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1.1. The flag variety and its decomposition into Richardson varieties.
Let G be a connected reductive group and B be the full flag variety of G. An
open Richardson variety is the intersection of a Bruhat cell with an opposite
Bruhat cell. We then have the decomposition of B into the disjoint union of the
open Richardson varieties. This decomposition has many remarkable properties,
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ABSTRACT. A partial flag variety P of a Kac-Moody group G has a natu-
ral stratification into projected Richardson varieties. When G is a connected
reductive group, a Bruhat atlas for Px was constructed in [7]: Pk is locally
modeled with Schubert varieties in some Kac-Moody flag variety as stratified
spaces. The existence of Bruaht atlases implies some nice combinatorial and
geometric properties on the partial flag varieties and the decomposition into
projected Richardson varieties.

A Bruhat atlas does not exist for partial flag varieties of an arbitrary Kac-
Moody group due to combinatorial and geometric reasons. To overcome ob-
structions, we introduce the notion of Birkhoff-Bruhat atlas. Instead of the
Schubert varieties used in a Bruhat atlas, we use the J-Schubert varieties for
a Birkhoff-Bruhat atlas. The notion of the J-Schubert varieties interpolates
Birkhoff decomposition and Bruhat decomposition of the full flag variety (of a
larger Kac-Moody group). The main result of this paper is the construction of
a Birkhoff-Bruhat atlas for any partial flag variety Px of a Kac-Moody group.
We also construct a combinatorial atlas for the index set Qi of the projected
Richardson varieties in Pk . As a consequence, we show that Q) has some nice
combinatorial properties. This gives a new proof and generalizes the work of
Williams [21] in the case where the group G is a connected reductive group.

1. INTRODUCTION

including;:

(1) each stratum is smooth;

(2)
(3)

(4)
()

the closure of each stratum is a union of other strata;

the closure of each stratum is normal, Cohen-Macaulay, with rational singu-
larities;
over positive characteristic, there exists a Frobenius splitting on B which com-
patibly splits all the strata;

over complex numbers, there exists a Poisson structure on B for which the
T-leaves are exactly the strata;

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 14M15, 20F55, 20G44.

Key words and phrases. Partial flag varieties, projected Richardson varieties, Kac-Moody

groups, Bruhat atlas.

1


http://arxiv.org/abs/2007.09873v1

2 HUANCHEN BAO AND XUHUA HE

(6) over real numbers, the intersection of the totally nonnegative flag variety X
with each stratum gives a cellular decomposition of X;

(7) the poset of the strata is thin and EL-shellable.

Many of these remarkable properties remain valid for the full flag variety of any
Kac-Moody group.

1.2. Partial flag varieties. Now we consider the partial flag variety Py = G/ Pk
of a Kac-Moody group GG. The variety Px has a natural stratification into the
projected Richardson varieties. The projected Richardson varieties in Pg are
the image of certain Richardson varieties in the full flag B under the projection
map 7 : B — Pgx. However, the combinatorial and geometric structures of the
projected Richardson varieties in Pg are more complicated than the Richardson
varieties in B.

Let Q be the index set of the projected Richardson varieties in Px and < be the
partial order on Q. Williams [21] showed that if G is a connected reductive group,
then the partial order set (Qx has remarkable combinatorial properties: thinness,
shellability, etc. Such combinatorial properties are used later by Galashin, Karp
and Lam [6] to prove the conjecture of Postnikov and Williams that the totally
nonnegative part of Pk is a regular CW complex.

1.3. The Bruhat atlas of [7]. One of the motivations in the unpublished work
of Knutson, Lu and the second-named author [7] is to use the Richardson va-
rieties in the full flag variety B of a “much larger” Kac-Moody group G as the
model for the decomposition of Pk into projected Richardson varieties, and many
other stratified spaces arising in Lie theory. Consequently, many remarkable com-
binatorial properties and geometric properties on these stratified spaces may be
deduced directly from those on the Bruhat order of the Weyl group W of G and
the Richardson varieties of B. )

By definition, a Bruhat atlas for a stratified space M = LI, M, consists of a large
Kac-Moody group G and an open covering M = UU, such that

e for each U, there exists an isomorphism of stratified spaces from U to a Schubert
cell in the flag variety B of G;

e for each y and U, U N My is mapped isomorphically to an open Richardson
variety of B.

The group G is called the atlas group for this Bruhat atlas.

The first example of a Bruhat atlas was constructed by Snider [18] for Grass-
mannian with the positroid stratification. A Bruhat atlas for the full flag variety
of a connected reductive group G was constructed by Knutson, Woo, and Yong in
[15]. A Bruhat atlas for any partial flag variety of a connected reductive group and
a Bruhat atlas for the wonderful compactification of a semisimple adjoint group
was then constructed in [7]. A different “atlas” for the partial flag varieties of a
connected reductive group was constructed recently by Galashin, Karp and Lam
in [6] and by Huang in [I0]. A Bruhat atlas for the wonderful compactification of
the symmetric space PSO(2n)/SO(n — 1) was recently given by Huang in [I1].

1.4. The Birkhoff-Bruhat atlas. In the works discussed above, the group G
involved is a connected reductive group, i.e. a Kac-Moody group of finite type.
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A Bruhat atlas for Pk does not exists when G is of infinite type, due to the
following reasons. First, the partial flag variety Pk, in general, are infinite-
dimensional. Thus one can not use Schubert cells (which is finite-dimensional)
as an atlas for Pg. This gives a geometric obstruction. There is also a combi-
natorial obstruction arising from comparison of the partial orders. Note that the
partial order < on Qg involved both the Bruhat order and the opposite Bruhat
order in the Weyl group W of G. By the definition of Bruhat atlas, one needs
to embed Qg into the Weyl group W of an atlas group. It is only possible if the
Weyl group W has the longest element, which interchanges the Bruhat order and
the opposite Bruhat order on W.

The main purpose of this paper is to introduce a suitable “atlas model” for the
partial flag varieties of any Kac-Moody group. We use the open J-Schubert cells
in the full flag variety B of an atlas group G instead of the Schubert cells in B as
in the original definition of Bruhat atlas.

