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THE INTEGRAL COHOMOLOGY RINGS OF

PETERSON VARIETIES IN TYPE A

HIRAKU ABE AND HAOZHI ZENG

Abstract. In this paper, we study the ring structure of the integral cohomology of
the Peterson variety of type An−1. We give two kinds of descriptions: (1) we show
that it is isomorphic to the Sn-invariant subring of the integral cohomology ring
of the permutohedral variety, (2) we determine the ring structure in terms of ring
generators and their relations.

1. Introduction

Let n(≥ 2) be a positive integer and F ln = F l(Cn) the flag variety of Cn which is
the collection of nested sequence of linear subspaces of Cn:

F ln = {V• = (V1 ⊂ V2 ⊂ · · · ⊂ Vn = Cn) | dimC Vi = i (1 ≤ i ≤ n)}.

Let N be an n×n regular nilpotent matrix viewed as a linear map N : Cn → Cn. The
Peterson variety (of type An−1) is a subvariety of F ln defined by

Petn := {V• ∈ F ln | NVj ⊆ Vj+1 for all 1 ≤ j < n},

where NVj denotes the image of Vj under the map N : Cn → Cn. It was introduced
by Dale Peterson to study the quantum cohomology ring of F ln, and it has appeared
in several contexts (e.g., [3, 7, 17, 22, 25]).

The cohomology ring H∗(Petn;C) has been studied in Harada-Tymoczo ([18]),
Fukukawa-Harada-Masuda ([11]), and Harada-Horiguchi-Masuda ([17]). Moreover, a
natural basis ofH∗(Petn;C) which has certain positivity and integrality was discovered
([5, 14, 15, 18]), and it is now actively studied in connection with mixed Eulerian num-
bers in combinatorics ([5, 14, 15, 16, 19]). In this paper, we study the ring structure
of the cohomology of Petn with Z coefficients.

To state the first theorem of this paper, we need to introduce a toric variety which is
called the permutohedral variety. Let S be an n×n regular semisimple matrix viewed
as a linear map S : Cn → Cn as above. The permutohedral variety is defined by

Permn := {V• ∈ F ln | SVj ⊆ Vj+1 for all 1 ≤ j < n}.

It is known that Permn is the non-singular projective toric variety associated with the
fan consisting of the set of Weyl chambers of type An−1 ([9, Theorems 6 and 11]). The
symmetric groupSn of n-letters permutes the set of Weyl chambers, and hence there is
a naturalSn-action on the cohomology ringH∗(Permn;Z) which preserves the grading
and the cup product. This implies that the invariant subgroup H∗(Permn;Z)

Sn is in
fact a graded ring with respect to the cup product.

The first theorem of this paper is the following.

Theorem 1.1. As graded rings, we have H∗(Petn;Z) ∼= H∗(Permn;Z)
Sn.

We note that the corresponding claim for cohomology rings with C coefficients is
known as mentioned in [4, Sect. 1] based on the explicit presentations for the rings
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H∗(Petn;C) and H
∗(Permn;C)

Sn due to Fukukawa-Harada-Masuda ([11]) and Kly-
achko ([21]), respectively (see also [3, 17]).

As the second theorem, we give an explicit presentation of the ring structure of
H∗(Petn;Z) in terms of ring generators and their relations. For simplicity, we assume
that the regular nilpotent matrix N appearing in the definition of Petn is in Jordan
canonical form. Let Li be the i-th tautological line bundle over F ln (1 ≤ i ≤ n). By
abusing notation, we denote the restriction of Li over Petn by the same symbol. Let
Z[y1, y2, . . . , yn] be the polynomial ring over Z with indeterminates y1, y2, . . . , yn. We
regard this polynomial ring as a graded ring with deg yi = 2 for 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Let

φ : Z[y1, y2, . . . , yn]→ H∗(Petn;Z)

be the ring homomorphism which sends yi to the first Chern class c1(L
∗
i ), where L

∗
i

is the dual line bundle of Li (1 ≤ i ≤ n). We introduce the following homogeneous
ideals of Z[y1, y2, . . . , yn]:

I := (ek(y1, y2, . . . , yn) | 1 ≤ k ≤ n),

I ′ := ((yi − yi+1)ek(y1, . . . , yi) | 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1, 1 ≤ k ≤ min{i, n− i}),

where ek denotes the k-th elementary symmetric polynomial. We now state the second
theorem of this paper.

Theorem 1.2. The map φ induces an isomorphism

H∗(Petn;Z) ∼= Z[y1, y2, . . . , yn]/(I + I ′)

as graded rings.

Explicit presentations of the cohomology ring H∗(Petn;C) were given in [11, 17, 18]
as mentioned above, and the definition of the ideal I ′ is motivated algebraically by
[11, 17] and geometrically by [5]. See Section 4 for details.
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Scientists: 18K13413. The second author is supported in part by NSFC: 11901218.

2. Background and preliminaries

2.1. Hessenberg varieties. Let n(≥ 2) be a positive integer. We use the notation
[n] := {1, 2, . . . , n} throughout this paper. A function h : [n] → [n] is a Hessenberg

function if it satisfies the following two conditions:

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

We identify a Hessenberg function h with a configuration of shaded boxes on a square
grid of size n×n which consists of boxes in the i-th row and the j-th column satisfying
i ≤ h(j) for i, j ∈ [n].
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Example 2.1. If n = 5 and h : [5]→ [5] is given by

(h(1), h(2), h(3), h(4), h(5)) = (3, 3, 4, 5, 5),

then h is a Hessenberg function corresponding to the configuration of the shaded boxes
drawn in Figure 1.

Figure 1. The configuration of shaded boxes for Example 2.1

Let F ln = F l(Cn) be the flag variety of Cn. For an n × n matrix X (viewed as
a linear map X : Cn → Cn) and a Hessenberg function h : [n] → [n], the Hessenberg

variety associated with X and h is defined by

Hess(X, h) := {V• ∈ F ln | XVj ⊆ Vh(j) for all 1 ≤ j ≤ n}.

The Peterson variety and the permutohedral variety are both special cases of Hessen-
berg varieties as we will see in the next subsection.

We denote by GLn(C) the complex general linear group of degree n. There is a
natural action of GLn(C) on F ln, and we have Hess(gXg−1, h) = g ·Hess(X, h) in F ln.
This implies that

Hess(gXg−1, h) ∼= Hess(X, h)(2.1)

for g ∈ GLn(C) so that taking conjugation of the matrix X does not change the
isomorphism class of Hess(X, h).

2.2. Peterson varieties. Let N be an n×n regular nilpotent matrix (i.e., a nilpotent
matrix consisting of a single Jordan block), and let h2 : [n] → [n] be the Hessenberg
function given by

h2(j) = j + 1 for 1 ≤ j < n.(2.2)

The Peterson variety Petn is defined as a special case of Hessenberg varieties:

Petn := Hess(N, h2) = {V• ∈ F ln | NVj ⊆ Vj+1 for all 1 ≤ j < n}.(2.3)

For simplicity, we assume that N is in Jordan canonical form in the rest of this paper.
It is well-known (cf. [24] or [6, Lemma 7.1]) that

dimC Petn = n− 1.(2.4)

For a topological space X , we denote byH∗(X ;Z) andH∗(X ;Z) the singular homology
group of X and the singular cohomology ring of X , respectively. We set Hodd(X ;Z) :=
⊕k≥0H2k+1(X ;Z).

Proposition 2.2. ([24] and [29, Theorem 7.1])

(i) H∗(Petn;Z) is a torsion free Z-module of rank 2n−1.

(ii) Hodd(Petn;Z) = 0.
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2.3. Permutohedral varieties. Let S be an n × n regular semisimple matrix (i.e.,
an n× n matrix with n distinct eigenvalues), and let h2 : [n]→ [n] be the Hessenberg
function defined in (2.2). The permutohedral variety Permn is also a special case of
Hessenberg varieties:

Permn := Hess(S, h2) = {V• ∈ F ln | SVj ⊆ Vj+1 for all 1 ≤ j < n}.(2.5)

It is known that Permn is the non-singular projective toric variety associated with
the fan consisting of the set of Weyl chambers of type An−1 ([9, Theorems 6 and 11]).
This implies that the isomorphism class of Hess(S, h2) does not depend on a choice of
a regular semisimple matrix S. It also follows from [9, Theorem 11] that

dimC Permn = n− 1.

Proposition 2.3. ([9, Section III])

(i) H∗(Permn;Z) is a torsion free Z-module of rank n!.
(ii) Hodd(Permn;Z) = 0.

The Weyl group Sn permutes the set of Weyl chambers of type An−1, and hence
it induces an Sn-action on the cohomology ring H∗(Permn;Z) of the toric variety
Permn. It is known (e.g., [8, Sect. 1]) that this Sn-module can also be constructed
as a special case of the dot action due to Tymoczko ([30]) which we briefly review in
what follows.

Recalling that we have (2.1), we may assume that the matrix S in the diagonal
form. Let h : [n] → [n] be an arbitrary Hessenberg function. We denote by T the
maximal torus of GLn(C) consisting of diagonal matrices. There is a natural action
of GLn(C) on F ln, and hence T acts on F ln through the action of GLn(C). This
T -action preserves Hess(S, h) ⊆ F ln since the matrix S and elements of T commute.
In this way, we obtain a T -action on Hess(S, h). In [30], Tymoczko constructed a
representation of Sn on the T -equivariant cohomology H∗

T (Hess(S, h);C) by using its
GKM presentation, and she showed that it induces a representation of Sn on the
ordinary cohomology ring H∗(Hess(S, h);C) which preserves the degree and the cup
product. As mentioned in [2, Remark 2.4], the same construction works for the integral
cohomology ring H∗(Hess(S, h);Z) as well. Since we have Permn = Hess(S, h2) by
definition, we regard H∗(Permn;Z) as an Sn-module by this way throughout the
paper. For this Sn-module, the following claim is deduced from [4, 21, 26].

