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COMINUSCULE POINTS AND SCHUBERT VARIETIES

WILLIAM GRAHAM AND VICTOR KREIMAN

ABSTRACT. We introduce the notion of a cominuscule point in a Schubert variety
in a generalized flag variety for a semisimple group. We derive formulas expressing
the Hilbert series and multiplicity of a Schubert variety at a cominuscule point in
terms of the restrictions of classes in torus-equivariant K-theory and cohomology to
that point, generalizing previously known formulas for flag varieties of cominuscule
type. Thus, we can calculate Hilbert series and multiplicities in cases where these
were previously unknown. The formulas for Schubert varieties are special cases of
more general formulas valid at generalized cominuscule points of schemes with torus
actions.
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1. INTRODUCTION

ElIREIREl ==

Torus-equivariant K-theory and Chow groups can be used to calculate Hilbert series
and multiplicities for Schubert varieties in a cominuscule flag variety. The purpose
of this paper is to extend these methods to calculate Hilbert series and multiplicities
at certain other points of Schubert varieties, which we call cominuscule points. Our
methods apply in the more general setting of generalized cominuscule points of varieties
with torus actions.
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Hilbert series and multiplicity calculations on a cominuscule flag variety are possible
because such a flag variety X has an action of a torus T" with the following property.
For any T-fixed point z in X, there is an element v in the Lie algebra of T" such that
a(v) = —1 for any weight « of T' on the T-representation 7, X. Note that the condition
concerns the tangent space to the ambient variety X, not the Schubert variety. See
[GK15] and [Tkel6] for a discussion and references.

The key observation of this paper is that these calculations can be carried out under
a weaker tangent space condition, where the tangent space of the ambient flag variety
X is replaced by the tangent space of a slice to the Schubert variety. If there exists v
such that a(v) = —1 for all weights a of the tangent space to the slice at =, we call
the point z a cominuscule point of the Schubert variety. If X is a cominuscule flag
variety, any torus-fixed point of a Schubert variety is a cominuscule point. However,
our condition is more widely satisfied, and provides new examples where the calculation
of Hilbert series and multiplicities is possible.

There is an effective test for whether a point in a Schubert variety is cominuscule, in
case G is classical. The reason is that the tangent spaces of the slices can be described
in terms of the tangent spaces of the Schubert varieties, and for classical groups, these
have been described combinatorially. Using this, we produce examples of cominuscule
points in Schubert varieties which are essentially new, in the sense that the Schubert
varieties are not inverse images of Schubert varieties in cominuscule flag varieties under
a projection of flag varieties.

In a sequel [GK19| to this paper we further explore computational and combinatorial
aspects of cominuscule points. In particular, in type A, we characterize these points
and give combinatorial rules for their Hilbert series and multiplicities in terms of the
pipe dreams of Fomin-Kirillov [FK96], Bergeron-Billey [BB93], and Knutson-Miller
[KMO5]. We also plan to explore generalizations of the excited Young diagrams of
[IN09], [GK15], [Kre05], and [Kre06] in this setting.

Slices to Schubert varieties were previously studied by Li and Yong [LY12]. They
work in type A; the slices they consider are Kazhdan-Lusztig varieties, and they study
these varieties by using coordinates to study their ideals. They observe that if the
Kazhdan-Lusztig variety is invariant under dilation—which occurs if the Weyl group
element defining the fixed point is Ad-cominuscule in the sense of Peterson (cf. Section
[(.2)—then their methods can be used to obtain Hilbert series and multiplicities. Our
approach differs in that the slices we use are generally smaller than the Kazhdan-
Lusztig varieties. Moreover, instead of using the slice itself, we (in effect) replace the
slice by its tangent cone at the point, so that we can work inside inside the tangent
space at the point. See Example 37 for some discussion and an example. Thus, we
can obtain Hilbert series and multiplicity formulas in cases where the results of [LY12]
do not apply. Moreover, our results are not limited to type A.
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The contents of the paper are as follows. Section [2] contains some definitions and
results about K-theory and intersection theory of schemes with torus actions. Section
defines the notion of a generalized cominuscule point of a scheme with a torus action.
The remainder of the paper focuses on Schubert varieties. Section [l contains some
background about algebraic groups, Weyl groups, and Schubert varieties, leading to
the definition of the slices to Schubert varieties used in the definition of cominuscule
points. Section [ defines the notion of cominuscule points of Schubert varieties, gives
some examples, and obtains Hilbert series and multiplicity formulas in this case. Some
of the results can be stated more simply in type A, because the tangent spaces to
Schubert varieties are easier to describe. Section [(] contains some additional examples.

