MULTIPLICITY-FREE KEY POLYNOMIALS

REUVEN HODGES AND ALEXANDER YONG

ABSTRACT. The key polynomials, defined by A. Lascoux—M.-P. Schiitzenberger, are charac-
ters for the Demazure modules of type A. We classify multiplicity-free key polynomials.
The proof uses two combinatorial models for key polynomials. The first is due to A. Kohn-
ert. The second is by S. Assaf-D. Searles, in terms of quasi-key polynomials. Our argument
proves a sufficient condition for a quasi-key polynomial to be multiplicity-free.

1. INTRODUCTION

This is the companion paper to [HY20]. That work studies multiplicity-freeness of key
polynomials in the context of spherical Schubert geometry. We refer the reader to it for
additional motivation and references about the main result, Theorem

Let Pol,, = Z[z1, ..., x,]|. The Demazure operator m; : Pol,, — Pol, is defined by
f— M, where s;f = f(z1,...,2j11,%5, ..., Tp).
Lj— Tjt+1
A weak composition of lengthnis a = (a, ..., ay,) € Z%,. Let Comp,, be the set of such a.
If o € Comp,, is weakly decreasing, the key polynomial r,, is x* := x7" - - - 29". Otherwise,
Ko = Wj(/ﬁa) where o = (Cvl, cey Q1 Oy ,Ckn) and Ajr1 > Q4.
The key polynomials for v € Comp,, form a Z-basis of Z[z1, . . ., x,]; see work of V. Reiner—

M. Shimozono [RS95] and of A. Lascoux [L13] (and references therein) for more on k.
In [HY?20, Section 4.4] we use the fact that x, is the character of a Demazure module of
B c GL, [RS95, 103, M09]. We do not need this in the present paper, which is entirely
combinatorial.

Let Comp := |~ , Comp,,. For o = (ov1,..., ), 5 = (B1,...,5k) € Comp, v contains the

composition pattern [3 if there exists integers j; < j» < --- < jj, that satisfy:
o o, < qj, if and only if 3, < f3;,
o |oy, —ay,| = |Bs = Bil.
If o does not contain 3, a avoids /5. This is a recapitulation of [HY20, Definition 4.8]. Let
KM = {(0,1,2),(0,0,2,2),(0,0,2,1),(1,0,3,2),(1,0,2,2)}.
Define KM, to be those a € Comp,, avoiding all compositions in KM. The expansion
Ko = Z ey’
+EComp,,
is multiplicity-free if ¢, € {0, 1} for all v € Comp,,.
Theorem 1.1. ,, is multiplicity-free if and only if a € KM,
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Example 1.2. o = (0,1,1) € KMs. ko = Tox5 + 2123 + T2 1S multiplicity-free. O
Example 1.3. a = (0,2,1,2) & KM, (contains (0, 1,2) in the underlined positions).

2,2 2.2 2 2, .2 2., .2 2, .2
Ko = T1T5T4 + 1053 + 20709034 + T]ToXy + T]T2x5 + T]T3T)
2,2 2 2.2 2,2 2 2 2. .2 2,2
+ TIX5T4 + 201T5T3T4 + T1 X505 + T1T5T5 + T1ToT3Ty + T1TeX3T4 + T503T5 + THT5T4,

has multiplicity. O

Theorem [1.1]is the same as [HY20, Theorem 4.10] (stated there without proof). In ibid.,
we initiated a study of the notion of split multiplicity-free problems. Theorem[l.Ijconcerns
the “most split” case of these problems (the “[n — 1]” case, in the terminology of ibid.).

The sufficiency proof uses the quasi-key model of key polynomials due to S. Assaf-
D. Searles [AS18]. In Section 2, we prove a preparatory theorem (Theorem [2.6), which
gives sufficient conditions for their quasi-key polynomials to be multiplicity-free. The con-
clusion of the proof of Theorem [1.1]is given in Section 3| There, the necessity proof uses
the older Kohnert diagram model [K90].

A. Fink-K. Mészaros—A. St. Dizier’s [EMS19, Theorem 1.1] characterizes multiplicity-
free Schubert polynomials in terms of classical pattern avoidance of permutations. Since
Schubert polynomials are linear combinations of key polynomials with positive integer
coefficients (see [RS95, Theorem 4]), our results are related. We do not know how to
derive one result from the other. The proof methods are different. As explained in [HY20),
Section 4.3], one can look forward to finding “split” generalizations of both theorems.

2. QUASI-KEY POLYNOMIALS OF S. ASSAF-D. SEARLES

2.1. Multiplicity-freeness. Dominance order on Comp,, is

t t
a Zpom B if Y ;=Y Biforalll <t <n.
i=1 ]

=1
We will use notions introduced in S. Assaf-D. Searles” [AS18]].
Definition 2.1. A quasi-key tableau T of shape « fills D(«) with Z- such that

(QK1) Entries weakly decrease, left to right, along rows. Entries in row 7 are at most i.

(QK2) Entries in each column are distinct. Entries increase upward in the first column.

(QK3) 1If ¢ appears above k in the same column and ¢ < k, then there is a j that appears
immediately to the right of that £, and 7 < j.

(QK4) If r < 5, or < a5, and (7, ¢), (s,c+ 1) € D(«) then T'(r,c) < T'(s,c+ 1).

Let KT () be the set of quasi-key tableaux of shape . Given T' € qKT(«), let wt(T") =
(w1, ws, ..., we) where w; is the number of s appearing in 7.

Definition 2.2. The quasi-key polynomial ®, is

D, = Z 2T,

TEqKT(a)

Definition 2.3. A left swap of o € Comp,, is (a1,...,05,...,Q,...,a,) Where a; < «; for
some i < j. Let Iswap(a) C Comp,, be all compositions obtained by iteratively applying (a
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possibly empty sequence of) left swaps to . For o € Comp,,, let flat(a) € Comp,, be o with
all 0’s removed. Now define

Qlswap(a) = {7 € Iswap(«) : ¥ <pom 7, for all 7 € Iswap(«) such that flat(y) = flat(7)}.
Theorem 2.4 ([AS18]).
Rqo = Z @5.

BEQlswap(a)
Example 2.5. Let o = (3,2, 1, 3,2). Then
Kaq = x?x%x%xi% + xi’x%x%mx? + x?x%x%xi@ + x?x%x%mx? + x?x%x%xi%
+ m?xgxgxixg + xi’x%x;;xjx% + xfz%x%xix%
and lswap(o) = {(3,2,1,3,2),(3,3,1,2,2), (3,2,3,1,2),(3,2,2,3,1), (3,3,2,1,2),
(3,3,2,2,1),(3,2,3,2,1)}.
Since « contains no 0’s, Qlswap(c) = Iswap(«) (in fact, this will be the case starting in
Section . For all 8 € Iswap(«), except 5 = a, #gKT(5) = 1; the unique tableau is the
super quasi-key tableau: the one that places only &’s in row b. Hence D5 = 2” in those cases.
When 3 = a there are two quasi-key tableaux, namely

0|5 and [5]5] |
414]4] 414]3]
3 3
2|2 2|2
1[1]1] 1[1]1]
Thus, D, = zia3zsriz? + viriaia?a?. This all agrees with Theorem 2.4] O

Define . o
KM, :=={a € KM, : a; > 1for1 <i <n}.