Proposition 2.4.

(i) The image of the restriction map H∗(F ln;Z) → H∗(Permn;Z) lies in the

invariant submodule H∗(Permn;Z)
Sn.

(ii) rankH∗(Permn;Z)
Sn ≤ 2n−1.

Proof. The claim (i) for Q coefficients follows from [21] or [4, Sect. 8]. Since the
argument of [4, Sect. 8] works verbatim for Z coefficients as well, we explain only the
outline of the proof. Let hn : [n]→ [n] be the Hessenberg function given by hn(j) = n
for 1 ≤ j ≤ n. Since F ln = Hess(S, hn), the cohomology ring H∗(F ln;Z) also admits
Tymoczko’s Sn-action. By the construction of this Sn-action, it follows that the
restriction map H∗(F ln;Z) → H∗(Permn;Z) is a homomorphism of Sn-modules ([4,
Lemma 8.1]). Also, it is known from [30, Proposition 4.4] that the Sn-action on
H∗(F ln;Z) is trivial. This proves the claim (i).
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For the claim (ii), it is clear that we have the inclusion map

H∗(Permn;Z)
Sn →֒ H∗(Permn;Z).

Since both of these are free Z-modules by Proposition 2.3, this map induces an injective
linear map over C:

H∗(Permn;Z)
Sn ⊗Z C →֒ H∗(Permn;Z)⊗Z C.(2.6)

Here, the target vector space H∗(Permn;Z) ⊗Z C has a natural structure of an Sn-
representation induced by that ofH∗(Permn;Z), and it is isomorphic toH∗(Permn;C)
as Sn-representations by construction (cf. [2, Remark 2.4]). The image of the map
(2.6) lies on the Sn-invariant subspace of H∗(Permn;Z) ⊗Z C ∼= H∗(Permn;C) so
that we obtain an injective linear map

H∗(Permn;Z)
Sn ⊗Z C →֒ H∗(Permn;C)

Sn.

Thus, it follows that

rankH∗(Permn;Z)
Sn ≤ dimCH

∗(Permn;C)
Sn = 2n−1,

where the last equality follows from [26, Theorem 3.1]. �

Remark 2.5. For the second claim of Proposition 2.4, we show that the equality
rankH∗(Permn;Z)

Sn = 2n−1 holds in the next section. See Remark 3.10 for details.

2.4. A connection between Peterson varieties and permutohedral varieties.

Let λ1, λ2, . . . , λn ∈ C be distinct complex numbers. For t ∈ C, we consider an n× n
matrix St given by

St =









tλ1 1
tλ2 1

. . .
. . .
tλn−1 1

tλn









(t ∈ C).

For a (fixed) Hessenberg function h : [n] → [n], this leads us to consider a family of
Hessenberg varieties over the 1-dimensional base space C such that the fiber over t ∈ C
is Hess(St, h) (see [1, Section 4] for details). For our purpose, we take h = h2, where
h2 is the Hessenberg function given in (2.2). When t 6= 0, the matrix St is a regular
semisimple matrix, and hence we have Hess(St, h2) ∼= Permn by (2.1). When t = 0,
it is clear that Hess(S0, h2) = Petn. Thus, we obtain a degeneration from Permn to
Petn. This family was studied in [1] to prove the following.

Proposition 2.6. ([1, Corollary 4.3]) We have

[Petn] = [Permn] in H∗(F ln;Z),

where [Petn] and [Permn] are the cycles representing the subvarieties Petn and Permn

in F ln, respectively.
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2.5. Combinatorics on Dynkin diagrams of type A. Recall from our notation
that [n − 1] = {1, 2, . . . , n − 1}. We regard it as the set of vertices of the Dynkin
diagram of type An−1. Namely, two vertices i, j ∈ [n− 1] are connected by an edge if
and only if |i− j| = 1. See Figure 2.

· · ·
1 32 n− 1

Figure 2. The Dynkin diagram of type An−1.

We also regard each subset J ⊆ [n − 1] as a full-subgraph of the Dynkin diagram.
We may decompose it into the connected components:

J = J1 ⊔ J2 ⊔ · · · ⊔ Jm,

where Jk (1 ≤ k ≤ m) is the set of vertices of a maximal connected subgraph of J . To
determine each Jk uniquely, we require that elements of Jk are less than elements of
Jk′ when k < k′.

Example 2.7. Let n = 10 and J = {1, 2, 4, 5, 6, 9}. Then we have

J1 = {1, 2}, J2 = {4, 5, 6}, J3 = {9}

so that J = J1 ⊔ J2 ⊔ J3 = {1, 2} ⊔ {4, 5, 6} ⊔ {9}.

For J ⊆ [n− 1], let us consider the associated Young subgroup

SJ := SJ1 ×SJ2 × · · · ×SJm ⊆ Sn,

where SJk (1 ≤ k ≤ m) is the subgroup of Sn generated by the simple reflections si
for all i ∈ Jk. Let wJ be the longest element of SJ , i.e.,

wJ := w
(J1)
0 w

(J2)
0 · · ·w

(Jm)
0 ∈ SJ ,(2.7)

where w
(Jk)
0 is the longest element of SJk (1 ≤ k ≤ m).

Example 2.8. If n = 10 and J = {1, 2}⊔ {4, 5, 6}⊔ {9} = J1 ⊔ J2 ⊔ J3 as above, then
the permutation wJ in the form of its permutation matrix is given by

wJ = w
(J1)
0 w

(J2)
0 w

(J3)
0 =


















1
1

1
1

1
1

1
1

1
1


















.
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For J ⊆ [n− 1], there is a natural Hessenberg function which is determined by J as
follows. Let hJ : [n]→ [n] be a function given by

hJ(j) =

{

j + 1 if j ∈ J,

j if j /∈ J.
(2.8)

We note that

hJ(j) ≤ h2(j) for 1 ≤ j ≤ n,(2.9)

where h2 is the Hessenberg function defined in (2.2).

Example 2.9. If n = 10 and J = {1, 2, 4, 5, 6, 9} as above, then the configuration of
boxes of hJ is given in Figure 3 (cf. Example 2.8).

Figure 3. The Hessenberg function hJ

3. The relation between H∗(Petn;Z) and H∗(Permn;Z)

The aim of this section is to prove that there is an isomorphism

H∗(Petn;Z) ∼= H∗(Permn;Z)
Sn

as graded rings.

3.1. The Schubert varieties XwJ
associated with wJ . Let J ⊆ [n − 1]. Recall

that we have the decomposition J = J1⊔· · ·⊔Jm into the connected components. For
1 ≤ k ≤ m, we define Jk ⊆ [n] by

Jk := Jk ⊔ {maxJk + 1}.

We also set

nk := |Jk| = |Jk|+ 1 for 1 ≤ k ≤ m.

The permutation wJ ∈ Sn defined in (2.7) determines the corresponding Schubert
variety XwJ

⊆ F ln. Since wJ is a product of longest permutations of smaller ranks (see
also Example 2.8), it follows that the associated Schubert variety XwJ

is isomorphic
to a product of flag varieties of smaller ranks:

XwJ

∼=

m∏

k=1

F lnk
.(3.1)
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Although this is well-known, let us construct an explicit isomorphism (3.1) to use it
in the next subsection. We begin with the map

m∏

k=1

GLnk
(C)→ GLn(C) ; (g1, · · · , gm) 7→ gJ ,(3.2)

where gJ is an n × n block-diagonal matrix defined as follows. For 1 ≤ k ≤ m, the
Jk × Jk(⊆ [n]× [n]) diagonal block of gJ is gk, and the remaining diagonal blocks are
matrices of size 1 having 1 as their entries.

Example 3.1. Let n = 10 and J = {1, 2, 4, 5, 6, 9} = {1, 2}⊔ {4, 5, 6}⊔ {9} as above.
Then we have

J1 = {1, 2, 3}, J2 = {4, 5, 6, 7}, and J3 = {9, 10}

so that n1 = 3, n2 = 4, and n3 = 2. The map (3.2) sends an element (g1, g2, g3) ∈
GL3(C)×GL4(C)×GL2(C) to the block-diagonal matrix

g1

g2

g3

1

gJ =



































∈ GL10(C)

(cf. Example 2.8).

Let Bn ⊆ GLn(C) be the Borel subgroup consisting of upper triangular matrices.
We then have the standard identification F ln = GLn(C)/Bn as is well-known. For
g ∈ GLn(C), we write [g] = gBn ∈ GLn(C)/Bn for simplicity. It is clear that the map
(3.2) induces an embedding

φJ :
m∏

k=1

F lnk
→ F ln ; ([g1], · · · , [gm]) 7→ [gJ ].(3.3)

We now show that the image of φJ coincides with the Schubert variety XwJ
. For

simplicity, we identify the permutation wJ and the element of F ln represented by its
permutation matrix (see Example 2.8). Under this identification, it is straightforward

to see that the embedding φJ sends (w
(J1)
0 , w

(J2)
0 , . . . , w

(Jm)
0 ) ∈

∏m

k=1 F lnk
to wJ ∈ F ln.

This means that the image of φJ contains wJ . It also follows from the definition
that the image of φJ is stable under the action of Bn(⊆ GLn(C)), where Bn acts
on F ln = GLn(C)/B by restricting the left multiplication of GLn(C) on GLn(C)/B.
Therefore, the image of φJ is a B-stable (Zariski-)closed subset of F ln containing wJ .
This means that XwJ

⊆ ImφJ . Since the product
∏m

k=1 F lnk
is irreducible, so is the



THE COHOMOLOGY RINGS OF PETERSON VARIETIES 9

image of φJ . We also know that the dimensions of XwJ
and ImφJ coincide since

dimCXwJ
= ℓ(wJ) =

m∑

k=1

ℓ(w
(Jk)
0 ) = dimC

(
m∏

k=1

F lnk

)

= dimC ImφJ ,

where w
(Jk)
0 is the permutation appeared in (2.7). Hence, we conclude that

XwJ
= Im φJ .

