y, by the second non-vanishing in (69),
(71) ch oy > 0.

Consider 7> C T, the tableau obtained from 7 by only keeping the entries that are
greater than o’. Since 7 is ballot, for any £ > o’ and any initial segment of the column (or
row) reading word of 7', k appears at least as much as k + 1. Thus k appears at least as
much as k + 1 in any initial segment of the column (or row) reading word of 7> . Hence,

T>* = the tableau obtained from 7> by subtracting a’ from every entry, is ballot.

Let U, € SSYT(p/u, (A\M),/) be a ballot tableau that witnesses the second non-vanishing
in (69). Let U, be the tableau of shape vV /v1) where for each box (i, j) € vV /v), we set

U2(Z7j) = T(’L,j) —a.
Since T'(i,j) > d for all (i, ;) € vV /v,
U2(Za]) = T>al(i7j)'
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Let (T>%) <y 1+ and (T>%)sy 1o be the first b’ +a’ and bottom ¢’ rows of 7> respectively.
Notice in particular that (7>%)sy ;. = Uy, and thus

(72) reviowword ((T>9" )<y 4o/) = revrowword(Uy).
Since T> is ballot, so is (W)gbura/. Moreover, by the definition of A1) we have
cont((T>) <y rar) = (AV) s g = cont(Uy).
Since U, is also ballot,
(73) reviowword((T>% )<y 1) = revrowword(U7).
By ballotness of 7>, we have
revrowword(Y)_ ,) =k revrowword (T>%") = revrowword ((T™% )<y 4o/ )-reviowword (1> ) <y 4o ).
Combining with and (73), we reach
revrowword(Y)_ ,) =g revrowword(Us) - revrowword (U} ).

As a result, by Theorem 7.5, U, » U; is ballot and cont(U; * Uy) = As = A™.
Then, by the construction in Proposition there exists 5 such that

v +
CZ(1>75 >0 and C?)\(l)) B > 0.

>a/

Setting a3 = 3, one gets

(74) 50
Set now
(75) oy = (v
Since (v)<. = (v¥)<., we have v~ /oy = ¥ /() and
(76) vy > 0.
We just constructed «, ..., a4 such that the three LR-coefficents associated to A, p~

and v~ do not vanish. Consider now three alternate partitions

A= Aew, ji = pand V=71 = (1),

and define \*, \~, i*, i, 0", o~ as in Theorem accordingly. In fact, we have
Am=A A=

pm=on it =t

v

T=ay Ut=vT

By (69),

We can now apply Section to get

N3 it o= 3 im ot > 0

In particular, we have
a1 =ay, g =0, a3 =0, &y = au.
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Therefore,

+ ot
Consis = Cana > 0;
+ o+
Conas = Casas > 0;
A~ A
cd576¢6 — 0&57&6 > O
Combined with (71), and (76), we showed that the sextuple (i, as, a3, oy, &5, dg)
make all six Littlewood-Richardson coefficients in Figure 2 non-zero. O

10. EXTENDED HORN INEQUALITIES AND THE PROOF OF THEOREM@]

10.1. Extended Horn inequalities. We recall the following notion from [10]:
Definition 10.1. An extended Horn inequality on Par} is
(77) 0 < |Aal = [Aar| + [ps| = |up | + |ve| = ve

where A, A', B, B',C,C" C [n] satisfy

) ANA=BnNnB =CnC"=0
(D) [A[ = [B'|+|C"],|B| = [A'| + |C"],[C| = |A| + | B'|
(IIT) There exists Ay, Ay, By, By, C1,Cy C [n] such that:
(@) [Ay] = [As| = [, [Bi| = | Bo| = [B'|, [Ch] = [Cof =[]

) 7(B') 7(C")
(ii) Cr(A1),m(A2)7 Cr(B1),7(B2)? Cr(Ch) m(C2) >0

(i) €73 o> CHODran ityrm) > O
Definition 10.2. The extended Horn cone is:
(78) EH(n) := {(\, u,v) € (Par?)? : inequalities are satisfied }.
Let
EH(n) = EH(n) N {(\, u,v) € (Par,)* : |A| + |u| + |v| is even}.
Conjecture 10.3 ([10, Conjecture 1.4]). If (A, u, v) € EH(n) then Ny, > 0.

We will prove a weakened version of Conjecture[10.3}
Theorem 10.4 (cf. [10, Conjecture 1.4]). EH(n) = NL-sat(n).

Consequently, we are able to answer an issue raised in [10} Section 1]:

Corollary 10.5. Conjecture([I.4implies Conjecture[10.3]

Corollary is analogous to the situation in Zelevinsky’s [29], before [15].

The following shows that Theorem [1.5]is equivalent to Theorem [10.4]
Lemma 10.6. A sextuple (A, A', B, B',C,C") of subsets of [n] parametrizes an extended Horn
inequality if and only if it appears in Theorem

Proof. Definition implies

T(A) (B) (C") 7(A) (B) (C)
Cr (A1) (A2) Cr(A2) m(C1) Cr(C ) (Ca) Cr(Ca)r (B1) Cr (B ) (B2) Cr(Ba) (A1) = O

)

Since 7(A;), 7(As) ... have length at most n, this implies N4 (B),~(c"),r(4),7(B) () 7 0.
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Conversely, if N (1) -(B),-(c7),(4)+(B).-c) 7 0, there exists o, as, . . ., ag € Par, such that
(A (7(B) 7(C) ((A) (B (C) <

Q1,02 Q2,03 T Q3,04 0,05 05,06 Qg ,000

Set ' = |A’|. Then, the Young diagram of 7(A’) is contained in the rectangle a’ x (n —
a’). But the nonvanishing of A implies that a; C 7(A’). Hence there exists A; C [n]
such that 7(A;) = «;. Similarly, we can pick Ay, By, By, C1,Cy C [n] such that 7(A4y) =

a2, 7(Ch) = ag etc. that satisfy Definition [10.1] O

10.2. Proof of Theorem (=) By Lemma EH(n) is the cone defined by the in-
equalities in Theorem Now, NL-sat(n) C EH(n) is immediate from [10, Theorem 1].

(<) Fix an inequality (@) associated to (A, A, B, B’,C, (") appearing in Theorem
We prove that this inequality appears in Theorem that is

(79) N-(an)7(B)r(C1)7(A) m(B),7(C) 7 O

Setr = |A| + |A'|. Let I € Schub(Gr,(r,2n)) be associated to (A, A’) € Schub’(Gr,,(r, 2n)),
under (22). Similarly define J and K. Now apply Theorem 9.1 with A = 7(I)¥, pn = 7(J)"
and v = 7(K)¥,and o’ = |A'|, b = |B'| and ¢ = |C’| (refer to Figure[I|to see, 7(A") = A7,
7(B) = pu* etc.). The assumption o’ + ¥’ + ¢ = r comes from condition (2) in Theorem[1.5]
The assumption CKL > 0 is implied by condition (3) in Theorem [1.2) combined with the
semigroup property of LR coefficients. Specifically, we are claiming, from the definitions
that 7°(C,C") + 7*(C,C") = 7(K) = vV etc. By Theorem holds, since, A~ =
T(A"), A\t = 7(A), etc., as desired. O
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