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RESTRICTION FORMULA FOR STABLE BASIS OF THE SPRINGER RESOLUTION

CHANGJIAN SU

ABSTRACT. We give restriction formula for stable basis of the Springer resolution, and generalize it to
cotangent bundles of homogeneous spaces. By a limiting process, we get the restriction formula of Schubert
varieties.

1. INTRODUCTION

In [6], Maulik and Okounkov defined the stable basis for a wide class of varieties. In this paper, we apply
their general construction to the special case of the Springer resolution and study the restriction of the stable
basis to fixed points.

To state our main result, let us fix some notations. Let G be a complex semisimple algebraic group, B
be a Borel subgroup, and B be its associated flag variety. Let P be a parabolic subgroup containing B, and
P = G/ P be the partial flag variety. Let BT be those roots in B, and A be a maximal torus of G contained
in B. Let C* dilate the fiber of 7*B by a nontrivial character —h, and T'= A x C*. It is well-known that
the fixed point set (7*B)# is in one-to-one correspondence with the Weyl group W of G. Let wB denote
the fixed point corresponding to w. The stable envelope staby(y) € Hi(T*B) will be defined in Section
Here, y means the unit in H}(yB), and + is some chamber in the cocharacter lattice. The main theorems
are

Theorem 1.1. Let y = 01090y be a reduced expression for y € W. Then
k
(1) stab_(w)], = (-1)'® [ (a—n) > W 8,
a€R1T\R(y) 1<y <ip <+ <ip <l Jj=1
w:a’ilcri2...crik

where o; is the simple reflection associated to a simple oot a;, B; = o1+ 0i—104, R(y) = {Bi|1 < i <1},
and stab_ (w)|, denotes the restriction of stab_(w) to the fized point yB.

For the positive chamber, we have
Theorem 1.2. Let y = 01090y be a reduced expression for y € W, and w <vy. Then

I k O'ilo'i2...0'i.04i.—h hl_k
sab ()l = Y () [] Pl
1Y 12

1<ty <ig<-<ip <l j=1 Y
w:O'il(Tiz...(Tik

- IT o
H H Oiy Oiy « - 04 Oty a€RT
7=014; <r<iji1

The stable basis is an interesting object. In our case, it is the characteristic cycles of Verma modules up
to a sign, see [5] and Remark 3.5.3 in [6]. In the case of Hilbert schemes of points on C2, it corresponds
to Schur functions if we identify the equivariant cohomology ring of Hilbert schemes with the symmetric
functions, while the fixed point basis corresponds to Jack symmetric functions, see e.g. [6], [7], [8]. The
transition matrix between these two bases was obtained in [10]. In [II], Smirnov defined generalized Jack
polynomials in the equivariant cohomology ring of instanton moduli space, and he used stable basis to derive
a combinatorial formula for the expansion of generalized Jack polynomials in the basis of Schur polynomials.
There is also a K-theoretic version of the stable basis. Negut defined some rational version of the Schur
polynomials with the help of this K-theoretic stable basis in Hilbert scheme of points on C2, and he proved
a rational version of the Pieri rule ([9]).

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we apply results in [6] to define the stable basis of T*B
and T*P. In Section 3, we prove our main Theorems. We give the details for the proof of Theorem [
Theorem [[.2] can be proved similarly. In Section 4, we give some applications: firstly, we generalize our main
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theorems to T*P case; secondly, we get Billey’s restriction formula [2] for Schubert varieties from our main
result. A use of our method gives a simple proof of the restriction formula for Schubert variety of G/P (see
[14]), which can also be deduced from a limiting process. The restriction formulas for stable basis will also be
used in a future paper about equivariant quantum cohomology of cotangent bundles of homogeneous spaces

([3)).

Acknowledgments. I wish to express my deepest thanks to my advisor Prof. Andrei Okounkov for teaching
me stable basis and his patience and invaluable guidance. The author also thanks Chiu-Chu Liu, Michael
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the paper.