Theorem 2.6. D5 is multiplicity-free if 3 € Qlswap(a) and o € KM= .

In particular, ©,, is multiplicity-free if a € WYZL ' It would be interesting to characterize
precisely when ©, is multiplicity-free. D. Brewster, H. Raza and the first author have
conjectured that the hypothesis that ; > 1 in Theorem [2.6/can be dropped.

The remainder of this section is devoted to the proof of Theorem

2.2. Lemmas. We need lemmas about mfl, and qKT(«) for a € mil. Given a €

Comp,,, let i; < --- < i be all indices such that «;, 1 < «;,.. For convenience, let iy = 1,
ik1 =n+ 1,9 = 0o, and o, ,, = 0. The m-th segment of « is

seg,, () = {im—1,tm-1 + 1,... ip — 1},
and it is denoted seg,, when the composition is clear by context.
Define
sogh, ={b € seg, | a0 > o},
seg? :={b € seg,, |y, < min(ay,,_, 1,04,) and b < i, — 1},

Sm = {im — 1} otherwise.

3



Lemma 2.7. Let o € KM= .

(a) seg,, = segl LIseg? Lseg3.

(b) seg’, is a consecutive sequence of integers, for i € {1,2,3}.
(c) #segl, > 1form > 1.

(d) Ifb € seg?, (thatis, b =1, — 1) then o;,, ,—1 > .

(e) Ifb € seg,, and «;,, , 1 < oy, then b € seg)...

Proof. By definition of seg,,, «;,, , > o, ,41 > ... > ;1. Thus (b) holds. For the same
reason, seg,,, seg> , seg> are disjoint. Since «v avoids (0, 1,2), there is no b € seg,,, such that
i, -1 < ap < . This proves seg,, = seg;. Liseg? Useg? ; hence (a) holds. Next, if m > 1
and (c) is false, then o;,, , 1 < «;,, , < v, forms a (0, 1, 2) pattern, a contradiction.

If (d) is false then («;,, ,—1 < @;,—1 < ;) is a (0, 1,2) pattern, a contradiction. Finally,
(e) follows from (d), the definition of seg?,, and (a). O
Example 2.8. Let o = (10,5,12,9,8,8,4,2,5,1,3). Then a € KM, k = 3, ig := 1,4 =
3,2'2 = 9,i3 =11 ’i4 =12, and

seg, = {1,2}, seg, = {3,4,5,6,7,8}, seg; = {9,10}, and seg, = {11}

with
seg; = {}, segi = {1}, and segj = {2}
segs = {3,4,5,6}, segi = {7}, and segs = {8}
seg3 {9}, seg3 {}, and seg3 {10}
seg; = {11}, segi = {},  and segj = {}

O

In this proof and the sequel, it will be convenient to write, e.g., (aa, ap, o, ag) =~ (1,0, 3, 2)
if the subsequence (o, ay, a, ag) of a forms a (1,0, 3, 2) pattern.

Lemma 2.9. Suppose o € KM= and fix 1 <m < k+ 1. If s < i, — Land r > i, then either

® oy >y or
o o, < a, With ag = o, 1 and o, =, = ;1 + 1.

Proof. If oy > o, we are done. Assume a, < «,. We have s < i,, — 1 < i, < r with
a;,,—1 < a;,. Since a avoids (0, 1,2), so must the subsequence A = (as, a;, 1, i, , ).
Thus o, > a;,, 1 and a;,, > . Since A € KM, A 2 (1,0,3,2),(1,0,2,2). Hence a, = o, ;.
Since A # (0,0,2,1), o, = .. Finally, since A # (0,0,2,2), o, = «;,, , + 1. O

Lemma 2.10. If D(«) contains southwest s x t rectangle and T' € qKT («) then T'(r,c) = r for
alll <r<sandl <c<t.

Proof. By (QK1) and (QK2). O

Lemma 2.11. Suppose o € KM . Let T € qKT(a). If

(@) b € segy, b € segl with oy, 1 > ay, b € seg?, or b € seg> then row b of T only
contains b’s.

(b) b € seg;, with o, |1 < « then the leftmost «;,, ,_1 + 1 columns of row b only con-
tain b’s.
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FIGURE 1. Forced entries of the quasi-key tableaux for Example

Proof. (a): First suppose b € seg;. Row 1 of T"must only contain 1’s by (QK1). If 2 € seg;
then oy > v, so by (QK1) and (QK2) row 2 of T' must only contain 2’s. The same holds
for all rows in seg;, by induction.

Now suppose we satisfy one of the other possibilities of (a). Since b € seg,,,,
(1) Qe Z Qp, im—l S r S b.

Since « avoids (0, 1, 2),

(2) ap >0, 1, 1 <r <, —1
By the hypothesis (if b € segl,), the definition of seg?,, or Lemma[2.7(d) (if b € seg?,),
3) iy =1 2

By (1), and by (2) combined with (3), we conclude that a,, > ay for all 1 < r < b. Now
apply Lemma to this b x oy, southwest rectangle in D(«).

(b): By (2), the hypothesis ;,,_, -1 < a3, and (T)),
4) ar > o 1, 1 <r<b.

This implies there is a southwest b x «;,, ,_; rectangle in D(«). Hence by Lemma
T(r,c)=rforl<r<bandl1<c<q;, ,1.Sincel <a; , 1 <asfori, —1<s<y,

we are done by (QK1), (QK2) and (QK4). d
Example 2.12. Let o = (10,5,12,9,8,8,4,2,5,1,3). Figure|l|shows the forced entries for
quasi-key tableau in qKT (). O

Lemma 2.13. Suppose o € KM.. Let T € qKT(a). Let y be a box such that row(y) > im_1.
Then T'(y) > i1 — 1.

Proof. To reach a contradiction, suppose
(5) T(y) < im—l — L
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Case 1: (s > yow(y) for 1 < s < T'(y)) By Lemma 2.10, 7'(s,c) = sforall 1 < s < T'(y)
and 1 < ¢ < Qow(y)- Since col(y) < vow(y), T(T(y), col(y)) = T'(y). This, with (5), and the
hypothesis row(y) > i,,_1, shows the label T'(y) occurs twice in col(y), contradicting (QK2).
Case 2: (ay < Qirow(y) for some 1 < s < T'(y)) Lemma[2.9|(applied to i,,—1, 7 = row(y)) shows
that for any 1 < s < T'(y) such that a; < rew(y), Crow(y) = i,y = Q4,1 +1 =, + 1. So,

(6) Qs > Quow(y) — Lforall 1 < s <T(y).

Hence Lemma shows

(7) T(s,c)=sforalll <s<T(y)and 1 < c < arowy) — 1.
Let

t = max{l <s< T(Y)a as < arOW(y)};

¢ is finite by this case’s assumption. By (6) (and the case assumption), dowy) — 1 = .
Therefore, by the maximality of ¢,
(8) Qrow(y) — 1 =y < ay, fort < u < Tly).