The decomposition of B into the J-Schubert cell was introduced by Billig and
Dyer in [1], which simultaneously generalizes both the Bruhat decomposition of
B into the Schubert cells and the Birkhoff decomposition of B into the opposite
Schubert cells. A J-Schubert cell, in general, is neither finite dimensional nor
finite codimensional. A Birkhoff-Bruhat atlas for Py consists of an atlas group G
and an open covering Px = UU such that

e for each U, an embedding of U into the full flag variety B of G;

e the intersection of U with any projected Richardson variety is mapped isomor-
phically to a J-Richardson variety in B.

The main result of this paper is

Theorem 1.1. Any partial flag variety Pk of a Kac-Moody group admits a Birkhoff-
Bruhat atlas.

It is also worth mentioning that even in the finite type case, the atlas groups
from the Birkhoff-Bruhat atlas we constructed and those from the Bruhat atlas
in [7] are different. Thus our construction provides a new “atlas model” for the
partial flag varieties for connected reductive groups.

We also construct a combinatorial “atlas model” for the poset QQx. This “atlas
model” identifies the poset (Qx, <) with a convex subset of the Weyl group W of
the atlas group G with respect to a twisted Bruhat order ! "<, This combinatorial
“atlas model” is valid for Qi from an arbitrary Coxeter group.

Theorem 1.2. The partial order < on Qg is thin and EL-shellable.

We refer to section for the definition of thinness and EL-Shellability. This
result generalizes the previous work of Williams [21].

Galashin, Karp and Lam [6, Conjecture 10.2] conjectured that the totally non-
negative part of P is a regular CW complex for a Kac-Moody group G, and Q) is
its face poset. Theorem 1.2 confirms the combinatorial aspect of their conjecture.

1.5. Organization. This paper is organized as follows. We recall preliminaries of
Kac-Moody groups and J-Schubert cells in Section 2. We then define a Birkhoff-
Bruhat atlas and construct such an atlas for the partial flag variety Pk of arbitrary
type in Section[3l We discuss some combinatorial consequences in Section [4.9. We
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construct another Birkhoff-Bruhat atlas for the partial flag variety Px when is K
is of finite type in Section Bl We discuss examples in Section
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2. PRELIMINARY

2.1. Minimal Kac-Moody groups. Let I be a finite set and A = (a;;); jer be a
symmetrizable generalized Cartan matrix in the sense of [13] §1.1]. A Kac-Moody
root datum associated to A is a quintuple

D= (Ia Av XY, (ai)iélv (a;/)iél)v

where X is a free Z-module of finite rank with Z-dual Y, and the elements «a; of X
and o of Y such that (o}, a;) = ay; for i, j € I. We denote by w; € X the element
that (a,w;) = d;;. We shall assume the root datum D is simply connected.

We have natural actions of W on both X and Y. Let

A" ={w(ta) e X |ieLweW}CX

be the set of real roots. Then A™ = A’¢ LI A’ is the union of positive real roots
and negative real roots.

Let k be an algebraically closed field. The minimal Kac-Moody group G as-
sociated to the Kac-Moody root datum D is the group generated by the torus
T =Y ®z k* and the root subgroup U, = k for each real root «, subject to the
Tits relations [20]. Let UT C G (resp. U~ C G) be the subgroup generated by
Uy for a € A (resp. o € A™). Let B* C G be the Borel subgroup generated
by T and U*. We fix a pinning of G consisting of (T, BT, B~ z;,y;;4 € I) with
one parameter subgroups z; : k — U,, and y; : k — U_,, analogous to [17]. We
have an anti-involution ¥ of G analogous to [17, §1.2] such that ¥(z;(a)) = y;(a),
U(y;(a)) = zi(a) and WU(t) =t fora €k, t € T.

Let J C I (not necessarily of finite type). We denote by P the subgroup of G
generated by B* and U_,, for j € J. Let W; be the subgroup of W generated
by {s;}jes. Let W7 be the set of minimal-length coset representatives of W/W;
and 7TV be the set of minimal-length coset representatives of W;\W. For i € I,
we define
For any w € W with reduced expression w = s;, - - - s;,, we define

w=35;,- %, €G.
It is known that w is well-defined and independent of the reduced expression.

Let L; be the subgroup of P; generated by T Uta, for j € J. We denote
by A = {w(xq;) € X|j € J,w € W;} C A" the set of real roots of L;. We
write A7, = A N AL We denote by Up+ the unipotent radical of PF, which is
generated by U, for a € A7 — A’f. We have following Levi decomposition of P}
[12, Theorem B.39]

Pj:LJIXUP}». (2.1)
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We similarly define the subgroup P; of G™™" as the subgroup generated by B~
and U, for j € J, with the Levi decomposition

Py =Ly Up-. (2.2)

2.2. The full flag variety. In this subsection, we recall several results on the
Kac-Moody flag varieties.

We denote by B the (thin) full flag variety [16], equipped with the ind-variety
structure. Let v,w € W. Define, respectively, the Schubert cell, the opposite
Schubert cell and the open Richardson variety by

X*=B*wB*/B*, X,=B oBY/B*, R,,=X"NX,.
We have the Bruhat decomposition OB = I_Iwew)o( “ and the Birkhoff decomposi-

tion B = I_Ivew)z'v. It is known that R, ,, # 0 if and only if v < w. In this case,
R, ., is irreducible of dimension ¢(w) — ¢(v). We also have the decomposition

o

B = |—|U<wRU,w-

Let X", X,, R, be the (Zariski) closure of )O(w,)o(v,f%uw respectively. By [16],
Proposition 7.1.15&7.1.21],

xv=|]x,  X,=|]X.
w’'<w V' >v

As the Schubert varieties and opposite Schubert varieties intersect transversally,
we also have (see e.g. [14])

o
Rv,w = |_| Rv’,w/ .

v<v' <w'<w

2.3. The J-Schubert cells and J-Richardson varieties. Let J C I. Following
[T, Closure patterns], we define the partial order < on W as follows. The partial
order /< on W is generated by the relations ssw /< w for w € W and 8 € ¥
with w=1(8) € A™~. Define a (non-standard) length function /¢ on W by

To(w) = O(w) — 24(A7F N w  (A™)).

Note that any element in W can be written in a unique way as xy for z € W;
and y € 7W. We have '¢(zy) = {(y) — {(x), where £(-) denotes the usual length
function. We define

Wy = AT LA AT, Wy = AT LA™ - A,
Remark 2.1. The relation between our partial order /< and the partial order

<y, used in [I, Closure pattern] is the following

v/< w if and only if vt <v, w L

Note that v /< w is not equivalent to v~ /<w™! in general [, Page 18].