2. STABLE BASIS

In this section, we apply the construction in [6] to T*B and T*P.

Let us fix more notations. Let A be the set of simple roots, and I be a subset of A. Let Py = UwEWI BwB
a parabolic subgroup containing B, Wp, the subgroup generated by the simple reflections o, for a € I, and
R%I the roots in R* spanned by I. It is well-known that every parabolic subgroup is conjugate to some
parabolic subgroup containing the fixed Borel subgroup B, which is of the form P; for some subset I in A,
and Py is not conjugate to Py if the two subsets I and J are not equal (see [12]). For any cohomology classes

a and f3, let
(o, B) = /Xa-ﬁ

denote the standard inner product on cohomology.
2.1. Stable basis for T*B.

2.1.1. Fized point set. The A-fixed points of T*B is in one-to-one correspondence with the Weyl group W.
The fixed point corresponds to w € W is denoted by wB. For any cohomology class o € H5(T*B), let a/y
denote the restriction of a to the fixed point wB.

2.1.2. Chamber decomposition. The cocharacters
c:C"—= A
form a lattice. Let
ag = cochar(4) ®z R.

Define the torus roots to be the A-weights occurring in the normal bundle to (7*B)“. Then the root
hyperplanes partition ag into finitely many chambers

Cl]R\UOélJ_:HQtl

It is easy to see in this case that the torus roots are just the roots for G. Let + denote the chamber such
that all roots in R are positive on it, and — the opposite chamber.

2.1.3. Stable leaves. Let € be a chamber. For any fixed point yB, define the stable leaf of yB by
Leafe(yB) = {a: eT"B

limo(z) -z = yB}
z—0
where o is any cocharacter in €; the limit is independent of the choice of o € €. In the T*B case, Leaf; (yB) =
TEyB/BB, and Leaf _(yB) = Tg,yB/BB, where B~ is the opposite Borel subgroup.
Define a partial order on the fixed points as follows:
wB <¢ yB if Leafe(yB) NwB # (.

By the description of Leaf, (yB), the order < is the same as the Bruhat order <, and <_ is the opposite
order. Define the slope of a fixed point yB by

Slopeg (yB) = U Leaf¢(wB).
wB=e¢yB
2



2.1.4. Stable basis. For each y € W, let TyB and T,(T*B) denote T,z and T,5(T*B) respectively, and
define ¢, = e (T, B). Here, e” denotes the A-equivariant Euler class. Let N, denote the normal bundle of
T*B at the fixed point yB. The chamber € gives a decomposition of the normal bundle

Ny =Ny ®Ny _
into A-weights which are positive and negative on € respectively. The sign in +e(N, _) is determined by
the condition

:te(Ny)_”Hz(pt) = Gy.

The following theorem is Theorem 3.3.4 in [6] applied to T*5.

Theorem 2.1 ([0]). There exists a unique map of Hi(pt)-modules
stabe : H((T*B)*) — H;(T*B)
such that for any y € W, T = stabe(y) satisfies:
(1) suppT' C Slopeg (yB),
(2) T|, = £e(N_ ), with sign according to €,
(8) T|w is divisible by h, for any wB <¢ yB,
where y in stabe(y) is the unit in Hi(yB).

Remark 2.2.

(1) The map is defined by a Lagrangian correspondence between (T*B)4 x T*B, hence maps middle
degree to middle degree.

(2) From the characterization, the transition matrix from {stabe(y)|y € W} to the fixed point basis is a
triangular matrix with nontrivial diagonal terms. Hence, after localization, {stabe(y)ly € W} form
a basis for the cohomology, which we call the stable basis.

