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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 A, _1. We give two kinds of descriptions: (1) we show
that it is isomorphic to the &, -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 Fl,, = FI(C") the flag variety of C" which is
the collection of nested sequence of linear subspaces of C™:

Fl,={V,.=WVcVo,C---CV,=C") |dimcV; =1 (1 <i<n)}.

Let N be an n x n regular nilpotent matrix viewed as a linear map N: C* — C". The
Peterson variety (of type A,,_1) is a subvariety of F'l,, defined by

Pet, :={V, € Fl, | NV; CV;;y forall 1 <j <n},

where NV denotes the image of V; under the map N: C" — C". It was introduced
by Dale Peterson to study the quantum cohomology ring of F'l,,, and it has appeared
in several contexts (e.g., [3 [, 17, 22], 25]).

The cohomology ring H*(Pet,;C) has been studied in Harada-Tymoczo ([1§]),
Fukukawa-Harada-Masuda ([I1]), and Harada-Horiguchi-Masuda ([I7]). Moreover, a
natural basis of H*(Pet,,; C) which has certain positivity and integrality was discovered
([B 14} 15, 18]), and it is now actively studied in connection with mixed Eulerian num-
bers in combinatorics ([0l 14} 15 16, 19]). In this paper, we study the ring structure
of the cohomology of Pet, 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 x n regular semisimple matrix viewed
as a linear map S: C" — C" as above. The permutohedral variety is defined by

Perm, ={V, € Fl,, | SV; C V4 forall 1 <j < n}.

It is known that Perm,, is the non-singular projective toric variety associated with the
fan consisting of the set of Weyl chambers of type A,,—1 ([9; Theorems 6 and 11}). The
symmetric group &,, of n-letters permutes the set of Weyl chambers, and hence there is
a natural &,-action on the cohomology ring H*(Perm,,; Z) which preserves the grading
and the cup product. This implies that the invariant subgroup H*(Perm,;7Z)°" 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*(Pet,;7Z) = H*(Perm,,; Z)°".

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*(Pet,;C) and H*(Perm,;C)®" due to Fukukawa-Harada-Masuda ([I1]) and Kly-
achko ([21]), respectively (see also [3, [17]).

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

o: Ly, ya, - - - Y] — H*(Pet,; Z)

be the ring homomorphism which sends y; to the first Chern class ¢, (L), where L}
is the dual line bundle of L; (1 < i < n). We introduce the following homogeneous
ideals of Zly1,ya, ..., Yn):

I:= (€k<y17y27 .. 7yn) | 1<k< n)7

I'=((yi —yirr)er(yr, - y) [ 1 <i<n— 1, 1 <k <min{i,n —i}),
where e, denotes the k-th elementary symmetric polynomial. We now state the second
theorem of this paper.

Theorem 1.2. The map ¢ induces an isomorphism
H*(Petna Z) = Z[yb Y2, - 7yn]/<[ + [/)
as graded rings.

Explicit presentations of the cohomology ring H*(Pet,,; C) were given in [I1], 17, 18]
as mentioned above, and the definition of the ideal I’ is motivated algebraically by

[T, 17] and geometrically by [5]. See Section @ for details.
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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:

() h(1) < h(2) < -+ < h(n),

(i) 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 x 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),1(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 Fl, = FI(C") be the flag variety of C". For an n x n matrix X (viewed as
a linear map X: C" — C") and a Hessenberg function h: [n] — [n], the Hessenberg
variety associated with X and h is defined by
Hess(X, h) == {Vs € Fl, | XV; C Vj; forall 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 GL,(C) the complex general linear group of degree n. There is a
natural action of GL,(C) on Fl,,, and we have Hess(gX g™, h) = g-Hess(X, h) in Fl,,.
This implies that

(2.1) Hess(gXg ™', h) = Hess(X, h)

for ¢ € GL,(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 xn regular nilpotent matrix (i.e., a nilpotent
matrix consisting of a single Jordan block), and let hs: [n] — [n] be the Hessenberg
function given by

(2.2) ho(j)=7+1 forl1<j<n.

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

(2.3) Pet, = Hess(N, hy) ={Vs € Fl,, | NV; C V4, forall 1 <j <n}.

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

(2.4) dim¢ Pet,, =n — 1.

For a topological space X, we denote by H,(X;Z) and H*(X;Z) the singular homology
group of X and the singular cohomology ring of X, respectively. We set Hoqq(X;Z) =
Br>0Hop+1(X; Z).

Proposition 2.2. ([24] and [29, Theorem 7.1])
(i) H.(Pety;Z) is a torsion free Z-module of rank 2" 1.
(11) Hodd(Petn; Z) = 0.
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2.3. Permutohedral varieties. Let S be an n x n regular semisimple matrix (i.e.,
an n X n matrix with n distinct eigenvalues), and let hy : [n] — [n] be the Hessenberg
function defined in ([Z2). The permutohedral variety Perm,, is also a special case of
Hessenberg varieties:

(2.5) Perm,, = Hess(S, hy) ={Vs € Fl,, | SV; C V4 forall 1 <j <n}.

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

dim¢ Perm,, = n — 1.

Proposition 2.3. ([9, Section III})

(i) Hi.(Perm,;Z) is a torsion free Z-module of rank n!.
(il) Hoaa(Permy;Z) = 0.

The Weyl group &,, permutes the set of Weyl chambers of type A,,_;, and hence
it induces an &,-action on the cohomology ring H*(Perm,;Z) of the toric variety
Perm,,. It is known (e.g., [8, Sect. 1]) that this &,-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 (Z1]), we may assume that the matrix S in the diagonal
form. Let h: [n] — [n] be an arbitrary Hessenberg function. We denote by 7' the
maximal torus of GL,(C) consisting of diagonal matrices. There is a natural action
of GL,(C) on Fl,, and hence T acts on Fl, through the action of GL,(C). This
T-action preserves Hess(S,h) C Fl, since the matrix S and elements of 7" commute.
In this way, we obtain a T-action on Hess(S,h). In [30], Tymoczko constructed a
representation of &,, on the T-equivariant cohomology H;.(Hess(S, h); C) by using its
GKM presentation, and she showed that it induces a representation of &,, 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 Perm,, = Hess(S, hy) by
definition, we regard H*(Perm,;Z) as an &,-module by this way throughout the
paper. For this &,-module, the following claim is deduced from [4, 21, 26].

Proposition 2.4.
(i) The image of the restriction map H*(Fl,;Z) — H*(Perm,;Z) lies in the
invariant submodule H*(Perm,,; 7)%".
(i) rank H*(Perm,; )% < 2" 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 h,: [n] — [n] be the Hessenberg function given by h,(j) =n
for 1 < 7 < n. Since Fl, = Hess(S, h,), the cohomology ring H*(Fl,;Z) also admits
Tymoczko’s &,-action. By the construction of this &,-action, it follows that the
restriction map H*(Fl,;Z) — H*(Perm,;Z) is a homomorphism of &,-modules ([
Lemma 8.1]). Also, it is known from [30, Proposition 4.4] that the &,-action on
H*(Fl,;7Z) 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*(Perm,; Z)°" — H*(Permy; 7).

Since both of these are free Z-modules by Proposition 23] this map induces an injective
linear map over C:

(2.6) H*(Perm,; Z)°" @z C — H*(Perm,;Z) &z C.

