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AN ADDITIVE BASIS FOR THE COHOMOLOGY RINGS OF
REGULAR NILPOTENT HESSENBERG VARIETIES

MAKOTO ENOKIZONO, TATSUYA HORIGUCHI, TAKAHIRO NAGAOKA,
AND AKIYOSHI TSUCHIYA

Abstract. In this paper we construct an additive basis for the cohomology ring of a
regular nilpotent Hessenberg variety which is obtained by extending all Poincaré duals
of smaller regular nilpotent Hessenberg subvarieties. In particular, all of the Poincaré
duals of smaller regular nilpotent Hessenberg subvarieties are linearly independent.
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1. Introduction

Hessenberg varieties are subvarieties of a full flag variety, which are introduced by
De Mari–Procesi–Shayman ([6, 7]). Their topology makes connections with other re-
search areas such as the logarithmic derivation modules in hyperplane arrangements and
Stanley’s chromatic symmetric functions in graph theory (see e.g. the survey article [3]).

In this paper, we consider regular nilpotent Hessenberg varieties Hess(N, I) where N
is a regular nilpotent element and I is a lower ideal (see Section 2 for the definitions).
They can be regarded as a (discrete) family of subvarieties of the flag variety connecting
the Peterson variety and the flag variety itself. Here, the Peterson variety arises in the
study of the quantum cohomology of the flag variety ([14, 18]). An explicit presentation
by generators and relations of the cohomology ring1 of the Peterson variety is given by [9]
in type A, and soon after is given by [10] in all Lie types. Then, the results in the special
case of Peterson varieties can be generalized to arbitrary regular nilpotent Hessenberg
varieties ([2, 4, 8]).

Our result gives an explicit additive basis for the cohomology ring of a regular nilpotent
Hessenberg variety in classical types and type G using an explicit presentation of the

Key words and phrases. flag varieties, Hessenberg varieties, Poincaré dual.
1In this paper, unless stated otherwise, we work with singular cohomology with coefficients in R.
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cohomology ring. This basis is motivated as follows. The flag variety admits a complex
cellular decomposition by the Schubert cells, which implies that the Poincaré duals of
Schubert varieties in the flag variety form an additive basis for the cohomology of the
flag variety. More generally, given a Schubert variety Xw, the homology classes of smaller
Schubert varieties Xw′ in Xw (w′ ≤ w in Bruhat order) form an additive basis for the
homology of the given Schubert variety Xw. Motivated by this result, we can also ask
related questions:

(1) Given a regular nilpotent Hessenberg variety Hess(N, I), is the set of Poincaré
duals of smaller regular nilpotent Hessenberg subvarieties Hess(N, I ′) in Hess(N, I)
(I ′ ⊂ I in a natural inclusion) linearly independent?

(2) If the question (1) is true, then can we find a “natural” basis B for the cohomology
of Hess(N, I) so that B extends the set of Poincaré duals of smaller regular nilpo-
tent Hessenberg subvarieties Hess(N, I ′) in Hess(N, I)? Here, we say that a basis
B of H∗(Hess(N, I)) extends the set of Poincaré duals of Hess(N, I ′) for I ′ ⊂ I if
[Hess(N, I ′)] ∈ B for all I ′ ⊂ I.

In the question (1) above, the Poincaré dual of Hess(N, I ′) can be written as certain mono-
mial in positive roots. From this fact, we can expect a natural basis for the cohomology
of Hess(N, I) whose elements are monomials in positive roots in the question (2).

Our first main result is to construct such a basis. In order to describe our basis, we
need a notion of Hessenberg functions h. The Hessenberg function h uniquely determines
a lower ideal I, but we remark that this notion depends on a choice of a decomposition
Φ+ =

∐n

i=1 Φ+
i of the set of positive roots Φ+. (See Section 3 for more details.) Here and

below, we choose some decomposition Φ+ =
∐n

i=1 Φ+
i described in Sections 5 and 6, and

Hess(N, I) is denoted by Hess(N, h) where h is the Hessenberg function which corresponds
to the lower ideal I. We now describe the main result of this paper. All undefined terms
are specified in the sections below.

Theorem 1.1. Let Hess(N, h) be a regular nilpotent Hessenberg variety of types A,B,C,G
of rank n. We fix a permutation w(i) on a set {i+1, i+2, . . . , h(i)} for each i = 1, . . . , n.
Then, the following cohomology classes

(1.1)
n∏

i=1

αi,w(i)(h(i)) · αi,w(i)(h(i)−1) · · ·αi,w(i)(h(i)−mi+1),

with 0 ≤ mi ≤ h(i) − i, form an additive basis for the cohomology H∗(Hess(N, h)) over

R. Here, we take the convention αi,w(i)(h(i)) ·αi,w(i)(h(i)−1) · · ·αi,w(i)(h(i)−mi+1) = 1 whenever

mi = 0.

The αi,j in (1.1) denotes a positive root (see Section 5 for the definition). The basis in
Theorem 1.1 is, in fact, an extended basis of all Poincaré duals [Hess(N, h′)] of smaller
regular nilpotent Hessenberg varieties Hess(N, h′) in H∗(Hess(N, h)) (h′ ⊂ h in a natural
inclusion, i.e., h′(i) ≤ h(i) for any i = 1, . . . , n). More specifically, take the identity maps
as permutations w(i) in Theorem 1.1. Then we will see that the cohomology class in (1.1)
for mi = h(i)− h′(i) (1 ≤ i ≤ n) is the Poincaré dual [Hess(N, h′)] in H∗(Hess(N, h)) up
to a non-zero scalar multiplication in Section 3. Hence, Theorem 1.1 gives an affirmative
answer to the questions (1) and (2) for types A,B,C,G.

It is technically difficult to construct a positive root basis for the cohomology of
Hess(N, h) in type D. Nevertheless we are able to prove the linear independence of
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the set of Poincaré duals of smaller regular nilpotent Hessenberg varieties Hess(N, h′) by
constructing a different type of a basis as follows.

Theorem 1.2. Let Hess(N, h) be a regular nilpotent Hessenberg variety of type D of rank

n. Then, the following cohomology classes

(1.2)
n∏

i=1

α
(h−m)
i,h(i) · α(h−m)

i,h(i)−1 · · ·α
(h−m)
i,h(i)−mi+1,

with 0 ≤ mi ≤ h(i) − i, form an additive basis for the cohomology H∗(Hess(N, h)) over

R. Here, we take the convention α
(h−m)
i,h(i) · α(h−m)

i,h(i)−1 · · ·α
(h−m)
i,h(i)−mi+1 = 1 whenever mi = 0.

Note that α
(h−m)
i,j in (1.2) is not necessarily a positive root (see Section 6 for the defi-

nition), but it is a positive root if we take mi = h(i) − h′(i) for 1 ≤ i ≤ n (Lemma 7.1)
where h′ denotes a Hessenberg function with h′ ⊂ h. Thus, the cohomology class in (1.2)
for mi = h(i)− h′(i) (1 ≤ i ≤ n) is the Poincaré dual [Hess(N, h′)] in H∗(Hess(N, h)) up
to a non-zero scalar multiplication (see Section 3 for the details). Namely, the basis in
Theorem 1.2 is also an extended basis of all Poincaré duals [Hess(N, h′)] of smaller regular
nilpotent Hessenberg varieties Hess(N, h′) in H∗(Hess(N, h)).

We do expect the analogue of the linear independence to hold for other exceptional
types and give an affirmative answer to question (1) for types F4 and E6 by using Maple.
We summarize the results as follows.

Theorem 1.3. Let Hess(N, h) be a regular nilpotent Hessenberg variety of types An, Bn, Cn,

Dn, E6, F4, G2. Then, the set {[Hess(N, h′)] ∈ H∗(Hess(N, h)) | h′ ⊂ h} of the Poincaré

duals is linearly independent.

The paper is organized as follows. After reviewing the definition and properties of
Hessenberg varieties in Section 2, we introduce the main object of the paper, namely
the Poincaré duals of regular nilpotent Hessenberg varieties, in Section 3. A key lemma
in commutative algebra, necessary for the proof of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2, is recorded in
Section 4. We prove Theorem 1.1 in type A and explain how to adjust the proof in types
B, C, and G, in Section 5. We sketch the outline of the proof of Theorem 1.2 in Section 6
and discuss the linear independence of the Poincaré duals (Theorem 1.3) in Section 7.
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2. Hessenberg varieties

Let G be a semisimple linear algebraic group of rank n and fix a Borel subgroup B
of G. We denote by g and b the Lie algebras of G and B, respectively. A Hessenberg
space is defined to be a b-submodule of g containing b. Fix a set {α1, . . . , αn} of simple
roots and we denote by Φ+ the set of positive roots. A subset I ⊂ Φ+ is called a lower
ideal if it satisfies the following condition:

if α ∈ Φ+ and β ∈ I with α � β, then α ∈ I,

where α � β if and only if β − α can be written as a linear combination of the simple
roots α1, . . . , αn with non-negative coefficients.

One can see that there is one-to-one correspondence between the set of lower ideals and
the set of Hessenberg spaces which sends I ⊂ Φ+ to

H(I) := b⊕
(⊕

α∈I

g−α

)
,

where gα is the root space for a root α. The Hessenberg variety Hess(X, I) associated
with an element X ∈ g and a lower ideal I ⊂ Φ+ is defined to be the following subvariety
of the flag variety G/B:

Hess(X, I) := {gB ∈ G/B | Ad(g−1)(X) ∈ H(I)}.
An element X ∈ g is nilpotent if ad(X) is nilpotent, i.e., ad(X)k = 0 for some k >
0. An element X ∈ g is regular if the G-orbit G · X under the adjoint action has
the largest possible dimension. In this paper, we concentrate on Hessenberg varieties
Hess(N, I) for a regular nilpotent element N ∈ g which are called regular nilpotent
Hessenberg varieties. Note that if I = Φ+, then Hess(N, I) coincides with the flag
variety G/B. If we take I as the set {α1, . . . , αn} of simple roots, then the associated
regular nilpotent Hessenberg variety is called the Peterson variety which arises in the
study of the quantum cohomology of the flag variety ([14, 18]). The following results are
some basic properties of Hess(N, I):

(1) Hess(N, I) has no odd degree cohomology and the complex dimension of Hess(N, I)
is given by |I| ([15]).

(2) Hess(N, I) is irreducible ([1, 17]).
(3) Hess(N, I) has a singular point in general ([13, 14]).

Let T be a maximal torus contained in the Borel subgroup B and T̂ the character group
of T . Any character α ∈ T̂ extends to a character of B, so α defines a complex line bundle
Lα := G×BC over the flag variety G/B. Here, Lα is the quotient of the product G×C by
the right B-action given by (g, z) · b = (gb, α(b)z) for b ∈ B and (g, z) ∈ G× C. To each

α ∈ T̂ we assign the Euler class e(Lα) ∈ H2(G/B). In what follows, we regard T̂ as an

additive group so that T̂ ⊗ZR is identified with the dual space t∗ of the Lie algebra of the
maximal compact torus TR. According to Borel’s theorem [5], the ring homomorphism

(2.1) ϕ : R = Sym(t∗) → H∗(G/B); α 7→ e(Lα)

is surjective. Composing ϕ with the restriction map H∗(G/B) → H∗(Hess(N, I)), we
have a ring homomorphism

(2.2) ϕI : R → H∗(Hess(N, I)); α 7→ e(Lα)|Hess(N,I)
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where e(Lα)|Hess(N,I) ∈ H2(Hess(N, I)) denotes the restriction of the Euler class e(Lα) ∈
H2(G/B).

Theorem 2.1 ([4]). Let I be a lower ideal and Hess(N, I) the associated regular nilpotent

Hessenberg variety. Then, the following holds.

(1) The ring homomorphism ϕI in (2.2) is surjective.

(2) The cohomology ring H∗(Hess(N, I)) is a Poincaré duality algebra, namely the

usual paring H2k(Hess(N, I))×H2|I|−2k(Hess(N, I)) → H2|I|(Hess(N, I)) ∼= R via

the cup product is non-degenerate.

(3) The Poincaré polynomial of Hess(N, I) is equal to

(2.3) Poin(Hess(N, I),
√
t) =

∏

α∈I

1− tht(α)+1

1− tht(α)

where ht(α) denotes the height of a root α.

Remark 2.2. A regular nilpotent Hessenberg variety is singular in general, but its coho-
mology ring is a Poincaré duality algebra.

3. Gysin map

In this section we begin with the Gysin map among regular nilpotent Hessenberg va-
rieties. We then define the Poincaré duals of regular nilpotent Hessenberg varieties and
explain their properties.