(3) Theorem 4.4.1 in [6] proves that {stabe(y)|ly € W} and {(—1)"stab_¢(y)|y € W} are dual bases,
ie.,

(stabe(y), (—1)" stab_¢(w)) = y 0.
Here n = dimc B.
2.2. Stable basis for T*P. A similar construction works for 7*P. In this case, the fixed point set (7*P)4
corresponds to W/Wp ([I]). Let yP denote the fixed point in T*P corresponding to the coset yWp. Let
TP and Ty(T*P) denote T,;pP and Ty(T*P), respectively. Define €5 = e(T;P). For any cohomology class
a € Hi.(T*P), let a|z denote the restriction of « to the fixed point yP. Then the theorem is

Theorem 2.3 ([6]). There exists a unique map of Hi(pt)-modules
stabe : Hy((T*P)?) — H3(T*P)
such that for any y € W/Wp, I' = stabe(y) satisfies:
(1) suppT' C Slope¢(yP),
(2) T3 = £e(N_ 5), with sign according to ez,
(8) Ty is divisible by h, for any © <¢ 7,
where § in stabe(y) is the unit in Hy.(yP).

Remark 2.4. The Bruhat order on W/Wp is defined as follows:
yWp <wWp if ByP/P C BwP/P.

If the chamber € = +, then the order < is the Bruhat order on W/Wp. If the chamber € = —, the order
is the opposite Bruhat order.

From now on, we use stabe (y) to denote the stable basis of T*B, and stabe (%) to denote the stable basis
of T*P.
3. RESTRICTION FORMULA OF STABLE BASIS FOR 1™

In this section, we prove Theorem [[.T] and Theorem
3



3.1. Proof of Theorem [I.I} Let @ be the quotient field of H(pt), and F(W, Q) be the functions from
W to Q. Restriction to fixed points gives a map

Hy(T*B) = Hy(T"B)") = P Hi(wB)
weW
and embeds Hi(T*B) into F(W, Q).

It is well-known that the diagonal G-orbits on B x B are indexed by the Weyl group, see Chapter 3 in [3].
For each simple root a € A, let Y, be the orbit corresponding to the reflection o,. Then

K:BXPQB

where P, = G/P, and P, is the minimal parabolic subgroup corresponding to the simple root «. Let
T;%(B x B) be the conormal bundle to Y,,. This is a Lagrangian correspondence in T*B x T*B, and defines
a map

D, : H;(T*B) — H(T*B).
Define an operator Ag : F(W,Q) — F(W, Q) by the formula

(Ao))(w) = P(woa) = Y(w)

wa — h).
. ( )
A similar operator is defined in [I]. Then we have the following important commutative diagram.

Proposition 3.1. The diagram
Hi(T"B)—— F(W.Q)

Dal lAD

Hi(T"B)—— F(W,Q)
commutes.

Proof. Since H7.(T*B) has a fixed point basis after localization, it suffices to show that the two paths around
the diagram agree on elements of the form ¢y, (1), where ¢, is the inclusion of the fixed point yB in T*B,
and 1 is the unit in H7(yB). Such an element gives to a function ¢, € F'(W, Q) characterized by

Py (y) = e(TyT*B)

and ¥, (w) = 0 for w # y.
Then

o)) = =20, 0), o)) = ()

and
Ao (1) (w) =0, for w ¢ {y,yoa}.
Going along the other way of the diagram, we have
(T;_a(zs % B), 1yl ® Lw*1)

Da(tye(1)) = > e(TuT"B)

weW

L (1).

By the definition of Y, (T;—(B X B),tys1 ® Lw*l) is nonzero if and only if w € {y,yo,}. By localization,

* ya — h *
(Ty_a(B x B, 1ysl @ Ly*1) - e(T,T*B)
and 5
* yao — *
(Ty_a(B x B), 1yxl @ Lyc,a*1) = elTy. TB)
Hence

ya —h ya —h
Do (tyel) = — - Ly*l-i-y—abyga*l.




