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Abstract

We give a stratification of the GIT quotient of the Grassmannian G5, modulo the
normaliser of a maximal torus of SL,(k) with respect to the ample generator of the
Picard group of Gg,,. We also prove that the flag variety GL,(k)/B,, can be obtained as
a GIT quotient of GLj+1(k)/Bp+1 modulo a maximal torus of SL, (k) for a suitable
choice of an ample line bundle on GL;,4+1(k)/Bpn+1-
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Introduction

Let k& be an algebraically closed field. Consider the action of a maximal torus 7' of
SL, (k) on the Grassmannian G, ,, of r- dimensional vector subspaces of an n- dimensional
vector space over k. Let N denote the normaliser of T in SL, (k). Let £, denote the ample
generator of the Picard group of G, ,. Let W = N/T denote the Weyl group of SL, (k) with
respect to T'.

In [5], it is shown that the semi-stable points of G, with respect to the T-linearised line
bundle £, is same as the stable points if and only if » and n are co-prime.
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In this paper, we describe all the semi-stable points of G, , with respect to £,. In this
connection, we prove the following result:
First, we introduce some notation needed for the statement of the theorem.

Let b; be a Cartan subalgebra of sl; 1, P(h;) be the projective space and R; C b be the
root system. Let V; be the open subset of P(h;) defined by

Vi ={x € P(h;) : a(x) # 0,Va € R;}.

Here, the Weyl group of sl;;, is 5,41, and b, is the standard representation of S;;.

With this notation, taking m = [251] (for this notation, see lemma 1.6) and t = [21]

we have i
Theorem: ,\\G%,(£2) has a stratification Ui_, Ci where Cy = s,,,,\P(h,,), and C; =
Sivmar\Vitm:

On the other hand, the GIT quotient of GL,1(k)/B,+1 modulo a maximal torus of
SLy+1(k) for any ample line bundle on GL,,41(k)/By+1 and GL,(k)/B,, are both birational
varieties. So, it is a natural question to ask whether the flag variety GL,(k)/B, can be
obtained as a GIT quotient of GL,1(k)/B,+1 modulo a maximal torus of SL, (k) for a
suitable choice of an ample line bundle on GL,1(k)/B,+1. We give an affirmative answer
to this question. For a more precise statement, see theorem 5.2. In this connection, we
also prove that the action of the Weyl group S,,11 on the quotient is given by the standard
representation. For a more precise statement, see corollary 5.4.

Section 1 consists of preliminary notation and some combinatorial lemmas about minus-
cule weights.

In section 2, we describe all Schubert cells in G, admitting semi-stable points.
In section 3, we describe the action of the Weyl group W on .\ G5, (L,).
In section 4, we describe a stratification of [ \\G57,(L2).

In section 5, we obtain GL,(k)/B, as a GIT quotient of GL,.1(k)/B,s+1 modulo a
maximal torus of SL, (k) for a suitable line bundle on G L, 1(k)/Byi1-

1 Preliminary notation and some combinatorial Lem-
mas

This section consists of preliminary notation and some combinatorial lemmas about minus-
cule weights. Let G be a reductive Chevalley group over an algebraically closed field k.
Let T be a maximal torus of the commutator subgroup [G,G], B a Borel subgroup of G
containing 7" and U be the unipotent radical of B. Let N be the normaliser of T" in [G, G].
Let W = N/T be Weyl group of [G,G] with respect to T" and R denote the set of roots
with respect to T', Rt positive roots with respect to B. Let U, denote the one dimentional



T-stable subgroup of G corresponding to the root & and let S = {a,---ay} € R* denote the
set of simple roots. For a subset I C S denote W! = {w € W|w(a) >0, a € I}. Let X(T)
(resp. Y (T')) denote the set of characters of T' (resp. one parameter subgroups of 7'). Let
E, =X(T)®R, E; =Y (T)®R. Let (.,.) : E1 X E3 — R be the canonical non-degenerate
bilinear form. Choose \A;’s in Ey such that (a;, A;) = ¢;; for all i. Let C(B ) = R>¢ - span
of the \;’s . Let & € Y(T') be as in page-19 of [1]. We also have sa( ) =x — (x, &)« for
all « € Rand x € Fy. Set s; = 8o, V i =1,2---1. Let {w; : 7 =1,2- l}CElbethe
fundamental weights; i.e. (w;, d;) = d;; forall i,7 =1,2---1.

We now prove some elementary lemmas about minuscule weights. For notation, we refer
to [7].

Lemma 1.1. Let I be any nonempty subset of S, and let p be a weight of the form Y~ . m;a;—
Zaiglmiaii where m; € Q for all i, 1 < i <1; m; >0 for all oy € I and m; > 0 for all
a; € S\ I. Then there is an a € I such that s,(p) < p.

Proof. Since s,(pn) = p—(p, &), we need to find an o € I such that (u, &) > 0. This follows
because the Cartan matrix ((oy, @;));; is positive definite, so we can find an « € I such that
(D a,er mici; &) > 0. Now we know that for any a;, a; € S, i # j, (o, @, rangle < 0. Hence,
(D angr Micvi, &) < 0 for this o € I. Thus (g, &) > 0. This proves the lemma. O

Lemma 1.2. Let A be any dominant weight and let I = {a € S : (\,&) = 0}. Let
wy, wy € W be such that wy(\) = wo(N). Then wy = ws.

Proof. See [1] and [2]. O

In the rest of this section, w will denote a minuscule weight and I := {a € S : {(w, &) = 0}
Lemma 1.3. Leta € S and 7 € W such that l(so7) = [(7)+1 and s, € W, then T € W1,

SaT(W) = T(w) — a.