Thus (7)), (8) and (QK4) imply ¢ = T'(t, Gtrow(y) — 1) < T'(u, Qrow(y)), for t < u < T'(y). Hence,
by inductively applying (QK1) and (QK2) we conclude

) T (u, Crow(y)) = u, fort < u < T(y).
Finally, by the definition of ¢, a; < yow(y)- S0 (7)) and (QK4) imply
(10) t= T(t, Qrow(y) — 1) < T(row(y), arow(y))-

However, by (9) we have t + 1 = T(t + 1, &ow(y))- Hence by and (QK2),t +1 <
T(row(y), cuow(y)). Repeating this argument replacing ¢ + 1 successively with ¢ + 2,¢ +
3,...,T(y) in (9) we arrive at T'(y) < T'(row(y), twow(y)); this contradicts (QK1). O

Lemma 2.14. Suppose o € mfl. Let T € gKT(a), b € seg,, for 1 < m < k+ 1 with
QG o1 < Q, and ¢ > o 1+ 1. Then

#{x € D(a) : b < row(x),col(x) =¢,T(x) < b} < 1.

Proof. Suppose there were two rows
(11) b<r<r suchthat T(r' ¢c), T(r,c) <b.
By hypothesis, o;,, ,—1 < a. Thus, if o, < a, then (o, 1,4, 0;,) =~ (0,1,2), contradict-

ing a € mil. Hence o, > «,. Suppose o, < a,». Now r € seg; for some f > m. If
ai;_,-1 > o, then Lemma 2.17(a) would imply row r contains only r’s. Since this is not
the case by (11), it must be that @i, -1 < a,. Thus (a;,_, 1,0, /) is a (0,1, 2) pattern, a
contradiction. Therefore,

(12) Q> o >

(where the latter inequality is by (11)). By (11) together with (QK1) and (QK2), there exists
two rows s < s’ < r with

(13) Q, Qg < C.
Since (o, oy, A, ayr) € KMy then it follows straightforwardly from and that
(14) as = ay and o, = o,y = a5 + 1.
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In fact holds forany s < s' < r satisfying (13). In particular, by hypothesis o;,,_,_1 < c.
Hence, there is at least one pair s, s" satisfying (13) with either s = i,,_; —1lor s’ =1, —1.
Then by and , c<a,=aw, -1+ 1, contradicting the hypothesis on c. d

2.3. Proof of Theorem The next two proposition immediately give Theorem [2.6]
Proposition 2.15. If o € KM-, then D, is multiplicity-free.

Proof. Suppose not. There exists distinct 7', 7" € qKT(«) such that wt(7") = wt(7"). Define
b:=max{v: I, T(x) = v,T'(x) # v}.
Since wt(7T") = wt(7"), then
(15) X" such that 7'(x') = b, T'(x) # b.
Let V’ = max{v : Ix,T'(x) = v, T(x) # v}. We claim that b = ¥'. Firstly, implies b < 0.

Since wt(7T") = wt(7"), the definition of ¥’ indicates there exists an x’ such that 7'(x') = ¥’
with T"(x") # b'. If b’ > b, this would contradict the definition of b. Hence b = b’ and

(16) b:=max{v: Ix,T(x) = v,T'(x) # v} = max{v : Ix, T"(x) = v, T(x) # v}.
Let
pr:=max{c: T(b,c) =b} and pp = max{c: T'(b,c) = b}.
Since o; > 1 forall 1 <i < n, (QK1) and (QK2) imply that 7'(b,1) = 7"(b, 1) = b and hence
finite maximums exist (pr, pr» > 1). By swapping 7' and 7" (if necessary), we may assume
(17) pr < pr
Claim 2.16. Let b € seg,, for 1 <m < k+ 1 with o;,, ,_1 < .

(D) T(y) > bif row(y) > band col(y) > pr. Similarly, T'(y) > b if row(y) > b and

col(y) > pr.
(II) T(y) = T"(y) if row(y) > band col(y) > pr.

Proof of Claim (I): We prove the assertion for 7’; the 7" claim is the same. By definition
of pr and (QK1), T'(b,c) < b for any ¢ > py. By hypothesis a;,, ,-1 < o, and hence
Lemma 2.7(e) implies b € seg!,. Thus Lemma b) indicates that

(18) pr = o, 1+ 1.

Hence ¢ > «;,, ,—1 + 1. Thus, the hypotheses of Lemma hold, and the conclusion of
that lemma is that 7'(y) > b if row(y) > b and col(y) = ¢(> pr).

Thus we may assume row(y) > b and col(y) = pr. Suppose pr = a,. If T'(y) < b =
T'(b, pr), then by (QK3), there is a box of D(«) in position (b, pr + 1) = (b, oy, + 1), contra-
dicting the definition of D(«). Hence, pr < . Let

(19) ¢=T(b,pr +1)and d=T(y).
We want to show d > b; suppose not. By the definition of ¢ together with (QK1),
(20) ¢ <b.

Thus there are three cases:
Case 1: (¢ < d < b) T violates (QK3) (where here i = d, k = b and j = / in that rule).
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Case 2: (d < im—1 — 1) Since b € seg,, = {im-1,%m-1 + 1,... i — 1} (by hypothesis),
b>14,,_1. Lemma states that d = T'(y) > 4,1 — 1 since row(y) > b > i,, 1. Hence this
case cannot occur.
Case 3: (im—1—1 < d < £) Since b € seg,, (by hypothesis), and ¢ < bby (20), the assumption
of this case says d + 1 € seg,,. Hence by definition of seg,,,

Qa1 2 Qp > Qi 41
(the latter inequality by the hypothesis). We claim
(21) T(s,pr) =sford+1<s<h.

If pr = a;,_, 1+1,then Lemma b) implies (21). Otherwise implies pr > «;,, 1+
1. Thus Lemma applied to column pr and row d + 1 implies

(22) #{s>d+1:T(s,pr) <d+1} <1.

However, T(y) = d and we assumed row(y) > b > ¢ > d + 1 (the last inequality being
this case’s assumption). The previous sentence, combined with and (QK1) says that
T(d+1,pr) = d+ 1. Iterating this argument, using (QK2), for d + 2 < s < b implies (21).

Now apply (QK3) to T'(y) = d < T'(s,pr) to see that T'(s,pr + 1) > dford+1 < s < b.
On the other hand, (QK1) says T'(s,pr +1) < bfor d+ 1 < s < b. The definition of pr
means T (s, pr + 1) # b. Concluding,

d<T(s,pr+1)<b, ford+1<s<b.
By pigeonhole, two of {T'(s,pr + 1) : d + 1 < s < b} are equal, contradicting (QK2).
Hence d > b, as desired.

(II): Suppose not and let T'(y) # 1"(y) for some y such that row(y) > b and col(y) > pr.
In particular, at least one of 7'(y) and 7”(y) is not b. If max{7'(y),7"(y)} < b we contradict
(I). Hence max{T'(y), T"(y)} > b. This contradicts (16). O

There are four possible cases to consider.
Case 1: (b € segy, b € seg), with ;1 > ap, 0rb € seg?) Letb € seg,, (1 <m <k +1). By

Lemma a),

(23) T(b,c) =0, T'(b,c) =bforall 1 <c < ay.