Remark 2.2. Let W; be a finite Weyl group. In this case, we denote by w; the
longest element of W;. Then for w,w’ € W, w' /< w if and only if w;w’ < wyw.
Moreover, we have 7¢(w) = {(wyw) — L(wy).
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Let /BT be the subgroup of G generated by T and U, for « € U}. Then /B*
is the opposite Borel subgroup of the standard parabolic subgroup Pf. Similarly,

let 7B~ be the subgroup of G generated by T" and U, for a« € ¥;. In the case
where J = (), we have BT = B* and /B~ = B~. In the case where J = I, we
have /Bt = B~ and /B~ = B*. Let BT = L;N B* and U5 = L; N U*.

Thanks to the Levi decompositions (21)& ([2.2)), we have

'B* =By xUpy, 'B” =B xUp-.

Let v, w € W. Define, respectively, the J-Schubert cell, the opposite J-Schubert

cell and the open J-Richardson variety by
X ='BtwB*/B*, 'X,='B0B*/B*, ’R,,="'X"Nn’X,.

Lemma 2.3. We have isomorphisms

(U; NwU ™) x (UPJ+ NwU ™) — X, (21, 29) — T2 BT /BT

(U NoU 0 x (Up- MU 07" — 7 Xy, (21,25) — 21290B* /B*.

Proof. We prove the first statement here. The second one is entirely similar.

It follows from the Levi decompositions and [16, Theorem 5.2.3] that we have
isomorphisms

(U; NnwU v ) x (U; NwU ™) — Uy,
(Upsr NwU ™) X (Ups NUF0™") — Ups.
Therefore we have
'BYBY /BT = (U; NwlU w™?) - (Ups N WU w™) - wB" /BT,
Now the lemma follows from the restriction of the isomorphism
wU ™t — wU BY/BY, g+ gwB"/B". O
By [I, Theorem 1], we have
B = Upew’X™ = Upen”X,. (2.3)
Let 7 X™ and 7 X, be the (Zariski) closure of X* and “X, respectively. By [I
Theorem 4], we have
IXv=IxXe= || XV/X,=X,= || X.. (2.4)

w’ K w v K

Proposition 2.4. Let v,w € W. Then the following conditions are equivalent:
(1)7XvN7X, #0;
(2) JXwﬂJXU§£®,‘
(3) v/<w.

Proof. 1t is obvious that (1) = (2).

We show that (2) = (3). If 7X*N7X, # 0, then there exists z € W, such
that 7X*N7X,NX?*# (. Since X7 is finite dimensional, 7 X* N’ X, N X7 is still
finite dimensional. Tt is projective and stable under the left action of T. By [16]
Exercise 7.1.E.5], 7X* N /X, N X* has a T-fixed point. Hence X% N7X, has a
T-fixed point.

Note that the T-fixed points in X are {wB*/BT;w € W}. Thus by (23),
BT /B is the only T-fixed point of 7X™ and of 7 X,,. By (24, the T-fixed points
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in 7 X% are {4'B*/B*;w' /< w} and the T-fixed points in 7 X, are {t/BT/B*;v/<v'}.
Since Y X™ and 7 X, have a common 7T-fixed point, we must have v /< w.

We then show that (3) = (1). Let U, = U~ B*/B* C B. Thanks to the Levi
decomposition and [16, Theorem 5.2.3], we have the isomorphisms

Uy Upt NOU071) x (UjUp- NOU 971 = U071 —=— U,

(91,92) > 9192 — q1g920B" /B*.
By Lemma 23] we have the isomorphism
(U Ups NOU~07Y) x X, 5 U,
Since 7 X is Uu,u Pj—stable, we have, via restriction,
(U; Upr NOU 671 x (TX*N7X,) 5 /X" 0T,

It remains to prove Y X* N U, # 0 when v/<w. Since U, is open in B, we have
TX® AU, # 0 if and only if X N U, # 0. Thanks to (Z4), we have 0BT /B*
X" if v/<w. We clearly have 0B*/B* € U,. Therefore vB™/B* € U, N7 X".
The claim follows. O

2.4. J-Schubert decompositions. In this subsection, we study a more refined
version of Lemma [2.3]
For a group K and subsets K’', K, K, ..., K,, we write

K=K o0K0o 0K,
if any element k' € K’ can be written uniquely as k' = k1ky - - - k,, with k; € K.
Lemma 2.5. Let v e W;, and w € Wz, N"W. We have
Uy Ups 0 (0)U” ()™ = (Uy, NoU o) ® o(U;jl NwU o )o "

Proof. Note that ¢(vw) = {(v) + ¢(w). We recall the following decompositions
from [16, Theorem 5.2.3]:

()U~ (b))~ = (U N ()T (o)) © (U N ()T (o) ); (1)
U noU ot =00 NnwUto D)o e (U N @)U (0w));  ($H2)
Ut N (ow)U () =0(UT nwU o Dot o (UTnoU o). ($3)
Thanks to the Levi decomposition Pjg =L; xU P the decompositions are
compatible with the restriction from U* to thl as well as from U™ to UPj-
1
It follows from (1) that
Uy Ups N (0w)U™ (0) ™" = (Uj; N (0w)U (0w) ™) © (Ups N (00)U~ (0w) 7).
1

J1
Since w € "W, we have U, NwUtw™" = {e}. Therefore it follows from ({2)
that
Uy, NoU o~ =U;, noU o~ = U, N (0w)U~ (0w) .
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Finally, since v € W, , we have Up+ NoU~ 0! = {e}. Since w € W, it follows
1

from (3) that
Ups N (0)U~ (0w) ™ = 9(Ups NwU ™0™ )0~ = 0(Ups NwUpw™ )0

The lemma follows. O

The following result follows easily from Lemma and Lemma 2.5

Corollary 2.6. Let J;,Jo C I. Let v € Wy, and w € Wy N*W. We have an
isomorphism

(U5, NoU; 071 x o(Ug N WU o™ — XY (g1,ge) > giga(00) BT
1

Lemma 2.7. Let v € Wy, and w € W;, N "W. We have
UlePJ_I N (0w)U~ (vw) ™" =(US, NoU, 07" @ 9(Uy N Up, N WU w0
®9(Up- NUp- NU ™ ")o 1.
Jo J1
Proof. Note that {(vw) = ¢(v)+{(w). We recall again the following decompositions
from [16, Theorem 5.2.3]:
(0w)U~ (vw) ™" = (U' N (0w)U~ (0w) ™) © (U N (0w)U~ (vw));  (O1)
Ut N (@)U (i) =o(UT nwU o Yot o (UTnoU o). ($3)
Thanks to the Levi decomposition le =L; xU P the decompositions above

are compatible with the restriction from U to U}l as well as from U™ to U P -
1
It follows from (1) that