Proof. The proof of the first part of the lemma is clear. Now s,7(w) = 7(w) — (1(w), &)a.
Since the pairing (., .) is W-invariant, (7(w), &) = (w, 7 'a). Again since l(soﬂ‘) =1(r)+1
> ) -

we have 77'a > 0. Let 77la = ZZ LM, m; € Zso. Now, if (w,77'a) = 0, then
m; > 0 = (w, T—lo@ = 0 for 1 < i < [. This gives a contradiction, since s,7 € WI and
SaT(T7 @) = so(a) < 0. Thus, (w, 7~'a) = 1. Hence the lemma is proved. O

Corollary 1.4. 1. For any w € W, the number of times that s;, 1 <1i <n — 1 appears in
a reduced expression of w = (coefficient of o in w) — (coefficient of a; in w(w)) and hence
it is independent of the reduced expression of w.

2. Let w € W and let w = s;,.84 ...8;, € W be a reduced expression. Then w(w) =

w— Yk ay,. and l(w) = ht(w — w(w)).

Proof. Follows from Lemma 1.3. 0



Lemma 1.5. Let w = 5,8, ...5;, € W such that ht(w — 8;,84, . .. 8i, (w)) = k then w € W/
and l(w) = k.

Proof. This follows from the corollary 1.4. O

Lemma 1.6. Let w = 22:1 mia;, m; € Qs be a minuscule weight. Let I = {a € S :
(w,&) = 0}. Then, there exist a unique w € W such that w(w) = Zi.:l(mi — [m;])a; where
for any real number x,

[z] ==

x if x is an integer
[z] +1 otherwise

Proof. Using lemma 1.1 and the fact that w is minuscule we can find a sequence s;,, s;, _,, "
;84 of simple reflections in W such that for each j, 2 < j < k + 1, coefficient of «;, in
Si; 1 +Si; o -+ Si (wy) is positive and (s,.85,_, ... 54 (wy)) = w, — 25:1 a;; for each j, 1 <5 <
k. The existence part of the lemma follows from here. The uniqueness follows from lemma
1.2. O

Lemma 1.7. Let w = Zé:l mia;, m; € Qs be a minuscule weight. Let I = {a € S :

(w,&) =0}. Then, there exist a unique 7 € W such that 7(w) = Zizl(mi — [mi])ay.

Proof. Proof is similar to that of lemma 1.6. 0

Now onwards, we say that for two elements w and 7 in W, w < 7if (1) = l(w)+ (7w ™).

Lemma 1.8. Let w and I be as in the lemma 1.6 and 7,0 € W!. Then 7(w) < o(w) & o <
T.

Proof. The proof is by induction on ht(o(w) — 7(w)) which is a non-negative integer.
ht(w(ow) — 7(w)) = 1: This means o(w) = 7(w) + « for some a € S. Applying s, on both
the sides of this equation, we have,

Sa0(Ww) = —a+ Sgﬂ'(”) 5
= T(w) — (w07 'a)a = —2a + 7(w) — (w, 7 'a)a
= (w,07'a) = 2+ (w, 77 1)

Since w is minuscule, we get <w,a:1a> =1 and (w,T—Vloz) = —1. This implies, by the
lemma 1.5, that {(s,0) = l(w) + 1 and s,w € W!. Now, we have s,0(w) = 7(w). Hence, by
lemma 1.2, we get 7 = s,0 with I(7) = [(0) + 1. Thus the result follows in this case.

Let us assume that the result is true for ht(o(w) — 7(w)) < m — 1.

ht(o(w) — 7(w)) =m: Let o(w) — 7(w) = >_, c;mic; where J C S and m;’s are positive
integers. Since (D, c;mMiqi, Y, c;Mid;) > 0 there exist an a; € J such that (o(w) —
T(w),d;) > 0. Hence either (o(w),d;) > 0 or (17(w),d;) <O.

Case I: Let us assume (0(w),d;) > 0. Then I(sy,0) = I(0) + 1 and s,,0 € W'. Now




ht(sq,0(w) — 7(w)) = m — 1. Hence, by induction 7 = ¢15,,0 with I[(7) = I[(¢1) + (54,0).
Thus taking ¢ = ¢;.5,, we are done in this case.

Case IT: Let us assume (7(w), ;) < 0. Then I(sq,7) = I(7) — 1 and s,,7 € W'. Since
0(w) = 8q,7(w) = m — 1 by induction s,,7 = ¢o0 with I(sq,7) = I(¢2) + (o). Thus taking
¢ = 8q,¢2 we are done in this case also. This completes the proof. O

Corollary 1.9. Let w, w and I be as in lemma 1.6. Let 0 € W' be such that o(nw) <0 for
some positive integer. Then, we have w < 0.

Proof. The proof follows from lemma 1.6, 1.8 and the fact that w is minuscule. O

Corollary 1.10. Let w, w and I be as in lemma 1.6. Let o € W' be such that o(nw) > 0
for some positive integer. Then, we have o < w

Proof. The proof follows from lemma 1.7, 1.8 and the fact that w is minuscule. O

2 Description of Schubert varieties in the Grassman-
nian having semi-stable points

In this section, we have the following notation. Let G = GL,(k) with characteristic of k
is either zero or bigger than n. Let r € {2,---n — 2}. Consider the action of a maximal
torus 17" of SL,(k) on the Grassmannian G, ,. Let B be a Borel subgroup of G containing
T. Let S = {ay, - -a,_1} be the set of simple roots with respect to B arranged in the
ordering of the vertices in the Dynkin diagram of type A,_;. Let I, = S\ {a,.}. We first
note that G,, is the homogeneous space GL,(k)/P, where P, = BW| B is the maximal
parabolic subgroup of GL, (k) containing B associated to the simple root «,. Let w, be
the fundamental weight associated to the simple root «, and let £, denote the line bundle
on GL,(k)/P, corresponding to w,. We describe all Schubert cells in GL, (k)/P, admitting
semi-stable points for the above mentioned action of 7" with respect to the line bundle L,.

Some of the elementary facts about the combinatorics of W/ that is being used in this
section can be found in [7]. For the convenience of the reader, we prove them here.