2. NOTATION AND PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Cones. We work with schemes of finite type over an algebraically closed field F.
Given a (finite-dimensional) vector space V over F, S(V') denotes the symmetric algebra
of V, that is, the ring of polynomials on V*. Given a scheme X, A;(X) denotes the i-th
Chow group of X, and A*(X) denotes the operational Chow ring of X (see [Ful84]). We
write h = ¢1(Opg) (1)) € A'(P(V)). A cone C is a subscheme of V which is invariant
under the action of the multiplicative group G,,. If C is a closed cone in V of pure
dimension, and k is the codimension of C' in V, then [P(C)] = ah*[P(V)] € A.(P(V));
the degree of the cone is the integer a.

2.2. The tangent cone, multiplicities and Hilbert series. Let x be a closed point
in a scheme X. Working locally, we may assume X = Spec A. Let m be the maximal
ideal corresponding to x. The tangent space (by which we mean the Zariski tangent
space) is T, X = m/m?. The tangent cone to X at z is defined as C, X = Spec(gr,, 4),
where gr, A = ®;m’/m*1. There is a surjection S(m/m?) — gr, A, so C, X is a closed
cone in T, X, and the multiplicity mult(X, x) is the degree of this cone.

The Hilbert function is the function n ~ dim(m”/m"*!). For sufficiently large
values of n it is a polynomial h(X,z)(n) in n, called the Hilbert polynomial; this
is related to the multiplicity by the equation mult(X,z) = ag/d!, where a4 is the
leading coefficient of h(X,z)(n). The Hilbert series of X at x is the power series
H(X,z) =Y dim(m!/m**1)¢!. Observe that H(X,z) = H(C, X, z) and mult(X,z) =
mult(C, X, z). If z and y are closed points in X and Y, respectively, then C(, (X x
Y)=C,X x C,Y. Hence

H(X xY,z)=H(X,z)H(Y,y) and mult(X x Y, z) = mult(X, z) mult(Y,y). (2.1)

2.3. Tori, completions, and evaluation maps. Let 7' = (G,,)" be a torus. The
character group of T' is T= Hom (T, G,,). We can view T as a subset of the dual t* of
the Lie algebra of T'. If we want to view \ € T C t as a homomorphism T — G,,, we
will write it as e*. We write Fy for the 1-dimensional representation of 7' of weight A



4 WILLIAM GRAHAM AND VICTOR KREIMAN

(that is, on which T acts by e*). If V is a representation of T', we denote by ®(V) C T
the set of weights of 7" on V. We identify Hom(G,,,T") with the set of v € t such
that A(v) € Z for all A € T; we will say that such a v is integral. If a nonzero integer
multiple of v is integral, we say v is rational.

The representation ring R(T') of T is the free Z-module with basis ¢*, for A € T
and multiplication given by e*e# = e, Let S(T') be the symmetric algebra on T'; if
ALy ...y A is & basis for T'= Z", then S(T') is the polynomial ring Z[Aq, ..., Ay].

Let v € t be rational, and let d be a positive integer such that dv is integral. For
i € 37, let RY(T) be the span of e* with A(v) = 4. Then R(T) = &;RY(T). Let R(T)
be the completion of R(T) with respect to the ideal of positive degree elements. An
clement of R(T') can be written as a (possibly) infinite sum 3" r;, where r; € R'(T), and
the set of ¢ such that r; # 0 is bounded below. If v is integral, define a homomorphism
evy 1 R(T) — Z[t,t71] by evy(e*) = t*®). We extend this to ev, : R(T) — Z[t~1[[t]]
by ev,(327;) = Sl evy(r;). If v is rational, this construction gives a map ev,, : R(T) —
Z[u=[[u]], where u = t'/¢. Note that if f, g € R(T) such that g is a unit in R(T), then
evy(f/g) is the expansion of the rational function ev,(f)/ev,(g) in positive powers of
t (i.e., the Laurent series expansion at ¢ = 0, or u = 0 in the rational case).

We can also define an evaluation map using S(7') in place of R(T). Precisely, if
A1, ..., A\pis abasis of T, then S(T) is the polynomial ring Z[A1, ..., An]. If f(A1,..., \n)
and g(A1,...,A,) are in S(7T'), define

o (i) _ fA(v),..., A (v))
! g g()‘l(v)v"w)‘n(v))

provided the denominator is nonzero.