UJUp- N (0w)U~ (0w) ™" = (Uj; N (0w)U~ (0w) ™) © (Up- N (00)U~ (0w) 7).
1 1
Since w € Wz, N 'W and v € Wy, it follows from ({3) that
U N (0w)U (ow) ' =U; noU o =Uj NnoUs o
Since v € W, , we have
Up- N (0w)U ™ (t) ™ = O(Up- NwU W™ Hot.
Thanks to the Levi decomposition of P , we further have
.. N |
UPJ—1 N (0w)U™ (0w)
=0(Up- N WU )
1
=0(Uj, NUp- NwU ™0™ )0~ @ 0(Up- NUp- NU~w™")i™"
1 1
=0(Uj, NUp- NULuw™ )07 © 0(Up- NUp- NU~ w07

The lemma is proved. U
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2.5. Product of Parabolic subgroups. Let Ji, Jo C I. We study the decom-
position of P}EP}; /BT with respect to the Ji-Schubert cells and the opposite
Ji1-Schubert cells.

We first consider the decomposition into the J;-Schubert cells.

Proposition 2.8. Let J,,Jo C I. Then we have

+p+ _ + _ I+ Rt
PP} =L,L,B"= || "BYWB"
IDEWJIWJ2

Proof. Tt follows from [2.3) that Ugep, w, NBTwB™ is a disjoint union. We have
0 Wi,

Lp,B"= || (LnnPy)wB*
weW ,N1W
— |_| (Lj, N Ly)(Ly, N Upjl)wB#
weW ,N1W
Thus
LyLp,B = |J LjL,n UP(Z)wB+
weW ,N1W
= U (Lyy NU)YO(Lyy NUF)(Lyy N Upy )i B
veW s, , weW ,N1W '
C U (Ly, NU)iUps (Lyy NU ) B*
UGWJl ,wGWJ2ﬂ‘71W
— U (L NUT)Upy i (v (L, NU)w)B*T
UGWJl ,wGWJ2ﬂJ1W
= U " BtowB*.
veW s, , weW ,N1W

Now we proceed with the reverse inclusion. Note that any element in W; W,
can be written in a unique way as vw for some v € Wy, and w € Wy, N1W.
By definition and the Levi decomposition 1), 7*B* = (L;, N U~ )Up+T. Since

J1
v € Wy, the conjugation action of ¥ stabilizes UPI+ T. Thus
71

NBYowBt = (L;, NU )o(Up+ wBT) = (L, NU )0(Upr NwB 1w )BT,

J1 Iy
Since w € W,, we have Up;rl NwB~w™ ! C UR,+1 N Ly,. Thus
N BYowBT C (L, NU)o(Ly, NUNWBY € Ly, L;,B".
The statement is proved. O
We then consider the decomposition into opposite J;-Schubert cells.
Proposition 2.9. We have

+p+ _ hp—5n+ + p+
pipy= || "B @B NP/P.
IDEWJIWJ2
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Proof. Note that P; N Ly, is an opposite parabolic subgroup of L;j,. By the
Birkhoff decomposition of Lj, and the Levi decomposition of P};, we have

Fr= | @inLneBt = || (LyNLy)(U;NUp )irB*.
wEWJQOle wGWJ2ﬂJ1W
Hence
pipi = |J LiyU;n Up; JuB”
weWz,N1W
— U U;,oUs, Uy, NUp- i BY
veW s, , weW ,N1W
= U (U, Uo7l (Uy, N Up- B

vEW 5 weW ,N1W

We show that
(a) Uy, (Uj, NUp-)wB* = (Uj, NUp- JwB*.
1 1
We have the decomposition UJ, = (U} NU7, (U, ﬂUP;;). Since (U7, F‘IUPJ—1 Jw C
Lyj,, we have Up+ (U, NUp- ) = (U;, NUp- )wUp+ and
Jo Ji Jy J2
(U5, N UL, O Ups )(Uy, O Ups JiB* = (U, VUL, N Up: B
Thanks to the Levi decomposition of L;, N P; , we further have
- +\ (17— (1] - +
(U VU5, MU ) = (U5, N Up- (U, U
Since w € "W, we have (Uf NUJ)wB" = wB*.

Thus (a) is proved.
Now we have

PjP} = U (U, noU v Ho(Uy, N Up, JuB". (2.5)
'UEWJI ,’IDEWJQO'IlW
Since 9(Uj, N UPfl) C UPJIQ‘), we have
(U3, U0~ )o(Uy, NUp- )wB* C "B owB*.
1
Thanks to (2.3), we have
P}P; C | | "B iowB*.
veEW s, , weW ,N1W
Then we have that (U}, NoU; 0~ )o(U, N UPJ—l)u'JBﬂL = 'B~owB* N P} P}
and
PPl = | ] ("B~vwB* N P} P}).
veEW s, ,weW N1 W
Since W, W, = Wy, (W01 W), we have P} P = | |yew, w, "B wB*NPf P}
and the proposition is proved. O

Combining Proposition and Lemma 2.7 we have the following proposition.
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Proposition 2.10. Let Jy, J, C I and v € W, w € Wy, N "W. We have an
isomorphism

(U, noU507Y) x (8(Us, N Up- Nl 1)) —= X, 0 PLPS /BT
Proof. By Proposition 2.9, we have
"X O PLPLBY = (U, 00U 07Uy, N Up )i B
= (U], N U6 )o(Uy, N Up, Nl )i BT
By Lemma [2.3] we have the isomorphism
(U5, N (@)U () ™) % (Upy 0 (8u)U (00) 1) = X .