Therefore,
Yo — h
Da(y:1)(y) = yor Vy(y)

and 5
yo — *
Da(Ly*l)(yUa) = Yo e(TyoaT B)

Since « is a simple root,

e(Tyo, T"B) = H (yoo B — h)(—yoa)

BERT
= JI @ouB—n)(~youp) - (~ya - Rya

BeRT\{a}
_yat he(TyT*B),

—h
so we get
ya+h

Dalty= (1) (yoe) = ==ty (y).

Since Dy (ty«(1)) and Ag(tp,) take the same values on W,

Da(Ly*(y)) = AO(‘/’y)
as desired. ]

The image of the stable basis under the operator D, is given by the following lemma.

Lemma 3.2.
D, staby (y) = —staby (y) — staby (yoa).

Proof. We only prove for the + case; the — case is almost the same.
By Remark 2:2(3), the lemma is equivalent to

. -1 wely,yoa
(Dustabs ), (1) stab-(u)) = { 5} 0 L)

By the properties of stable basis,
(D stabs (), (—1)" stab_ (w))
is a proper integral. Hence it lies in the nonlocalized coefficient ring H7 (pt). A degree count shows it is

actually a constant. Therefore we can let i = 0. Then a simple localization calculation using properties (2)
and (3) of Theorem 2] yields the desired result. O

Applying Proposition Bl to the stable basis {stab_(w)|w € W}, we have

Corollary 3.3. The stable basis {stab_(w)|w € W} are uniquely characterized by the following properties:

(1) stab_(w)]y =0, unless y > w.

(2) stab_(w)|, = 11 (wa — h) 11 wa.

ac€Rt , waceRt a€Rt wae—R*

(3) For any simple root o, and l(yoa) = I(y) + 1,
h yo
o stab_(w)|, — o
Proof. Tt is easy to see that {stab_(w)|w € W} satisfies these properties: (1) and (2) follow directly from
Theorem 211 and (3) follows from Proposition Bl and Lemma

To show the uniqueness of the stable basis satisfying these properties is equivalent to show these properties

uniquely determine the values stab_(w)|,. We argue by ascending induction on the length /(y) of y. Note
that stab_ (w)|; is determined by (1) and (2). Assume that [(yo,) = I(y) + 1 for some simple root a. Then
stab_ (w)|yo,, 1s determined by stab_(w)|, and stab_(woa)|y, by (3), which are known by the induction
hypothesis. O

stab_ (w)|yo, = — stab_ (woq)ly-

For the positive chamber, we have



Corollary 3.4. The stable basis {stabi (y)ly € W} are uniquely characterized by the following properties:
(1) staby (y)|w =0, unless w < y.
(2) stabs(l, = 11 a—h) I ya

a€ERT ,ya<0 aERT ,ya>0
(8) For any simple root o, and l(yos) = I(y) + 1,

wo — h
stab i (Y)|we,, -

h
stab (yoa)|w = . stab.(y)[w —

The proof is almost the same as the proof of Corollary 3.3}, so we omit it. We now prove Theorem [[LT1 We
show that the formula given in Theorem [[T] does not depend on the reduced expression of y and it satisfies
the properties in Corollary 3.3

We first give a proof of independence of reduced expression.

Let A be the root lattice, and let A be the algebra over Q[A](h) generated by {u.,|w € W}, with relations

Unly = Uy, U f = [llw,

where f € Q[A](R). For a reduced word y = o7 - - - 0y, define

l ﬁ
Roq,m,oq = H (1 + #uai) )

where 8; = 01 -+ - 0,1 ;. Expanding it, we have
l
l:[l(ﬁ - Bi)
(2) Roy ooy = m > " stab_ (w)]o, ..o thay
aERT v

where stab_ (w)|g, ..., is given by Theorem [Tl Thus we only need to prove
Proposition 3.5. R,, ... o, does not depend on the reduced expression of y = o1 --- 0.