Let I and I ′ be two lower ideals with I ′ ⊂ I. By the definition of Hessenberg varieties,
we have the inclusion map ι : Hess(N, I ′) ⊂ Hess(N, I). Since the cohomology rings of
regular nilpotent Hessenberg varieties are Poincaré duality algebras, we can algebraically
define the Gysin map

(3.1) ι! : H
∗(Hess(N, I ′)) → H∗+2c(Hess(N, I))

where c := |I| − |I ′| is the complex codimention of Hess(N, I ′) in Hess(N, I). More
specifically, the Gysin map is defined to be the following composition map

ι! : H
2k(Hess(N, I ′)) ∼= H2|I′|−2k(Hess(N, I ′))

ι∗−→ H2|I′|−2k(Hess(N, I)) ∼= H2k+2c(Hess(N, I))

where the first and the third isomorphisms are the Poincaré duality maps and the second
map ι∗ denotes the pushforward of the inclusion ι. Here, we need to determine an iden-
tification between the top degree cohomology H2|I|(Hess(N, I)) and R. In this paper we
take as a generator xN

I for H2|I|(Hess(N, I)) an element

xN
I :=

1

|WI |
∏

α∈I

e(Lα)|Hess(N,I),

where WI is the parabolic subgroup of the Weyl group W associated with simple roots
contained in I, namely WI is generated by simple reflections si associated with simple
roots αi in I. Then, the evaluation map for Hess(N, I) is given by

(3.2)

∫
: H2|I|(Hess(N, I))

∼=−→ R; xN
I 7→ 1.

We briefly explain below why we take xN
I as the generator for H2|I|(Hess(N, I)). Let

S ∈ g be a regular semisimple element (i.e., ad(X) is diagonalizable) and we consider the
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associated Hessenberg varieties Hess(S, I) which are called regular semisimple Hes-
senberg varieties. It is known that Hess(S, I) is connected if and only if I contains all
simple roots ([6, Corollary 9]). We first consider the case when Hess(S, I) is connected,
namely I contains all simple roots. Since Hess(S, I) is compact and smooth ([6, Theorem
6]), the evaluation map on the fundamental class of Hess(S, I) gives the isomorphism

(3.3)

∫
: H2|I|(Hess(S, I);Z)

∼=−→ Z.

Here, the Poincaré dual of a point in Hess(S, I) is given by

(3.4) [pt] =
1

|W |
∏

α∈I

e(Lα)|Hess(S,I) in H∗(Hess(S, I)).

In fact,
∏

α∈I e(Lα)|Hess(S,I) is the Euler class of the tangent bundle of Hess(S, I) and the
Euler characteristic is equal to |W | ([6, Lemma 7 and Theorem 8]).

The cohomology ring H∗(Hess(S, I)) admits the Weyl group action introduced by Ty-
moczko ([21]). The Euler class e(Lα)|Hess(S,I) is W -invariant for arbitrary roots α ([4,
Lemma 8.8.]), so the Poincaré dual of a point is also W -invariant by (3.4). Hence, (3.3)
leads us to the evaluation map

∫
: H2|I|(Hess(S, I))W = H2|I|(Hess(S, I))

∼=−→ R;
1

|W |
∏

α∈I

e(Lα)|Hess(S,I) 7→ 1.(3.5)

However, by the results of [2, 4] there is a ring isomorphism between H∗(Hess(N, I)) and
H∗(Hess(S, I))W so that the following diagram commutes:

(3.6) H∗(G/B)

vv♥♥
♥♥
♥♥
♥♥
♥♥
♥♥

((◗
◗◗

◗◗
◗◗

◗◗
◗◗

◗

H∗(Hess(N, I))
∼= // H∗(Hess(S, I))W

where the slanting arrows denote restriction maps which are surjective. In particular,
the isomorphism H∗(Hess(N, I)) ∼= H∗(Hess(S, I))W sends the Euler class e(Lα)|Hess(N,I)

in Hess(N, I) to the Euler class e(Lα)|Hess(S,I) in Hess(S, I). The evaluation map (3.5)
through the isomorphism H∗(Hess(N, I)) ∼= H∗(Hess(S, I))W is nothing but (3.2) because
now I contains all simple roots.

When I is an arbitrary lower ideal, we put

xS
I :=

1

|WI |
∏

α∈I

e(Lα)|Hess(S,I)

and define the evaluation map by

(3.7)

∫
: H2|I|(Hess(S, I))W

∼=−→ R; xS
I 7→ 1.

Then, (3.7) corresponds to (3.2) under the isomorphismH∗(Hess(N, I)) ∼= H∗(Hess(S, I))W .
Using the Gysin map (3.1), we define the Poincaré dual of Hess(N, I ′) in Hess(N, I) by

[Hess(N, I ′)] := ι!(1) ∈ H2(|I|−|I′|)(Hess(N, I)).
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Lemma 3.1 ([4]). Let I ′ and I be lower ideals with I ′ ⊂ I. Then, the Gysin map ι! :
H∗(Hess(N, I ′)) → H∗(Hess(N, I)) in (3.1) is injective. The Poincaré dual of Hess(N, I ′)
in Hess(N, I) is equal to

(3.8) [Hess(N, I ′)] =
|WI′|
|WI |

∏

α∈I\I′

e(Lα)|Hess(N,I) in H∗(Hess(N, I)).

For the convenience of the reader, we here explain Lemma 3.1 briefly. By [4, Lemma 8.11]
the Poincaré dual of Hess(S, I ′) in Hess(S, I) is equal to

(3.9) [Hess(S, I ′)] =
∏

α∈I\I′

e(Lα)|Hess(S,I) in H∗(Hess(S, I)).

Since the Gysin map j! : H
∗(Hess(S, I ′)) → H∗+2(|I|−|I′|)(Hess(S, I)) is W -equivariant ([4,

Proposition 8.12]), it induces j! : H
∗(Hess(S, I ′))W → H∗+2(|I|−|I′|)(Hess(S, I))W and we

have

j!(x
S
I′) =

(
1

|WI′|
∏

α∈I′

e(Lα)|Hess(S,I)

)
·


 ∏

α∈I\I′

e(Lα)|Hess(S,I)


 =

|WI |
|WI′|

xS
I .

On the other hand, we can define algebraically the Gysin map jW! : H∗(Hess(S, I ′))W →
H∗+2(|I|−|I′|)(Hess(S, I))W by using the identification in (3.7). Then, jW! maps the gen-
erator xS

I′ ∈ H2|I′|(Hess(S, I ′))W to the generator xS
I ∈ H2|I|(Hess(S, I))W . That is, this

makes the following commutative diagram:

H∗(Hess(S, I ′))

|W
I′ |

|WI |
j!

// H∗(Hess(S, I))

H∗(Hess(S, I ′))W
?�

OO

jW! // H∗(Hess(S, I))W .
?�

OO

Therefore, we conclude that jW! (1) =
|WI′ |

|WI |

∏
α∈I\I′ e(Lα)|Hess(S,I), which implies (3.8).

Next, we see the injectivity for the Gysin map. One has H∗(Hess(N, I)) ∼= R/ kerϕI

by Theorem 2.1. Setting βI
I′ :=

|WI′ |

|WI |

∏
α∈I\I′ α ∈ R, a relation between kerϕI and kerϕI′

is given by kerϕI′ = kerϕI : βI
I′ ([4, Proposition 4.2]) and hence the multiplication map

R/ kerϕI′
×βI

I′−−→ R/ kerϕI by βI
I′ is injective. One can easily see that this map corre-

sponds to the Gysin map ι! : H
∗(Hess(N, I ′)) → H∗(Hess(N, I)) under the isomorphism

H∗(Hess(N, I)) ∼= R/ kerϕI . More specifically, the following commutative diagram holds.

(3.10)

H∗(Hess(N, I ′))
ι!−−−→ H∗(Hess(N, I))

∼=

y
y∼=

R/ kerϕI′
×βI

I′−−−→ R/ kerϕI

Therefore, we conclude that ι! is injective.

Remark 3.2. Let I = Φ+. If I ′ contains all simple roots, then the formula in (3.8)
coincides with the usual definition of the Poincaré dual of the subvariety Hess(N, I ′) ([1,
Corollary 3.9]).
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The main theorem is to construct an additive basis B for H∗(Hess(N, I)) such that
B extends the set {[Hess(N, I ′)] ∈ H∗(Hess(N, I)) | I ′ ⊂ I}. In order to construct an
additive basis, we need a notion of Hessenberg functions as described below.

Definition 3.3. Let e1, e2, . . . , en be the exponents2 of the Weyl group W . We define a
decomposition Φ+ =

∐n

i=1 Φ+
i as follows. For i = 1, 2, . . . , n, Φ+

i is a set of positive roots
αi,i+1, αi,i+2, . . . , αi,i+ei such that

αi,i+1 = αi the simple root,(3.11)

αi,j ⋖ αi,j+1 for any j with i < j < i+ ei.(3.12)

Here, we denote the covering relation by the symbol ⋖, namely, there is no element β ∈ Φ+

such that αi,j < β < αi,j+1.

Definition 3.4. Let Φ+ =
∐n

i=1 Φ+
i be a decomposition in Definition 3.3. Then the

Hessenberg function hI : {1, 2, . . . , n} → Z≥0 associated with a lower ideal I is
defined by

(3.13) hI(i) := i+#(I ∩ Φ+
i )

for 1 ≤ i ≤ n.

Example 3.5. Consider the A3 root system with Φ+ = {xi − xj | 1 ≤ i < j ≤ 4}. We
take the simple roots α1, α2, α3 as αi = xi − xi+1 for 1 ≤ i ≤ 3.

(1) Let e1 = 3, e2 = 2, e3 = 1 and define

Φ+
1 = {x1 − x2, x1 − x3, x1 − x4},Φ+

2 = {x2 − x3, x2 − x4},Φ+
3 = {x3 − x4}.

Then, the decomposition Φ+ =
∐3

i=1 Φ+
i satisfies (3.11) and (3.12). If we take a

lower ideal I as I = {x1 − x2, x1 − x3, x2 − x3, x3 − x4}, then the corresponding
Hessenberg function hI is given by hI(1) = 2, hI(2) = 1, and hI(3) = 1.

(2) Taking e1 = 1, e2 = 3, e3 = 2 and

Φ+
1 = {x1 − x2},Φ+

2 = {x2 − x3, x1 − x3, x1 − x4},Φ+
3 = {x3 − x4, x2 − x4},

the decomposition Φ+ =
∐3

i=1 Φ+
i also satisfies (3.11) and (3.12). In this case,

the Hessenberg function hI associated with I = {x1−x2, x1−x3, x2−x3, x3−x4}
is defined by hI(1) = 1, hI(2) = 2, and hI(3) = 1.

Remark 3.6. As seen in the example above, the definition of Hessenberg function hI

depends on a choice of a decomposition Φ+ =
∐n

i=1 Φ+
i in Definition 3.3. In later sections

we will choose some decomposition Φ+ =
∐n

i=1 Φ+
i on each type, which corresponds to

the original definition of Hessenberg function (see [6, 7, 20]).

Let Φ+ =
∐n

i=1 Φ+
i be a decomposition in Definition 3.3. Let h be the Hessenberg

function associated with a lower ideal I. Then, we denote by Hess(N, h) the regular
nilpotent Hessenberg variety Hess(N, I). We can rewrite (2.3) as

(3.14) Poin(Hess(N, h),
√
t) =

n∏

i=1

(1 + t+ t2 + · · ·+ th(i)−i).

2For the list of exponents e1, . . . , en, see for example [12, p.59 Table 1 and p.81 Theorem 3.19].
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In particular, one has

dimC Hess(N, h) =
n∑

i=1

(h(i)− i).

For any two Hessenberg functions h and h′, we define h′ ⊂ h if h′(i) ≤ h(i) for any
i = 1, . . . , n. Then, one can easily see that

(3.15) h′ ⊂ h ⇐⇒ Hess(N, h′) ⊂ Hess(N, h).

We also rewrite (3.8) as

(3.16) [Hess(N, h′)] =
|Wh′|
|Wh|

n∏

i=1

h(i)∏

j=h′(i)+1

e(Lαi,j
)|Hess(N,h) in H∗(Hess(N, h)),

where Wh is the parabolic subgroup generated by simple reflections si for i with h(i) > i.

In particular, the coefficient
|Wh′ |

|Wh|
in (3.16) is equal to 1 whenever h(i) > i and h′(i) > i

for all i = 1, . . . , n.

Remark 3.7. We use two notations Hess(N, I) and Hess(N, h) for regular nilpotent Hes-
senberg varieties. The first notation Hess(N, I) is useful to uniformly define Hessenberg
varieties across Lie types, whereas the second notation Hess(N, h) is needed for a con-
struction of an additive basis for H∗(Hess(N, h)) which will be explained in next section.

4. A preliminary lemma in commutative algebra

Our arguments depend heavily on techniques from commutative algebra. We begin
with the definition of a regular sequence.

Definition 4.1. Let S be a ring. A sequence θ1, . . . , θr ∈ S is called a regular sequence
of S if it satisfies the following two conditions:

(i) θi is not a zero-divisor in S/(θ1, . . . , θi−1) for i = 1, . . . , r,
(ii) S/(θ1, . . . , θr) 6= 0.

Recall that a finitely generated graded R-algebra R is Artinian if and only if it is a
finite-dimensional vector space over R. Let S = R[x1, . . . , xn] be a polynomial ring with
deg xi = 1 for any i = 1, . . . , n and I a homogeneous ideal of S. Then, the Hilbert series
of the quotient graded ring R := S/I is defined to be

F (R, t) =
∑

i

(dimR Ri) t
i

where Ri is the degree i piece of R. The graded R-algebra R = S/I is a complete
intersection if I is generated by a regular sequence of S. Let f1, . . . , fi be a regular
sequence of S. It is known that if R = S/(f1, . . . , fi) is complete intersection, then its
Krull dimension is n− i. In particular, R is Artinian if and only if i = n. The following
fact is well-known in commutative algebra (see e.g. [19, p.35].)
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Lemma 4.2. If the quotient ring R = S/I is Artinian and I is generated by n homo-

geneous polynomials f1, . . . , fn, then R is complete intersection. Moreover, the Hilbert

series of R is given by

F (R, t) =
n∏

i=1

(1 + t+ t2 + · · ·+ tdeg fi−1).