Thanks to Lemma [2.7] the lemma follows from the restriction of the above iso-
morphism to

(U, noU5,07Y) x (8(Us, N Up: NaU50~Y)i™t) 5 "X N PLPL/BY. O

3. A BIRKHOFF-BRUHAT ATLAS

3.1. Definitions. Let M be an ind-variety over k. A stratification on M is a
family of locally closed, finite dimensional subvarieties {AM¥},cy indexed by a

poset Y such that
[ M - UyeyMy;
e For any y € ), the Zariski closure MY of ]\;[y equals Ly <, M, .

o

Assume furthermore that the minimal strata in the stratification Y., of M are
points. A Birkhoff-Bruhat atlas on (M, )) is the following data:

(1) an open covering for M consisting of open sets Uy around the minimal strata
fed;
(2) a (minimal) Kac-Moody group G and a subset J of the set of simple roots of

G;

(3) for any minimal stratum f € Y, an embedding ¢y from Uy into the flag variety
B of G such that c¢(Uy N M,) is an open J-Richardson variety of B for any
yey.

3.2. Partial flag varieties. Let K C I and Px = G/P; be the partial flag

variety. Then we have the decomposition

Pr = UweWKB+wP;/P+ = UUeWKB_DP;/P;.
Let Qx = {(v,w) € W x WE | v < w}. Define the partial order < on Qg as
follows:
(v, w") < (v,w) if there exists u € Wi such that v < v'u < w'u < w.

For any (v,w) € Qk, set

o

ﬁv,w - 71-K(}%U,w) and Hv,w - 71-K(}%v,w)a

where g : B — Pk is the projection map. Then II,,, is the (Zariski) closure of

ﬁv,w in Pr. We call ﬁuw an open projected Richardson variety and II, ,, a closed
projected Richardson variety.
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By [14, Proposition 3.6], we have
Pr = l—l(v,w)EQKHv,w and Hv,w = ‘—l(v’,w’)EQK;(v’,w’)j(v,w)Hv’,w’- (31)

Let K C I. The goal of the rest of this section is devoted to con-
struct an Birkhoff-Bruhat atlas for the stratified space M = Py with
the stratification {Il, .} w)eq, considered in §3.21

3.3. The Kac-Moody group G. We construct the set of simple roots and the
associated generalized Cartan matrix of the Kac-Moody G from the original Kac-
Moody group G. We list some examples of such construction in g6l

The set I of simple roots is the union of two copies of I, glued along K. More
precisely, let I” = {i" | i € I} and I* = {i* | i € I} be the two copies of I. Then
I—I"U]ﬁwmh[bﬁlﬁ—{k;b—kﬁ | k € K}. Foranyi € I, weset (i°)? = (i*)f = i.
The generalized Cartan matrix A = (75 );7er 18 defined as follows:
o for %,g, S Ib, dﬁ' = G iy
e for %j’ S [ﬁ, dﬁ’ = Qs (5ryss
o fori S I—1"and 7 S f—]ﬁ, dﬁ' = d%’ﬁ =0.

Since IF N I° = {k® = kﬁj k € K}, we have Gy jyp = Qppr = Ggs ye and Ehe
generalized Cartan matrix A is well-defined. The generalized Cartan matrix A is
symmetrizable.

Let G™™ be the minimal Kac-Moody group of simply connected type associated
to ([ A) and W be its Weyl group. Let Wy and W;: be the parabolic subgroup
of W generated by simple reﬂectlons in I’ and I* respectively. We have natural
identifications W — Wp w— w and W — Wy, w — wt. For w € W, v’ = wh.
For any w € W, we set (w’)* = w and (w) = w.

Similarly, we have natural embedding G™» — L g — ¢’ and G™ — Ly, g
g*. For g € Ly, ¢° = ¢". ) ) )

We denote by X the flag variety of G™», and denote by X~ "'X_ "R__
the I’-Schubert cells, the opposite I’-Schubert cells and the open I°-Richardson
variety respectively.

3.4. The Kac-Moody group in a Birkhoff-Bruhat atlas. Let r € W. The
following multiplication maps are isomorphisms of ind-varieties:

FUF NUN) x (U NUT) — U, (g1, 92) — 9199 (3.2)
FUF'NU) x (PUF T NUT) — 7U Y, (b, hy) — hiha.
We define morphisms of ind-varieties
U = U NUT, giga v ga,
and
ory U = U NUT, hyhg — ho.
Lemma 3.1. [0, Proposition 8.2] Let r € W. The map
or = (0p 1,00 ) *U 7+ — (UTNFU 7)) x (U NFU 771

1s an isomorphism of ind-varieties.
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Note that the isomorphism is compatible with Levi decompositions. The re-
striction of o, gives the isomorphism

PUp- 1" — (U NiUp_ ™) x (U~ N7Up_77").
Let r € WX and U, = 7B~ P{t /Pt C Px. We have an isomorphism
iUp-1 — Uy, g+— grPEt /Pt
Finally, for g € 7U 77!, we write oz@(g) for o,+(g)"*.
Theorem 3.2. Forr € WX we define the map
& U, — X,
G P s () Y o () BY /BT for g € Ui
Then (¢.),ewx gives a Birkhoff-Bruhat atlas for Pr.
Proof. Since r € W*, we have U* N#Up_1 = U* N7U 7.
Therefore aﬁ7+(UPI;) = (U’ N (U~)°(7~1)". On the other hand, we have
P o (Upg) G = (U N (U ) Y
= (U U0 ﬁP,;) (LY.

By Proposition 210, ¢, is an embedding with image Ile;(N) NLyLpBT/B*,
We then check the stratifications. Let (v,w) € Qk. Suppose that g € 'r"UPI;'r"_1

with g7 Pt /Pt € ﬁv,w- Then there exists [ € Lj; such that grl € BTwB™ N
B~oB*. By (82) and ([B.3]), we have

o,+(9)rl € B~gil ¢ B-oBY and o, (g)fl € Btgil C BtwB™.
Therefore
= (0r(9)7) ((0r(g)7) )}
= (001 (9)1) - (- (g)iD) )"
( b
(

9

(BB 7 (B

u-)
UV - Ups Uf (7 (BT

(g) I"B—l—q-)b(w—l)ti(B—f—)ﬁ _ Ib;{'ﬁ(v,w)’
where (Q) follows from

(@) = ()0,

b T -b LA
VUpt =Up+ 0 and U gt

»nrt 1t ror
By Proposition 2.9
- o o b 2
& (Ur) = Ugw)eq, &r(Ur N1Lyw) € Upae,” B 1)t 00 (w18

C IbX{,(T"T‘) N f/[bz[ﬁé+/é+.
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b

Since ¢,(U,) = 1 )E',;(r,r) N ilbiluéJf/B*, all the inclusion above are actually

equalities. In particular, for any (v, w) € Q, ¢.(U, N ﬁuw) = IbRrb(rfl)ﬁmb(wfl)ﬁ.
The theorem is proved. O

4. COMBINATORIAL ATLAS

In this section, we assume W is an arbitrary Coxeter group and we discuss a
combinatorial analog of the geometric “atlas model” in Section [3

4.1. Posets. Let @ be a poset with partial order <. For any x,y € Q, let [z, y] =
{z € Q| = < z < y} be the interval from = to y. The covering relation is denote by
>. In other words, y>x if [x,y] = {x,y}. For any x,y € Q with < y, a maximal
chain from x to y is a finite sequence of elements y = wy > wy > --- > w,, = z for
some n € N and wq, wy,...,w, € ). The number n is called the length of the
chain. Note that the maximal chain may not exists in general.