Remark 3.6. In [2], Billey proves this case by case when the Weyl group is replaced by the nil-Coxeter group,
which is defined by adding the relations u2 = 0 for any simple root a.

[
Proof. Let o{0} - - - 0] be a different reduced expression for oy - - - o that only differs in positions p+1,...,p+
m, with
Optis 2 Optm = Oa,08,00,08, "
and
Opi1s " 1Ot = 0B, Ty 08, Oy -

for some simple roots «, 8, and m = m(a, 8). It is well-known that every reduced expression can be obtained
from any other by a series of transformations of this type.
Since (1 + o;0u) = 0;(1 + ou), we have

Ral,--- a; — Ra17,..7ai010'2 e UiRaH—l,--- o .

)

Hence,
Ray,o oy = Ray 0,01 0pRa o, 01 0p060030 - Rappir o ous
so we only have to prove
Roga,...=Rgas,. .-
We show it case by case. We use letter «; for o, and «a; for f.
(1) m = 2. Then o,a; = aj,0,0; = ;. Therefore,
Q; o
o = (1 85) (15220,
Q; Q,; ;0
=1+ #ugi + #uaj + %uam
= Ra; a;-




(2) m = 3. Then

0 = 0504 = O + Q.

Therefore,
Rooyn = (1 G ) (1 Ftus, ) (14 25,
=1+ a;ia] + & ;; Y (g, + U, )

:Rajvai;aj'
(3) m = 4. Without loss of generality, assume «; is the short root. Then
000,05 = O, 040,004 = O,

UiO'jai:UjO[i:Ozi—l—O[j, 00,05 = 005 :2ai+aj.

Therefore,
) (14250, ) (14 20 )

Rai,aj,ai,aj - ( ) (1 +
_ <1+2041+04J ><1+o‘i"};ajugi> (1—|—%ugj)

az 1% 0050
o= (15 00 (14 200, (14 200, ) (1 27

j i T o 206 + i
o) (1425 (2 ),

Due to Billey’s calculation in [2], we only have to compare the coefficients of 1 = u2 = ugj Sy, =
u?,j Uy, = uglu?7 ;and ug, = uglugj = Ug, U U . It is easy to see this by a direct calculatlon

(4) m =6. Wlthout loss of generality, assume «; is the short root. Then

and

0;050,0;0;05 = Oy, 00,050,050 = Q4

0;0;0,0Q; = 0505 = O + Qj, 0j0;0;0;Q; = 0;05 = 3o + g,

0;040;05 = 0;0;Qj = 3041' + 20&j, 00,0504 = 0,050 = 20@ + Qy.
Therefore,

0,004
Ravop vy, = (14 S ) (14 200, ) (14 22005, )
PR TRIe TR TN e 7 + Ug, h J + h Ug;

O'lUJUZOéJ 0,050,050 0;040,0;0;0
(1 + ua'j 1 + Tua'i 1 + 71}40"7

h

i T 206+
- (1+ % ) (1+ 20t ) (14 20k, )
(12t ) (1 2 ) (50

j i j 3o + 2a;
(o) ) 2

20y j i T o i
o) ) ).

Similarly to Case (3), we can show the coefficients of the corresponding terms are the same.

and

Now we prove the other part.



Proposition 3.7. The formula in Theorem [ 1] satisfies the properties in Corollary [3.3.

Proof.
(1) Property (a) follows from Theorem 211
(2) Property (b) follows from the fact
{yalya € —RT,a € RT} = {-pi]1 <i <}
roperty (c) follows from Proposition [5.9] as follows. Suppose y = o1 - - - 07 reduced an On) =
3) P foll fi P ition 3.5 as foll S Y duced and I(y
I(y) + 1. Then
Raoy,o a0 = Ray oo oY Ra -
Using Equation [2]), we get
—ya
h
which is precisely property (3) in corollary 33

stab_ (w)|yo, = stab_(w)|, + % stab_ (woa)ly,

This finishes the proof of Theorem [Tl We give a corollary of it.
Corollary 3.8.

h]] «

stab_(w)|, = (_Ul(ymiazg (mod %) if w = yoy <y for some § € RY,
()], =

0 (mod h?) otherwise.