The following lemma is useful for proving the main theorem.

Lemma 4.3. Let g1, . . . , gn ∈ S be a regular sequence of S. Assume that gn = g′n · g′′n for

some polynomials g′n, g
′′
n ∈ S. Then, the map given by multiplication of g′′n

×g′′n : S/(g1, . . . , gn−1, g
′
n) → S/(g1, . . . , gn−1, gn)

is injective.

Proof. Since gn is not a zero-divisor in S/(g1, . . . , gn−1), the map given by multiplication
of gn

×gn : S/(g1, . . . , gn−1)
×g′′n−−→ S/(g1, . . . , gn−1)

×g′n−−→ S/(g1, . . . , gn−1)

is injective, and hence the multiplication map

(4.1) × g′′n : S/(g1, . . . , gn−1) → S/(g1, . . . , gn−1)

is also injective. Let f ∈ S such that f · g′′n ∈ (g1, . . . , gn−1, gn). Then it is enough to show
that f ∈ (g1, . . . , gn−1, g

′
n). If we write f · g′′n =

∑n

i=1 Fi · gi for some polynomials Fi ∈ S,

then we have (f − Fn · g′n) · g′′n =
∑n−1

i=1 Fi · gi ∈ (g1, . . . , gn−1). By the injectivity of (4.1)
we have f − Fn · g′n ∈ (g1, . . . , gn−1) and hence f ∈ (g1, . . . , gn−1, g

′
n), as desired. �

5. Main theorem

In this section we discuss in detail Theorem 1.1 for type An−1. The proof of Theorem 1.1
for types B,C,G is similar to the proof for type A. We leave the proof for types B,C,G
as an exercise for the reader. In what follows, we frequently use the symbol [n] :=
{1, 2, . . . , n}.

A Hessenberg function for type An−1 is defined to be a function h : [n] → [n]
satisfying the following two conditions

(1) h(1) ≤ h(2) ≤ · · · ≤ h(n),
(2) h(i) ≥ i for i ∈ [n].

Note that h(n) = n by the definition. We frequently write a Hessenberg function by
listing its values in sequence, that is, h = (h(1), h(2), . . . , h(n)). It is useful to express a
Hessenberg function h pictorially by drawing a configuration of boxes on a square grid of
size n× n whose shaded boxes consist of boxes in the i-th row and the j-th column such
that j ≤ h(i) for i, j ∈ [n].

Example 5.1. Let n = 5. Then, h = (3, 5, 5, 5, 5) is a Hessenberg function for type A4

and the configuration of the shaded boxes is shown in Figure 1.
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Figure 1. The configuration corresponding to h = (3, 5, 5, 5, 5).

Let us denote a positive root by

αi,j = xi − xj for 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n

and define Φ+
i = {αi,j | i < j ≤ n}. Then, one can see that the set of lower ideals

I ⊂ Φ+
An−1

=
∐n−1

i=1 Φ+
i and the set of Hessenberg functions h for type An−1 are in one-

to-one correspondence which sends I to hI in (3.13). Note that we extend a Hessenberg
function hI : [n− 1] → [n− 1] to hI : [n] → [n] with hI(n) = n.

Example 5.2. The lower ideal associated with a Hessenberg function h = (3, 5, 5, 5, 5)
consists of positive roots in shaded boxes of h as shown in Figure 2.

x1 − x2 x1 − x3 x1 − x4 x1 − x5

x2 − x3 x2 − x4 x2 − x5

x3 − x4 x3 − x5

x4 − x5

Figure 2. The lower ideal associated with h = (3, 5, 5, 5, 5).

We now explain the polynomials f
An−1

i,j given in [2] which are used for describing the
cohomorogy ring H∗(Hess(N, h)). For 1 ≤ i ≤ j ≤ n, define a polynomial

f
An−1

i,j :=

i∑

k=1

(
j∏

ℓ=i+1

(xk − xℓ)

)
xk

with the convention
∏j

ℓ=i+1(xk − xℓ) = 1 whenever j = i.

Theorem 5.3. ([2, Theorem A], see also [4, Corollary 10.4]) Let h be a Hessenberg

function for type An−1 and Hess(N, h) the associated regular nilpotent Hessenberg variety.

Then there is an isomorphism of graded R-algebras

H∗(Hess(N, h)) ∼= R[x1, . . . , xn]/(f
An−1

1,h(1), . . . , f
An−1

n,h(n))

which sends each root α to the Euler class e(Lα)|Hess(N,h).

By abuse of notation, we think of α as the Euler class e(Lα)|Hess(N,h) for simplicity. We
restate Theorem 1.1 for type An−1 as follows.

Theorem 5.4. Let h be a Hessenberg function for type An−1 and Hess(N, h) the associ-

ated regular nilpotent Hessenberg variety. We fix a permutation w(i) on a set {i + 1, i +
2, . . . , h(i)} for each i = 1, . . . , n− 1. Then, the following set

(5.1)

{
n−1∏

i=1

αi,w(i)(h(i)) · αi,w(i)(h(i)−1) · · ·αi,w(i)(h(i)−mi+1)

∣∣∣∣∣ 0 ≤ mi ≤ h(i)− i

}
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forms a basis for the cohomology H∗(Hess(N, h)) over R. Here, we take the convention

αi,w(i)(h(i)) · αi,w(i)(h(i)−1) · · ·αi,w(i)(h(i)−mi+1) = 1 whenever mi = 0.

Note that a permutation w(i) in Theorem 5.4 determines an order on positive roots in
I ∩ Φ+

i .

Example 5.5. Let us consider a Hessenberg function h = (3, 5, 5, 5, 5). We take the
identity map as a permutation w(i) for each 1 ≤ i ≤ 5. Then, the factors of αi,h(i) ·
αi,h(i)−1 · · ·αi,h(i)−mi+1 pictorially show the right-most mi’s positive roots of shaded boxes
in the i-th row (see Figure 2). For example, if we take (m1, m2, m3, m4) = (1, 2, 1, 0), then
the product in (5.1) is equal to

(α1,3) · (α2,5 · α2,4) · (α3,5) · 1 = (x1 − x3)(x2 − x5)(x2 − x4)(x3 − x5).

Note that the product above is nothing but the Poincaré dual [Hess(N, h0)] for h0 =
(2, 3, 4, 5, 5) by the formula in (3.16).

The basis in Theorem 5.4 is, in fact, an extended basis of all Poincaré duals [Hess(N, h′)]
of smaller regular nilpotent Hessenberg varieties Hess(N, h′) in H∗(Hess(N, h)). We take
the identity maps as permutations w(i) in Theorem 5.4. For a smaller Hessenberg function
h′ ⊂ h, we put mi = h(i) − h′(i) for 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1. Then the cohomology class in (5.1)
is nothing but the Poincaré dual [Hess(N, h′)] in H∗(Hess(N, h)) up to a non-zero scalar
multiplication by (3.16).

Corollary 5.6. Let h be a Hessenberg function for type An−1 and Hess(N, h) the associ-

ated regular nilpotent Hessenberg variety. Then, the set of the Poincaré duals

{[Hess(N, h′)] ∈ H∗(Hess(N, h)) | h′ ⊂ h}

is linearly independent.

We first prove the special case of Theorem 5.4 when Hess(N, h) is the whole flag variety

G/B. For this purpose we need to slightly generalize the definition of f
An−1

i,j . For i ∈ [n]

and a vector ai = (ai1, . . . , aii) ∈ Ri, define a polynomial

fai

i,n = fai

i,n(x1, . . . , xn) :=
i∑

k=1

aik

(
n∏

ℓ=i+1

(xk − xℓ)

)
xk ∈ R[x1, . . . , xn].

For A(n−1) = (ai ∈ Ri | 1 ≤ i ≤ n) we also define a ring

(5.2) RA(n−1) = RA(n−1)(x1, . . . , xn) := R[x1, . . . , xn]/(f
ai

i,n | 1 ≤ i ≤ n).

If ai = (1, . . . , 1) for all i ∈ [n], then the ring RA(n−1) is isomorphic to the cohomology
ring of the flag variety for type An−1 by Theorem 5.3.

Lemma 5.7. Let j be a positive integer with 2 ≤ j ≤ n. Then the following ring isomor-

phism

RA(n−1)(x1, . . . , xn)/(x1 − xj) ∼= RA′
(n−2)(y1, . . . , yn−1)

holds for some A′
(n−2) = (a′

i ∈ Ri | 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1). Here, the isomorphism above is

realized by sending xi+1 to yi for 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1.



AN ADDITIVE BASIS FOR THE COHOMLOGY OF HESSENBERG VARIETIES 13

Proof. It suffices to check that the defining polynomials fai

i,n = fai

i,n(x1, . . . , xn) of the

ring RA(n−1)(x1, . . . , xn) are congruent to the defining polynomials f
a
′
i−1

i−1,n−1(y1, . . . , yn−1) of

RA′
(n−2)(y1, . . . , yn−1) modulo x1−xj . Here we take the convention f

a′
i−1

i−1,n−1(y1, . . . , yn−1) =
0 whenever i = 1.
Case (i): Suppose that i = 1. By the definition of fai

i,n we have

fa1
1,n = a11

(
n∏

ℓ=2

(x1 − xℓ)

)
x1 ≡ 0 (mod x1 − xj).

Case (ii): Suppose that 1 < i < j. As in the above case we may compute

fai

i,n =
i∑

k=1

aik

(
n∏

ℓ=i+1

(xk − xℓ)

)
xk

= ai1

(
n∏

ℓ=i+1

(x1 − xℓ)

)
x1 +

i∑

k=2

aik

(
n∏

ℓ=i+1

(xk − xℓ)

)
xk

≡
i∑

k=2

aik

(
n∏

ℓ=i+1

(xk − xℓ)

)
xk (mod x1 − xj)

=

i−1∑

k=1

ai k+1

(
n−1∏

ℓ=i

(yk − yℓ)

)
yk = f

a′
i−1

i−1,n−1(y1, . . . , yn−1)

where a′
i−1 = (ai2, . . . , aii).

Case (iii): Suppose that j ≤ i ≤ n. Then we have

fai

i,n =

i∑

k=1

aik

(
n∏

ℓ=i+1

(xk − xℓ)

)
xk

= ai1

(
n∏

ℓ=i+1

(x1 − xℓ)

)
x1 +

i∑

k=2

aik

(
n∏

ℓ=i+1

(xk − xℓ)

)
xk

≡ ai1

(
n∏

ℓ=i+1

(xj − xℓ)

)
xj +

i∑

k=2

aik

(
n∏

ℓ=i+1

(xk − xℓ)

)
xk (mod x1 − xj)

=
i∑

k=2

ãik

(
n∏

ℓ=i+1

(xk − xℓ)

)
xk (where ãik := aik + δkjai1)

=
i−1∑

k=1

ãi k+1

(
n−1∏

ℓ=i

(yk − yℓ)

)
yk = f

a
′
i−1

i−1,n−1(y1, . . . , yn−1)

where a′
i−1 = (ãi2, . . . , ãii).

In cases (i), (ii), and (iii) above we have shown that

fai

i,n(x1, . . . , xn) ≡
{
0 if i = 1

f
a
′
i−1

i−1,n−1(y1, . . . , yn−1) if 2 ≤ i ≤ n
(mod x1 − xj)
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for some vector a′
i−1 ∈ Ri−1 (2 ≤ i ≤ n). This shows RA(n−1)(x1, . . . , xn)/(x1 − xj) ∼=

RA′
(n−2)(y1, . . . , yn−1), as desired. �

Proposition 5.8. Suppose that the ring RA(n−1) in (5.2) is Artinian. We fix a permu-

tation w(i) on a set {i + 1, i + 2, . . . , n} for each i = 1, . . . , n − 1. Then, the following

monomials in positive roots

(5.3)
n−1∏

i=1

αi,w(i)(n) · αi,w(i)(n−1) · · ·αi,w(i)(n−mi+1),

with 0 ≤ mi ≤ n− i, form a basis for RA(n−1) over R.

Proof. From Lemma 4.2 the Hilbert series of RA(n−1) is equal to
∏n

i=1(1+t+t2+· · ·+tn−i).
Hence it is enough to prove the linear independence of the monomials in (5.3). We prove
this by induction on n.

First consider the base case n = 1. In this case, the only possible monomial in (5.3) is
1 and RA(0) = R. This proves the base case.

We proceed to the inductive step. Suppose now that n > 1 and that the claim holds
for n− 1, with any allowable choices of A′

(n−2) = (a′
i ∈ Ri | 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1). Assume that

there exist non-zero constants cm such that

(5.4)
∑

m=(m1,...,mn)
0≤mi≤n−i

cm

(
n−1∏

i=1

αi,w(i)(n) · αi,w(i)(n−1) · · ·αi,w(i)(n−mi+1)

)
= 0 in RA(n−1) .