Therefore, we verified that the map (3.3) is an embedding onto the Schubert variety
XwJ

. This gives us the isomorphism in (3.1).

3.2. Varieties associated with J. For each J ⊆ [n− 1], we introduce varieties F lJ ,
PetJ , PermJ associated with J in what follows. First, we set

F lJ := XwJ

∼=

m∏

k=1

F lnk
,(3.4)

where the last isomorphism is given by (3.1).

Example 3.2. Let n = 10 and J = {1, 2, 4, 5, 6, 9} = {1, 2}⊔ {4, 5, 6}⊔ {9} as above.
Then we have

F lJ ∼= F l3 × F l4 × F l2

(cf. Example 3.1).

Recall that hJ : [n] → [n] is the Hessenberg function defined in (2.8). Associated
with hJ , we consider two varieties Hess(N, hJ) and Hess(S, hJ), where we note that
Hess(S, hJ ) is not connected when J 6= [n− 1] ([9, Corollary 9] or [28, Lemma 3.12]).
It is clear that the identity flag

〈e1〉 ⊂ 〈e1, e2〉 ⊂ · · · ⊂ 〈e1, e2, . . . , en〉 = Cn

belongs to Hess(S, hJ) by definition. We denote by Hess∗(S, hJ) the connected com-
ponent of Hess(S, hJ) containing the identity flag. We set

PetJ := Hess(N, hJ) ⊆ F ln,

P ermJ := Hess∗(S, hJ) ⊆ F ln.

Recalling that Petn = Hess(N, h2) and Permn = Hess(S, h2) from (2.3) and (2.5), it
follows that

PetJ ⊆ Petn and PermJ ⊆ Permn

by (2.9).

Lemma 3.3. For J ⊆ [n− 1], the following hold.

(i) PetJ and PermJ are irreducible.

(ii) dimC PetJ = dimC PermJ = |J |.

Proof. The irreducibility of PetJ(= Hess(N, hJ)) follows from [6, Sect. 7]. For PermJ

(= Hess∗(S, hJ)), it is non-singular (see section 2.3) and connected so that it is irre-
ducible. This proves the claim (i).
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For the claim (ii), we have

dimC PetJ =

n∑

j=1

(hJ(j)− j) = dimC PermJ

by [27, Theorem 10.2] and [9, Theorem 8] (see also [6, Sect. 7]). It is clear that this
value is equal to |J | by the definition of hJ . �

We now use the embedding φJ :
∏m

k=1 F lnk
→ F ln given in (3.3) to study the struc-

ture of PetJ and PermJ for J ⊆ [n − 1]. We begin with considering the image of
∏m

k=1 Petnk
under φJ . It follows from the construction of φJ that an arbitrary element

V• ∈ φJ (
∏m

k=1 Petnk
) satisfies

NVj ⊆ VhJ(j) (1 ≤ j ≤ n)

(see also Example 3.1). Namely, we have

φJ

(
m∏

k=1

Petnk

)

⊆ Hess(N, hJ) = PetJ .

Here, we know that dimC φJ (
∏m

k=1 Petnk
) is equal to dimC PetJ since

dimC φJ

(
m∏

k=1

Petnk

)

=

m∑

k=1

(nk − 1) =

n∑

i=1

(hJ(i)− i) = dimC PetJ

by (2.4) and (2.8). Since PetJ is irreducible, we obtain

φJ

(
m∏

k=1

Petnk

)

= PetJ .(3.5)

To obtain a similar result for PermJ , recall that PermJ = Hess∗(S, hJ) is the con-
nected component of Hess(S, hJ) containing the identity flag. We also recall that
PermJ is irreducible from Lemma 3.3. Also, it is clear that the image φJ (

∏m

k=1 Permnk
)

contains the identity flag in F ln. Thus, by an argument similar to that above, we ob-
tain

φJ

(
m∏

k=1

Permnk

)

= PermJ .(3.6)

Since the image of φJ is F lJ(= XwJ
), the equalities (3.5) and (3.6) imply the following

claim.

Lemma 3.4. For J ⊆ [n− 1], both of PetJ and PermJ are contained in F lJ .

Since φJ is an embedding, the equalities (3.5) and (3.6) also imply the following
decompositions into products (cf. [10, Theorem 4.5] and [28, Proposition 3.13]):

PetJ ∼=

m∏

k=1

Petnk
and PermJ

∼=

m∏

k=1

Permnk
.(3.7)

It is clear from the construction that these decompositions are compatible with the
one in (3.4).
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Example 3.5. If n = 10 and J = {1, 2, 4, 5, 6, 9} = {1, 2} ⊔ {4, 5, 6} ⊔ {9} as above,
then we have

PetJ ∼= Pet3 × Pet4 × Pet2,

P ermJ
∼= Perm3 × Perm4 × Perm2

which are compatible with the decomposition of F lJ given in Example 3.2.

The following is a direct implication of Proposition 2.6.

Lemma 3.6. For J ⊆ [n− 1], we have

[PetJ ] = [PermJ ] in H∗(F ln;Z),

where [PetJ ] and [PermJ ] are the cycles representing the subvarieties PetJ and PermJ

in F ln, respectively.

Proof. Since PetJ and PermJ are both subvariety of F lJ(⊆ F ln) by Lemma 3.4, it
suffices to prove the equality in H∗(F lJ ;Z). The decomposition F lJ ∼=

∏m

k=1 F lnk

given in (3.4) induces an isomorphism

ξ : H∗(
∏m

k=1F lnk
;Z) ∼= H∗(F lJ ;Z).

By [13, Example 1.10.2], we also have an isomorphism

ζ :
m⊗

k=1

H∗(F lnk
;Z)

∼=
→ H∗(

∏m

k=1F lnk
;Z)

such that ζ(⊗m
k=1[Vk]) = [

∏m

k=1 Vk] for irreducible subvarieties Vk ⊆ F lnk
. By compos-

ing these two isomorphisms, we have

ξ ◦ ζ(⊗m
k=1[Petnk

]) = ξ([
∏m

k=1 Petnk
]) = [PetJ ],

ξ ◦ ζ(⊗m
k=1[Permnk

]) = ξ([
∏m

k=1 Permnk
]) = [PermJ ]

(3.8)

since the isomorphisms in (3.7) are compatible with the isomorphism F lJ ∼=
∏m

k=1 F lnk
.

By Proposition 2.6, we have the following equalities:

[Petnk
] = [Permnk

] in H∗(F lnk
;Z) (1 ≤ k ≤ m).

Therefore, (3.8) implies that

[PetJ ] = [PermJ ] in H∗(F lJ ;Z).

�

3.3. A proof of Theorem 1.1. Let

i : Petn →֒ F ln, and j : Permn →֒ F ln

be the inclusion maps. We recall the following claim from [20].

Proposition 3.7. ([20, Theorem 17]) The induced map i∗ : H∗(Petn;Z)→ H∗(F ln;Z)
is an injective map whose image is a direct summand of H∗(F ln;Z).

Recall from Proposition 2.2 that H∗(Petn;Z) and H
∗(F ln;Z) are torsion free. Thus,

the restriction map i∗ : H∗(F ln;Z) → H∗(Petn;Z) on the cohomology groups is the
dual map of i∗ in Proposition 3.7.
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Corollary 3.8. ([20]) The restriction map i∗ : H∗(F ln;Z)→ H∗(Petn;Z) is surjective.

We now prove the following which gives us Theorem 1.1 in Section 1.

Theorem 3.9. There exists a unique isomorphism

ϕ : H∗(Petn;Z)→ H∗(Permn;Z)
Sn

as graded rings such that the following diagram commutes.

H∗(F ln;Z)−−−→i∗ j∗
−−−→

H∗(Petn;Z) −−−→
∼=
ϕ

H∗(Permn;Z)
Sn

Proof. The uniqueness of ϕ follows from the commutativity of the diagram and the
surjectivity of i∗ (Corollary 3.8). We construct such an isomorphism ϕ.

Let us begin with studying the induced maps on the homology groups :

i∗ : H∗(Petn;Z)→ H∗(F ln;Z),

j∗ : H∗(Permn;Z)→ H∗(F ln;Z).

We first claim that

Im i∗ = Im j∗ in H∗(F ln;Z).(3.9)

Let us prove this in the following. For this purpose, we take a particular basis of
H∗(Petn;Z) as follows. For each J ⊆ [n − 1], we have a cycle [PetJ ] in H∗(Petn;Z),
and it is shown in [5, Proposition 3.4 and Proposition 4.1] that these cycles form a
Z-basis of H∗(Petn;Z):

H∗(Petn;Z) =
⊕

J⊆[n−1]

Z[PetJ ].

By Lemma 3.6, we have i∗[PetJ ] = j∗[PermJ ] ∈ Im j∗ for J ⊆ [n − 1]. This implies
that

Im i∗ ⊆ Im j∗.(3.10)

Let us prove that Im i∗ = Im j∗. Since the map i∗ is injective by Proposition 3.7, it
follows from (3.10) and Proposition 2.2 that

2n−1 = rank(Im i∗) ≤ rank(Im j∗).(3.11)

As for i∗, the dual map of j∗ is precisely the restriction map

j∗ : H∗(F ln;Z)→ H∗(Permn;Z)

on the cohomology groups. For this map, we know from Proposition 2.4 that

rank(Im j∗) ≤ rankH∗(Permn;Z)
Sn ≤ 2n−1.(3.12)

Since j∗ is the dual map of j∗, we have

rank(Im j∗) = dimQ(Im jQ∗ ) = dimQ(Im j∗Q) = rank(Im j∗),

where the maps jQ∗ and j∗Q are the homomorphisms H∗(Permn;Q) → H∗(F ln;Q)
and H∗(F ln;Q) → H∗(Permn;Q) induced by the inclusion map j : Permn → F ln,
respectively. Thus, the inequalities in (3.11) and (3.12) must be equalities, and we
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obtain rank(Im i∗) = rank(Im j∗). Hence, by (3.10) and Proposition 3.7, it follows
that Im i∗ = Im j∗ as we claimed in (3.9).