Here, the target vector space H*(Perm,;Z) @z C has a natural structure of an S,,-
representation induced by that of H*(Perm,,; Z), and it is isomorphic to H*(Perm,,; C)
as &,-representations by construction (cf. [2 Remark 2.4]). The image of the map
[2.6) lies on the &,-invariant subspace of H*(Perm,;Z) ®z C = H*(Permy,;C) so
that we obtain an injective linear map

H*(Perm,; Z)°" @z C — H*(Perm,,; C)°".
Thus, it follows that
rank H*(Perm,,; Z)°" < dim¢ H*(Perm,,; C)® = 2",
where the last equality follows from [26, Theorem 3.1]. O

Remark 2.5. For the second claim of Proposition 224 we show that the equality
rank H*(Perm,,; Z)®" = 2"~! holds in the next section. See Remark B.I0 for details.

2.4. A connection between Peterson varieties and permutohedral varieties.
Let A\, Ao, ..., A, € C be distinct complex numbers. For t € C, we consider an n X n
matrix S; given by

thy 1
thy 1
Sy = (t € C).
thn1 1
th,

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 = hy, where
ho is the Hessenberg function given in (22). When ¢ # 0, the matrix S; is a regular
semisimple matrix, and hence we have Hess(S;, hy) = Perm,, by (Z1). When ¢t = 0,
it is clear that Hess(Sy, ho) = Pet,. Thus, we obtain a degeneration from Perm,, to
Pet,,. This family was studied in [I] to prove the following.

Proposition 2.6. ([Il Corollary 4.3]) We have
[Pet,| = [Perm,)| in H.(Fl,;7Z),

where [Pet,] and [Perm,| are the cycles representing the subvarieties Pet,, and Perm,,
in Fl,, 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 A,_1. Namely, two vertices ¢,j € [n — 1] are connected by an edge if
and only if |i — j| = 1. See Figure 2

1 2 3 n—1

F1GURE 2. The Dynkin diagram of type A, ;.
We also regard each subset J C [n — 1] as a full-subgraph of the Dynkin diagram.
We may decompose it into the connected components:
J=Ji U Uy,

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

Example 2.7. Let n =10 and J = {1,2,4,5,6,9}. Then we have
Jl = {172}7 JQ = {47576}7 J3 = {9}
so that J = Jl (] J2 (] Jg = {1,2} (] {4,5,6} (] {9}

For J C [n — 1], let us consider the associated Young subgroup
GJ ::6J1 X 6J2 Xoeee XGJm Q@n,

where &, (1 < k < m) is the subgroup of &,, generated by the simple reflections s;
for all 7 € Ji. Let w; be the longest element of &, i.e.,

(2.7) wy = w(()‘h)wéb) . -w(()‘]m) €6y,

where w(()‘]’“) is the longest element of &, (1 <k <m).

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

1

1
wy = w(()‘h) (J2)w((]J3) _

Wy
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For J C [n — 1], there is a natural Hessenberg function which is determined by J as
follows. Let hy: [n] — [n] be a function given by

2:5) hols) = {j ey
We note that

(2.9) hy(j) < he(j) for1<j<nmn,
where hy 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 h; is given in Figure B (cf. Example [2.§).

F1GURE 3. The Hessenberg function h;

3. THE RELATION BETWEEN H*(Pet,;Z) AND H*(Perm,;Z)

The aim of this section is to prove that there is an isomorphism
H*(Pet,;Z) = H*(Perm,; Z)°"
as graded rings.

3.1. The Schubert varieties X,,, associated with w;. Let J C [n — 1]. Recall
that we have the decomposition J = J; U- - - Jy, into the connected components. For
1 <k < m, we define J, C [n] by

Ji = Jp U {max J, + 1}.
We also set
ng = |Jy| = |Jp] +1 for 1 <k <m.

The permutation w; € &, defined in (7)) determines the corresponding Schubert
variety X,,, C Fl,. Since wy is a product of longest permutations of smaller ranks (see
also Example [2.8)), it follows that the associated Schubert variety X, is isomorphic
to a product of flag varieties of smaller ranks:

(3.1) X, = [ Fln,-
k=1
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Although this is well-known, let us construct an explicit isomorphism (B.1]) to use it
in the next subsection. We begin with the map

(3.2) J[GLa(C) = GLA(C) 5 (g1,-++ 1 gm) = g0,

Ehere_g s is an n x n block-diagonal matrix defined as follows. For 1 < k < m, the
Jr X Jp(C [n] x [n]) diagonal block of g; 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} U {4,5,6} LU{9} as above.
Then we have

J={1,2,3}, J, ={4,5,6,7}, and J3 = {9, 10}
so that n; = 3, ny = 4, and ng = 2. The map ([B.2)) sends an element (g1, g2, 93) €
GL3(C) x GL4(C) x GLy(C) to the block-diagonal matrix

g1

gJ 92 € GLlo(C)

gs

(cf. Example 28)).

Let B, € GL,(C) be the Borel subgroup consisting of upper triangular matrices.
We then have the standard identification Fl, = GL,(C)/B, as is well-known. For
g € GL,(C), we write [g] = ¢B,, € GL,(C)/B,, for simplicity. It is clear that the map
[B2) induces an embedding

(3.3) or: [T Fla = Flu 5 ([91)s--+ s [gm]) = [9]-

We now show that the image of ¢; coincides with the Schubert variety X, ,. For
simplicity, we identify the permutation w; and the element of Fl, represented by its
permutation matrix (see Example 2.8]). Under this identification, it is straightforward
to see that the embedding ¢; sends (w(()‘h), wé‘b), o ,w(()‘]m)) e[, Fl,, tow; € Fl,.
This means that the image of ¢; contains w;. It also follows from the definition
that the image of ¢, is stable under the action of B,(C GL,(C)), where B, acts
on Fl, = GL,(C)/B by restricting the left multiplication of GL,(C) on GL,(C)/B.
Therefore, the image of ¢ is a B-stable (Zariski-)closed subset of F',, containing w,.
This means that X,,, C Im¢;. Since the product [[,-, Fl,, is irreducible, so is the
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image of ¢;. We also know that the dimensions of X,,, and Im ¢; coincide since

dime X, = L(wy) = ((w{™) = dimg (H ank) = dime Im ¢,

k=1 k=1

where w(()‘]’“)

is the permutation appeared in (2.7). Hence, we conclude that
Xy, =Imao,.

Therefore, we verified that the map ([B3) is an embedding onto the Schubert variety
Xu,. This gives us the isomorphism in (3.1)).

3.2. Varieties associated with J. For each J C [n — 1], we introduce varieties Fl;,
Pet;, Permj associated with J in what follows. First, we set

(3.4) Fly = X,, =[] Fl,.

k=1
where the last isomorphism is given by (B.1).

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

Fly; = Fls x Fly x Fly

(cf. Example B.7]).

Recall that hy: [n] — [n] is the Hessenberg function defined in (28]). Associated
with hy, we consider two varieties Hess(N, h;) and Hess(S, hy), where we note that
Hess(S, hy) is not connected when J # [n — 1] ([9, Corollary 9] or |28, Lemma 3.12]).
It is clear that the identity flag

(€1) C (e1,€9) C--- C (e1,€2,...,6,) =C"

belongs to Hess(S, h;) by definition. We denote by Hess*(S, h;) the connected com-
ponent of Hess(S, hy) containing the identity flag. We set

Pety .= Hess(N, hy) C Fl,,
Permy = Hess™ (S, hy) C Fl,.

Recalling that Pet,, = Hess(N, hy) and Perm, = Hess(S, hy) from ([Z3]) and (Z3), it
follows that

Pet; C Pet,, and Permj; C Perm,,

by @.9).
Lemma 3.3. For J C [n — 1], the following hold.
(i) Pety and Permy are irreducible.

(ii) dim¢ Pet; = dime Permy = |J|.