Let m◦
1 be the minimal number m1 such that c(m1,...,mn) 6= 0. We first note that fa1

1,n is

non-zero since RA(n−1) is Artinian. We may assume without loss of generality that a11 = 1.
Then we have

(5.5)

(
n∏

ℓ=2

α1,w(1)(n−ℓ+2)

)
x1 =

(
n∏

ℓ=2

α1,ℓ

)
x1 = fa1

1,n = 0 in RA(n−1) .

Noting that
∏n−1

i=1 αi,w(i)(n) · αi,w(i)(n−1) · · ·αi,w(i)(n−mi+1) can be written as

(5.6)

(
m1+1∏

ℓ=2

α1,w(1)(n−ℓ+2)

)(
n−1∏

i=2

αi,w(i)(n) · αi,w(i)(n−1) · · ·αi,w(i)(n−mi+1)

)
,

the monomial in (5.6) multiplied by the product
∏n

ℓ=m◦
1+3(α1,w(1)(n−ℓ+2))x1 is equal to





0 if m1 6= m◦
1

g′′n ·
(

n−1∏

i=2

αi,w(i)(n) · αi,w(i)(n−1) · · ·αi,w(i)(n−mi+1)

)
if m1 = m◦

1

in RA(n−1) ,

by the minimality of m◦
1 and (5.5). Here, the polynomial g′′n is defined by

g′′n :=
∏

2≤ℓ≤n

ℓ 6=m◦
1
+2

(α1,w(1)(n−ℓ+2))x1.
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Hence, multiplying the both sides of (5.4) by the product
∏n

ℓ=m◦
1+3(α1,w(1)(n−ℓ+2))x1, we

obtain
(5.7)

g′′n ·




∑

m=(m1,...,mn)

0≤mi≤n−i, m1=m◦
1

cm

(
n−1∏

i=2

αi,w(i)(n) · αi,w(i)(n−1) · · ·αi,w(i)(n−mi+1)

)

 = 0 in RA(n−1) .

Let g′n := α1,w(1)(n−m◦
1)

and we note that fa1
1,n = g′n · g′′n. Then, Lemma 4.3 leads us to the

injective multiplication map
(5.8)
× g′′n : R[x1, . . . , xn]/(f

a2
2,n, . . . , f

an

n,n, g
′
n) →֒ R[x1, . . . , xn]/(f

a2
2,n, . . . , f

an

n,n, f
a1
1,n) = RA(n−1) .

Since R[x1, . . . , xn]/(f
a2
2,n, . . . , f

an
n,n, g

′
n) is isomorphic to RA(n−1)/(α1,w(1)(n−m◦

1)
), (5.7) and

the injectivity of the map in (5.8) yield the linear relation
(5.9)

∑

m=(m1,...,mn)

0≤mi≤n−i, m1=m◦
1

cm

(
n−1∏

i=2

αi,w(i)(n) · αi,w(i)(n−1) · · ·αi,w(i)(n−mi+1)

)
= 0 inRA(n−1)/(α1,w(1)(n−m◦

1)
).

However, Lemma 5.7 gives the isomorphism RA(n−1)/(α1,w(1)(n−m◦
1)
) ∼= RA′

(n−2)(y1, . . . , yn−1)
which sends xi+1 to yi for 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1. Setting βi,j := yi − yj = xi+1 − xj+1 = αi+1,j+1

for 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n− 1, we can rewrite (5.9) as

∑

m=(m◦
1,ℓ1,...,ℓn−1)

0≤ℓi≤n−1−i

cm

(
n−2∏

i=1

βi,v(i)(n−1) · βi,v(i)(n−2) · · ·βi,v(i)((n−1)−ℓi+1)

)
= 0 inRA′

(n−2)(y1, . . . , yn−1),

where v(i) is the permutation on the set {i + 1, i + 2, . . . , n − 1} defined by v(i)(s) =
w(i+1)(s + 1) − 1. This is a contradiction by the inductive assumption. Therefore, we
proved the linear independence of the monomials in (5.3), as desired. �

Now, we are in the position to give a proof of Theorem 5.4.

Proof of Theorem 5.4. By (3.14) it is enough to prove the linear independence of the
cohomology classes in (5.1). We proceed by decreasing induction on the dimension dh :=∑n

i=1(h(i)−i) of Hess(N, h). The base case of the flag variety follows from Proposition 5.8.
Suppose now that Hess(N, h) ( G/B and the claim holds for any Hessenberg function

h̃ with dh < dh̃. Since h 6= (n, n, . . . , n), we can take a Hessenberg function h̃ such that

h̃(k) = h(k) + 1 for some k and h̃(i) = h(i) for any i 6= k. By (3.10) the image of a

monomial in the set (5.1) under the Gysin map ι! : H
∗(Hess(N, h)) → H∗(Hess(N, h̃)) is

given by

αk,h̃(k) ·
(

n−1∏

i=1

αi,w(i)(h(i)) · αi,w(i)(h(i)−1) · · ·αi,w(i)(h(i)−mi+1)

)

up to a non-zero scalar multiplication and they are linearly independent inH∗(Hess(N, h̃))
by the inductive assumption. By the injectivity of the Gysin map ι! (Lemma 3.1) we
conclude that the cohomology classes in (5.1) are linearly independent in H∗(Hess(N, h)).
This completes the proof. �
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For the rest of this section, we discuss the cases of types B,C,G. A Hessenberg
function for type Bn and Cn is defined to be a function h : [n] → [2n] satisfying the
following three conditions

(1) i ≤ h(i) ≤ 2n+ 1− i for i ∈ [n],
(2) if h(i) 6= 2n+ 1− i, then h(i) ≤ h(i+ 1) for i = 1, . . . , n− 1,
(3) if h(i) = 2n+ 1− i, then h(i+ 1) = 2n+ 1− (i+ 1) for i = 1, . . . , n− 1.

We also define a Hessenberg function for type G2 as a function h : {1, 2, 3} →
{1, 2, . . . , 6} such that

(1) 1 ≤ h(1) ≤ 6, 2 ≤ h(2) ≤ 3, h(3) = 3,
(2) if h(1) ≥ 3, then h(2) = 3.

We define a subset Φ+
i = {αi,j | i < j ≤ 2n+ 1− i} of positive roots as follows:

Type Bn αi,j =





xi − xj if i+ 1 ≤ j ≤ n,

xi if j = n+ 1,

xi + x2n+2−j if n + 2 ≤ j ≤ 2n+ 1− i.

Type Cn αi,j =





xi − xj if i+ 1 ≤ j ≤ n,

xi + x2n+1−j if n + 1 ≤ j ≤ 2n− i,

2xi if j = 2n+ 1− i.

Type G2 α1,2 = x1 − x2, α1,3 = −x1 + x3, α1,4 = −x2 + x3,

α1,5 = x1 − 2x2 + x3, α1,6 = −x1 − x2 + 2x3,

α2,3 = −2x1 + x2 + x3.

Similarly to type A, we can pictorially describe a Hessenberg function h by drawing a
configuration of shaded boxes such that the lower ideal associated with h consists of
positive roots in the shaded boxes (see [4, Sections 10.3 and 10.4] or [8, Sections 5.2 and
5.3]). By [4, Corollaries 10.10, 10.15, and 10.18] we obtain an explicit presentation of the
cohomology ring of Hess(N, h) in types Bn, Cn, and G2. A similar argument using the
explicit presentation for H∗(Hess(N, h)) yields the proof of Theorem 1.1 for types B,C,G,
as described below. Recall that the argument in type A is based on the following two
properties.

(I) The Gysin map ι! : H
∗(Hess(N, h)) → H∗(Hess(N, h̃)) is injective and it is the

multiplication map by certain positive root if Hess(N, h) is codimension one in

Hess(N, h̃) (cf. Lemma 3.1).
(II) The generalized rings RA(n−1) of the cohomology rings of the flag varieties which

we introduced have a good property (Lemma 5.7).

In fact, the property (I) implies that the statement of Theorem 5.4 can be reduced to
the case when Hess(N, h) is the flag variety. When Hess(N, h) is the flag variety, the
statement of Theorem 5.4 can be proved by the property (II) above (Proposition 5.8).

Note that the property (I) holds for arbitrary Lie types. In type Bn one can consider
generalized rings RB(n) of H∗(G/B) which have a good property as in Lemma 5.7. As a
consequence, we can prove Theorem 1.3 for type B. Since the cohomology rings of the
flag varieties of types Bn and Cn are isomorphic, one can easily see that the statement of
Theorem 1.3 holds when Hess(N, h) is the type C flag variety. By using the property (I)
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above, we obtain the desired additive basis of H∗(Hess(N, h)) in Theorem 1.3 for type C.
Also, a similar manipulation yields Theorem 1.3 for type G2.

6. Type D

In this section we give an outline of the proof of Theorem 1.2. More details are explained
in Appendix A.

We define a Hessenberg function for type Dn by a function h : [n] → [2n − 1]
satisfying the following conditions:

(1) i ≤ h(i) ≤ 2n− 1− i for i = 1, . . . , n− 1;
(2) n ≤ h(n) ≤ 2n− 1;
(3) if h(i) 6= 2n− 1− i, then h(i) ≤ h(i+ 1) for i = 1, . . . , n− 2;
(4) if h(i) = 2n− 1− i, then h(i+ 1) = 2n− 1− (i+ 1) for i = 1, . . . , n− 2;
(5) if h(i) ≥ n+ 1, then h(n) ≥ 2n− i for i = 1, . . . , n− 2;3

(6) if h(n) ≥ 2n− i, then h(i) ≥ n− 1 for i = 1, . . . , n− 2.

Similarly to type A, we can also pictorially describe a Hessenberg function h by drawing
a configuration of shaded boxes in this case ([8, Section 5.4]). For this purpose we need
to explain the coordinate in type Dn. Drawing a configuration of boxes on a square grid
of size n × (2n − 1), to each box in the i-th row and the j-th column with i 6= n and
j 6= n + 1 we assign the coordinate as follows:

(i, j) if 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1 and i ≤ j ≤ n,

(i, j − 1) if 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1 and n+ 2 ≤ j ≤ 2n− i.

We also assign to each box in the i-th row and the (n + 1)-th column the coordinate
(n, 2n− i). Then, we may think of a Hessenberg function h as a configuration of shaded
boxes whose coordinates (i, j) satisfy i ∈ [n] and i ≤ j ≤ h(i).

Example 6.1. Let n = 4. Then h = (3, 5, 4, 7) is a Hessenberg function for type D4 and
the configuration of shaded boxes is shown in Figure 3.

(1, 1)

(2, 2)

(1, 2)

(3, 3)

(2, 3)

(1, 3)

(3, 4)

(2, 4)

(1, 4)

(4, 4)

(4, 5)

(4, 6)

(4, 7)

(2, 5)

(1, 5) (1, 6)

Figure 3. The configuration corresponding to h = (3, 5, 4, 7).

We denote positive roots by

αi,j =

{
xi − xj if 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1 and i+ 1 ≤ j ≤ n

xi + x2n−j if 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1 and n+ 1 ≤ j ≤ 2n− i− 1

and
αn,j = x2n−j + xn if n + 1 ≤ j ≤ 2n− 1.

3The condition (5) is true for i = n− 1 because h(n− 1) = n− 1 or h(n− 1) = n.
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For i ∈ [n − 1], define a subset Φ+
i = {αi,j | i < j ≤ 2n − i − 1} and Φ+

n = {αn,j | n <
j ≤ 2n − 1} of positive roots. Then, the set of lower ideals I ⊂ Φ+

Dn
=
∐n

i=1 Φ+
i is in

one-to-one correspondence with the set of Hessenberg functions h for type Dn.

Example 6.2. The lower ideal associated with a Hessenberg function h = (3, 5, 4, 7) can
be pictorially shown in Figure 4.

x1 − x2 x1 − x3 x1 − x4 x1 + x4 x1 + x3 x1 + x2

x2 − x3 x2 − x4 x2 + x4 x2 + x3

x3 − x4 x3 + x4

Figure 4. The lower ideal associated with h = (3, 5, 4, 7).

We now explain the polynomials fDn

i,j given in [8] which are used to describe the coho-

mology ring H∗(Hess(N, h)). For 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1 the polynomial fDn

i,j is defined by

fDn

i,j =
i∑

k=1

(xk − xi+1) · · · (xk − xj)xk if i ≤ j ≤ n− 2,(6.1)

fDn

i,n−1 =

i∑

k=1

((xk − xi+1) · · · (xk − xn−1)(xk + xn)) + (−1)n−inxi+1 · · ·xn,(6.2)

fDn

i,n+j =

i∑

k=1

(
(xk − xi+1) · · · (xk − xn)(xk + xn) · · · (xk + xn−j)

)
(6.3)

+ (−1)n−i+1nxi+1 · · ·xn−1−jx
2
n−j · · ·x2

n if 0 ≤ j ≤ n− 1− i.

We also define the polynomial fDn

n,2n−1−r (0 ≤ r ≤ n− 1) as

fDn

n,2n−1−r =
r∑

k=1

(
(−1)n−r+1(xk − xr+1) · · · (xk − xn−1)(xk − xn)

)
+ nxr+1 · · ·xn.(6.4)

Theorem 6.3. ([8, Corollary 7.4]) Let h be a Hessenberg function for type Dn and

Hess(N, h) the associated regular nilpotent Hessenberg variety. Then there is an isomor-

phism of graded R-algebras

H∗(Hess(N, h)) ∼= R[x1, . . . , xn]/(f
Dn

1,h(1), . . . f
Dn

n,h(n))

which sends each root α to the Euler class e(Lα)|Hess(N,h).