2.4. Equivariant K-theory and Chow groups for torus actions. If a torus T
acts on a scheme X, we denote by Kp(X) (resp. Gr(X)) the Grothendieck group
of T-equivariant vector bundles (resp. coherent sheaves) on X. If X is nonsingular,
the natural map K7 (X) — Gr(X) is an isomorphism (see [Tho87, Cor. 7.8]). The
representation ring R(T') is identified with the Grothendieck group Kp(pt) of a point,
and K7(X) is an R(T)-module. Similarly, we let AZ7(X) denote the T-equivariant
Chow groups of X (see [EG98]). By definition, A7 (X) = A; s n(U xT X), where U is
an open T-invariant subset in a representation V of T such that the codimension of
V\U in V is greater than dim X —4, and N = dim)V — dim 7. We abuse notation and
write X7 = U xT X, although X7 depends on the choice of a suitable &/ C V. The ring
S(T') can be identified with the operational Chow ring A% (pt) of a point. This acts on
AT(X); by definition, the element \ € T acts by multiplication by the first Chern class
of the line bundle U xT (X x Fy) — U x© X. If T acts freely on X, then flat pullback
via the map ¢ : U x© X — X/T induces an isomorphism A;(X/T) — AT(X).

A T-equivariant vector bundle V on X has equivariant Chern classes ¢! (V) in the

operational equivariant Chow groups A%(X ). A representation V of T' can be viewed
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as a T-equivariant vector bundle over a point. If dimV = d, then the top equivari-

ant Chern class of V is ¢I(V) = [ocopya € AT (pt). Another important class is

A1 (V) = laeay(1 —e7®) € Kr(pt) = R(T).

For any point x with a trivial T-action we identify K7 ({x}) with R(T") and A%.({z})
with S(T"). Thus, if i, : {#} — X is the inclusion of a T-fixed point of a nonsingular
T-variety, we have pullback maps 3% : K7(X) — Kr({z}) = R(T) and i* : AT(X) —
A ({z}) = S(T). If iy : {0} — V is the inclusion of {0} into a representation V, then
pullback induces isomorphisms i%, : K (V) — R(T) and if, : A*(V) — S(T).

Let X be a T-scheme (i.e., a scheme with T-action), and Y a closed T-stable sub-
scheme. We denote by [Oy]x and [Y]x the structure sheaf and equivariant fundamental
classes of Y in Gr(X) and AT (X), respectively. If it is understood that we are working
in G7(X) or AT(X), the subscript X is frequently omitted.

Lemma 2.1. Suppose a torus T acts on smooth varieties My, Ms, and suppose Y is
a closed subscheme of My. Let m; be a T-fized point of M; (i =1,2), and let iy, , imy,
and i(m, m,) be the inclusions of my1, ma and (my,mg) into My, My and My x M,
respectively. Then

E(mama) [OMy x| x Mz = 1, [Ov
and

Hmyma) M1 X Y] sty = 1, [V 0.

Proof. Let k : {(m1,m2)} — {m2}. Under our identifications of Krp({(mi,m2)}) and
Kr({mg}) with R(T), the K-theory pullback k* is the identity. Similar remarks apply
for equivariant Chow groups.

Let w: My x Ms be projection on the second factor. Then

Z(m1,m2)7r - (7‘( © Z(ml,m2)) - (Zm2 © k) =k tmy = tmgy-

AISO, F*([Oy]Mz) = [OMle]MlxMz and F*([Y]Mz) = [Ml X Y]M1><M2- Hence,

ok 3

Hmama) [OMxY M x Mz = Uy o)™ ([Oy]ar) = i, ([Ov s,
and
$lmama) M1 X Y]t My = Gy o)™ (Vi) = i, ([Y]ar2),
as desired. O

Lemma 2.2. If L is a T-equivariant line bundle on a T-scheme X, and s is a T-
invariant regular section of L (cf. [Ful84, Section 14.1]) with zero-scheme Y, then
Y] =cl'(£)N[X] in AT(X), and [Oy] = [Ox] — [£*] in Gr(X).

Proof. By definition, A7(X) = A;+n(X7), where X7 and N are as above. The T-
equivariant line bundle £ defines a line bundle £7 on X7 whose zero-scheme is [Y7].
By [Ful84] Prop. 14.1], [Y7] = c1(Lr) N [X7] in A.(X7). Since by definition the class
[Y] in AT(X) is the class [Yr] in A«(X7), and ¢ (£) is ¢1(Lr) € AY(Xr), we see that
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[Y] = I'(£) N [X] in AT(X). For the assertion about classes in G (X), see [GKO0S|
Remark 6.3]. O

Lemma 2.3. Let T = Gy, and let X be a generator of T. Assume T acts on V = Ft1
with all weights equal to T\, r # 0. Let VO =V \ {0}.

(1) Suppose r = —1, so T acts freely on V°. Under the isomorphism AL (V0) =
AL(P(V)), the action of X € AL(pt) on AT(V?) corresponds to multiplication by —h on
A«(P(V)), where h = c1(Op(y(1))-

(2) IfC CV is a closed cone of pure codimension k, then for some a € Z, [P(C)] =
ah* N [P(V)] in A.(P(V)) and [C] = arF* Xk N [V] in AT (V).