Lemma 2.1. Let w € W1, w # id. Then there exists an i € N, i < r and a sequence of
positive integers {a;}, j =1,2,...,1 such that the following holds.

(a) aj >3 forallj, i <j<r

(0) w = (Sa;-Sa;—1 - 5)(Sai 1 -Sas i1 -1+ -+ Sig1) - (Sap-Sap—1 -+ 8p) with l(w) = 370 _(a;—j+1)

Proof. Let i be the least positive integer such that s,, < w. The rest of the proof follows
from braid relations in W. O

Lemma 2.2. Letw,7 € W!. Writew = (8q,.54,1 - - - 5i)(Sagi1-Sazsr—1---Si41) - - - (Sa,-Sar—1-- - Sr)
and T = (Sp,-Sby—1 - - - 5k)(Shyyr-Sbpoa—1 -+ - Skt1) - - - (Sb,-Sp,—1-..5,) be as in the lemma 2.1.
Thenw <71 k<iandbj>a; forall j, i <j<r.
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Proof. The proof follows from lemma 1.8 and the fact that w(w,) > 7(w,) < k < i and
bj > a; forall j,i<j<r. O

Now, write n = qr+t with 1 < ¢ < r and let 7, € W/r be the unique element as in lemma
1.6 for the case when w = w,. Then, 7, must be of the form 7. = (54, -+ 1) (Sa.** Sy)
where

7

Ji(g+1) aif i <t-—1.
Sl ig+(t—1) if t<i<r

Let 7"~ € Wn— be the unique element as in lemma 1.7 for the case w = w,. Then, we
have 7, = 7" "w{ and l(wl) = (7)) + 1(7*7).

Let w € W be such that w(nw,) < 0.

Then, we have

Lemma 2.3. 7. <w and wr, ' < (7"77)7L.
Proof. Proof follows from corollary 1.8 and corollary 1.9. 0

For any such w, we describe the set RT(w™?).
Lemma 2.4. RT(w™') consists of roots of the form a;+aji1+- -+, for 1 <i <r where
j#ar+1 for any k < i.

Proof. We have w™ = (s....84,)...(S2...84)-(51..54,), which is a reduced expression.
Thus the elements of RT(w™!) are

Bij—it1 = (Say ---51)-(Say ---52) -« (Say - - - Sj+1-55.85-1 - .. i) ()
where 1 < j < a;, 1 < i <r, denotes omission of the symbols. We have,
(Sq; -+ - Sj41-85.87-1 ... 8i) () = aj + ajp1 + -+ Qg
Since, a; < az < --- < a,, each 3;; is of the form
Qj+ Qg1+ F Q.

Now j # ay + 1 for any k < i follows from the fact that [(w) is the same as the cardinality
of RT(w™!). O

Remark 2.5. From the lemma it follows that the elements of RT(w™') can be written in an
array as follows:

Bii Bz o Bra
£2,1 ﬁ2,2 T 52,111 527a1+1 62,a1+2 T 52@2—1
537 1 ﬁ372 o 63,(11 53#11-1-1 ﬁ3,a1+2 te 53,&2—1 63,(12 te 53,{13—2

BT, 1 57"2 te Br,al Br,al—l—l ﬁr,a1+2 U Br,az—l ﬁr,ag e Br,a3—2 te Br,ar—r—l—l
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where the array has r rows, and the length of the i-th row is a; — (i — 1). Note that B4, =
gy, and for 2 < ¢ < 1, Big—iv1 = O, only if a; > a;—1 + 2. In this case, for all j,
it < J <71, Biaia—iv2 = Bictaii—it2 T Qa_yj41 T Qay_q2 + o+ gy and Bia,—iv3 =
Qa;_y42 + Qay_y43 + -+ ;. If a; = ai1 + 1, then a; —i+1 = a;_1 — (i — 1) + 1,
therefore, the (i — 1)-th and i-th rows have same length. In this case for all j, i < j <,
Biai—it1 = Bictai—i+1 T Qay 41 T Qo 42 + 0+ Qg

For any w € W, let X (w) := BwP,/P, denote the Schubert variety in GL,(k)/P,.

We recall BwP,/P, = U,wP,, where U, is the product Haem(w,l) U, of the root groups
U,, and we describe below the ordering of roots in which the product is taken.

Consider the open set

Vi={ H ug,, (zs,)w.Pr : x5, #0,V6; € RT(w™ ")}

BijERJf(w*l)

of X(w) in GL,/P, where the order in which the product is taken is as follows: Put a
partial order on R*(w™') by declaring 3;; < By if either i = k and j > [ or if i < k. Now
we take the product so that whenever 8;; < B, ug,;(7s,;) appears on the right hand side
of ug, (xs,). Note that ug, (zs,)’s commute with each other, since §;, ;, 8, ,, € Rt (w™")
implies ;, j,+Bi,.;, is not aroot. This follows from the fact that no element of R*(w™!) starts
or ends with o, 41, forany k, 1 <k <r—1 (i.e. forall 8;; € R (w™) and 1 <k <r—1,
Bij — Qa1 7 0 is not a root.)

Now the natural action of the maximal torus 7" on GL,(k)/P,, induces an action of T
onV .

Lemma 2.6. Consider the torus T = H66R+(w*1)Gmﬁ where Gy, 3 = Gy, for each B €

Rt(w™Y). We have a natural action of T on T through the homomorphism of algebraic
groups ® : T — T defined by ®(t) = (B(t))s for allt € T. The map V — T  defined by
[Tus(xp)w.P — (xp)s is a T-equivariant isomorphism of varieties.

Proof. Proof is easy. O

We now describe all the Schubert varieties admitting semi-stable points.
Let n =qr+t, with 1 <t <r andlet we W',

Lemma 2.7. Then the following are equivalent:

(1) X(w)5(L,) is non-empty.

