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Abstract

Matrix Schubert varieties are the closures of the orbits of B x B acting on all n X n matrices,
where B is the group of invertible lower triangular matrices. Extending work of Fulton, Knutson
and Miller identified a Grobner basis for the prime ideals of these varieties. They also showed
that the corresponding initial ideals are Stanley-Reisner ideals of shellable simplicial complexes,
and derived a related primary decomposition in terms of reduced pipe dreams. These results
lead to a geometric proof of the Billey-Jockusch-Stanley formula for a Schubert polynomial,
among many other applications.

We define skew-symmetric matrix Schubert varieties to be the nonempty intersections of ma-
trix Schubert varieties with the subspace of skew-symmetric matrices. In analogy with Knutson
and Miller’s work, we describe a natural generating set for the prime ideals of these varieties.
We then compute a related Grobner basis. Using these results, we identify a primary decompo-
sition for the corresponding initial ideals involving certain fpf-involution pipe dreams. We show
that these initial ideals are likewise the Stanley-Reisner ideals of shellable simplicial complexes.
As an application, we give a geometric proof of an explicit generating function for symplectic
Grothendieck polynomials. Our methods differ from Knutson and Miller’s and can be used to
give new proofs of some of their results, as we explain at the end of this article.
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1 Introduction

Let K be an algebraically closed field and write B, C GL, := GL,(K) for the Borel group of
n X n invertible lower triangular matrices over K. The flag variety over K is the quotient GL,, /B,
equipped with the structure of a projective variety. If K = C, then a subvariety X C GL,, /B,
determines a class [X] in the cohomology ring H*(GL, /By, Z), which Borel identified with a
quotient of Z[z1,x2,...,x,]. One can therefore ask for a polynomial representing [X].

When K C GL, is an algebraic subgroup, the Zariski closures of the K-orbits on GL, /B,
give a particularly interesting family of subvarieties. For K = B,,, there are finitely many orbits,
naturally indexed by the elements of the symmetric group S,. The closures of these orbits are
the Schubert varieties and their cohomology classes can be represented by the family of Schubert
polynomials {S,, : w € S,}. Other subgroups K acting with finitely many orbits (the so-called
spherical subgroups) include the symplectic group Sp,, when n is even, the orthogonal group O,
and the block diagonal subgroups GL, x GL, for p 4+ ¢ = n.

The K-orbits on GL,, /B, are in bijection with the Bj,-orbits on GL,, /K, as well as with the
B, x K-orbits on GL,,, and it can be fruitful to consider the orbits from these alternate points of
view. For example, take K = B,, and consider the B,, X Bj,-action on the space of all n x n matrices
Maty, xr, := Maty, xpn (K), by (g,h) - A = gART. The orbits for this action are called matriz Schubert
cells, and their Zariski closures are the matriz Schubert varieties.

The B, x B, orbits contained in the open dense subset GL,, C Mat,x, are in bijection with
Schubert varieties via pulling back along the quotient map GL,, — GL,, /B,,. It is useful to consider
the full space Mat,, «, since matrix Schubert varieties are then affine subvarieties of an affine space,
and one can work with their ideals using tools of commutative algebra that are unavailable in the
flag variety setting.

Let w;; for i,j € [n] := {1,2,...,n} be commuting indeterminates and write U/ for the n x n
matrix with w;; in position (¢, j). We identify the coordinate ring K[Maty, ] with Klu;; : 1 <4, <
n]. Given a closed subvariety X C Mat,,x,, let I(X) C K[Mat,x,] be the ideal of polynomials
vanishing on X. If A is an n x n matrix and R,C C {1,2,...,n}, then we write Apc for the
submatrix [A;;]; j)erxc- Finally, let X4 denote the closure of the B, x Bp-orbit of A € Maty,xy.
Each orbit closure X4 is a subvariety, and one can describe the ideal I(X 4) explicitly as follows.

Theorem 1.1 ([22, Thms. A and B]). For each A € Mat,,«n, the collection of minors det(Uprc),
for all R C [i] and C' C [j] with |R| = |C| = rank A;; + 1 for some 4, j € [n], generates the (prime)
ideal I(X4) and forms a Grobner basis with respect to any antidiagonal term order.

In this statement, a term order on a polynomial ring means a total ordering of the monomi-
als in which 1 is minimal and multiplication by a fixed monomial preserves order. For the ring
K[Mat, xpn] = Klu;j : 1 < 4,5 < n], a term order is antidiagonal if the initial term (defined as the
maximal monomial with nonzero coefficient) of any minor det(Ugc) is the product of the antidi-
agonal entries of Urc. The prototypical example of an antidiagonal term order on K[Mat,, ] is
(graded) reverse lexicographic order, whose definition is reviewed in Example 2.2.



If I is an ideal, then a generating set S C I is a Grobner basis when the initial terms of the
elements of S are a generating set for the initial ideal in(I) generated by the initial terms of all
elements of I. The assertion in Theorem 1.1 that the minors det(Urc) generate I(X4) is originally
due to Fulton [13, Prop. 3.3]. Knutson and Miller [22] reprove this result using different techniques
to obtain the stronger statement that these minors form a Grébner basis.

If a subvariety X C Mat,,«,(C) is invariant under the left B,-action, then it defines a class
[X]B, in the equivariant cohomology ring Hj; (Mat,xn(C)) = Z[21, ..., 2,]. The polynomial [X]p,
can also be computed algebraically as the multidegree of the ideal I(X), and this definition works
more generally over any algebraically closed field K.

Identify a permutation w € S, with the n X n permutation matrix with 1 in each position
(i,w(i)) and 0 everywhere else. The B,, x B,-orbits contained in GL,, C Mat,,«,, are precisely the
closures of the matrix Schubert varieties {X,, : w € S,}. For simplicity, and to emphasize the
connection to Schubert varieties in GL,, /B,,, we state the next two theorems only for those orbits;
both statements can be generalized to all matrix Schubert varieties without serious difficulty. When
we write in(/(X,)) we mean the initial ideal under any fixed antidiagonal term order.

Theorem 1.2 ([22, Thms. A and BJ). If w € S,, then [X,]p, is equal to the polynomial &,,,
and the initial ideal of I(X,,) has primary decomposition in((Xw)) = (perp) (wij : (4,5) € D),

where RP(w) C ([7;](2[)"]) is the set of (reduced) pipe dreams for w (see §4.3), and (u;; : (i,7) € D)
denotes the (prime) ideal of K[Mat,,,] generated by u;; for all (i,j) € D.

As an application of this theorem, by using an algebraic interpretation of [X,|p, as the mul-
tidegree of I(X,), Knutson and Miller provide a geometric proof of the Billey-Jockusch-Stanley
formula [4, Thm. 1.1] for the Schubert polynomial &,,. Knutson and Miller extract more detailed
information about the ideals I(X,,), such as their K-polynomials, from this related result:

Theorem 1.3 ([23]). For each w € S, the ideal in(I(X,)) is square-free (that is, it contains f if
it contains f2) and equal to the Stanley-Reisner ideal of a shellable simplicial complex.

Our goal in this paper is to prove similar theorems about the analogues of matrix Schubert
varieties in another space of fundamental interest, namely, the subspace of all skew-symmetric
matrices in Mat,,x,,. The rest of this introduction outlines our main new results in this direction.

Over an arbitrary field K, an n x n matrix A is skew-symmetric if A;; = —Aj; and A;; = 0 for
all i,j € [n]; note that the second condition is redundant if char(K) # 2. Let Mat}® := Mat}’(K)
denote the subset of such matrices in Mat,,«,,(K). We define the skew-symmetric matriz Schubert
variety associated to A € Mat}, to be the intersection X% := X4 N Mat}.

Identify the coordinate ring K[Mat}’] with Klu;; : n >4 > j > 1], and write U for the n x n
skew-symmetric matrix with U7 = u;; = —U; for ¢ > j and U7 = 0 for all 7. Each X7 is the zero
locus of the obvious skew-symmetric analogue of the minors in Theorem 1.1, that is, the family
consisting of det(Up;) for all R C [i] and C' C [j] with |R| = |C] = rank A;; +1 for some i, j € [n].
These polynomials do not always generate the ideal I(X*’), however. There is nevertheless a natural
generating set for I(X?%’), which we describe as follows:

Theorem 1.4 (See Definition 3.13 and Theorem 4.5). For each A € Mat}’, the collection of Pfaffians
pf(Ugg), as R ranges over all even sized subsets of [n] such that R C [i] and [R N [j]| > rank Ay,
for some i,j € [n] with ¢ > j, generate the (prime) ideal I(X¥).



In another point of departure from ordinary matrix Schubert varieties, finding a generating set
for I(X%) does not immediately lead to a Grébner basis. For example, the generating set in the
preceding theorem is generally not a Grobner basis for I(X¥’) relative to an antidiagonal term
order. This is because the initial ideal in(/(X%’)) can have generators divisible by uqptq. for some
a,b,c € N, which cannot be the leading term of any Pfaffian pf(U35y); see Example 3.28.

Our second main result resolves the nontrivial problem of finding a Grobner basis for I(X%).
Specifically, in Theorem 4.6 we show that a Grobner basis for I(X%) with respect to the reverse
lexicographic term order is provided by the Pfaffians of the block diagonal matrices

Uge Uk
Uge 0

for certain subsets R,C' C [n]. Experimental evidence suggests that these Pfaffians may also form
a Grobner basis for other antidiagonal term orders. This more general claim does not follow from
our present methods, however, and will not be pursued in this article.

Suppose n is even and z € S, is a fixed-point-free involution, that is, a permutation with
2(2(i)) =i # z(i) for all i € [n]. Associated to such a permutation is a set FP(z) of fpf-involution
pipe dreams, whose elements are certain subsets of {(i,j) € [n] x [n] : i > j}; see Definition 4.11
for the full details. We let X35° := X* where A is the skew-symmetric n x n matrix with A4;; = 1 if
2(j) =i < j=z(i) and Aj; = —11if 2(j) =i > j = 2(i). Whenever we write in(/(X5®)), we mean
the initial ideal under the reverse lexicographic term order defined in Example 2.2.

Theorem 1.5 (See Theorems 4.3 and 4.15). For each fixed-point-free involution z € S, the
initial ideal of I(X?°) has primary decomposition in(I(X3®)) = perp(z)(ui : (1,7) € D), where
(uij : (i,4) € D) denotes the (prime) ideal of K[Mat}’| generated by w;; for all (4,5) € D.

The varieties X3° as z ranges over the fixed-point-free involutions in S,, are exactly the B,-
orbit closures in Mat}’ N GL,,, which is nonempty only if n is even. For simplicity, we have stated
Theorem 1.5 only for these special cases of X%’. Theorem 4.15 below will extend this result to all
skew-symmetric matrix Schubert varieties in Mat}’ and all positive integers n.

Using Theorem 1.5, one can show that [XZ*|p, = > perp(.) [ j)ep (@i +2;) under the identi-
fication Hp (Mat}y) ~ Z[z1,...,2z,]. This formula was proven combinatorially in [16]. It was also
shown in [16] that the polynomials [X3°]p, are the same as the fpf-involution Schubert polynomi-
als introduced by Wyser and Yong [36], which represent the ordinary cohomology classes of the
Sp,,(C)-orbit closures on GL,,(C)/B,,. Briefly, the connection to our situation is that Sp,, (C)-orbits
on GL,(C)/B,, are in bijection with B,-orbits on GL,(C)/Sp,,(C), which can be identified with
Mat$*(C) N GL,(C).

Finally, we prove a skew-symmetric version of Theorem 1.3. As with Theorem 1.5, we state the
next result just for the special case when X% C Mat}’ N GL,, but we will extend the theorem in
Section 4.4 to all skew-symmetric matrix Schubert varieties.

Theorem 1.6 (See Theorems 4.22 and 4.25). For each fixed-point-free involution z € Sy, the ideal
in(I(X%®)) is square-free and equal to the Stanley-Reisner ideal of a shellable simplicial complex.

We use this result to give a new geometric proof of a combinatorial formula [31, Thm. 4.5] for
the Bjp-equivariant K-theory representative of X3°; see Theorem 4.28.

Ideals generated by Pfaffians of a generic skew-symmetric matrix have been well-studied [8, 9,
18, 20, 34], and there is some overlap between our results and prior work. For example, Herzog and



Trung showed in [18] that for a fixed positive integer r, the Pfaffians of all 2r x 2r submatrices of a
generic skew-symmetric matrix form a Grobner basis with respect to an appropriate term order. De
Negri and Sbarra [9] considered a larger family of ideals which, translated into our language, turns
out to be a subfamily of the ideals I(X?’) for A € Mat}’; see Remark 3.15 for a precise description.
They observed that the Pfaffian generators of Theorem 1.4 need not form a Grobner basis with
respect to an antidiagonal term order, and then classified the ideals that do enjoy this property.
Raghavan and Upadhyay [34] examined the same family of ideals, computing their initial ideals
and realizing the latter as Stanley-Reisner ideals of shellable complexes, as we do in Theorems 1.5
and 1.6. There is no easy way to translate between their results and ours, however, because they
use term orders which are far from antidiagonal.

The techniques we use to prove Theorems 1.4 and 1.5 differ from those in [22], and in fact lead
to new proofs of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2. We discuss these applications in Section 5. Knutson and
Miller use a method in [22] called Bruhat induction, which is an induction on weak Bruhat order
on S, leveraging divided difference recurrences for Schubert classes. We instead induct on (strong)
Bruhat order and use the transition recurrences of Lascoux and Schiitzenberger from [27]. A similar
inductive approach to studying matrix Schubert varieties appears in [17].

The questions studied here are equally interesting to consider for symmetric matriz Schubert
varieties, where Mat}, is replaced by the space of symmetric matrices in Maty,x,. A number
of technical difficulties arise in that setting, however. For example, the expected analogue of
Theorem 1.5 no longer gives a pure primary decomposition into ideals of the same dimension, and
this poses a fundamental obstruction to the techniques of Knutson and Miller from [22]. We hope
that a variation of our new inductive approach can be adapted in future work to avoid these issues.
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2 Preliminaries

Throughout, we write Z for the set of integers, N = {1,2,3,...} for the set of natural numbers,
and [n] = {i € Z : 0 < i < n} for the first n positive integers.

2.1 Initial ideals

In this section we work over an arbitrary field K. (Outside this section, we will always assume

that K is algebraically closed.) Suppose z1,z2,...,zy are commuting variables, and consider the
polynomial ring K[x] := K[z1,x2,...,2n]. For us, a monomial in K[x] is an element x;, z;, ... x;
for some possibly empty sequence of (not necessarily distinct) indices 41,9, ...,4; € [N].

A term order on K[x] is a total order on the set of all monomials, such that 1 is the unique
minimum and such that if mony, mons, mons are monomials and mon; < monsg, then monymong <
monomong. If V =1 then there is a unique term order, namely, 1 < x1 < a:% <....



Example 2.1. The lezicographic term order on K[x] declares that af* --- 23 < xlil e a:l]’\’,\’ when-
ever (ay,...,an) < (by,...,by) in lexicographic order. The (graded) reverse lexicographic term or-
der declares that z{* - - 2} < b -'a;l]’\’,\’ whenever > . a; <Y .b; and (an,...,a1) > (bn,...,b1)
in lexicographic order; note the double reversal.

Fix a term order and suppose f = > . tmon - mon € K[x]| where the sum is over monomials
mon and each cmon € K. If f is nonzero, then its initial term (or leading term) is the maximal
monomial mon such that ¢men # 0. If f = 0 then its initial term is also defined to be zero. In either
case, we write in(f) for the corresponding initial term.

The initial ideal of an ideal I in K[x] is then in(/) := K-span{in(f) : f € I}. This abelian
group is itself an ideal in K[x]. A Grébner basis G for an ideal I C K[x], relative to a fixed term
order, is a generating set whose set of initial terms {in(g) : g € G} generates in(I).

Example 2.2. In our applications, we will usually take x1,xs,...,z N to be either the commuting
variables w;; indexed by all positions (i,7) € [m] x [n] for some m and n, or the subset of these
variables indexed by positions strictly below the main diagonal.

An antidiagonal term order on Klu;; : (i,j) € [m] x [n]] is one with the property that the initial
monomial of the determinant of any square submatrix A of [u;;](; j)e[m]x[n] 15 the product of the
antidiagonal entries of A. Under an antidiagonal term order, one has, for example,

Uilp U2 U3
in | det |uoy wuog  us3 = U13U22U31 -
Uu31 U3z2 U33

The prototypical example of an antidiagonal term order is the (graded) reverse lexicographic order
from Example 2.2 with w;; identified with @;,;_1);;. This means that we order the variables u;;
lexicographically, so that w;; < uyj if ¢ < ¢ or if i = i’ and j < j'. Then, we declare that
mon; < mony if either deg(mon;) < deg(monz) or deg(mon;) = deg(mony) and the following holds:
there is some variable u;; whose exponent e; in mon; differs from its exponent ey in mong, and
when w;; is the (lexicographically) largest such variable one has e; > ez. If mon; and mony are
both square-free of the same degree, then we have mon; < mons if and only there is some variable
u;; that does not divide both monomials, and the largest such variable divides mon; but not mons.
We refer to this order as the reverse lexicographic term order on Ku;; : (4, 7) € [m] x [n]].

Remark. Unless otherwise indicated, all results concerning initial ideals for subrings of Klu;; :
(1,7) € [m] x [n]] will be relative to the reverse lexicographic term order just described.