Proof. (1) The element A € AL(pt) acts on AT (VY), so via the isomorphism AT (V) =
AL(P(V)), X\ acts on A,(P(V)). The action of A on A,(IP(V)) is multiplication by the
first Chern class of the line bundle (V° x Fy)/T — V°/T = P(V). This line bundle
is isomorphic to the tautological subbundle S of the trivial bundle V' x P(V) — P(V).
Part (1) follows since ¢1(S) = —h.

(2) First assume 7 = —1. We have [P(C)] = ah*[P(V)] for some a € Z. Write C° =
C\{0}. Under the isomorphism of AT (V?) with A,(P(V)), the class [C°] corresponds to
[P(C)], and we have proved that the action of A corresponds to the action of —h. Hence,
[C% = (=1)*aX*[V] in AL(V?). The restriction map A% ,_, (V) — AL, _,(V?)
(where n + 1 = dim V) is an isomorphism taking [C] to [C°] and A\*[V] to AF[V?], so
[C] = (—1)*aXF[V]. This proves (2) for r = —1.

We now consider the case of general r. Define ¢ : T = G,,, = 11 = G,, by t — t7".
Let A\ € T 1 be the character whose image under the pullback ¢* : Tl —T equals —rA\.
If T7 acts on V with all weights equal to A1, then the T-action on V is induced by the
Ti-action via the map ¢. There is a pullback map ¢* : A% (V) — AL (V), defined as
follows. Let U and U; be open subsets of representations of 1" and T} respectively, as
in the definition of equivariant Chow groups given in Section 2.4l The torus T acts on
U1 via the map ¢. Thus, there is a map

U xU) xTV Uy xT,

and pullback along this map yields ¢*. By part (1), [C]z, = (=1)¥a ¥[V]r. Also,
¢*(M\1) = —rA, and ¢*[Cln, = [Clr , ¢*[V]r, = [V]r, where the subscripts denote
which equivariant group we are considering. Part (2) follows. O

3. GENERALIZED COMINUSCULE POINTS

In this section we define the notion of a generalized cominuscule point of a scheme
with a torus action. We give formulas for the Hilbert series and multiplicity at a
generalized cominuscule point (see Theorem [3.9)), generalizing formulas used by ITkeda-
Naruse and Graham-Kreiman; see [GK15] for a discussion and references.
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3.1. Degenerating to the tangent cone. Let V be a representation of a torus 7.
Let V* denote the dual representation of T', so the symmetric algebra S(V*) is the ring
of regular functions on V. Let X = Spec A be a T-invariant closed subscheme of V
containing 0, so there is a surjection S(V*) — A. Let m C A be the maximal ideal of
0. The tangent cone of X at 0 is C = Spec B, where B = gr, A= A/m@&m/m? @ ---.
There is a T-equivariant surjection S(V*) — B, so C is a T-invariant closed subscheme
of V. The next proposition is known, but for lack of a precise reference we provide a
proof.

Proposition 3.1. With the assumptions and notation of the previous paragraph, we
have:

(1) If X has pure dimension k, then so does C, and [C] = [X] in Ag(V).
(2) [Oc] = [Ox] in Gp(V).

Proof. Let A=---®u*m’®u"'mPAPuADU?AS - - denote the Rees algebra of A
(see [Eis95, Section 6.5]). We extend the T-action on A to an action on A by requiring
t-uFa = uk(t-a) for k € Z, a € A. Let X = Spec A. There is a T-equivariant F[u]-
algebra homomorphism ¢ : S(V*)[u] — A characterized by ¢(¢) = u=1¢ for ¢ € V*.
The algebra A is spanned by elements of the form u™"(;---(, = @(u" ™1 ),
where (; € V* and m < n, so ¢ is surjective, and hence induces a T-equivariant closed
embedding X C V x A'. Let X, denote the fiber of X over ¢ € A'. The composition
X — V x Al = V is T-equivariant, and it takes X} (resp. Xp) isomorphically onto X
(resp. C). The fact that if X has pure dimension k, then so does C, is a special case of
[Ful84, Appendix B.6.6].

We have a T-equivariant open embedding V x A! € V x P! (where T acts trivially
on P!). Let X denote the closure of X in V x P! Then X N (V x Al) equals X as
a scheme, so under the map 7 : X — P!, the inverse image of A is X. Thus, if X,
denotes the fiber of X over ¢ € P!, then if ¢ € A, we have X, = X.