Proof. The irreducibility of Pet;(= Hess(N, hy)) follows from [6, Sect. 7]. For Perm,
(= Hess™(S, hy)), it is non-singular (see section [23]) and connected so that it is irre-
ducible. This proves the claim (i).
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For the claim (ii), we have

n

dimc Pet; = Z(h](j) — j) = dim¢ Permy

j=1
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 h;. O

We now use the embedding ¢;: [, Fl,, — Fl, given in [33)) to study the struc-
ture of Pet; and Perm; for J C [n — 1]. We begin with considering the image of
[I,-, Pet,, under ¢,. It follows from the construction of ¢, that an arbitrary element
Ve € ¢y (I}~ Pety,) satisfies

NV; S Vi (I<j<n)

(see also Example B]). Namely, we have

b (H Petnk> C Hess(N, hy) = Pet.

k=1

Here, we know that dimc ¢ ([[,-, Pet,,) is equal to dime Pet; since

dim(c (bJ (ﬁ Petnk> = i(nk — 1) = i(h](l) — Z) = dlm(c PetJ

k=1 k=1 i=1

by (24) and ([Z8)). Since Pet; is irreducible, we obtain

(3.5) b (H Petnk> = Pet.
k=1

To obtain a similar result for Permy, recall that Perm; = Hess*(S, h;) is the con-
nected component of Hess(S, h;) containing the identity flag. We also recall that
Permy is irreducible from Lemma[B3l Also, it is clear that the image ¢ ([}, Perm,,)
contains the identity flag in F'[,,. Thus, by an argument similar to that above, we ob-
tain

(3.6) b <H Pe’r’mnk> = Permy.
k=1

Since the image of ¢ is Fl;(= X,,,), the equalities (B.5]) and (3.6)) imply the following
claim.

Lemma 3.4. For J C [n — 1], both of Pet; and Permj are contained in Fl;.

Since ¢ is an embedding, the equalities ([B.5) and (B.6) also imply the following
decompositions into products (cf. [I0, Theorem 4.5] and |28 Proposition 3.13]):

(3.7) Pet; = H Pet,, and Permj; = HPeTmnk.
k=1 k=1

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} U {4,5,6} LU {9} as above,
then we have
Pet; = Pety x Pety X Pets,
Permj; = Perms X Permy X Permsg

which are compatible with the decomposition of Fl; given in Example 3.2

The following is a direct implication of Proposition 2.6l
Lemma 3.6. For J C [n — 1], we have
[Petj] = [Permy] in H.(Fl,;Z),

where [Pet ;| and [Perm]| are the cycles representing the subvarieties Pet; and Perm
in Fl,, respectively.

Proof. Since Pet; and Permj are both subvariety of Fl;(C Fl,) by Lemma B4 it
suffices to prove the equality in H*(Fl;;Z). The decomposition Fl; = [[,-, Fl,,
given in (34) induces an isomorphism

& H([[,L,Fly;Z) = H.(Fl;; Z).
By [13] Example 1.10.2], we also have an isomorphism

¢+ QR H(Flo; Z) = HA([T}y Floy; Z)
k=1

such that ¢(®7,[Vi]) = [[]j~, Vi for irreducible subvarieties V}, C Fl,, . By compos-
ing these two isomorphisms, we have

go §(®?:1[P6tnk]) = 5([1_[?:1 Petnk]) = [PetJ]a
§ o (@t [Permy,]) = E([[ Tz, Perma,]) = [Perm,]

since the isomorphisms in (3.7) are compatible with the isomorphism Fl; = [}", Fl,,.
By Proposition 2.6, we have the following equalities:

[Pet,,] = [Perm,,| in H.(Fl,,;Z) (1 <k<m).
Therefore, (3.8) implies that
[Pet;| = [Permy] in H.(Fly;Z).

(3.8)

3.3. A proof of Theorem [Tl Let
1: Pet, — Fl,, and j: Perm, — Fl,
be the inclusion maps. We recall the following claim from [20].

Proposition 3.7. ([20, Theorem 17]) The induced map i.: H.(Pet,;Z) — H.(Fl,;7Z)
is an injective map whose image is a direct summand of H,(Fl,;7Z).

Recall from Proposition 2.2 that H,(Pet,;Z) and H*(Fl,;Z) are torsion free. Thus,
the restriction map i*: H*(Fl,;Z) — H*(Pet,;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*(Fl,;Z) — H*(Pet,;Z) is surjective.

We now prove the following which gives us Theorem [[LT] in Section [

Theorem 3.9. There exists a unique isomorphism
@: H*(Pet,;Z) — H*(Permy;Z)°"
as graded rings such that the following diagram commutes.

H*(Fl,;Z)
H*(Pet,;7) % H*(Perm,,; Z)%"
Proof. The uniqueness of ¢ follows from the commutativity of the diagram and the

surjectivity of i* (Corollary B.8). We construct such an isomorphism ¢.
Let us begin with studying the induced maps on the homology groups:

iv: Hy(Pet,;2) — H.(Fl,;Z),
Je: Ho(Perm,; Z) — H.(Fl,; 7).
We first claim that
(3.9) Im i, =Im j, in H.(Fl,;Z).

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

H,(Pety;Z) = @D Z[Pet,)].
JC[n—1]

By Lemma B.6, we have i,[Pet;] = j.[Permy] € Im j, for J C [n — 1]. This implies
that

(3.10) Im 4, C Im 7,.

Let us prove that Im i, = Im j,. Since the map i, is injective by Proposition B.7] it
follows from ([BI0) and Proposition 22 that

(3.11) 2"~! = rank(Im i,) < rank(Im j,).
As for i,, the dual map of j, is precisely the restriction map
j* H(Fl,;Z) — H*(Perm,;7Z)

on the cohomology groups. For this map, we know from Proposition 2.4] that
(3.12) rank(Im 5*) < rank H*(Perm,,; Z)°" < 2" 1.
Since j* is the dual map of j,, we have

rank(Im j,) = dimg(Im j2) = dimg(Im jg) = rank(Im j),
where the maps j2 and jg are the homomorphisms H,(Perm,;Q) — H,(Fl,;Q)

and H*(Fl,;Q) — H*(Perm,;Q) induced by the inclusion map j: Perm, — Fl,,
respectively. Thus, the inequalities in (811 and (3I2)) must be equalities, and we
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obtain rank(Im i,) = rank(Im j,). Hence, by (BI0) and Proposition B.7, it follows
that Im i, = Im j, as we claimed in (3.9)).

Since i,: H.(Pet,;Z) — H.(Fl,;Z) is an isomorphism onto its image, (8.9) means
that there exists a surjective group homomorphism

v: H.(Permy;Z) — H.(Pet,;Z)

which satisfies the following commutative diagram.

H.(Fl,;7)

N

H.(Pet,;Z) «T H.(Permy;Z)

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

H*(Fl,:7)

H*(Pet,;Z) — H*(Permy;Z)
Since i* is surjective by Corollary B.8, we have Im ¢* = Im j* by the commutativity of

this diagram. Also, we know from Proposition 24 (i) that Im j* C H*(Perm,; Z)®".
Thus, we obtain the following commutative diagram.