We note a few basic facts in the generic setting of K[x| with a fixed term order.
Lemma 2.3. Every strictly descending chain of monomials in a term order on K[x] is finite.

Proof. Since 1 < mon for any monomial, it follows that mon; < mony whenever mony, mony € K|x]
are monomials with mon; | monsy. Dickson’s lemma asserts that if v, v9, . .. is an infinite sequence in
N?| then there are indices i < j such that v; < v; component-wise. Applying this to the exponent
vectors of an infinite sequence of monomials mony, mong, ... € K[x] shows that there are always
indices i < j with mon; | monj, so an infinite sequence is not strictly descending. O

Proposition 2.4. Suppose I and J are ideals in K[x]. Fix a term order on K[x]|. Then:



(a) If I C J, then in(I) C in(J).

(b) It holds that in(I) +in(J) C in(I + J).
(c) It holds that in(I NJ) C in(I) Nin(J).
(d) If I C J and in(I) = in(J), then I = J.

Proof. Part (a) is clear. It implies in(I) C in(I + J) and in(J) C in(I + J), so part (b) follows.
Similarly, part (a) implies in(Z N J) C in(I) and in(I N J) C in(J), so part (c) follows.

For part (d), suppose the hypotheses hold and f € J. Since in(f) € in(I), there is some g € T
with in(g) = in(f). For some ¢ € K, c¢f — g will therefore have a smaller initial term than f. Since
cf — g € J, we can iterate this process. Lemma 2.3 implies that the process must terminate, and
when it does we will have written f as a linear combination of elements of I, so J C I. O

Lemma 2.5. Suppose I and J are homogeneous ideals in K[x]. If in(/ +J) = in(I) +in(J) relative
to a given term order on K[x], then in(I N J) = in(I) Nin(J).

Proof. The Hilbert series of a graded vector space V = €p,,~, V,, with each dimV;, is finite is the
generating function H(V) = > o, dim(V,,)t" € Z[[t]]. A homogeneous ideal I in K[x] is a graded
vector space of finite graded dimension, as is its initial ideal, and it holds that H(in(I)) = H(I) [10,
Theorem 15.3]. Since in(I NJ) C in(Z) Nin(J) by Proposition 2.4, we may consider the quotient
in(Z) Nin(J)/in(I N J), which is itself a graded vector space.

If0—-U—V — W — 0is a short exact sequence of degree-preserving linear maps between
graded vector spaces, then H(U) = H(V) — H(W). Using this fact with the exact sequences

0 5 A< B B/A—=0(when ACB) and0 —» AnNB 2" AgB 5 A+ B 0,
it is straightforward to check that H (%) =HI®J)—-HINJT)—H(in(l) + in(J)). If
in(I+J) = in(I)+in(J), then the last term becomes H(in(I+J)) = H(I+J) =HI & J)—H(INJ)
and the whole expression simplifies to zero, which can only happen if in(/) Nin(J) =in(INJ). O

Given an element f € K[x], let (f) denote the principal ideal it generates.

Lemma 2.6. Suppose J C I are homogeneous ideals in K[x]. Let f € K[x| be a non-constant
homogeneous polynomial such that I N (f) = fI and I + (f) = J + (f). Then I = J.

Proof. Write I = €D, ~ I, where I, is the set of homogeneous elements of I with degree n. Write
J = P,,>o Jn where J,, is defined similarly. Choose i € I,, for some n, and assume by induction
that I,, = J,, for m < n. By hypothesis we can write i = j + fg for some j € J and g € K[x].
The homogeneous parts of 7 and fg outside degree n must sum to zero. As f is homogeneous,
we can therefore assume that j is homogeneous of degree n and that ¢ is homogeneous of degree
n —deg(f). Now we have fg=1i—j e IN(f)= fI,s0 g € I,,_deg f- Since f is non-constant, we
may assume by induction that g € J,_qeg r, and hence ¢ = j + fg € J,. O

2.2 Permutations

Let S, be the group of permutations of the positive integers N that fix all but finitely many points.
We realize S, as the subgroup of permutations w € So with w(i) =i for alli > n. Let s; = (4,i+1)
for i € N. Then S, and S,, are Coxeter groups relative to the simple generating sets {s; : i € N}
and {s; : i € [n — 1]}, respectively.



Most of the time we will work with elements of Sy, or S,,, but some relevant constructions make
sense for arbitrary permutations w of N. For example, the descent sets of w are defined as

Desg(w) := {i:w(i) > w(i +1)} and Desz(w):= Desg(w™), (2.1)
and the Rothe diagram of w is

D(w) :={(i,j) ENxN:0<j <w(i)and 0 <i<w (5} (2.2)

0
For example, D(3142) = {(1,1),(1,2),(3,2)} is the set of 0’s in the permutation matrix [(1)
0
e length

010

000

001 |-

100
A permutation w of N belongs to S, if and only if D(w) is a finite set, in which case the lengt
function of Sy has value ¢(w) = |D(w)|. Given integers m,n > 0, we define

Sto™ = {w € S : Desp(w) C [m] and Desr(w) C [n]}. (2.3)
This set (which is not a subgroup) has a simple characterization in terms of Rothe diagrams:
Proposition 2.7. One has So” = {w € Sy : D(w) C [m] x [n]}.
We include a short, self-contained proof.

Proof. Let w € So. For (i,7) € N x N, consider the set of pairs (i,y) with j < y plus all pairs
(z,7) with i < z. The result follows as a straightforward exercise on observing that D(w) is the
complement in N x N of the union of these “hooks” as (i, j) ranges over all pairs with j = w(i). O

A partial permutation matriz is a (0,1)-matrix with at most one 1 in each row and column.
The m x n partial permutation matriz of an arbitrary permutation w of N is the m x n partial
permutation matrix whose nonzero entries occur in the positions (7,7) € [m] x [n] with j = w(i).
We denote this matrix by wy)j,). One can check that the (non-injective) map w W) [n) Testricts
to a bijection from S&" to the set of all m x n partial permutation matrices.

Remark. This notion of partial permutation matrix is ubiquitous in the literature. Note that the
map sending w € S, to its n X n partial permutation matrix is an antiautomorphism, however.
2.3 Involutions

We write Z,, := {w € S,, : w? = 1} for the set of involutions in S, fixing all i > n, and Z""F for
the set of elements in Z,, with no fixed points in [n]. The latter set is nonempty only if n is even,
in which case it is the S,-conjugacy class of (1,2)(3,4)--- (n — 1,n). Define Z'°F to be the set of
permutations that are conjugate by an element of Sy, to the involution

LIrpr := (1,2)(3,4)(5,6)(7,8) --- , i.e., the map sending i ~ i — (—1)". (2.4)

More explicitly, the set ZFPF consists of the fixed-point-free involutions of N that agree with 1gpp
at all sufficiently large inputs—in other words, all products of the form

z-(2m+1,2m+2)(2m +3,2m +4)(2m +5,2m +6) - - -

where z € ZFPF and m > 0. Note that the sets I,EPF CZI,C S, C Sy are disjoint from IEOPF.

2m



Definition 2.8. Suppose z € Z,, has fixed points i; < iy < -+ < ig in [n]. The fized-point-free
standardization of z is the product FPF,(2) := z - 2’ - 2" where

2 = (i1,n+1)(iz,n +2) - (ig,n + k)
=mn+k+ln+k+2)n+k+3n+k+4)(n+k+5n+k+6)---.

Since k and n have the same parity, n + k + 1 is odd so FPF,(z) € ZFFF.

For example, if z = (1,4) € Z5 then FPF5(z) = (1,4)(2,6)(3,7)(5,8)(9,10)(11,12) ---. If
y € IFPF and 2 € ZFPF for m < n, then FPF,,(y) = FPF,(2) if and only if 2 = 8,1 15m43 - Sn_1.
There are more interesting situations in which one can have FPF,,(y) = FPF,(z) if y or z have
fixed points in [m] and [n].

There are at least two natural ways of characterizing the image of FPF,, : T, — Z"°F. First,
say that a positive integer i is a visible descent of z € TFPF if 2(i + 1) < min{i, 2(i)}.

Proposition 2.9. The map FPF,, is a bijection from Z,, to the set of elements in ZFPF with no
visible descents greater than n.

Proof. If we write FPF,,(2) = (a1,b1) - - - (ap, bp)(c1,n + 1)(c2,n + 2) - - - where a;,b; € [n] for each
i, then z can be recovered as FPF,(z) - (c1,n+ 1)(c2,n+2)--- = (a1,b1)--- (ap,bp), so FPF,, is
injective. Next, observe that if y € Z,, then FPF,,(y) has no visible descents greater than n.
Assume conversely that z € Z'PF has no visible descents greater than n. One has z(a) €
{a — 1,a + 1} for all sufficiently large integers a. If a is maximal with z(a) + 1 < a, then some 1
with z(a) < ¢ < a must have z(i + 1) < min{i, z(¢)}. Therefore if n < z(a) < a then a = z(a) + 1.
Let i be maximal with z(n 4+ i) < n, or set ¢ = 0 if no such integer exists. Then we must have
z2(n+1) < z2(n+2) <--- < z(n+1) < n since otherwise some element of {n+1,n+2,...,2n—1}
would be a visible descent. In this case z = FPF,,(y) for the element y € Z,, with y(j) = z(j) for
integers j € [n] \ {z(n +1),2(n +2),...,2(n+ 1)} and y(j) = j for all other j. O

Remark. The image FPF, (Z,) of the map in Proposition 2.9 turns out to be the natural skew-
symmetric analogue of Sz and will frequently recur throughout this article. We stick to the
slightly cumbersome notation “FPF,,(Z,,)” when referring to this, since anything more concise risks
confusion with the set of all fixed-point-free involutions in S,.

Next, define the skew-symmetric Rothe diagram of an arbitrary involution z = z~! of N to be
D¥(z):=={(1,7) e NxN:0<j < z(i) and j < i< 2(j)}.

Since we assume z = 27!, we can also write D%(z) = D(2) N {(i,7) € Nx N :4 > j}. The set
D%(z) is denoted as Dppp(z) in [15] and as DSP(2) in [29, 30].

Proposition 2.10. It holds that FPF,(Z,) = {z € ZF’F : D*(z) C [n] x [n]}.

Proof. By [15, Lemma 5.2], the index of the last nonempty row in D%(z) is the largest visible
descent of z, so this result follows from Proposition 2.9. O



3 Skew-symmetric matrix Schubert varieties

Here, we give the definitions and then examine the basic properties of our key objects of interest,
which consist of the skew-symmetric matrixz Schubert varieties and some related ideals. Throughout,
m and n are fixed positive integers and K is any algebraically closed field. We write Mat,,«x, =
Mat,,»n (K) for the set of m x n matrices over K, and AT for the transpose of A.

In this setting, an element A € Mat,,x,, is skew-symmetric if AT = —A and all diagonal entries
of A are zero. The second condition is redundant if char(K) # 2. Let Mat}’ = Mat;’(K) be the set
of skew-symmetric matrices in Mat,, x,. Finally, write GL,, = GL,,(K) for the n x n general linear
group over K and write B,, for its Borel subgroup of invertible lower triangular matrices.

3.1 Matrix Schubert varieties

The main results in this article concern certain varieties of skew-symmetric matrices. One is led to
study such spaces for their analogy with the following classical objects:

Definition 3.1. Given a permutation w of N, the associated m x n matrixz Schubert cell )E'w and
m X n matrix Schubert variety X,, are the subsets of Mat,,,«x, given by

Xy = {A € Maty,xp : rank Ay = rank wp; for (4,7) € [m] x [n]},

[n]}-

Note that rankwy;;) is just the number of nonzero entries in the ¢ x j partial permutation

X
Xy = {A € Mat,x, : rank Ayp;) < rank wy)p;) for (4,5) € [m] x

matrix of w. The product group GL,, x GL, acts on Mat,,xyn, by the formula (g,h) : A — gAhT
and matrix Schubert cells arise as the orbits of this action restricted to B,, X Bj:

Theorem 3.2 (See [32, Ch. 15]). Let w be a permutation of N. Then X,, is the B,, x By-orbit of
the m x n partial permutation matrix of w. Moreover, X,, is the Zariski closure of X,, and is an
irreducible variety. Finally, each B,, x By-orbit in Mat,,, is equal to X,, for a unique w € Sx".

The last part of the theorem shows that we lose no generality in our definition of X,, by
restricting the index w to the set Say", and this will be our usual practice. Matrix Schubert
varieties have been extensively studied, for example, in [13, 22, 32].

We are interested in the following related varieties:

Definition 3.3. Given an involution z € ZFPF, the associated nxn skew-symmetric matriz Schubert
cell X5° and n x n skew-symmetric matriz Schubert variety X5° are the intersections

X = {A € Mat® : rank Apyyj) = rank 2 for 4,5 € [n]} = X, N Mat®,
X3 = {A € Maty, : rank Ap;;) < rank 2 for 4,5 € [n]} = X, N Mat}; .

These definitions would still make sense if z were an arbitrary permutation of N, but then it
could happen that Xis = (. We require z € IOFOPF to exclude this degenerate case. As in the
classical setting, skew-symmetric matrix Schubert cells arise as the orbits of a certain group action.
Specifically, observe that the general linear group GL,, acts on Mat®® by g: A~ gAg”.

Remark. This formula obviously preserves Mat;’ when char(K) # 2. If char(K) = 2, then it
is still clear that (gAg”)T = —gAg” for all g € GL, and A € Mat®®, and for i € [n] one has

no

(gAgT)i; = > j=1 2 k=19ij9ikAjk. This is zero since Aj; = 0 and Aj, = —Ay;, so gAgT € Mat®s.
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One can check that if (g,h) € GL, x GL,, then gAhT € Mat®® for all A € Mats® if and only if
g = Mhfor some 0 # X\ € K. If g = Mh for 0 # X € K, then there exists 4 € K with 2 = ) since K is
algebraically closed, so we can define § := puh and then have gAhT = GAG" for all A € Mat®*. Thus,
the GL,,-orbits in Mats® for the action g : A+ gAg’ are the same as the orbits of the subgroup of
GL,, x GL,, stabilizing Mat}>.

Given any permutation w of N, let ss,(w) be the n x n matrix whose entry in position (i, 7) is
lifw(j) =i <j=w(i), —1if w(j) =1>j=w(i), and 0 otherwise; see Example 3.5.

Theorem 3.4 ([7]). Suppose z € ZFPF. Then X5 is the Bp-orbit of the skew-symmetric matrix
ssp(2). Moreover, X5° is the Zariski closure of X3®* and an irreducible variety. Finally, each B,,-orbit
in Mat:? is equal to X3° for a unique element z € FPF,,(Z,).

We include a short proof sketch to explain how to extract our statement from [7].

Proof sketch. The discussion in [7, §2] shows that the matrices ss,(y) for y € Z, represent the
distinct B),-orbits in Mat}’. Cherniavsky works over the complex numbers but his arguments apply
equally well over arbitrary fields. Since ss,(y) = ss,(FPF,(y)) for y € Z,, it follows that the
By,-orbits in Mat;® are equivalently represented by ss,(z) for z € FPF,(Z,). The set )0(;5 is the
By,-orbit of ss,(z) by [7, Prop. 4.2], and [7, Prop 4.3] asserts that X3° is the closure of X5°. The
orbit X % is irreducible since it is the image of the irreducible variety B,, under the algebraic map
b b-ss,(z) b7, so its closure X% is also irreducible. O

0 b
Example 3.5. Suppose A = [—a 0 c] € Mat3®. If a # 0, then adding an appropriate multiple of

—b —cO0
0 ab
row 1 to row 3 and adding the same multiple of column 1 to column 3 transforms A into [ e § (OJ } ;

further operations clear out the entries b and rescale a to 1. Thus:

o If a # 0, then A is in the Bs-orbit of [—21 é §] = ss3((1,2)).

Similarly:
o If a =0# b, then A is in the Bs-orbit of [_81 (8] é] = ss3((1,3)).
o If a =b=0+#c, then A is in the Bs-orbit of [(8] _81 g} =ss3((2,3)).
L . 000
o If a=b=c=0, then A is in the By,-orbit of [(0) 0 8] = ss3(1)

In each case A belongs to the orbit of sss(y) for some y € Zs; this orbit is X5 for z = FPF3(y).

Remark 3.6. A corollary of Theorems 3.2 and 3.4 is that if v is any permutation of N and y
is any element of ZF°F then there are unique elements w € Sh™ and z € FPF,(Z,) such that
rank vy;(;) = rank wpp; for all (4,7) € [m] x [n] and rank yp;;; = rank zp;) for all (4, 5) € [n] x [n].
This is not hard to show directly. We will encounter a few other objects described in terms of these
rank conditions. As with X, and X3°, such objects may be defined for arbitrary permutations or
involutions, but they will always be uniquely indexed by finite sets like Soo™ or FPF,,(Z,,). Beyond
this subsection we will usually stick to the unique indexing sets.

11



Many of the rank conditions defining X,, and X$° are redundant, and it is sometimes useful
to work with a smaller set of sufficient conditions. The essential set Ess(D) of D C N x N is the
subset of pairs (i,j) € D such that (i +1,7) ¢ D and (4,5 + 1) ¢ D.

Proposition 3.7 ([13, 29]). If w € S&™ and z € FPF,(Z,) then
Xy = {A € Matyxp : tank A5 < rank wpp;) for (4,5) € Ess(D(w))},
X;S = {A S Mat,sf : rankA[iHj] < rank Z[i][4] for (Z,j) S ESS(DSS(Z))}.