Proof. Theorem [[T] implies that stab_(w)|, (mod %?) is nonzero if and only if w = oy -3, - - - 0; for some
i. Then w = yog with 8 = 0;---0i4104 and §; = —yB. And every element w = yog such that w < y is of
the form oy ---d; - - - o7 for some i. Putting these into Equation () gives the desired result. O

3.2. Proof of Theorem By Corollary B4l we only have to prove that the formula given by Theorem
satisfies those properties.
Let us consider the semidirect product @ x W, where @ is the quotient field of Hi.(pt). For any element
w € W, let u,, denote it. The action of W on @ is induced from the action of W on the Lie algebra of the
h+o h4+wa

maximal torus A, and W acts trivially on h. For example, for any root a, w, =% = *-2%Uy,.

For any reduced decomposition o4, - - -0, of y, we define the following function on W

k -k
o UilaiQ---Uijaij —h h
é-Otl;OtQV” o (’U}) = E H 03 iy 00l P .
1< <o <+ <4, <l j=1 7 J . . .
W=0i) Tiy...004, H ) H 03104y -+ - 04;Qp
J=014;<r<ijyi

Notice that the element

l
h h+ «;
Ra17a2-,"'-,0tz = H <a_ + @ lu0i>
. 3 3

of Q@ x W has the expansion
(3) Rayjas, 00 = Ear,az, - or (W)U

Similarly to Proposition 3.0 we have
Proposition 3.9. Ry, a,.....a, does not depend on the choice of the reduced expression for y.

This can be checked case by case as in Proposition We leave the details to the interested reader.
Finally, we can prove the Theorem

Proposition 3.10. The formula in Theorem [[Q satisfies the properties in Corollary[33)
Proof.



(1) Property (a) is clear due to Proposition 8.5.5 in [12].
(2) Let R(y) := {«@ € RT|ya < 0}. Then Lemma 8.3.2 in [12] gives
R(y) = {au, 00001, ;00011 - - - 02001 }.
Therefore
{yala € RT,ya < 0} = {01 -+ - 0j04]1 < j < }.
This implies property (b).

(3) Since
h h+a
Roy,az, a0 = Rag 0,00 <_ + o uUa) )

«

Equation @) gives

h h+a
250117012;“' ,Otha(w)uw = Z§a1;a27'” e (w/)uw’ (a + U’(Ta)

(%

wo

h wa — h
= ; <m€a1,azﬁ... Ko ('LU) + §a1,a2,..,al (UJO'Q)> U -

Hence
h wo — h

5&1@2,---@1@(“’) = mgal,az,--naz + W&m,amm,az (woy)

which is precisely property (c).

As in Corollary B8] modulo h?, we get

Corollary 3.11.
h ]l «

staby (y)|w = (_1)l(y)+1 QZI; (mod %) if w=yop <y for some € RT,
+ w =

0 (mod h?) otherwise.

The follows from the proof of Corollary B.8 and Theorem

4. APPLICATIONS

4.1. Restriction of stables basis for T*P. In this subsection, we extend Theorems [[.1] and to T*P
case. In type A, these formulas were also obtained in [I0] via a process called Abelianization.
Before we state the theorem, we record a useful lemma from [IJ.

Lemma 4.1. Each coset W/Wp contains exactly one element of minimal length, which is characterized by
the property that it maps I into R .

Let 7 be the projection map from B to P, and I'; be its graph. Then the conormal bundle to I';; in B x P
is a Lagrangian submanifold of T*(B x P).

Ty (Bx P) —=T*B.