Since i∗ : H∗(Petn;Z) → H∗(F ln;Z) is an isomorphism onto its image, (3.9) means
that there exists a surjective group homomorphism

ψ : H∗(Permn;Z)→ H∗(Petn;Z)

which satisfies the following commutative diagram.

H∗(F ln;Z)←−−−i∗ j∗
←−−−

H∗(Petn;Z) ←−−−←−−−
ψ

H∗(Permn;Z)

Now, we consider the following commutative diagram on the cohomology groups, where
we denote by ψ∗ the dual map of ψ.

H∗(F ln;Z)−−−→i∗ j∗
−−−→

H∗(Petn;Z) −−−→
ψ∗

H∗(Permn;Z)

Since i∗ is surjective by Corollary 3.8, we have Im ψ∗ = Im j∗ by the commutativity of
this diagram. Also, we know from Proposition 2.4 (i) that Im j∗ ⊆ H∗(Permn;Z)

Sn .
Thus, we obtain the following commutative diagram.

H∗(F ln;Z)−−−→i∗ j∗
−−−→

H∗(Petn;Z) −−−→
ψ∗

H∗(Permn;Z)
Sn

Since the map i∗ is a surjective ring homomorphism, it is the quotient map by an ideal
of H∗(F ln;Z). Hence, it follows that the map ψ∗ must be a ring homomorphism by
the commutativity of this diagram. Namely, ψ∗ is the (graded) ring homomorphism
induced by j∗. Since ψ is surjective, the dual map ψ∗ is an injective map whose image
is a direct summand of H∗(Permn;Z)

Sn . Thus, the quotient H∗(Permn;Z)
Sn/Im ψ∗

is a free Z-module, and its rank is less than or equal to 0 by Proposition 2.2 (i) and
Proposition 2.4 (ii). Therefore, it follows that Im ψ∗ = H∗(Permn;Z)

Sn so that ψ∗ is
surjective. Letting ϕ := ψ∗, we complete the proof. �

Remark 3.10. Since we proved that ψ∗ is an isomorphism, it follows that the equality

rankH∗(Permn;Z)
Sn = 2n−1

holds for the inequality of Proposition 2.4 (ii).
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Remark 3.11. The invariant subring H∗(Permn;Q)Sn with Q coefficients was stud-
ied by Klyachko ([21]), and he gave an explicit presentation of H∗(Permn;Q)Sn (for
arbitrary Lie types). See Nadeau-Tewari ([23, Sect. 8]) for an exposition of Klyachko’s
results. One can verify that it coincides with the presentation of H∗(Petn;Q) given
by Fukukawa-Harada-Masuda ([11]). See [3, 17] for a generalization to arbitrary Lie
types.

4. An explicit presentation of the ring H∗(Petn;Z)

The aim of this section is to give an explicit presentation of the ring H∗(Petn;Z) in
terms of ring generators and their relations.

4.1. A ring presentation of H∗(F ln;Z). We review the following well-known pre-
sentation of the cohomology ring of the flag variety F ln. Our main reference is [12,
Sect. 10.2]. For 1 ≤ i ≤ n, let Ei be the tautological vector bundle over F ln whose
fiber over a point V• ∈ F ln is Vi. As a convention, let E0 be the sub-bundle of E1 of
rank 0. Set

τi := c1((Ei/Ei−1)
∗) ∈ H2(F ln;Z) (1 ≤ i ≤ n),

where c1((Ei/Ei−1)
∗) is the first Chern class of the dual line bundle of the tautological

line bundle1 Ei/Ei−1. By definition, we have short exact sequences

0→ (Ei/Ei−1)
∗ → E∗

i → E∗
i−1 → 0 (1 ≤ i ≤ n).

From these sequences, it follows that

ck(E
∗
n) = ek(τ1, τ2, . . . , τn) (1 ≤ k ≤ n),

where ek(τ1, τ2, . . . , τn) is the k-th elementary symmetric polynomial in τ1, τ2, . . . , τn.
Since E∗

n is a trivial bundle of rank n, this implies that we have

ek(τ1, τ2, . . . , τn) = 0 in H∗(F ln;Z) (1 ≤ k ≤ n).(4.1)

Let Z[y1, y2, . . . , yn] be the polynomial ring over Z with indeterminates y1, y2, . . . , yn.
The ring H∗(F ln;Z) is generated by τ1, τ2, . . . , τn, and hence we have a surjective ring
homomorphism

Z[y1, y2, . . . , yn]→ H∗(F ln;Z)

which sends yi to τi (1 ≤ i ≤ n). By (4.1), this induces a surjective ring homomorphism

Z[y1, y2, . . . , yn]/(e1(y), e2(y), . . . , en(y))→ H∗(F ln;Z),(4.2)

where (e1(y), e2(y), . . . , en(y)) is the ideal of Z[y1, y2, . . . , yn] generated by ek(y) =
ek(y1, y2, . . . , yn) for 1 ≤ k ≤ n. It is well-known that (4.2) is an isomorphism.

1The line bundle Li appeared in Section 1 is Ei/Ei−1 for 1 ≤ i ≤ n.
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4.2. A module basis of H∗(Petn;Z). We set

xi := c1((Ei/Ei−1)
∗|Petn) ∈ H

2(Petn;Z) (1 ≤ i ≤ n).(4.3)

Namely, xi is the image of τi under the restriction map i∗ : H∗(F ln;Z)→ H∗(Petn;Z)
for 1 ≤ i ≤ n. We also set

̟i := x1 + x2 + · · ·+ xi ∈ H
2(Petn;Z) (1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1).(4.4)

For J ⊆ [n − 1], we have the decomposition J = J1 ⊔ · · · ⊔ Jm into the connected
components (see section 2.5), and we set

̟J :=
1

mJ

∏

i∈J

̟i,(4.5)

where mJ is the positive integer defined by mJ := |J1|!|J2|! · · · |Jm|!. This ̟J is defined
in H2|J |(Petn;Q), but we have the following theorem.

Theorem 4.1. ([5, Theorem 4.13]) For each J ⊆ [n− 1], the cohomology class ̟J is

an element of the integral cohomology group H2|J |(Petn;Z), and the set

{̟J ∈ H
2|J |(Petn;Z) | J ⊆ [n− 1]}

is a Z-basis of H∗(Petn;Z).

In what follows, we give an integral expression for ̟J in terms of x1, x2, . . . , xn (see
Corollary 4.7 below). For this purpose, we prepare two technical lemmas.

Lemma 4.2. For 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1, we have

xd+1
1 + xd+1

2 + · · ·+ xd+1
i = (xd1 + xd2 + · · ·+ xdi )xi+1 (d = 1, 2, . . .).

Proof. We first prove the claim for the case d = 1 with 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1. Recall from [5,
Lemma 4.7] (cf. [11] and [17]) that we have

αj̟j = 0 (1 ≤ j ≤ n− 1),(4.6)

where αj := xj−xj+1. Since we have ̟j = ̟j−1+xj by definition (with the convention
̟0 = 0), we have from (4.6) that

(xj − xj+1)(̟j−1 + xj) = 0 (1 ≤ j ≤ n− 1).

From this, we obtain

x2j = (̟j−1 + xj)xj+1 −̟j−1xj

= ̟jxj+1 −̟j−1xj (by ̟j = ̟j−1 + xj again)
(4.7)

for 1 ≤ j ≤ n− 1. Thus, we obtain

x21 + x22 + · · ·+ x2i = (̟1x2 −̟0x1) + (̟2x3 −̟1x2) + · · ·+ (̟ixi+1 −̟i−1xi)

= −̟0x1 +̟ixi+1

= (x1 + x2 + · · ·+ xi)xi+1

which gives the claim for d = 1.
We assume that d ≥ 2 in what follows, and we prove the claim of this lemma by

induction on d. Assume by induction that

xℓ+1
1 + xℓ+1

2 + · · ·+ xℓ+1
i = (xℓ1 + xℓ2 + · · ·+ xℓi)xi+1 (1 ≤ ℓ ≤ d− 1),(4.8)
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and we prove the claim for the case ℓ = d. To begin with, notice that

xd+1
j = x2j · x

d−1
j = ̟jx

d−1
j xj+1 −̟j−1x

d
j (1 ≤ j ≤ n− 1)

by (4.7). Thus, we have

xd+1
1 + xd+1

2 + · · ·+ xd+1
i =

i∑

j=1

̟jx
d−1
j xj+1 −

i∑

j=1

̟j−1x
d
j .(4.9)

The second summand in the right hand side can be written as

−
i∑

j=1

̟j−1x
d
j = −

i−1∑

j=0

̟jx
d
j+1 = −

i∑

j=1

̟jx
d
j+1 +̟ix

d
i+1

since ̟0 = 0 by convention. Applying this to (4.9), we obtain

xd+1
1 + xd+1

2 + · · ·+ xd+1
i =

i∑

j=1

̟j(x
d−1
j − xd−1

j+1)xj+1 +̟ix
d
i+1.(4.10)

In this equality, the first summand in the right hand side vanishes since it can be
computed as

i∑

j=1

̟j(x
d−1
j − xd−1

j+1)xj+1 =

i∑

j=1

̟j(xj − xj+1)(x
d−2
j + xd−3

j xj+1 + · · ·+ xd−2
j+1)xj+1

= 0 (by (4.6)),

where we take the convention xd−2
j +xd−3

j xj+1+ · · ·+x
d−2
j+1 = 1 when d = 2. Therefore,

(4.10) and ̟i = x1 + x2 + · · ·+ xi imply that

xd+1
1 + xd+1

2 + · · ·+ xd+1
i = (x1 + x2 + · · ·+ xi)x

d
i+1.