We say that @) is pure if for any x,y € @) with z < y, the maximal chains from
x to y always exist and have the same length. Such length is also called the length
of the interval [z, y]. A pure poset @ is called thin if every interval of length 2 has
exactly 4 elements, i.e. has exactly two elements between x and y.

A subset C' C @Q is called conver if for any z,y € C, we have [z,y] C C.

4.2. EL-Shellability. Now we recall the notion of EL-shellability introduced by
Bjorner in [2].

Suppose that the poset @ is pure. An edge labeling of () is a map A from the
set of all covering relations in ) to a poset A. The labeling A sends any maximal
chain of an interval of @ to a tuple of A. A maximal chain is called increasing
if the associated tuple of A is increasing. The edge labeling A also allows one to
order the maximal chains of any interval of () by ordering the corresponding tuples
lexicographically.

An edge labeling of @ is called EL-shellable if for every interval, there exists a
unique increasing maximal chain, and all the other maximal chains of this interval
are less than this maximal chain (with respect to the lexicographical order).

For a poset @), we define the augmented poset Q=0Qu {0}, where 0 is the
minimal element of Q

Thinness and EL-shellability are important combinatorial properties of posets.
For example, Bjorner proved in [3] that if a finite poset Q is thin and EL-shellable,
then it is the face poset of some regular CW complex homeomorphic to a sphere.

The main result of this section is the following.

Theorem 4.1. The poset Qg is thin and EL-shellable.

The strategy of the proof is as follows: we first establish a combinatorial atlas
model for the poset QQx; then we prove QK is thin in §4.7F we finally prove QK is
EL-shellable in §4.9

The case where W is a finite Weyl group was first established by Williams in [21],
Theorem 1 & Theorem 2|. Another proof for Qx when W is a finite Weyl group
was given in [§]. Our approach to handle Qx are different. As to the augmented
element 0, we follow a similar idea as in [21].
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4.3. Combinatorial atlas. Let K C I. Recall Qx = {(v,w) € WxW¥ | v < w}
equipped with the partial order < defined by

(v',w") = (v,w) if there exists u € W such that v < v'u < w'u < w.
The construction of W in §33 remains valid for arbitrary Coxeter group W.

Proposition 4.2. Define the map
7:Qx — W, (v,w) — (v)’(w™ ).
Then
(1) the map ¥ induces an isomorphism of the posets (Qg, =) and (#(Qx), '<):
(2) 1(Qg) = {w € WpWp | (r )< for some r € WK},
(3) 1(Qr) is a convex subset of the poset (W, I'<).
We shall first give a geometric proof of the proposition in §4.4] when W is a

Weyl group of some Kac-Moody group GG. We then give a combinatorial proof of
the proposition in §4.6 for an arbitrary Coxeter group W.

4.4. Geometric proof of Proposition In this subsection, we assume that
W is a Weyl group of some Kac-Moody group G. We deduce Proposition for
such W as a consequence of Theorem [3.2

Recall §3.2 that the poset (Qx, =) is the index set of the stratification of Px
into the unions of projected Richardson varieties. By (Z4), the poset (W, <) is
the index set of the stratification of X into the unions of the I’-Schuber varieties.
Proposition (1) follows directly from Theorem [3.2]

We show Proposition (2). By Proposition 2.4, we have that

Cr(Ur) = I—l IbXﬁ(T’T‘) M IbXﬁ)
wEWIbWIﬁ’
P (1) I
and for any w € Wy, Wy with r°(r—1)! I ap, Ib)?,;(r,r) N7 X% +£ (. Hence
P({(v,w) € Q | Up NTLyy # 0}) = {0 € Wp Wy | () <)
We then show Proposition £.2] (3). Let z,y € 7(Qr) with TE('/’_})“ng for
some r € W, Since P[P} /B" is closed in G/B™, we see that Wy, Wp: is closed

in W under the partial order ! "< thanks to Proposition 2.8 Then for any z €
[z, 9], since z'<y, we have z € W Wp. We also have 7 (r~1)#’< 2 7’< z, hence

A ﬂ(QK)
Proposition then follows for such W.

4.5. The partial order “<. Let W be an arbitrary Coxeter group and J be
a subset of the set of simple reflections in W. In this subsection, we give an
equivalent description of the partial order < defined in §2.3

Lemma 4.3. Let x € Wy and y € WY. The partial order '< is generated by
(a) sgry™ '<zy™t for B € AT with x < sgx;
(b) zsgy~t T<ay™! for B € AT with spy~' < y~h.
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Proof. Recall W; = AP~ L (AT — APF). Let 8 € U, with sgoy™ ' /<oy,
hence yz~1(B) € A",

If 5 € A7, then 27 1(8) € A’f. Since y € W/, yz~'(5) € A™ is equivalent
to z71(8) € A", In this case, we equivalently have szz > .

If 8 € Ar* — A" then 271(8) € A™*F — A" Set 3 = x73(B). Then
y(8') € A, In this case, spy~! < y~'. On the other hand, if sgy~' < y~! for
some ' € A% then we must have 5’ ¢ A7 since y € W, O

Corollary 4.4. Let x € Wy and y € WY. The partial order < is generated by
(d) xy=t T<zy™! for xy € Wy with x < x1.
(V) wy;t <yt foryr € Wowith yy < y.