Our basis of H∗(Hess(N, h)) for types A,B,C,G consists of monomials of positive roots
(Theorem 1.1). As explained in the end of Section 5, an idea to construct our basis is
based on the properties (I) and (II) in Section 5. The property (I) holds for type D, but
the property (II) is more complicated in type D. For this reason, we construct an additive
basis for H∗(Hess(N, h)) in type D which differ from monomials of positive roots. We
first give an example below why the arguments of Section 5 can not be replicated. It may
be helpful for the reader to understand why a basis in type D is more complicated.

Example 6.4. Consider the case n = 3 and take hmax = (4, 3, 5), which is the max-
imal Hessenberg function. Namely, Hess(N, hmax) is the flag variety in type D3. By
Theorem 6.3, we can describe

H∗(Hess(N, hmax)) ∼= R[x1, x2, x3]/(f1,4, f2,3, f3,5)
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where

f1,4 = fD3
1,4 = (x1 − x2)(x1 − x3)(x1 + x3)(x1 + x2)− 3x2

2x
2
3,

f2,3 = fD3
2,3 = (x1 − x3)(x1 + x3) + (x2 − x3)(x2 + x3) + 3x2

3,

f3,5 = fD3
3,5 = 3x1x2x3.

(6.5)

The positive roots in type D3 are shown in Figure 5.

α1,2 = x1 − x2 α1,3 = x1 − x3 α3,5 = x1 + x3 α1,4 = x1 + x2

α2,3 = x2 − x3 α3,4 = x2 + x3

Figure 5. The positive roots in type D3.

We can naturally ask whether the following set
{

3∏

i=1

αi,hmax(i) · αi,hmax(i)−1 · · ·αi,hmax(i)−mi+1

∣∣∣∣∣ 0 ≤ mi ≤ hmax(i)− i

}

forms a basis for the cohomology H∗(Hess(N, hmax)) over R, as in type A,B,C,G. (For
simplicity, we take each permutation w(i) as the identity in Theorem 1.1.) As in the proof
of Proposition 5.8, for d1 := (d11, p1) ∈ R2 and d2 = (d21, d22, p2) ∈ R3, we consider the
polynomials

fd1
1,4 := d11(x1 − x2)(x1 − x3)(x1 + x3)(x1 + x2)− p1 x

2
2x

2
3;

fd2
2,3 := d21(x1 − x3)(x1 + x3) + d22(x2 − x3)(x2 + x3) + p2 x

2
3,

and define the generalized ring for D(3) = (di ∈ Ri+1 | i = 1, 2) by

RD(3) := R[x1, x2, x3]/(f
d1
1,4, f

d2
2,3, x1x2x3).

Note that the generator x1x2x3 of the ideal in the quotient ring above means f3,5 up to a
non-zero scalar multiplication. A key point of the proof of Proposition 5.8 (in type A) is
that the multiplication by a root induces the map from RA

′
(n−2) to RA(n−1) (see (5.8)). In

other words, since the generator fa1
1,n of the ideal in RA(n−1) is of the form of a product,

we can apply Lemma 4.3 so that the multiplication g′′n is a root. However, since fd1
1,4 is

not of the form of a product and any factor of x1x2x3 is not a positive root in type D, it
is not easy to apply Lemma 4.3 to RD(3) .

We are able to overcome this obstacle by changing a candidate of a basis forH∗(Hess(N, h)).
Consider a sequence of Hessenberg functions

h1 := (1, 3, 4) ⊂ h2 := (2, 3, 4) ⊂ h3 := (3, 3, 4) ⊂ h̃3 := (3, 3, 5) ⊂ h̃4 := (4, 3, 5)

where h̃4 is the maximal Hessenberg function for type D3 and we may regard h1 as the
maximal Hessenberg function for type D2. Then, Lemma 3.1 leads us to the following
composition of the Gysin maps

H∗(Hess(N, h1)) →֒ H∗(Hess(N, h2)) →֒ H∗(Hess(N, h3)) →֒ H∗(Hess(N, h̃3)) →֒ H∗(Hess(N, h̃4)).
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To describe the cohomology rings above, we need (6.5) and the following polynomials

f1,1 = x1, f1,2 = (x1 − x2)(x1 + x3) + 3x2x3, f1,3 = (x1 − x2)(x1 − x3)(x1 + x3)− 3x2x
2
3,

f3,4 = −(x1 − x2)(x1 − x3) + 3x2x3

from Theorem 6.3. As usual, for d1 := (d11, p1) ∈ R2, we consider

fd1
1,1 = d11x1, fd1

1,2 = d11(x1 − x2)(x1 + x3) + p1 x2x3,

fd1
1,3 = d11(x1 − x2)(x1 − x3)(x1 + x3)− p1 x2x

2
3, fd1

3,4 = d11(x1 − x2)(x1 − x3)− p1 x2x3

and define

R
D(3)

hj
:=R[x1, x2, x3]/(f

d1
1,j , f

di

2,3, f
d1
3,4) for j = 1, 2, 3,

R
D(3)

h̃j
:=R[x1, x2, x3]/(f

d1
1,j , f

di

2,3, x1x2x3) for j = 3, 4

for D(3) = (di ∈ Ri+1 | i = 1, 2) where we may assume that these are Artinian rings. Note

that R
D(3)

h̃4
= RD(3) and we may know inductively an additive basis for R

D(3)

h1
since h1 can

be regarded as the maximal Hessenberg function for type D2. Recall that our aim is to

construct an additive basis of R
D(3)

h̃4
. Since fd1

1,4 = (x1 + x2)f
d1
1,3 + p1 x3 · (x1x2x3), one can

write

R
D(3)

h̃4
= R[x1, x2, x3]/((x1 + x2)f

d1
1,3, f

di

2,3, x1x2x3).

It then follows from Lemma 4.3 that

0 → R
D(3)

h̃3

×(x1+x2)−−−−−→ R
D(3)

h̃4
→ R

D(3)

h̃4
/(x1 + x2) → 0

is exact. If we know an additive basis of the quotient ring R
D(3)

h̃4
/(x1 + x2), then our aim

reduces to construct an additive basis for R
D(3)

h̃3
by the exact sequence above. Next, since

fd1
1,3 = (x1 + x3)f

d1
3,4 + p1 x1x2x3, we obtain the following exact sequence

0 → R
D(3)

h3

×(x1+x3)−−−−−→ R
D(3)

h̃3
→ R

D(3)

h̃3
/(x1 + x3) → 0.

Thus, we aim to know an additive basis for R
D(3)

h3
if we have an additive basis of the

quotient ring R
D(3)

h̃3
/(x1 + x3). Finally, using the following formulas

2fd1
1,3 = (x1 − x3)f

d1
1,2 + (x1 + x3)f

d1
3,4 and fd1

1,2 = 2(x1 − x2)f
d1
1,1 − fd1

3,4,

we obtain the exact sequence

0 → R
D(3)

hj−1

×(x1−xj)−−−−−→ R
D(3)

hj
→ R

D(3)

hj
/(x1 − xj) → 0

for j = 2, 3. Therefore, if we know an additive basis of the quotient rings R
D(3)

hj
/(x1−xj),

then our goal is to construct an additive basis for R
D(3)

h1
. However, recalling that h1 can

be naturally regarded as the maximal Hessenberg function for type D2, an additive basis

for R
D(3)

h1
may be inductively known. Thus, we can expect an inductive construction of an

additive basis for RD(3) although it remains to construct an additive basis for the quotient

rings R
D(3)

h̃4
/(x1 + x2), R

D(3)

h̃3
/(x1 + x3), and R

D(3)

hj
/(x1 − xj). Since these quotient rings

have a good property as in Lemma 5.7 but the property is complicated, a candidate of a
basis for H∗(Hess(N, h)) should be changed in type D. The basis which we will construct
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is obtained by trial and error, and a benefit of our basis is to give the linear independence
of the set of Poincaré duals of smaller regular nilpotent Hessenberg varieties Hess(N, h′),
as described below.

In order to construct an additive basis of the cohomology H∗(Hess(N, h)) for type Dn,
we need some preliminaries. For n ≥ 2, define a set

Ln := {(ℓ1, . . . , ℓn) ∈ Zn | i ≤ ℓi ≤ 2n− 1− i for i ∈ [n− 1] and n ≤ ℓn ≤ 2n− 1}.
We construct ℓ′ ∈ Ln−1 from ℓ ∈ Ln as follows.
Case (i): Suppose that ℓn < 2n− 1. Then we define ℓ′ ∈ Ln−1 by

ℓ′ := (ℓ2 − 1, . . . , ℓn−1 − 1, ℓn − 1) if ℓ1 ≤ n;(6.6)

ℓ′ := (ℓ2 − 1, . . . , ℓn−1 − 1, ℓn − 1) if ℓ1 ≥ n + 1.(6.7)

Remark that the results of ℓ′ in both cases are same, but it is convenient to distinguish

the two cases for the purpose of definition for α
(ℓ)
i,j , as described below.

Case (ii): Suppose that ℓn = 2n− 1. Then

ℓ′ := (ℓ2 − 1, . . . , ℓn−1 − 1, ℓ1 + n− 2) if ℓ1 ≤ n− 1;(6.8)

ℓ′ is undefined if ℓ1 ≥ n.(6.9)

If ℓ′ is obtained from ℓ by a procedure (6.∗) (∗ = 5, 6, 7), then we write ℓ
(6.∗)−−→ ℓ′ or simply

ℓ → ℓ′.
Let h be a Hessenberg function for type Dn. For m = (m1, . . . , mn) with 0 ≤ mi ≤

h(i)− i for all i ∈ [n], we define

(6.10) v(h)m :=

n∏

i=1

α
(h−m)
i,h(i) · α(h−m)

i,h(i)−1 · · ·α
(h−m)
i,h(i)−mi+1

with the convention α
(h−m)
i,h(i) · α(h−m)

i,h(i)−1 · · ·α
(h−m)
i,h(i)−mi+1 = 1 whenever mi = 0. Here, α

(h−m)
i,j

is defined as follows. We put ℓ := h −m = (h(1) −m1, . . . , h(n) −mn). Then we have
ℓ ∈ Ln and consider the finitely many procedures (6.∗) (∗ = 5, 6, 7, 8) starting at ℓ:

ℓ = ℓ(1) → ℓ(2) → · · · → ℓ(N).

For 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1 and i+ 1 ≤ j ≤ 2n− 1− i we put k := n− j + i and define

α
(ℓ)
i,j :=





xk if i < k, ℓ(i)
(6.8)−−→ ℓ(i+1), and ℓ(k)

(6.7)−−→ ℓ(k+1),

xi − xk if i < k, ℓ(i)
(6.8)−−→ ℓ(i+1), and ℓ(k)

(6.6)−−→ ℓ(k+1),

αi,j otherwise.

For 1 ≤ r ≤ n− 1 we also define

α
(ℓ)
n,2n−r :=

{
xr if ℓ(r)

(6.7)−−→ ℓ(r+1),

αn,2n−r = xr + xn otherwise.

Example 6.5. Let us consider a Hessenberg function h = (3, 5, 4, 7) for type D4.
(1) If we take m = (m1, . . . , m4) = (1, 0, 0, 2), then we have ℓ := h−m = (2, 5, 4, 5). The
procedures starting at ℓ can be computed by

ℓ = ℓ(1) = (2, 5, 4, 5)
(6.6)−−→ ℓ(2) = (4, 3, 4)

(6.7)−−→ ℓ(3) = (2, 3).
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Hence, the product v
(h)
m in (6.10) is equal to

v(h)m = (α
(ℓ)
1,3) · 1 · 1 · (α

(ℓ)
4,7 · α

(ℓ)
4,6) = (x1 − x3)(x1 + x4)x2.

(2) If we take m′ = (m′
1, . . . , m

′
4) = (1, 2, 0, 2), then we have ℓ′ := h−m′ = (2, 3, 4, 5) and

ℓ′ = ℓ′(1) = (2, 3, 4, 5)
(6.6)−−→ ℓ′(2) = (2, 3, 4)

(6.6)−−→ ℓ′(3) = (2, 3).

The product v
(h)
m′ in (6.10) can be expressed as

v
(h)
m′ = (α

(ℓ′)
1,3 ) · (α

(ℓ′)
2,5 ·α(ℓ′)

2,4 ) · 1 · (α
(ℓ′)
4,7 ·α(ℓ′)

4,6 ) = (x1 − x3)(x2 + x3)(x2 − x4)(x1 + x4)(x2 + x4).

Note that this product is equal to the Poincaré dual [Hess(N, h′)] for h′ = (2, 3, 4, 5) by
(3.16).

The following lemma is straightforward.

Lemma 6.6. Let ℓ ∈ Ln. For 2 ≤ i ≤ n− 1 and i+ 1 ≤ j ≤ 2n− 1− i,

α
(ℓ)
i,j (x1, . . . , xn) =

{
α
(ℓ′)
i−1,j−1(x2, . . . , xn) if ℓ → ℓ′ is defined,

α
Dn−1

i−1,j−1(x2, . . . , xn) if ℓ′ is undefined.

For 2 ≤ r ≤ n− 1,

α
(ℓ)
n,2n−r(x1, . . . , xn) =

{
α
(ℓ′)
n−1,2(n−1)−(r−1)(x2, . . . , xn) if ℓ → ℓ′ is defined,

α
Dn−1

n−1,2(n−1)−(r−1)(x2, . . . , xn) if ℓ′ is undefined.