Applying the inductive hypothesis (4.8) to the right hand side repeatedly, we obtain

xd+1
1 + xd+1

2 + · · ·+ xd+1
i = (x1 + x2 + · · ·+ xi)x

d
i+1

= (x21 + x22 + · · ·+ x2i )x
d−1
i+1

= · · ·

= (xd1 + xd2 + · · ·+ xdi )xi+1

which gives (4.8) for the case ℓ = d, as desired. �

For 1 ≤ i ≤ n and a partition λ = (λ1, λ2, . . .) consisting of a weakly decreasing
sequence of non-negative integers, let mλ(x1, x2 . . . , xi) be the monomial symmetric
polynomial in x1, x2 . . . , xi ∈ H

2(Petn;Z). That is, mλ(x1, x2 . . . , xi) is the sum of all
distinct monomials obtained from xλ1

1 x
λ2

2 · · ·x
λi

i by permuting the indices (e.g., [12,
Sect. 6.1]). For a positive integer d and a non-negative integer k, we denote by (d, 1k)
the partition given by

(d, 1k) = (d, 1, 1, . . . , 1
︸ ︷︷ ︸

k

, 0, 0, · · · ).
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For 1 ≤ k < i ≤ n, we have the following identity:

(xd1 + · · ·+ xdi )ek(x1, x2, . . . xi)

= md+1,1k−1(x1, x2, . . . , xi) +md,1k(x1, x2, . . . , xi) (d = 2, 3, . . .).
(4.11)

One may obtain this identity by expanding the product in the left hand side and
rearranging terms, without using any non-trivial algebraic relations for x1, x2, . . . , xn
in H∗(Petn;Z). The following example illustrates the idea of the proof.

Example 4.3. Let d = 5, i = 4, and k = 3. Then we have

(x51 + x52 + x53 + x54)e3(x1, x2, x3, x4)

= (x51 + x52 + x53 + x54) · (x1x2x3 + x1x2x4 + x1x3x4 + x2x3x4)

= m6,1,1(x1, x2, x3, x4) +m5,1,1,1(x1, x2, x3, x4),

where we have

m6,1,1(x1, x2, x3, x4) = x61x2x3 + x61x2x4 + x61x3x4 + x62x1x3 + x62x1x4 + x62x3x4

+ x63x1x2 + x63x1x4 + x63x2x4 + x64x1x2 + x64x1x3 + x64x2x3

and

m5,1,1,1(x1, x2, x3, x4) = x51x2x3x4 + x52x1x3x4 + x53x1x2x4 + x54x1x2x3.

We note that we have a slightly different identity when d = 1. Namely, we have

(x1 + · · ·+ xi)ek(x1, x2, . . . xi)

= m2,1k−1(x1, x2, . . . , xi) + (k + 1)m1k+1(x1, x2, . . . , xi)
(4.12)

for 1 ≤ k < i ≤ n. Similarly to (4.11), this identity can be obtained by expanding the
product in the left hand side as illustrated in the following example.

Example 4.4. Let i = 4 and k = 2. Then we have

(x1 + x2 + x3 + x4)e2(x1, x2, x3, x4)

= (x1 + x2 + x3 + x4)(x1x2 + x1x3 + x1x4 + x2x3 + x2x4 + x3x4)

which is equal to the sum of

m2,1(x1, x2, x3, x4) = x21x2 + x21x3 + x21x4 + x22x1 + x22x3 + x22x4

+ x23x1 + x23x2 + x23x4 + x24x1 + x24x2 + x24x3

and

x1(x2x3 + x3x4 + x2x4) + x2(x1x3 + x1x4 + x3x4)

+ x3(x1x2 + x1x4 + x2x4) + x4(x1x2 + x1x3 + x2x3) = 3m1,1,1(x1, x2, x3, x4).

The next claim generalizes the previous lemma.

Lemma 4.5. For 0 ≤ k < i ≤ n− 1, we have

md+1,1k(x1, x2, . . . , xi) =







md,1k(x1, x2, . . . , xi)xi+1 (d ≥ 2),

(k + 1)m1k+1(x1, x2, . . . , xi)xi+1 (d = 1).
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Proof. When k = 0, the claim is

md+1,10(x1, x2, . . . , xi) =







md,10(x1, x2, . . . , xi)xi+1 (d ≥ 2),

m11(x1, x2, . . . , xi)xi+1 (d = 1)

which is equivalent to

xd+1
1 + xd+1

2 + · · ·+ xd+1
i = (xd1 + xd2 + · · ·+ xdi )xi+1 (d ≥ 1).(4.13)

Thus, the claim follows by the previous lemma when k = 0.
We assume that 1 ≤ k < i in what follows, and we prove the claim of this lemma

by induction on k. Assume by induction that

md+1,1k−1(x1, x2, . . . , xi) =







md,1k−1(x1, x2, . . . , xi)xi+1 (d ≥ 2),

km1k(x1, x2, . . . , xi)xi+1 (d = 1).

(4.14)

Multiplying ek(x1, x2, . . . , xi) to the both sides of (4.13), we have

(xd+1
1 + xd+1

2 + · · ·+ xd+1
i )ek(x1, x2, . . . , xi)

= (xd1 + xd2 + · · ·+ xdi )ek(x1, x2, . . . , xi)xi+1.
(4.15)

By (4.11), the left hand side of (4.15) is equal to

md+2,1k−1(x1, x2, . . . , xi) +md+1,1k(x1, x2, . . . , xi)(4.16)

since d+ 1 ≥ 2. By (4.11) and (4.12), the right hand side of (4.15) is equal to






md+1,1k−1(x1, x2, . . . , xi)xi+1 +md,1k(x1, x2, . . . , xi)xi+1 (d ≥ 2),

m2,1k−1(x1, x2, . . . , xi)xi+1 + (k + 1)m1k+1(x1, x2, . . . , xi)xi+1 (d = 1).

(4.17)

In both cases of d ≥ 2 and d = 1, the first summands in (4.16) and (4.17) coincide
because of the first case of the inductive hypothesis (4.14). Thus, the equality (4.15)
implies that

md+1,1k(x1, x2, . . . , xi) =







md,1k(x1, x2, . . . , xi)xi+1 (d ≥ 2),

(k + 1)m1k+1(x1, x2, . . . , xi)xi+1 (d = 1),

as desired. �

For the next proposition, we recall that ̟i = x1 + x2 + · · ·+ xi for 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1
from (4.4).

Proposition 4.6. For 1 ≤ a ≤ b ≤ n− 1, we have

̟a̟a+1 · · ·̟b
︸ ︷︷ ︸

k

= k!ek(x1, x2, . . . , xb),

where k = b− a+ 1.
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Proof. For the case k = 1 (i.e., b = a), the claim is obvious by (4.4). We assume that
k ≥ 2, and we prove the claim by induction on k. By the inductive hypothesis, the
left hand side can be computed as

(̟a̟a+1 · · ·̟b−1) ·̟b

= (k − 1)!ek−1(x1, x2, . . . , xb−1) ·̟b

= (k − 1)!ek−1(x1, x2, . . . , xb−1) · (x1 + x2 + · · ·+ xb−1 + xb)

= (k − 1)!
(

(x1 + · · ·+ xb−1)ek−1(x1, . . . , xb−1) + ek−1(x1, . . . , xb−1)xb

)

.

Applying (4.12) to the last expression, we obtain

(̟a̟a+1 · · ·̟b−1) ·̟b

= (k − 1)!
(

m2,1k−2(x1, x2, . . . , xb−1) + km1k(x1, x2, . . . , xb−1)

+ ek−1(x1, . . . , xb−1)xb

)

.

(4.18)

For the second summand in the parenthesis of the right hand side, we have

km1k(x1, x2, . . . , xb−1) = kek(x1, x2, . . . , xb−1) (by the definition of m1k)

= kek(x1, x2, . . . , xb)− kek−1(x1, x2, . . . , xb−1)xb.

Applying this to (4.18), we obtain

(̟a̟a+1 · · ·̟b−1) ·̟b

= (k − 1)!
(

m2,1k−2(x1, x2, . . . , xb−1) + kek(x1, x2, . . . , xb)

− (k − 1)ek−1(x1, . . . , xb−1)xb

)

= (k − 1)!
(

m2,1k−2(x1, x2, . . . , xb−1) + kek(x1, x2, . . . , xb)

− (k − 1)m1k−1(x1, . . . , xb−1)xb

)

,

where we used ek−1(x1, . . . , xb−1) = m1k−1(x1, . . . , xb−1) again for the last equality. In
the last expression, the sum of the first and the third summands is equal to 0 by the
case d = 1 of Lemma 4.5 since 0 ≤ k − 2 < b − 1. Thus, the last expression is equal
to k!ek(x1, x2, . . . , xb). �

We now obtain the following formula which expresses ̟J in (4.5) as an integer
coefficient polynomial in x1, x2, . . . , xn.

Corollary 4.7. For J ⊆ [n− 1], we have

̟J =

m∏

k=1

e|Jk|(x1, x2, . . . , xmax Jk) in H2|J |(Petn;Z),

where J = J1 ⊔ J2 ⊔ · · · ⊔ Jm is the decomposition into the connected components.

Proof. The previous proposition implies that

∏

i∈J

̟i =
m∏

k=1

(∏

i∈Jk

̟i

)

=
m∏

k=1

(

|Jk|!e|Jk|(x1, x2, . . . , xmax Jk)
)
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because each component Jk is of the form Jk = {a, a+1, . . . , b} for some a, b ∈ [n−1].
Since H∗(Petn;Z) is torsion free by Proposition 2.2, we obtain the claim by dividing
both sides of this equality by mJ = |J1|!|J2|! · · · |Jm|!. �

Example 4.8. Let n = 7. Then we have

̟{3,4,5} =
1

6
̟3̟4̟5 = e3(x1, x2, x3, x4, x5),

̟{2,4,5} =
1

2
̟2̟4̟5 = e1(x1, x2)e2(x1, x2, x3, x4, x5).