The formula for X,, here is [13, Lem. 3.10]; the formula for X?3° is included in [29, Prop. 2.16].

3.2 Bruhat orders

Recall that ¢(w) = |D(w)| is the length of w € Ss. The Bruhat order on Sy is the transitive
closure < of the relation with v < w if w = v(i, j) for positive integers i < j and ¢(w) = £(v) + 1.
This order is related to matrix Schubert varieties by the following well-known proposition.

Proposition 3.8. For all v,w € S5, the following properties are equivalent:
(a) One has v > w in the Bruhat order on Sw.
(b) It holds that rankvy;j;) < rankwy;) for all (i, j) € [m] x [n].
(¢c) We have the containment X, C X,, of matrix Schubert varieties.

Proof sketch. The equivalence of (a) and (b) follow as a straightforward consequence of the tableau
criterion for Bruhat order on symmetric groups [5, Thm. 2.6.3.]. Properties (b) and (c) are
equivalent since the matrix Schubert cells X, and X,, are nonempty. ]

There is a skew-symmetric analogue of this proposition. This will involve a version of Bruhat
order for the set ZF°F, which we introduce after the following technical lemma. Here, for any

permutation w of N and integers 7, j € N, let ry, (4, ) := rank wp;)-

Lemma 3.9. Suppose y,z € FPF,(Z,) are involutions with ry(i,7) < r.(i,j) for all 4,5 € [n].
Then ry(i,j) <r,(i,7) for all 4,5 € [2n].

Proof. Consider the numbers b; := r,(i,n) for i = 0,1,2,...,n. Let i1 < iy < --- < i be the
indices ¢ € [n] with b; = b;—1 where by := 0, so that b, = n — k. Then the permutation matrix of
z has an entry equal to 1 in positions (i;,n + j) and (n + j,i;) for each j € [k] and in positions
(t,i+1) and (¢ + 1,1) for each (odd) index i € {n +k+1,n+k+3,...,2n — 1}, and zeros in all
other positions (,7) € ([2n] x [2n]) \ ([n] X [n]). It follows that

o r.(i,n+j) =min{i,b; + 5} for i,j € [n],
er.(n+i,n+j)=b,+i+min{j k} for ¢ € [k] and j € [n],

er.(n+it+kn+j+k)=n+k+ri,(ij) ifij€n—k], with Igpr € ZEPF as in (2.4).

12



This tells us how to compute r, (i, j) whenever max{i,n + 1} < j < 2n.

Now let ap = 0 and a; = ry(i,n) for i € [n], and suppose a; = a;—; for exactly [ indices i € [n].
Since a, = n—1 <n—k = b,, we have k < [. The itemized formulas above immediately imply
that ry(i,n + j) < r.(i,n + j) for all 4,5 € [n] and that ry(n +i,n+ j) < r.(n+i,n+ j) for all
i,j € [k]. Checking that ry(¢,j) < r.(7,7) for the remaining values of 4,5 € [2n] is straightforward
using the above formulas.

Here are the explicit details. When i € [k] and j € [n] \ [k] we have ry(n + i,n + j) =
an + i+ min{j,i} <n+i=r,(n+in+j) since a, = n —1 and b, =n — k. Also, it is easy to
see that ry(n+i+in+j+1) =r.(n+i+ln+j+1)=n+1l+r,(ij) fori,j € [n—1. It
remains to check that ry(n+i+k,n+j+k) <rip (i,j) =r.(n+i+kn+j+k) foriec|l—Ek
and j € [n — k| with ¢ < j. Since in this regime we have

ry(n+i+kn+j+k)=n—1+i+k+min{j+k, 1}, and
ro(ntitkntit+k)=n+k+rig(,j),

the desired inequality is equivalent to ¢ +min{j — (I —k),0} < ry..(4,7). This holds when i € [l — ]
and j € [n—Fk] and ¢ < j, since then ry.. (4, j) = ¢ unless ¢ = j is odd, in which case ., (¢,7) =i—1
and j < [ — k. Combining these observations confirms that ry (¢, j) < r,(4,7) for all 1 <i < j < 2n,
so by symmetry the same inequality holds for all i,j € [2n]. O

Define lppp(z) = |D%(z)| for any involution z of N. This is guaranteed to be a finite quantity
if z € Sy or z € IFPF. One can show that fppg restricts to the unique map ZF°F — {0,1,2,...}
with ¢epp(lepr) = 0 and lppr(szs) = lepr(2) + 1 whenever s = (4,7 + 1) and z(7) < z(i + 1); see
[15, §2.3 and §4].

The Bruhat order on ZFFF is the partial order < given as the transitive closure of the relation
with z < tzt if t = (i,j) € S is a transposition and ¢ppg(t2t) = lrpp(z) + 1. For our applications,
all we need to know about this order is summarized by the following lemma.

Lemma 3.10 ([14, §4]). Fix positive integers i < j. The following properties then hold:
(P1) If z € ZFPF then we have 2 < (i,7)2(i, ) if and only if 2(i) < z(4).

(P2) If z € ZFPF then we have frpr((i,5)2(i,§)) = frpr(2) + 1 only if no integer e exists with
i<e<jand z(i) < z(e) < z(j).

(P3) If y,z € ZFPF € S, for some n € 2N, then FPF,,(y) < FPF,(z) in the Bruhat order on Z""F
if and only if y < z in the Bruhat order on Su.

Remark. In this lemma, property (P1) follows from [14, Cor. 4.10] and property (P2) follows
from [14, Prop. 4.9]. Property (P3) follows from [14, Thm. 4.6], which summarizes some specific
consequences of the general theory of quasiparabolic sets developed in [35].

Here is our skew-symmetric analogue of Proposition 3.8:
Proposition 3.11. For all y, z € FPF,(Z,), the following properties are equivalent:
(a) One has y > z in the Bruhat order on Z"°F.

(b) It holds that rankyp;; < rank zp;) for all (i,7) € [n] x [n].
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(c) We have the containment X;® C XZ° of skew-symmetric matrix Schubert varieties.

Proof. We have y = FPFq,(y') and z = FPFq,(2') for some permutations ¢,z € IQFT'LDF, and

property (P3) in Lemma 3.10 asserts that y > z in the Bruhat order on ZFFF if and only if v/ > 2/
in the Bruhat order on Sy,. The latter holds if and only if r,(,j) < r.(i,7) for all 4,5 € [2n]
by Proposition 3.8. By Lemma 3.9, this is equivalent to having ry (i, j) < r.(4,7) for all i, j € [n],
as ry(i,7) = ry(i,7) and r.(i,j) = ru(i, ) for all 4, j € [2n]. This shows that properties (a) and
(b) are equivalent. Properties (b) and (c) are obviously equivalent since the cells XZS and X are
nonempty; this equivalence is also noted as [7, Cor. 4.4]. O

3.3 Pfaffian generators for prime ideals

As in the introduction, we identify the coordinate ring K[Mat}’] with Klu;; : 4,7 € [n],i > j] where
u;j represents the function A — A;;. If A is a matrix and I and J are subsets of indices, then we
write Ay = [Ajj](i j)erxs for the corresponding |I| x |J| submatrix. We often apply this notation
to the n x n skew-symmetric matrix of variables &% with entries defined by

—Uj4 ifi<y
UF=Quy; ifi>j (3.1)
0 ifi=j

If A is a matrix then rank A < r if and only if all size r + 1 minors of A vanish. Hence, by
Proposition 3.7, X3° is the zero locus of the ideal in K[uj; : i,j € [n],i > j] generated by all size
rank zj;;; + 1 minors of U, for (i,7) € Ess(D*(z)). This ideal is often not prime, however.

Example 3.12. Take n = 6 and let z be the image of (1,2)(3,5)(4,6) € ZEPF under FPFg. Then
? 1

Ess(D™()) = D™(2) = {(4,3)} = { o } -

AN

D 1

o - AR
. O

1 O

'HDD' .

O

og .- - -

ooog .- -

oooo-

so X% = {A € Matg’ : rank A[4] ;3] < 2} by Proposition 3.7. The ideal described above is therefore
generated by the four 3 x 3 minors in Z/{[4] (3] one of which is

0 —u21 —u31

det (U35 det[ 0 - ]:u U1 U43 — UL U U32U41 ).
( {1,2,4}, {123}) uzr 0 —us 21 (ug1u43 31U42 + U32U41)

This ideal, being generated by homogeneous polynomials of degree 3, cannot contain either of the
factors ugq or usiugg — ugiUgo + uzotg1, and therefore is not prime.

In this section, we identify a different set of natural generators for an ideal I3 whose zero locus
is X3°. Later, in Section 4, we will show that I3® is actually the prime ideal I(X%®*) of the variety
X35, The key idea in our construction is to replace minors of matrices by Pfaffians. Recall that the
Pfaffian of a skew-symmetric n X n matrix A is

pf(A) — Z (_1)£FPF(2) H Az(l )i (3_2)

2€TFPF (i)<i€[n]

where once again (ppp(z) = |D%(z)|. For example, we have pf(Z/{m[z]) = pf [ugl 2] = —ug IF

n is odd then the outer summation in (3.2) is empty so pf(A) = 0. This is consistent with the
well-known fact that pf(A)% = det(A), which is zero if A is skew-symmetric of odd size.
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Definition 3.13. Given z € FPF,(Z,), let I® be the ideal in K[Mat}?] = Klu;; : 4,5 € [n],i > j]
generated by the Pfaffians pf(U35y;) for all nonempty sets R C [n] of even size for which there exist
indices 4,j € [n] with ¢ > j such that R C [i] and |R N [j]| > rank zp;)-

We discuss an example where we can compute directly that I5° = I(X5).

Example 3.14. Suppose n = 6 and z is the image of (1,4)(2,6)(3,5) € ZEFF under FPFg. Then

[rank z(;); 1<i,j<6

=== OO
o[F]~[Ele o

W NN RO OO

U W N~ =
S O = W DN+~

1
1
1
2
3
4

where the boxed cells correspond to the positions in Ess(D%(z)). The rank condition at position
(4,7) = (3,2) says that rank Az = 0 for all A € X3*, so X3® is contained in the zero locus of the
ideal (ug1,us1,us2) in Klu;; : 6 > ¢ > j > 1]. Thus every matrix A € X3°* has the form

Ay Ay Ay 0 —Ass —Aps
As1 Asy Ass Asg 0 —Asgs
Ag1 As2 Ass  Ass  Ass 0

The rank condition at position (i,j) = (5,2) says that if A € X3° then rank A5y < 1, which
holds if and only if det [ﬁ‘; ﬁg] = 0. We conclude that X3* is the zero locus of the ideal

(u21,ug1, U2, Ua1us2 — uggus) in Klug; - 6 > @ > j > 1]. This ideal turns out to be prime, so
it is in fact equal to the ideal I(X3®) of the (irreducible) variety X3°.

We now describe the ideal I5°. The generators of I5* corresponding to position (i,7) = (3,2)
have the form pf(Uy) for all subsets R C {1,2,3} of size 2 such that [R N {1,2}| > 0; the last
condition is vacuous so R can be any of {1,2}, {2,3}, or {1, 3}, giving generators

Pf [y 70" ] = 21, pf[yy, 70*] = —us2, and  pf[, 75" ] = —usr.

The generators of I3° corresponding to position (7,7) = (5, 2) have the form pf(Uy) for all subsets
R C {1,2,3,4,5} of size 2 or 4 such that |R N {1,2}| > 1: these are {1,2}, {1,2,3,4}, {1,2,3,5},

—u21

and {1,2,4,5}, giving generators pf(u{si 2).{1 2}) = pf [ugl 0 ] = —u91 along with

[0 —1621 —u31 —u41 |
SS _ u21 —Uu32 —Uu42 — _

PEUG 2541.0123.43) =PL | 4oy wge 0 g | = U21U43 — U312 + U41U32,
L ua1 w42 waz O

0 —u21 —u31 —us1

SS u 0 —u3z2 —u
DU 235, 11,235)) =PE | ) use 0 —usy | = U21Us3 — U31Us2 + Us1U32,
| us1 us2 usz 0 |
[0 —1621 —u41 —usy |
SS u —U. —Uu.
0

Us1 U52  Us4
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One can check that these Pfaffians are already a generating set for I5°. (In fact, by mimicking
the proof of [13, Lem. 3.10], one can show that I3® is always generated by the generators in
Definition 3.13 corresponding to just the essential positions (i,j) € Ess(D%(z)), but we will not
need this in any arguments.) For this example, one can compute directly that

SS
I7 = (—ug21, —u32, —u31, U21U43 — U31U42 + U41U32, U21Us3 — U1 U52 + Us1U32, U21Uss — U41Us2 + Us1U42)
= (ua1, Us2, U31, —U41Us2 + Us1U42)
I SS
= I(X3).

Remark 3.15. One can show that the Pfaffian ideals considered in [9, 34| are precisely the ideals I5°
indexed by all z € FPF,,(Z,,) for which the essential set of the skew-symmetric Rothe diagram has
the following property: one can write Ess(D%(z)) = {(a1,b1),..., (ag,br)} such that the sequences
of numbers a;, b;, and rank z(,,p,) for ¢ = 1,2,...,k are respectively decreasing, increasing, and
increasing (weakly in each case). Such conditions appear in certain geometric contexts [1, 24], as
well as combinatorially: the permutations w € S, such that Ess(D(w)) has the above property are
exactly the ones that are vexillary (i.e., 2143-avoiding). Fixed-point-free involutions z satisfying
our conditions also arise from geometry [33], but are no longer always vexillary permutations.

To show that I® is the prime ideal of X5°  we first need to prove that I$° C I(X%®). For this, it
suffices to check that A € X5° if and only if f(A) =0 for all f € I3°.

It is well-known that if B is the matrix obtained from a skew-symmetric matrix A by multiplying
row i and column 7 by a scalar ¢, then pf(B) = c- pf(A). Likewise, if AY, A%, and AYTY are skew-
symmetric matrices that are equal outside row and column ¢, and it holds that column ¢ contains
vectors v, w, and v + w in the three respective matrices, then pf(A"*™) = pf(AY) + pf(A"). More
generally, we have pf(X AXT) = det(X) pf(A) as long as X and A are square matrices of the same
size with A skew-symmetric.

Lemma 3.16. Fix integers 7, j € [n] with i > j and r > 0. If A € Mat;; then rank Ap;;;) < r if and
only if pf(Arr) = 0 for all subsets ) # R C [i] of even size with |[R N [j]| > r.

Proof. First assume that A € Mat}’ is a monomial matriz, that is, a product of a permutation
matrix and a diagonal matrix. Suppose rank Ap;);; > r. Then there exist nonzero entries of A
in some positions (49, jo), (i1,71),-- -, (ir, jr) such that R = {ig,i1,...,%-} and S = {jo,J1,---,Jr}
both have size r + 1. The skew-symmetry of A means that every row and column of Arus rus
contains a nonzero entry. Since Apus rus is again monomial, this means that |R U S| is even and
pf(Arus,rus) # 0, but in this case we have |[(RUS)N[j]| > [SN[j]| = |S| =7+ 1 > r. Conversely,
suppose that rank Ap;);;; < 7. Then, since A is a monomial matrix, any selection of more than r
columns of Ap;p;) must include a zero column. In particular, if [R N [j]| > r and R C [i] then Agg
has a zero column, so pf(Agg) = 0.

This proves the lemma when A € Mat;’ is a monomial matrix. We now explain how to reduce
the general form of the lemma to the monomial case.

Say that a set R is valid if ) # R C [i] and |R| is even and |RN[j]| > r. Let V be the vector space
with a basis given by the collection of all valid sets. For a matrix A € Mat;’, let [A]gr := pf(ArRr)
and define [A] € V to be formal linear combination ) z[A]r - R over all all valid sets R. In this
notation, what we wish to show is that rank A;;;; < r if and only if [A] is the zero vector in V.

J
Using the properties of Pfaffians noted above, we observe that for any indices n > a > b > 1:

(i) If X € B, is the n x n diagonal matrix with v € K in position (a,a) and all other diagonal
entries 1, then [XAXT] =0 plAlr - R+ > a¢rlAlR - R, both sums over valid sets R.
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(ii) If R is a valid set with a € R and b ¢ R, then the set (R \ {a}) U {b} is also valid.

(iii) If X =1+ Eg4p € By, is the n x n lower triangular matrix with 1’s on the diagonal, with 1 in
position (a,b), and with 0’s in all other positions, then

XAXT] = Y (Ar*Am@pop) B+ Y. [Ag-R,
a€R and b¢R a¢R or beR

with both sums over valid sets R. More precisely, the sign + is (—1)FEMa—1a=2,.b+1}

Any matrix in B, is a product of matrices of the form described in item (i) or (iii). Thus, we deduce
that for each X € B,, there exists an invertible linear map Ly : V — V with Ly ([4]) = [XAXT]
and (Ly)™' = Ly-1. Fix A € Mat®. Then for any given X € B,, we have [A] = 0 if and only
if [XAXT] = 0. In view of Theorem 3.4, there exists X € B,, such that XAX7 is the monomial
matrix ss,(z) for some z € FPF,,(Z,,). By the monomial case, this means that [A] = 0 if and only
if rank(XAXT)[i} ;] < r. However, rank(XAXT)[i} ;j] = rank Ap ;) for all X € Bj,. O

We can now briefly derive the following result, which implies that I3° C I(X3°).
Theorem 3.17. If z € FPF,,(Z,,) then the zero locus of I$® in Mat}’ is X5°.