There are sections sg and s of Opi(1) whose zero-schemes are the points 0 and 1,
respectively. These sections are T-invariant since 7" acts trivially on P'. The pullbacks
m*so and 7*s; are T-invariant regular sections of m*Op1(1) whose zero-schemes are
Xo and A}, respectively. Lemma implies that in A (X), [Xp] and [X;] are each
equal to ¢ (7*Op1(1)) N [X], which implies [Xp] = [X}1]. Let p denote the composition
X — V x P! — V. Then p is proper, and it takes X isomorphically onto C, and &}
isomorphically onto X. Thus, [C] = p.[Xy] = p«][X1] = [X], proving (1). Similarly, in
Gr(X), we have [Ox,] = [Ox, ], since by Lemmal[2.2] each is equal to [O]—[7*Op1 (—1)].
Thus, [Oc] = p«[Ox,] = p«[Ox,] = [Ox], proving (2). [

Recall that iy denotes the inclusion of {0} into a representation V.
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Proposition 3.2. Keep the notation and hypotheses of Proposition [3.1. Suppose k :
Vi <= V s the inclusion of a T-invariant subspace such that all the weights of T on
V/Vi are nonzero, and suppose that Vi contains C. Let d = dimV and d; = dim V.

. _iy(0dv) i (0x]v)
(1) %, ([Oclvi) = 557 = »avm)-
(@) % ((Cly) = - E) it (iX]y)

1

T VIV e V)

Proof. The self-intersection formula in equivariant K-theory (see e.g. [EG05, Section
3.1]) implies that k*k, is multiplication by A_;((V/V1)*), since the normal bundle of
V1 in V' is the bundle V; x (V/V;) — Vi, which is trivial, but not equivariantly trivial.
Hence

iv([Oclv) = ivk([Oclvi) = i, k"R ([Oc]vi)
= iy, A ((V/V1))[Oclvi) = A1 ((V/V1)")iv, ([Oclva ).
The last equality holds because iy, is an R(T')-module map, so ij, commutes with
multiplication by A_1((V/V1)*). Dividing by A_1((V/V1)*), and using the equality
[Oclv = [Ox]v, proves (1). The proof of (2) is similar, using the fact that in equivari-

ant Chow groups, the self-intersection formula implies that k*k, is multiplication by

In the above proposition, the equalities in (1) and (2) are to be interpreted as equali-
ties in R(T") and AT (pt), respectively. There is no need to localize (i.e. invert elements):
(1) implies that i*[Ox] is divisible by A_;((V/V1)*), and (2) implies that i*[X] is di-
visible by I 4 (V/V1).

3.2. Generalized cominuscule points of schemes.

Definition 3.3. Suppose X is a closed T-invariant subscheme of a nonsingular 7-
variety M. A point z € X7 is said to be a generalized cominuscule point of X if there
are

(1) Representations V’ and V of T', such that all the weights of T on V are nonzero,
and an isomorphism of V’ x V with an open subscheme M, of M containing x. Let
Xo = XN M.

(2) A T-invariant subscheme N of V, called a slice, such that the isomorphism of
(1) restricts to an isomorphism of V' x N with Xy. We identify N with {0} x A/ and
via V! x N = Xy we view N as a subscheme of X, and = as a point of N.

(3) A element v € t (which can be assumed to be rational) such that for each weight
a of T on the Zariski tangent space T, N, we have a(v) = —1.

Remark 3.4. This situation differs from the situation considered in [IN09, Section 9],
because N need not be embedded as a cone in V. One can find a possibly different
embedding of A into V' which factors through the inclusion Vi = T, N' < V, such that
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under this embedding, A is a cone in V. See Example B.7] below. If we let N7 denote
the image of N in V under the original embedding, and A5 the the image under the
new embedding, then we obtain classes [O;,] and [Op,] in K7 (V), and [N7] and [NVs]
in AT(V). If one showed that [On;] = [On,] and [N7] = [N2], then some of our results
and proofs (for example, part of the proof of Theorem [B.9) would follow by applying
the results described in [IN0O9] to the classes [On,] and [N3]. The approach in this
paper is somewhat different: it uses the tangent cone C to N at x, which lies in V3
by construction, and which by Proposition [B.1] yields the same classes in K-theory or
Chow groups as N.

Remark 3.5. We can assume that the element v is rational because if S is a finite
subset of T', and v € t satisfies a(v) € Q for all a € S, then there exists a rational
element v of t such that a(v') = a(v) for all & € S. This can be seen as follows. Let
{A1,..., A\n} be a basis for T ® Q such that A, ..., A\, are elements of S which form a
basis for the subspace of T'® Q spanned by S. Let vy,...,v, denote the dual basis of
Hom(T' ®Q, Q). Let a; = A\i(v), and let v/ = ajvq + - - - + axvy, € Hom(T ® Q, Q). Since
Hom(T ® Q,Q) can be viewed as the set of rational elements of t, this suffices. Thus,
if in (3), the element v was not rational, we could replace it by the rational element v’,
and the conditions of the definition would be satisfied.