H*(Fl,: 7.)

v
H*(Pet,; Z) 5 H*(Perm,,; Z)°"
Since the map ¢* is a surjective ring homomorphism, it is the quotient map by an ideal
of H*(Fl,;7Z). Hence, it follows that the map ¥* must be a ring homomorphism by
the commutativity of this diagram. Namely, ©* is the (graded) ring homomorphism
induced by j*. Since v is surjective, the dual map ¥ is an injective map whose image
is a direct summand of H*(Perm,,;Z)®". Thus, the quotient H*(Perm,,;Z)%" /Im 1*
is a free Z-module, and its rank is less than or equal to 0 by Proposition (i) and
Proposition 24 (ii). Therefore, it follows that Im * = H*(Perm,,;Z)®" so that * is
surjective. Letting ¢ = ¢*, we complete the proof. U

Remark 3.10. Since we proved that ¢* is an isomorphism, it follows that the equality
rank H,(Perm,,; Z)°" = 2"

holds for the inequality of Proposition 2.4 (ii).
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Remark 3.11. The invariant subring H*(Perm,,; Q)" with Q coefficients was stud-
ied by Klyachko ([21]), and he gave an explicit presentation of H*(Perm,,;Q)®" (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*(Pet,;Q) given
by Fukukawa-Harada-Masuda ([I1]). See [3|, [I7] for a generalization to arbitrary Lie

types.

4. AN EXPLICIT PRESENTATION OF THE RING H*(Pet,;Z)
The aim of this section is to give an explicit presentation of the ring H*(Pet,;Z) in

terms of ring generators and their relations.

4.1. A ring presentation of H*(Fl,;Z). We review the following well-known pre-
sentation of the cohomology ring of the flag variety F'l,. Our main reference is [12]
Sect. 10.2]. For 1 < i < n, let E; be the tautological vector bundle over Fl, whose
fiber over a point V, € Fl,, is V;. As a convention, let £y be the sub-bundle of E; of
rank 0. Set

7= c1((Ei/Ei_y)*) € H*(Fl,; 7) (1<i<n),

where ¢, ((E;/E;—1)*) is the first Chern class of the dual line bundle of the tautological
line bundld] F;/F;_;. By definition, we have short exact sequences

0— (E;/E; )" — E - E | —0 (1 <i<n).
From these sequences, it follows that
CIC(E;;) :€k<7-177-27"'77-n) (1 Sk §n>7

where ey (71,72, ...,7,) is the k-th elementary symmetric polynomial in 7, 7o, ..., 7,.
Since E; is a trivial bundle of rank n, this implies that we have

(4.1) ex(T1, 72y, T) =0 in H(Fl,;Z) (1 <k<n).

Let Z[y1, Yo, - - -, yn] be the polynomial ring over Z with indeterminates y1,ys, - . -, Yn.
The ring H*(Fl,;Z) is generated by 71,7, ..., T,, and hence we have a surjective ring
homomorphism

Z[?/la?/% ) yn] — H*(Flna Z)
which sends y; to 7; (1 < i < n). By (41]), this induces a surjective ring homomorphism

(4'2) Z[y17 Y2, ... 7yn]/<el(y)7 €2<y)7 SRR en<y)) — H*<Fln7 Z)v

where (e1(y),e2(y),...,en(y)) is the ideal of Z[y1,ys, ..., ys] generated by en(y) =
ex(Y1, Y2, - - -, yn) for 1 <k < n. It is well-known that (£.2) is an isomorphism.

IThe line bundle L; appeared in Section [is E;/E;—; for 1 <i<n.
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4.2. A module basis of H*(Pet,;Z). We set

(43) XT; = Cl((Ei/Eifl)ﬂPetn) € H2<P€tn, Z) (1 < 1 < n)

Namely, z; is the image of 7; under the restriction map *: H*(Fl,;Z) — H*(Pet,;Z)
for 1 < ¢ <mn. We also set

(4.4) w; =T, + Ty + -+ x; € H*(Pet,; 7) (1<i<n-—1).

For J C [n — 1], we have the decomposition J = J; U --- U J,, into the connected
components (see section 2.0]), and we set

1
(45) wy = m—J Hwia

where m is the positive integer defined by mj = [Ji|!|Jo]! - - - | J;n|!. This w; is defined
in H?l(Pet,;Q), but we have the following theorem.

Theorem 4.1. ([5, Theorem 4.13]) For each J C [n — 1], the cohomology class w is
an element of the integral cohomology group H?!(Pet,;Z), and the set

{w; € H\(Pet,;Z) | J C [n— 1]}
is a Z-basis of H*(Pet,;7Z).

In what follows, we give an integral expression for w; in terms of z1, xs, ..., x, (see
Corollary [ below). For this purpose, we prepare two technical lemmas.

Lemma 4.2. For1 <1i<n—1, we have
e et T = (D) (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. [I1] and [I7]) that we have
(4.6) ajww; =0 (1<j<n-1),

where «j = ;—x;4;. Since we have w; = w;_;+x; by definition (with the convention
wp = 0), we have from (0] that

(7; —zjr) (@1 +2;) =0  (1<j<n-—1).

From this, we obtain
w5 = (@jo1 + 25)Tj41 — W17y
(4.7) .
= @iy — @iz (by @; = @1 + 2; again)
for 1 <7 <n —1. Thus, we obtain
SL’% + .T; + -t SL’? = (wll’g — LTJO.Tl) —+ (?EQl’g — wll’g) + -+ (wl-:cl-ﬂ — wi,lxi)
= —WoT1 + WiTit1
= (1 + o2+ + @) T
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

(4.8) et et =@l e, (1<0<d-1),
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and we prove the claim for the case ¢ = d. To begin with, notice that
;1:;”1 = ;1:?’1 = wjx;l’lxjﬂ — w12} (1<j<n-1)

by ([@1). Thus, we have
(4.9) ot eyttt 2207 Tl =) wiaag
=1

The second summand in the right hand side can be written as
i i—1 i
Z d_ Z A _2: d d
J=1 J=0 J=1

since wy = 0 by convention. Applying this to (£9), we obtain
(4.10) o gt wftt = Z w2 — i) T + ward.

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

d-1 _ d-2 | d-3 d—2
E :wj(xj ]+1 )Tj41 = § :wj — i) (@] 2w e 2T

:0 (by (),

where we take the convention xd 2 +xd S+ +:Ej+1 = 1 when d = 2. Therefore,
HEI0) and w; = x1 + x9 + - + T 1mply that

d+1 + l‘d+1 N l‘d+1 (l‘ tag et xl) z+1
Applying the inductive hypothesis (L)) to the right hand side repeatedly, we obtain
g gt $d+1 (214 @2+ + 22 Tit1

:(5151fo2+ +$)§l+11

= ({425 + -+ 2Dz
which gives (L8]) for the case ¢ = d, as desired. O

For 1 < ¢ < n and a partition A = (A1, Ag,...) consisting of a weakly decreasing

sequence of non-negative integers, let my(z1,xs...,2;) be the monomial symmetric
polynomial in zy, s ..., 2z; € H?*(Pet,;Z). That is, my(xy, x5 ..., ;) is the sum of all
distinct monomials obtained from x7'z52 - - :L’fl 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, 1¥)
the partition given by

(d,1¥) = (d,1,1,...,1,0,0,---).
——
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For 1 <k < i < n, we have the following identity:
' = Mgy110-1(T1, T, .o, @) + Mg e (X1, T2, ..., T5) (d=2,3,...).

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 xq, xs,..., 2z,
in H*(Pet,;Z). The following example illustrates the idea of the proof.

Example 4.3. Let d =5, i =4, and k = 3. Then we have
5 5 5 5
(27 + x5 + 23 + x))es (w1, T, T3, T4)

o 5 5 5

= (551 + x5 + T3 + l’4) : (SL’LTQSL’?, + X1Toxy4 + T1X3T4 + x2x3x4)

= me11(21, Ta, T3, T4) + M5 11.1(21, T2, T3, Ts),
where we have

_ .6 6 6 6 6 6
Me11(T1, Ta, T3, Ty) = T]ToX3 + T{TaTy + T1T3T4 + ToX1 T3 + ToT124 + ToX3Ty
6 6 6 6 6 6
+ 30100 + T3T1T4 + T3X2X4 + T4 + TyT1T3 + L4003

and

_ D 5 5 5
m571,171(:€1, Lo, T3, 1’4) = T{T2X3T4 -+ LoX1T3T4 + X3X1X2X4 —+ T yT1X27T3.