(2) 7 <w and wr,t < (7777

(3) w = (Sqy+81)*(Sa. " 8r), where {a; : i = 1,2---r} is an increasing sequence of
positive integers such that a; > i(q+1) V i <t—1anda; =ig+ (t+1) V t <i<r.

Proof. By Hilbert-Mumford criterion (theorem 2.1 of [3]) a point z € G/P, is semi-stable

if and only if ul(cx,\) < 0 for all A € C(B) and for all o € W. By the lemma 2.1 of
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[6], this statement is equivalent to (—w,(w),A) > 0 for all A € C'(B) and for all 0 € W,
where w, € W is such that oz € U, w,P,. Thus, by corollary 1.8 applied to the situation

w = w,, a point x is semi-stable if and only if z is not in the W- translates of U,7P, with
reW!l and 7. £ 7.

Now, for a w € Wl X (w) is not contained in the finite union U'r?f'rr U, P, if and only if
7 < w. The second condition wTT_l < (7‘"‘7’)_1 is an immediate consequence when w > 7,.
This completes the proof. O

Proposition 2.8. Let X, ; denote the regular function on 'V defined by [ ug,, (x4, )w.P —

; ; : Xija;—i+1-Xit1,5 .
xg,, foralll <i<r—1landl<j<a;—i+1;andletY;; = #ﬁ*: Then the ring
i, Nit1l,a;—i

of T-invariant reqular functions is generated by Y; ;, Yi,_jl, where 1 < j < a; — 1, for each 1,

and 1 <1 <r—1;Y,;; are algebraically independent.
Proof. Now, consider the homomorphism of tori,
T -2 T defined by

U(t)= ("), i=1,2--rj=1,2-a; —i+1

Proof of the proposition follows from the following claim.

Claim: Ejq,—-1) — Eit1,0—(-1) — Eij + Eip1 31 =1,2---r—=1 and j=1,2---a; —i forms
a basis for Ker(V* : X(T)— X (T")), where E; is the matrix with 1 in the (i, k)™ place
and 0 elsewhere.

Proof of the claim: Now any character of 7" is of the form (t5) ~ Ht;nﬁ where mg are
integers. Now such a character is T-invariant iff the sum smgp is zero. Plugging in
the expression of 8’s in terms of the simple roots a;’s and noting that they are linearly
independent we get a set of linear equations over Z, by equating to zero the coefficient of
each ay. Let us denote by R(p), 1 < p < r the set of roots appearing in p-th row of the
array described above; and let C(q), 1 < ¢ < a, — (r — 1) denote the set of roots appearing
in the ¢-th column of the array.

Comparing the coefficient of oy, we have Zﬁec(l) mg =0 .
Comparing the coefficient of ay, and using the above observation, we get > sec(zyms = 0.
Proceeding this way, we get

> mp=0Vj1<j<a.
BeC(H)

Let k be the least positive integer such that oy + --- + a,, is the first root in the column
C(CLl + 1)

Comparing the coefficient of oy, we get Zﬁec(alJrl) mg = 0.

Proceeding this way, we get

Z mg=0Vj;1<j<a —7r+1
BeC(j)



Now comparing the coefficient of a,,, we get > serey Ms = 0.
Comparing the coeflicient of {«a; : j = a,-1,2 + a,_1,---a, }, we get

Z TTlg—i- Z mg—O

BER(r—1) BER(r

Z mgz().

BER(r—1)

Thus we have

Proceeding this way, we get

d mp=0Vi1<i<r
BER(7)

3 Description of the action of the Weyl group on the
quotient \\ G} (L,)

In this section, we describe the action of the Weyl group on the quotient ,.\\ G55, (L;).

We first write down the stabiliser of X (w) in W. Let w = (S4, -+ - 51)(Sap - - - S2) = - (Sa, -+ - S1) €
W1 be such that w > 7,. Then, we have

Lemma 3.1. Description of the set {s; : s;(X(w)) C X(w),i =1,2,---n—1}:
1. {sj:1§j§a1—2}.

2. {sjrap+2<j<ap—2,p=12,---r—1}.

3. {sap-1:p=1,2,---1}.

4. {54, :p=1,2,---1}.

Proof. Proof uses braid relations of the Weyl group S,,. 0

We now explicitely describe the action of the stabilisers on

Proposition 3.2. Description of the action:

1. sj interchanges Y ; and Y; j11 fori=1,2,---r —1, and keeps all other Y; ;s fized.

2. s; interchanges Y; ;—, and Y; j_py1 forp+1 <1 <r —1, and keeps all other Y, ’s fized.
3(a). If2<p<r, then sq,—1 fizes all the Vi, 1 <1 <p—1.

b). Ifp<i<r—1,a—-p=a—1iandl <k <a,—p, then sq,—1(Yia,—p) = le_p, and
Sap—1(Yik) = Yir Y, 1

1,ap—

(o). Ifp+1<i<r-— 1 a; —1 > ap, —p, then sq,—1(Yia,—p) = Yia,—pt+1, and keeps all other




Yir's fized.

4(a). 2<p<r—1, and ap = a,—1 + 1.

(). If3<p<randl <k <aq ,—pt2, then sq,(Yp_ox) = Yp_g,k.}/;)_Lk.}/;)__llﬂpfz_pﬁ.
(i1). If 1 <k <ap, —p then sq,(Yp—14) = Y;,__lLk and sq,(Ypr) = Yo r-Yp—1,k-
(i19). Yir's are fized fori #p—2,p—1Lpand 1 <k <a; —1i.

(b)(@). If1<i<p—1lora,—p+1<k<a,Y’s are fired.