P2l
TP
Let Dy = pa.pi, D2 = p1.p5 be the maps induced by the correspondence T (B x P). Recall we have an
embedding of H}(T*B) into F(W, Q) by restricting every cohomology class to fixed points. Since the fixed
point set (T*P)T is in one-to-one correspondence with W/Wp, we can embed H;(T*P) into F(W/Wp,Q).
For any y € W, let § denote the coset yWp. Recall that for any cohomology class o € H3(T*P), let «ly
denote the restriction of a to the fixed point yP.
Define a map
A FW,Q) = F(W/Wp,Q)
9



as follows: for any v € F(W,Q),

Then as Proposition Bl we have

Proposition 4.2. The diagram
Hi(T*B)——— F(W,Q)

Dll lAl

Hy(T*P)—— F(W/Wp,Q)
commutes.

Proof. The proof is almost the same as that of Proposition Bl We show the two paths agree on the fixed
point basis.
By the definition of Ay,

By localization,

D1 (tys1), tapxl
Di(ys1) = Z %Lw*l
I1

(yO& - h’)L’g*la
aeR;
where ¢y is the inclusion of the fixed point yP into T*P. Hence

Di(tye)|o = 5.0e(TyT*P) [] (v =)

aGR;
= Ai(ty:1)(w)
as desired. O

If we apply this proposition to the stable basis, we get the following important corollary.

Corollary 4.3. The restriction formula of the stable basis of T*P is given by

staby (y
staby (y Z 0 za .
aER+
Proof. As in Lemma [3.2]
(D1 (stabs(y)), stabs (w))

is a constant, so we can let i = 0. Then stab. (7)|s is nonzero if and only if § = w. A simple localization
gives

D (stabs (y)) = (=1)* stabs(7),
where k = dim B — dim P = |RT \ Rf|. Applying Proposition B2 to staby (y) yields the result. O

As in the T*B case, modulo 7% we get
10



Corollary 4.4. Let y be a minimal representative of the coset yWp. Then

h ] «

(—1)1(9)“& (mod h?) if w =7yos and yog <y for some B € R,
o yB 11 yosa
stab (§)|o = aeRE
0 (mod h?) otherwise.

Proof. Assume y = 0109 -0y is a reduced decomposition. Because of Corollary B.11] and Corollary 3] we
only have to show: if ¢ < j, then

Ul...o'i...o'l#Ul...gj...o'l.

Assume the contrary. Then there exists an element w € Wp such that

Ul"'Ui"'Ul:Ul"'Uj"'Ulw-

Then

y:o’l...o'i...o'l :Ul"'Ui"'Uj"'Ulw,
which is contradictory to the fact that y is minimal. 0
Using the map Dy, we can get another restriction formula for the stable basis of T#P. Define a map

As  F(W/Wp,Q) — F(W,Q)
as follows: for any ¢ € F(W/Wp,Q),

A)(2) = v(2) ] (za—h).

aGR;

Then we have the following commutative diagram.

Proposition 4.5. The diagram
Hp(T*P)—— F(W/Wp,Q)

DQl lfb

H3(T*B)——— F(W,Q)
commutes.

Proof. The proof is almost the same as in Proposition [B.Jl We show the two paths agree on the fixed point
basis.
By the definition of As,

Az (15 1) (w) = 85.0e(TyTP) ] (wa — h).
aGR;

By localization,

— e(TwT*B)
1
= Lw*l.
2T (~wa)
v aGth
Hence
e(T,T*B)
DQ(Ly*1)|w :6177111 (—’LUOt)
aGR;
= As(t5:1)(w)
as desired. O

If we apply this diagram to the stable basis, we get
11



Corollary 4.6. We have the restriction formula for the stable basis of T*P

> w—g Staby (w)[:
T (za—h)

aGR;

staby (9)|z =

Proof. As in Lemma [3.2]

(D2 (stabi (7)), stabg (w))
is a constant, so we can let h = 0. A simple localization calculation gives

Dy(stab (3)) = Zstabi (w).