Proof. The zero locus of I3® in Mat}’ is the zero locus of the generating set in Definition 3.13. By
Lemma 3.16, this is just the set of all A € Mat;’ satisfying the rank conditions defining X3°. [

3.4 Growth diagrams and rank tables

We would also like to describe the initial ideal of I$® (with respect to the reverse lexicographic term
order), which will turn out to be the initial ideal of I(X%®*). In preparation for this, we take a short
digression to prove some technical facts about growth diagrams and rank tables.

Given integer partitions g = (u1 > p2 > --->0)and A = (A > Ag > --- > 0), we write up C A
if i < \; for all i € N. When this occurs we write A\/p = {(i,7) € Nx N : u; < j < N} for the
corresponding skew shape. Finally, let £()\) := max({0} U {i € N: \; # 0}).

Suppose X is an m X n matrix with nonnegative integer entries. As first defined by Fomin
[11], the growth diagram of X is the unique family of partitions A(i, j) for i € {0,1,2,...,m} and
j €40,1,2,...,n} satisfying the following inductive rules. First, if i = 0 or j = 0 then \(i, j) := 0.
If 2 >0 and j > 0, then we write

A=

and define A = \(7, j) by the following algorithm:

(3.3)

(FO) Set CARRY := X;; and k :=1.
(F1) Set g := max{ug,vr} + CARRY.

(F2) If Ay = 0, then return A = (A1, Ag,..., Ay—1). Otherwise, set CARRY := min{u, vk} — pk
and then set k£ := k + 1 and go back to step (F1).
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See [25, §4.1] for further discussion and examples. One can check directly that in the notation of
(3.3), one always has p C pu and p C v such that u/p and v/p are horizontal strips, so

) —L(p) € {0,1} and L(v)—£(p) €{0,1}. (3.4)
Moreover, it holds that

lp)=Lv)=Lp) +1 = L) =Lp) +2. (3.5)
An essential nontrivial property of the growth diagram is this analogue of Greene’s theorem:

Lemma 3.18 ([25, Thm. 8§]). For each (i,7) € [m] X [n], the number of parts | = ¢(A(3,J))
is the length of the longest sequence of nonzero positions (i1, j1), (i2,52),- .., (i1,J;) in X with
12> >-->>land 1< <jo < < g < 7.

We will need one other lemma related to this general setup.

Lemma 3.19. Suppose m = n and X = X7 is symmetric. Then for each i € [n], the number of
odd columns in the partition A(7,7) is X171 + Xoo + -+ + Xj;.

Proof. Fix i € [n]. It is clear that A(j,k) = A\(k, ), so we can write

o=

and in steps (F1) and (F2) to compute A one can replace max{u,v,} and min{uk, v} by just
ui. Now consider the sequence of partitions A%, A, A2, ... where A\* is formed by replacing the
first k parts of p by A1,..., A\, so that A’ = p. Let OC(\¥) be the number of odd columns in A*.
If @ and B are two partitions all of whose parts are equal except that a; < 3; for some i, then
0C(B) — OC(a) = (=1)"*(B; — ;). Thus OC(A!) — OC(A%) = Xy + (1 — p1) and for k& > 1 it
follows by examining (F1) and (F2) that OC(A*) —OC(A\*=1) = (= 1)F 1 ((ug—1 — pr—1) + (g — p))-
Since A = A* for the first value of k with p — p = Pr+1 = pr+1 = 0, adding things up gives

k
OC(A) —OC(p) = Y (OC(M) — OC(M 1)) = X
j=1
and in turn OC(A(i,1)) = 35 (OC(A(f, 4)) — OC(A(j — 1,5 — 1)) = 3y Xis. O

We define a rank table to be a map r : {0,1,2,...} x {0,1,2,...} — {0,1,2,...} satisfying
r(0,0) = r(7,0) = r(0,j) = 0 for all i, € N. We have already seen that a permutation w of N
defines a rank table by the formula ry, (7, j) = rank wy;(; for 4,7 > 0. Recall that ry (4, j) is just the
number of nonzero entries in the ¢ X j partial permutation matrix wy;(;-
Lemma 3.20. Let r be a rank table. There exists w € Seo™ with r(4,5) = r,(i, ) for all (i,5) €
[m] x [n] if and only if for each (4, j) € [m] x [n] both of the following conditions hold:

(a) One has r(i,j) —r(i,j —1) € {0,1} and r(é,j) —r(i — 1,5) € {0,1}.
(b) Ifr(i—1,j) —r(i—1,7—1) =1, then r(i,j) —r(i,j — 1) = 1.
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Proof. First assume r satisfies the given conditions. Say that (i,7) € [m] x [n] is marked if r(i, ) —
r(i,j— 1) =1butr(i —1,5) —r(i — 1,7 — 1) = 0. Let X be the m x n matrix with 1 in each
marked position and 0 everywhere else. Condition (b) implies that each column of X contains at
most nonzero entry. If some row i contains two marked positions (i, j), (i, k) with j < k, and there
are no marked positions between these two, then we have

r(i—1,5) —r(i—1,7 — 1) ifj<j <k

.7 A ‘7 '/_1 —
r(zj) r(zj ) {r(i_l,j’)—r(i—l,j’—l)—i—l lf]le{j’k}

which implies that r(i, k) — r(i — 1,k) > 2. This contradicts condition (a), so each row of X must
also contain at most one nonzero entry, and X is an m x n partial permutation matrix.

Let w € S be the element whose m xn partial permutation matrix is X. Condition (b) implies
that r(i,j) —r(i,j — 1) = 1 if and only if (exactly) one of the positions (i —1,7), (i —2,7),...,(1,5)
is marked, so r(i,j) = Z;,:l(r(i,j’) —r(i,j' — 1)) for (i,5) € [m] x [n] is exactly the number of
marked positions (i, 5') € [i] x [j]. That is, we have r(i,j) = ry(i,5) for (i,7) € [m] x [n], as
desired. If conversely there exists w € Soo™ with r(i,7) = ry(4,7) for all (4,5) € [m] x [n], then it

is straightforward to check that conditions (a) and (b) hold. O
Rank tables also arise from monomials in polynomial rings. As above, let {u;;} be a family
of commuting indeterminates indexed by (i,7) € Nx N. If A = {agp < a1 < -+ < a,} and
B ={by < by <---< b} are two sets of r + 1 positive integers, then we let
A® B :={(ap,br),(a1,br—1),...,(ar,bp)} and wuap:= H Ugh- (3.6)
(a,b)eAGB

Given a set S and an integer r > 0, let (f) denote the set of r-element subsets of S.

Definition 3.21. For a monomial M € Klu;; : 7,5 € NJ, let rjs be the rank table in which r (7, j)
for 7,7 > 0 is the largest value r such that uap | M for some (A, B) € ([ﬁ) X ([7];]).

For example, if M = uojugz; then

ry(1,1) ra(1,2) ra(1,3) 000

rar(2,1) rar(2,2) rar(23) | =1 1 1

ra(3,1) rar(3,2) ra(3,3) 111
and we have rys(i,7) = rp(3,7) for i > 3 and ras(i,5) = rar(,3) for j > 3.

Proposition 3.22. If M € K(u;; : i € [m],j € [n]] is a monomial then there exists w € S such
that raz(i,j) = ry(i, j) for all i € [m] and j € [n].

Proof. Consider the growth diagram {)\(i,j)}i€{071,,,,,m}7je{071,m,n} associated to the m x n matrix
whose entry in position (i,7) is 1 if u;; divides M and 0 otherwise. Lemma 3.18 implies that
ra(i,7) = £(A\(7,7)) for all (4,7) € [m] x [n]. With this interpretation, the conditions in Lemma 3.20
obviously hold in view of properties (3.4) and (3.5). O

We will need a skew-symmetric version of ry;, whose definition is slightly more involved. If A
and B are finite subsets of N with |A| = |B|, then we let

S 0 if some (a,b) € A© Bhasa=1»b
Ar [{uwij:i>y4, (4,7) in A© Bor BO A} otherwise.
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For example, if A = {3,4} and B = {1,2} then u%; = U p AR = WAB = u4ruzz. In general, if
¢ : Klugj 11,5 € N = Klugj : 4,5 € N,i > j] is the ring homomorphism with

U5 ifi>j
Puij) = Qugi ifi<j
0 ifi=j

then u%, = rad(¢(uap)) where rad(f) is the square-free radical of a polynomial f.
Definition 3.23. For a monomial M € Klu;; : 4,5 € N,i > j], let r}; be the rank table in which
r (4, 7) for i, j > 0 is the largest value r such that u%; | M for some (A, B) € ([ﬁ) X ([i}).

The rank table r}; is always symmetric in the sense that r3; (i, j) = r3;(4,¢) for all 4, j.

Example 3.24. If M = usjus; then

s (1,1) 135(1,2) r35(1,3) 01 2

1 (2,1) 15(2,2) r5(2,3) | =] 1 2 2

ry(3,1) r$(3,2) r3(3,3) 2 2 2
We have r3;(1,1) = 0 since 0 does not divide M, and we have r;(1,2) = r$;(2,1) = 1 and
r37(2,2) = 2 since vz = ug1 for A = {1} and B = {2} (or vice versa) as well as for A = B = {1,2}.

Let dbl : Klu;; : 4,7 € N] = K[u;; : 4, j € N] be the ring homomorphism with dbl(w;;) = u;;uj;.

Lemma 3.25. Suppose A, B € ([:f]) for some r € [n] and M € K[u;; : 4,5 € N, ¢ > j] is a monomial.
Then u% 5 | M if and only if uap | dbl(M).

Proof. If u%z = 0 then we have both u% 5 { M and uap { dbl(M), since no variable of the form
uy; divides dbl(M). Assume w3y # 0. Let wyp = [[; eaon,isj wij and up = 1 jeaon i< Wij
so that uap = vy - Wip and u¥z = rad(uvygz - ¢(u’y5)). Write N for the image of M under the
ring homomorphism sending each u;; + u;;, so that dbl(AM) = MN. Clearly u%p | M if and only
if u/yp | M and u’j5 | N, which holds if and only if uap | dbl(M). O

Our main use of the previous lemma is to prove this analogue of Proposition 3.22.

Proposition 3.26. If M € K[u;; : 4,5 € N,7 > j] is a monomial then there exists z € FPF,(Z,)
such that r3; (i, j) =r.(4,7) for all 7,5 € [n].

Proof. By Proposition 3.22, there exists an element w € S53" with rapi(ar) (7, ) = Tw(i,j) for all
i,j € [n], and we have 3} (4, j) = rapi(ar) (i,7) = rw(4,j) for all 4, j € [n] by Lemma 3.25. Since the
rank table ryy (5 is symmetric, we may assume that w = w~!. We claim that w(i) # i for i € [n].
Indeed, we can only have w(i) = i for some i € [n] if

ro(i—1,i—1) =ry(i,i — 1) = 1y(i — 1,7) < ry(i, ). (3.7)

To exclude this possibility, consider the symmetric n x n matrix Y whose entry in position (3, j)
is 1 if u; or uy; divides M, and 0 otherwise. If {\(4,7)}ic0,1,....n},jef0,1,...,n} IS the growth diagram
associated to Y, then we have ry(i,5) = raniar)(i,J) = £(A(3,7)) for all i,5 € [n] x [n] by the
argument in the proof of Proposition 3.22. Since Y is symmetric with all zeros on the main
diagonal, Lemma 3.19 implies that r,(i,7) is even for all ¢ € [n]. As adjacent entries in r,, differ
by at most one, we conclude that (3.7) cannot occur. Now define y € Z,, to have y(i) = w(i) if
it holds that {i,w(i)} C [n] and y(i) = i otherwise. As w has no fixed points in [n], the element
z = FPF, (y) satisfies r, (4, ) = ry (i, j) = riy; (i, j) for all 4,5 € [n]. O
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3.5 Monomial generators for initial ideals

We can now describe explicitly a monomial ideal in K[u;; : 4,5 € [n],7 > j] that will turn out to be
the initial ideal in(I5®) of I$® under the reverse lexicographic term order.

Definition 3.27. For a symmetric rank table r, let J3° be the ideal in Klu;; : i,j € [n],i > j]
7)

€ [n] x [n]

generated by all monomials of the form u% 5, where (A, B) € ([g) X ([g) for some (4,
with ¢ > j and ¢ = r(i,j) + 1. If z € FPF,,(Z,), then we define J3° := Jg3.

It can be shown that in the definition of J5°* above, one only needs those generators corresponding
to (i,7) € Ess(D*(z)). We will not prove this fact since we do not need it for any arguments, but
we do assume it in the next example.

Example 3.28. Take n = 6 and let z be the image of (1,2)(3,6)(4,5) € ZEPF under FPFg. Then
D¥(z) ={(4,3),(5,3)} =4 "ol p =4 E ?%
' 1

=00

so Ess(D*(z)) = {(5,3)} and X3° = {A € Matg : rank Aj53 < 2} by Proposition 3.7. The
ideal J5° is generated by u%, where A ranges over the ten 3-element subsets of {1,2,3,4,5} and
B ={1,2,3}, the unique 3-element subset of {1,2,3}. The relevant monomials are listed below:

A uap | ¢(uap) U
{1, 2, 3} U13U22U31 0 0
{1,2,4} | wizuzouan 0 0
{1, 2, 5} U13U22U51 0 0

{1,3,4} | uigugauar | usiusaua; | us1uz2us
{1,3,5} | wigugaus; | ugiusaus1 | u31uz2Us|
{1,4,5} | wiguaus; | ugiuaaus | us31Us2Us|

{2,3,4} | uazuzoua udyuar U32U41
{2,3,5} | ugsusaus udyus U32Us51
{2,4,5} | uggugousy | uspuaousy | uz2U42us
{3, 4, 5} uU33U42U51 0 0

In particular, J5* = (ugauar, usoust, ugiuazus1) C Klug; : i, € [6],4 > j] is the ideal generated by
the righthand column. The ideal I5° in this case is generated by the Pfaffians of the submatrices of
Ug® with row and column sets {1,2,3,4} and {1,2, 3,5}, which are the polynomials

f 1= U32U41 — U31U4L2 + U21U43 and g 1= U32Us1 — U31U52 + U21U53.

The set {f,g} is not a Grobner basis under the reverse lexicographic term order, as the ideal
(in(f),in(g)) = (usau41,us2us1) does not contain usgjusousy = in(ug1g — usi f) € in(I5°%). It does
hold that usjusous; € J5° and one can check directly for this example that J5% = in(I5®).

We state three basic properties of the ideals JZ* before proving a more substantial identity.
Proposition 3.29. If M is a monomial in K[u;; : i, j € [n],7 > j] and r = r};, then M ¢ J3°.
Proof. The monomials in JZ° are those divisible by some u%; where A C [i], B C [j] and |A| =

|B| =r(i,7) + 1 for some i,j. All such monomials dividing M have degree at most r(i, j). O
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Proposition 3.30. If y, z € FPF,(Z,,) and y < z, then JZS C J.

Proof. If y < z then ry(7,j) > r,(i,j) for all 4, j € [n] by Proposition 3.11, and it is clear from the
definitions that this implies that Jp® C JZ°. O

Given rank tables r and s, let min(r,s) be the rank table mapping (4, j) — min{r(s, j),s(7,7)}

Proposition 3.31. If r and s are symmetric rank tables then J&

(r,s) = Jﬁs + Jsss

Proof. 1t is clear that J3* and J5® are both contained in J* 50 S +J5° © Jir.s)- Conversely,

min(r,s)’ min
suppose M is a monomial in Ji% . o). Then M is divisible by some u%p where A C [i], B C [j] and
|A| = |B| = min(r (4, j),s(i,7)) + 1 for some ¢ and j. But this means that M is in either J5° or J5°
depending on whether r(i, j) exceeds s(i, ) or not. O

We will need the following theorem to prove the key lemma in Section 4.2.

Theorem 3.32. Let r be a symmetric rank table. Then J3® = (1, J5® where z runs over the
elements of FPF,,(Z,,) that are Bruhat-minimal among those with r,(i,7) < r(7,j) for all 4,5 € [n].

Proof. 1t is clear that J® is contained in J§* for any rank table s with s(i,7) < r(i,7) for all
i,j € [n]. Conversely, suppose M is a monomial in K[u;; : 4, j € [n],i > j] that is not contained in
J3¥. We must have r$;(4,7) = r$,(j,4) <r(i,7) = r(j,4) for each (i,j) € [n] x [n| with i > j, since
otherwise M would be divisible by a monomial u%; with (A4, B) € ([f,]) X ([7{ ) for r = r(i,7) + 1,
which would imply that M < Jg°. By Propositions 3.26 and 3.29, we have r}; = r, for some
z € FPF,(Z,,) and M ¢ J5°. This means that M is also not contained in the intersection given in
the theorem statement.

We conclude that J3® =1, J5* where z runs over all (not necessarily Bruhat-minimal) elements
of FPF,,(Z,) satisfying r,(i,j) < r(i,j) for all 4,5 € [n]. By Proposition 3.30, this intersection is
unchanged if we require z to be Bruhat-minimal with the desired property. O

3.6 Initial terms of Pfaffians

We continue to write in(/5°) for the initial ideal of I3° relative to the reverse lexicographic term
order on Klu;; : 4,7 € [n],7 > j]. Our ultimate goal is to prove that J§* = in(I5*). At this point,
however, it is not even clear that J5* C in(I5%), since the leading terms of the defining generators
of I$® do not generate J5°. We devote this subsection to proving this containment.

This section is the only place where our results depend on specific properties of the reverse
lexicographic term order on Klu;; : i,5 € [n],i > j], as opposed to properties of term orders in
general. The reader may wish to review the definition of this term order from Example 2.2.

Our strategy is to identify another set of elements in I5° whose leading terms recover the
generators u%z € J5° (and which we will eventually prove to be a Grébner basis for I5°). Suppose
A and B are finite sets of positive integers with |A| < |B|. Recall the definition of the matrix {/*
from (3.1) and define gap to be the Pfaffian of the skew-symmetric block matrix

Usy UY o .
gap = pf [ ugsi OBA } € Kluij 14,5 € Nyi > j]. (3.8)
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For example, if A ={1,6,7} and B ={1,2,3,4,5} then

[ 0 —wor —w3r —ugr —us1| 0 —ugr —ur |
U21 0 —wus2 —ug2 —usy | U2l —Us2 —UT2
ugl U2 0 —ug3 —wus3|usr —ugs —urs
_ Ugl U2 U43 0 —wusq |uar —ugs —Urg
gap = pf
us1  Us2  Us3  Us4 0|us1 —ugs —urs
0 —UuU21 —U31 —U41 —Us1 0 0 0
ugl U2 Uz Uy  Ugs | O 0 0
L ur1 urz urs urg urs | O 0 0

To show that (some of) these polynomials belong to I5°, we need an alternate formula expressing
each gap as a sum of products of Pfaffians. This requires a little more notation.

Given a finite set of integers T = {t1 < to < -+ < t;n}, let sort(T") denote the word tity - - ty,.
When S C T, define sgn (:g) to be the sign of the permutation taking sort(7") to sort(7"\ .S) sort(S).
By counting inversions, one checks that if S = {¢; : i € I} for some set I C [m], then

sgn(%) = (—1)SITH(E)2T, (3.9)

We will need this identity in the proof of the following:

Proposition 3.33. If A, B are finite sets of positive integers with |A| < |B|, then

gAaB = Z (—1)iMsirz Sgn(g) Sgn(Bgs) Pf(ufxs\s,A\s) pf(UpLs,BUS)-
SCA\B
|B US| even

Proof. Write A = {a; < az < --- < a4} and set m = |A| + |B|. If X and Y are two m x m
skew-symmetric matrices, then [19, Corollary 2.2] states that

pEX +Y) = > ()2 pf(Xpr) pf(Y) (3.10)

[m]=IuJ
|I] even

where the sum is over disjoint decompositions of [m]. Fix a decomposition [m] = I U J with |/
even. The result will follow by applying (3.10) to

uSS Z/{SS O O
X = ?SB gSA] and Y:[ s ]
|: UAB UAA 0 _uAA

For these matrices, we have pf(Y;;) = 0 unless J C |B| + [|A|]. Assume this holds and let
S={ai:i+|B| ¢ J}. Then Yj; = —Uj g 45 50
pf(Yy,) = (—1)|A\SV2 pf(u,sqs\s,A\s)- (3.11)

If SN B is nonempty, then X;; has two repeated rows so pf(X;;) = 0. Assume further that
SNB=1. Then SC A\ B and |S| = |A| = |J| = |I| — |B| = |B| mod 2, so

[B|+1S|
2

(—)l172 — (Z1) — (—1)("+(3)), (3.12)
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As Xj is obtained from Up ¢ p g by applying the permutation taking the word sort(B U S) to
sort(B) sort(S) to all row and column indices, we have

pf(X11) = sen("5%) pf U, pus)- (3.13)
Finally, since } ;i = (|B|2+1) + |B|[S] + >4, e5 i, it follows from (3.9) that
(~)XT = () (BHBISHAISH () sgn (4. (3.14)
Combining (3.11), (3.12), (3.13), and (3.14), we can rewrite the right hand side of (3.10) as

Z (_1)‘A\S|/2+‘A||S‘+|B||S‘ Sgn(g) Sgn(BES) pf(uzs\s’A\S) pf(u%su&BuS)-

SCA\B
|BUS| even
Finally, we can replace the sign by (—1)/4\5l/2 since all Pfaffians in the sum are zero unless |A| = |B|
mod 2, in which case (—1)I4IISHIBISI = 1, O

If A and B are finite sets of positive integers with |A| = |B|, then we write
A© B :={a € A:thereis no b with (a,b) € A® B and (b,a) € A® B}. (3.15)
For example, if A ={2<3<4<5}and B={6>4>3>1}then Ac B ={2,5}. Next, let
faB = gacB,B € Kluy; 1 4,5 € N,i > j]. (3.16)

Corollary 3.34. Suppose z € FPF,(Z,). Choose k,l € [n] with k > [, write ¢ = rank 2 + 1,
and let (A, B) € (['j) X ([é]). Then fap € I3

Proof. 1f S C (AeB)\ B and |BUS]| is even, then BLIS C [k] and |(BUS)N[I]| > |BN[l]| = |B| = g,
SO pf(ugus,Bus) € I$® by definition and fap = gaen,B € I5° by Proposition 3.33. O

If our sets (A, B) € (S) X (S) are A={a1 <az <---<ay}and B={by >by >--- > b,}, then
we say that (A, B) is untwisted if it never holds that b; > a; > a; > b; for any 1 <i < j < ¢g. This
property fails when A = {2 <3 <4 <5} and B={6 >4 >3 > 1} as in our example above, but
it does hold for the interchanged sets A ={1 <3 <4 <6} and B={5>4>3>2}.

In the following lemma and any similar statements, the notation in(f) means the initial term
of f relative to the reverse lexicographic term order on Klu;; : 4,5 € [n],7 > j].

Lemma 3.35. If the pair (4, B) € (I(\;) X (IZ]) is untwisted, then in(fap) = +u’p.

For example, if A = {2 <3 <4 <5} and B = {6 >4 >3 > 1} then uSjp = u}5, = uazucaus1
while in(fap) = in(gq25),41,34,6)) = —ussueruaz # *u%p. On the other hand, the pair (B, A) is
untwisted and in(fpa) = in(gq1,6},12,3.4,5)) = —U54 as the lemma predicts.

Proof. The set A® B contains a pair (a,b) with a = b if and only if | A© B|+ |B| is odd. The lemma
holds in this case since then f4p = 0, being the Pfaffian of an odd sized matrix, and u%z = 0 by
definition. Instead assume that A ® B contains no pairs (a,b) with a = b.
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Let V5 denote the ¢ x ¢ matrix formed from U5 by replacing all entries in row ¢ or in column
i by zeros whenever b; € (A © B) N B. Then the basic properties of Pfaffians imply that

uSS Z/[SS VSS Z/[SS
fap =pt| BB OB,A@B } — pf [ UESB OB,A@B ‘ (3.17)
ASB,B ASB,B

Now recall that a matching is an undirected graph in which no vertex belongs to two edges. Define
M p to be the set of matchings with 2¢ vertices labeled a1, as, ..., aq,b1,b2,. .., b, such that

e cach a; € A\ (A© B) is an isolated vertex;

e cach a; € A© B is connected to some b; € B;

e each b; € BN (A& B) is connected to some a; € (AS B) \ {b;};

e each b; € B\ (A © B) is connected to some a; € AS B or some b; € B\ (A© B).

For example, if A = {2 <3 <4<5}and B={5>4>3>1}, then Ac B = {2,5} and Mup
has only three elements, which we represent by the following pictures:

2 3 4 5 2 3 4 5 2 345
|~ A A (3.18)
5431 5431 54 3 1

To each edge {i > j} we associate the variable u;;. We then define u}l; to be the product of the
variables corresponding to all edges in M € M p. Comparing the definition of a generic Pfaffian
(3.2) with (3.17) shows that fap =3 yrcm,p e(M)uly for some map € : Map — {£1}. Indeed,
in our running example, fio 3<4<5) (6>4>3>1) = —U43Us2Us51 + U1 U53U52 — Us4Us2u31. In principle
there might be further cancellations among the terms in this formula for fap, but this will not
affect our argument.

Observe that if a; € A\ (A © B) then there is a unique index j # i with b; =a; € A\ (A© B)
and b; = a;; let P denote the set of such pairs (7,7) and write Z for the set of indices i € [¢] with
a; € AS B. In our example with A = {2 <3 <4 <5} and B={5>4 >3 > 1}, we have
P =1{(2,3),(3,2)} and Z = {1,4} since ag = b3 = 3 and a3 = az = 4. Next let My € M ap be the
matching whose edges consist of {a;, b;} for each i € Z along with {b;,b;} for each (4, j) € P. For our
running example, M is the left-most matching shown in (3.18). We always have u%% =ulp #0
since we assume that A ® B does not intersect the main diagonal.

It suffices to show that if M € M\ {My} then vy < u%, in the reverse lexicographic term
order. Fix such a matching M € M\ {My} and consider the edge {r > s} in My whose associated
variable w5 is maximal in lexicographic order. We first prove that either u%B < ujp in the reverse
lexicographic term order or {r > s} is also an edge in M. The variable u,s is *uy, for either
(a,b) = (a1,b1) or (a,b) = (aq,bq). Exactly one of the following must therefore hold:

(a) We have (1,q) € P and {r > s} = {b1 > by}
(b) We have ¢ € Z and {r > s} = {a; > by}

(¢) We have 1 € Z and {r > s} = {by > a1}.
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We consider each case in turn.

If we are in case (a) then by = a1 < --- < aq = by, so if {b; > b,} were not an edge in M then
the variable associated to the edge incident to by would exceed u,s = up,p, in lexicographic order,
giving u%B < u%p in the reverse lexicographic term order.

Suppose we are in case (b). Then we must have (1,q) ¢ P and a, > by to avoid cases (a)
and (c). Thus, as the edge of M incident to a, must have the form {a, > b;}, if this edge is not
{ag > by} then u’, < u%y.

Finally suppose we are in case (c). This case is where our untwisted hypothesis plays a role.
To avoid cases (a) and (b), we must have (1,q) ¢ P and by > a4, and if by = a, then b; < a1. As
{b1, a4} cannot be an edge in M if by = aq, it follows that u%B < u’p whenever M has an edge of
the form {b; > a;} with ¢ > 1. It remains to show that the same holds whenever M has an edge
of the form {b; > b;} with 1 < i < ¢q. If by = a, then by € (A& B) N B since (1,q) ¢ P; in this
case M can have no edges of the form {b; > b;} so what we want to show holds vacuously. Instead
suppose by > a,. Since (4, B) is untwisted, we must have a; < b; for all 1 < ¢ < ¢. This can only
hold if ay < b; for all 1 <i < g and a; < by. Thus if {b; > b;} is an edge in M with 1 <1i < ¢ or if
{b1 > b,} is an edge with a; < b,, then we have ull; < uS, in the reverse lexicographic term order.
The only remaining possibility is that a; = by, but then b, € (A& B) N B so {by > by} cannot be
an edge in M by definition. Thus our claim also holds in case (c).

To finish the proof of the lemma, define

A\{ai,aq} in case (a) B\ {b1,b;} in case (a)
A=< A\ a1} in case (b) and B’ =< B\ {b} in case (b)
A\ {aq} in case (c) B\ {b4} in case (c).

The pair (4’, B) is untwisted and u% 5 = u,-u% 5. Moreover, it follows from our claim that either
u%B < u%p or u%B = Upg -u%g, for some matching M’ € M 4 /. But this alternative implies that
uf\fB < u%p in the reverse lexicographic term order in all cases, since we may assume by induction
that u%jg, < u%, p as we originally chose M # M. O

Let (Cﬁ Zz - g;) stand for the pair of sets

(A,B) = ({a1 <ag <--- <ag},{b1 > by >--->bg}). (3.19)

Given a set of indices S = {s1 < s2 < -+ < st} C [¢], define

S
(AB)S: a1a2...aq :: a{laé...a;
! by by - b, Wby e b
where a)ay - - - ag, is obtained from ajaz - - - ag by replacing the subword as, as, - - - as, with b, - - - bs,bs,

and likewise b} b, ---b/ is obtained from biby---b, by replacing the subword by, b, ---bs, with
1¥2 q q 1782 t
as, - -+ Gg,as,. For example, (%11 ‘g’; 2”2 Zf ;)5){1’3’4} = (Zi Zg 2?; le [llvi) Write = for the relation on

(%) X (%) that is the transitive closure of the relations (A, B) = (A, B)® for all S C [g] such that

the top word of (A, B)® is strictly increasing and bottom word is strictly decreasing.

Lemma 3.36. Suppose (A, B) € (U;]) X ([f]]) for positive integers k > [. Then there exists an
untwisted (A’, B') € (U;]) X ([g) with (4,B) = (A", B').
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Proof. Write [k1,ko] := {i € Z : k1 < i < ky}. Fix positive integers k; < ko and l; < Iy with
k1 <11 <l9 < ky. We recursively define a map

i (1) (1 91) = (1) ()

with the property that (A, B) = untwist(A, B) for all pairs (A, B). Fix (4,B) € ([klt’]kﬂ) X ([11&12})

and write (A, B) = (%11 Zj - Zq) asin (3.19). If ¢ < 2 or by < a9 then we set untwist(A, B) := (A, B).

Otherwise, there exists a maxnnal index 1 < i < g such that b; > a;. Note that by < a;41 if i < q.
Set (A, B") := (A, B) if a; < b; or else define

a; --+ az ay bipy by

This gives a well-defined element of ([kl’kﬂ) ([ll’lz]) with (A’, B") = (A, B). Write (a1 a - Zfl) =

(A', B') and note that a7 < b; and max{b},a}} < a;, |, where we set aj; := kg + 1 if i = q Let
1=adi+1<kh:=aj,;—1 and l}:=0; <ly:=b — 1

Then £} <1} <1, <k} so we can recursively construct

ab ay --- al . (ayady - dl [k, K5 (1], 15]
(o i) =i ) () = (05)

and then define " N /
) ay ah ay -+ al a SRR
untwist(A, B) := ( 10 43 S q>'

A N

This is an element of ([klék2]) X ([llélﬂ) that is equivalent to (A, B) under =.
To prove the lemma, we just need to check that untwist(A, B) is untwisted, as our notation
suggests. For the pair (A’, B), observe that one can only have b, > a; > a), > b, for some s < t

if 1 < s <t <i. If follows that untwist(A, B) is untwisted if and only if ((Zl?l, 2:3,, g,;',l) is untwisted,
2 73 i
and we can assume that the latter property holds by induction. O

Putting everything together, we can finally prove the following lemma.

Lemma 3.37. For all z € FPF, (Z,,), the ideal J5* is contained in the initial ideal in(7$®*) defined
relative to the reverse lexicographic term order on Klu;; : 4,5 € [n],i > j].

Proof. Choose k,l € [n] with k > [ and let (A, B) ( ) ( ) for ¢ := rank 23 + 1. Since J2*
is generated by all such elements u% 5 (see Deﬁmtlon 3. 27), it su fﬁces to show that v € in(13°).
By Lemma 3.36, there is an untwisted pair (A’, B ( ) ( ) with ( = (A, B') and u% =
u®y - Finally, we have u%, 5, = = in(fap’) by Lemma 3 35 and fap € ISS by Corollary 3.34. O

4 Transition equations for ideals

In this section we prove our main results, relating I3°, J5°, and I(X$®). Here is a quick outline of
the content that follows. We show in Section 4.1 that J3 = in(I¥) and I$° = I(X?®), relying on a
technical lemma that is proved in Section 4.2. Section 4.3 gives an explicit primary decomposition
for J$° involving the involution pipe dreams studied in [16]. In Section 4.4 we discuss some appli-
cations related to K-theory representatives for X3°. Section 5, finally, sketches how to adapt our
arguments to get new proofs of the results of Knutson and Miller mentioned in the introduction.
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4.1 The inductive argument

The dominant component of an arbitrary permutation z of N is the set
dom(z) = {(i,7) € N x N : rank z;;;; = 0} . (4.1)
This is always the Young diagram of a partition. For a strict partition A = (A; > -+ > A > 0), let
SDyN={(5,i+7—-1) e NxN:1<j5 <N}
As explained in [16, §4.3], if z € ZEPF then there is a strict partition A with
{(i,4) € dom(z) i > j} = {(j + 1,9) : (4,5) € SDx}.
An outer corner of dom(z) is a pair (i,7) € (N x N) \ dom(z) with
(t—1,j) € dom(z) U ({0} x N) and (i,j —1) € dom(z) U (N x {0}). (4.2)

It is clear that if (i, 7) is an outer corner of dom(z) then z(i) = j.

Example 4.1. Suppose z € ZFPF is the image of (1,5)(2,4)(3,6) under FPFg. Then
ooootl -
oooi1 - -
dom(z) = { 350 11
1 -

1
and {(¢,7) € dom(z) : i > 5} = {(j + 1,i) : (i,j) € SDy} for the strict partition A = (3,1). The
outer corners of dom(z) are the pairs (5,1), (4,2), (2,4), and (1,5).

Given z € ZFPF and a positive integer p, define

U(z,p) = {y = (p,r)z(p,r) € ZFPF . p < r and lrpe(y) = lrpr(2) + 1} (4.3)

where (ppp(2z) = |D%(z)| as in Section 3.2. These sets will play a key role in the inductive proof of
our main theorem, via the formulas in the following lemma. Here, we write (uy,) for the principal
ideal of K[u;; : n > i > j > 1] generated by wup, for n > p > ¢ > 1. Let J5° be as in Section 3.5,
and recall that I(X3°) is the ideal of all polynomials in K[u;; : n > i > j > 1] vanishing on the set
X5°, where u;; is identified with the function on skew-symmetric matrices sending A — A;;.

Lemma 4.2. Suppose z € FPF,,(Z,,) and (p, q) is an outer corner of dom(z) with n > p > ¢. Then
\P(Z7p) g FPF’/L(ITL)7 I(XSS) + (upq) g nvelll(z,p) I(XSS)’ and J;S + (upq) = mUE\I/(zJ)) Jls)s

We postpone the proof of this lemma to Section 4.2. Here is our first main theorem.

Theorem 4.3. If z € FPF,,(Z,) then J3* = in(I$) = in(/(X$®)), where both initial ideals are
computed with respect to the reverse lexicographic term order from Example 2.2.

Proof. Let z € FPF,(Z,) so that D*(z) is a subset of N,, := {(i,j) € [n] x [n] : ¢ > j} by
Proposition 2.10. We prove the theorem by induction on the size of the complement of the skew-
symmetric Rothe diagram N\, \ D%(z).
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The unique element z € FPF,,(Z,) with D%(z) =, which indexes the containment-minimal
skew-symmetric matrix Schubert variety defined by the all-zeros rank table, is the involution

o0
g = FPF,(1) = (Ln+1)(2,n+2) -+~ (n,2n) - [ [(2i + 1,2i + 2). (4.4)
i=n
Ifn>i>j>1, then uj; = up € J3 and u;; = —pfURR) € I3 for A = {i}, B = {j}, and

R={i,j}, so J3 = I3 = I(XZ)) = (uij : (4,5) €\y). Thus the theorem holds in this base case.

For the inductive step, suppose z € FPF,,(Z,,) \ {z0}. Then the set dom(z) is invariant under
transpose and not all of [n] x [n], so it has an outer corner (p,q) € [n] X [n] with p > ¢q. We must
have p > ¢ since z has no fixed points and z(p) = ¢, as noted above. Therefore

in(1(XZ%)) + (upg) S in(1(XZ%) + (upq)) [by Prop. 2.4(b)]
Cin| () I(XP) [by Lem. 4.2]
ve(z,p)
c () (X)) [by Prop. 2.4(c)] (4.5)
veW(z,p)
= ﬂ I [by induction]
veT(z,p)
= J3° + (upg)- [by Lem. 4.2]

The appeal to induction on the penultimate line is valid since every v € ¥(z, p) belongs to FPF,,(Z,,)
by Lemma 4.2 and has |D%*(v)| = lppp(v) = lepr(z) + 1 = |D%*(2)| + 1.

On the other hand, we have J5* C in(I5°) by Lemma 3.37, and I3* C I(X5) by Theorem 3.17.
Therefore J5° C in(I5°) C in(I(X%®)), so all inclusions in (4.5) must be equalities and in(I(X$°) 4
(upqg)) = In(I (X)) + (upq). By Lemma 2.5, this implies that

In(I(XZ%) N (upg)) = (I(XZ%)) N (upg)- (4.6)

Now suppose f € I(X5*) N (upq), S0 f = upqg for some g. Since wuy, is not identically zero on X3°,
as the permutation matrix of z has a 1 at the outer corner (p,q) of dom(z), we have u,, ¢ I(X5°).
But I(X3®) is a prime ideal as X3° is irreducible by Theorem 3.4, so upqg € I(X3®) forces us to have
g € I(X5®). This proves that I(X5®) N (upg) = upel (X5°), so

in(I(XZ)) N (upg) = In(I(XZ) N (upg)) = n(upgl (X37)) = upqg in(1(XZ%)). (4.7)
The chain of equalities (4.5) shows that
in(I(XZT)) + (upg) = JZ° + (upq)- (4.8)

Applying Lemma 2.6, whose hypotheses hold by (4.7) and (4.8), gives in(I(X5®)) = J5°. Since
J¥ Cin(I$%) Cin(I(X%®)), both inclusions are equalities. O

Corollary 4.4. If z € FPF,(Z,) and (p,q) is an outer corner of dom(z) with n > p > ¢, then
S0 (upg) = upg 3.

Proof. Since now we know that in(/(X5®)) = J5°, this is just (4.7). O
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We state two more significant consequences of Theorem 4.3 as the following theorems.
Theorem 4.5. If z € FPF,,(Z,) then I$® = I(X?®), which is a prime ideal.

Proof. We have I$* C I(X5®) by Theorem 3.17 and in(I5®) = in(Z(X%®*)) by Theorem 4.3, so Propo-
sition 2.4(d) implies that I3° = I(X5®), which is prime since X is irreducible. O

Given sets A = {a; <--- < aq} and B = {b; > --- > b}, recall from (3.16) that we define

Upp B,AcB
faB =0pf |, & A € Kluij : 4,5 € Nyi > j]
AOB,B

where A © B is the set of a € A for which no b exists with {(a,b), (b,a)} C {(a1,b1),...,(aq,bq)},
and U™ is the skew-symmetric matrix whose (i, j) entry is u;; if i > j. We also repeat that the pair
of sets (A, B) is untwisted if it never holds that b; > a; > a; > b; forany 1 <i < j <gq.

Theorem 4.6. If z € FPF,,(Z,,) then the elements fap, as (i, j) ranges over all pairs in [n] X [n]

with ¢ > j and (A, B) ranges over all untwisted pairs in ([;]) X ([2}) for ¢ = rank 25 + 1, form a

Grobner basis for I(X5®) with respect to the reverse lexicographic term order.

Proof. Each such fap belongs to I = I(X$®) by Corollary 3.34, and by the argument in the proof
of Lemma 3.37 the initial terms of these polynomials generate J5° = in(I(X3®)). O

4.2 The key lemma

In this subsection we prove Lemma 4.2. Write < for the Bruhat order on ZF"F from Section 3.2.

Lemma 4.7. Suppose z € I;PF and (p,q) is an outer corner of dom(z) with p > ¢. Assume
i,7,7 € N are integers such that i < j, p < r, and z < (i,7)2(i,7) < (p,7)(%,5)z(%,5)(p, 7). Then
there are integers ', ', 1" € {i,j,p, 7, 2(7), 2(j), 2(p), 2(r)} with ¢/ < 5/, p <1/, and

z < (p,m")z(p,r") < (@', ) (p,7")z(p, "), ') = (p,r)(i,7)2(4, 5) (p, 7).

Proof. Let S = {i,j,p,r,2(1),2(j),2(p),z2(r)} and write ¢ : [n] — S and ¥ : S — [n] for the
unique order-preserving bijections where n = |S|. Note that n < 8. We have z(p) = ¢, so
(p',q") = ((p),¥(q)) € [n] x [n] is an outer corner of 2’ := ¢ o z 0 ¢ € ZFPF with p’ > ¢/. If the
lemma fails for z and (p,q) then it must also fail for 2’ and (p/,¢’), but it is a finite calculation to
check that the lemma holds when z € ZFFF and n < 8. O

Lemma 4.8. Suppose z € ZFP°F and (p, q) is an outer corner of dom(z) with p > ¢. Then ¥(z,p)
is the subset of Bruhat-minimal elements in the set

X(z,p) = {v eITPF.v> 2, rank vj;(;) = 0 for (4,7) € [p] x [q]}

— {v e IPF v > 2, dom(v) D [p] x [Q]}

In addition, if z € FPF,(Z,) and p € [n] then ¥(z,p) C FPF,(Z,).
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Proof. As noted above, we have z(p) = g so ([p] x[¢])\{(p,q)} C dom(z) and z ¢ X(z,p). Properties
(P1) and (P2) of the Bruhat order on Z"F from Lemma 3.10, along with Proposition 3.11, imply
that if 7 < j are positive integers with z < (¢, 7)z(4, ), then [p] x [¢] C dom((7,)z(4, 7)) if and only
if i € {p,q}. Since ¥(z,p) D ¥(z,q) by [14, Lem. 4.15], this shows that

U(z,p) = {v € X(z,p) : lrpr(v) = Lepr(z) + 1}.

This a subset of Bruhat-minimal elements in X'(z,p). Using Proposition 2.10 and property (P2)
from Lemma 3.10, it is likewise straightforward to deduce that if z € FPF,(Z,) and p € [n], then
U(z,p) C FPF,(Z,).

Now suppose w € X(z,p) and lepp(w) — lrpp(z) > 2. We argue by induction that w is not
Bruhat-minimal in X'(z,p). There must exist some positive integers i < j such that if v :=
(2,7)y(i,7) then z < v < w and lrpr(v) = lrpe(2) + 1. If we have i € {p,q} then v € X(z,p) in
which case w is not Bruhat-minimal in X'(z,p). Assume ¢ ¢ {p,q}. Then (p,q) is an outer corner
of vand w € X(v,p). If lppp(w) — lppr(2) = 2, then lppp(w) — Lepr(v) = 1, so w € ¥(v,p) and
w = (p,r)v(p,r) for some r > p. In this case, Lemma 4.7 asserts that

w=(,7")(p,r")2(p, ") (@, §") > (p,7)2(p,7") € (2, p) C X(z,p)

for some integers p < r’ and i < j’, so w is not Bruhat-minimal in X(z,p). Alternatively, if
Cepe(w) — lepp(2) > 3, then frpp(w) — Cepr(v) > 2 so by induction w is neither Bruhat-minimal in
X (v,p) nor in X(z,p). O

Given (p,q) € [n] x [n] with p > ¢, consider the linear subspace
Xpg=1AeMaty : Aj; =0 for all (4,5) € ([p] x [q]) U ([g] x [p])}-

Since X, is closed, irreducible, and B,-stable, it is a single skew-symmetric matrix Schubert
variety. Moreover, I(X3%) is the ideal (ug; : (4,7) € [p] x [q], i > j) C K[uj; : 4,5 € [n],i > j].

Corollary 4.9. Let z € FPF,,(Z,,) and suppose (p, q) is an outer corner of dom(z) with n > p > q.
Then X5 N X35, = Upe e X5

Although the equality here is meant set-theoretically, the proof of Theorem 4.3 implies I(X5®)+
(upg) = I(XZ°) + I(X}%) = Nyew(zp) L(X3°), so this corollary also holds at the level of schemes.

Proof. The intersection X3* N X% is closed and B-stable, so it is a union of Xj® for certain v €
FPF,(Z,). It follows from Proposition 3.11 and Lemma 4.8 that if v € FPF,(Z,) then X° C
XF N Xy if and only if v € W(z, p). O

We may now prove our key lemma.

Proof of Lemma 4.2. Let z € FPF,(Z,) and suppose (p,q) is an outer corner of dom(z) with
n > p > q. The fact that ¥U(z,p) C FPF,(Z,) was noted in Lemma 4.8.

One has mvel/(z,p) I(XP) = I(Uve\IJ(z,p) X?¥) so Corollary 4.9 implies that this intersection
contains I(X3°) + I(X}7,). Since I(X}? ) is generated by the variables u;; for (i, ) € [p] x [q] with
i > j, all of which are in I(X%®*) except for u,,, we therefore have

(| I(XP) DI(XP) + I(X55) = T(XS) + (upg).
veW(z,p)
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This proves the desired formula for I(X5®) 4 (upq)-

Next, let r, , be the rank table with r, 4(¢,j) = 0 whenever (¢,7) € [p] x [¢] or (4,]) € [¢] x [p]
and with r,,(i,j) = n for all other positive integer pairs (i,j). Suppose v € FPF,(Z,). As
ry(7,7) < min(r,,rp ) (3, 7) for all 4, j € [n] if and only if v > 2 and rank vy = 0 for (4, 5) € [p] x [q],
we have Jnfm(rzmp D= ﬂveq,(z p) Jo by Theorem 3.32 and Lemma 4.8. Proposition 3.31 shows that
Jfrfm(rz’rp y =2+ J5) - The ideal J27 is generated by the variables u;; for (1,7) € [p] x [g] with
i > 7, and all of these except upq are contained in J5°. We conclude that

(T3 = Ty = 5+ T, = T2+ ()

min(rz,rp,q)
veW(z,p)

which is the desired formula for J5* 4 (upq). O

4.3 Pipe dreams

In this subsection, we derive an alternate expression for J:* as an intersection of certain natural
ideals indexed by the involution pipe dreams corresponding to z, as introduced in [16].

Define the pipe dream reading word of a finite set D C N x N to be the word whose letters list
the numbers i+ j — 1 as (4, j) ranges over all elements of D in the order that makes (i, —j) increase
lexicographically, that is, reading the rows in order but going right to left. For example, the pipe
dream reading word of D = {(1,4),(1,3),(2,6), (5,5),(5,4),(5,3)} is 437987. We write word(D)
to denote the pipe dream reading word of D.

Definition 4.10. A (reduced) pipe dream for a permutation w € S is a finite set D C N x N
whose pipe dream reading word is a reduced word for w, that is, a sequence of positive integers
i11g - - - 4; of shortest possible length such that w = s;, 54, -+ s,

This definition first appeared in work of Bergeron and Billey [3], who referred to pipe dreams as
re-graphs. The set D = {(1,4), (1,3),(2,6), (5,5), (5,4), (5,3)} is a pipe dream for the permutation
w = (3,5,4)(7,10,9). Let RP(w) denote the set of all pipe dreams for w € Sy

Recall that ZFPF is the set of involutions y = y~! € S, with no fixed points in [m], and that
FPF,(y) =y-(m+1,m +2)(m +3,m+4)(m +5,m +6)--- for y € ZFPF if m is even.

Definition 4.11. Suppose z = FPF,,(y) € ZFPF for some even m € 2N and y € ZFPF. The
set of (fpf-involution) pipe dreams for z is then FP(z) := {D N\ : DT = D € RP(y)} where
N:={(i,j) e Nx N:i>j} and DT is the transpose of D.

The set FP(z) where z = FPFg((1,2)(3,6)(4,5)) is given in Example 4.23 below.
Every element z € ZFPF arises as z = FPF,,(y) for some choice of m € 2N and y € , and
our definition FP(z) might seem to depend on this choice. However, if y; € LI;PF and yo € InFl'in
are such that FPF,,(y1) = FPF,,12(y2), then we must have yo2 = y15,,+1 and therefore

RP(y2) ={DU{(i,j)} : D e RP(y1) andi+j—1=m+1}.
It follows that {D NN : DT = D € RP(y1)} = {DNK : DT = D € RP(ya)} so FP(z) is
independent of the choice of y € ZFPF with z = FPF,,(y).

Remark. In [16, Def. 1.4], a set of pipe dreams FP(y) is defined for each y € ZFPF. This set is
what we call FP(z) for z = FPF,,(y). It is straightforward to translate the results in [16] about
pipe dreams for elements of Z"PF to statements for elements of ZFPF via the preceding discussion,
and we will not comment further on these unimportant differences in notation.

IFPF
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Proposition 4.12. If z € FPF,,(Z,) then every D € FP(z) is a subset of N,, := NN ([n] x [n])
with size |D| = |D%(2)| = lrpe(2).

Proof. Let z € FPF,(Z,), so that D*(z) C,. By [16, Thm. 5.15], there exists an element DE&F

FP(z) and a partial order <zp on finite subsets of I\ such that FP(z) = {E C\: DEPF <zp E}.
The partial order has the property that if D CN, and D <zp FE then |D| = |E| and E C,. But
it is clear from [16, Eq. (5.5)] that |DE§tF = |D%(z)| and DE'ODtF C N, if D%(2) Ch\,. O

Given a set D C I\, we write (u;; : (i,j) € D) to denote the ideal in the coordinate ring
K[Mat}’] = Klu;; : 4,7 € [n],i > j] generated by w;; for all (4,7) € D.

Lemma 4.13. If z € FPF,,(Z,) and D € FP(z), then J5* C (u;; : (i,j) € D) C K[Mat}’].

Proof. Fix i,j € [n] with i > j. Let ¢ = rank zf;; + 1 and choose sets (A, B) € ([;]) X (m) Let

S ={(a,b) :a>band A® B contains (a,b) or (b,a)},

so that u%p = [[(44)es Uab is a generator of J2°. It suffices to show that u%p € (ui; : (4, §) € D). If
A ©® B contains a diagonal position then this is obvious since u% 5 = 0, so assume that A ® B does
not intersect the main diagonal.

By definition, there exists some y € ZFPF and E = ET € RP(y) such that z = FPF,,(y) and
D = ENN. The fact that H(a,b)eA@B uqp belongs to the ideal of Klu;j; : i, j € [n]] generated by all
wi; with (7, 7) € E is a consequence of [22, Theorem B], which means that £N(A® B) is nonempty.
Since A ® B contains no element (i,4) by hypothesis, this implies that D NS is also nonempty, so
ui; | u%p for some (i,7) € D, proving that vy € (u;; : (¢,7) € D). O

For us, a monomial ideal is an ideal in a commutative polynomial ring generated by monomials.
Lemma 4.14. If I, J, K are monomial ideals, then I + (JNK)= (I +J)N (I + K).

This lemma follows as a basic exercise; we include a proof for completeness.

Proof. The inclusion I + (JNK) C (I +J)N (I + K) always holds. The collection of monomial
ideals is closed under sum and intersection, so it suffices to assume that mon € (I +J)N (I + K) is
a monomial and show that mon € I 4 (J N K). Since mon is a monomial and I, J, K are monomial
ideals, mon € I + J implies that mon € I or mon € J; likewise mon € I + K implies that mon € [
or mon € K. That is, we either have mon € I or mon € JN K, so mon € I + (J N K). O

We arrive at the main theorem of this subsection.
Theorem 4.15. Let z € FPF,(Z,). Then J* = (perp()(ui : (4,5) € D) C K[Maty7].