4.3. A ring presentation of H∗(Petn;Z). Recall from (4.3) that we have

xi = c1((Ei/Ei−1)
∗|Petn) ∈ H

2(Petn;Z)

and that it is the image of τi = c1((Ei/Ei−1)
∗) ∈ H2(F ln;Z) under the restriction map

i∗ : H∗(F ln;Z)→ H∗(Petn;Z).

The ring H∗(F ln;Z) is generated by τ1, τ2, . . . , τn as we saw in section 4.1, and the
map i∗ is surjective by [20] (see Corollary 3.8). Thus, we have a surjective ring homo-
morphism

φ : Z[y1, y2, . . . , yn]→ H∗(Petn;Z)

which sends yi to xi (1 ≤ i ≤ n), where Z[y1, y2, . . . , yn] is the polynomial ring over
Z with indeterminates y1, y2, . . . , yn. We regard this polynomial ring as a graded ring
with deg yi = 2 for 1 ≤ i ≤ n. By construction, this map factors H∗(F ln;Z), and
hence it maps ek(y1, y2, . . . , yn) to 0 in H∗(Petn;Z) for 1 ≤ k ≤ n (see section 4.1).

To give a ring presentation of H∗(Petn;Z), we introduce the following homogeneous
ideals of Z[y1, y2, . . . , yn]:

I := (ek(y1, y2, . . . , yn) | 1 ≤ k ≤ n),

I ′ := ((yi − yi+1)ek(y1, . . . , yi) | 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1, 1 ≤ k ≤ min{i, n− i}).
(4.19)

Example 4.9. Let n = 4. The ideal I of Z[y1, y2, y3, y4] is generated by

e1(y1, y2, y3, y4), e2(y1, y2, y3, y4), e3(y1, y2, y3, y4), e4(y1, y2, y3, y4),(4.20)

and the ideal I ′ is generated by

(y1 − y2)y1, (y2 − y3)(y1 + y2), (y2 − y3)y1y2, (y3 − y4)(y1 + y2 + y3).(4.21)

From what we saw above, it is clear that the map φ sends the ideal I to 0 in
H∗(Petn;Z). It follows that φ also sends I ′ to 0. To see that, it suffices to show that

(xi − xi+1)ek(x1, . . . , xi) = 0 (1 ≤ k ≤ i ≤ n− 1)(4.22)

in H∗(Petn;Z), where we note that the range of k is larger than that of in (4.19). For
this purpose, let 1 ≤ k ≤ i ≤ n− 1. By Proposition 4.6, we have

k!ek(x1, . . . , xi) = ̟i−k+1̟i−k+2 · · ·̟i.
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Recalling that xi − xi+1 = αi, we obtain

k!(xi − xi+1)ek(x1, . . . , xi) = αi̟i−k+1̟i−k+2 · · ·̟i.

The right hand side of this equality is 0 by (4.6) so that we obtain

k!(xi − xi+1)ek(x1, . . . , xi) = 0.

Since H∗(Petn;Z) is torsion free by Proposition 2.2, this implies the equality (4.22).
Hence, φ sends I ′ to 0, as we claimed above.

Remark 4.10. Geometric meaning of the relation (4.22) can be explained as follows.
By Corollary 4.7, it can be expressed as

αi ·̟J = 0,

where we set J = {i − k + 1, i − k + 2, . . . , i}. In [5], two kinds of closed subsets
XJ(= PetJ) and ΩJ in Petn are introduced, and this equality can be explained from
the corresponding geometric equality

X{i} ∩ ΩJ = ∅

by an argument similar to that in the proof of [5, Lemma 4.7]. See [5, Sect. 3 and 4]
for details.

Since the map φ sends both of I and I ′ to 0, it induces a surjective ring homomor-
phism

φ : Z[y1, y2, . . . , yn]/(I + I ′)→ H∗(Petn;Z)

which sends yi to xi (1 ≤ i ≤ n). Here, we use the same symbol yi for its image in the
quotient Z[y1, y2, . . . , yn]/(I + I ′) by abusing notation. We adopt this notation in the
rest of this paper.

The next claim gives Theorem 1.2 in Section 1 which describes the ring structure of
H∗(Petn;Z).

Theorem 4.11. The induced homomorphism

φ : Z[y1, y2, . . . , yn]/(I + I ′)→ H∗(Petn;Z)

sending yi to xi = c1((Ei/Ei−1)
∗|Petn) (1 ≤ i ≤ n) is an isomorphism as graded rings,

where I and I ′ are the ideals of Z[y1, y2, . . . , yn] defined in (4.19).

The rest of this paper is devoted for the proof of Theorem 4.11.

Remark 4.12. The relation (4.22) for k = 1 takes the form

αi ·̟i = (xi − xi+1)(x1 + · · ·+ xi) = 0 in H∗(Petn;Z)

which appears as the fundamental relations of the presentation of the cohomology ring

H∗(Petn;C) in [11, Corollary 3.4] and [17, Theorem 4.1] (cf. [5, Remark 4.8]).
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Remark 4.13. Let n = 4. If we remove (y2 − y3)y1y2 from the list (4.21) of the

generators of I ′, then the quotient ring Z[y1, y2, y3, y4]/(I + I ′) is not isomorphic to

H∗(Pet4;Z) since (y2 − y3)y1y2 gives a non-zero 2-torsion element of the quotient

ring. This can be verified by a computer assisted calculation. Similarly, if we remove

ek(y1, y2, y3, y4) for some 1 ≤ k ≤ 4 from the list (4.20) of the generators of I, then
the quotient ring Z[y1, y2, y3, y4]/(I + I ′) is not isomorphic to H∗(Pet4;Z).

Set

M := Z[y1, y2, . . . , yn]/(I + I ′).

If we can construct a subset {πJ | J ⊆ [n − 1]} of M which generates M as a Z-
module and satisfies φ(πJ) = ̟J for J ⊆ [n− 1], then it follows that the map φ is an
isomorphism since ̟J for J ⊆ [n− 1] form a Z-basis of H∗(Petn;Z) by Theorem 4.1.

Motivated by Corollary 4.7, we define πJ ∈ M for each J ⊆ [n− 1] as follows. For
a subset J ⊆ [n − 1] having the decomposition J = J1 ⊔ · · · ⊔ Jm into the connected
components (see section 2.5), we set

πJ :=
m∏

k=1

e|Jk|(y1, y2, . . . , ymaxJk) ∈M,(4.23)

where we take the convention

π∅ = 1 ∈M.(4.24)

We also define πJ for all J ⊆ Z by taking the convention

πJ = 0 unless J ⊆ [n− 1].(4.25)

Example 4.14. Let n = 7. Then we have

π{3,4,5} = e3(y1, y2, y3, y4, y5),

π{2,4,5} = e1(y1, y2)e2(y1, y2, y3, y4, y5)

in M (cf. Example 4.8). We also have π{0,2} = 0 and π{4,5,7} = 0 by (4.25).

Recall that we have φ(yi) = xi for 1 ≤ i ≤ n by definition. Hence, it is clear that
we have φ(πJ) = ̟J for J ⊆ [n − 1] by Corollary 4.7. Thus, to prove Theorem 4.11,
it is enough to show the following claim as we discussed above.

Proposition 4.15. The Z-module M = Z[y1, y2, . . . , yn]/(I + I ′) is generated by the

subset {πJ | J ⊆ [n− 1]}.

We prove this in the next subsection.

4.4. A Proof of Proposition 4.15. Before giving a proof of Proposition 4.15, we
first establish some basic properties of πJ for J ⊆ [n−1]. We begin with the following
identity in M :

ek(y1, y2, . . . , yn) =
∑

0≤p≤i, 0≤q≤n−i
p+q=k

ep(y1, y2, . . . , yi)eq(yi+1, yi+2, . . . , yn)
(4.26)
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for 1 ≤ k ≤ i ≤ n, where we take the convention e0 = 1. One may obtain this identity
by decomposing the index set [n] of monomials in the left hand side into two parts:
[n] = {1, 2, . . . , i} ⊔ {i+ 1, i+ 2, . . . , n}.

For 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1, recall from the definition of M that we have

(yi − yi+1)ek(y1, . . . , yi) = 0 (1 ≤ k ≤ min{i, n− i}).

The following claim means that the same equalities hold for a wider range of k.

Lemma 4.16. For 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1, we have

(yi − yi+1)ek(y1, . . . , yi) = 0 (1 ≤ k ≤ i)

in M .

Proof. If 1 ≤ k ≤ n − i, then we have k ≤ min{i, n− i} (since k ≤ i), and the claim
holds by the definition of M as we saw above.

If n− i < k ≤ i, then we prove the claim by induction on k, where we note that we
already verified the claim for 1 ≤ k ≤ n− i. Hence, we assume by induction that the
claim holds when k ≤ ℓ for some positive integer ℓ satisfying n − i ≤ ℓ < i, and we
prove the claim when k = ℓ+1. Since we have ek(y1, . . . , yn) = 0 by the definition M ,
we know that

(yi − yi+1)ek(y1, . . . , yn) = 0.

By (4.26), this equality can be written as
∑

0≤p≤i, 0≤q≤n−i
p+q=k

(yi − yi+1)ep(y1, . . . , yi)eq(yi+1, . . . , yn) = 0.

Because of the condition 1 ≤ k ≤ i, it follows that the summand for q = 0 (i.e., p = k)
appears in the left hand side of this equality. Thus, we can separate it to obtain

(yi − yi+1)ek(y1, . . . , yi) +
∑

0≤p≤i, 1≤q≤n−i
p+q=k

(yi − yi+1)ep(y1, . . . , yi)eq(yi+1, . . . , yn) = 0.