(ii). Ifi=p and 1 <k < a, —p then sq,(Ypr) =1 — Yy 1.
(
(
(

iid) Ifp+1 < i < r—1 and 1 < k < ay—p, then, s,, (Vi) = g bl imen vy,
m=p\Im,k/ Tm,ap—
c). Action of s, :

i). If a, = a,_1 + 1 then sq, (Yr_ok) = Yr—z,k-Yr—l,k-Y_l for1<k<a,_s—1+2

r—1,ar_o—r+37

and Sar(Y;‘—l,k> = Y;__lLk, fOT 1 S k S ar —T.
(i1). If ap—y + 2 < a, then Y, ’s are fized for 1 <k <a, —r+1.

Proof. Proof is essntially based on the following properties of groups with BN-pair and
commutator relations:

O o) G (o) =G i) (Vo) (5 2)m

y | uasplzawg) fa=¢—¢€ and f=¢€ —¢€ ,i <j<k;

(4) [ua(Ta), ug(2s)] = { Uarg(—Taxs) fa=¢—c and B=c,—e k<i<j.

We first consider the action of W on the X ;’s and then describe resulting action on the
Yir's. f 1 <i<a; —2then s; interchanges X;; and X, for all j, 1 < j <r. Therefore,
it follows that s; interchanges Y;; and Y} ;1 for all j, 1 < j <r —1 and keeps all other Y;;’s
fixed. Similarly for p > 2 and a, + 2 < ap41, if ap +2 <@ < apyq — 2, s; interchanges X;,_,
and X;;_,41. Thus s; interchanges Y;;_, and Y}, ,1; forall j, i+ 1 < j <r —1 and keeps
all other Y ;s fixed. Now, we compute the actions of s,,_1, 54, and s4,41.

Action of s4,41 for each ¢, 1 <i <r—1
Case I a; + 2 < a;41  In this case we have

Sa;+1W
= Say+1-(Say - --51)-(Sag - - 52) -+ - (Sap -+ - Sr)
= (Say ---51) -+ (Sa;+1-Sa; -+ - Si) -+ - (Sap - - - Sr)

which is a reduced expression and s, 1.w € W1 by lemma 1.12. Now lemma 1.13 implies
that s4,4+1.w > w. Hence, X (w) is not stable under the action of s4,41.

Case II: a; + 1 = a;14 In this case sq,41 = Sq,,, and the action will be described in the
later part of this paragraph. In fact we see that in this case (s,,+1w)! = w. Hence X (w) is
stable under the action of s,, 1.

Action of s4,-1
In case © = 1, we may assume that a; # 1, and for ¢ > 2, a;—; # a; — 1. Now 54,1
interchanges the (a; — i)-th and (a; — i + 1)-th columns of each of the j-th row, of the array
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of roots RT(w™?), for i < j < r; thus s,,_; interchanges Xj,,_; and X;,, ;1 for each j,
1 < 7 <r. Therefore, the action of s,,_; is as follows:

(1) s4;—1 fixes all the Y, for 1 <j <i—1, fori > 2.
(2)Forj>i<r—1landa;—i=a;—j, Vjo_i+— Y;_al_l, and for Yj; — ijY;_al_Z for
1<k<a;—1.

(3)Fori+1<j<r—1ifa; —j>a; — 1, then s,_; interchanges Y;,,_; and Y} ,,_;+1 and
keeps all other Y} ;’s fixed.

Action of s,, for 1 <i <r
Let us show that X (w) is stable under the action of each of the s,,. Let

W= (Sq; -.-51)-(Sag---52) ... (Sap - -Sr)

Thus

Sq,W = (Sqy ---51) - (Sas_y - Si—2)-Sa;-(Sa;_y -+ Si—1)-(Sa; - - - Si) .- (Say - - - Sr)

Case 1: 1 =1, or a;—1 + 2 < a; for 7+ > 2. In this case it is clear that

Sa,W = (Say -+-51) - (Say_p -+ Si—2)-(Sas_y -+ Si=1)-(Saj—1---5i) - - (Sap - - - Sr)

which, by lemma 1.12 and 1.13, is in W/ and s,,w < w.
Case 2: a,_1 + 1 = a;. Note that,

wy = (Sq; ;- 5i-1).(5q; ...51) € W’

where J = 5\ {a;}. Now,

w(w;) = wi— Zj;l_l a; — Z_(;;z &

= Sq; W1 (wl) = Sa (wl) - 2?;11—1 aj — Zj;z aj

Now, if a; = i, then a;_; = 7 — 1; 50 S,, w1 = $;.5;-1.5; = §;-1.5;.5i—1 = W1.S;—1. Otherwise,
a; # i. This implies that s, (w;) = w;. Therefore, s, w;(w;) = w;i(w;). Hence, by lemma
1.3, we get s,,w; = w;.S, for some o € J. This gives wflsaiwl = Suil(a,,) = Sa- Now
it follows that w;'(aga,) = o;_1. Hence, sq,w; = wi.5;_1. Therefore, in both the sub-cases
Sq;-W = w.S;_1; in particular (sai.w)l = w. Now we shall compute the action of s,,, for
1< <r.

Case I: 2<i¢<r—1and a;, = a;—; + 1. In this case, s,, interchanges X, and X;_
for 1 <k <a;, —¢+1 and keeps all other X ;’s fixed. Hence, the action of s,, on the Y} ;’s
is as follows:

(1) If 4 > 3, }/;—27’? — Yvi—2,k-YVi—1,k-Y;:}7ai72_i+3 for 1 <k< Qig — 1+ 2
2

E ;Yi—Lin:ik for 1 <k <a;—i.
3)Y,
(4)

ik Yo Y for 1 <k <a;—1.
4) Y is fixed for 1 <k < a; — j for each j #1— 2,9 —1,4.
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Case II: a; > a;_y +2 for 2<i<r—1,or¢=1. In this case s,, changes only the i-th
row and the (a; — i + 1)-th column of the array of roots R*(w™!). The resulting i-th row
turns out to be

ottt Qg-1, gt Qg 1, Qg Qg1 Qg2 T Qg1 Qg1 — Qg
and the transpose of the (a; — i + 1)-th column turns out to be
—Qq;y Qggq1 00+ Qi Qg+l +oot Qa;poy 75 Mg+l T+t Qg