We note that we have a slightly different identity when d = 1. Namely, we have
(4.12) (1 + -+ z)ex(x1, T2,y .. . ;)
) = Mg -1 (@1, Ta, . .., ;) + (K + D)mypesr (@1, Ta, . . ., T;)

for 1 <k < i <n. Similarly to (I1]), 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
(z1 + @2 + 23 + 4)ea(T1, T2, T3, T4)
= (r1 + 22 + x5 + x4) (2122 + 1123 + T124 + Toz + Toxy + T3Ty)
which is equal to the sum of
Mo (T, Te, T3, T4) = 221y + 2325 + 22xg + 2321 + TET3 + 232y
+ 2371 + 23Ty + T34 + TiT) + X379 + X513

and

21 (2223 + 32y + Toxy) + To(T123 + T1T4 + T3T4)

+ x3(2120 + T124 + Toxy) + Ta(T122 + T123 + Toxs) = 3My 11 (T1, T2, T3, Ta).

The next claim generalizes the previous lemma.
Lemma 4.5. For 0 < k <i<n—1, we have
md,lk (l‘l, Lo, ... ,ZL‘Z‘)I‘Z'+1 (d Z 2),
md+1,1k(371, T, . .. ,l’i) =
(1{7 -+ 1)m1k+1 (.Tl, To, ... 7.:(;/L'>.ri+1 (d = 1)
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Proof. When k = 0, the claim is

M0 (71, Ta,s ., ) Tig (d>2),
md+1,10(!7€1, Loy ,901‘) =
mar (o1, Ta, ..., T5)Tig (d=1)
which is equivalent to
(4.13) e et e = @t 2Dy (d > 1).

Thus, the claim follows by the previous lemma when k = 0.
We assume that 1 < k& < ¢ in what follows, and we prove the claim of this lemma
by induction on k. Assume by induction that

md,lk_1<x17 T,y Ti)Tig (d=>2),
(4.14) Mgy110-1(T1, To, ..., 2;) =

kmae(z1, 2, 20)Tiga (d=1).
Multiplying ey (z1, 22, ..., z;) to the both sides of ([£I3), we have
(4.15) (8 4 28 o 2T e (2, 1, . )
. = (2] + 2§ + -+ a)ep(z1, T2, . T) T4

By (£11)), the left hand side of (@15 is equal to

(4.16) Mg yo1r—1 (21, Ta, ..o, Ti) + Mgyy v (1, T2, .o, T5)
since d + 1 > 2. By (4I1)) and (AI2), the right hand side of (£I7]) is equal to
md+1,1k*1($1, To, ..., Ti)Tigp1 + md,lk(%, Loy .o T)Tig (d>2),
(4.17)
m2,1k—1(5517 Ty @) Tip1 + (B 4+ D)myps (21, 02, .., 2) 2000 (d=1).

In both cases of d > 2 and d = 1, the first summands in (£I6) and (£I7) coincide
because of the first case of the inductive hypothesis ([A.14]). Thus, the equality (£.I5)
implies that
md,1k<'x17 To,. .. 7'ri)xi+1 (d > 2)7
Mgy1,1k (56’17 Loy ... sz‘) =

(k’ + 1)m1k+1(ZL‘1, Loy ... ,l‘i)ZL'H_l (d = 1),
as desired. O

For the next proposition, we recall that w; = 21 + 2o+ ---+x; for 1 <i<n-—1

from (£4).

Proposition 4.6. For1 <a <b<n—1, we have

WeWat1 "Wy = k!@k(l‘l,l’z, .. 'axb)a
——— —
k

where k =b —a + 1.
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Proof. For the case k =1 (i.e., b = a), the claim is obvious by (44]). 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

(wawaJrl o 'wal) * Whp
= (k—Dlep_1(z1,29,...,7p-1) - @p
= (k—Dlex_1(z1,29,...,2p-1) - (x1 + 22+ + Tp_1 + xp)
= (k- 1)!((:101 + -t xp)er (T, 1) F e (T, ,:L‘b_l):L‘b>.
Applying ([AI2]) to the last expression, we obtain
(wawa-l—l e 'wb—l) * Wy

(4.18) =(k—1)! <m2,1k_2(x1, Toy .oy Tp—1) + kmge (21, o, ..., Tp—1)

+er1(xy, ... ,xb,l)xb).
For the second summand in the parenthesis of the right hand side, we have
kmayk(xq, 29, ...,y 1) = keg(z1, 29, ..., Tp_1) (by the definition of mx)

= kep(z1, T2, ..., xp) — keg_1(x1,Ta, ..., Tp_1)Typ.

Applying this to ([@I8]), we obtain
(wawaJrl o 'wal) * Whp
= (k— 1)!<m2,1k_2(:p1,x2, ooy 1) F keg(xy, o, . L 1)
— (k= 1Deg_q(xq, ... ,xb,l)xb>

= (k— 1)!<m2,1k72(:p1,x2, ooy 1) F keg(xy, o, . L 1)

— (k= Dmqe-1 (21, . .. ,:L‘b_l):L‘b>,

where we used ex_1(x1,...,2p_1) = mye-1(z1,...,2p_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 since 0 < k —2 < b— 1. Thus, the last expression is equal
to kleg(z1, 9, ..., xp). O

We now obtain the following formula which expresses w; in (LI]) as an integer
coefficient polynomial in z,xs, ..., z,.

Corollary 4.7. For J C [n — 1], we have

m

wy = H 17 (T1, T2y - - Tmax ) N H2|J‘(Petn; Z),
k=1
where J = Jy U Jy L ---UJ, is the decomposition into the connected components.

Proof. The previous proposition implies that

== T (IT=:) = [T (enton 7 )

e k=1 ieJg k=1

3
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because each component Jy is of the form J, = {a,a+1,...,b} for some a,b € [n—1].
Since H*(Pet,;7Z) is torsion free by Proposition 2.2l we obtain the claim by dividing
both sides of this equality by m; = [Ji|!|Jo]! - - - | T\ O

Example 4.8. Let n = 7. Then we have

1
W{34,5) — ZW3W4W5 = e3(71, T2, T3, T4, Ts5),

6

1
Wi2,4,5} = §w2w4w5 = 61($1,$2)62($1,$2,$3,$4,$5)-

4.3. A ring presentation of H*(Pet,;Z). Recall from (43]) that we have
z; = c1((Ei/Eiz1)*|pet,) € H*(Pet,; Z)
and that it is the image of 7; = ¢;((E;/E;_1)*) € H*(Fl,;Z) under the restriction map
i*: H*(Fl; Z) — H*(Pety; 7).
The ring H*(Fl,;Z) is generated by 11,72, ..., T, as we saw in section ] and the

map ¢* is surjective by [20] (see Corollary B.8). Thus, we have a surjective ring homo-
morphism

gb: Z[y17y27 “ee 7yn] — H*(Petn7Z)

which sends y; to z; (1 < i < n), where Z[yi, ya, . .., Yy,] is the polynomial ring over
Z, with indeterminates y1,vs, ..., Yy,. We regard this polynomial ring as a graded ring
with degy; = 2 for 1 < i < n. By construction, this map factors H*(Fl,;Z), and
hence it maps ex(y1, Y2, - .., Yn) to 0 in H*(Pet,;Z) for 1 < k < n (see section [LT]).