By (QK1), b cannot appear in 7" in any row s strictly south of b. On the other hand, if
s € seg,,, and s > b, then oy < . Hence by (QK2), b cannot appear in row s of 7. Now
suppose s > i,. Since i,, € seg,, ;, thus i, > b+ 1. Hence by Lemma no labels

< i, — 1 appear in rows strictly north of row i,,. In particular, b does not appear in those
rows. What we have just written also applies to 77, thus

(24) T(r,c)=b=r=>b,i, and T'(r',c) = 1" = b,iy,.

Let X' be the box defined in (15). By (23), in both 7" and 7", row b is filled entirely by b's.
Hence row(x’) # b. Thus by (24), row(x’) = i,,,. Now since wt(T") = wt(7") row 4,, has the
same number of b’s in T"and 7”. Now, by (QK1), all labels left of the b’s in row 4,, of T are
strictly larger; the exact same statement is true of 7’. However, those larger labels cannot
differ between 7" and 7" by . Hence in fact, the b’s in row 4, are exactly in the same
place in T"and 77, contradicting the definition of X'.

Case 2: (b € seg?)) By Lemma a),
(25) T(b,c) =0, T'(b,c) =bforall 1 <c < ay.
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By (QK1), b cannot appear in 7" in any row s strictly south of b. Let x’ be the box defined
in (15). By (25), in both T and T”, row b is filled entirely by b’s. Hence row(x’) # b. Notice

(26) T(y) =T'(y) forally such that row(y) > i,,.

Indeed, by Lemma T(y), T'(y) > im — 1 = b. Then (16)) shows T'(y) = T"(y).

It remains to consider if row(x’) = i,, is possible. The contradiction in this case is derived
exactly as in the final four sentences of Case 1.

Case 3: (b € seg, for1 <m < k+ 1witha;,, ,_1 < ap, and pr = prv) By (QK1) any entry
inrow b of T'or T" is < b. Thus, since pr = pr,

(27) T(hc)=b < 1<c<prand T'(b,d)=b <= 1< < pr(=pp).

Hence row(x’) # b. Thus, by (QK1), row(x') > b. Then and (QK2) implies col(x’) > pr.
Thus, Claim IT) says that T'(x') = T"(x'), which contradicts the definition of X.
Case 4: (b € seg! for1 <m <k -+ 1witha;,_, 1 < o, and py > py) Since

(28) T(b,c)=b < 1<c<prand T'(b,d)=b < 1< < pp(<pr),
by (QK1) and wt(T") = wt(71"), we have
(29) #{ze D(a): T'(z) =b,T(z) # b,row(z) > b} > pr — pr.

For all z in the set from [29), we have that col(z) > pr by combined with (QK2).

Moreover, by Claim II), T'(z) = T'(z) if col(z) > pr and row(z) > b. Hence col(z) < pr.
Summarizing, by (29) there are pr — py- of these boxes z that satisfy p;» < col(z) < pr. By
pigeonhole, at least two of these z are in the same column. This contradicts (QK2).

We conclude that no such 7', 7" can exist. O

Proposition 2.17. Suppose a € KM and B € Qlswap(a). Then D 5 is multiplicity-free.

Proof. By Proposition [2.15} it suffices to show that Qlswap(a) C KM-'. Since o has no
parts equal to 0, Qlswap(a) = Iswap(«). Hence, by induction, it is enough to prove that

if f=(..,05,...,04,...) is a left swap of a then § € KMfl. To reach a contradiction,
——>1
assume ¢ KM

There are five cases to consider. In each Subcase, the contradiction derived is that «
contains a pattern from KM = {(0, 1, 2), (0,0, 2,2),(0,0,2,1),(1,0,3,2),(1,0,2,2)}.

(D) (Bays Bags Bas) =~ (0,1,2). Since [ is a left swap of o, {i,7} € {a1,as,a3}. Also, since
a € KM-, {i,j} N {ay, as, as} # 0.
Subcase 1: (a1 = 1) o < (g, < Q,. Hence, (ay, gy, agy) >~ (0,1, 2).

Subcase 2: (ay = i) If oy, < a, then a,, < a; < g, and hence (ay,, ;, ag,) ~ (0,1,2). Thus
assume «a,, > «;. If j > as, then (ay,, @, gy, ;) =~ (0,0,2,1) or ~ (1,0, 3,2). Otherwise
Jj < aszand hence o; < a; < gy

Subcase 3: (a3 = 1) ag, < 0, < ;.
Subcase 4: (a1 = ) o < gy < Q.

Subcase 5: (as = j) If oy, > «j, then a,, < o < ag,. If @y, < o with ¢ < a4, then
(i, gy, v, ) > (1,0,2,2) or >~ (1,0, 3,2). If g, < j withi > @y, then o, < o < ;.

Subcase 6: (a3 = J) g, < gy < Q.



(II) (/Bal7ﬁa27/8a37/6a4) = (1707372)'

Subcase 1: (a1 =1, ay = J) 0 < aj < Qgg.

Subcase 2: (a3 =1, ay = J) 0, < a; < Q.

Subcase 3: (a1 = 1 and j ¢ {ay,as,a3,a4}) If a; > v, then (a;, ag,, Ay, @, ) contains either
(1,0,3,2) or (0,0,2,1). If ; < g, then o < vy, < -

Subcase 4: (a2 =i and j ¢ {a1, a2, a3, a4}) (g, Ay gy a,) =~ (1,0, 3,2).

Subcase 5: (a3 = i and j ¢ {a1,as,a3,a4}) If o > ay,, then (ag,, ag,, @, o) ~ (1,0,3,2)
or ~ (1,0,2,2). If o, < a; < ag,, then a,, < a; < aj. If oy, > o and j > a4, then
a; < ag, < aj. If oy, > a;and j < aq, then (ay,, o, aj, aq,) ~ (1,0,3,2).

0,3,2).

0,3,2).

Subcase 8: (a2 = jand i ¢ {a1,as,a3,a4}) If a; < @y, then (ag,, o, Ay, aq,) =~ (0,0,2,1)
or ~ (1,0,3,2). If oy, < aj < ag,, thena; < o < . fa,, < ajand i < ay, then
a; < 0, < aj. Ifa,, <ojandi > ap, then (ag,, o, gy, ) =~ (1,0, 3,2).

Subcase 6: (aqy = i and j ¢ {a1, a2, a3,a4}) (Qqy, Ay, Qay, ) =~ (1,
(1,

Subcase 7: (a1 = jand i ¢ {ay, az, az, a4}) (v, Aoy, Vayy Qay) =

Subcase 9: (a3 = j and i ¢ {a1, az, a3, a4}) (g, My, @, ) = (1,0, 3,2).
Subcase 10: (aq = jand i ¢ {a1, a2, a3,a4}) If a; < ayy, then (aq,, Ay, 0y, o) =~ (1,0, 3,2)
or~ (1,0,2,2). If a; > ay,, then a,, < aq, < ;.