In the second summand, we have p = k− q > (n− i)− q ≥ 0 since we are considering
the case n − i < k ≤ i. This implies that p ≥ 1 in the second summand. Noticing
that 1 ≤ p < k, the inductive hypothesis implies that the second summand vanishes.
Thus, we obtain

(yi − yi+1)ek(y1, . . . , yi) = 0.

�

For non-negative integers a and b, we use the notation

[a, b] := {c ∈ Z | a ≤ c ≤ b}

in what follows. For example, we have [2, 5] = {2, 3, 4, 5}, [3, 2] = ∅, and [0, 1] = {0, 1}
so that

π[2,5] = e4(y1, y2, . . . , y5), π[3,2] = 1, and π[0,1] = 0

by (4.23), (4.24), and (4.25), respectively. Noticing that we have

ek(y1, . . . , yb) = ek(y1, . . . , yb−1) + ek−1(y1, . . . , yb−1)yb (1 ≤ k ≤ b ≤ n− 1),
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it follows that

π[a,b] = π[a−1,b−1] + π[a,b−1]yb (1 ≤ a ≤ b ≤ n− 1)(4.27)

since we have π[a,b] = eb−a+1(y1, y2, . . . , yb). When a = b, we obtain

π[a,a] = π[a−1,a−1] + ya (1 ≤ a ≤ n− 1)

since π[a,a−1] = π∅ = 1. The next claim generalizes Lemma 4.16.

Lemma 4.17. For 1 ≤ a ≤ b ≤ n− 1, we have

(yi − yi+1) · π[a,b] = 0 (a ≤ i ≤ b)(4.28)

in M .

Proof. When i = b, the claim follows by Lemma 4.16 since we have

(yi − yi+1)π[a,i] = (yi − yi+1)ei−a+1(y1, . . . , yi) = 0

in this case. We prove the claim by induction on b − i ≥ 0. Let ℓ(< n − 1) be a
non-negative integer, and assume by induction that (4.28) holds for b − i = ℓ. We
prove that (4.28) holds for b− i = ℓ+ 1(≥ 1). By (4.27), we have

(yi − yi+1) · π[a,b] = (yi − yi+1)π[a−1,b−1] + (yi − yi+1)π[a,b−1]yb.(4.29)

We compute the right hand side by taking cases. If a = 1, then the first summand is
equal to zero by (4.25), and the second summand is also equal to zero by the inductive
hypothesis since b−1 ≥ i. If a > 1, both summands are equal to zero by the inductive
hypothesis. Thus, in either case, the right hand side of (4.29) is equal to zero so that
we obtain (yi − yi+1) · π[a,b] = 0. �

In particular, for 1 ≤ a ≤ b ≤ n− 1, we obtain

yiπ[a,b] = yb+1π[a,b] (a ≤ i ≤ b)(4.30)

in M by applying (4.28) repeatedly.
To state the next claim, let us recall a basic property of ̟J in the cohomology

H∗(Petn;Z): it is clear from the definition (4.5) that, for 1 ≤ a ≤ i < b ≤ n − 1, we
have

̟[a,i] ·̟[i+1,b] =
1

(i− a+ 1)!
·

1

(b− i)!
·̟a̟a+1 · · ·̟b =

(
b− a+ 1

i− a+ 1

)

̟[a,b]

in H∗(Petn;Z), where
(
b−a+1
i−a+1

)
is a binomial coefficient. As the following claim shows,

the analogous equalities hold in M as well.

Proposition 4.18. For 1 ≤ a ≤ i < b ≤ n− 1, we have

π[a,i] · π[i+1,b] =

(
b− a + 1

i− a + 1

)

π[a,b](4.31)

in M .
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Proof. We prove the claim by induction on b ≥ 2. When b = 2, we have a = i = 1 so
that the claim is

π[1,1] · π[2,2] = 2π[1,2].

The left hand side can be computed as

π[1,1] · π[2,2] = π[1,1] · π{2} = π[1,1] · (y1 + y2) = π[1,1] · 2y2 = 2π[1,2],

where the third equality follows from (4.30), and the fourth equality follows from (4.27)
with π[0,1] = 0. Thus, we obtain the claim for b = 2.

Let 2 ≤ ℓ < n − 1 be a positive integer, and assume by induction that the claim
(4.31) holds for b = ℓ. We prove the claim (4.31) for b = ℓ + 1. The left hand side of
(4.31) can be written as

π[a,i] · π[i+1,b] = π[a,i]π[i,b−1] + π[a,i]π[i+1,b−1]yb

by (4.27). Applying (4.27) again to π[a,i] in the first summand of the right hand side,
we obtain

π[a,i] · π[i+1,b] = π[a−1,i−1]π[i,b−1] + π[a,i−1]π[i,b−1]yi + π[a,i]π[i+1,b−1]yb.(4.32)

We now compute each summands of the right hand side separately. For the first
summand, we have

π[a−1,i−1]π[i,b−1] =

(
b− a + 1

i− a + 1

)

π[a−1,b−1]

which we prove by taking cases as follows. If a = 1, the claim is obvious since both
sides are equal to 0 by (4.25). If a > 1, then the claim follows by the inductive
hypothesis. For the second summand of the right hand side of (4.32), we have

π[a,i−1]π[i,b−1]yi =

(
b− a

i− a

)

π[a,b−1]yi

which we prove by taking cases as follows. If a = i, the claim is obvious since both
sides are equal to π[i,b−1]yi by (4.24). If a < i, then the claim follows by the inductive
hypothesis. For the third summand of the right hand side of (4.32), we have

π[a,i]π[i+1,b−1]yb =

(
b− a

i− a + 1

)

π[a,b−1]yb

which we prove by taking cases as follows. If b = i+1, the claim is obvious since both
sides are equal to π[a,i]yb by (4.24). If b > i+1, then the claim follows by the inductive
hypothesis.

Combining the above computations of the summands of the right hand side of (4.32),
we obtain

π[a,i] · π[i+1,b] =

(
b− a+ 1

i− a+ 1

)

π[a−1,b−1] +

(
b− a

i− a

)

π[a,b−1]yi +

(
b− a

i− a + 1

)

π[a,b−1]yb.
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By applying (4.30) to the second summand of the right hand side, it follows that

π[a,i] · π[i+1,b] =

(
b− a+ 1

i− a + 1

)

π[a−1,b−1] +

(
b− a

i− a

)

π[a,b−1]yb +

(
b− a

i− a+ 1

)

π[a,b−1]yb

=

(
b− a+ 1

i− a + 1

)

π[a−1,b−1] +

(
b− a+ 1

i− a+ 1

)

π[a,b−1]yb

=

(
b− a+ 1

i− a + 1

)

π[a,b],

where we used (4.27) for the last equality. This completes the proof. �

For simplicity, we write

πi := π{i} = y1 + y2 + · · ·+ yi (1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1)(4.33)

(cf. (4.4)). As for the previous proposition, the following is an analogue of [5, Lemma 5.1]
which is a claim for ̟J in the cohomology H∗(Petn;Z).

Proposition 4.19. For 1 ≤ a ≤ i ≤ b ≤ n− 1, we have

πi · π[a,b] = (b− i+ 1)π[a−1,b] + (i− a + 1)π[a,b+1](4.34)

in M with the convention π[0,b] = π[a,n] = 0 (See (4.25)).

Before giving a proof, we recall that the identity (4.12) was obtained simply by
rearranging terms, without using any non-trivial relations between the cohomology
classes x1, x2, . . . , xn. Thus, it follows that the same identity holds for y1, y2, . . . , yn in
M as well:

(y1 + y2 + · · ·+ yb) · ek(y1, y2, . . . , yb)

= m2,1k−1(y1, y2, . . . , yb) + (k + 1)m1k+1(y1, y2, . . . , yb)

= m2,1k−1(y1, y2, . . . , yb) + (k + 1)ek+1(y1, y2, . . . , yb)

(4.35)

for 1 ≤ k ≤ b ≤ n. We also recall that the claim of Lemma 4.5 was derived only by
the relations αi̟i = 0 (1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1)2. By the definitions of M and I ′, we have the
corresponding relations (yi − yi+1)πi = 0 (1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1) in M . Thus, the claim of
Lemma 4.5 holds for y1, . . . , yn as well. Its claim for d = 1 gives us that

m2,1k−1(y1, . . . , yb) = km1k(y1, . . . , yb)yb+1 = kek(y1, . . . , yb)yb+1.

Applying this to the last expression in (4.35), we obtain that

(y1 + y2 + · · ·+ yb) · ek(y1, y2, . . . , yb)

= kek(y1, . . . , yb)yb+1 + (k + 1)ek+1(y1, y2, . . . , yb)

for 1 ≤ k ≤ b ≤ n. This can be expressed as

(4.36) πb · π[a,b] = (b− a+ 1)π[a,b]yb+1 + (b− a+ 2)π[a−1,b] (1 ≤ a ≤ b ≤ n).

2In section 4.2, the condition that H∗(Petn;Z) is torsion free was used only in the proof of
Corollary 4.7.
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Proof of Proposition 4.19. We first prove the equality for the case i = b. In this case,
the claim is

πb · π[a,b] = π[a−1,b] + (b− a + 1)π[a,b+1].(4.37)

The left hand side is equal to

πb · π[a,b] = (b− a+ 1)π[a,b]yb+1 + (b− a+ 2)π[a−1,b]

by (4.36). Thus, we obtain

πb · π[a,b] = (b− a+ 1)π[a,b]yb+1 + (b− a+ 2)π[a−1,b]

= π[a−1,b] + (b− a+ 1)
(

π[a−1,b] + π[a,b]yb+1

)

.
(4.38)

In the parenthesis of the last expression, we have

π[a−1,b] + π[a,b]yb+1 = π[a,b+1](4.39)

which we prove by taking cases. If b < n− 1, it is obvious by (4.27). If b = n − 1, it
can be shown as

π[a−1,b] + π[a,b]yb+1 = π[a−1,n−1] + π[a,n−1]yn

= en−a+1(y1, y2, . . . , yn−1) + en−a(y1, y2, . . . , yn−1)yn

= en−a+1(y1, y2, . . . , yn)

= 0 (by the definitions of M and I)

= π[a,b+1] (by b+ 1 = n and (4.25))

in this case as well. Thus, we obtain from (4.38) and (4.39) that

πb · π[a,b] = π[a−1,b] + (b− a + 1)π[a,b+1].