Here, α
Dn−1

i,j (x2, . . . , xn) denotes the positive root for type Dn−1 in the variables x2, . . . , xn.

We restate Theorem 1.2 as follows.

Theorem 6.7. Let h be a Hessenberg function for type Dn and Hess(N, h) the associated

regular nilpotent Hessenberg variety. Then, the cohomology classes v
(h)
m with 0 ≤ mi ≤

h(i)− i, form a basis for the cohomology H∗(Hess(N, h)) over R.

The following lemma tells us that it is enough to prove the special case of Theorem 6.7
when Hess(N, h) is the whole flag variety G/B. Note that the maximal Hessenberg

function h
(n)
max for type Dn is given by

h(n)
max := (2n− 2, 2n− 3, . . . , n, 2n− 1).

Lemma 6.8. If Theorem 6.7 holds for h = h
(n)
max, then Theorem 6.7 is true for any

Hessenberg function h.

Proof. By (3.14) it is enough to prove that the cohomology classes v
(h)
m in (6.10) are linearly

independent in H∗(Hess(N, h)). We proceed by decreasing induction on the dimension

dh :=
∑n

i=1(h(i)−i) of Hess(N, h). The base case h = h
(n)
max is nothing but the assumption

of Lemma 6.8. Now suppose that dh < d
h
(n)
max

and the claim holds for arbitrary Hessenberg

function h̃ with dh < dh̃. Since h is not maximal, we can take a Hessenberg function h̃

such that j := h̃(i) = h(i) + 1 for some i and h̃(p) = h(p) for any p 6= i. Then we show
that

(6.11) α
(h̃−m)
i,j = αi,j

for arbitrary m = (m1, . . . , mn) with 0 ≤ mk ≤ h(k)− k for all k ∈ [n].
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Case (i): Suppose that 1 ≤ i ≤ n−1. Let k = n−j+i. If k ≤ i, then one has α
(h̃−m)
i,j = αi,j

by the definition of α
(ℓ)
i,j . We may assume that k > i, namely n > j. Since h(i) = j − 1 <

n− 1, one obtains h̃(n) = h(n) < 2n− i by the definition (6) of the Hessenberg function

for type Dn. Then, the last entry of ℓ := h̃ − m = (h̃(1) − m1, . . . , h̃(n) − mn) satisfies
the inequality

h̃(n)−mn < 2n− i−mn.

This means that each step of procedures ℓ = ℓ(1) → · · · → ℓ(i+1) is either (6.6) or (6.7)

even if ℓ(i+1) is defined. Therefore, we obtain α
(h̃−m)
i,j = αi,j by the definition of α

(ℓ)
i,j .

Case (ii): Suppose that i = n. We put j = 2n− r for some r with 1 ≤ r ≤ n− 1. Since

h(n) = h̃(n)− 1 = j − 1 = 2n− r − 1 < 2n− r, we have

(6.12) h̃(r) = h(r) ≤ n

by the definition (5) of Hessenberg functions for type Dn. The last entry of ℓ := h̃−m =

(h̃(1)−m1, . . . , h̃(n)−mn) satisfies

h̃(n)−mn = j −mn = 2n− r −mn ≤ 2n− r,

which implies that procedures ℓ = ℓ(1) → · · · → ℓ(r) are defined and each step is either
(6.6) or (6.7). By (6.12) the last and the first entries of ℓ(r) are given by

h̃(n)−mn − (r − 1) = 2n− r −mn − (r − 1) ≤ 2(n− r + 1)− 1,

h̃(r)−mr − (r − 1) ≤ h′(r)− (r − 1) ≤ n− r + 1,

respectively. This deduces that ℓ(r+1) is defined and ℓ(r) → ℓ(r+1) is obtained from (6.6),

and hence α
(h̃−m)
n,j = αn,j.

By (6.11) the image of v
(h)
m under the Gysin map ι! : H

∗(Hess(N, h)) → H∗(Hess(N, h̃))
is equal to

(6.13) αi,h̃(i) · v(h)m = α
(h̃−m)

i,h̃(i)
· v(h)m = v

(h̃)
m̃

up to a non-zero scalar multiplication where m̃ = (m1, . . . , mi−1, mi + 1, mi+1, . . . , mn).

By the inductive hypothesis on dh we know that these classes v
(h̃)
m̃ are linearly independent

in H∗(Hess(N, h̃)). By the injectivity of ι! (Lemma 3.1) the cohomology classes v
(h)
m are

linearly independent in H∗(Hess(N, h)), as desired. �

The proof of Theorem 6.7 for the case when h = h
(n)
max is more technical, so we here

sketch the outline of the proof. For more details, see Appendix A. As discussed in type A,
we slightly generalize the definition of fDn

i,j . For i ∈ [n−1] and di = (di1, . . . , dii, pi) ∈ Ri+1

we define a polynomial

fdi

i,2n−1−i :=
i∑

k=1

dik(x
2
k − x2

i+1) · · · (x2
k − x2

n) + (−1)n−i+1pi x
2
i+1 · · ·x2

n.

For D(n) = (di ∈ Ri+1 | 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1) we define a ring

RD(n) := R[x1, . . . , xn]/(f
di

i,2n−1−i, x1 · · ·xn | 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1).
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Note that if di = (1, . . . , 1, 1) ∈ Ri+1 for all i ∈ [n − 1], then RD(n) is isomorphic to
H∗(G/B) by Theorem 6.3. We construct the additive basis of RD(n) by induction on n.
For this purpose, we consider the special Hessenberg functions

hj :=(j, h(n)
max(2), . . . , h

(n)
max(n− 1), h(n)

max(n)− 1) for j = 1, 2, . . . , n;(6.14)

h̃j :=(j, h(n)
max(2), . . . , h

(n)
max(n− 1), h(n)

max(n)) for j = n, n+ 1, . . . , 2n− 2(6.15)

and the sequence

h1 ⊂ h2 ⊂ · · · ⊂ hn ⊂ h̃n ⊂ h̃n+1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ h̃2n−2 = h(n)
max.

Note that the Hessenberg function h1 can be regarded as the maximal Hessenberg function

h
(n−1)
max for type Dn−1. For 1 ≤ j ≤ 2n− 2 and d1 := (d11, p1) ∈ R2 we define polynomials

fd1
1,j :=





d11(x1 − x2) · · · (x1 − xj)x1 if 1 ≤ j ≤ n− 2,

d11(x1 − x2) · · · (x1 − xn−1)(x1 + xn) + (−1)n−1p1 x2 · · ·xn if j = n− 1,

d11(x1 − x2) · · · (x1 − xn−1−k)(x
2
1 − x2

n−k) · · · (x2
1 − x2

n)

+(−1)np1 x2 · · ·xn−1−kx
2
n−k · · ·x2

n if j = n+ k with 0 ≤ k ≤ n− 2,

and

fd1
n,2n−2 := d11(x1 − x2) · · · (x1 − xn) + (−1)np1 x2 · · ·xn.

Similarly, for D(n) = (di ∈ Ri+1 | 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1) and the Hessenberg function hj (or h̃j)
we define the following two rings

R
D(n)

hj
:=R[x1, . . . , xn]/(f

d1
1,j , f

di

i,2n−1−i, f
d1
n,2n−2 | 2 ≤ i ≤ n− 1)

for j = 1, . . . , n,

R
D(n)

h̃j
:=R[x1, . . . , xn]/(f

d1
1,j , f

di

i,2n−1−i, x1 · · ·xn | 2 ≤ i ≤ n− 1)

for j = n, . . . , 2n− 2.

In what follows, we assume that these rings are Artinian. Note that R
D(n)

h̃2n−2
= RD(n) . We

can also see that

(6.16) R
D(n)

h1

∼= RD′
(n−1)

for some D′
(n−1) = (d′

i ∈ Ri+1 | 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 2) where we regard the variables in RD′
(n−1)

as x2, . . . , xn.
Lemma 4.3 leads us to the following exact sequence

(6.17) 0 → R
D(n)

hj−1

×(x1−xj)−−−−−→ R
D(n)

hj
→ R

D(n)

hj
/(x1 − xj) → 0

for 2 ≤ j ≤ n since it follows that

fd1
1,j = (x1 − xj)f

d1
1,j−1 for 2 ≤ j ≤ n− 2,

fd1
1,n−1 + fd1

n,2n−2 = 2(x1 − xn−1)f
d1
1,n−2,

2fd1
1,n − (x1 + xn)f

d1
n,2n−2 = (x1 − xn)f

d1
1,n−1.
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Similarly, we obtain the exact sequences

0 → R
D(n)

hn

×(x1+xn)−−−−−→ R
D(n)

h̃n
→ R

D(n)

h̃n
/(x1 + xn) → 0,(6.18)

0 → R
D(n)

h̃j−1

×(x1+x2n−j)−−−−−−−→ R
D(n)

h̃j
→ R

D(n)

h̃j
/(x1 + x2n−j) → 0,(6.19)

for n + 1 ≤ j ≤ 2n − 2 because (−1)np1 x1 · · ·xn + fd1
1,n = (x1 + xn)f

d1
n,2n−2 and fd1

1,n+k +

(−1)np1 xn−k+1 · · ·xn · (x1 · · ·xn) = (x1 + xn−k)f
d1
1,n+k−1, respectively.

Using (6.17), (6.18), and (6.19), we construct the additive basis ofRD(n) by the inductive
step (cf. Example 6.4). In order to proceed to the inductive step, we must know a basis

of the cokernel R
D(n)

hj
/(x1 − xj) and R

D(n)

h̃j
/(x1 + x2n−j). We discuss an additive basis for

the cokernel in §A.1. Using the exact sequences (6.17), (6.18), and (6.19) repeatedly, we
can eventually construct the additive basis of RD(n) . (See §A.2 for more details.)

7. Linear independence

We obtained Theorem 1.3 for types A,B,C,G as a corollary of Theorem 1.1. Our
additive basis of H∗(Hess(N, h)) in type Dn is not necessarily a monomial in positive

roots, unlike type A,B,C,G cases. Nevertheless, a basis {v(h)m | 0 ≤ mi ≤ h(i) − i} of
H∗(Hess(N, h)) contains the set {[Hess(N, h′)] ∈ H∗(Hess(N, h)) | h′ ⊂ h} of all Poincaré
duals of smaller regular nilpotent Hessenberg varieties.

Lemma 7.1. Let h and h′ be Hessenberg functions for type Dn with h′ ⊂ h. Then, we

have

α
(h′)
i,j = αi,j

for 1 ≤ i ≤ n and h′(i) + 1 ≤ j ≤ h(i).

Proof. We put ℓ = h′. Note that if the procedure ℓ → ℓ′ can be defined, then ℓ′ is a
Hessenberg function for type Dn−1 because ℓ is a Hessenberg function for type Dn.

Case (i): Suppose that 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1. If ℓ′ is undefined, then α
(ℓ)
i,j is the positive root

αi,j from Lemma 6.6 and αDn

i,j (x1, . . . , xn) = α
Dn−1

i−1,j−1(x2, . . . , xn). We may assume that

the procedure ℓ → ℓ′ is defined. Then, one has α
(ℓ)
i,j (x1, . . . , xn) = α

(ℓ′)
i−1,j−1(x2, . . . , xn) by

Lemma 6.6 again. Since ℓ′ is a Hessenberg function for type Dn−1 and αDn

i,j (x1, . . . , xn) =

α
Dn−1

i−1,j−1(x2, . . . , xn), it is enough to prove the desired equality for the case i = 1, namely

α
(ℓ)
1,j = α1,j . By the definition of α

(ℓ)
1,j, we may assume that ℓ → ℓ′ is obtained from (6.8).

Then, since ℓn = 2n − 1 and ℓ is a Hessenberg function, one has ℓ1 = n − 1 and hence

k := n− j + 1 ≤ n− (h′(1) + 1) + 1 = n− ℓ1 = 1. This implies that α
(ℓ)
1,j = α1,j.

Case (ii): Suppose that i = n. We show that α
(ℓ)
n,2n−r = αn,2n−r. As in the above case,

it suffices to show that α
(ℓ)
n,2n−1 = αn,2n−1. If ℓn < 2n − 1, then ℓ1 ≤ n because ℓ is

a Hessenberg function. Hence, ℓ
(6.7)−−→ ℓ′ can not happen. This implies that α

(ℓ)
n,2n−1 =

αn,2n−1, as desired. �

Fix a Hessenberg function h for type Dn. For a smaller Hessenberg function h′ ⊂ h

we put m = h − h′. Then, v
(h)
m is the Poincaré dual [Hess(N, h′)] in H∗(Hess(N, h))
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up to a non-zero scalar multiplication by Lemma 7.1 and (3.16). Therefore, we obtain
Theorem 1.3 for type D as a corollary of Theorem 6.7.

We do expect the analogue of the linear independence for other exceptional types. In
fact, using an explicit presentation of the cohomology ring H∗(Hess(N, h)) given in [8,
Corollary 7.2], we can prove the linear independence in types F4 and E6 by Maple4. We
restate Theorem 1.3 as follows.