We leave the cases (B4, , Bays Bas» Bas) =~ (1,0,2,2),(0,0,2,1),(0,0,2,2) to the reader. [

3. PROOF OF CLASSIFICATION THEOREM OF MULTIPLICITY-FREE KEY POLYNOMIALS

3.1. Kohnert diagrams and proof of necessity. Assume a ¢ KM,,. We will now show
that s, has multiplicity.

We use Kohnert’s rule to compute x,. For any o € Comp,,, the skyline diagram is
D(a) ={(i,j) : 1 <i<n1<j<a}
(where i indexes the rows from south to north, and j indexes the columns, from left to
right). The set KD(«) of Kohnert diagrams is recursively defined as follows. Initially D(«a) €
KD(«). At each stage thereafter, given D € KD(«) a box (i,j) € D is movable if it is the
rightmost box of D in row ¢ and there exists i < i such that (i/,j) ¢ D. For any such
movable box, a Kohnert diagram D’ is obtained by replacing (¢, j) with (', j) where ¢’ is

largest among all choices. Generate a D’ from D for every choice of moveable (7, j). Now
KD(«) is the (finite) set (not multiset) of Kohnert diagrams obtained starting from D(«).

For D € KD(«) let
Kohwt(D) = H x?{ji(i,j)ED}'

1<i<n

Theorem 3.1 (A. Kohnert [K90]). ko = > pekp(a) Kohwt(D).

Given D € D(«), call a row i initial if it is empty or the boxes in that row are precisely
(1,1),(4,2),...,(i,7) for some j € Z>.

Lemma 3.2. Suppose D € KD(«), V' < iand j* < j. If (¢, 5") and (i, j) are the rightmost boxes
of their rows, and all rows i' < i" < i are initial, then D' obtained by replacing (i, j) with (7', j),
is in KD(«).
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Proof. The hypotheses on i, j, 7, j/ guarantee that (7, j) is moveable. Since each row " is
initial, (¢, j) — (i",j) is a Kohnert move (giving a diagram D”) whenever j” < j (wWhere
(i",7") is the rightmost box of row i”). If indeed " = " we are done, i.e., D = D”. Other-
wise since 7" is initial in D(«), it must be that (i”, j) is the rightmost box of its row in D",
and is therefore moveable. Then since all rows i’ < ¢ < i" are initial in D" (since they
were in D), the claim follows by induction on ¢ — 7. 0J

Corollary 3.3. Suppose D = D(«), V' <, 5" < j. Let (i, ') and (i, j) be the rightmost boxes of
their rows. Then D' as defined in Lemma[3.2]is in KD().

Proof. All rows of D(«) are initial, so Lemma [3.2]applies. O

In what follows, (i, ji) is the rightmost box of row iy.

Case 1: (« contains (0,1,2).) Let iz < i3 < iy be the rows of the “0”, “1” and “2”
respectively. By Corollary we can replace (is, j2) with (i, j2) in D(«), resulting in
D' € Koh(a). On the other hand, by Corollary 3.3/ one can obtain £’ € Koh(«) by re-
placing (i1, j1) with (i, j1). Since the rows r > ¢; in E’ are still initial, we can apply
Lemma [3.2]to obtain E” € KD(«a) by replacing (is, j2) with (i1, j2) in D". The net effect in
both cases is to place an additional box in row 7, and remove a box from row ;. Hence
Kohwt(D') = Kohwt(E"); therefore by Theorem B.1}, [Kohwt(D')]s, > 2, as desired.

Case 2: (« contains (0,0,2,1).) Let iy < ig < iy < 4y be the indices of the (0,0,2,1)
pattern (in the respective order). By Corollary D' obtained from D(«) by the swap
(i1,41) = (ior, 1) is in KD(a). Since all rows r > io of D" are initial, we can use Lemma[3.2]
to move (is, j2) — (do, j2) giving D" € KD(«). On the other hand, starting from D(«) we
can again use Corollary [3.3 to define £’ € KD(«a) by the swap (iz,j2) — (iv,j2). Then
Lemma [3.2 allows us to move (i1, j1) — (io,J1) giving E” € KD(a). Now one can see
D" # E" but both have the same Kohwt, as needed.

Case 3: (« contains (1,0, 3,2).) This is the same argument as Case 2 except that we use
i1 < ig < i3 < iy in place of iy < ig < ip < 71, respectively.

Case 4: (a contains (0,0,2,2).) Let iy < ig < iy < iy be the rows of (0,0,2,2) in that
respective order. By Corollary 3.3/ turn D(«) into D' € KD(«) by the move (i, jor) —
(ior, jor). Now since all rows > i, of D’ are initial, we can apply the argument of Case 1
using rows iy < iy < iy rather than the iy < i; < i3 of that case.

Case 5: (a contains (1,0,2,2).) Let iy < ig < iy < iy be the rows of (0,0,2,2) in that
respective order. We can apply the argument of Case 4, where these indices play the role
of iy < ig < iy < 19 from that case.

This completes the necessity argument.

3.2. Proof of sufficiency. Let b € seg,, for some 1 < m < k + 1. Define

. b Q -1 > Qp
b _ Tn—1 =

(30) rming (b) { im_1 — 1 otherwise
31 a(b) =< . o
G rmaxa (b) { - otherwise

Ormaxq (b) — Qrming (b)) — 1 if rmaxy (b) > Orming (b)

2 fl b) =

(32) a(b) { 0 otherwise
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Example 3.4. Consider a = (10,5,12,9,8,8,4,2,5,1,3). Then k = 3, iy := 1,i; = 3,iy =
9,i3 = 11,44 := 12. Letb = 5 € seg,. Then rmin,(b) = i; = 2, since «;; < . Since
Mpi1 > iy, rMaxa(b) = b+ 1 = 6. Thus flexq (b) = Crmaxa () — Crminap) — 1 = a6 —ap — 1 = 2.

Lemma 3.5. Suppose o € KM-" and T € qKT(a) with yu = wt(T). Then

(I) CYSDom,U'
(D) g1+ + o < ar+ -+ ap + flexo (b), for 1 < b < n.

Proof. (I): By (QK1), oy + -+ -+ < pg + -+ - + p, for 1 < b < n. Thus a <pem L.
(I): Any T' € gKT () only uses entries < b in the first b rows. Thus

(33) #{x: T(x) < b,row(x) <b} = ar + ...+ ap
Define

(34) Fo(b) = {x: T(x) < b,row(x) > b}.

We claim that

(35) HF,(b) < flexq (b).

Clearly combined with proves (II).

It remains to prove (B5). Fix b; thus b € seg,, for some 1 < m < k + 1. Lety € F,(b). If
b ¢ seg? thenb < i,,, — 1. Lemma asserts that b cannot appear in rows strictly greater
than i, i.e., i,, > row(y). Therefore, in view of the definition (34), we have

b < row(y) < ip,.
By definition of seg,,,, maxy<,<i,, {0} = Qrmaxa(v)- Thus

(36) CO'(Y) < Ormaxy, (b) -
If b € seg?,, then since « is (0,1,2) avoiding, maxy<,<,{a} = @i,, = Qmax.(r)- Thus
holds for all b.

We claim

(37) CO'(Y) Z armina(b) + 2.