This verifies (4.37) which is the desired claim (4.34) for the case i = b.
Now we prove the claim (4.34) by induction on b − i ≥ 0. Let ℓ(< n − 1) be a

non-negative integer, and assume by induction that (4.34) holds when b − i = ℓ. We
prove (4.34) for the case b− i = ℓ + 1(≥ 1). In this case, the left hand side of (4.34)
can be computed as

πi · π[a,b] = πiπ[a−1,b−1] + πiπ[a,b−1]yb(4.40)

by (4.27). We compute each summands of the right hand side separately. For the first
summand, we have

πiπ[a−1,b−1] = (b− i)π[a−2,b−1] + (i− a + 2)π[a−1,b]

which we prove by taking cases as follows. If a = 1, then both sides are equal to 0 by
(4.25). If a > 1, then the claim follows by the inductive hypothesis since b − 1 ≥ i.
For the second summand in the right hand side of (4.40), we have

πiπ[a,b−1]yb =
(

(b− i)π[a−1,b−1] + (i− a + 1)π[a,b]

)

yb
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by the inductive hypothesis since b − 1 ≥ i. Combining the computations of the
summands of the right hand side of (4.40), we obtain

πi · π[a,b] =
(

(b− i)π[a−2,b−1] + (i− a+ 2)π[a−1,b]

)

+
(

(b− i)π[a−1,b−1] + (i− a+ 1)π[a,b]

)

yb

= (b− i)
(

π[a−2,b−1] + π[a−1,b−1]yb

)

+ π[a−1,b] + (i− a+ 1)
(

π[a−1,b] + π[a,b]yb

)

= (b− i)
(

π[a−2,b−1] + π[a−1,b−1]yb

)

+ π[a−1,b] + (i− a+ 1)
(

π[a−1,b] + π[a,b]yb+1

)

,

(4.41)

where we used (4.30) to π[a,b]yb for the last equality. We now compute the first and
the third summands of the last expression separately. For the first summand, we have

(b− i)
(

π[a−2,b−1] + π[a−1,b−1]yb

)

= (b− i)π[a−1,b](4.42)

which we prove by taking cases as follows. If a > 1, then the claim is obvious by
(4.27). If a = 1, the claim follows since both sides are equal to 0 by (4.25). For the
third summand of the last expression of (4.41), we have

(i− a+ 1)
(

π[a−1,b] + π[a,b]yb+1

)

= (i− a+ 1)π[a,b+1](4.43)

by (4.39). Applying (4.42) and (4.43) to the last expression of (4.41), we obtain

πi · π[a,b] = (b− i+ 1)π[a−1,b] + (i− a+ 1)π[a,b+1].

This verifies (4.34) for the case b− i = ℓ+ 1, as desired. �

We now prove Proposition 4.15 which completes the proof of Theorem 4.11 as we
discussed in section 4.3.

Proof of Proposition 4.15. Let f ∈ M be a polynomial in y1, y2, . . . , yn. We prove
that f can be written as a linear combination of πJ for J ⊆ [n − 1]. Recalling that
πi = y1 + y2 + · · ·+ yi, we have

yi = πi − πi−1 (1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1),

yn = −πn−1

with the convention π0 = 0, where the second equality follows since we have an equality
y1+y2+· · ·+yn = e1(y1, y2, . . . , yn) = 0 inM . Hence, we can express f as a polynomial
in

π1, π2, . . . , πn−1.

For our purpose, we may assume that f is a monomial in these variables with coefficient
1 without loss of generality. Namely, we have

f = πi1πi2 · · ·πid(4.44)

for some d ≥ 1 and 1 ≤ i1 ≤ i2 ≤ · · · ≤ id < n. We prove that this monomial can be
expressed as a linear combination of πJ for J ⊆ [n− 1].
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First suppose that d ≤ n − 1. We prove the claim by induction on d ≥ 1. When
d = 1, the claim is obvious since πi1 = πJ with J = {i1} by (4.33). Assume by
induction that

πi2 · · ·πid =
∑

J⊆[n−1]

cJπJ

for some integers cJ (J ⊆ [n− 1]). Then we have

f = πi1
∑

J⊆[n−1]

cJπJ =
∑

J⊆[n−1]

cJπi1πJ .(4.45)

It suffices to show that each product πi1πJ is expanded as a linear combination of
πL for L ⊆ [n − 1]. For this, we take the decomposition J = J1 ⊔ · · · ⊔ Jm into the
connected components. By (4.23), we have

πi1πJ = πi1 · πJ1 · · ·πJm

since each Jk consists of a single connected component (1 ≤ k ≤ m). Set J ′ := J∪{i1}.
We consider the case for J ′ ) J and the case for J ′ = J separately.

If J ′ ) J , then we have i1 /∈ J . We denote by J ′(i1) ⊆ J ′ the connected component
of J ′ containing i1. We have the following three cases:

(1) J ′(i1) = {i1},
(2) J ′(i1) = Jk ∪ {i1} for some 1 ≤ k ≤ m,
(3) J ′(i1) = Jk ∪ {i1} ∪ Jk+1 for some 1 ≤ k < m.

In the case (1), we have

πi1πJ = πi1 · πJ1 · · ·πJm = πJ ′

by the definition of πJ ′ (see (4.23)). In the case (2), we have i1 = min Jk − 1 or
i1 = max Jk + 1. In either case, we have

πi1πJ = πJ1 · · ·πJk−1
(πi1πJk)πJk+1

· · ·πJm

= πJ1 · · ·πJk−1

((
|Jk|+ 1

1

)

πJ ′(i1)

)

πJk+1
· · ·πJm

by Proposition 4.18 and
(
|Jk|+1

1

)
=
(
|Jk|+1
|Jk|

)
. Hence, we obtain

πi1πJ =

(
|Jk|+ 1

1

)

πJ ′

in this case. In the case (3), we have

πi1πJ = πJ1 · · ·πJk−1
(πJk · πi1 · πJk+1

)πJk+2
· · ·πJm

= πJ1 · · ·πJk−1

((
|Jk|+ 1

|Jk|

)

πJk∪{i1} · πJk+1

)

πJk+2
· · ·πJm

= πJ1 · · ·πJk−1

((
|Jk|+ 1

|Jk|

)(
|Jk|+ 1 + |Jk+1|

|Jk|+ 1

)

πJk∪{i1}∪Jk+1

)

πJk+2
· · ·πJm

=

(
|Jk|+ 1

|Jk|

)(
|Jk|+ 1 + |Jk+1|

|Jk|+ 1

)

πJ ′

by Proposition 4.18 again. Thus, in either case of (1)-(3), we see that the product
πi1πJ is an integer multiple of πJ ′ .
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If J ′ = J , then we have i1 ∈ Jk for some 1 ≤ k ≤ m. In this case, let us write
Jk = [a, b] for some 1 ≤ a ≤ b ≤ n− 1. Then, Proposition 4.19 implies that

πi1πJ = πJ1 · · ·πJk−1
(πi1πJk)πJk+1

· · ·πJm

= πJ1 · · ·πJk−1

(

(b− i1 + 1)π[a−1,b] + (i1 − a+ 1)π[a,b+1]

)

πJk+1
· · ·πJm

= (b− i1 + 1)πJ1 · · ·πJk−1
π[a−1,b]πJk+1

· · ·πJm

+ (i1 − a+ 1)πJ1 · · ·πJk−1
π[a,b+1]πJk+1

· · ·πJm .

(4.46)

For the first summand in the last expression, we have

πJ1 · · ·πJk−1
π[a−1,b]πJk+1

· · ·πJm

=







πJ∪{a−1} (if max Jk−1 < a− 2),

(
|Jk−1|+ b− a+ 2

|Jk−1|

)

πJ∪{a−1} (if max Jk−1 = a− 2),

(4.47)

where the first case follows from the definition of πJ∪{a−1}, and the second case follows
by applying Proposition 4.18 to πJk−1

π[a−1,b] in the left hand side. Here, we take the
convention J0 = {−∞} since only the first case of (4.47) holds when k = 1. Similarly,
for the second summand in the last expression of (4.46), we have

πJ1 · · ·πJk−1
π[a,b+1]πJk+1

· · ·πJm

=







πJ∪{b+1} (if min Jk+1 > b+ 2),

(
|Jk+1|+ b− a+ 2

b− a+ 2

)

πJ∪{b+1} (if min Jk+1 = b+ 2).

(4.48)

Again, we take the convention Jm+1 = {+∞} since only the first case of (4.48) holds
when k = m. Thus, it follows from (4.46) that πi1πJ is a linear combination of πJ∪{a−1}

and πJ∪{b+1}. Applying this result to the right hand side of (4.45), we see that f is a
linear combination of πJ for J ⊆ [n− 1].

Finally, we consider the case d > n − 1. In this case, the number of πik appearing
in (4.44) is greater than n− 1. Hence, we can write

f = πi1πi2 · · ·πid = (πi1πi2 · · ·πin−1
) · (πinπin+1

· · ·πid).

Applying the argument used in the previous case to the product πi1πi2 · · ·πin−1
, we see

that it is an integer multiple of π[n−1]. Since we have

π[n−1] · πin = 0

by Proposition 4.19, we see that f = 0 in this case. This completes the proof. �
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