To give a ring presentation of H*(Pet,;Z), we introduce the following homogeneous
ideals of Zly1,yo, ..., yn):

I=(ex(y1, 92, yn) | 1 <k
I' = ((yi — vir1)ex (Vs - -, ys)

)

<n)
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

(4-20) 61(?/1792,?/3,?/4), 62(y1,y2,y3,y4), 63(y17y2,y3,y4), 64(?/1792793,?/4),
and the ideal I’ is generated by

(4.21) (y1 —v2)y1, (Y2 —y3) (1 +92), (Y2 — y3)yiye, (Y3 — ya) (1 + y2 + y3)-

From what we saw above, it is clear that the map ¢ sends the ideal I to 0 in
H*(Pet,;Z). It follows that ¢ also sends I’ to 0. To see that, it suffices to show that

(4.22) (i — xip1)ep(xy, .. .,2) =0 1<Ek<i<n-—1)

in H*(Pet,;Z), where we note that the range of k is larger than that of in (£I9). For
this purpose, let 1 < k <i <n — 1. By Proposition .6 we have

Kler(xy,. .., %) = Wik 1Wiks2 " - Wi
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Recalling that z; — z;.1 = «;, we obtain
W x; — xigq)ep(x, ..o, T) = Q0 gy 1Wi—pyo - - ;.
The right hand side of this equality is 0 by (@) so that we obtain
kW x; — xip1)er(x, ..., z;) = 0.

Since H*(Pet,;Z) is torsion free by Proposition 2.2 this implies the equality (£22]).
Hence, ¢ 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 7] it can be expressed as

Oéi'wJ:(L

where we set J = {i —k+1,i —k+2,...,i}. In [5], two kinds of closed subsets
X (= Pety) and €, in Pet,, are introduced, and this equality can be explained from
the corresponding geometric equality

X{i}mQJ:®

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 ¢ sends both of I and I’ to 0, it induces a surjective ring homomor-
phism

5: Z[y17y27 s 7yn]/([+ [I) - H*(Petn,Z)

which sends y; to z; (1 < i < n). Here, we use the same symbol y; for its image in the
quotient Zlyy,ys, ..., yn|/(I + I") by abusing notation. We adopt this notation in the
rest of this paper.

The next claim gives Theorem in Section [Il which describes the ring structure of
H*(Pet,;7Z).

Theorem 4.11. The induced homomorphism
O Ly, o, - yn) /(I + 1) — H*(Pet,; 7)
sending y; to x; = c1((E;/Ei_1)*|per,) (1 <@ < n) is an isomorphism as graded rings,
where I and I' are the ideals of Z[y1, ya, - . ., yn] defined in (EI9).
The rest of this paper is devoted for the proof of Theorem [L.11]
Remark 4.12. The relation (£22) for k =1 takes the form
;- w; = (T, — xip) (@1 + -+ x;) =0 in H (Pet,; Z)

which appears as the fundamental relations of the presentation of the cohomology ring
H*(Pet,;C) in [I1, Corollary 3.4] and [I7, Theorem 4.1] (¢f. [5, Remark 4.8]).
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Remark 4.13. Let n = 4. If we remove (y2 — y3)y1y2 from the list (Z2T)) of the
generators of I', then the quotient ring Zlyi, Yo, y3, ya] /(I + I') is not isomorphic to
H*(Pety; Z) since (Yo — ys)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
ex(Y1, Y2, Ys, ya) for some 1 < k < 4 from the list [L20) of the generators of I, then
the quotient ring Z[y1, Yo, Y3, ya] /(I + I') is not isomorphic to H*(Pety; 7).

Set

M = Z’[ylay27 s 7yn]/(1+ ‘[/)

If we can construct a subset {m; | J C [n — 1]} of M which generates M as a Z-
module and satisfies ¢(7;) = @ for J C [n — 1], then it follows that the map ¢ is an
isomorphism since w for J C [n — 1] form a Z-basis of H*(Pet,;Z) by Theorem .11

Motivated by Corollary .7, we define 7, € M for each J C [n — 1] as follows. For
a subset J C [n — 1] having the decomposition J = J; U --- L J,, into the connected
components (see section 2.0), we set

(423) Ty = He‘Jk|(y1,y2,...,ymaXJk) EM,
k=1

where we take the convention
(4.24) mp=1¢€ M.
We also define 7; for all J C Z by taking the convention
(4.25) w; =0 unless J C [n—1].
Example 4.14. Let n = 7. Then we have
T{3,45} = 63(y17y2, Y3, Y4, y5),
T{2,4,5} = 61(y1,y2)62(y1, Y2, Y3, Y4, y5)
in M (cf. Example A.8)). We also have 7o 2y = 0 and 7457 = 0 by (£23).

Recall that we have ¢(y;) = x; for 1 < i < n by definition. Hence, it is clear that
we have ¢(m;) = wy for J C [n — 1] by Corollary L7l Thus, to prove Theorem [1T]
it is enough to show the following claim as we discussed above.

Proposition 4.15. The Z-module M = Z[y1,y2, - .-, ya] /(I + I') is generated by the
subset {my | J C [n—1]}.

We prove this in the next subsection.

4.4. A Proof of Proposition [4.15 Before giving a proof of Proposition .15 we
first establish some basic properties of 7; for J C [n — 1]. We begin with the following
identity in M:

ek(y17y27"'7yn) = Z ep(ylny,---,yi)eq(yi+1,yi+2,---,yn)

P VY >

p+q=k

(4.26)
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for 1 < k < i <n, where we take the convention ey = 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}u{i+1,i+2,....,n}.
For 1 <i <n — 1, recall from the definition of M that we have
(Yi — vir1)ex(yr, -, y:) =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

(vi — Y )ex(yr, -, :) =0 (1 <k <4
in M.
Proof. If 1 < k < mn — i, then we have k < min{i,n — ¢} (since k < i), and the claim
holds by the definition of M as we saw above.

If n —1 < k <1, 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£ < ¢ for some positive integer ¢ satisfying n — i < ¢ < i, and we
prove the claim when k& = ¢+ 1. Since we have e(y1,...,y,) = 0 by the definition M,
we know that

(i = Yir)ew(yr, - -, yn) = 0.
By (420), this equality can be written as

Z (Wi — Yirr)ep(Yrs - -5 Yi)eq(Wivts - Yn) = 0.
0<p<i, 0<g<n—i
p+q=k

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

(yi - yz‘+1)ek(y1, .. ,yi) + Z (yZ — yiJrl)@p(yl7 o 7yi)eq(yi+1, o 7yn) —0.
0<p<i, 1<qg<n—i
pt+a=k

In the second summand, we have p =k —q > (n —1i) — ¢ > 0 since we are considering
the case n — ¢ < k < 4. 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

(?/z‘ - ?/z‘+1)€k(y1, . ,yi) = 0.

For non-negative integers a and b, we use the notation
la,b] ={c€Z|a<c<b}

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

2,5 = 64(91,?/2, ce 7?/5)7 3,2 = 1, and To,1] = 0
by (£23), (£24)), and (Z27), respectively. Noticing that we have
er(Y, - W) = e, Y1) ey, )y 1< E<b<n—1),



24 HIRAKU ABE AND HAOZHI ZENG

it follows that

(4.27) T = Ma—1p-1] + Tap-1 (1 <a<b<n—1)

since we have 7 = €y—at1(¥1, Y2, - -, ¥p). When a = b, we obtain
M) = Ma—1,a-1] +¥a (1 <a<n—1)

since 7, 4—1) = mp = 1. The next claim generalizes Lemma E.16

Lemma 4.17. For1 <a<b<n—1, we have

(4.28) (Yi = Yiv1) - Tlap) = 0 (a<i<b)

mn M.

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

(yi - yi+1>7r[a,i] = (yi - y@-+1)€i7a+1(y1, e 71%') =0

in this case. We prove the claim by induction on b — ¢ > 0. Let /(< n — 1) be a
non-negative integer, and assume by induction that (£28) holds for b — 7 = ¢. We
prove that ([L28) holds for b —i = ¢+ 1(> 1). By (@21), we have

(4.29) (Yi — Yiy1) - Ta,b] = (yi — yi+1)7r[a71,b71] + (yi — yi+1)7r[a,b71]yb-

We compute the right hand side by taking cases. If a = 1, then the first summand is
equal to zero by ([A25]), and the second summand is also equal to zero by the inductive
hypothesis since b—1 > 4. If @ > 1, both summands are equal to zero by the inductive
hypothesis. Thus, in either case, the right hand side of ([@29) is equal to zero so that
we obtain (y; — i41) - Tap = 0. O

In particular, for 1 <a < b <n — 1, we obtain
(4.30) YiT(ap] = Yor1Tab) (a <i<D)

in M by applying (£28) repeatedly.

To state the next claim, let us recall a basic property of w; in the cohomology
H*(Pet,;Z): it is clear from the definition (4.3]) that, for 1 <a <i<b<n-—1, we
have

1 1

b—a+1
Wlad) * Wi = 7. . N WalWa1 Wy = . Wla
fai] "L (t—a+1)! (b—1)! - ’ i—a+1) 7

in H*(Pet,;Z), where (figﬁ) 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

b—a-+1
(4.31) Tay] * Tli+1,b] = (z —ad 1)W[a,b}

mn 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

ML T2 = 2M -
The left hand side can be computed as
T - T2,2] = T[] * T2} = T1,1] (Y1 + o) = T, * 2Y2 = 2719),

where the third equality follows from ([@30), and the fourth equality follows from (Z27])
with 7,1y = 0. Thus, we obtain the claim for b = 2.
Let 2 < ¢ < n —1 be a positive integer, and assume by induction that the claim

(Z31) holds for b = ¢. We prove the claim (£31]) for b = ¢ + 1. The left hand side of
(#3T)) can be written as

Tayi] * Tli+1,] = Tai] Tib—1] + T[a,i) T[i+1,6—1]Yb

by (@.27). Applying (A.27) again to 7, in the first summand of the right hand side,

we obtain

(4.32) TMayd] " Tli+1,0] = TMa—1,i—1)T[i,p—1] T Ta,i—1T[i,b—1)Yi T T[ai] T[i-+1,6—1)Yb-

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

b—a+1
Ta—1,i—1]Ti,b—-1] = i—a+1 Ta—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 (@23). If @ > 1, then the claim follows by the inductive
hypothesis. For the second summand of the right hand side of (£32]), we have

b—a
Ta,i—1)Ti,b—1)Yi = | . Ta,b—1]Yi
[a,i—1]T[i,b—1]Y i—a [a,b—1]Y
which we prove by taking cases as follows. If a = ¢, the claim is obvious since both
sides are equal to 7 —1)y; by (E24)). If a < i, then the claim follows by the inductive
hypothesis. For the third summand of the right hand side of (£32), we have

b—a
T[a,i] T[i4+1,b—1]Yb = (2 aa 1) T[a,b—1]Yb
which we prove by taking cases as follows. If b = ¢+ 1, the claim is obvious since both
sides are equal to 7, ;s by (£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 (£32),
we obtain

b—a+1 b—a b—a
o] " Tit1h) =\, _ 1 Ta—1,b—1] T i _ g ) Tab-11Yi + i—a+1 Ta,b—1]Yb-
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By applying (430) to the second summand of the right hand side, it follows that

b—a+1 b—a b—a
Ma,i] * T[i+1,b] = (2 Cat 1>7T[a1,b1} + (Z B a) Ta,b—1]Yb + (2 Cat 1) Ta,b—1]Yb
b—a+1 b—a-+1
= (z et I)W[Q—Lb—u + (z et l)ﬂ[a,b—l}yb
b—a+1
- (2 —a+ 1)7”“”’“

where we used ([L21) for the last equality. This completes the proof. O

For simplicity, we write
(4.33) =Ty =ttty (1<i<n—1)

(cf. (£4). As for the previous proposition, the following is an analogue of [5, Lemma 5.1]
which is a claim for w; in the cohomology H*(Pet,;Z).

Proposition 4.19. For1 <a<i<b<n—1, we have
(4.34) i * Tab] = (b — 14+ 1)71'[@_1,1)} + (l —a—+ 1)7T[a,b+1}
in M with the convention Ty = Tan = 0 (See ([@2T)).

Before giving a proof, we recall that the identity ([{I2) was obtained simply by
rearranging terms, without using any non-trivial relations between the cohomology

classes w1, xo, ..., x,. Thus, it follows that the same identity holds for y1,vs,...,y, in
M as well:

(1 +y2+ -+ ) ey, v, - 1)
(435) = 777’2,1'!“_1 <y17 Y2y - - 7yb) + (k + 1>m1k+1 (y17 Y2y .- 7yb)

= m2,1k71(y17 Y2y - 7yb) + (k + 1)6k+1(y17 Y2y .- >?/b)
for 1 <k <b<n. We also recall that the claim of Lemma was derived only by
the relations a;o; =0 (1 < i <n— l)ﬁ By the definitions of M and I’, we have the
corresponding relations (y; — yi41)m = 0 (1 < i < n —1)in M. Thus, the claim of
Lemma holds for yy,...,y, as well. Its claim for d = 1 gives us that
m2,1k71(y17 s 7yb) = kmlk (yla cee a?/b)?/b+1 - kek(yla cee 7yb)yb+1'

Applying this to the last expression in ([A35]), we obtain that
(i +y2t -+ u) ey, y2, - U)

= kek(yla cee 7yb)yb+1 + (k + 1)6/€+1(y17 Yo, 7yb)
for 1 < k < b <n. This can be expressed as

(4.36) Ty * Mab] = (b —a+ 1)7T[a,b}yb+1 + (b —a+ 2)7T[a—17b] (1 <a<b< n)

%In section 2 the condition that H*(Pet,;Z) is torsion free was used only in the proof of
Corollary L7
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Proof of Proposition .19 We first prove the equality for the case i = b. In this case,
the claim is

(4.37) Ty * Mab] = Ta—1,5 + (b — a + 1)Tqp11]-
The left hand side is equal to
Ty Tap] = (00— a+ D)7 yypr + (b — a + 2)me_1y
by (£36]). Thus, we obtain
Ty Tap] = (0 — a+ )T ag¥prr + (b —a + 2)Tq_1y

(4.38)
= -1 + (b—a+1) (W[afl,b] + W[a,b}ybH)-

In the parenthesis of the last expression, we have
(4.39) Tla—1,6] T Tab|¥b+1 = T[a,b+1]

which we prove by taking cases. If b < n — 1, it is obvious by ([£27). If b=n — 1, it
can be shown as

Ta—1,b] + Ta,b]Yb+1 = Ta—1,n—1] + Ta,n—11Yn

= en—a-l-l(yla Yay - - ayn—l) + en—a(yla Y2, ... ayn—l)yn

= €n—at1(Y1, Y2, -+ Yn)
=0 (by the definitions of M and I)

= Mla,b4+1] (by b+ 1 =n and (£27))
in this case as well. Thus, we obtain from (438 and ([£39) that
Ty Mab] = Ta—1,5 + (b — a + 1)Tqp11]-

This verifies ({31) which is the desired claim (£34) for the case i = b.

Now we prove the claim (A34]) by induction on b —i > 0. Let {(< n — 1) be a
non-negative integer, and assume by induction that (£34]) holds when b — i = ¢. We
prove (L34 for the case b —i = ¢+ 1(> 1). In this case, the left hand side of (£34)
can be computed as

(4.40) T * Mab] = TiTMa—1,b—1] T TiT[a,b—1]Yb

by ([@27). We compute each summands of the right hand side separately. For the first
summand, we have

TiMa—1,0-1] = (b — ) Ta—p-1) + (I — @ + 2) g1y

which we prove by taking cases as follows. If a = 1, then both sides are equal to 0 by
#25). If a > 1, then the claim follows by the inductive hypothesis since b — 1 > 1.
For the second summand in the right hand side of (£40), we have

TiMab—1]Yb = ((b — ) Ta—1,p-1] + (1 —a + 1)7T[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 (£.40), we obtain

T * Tap] = ((b — Z')7T[a_27b_1] + (Z —a+ 2>7T[a—17b])
(0= miarpoy + (= a+ Dy )un

= (b—1) (W[aa,bq] + 7T[a71,b71]yb>
(4.41)

+ Ma—14 + (t—a+1) (W[a_Lb] + 7T[a,b}3/6>
= (b—1) (ﬂ[aa,bq] + 7T[a71,b71]yb>

+ M1y + ((—a+1) (W[afl,b] + W[a,b]berl)a

where we used {30) to 7,4 ys for the last equality. We now compute the first and
the third summands of the last expression separately. For the first summand, we have

(4.42) (b—1) (7[a72,b71} + W[afl,bfl]yb> = (b— 1)1

which we prove by taking cases as follows. If a > 1, then the claim is obvious by
#27). If a = 1, the claim follows since both sides are equal to 0 by ([£23]). For the
third summand of the last expression of (£.41]), we have

(4.43) (i—a+1) (W[G_Lb} + W[a,b}yb-i-l) = (i —a+ 1)Taps

by ([@39). Applying ([£42) and (@3] to the last expression of ([AAI]), we obtain
T * Map] = (b — 1+ l)ﬂ[afl,b] + (’L —a—+ 1)7T[a,b+1}-

This verifies (4.34]) for the case b —i = ¢ + 1, as desired. O

We now prove Proposition .15 which completes the proof of Theorem H.I1] as we
discussed in section

Proof of Propositionld I3 Let f € M be a polynomial in yy,ys,...,y,. We prove
that f can be written as a linear combination of m; for J C [n — 1]. Recalling that
T =Y+ Y2+ -+ vy;, we have

yi=m—mi (1<i<n—1),

Yn = —Th—1
with the convention 7y = 0, where the second equality follows since we have an equality
yi+ya+- - +yn = e1(y1,Y2, - - -, yn) = 0in M. Hence, we can express f as a polynomial
in

T, T2y vy Tp—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

(4.44) -

for some d > 1 and 1 < iy < iy < --- <13 <n. We prove that this monomial can be
expressed as a linear combination of 7 for J C [n — 1].

d
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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 m;, = m; with J = {i;} by ([@33). Assume by
induction that

for some integers ¢; (J C [n — 1]). Then we have

(445) —71'Zl Z CjTy = Z CjT; T g.

JC[n—1] JCn—1]
It suffices to show that each product m; 7, is expanded as a linear combination of

7g, for L C [n — 1]. For this, we take the decomposition J = J; U --- U J,, into the
connected components. By (£23), we have

T3 Ty = Ty =Ty =T,

m

since each Jj, consists of a single connected component (1 < k <m). Set J" .= JU{i; }.
We consider the case for J' 2 J and the case for J' = J separately.
If J* 2 J, then we have i; ¢ J. We denote by J'(i;) C J’ the connected component

of J' containing i;. We have the following three cases:

(1) J’(il) = {i},

(2) J'(iy) = Jp U {ir} for some 1 < k <m,

(3) J'(i1) = Jp U{i1} U Jgy for some 1 < k < m.
In the case (1), we have

7TZ'17TJ:7T2‘1 '7TJ1"'7TJ

m

by the definition of 7 (see [@23)). In the case (2), we have i; = minJy — 1 or
11 = max Jp + 1. In either case, we have

:ﬂ'J/

T Ty = Tgy = ﬂ-Jk:—l(ﬂ-ilﬂ-Jk)ﬂ-Jk-Q—l T,

|| + 1
=Tn - TJ,_, 1 Ty 1) | Tdger """ Tm

by Proposition I8 and (‘Jkl‘ﬂ) = (\le}lljl) Hence, we obtain

|| + 1
7TZ‘17TJ: 1 W

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

T Tg =T Ty (WJk C Ty 7TJk+1)7TJk+2 B A%

|| + 1
=T Ty |Jk| Tru{in} " Ty | Tdigo """ T
_ | Ji| + 1\ ([Tl + 1+ | Jeya]
— 7TJ1 e 7er71 |Jk| |Jk| + 1 WJkU{il}UJk+1 7TJk+2 e ﬂ-Jm

_ (|Jk| + 1) <|Jk| +1+ |Jk+1|)7T
| Ji] PARS

by Proposition [L.I§ again. Thus, in either case of (1)-(3), we see that the product
T, Ty 1s an integer multiple of 7.
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If J = J, then we have i; € J;, for some 1 < k < m. In this case, let us write
Jr = [a,b] for some 1 < a < b <n— 1. Then, Proposition .19 implies that

T Ty = Ty = Ty (7Ti17TJk)7TJk+1 T,

(4.46) = e ((b — iy + D)1y + (i1 —a+ 1)7r[a7b+1])7er+1 R

= (b —i + 1)7TJ1 T T Ta—1,0 T Jpyq © " T

m
+ (21 —a+ 1)71']1 o '7TJk717T[a’b+1}7TJk+1 T
For the first summand in the last expression, we have

T Tl Ta=10] g yr " T,

T jU{a—1} <1f max Jp_1 < a — 2),

(|Jk_1| +b—a+2
| 1]

where the first case follows from the definition of 7 ;,¢,—1y, and the second case follows
by applying Proposition to 7y, Ma-1, in the left hand side. Here, we take the
convention Jy = {—oo} since only the first case of (£47) holds when k = 1. Similarly,
for the second summand in the last expression of (£46]), we have

(4.47)

)ﬂJU{a_l} (if max Jy_1 = a — 2),

g T Tab+ )T Ty * " Ty,

(448) Tju{b+1} (lf min Jk-i—l > b+ 2),
- Jog1| +b—a+2 o
(| k+2|_ 042 )Wju{b+1} (if min Ji 1 = b+ 2).

Again, we take the convention J,,.; = {400} since only the first case of ([{L48]) holds
when k£ = m. Thus, it follows from (4.46]) that 7;, 7 is a linear combination of 7 ;u(4—1}
and 7yug113. Applying this result to the right hand side of (£.43]), we see that f is a
linear combination of 7, for J C [n — 1].

Finally, we consider the case d > n — 1. In this case, the number of 7;, appearing
in (4.44) is greater than n — 1. Hence, we can write

f = Ty Ty =+ Ty = (ﬂ-ilﬂ-lé e ﬂ-in—l) : (ﬂ-inﬂ-in-ﬂ U Wid)'

Applying the argument used in the previous case to the product m; 7, - - - m;, _,, we see
that it is an integer multiple of 7j,_y). Since we have

Tn—1] " T, = 0

by Proposition .19 we see that f = 0 in this case. This completes the proof. O
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