Case 1: (o, ,—1 > ap) By this case’s assumption, and the definition , rming () = b. If
im—1 < s < b then by definition of seg,,,,

(38) Qg Z Qp = armina(b)-

If s = ip_1 — 1, then holds by the assumed inequality of this case. Finally, if s <
im_1— 1then ay > a;,,_, 1 since aavoids (0, 1,2); hence holds again. By Lemma2.10}
T(r,c) =rforl <r <band 1 < ¢ < ag. Thus by (QK2), T'(r,c) > b whenever r > b
and ¢ < ap. Lastly, if there exists » > b such that a, > oymin, ), then (QK4) implies
T(7, Qrmina ) + 1) > b. Therefore holds.

Case 2: (cv,,_,—1 < ap) By this case’s assumption, and the definition (30), rmin, (b) = 4p,—1 —
LIf iy <s<bthenay, > ay > a;, ,—1 = Qmin. (), and in particular:

(39) Qs 2 QG 11 = Qlyming (b) -

If s =4,_; — 1 then holds trivially. Finally if 1 < s < 4,,_; — 1 then since « is
(0,1,2)-avoiding, oy > «;,, ,—1 and again holds. Hence by Lemma T(r,c) =r
forl <r <band1l < ¢ < @, ,—1. Thus by (QK2), T(r,c) > b whenever r > b and
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¢ < a;,,_,—1. If there exists r > b such that o, > omin, ) = ®,,_,—1, then (QK4) implies
T (7, Qemina ) + 1) > b. Therefore holds.

By @8) and (37)

(40) Alrming (b) +2< COI(Y) < Olrmaxy (b) -

Therefore y can appear in < flex, (b) columns of 7'. If we show at most oney € F,(b) can
have col(y) = ¢, for tmin.(5) + 2 < ¢ < Qrmax, () then follows.
Case 1: (a,, ,—1 > ap) By this case’s assumption, and definition , rming(b) = b. If

Qrming (b) > Qrmaxa (b), then by flex,(b) = 0. By #F,(b) = 0. And hence, #F,(b) <
flex, (b), proving .
Thus we assume Qmin,, (b)) < Crmaxa (b)- 1f b € seg?,, then rmax, (b) = i,,, = b+ 1. Otherwise,
Qpr1 < O = Qming () < Qrmaxa (b), Where the first inequality follows from the definition of
seg,,. This implies rmax,(b) # b+ 1. Thus, by (31), rmax, (b) = ip,.
Letb < s < iy,. Then a;,,_,_1 > a3 > . So Lemma[2.11[a), applied to s says that only
s’s appear in row s; in particular there are no entries < b in row s. Thus ify € F,(b), then

(41) row(y) > i, = rmax,(b).

We apply Lemma to row i, € seg,,,;, and ¢ > min,p) +2 = +2 > o, + 1
(the final inequality follows from the definition of seg,,). We conclude that at most one
y € F,(b) can have row(y) > i, and col(y) = ¢. This, combined with (4I)), implies (35).
Case 2: (ov;,, ,—1 < o) By this case’s assumption, and , rming(b) = 4,1 — 1. If Orming (b) =
Qrmaxa (b), We get #F,(b) = 0 = flex, (b) in exactly the same way as the previous case.

Hence we again assume min, () < Qrmaxa (b)- 1f rmax, (b) = b+ 1, then by our assumption
Qi 1—1 = Qrmina(b) < Ormaxa(b) = M+1- Thus we may apply Lemma torow b+ 1, and
€ > Qming(b) +2 > @, _,—1 + 1. We conclude that at most one y € F,,(b) can have col(x) = c.

Otherwise, rmax,(b) = i,,.

Subcase 2.1 (cv;,,_,—1 > apy1) Letb < s < ip,. Thenoy,, ,—1 > apy1 > a,. Thus Lemma[2.11{(a),
applied to s says that only s’s appear in row s; there are no entries < b in row s. Thus if
y € F,(b), then

(42) row(y) > i, = rmax,(b).
Wehave a;,, ;1 = Qmina () < Qrmaxa(b) = Qi,,- We apply Lemma2.14{to row i,, € seg,,,,
and ¢ > min, () +2 > 4, _,—1 + 1 > ;,,—1 + 1 (the final inequality holds since o avoids

(0,1,2)). The lemma implies that at most one y € F,,(b) can have row(y) > i,, and col(x) =
c. This, combined with (42), implies (35).

Subcase 2.2 (o, ,—1 < ap+1) Apply Lemma torow b + 1, and ¢ > Qmin ) + 2 >

;,_,—1+ 1. So, at most one y € F,(b) has row(y) > b+ 1 and col(x) = ¢, proving (35). [
Given v € Iswap(«), define a left swap sequence of y to be v, ... 4® such that 4(? = q,

7® = v, and vV is a left swap of v for 0 < i < ¢.

Lemma 3.6. Let v, 7 € Iswap(«) with v >, 7 and b = min{i : v; > 7;}.

(I) There exists a left swap sequence of vy equal to vV, ... 4 and of 7 equal to 7@ ... 7(®
such that B = 49 = 70) with B, = v, = 7, forall 1 < s < b.
(ID) ~, 7 € Iswap(5).
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(IIT) No left swap sequence from [3 to ~y (or T) involves the indices 1,2,...,b— 1.

Proof. (I): Given (xy,...,x;) € ZE, let (2, ..., x}) be the coordinates sorted into weakly
increasing order (¢} < 24 < ... < x}). Given (x1,..., %), (Y1, ..., yx) € Z%, we write

(Ilaka)j(yla7yk)1fx;§y;f0r]-§l§k

Recall (see, e.g., [M01} Proposition 2.1.11]), if u, v € &,, then
(43) u<v <= (u(l),u(2),...,u(k)) =2 (v(1),v(2),...,v(k)) for 1 <k <n.
In particular, if
(44) u<v=u(l) <ov(l)
Special Case: (o« € S,,) Hence a < v, 7 (Bruhat order). Induct on n, the base n = 1 being
trivial. Suppose n > 1. If b = 0 (i.e., v(1) # 7(1)), 5 = « satisfies (I). Thus assume b > 1,

and let T = (1) = 7(1). Thus, by (44), a(1) < T Let a(j) = T. There exists a sequence of
left swaps that show

a<d =Tal2)aB)...a(j—1)a(j+1)...an).
It is straightforward from @I} that o’ <, 7. Let /7, 7 be the list of rightmost n—1 entries
of o/, v, T (respectively); these are permutations of &,,_; on [n] — {T'}. By induction, obtain
B € &, satisfying (I) with respect to o/, ¥, 7. Then
B:=TH(1)B(2)...B(n—1) € lswap(a)
satsfies (I) with respect to «, 3,7, as desired (the two swap sequences to go from o —

v and o — 7 being the “concatentation” of the sequence from o« — o' with the two
sequences that send o — 7 and o — 7, interpreted in the obvious manner).

General Case: (o € Comp,,) Pick any @ € &,, with the property that
(45) a(t) <a(j) <= ali) <alj).
Define ¥ € &,, by applying the same sequence (in terms of positions) of left swaps to a
used to obtain v from «. Similarly, define 7. By the definition of left swaps and (45),
a<ny,T
(if u,v € 6, and v is obtained from u by a left swap, then v < v; this follows from, e.g.,

(@3)). Call two labels i, j € [n] to be a-equivalent (i = j) if a(i) = «(j). Now apply left
swaps to 7 so that all equivalent labels are in decreasing order. Similarly one defines 7.