Applying Proposition [0l to staby (y) yields the result. O
Modulo h?, we get

Corollary 4.7. Let y be a minimal representative of the coset yWp. Then

h]] «

(‘Ulw)ﬂﬁ (mod %) if w =7yoz and yog <y for some B € RT,
stab_(w)|y = acRE
0 (mod h?) otherwise.
Proof. This follows directly from Corollary 3.8 and Corollary [£.6] and the proof of Corollary .4l O

4.2. Restriction of Schubert varieties. In [2], Billey gave a restriction formula for Schubert varieties
in G/B, and Tymoczko generalized it to G/P in [I4]. In this section, we will show Billey’s formula from
Theorem [Tl by a limiting process and generalize it to G/ P case in two ways.

Let us recall Billey’s formula. Let B~ be the opposite Borel subgroup to B. Then B~wB/B is the
Schubert variety in G/B of dimension dim G/B — [(w), and as w € W varies they form a basis of H%(G/B).
The formula is

Theorem 4.8 ([2]). Let y = o102+ 0y be a reduced decomposition. Then we have

[B-wB/B]|, = > Bir -+ Bis
1<i) <to<-+<ip <l
W=04 Tig...04y reduced

where ﬁl =01 0;-10.

Proof. By the construction of the stable basis, we have

_— tab_
B wB/B], — + lim —P=(ly
h— o0 (_h)dlm B-wB/B
The sign only depends on w, and can be determined by substituting y = w as follows: the left hand side is
[B-wB/Bll,= [] o
a€ERTNwWR—

whereas the limit on the right is

11 (wa — k) 11 wa

lim stab_(w)|w — lim acRt wa>0 a€ERt wa<0
h— o0 (_h)nfl(w) T hoo (_h)nfl(w)
= H wo
a€RT, wa<0

— (~1)) [B~wB/B..

Hence the sign is (—1)"*). Now the formula follows from Theorem L1l O
12



Remark 4.9. The proof of Theorems and [[.T]is inspired by Billey’s proof of Theorem 1.8 Using Theorem
we can also get a restriction formula for [ByB/B]|,,.

A similar limiting process for T*P yields the restriction formula for Schubert varieties in G/P. Recall
that if w is minimal, then B~wP/P is the Schubert variety in G/P of dimension dim G/P —l(w), and as w
runs through the minimal elements they form a basis of H}(G/P).

Theorem 4.10 ([I4]). Let y,w be minimal representatives of yWp, wWp respectively. Then we have
[B=wP/Plly = [B~wB/Blly.

Remark 4.11. Tymoczko’s generalization in [14] does not require y to be minimal. We will give two proofs
of it. The first proof only works for minimal y, while the second works for any y.

Proof. Similarly to the proof of Theorem .8 we have

A BTRI _ (_1)w) i, Stab_(@)[g
where m = dim G/P. Then the formula follows from Corollary [10l O

We give another much simpler proof using a commutative diagram. Define a map
Az : F(W/Wp,Q) — F(W, Q)
as follows: for any ¢ € F(W/Wp,Q),
A3()(2) = ¥(2).
Then we have the following commutative diagram.

Proposition 4.12. The diagram
H3(G/P)—— F(W/Wp,Q)

H}(G/B)——— F(W,Q)
commutes, where T is the projection from G/B onto G/P.
Proof. We check on the fixed point basis.
T gl = LT Lgsl = (T 0 Ly) " tgsl = tgLgel = 05 we(T3G/P).
By definition of Ag,
As(tge1)(w) = tgullw = S5.0e(T3G/P),

as desired. g

Since 7*([B~wP/P]) = [B~wB/B] if w is minimal (see [4]), Proposition [4.12] gives

Ay((B=@P]P)\y) = [B~wP/Plly = =" (B~wP/P))|, = [B-wB/B,,

which is just Theorem without any restrictions on y.
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