Let B3;x be any root which is fixed under the action of s,,. and let 3,, be any root of the
i-th row or the (a; — i + 1)-th column, i.e. either p =i or ¢ = a; —i + 1. We claim that
ug, ;(Xi;) and uy, g, ,(Xp,4) commute. This follows from the fact that 3, — a,, & R (w™")
and the observation that for any root € RT(w™) and 1 <m <r 8 —ay,+1 € RT. Let us
denote by M the sub-array consisting of 3;; where k >4 and 1 <1 <a; —¢+ 1. Then

Sai '(uﬁr',l (X"‘yl)’uﬁrﬂ (X"‘72) st uﬁr,a’,«frdrl (XTyar_'f“l'l)’uﬁrfl,l (XT_lyl)’uﬁrfl,Q (er_LQ)
e UB v, o (Xr_lyar'71_7‘+2> - 'uﬁl,l(Xl,l)‘uﬁl,z (XL?) s UBy oy (XLCLl))‘w’P
= (Hﬁk’lg_iM uﬁk,z(Xk,l))'sai'(uﬁr,1(Xr,l)'uﬁr,z (Xh?) s UBr it (Xhai—i-i-l))'(uﬁrﬂ,l (XT—Ll) T
Ug, 1 o(Xro12) o tup, g, o (Xomtamit1)) -, (Xan)up o (Xio) - oug, oy (Xigi—it1)) - w. P
Thus the action of s,,, in this case is as follows:
ik

Xja—it1-X,

J,a;—1+1-

S
i,a;—1+1

Xjai—iv1 = —Xja—iv1/ Xiag—ig1 for i +1 <5 <r

fori+1<j<randl1<k<a;—1

From this the resulting action on the Y}, turns out to be as follows:
(1) sq; fixes Y, i's provided j <i—1ork >a; —i+ 1.
We now make the convention that Y, :=1iftk>a; —j+1orif j >r.
(2) j =i. Here, for k < a; — 1,

Y. _ Xia;—it1-Xit1k
ik Xit1,0;—i+1-Xik
— +1,a;—1+1-* ik
x ' (x, _rrag ik
(Yie) = bag—irt R )
) - =1
’ Xk Xi 0 —ip1- (= Xit1,0;—i+1/Xia;—iv1)

= 1-Yi,

Sa;

3

B)i+1<j<r—land1<k<a; —i Define Y}, = (Xa—i+1.X;%)/(Xja-it1-Xip)-
Then, we have s, (Yjx) = 1 — Y. It follows that Yj, = Y;-/Jr17k.Y}:k_1.Y}7ai_i+1. Hence,

1-Y,
— Jjt+1,k .
Sai()/},k) - 1_Y'/k '}/j,ai—l-i-l' NOW’
Js
Y’ . Hj—l X77L,ai7i+1-Xm+1,k
Jik M=t Xm41,a;—i+1-Xm,k

Hj—l {(X'm,amfm+1~Xm+1,k) % (Xm,am*m+1'X77L+1,ai7i+1)_1}
m=1 Xm+1,am7m+1-Xm,k X77L+1,am7m+1~Xm,ai7i+1

= T2 (Vi) Yinar—is)
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Thus we have,

1T (Vi / Yy —it1)
Se. (Vi) = met T = XY, . .
al( ]k) 1_Hzn:1i(ym,k/ymyai7i+l) Jai—itl

Case III: Action of s,.: (1) If a, = a,_; + 1, then s, interchanges X, 1, and X, x,
1<k<a,—r+1. A straightforward checking proves as in Case I above, that in this case
the action of s,, is as follows:

Y, op = Y;—2,k-Y;—1,k-Y;__117aT72_T,+3 forl1<k<qg,9—1+2
Yoot Y, forl<k<a,—r

(2) If a, > a,—1 + 2, s,, changes only X, ;s for 1 <k <a, —r + 1, as follows:

X — Xr,k.X;[llr_TJrl fori1<k<a,—r
—1
XT,flr—T'i‘l Xr,ar-—r—i-l

It can be easily checked from here that the Y; ;’s are all fixed by s, . O

4 A stratification of |\ G5, (Ls).

In this section, we give a stratification of \\G5°,(L2).

Lemma 4.1. Let w € W, Let x € Uy,wP,*® be such that x is not in the W -translate of
X, 7 <w. Ifo(x) € UywP,, then o € Stabiliser of X (w) in W.

Proof. Let ¢ € W be of minimal length such that oz € U,wP,. Then ¢ = 0y.00 with
(o) =l(o1) +(02) and o9.w € W1 w < gow.

Let 05 be of maximal length with this property. So o.w = s, 401Smat - - Sme1w,t > 1, and
W= (S 51)(Sp_1 - $2).

Now, o1 (02u,wPs) € UywP;. (1)
Since oy is of maximal length s,,4; £ o for some j > 1. ...(2)
Now, 091 € UpyyoawPy. Since I(0) = l(01) + l(02) and 07 (ayai11) < 0, 09 is of maximal
length, we may assume that oy(c;) > 0. ...(3)

From (1), (2) and (3), oy must take a reduced form as

01 = (PSmtt—1Smtt+1Sm+t)02
= ¢Sm+t—l(Sm+t+lsm+t3m+t+l)sm+to-é

/
= ¢5m+t—13m+t$m+t+102

This contradicts the assumption that I(o) = I(o7) + I(02).
This completes the proof. O

The longest element of W is
’UJ(I] = (Sn_g.Sn_g e 81).(8n_1.8n_2 Ce SQ)
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and the unique minimal element 75 of W/ such that 75(nws) < 0 is
Ty = (s(%].s[%]_l . 81)(Sn_1-Sp_o...82)
Therefore any element w € W7 such that X (w)3(Ls) # is of the form
W= (Sm-Sm—1 - - - Spns1y.Spa1y_y ... $1)-(Sn—1-Sp—2 - . S2)
with m > [254].