Remark 3.6. If X is a closed T-invariant subscheme of a nonsingular T-variety M,
r € X7 and there exists v € t such that a(v) = —1 for all o € ®(T, M), then z is a
generalized cominuscule point of X. Indeed, [Bri99, Prop. A2] implies that there is a
neighborhood Xy of x in M isomorphic to V = T, M, so taking V' = 0 and N' = Xy,
the hypotheses of Definition [3.3] are satisfied. This is the situation if X is a Schubert
variety in a cominuscule flag variety M.

Ezample 3.7. It is natural to ask why the representation V' is part of the definition of
cominuscule point, since it might appear that we can simply replace V by its subspace
Vi = T,N. (By [Bri99, Prop. A2|, under the hypotheses of Definition B3], there is a
T-invariant neighborhood Ny of x in N and a T-equivariant embedding of Ny into V;
taking x to 0.) However, in applications, we may have a natural embedding N' C V
such that Ny does not lie in the subspace V; of V. Thus, the composition Ny — V4 — V
is not the original embedding of Ny into V' (cf. Remark B.4)). Here is an example (where
N = Np). Let T = Gy, act on V = A? so that v = (1,0) and w = (0,1) are weight
vectors of weights 1 and 2, respectively. Let {z,y} be the basis of V* dual to the basis
{v,w}, so x and y are T-weight vectors of weights —1, —2. Let A = S(V*) = F|x, y].
Let A be the subvariety of A% defined by the equation 22 = ¥, so N' = Spec B with
B = F[z,y]/(z? —y). Note that A/ is not a cone (i.e. is not dilation-invariant). Let T,
denote the images of z,y in B. The surjection V* — m/m? = V" takes = to a basis
element and y to 0. The dual map V; — V identifies V; with its image F - v, so N/
is not contained in V;. However, the tangent cone C to A at 0 is contained in V;—in
fact, C=Vi. Let W =F -7, som = W @ m? and W = m/m? as representations of 7.
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Since W generates B as a ring, there is a surjection S(WW) — B, and this yields the
embedding A" — W* = V] constructed by Brion. Thus, we obtain

N =V =V
(a,a?) — av +— (a,0).
The composition is not the original embedding of A into V', because it does not take

the point (a,a?) to itself. Note that in this example, 0 is a generalized cominuscule
point of N.

Remark 3.8. We can generalize Definition B.3] in several ways. For example, we could
replace the point 0 in V' with a T-fixed point in a smooth T-variety (with appropriate
changes to the other conditions of the definition). This might be useful in considering
slices with respect to actions of groups which are not unipotent. However, for our
application to Schubert varieties, we do not need this generality.

The next result, Theorem B.9] generalizes [IN0O9, Prop. 9.1] (cf. [GK15, Cor. 2.11})).
The motivation for a statement of this form—in which the slice N' does not explicitly
appear—is that for Schubert varieties, the pullbacks i%[X] and %[Ox] are pullbacks of
Schubert classes, which can be calculated.

Theorem 3.9. With notation as in Definition [3.3, suppose that = is a generalized
cominuscule point of X. Let d = dimV' and d = dim V. Let i, : {x} — M be the
inclusion, and let [Ox] and [X] denote classes in Kp(M) and AL (M), respectively.
The Hilbert series H(X,x) is given by

1 ir[O0x]
H(X = v . 1
(X, 2) (1— )@ ev </\—1(V*)> (3.1)
The multiplicity mult(X, z) is given by
16(X, ) = ev_, (221, 3.2
mult(X,z) = ev <c§(V)) (3.2)

Proof. Since the Hilbert series and tangent cone are defined locally, as are the pullbacks
to the K-theory and Chow groups of {z}, we may assume that M = My = V' x V
and X = Xg = V/ x N. Then i, is the inclusion iy/yy of 0 into V' x V, [Ox] is
[Ox]vixy, and [X] is [X]yrxy. By Lemma 1 iy, ([Ox]vixyv) = 7, ([Onlv) and
ey ([(Xlvixv) = i ((Nv).

Let V3 = T,N C V, and let C denote the tangent cone to N at x. By (21]),

1
since H(V',{0}) = 1/(1 — )%, and as observed in Section 22, H(N,z) = H(C,z). We
have

H(X,z)=H(\V' {0})HWN,z) =

H(C,x) =

vy (iy, ([Oclvy ) _ (M) (3.4)

1—-t)% A1 (V)
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where the first equality follows from Proposition 2.2 of [GK15], and the second equality
holds because each o € ®(V7) satisfies a(—v) = 1. We have

i(0v) _ i (0dv) _ i(Oxly) _da(Oxdvr) o
A T ASTOMAVA) T AL (V) IO

where the first equality is by Proposition [3.2] and the second by Proposition 3.1l Substi-
tuting this in the right hand side of (3.4]), and then substituting the resulting formula
for H(C,z) into ([B.3)), yields the formula ([BI])for the Hilbert series.