Lemma 4.5. [9, Lemma A.3| Let z,2',u € W such that v < x'u. Then there
exists u' < u, such that x(u')~! < 2’

Proof. In the notations of [0, Lemma A.3], Lemma is equivalent to

1

r<du " <2 if and only if v < 2’ * u.

The lemma follows. O

Proposition 4.6. Let x,2' € Wy and y,yy’ € W’. The following conditions are
equivalent:

(1) 2'(y) " <ay™!
(2) There exists u € Wy such that x < 2'u and y'u < y.

Proof. 1t suffices to replace condition (1) with the generating relations (a’) and
(0') considered in Corollary .41

Note that Corollary B4l (a) = (2) is trivial. For Corollary [4.4] (b'), we write
y1 as y'u for 5 € WY and u € W;. Then xy;* = (zu~')(y)~'. And we have
(ru™)u =z and y'u < y. So (1) = (2) is proved.

Now we show that (2) = (1). Suppose that there exists u € W such that
r < 2'u and y'u < y By Lemma L5 there exists v/ < u such that x(u/)™t < 2.
Since 3y’ € WY, y/v/ < y'u < y. By Corollary &4, we have

2 (y) <) Y) T = alye) T ey
This finishes the proof. O

4.6. Combinatorial proof of Proposition 4.2l We show (1). For w € WX,

we have w™! € KW and hence (w™!)* € YW It is easy to see that v is injective.
We prove the compatibility of the partial orders. Let

(v, w), (', w') € Qx-
By Proposmon- (W (W) "< (0)’ (w1 if and only if there exits z € Wy
such that (v)” < (v/)’z and 2~ ((w')")* < (W™
Note that ((w')™1)f, (w™1)* € Wy, Thus z71((w')"1)* < (w™!)* implies that
z€ W N Wy In this case, 2! € Wy. Hence
V< (V)2 = v <V,
(W) (w) = W' < w.

So (v)?((w') ") I'< P (wb)* if and only if (v, w') < (v, w).
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We show (2). For any (v, w) € Qg, we have (w, w) < (v,w). Therefore we have
w (w < o((v,w)) for w € WX, Hence

HQx) C {0 € WpWpe | #*(r™) "< for some r € WY

Let @ € WpWy: with r ( NP for some r € W, We write @ = ay
with x € Wp, yeWrn W, By Proposition [4.6] there exists u € W}, such that
z < r’u and r*u < y. Therefore we must have u E Wy N Wi, that is, uf € Wg.
So 2% < ruf < yf. Hence we have (2%, y%) € Qg and 7((2% 4?%)) = w. This shows
that

7(Qk) D {w € WpWpe | 7 (r 1) ' <4 for some 1 € Wiy,

We show (3). By (2), it suffices to show the set W, W;: is closed in (W, Q).
Then the argument in the last paragraph of §4.4] applies. Let w rrg ry~! with
z € Wp, ye Wy N W We write w = 2/(y/)~! with 2/ € Wp; y € W By
Proposition Q:GL there exists u € Wp, such that x < 2'u and y'u < y. Then ¢y <y
and hence 3 € Wp. So w € WpWis.

4.7. Thinness. Dyer proved in [5, Proposition 2.5] that the poset (W, <) is
thin. We have shown in Proposition that the poset (Qx, =) can be identified
with a convex subset of the poset (W, ”’<). So Qk is thin.

As to the rank 2 intervals involving 0, one can follow the same proof (the last
paragraph) as in [21], Proof of Theorem 1.1]. We shall omit the details here.

4.8. Reflection orders. In order to prove the EL-shellability, we first recall the
reflection orders introduced by Dyer in [4, Definition 2.1]. Let 7" be the set of
reflections in W. A total order < on T is called a reflection order if for any
s,t €T, either s < tst < tstst <--- ort < sts < ststs < ---

For any covering relation w>w’', we label this edge by the reflection w(w')~! € T.
Dyer proved in [5], Proposition 3.9] (taking I = () and J = S in loc.cit.) that any
reflection order on T gives an EL-labelling on (W, < ). In particular, the poset
(W, I’<) is EL-shellable.

Now we take the reflection order < on 7 such that Wp N T is a final section,
i.e., for any t,#' € T with t € W, and t' ¢ W, we have t' < t. The existence of
such reflection order was established by Dyer in [4, Proposition 2.3]. We define the
augmented totally order set T=TU {1} where a < L < b for any a € T — Wp
and be WpNT.

Recall we can identify Qx with a convex subset of W. The edge labelling on
W defined above induces an edge labelling on Q. For any edge of Qx involving
0, we label the edge by L € T. This gives a labelling on all the edges in Qx.

4.9. EL-shellability. In this subsection, we show that the edge labelling on Q K
defined above is an EL-labelling. We have already seen that the edge labelling
above on (W, '<) is an EL-labelling.

Let [z,y] be an interval in Q.

We first consider the case  # 0. By Proposition .2 the poset Qx can be
identified with a convex subset of (W, ’<). Then #([z,y]) is an interval in W.
The claim follows in this case.
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Now we consider the interval [O,y]. Similar to the argument in the last two
paragraphs of [21, Proof of Theorem 1.2], for any (v,w) € Q, any lexicographi-
cally minimal chain from (v, w) to 0 does not involve edges labelled by Wp NT and
must have (r,7) = 0 as the last two terms, where 7 = min(vWW;). The claim for the

interval [0, (v, w)] in Qx now follows from the claim of the interval [(r,r), (v, w)]
in (Qg, =) proved above.

4.10. Comparison with the work [2I]. Tt is worth pointing out that the edges
labelled by T'N Wp and | corresponds to the edges of type 2 and type 3 in the
sense of |21, Corollary 6.4] respectively. Moreover, we may choose a reflection
order on T so that its restriction to T'N W, matches with the order used for the
type 2 edges in [21]. However, it is not clear how to match T\W;, with the labeling
on the type 1 edges in [21].

5. A DIFFERENT BIRKHOFF-BRUHAT ATLAS FOR Wj FINITE CASE

In this section we construction a different Birkhoff-Bruhat atlas for Px when
K is of finite type. Let wg be the longest element of the finite Weyl group Wg.
We first construct the atlas group G. We list some examples of such construction
in g6l

Let I be the union of two copies of I, glued along the (—wg)-graph automor-
phism of K. More precisely, let I” and I* be the two copies of 1. Then [=1ur
with Ibﬂlﬁ:{jb;jEK}—{jﬁjeK} For j,j' € K, j* = (‘) if and only if
oy = —wg(a;). Define ! : I — I,(i")* =i and ¥ : I* — I,(i#)¥ = i. Then for
ie PNt % and % are both contained in K and iy = —wi (o).