Proposition 4.2. Let r = 2, w = (S,...51)(Sp_1...82), ["7_11 <m <n-—2. We can arrange
the Yi;’s as Y1,Ya, - - Y1 with
Si(Yz‘) = Yi,
ss(Y))=Y; if j=ki+1and i=1,2---m—2,
Sm—l(}/;') = }/;ngila Z.f i S m — 2a

Sm—l(Ym—l) - Y_l

m—1>
sm(Yy))=1-=Y; for i=1,2,---m—1.

Further, we have
si(Y;))=Y;Vi=m+2,---n—1, whenm <n—3

and
sn1(Y;) =YV j when m =n —2.

Proof. Proof follows from the proposition 3.2. O

Let w be as in the proposition 4.2. Now, let T},_; be a maximal torus of PGL,,, R,, is
the root system of PGL,,. Here, the Weyl group is S,,, the symmetric group on m symbols.
Let U ={teT:e*(t)#1, a € R,}. Clearly, U is S,,-stable. On the other hand, S,,
stabilises (Uy,wPs/P)5(L2). Let Y(w) = ,\\ (UwwPs)F(Ls). Then, we have

Corollary 4.3. There is a S,,-equivariant isomorphism ¥, : Y (w) — U such that
P (eoittom—1) =Y, 1<i<m-—1.

Proof. Proof follows from proposition 4.2. O

Let b, be a Cartan subalgebra of sl,,, 11, P(h,,) be the projective space and R,, C b, be
the root system. Let V;,, be the open subset of P(h,,) defined by

Vi i ={z € P(h,) : a(x) # 0,Ya € R, }.

Clearly V,, is S,,.1-stable.
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Corollary 4.4. Let w = (Sy,..-51)(Sp—1---S2), ["7_11 < m < n—2.Then, there is a Sy 11-

equivariant isomorphism Wy : Y (w) — V of affine varieties.

Proof. Fori=1,2---m — 1, take Z; = @ttem and define ¥, such that ¥4(Z;) =Y;. O

Qam

=1l and m = [%51] we have

With notations as above and taking ¢ = [*3 5
Theorem: ,\\G%,(£2) has a stratification Ui_, Ci where Cy = 5, \P(h,,), and C; =
‘/i—l—m-

Sitm+1\

Proof. Proof follows from lemma 4.1, proposition 4.2 and corollary 4.4. O

5 Flag variety as a GIT quotient of flag variety of
higher dimension

Let G = GL,41(k). Let T be a maximal torus of SL, (k). Let B,,; be a Borel subgroup
of G containing T. Let S = {«; : i =1,2,---n} denote the set of simple roots with respect
to Byy1, let W = S,11 be the Weyl group. Let s; be the simple reflection corresponding to
the simple root a;. Let I := S\ {«,}, let W} be subgroup of W generated by {s; : i € I}
and wy ; denote the longest element of W;.

Lemma 5.1. Let y = Z?:l m;a; be a reqular dominant character, where m; € N, m;i1 > m;
for1<i<n—1. Letw € W. Then w(x) <0< w = 81.82...8,.7 for some T € W.

Proof. = Since x is dominant and 7 < wy 1, for all 7 € Wy, we have 7(x) > wo s(x); using
the fact that wo(a;) = —a,—; for i = 1,---n — 1 and wo (o) = o1 + as + - + @, we
have wo (x) = Z?;ll(mn — My ) + My, Therefore, 7(x) = Z;:ll a; 0 + My, a; > 0.
Now, let w = ¢7 with ¢ € W, 7 € W;. Therefore, w(x) = ¢(7(x)) = gb(zgll a; 0+ My a).
Thus w(x) < 0 implies that ¢ = $1.83. .. s,.

<: Let w=51.59...5,.7, T € W;. Now,

w(x) = $1.S2...8,7(x)
= S51.89... Sn(zyz_ll a;o; + mnan>

= —mpoq + Yo o(aim1 — my)oy

Since x is a dominant weight we have y — 7(x) > 0. Hence we have a; < m; < m,. Thus
w(x) < 0. This completes the proof. O

Consider GL, (k) as a subgroup of GL,1(k) given by the inclusion g ( ‘g (1) ) Let
B, = B,11[\GL,(k) as a Borel subgroup with I as the simple roots.

Let x be a regular dominant character as in Lemma (5.1).
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Theorem 5.2. We have an isomorphism
v T\\(GLn-i-l(k)/Bn-i-l))ss(Lx) — GLn(k)/Bn.

Proof. Proof uses cellular decomposition of both homogeneous spaces G L, 1(k)/B,+1 and
GL,(k)/B,. First, we fix a total order on the set of positive roots of B, 11 such that >  a; >
St lar> > ar > > > > Y>> ag > > g >
Now any GL,1/B,11 (resp. GL,/B,) is the union of cells U,wB, ;1 (resp. U,TB,) with
w € W (resp. 7 € Wy). Using the total order above we can write each element = € U, as a
product of u, in the decreasing order from the left to the right. Let X, (resp. Yj) be the
co-ordinate function on U,wB,, 11 (resp. U,7B,,) corresponding to the root « (resp. ().

With these notations we proceed the proof:

Let 7 € Wi, Let w = 8183+ 8,7. V2 1 {2 = UpywBpy1 : Xo(2) #0V a > oy }.
Set VO = U, e, V-

Stepl: We prove that (GL,41(k)/Bni1)*(Ly) C VO.

This can be seen as follows.