We now turn to the multiplicity formula, equation ([3:2)). By (Z1]),
mult(X, z) = mult(V, {0}) mult (N, z) = mult(N, z) = mult(C, x). (3.6)

Write @ = mult(C,z). We claim that a = ev_,(ij, ([C]y;)). Assuming the claim, the
remainder of the proof is similar to the K-theory case. The analogue of (3.4) is

mult(C, z) = ev_y (il ([Clvy)) = ev_, ( A

where the first equality holds by the claim, and the second holds because any o € ®(17)
satisfies a(—v) = 1. The analogue of (8.5 is

it (Ch) i (Ch)el 0 (V/V) (W) _ i ((XTvrcy)
() W) W) W)

Substituting this in the right hand side of ([3.7)), and then substituting the resulting
formula for mult(C, x) into (B.6)), yields the formula (3.2) for the multiplicity.

(3.8)

It remains to prove the claim. As indicated in [INQ9, Section 9], using the relation-
ships between K-theory and Chow groups, and between Hilbert series and multiplicity,
the formula for the multiplicity in the claim can be deduced from the corresponding
formula in K-theory (which is given in [GK15, Prop. 2.2]). A more direct argument,
using Lemma 2.3} is as follows. The claim asserts that ev_, (i}, ([C]v;)) = a, where the
integer a is defined by the equation [P(C)] = ah® N [P(V1)]. Since it ([Clvy ) is a homo-
geneous element of S(7') of degree k, where k is the codimension of C in V;, the claim
is equivalent to the assertion that ev_,,(ij; ([Clv;)) = ar® for some r # 0. Let T" = G,,
be the subtorus of 1" corresponding to the cocharacter rv, where r is a nonzero integer
such that rv is an integral element of t. Let v’ € t; be the element mapping to —rv € t,
and define A € 7" by A(v") = 1. Let res denote the restriction from T-equivariant Chow
groups to T’-equivariant Chow groups. Restriction commutes with pullback to a point,
and moreover, given £ € A% (pt), we have ev_,,(§) = evy (res(§)). Therefore,

evralit; (IC1)) = evurves (i (IC1) ) = ev ity (IClva 1), (3.9)

where the subscript 7" indicates T"-equivariant Chow groups. Since T acts on Vi with
all weights equal to 7, Lemma 23 implies that [Cly, 7 = ar*A\¥ N [Vi]pr. Therefore,
evy (iy, ([Clvi, ) = evy (ar®AF) = ar®. The result follows. O
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Remark 3.10. If some o € ®(V) satisfies a(v) = 0, then ev,(A_1(V*)) = 0 and
ev_y(cI(V)) = 0. Nevertheless, the evaluations in (B.I)) and (B:2) can be carried out.
Indeed, the proof of Theorem 3.9 shows that

Z;[OX] o Z‘ﬂ{/l([OC]Vl)

A(VF) AV
since the left hand side is obtained from the right hand side by multiplying numerator
and denominator by the common factor A_;((V/V1)*). Note that ev, can be applied
to the right hand side of ([BI0) since each a € ®(V;) satisfies a(v) # 0 (in fact,
a(v) = —1). However, if one starts out with the formula on the left side of (BI0),
to perform the evaluation ev,, it is necessary first to cancel the common factors of
1—e ® with a(v) = 0 from the numerator and denominator. This might be nontrivial

(3.10)

if one has a complicated expression for i*[Ox]. But in the case of Schubert varieties,
in [GK19], we show that it is possible to explicitly perform this cancellation and apply
the formula. Similar remarks apply in the Chow group situation.

Ezample 3.11. Let T'= G, Let p: T — Gy, be defined by e#(t) = t. Identify Z with
T by the map n — npu; then R(T') is the span of €™ for n € Z, and A% (pt) is the
polynomial ring F[u]. Suppose T acts on V = F? with all weights equal to —1 (that is,
—p1). Define v € t by u(v) = 1. Let @1, 22, 3 be coordinates on V, let s = x? 4+ x3 + 3,
and let X denote the zero-scheme of s. The origin is a generalized cominuscule point
of X, with v and V as above, and V' = {0}. Write A = F[V] = F[z1, 22, 23] and
B = A/(s) =F[X]. The function s is a weight vector for 7" with weight 2 (that is, 2u).
Thus, s®1 can be viewed as a T-invariant regular section of the bundle V xF_5, — V/,
so by Lemma 2.2 [X] = —2u N [V]. Hence i}, [X] = —2pu, so by (B3.2]),

mult(X,0) = ev, (i}, [X]) = —2u(—v) = 2.
Similarly, we can compute the Hilbert series. Lemma implies that [Ox] = (1 —
e?)[Oy]. Hence i}, [Ox] = (1 — e*). Since A_1(V*) = (1 — /)3, we have
iy [Ox]  1+et
(V) (L —en)?