Theorem 7.2. Let h be a Hessenberg function for types An, Bn, Cn, Dn, E6, F4, or G2

and Hess(N, h) the associated regular nilpotent Hessenberg variety. Then, the set of the

Poincaré duals

{[Hess(N, h′)] ∈ H∗(Hess(N, h)) | h′ ⊂ h}
is linearly independent.

Appendix A. More details for type D

This appendix accounts for the details of the proof of Theorem 6.7.

A.1. Construction of a basis for R(B(n),D(n))(j). Recall from Section 6 that the poly-
nomials fdi

i,2n−1−i (1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1) and the associated ring RD(n) are defined as

fdi

i,2n−1−i =

i∑

k=1

dik(x
2
k − x2

i+1) · · · (x2
k − x2

n) + (−1)n−i+1pi x
2
i+1 · · ·x2

n

for i ∈ [n− 1] and di = (di1, . . . , dii, pi) ∈ Ri+1,

RD(n) =R[x1, . . . , xn]/(f
di

i,2n−1−i, x1 · · ·xn | 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1)

for D(n) = (di ∈ Ri+1 | 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1).

In this section we begin with the definition of analogues of the polynomial and the ring
above. For i ∈ [n] and bi = (bi1, . . . , bii) ∈ Ri, define a polynomial

gbi

i,2n+1−i :=

i∑

k=1

bik(x
2
k − x2

i+1) · · · (x2
k − x2

n)x
2
k.

Note that the polynomial gbi

i,2n+1−i is a slight generalization of the polynomial which is
used to describe the cohomology ring of Hess(N, h) in type Bn (see [4, Section 10.3]). For
D(n) = (di ∈ Ri+1 | 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1) and B(n) = (bi ∈ Ri | 1 ≤ i ≤ n) we define rings

RD(n)(j) :=R[x1, . . . , xn]/(f
di

i,2n−1−i, (x1 · · ·xn)xj | 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1)

for j = 1, . . . , n,

R(B(n),D(n))(j) :=R[x1, . . . , xn]/(g
bp

p,2n+1−p, f
dq−1

q−1,2n−1−(q−1) | 1 ≤ p ≤ j − 1, j ≤ q ≤ n)

for j = 1, . . . , n+ 1,

where fd0
0,2n−1 := x2

1 · · ·x2
n.

The following lemma can be proved by using the same argument for the proof of
Lemma 5.7.

4The program is available at https://researchmap.jp/ehrhart/Database/.
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Lemma A.1. For D(n) = (di | 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1) and 1 ≤ j ≤ n, we have

RD(n)(j)/(xj) ∼= R(B′
(n−1)

,D′
(n−1)

)(j)

for some B′
(n−1) = (b′

i ∈ Ri | 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1) and D′
(n−1) = (d′

i ∈ Ri+1 | 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 2).

Here, we regard the variables in the ring R(B′
(n−1)

,D′
(n−1)

)(j) as x1, . . . , x̂j , . . . , xn. The caret

sign ̂ over xj means that the entry is omitted.

Assume that RD(n)(j) is Artinian. Then, from Lemmas 4.3 and A.1 one obtains the
following exact sequence

(A.1) 0 → RD(n)
×xj−−→ RD(n)(j) → R(B′

(n−1)
,D′

(n−1)
)(j) → 0

for some B′
(n−1) and D′

(n−1). Here, we regard the variables in the ring R(B′
(n−1)

,D′
(n−1)

)(j)

as x1, . . . , x̂j , . . . , xn.
We now discuss an additive basis of the ring R(B(n),D(n))(j). Fix a positive integer j

with 1 ≤ j ≤ n+ 1. For 1 ≤ i ≤ n and i+ 1 ≤ k ≤ 2(n+ 1)− 1− i, we define

β
(j)
i,k := α

Dn+1

i,k (x1, . . . , xj−1, 0, xj, . . . , xn),

where the right hand side α
Dn+1

i,k (y1, . . . , yn+1) means the positive root for type Dn+1 in

the variables y1, . . . , yn+1. The list of β
(j)
i,k is shown in Figures 6 and 7. Note that the

β
(n+1)
i,k is nothing but the positive root for type Bn.

x1 − x2

. . .
· · · x1 − xj−1

...
xj−2 − xj−1

x1

...
xj−2

xj−1

x1 − xj

...
xj−2 − xj

xj−1 − xj

−xj

x1 − xj+1

...
xj−2 − xj+1

xj−1 − xj+1

−xj+1

xj − xj+1

· · ·

· · ·
· · ·
· · ·
· · ·
. . .

x1 − xn

...
xj−2 − xn

xj−1 − xn

−xn

xj − xn

...
xn−1 − xn

x1 + xn−1

...
xj−2 + xn−1

xj−1 + xn−1

xn−1

xj + xn−1

···
xn−2 + xn−1

· · ·

· · ·
· · ·
· · ·
···· · ·

x1 + xj

...
xj−2 + xj

xj−1 + xj

xj

x1

...
xj−2

xj−1

x1 + xj−1

...
xj−2 + xj−1

· · ·
· · · x1 + x2

Figure 6. The list of β
(j)
i,k for 1 ≤ j ≤ n.

x1 + x2· · ·x1 − xn x1 x1 + xn· · ·x1 − x2

. . .
... · · ·

xi + xi+1xi − xn · · ·xi· · · xi + xnxi − xi+1

. . .
... · · ·

xn−1 + xnxn−1xn−1 − xn

xn

Figure 7. The list of β
(n+1)
i,k .

For m = (m1, . . . , mn) with 0 ≤ mi ≤ 2(n− i) + 1 for any i ∈ [n], we define

w(j)
m :=

n∏

i=1

β
(j)
i,2n+1−i · β

(j)
i,2n−i · · ·β

(j)
i,2n+1−i−mi+1

with the convention β
(j)
i,2n+1−i · β

(j)
i,2n−i · · ·β

(j)
i,2n+1−i−mi+1 = 1 whenever mi = 0. Then, we

have the following proposition whose proof is the similar to the proof of Proposition 5.8.
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Proposition A.2. Let 1 ≤ j ≤ n+1. Assume that R(B(n),D(n))(j) is Artinian. Then, the

classes w
(j)
m with 0 ≤ mi ≤ 2(n− i) + 1, form a basis for R(B(n),D(n))(j) over R.

A.2. Proof of Theorem 6.7. As discussed in Section 6, we prove Theorem 6.7 for the

case when h = h
(n)
max by using the exact sequences (6.17), (6.18), and (6.19). Noting that

each cokernel in (6.17), (6.18), and (6.19) is isomorphic to

R
D(n)

hj
/(x1 − xj) ∼= RD′

(n−1) for 2 ≤ j ≤ n,

R
D(n)

h̃n
/(x1 + xn) ∼= RD′

(n−1)(n− 1),

R
D(n)

h̃j
/(x1 + x2n−j) ∼= RD′

(n−1)(2n− j − 1) for n+ 1 ≤ j ≤ 2n− 2,

we derive the exact sequences

0 → R
D(n)

hj−1

×(x1−xj)−−−−−→ R
D(n)

hj
→ RD

′
(n−1) → 0 for 2 ≤ j ≤ n,

(A.2)

0 → R
D(n)

hn

×(x1+xn)−−−−−→ R
D(n)

h̃n
→ RD

′
(n−1)(n− 1) → 0,

(A.3)

0 → R
D(n)

h̃j−1

×(x1+x2n−j)−−−−−−−→ R
D(n)

h̃j
→ RD′

(n−1)(2n− j − 1) → 0 for n + 1 ≤ j ≤ 2n− 2,

(A.4)

for some D′
(n−1). Remark that the variables in the rings RD′

(n−1) , RD′
(n−1)(n − 1), and

RD
′
(n−1)(2n− j − 1) are regarded as x2, . . . , xn. We now give a proof of Theorem 6.7.

Proof of Theorem 6.7. By Lemma 6.8, it is enough to prove that the elements v
(h

(n)
max)

m with

0 ≤ mi ≤ h
(n)
max(i)− i, form an additive basis for the ring RD(n) with the assumption that

RD(n) is Artinian. We prove this by induction on n. The base case n = 2 is clear. Now
we assume that n > 2 and the claim holds for n− 1, and any D′

(n−1) = (d′
i ∈ Ri+1 | 1 ≤

i ≤ n− 2).

Claim 1 The set {v(h1)
m | 0 ≤ mi ≤ h1(i)− i} forms a basis of R

D(n)

h1
.

We put m′ = (m′
1, . . . , m

′
n−1) with m′

i = mi+1 for i ∈ [n − 1]. Then we have 0 ≤ m′
i ≤

h
(n)
max(i + 1) − (i + 1) = h

(n−1)
max (i) − i for i ∈ [n − 2], and 0 ≤ m′

n−1 ≤ h
(n)
max(n) − 1 − n =

h
(n−1)
max (n−1)− (n−1). We see that the isomorphism R

D(n)

h1

∼= RD
′
(n−1) in (6.16) maps v

(h1)
m

to v
(h

(n−1)
max )

m′ . Since the first and the last entries ℓ1 and ℓn of ℓ := h1 −m satisfy

ℓ1 = 1−m1 = 1 ≤ n,

ℓn = h(n)
max(n)− 1−mn < h(n)

max(n) = 2n− 1,

ℓ′ is defined and the procedure ℓ → ℓ′ is obtained from (6.6), and hence

ℓ′ = (h(n)
max(2)−m2 − 1, . . . , h(n)

max(n− 1)−mn−1 − 1, h(n)
max(n)− 1−mn − 1) = h(n−1)

max −m′.

By Lemma 6.6 we obtain v
(h1)
m (x1, . . . , xn) = v

(h
(n−1)
max )

m′ (x2, . . . , xn) under the isomorphism

R
D(n)

h1

∼= RD
′
(n−1) . However, RD

′
(n−1) has a basis {v(h

(n−1)
max )

m′ | 0 ≤ m′
i ≤ h

(n−1)
max (i)− i} by the

inductive assumption on n, which proves Claim 1.
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Claim 2 The set {v(hj)
m | 0 ≤ mi ≤ hj(i)− i} forms a basis of R

D(n)

hj
for 1 ≤ j ≤ n.

We prove Claim 2 by induction on j. The base case j = 1 is nothing but Claim 1. Now
we assume that j > 1 and Claim 2 holds for j − 1. Consider the exact sequence in (A.2).

By the inductive hypothesis on j, a basis of R
D(n)

hj−1
is given by

{v(hj−1)
s | 0 ≤ si ≤ hj−1(i)− i (1 ≤ i ≤ n)}.(A.5)

On the other hand, by the inductive assumption on n we can take as a basis of RD′
(n−1)

in the variables x2, . . . , xn the set

{v(h
(n−1)
max )

m′ (x2, . . . , xn) | 0 ≤ m′
i ≤ h(n−1)

max (i)− i (1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1)}.
By an argument similar to Claim 1 the set above is the image of a set

{v(hj)
m | m1 = 0, 0 ≤ mi ≤ h(n)

max(i)− i (2 ≤ i ≤ n− 1), 0 ≤ mn ≤ h(n)
max(n)− 1− n}(A.6)

under the surjection R
D(n)

hj
։ RD

′
(n−1) . It then follows from the exact sequence in (A.2)

that a basis of R
D(n)

hj
can be obtained by combining the sets (A.6) and (A.5), except that

the set (A.5) must be multiplied by x1 − xj . We conclude that
(
(A.5)× (x1 − xj)

)
∪ (A.6)

is an additive basis of R
D(n)

hj
. In order to see that this set coincides with the set given in

the statement of Claim 2, it suffices to show that

v(hj)
m = (x1 − xj) · v(hj−1)

s

for m1 = s1 + 1 and mi = si (2 ≤ i ≤ n) where s runs over the condition in (A.5). We
put ℓ = hj −m and u = hj−1 − s. Then one has hj−1 − s = hj −m, and hence

α
(ℓ)
i,j = α

(u)
i,j .(A.7)

Since the first and the last entries ℓ1 and ℓn of ℓ satisfy ℓ1 = j − m1 ≤ j ≤ n and

ℓn = h
(n)
max(n)− 1 −mn < h

(n)
max(n) = 2n− 1, respectively, ℓ′ is defined and the procedure

ℓ → ℓ′ is obtained from (6.6). Thus we have α
(ℓ)
1,j = α1,j = x1 − xj . This together with

(A.7) leads us to the equality

v(hj)
m =(α

(ℓ)
1,j · α

(ℓ)
1,j−1 · · ·α

(ℓ)
1,j−m1+1) · (

n∏

i=2

α
(ℓ)

i,h
(n)
max(i)

· · ·α(ℓ)

i,h
(n)
max(i)−mi+1

)

=
(
(x1 − xj) · α(u)

1,j−1 · · ·α
(u)
1,(j−1)−s1+1

)
·
( n∏

i=2

α
(u)

i,h
(n)
max(i)

· · ·α(u)

i,h
(n)
max(i)−mi+1

)

=(x1 − xj) · v(hj−1)
s ,

as desired.

Claim 3 The set {v(h̃n)
m | 0 ≤ mi ≤ h̃n(i)− i} forms a basis of R

D(n)

h̃n
.