By Hilbert-Mumford criterion [see theorem 2.1 of [3]], a point © € GL,4+1/B41 is semi-
stable < pZ(z,\) > 0 for all 1- parameter subgroup \ of T < pf(oz,\) > 0 for all one
parameter subgroups A € C'(B) and for all o € W. By the lemma 2.1 of [6], this statement
is equivalent to (—w,x, A) > 0 for all A\ € C'(B) where oz € U, w,B. But this is equivalent
to wy(x) < 0. And this is equivalent to w, is of the form (s;...s,).7y for some 7, € W.
Now let x € Uy,wB,41 with w = (s1...8,)7, T € W7.

Now, let X,(x) = 0 for some o > ;. Let a = ijlvmi a;. Then, we have s;s9--- 5,0 =
u'¢B,yq1 with ¢ #£ s;1---s,7 for any 7 € W;. Hence, by the above discussion, x is not
semi-stable.

Step 2: (GLpy1(k)/Bny1)*(Ly) = VO This can be seen by the above discussion and
from the following claim.

claim: V is W-stable.

Proof of claim: Let 7 € W;. Let © € Uy sy.5,75152 * - SnTBpt1, with X, (z) # 0 for all
a > . Then we have s1x € Uy, gsy...s,7 Bni1 with X, (s12) = )‘?‘*(I for « > ay, and
aq (

Xoy(517) = & ( 7. Hence, 512 € Vo,

Now, let i # 1. If X,,(u) = 0, then, s;x = u's183--5,8,_17Bp11 with X, (s12) =
Xs,(a) (). Hence, s;(x) € VO Otherwise, we must have s,z € Usls2 s, Bna1 with X, (s;x) =

X, () for all such that s;(a) = «, X,(s;1) = ))fj((x for all a of the form a = Z;_k «; such

that k < 1, X,,(s;z) = m, and X,(s;x) = % for all v of the form a = Zf . o such
that k > 1.

Hence s;V® c V9 for all i = 1,---n. Thus, the claim follows from the fact that W is
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generated by s;’s.

Step 3: Now, for each 7 € Wj, we exhibit an isomorphism

v VY = U.rB,/B,.

T\

Let 7 € Wy, consider the map w, : V. — (U,7B,)/B, defined by ¢,(r) = y with for
—Xg(x)X 1 (x ’
each f 2 au Ys, i p(y) = (#@,;)) where for each 8 € Rt (w™!) with 8 # «ay, 3 is the
B+8
unique element of R with 8 > «a; such that 8+ 3 € RT. Clearly this map is T-invariant.
Thus the morphism 7, give rise to a morphism

v V? — U, 7B, /B,.

T T\

Clearly W is surjective. We now prove that W, is injective:

Ty 1 injective for each w € W of the form w = s1.55...s,7, for some 7 € W;. Let

and x5 be two points of V? such that
Xg(ml)XB/ (z1) . Xﬁ(xg)Xﬁ/ (z2)

7. (21) = 7. (z2). Hence, X ) T X . Let t € T' be such that (o +--- +

1(w2)
B8
a;)(t) = Xa”i*“(m; for all 4, 1 <4 <mn. Then, it is easy to check that ¢ -z = y.

- Xa1+---+ai (:Bl

Thus ¥, is bijective for each 7 € Wj.
Step 4: V.. puts together to give an isomorphism

. 0 _~
Ui VO GL,(K)/B,.

Since the W- translates of vgoy , is the whole of V° and Wj- translates of Uwoy ;wo,1 By 18
the whole of GL,/B,, and there is an isomorphism from Ws\{a} to W taking s; to s;_;
for each i = 2,---n, to prove the Theorem, it is sufficient to prove that the T - invariant
morphisms 7, : V.0 — U,7B,, and 7, - .Uy, -, — U, -, satisfy the following:

Yo (mr (7)) = Yo(si_1(ms,~,-(si2))) for each a € RT(771). (Here, the notation s;~;7 = 7 if
81T < 7, and ;717 = $;_1T otherwise.)

We make use of the following observations using commutator relations:

;()i?(%) ifa=a;+ - -ap, i <k and w ' (ay,+---a) >0,
Xa(si; ZI}') = Xaj(x) 1f a = Qy,

Xsia)(x) otherwise

Let « € RT(771)

Case I: @ = a1+ i1, k < i, wHap + ;) = 7 Hap_1 + ;1) >0 and
Si_l%:T.
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In this case, Y, (s;_1(7-(2))) = Xaﬁ"';’“*lfx)Xak&')"mi(m) = Y, (m,(si2)).
aptooy_g

Case 2: a =y 1+ --agp_1, i1 <kand w oz + - -ap) =7 (a1 + - agp_1) >0 and
Si—l% =T.

. Xoq+o; (@) Xyt tay (@)
In this case, Y, (s;_1(7-(2))) = — ?ﬂi(m)xaﬁl:@’; =Y, (7, (s;ix)).
Xoq+--a;(T) .
Case 3: a = 1. Yo(si—1(m-(2))) = Xaﬁ...i;(w)Xai(z) =Y, (7 (si_1(2))).
In all other cases, we have: Y, (s;_1(7ms,-,+(s:7))) = Loinron(@@Reen @) Y, (7 (),

Xsi(sl---sn(a)+ﬁ’)(x)
where 8’ is the unique root such that ' > ag and s; - - s, () + ' is a root.

This completes the proof. O
With Y, ’s as in the proof of theorem 5.2, we have
Corollary 5.3.

. —(I—I—Ya) ZfOé ZOél.
s1(Ya) = { Y, otherwise

Proof. Proof follows from the fact that

Xoy Xo(2) + Xoyra(z) fa=ay+-ap 2 <1,
Xals17) = ¢ %o ifa=ay+a; i 22, .
X () fa=a3+-aq; >3

O

Corollary 5.4. Let b, be a Cartan subalgebra of sl,.1(k). Let x be a regular dominant
character as in Theorem 5.2. Then, the action of W on the GIT quotient

WG Lng1(F)/Bni))™(Ly) = GLy(K)/ By

1s given by the n- dimensional representation by, of W.

Proof. Proof follows from theorem 5.2 and corollary 5.3. 0
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