The generalized Cartan matrix A = (G35 );0er 1s defined as follows:

) for ;7 ;, c [b7 d;’;/ = a;h,(%/)h;
o for ;, i’ S Iﬁ, (vlm, = Qs ()8
eforicl—I"andi' €] —1% G5 =dy; =0.

Note that for ji, ji, j2,jp € K with aj = —wg(ay,) and oy = —wg(ay,), we
have aj, j, = aj j. Thus for 1,7 € "N I%, we have Uj (e = Qg 7yw and the
generahzed Cartan matrix A is well-defined.

Let G be the minimal Kac-Moody group of sunply connected type associated
to (I A) and W be its Weyl group. Let Wp, and W[ﬁ be the parabolic subgroup
of W generated by simple reﬂectlons in I’ and I* respectively. We have natural
identifications W — Wp w— w and W — Wlu,w — wf. For w € Wy, v’ =
wywhw;t. For any w € W, we set (w’)? = w and (w)¥ = w.

Similarly to Section B, we have natural embeddings G — Lp,g — ¢° and
G — L[ﬁ,g — gti

Lemma 5.1. Let Ly ger be the derived group of L. Then for any g € Li der,
()" = W(uxgur')
Proof. Since g € Lk qer, it suffices to prove that for i € K,
(20, (@)") 7t = W(igaa, ()i, (Yo, (@))') ™ = U(trya, (a)ig ).
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We prove the first identity. The second identity is proved in the same way.
Let j € K with wg(o;) = —c;. Then (sj_le)(ozi) = a;. It follows from [19]
Proposition 9.3.5] and direct computations that

Wi o, (a)hy = s'j(s';le)xai(a)(s';le)*ls';l = §&q, (a)s';l = Yo, (—a).

The lemma is proved. U

o
Y

We denote by B the flag variety of G, and denote by ' X~, " X_ " R_ _ the I-
Schubert cells, the opposite I°-Schubert cells and the open I’-Richardson varieties
in B respectively.

Theorem 5.2. Suppose that Wy is finite. For anyr € WX, define the map
¢ U, — )v(,

g P[P — 07 _(g) -7 (i) (7 )E - W(of (g)) - BY /B for g € #Up i,

Then (¢)rewx gives a Birkhoff-Bruhat atlas for P.
Proof. We have
0, (tUp_7™) = (U ) NI (Up ) (F71) = (U™ ) 0 (Fio)" (U™ ) (worer ™)’
and
-1
i (-1 (0F (U ) ) ()

=) () ((U7)F O (U)o ) (')

:fb(u'JK)b . <(7‘°_1U_7'“)ﬁ N (UP;)ﬁ) . (wK)b(f—l)b.
Now it follows from Corollary that ¢, is an embedding with image ! X ),

Let (v,w) € Qk. Suppose that g € fUPI;f*I with grPt /Pt € 11,,. Then
there exists | € Lg ger such that gl € BTwB™ N B‘@Up;g.

By (82)) and (83)), we have
or+(9)Pl € B™gil C B7iUp+, o._(g)rl € Btgrl C BfwB™.

Set I = W' lig € Lgger- Then ((I)°)7! = U(igl'ig') = ¥(1)* by Lemma G511
So

o' _(g) i (o (71 - W(oh 4 (g)) - BY /B
o) _(g)rigl ) - (U(oh, (g)il))* - BY/B*
b _(g)ilig) - (0ot (g)il))* - BT /B*

) (Upo )t (7N (U BY /BT
= (U i - (Ups) - (o) - (Up- ) (5718 (UT)F - BT /B
U il Up- - (k) - Upy - (071 - (UF)F- BY/B*
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By Proposition 2.8]

°
o b 2

CT‘(UT‘) = U(v,w)EQK;vgwér(Ur N Hv,w) C U(v,w)EQK;vgwI R(wa)b(U—l)ﬁ,(rwJ)b(r—l)Ii
C Ib)s(f/(r,r).

Since ¢,.(U,) = rx #(rm) " all the inclusions above are actually equalities. In
particular, we have

. ° b O
CT(UT N Hv,w) =1 R(ww(;)b(vfl)ﬁ,(rw‘])b(rfl)ﬁ7 for (’U, U)) € QK
The theorem is proved. 0

In the case where W is finite, the multiplication by w, interchanges the opposite
Schubert cells with the I>-Schubert cells, where wy, is the longest element of W;,.
Thus for W finite case, the “atlas model” constructed here is essentially the same
as the Bruhat atlas constructed in [7]. They differ by the multiplication by ;.

6. SOME EXAMPLES

Pk G G Bruhat atlas
A — A A — A A — A
S vV—V vV —V vV —V
A A A
AN AN AN
o—e ¢ ¢ ¢
/ AN AN
Y Y v
A A A A A A
NS NS NS
O—® —o0 ¢ ¢ ¢
VRN VRN VRN
\% v Y Y \Y \Y
A A A
RN RN RN
e—o—e | ¢ ¢ | ¢ ¢ | ¢ ¢
NS NS NS
Y \Y W
A A A
\ \ \
oo 40 | 44 ¢4
/ \ \
\Y Vv \Y
A A
\ oo oo\
o e —e ¢ ¢ N/A
/o oo\
\Y \Y
A
e Z e o Qﬁ’/ N/A N/A
\
Y
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In this section, we prov1de some examples of the Dynkin diagrams of the atlas
groups. Here G and G are the atlas groups constructed in §3] and §5 respectively
and “Bruhat atlas” refers to the one constructed in [7]. Note that even when G

and G are the same, the atlases constructed in §3l and §5] are totally different.

In the first column, we give the Dynkin diagram for the group G. The subset
K is the set of vertices filled with black color. In the other columns, the Dynkin
diagrams consists of three types of vertices: A\, the vertices in (I — J)*; v, the
vertices in (I — J)’; 4, the vertices in I* N I’ = Jti J.

We also would like to point out that in certain cases, the atlas groups G and
G constructed in section B and section [ coincide. However, the Birkhoff-Bruhat
atlases constructed there are still quite different in these cases, as one may see
from the maps ¢, and ¢, in Theorem and Theorem respectively.
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