Example 3.7. If a = (2,2,4,2,2,4) then @ = 125346. Consider o = (2,2,4,2,2,4) —
(2,2,4,4,2,2) — (4,2,4,2,2,2) = ~. Then 7 = 625143. Here {1,2,3,4} and {5,6} are
the two a-equivalence classes. So 7 = 645321. 0

By simple considerations about Bruhat order,
(46) a<~y<7, anda<7<T.

By construction,

(4:7) :Y\ >lex 7/:
and
(48) A(i) = 7(i), forl <i<b.

14



In view of , and we can apply the Special Case to construct 3 € &,,and left
swap sequences, that satisfy (I) with respect to &, 7, 7.

Define 3 from 3 by replacing the label i with a(i). To define the swap sequence from a
to 8 we apply the same left swaps (i.e., interchange the same positions) as the sequence

from @ to 3, with the exception that we skip left swaps of the underlying permutations
that involve equivalent labels. Similarly, one defines continuation of this sequence to 7,
and separately, to 7. The claim follows.

(I): This is trivial from (I).

(III): Suppose such a left swap exists, say with i € [1,b — 1. We may assume i is the
minimal such index. Then 7; = v; = f3; is replaced with a strictly larger number, and it
follows that «; > f3;, a contradiction. O

Lemma 3.8. Assume o € KM.. . Let v, 7 € lswap(a) with v >ep 7 and b = min{i : v; > 7;}.
Let b € seg,,(8) and 3 be from Lemma 3.6 There exists a (minimum) index r > b such that

(49) T = /87‘ > Bb-

Let i1(8) < i2(8) < ... < im(B) < ... besuch that o, g—1 < o, (). The indices b, r satisfy
one of the following.

(A) b e seg? (B)and r > i,(83),
(B) b € seg,(B) and r € seg), ., (B),
(C) b€ seg,(8) and r > iy ().

Proof. By Lemma v, T € Iswap(/3). Hence, by the reasoning in the proof of that lemma
(the characterization of Bruhat order) and the definition of b,

(50) Yo, To = Do-

If v, = S, then 7, > ~, (by (B0)). This contradicts the definition of b, hence 7, > f3;. This,
combined with the definition of left swaps, implies (49).

Case 1: (b € seg;,(3)) By the definition of seg;,(3) (and a simple induction), 3, > 3, for all
b < s. This contradicts (@#9). That is, this case cannot actually occur.

Case 2: (b € seg?,(8)) By definition of seg,,, r ¢ seg,,. Hence r > i,,(3) € seg,,,; thisis (A).
Case 3: (b € seg? (3)) By definition, r & seg?, ., (3). If r € seg?, . ,(8) then

(Bin(8)=15 Bimsr(8)=15 Bimsr(8)) = (0,1, 2),
a contradiction. Thus, only (B) and (C) as possible, as desired. ]

Lemma 3.9. Ifa € mfl, i€segt (1<m<k+1),and oy, ,_1 < ; then o; > «; for all
i<j.
Proof. Say i < jbut a; < a;. Then (o, 1,0, ;) ~ (0,1,2), contradicting a € mfl. O

Proposition 3.10. Let o € KM.. . If v, € lswap(a) and v >, T there exists z € [1,n] such
that

(51) Tt T flex(2) <+ -+ s
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Proof. Our analysis is based on the cases (A), (B), (C) from Lemma as well as the
notation from that lemma. By the (proof of) Proposition 2.17]

(52) B eKM:
Case (A): (b € seg?,(3) and r > i,,,(8)) Let ¢ > b such that 3, > 3,. By the definition of seg,,,,

t > ipm(B). If t > i,,(8), then by we can apply Lemma.9/to 8, m, r = t,and s = b. The
lemma concludes that 3; sy = ;. Otherwise, t = i,,(3), and §; = ;,,(s). Thus,

(53) Bt = Bi,.3) forallt > bsuch that 5, > 3.
By Lemma
(54) Ty <M = Br < Bin(8)-

Consider a sequence of left swaps transforming 3 to 7. None of these left swaps involve
the index b: Otherwise, by Lemma III), b is the left index of such a swap, and some
t > b such that ; > 3, is the right index. This contradicts and combined. Thus

(55) o = Po.

By Lemma 3.9} 8,5 > B, for all v > b. That is max{g, : v > b} < ;5. However,
notice that {#, : v > b} = {7, : v > b} since {B, : v < b} = {7, : v < b}. Therefore,

(56) Trmaxe () < Bim (8)-

The assumption b € seg?,(3) means 3, < f3;,, ,_1. Then the definition of 3 and
imply 7, < 7;,, ,—1 (since b > i,,_1 — 1 € seg? _,). Hence, by (30), rmin,(b) = b and

(57) Trmin-(b) = Tb-
Case (A).1: (Tvmin, (b) = Trmax, (v)) BY (32), flex,(b) = 0. Then the definition of b implies
T4+ tflex.(b)=m+- 1<+,

establishing (51).
Case (A)Z (Trminf(b) < Trmaxf(b)) Thus, erxT(b) = Trmax, (b) — Trmin, (b) — 1, and

m+--+7+ ﬂex7—<b> = 51 +--+ ﬁb + 7-rmaxT(b) - TrminT(b) —1
(58) <Br+ 4B+ Bins) — B — 1
=01+ + Bp-1+ Binp — 1,

where the first equality follows from (55), and the inequality is by and (57).
We have two subcases:

Case (A).2.1 (r = i,,(03)) Then and imply
T+t e (b) < Bt + B + B = F

which proves (51).

Case (A).2.2 (r > i,,(8)) By @9), 5, < .. Combining this with (52), we may apply Lemma
to § with r, m being as above, and s = b, to conclude that 8, = f;,,(3)-1 and ;5 =
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B, = B + 1. Applying this to (58) yields
Tt flex (b)) < B4 A Bt + Bis) — 1
=M+ -+ Bt (Bp+1)—1
=061+ + 05
<A+
where the final inequality follows from and the definition of ; this again proves (51).

Case (B): (b € seg? (B) (i.e., b = in(3)—1)and r € seg; 1 (8))Ifb < s <r, thens € seg},, ()
and thus 3, > 5,. For such an s, if a left swap involving indices b and s occurred in the
transformation from f to 7, then it follows from Lemma 3.6(I1I) that

(59) Ty > Bs = Br = M.

This contradicts b’s definition. So such a left swap cannot exist. This, with Lemma [3.6(TII)
means s is not the right index of a left swap in the 3 to 7 transformation. Notice

6@',“(5)—1 = ﬁb < ﬂr < 537

where the middle inequality is by (9). Thus, since s € seg;., ,,(5), by applying Lemma
to § with i = s we conclude that

(60) Bs > Py forall t > s.

Hence s cannot be the leftmost index of a left swap that transforms 3 to 7.
All of the above analysis, together with the definition of 3, shows that

(61) Bs =15 for 1 < s < rwith s # 0.