and thus

H(X,O):evv< 1+et >:(1+t

(1—em)? 1—1)%
4. SCHUBERT VARIETIES AND SLICES

4.1. Background. Let G be a semisimple algebraic group, and B D T a Borel sub-
group and maximal torus of G. Let U be the unipotent radical of B, so B =TU. The
Lie algebra of an algebraic group will be denoted by the corresponding fraktur letter,
so that the Lie algebras of these groups are (respectively) g,b,t and u. Let B~ =TU~
denote the opposite Borel subgroup to B. Let ® denote the set of roots of t on g,
and let 1t = ®(u) C t*; that is, T is the positive system of roots chosen so that
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the root spaces of u correspond to roots in ®*. The Weyl group is W = Ng(T)/T,
with longest element wgy. We will write x both for an element of W and for a repre-
sentative in Ng(7'). If H is a subgroup of G normalized by T, and x € W, we will
write H(x) = xHz~!'; this is independent of the choice of a representative for z in
N¢(T). The Lie algebra of H(z) will be denoted h(z) = (Adz)(h). Note that if U’ is
a unipotent subgroup of G normalized by T, then as a T-variety, U’ is isomorphic to
its Lie algebra u’, as can be deduced from the results in [Spr09, Ch. 8].

Let P D B be a standard parabolic subgroup of G. Let P = LUp be a Levi
decomposition where L D T', and let P~ = LU, be the opposite parabolic. Write
Ur,=UNLand U, =U~ NL. The product map U, x U, — U~ is an isomorphism
(this follows from standard results about unipotent groups, cf. [Spr09, Ch. 8]). Let Wp
denote the Weyl group of L. Let @, denote the set of roots of tin [, and <I>JLr =d;,NOT,
®; = —®}. Thus, " =& U P(up).

In each left coset wWp of Wp in W there is a unique element w,, of minimal length.
We write W for the set of minimal length coset representatives. We have w € Wt if
and only if w<I>4L' C @7, or equivalently, wa > 0 for all simple roots in <I>JLr (cf. [Ric92,
Lemma 3.3] and the discussion preceding that lemma, as well as [Kos61, Remark 5.13]).
If we WP, then 2 > w < 2, > w (see [BGO3, Lemma 2.8]). Observe that if 2,y € W
satisfy «Wp = yWp, then Up(x) = Up(y) and Up () = Up (y). If  is minimal in its
left Wp-coset, then U™ () NU = Up () NU (cf. [Knu09)).

Lemma 4.1. Letx € W.
(1) If a € 1, then za > 0 if and only if vs, > .
(2) If a € 2@, then sqx > x if and only if a € .

Proof. (1) follows from [BGGT5), Lemmas 8.10, 8.11]. For (2), write 8 = —z~ta € &+,
We have

SaT =TT 80T = TS, 1, = TS_gT = T85.
By (1), xsg > « if and only if 3 = —a € T, that is, if « € ¢~ O

Definition 4.2. Let w € W. Suppose P = LUp is the standard parabolic subgroup
such that the simple roots of <I>JLr are those simple roots o € ®* with wa > 0. We say
P is the standard X*-maximal parabolic determined by w, and we denote it by PY.
(This parabolic subgroup is considered in [Per(7, Def. 1.1].)

Although PY is generally not a maximal parabolic in the usual sense, the following
proposition shows that it is the largest parabolic subgroup such that w € W7,

Proposition 4.3. Let w € W. If P = P¥, then w € W. Moreover, if Q is any
standard parabolic subgroup, then w € W< if and only if Q C P.

Proof. Suppose that Q) is a standard parabolic subgroup with Levi factor M containing
T. As noted above, w € W if and only if for each simple root o in ®7,, we have
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wa > 0. By definition, the standard maximal parabolic subgroup P = LU is defined
so that the simple roots in <I>JLr are exactly the simple roots a with wa > 0. Hence
w € WP, Moreover, w € W if and only if the simple roots in @X}I are a subset of the
simple roots of ®F, which occurs if and only if Q C P. O

4.2. Schubert varieties. In this section we recall some basic facts about Schubert
varieties; one reference for some of these facts is [BL00]. We include some proofs for
convenience or lack of a reference.

Let X = G/B denote the flag variety. The T-fixed points in X are the points z B,
where x € W (as usual we abuse notation and write = for either an element of W or
a representative in N(7)). More generally, if P = LUp D B is a standard parabolic
subgroup, we write Xp for the generalized flag variety G/P. The T-fixed points of Xp
are of the form zP, for x € W; write i, p for the inclusion of P into Xp = G/P.

Given w € W, