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Abstract

Real Bruhat cells give an important and well studied stratification of
such spaces as GLn+1, Flagn+1 = SLn+1 /B, SOn+1 and Spinn+1. We
study the intersections of a top dimensional cell with another cell (for
another basis). Such an intersection is naturally identified with a subset
of the lower nilpotent group Lo1

n+1. We are particularly interested in the
homotopy type of such intersections. In this paper we define a stratification
of such intersections. As a consequence, we obtain a finite CW complex
which is homotopically equivalent to the intersection.

We compute the homotopy type for several examples. It turns out that
for n ≤ 4 all connected components of such subsets of Lo1

n+1 are con-
tractible: we prove this by explicitly constructing the corresponding CW
complexes. Conversely, for n ≥ 5 and the top permutation, there is al-
ways a connected component with even Euler characteristic, and therefore
not contractible. This follows from formulas for the number of cells per
dimension of the corresponding CW complex. For instance, for the top
permutation S6, there exists a connected component with Euler character-
istic equal to 2. We also give an example of a permutation in S6 for which
there exists a connected component which is homotopically equivalent to
the circle S1.
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1 Introduction

For a permutation σ ∈ Sn+1, let Pσ be the corresponding permutation matrix,
with entries (Pσ)i,iσ = 1 and 0 otherwise. The top permutation is denoted by η,
so that iη = n + 2 − i (for all i ∈ Jn + 1K = {1, 2, . . . , n, n + 1}). Let Lo1

n+1 be
the nilpotent group of real lower triangular matrices with diagonal entries equal
to 1. Following the Bruhat decomposition, partition Lo1

n+1 into subsets BLσ for
σ ∈ Sn+1:

BLσ = {L ∈ Lo1
n+1 | ∃U0, U1 ∈ Upn+1, L = U0PσU1}. (1.1)

Here Upn+1 is the group of real upper triangular matrices with non zero diagonal
entries, a Borel subgroup of GLn+1. Notice that BLη is open and dense. The
set BLσ is naturally homeomorphic to the intersection of two Bruhat cells with
different basis, one of the of top dimension: see Section 2. The aim of this paper
is to study the homotopy type of the sets BLσ. The following theorem sums up
some of our main results.

Theorem 1. Consider σ ∈ Sn+1 and BLσ ⊂ Lo1
n+1 as in Equation (1.1).

1. For n ≤ 4, every connected component of every set BLσ is contractible.

2. For n = 5 and σ = 563412 ∈ S6, there exist connected components of BLσ
which are homotopically equivalent to the circle S1.

3. For n ≥ 5, there exist connected components of BLη which have even Euler
characteristic.

We also list the number of connected components per permutation. Here
563412 denotes the permutation σ with 1σ = 5, 2σ = 6, 3σ = 3 and so on until
6σ = 2.

In order to compute the homotopy type of BLσ, we first choose a reduced word
(also called reduced decomposition) for σ ∈ Sn+1:

σ = ai1 · · · ai` , ` = inv(σ). (1.2)

We extensively use the standard Coxeter-Weyl generators a1, . . . , an of the sym-
metric group Sn+1; ai is the simple transposition (i, i + 1). Also, inv(σ) is the
number of inversions of σ, so that a reduced word is a word of shortest length. A
reduced word for a permutation is represented by a wiring diagram, as in Figure
1. (Notice that there are different conventions in the literature; in our system,
each crossing is a generator, read left-to-right.)

There are usually several reduced words for a given permutation σ but we shall
keep our word fixed in the construction of the stratification of BLσ. A preancestry
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Figure 1: The words a1a3a2a1a4a3a2 and a3a2a1a2a4a3a2 are both reduced and
represent the same permutation σ = 43512 ∈ S5, inv(σ) = 7.

for a reduced word is obtained by marking certain crossings with black and white
squares, as in Figure 2. The first example is the empty preancestry. We always
mark the same number d of black and white squares: d is called the dimension
of the preancestry. There are other conditions in the definition of a preancestry,
to be made precise in Section 4 (see Equations (4.1) and (4.2)).

Figure 2: Preancestries for the word a3a2a1a2a4a3a2 with dimensions 0, 1, 2.

An ancestry is obtained from a preancestry by marking the remaining cross-
ings with black and white disks, as in Figure 3 (see also Section 7). Given a
preancestry of dimension d, there are 2`−2d corresponding ancestries. Figure 3
shows examples of ancestries. More formally, an ancestry is a sequence ε of length
` assuming values in {±1,±2}: square stands for ±2, disk stands for ±1, black
stands for negative and white for positive.

Figure 3: Ancestries corresponding to the preancestries in Figure 2. These
examples are (−1,+1,−1,−1,+1,−1,+1), (+1,−2,−1,+2,−1,+1,−1) and
(−2,−2,+1,+2,−1,+2,+1).

For each ancestry ε, we define a smooth contractible submanifold BLSε ⊂ BLσ
of codimension d = dim(ε). For a fixed reduced word, such submanifolds are
disjoint and their union is BLσ. This decomposition is not as nice as might be
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desired. In particular, except in the simplest cases, it does not satisfy Whitney’s
condition: Example 13.4 exhibits ancestries ε0 and ε1 such that

BLSε0 ∩BLSε1 6= ∅, BLSε0 6⊆ BLSε1 .

Nevertheless, a dual construction is possible.

Theorem 2. For σ ∈ Sn+1, there exist a finite CW complex BLCσ and a contin-
uous map iσ : BLCσ → BLσ with the following properties:

1. The map iσ is a homotopy equivalence.

2. The cells BLCε of BLCσ are labeled by ancestries ε. For each ancestry ε of
dimension d, the cell BLCε has dimension d.

The desired CW complex BLCσ and the homotopy equivalence are constructed
in Section 14. The recursive step is provided by Lemma 14.1, a topological result
similar to many well known results but for which we could not locate a published
proof. The CW complex BLCσ is, roughly speaking, a dual cell structure to
the stratification (see [8], Section 3.3, particularly the figure in page 232). The
construction is reasonably explicit, but the description of the glueing maps is not
as direct as might be desired. For a small value of n and an explicit σ, the CW
complex BLCσ can be constructed by hand. We shall construct BLCσ explicitly
for several examples in the text and this is how we prove the first two items of
Theorem 1.

Figure 4: A connected component of BLCσ for σ = 563412; see also Figure 5.

Figures 4 and 5, for instance, show a connected component of BLCσ, σ =
563412 = a2a1a3a2a4a3a5a4a2a1a3a2 ∈ S6. In Figure 5, cells of dimension 0
are indicated by boxed ancestries and cells of dimension 1 by edges. Cells of
dimension 2 are shown in Figure 4: there are two octagons and two hexagons.
There are no cells of dimension 3 or higher. It should be clear from Figure 4
that this is homotopically equivalent to S1, as claimed in the second item of
Theorem 1.
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Figure 5: A connected component of BLCσ for σ = 563412.
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In order to prove the third item of Theorem 1 we need a better understanding
of the connected components of BLσ: we need to know which subsets BLSε
are contained in which connected component. We shall discuss the connected
components further in this paper. For the moment let us introduce a partition of
BLσ into 2n+1 subsets which are both open and closed (but which may be empty
or disconnected):

BLσ =
⊔

z∈σ́Quatn+1

BLz . (1.3)

The definition of the sets BLz is given in Equation (10.1), Section 9. Following
the notation of [5], we have a finite group B̃+

n+1 ⊂ Spinn+1 and a surjective

homomorphism Π : B̃+
n+1 → Sn+1 with kernel Quatn+1, a normal subgroup of

order 2n+1. For σ ∈ Sn+1, we have σ́ ∈ B̃+
n+1 with Π(σ́) = σ so that σ́Quatn+1 =

Π−1[{σ}] ⊂ B̃+
n+1 is a coset (both left and right). We shall go over this in Sections

6 and 9.

Example 1.1. Take n = 2 and σ = η = a1a2a1. The subset BLη ⊂ Lo1
3 is open

with 6 connected components, all contractible:

BLη = {L | z 6= 0, z 6= xy}, L =

1 0 0
x 1 0
z y 1

 . (1.4)

The connected component BLz0 = {L | z > max{0, xy}} is decomposed into
three strata, two of them open (corresponding to y > 0 and y < 0). The third
stratum is the half plane y = 0, z > 0. Figure 6 shows BLCz0 = i−1

η [BLz0 ], the
connected component of BLCη corresponding to BLz0 . This is the simplest non
trivial example and shall be discussed in Examples 10.1, 10.2, 10.3, 11.1 and 12.3.

�

Figure 6: The CW complex BLCz0 ⊂ BLCσ is homotopically equivalent to
BLz0 : both are contractible. The box on the left and right represent the vertices
BLC(−1,+1,+1) and BLC(+1,−1,−1), respectively. The only edge is BLC(−2,+1,+2).

In order to prove the first item of Theorem 1, we construct the CW complexes
BLCz for several z ∈ B̃+

n+1, as in the previous example, and verify that they are,
indeed, contractible. It turns out that we have a somewhat stronger result.
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Theorem 3. For n ≤ 4 and z ∈ B̃+
n+1, each connected component X ⊆ BLCz

collapses to a point: X ↘ {•}.

Theorem 3 implies the first item of Theorem 1.

Given a preancestry ε0 and z ∈ σ́Quatn+1, our next main result gives a
formula for the number Nε0(z) of ancestries ε for which BLSε ⊆ BLz. Such a
formula yields information about the connected components of BLσ, implying in
particular the last item of Theorem 1. The formula is also very helpful as a check
when working out concrete examples, such as in Figure 5.

Before stating our next main result, we need a few remarks about notation.
We interpret Spinn+1 to be contained in the Clifford algebra Cl0n+1. For z ∈
Cl0n+1, let <(z) = 〈1, z〉 ∈ R be its real part, so that 2n< : Spinn+1 → R is a

character. We shall see that if z ∈ σ́Quatn+1 ⊂ B̃+
n+1 then <(z) equals either 0

or ±2−(n+1−c)/2, where c = nc(σ) is the number of cycles of σ. There is always an
element z0 ∈ σ́Quatn+1 with <(z0) = 2−(n+1−c)/2 > 0. Also, given a preancestry
ε0 we define a subgroup Hε0 ≤ Quat+

n+1 in Equation (7.3), Section 7.

Theorem 4. Consider a permutation σ ∈ Sn+1, a reduced word and a preancestry
ε0. Let z0 ∈ σ́Quatn+1 be such that <(z0) > 0.

For any z = qz0 ∈ σ́Quatn+1, we have:

Nε0(z)−Nε0(−z) = 2
`−2d

2 <(z);

Nε0(z) +Nε0(−z) =

{
2`−2d+1/|Hε0|, q ∈ Hε0 ,

0, q /∈ Hε0 .

Theorem 4 above can be used (together with previous results by several au-
thors, detailed in Section 2) to give an effective enumeration of the 3·2n connected
components of BLη for n ≥ 5 (see Proposition 11.3). The theorem also implies
that, if z ∈ ήQuatn+1 and <(z) < 0 then the Euler characteristic χ(BLz) is
even. For n ≤ 4, BLz has an even number of contractible connected components.
For n ≥ 5, however, the number of connected components is odd and all except
one are contractible: this last connected component has therefore even Euler
characteristic.

Section 2 outlines the context and history of this problem. In Section 3 we
review some notation and useful facts about permutations; we are particularly
interested in the Bruhat order and in reduced words. In Section 4 we define
preancestries, one of the main combinatorial tools in our work. In Section 5
we present a quick construction of Clifford algebras and prove a few results. In
Section 6 we construct the finite group B̃+

n+1 ⊂ Spinn+1. Ancestries are defined

based on preancestries and on the group B̃+
n+1 in Section 7. The concept of a
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thin ancestry is discussed in Section 8: this will tie in with the concept of total
positivity. Section 9 is largely a review of [5]: we discuss the Bruhat decomposi-
tion of Spinn+1 and define the lifted Bruhat order in B̃+

n+1. This induces a partial
order in the set of ancestries (for a fixed reduced word). We already mentioned in
Equation (1.3) that the set BLσ is the disjoint union of closed and open disjoint
subsets BLz: this is explained in Section 10.

The second part of the paper begins with Section 11 where we present first
examples of the stratification of BLσ (or of BLz) into subsets BLSε where ε is an
ancestry. The stratification is presented in full generality in Section 12: this is
where we complete the proof of Theorem 4. Basic properties of the strata BLSε
are proved in Section 13. These are smooth contractible submanifolds. Whitney’s
property does not hold (Example 13.4). Nevertheless, the partial order among
ancestries defined in Section 9 (based on the lifted Bruhat order) allows us to
construct a dual CW complex and prove Theorem 2 is Section 14. Lemma 14.1
gives us the recursive step: this is a topological result similar to many well known
results, such as Poincaré duality, but we did not find a reference with the required
generality. In Section 15 we apply Theorem 2 to deduce information about the
Euler characteristic of BLz and of its connected components: we complete the
proof of the third item of Theorem 1 in Corollary 15.3 and Remark 15.4. As with
any CW complex, the glueing maps for BLCσ are extremely important: they are
studied in Section 16. We define the concept of a tame ancestry: ancestries in
low dimensional examples are tame and for tame ancestries, the glueing map is
easy. In Section 17 we apply our results to compute the homotopy type of BLz in
several examples; we also complete the proof of Theorems 1 and 3. The proof of
Theorem 3 is by then a long computation. Some examples are given in Examples
17.1, 17.2, 17.4 and 17.5. Other examples are discussed in greater detail in [1]. In
particular, the case n = 4 (corresponding to S5) and σ = η, the top permutation,
is a larger example than the ones discussed here, with cells of dimension up to 4.
This example is carefully described in [1].

Acknowledgements. The authors warmly thank Dan Burghelea, Victor Goulart,
Giovanna C. Leal, Boris Shapiro, Michael Shapiro and Cong Zhou for helpful
conversations and the referee for a very careful report. The first author wants to
acknowledge the hospitality of the Department of Mathematics, Stockholm Uni-
versity in February 2019 when Boris Shapiro proposed the problem which would
eventually lead to this paper. The first author was working at the Mathematics
Department of PUC-Rio during part of the time when this work was produced.
The second author gratefully acknowledges the support of CNPq, CAPES and
Faperj (Brazil).
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2 Context and history of the problem

Bruhat/Schubert cell decompositions of Grassmannians and various spaces of
flags have been used in mathematics for more than a century and are standard
objects/tools in e.g. topology, enumerative geometry and representation theory.
Intersections of pairs and more general collections of Bruhat cells appear naturally
in several areas such as singularity theory, Kazhdan-Lusztig theory, matroid the-
ory, to mention a few. In spite of their importance, to the best of our knowledge,
there is hardly any topological information available about such intersections, see
e.g. [16] and references therein.

One exception from this general situation is the problem of counting connected
components in pairwise intersections of big (i.e., top-dimensional) Bruhat cells
over the reals. Substantial progress was obtained in the late 90’s, see [14, 15, 17,
11, 12, 4, 18]. In short, this problem can be reduced to counting the orbits of
a certain finite group of symplectic transvections acting on a finite-dimensional
vector space over the finite field F2 (also denoted by Z/(2)). Both the group
and the vector space are uniquely determined by the pair of Bruhat cells under
consideration, see [17]. Further information about counting such orbits can be
found in [13].

Consider the real flag space Flagn+1 = SLn+1 /Upn+1 = Spinn+1 /Quatn+1:
notice that Upn+1 is the Borel subgroup (usually called B). The intersection of
two opposite big Bruhat cells in Flagn+1 is homeomorphic to BLη (as in Equation
(1.1)). The number of connected components of BLη equals 2, 6, 20, 52 for n =
1, 2, 3, 4 respectively. Starting from n = 5, the number of connected components
stabilizes and is given by 3 · 2n. This is explained by the possibility to embed, for
n ≥ 5, the lattice E6 in a certain lattice arising in this problem, see [15].

Observe that the relative positions of two big Bruhat cells in Flagn+1 are
in bijective correspondence with Sn+1. In particular, opposite big Bruhat cells
correspond to the longest permutation η. The study of the number of connected
components in the intersection of two big cells in a given relative position σ was
initiated in § 7 of [15]. For each concrete σ, the number can, in principle, be
deduced from the results of [13] obtained about two decades ago. However, to
the best of our knowledge, there is no closed formula.

The main goal of the present paper is to introduce the appropriate tools which
allow us to study the homotopy type the latter intersections. As a corollary, we
obtain in Proposition 11.3 an effective labeling of the connected components of
BLη. We make extensive use of notation and results from [5], where the Bruhat
cell decomposition of Spinn+1 is studied: we review the needed facts in Section
9. We use Clifford algebras. In order to keep this paper more self-contained
we review the basic constructions in Section 5; see [2, 10] for far more complete
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discussions. We also need some basic facts from the theory of totally positive
matrices; [3] is an excellent reference and contains much more than we need.

The stratification we construct appears to be different but closely related to
the one constructed by V. V. Deodhar. As of this writing, the precise relationship
between the two stratifications is unfortunately not clear to us.

3 Permutations

Recall that if σ ∈ Sn+1 is a permutation, we write iσ (and not σ(i)) and we com-
pose left to right so that iσ0σ1 = (iσ0)σ1 ; we use several notations for permutations
σ ∈ Sn+1. The complete notation just lists the values of 1σ, 2σ, . . . , (n + 1)σ: we
usually enclose the list in square brackets but sometimes omit them for brevity.
Another common notation is to write σ as a product of disjoint cycles: Figure 1,
for instance, shows σ = [43512] = (14)(235). Perhaps the most important nota-
tion for us is to write σ as a reduced word, a word of minimal length ` = inv(σ)
in the standard Coxeter-Weyl generators a1, . . . , an (see Equation (1.2)). Here ai
is the transposition (i, i+ 1). Figure 1 shows a wiring diagram, a visual represen-
tation of a reduced word. In that example, σ = a1a3a2a1a4a3a2; in our system,
each crossing is a generator, read left-to-right, and the row indicates the value of
i. The identity permutation is denoted by 1 ∈ Sn+1.

Given σ ∈ Sn+1, an inversion is a pair (i, j) ∈ Jn+1K2 with i < j and iσ > jσ.
Let Inv(σ) be the set of inversions of σ; let inv(σ) = | Inv(σ)|. Crossings in a
wiring diagram for a reduced word for σ naturally correspond to inversions of σ.
Indeed, for i ∈ Jn + 1K, the wire i is the curve joining the point i on the left to
the point iσ on the right. Given an inversion (i, j), the wires i and j cross exactly
once: that is the crossing (i, j); sometimes we omit parenthesis and comma for
brevity. For the first reduced word in Figure 1, the inversions are, in order, 12, 34,
14, 24, 35, 15, 25. For the second reduced word the inversions are the same but
the order is different: 34, 24, 14, 12, 35, 15, 25. More algebraically, if ` = inv(σ)
and k is the crossing (i, j) then

σ = ai1 · · · aik · · · ai` = (ij) ai1 · · · aik−1
aik+1

· · · ai`
= ai1 · · · aik−1

aik+1
· · · ai` (jσiσ).

(3.1)

Notice that the subword ai1 · · · aik−1
aik+1

· · · ai` is usually not reduced.

We use the strong Bruhat order throughout the paper, and write σ0 C σ1

if σ0 < σ1 (in the strong Bruhat order) and inv(σ1) = 1 + inv(σ0). Equiva-
lently, σ0 C σ1 if there exists a reduced word σ1 = ai1 · · · ai` such that σ0 =
ai1 · · · aik−1

aik+1
· · · ai` is also a reduced word.

A permutation σ ∈ Sn+1 blocks at j (where 1 ≤ j ≤ n) if and only if i ≤ j
implies iσ ≤ j. Equivalently, σ blocks at j if and only if aj does not appear in
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a reduced word for σ. Let Block(σ) be the set of j such that σ blocks at j and
b = block(σ) = |Block(σ)|. A permutation σ does not block if block(σ) = 0.

Given σ0 ∈ Sj and σ1 ∈ Sk define

σ = σ0 ⊕ σ1 ∈ Sj+k, σi =

{
σi0, i ≤ j,

σi−j1 + j, i > j.

If σ ∈ Sn+1 blocks at j then there exist permutations σ0 ∈ Sj and σ1 ∈ Sn+1−j
such that σ = σ0 ⊕ σ1. In this case, the permutation matrices satisfy Pσ =
Pσ0 ⊕ Pσ1 , i.e., the matrix Pσ has two diagonal blocks Pσ0 and Pσ1 (and is zero
elsewhere).

Remark 3.1. If σ = σ0 ⊕ σ1 then BLσ = BLσ0 ⊕BLσ1 , meaning that L ∈ BLσ
if and only if there exist L0 ∈ BLσ0 and L1 ∈ BLσ1 with L = L0 ⊕ L1. As a
manifold, we have that BLσ is diffeomorphic to BLσ0 ×BLσ1 . Since our aim is
to study the homotopy type of the sets BLσ, we may focus on permutations σ
which do not block. �

4 Preancestries

A preancestry for a reduced word σ = ai1 · · · ai` is a sequence (ρk)0≤k≤` of per-
mutations with the following properties:

1. ρ0 = ρ` = η;

2. for all k ∈ J`K, we either have ρk = ρk−1 or ρk = ρk−1aik ;

3. for all k ∈ J`K, if ρk−1aik > ρk−1 then ρk = ρk−1aik .

It is usually more convenient to represent a preancestry (ρk) by the sequence
ε0 : J`K→ {0,±2} with

ε0(k) =


0, ρk = ρk−1,

−2, ρk = ρk−1aik < ρk−1,

+2, ρk = ρk−1aik > ρk−1.

(4.1)

Thus, a sequence ε0 is a preancestry if the sequence of permutations (ρk)0≤k≤`
defined by the recursion below is a preancestry:

ρ0 = η, ρk =

{
ρk−1aik , ε0(k) 6= 0,

ρk−1, ε0(k) = 0.
(4.2)
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Figure 7: Two preancestries for σ = a2a3a2a1a2a4a3a2 ∈ S5. The shaded re-
gion corresponds to the preancestry of dimension 1. The second preancestry has
dimension 2.

The preancestry ε0 is represented in the wiring diagram for σ: a black (resp.
white) square indicates −2 (resp. +2).

Clearly, in any preancestry ε0, the number of k ∈ J`K for which ε0(k) = −2
equals the number of k ∈ J`K for which ε0(k) = +2: this number is denoted by
d = dim(ε0), the dimension of the preancestry. Figure 7 shows two preancestries
for σ = a2a3a2a1a2a4a3a2 ∈ S5, of dimensions 1 and 2. Figure 8 shows all
preancestries for η = a1a2a1a3a2a1a4a3a2a1 ∈ S5.

Figure 8: The reduced word η = a1a2a1a3a2a1a4a3a2a1 ∈ S5 admits respectively
1, 6, 10, 5, 1 preancestries of dimensions 0, 1, 2, 3, 4.

Lemma 4.1. Consider a permutation σ ∈ Sn+1. The number of preancestries
per dimension does not depend on the choice of the reduced word.

Proof. We know that two reduced words for σ can be joined by a finite number
of steps of the two following moves:

ai1 · · · aikaik+1
· · · ai` = ai1 · · · aik+1

aik · · · ai` , |ik − ik+1| 6= 1;

ai1 · · · aikaik+1
aik · · · ai` = ai1 · · · aik+1

aikaik+1
· · · ai` , |ik − ik+1| = 1.

12



The effect of the first move is trivial. In fact, in Figures 5 and 8 diagrams have
been drawn with several disjoint crossings on the same vertical line, thus blurring
the distinction between reduced words differing by the first move.

We must therefore prove that if two reduced words differ by the second move
then the number of preancentries of each dimension is the same. This can be veri-
fied by a finite computation, considering which of the three intersections involved
in the move are marked by a preancestry. We omit the rather long case-by-case
verification. Notes that there are three wires involved in the second move: they
do not cross to the left or right of the move.

Remark 4.2. There is always a unique preancestry of dimension 0, obtained
by marking no vertices. Preancestries of dimension 1 are also easy to classify:
we must mark two consecutive intersections on the same row. In other words, a
preancestry of dimension 1 corresponds to a bounded component of the comple-
ment of the wiring diagram, and the two marked intersections are the left and
right extremes. The component is shown shaded in Figure 7. The number of
preancestries of dimension 1 is `− n+ b where ` = inv(σ) and b = block(σ).

For dimension 2 the situation is slightly more complicated. For a preancestry
ε0 of dimension 2, let k1 < k2 < k3 < k4 be such that |ε0(ki)| = 2. We always have
ε0(k1) = −2 and ε0(k4) = +2. If ε0(k2) = +2, we have ε0(k3) = −2, ik1 = ik2 ,
ik3 = ik4 . In this case, intersections k1 and k2 are consecutive on row ik1 and
intersections k3 and k4 are consecutive on row ik3 . The first three preancestries
on the third row of Figure 8 are examples. If ε0(k2) = −2 and |ik1 − ik2| > 1
we also have two pairs of consecutive intersections on two rows. The preancestry
on the fourth row, third column of Figure 8 is an example. In both cases, the
preancestry ε0 is said to be of type I.

If ε0(k2) = −2 (which implies ε0(k3) = +2) and |ik1 − ik2| = 1 then ε0 is
said to be of type II. In this case, ik1 = ik4 , ik2 = ik3 and intersections k2 and
k3 are consecutive on row ik2 . Intersection k1 is the last on row ik1 before k2

and intersection k4 is the first on row ik1 after k3. There is no bound, however,
on the number of intersections on row ik1 between k2 and k3. Figure 7 shows a
preancestry of type II for which there are two such intersections. �

The subword formed by all marked letters has value 1. The subword formed
by unmarked letters is also informative, as the following lemma shows. It also
gives an estimate for the possible dimensions of preancestries.

Lemma 4.3. Consider σ ∈ Sn+1 and a fixed reduced word of length ` = inv(σ).
Consider a preancestry ε0 of dimension d = dim(ε0). There are δ = ` − 2d un-
marked crossings k1, . . . , kδ. Assume that the unmarked crossing kj is (ιj,0, ιj,1) ∈
Inv(σ). We then have

σ = (ιδ,0ιδ,1) · · · (ι1,0ι1,1).

If c = nc(σ) is the number of cycles then 2d ≤ l + c− n− 1.
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Proof. Join marked crossings into subwords σj to write

σ = σ0aik1σ1 · · ·σδ−1aikδσδ, 1 = σ0σ1 · · ·σδ−1σδ.

Apply Equation (3.1) to the crossing kδ to obtain

σ = (ιδ,0ιδ,1)σ0aik1σ1 · · ·σδ−1σδ.

Repeat to obtain

σ = (ιδ,0ιδ,1) · · · (ι1,0ι1,1)σ0σ1 · · ·σδ−1σδ = (ιδ,0ιδ,1) · · · (ι1,0ι1,1),

proving the first claim. The second claim follows from observing that any cycle
of length k can be written as a product of k−1 transpositions, but not fewer.

Figure 9: Preancestries of top dimension dmax for η ∈ Sn+1, n = 5 and n = 6.

Lemma 4.4. For n ≥ 2, let η ∈ Sn+1 be the top permutation. The largest possible
dimension among all preancestries is

dmax =

⌊
n2

4

⌋
.

Furthermore, there exists a unique preancestry of dimension dmax.

Proof. From Lemma 4.1 we may use the reduced word

η = a1a2a1a3a2a1 · · · anan−1 · · · a2a1.

The case n = 4 is addressed by Figure 8. Figure 9 shows a preancestry of
dimension dmax for cases n = 5 and n = 6. The pattern should be clear. The
value of dmax follows from these examples and from Lemma 4.3. Since η can be
written as product of dn/2e transpositions in a unique way, the result follows.
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5 Clifford algebras

For each k ∈ N∗, let Jk be the 2k × 2k real matrix defined by:

J1 =

(
0 −1
1 0

)
; Jk =


0 0 −I 0
0 0 0 I
I 0 0 0
0 −I 0 0

 , I ∈ R2k−2×2k−2

, k > 1.

For k ∈ JnK = {1, 2, . . . , n}, let âk be the real 2n× 2n matrix with 2n−k blocks Jk
along the diagonal:

âk =

Jk . . .

Jk

 .

The following relations are easily verified:

(âi)
2 = −I, âj âi = (−1)[|i−j|=1]âiâj.

We use Iverson’s bracket notation: thus, for instance, [|i−j| = 1] = 1 if |i−j| = 1
and [|i − j| = 1] = 0 otherwise. Let Cl0n+1 be the associative algebra generated
by â1, . . . , ân. In the notation of [2, 10], this is the subalgebra Cl0n+1 ⊂ Cln+1 of
even elements of the Clifford algebra Cln+1; we shall abuse notation and refer to
Cl0n+1 as the Clifford algebra. The set HQuatn+1 below is a real basis of Cl0n+1:

HQuatn+1 = {[â1][â2] · · · [ân]} = {1, â1, â2, â1â2, â3, â1â3, . . . , â1â2 · · · ân};

here the square brackets denote that the presence of the corresponding element
in the product is optional. Notice that from now on we write 1 for I ∈ Cl0n+1.

The set Quatn+1 = HQuatn+1 t(−HQuatn+1) ⊂ Cl0n+1 is a group of cardinal-
ity 2n+1 generated by âi, i ∈ JnK. The subgroup {±1} C Quatn+1 is normal and
contained in the center: we have the exact sequence

1→ {±1} → Quatn+1 → Diag+
n+1 → 1; (5.1)

the quotient Diag+
n+1 is naturally identified with the subgroup of diagonal ma-

trices in SOn+1. Group-theoretic commutators in Quatn+1 will be occasionally
important: set

[q0, q1] = q−1
0 q−1

1 q0q1 ∈ {±1} = [Quatn+1,Quatn+1] C Quatn+1 . (5.2)

For instance, if q = ±âε(1)
1 · · · âε(n)

n (with ε(k) ∈ Z) then [âi, q] = (−1)ε(i−1)+ε(i+1)

(we follow the convention that ε(0) = ε(n+ 1) = 0).

Define in Cl0n+1 a positive definite inner product so that HQuatn+1 is an
orthonormal basis: 〈z1, z2〉 = 2−n Trace(z1z

>
2 ). Define the real part of z ∈ Cl0n+1
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by <(z) = 2−n Trace(z) = 〈z, 1〉: equivalently, <(z) = c1 if z =
∑

q∈HQuat cqq.

From now on we almost never consider the elements of Cl0n+1 as matrices, rather
as elements of an explicitly given associative algebra.

Define aSpin
i = 1

2
âi ∈ Cl0n+1 and aSO

i to be the (n + 1) × (n + 1) real skew
symmetric matrix whose only non zero entries are (aSO

i )i+1,i = 1 and (aSO
i )i,i+1 =

−1. Let spinn+1 ⊂ Cl0n+1 be the Lie algebra generated by aSpin
i , i ∈ JnK. It

can easily be verified that there exists a unique isomorphism of Lie algebras
Π : spinn+1 → son+1 satisfying Π(aSpin

i ) = aSO
i . From now on we often identify

the two isomorphic Lie algebras spinn+1 and son+1. We write αi(θ) = exp(θai),

defining one parameter subgroups αSpin
i : R→ Spinn+1 and αSO

i : R→ SOn+1; we
often omit the superscripts. More explicitly, we have

αSO
i (θ) =


I

cos(θ) − sin(θ)
sin(θ) cos(θ)

I

 , αSpin
i (θ) = cos

(
θ

2

)
+ sin

(
θ

2

)
âi;

in the first formula, the central block ocupies rows and columns i and i+ 1. Let
Spinn+1 ⊂ Cl0n+1 be the group generated by αSpin

i (θ) for i ∈ JnK and θ ∈ R.
Taking exponentials, we have the familiar double cover Π : Spinn+1 → SOn+1.
The function < : Spinn+1 → R is 2−n times a character, the Clifford algebra being
the corresponding representation.

Let Diagn+1 be the group of diagonal matrices with diagonal entries in {±1}:
this group acts by conjugations on SOn+1. The quotient En = Diagn+1 /{±I} is
naturally isomorphic to {±1}JnK: the matrix D ∈ Diagn+1 is taken to E ∈ En =
{±1}JnK, Ei = Di,iDi+1,i+1. The group En also acts by automorphisms on SOn+1.

This action can be lifted to Spinn+1 and then extended to Cl0n+1. Indeed, each
E ∈ En defines automorphisms of Spinn+1 and Cl0n+1 given by

(âi)
E = Eiâi, (αi(θ))

E = αi(Eiθ). (5.3)

Remark 5.1. If n is even, conjugation by an element of Quatn+1 defines the
same set of automorphisms as the action above. If n is odd, however, the element
â1â3 · · · ân−2ân is in the center of Cl0n+1. In this case, conjugation accounts for
only half of the automorphisms above. �

The following result gives a formula for <(z), z ∈ Spinn+1, in terms of the
eigenvalues of Q = Π(z) ∈ SOn+1.

Lemma 5.2. For z ∈ Spinn+1 ⊂ Cl0n+1, let Q = Π(z) ∈ SOn+1 have eigenvalues
exp(±θ1i), . . . , exp(±θki), 1, . . . , 1. Then

<(z) = ± cos

(
θ1

2

)
· · · cos

(
θk
2

)
.
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Notice, in particular, that <(z) = 0 if and only if −1 is an eigenvalue of Q.

Proof. The function < : Spinn+1 → R is invariant under conjugation. We may
therefore assume that Q = Π(z) ∈ SOn+1 is of the form:

Q = diag

((
cos θ1 − sin θ1

sin θ1 cos θ1

)
, · · · ,

(
cos θk − sin θk
sin θk cos θk

)
, 1, . . . , 1

)
,

z = α1 (θ1)α3 (θ2) · · ·α2k−1 (θk)

=

(
cos

(
θ1

2

)
+ sin

(
θ1

2

)
â1

)
· · ·
(

cos

(
θk
2

)
+ sin

(
θk
2

)
â2k−1

)
.

The result now follows from an explicit computation.

6 The group B̃+
n+1

Let Bn+1 be the Coxeter-Weyl group of signed permutation matrices; let B+
n+1 =

Bn+1∩SOn+1. For the double cover Π : Spinn+1 → SOn+1, let B̃+
n+1 = Π−1[B+

n+1].

The finite group B̃+
n+1 ⊂ Spinn+1 is generated by

ái = αi

(π
2

)
=

1 + âi√
2
, ài = (ái)

−1 = αi

(
−π

2

)
=

1− âi√
2
, i ∈ JnK

(of course, αi = αSpin
i ). Clearly, we have âi = (ái)

2 = −(ài)
2. There is a natural

short exact sequence

1→ Quatn+1 → B̃+
n+1 → Sn+1 → 1. (6.1)

If σ = ai1 · · · ai` is a reduced word, define σ́ = ái1 · · · ái` ∈ B̃+
n+1: it turns out

that different reduced words yield the same answer ([5], Lemma 3.2). If Π =
ΠB̃+

n+1,Sn+1
: B̃+

n+1 → Sn+1 is as in Equation (6.1), the set Π−1[{σ}] = σ́Quatn+1 ⊂
B̃+
n+1 is a coset (both left and right). Recall that the group En = {±1}JnK acts by

automorphisms on Spinn+1 (see Equation (5.3)): these are also automorphisms

of B̃+
n+1. Furthermore, <(zE) = <(z) for all z ∈ B̃+

n+1 and E ∈ En.

We now compute <(z) for z ∈ B̃+
n+1 using information about σ = Π(z) ∈ Sn+1.

Remark 6.1. The Chebyshev polynomials Tk are recursively defined by

T0(x) = 1, T1(x) = x, Tk+1(x) = 2xTk(x)− Tk−1(x)

and satisfy cos(kt) = Tk(cos(t)). Thus, for k > 0, the leading term of Tk(x) is
2k−1xk and the independent term is 0 if k is odd and (−1)k/2 if k is even. �
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Example 6.2. Consider z0 ∈ B̃+
n+1 such that Q0 ∈ B+

n+1 is a cycle of odd length
k. More precisely, there exist i1, . . . , ik with (eij)

>Q0 = (eij+1
)> for 1 ≤ j < k,

(eik)
>Q0 = (ei1)

> and (ei)
>Q0 = (ei)

> otherwise. The eigenvalues of Q0 are 1
(with some large multiplicity) and simple eigenvalues

exp

(
±2πi

k

)
, exp

(
±4πi

k

)
, . . . , exp

(
±(k − 1)πi

k

)
.

It follows from Lemma 5.2 that <(z) = ±P where P is the product

P = cos
(π
k

)
cos

(
2π

k

)
· · · cos

(
(k − 3)π

2k

)
cos

(
(k − 1)π

2k

)
.

But −P 4 is the product of the roots of T2k(x)−1 = 0: since the leading coefficient
of T2k is 22k−1 and the independent coefficient is −1 we have P 4 = 2−2k+2. We
therefore have <(z0) = ±2(−k+1)/2. �

Example 6.3. Consider z0 ∈ B̃+
n+1 such that Q0 ∈ B+

n+1 is a cycle of even
length k. More precisely, there exist i1, . . . , ik with (eij)

>Q0 = (eij+1
)> for 1 ≤

j < k, (eik)
>Q0 = −(ei1)

> and (ei)
>Q0 = (ei)

> otherwise. By adapting the
computations in Example 6.2 we have <(z0) = ±2(−k+1)/2. �

Let Diag+
n+1 = Diagn+1 ∩ SOn+1. Given a partition X of the set Jn + 1K =

{1, . . . , n + 1} we define a subgroup HDiag,X ≤ Diag+
n+1 of index 2|X|−1. Given

X, HDiag,X is the set of matrices E ∈ Diag+
n+1 ⊂ SOn+1 such that, if A =

{i1, i2, . . . , ik} ∈ X then the product Ei1i1Ei2i2 · · ·Eikik equals 1. Let HX =
Π−1[HDiag,X ] ≤ Quatn+1, where Π : Quatn+1 → Diag+

n+1 is the restriction of
Π : Spinn+1 → SOn+1.

For a permutation σ, consider the partition Xσ of Jn + 1K into cycles. Let
Hσ = HXσ ≤ Quatn+1. We have |Hσ| = 2n+2−c.

Example 6.4. Take n = 4, σ = 53421 = (15)(234) = a1a2a3a2a1a4a3a2a1. The
subgroup HDiag,σ is spanned by

diag(−1, 1, 1, 1,−1), diag(1,−1,−1, 1, 1), diag(1, 1,−1,−1, 1) ∈ Diag+
5 :

these diagonal matrices change an even number of signs in a single cycle. Lifting
to Hσ we have the generators

â1â2â3â4, â2, â3 ∈ Quat5,

Hσ = {±1,±â2,±â3,±â2â3,±â1â4,±â1â2â4,±â1â3â4,±â1â2â3â4}.

Notice that have c = 2 and therefore |Hσ| = 24 = 16. �
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Lemma 6.5. Consider σ ∈ Sn+1: assume that σ has c = nc(σ) disjoint cycles.
Choose z0 ∈ σ́Quatn+1 such that <(z0) > 0. For q ∈ Quatn+1, we have

|<(qz0)| = |<(z0q)| =

{
2−(n+1−c)/2, q ∈ Hσ,

0, q /∈ Hσ.

There are 2n+1−c values of q ∈ Quatn+1 such that <(qz0) > 0 (and similarly for
<(z0q)). Also, if z0 is expanded in the canonical basis as z0 =

∑
q∈HQuatn+1

cqq

then cq 6= 0 if and only if q ∈ Hσ.

Proof. For z ∈ σ́Quatn+1, take Q = Π(z) and consider its cycles and submatrices
Q1, . . . , Qc of dimensions k1, . . . , kc with k1 + · · · + kc = n + 1. If det(Qi) = −1
for some i then −1 is an eigenvalue of Qi and therefore of Q which implies that
<(z) = 0. Otherwise, apply Lemma 5.2 to compute <(z) as product, imitating
Examples 6.2 and 6.3, to obtain <(z) = ±2−(n+1−c)/2. It is easy to relate these
properties with the definition of the subgroup Hσ.

Example 6.6. Take n = 4 and σ = a1a2a3a2a1a4a3a2a1 as in Example 6.4. A
computation gives

σ́ =
−â1 − â1â2 + â1â3 − â1â2â3 − â4 + â2â4 − â3â4 − â2â3â4

2
√

2
:

notice that 1/
√

8 = 2−(n+1−c)/2. We may choose

z0 = â1σ́ =
1 + â2 − â3 + â2â3 − â1â4 + â1â2â4 − â1â3â4 − â1â2â3â4

2
√

2
;

notice that the nonzero coefficients match the elements of Hσ. �

7 Ancestries

An ancestry is a sequence (%k)0≤k≤` of elements of B̃+
n+1 such that:

1. %0 = ή, %` ∈ ήQuatn+1;

2. for all k, we have %k = %k−1 or %k = %k−1áik or %k = %k−1âik ;

3. the sequence (ρk) defined by ρk = ΠB̃+
n+1,Sn+1

(%k) is a preancestry.

In this case, we say that the ancestry (%k) corresponds to the preancestry (ρk).
The third condition is equivalent to saying that Π(%k−1) < Π(%k−1)aik implies
%k = %k−1áik (for all k).
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There are two sequences of integers and a sequence of elements of Quatn+1

which conveniently describe an ancestry. The sequence ξ : J`K → {0, 1, 2} is
recursively defined by %k = %k−1(áik)

ξ(k). Equivalently, we have

%k = (ái1)
ξ(1) · · · (áik)ξ(k).

The sequence (qk)0≤k≤`, qk ∈ Quatn+1, is defined by ρ́kqk = %k, so that in partic-
ular q` = ὴ%`.

The third sequence may seem at first artificial, but we shall later see that it
appears naturally in our problem. Given an ancestry (and therefore ξ, (ρk) and
(qk)), define a sequence ε : J`K→ {±1,±2} by

ε(k) =


−2, ξ(k) = 1, ρk < ρk−1,

+2, ξ(k) = 1, ρk > ρk−1,

(1− ξ(k))[âik , qk−1], ξ(k) 6= 1.

(7.1)

Conversely, ξ and (%k) can be recovered from ε by:

ξ(k) =


0, ε(k) = [âik , qk−1],

2, ε(k) = −[âik , qk−1],

1, |ε(k)| = 2;

%k = %k−1(áik)
ξ(k). (7.2)

Here [âik , qk−1] = (âik)
−1q−1

k−1âikqk−1 ∈ {±1} is the commutator, as in Equation

(5.2). We also have qk = (ρ́k)
−1%k = (áik)

− sign(ε(k))qk−1áik . Thus, given the
reduced word, each of the sequences (%k), ξ and ε allows us to obtain (qk) and
the other two sequences; given the preancestry and (qk), we can also obtain the
three sequences above. We thus consider these three sequences to be alternate
descriptions of an ancestry. An ancestry is represented in a wiring diagram by the
sequence ε: −2 and +2 are represented by black and white squares, respectively,
as for preancestries; −1 and +1 are represented by black and white disks. For an
ancestry ε, set P (ε) = σ́q−1

` ∈ σ́Quat+
n+1; we therefore have %` = ή(P (ε))−1σ́.

Lemma 7.1. For any ancestry ε, we have

P (ε) = (ái1)
sign(ε(1)) · · · (ái`)sign(ε(`)).

Proof. Let σk = ai1 · · · aik ; we prove by induction that

σ́kq
−1
k = (ái1)

sign(ε(1)) · · · (áik)sign(ε(k)).

The result follows by taking k = `.
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Example 7.2. Let ε1, ε2 and ε3 be the three ancestries shown in Figure 3.

We have ε1 = (−1,+1,−1,−1,+1,−1,+1): for this ancestry we have ρk = η
for all k. We apply the recursion in Equation (7.2). We have q0 = 1 and therefore
[â3, q0] = 1: thus, ξ(1) = 2, %1 = ήâ3 and q1 = â3. We have [â2, q1] = −1 and
therefore ξ(2) = 2, %2 = ήâ3â2 and q2 = −â2â3. We have [â1, q2] = −1 and
therefore ξ(3) = 0, %3 = −ήâ2â3 and q3 = −â2â3. Proceed in this manner to
obtain ξ = (2, 2, 0, 0, 2, 2, 0), %7 = −ήâ2â4, q7 = −â2â4 and therefore

P (ε1) = σ́(−â2â4) = à3á2à1à2á4à3á2,

consistently with Lemma 7.1. �

Given a preancestry ε0 and z ∈ σ́Quatn+1, let Lε0(z) be the set of ancestries
ε corresponding to ε0 and satisfying P (ε) = z; let NLε0(z) = |Lε0(z)|.

Remark 7.3. Recall that Nε0(z) appears in the statement of Theorem 4. We
shall see in Section 12 that Nε0(z) = NLε0(z). The following result is therefore
one important step towards the proof of Theorem 4. �

Lemma 7.4. For any z ∈ σ́Quatn+1, we have NLε0(z)−NLε0(−z) = 2
`−2d

2 <(z).

Proof. Set δ = `− 2d. We define the element of the Clifford algebra

S =
∑
ε

P (ε) =
∑
z

NLε0(z)z ∈ Cl0n+1;

the first summation is understood to be over all ancestries ε associated with ε0.
We claim that S = 2

δ
2 · 1 (where 1 ∈ Cl0n+1 is the unit of the Clifford algebra).

Indeed, S can be written as a product S = 2
δ
2w1w2 · · ·w` where wk ∈ Cl0n+1 is

defined as follows. If ε0(k) = 2 set wk = áik ; if ε0(k) = −2 set wk = àik ; if
ε0(k) = 0 set wk = (áik + àik)/

√
2 = 1 ∈ Cl0n+1. Set sk = w1w2 · · ·wk: we have

S = 2
δ
2 s`. From the recursive definition of ρk in Equation (4.2) we have sk = ὴρ́k.

It follows that s` = ὴή = 1, completing the proof of the claim.

On the other hand, since two distinct elements of σ́Quatn+1 are either antipo-

dal or orthogonal, we have 2
δ
2<(z) = 〈z, S〉 = NLε0(z) − NLε0(−z), completing

the proof of the lemma.

Given a preancestry ε0, we define a partition Xε0 which is coarser than Xσ.
Recall that Xσ is the partition of Jn + 1K into cycles of σ. If k ∈ J`K is such
that ε0(k) = 0 and the k-th crossing is (i0, i1) then {i0, i1} is contained in some
A ∈ Xε0 . The partition Xε0 is the finest partition respecting the conditions above.
Let

Hε0 = HXε0
≤ Quatn+1 : (7.3)

we clearly have Hσ ≤ Hε0 .
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Example 7.5. Let n = 4 and σ = η = a1a2a1a3a2a1a4a3a2a1 = (15)(24)(3). We
have Xσ = {{1, 5}, {2, 4}, {3}} and Hσ = {±1,±â2â3,±â1â4,±â1â2â3â4}.

As seen in Figure 8, there is only one preancestry of top codimension dmax = 4,
which is (−2,−2,−2,−2, 0, 2, 0, 2, 2, 2): we then have X = Xσ and therefore
H = Hσ.

There are 5 preancestries of codimension 3. For (−2,−2, 0,−2, 0, 0, 0, 2, 2, 2),
we have X = {{1, 5}, {2, 3, 4}} and H is generated by Hσ and â2 so that

H = {±1,±â2,±â3,±â2â3,±â1â4,±â1â2â4,±â1â3â4,±â1â2â3â4}.

For (−2, 0, 2,−2, 0,−2, 0, 2, 0, 2), we have X = {{1, 3, 5}, {2, 4}} and H is gener-
ated by Hσ and â1â2. For the other three, we have X = {{1, 2, 4, 5}, {3}} and H
is generated by Hσ and â1.

There are 10 preancestries of codimension 2. We have X = {{1, 2, 3, 4, 5}} and
therefore H = Quat5 for 9 of them. The exception is (0,−2,−2, 0, 0, 2, 0, 0, 2, 0)
for which X = {{1, 2, 4, 5}, {3}}. For all 6 preancestries of codimension 1 and for
the preancestry of codimension 0, we have X = {{1, 2, 3, 4, 5}} and H = Quat5.

�

The following result is another important step towards Theorem 4.

Lemma 7.6. Consider a preancestry ε0 and the subgroup Hε0 ≤ Quatn+1. Choose
z0 ∈ σ́Quatn+1 with <(z) > 0. For z = qz0, we have

NLε0(z) + NLε0(−z) =

{
2`−2d+1/|Hε0 |, q ∈ Hε0 ,

0, q /∈ Hε0 .

Proof. For this proof it is convenient to introduce the (associative but not commu-
tative) group ring R[B+

n+1]. Elements of R[B+
n+1] are formal linear combinations∑

Q∈B+
n+1

cQQ, cQ ∈ R. Thus, the set B+
n+1 is a real basis for R[B+

n+1]; multipli-

cation is inherited from B+
n+1. We use names of elements of B̃+

n+1, such as ái, as
abbreviations of 1·Q ∈ R[B+

n+1], Q = Π(ái). We thus have (in R[B+
n+1]) (âi)

2 = 1,
ái + ài = ái(1 + âi) = ài(1 + âi) and (1 + âi)

2 = 2(1 + âi).

The commutative subring R[Diag+
n+1] ⊂ R[B+

n+1] will also interest us. Given
a subgroup H ≤ Diag+

n+1, define

pH =
1

|H|
∑
E∈H

1 · E ∈ R[Diag+
n+1].

We have p2
H = pH so that multiplication by pH on R[Diag+

n+1] is the projection
onto the subring RH :∑
E∈Diag+

n+1

cE ·E ∈ RH ⇐⇒ ∀E0, E1 ∈ Diag+
n+1, (E0E

−1
1 ∈ H → cE0 = cE1).
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If H0, H1 ≤ Diag+
n+1 we have pH0pH1 = pH0H1 .

For a transposition τ = (ij) ∈ Sn+1 (with i < j), write

Eτ = Π(âiâi+1 · · · âj−1) ∈ Diag+
n+1,

the diagonal matrix with entries (Eτ )i,i = (Eτ )j,j = −1 and (Eτ )k,k = +1 for
k /∈ {i, j}. Write Hτ = {I, Eτ} and pτ = pHτ . A simple computation verifies the
following identities in R[B+

n+1]:

áipτ = pτai ái, àipτ = pτai ài. (7.4)

Notice that τai = aiτai is also a transposition.

We need to compute Nz = NLε0(z) + NLε0(−z), which is the coefficient cQ of
Q = Π(z) ∈ B+

n+1 in S = s` ∈ R[B+
n+1], defined recursively by

s0 = 1, sk =

{
sk−1 · (áik + àik), ε0(k) = 0,

sk−1 · (áik)sign(ε0(k)), ε0(k) 6= 0.

Let δ = `− 2d. Choose ε with P (ε) = z0 and rewite S as S = 2δS̃ = 2δs̃`,

s̃0 = 1, s̃k =

{
s̃k−1 · (áik)sign(ε(k)) · paik , ε0(k) = 0,

s̃k−1 · (áik)sign(ε0(k)), ε0(k) 6= 0.

As in the proof of Lemma 4.3, let k1, . . . , kδ be the unmarked crossings. Again
assume that the unmarked crossing kj is (ιj,0, ιj,1) ∈ Inv(σ). Let τj = (ιj,0ιj,1).
Applying Equation (7.4) to bring the terms p∗ to the left, we have

S̃ = pτ1 · · ·pτδΠ(z0) ∈ R[B+
n+1].

On the other hand, we have Hτ1 · · ·Hτ` = HDiag,Xε0
and therefore

pτ1 · · ·pτδ = pHDiag,Xε0
=

2

|Hε0|
∑

Π(E)∈Hε0

1 · E ∈ R[Diag+
n+1]

and S = 2δpHDiag,Xε0
Π(z0) ∈ R[B+

n+1], completing the proof.

8 Thin ancestries

Assume given a permutation σ ∈ Sn+1 and a reduced word for σ. An ancestry ε
of dimension 0 is thin if ik0 = ik1 implies ε(k0) = ε(k1). Otherwise, an ancestry is
thick. There are therefore 2n−b thin ancestries, where b = block(σ). Consistently
with Remark 3.1, we assume from now on that σ does not block, i.e., that b = 0.
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We shall see in Sections 11 and later that thin ancestries correspond to certain
contractible connected components of BLσ.

For now, we are interested in counting thin solutions for equations of the
form P (ε) = z. In other words: let ε0 be the empty preancestry and consider
a fixed element z ∈ σ́Quatn+1. By definition, there are NLε0(z) ancestries ε
corresponding to ε0 and satisfying P (ε) = z. Lemmas 7.4 and 7.6 allow us to
compute NLε0(z). Among these, let NLthin(z) be the number of such ancestries
ε which are thin. We want to compute NLthin(z).

Recall that the multiplicative abelian group En acts as an automorphism group
of Cl0n+1 (see Equation (5.3) and Remark 5.1). For z ∈ Spinn+1, define Ez ⊆ En
as the isotropy group of z, i.e.,

Ez = {E ∈ En | zE = z}. (8.1)

We want to study the group Eσ́ ≤ En.

Lemma 8.1. Given σ ∈ Sn+1, let c = nc(σ) be the number of cycles of σ. We
have |Eσ́| = 2c̃ where c̃ ∈ Z, c− 2 ≤ c̃ ≤ c.

Remark 8.2. The value of c−c̃ ∈ {0, 1, 2} can be deduced by following the proof.
It does not, however, appear to have a simple formula. Further investigation is
desireable. �

Proof of Lemma 8.1. Let Ẽz = {E ∈ En | zE = z} so that Ez ≤ Ẽz. If Q = Π(z)
(and Π : Spinn+1 → SOn+1) we have Ẽz = EQ = {E ∈ En | QE = Q}.

Take z = σ́ so that Q ∈ B+
n+1 is a signed permutation matrix. A diagonal

matrix E ∈ Diagn+1 commutes with Q if and only if Eii = Ejj whenever i and
j are in the same cycle of σ. We may therefore choose one sign per cycle, for
a total of 2c elements of Diagn+1. We have 2c1 such elements of Diag+

n+1 where

c− 1 ≤ c1 ≤ c. Thus, |Ẽz| = |EQ| = 2c1 . Finally, |Eσ́| = 2c̃, as claimed.

Let σ́En be the orbit of σ́ under En:

σ́En = {σ́E, E ∈ En}.

The following result is now easy.

Lemma 8.3. Let c̃ be as in Lemma 8.1. For z ∈ σ́Quatn+1, we have

NLthin(z) =

{
2n−c̃, z ∈ σ́En ,
0, z /∈ σ́En .

Furthermore, |σ́En| = 2c̃.
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Proof. Each E ∈ En gives us a thin ancestry ε with P (ε) = σ́E. The result follows
by the usual combinatorics of actions over finite sets.

Corollary 8.4. Consider σ ∈ Sn which does not block and consider the empty
preancestry ε0. If ` = inv(σ) > 2n + 2 then for all z ∈ σ́Quatn+1 we have
NLε0(z) > NLthin(z).

Remark 8.5. In particular, for σ = η and n > 4 the above condition holds. �

Proof of Corollary 8.4. From Lemma 7.6, NLε0(z) + NLε0(−z) ≥ 2`−n. From
Lemma 7.4, NLε0(z)− NLε0(−z) ≥ −2`/2. From Lemma 8.3, NLthin ≤ 2n. Thus
NLε0(z)− NLthin ≥ 2`−n−1 − 2`/2−1 − 2n ≥ 2`−n−1 − 2`/2 > 0.

9 Bruhat cells in the spin group

This section contains further review of notation and results from [5]. We define
the Bruhat cells in the orthogonal group. For σ ∈ Sn+1,

BruSO
σ = {Q ∈ SOn+1 | ∃U0, U1 ∈ Upn+1, Q = U0PσU1};

compare with Equation (1.1). Let Bruσ = Π−1[BruSO
σ ] ⊂ Spinn+1 (where Π :

Spinn+1 → SOn+1 is the double cover). The set Bruσ has 2n+1 connected com-

ponents, each one containing an element z of σ́Quatn+1. For z ∈ B̃+
n+1, let Bruz

be the connected component of BruΠ(z) containing z. The set Bruz is a smooth
contractible submanifold of Spinn+1 of dimension ` = inv(σ), σ = Π(z). We have

Bruσ =
⊔

z∈σ́Quatn+1

Bruz, Spinn+1 =
⊔

z∈B̃+
n+1

Bruz .

For a reduced word σ = ai1 · · · ai` , an explicit parametrization of Bruσ́ is given
by Φ : (0, π)` → Bruσ́ (see Theorem 1, [5]):

Φ(θ1, . . . , θ`) = αi1(θ1) · · ·αi`(θ`).

The (strong) Bruhat order in Sn+1 can be defined by

σ0 ≤ σ1 ⇐⇒ Bruσ0 ⊆ Bruσ1 .

If z ∈ Bruz0 , σ0 = Π(z0) < σ1 = σ0ai then zαi(θ) ∈ Bruz0ái for θ ∈ (0, π). The
order here is the strong Bruhat order: if inv(σ0) = ` then inv(σ1) = ` + 1 and if
σ0 = ai1 · · · ai` is a reduced word then so is σ1 = ai1 · · · ai`ai. On the other hand, if
z ∈ Bruz0 , σ1 < σ0 = Π(z0) = σ1ai then there exists θ = Θi(z) ∈ (0, π) such that
zαi(−θ) ∈ Bruz1 , z0 = z1ái. We also have zαi(θ̃) ∈ Bruz1 for all θ̃ ∈ (−θ, π − θ).
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We define a partial order in B̃+
n+1, the lifted Bruhat order :

z0 ≤ z1 ⇐⇒ Bruz0 ⊆ Bruz1 . (9.1)

Clearly, z0 ≤ z1 implies Π(z0) ≤ Π(z1) but the converse does not hold: for
instance, Π(z0) = Π(z1) and z0 ≤ z1 together imply z0 = z1. We also define
a partial order on the set of ancestries (for a given permutation σ). Given two
ancestries ε and ε̃, let (%k) and (%̃k) be as in Section 7. We define

ε � ε̃ ⇐⇒ (∀k, %k ≤ %̃k). (9.2)

Notice that ε � ε̃ implies P (ε) = P (ε̃). The fact that this is a partial order is
straightforward. A set U of ancestries is an upper set if ε ∈ U and ε � ε̃ imply
ε̃ ∈ U . The upper set generated by ε is Uε = {ε̃ | ε � ε̃}.

Remark 9.1. If ε is an ancestry and dim(ε) = 0 then ε is�-maximal. Conversely,
consider ε with dim(ε) > 0. Define ε̃ by ε̃(k) = sign(ε(k)): we have ε ≺ ε̃. In a
wiring diagram, the ancestry ε̃ is obtained by replacing each square by a disk of
the same color. �

Example 9.2. If dim(ε) = 1 then the upper set Uε generated by ε consists of
ε itself and two ancestries of dimension 0. One of them is ε̃ = sign ◦ε, obtained
by replacing the two squares by disks of the same color, as in Remark 9.1. The
second one is obtained from ε̃ by changing the colors of all disks on the boundary
of the region corresponding to ε. Figure 10 shows an example. �

Figure 10: An ancestry of dimension one and the upper set generated by it.

If dim(ε) > 1 then the description of the upper set U generated by ε is not
so direct. Recall from Remark 4.2 that preancestries (and therefore ancestries)
of dimension 2 are classified as type I or type II.

Example 9.3. Let ε be an ancestry of dimension 2, type I. The set Uε contains 4
elements of dimension 0, 4 elements of dimension 1 and one element of dimension
2 (which is ε). An example is shown in Figure 11.

If ε is an ancestry of dimension 2, type II, the structure of Uε is somewhat
more complicated. Indeed, let ε and ε̃ be the first and second ancestries in Figure
12, respectively. We have ε � ε̃, ε̃ 6� ε and dim(ε) = dim(ε̃) = 2. �

26



Figure 11: The upper set generated by an ancestry of dimension two, type I.

Figure 12: Two ancestries of dimension two, types II and I.

10 The sets BLz

For a matrix L ∈ Lo1
n+1, perform the usual QR factorization:

L = QR, Q ∈ SOn+1, R ∈ Up+
n+1;

here Up+
n+1 ⊂ Upn+1 is the group of upper triangular matrices with positive

diagonal entries. This defines a smooth map:

QSO : Lo1
n+1 → SOn+1, QSO(L) = Q.

Lift this map to define Q : Lo1
n+1 → Spinn+1 with Q(I) = 1. The set U1 =

Q[Lo1
n+1] ⊂ Spinn+1 is an open contractible neighborhood of 1 ∈ Spin1

n+1. We
have U1 = ὴBruή. In other words, U1 is a top-dimensional Bruhat cell for the
basis described by ὴ, which is, up to signs, en+1, en, . . . , e2, e1. The inverse map
L = Q−1 : U1 → Lo1

n+1 is also a smooth diffeomorphism: it corresponds to the
LU factorization.

We are now ready to define the sets BLz, already mentioned in Equation (1.3)
in the Introduction: for z ∈ B̃+

n+1, take

BLz = Q−1[Bruz] = Q−1[Bruz ∩ ὴBruή] ⊆ Lo1
n+1 . (10.1)
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The set BLz is diffeomorphic to Bruz ∩ ὴBruή, the intersection of two Bruhat
cells for different bases in Spinn+1. Indeed, the diffeomorphisms are given by the
restrictions of L and Q.

Example 10.1. As in Example 1.1, take n = 2 and η = a1a2a1 = 321 = (13) ∈
S3. We have

ή =
â1 + â2√

2
, ήQuat3 =

{
±1± â1â2√

2
,
±â1 ± â2√

2

}
;

sign are chosen freely, so that |ήQuat3 | = 8. Notice that the value of <(z)
matches Lemma 6.5. We have

Lo1
3 =

L =

1 0 0
x 1 0
z y 1

 ;x, y, z ∈ R

 , BLη = {L | z 6= 0, z 6= xy} ⊂ Lo1
3 .

(10.2)
A computation yields

BL 1−â1â2√
2

= {L | z > max {0, xy}}, BL 1+â1â2√
2

= {L | z < min {0, xy}},

BL â1+â2√
2

= {L | x > 0, 0 < z < xy}, BL â1−â2√
2

= {L | x > 0, xy < z < 0},

BL−â1−â2√
2

= {L | x < 0, 0 < z < xy}, BL−â1+â2√
2

= {L | x < 0, xy < z < 0},

BL−1+â1â2√
2

= BL−1−â1â2√
2

= ∅.

Notice that the six non empty sets are contractible. �

Let lo1
n+1 be the Lie algebra of Lo1

n+1, i.e., the set of lower strictly triangular
matrices. For i ∈ {1, . . . , n}, let li ∈ lo1

n+1 be the matrix whose only non zero
entry is (li)(i+1,i) = 1. Let λi : R → Lo1

n+1 be the corresponding one-parameter
subgroup:

λi(t) = exp(tli) = I + tli ∈ Lo1
n+1 . (10.3)

We saw in Equation 5.3 how the group En = {±1}JnK acts by automorphisms on
Spinn+1. The same group acts by automorphisms on Lo1

n+1:

(λi(t))
E = λi(Eit). (10.4)

We therefore have Q(LE) = (Q(L))E for all L ∈ Lo1
n+1 and E ∈ En. Thus, the

set U1 is invariant: UE1 = U1 for all E ∈ En. We also have L(zE) = (L(z))E for
all z ∈ U1 and E ∈ En. For z ∈ B̃+

n+1 and E ∈ En, we have (BLz)
E = BLzE :

in particular, the sets BLz and BLzE are diffeomorphic through L 7→ LE. Thus,
in order to determine the homotopy type of BLσ we decompose σ́Quatn+1 into
En-orbits. For each orbit, we take a representative z and determine the homotopy
type of BLz.
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Example 10.2. For η ∈ S3, the set ήQuat3 partitions into three En-orbits de-
fined by <(z). From Example 10.1 it is clear that, indeed, BL(1+â1â2)/

√
2 and

BL(1−â1â2)/
√

2 are diffeormorphic by an action of E, i.e., by changes of signs.
Similarly, the four sets BL(±â1±â2)/

√
2 are diffeomorphic. Finally, the two sets

BL(−1±â1â2)/
√

2 are empty. �

Let η = ai1 · · · aim be a reduced word for the top permutation η. A matrix
L ∈ Lo1

n+1 is totally positive if and only if there exist positive numbers t1, . . . , tm
such that

L = λi1(t1) · · ·λim(tm).

The set Posη of totally positive matrices is an open semigroup and a contractible
connected component of BLη. Furthermore, the set does not depend on the
choice of the reduced word. For σ ∈ Sn+1, set Posσ = BLσ ∩Posη. This set can
be equivalently defined as follows. Let σ = ai1 · · · ai` be a reduced word for σ: we
have L ∈ Posσ if and only if there exist positive numbers t1, . . . , t` such that

L = λi1(t1) · · ·λi`(t`).

The set Posσ is also a contractible connected component of BLσ.

Example 10.3. We return to Example 1.1. For n = 2, it follows easily from
Example 10.1 that

Posη = BLή, ή =
â1 + â2√

2
.

As we shall see, for all n and for all σ ∈ Sn+1, we have Posσ ⊆ BLσ́. However,
for larger values of n and for most permutations σ, Posσ is a small connected
component of a much larger set BLσ́. �

11 First examples of strata BLSε

Consider a permutation σ and a fixed reduced word σ = ai1 · · · ai` . We define the
open subset BLSε ⊂ BLσ if ε is an ancestry of dimension 0: the general definition
will be given later.

There is exactly one preancestry of dimension 0, the empty preancestry, as
the first example in Figure 2. An ancestry ε of dimension 0 is a function (or
sequence) ε : J`K → {±1}. As a diagram, we mark intersections with black and
white disks (no squares), as in the first example in Figure 3 or in the boxed
ancestries shown in Figure 5. Recall that a black ball denotes −1 and a white
ball denotes +1.

Given an ancestry ε of dimension 0, we have

BLSε = {λi1(t1) · · ·λi`(t`) | tk ∈ Rr {0}, sign(tk) = εk} ⊂ Bσ. (11.1)

29



These subsets have been extensively studied (see Section 2 for references). We
quote the relevant results without proof: not only are they in the literature but
also they will follow from our results for arbitrary ancestries. It follows from
Corollary 6.5 in [5] that:

BLSε ⊆ BLz, z = P (ε) = (ái1)
ε(1) · · · (ái`)ε(`) ∈ σ́Quatn+1 . (11.2)

The subsets BLSε ⊂ BLσ are open, and the union over all ancestries of dimension
0 is open and dense.

We shall define and study the sets BLSε for any ancestry in Sections 12 and
13. The sets BLSε will be disjoint, and BLSε will be a contractible smooth
submanifold BLSε ⊆ BLP (ε) of codimension d = dim(ε). Before presenting the
general definition, we discuss some examples and special cases.

Recall that an ancestry ε (of dimension 0) is thin if ik0 = ik1 implies εk0 =
εk1 . If ε is a thin ancestry, the subset BLSε ⊂ BLσ is also called thin. Notice
that ε = (+,+, . . . ,+,+) is thin, with P (ε) = σ́ and BLSε = Posσ ⊆ BLσ́, a
contractible connected component. More generally, if ε is a thin ancestry then
there exists E ∈ En such that ε(k) = (áik)

E (for all k). We therefore have
P (ε) = σ́E and BLSε = (Posσ)E. It follows that BLSε ⊆ BLσ́E is a contractible
connected component. The set

BLz,thick = BLz r
⋃
ε thin

BLSε (11.3)

is called the thick part of BLz. As we shall see, in general BLz,thick can be empty
or disconnected.

Example 11.1. As in Examples 1.1 and 10.1, take n = 2 and η ∈ S3. There are
two reduced words: η = a1a2a1 = a2a1a2, shown as diagrams in Figure 13. For
each reduced word, there are two preancestries, with dimensions 0 and 1, also
shows in Figure 13.

Figure 13: Two reduced words for η = a1a2a1 = a2a1a2 ∈ S3. For each word,
there are two preancestries.

We first consider the reduced word η = a1a2a1. Write L as in Equation
(10.2). The eight ancestries of dimension 0 are (±1,±1,±1); the two ancestries
of dimension 1 are (−2,±1,+2). A simple computation gives

λ1(t1)λ2(t2)λ1(t3) =

 1 0 0
t1 + t3 1 0
t2t3 t2 1
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and therefore

BL(−1,+1,+1) = {L | z > max{0, xy}, y > 0},
BL(+1,−1,−1) = {L | z > max{0, xy}, y < 0}.

Take z0 = (1 − â1â2)/
√

2. Notice that P (−1,+1,+1) = P (+1,−1,−1) =
P (−2,+1,+2) = z0. These are the only ancestries ε with P (ε) = z0, as can
be verified either by computing P for the other ancestries or from Lemmas 7.4
and 7.6. As we shall see later,

BL(−2,+1,+2) = {L | y = 0, z > 0},
BLz0 = BL(−1,+1,+1) tBL(−2,+1,+2) tBL(+1,−1,−1),

consistently with Equation (11.2). The subset BL(−2,+1,+2) ⊂ BLz0 is a con-
tractible submanifold of codimension d = 1. The CW complex in Figure 6 is
homotopically equivalent to BLz0 .

A similar decomposition holds for BL(1+â1â2)/
√

2. The four connected compo-
nents BL(±â1±â2)/

√
2 are thin, consistently with Example 10.3.

Recall that the permutation η also admits the reduced word η = a2a1a2.
A similar decomposition exists for the other reduced word, but the strata are
different. For this other word, the set BL(1−â1â2)/

√
2 contains two open strata:

BL(+1,+1,−1) = {L | z > max{0, xy}, x > 0},
BL(−1,−1,+1) = {L | z > max{0, xy}, x < 0}

and a third stratum of codimension 1:

BL(−2,−1,+2) = {L | x = 0, z > 0}.

Clearly, the meaning of the ancestry depends on the reduced word being used. �

Example 11.2. Take n = 3 and σ = a2a1a3a2 = (3, 4, 1, 2) ∈ S4. Up to transpos-
ing adjacent commuting generators, as in a2a1a3a2 = a2a3a1a2, the permutation
σ admits only one reduced word, shown in Figure 14.

Figure 14: The permutation σ = a2a1a3a2 ∈ S4 and its two preancestries.

There are two preancestries and 20 ancestries:

(±1,±1,±1,±1), d = 0; (−2,±1,±1,+2), d = 1.
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For the preancestry of dimension d = 1, (ρk) (as in Equations (4.1) and (4.2))
satisfies ρ1 = ρ2 = ρ3 = a1a2a3a2a1. Take z0 = −σ́â3 = (1− â1â2− â1â3− â2â3)/2.
The three ancestries with P (ε) = z0 are (+1,+1,−1,−1), (−2,−1,+1,+2) and
(−1,−1,+1,+1). At this point, the reader may guess that BLz0 is homotopically
equivalent to the CW complex in Figure 15, which is indeed correct.

Figure 15: A CW complex homotopically equivalent to BLz0 .

Write L ∈ Lo1
4 as

Lo1
4 =

L =


1 0 0 0
x 1 0 0
u y 1 0
w v z 1

 , u, v, w, x, y, z ∈ R

 .

By applying the definition, the set BLσ is

BLσ = {L | w = 0, u 6= 0, v 6= 0, xyz = xv + zu}.

If L = λ2(t1)λ1(t2)λ3(t3)λ2(t4) then

u = t1t2, v = t3t4, w = 0, x = t2, y = t1 + t4, z = t3.

Let U ⊂ (0,+∞)2 × R2 (with coordinates (u, v, x, y)) be the contractible open
set defined by xy < u. Consider the map Φ : U → BLσ taking (u, v, x, y) to the
matrix L ∈ BLσ with the prescribed values of u, v, x, y and z = xv/(xy − u).

If x > 0 we have L = Φ(u, v, x, y) ∈ BL(+1,+1,−1,−1); if x < 0 we have L =
Φ(u, v, x, y) ∈ BL(−1,−1,+1,+1). We will see that

BL(−2,−1,+1,+2) = Φ[(0,+∞)2 × {0} × R],

BLz0 = BL(−1,−1,+1,+1) tBL(−2,−1,+1,+2) tBL(−1,−1,+1,+1) .

It follows that BLz0 is contractible. Similar computations verify that BLσ has 12
connected components, 8 thin and 4 thick, all contractible. �

We conclude this section with an effective enumeration of the connected com-
ponents of BLη for n ≥ 5. Recall that it is known that there are 3 · 2n connected
components (see Section 2 and [15]).
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Proposition 11.3. For n ≥ 5, the 3 · 2n connected components of BLη are

PosEη , E ∈ En, BLz,thick, z ∈ ήQuatn+1 .

The first list are the 2n thin connected components; the second are the 2n+1 thick
connected components.

Proof. We must prove that each BLz,thick is connected and non empty. It follows
from Remark 8.5 that BLz,thick 6= ∅ for each z ∈ ήQuatn+1. If one of them
were to be disconnected, we would have more than 3 · 2n connected components,
contradicting the number of connected components.

12 The stratification BLSε

Consider as usual a fixed reduced word σ = ai1 · · · ai` . For L ∈ BLσ, we show
how to determine the ancestry of L.

Let z̃` = Q(L). Take q` ∈ Quat1
n+1 such that z` = z̃`q` ∈ Bruσ́. Define

recursively σ0 = 1, σ1 = ai1 , σk = σk−1aik = ai1 · · · aik so that σ = σ`. From
Theorem 1 from [5], we have well-defined sequences (θk)0<k≤` and (zk)0≤k≤` such
that z0 = 1 ∈ Spinn+1 and

zk = zk−1αik(θk) ∈ Bruσ́k , θk ∈ (0, π). (12.1)

Take %k ∈ B̃+
n+1 such that zk ∈ ὴBru%k : the sequence (%k) is the desired ancestry.

The corresponding preancestry is (ρk), ρk = ΠB̃+
n+1,Sn+1

(%k) so that zk ∈ ὴBruρk .

Given an ancestry ε, let BLSε ⊂ BLσ be the set of matrices L with ancestry ε.

We verify that the sequences (ρk) and (%k) are indeed a preancestry and
an ancestry in the sense defined in Sections 4 and 7. Indeed, we have ρ0 = η
and %0 = ή since z0 = 1 ∈ ὴBruή ⊂ ὴBruη. If zk−1 ∈ ὴBru%k−1

and ρk−1 <
ρk−1aik then zk−1αik(θ) ∈ ὴBru%k−1áik

for all θ ∈ (0, π): this implies %k = %k−1áik
and ρk = ρk−1aik . If zk−1 ∈ ὴBru%k−1

and ρk−1 > ρk−1aik then zk−1αik(θ) (for
θ ∈ (0, π)) belongs to one of the following three sets: ὴBru%k−1

, ὴBru%k−1áik
,

ὴBru%k−1âik
. This implies %k to be one among %k−1, %k−1áik , %k−1âik . Finally,

z̃k ∈ U1 implies zk ∈ Bruη and %` ∈ ήQuatn+1. We thus have

BLσ =
⊔
ε

BLSε, BLz =
⊔

P (ε)=z

BLSε, (12.2)

where ε varies over ancestries (for a fixed reduced word for σ). We are ready to
complete the proof of Theorem 4.
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Proof of Theorem 4. It follows from the definition of BLSε above and from Equa-
tion (12.2) that BLSε ⊆ BLP (ε). For any preancestry ε0 and any z ∈ σ́Quatn+1,
we have NLε0(z) = Nε0(z); see Remark 7.3. Theorem 4 now follows directly from
Lemmas 7.4 and 7.6.

We present the interpretation of ξ(k). Consider zk−1 ∈ ὴBru%k−1
. If ρk−1 <

ρk−1aik then zk−1αik(θ) ∈ ὴBru%k−1áik
for all θ ∈ (0, π): in this case we take

ξ(k) = 1. If ρk−1 > ρk−1aik then there exists a unique θ• ∈ (0, π) such that
zk−1αik(θ•) ∈ ὴBru%k−1áik

. If θk < θ• we have zk ∈ ὴBru%k−1
, %k = %k−1 and

ξ(k) = 0. If θk > θ• we have zk ∈ ὴBru%k−1âik
, %k = %k−1âik and ξ(k) = 2.

Finally, if θk = θ• we have zk ∈ ὴBru%k−1áik
, %k = %k−1áik and ξ(k) = 1. Thus,

ξ(k) tells us about the size of θk: ξ(k) = 0 means that θk is small, ξ(k) = 2 means
that θk is large and ξ(k) = 1 means that θk is just right.

Let us introduce some more notation. Let

U�1 =
⊔

σ∈Sn+1

ὴBruσ́, U1 ⊂ U�1 ⊂ U1 ⊂ Spinn+1 .

The set U�1 is a fundamental domain for the action of Quatn+1 on Spinn+1: given
z ∈ Spinn+1 there exists a unique q ∈ Quatn+1 such that zq ∈ U�1 (see [5]). For
each k, write zk = z̃kqk, z̃k ∈ U�1 , qk ∈ Quatn+1. We clearly have z̃k ∈ ὴBruρ́k .

Lemma 12.1. There exist unique θ̃k ∈ (−π, 0)∪(0, π) such that z̃k = z̃k−1αik(θ̃k).
Furthermore, for s = [aik , qk−1] ∈ {±1} we have either θ̃k = sθk or θ̃k = s(θk−π).
In the first case we have qk = qk−1; in the second case, qk = qk−1âik .

Proof. If z ∈ U�1 and θ ∈ (0, π) then either zαi(θ) ∈ U�1 or zαi(θ − π) ∈ U�1 (but
not both). Similarly, either zαi(−θ) ∈ U�1 or zαi(−θ + π) ∈ U�1 (but not both).

We have zk = zk−1αik(θk) and zk−1 = z̃k−1qk−1. We therefore have zk =
z̃k−1qk−1αik(θk) and therefore zk = z̃k−1αik(sθk)qk−1. By definition, qk is such
that zk = z̃kqk, z̃k ∈ U�1 . If z̃k−1αik(sθk) ∈ U�1 we take θ̃k = sθk, z̃k = z̃k−1αik(sθk)
and qk = qk−1. If s = +1 and z̃k−1αik(θk) /∈ U�1 we take θ̃k = θk − π, z̃k =
z̃k−1αik(θk − π) ∈ U�1 and qk = qk−1âik = âikqk−1. Finally, If s = −1 and
z̃k−1αik(−θk) /∈ U�1 we take θ̃k = −θk + π, z̃k = z̃k−1αik(−θk + π) ∈ U�1 and
qk = qk−1âik = −âikqk−1.

We are finally ready to give the interpretation of ε(k).

Lemma 12.2. We have sign(ε(k)) = sign(θ̃k). Also, ε(k) = −2 if and only if
ρk < ρk−1; ε(k) = +2 if and only if ρk > ρk−1.

Proof. Compare the formula for θ̃k in Lemma 12.1 with Equation (7.1).
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The above construction can be thought of as a way to extend the construction
in Section 11, based on the functions λi, to infinity in the cases where it is
impossible in Lo1

n+1. The group Lo1
n+1 is unsuitable: we work instead in the

compact group Spinn+1 (or SOn+1), using the functions αi instead of λi and
performing the required adaptations. The examples should clarify these remarks.

Example 12.3. As in Examples 1.1 and 10.1, set n = 2 and σ = η = a1a2a1.
Consider

L0 =

1 0 0
0 1 0
1 0 1

 , z̃3 = Q(L0) =

√2/2 0 −
√

2/2
0 1 0√
2/2 0

√
2/2

 .

(More correctly, the matrix shown is Π(z̃3) ∈ SO3. Here and in other occasions
it is easier to do computations in SOn+1 instead of Spinn+1.)

We have z̃3 = α1(−π
2
)α2(π

4
)α1(π

2
). We have ρ1 = ρ2 = a1a2 and therefore

(denoting ancestries by ε) L0 ∈ BL(−2,1,2). More generally, it is not hard to verify
that, for L ∈ Lo1

3, we have L ∈ BL(−2,1,2) if and only if y = 0 and z > 0. This
justifies the claims made in Example 11.1, particularly Figure 6. �

Example 12.4. As in Example 11.2, set n = 3 and σ = a2a1a3a2. Consider

L0 =


1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
1 0 1 0
0 1 0 1

 , z̃4 = Q(L0) =

√
2

2


1 0 −1 0
0 1 0 −1
1 0 1 0
0 1 0 1

 .

We have z̃4 = α2(−π
2
)α1(−π

4
)α3(π

4
)α2(π

2
), ρ1 = ρ2 = ρ3 = a1a2a3a2a1 and there-

fore (denoting ancestries by ε) L0 ∈ BL(−2,−1,1,2). The claims in Example 11.2
are now easy to verify. �

13 The strata BLSε

We now prove that the strata BLSε are reasonably well-behaved.

Lemma 13.1. Consider a permutation and reduced word σ = ai1 · · · ai` ∈ Sn+1

and an ancestry ε. The subset BLSε ⊆ BLσ is a smooth submanifold of codimen-
sion d = dim(ε).

Proof. Let (%k)0≤k≤` be the ancestry encoded by ε. Consider L ∈ BLSε and
z̃` = Q(L). Construct (zk)0≤k≤` and (θk)0<k≤` as above, so that z` = z̃`q`, zk =
zk−1αik(θk) ∈ ὴBru%k . Let K0 = {k ∈ Z, 1 ≤ k ≤ `, %k < %k−1} so that |K0| = d.
For 0 ≤ j ≤ `, let Vj = {x ∈ Rj | k ∈ K0 → xk = 0} ⊂ Rj, a linear subspace;
V` has codimension d. We construct a compact neighborhood U ⊂ R` of 0

35



and a smooth local diffeomorphism Φ : U → Bruσ́ such that Φ(0) = z` and
Φ(x) ∈ Q[BLSε]q` if and only if x ∈ V`.

The set U has the form U = U` where

Uk = [−ε1, ε1]× · · · × [−εk, εk].

We recursively define εk > 0 and maps Φk : Uk → Bruσ́k with Φk(0) = zk. In
every case we shall have Φk(xk−1, θ) = Φk−1(xk−1)αik(∗), where ∗ stands for a
smooth function of xk−1 ∈ Uk−1 and θ ∈ [−εk, εk]. The case k = 0 is trivial.

If k /∈ K0, take εk > 0 sufficiently small such that the following two conditions
hold. For all xk−1 ∈ Uk−1 and θ ∈ [−εk, εk], we have Φk−1(xk−1)αik(θk + θ) ∈
Bruσ́k . For all xk−1 ∈ Uk−1 ∩ Vk−1 and θ ∈ [−εk, εk], we have Φk−1(xk−1)αik(θk +
θ) ∈ ὴBru%k . The existence of such εk > 0 follows from Theorem 1 of [5]. We
then define Φk(xk−1, θ) = Φk−1(xk−1)αik(θk + θ).

If k ∈ K0, there exists a smooth function ϑ : Uk−1 ∩ Vk−1 → (0, π) such that,
for all xk−1 ∈ Uk−1∩Vk−1, we have ήΦk−1(xk−1)αik(θk+ϑ(xk−1)) ∈ Bru%k (here we
again use Theorem 1 of [5]). Notice that ϑ(0) = 0. Let Π : Uk−1 → Uk−1∩Vk−1 be
the orthogonal projection. Extend ϑ to Uk−1 by defining ϑ(xk−1) = ϑ(Π(xk−1));
notice that this is a smooth function. Define

Φk(xk−1, θ) = Φk−1(xk−1)αik(θk + ϑ(xk−1) + θ).

Notice that, for xk−1 ∈ Uk−1 ∩ Vk−1, we have Φk(xk−1, θ) ∈ ὴBru%k(áik )sign(θ) (with

sign(0) = 0). Choose sufficiently small εk > 0 and we are done.

Lemma 13.2. Consider a permutation σ, a reduced word σ = ai1 · · · ai` and an
ancestry ε with d = dim(ε). The smooth submanifold BLSε ⊂ BLσ is diffeomor-
phic to R`−d.

Proof. Let (%k) be the sequence of elements of B̃+
n+1 defining the ancestry ε; let

ξ be as usual. Let Ψk : (0, π)k → Bruσ́k be the diffeomorphism

Ψk(θ1, . . . , θk) = αi1(θ1) · · ·αik(θk).

For 0 ≤ k ≤ `, let Xk ⊆ (0, π)k be defined by:

(θ1, . . . , θk) ∈ Xk ⇐⇒ ∀j, (0 ≤ j ≤ k)→ (Ψj(θ1, . . . , θj) ∈ ὴBru%j).

As in the proof of Lemma 13.1, let K0 = {k ∈ Z, 1 ≤ k ≤ `, %k < %k−1}. We
prove by induction on k that each set Xk is diffeomorphic to Rk−|K0∩[1,k]|. By
definition, the restriction Ψ` : X` → BLSε is a bijection; it follows from Lemma
13.1 that it is a diffeomorphism.

The set X0 has a single element, the empty sequence. We have Xk ⊆ Xk−1 ×
(0, π). For (θ1, . . . , θk) ∈ Xk−1 × (0, π), we have (θ1, . . . , θk) ∈ Xk if and only if
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Ψk(θ1, . . . , θk) ∈ ὴBru%k . We again divide our discussion into cases. If ξ(k) = 1
and %k−1 < %k = %k−1áik then Xk = Xk−1 × (0, π) and we are done.

Otherwise, we have ρk−1aik < ρk−1. There exists a smooth function ϑ :
Xk−1 → (0, π) such that, for all θ̄ = (θ1, . . . , θk−1) ∈ Xk−1, we have

Ψk−1(θ̄)αik(ϑ(θ̄)) ∈ Bru%k−1áik
.

Indeed, in the notation of Remark 6.6 of [5], we have ϑ(θ̄) = π − Θik(Ψk−1(θ̄)).
If ξ(0) = 0 we have

Xk = {(θ̄, θk) ∈ Xk−1 × (0, π) | θk < ϑ(θ̄)},

which is diffeomorphic to Xk−1× (0, 1) and therefore to an open ball. If ξ(0) = 2
we have

Xk = {(θ̄, θk) ∈ Xk−1 × (0, π) | θk > ϑ(θ̄)},
and we are done. Finally, if ξ(0) = 1 we have

Xk = {(θ̄, θk) ∈ Xk−1 × (0, π) | θk = ϑ(θ̄)},

which is diffeomorphic to Xk−1. This completes the proof.

Recall that in Equation 9.2 we define a partial order on the set of ancestries
(for a fixed reduced word). The following lemma is the reason why we defined a
partial order among ancestries.

Lemma 13.3. Let ε, ε̃ be ancestries. If BLSε ∩BLSε̃ 6= ∅ then ε � ε̃.

Proof. Assume that BLSε ∩BLSε̃ 6= ∅. Thus, there exists a sequence (Lj) of
elements of BLSε̃ converging to an element L∞ of BLSε. This implies that P (ε̃) =
P (ε). If z̃j,` = Q(Lj) and z̃∞,` = Q(L∞), we have limj z̃j,` = z̃∞,`. This implies
that P (ε̃) = P (ε). Thus, for zj,`, z∞,` ∈ Bruσ́ defined as usual we have limj zj,` =
z∞,`. Since zk is a smooth function of z`, we have limj zj,k = z∞,k. We have
zj,k ∈ ὴBru%̃k and z∞,k ∈ ὴBru%k and therefore Bruε ∩Bruε̃ 6= ∅. By definition of
the lifted Bruhat order in B̃+

n+1 we have %k ≤ %̃k. Since this holds for all k, we
have ε � ε̃, as desired.

Notice that in Lemma 13.3 we neither claim equivalence, nor that either of the
above conditions imply BLSε ⊆ BLSε̃. The next example shows that Whitney’s
condition does not always hold.

Example 13.4. Consider σ = a2a3a2a1a2a4a3a2 and let ε, ε̃ be the two ancentries
shown in Figure 12, in order:

ε = (−2,−2,+1,−1,−1,+1,+2,+2), ε̃ = (−2,−1,+2,−1,−2,+1,+1,+2),

ξ = (1, 1, 0, 0, 2, 0, 1, 1), ξ̃ = (1, 0, 1, 0, 1, 0, 0, 1).
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We claim that

ε � ε̃, BLε ∩ BLε̃ 6= ∅, BLε 6⊆ BLε̃.

The fact that inclusion does not hold follows from the fact that BLε and BLε̃ are
disjoint smooth submanifolds of the same dimension. Consider

z8 = α2(θ1)α3(θ2)α2(θ3)α1(θ4)α2(θ5)α4(θ6)α3(θ7)α2(θ8) ∈ Bruσ́

and corresponding L. Take θ1 = π/2, θ3 = θ4 = θ6 = θ7 = θ8 = π/4. A
computation shows that for θ2 = π/2 and θ5 = π−arctan(

√
2), we have L ∈ BLε.

For θ2 ∈ (π/3, π/2) and θ5 = π − arctan(
√

2), we have L ∈ BLε̃. �

Corollary 13.5. If U is an upper set of ancestries then⋃
ε∈U

BLε ⊆ BLσ

is an open subset.

Proof. This follows from Lemma 13.3.

14 Proof of Theorem 2

In this section we construct the CW complex BLCσ, the continuous map iσ :
BLCσ → BLσ and prove Theorem 2. The construction is recursive and for the
induction step we need a topological result, Lemma 14.1 below.

The idea is that the CW complex BLCσ is a dual cell structure to the strati-
fication. Examples of this construction under nicer conditions should be familiar
from Poincaré duality (see, for instance, [8], Section 3.3, particularly the figure
in page 232). As we shall see, we have sufficient conditions to apply a similar
construction. We did not find a reference in the required generality, hence the
need to state and prove Lemma 14.1. Another example of such a construction,
but involving Hilbert manifolds, can be found in [7] (see Theorems 1 and 4).

Here Sk−1
r denotes the sphere of radius r, Bkr denotes the open ball, Dk

r denotes
the compact disk and Kk

r0,r1
denotes the corona:

Sk−1
r = {v ∈ Rk | |v| = r}, Bkr = {v ∈ Rk | |v| < r},

Dk
r = {v ∈ Rk | |v| ≤ r}, Kk

r0,r1
= {v ∈ Rk | r0 ≤ |v| ≤ r1};

also, Dk = Dk
1. For a CW complex X, let X [j] ⊆ X denote the skeleton of

dimension j, that is, the union of cells of dimension at most j.
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Lemma 14.1. Let M0 ⊂ M1 be smooth manifolds of dimension `. Assume that
N1 = M1 rM0 ⊂M1 is a smooth submanifold of codimension k, 0 < k ≤ `, and
that N1 is diffeomorphic to R`−k. Assume that X0 is a finite CW complex and
that i0 : X0 →M0 is a homotopy equivalence.

There exists a map β : Sk−1 → X
[k−1]
0 with the following properties. Let X1

be obtained from X0 by attaching a cell C1 of dimension k with glueing map β.
There exists a map i1 : X1 → M1 with i1|X0 = i0 such that i1 : X1 → M1 is a
homotopy equivalence.

Remark 14.2. Notice that since M0 ⊂M1 is a submanifold of codimension 0 it
follows that M0 is an open subset of M1. The subset N1 ⊂M1 is therefore closed.
If k < ` it follows that M1 is not compact.

The maps i0 and i1 can be taken to be inclusions in many examples but are not
required to be so. The first paragraph of the proof provides us with a construction
of the map β and therefore of the CW complex X1. The map i1 : X1 → M1 is
constructed slightly later. �

Proof of Lemma 14.1. Consider a small transversal section to N1, the map α1 :
Dk

1
2

→M1 with α1(0) = z1 ∈ N1. Consider the restriction β1 = α1|Sk−1
1
2

such that,

ignoring the radius, β1 : Sk−1 → M0. Take β : Sk−1 → X
[k−1]
0 such that β1 and

i0 ◦ β are homotopic in M0. This is the desired glueing map β : Sk−1 → X
[k−1]
0 ,

completing the construction of the CW complex X1. We must now construct
i1 : X1 →M1 and prove that i1 is a homotopy equivalence.

We first go again through the construction of the map β, but more carefully,
collecting more notation and information. By our assumptions, the map i0 :
X0 → M0 is a homotopy equivalence. Thus, there exist a continuous map p0 :
M0 → X0 and two homotopies H0 : [0, 1]×M0 →M0 and H̃0 : [0, 1]×X0 → X0

with

H0(0, z) = z, H0(1, z) = i0(p0(z)), H̃0(0, x) = x, H̃0(1, x) = p0(i0(x))

for all z ∈ M0 and x ∈ X0. Consider a tubular neighborhood of N1 disjoint
from the compact set i0[X0]. Since N1 is diffeomorphic to R`−k, the tubular
neighborhood may be assumed to be a smooth injective map Φ : Dk

1
2

×R`−k →M1

with Φ[{0} × R`−k] = N1. Let α1 : Dk
1
2

→ M1, α1(x) = Φ(x, 0), z1 = α1(0) and

consider the restriction β1, as above.

Define β2 = p0 ◦ β1 : Sk−1 → X0: notice that β1 and i0 ◦ β2 are homotopic in
M0, with homotopy H0(·, β1(·)). Also, there exists β : Sk−1 → X

[k−1]
0 such that

β2 and β are homotopic in X0; let HX : [0, 1]× Sk−1 → X0 be such a homotopy.
Thus, β1 and i0 ◦ β are homotopic in M0.
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We proceed to construct i1 : X1 →M1. Let α2 : Kk
1
2
,1
→M0 satisfy α2|Sk−1

1
2

=

β1, α2|Sk−1
3
4

= i0 ◦ β2 and α2|Sk−1
1

= i0 ◦ β. More precisely, for r ∈ [1
2
, 1] and

u ∈ Sk−1, set

α2(ru) =

{
H0(4r − 2, β1(u)), r ∈ [1

2
, 3

4
],

i0(HX(4r − 3, u)), r ∈ [3
4
, 1].

Define α : Dk → M1 by α|Dk1
2

= α1 and α|Kk1
2 ,1

= α2. Define i1 by i1|X0 = i0 and

by i1(x) = α(x) for x ∈ C1 = Dk.

We need to prove that i1 is a homotopy equivalence. We could at this point
construct p1 : M1 → X1 and homotopies H1 and H̃1. Since that construction
is rather cumbersome, we prefer to proceed in a slightly different way: we first
prove that for any j ≥ 0 the map πj(i1) : πj(X1)→ πj(M1) is a bijection.

We first prove the surjectivity of πj(i1). Let γM : Sj →M1: we want to prove
that there exists γX : Sj → X1 such that γM and i1 ◦ γX are homotopic. We
may assume that γM is smooth and transversal to N1: let NS = γ−1

M [N1] ⊂ Sj,
a smooth submanifold of codimension k. By transversality, there exist ε ∈ (0, 1

2
)

and a tubular neighborhood Ψ : Dk
ε ×NS → Sj with Ψ(0, s) = s (for all s ∈ NS).

We may furthermore assume that there exists a smooth function f0 : Dk
ε ×NS →

R`−k such that γM(Ψ(v, s)) = Φ(v, f0(v, s)) (here Φ is the tubular neighborhood
of N1 described above).

Multiplication of f0 by a bump function takes us from γM to a homotopic func-
tion γM,1 such that γM and γM,1 coincide in Sj rΨ[Bkε ×NS] and γM,1(Ψ(v, s)) =
α1(v) for all s ∈ NS and v ∈ Dk

ε/2. Another homotopy takes us to γM,2 such that

γM,1 and γM2 coincide in Sj r Ψ[Bkε/2 ×NS] and, if s ∈ NS and v ∈ Dk
ε/2 then

γM,2(Ψ(v, s)) =


α1(2v/ε), |v| ≤ ε/4;

α1(v/(2|v|)), ε/4 ≤ |v| ≤ 3ε/8;

α1((2− (3ε/2)− (4(1− ε)/ε)|v|)v), 3ε/8 ≤ |v| ≤ ε/2.

We now compose with H0 to obtain γM,3 as follows:

γM,3(s) =


(i0 ◦ p0 ◦ γM,2)(s), s /∈ Ψ[Bk3ε/8 ×NS],

H0(8(|v| − (ε/4))/ε, γM,2(s)), s = Ψ(v, s0), |v| ∈ [ε/4, 3ε/8],

γM,2(s), s ∈ Ψ[Bkε/4 ×NS].

Notice that for s ∈ NS and |v| ≤ 3ε/8 we have γM,3(Ψ(v, s)) = α(2v/ε). For
s ∈ Sj rΨ[Bk3ε/8×NS], we have γM,3(s) = (i0 ◦ p0 ◦ γM,2)(s). A small adjustment
using HX takes us to γM,4 = i1 ◦ γX,4, completing the proof of surjectivity.

The proof of injectivity of πj(i1) is similar, and will be presented in less detail.
Consider γX : Sj → X1 and assume that πj(i1)(γX) = 0 ∈ πj(M1). We may
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assume that γX is smooth in the interior of the new cell C1 and that the center
0C1 ∈ C1 is a regular value. By hypothesis, there exists ΓM : Dj+1 → M1 such
that ΓM |Sj = i1◦γX . Again, we may assume that ΓM is smooth in a neighborhood
of Γ−1

M [0C1 ] and that 0C1 is a regular value. Let ND = Γ−1
M [0C1 ] ⊂ Dj+1: this is a

smooth submanifold of codimension k with boundary ∂ND ⊂ Sj, also a smooth
submanifold of codimension k. As above, pulling back Φ gives us a tubular
neighborhood Ψ. Again as above, we construct ΓM,∗ of the form ΓM,∗ = i1 ◦ ΓX,∗
where ΓX,∗ : Dj+1 → X1 satisfies ΓX,∗|Sj = γX . We thus have [γX ] = 0 ∈ πj(X1),
completing the proof of injectivity.

At this point we know that i1 : X1 → M1 is such that πj(i1) is bijective for
all j. In other words, i1 is a weak homotopy equivalence. The set X1 is a CW
complex and M1 is a manifold and therefore homeomorphic to a CW complex.
By Whitehead’s Theorem, the map i1 is a homotopy equivalence, as desired.

Proof of Theorem 2. Ancestries of dimension 0 are maximal elements under the
partial order �. Let BLσ;0 ⊆ BLσ be the union of the open, disjoint, contractible
sets BLε for ε an ancestry of dimension 0. The set BLσ;0 is homotopically equiva-
lent to a finite set with one vertex per ancestry, which is of course a CW complex
of dimension 0. This is the basis of a recursive construction.

We can list the set of ancestries of positive dimension as (εi)1≤i≤Nε in such
a way that εi � εj implies i ≤ j. Define recursively the subsets BLσ;i =
BLσ;i−1 ∪BLSεi ⊆ BLσ. The family of sets BLσ;i defines a filtration:

BLσ;0 ⊂ BLσ;1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ BLσ;Nξ−1 ⊂ BLσ;Nξ = BLσ .

The partial order � and Lemma 13.3 guarantee that BLσ;i−1 ⊂ BLσ;i is an open
subset. Lemma 13.1 tells us that BLSεi = BLσ;irBLσ;i−1 ⊂ BLσ;i is a smooth
submanifold of codimension d = dim(εi) and Lemma 13.2 tells us that BLεi is
diffeomorphic to R`−d. Notice that BLSεi ⊂ BLσ;i is a closed subset (see Remark
14.2). We may therefore apply Lemma 14.1 to the pair M0 = BLσ;i−1 ⊂ BLσ;i =
M1, completing the recursive construction and the proof.

The proofs of Lemma 14.1 and of Theorem 2 give us instructions for the actual
construction of the CW complex BLCσ and of the map iσ. This construction of
the CW complex and of the glueing maps are not as direct as might perhaps be
desired. This is the subject of Section 16.

15 Euler characteristic

We begin with an easy formula for the Euler characteristic of BLz.
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Lemma 15.1. For σ ∈ Sn+1 and z ∈ σ́Quatn+1, we have

χ(BLz) =
∑
ε0

(−1)dim ε0Nε0(z).

The summation is taken over all preancestries ε0.

Proof. This follows directly from Theorem 2 and the definition of Nε0(z).

Lemma 15.2. Let z0 ∈ ήQuatn+1 be such that <(z0) > 0. We have that χ(BLz0)
is odd and χ(BL−z0) is even.

Proof. We have ` = inv(η) = n(n + 1)/2 and c = nc(η) = 1 + bn/2c. From
Lemma 6.5, <(z0) = 2−(n+1−c)/2 = 2−(dn/2e)/2.

From Lemma 4.4, the highest possible dimension dmax = bn2/4c is achieved
by a unique preancestry εmax (see Figure 9). This preancestry shall be ad-
dressed separately. We have ` − 2dmax = dn/2e. Thus, from the first equation
in Theorem 4 we have Nεmax(z0) − Nεmax(−z0) = 1. We have Hεmax = Hη and
|Hη| = 2n+2−c = 21+dn/2e. The second equation in Theorem 4 thus gives us
Nεmax(z0) +Nεmax(−z0) = 1. We thus have Nεmax(z0) = 1 and Nεmax(−z0) = 0.

Consider a preancestry ε0 with d = dim(ε0) = dmax − 1. The first equation
in Theorem 4 tells us that Nε0(z0) − Nε0(−z0) = 2. The second equation tells
us that Nε0(z0) + Nε0(−z0) = 4|Hσ|/|Hε0|, a power of 2. By definition of Hε0 ,
however, we have |Hε0| > |Hσ| and therefore Nε0(z0) + Nε0(−z0) ≤ 2. We thus
have Nε0(z0) = 2 and Nε0(−z0) = 0.

Consider finally a preancestry ε0 with d = dim(ε0) < dmax − 1. The first
equation in Theorem 4 tells us that Nε0(z0) − Nε0(−z0) is a power of 2 and a
multiple of 4. The second equation tells us that Nε0(z0) + Nε0(−z0) is also a
power of 2 and therefore also a multiple of 4. Thus, Nε0(z0) and Nε0(−z0) are
both even.

Summing up, Nε0(−z0) is even for every preancestry. Similarly, Nε0(z0) is
even for every preancestry except εmax. The result follows from Lemma 15.1.

Corollary 15.3. Consider n ≥ 5 and z0 ∈ ήQuatn+1 with <(z0) > 0. Then
BL−z0,thick is non empty, connected and its Euler characteristic χ(BL−z0,thick) is
even.

Proof. From Proposition 11.3, BL−z0,thick is non empty and connected. From
Lemma 15.2, χ(BL−z0) is even. From Lemma 8.3, Nthin(−z0) is even. We have
χ(BL−z0,thick) = χ(BL−z0)−Nthin(−z0): the result follows.
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Remark 15.4. Corollary 15.3 implies the third item in Theorem 1. For n = 5,
BLC−z0 is connected and has: 480 vertices, 1120 cells of dimension 1, 864 cells
of dimension 2, 228 cells of dimension 3, 6 cells of dimension 4 and no cells of
higher codimension. It follows that χ(BL−z0) = 480− 1120 + 864− 228 + 6 = 2:
in particular, BL−z0 is not contractible. It would be very interesting to compute
its homotopy type. �

16 The glueing maps

The following results gives us a little more information about the CW complex
BLCσ, particularly about the glueing maps.

Recall that Uε is the upper set of ancestries ε̃ with ε � ε̃. Let U∗ε = Uεr {ε},
also an upper set. In general, for an upper set U of ancestries, define

BLSU =
⋃
ε∈U

BLSε ⊆ BLσ, BLCU =
⋃
ε∈U

BLCε ⊆ BLCσ .

We know from Corollary 13.5 that BLSU ⊆ BLσ is an open subset.

Lemma 16.1. Let U be an upper set of ancestries. The subset BLCU ⊆ BLCσ

is closed and a CW complex. The restriction iσ|BLCU : BLCU → BLSU is a
homotopy equivalence.

Proof. We use induction on |U |, the cases |U | ≤ 1 being trivial. Let ε ∈ U be
a minimal element, so that U∗ = U r {ε} is also an upper set. By induction
hypothesis, the result holds for U∗. It follows from Lemma 14.1 and the proof
of Theorem 2 that the image of the glueing map for the cell BLCε is contained
in BLCU∗ , proving the first claim for U . The second claim follows from Lemma
14.1.

Corollary 16.2. The image of the glueing map for BLCε in contained in BLCU∗ε .

Proof. This follows directly from Lemma 16.1.

Consider an ancestry ε of positive dimension d = dim(ε) > 0. We define two
non empty subsets U±ε ⊂ U∗ε . Let k• be the largest index k for which ε(k) = −2.
We have %k• = %k•−1áik : define %−k• = %k•−1 and %+

k•
= %k•−1âik . For ε̃ ∈ U∗ε , let

(%̃k)0≤k≤` be defined as usual. We have

ε̃ ∈ U±ε ⇐⇒ ((%̃k• = %±k•) ∧ (∀k, (0 ≤ k < k•)→ (%̃k = %k))). (16.1)

The sets U±ε are clearly disjoint.
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Example 16.3. We already discussed Uε for dim(ε) = 1 in Example 9.2. In this
case, the sets U±ε have one element each.

If ε is an ancestry of dimension two, type I (see Remark 4.2 and Example 9.3)
then the sets U±ε also have one element each. In Figure 11, these are the edges
at the top and bottom of the figure.

If ε is an ancestry of dimension two, type II then the sets U±ε can be more
complicated. In particular, if the ancestries in Figure 12 are ε0 and ε1, we have
ε1 ∈ U−ε0 (see also Example 13.4). �

Define
BLS±ε =

⋃
ε̃∈U±ε

BLSε̃ . (16.2)

The following result describes these sets near BLSε.

Lemma 16.4. Let ε be an ancestry of dimension d = dim(ε) > 0. If W is a
sufficiently thin open tubular neighborhood of BLSε then (BLSε ∪BLS±ε )∩W ⊂ W
are smooth submanifolds with boundary. Both manifolds have codimension d− 1
and boundary equal to BLSε.

Let W ∗ = WrBLSε. There exists a diffeomorphism Φ : Sd−1×(0, r)×R`−d →
W ∗ such that

Φ−1[BLS+
ε ] = {N} × (0, r)× R`−d, Φ−1[BLS−ε ] = {S} × (0, r)× R`−d,

where N,S ∈ Sd−1 are the north and south poles.

Proof. Let (zk)0≤k≤` be sequences as in Equation (12.1). For W ⊃ BLSε as above
and L ∈ W , we identify L ∈ W with such a sequence with z` ∈ ὴBru%` . For
L ∈ W , we have L ∈ BLS±ε if and only if:

(zk• ∈ ὴBru%±k•
) ∧ (∀k, (0 ≤ k < k•)→ (zk ∈ ὴBru%k)).

The condition above includes d−1 transversal equations, corresponding to k < k•,
ε(k) = −2: the remaining are open conditions. This completes the proof of the
first paragraph (the first three sentences in the statement). The other claims are
then easy.

Let M be a smooth manifold and N ⊂ M be a transversally oriented sub-
manifold of codimension k which is also a closed set. Intersection with N defines
an element of Hk(M ;Z). In W ∗ (as defined in Lemma 16.4), intersection with
either BLS±ε defines a generator of Hd−1(W ∗;Z) ≈ Z.

An ancestry ε with d = dim(ε) > 0 is tame if the following conditions hold:

1. The manifold BLSU∗ε is homotopically equivalent to Sd−1.
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2. Intersection with BLS±ε defines generators of Hd−1(BLSU∗ε ;Z) ≈ Z.

Otherwise, ε is wild.

Recall that BLSU∗ε is homotopically equivalent to the CW complex BLCU∗ε .
Let us translate the definition above in terms of BLCU∗ε . The first condition says
of course that BLCU∗ε is homotopically equivalent to Sd−1. The second condition
says that we can build cocycles ω±BLC ∈ Zd−1(BLCU∗ε ;Z) by taking the elements
of U±ε of dimension d− 1 and interpreting them as cells of BLCU∗ε : the elements
ω±BLC are then generators of Hd−1 ≈ Z.

Example 16.5. It follows from Example 9.2 that dim(ε) = 1 implies that ε is
tame. Similarly, Example 9.3 that if ε is of dimension two type I then ε is tame.

�

The following lemma tells us how to obtain the glueing map in tame cases.

Lemma 16.6. If ε is tame then the glueing map β : Sd−1 → BLCU∗ε is a homotopy
equivalence.

Proof. Let W ∗ be as in Lemma 16.4. Let ω±W ∗ ∈ Hd−1(W ∗;Z) be defined by
intersection with BLS±ε ; by definition of tameness, either one is a generator. Let
β1 : Sd−1 → W ∗ be as in the first lines of the proof of Lemma 14.1 (with M0 =
BLSU∗ε , M1 = BLSUε and k = d). We have a pairing Hd−1(W ∗;Z)×πd−1(W ∗)→
Z. By Lemma 16.4, |ω±W ∗β1| = 1.

Let i : W ∗ → BLSU∗ε be the inclusion. Let ω±BLS ∈ Hd−1(BLSU∗ε ;Z) be defined
by intersection with BLS±ε , as in the definition of tameness. Let

i∗ = Hd−1(i) : Hd−1(BLSU∗ε ;Z)→ Hd−1(W ∗;Z);

we have i∗(ω±BLS) = ω±W ∗ . We thus have ω±BLS(i◦β1) = ω±W ∗β1 and i◦β1 is therefore
a generator of πd−1(BLSU∗ε ). From the proof of Lemma 14.1, so is the glueing
map β. The result follows.

Example 16.7. It follows from Lemma 16.6 together with Examples 9.2 and
16.5 that cells BLCε of dimension 1 in BLCσ are edges joining the two vertices
corresponding to the elements of dimension 0 in Uε. This is illustrated in Figure
10 (among many others).

Similarly, Examples 9.3 and 16.5 imply that if ε has dimension two type I
then BLCε fills in a square hole, as in Figure 11. �

In the next sections we shall see several other examples of tame ancestries. So
far we have not seen any example of a wild ancestry, which raises the following
doubt:

Question 16.8. Are there any wild ancestries?

We do not know the answer: it seems entirely plausible that in higher dimen-
sion wild ancestries exist.
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17 Examples and proof of Theorems 1 and 3

In this section we apply the previous results, particularly Theorem 4, Lemmas
16.6 and 15.1 to compute the homotopy type of BLσ and of its subsets BLz for
several examples. Let N(z) = Nε0(z) (where ε0 is the empty preancestry) be the
number of vertices in the CW complex BLCz.

Example 17.1. Consider n = 3 and σ = 4231 = a1a2a3a2a1. A simple compu-
tation gives σ́ = (â2 + â1â3)/

√
2 and

σ́Quat4 =

{
±1± â1â2â3√

2
,
±â1 ± â2â3√

2
,
±â2 ± â1â3√

2
,
±â3 ± â1â2√

2

}
.

The action of E3 on σ́Quat4 has 5 orbits. The orbit Oσ́ = {(±â2 ± â1â3)/
√

2}
has size 4, and for each z we have N(z) = Nthin(z) = 2 so that BLz has two thin
(and therefore contractible) connected components. The orbits Oâ1σ́ = {(±â3 ±
â1â2)/

√
2} and Oâ3σ́ = {(±â1 ± â2â3)/

√
2} both have size 4. For each z in one

of these two orbits, we have N(z) = 2 and Nthin(z) = 0. Figure 16 shows the
stratification of BLz for one representative of each orbit: it follows that such sets
BLz are contractible. The orbit Oâ2σ́ = {(−1± â1â2â3)/

√
2} has size 2. For z in

this orbit, we have N(z) = 0, so that the corresponding sets BLz are empty.

Figure 16: The stratifications of BLâ1σ́, BLâ3σ́, and BL−â2σ́ for σ = a1a2a3a2a1.

Finally, the orbit O−â2σ́ = {(1 ± â1â2â3)/
√

2} also has size 2: consider z =
−â2σ́ = á1á2á3à2à1 = (1 + â1â2â3)/

√
2. Figure 16 also shows the stratification of

BLz. A straightforward computation verifies that the set BLz consists of matrices
of the form:

L =


1
l21 1
l31 l32 1
l41 l42 l43 1

 ,

l41 > max{0, l21l42, l31l43},

l32 =
l31l42

l41

.
(17.1)

The above description makes it clear that BLz is contractible, but we want to
explore its decomposition into strata. The set BLz contains 4 open strata, 4
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strata of codimension 1 and one stratum of codimension 2, with ancestry ε =
(−2,−2,+1,+2,+2). A computation shows that ε is tame. The set BLε is the
set of matrices of the above form with l32 = l42 = l43 = 0. The open strata
are characterized by the signs of l42 and l43. In our CW complex, the ancestry
ε = (−2,−2,+1,+2,+2) corresponds to a square, glued along the four edges
(corresponding to ancestries of codimension 1) in the obvious way. Thus, BLz
is also contractible. Summing up, BLσ has 18 connected components. Each
connected component of BLCσ collapses to a point. Each connected component
of BLσ is therefore contractible. �

Example 17.2. We take n = 3 and σ = η = a1a2a1a3a2a1, the top permutation
(with ` = 6); see Figure 17. We shall verify that the set BLη has 20 connected
components, all contractible. The total number of connected components of BLη
was first calculated by Vl. Kostov, B. Shapiro and M. Shapiro using ad hoc
methods back in 1987 (unpublished); see also [4, 14].

Figure 17: The CW complexes BLC−â1ή and BLC−â2ή.

We have

ή =
−1 + â2 + â1â3 − â1â2â3

2
, ὴ =

−1− â2 + â1â3 + â1â2â3

2
,

ήQuat4 =

{
±1± â2 ± â1â3 ± â1â2â3

2
,
±â1 ± â1â2 ± â3 ± â2â3

2

}
where we must take an even number of ‘−’ signs (so that the above set has 16
elements). There are three E3-orbits, determined by real part (two of size 4, one
of size 8). If <(z) = −1

2
, the set BLz has two thin connected components (and

no thick ones).

In order to study the orbit <(z) = 0, take

z1 = à1á2á1á3á2á1 = (−â1)ή = ή(−â3) =
â1 − â1â2 + â3 − â2â3

2
.

A case-by-case verification shows that BLz1 has 4 ancestries of dimension 0, 3
ancestries of dimension 1 and no ancestries of dimension higher that 1. These
numbers can also be obtained from Theorem 4. In any case, BLCz1 is the first
graph in Figure 17: BLCz1 therefore collapses to a point and BLz1 is contractible.

47



Figure 17 also shows BLCz0 where

z0 = à1à2á1á3á2á1 = −â2ή = −ήâ2 =
1 + â2 + â1â3 + â1â2â3

2
.

In BLCz0 there are 6 ancestries of dimension 0, 6 ancestries of dimension 1 and
exactly one ancestry of dimension 2: ε = (−2,−2,+1,+1,+2,+2). A computa-
tion shows that ε is tame. Thus, in the CW complex shown in Figure 17, the cell
of dimension 2 glues in the obvious way, so that BLCz0 collapses to a point and
is contractible. This completes this example. �

Example 17.3. Set n = 5 and σ = 563412 = a2a1a3a2a4a3a5a4a2a1a3a2. We
have ` = 12, b = |Block(σ)| = 0, c = nc(σ) = 4 and

σ́ = −σ̀ =
−â1 − â2â3â4 − â5 + â1â2â3â4â5

2
.

Consider z0 = â1σ́: we have <(z0) = 1
2

and N(−z0) = 48. A computation shows
that BLC−z0 has 56 cells of dimension 1, 8 cells of dimension 2 and no cells
of higher dimension. This implies that the Euler characteristic is χ(BL−z0) =
0. It turns out that BL−z0 has two connected components. We construct the
CW complex corresponding to one of the components in Figure 5; the other
connected component is similar, changing all signs for strata of codimension 0.
The ancestries of dimension 2 can be verified to be tame. Thus, the 2-cells in
the CW complex fill in the hexagons and octagons in the figure, including the
hexagon which joins to top and bottom of the figure, as in Figure 4. Thus, each
connected component of BL−z0 is homotopically equivalent to the circle S1. This
completes the proof of the second item in Theorem 1. �

Example 17.4. Set σ = η = a1a2a1a3a2a1a4a3a2a1. We have ` = 10, b =
|Block(η)| = 0, c = nc(η) = 3 and

ή = −ὴ =
−â1 − â1â2â3 − â4 − â2â3â4

2
,

It follows from Theorem 4 that N(z) = 32 + 16<(z). In this example, it turns
out that ήQuat5 contains 4 elements with <(z) = 1

2
, 4 elements with <(z) = −1

2

and 24 elements with <(z) = 0. The set ήQuat5 has 5 orbits under E4 of sizes
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8, 4, 4, 8, 8, shown below.

Oή =

{
±â1 ± â1â2â3 ± â4 ± â2â3â4

2

}
, N(z) = 32, Nthin(z) = 2,

Oâ1ή =

{
1± â2â3 ± â1â4 ± â1â2â3â4

2

}
, N(z) = 40, Nthin(z) = 0,

O−â1ή =

{
−1± â2â3 ± â1â4 ± â1â2â3â4

2

}
, N(z) = 24, Nthin(z) = 0,

Oâ2ή =

{
±â1â2 ± â1â3 ± â2â4 ± â1â4

2

}
, N(z) = 32, Nthin(z) = 0,

Oâ1â2ή =

{
±â2 ± â3 ± â1â2â4 ± â1â3â4

2

}
, N(z) = 32, Nthin(z) = 0,

In the expressions in the Clifford algebra notation, we must always have an even
number of ‘−’ signs.

In order to count connected components and obtain further information about
the topology of the sets BLz, z ∈ ήQuatn+1, we can pick one representative from
each orbit and draw the CW complex BLCz. As a sample, we do this in Figure 18
for z = −â1ή = −ήâ4. In this case, there are exactly two ancestries of dimension
2, both tame:

(+1,−2,−2,+1,+1,+2,+1,+1,+2,+1),

(−1,−2,−2,+1,−1,+2,−1,+1,+2,−1);

there are no ancestries of higher dimension. It follows that BL−â1ή is homotopi-
cally equivalent to the disjoint union of two points. In other words, each of the
two connected components of BLC−â1ή = BLC−â1ή,thick collapses to a point.

The other cases are more laborious but the CW complexes can be drawn. In
all other cases, BLz,thick is non empty, connected and contractible. This confirms
that BLη has 52 connected components and that they are all contractible. �

Example 17.5. Consider now σ = 54231 = a1a2a1a3a2a1a4a3a2a1; Figure 19
shows this reduced word as a diagram. In the cycle notation, σ = (15)(243);
we therefore have n = 4, ` = 9, c = 2 and b = 0. Theorem 4 tells us that, for
z ∈ σ́Quat5, we have N(z) = 16 + 8

√
2<(z). We have

σ́ =
−â1 + â1â2 + â1â3 − â1â2â3 − â4 + â2â4 + â3â4 − â2â3â4

2
√

2

and <(±â1σ́) = ±
√

2/4.
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Figure 18: The CW complex BLC−â1ή; see Example 17.4.

It turns out that <(z) = 0 implies canti = 1: the set σ́Quat5 thus has 3 orbits
under E , of sizes 16, 8 and 8:

Oσ́, <(z) = 0, N(z) = 16, Nthin(z) = 1,

Oâ1σ́, <(z) =

√
2

4
, N(z) = 20, Nthin(z) = 0,

O−â1σ́, <(z) = −
√

2

4
, N(z) = 12, Nthin(z) = 0.

The thick part of BLσ́ is connected, so that BLσ́ has two connected components.
The set BLâ1σ́ is also connected, but BL−â1σ́ has two connected components.
In Figure 20 we show the two connected components of BLz for z = −σ́â1.
There are no ancestries of codimension 2 or higher and therefore these connected
components are contractible. Notice that an involution takes one component of
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Figure 19: The permutation σ ∈ S5; see Example 17.5.

BLz to the other. The total number of connected components of BLσ is therefore
equal to 56. �

Figure 20: The CW complex BLC−σ́â1 ; see Example 17.5.

Proof of Theorem 3. This follows from a long computation: samples are given
in Examples 17.1, 17.2, 17.4 and 17.5. More examples are presented in greater
detail in [1]. In particular, for n = 4 and σ = η, we have a larger example than
anything presented in this paper, including cells of dimension up to 4. In [1] we
present an explicit sequence of collapses taking to a CW complex homeomorphic
to a 2-disk. Such computations rely of course on such results as Lemma 16.6.

Proof of Theorem 1. The first item follows from Theorems 2 and 3. The second
item follows from Example 17.3. The third item follows from Corollary 15.3 and
Remark 15.4.

References

[1] E. Alves, N. Saldanha, Remarks on the homotopy type of intersections of
two real Bruhat cells, arXiv:2109.13888.

51

http://arxiv.org/abs/2109.13888


[2] M. Atiyah, R. Bott, A. Shapiro. Clifford modules. Topology, 3, supplement
1:3–38, 1964.

[3] A. Berenstein, S. Fomin, A. Zelevinsky. Parametrizations of canonical bases
and totally positive matrices. Adv. Math., 122:49–149, 1996.

[4] M. Gekhtman, M. Shapiro, A. Vainshtein, The number of connected com-
ponents in the double Bruhat cells for nonsimply-laced groups, Proc. Amer.
Math. Soc., Vol. 131, No. 3 (Mar., 2003), pp. 731-739.

[5] V. Goulart, N. Saldanha, Locally convex curves and the Bruhat stratification
of the spin group, Israel J. Math. volume 242, pages 565–604 (2021).

[6] V. Goulart, N. Saldanha, Stratification by itineraries of spaces of locally
convex curves, arXiv:1907.01659.

[7] V. Goulart, N. Saldanha, A CW complex homotopy equivalent to spaces of
locally convex curves, arXiv:2112.14539.

[8] A. Hatcher, Algebraic Topology, Cambridge University Press, 2002.

[9] T. Lam, D. Speyer, Cohomology of cluster varieties. I. Locally acyclic case,
arXiv:1604.06843.

[10] H. Lawson, M. Michelsohn. Spin Geometry. Princeton University Press,
1989.

[11] K. Rietsch, The intersection of opposed big cells in real flag varieties, Proc.
Royal Soc. Lond. A 453 (1997), 785–791.

[12] K. Rietsch, Intersections of Bruhat cells in real flag varieties, Int. Math. Res.
Not. IMRN, no. 13, (1997) 623–640.

[13] A. Seven, Orbits of groups generated by transvections over F2, J. Algebraic
Combin. volume 21, pages 449–474 (2005).

[14] B. Shapiro, M. Shapiro, A. Vainshtein, Connected components in the inter-
section of two open opposite Schubert cells in SLn(R)/B, Int. Math. Res.
Not. IMRN, no. 10, (1997) 469–493.

[15] B. Shapiro, M. Shapiro, A. Vainshtein, Skew-symmetric vanishing lattices
and intersection of Schubert cells, Int. Math. Res. Not. IMRN no. 11, (1998)
563–588.

[16] B. Shapiro, M. Shapiro, A. Vainshtein, On combinatorics and topology of
pairwise Intersections of Schubert cells in SLn/B (1997), Arnold-Gelfand
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