A similar argument proves
(62) Bs = s for 1 < s < r with s # b.

More precisely, if b < s < r then s € seg;,,,(3) and 8, > , (by the minimality of r).
From this, we get a variation of which says v, > 85 > 5, = 7, (a contradiction). The
remainder of the argument is the same.

Further, we claim:
(63) By <my<vw=p0<fs=1sforb<s<r.

The first inequality is by Lemma [3.6(III). The next inequality is from the definition of b.
The equality thereafter is . The next inequality is since s < r and s, r € seg},. (). The
remaining equality is (61).

Now, says, in particular, that 7, < 7,44. Since 7 € mf ! (by the proof of Proposi-
tion[2.17), it avoids (0, 1,2). Hence 7,1 > 7,. This combined with implies

(64) b€ seg’ (1) and i, (B) = ip(7) = b+ 1.

If r = in(B), then r — 1 = b (by this case’s assumption). Since b € seg?, (7), then 8, <
Bir1(8)—1 (otherwise (55, (8)-1, Bp, Bp+1) =~ (0,1,2)). Hence rmin.(r — 1) = rmin.(b) = b.
Otherwise, if r > i,,(/3), then (61)) and (63) imply rmin.(r — 1) = b. Hence,

(65) Trmin, (r—1) = Tb

If r = i,(3), then r — 1 = b (by this case’s assumption). By definition and (64),
rmax, (b) = i, (7) = im(B) = b+ 1 = r. Otherwise, r > i,,(3). Now, by (60), 3. > 5, for
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definition (31), that rmax,(r — 1) = r. This, combined with (6I), implies
(66) Trmax, (r—1) = Tpr = 57‘
Case (B).1: (Temin, (r—1) = Trmax,(r—1)) By (2), flex.(r — 1) = 0. Then (61), (62), and the
definition of b, imply
nt Ao flex,(r=1)=m+--+1 1 <M+ + 1

Case (B)Z (Trmin.,-(r—l) < 7—rmaxT(r—l)) Here/ HEXT(T - ]-) = Trmax,(r—1) = Trmin, (r—1) — 1, and /
65), (66), (62), and (in that order) give
it flex (r = 1) =814+ Byt + 7+ Bopr + - Bt F Trmae () — Trming (5) — 1
=0+t F Ottt G+ 61— 1
=B+ A+ Bt Bt Lo+ + B — 1
<Mt Yo

all t > r. This, combined with and (63), implies 7. > 7 for all ¢ > r. This implies, by

Case (C): (b € seg? (B) (ie., b =i, (8) — 1) and r > i,,41(8)) Define

(67) z=max{v:v € seg,, 1(B), By > Bi,.,.(5), and B, > Bi,.(5)-1}-

Note that z € [1,n] since the set is nonempty: it always contains i,,(5). Clearly, z < r
since r > iy, 41(f) € seg,,,o. Letb < s < z < r. Then f, # S, by the minimality of . By
definition of seg,,,, and of z, 5, > 5. > B;,.(s)-1. Thusif 3, < B,, then (5;,,(8)-1, Bs, Br) =~
(0,1,2). Hence 5 > f,. For such an s, if a left swap involving indices b and s occurred in
the transformation from § to 7, then it follows from Lemma [3.6(III) that

(68) Ty 2 Bs > 6r = -

This contradicts b’s definition. Thus such a left swap cannot exist. This, with Lemma 3.6(III)
means s is not the right index of any left swap in the transformation from /3 to 7. Notice

Bim(ﬂ)fl = 6b < Br < Bsa

where the middle inequality is by (49). Thus, since 3, > . > 3;,,(3-1 and s € seg,,,(5),
we may apply Lemma 3.9]to 3 with ¢ = s to conclude that

(69) By > [, forallt > s.

Hence s cannot be the leftmost index of a left swap that transforms 5 to 7.
All of the above analysis, together with the definition of 3, shows that

(70) Bs =Tsfor1 < s < zwith s #b.

The same argument, replacing 7 with  throughout proves
(71) Bs = s forl < s < zwith s #b.

Further, we have the following inequality
(72) By <mp <=0 <Bs=T1forb<s<z<r.
The first inequality is by Lemma [3.6(III). The next inequality is from the definition of
b. The equality thereafter is (#9). The next inequality is by the minimality of r. The
remaining equality is (70).

Then implies 7;,,(g-1 = T < 7. This, with and (72), implies rmin.(z) = b. Thus
(73) Trmin(z) = Tb-
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Let 2 < t < ipy41(B). First suppose 53;,,.,(3 < Bi. Then the maximality of ~ implies
B¢ < Binp)—1- This implies 3, < ;5 < Bt < Bi.s—1 = B» (Where the first inequality
follows from Lemma 3.9)applied to i,,11(3)). This inequality contradicts #9). Hence

(74) Biir(8) > Br-

Lemma applied to i,,,+1(3), implies ;.. (5 > B, for all v > i,,,41(3). Combining this
with (74) shows that in fact

(75) Bivir(8) = Bo, forallv > 2.

Now, by and (75), B;,,.,(3) > T, forall v > 2. Since rmax,(z) > z (by definition),
(76) Trmax, (z) < ﬁim+1(5)-

Case (C).1: (Trmin, () = Trmax, () BY (32), flex,(z) =0. Then (70), (71), and b’s definition imply
At A Aflex(2) =+ F <+ + 7.

Case (C).2: (Tumin, () < Trmax () NOW, flex:(2) = Timax, (z) = Tomin. (- — 1, and (70), (73),

shows

Tt flex (2)= B+ 4+ Bor + T+ Born o+ Be F Trmaxe (2) — Trming (2) — 1
(77) <Bi+ -+ttt Bt Bipae) — T — 1
=0+ A Bor F B (@) F Ooa A =

We have two subcases:
Case (C).2.1: (r = i11(8)) Then (49), and give
Tt flex (2) < B+ B+ B t B Be=

Case (C).2.2: (r > in11(8)) By (62), we may apply Lemma 2.9| to 5 with r,m + 1 being
as above, and s = b. Since says [, < [, said lemma shows ;. .,s = 5, = 5 + 1.

Applying this to yields
Tt T flexc(2) < Bt A+ Bot + Biae) T B o+ B — 1

=6+ + 05

<yt
where the final inequality follows from and (71). 0
Corollary 3.11. Let v, 7 € Iswap(«) with v >, 7. If T € qKT(7), S € qKT(7), then wt(T') #

wt(S).

Proof. Suppose not, and ;¢ = wt(7T") = wt(S). Then the two parts of Lemma 3.5/ give
it <t ST+ T+ flex (b)
for all b € [1,n]. This contradicts Proposition [3.10] O

Conclusion of the proof of sufficiency: Define o/ € Comp, by o = a; + 1. Since a € KM,
then o/ € mf ' Observe, ky = 1+, - k,. Therefore , is multiplicity-free if and
only if k. is multiplicity-free. Now, k,/ is the sum of ®4 for § € Qlswap(a’) = Iswap(c/).
Each of these Dg’s are multiplicity-free by Theorem [2.6] Their sum is multiplicity-free by
Corollary Hence &, is multiplicity-free. O
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