Proof. Given D C I\, let Ideal(D) stand for the ideal (u;; : (i,j) € D) in K[Mat;’]. As in the
proof of Theorem 4.3, we use downward induction on the size of N, \ D%(z), starting at the
element 2 € FPF,,(Z,,) defined by (4.4). Since D*(20) =L, it follows from Proposition 4.12 that
FP(20) = {}. Moreover, as noted in the proof of Theorem 4.3, we have J3° = Ideal(,,). Thus,
the desired formula holds for z = 2.

Assume z € FPF,,(Z,)\{20}. Then, as in the proof of Theorem 4.3, there exists an outer corner
(p,q) €N, of dom(z). By the second formula in Lemma 4.2 and induction, we have

T4 (up)= () J= () [) Mdeal(D)

yeY(z,p) y€V(z,p) DEFP(y)
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The technical result [16, Thm. 4.33] asserts that (p,q) is not in any pipe dream of z, and that
D — DU{(p,q)} is a bijection FP(z) = Uyecp(. ) FP(y). Hence, we can rewrite the right side of
the preceding displayed equation as

N (| Mdeal(D)= () Wea(DU{(p,)})= () [(Ideal(D)+ (up)).

yeV(z,p) DEFP(y) DEFP(z) DEFP(z)

By Lemma 4.14, the last expression is just (\peczp,) Ideal(D) 4 (upq). Thus, we have shown that

I3 4 (upg) = m Ideal(D) + (upq).
DeFP(z)

Our last step is to apply Lemma 2.6 with J = J5°, [ = nDG]—"P(z) Ideal(D), and f = up, to conclude
that J3* = (pe FP(2) Ideal(D). To invoke this lemma, the necessary hypotheses are that J C I
and I N (upq) = upql, and checking these conditions is straightforward: the containment J C I is
Lemma 4.13, and (upq) NI = upel holds as (p,q) ¢ D for all D € FP(z). O

4.4 Stanley-Reisner ideals and K-polynomials

In this section we observe that J5° is the Stanley-Reisner ideal of a shellable simplicial complex,
and then use this fact to give a new proof of a combinatorial formula for the torus-equivariant
K-theory class of X%° from [31]. Our approach is modeled after Knutson and Miller’s study of
subword complexes and the resulting combinatorial formulas for Grothendieck polynomials [23].

Suppose R = K[uj,ug,...,uy] is a polynomial ring that is graded by a free abelian group G,
so that there is a decomposition R = e R, where RyR;, C Rgy. We assume each variable u;
is homogeneous and thus contained in R, for some g € G, in which case we set deg(u;) = g. We
further assume that the grading is positive, meaning that there is a homomorphism ¢ : G — Z such
that ¢(deg(u;)) > 0 for all i. This condition ensures that all degrees deg(uy),deg(us),...,deg(un)
lie strictly on one side of a hyperplane in G.

Now suppose M = P gec My is a finitely generated G-graded R-module, so that RyMj;, C My,
for all g,h € G. One can show that dimg (M) is always finite [32, Thm. 8.6], and we define the
G-graded Hilbert series of M to be H(M) = >_ . dimk (M,)g.

We view H(M) as a formal generating function in the completion of the group ring Z[G].
The obvious formula extending the ring structure on Z[G] defines a Z[G]-module structure on
this completion. This means it is well-defined to multiply (M) by finite linear combinations of
elements of G.

An ideal I C R is G-homogeneous if it is generated by a set of homogeneous elements. Such
an ideal is a G-graded abelian group, so the quotient R/I is a G-graded R-module with its own
well-defined G-graded Hilbert series.

Definition 4.16. The K-polynomial of a G-homogeneous ideal I C R is the formal generating
function K(I) = H(R/T) T, (1 — deg(u;)).

One can show that () is a Laurent polynomial in deg(u;),...,deg(uy) [32, Thm. 8.20]. Fix
an arbitrary term order on R and define in(/) for an ideal I C R relative to this order.

Lemma 4.17. If I C R is a G-homogeneous ideal, then K(I) = K(in(I)).
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Proof. This holds since H(I) = H(in(Z)) [10, Thm. 15.3]. O

This result is useful since in many cases it is easier to compute K(in(I)) than K(I) directly.

Example 4.18. Suppose R = k[z1, 2], G = Zty ® Zty, degx; = t;, and I = (2%). A homogeneous
basis for R/I is {ztad +1:0 <i < 1,0 < j}, so H(R/I) = Yool +t)t) = }i’—g and K(I) =
}J_r—g(l - tl)(.l —t9) =12 If J = (22 + 22) and in(2? + 72) = 2%, then a homogeneous basis for
R/Jis {atxl +J:0<i<1,0<j}, sowehave I =in(J) and K(J) = K(I) = K(in(J)).

Let T,, C B,, € GL,, denote the torus of diagonal matrices. Write a; for the character T,, — K*
sending t € T,, to t;;. The subgroup T,, acts on Mat;’ by the formula t - A := tAt for t € T,,. The
corresponding weight space decomposition of Mat}’ is @n2i> i>1 K(E;; — Ej;) where Ejj; is the nxn
matrix with a 1 in position (¢, j) and 0 in all other positions. Since t-(E;; — Ej;) = tiit;;(Eij — Eji),
every A € K(E;; — Ej;) has weight a;a;.

Let G be the multiplicative group generated by ai,as,...,a,. The distinct elements of G are
the products af*a$?---afr with ey, eq,...,e, € Z, so G is free abelian and the completion of its
group ring may be identified with the formal power series ring Z[[a1, a2, .. .]]. The coordinate ring
K[Mat}’] = K[u;j : n >4 > j > 1] has a unique positive G-grading in which deg(u;;) = a;a;. Since
a skew-symmetric matrix Schubert variety X:° is B, -stable, it is also T,-stable, and so its ideal
I(X%®) is homogeneous under this grading.

Definition 4.19. The symplectic Grothendieck polynomial associated to z € FPF,(Z,) is the
K-polynomial &3P := K(I(X5)).

Although a priori one only knows that BP € Z[[ay,az9,...]], it turns out that this formal
generating function always has only finitely many nonzero terms. Moreover, although each z € ZFPF
belongs to FPF,,(Z,,) for infinitely many values of n and the definition of X3* depends on this value,
the polynomial 3P is independent of the choice of n such that z € FPF,,(Z,) [36, Thm. 4].

The functions &3° are the same as the polynomials Tf’ (GLan,Spoy ) given in [36] as representa-
tives for the ordinary K-theory classes of the Sp,, (C)-orbit closures on GL,(C)/B,. Symplectic
Grothendieck polynomials also appear in [29, 30] (after making the change of variables a; — 1 —1;)
as representatives for the T-equivariant K-theory classes of the varieties X3°. The latter polyno-
mials (in Z[z1,x9,...]) have well-defined “stable limits” converging to symmetric functions that
expand positively in terms of Ikeda and Naruse’s K-theoretic Schur P-functions (with parameter
S = —1); see [28, Thm. 1.9] and [29, Thm. 1.6].

Example 4.20. Let D be a subset of b\, = {(4,j) € [n] x [n] : i« > j}. As in the proof of
Theorem 4.15, write Ildeal(D) = (u;j : (i,j) € D) C Klu; : n > i > j > 1] =: R. The set of

monomials [[; »epe u:jn” where D¢ :=1D1\,, \ D descends to a basis for R/ldeal(D). Accordingly,

H(R/deal(D) = [[ Y (wap)™ = [ =i

(i,5)€De m;; 20 (i,5)eDe

and

K(deal(D)) = [ =y I a-aa)= T @-aa).

(1,5)eDe n>i>j>1 (i,5)€D
If z € FPF,,(Z,) is fpf-dominant in the sense that D*(z) = dom(z) N, then D% (z) is the unique
element of FP(z) [16, Lem. 4.29] and I(X3®) = ldeal(D*(z)) by Theorem 4.15. We conclude that

&P = [T, jyepss(z)(1 — aia;), which recovers the skew-symmetric half of [29, Thm. 3.8].
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K-polynomials satisfy the inclusion-exclusion formula K(INJ) = K(I)+K(J)—K(I+J). From
this and Lemma 4.14 one deduces that (%, ;) = ngm](—l)‘S'_llC(Zies I;) for any monomial

ideals Iy, I, ..., I,. In particular, Theorem 4.15 implies that
6P = K(Nperprz ldeal(D)) = Y (1) ] (1 - aiay). (4.9)
SCFP(z) (@,)eUs

This formula involves too much cancellation to be efficient: for z € FPF,(Z,) the size of FP(z)
can be exponential in n, in which case the number of terms in (4.9) is doubly exponential.

To get something more practical, we will simplify the formula (4.9) using inclusion-exclusion on
the poset {{J S : S C FP(z)} ordered by inclusion—or more precisely, by taking complements and
studying the structure of the simplicial complex generated by facets {N\, \ D : D € FP(z)}. For
us, a simplicial complex with vertex set V means a collection of subsets of V' (which we refer to as
faces) closed under taking subsets. We do not require {v} to be a face for every element v € V.
The containment-maximal faces of a simplicial complex are its facets.

Definition 4.21. The fpf-subword complex associated to z € FPF,(Z,) and a subset Q@ C 1\, is
the simplicial complex with vertices ) and faces

¥(2,Q)={SCQ:Q)\S contains an fpf-involution pipe dream for z}.

This closely mirrors Knutson and Miller’s definition of a subword complex in [23, §2].

Given a set V, let K[z, : v € V] be the polynomial ring generated by a set of commuting
indeterminates indexed by V. The Stanley-Reisner ideal of a simplicial complex A with vertex set
V' is the ideal in K[z, : v € V] generated by the elements [[, .y @, for all N CV with N ¢ A.

Theorem 4.22. If z € FPF, (Z,,) then J5* is the Stanley-Reisner ideal of X(z,1\,).

Proof. Theorem 4.15 says that J5° = ﬂDefp(z)(uij : (i,7) € D); now apply [32, Thm. 1.7]. O

Example 4.23. Let n = 6 and define z to be the image of (1,2)(3,6)(4,5) under FPFg, so that
z=(1,2)(3,6)(4,5)(7,8)(9,10)(11,12) - - - € FPF(Zs) c ZtFF.

Suppose @ = {(3,1),(3,2),(4,1),(4,2),(5,1)}, so that, abbreviating the pair (i, 7) as ij, we have

a=11%:
51 -
The set of pipe dreams FP(z) is
FP(z) =199+ gt P S ,
+ . + .....

and the facets of 3(z, Q) are {31,32,42}, {31,41,42}, {31,41,51}, and {41,42,51}. The collection
of all subsets of these four facets gives (2, @), which we can draw as
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The minimal non-faces of ¥(z, Q) are {{32,41}, {32,51},{31,42,51}}. If v €, \ @ then v appears
in no fpf-involution pipe dream of z, and hence appears in every maximal face of ¥(z,N,,). This
implies that X(z,1\,) and X(z, Q) have the same minimal non-faces. We can therefore deduce from
Theorem 4.22 that J5° = (ugguq1, usausi, usiugousi) in accordance with Example 3.28. It is clear
from the picture above that 3(z, @) is homeomorphic to a closed ball as predicted by Lemma 4.27.

If A is a simplicial complex with vertex set V and F C V, then the link of F' in A is the
simplicial complex lkp A:={E € A: ENF =(,EUF € A} with vertex set V' \ F.

Lemma 4.24. For any Q,D C I, and z € FPF,,(Z,,), we have lkp ¥(z,Q) = X(2,Q \ D).

Proof. The conditions FND = () and FUD € %(z, Q) hold precisely when F C Q\ D and (Q\ D)\ F
contains a pipe dream in FP(z), which says exactly that F' € X(z,Q \ D). O

If A is a simplicial complex with vertex set V', then the deletion of I C V is the simplicial
complex delp A := {E € A : ENF = ()} with vertex set V'\ F.. A complex A with non-empty vertex
set V' is vertez-decomposable if it is pure (in the sense that all containment-maximal faces have the
same dimension) and there is v € V such that dely,y A and lkg,; A are vertex-decomposable; as a
base case, the complexes {(}} and () are both vertex-decomposable. Results in [2] show that any
vertex-decomposable complex is shellable in the sense of [23, Def. 2.4].

The next two proofs will use one other concept: an fpf-involution word for z € FPF,(Z,) is a
minimal-length sequence of positive integers ajas - - - a; such that z = sq, - - - 54,541 LFPFSa; Sas ** * Sa;-
Every such word has length (gpge(2), and a subset D C I\, belongs to FP(z) if and only if its pipe
dream reading word is an fpf-involution word for z [16, Thm. 3.12].

Theorem 4.25. Suppose z € FPF,(Z,) and Q CN,. Then A(z, Q) is vertex-decomposable and
therefore shellable.

Proof. Our argument is similar to the proof of [23, Thm. 2.5]. Lemma 4.24 shows that Ik %(z,Q) =
¥(z,Q \ {O}) for any O € Q, and we will check that also delymy ¥(z,Q) = (2, Q \ {O0}) for some
2’ < z. By induction on the size of @, this will prove that X(z, Q) is vertex-decomposable.

To this end, we number the elements of @ = {(i1,71) < (i2,j2) < -+ < (i1, 1)} in the order
=< (1,3) < (1,2) < (1,1) < -+ <(2,3) < (2,2) < (2,1) < --- that makes (i, —j) increase
lexicographically. Set O = (i;,7;), g =4+ j; — 1, and Q' = Q \ {J}. There are two cases:

o Assume (ppp(sqzsq) > lrpr(2). If there exists a pipe dream D € FP(z) with D C @ and
O € D, then the pipe dream reading word word(D) ends in ¢, which means z has an fpf-
involution word ending with g. This contradicts our hypothesis for this case, so [J is not
contained in any D € FP(z) with D C Q. We deduce that delymy ¥(z,Q) = X(z,Q’).

e Assume instead that £(s,zs,) < £(2). We wish to show that delymy X(z, Q) = X(sq284, Q')
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Suppose E C @' is a set contained in delymy ¥(2,Q). Then D C Q \ E for some D € FP(z),
and we have Q"\ E D D' := D\ {0O}. If O € D, then z = s,ys, where (rpr(y) = lrpr(z) — 1.
In this case we cannot have syzs, = z so it holds that D’ € FP(sqzs,) = FP(y). On the
other hand, if 0 ¢ D, then D = D’ contains an element of FP(s,zs,) by [16, Lem. 4.31]
since sqzsy < z in Bruhat order. Either way, Q' \ E contains an element of FP(s42s4), s0
E € X(sq254,Q") and we conclude that deliy X(z, Q) € X(s4284, Q).

Conversely, suppose E € X(s4284,Q’), so that D C Q' \ E for some D € FP(syzs,). If
lepr(8q2sq) < Lrpr(2), then D U {0} € FP(z) and DU {0} C Q \ E, while if lppp(s425,) =
lrpr(2) then syzs; = z and D € FP(z). Thus @ \ E contains an element of FP(z) and
E € delymy X(2,Q), so we have delimy X(z, Q) = E(sq254, Q).

Thus delymy %(2,Q) = X(2, Q') for Q" = @\ {0} and some 2’ < z. As noted above, this lets us
conclude by induction that 3(z, Q) is vertex-decomposable and therefore shellable via [2]. O

Remark. Our definition of “vertex-decomposable” differs slightly from that in [2] and [23]: first,
we include not only the complex {()} but also (); second, we allow for the possibility that the
vertex v for which delg,y; A and lky,y A are vertex-decomposable is not a face of A. Except for the
inclusion of the complex (), the definitions are equivalent, because if {v} ¢ A, then del;,y A = A
and lkry A = 0. A close reading of the proof of [23, Thm. 2.5] suggests that our convention may
in fact be what was originally intended in [23], in any case.

If € {1} UZPF and s = s; = (i,i + 1) € Seo, then we define

1 if (i,74 1) is a cycle of z
zxs=4¢z ifz=1orz()>z(>i+1)

szs otherwise.

Note that if z € ZFPF then either 2z x s € ZFPF or 2 x s = 1, but we always have 1% s = 1. The
operation * extends to a right action of the 0-Hecke monoid of Sy but not to a group action. If
Q192 - - -9y is a word, define Oppr(i192---4;) = (- -+ ((1FpF * Siy) * Sip) -+ ) * Si,.

Definition 4.26. An estended (fpf-involution) pipe dream for z € IFPF is a subset D C I\ whose
pipe dream reading word iqis---i; satisfies z = Sppp(i1iz---4;). Let FPT(2) be the set of all
extended pipe dreams for z.

The set FP(z) is called InvDreams(z) in [31]. Each D € FP*(z) has |D| > flrpp(z), with
equality if and only if D € FP(z) [16, Thm. 3.12]. The containment FP(z) C FPT(z) is strict
unless z = 1gpE.

In the next lemma, we consider the complex {(}} to be a (—1)-dimensional sphere and ) to be a
ball. These conventions may appear somewhat recherché. Ultimately, however, all we need out of
the lemma are the reduced Betti numbers dim H;(2(z, Q); K) as computed via simplicial homology,
and one checks that these are §; _1 and 0 when X(z, Q) is {0} or 0, respectively.

Lemma 4.27. Suppose z € FPF,,(Z,) and Q CI,. Then ¥(z,Q) is homeomorphic to a sphere of
dimension |Q| — frpr(2) — 1 when Q € FP'(2) and to a closed ball when Q ¢ FP*(z).