Consider the exact sequence in (A.3). It then follows from Claim 2 that the set

{v(hn)
s | 0 ≤ si ≤ hn(i)− i (1 ≤ i ≤ n)}(A.8)

forms an additive basis for R
D(n)

hn
. We prove the following subclaim.
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Subclaim 3 The image of a set

{v(h̃n)
m | mn = 0, 0 ≤ m1 ≤ n− 1, 0 ≤ mi ≤ h(n)

max(i)− i (2 ≤ i ≤ n)}(A.9)

under the surjection R
D(n)

h̃n
։ RD

′
(n−1)(n− 1) forms an additive basis for RD

′
(n−1)(n− 1).

If we prove the subclaim above, then Claim 3 holds. In fact, as in the argument of
Claim 2, the exact sequence in (A.3) deduces that

(
(A.8)× (x1 + xn)

)
∪ (A.9)

is an additive basis of R
D(n)

h̃n
. However, one can see from an argument similar to Claim 2

that
(x1 + xn) · v(hn)

s = v(h̃n)
m

for mn = sn +1 and mi = si (1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1) where s runs over the condition in (A.8). In

fact, since the last entry of ℓ = h̃n−m is strictly less than 2n− 1 by mn > 0, we have the

procedure ℓ
(6.6)−−→ ℓ′ and hence α

(h̃n−m)
n,2n−1 = x1 + xn. Thus Claim 3 follows from Subclaim 3.

We now prove Subclaim 3. In what follows, the image of v
(h̃n)
m under the surjection

R
D(n)

h̃n
։ RD

′
(n−1)(n − 1) is also denoted by the same notation v

(h̃n)
m . Consider the exact

sequence (A.1) for n− 1

(A.10) 0 → R
D′

(n−1)
×xn−−→ R

D′
(n−1)(n− 1) → R

(B′′
(n−2)

,D′′
(n−2)

)
(n− 1) → 0,

where we may regard the variables in the rings RD′
(n−1) , RD′

(n−1)(n− 1) as x2, . . . , xn, and

the variables in the ring R(B′′
(n−2)

,D′′
(n−2)

)(n− 1) as x2, . . . , xn−1. From Proposition A.2 one

can take as a basis of R(B′′
(n−2)

,D′′
(n−2)

)(n− 1) the set

{w(n−1)
m′ (x2, . . . , xn−1) | 0 ≤ m′

i ≤ 2(n− 2− i) + 1 (1 ≤ i ≤ n− 2)}.(A.11)

We first show that an element w
(n−1)
m′ (x2, . . . , xn−1) of the set (A.11) is the image of v

(h̃n)
m

for mn = 0, m1 = 0, and mi = m′
i−1 (2 ≤ i ≤ n−1) under the surjection RD

′
(n−1)(n−1) ։

R(B′′
(n−2)

,D′′
(n−2)

)(n−1). Put ℓ := h̃n−m = (n, h
(n)
max(2)−m2, . . . , h

(n)
max(n−1)−mn−1, 2n−1).

Then ℓ′ is undefined by (6.9) and hence

v(h̃n)
m =

n−1∏

i=2

αDn

i,h
(n)
max(i)

(x1, . . . , xn) · · ·αDn

i,h
(n)
max(i)−mi+1

(x1, . . . , xn)

=
n−2∏

i=1

α
Dn−1

i,h
(n−1)
max (i)

(x2, . . . , xn−1, xn) · · ·αDn−1

i,h
(n−1)
max (i)−m′

i+1
(x2, . . . , xn−1, xn) (by Lemma 6.6).

Thus, the surjection RD′
(n−1)(n− 1) ։ RD′

(n−1)(n− 1)/(xn) ∼= R(B′′
(n−2)

,D′′
(n−2)

)(n− 1) sends

v
(h̃n)
m to
n−2∏

i=1

α
Dn−1

i,h
(n−1)
max (i)

(x2, . . . , xn−1, 0) · · ·αDn−1

i,h
(n−1)
max (i)−m′

i
+1
(x2, . . . , xn−1, 0) = w

(n−1)
m′ (x2, . . . , xn−1),

as desired. Hence, the surjection RD′
(n−1)(n− 1) ։ R(B′′

(n−2)
,D′′

(n−2)
)(n− 1) sends a set

(A.12) {v(h̃n)
m | mn = 0, m1 = 0, 0 ≤ mi ≤ h(n)

max(i)− i (2 ≤ i ≤ n− 1)}
to the set in (A.11).
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On the other hand, by the inductive assumption on n the ring RD
′
(n−1) has an additive

basis

{v(h
(n−1)
max )

t (x2, . . . , xn) | 0 ≤ ti ≤ h(n−1)
max (i)− i (1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1)}.(A.13)

By the exactness of the sequence (A.10) we obtain that the union of (A.13) multiplied

by xn and (A.12) is an additive basis of RD
′
(n−1)(n− 1). In order to prove Subclaim 3, it

suffices to prove that v
(h̃n)
m is congruent to

xn · v(h
(n−1)
max )

t (x2, . . . , xn) mod x1 + xn

up to a non-zero scalar multiplication for mn = 0, m1 = tn−1 + 1, and mi = ti−1 (2 ≤ i ≤
n− 1) where t runs over the condition in (A.13). In what follows, we prove that

(A.14) v(h̃n)
m (x1, . . . , xn) ≡ ±2xn · v(h

(n−1)
max )

t (x2, . . . , xn) mod x1 + xn.

Put ℓ = h̃n−m. Since the first and the last entries ℓ1 and ℓn of ℓ satisfy ℓ1 = n−m1 ≤ n−1

and ℓn = h
(n)
max(n)−mn = 2n− 1 , one has ℓ

(6.8)−−→ ℓ′ and hence

ℓ′ = (h(n)
max(2)−m2 − 1, . . . , h(n)

max(n− 1)−mn−1 − 1, 2n− 2−m1) = h(n−1)
max − t.

It follows from Lemma 6.6 that

α
(ℓ)
i+1,j(x1, . . . , xn) = α

(ℓ′)
i,j−1(x2, . . . , xn)(A.15)

for 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 2 and i+ 1 < j ≤ 2n− 1− (i+ 1). One also has

(A.16) α
(ℓ)
1,n = α1,n = x1 − xn

by the definition of α
(ℓ)
i,j . In order to prove (A.14), we first prove

α
(ℓ)
1,n−p(x1, . . . , xn) ≡ ±α

(ℓ′)

n−1,h
(n−1)
max (n−1)−p+1

(x2, . . . , xn) mod x1 + xn(A.17)

for 1 ≤ p < m1. Let us consider the two procedures starting at ℓ and ℓ′:

ℓ = ℓ(1) → ℓ(2) → · · · ;
ℓ′ = ℓ′(1) → ℓ′(2) → · · · .

Note that ℓ′(i) = ℓ(i+1) if they can be defined. One can see from the inductive argument
that the procedure

ℓ′ = ℓ′(1) → ℓ′(2) → · · · → ℓ′(p) → ℓ′(p+1) → · · · → ℓ′(m1−1) → ℓ′(m1)

can be defined and each step is either (6.6) or (6.7). In fact, the last entry ℓ
′(p)
n−p of ℓ

′(p) for
1 ≤ p < m1 is inductively given by

ℓ
′(p)
n−p = 2n− 2−m1 − (p− 1) < 2n− 2− p− (p− 1) = 2(n− p)− 1.

Hence, the procedure

ℓ = ℓ(1)
(6.8)−−→ ℓ(2)

(6.6) or (6.7)−−−−−−−→ · · · (6.6) or (6.7)−−−−−−−→ ℓ(m1) (6.6) or (6.7)−−−−−−−→ ℓ(m1+1)

can be defined. This derives

α
(ℓ)
1,n−p(x1, . . . , xn) =

{
xp+1 if ℓ(p+1) (6.7)−−→ ℓ(p+2)

x1 − xp+1 if ℓ(p+1) (6.6)−−→ ℓ(p+2)
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and

α
(ℓ′)

n−1,h
(n−1)
max (n−1)−p+1

(x2, . . . , xn) =α
(ℓ′)
n−1,2(n−1)−p

(x2, . . . , xn)

=

{
xp+1 if ℓ′(p)

(6.7)−−→ ℓ′(p+1)

xp+1 + xn if ℓ′(p)
(6.6)−−→ ℓ′(p+1)

for 1 ≤ p < m1. Thus, we obtain (A.17). It then follows from (A.16), (A.17), and (A.15)
that

v(h̃n)
m =α

(ℓ)
1,n(x1, . . . , xn) · α(ℓ)

1,n−1(x1, . . . , xn) · · ·α(ℓ)
1,n−m1+1(x1, . . . , xn)

·
( n−1∏

i=2

α
(ℓ)

i,h
(n)
max(i)

(x1, . . . , xn) · · ·α(ℓ)

i,h
(n)
max(i)−mi+1

(x1, . . . , xn)
)

=(x1 − xn) · α(ℓ)
1,n−1(x1, . . . , xn) · · ·α(ℓ)

1,n−m1+1(x1, . . . , xn)

·
( n−2∏

i=1

α
(ℓ)

i+1,h
(n)
max(i+1)

(x1, . . . , xn) · · ·α(ℓ)

i+1,h
(n)
max(i+1)−mi+1+1

(x1, . . . , xn)
)

≡± (x1 − xn) · α(ℓ′)

n−1,h
(n−1)
max (n−1)

(x2, . . . , xn) · · ·α(ℓ′)

n−1,h
(n−1)
max (n−1)−(m1−1)+1

(x2, . . . , xn)

·
( n−2∏

i=1

α
(ℓ′)

i,h
(n−1)
max (i)

(x2, . . . , xn) · · ·α(ℓ′)

i,h
(n−1)
max (i)−mi+1+1

(x2, . . . , xn)
)

mod x1 + xn (by Lemma 6.6)

=± (x1 − xn) · v(h
(n−1)
max )

t (x2, . . . , xn) (because tn−1 = m1 − 1, ti = mi+1 for 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 2)

=± 2xn · v(h
(n−1)
max )

t (x2, . . . , xn) mod x1 + xn.

We proved (A.14) and hence Subclaim 3 holds. This completes the proof of Claim 3.

Claim 4 The set {v(h̃j)
m | 0 ≤ mi ≤ h̃j(i)− i} forms a basis of R

D(n)

h̃j
for n ≤ j ≤ 2n− 2.

We prove Claim 4 by induction on j. As the base case j = n, it is exactly Claim 3. We
now assume that j > n and Claim 4 holds for j−1. Consider the exact sequence in (A.4)
in this case. By similar considerations as in the previous claim, the image of a set

{v(h̃j)
m | m1 = 0, 0 ≤ mi ≤ h(n)

max(i)− i (2 ≤ i ≤ n)}(A.18)

under the surjection R
D(n)

h̃j
։ RD

′
(n−1)(2n − j − 1) forms an additive basis for the ring

RD
′
(n−1)(2n− j − 1). In fact, a similar argument using the exact sequence

(A.19) 0 → RD
′
(n−1)

×x2n−j−−−−→ RD
′
(n−1)(2n− j − 1) → R(B′′

(n−2)
,D′′

(n−2)
)(2n− j − 1) → 0

yields the claim in this case. More specifically, by Proposition A.2 we know that the ring

R(B′′
(n−2)

,D′′
(n−2)

)(2n− j − 1) has a basis

{w(2n−j−1)
m′ (x2, . . . , x̂2n−j , . . . , xn) | 0 ≤ m′

i ≤ 2(n− 2− i) + 1 (1 ≤ i ≤ n− 2)},
and the set above is the image of

(A.20) {v(h̃j)
m | m1 = 0, mn = 0, 0 ≤ mi ≤ h(n)

max(i)− i (2 ≤ i ≤ n− 1)}
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under the surjection RD
′
(n−1)(2n − j − 1) ։ R(B′′

(n−2)
,D′′

(n−2)
)(2n− j − 1), by an argument

similar to Claim 3. Furthermore, by the inductive hypothesis on n the ring RD′
(n−1) has a

basis

{v(h
(n−1)
max )

t (x2, . . . , xn) | 0 ≤ ti ≤ h(n−1)
max (i)− i (1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1)},(A.21)

and we can prove, in a similar manner to Claim 3, that

v(h̃j)
m (x1, . . . , xn) ≡ −x2n−j · v(h

(n−1)
max )

t (x2, . . . , xn) mod x1 + x2n−j

for m1 = 0, mi = ti−1 (2 ≤ i ≤ n− 1), and mn = tn−1+1 where t runs over the condition
in (A.21). Therefore, by the exactness of the sequence (A.19) we conclude that the image

of the set (A.18) forms an additive basis for RD′
(n−1)(2n− j − 1).

On the other hand, by the inductive hypothesis on j, we know that R
D(n)

h̃j−1
has an additive

basis

{v(h̃j−1)
s | 0 ≤ si ≤ h̃j−1(i)− i (1 ≤ i ≤ n)}.(A.22)

Note that we have (x1 + x2n−j) · v(h̃j−1)
s = v

(h̃j)
m for m1 = s1 + 1 and mi = si (2 ≤ i ≤ n)

where s runs over the condition in (A.22), by similar manipulations to the previous claim.
A similar argument using the exact sequence in (A.4) yields the result in Claim 4.

Now the proof of Theorem 6.7 follows immediately from Lemma 6.8 and the special case

j = 2n− 2 of Claim 4 because R
D(n)

h̃2n−2
is equal to RD(n) which is isomorphic to H∗(G/B)

whenever D(n) = {di = (1, . . . , 1, 1) ∈ Ri+1 | i ∈ [n− 1]}. �
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