Proof. The facets of X(z,Q) are the sets @ \ D for all D € FP(z) such that D C Q. Let F be a
codimension one face of ¥(z, @), that is, a face contained in a facet of size |F'|+ 1. Then Q\ F' is a
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set of size lppg(2) + 1 from which one (not necessarily unique) cell can be removed to form a pipe
dream in FP(z).

As explained in [22, §3], since X(z,Q) is shellable by Theorem 4.25, it suffices by [6, Prop.
4.7.22] to check (a) that F' is contained in at most two facets of ¥(z, @), (b) that F'is contained in
exactly two facets of X(z,Q) if Q € FP1(z), and (c) if Q ¢ FPT(z) then there is some choice of
F that is contained in a unique facet.

To prove (a), we observe that if F' were contained in three distinct facets, then @ \ F' would
contain three distinct pipe dreams in FP(z). This would mean that there are three distinct letters
that can be deleted from the pipe dream reading word of F', which has length fgpp(2) + 1, to form
an fpf-involution word for z. It is a basic exercise to show that this is impossible; the argument is
the same as what is needed to prove that if w € Sy, then a word of length ¢(w) + 1 may contain
at most two distinct subwords that are reduced words for w.

Claim (b) follows immediately from [14, Lem. 4.21], which asserts that if Q € FPT(2) then
there are exactly two cells ¢ € Q \ F with Q \ F'\ {¢} € FP(z). Finally, to prove (c), suppose
Q ¢ FP"(z). It remains to show that some F is contained in exactly one facet.

We have defined the complex () to be a ball, so we may assume that (2, Q) is non-empty and
that @ contains some element of FP(z). Take D to be maximal under inclusion such that D C Q
and D € FPT(z). Since D # Q as Q ¢ FPT(z), there exists D C D' C Q with |D"\ D| = 1. By
maximality, we have z # dppr(word(D’)) € {1} LUZFPF, so there are two possibilities.

(i) Suppose dppp(word(D')) # 1. Since word(D’) contains an fpf-involution word for z by hy-
pothesis, the subword criterion for the Bruhat order on S, and Lemma 3.10 imply that
z < 6ppr(word (D)) € ZFPF. We therefore can choose 2/ € ZFPF with §gpr(word(D')) > 2/ > =z
and lppg(2’) = £(z) + 1. Then D’ contains some E € FP(z') by [16, Lem. 4.31], and we take
F = Q\ E. This is a codimension one face and we claim that it is contained in a unique facet.
Indeed, if F' were contained in two facets of ¥(z, Q) then word(FE), which is an fpf-involution
word for 2/, would contain two distinct subwords that were fpf-involution words for z. But this
is impossible; the argument is the same as the proof that if w,w’ € Sy and £(w') = £(w) + 1,
then a reduced word for w’ may contain at most one subword that is a reduced word for w.

(ii) Suppose oppp(word(D’)) = 1. This only happens if we can write word(D’) = agb where a and
b are subwords with word(D) = ab, q is a positive integer, and the subset A C D’ contributing
the subword a belongs to FPT(y) for some y € ZFPF with y(q) = ¢+ 1. Let O be the element
of D' corresponding to the letter ¢ in word(D') = agb. Since D € FPT(z), there is E C D
with E € FP(z), and we can further assume that EN A € FP(y).

The set FF = Q \ (F U {O}) is a codimension one face contained in @ \ E, and we claim
it is contained in no other facet. Suppose for the sake of contradiction that E U {0} con-
tains some E’' € FP(z) distinct from E. Writing word(E U {OJ}) = ay---axgby - - b and
word(E) = ay---agby---b;, where word(E N A) = a;---ax, we have either word(E') =
aj---agqby---b;---by or word(E') = ay---a; - apgby - - - by for some i. The first case implies

Z :Sbl ---Sblsak---sallFPFSal ...Saksbl ---Sbl

:Sbl ---Sbi...Sblsqsak---sallFPFSal ---Saksqsbl ...Sbi---sbl

but if this holds then it is easy to deduce from y = s,, - - 54, IFPFSa; - - Sq,, that

Z:Sbl---Sbi---sblsak---SallFPFSal---Saksbl---sbi---sbl
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which contradicts the fact that aj ---agby - - - b; is an fpf-involution word for z.

Similarly, in the second case we have

z = Sbl...sblsak...sallFPFSal ...saksbl ...sbl
— Sbl ...sblsqsak "'Sai "'sallFPFsal "'Sai ...saksqsbl “'Sbl'

Canceling the factors s, gives

y fr— sak DY SallFPFSal PEEEY Sak pr— sqsak .. ./s\al PEEEY SallFPFSal .. -/s\al DY Saksq‘
As ay---ay is an fpf-involution word for y, this implies that a;---@; - - - axq is another fpf-

involution for y. But this is also impossible since s,ys, = y.

In each case, we have identified a codimension one face that is contained in a unique facet of X(z, Q).
The verifies claim (c¢) and completes our proof of the lemma. O

We conclude with this application:

Theorem 4.28 ([31, Thm. 4.5]). Let z € FPF,,(Z,). Then
P = Z (—1)IPI=tree(2) H (1 — ajaj).

DeFPT(z) (i,5)€D

Remark. Our first proof of this result in [31] was by a direct algebraic method, proceeding from an
explicit generating function for &P similar to the Billey-Jockusch-Stanley formula [4, Thm. 1.1].
The identity given here is the specialization of [31, Thm. 4.5] with ; =1 —a; and § = —1. We
recover the original theorem by setting a; = 1 + fz; and then dividing both sides by (—B)ZFPF(Z).

Proof. We have &3P = K(I(X$)) =K(in(I(X$®))) = K(J,) by Theorem 4.3 and Lemma 4.17. The
fact that .J, is the Stanley-Reisner ideal of 3(z,N,,) by Theorem 4.22 implies that

6P = Y —x(kp-B(z0n)) [ @ - aiay),

DN\, (i,5)eD

where D¢ :=N,, \ D and x is the reduced Euler characteristic over K, by the discussion in [22, §4].
We have lkpe 3¥(z,1\,) = X(2, D) by Lemma 4.24. The theorem follows by substituting the identity

0 if D¢ FP*(2)

—x(lkpe X(z,0\,,)) =
X(kpe £(z,1,)) ﬂ_mmJW@ if D € FP*(z),

which holds since in the first case ¥(z, D) is homeomorphic to a ball and in the second case X(z, D)
is homeomorphic to a sphere of dimension |D| — ¢gpp(z) — 1 by Lemma 4.27. O

5 New proofs of classical results

The inductive strategy used to derive our main theorems can be adapted to give new proofs of the
results of Knutson and Miller [22] that we presented in an abridged form as Theorems 1.1 and 1.2
in the introduction. We briefly indicate how this is done, omitting the details that are similar to
the skew-symmetric case. This approach is likely already known to experts, but we believe it has
not been written down explicitly in any prior literature.

Fix m,n € N and identify the coordinate ring K[Mat,,x,] with Klu;; : (i,7) € [m] x [n]] by
viewing u;; as the map A +— A;;. Write U for the matrix of variables [u;](i j)e[m]x[n)-
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Definition 5.1. Given w € Sog", let I, be the ideal in Ku;; : (i,j) € [m] x [n]] generated by the
minors det(Uap), where (A, B) € ([;]) X ([g}) for some (i, j) € [m] x [n] with ¢ = rank(wy;[;)) + 1.

Since rank A < r if and only if all size » + 1 minors of A vanish, X, is the zero locus of
I,. In contrast to the skew-symmetric case, where the analogue of I, is not always prime (see
Example 3.12), the ideal I,, will turn out to be the (prime) ideal of the variety X, [22].

Definition 5.2. For a rank table r, let J, be the ideal in Klu;; : (¢,7) € [m] x [n]] generated by
all monomials uqp as defined in (3.6), where (A, B) € ([g) X ([g}) for some (i,7) € [m] x [n] with
q=r(i,j) + 1. If we S%", then we define J,, := Jy, .

From this point on, we fix an arbitrary antidiagonal term order on Klu;; : (4,7) € [m] x [n]].
This could be the reverse lexicographic term order from Example 2.2 once again, but other choices
are possible. For any such term order, it holds that usp = in(det(Uap)), so the ideal J,, is
automatically a subset of in(I,,). We will see shortly that this inclusion is equality [22].

Example 5.3. Suppose m = n = 3 and w = 2143 € 54 N S33. Tt follows from Proposition 3.7
that X143 is the set of matrices A € M35 with rank A1) < 0 and rank Apzjz) < 2. One can show
that similarly I, = (detUpyp), detUs)z)) (see [13, Lem. 3.10]) and Jy, = (u11,u3iugeuiz). Our
definitions of these ideals involve many other generators that turn out to be redundant.

The following results have the same proofs as their skew-symmetric versions (namely, Proposi-
tions 3.29, 3.30, and 3.31), mutatis mutandis. We omit the details.

Proposition 5.4. If M is a monomial in Ku;; : (¢,7) € [m] x [n]] and r = rj/ is the rank table
defined before Proposition 3.22, then M ¢ J;.

Proposition 5.5. If v,w € S and v < w, then J, C J,.
Proposition 5.6. If r and s are rank tables then Jyinrs) = Jr + Js.

Using these statements in place of Propositions 3.29, 3.30, and 3.31, while swapping out relevant
notation, one can repeat the proof of Theorem 3.32 verbatim to derive the following identity.

Theorem 5.7. Let r be a rank table. Then J, =", Ji, where w runs over the elements of Soym
that are Bruhat-minimal among those with r,,(,j) < r(s,j) for all (i,5) € [m] x [n].

Given w € Sy and a positive integer p, define
®(w,p) = {w(p,7) € Soo : p <1 and L(w(p,7)) = £(w) + 1},
Recall that an outer corner of dom(w) is a pair (i,7) € (N x N) \ dom(w) satisfying (4.2).

Lemma 5.8. Suppose w € Sy, and (p, ¢) is an outer corner of dom(w). Then w(p) = ¢ and ®(w, p)
is the set of Bruhat-minimal elements of

W(w,p) = {v € Soo 1 v > w, rankwy;) = 0 for (i,7) € [p] x [Q]}
={v € S : v > w, dom(v) D [p] x [¢]} .

In addition, if w € S™ and (p, q) € [m] x [n] then ®(w,p) C Sa™".

41



Proof sketch. As in the proof of Lemma 4.8, one first checks that ®(w,p) = {v € W(w,p) : £(v) =
¢(w) 4 1} using basic properties of the Bruhat order and Proposition 3.8. Next, one argues that if
u € W(w,p) and ¢(u) — ¢(w) > 2 then u is not a Bruhat-minimal element. One can deduce this
claim by repeating the second half of the proof of Lemma 4.8, changing the obvious things needing
to be changed, and replacing Lemma 4.7 by Lemma 5.9 below. O

Lemma 5.9. Suppose w € S and (p, q) is an outer corner of dom(w). Assume i, j,r are positive
integers with ¢ < j, p < r, and w < w(i,j) < w(i,5)(p,r). Then there are integers i’,j’, 7" €

Proof. Write ¢ : [n] — {p,r,i,j} and ¢ : {w(p),w(r),w(i),w(j)} — [n] for the unique order-
preserving bijections where n := |{p,7,4,7}| < 4. Then (p',¢) := (6= (p), % (q)) € [n] x [n] is an
outer corner of w' ;=1 owo ¢ € Sy, and if the lemma fails for w and (p, ¢) then it must fail for w’
and (p/,¢'). But a finite calculation shows that the lemma holds whenever w € S, and n < 4. O

Corollary 5.10. Let w € Sog™ and suppose (p, q) € [m] x [n] is an outer corner of dom(w). Then
X N Xpg = Upea(wp) Xv for Xpg:={A € Matyxy : Aij = 0 for all (4, 7) € [p] x [q]}.

This follows by the proof of Corollary 4.9, mutatis mutandis, via Proposition 3.8 and Lemma 5.8.
The same is true of the following result compared to Lemma 4.2: the proof is the same after replacing
FPF,(Z,) by S%", ¥(z,p) by ®(w,p), and the symbols X, [% J* by X, I, J, and then citing
the relevant results in this subsection in place of their skew-symmetric predecessors.

Lemma 5.11. Suppose w € Sog™ and (p,q) € [m] x [n] is an outer corner of dom(w). Then it
holds that I(Xw) + (upg) € Nved(uw,p) L (Xo) and Ju + (upg) = Nyea(w,p) Jv» Where (upg) denotes
the principal ideal of Klu;; : (i, j) € [m] x [n]] generated by w,p,.

Putting all of this together, we recover the following results from [22].

Theorem 5.12 ([22, Thms. A and B]). Let w € S5". Then J, = in(l,) = in(I(Xy)) and
I, = I(Xy). Thus I, is a prime ideal, with a Grobner basis given by the set of minors det(Uap)
with (A, B) ranging over all pairs in ([;]) X ([f]}) for (i,7) € [m] x [n] with ¢ = rankwy;;) + 1.

Proof sketch. The identity J,, = in(l,) = in(I(X,,)) is an analogue of Theorem 4.3, and its proof
is essentially the same. We argue by induction on the size of the complement of D(w) in [m] X [n].
The base case corresponds to wg = (n+1)(n+2)--- (n+m)12---n, which has D(wn) = [m] x [n].
If w = wo then it is easy to see that I,, = J,, = I(X,) is the ideal of K[Mat,,«,| generated by all
the variables u;; for (i,j) € [m] x [n], so J, = in(ly) = in(J(Xy)). The inductive step follows by
the same argument as in the proof of Theorem 4.3, changing what needs to be changed and using
Lemma 5.11 in place of Lemma 4.2. While in the skew-symmetric case it was nontrivial to show
that J5° C in(I5°), now we have J,, C in(I,,) by definition.

The claim that I,, = I(X,,) is prime corresponds to Theorem 4.5 and likewise follows from
Proposition 2.4(d), since we already know that I, C I(X,) and that X,, is irreducible. The last
statement, which gives a version of Theorem 4.6, is equivalent to J,, = in(I(Xy,)). O

We also sketch an alternate proof of the classical version of Theorem 4.15. Modifying our earlier
notation, given a subset D C [m] X [n], we write (u;; : (¢,7) € D) for the corresponding ideal in
Klu;j : (i,j) € [m] x [n]]. We have such an ideal for each pipe dream of each w € So¢™, since if
D € RP(w) then D C [m] x [n] by [3, Thm. 3.7], and by definition |D| = |D(w)| = ¢(w).
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Theorem 5.13 ([22, Thm. B]). Let w € S™. Then Jy = \perpw)(uij : (i,7) € D).

Proof sketch. We apply our usual inductive strategy. The base case corresponds to wg = (n +
1)(n+2)---(n+m)12---n, for which J, = (ui; : (4,7) € [m] x [n]) and RP(wn) = {[m] x [n]} by
[3, Thm. 3.7]. If w € Sag™ \ {wn}, then dom(w) has an outer corner (p,q) € [m] x [n] and we wish
to show that Ju, + (upg) = Nperp(w) (Uij : (i,7) € D) + (upg). Our argument is the same as in the
proof of Theorem 4.15, except we swap out z, J5°, FP(z), ¥(z,p) for w, Jy,, RP(w), ®(w,p), and
then replace Lemma 4.2 by Lemma 5.11 and [16, Thm. 4.33] by [21, Lem. 3.3]. The latter result
implies that D — D U {(p,q)} is a well-defined bijection RP(w) = U,cp(wp) RP ().

We now wish to apply Lemma 2.6 with J = J,,, I = ﬂDEnP(w)(uij 1 (i,7) € D), and f = uyp,.
Checking the hypothesis IN(f) = fI for this lemma is straightforward. What remains is to provide
an analogue of Lemma 4.13 showing that J C I. We outline a mostly self-contained proof of this
property. Consider a pipe dream D € RP(w) and choose a pair (A, B) € (M) X ([g}) for some

q
(4,7) € [m] x [n] with ¢ = rank wy;(; + 1, so that uap is an arbitrary generator of J,,. It suffices to

show that w;; | uap for some (i, 5) é D, and for this is enough to check that the largest antidiagonal
contained in ([i] x [j]) \ D has size less than q.

To prove this claim, consider the permutation v € Sso™ with Rothe diagram [q, 7] x [q, j]. The
permutation matrix of v is formed from the identity matrix by shifting rows ¢, ..., 7 to the right by
j+1—¢q columns and then shifting rows ¢+1,...,i4+j4+1—q to the left by ¢+ 1—¢ columns. Because
v is 321-avoiding, none of its reduced words are connected by any nontrivial braid relations, and
it follows from [3, Thm. 3.7] that every pipe dream for v is obtained by starting with the bottom
pipe dream Dpot(v) := [q,i] X [j + 1 — ¢| and applying a sequence of basic ladder moves that each
replace a single element of the form (a+1,a) by (a,a+ 1) if the pairs (a,a), (a,a+1),(a+1,a+1)
are all not present.

The largest antidiagonal in ([¢] x [j]) \ E has size less than ¢ if E = Dpot(v) = [q,7] X [1 +1—4],
and this property is preserved by all basic ladder moves. On the other hand, one can check using
Proposition 3.11 that v < w in Bruhat order, so the subword characterization of Bruhat order
implies that each pipe dream D € RP(w) contains some pipe dream E € RP(v) as a subset (see
[16, Lem. 4.8]). But if £ C D then the size of largest antidiagonal in ([i] x [j]) \ D cannot exceed
that of ([i] x [§]) \ E, which is already less than ¢ as desired. O
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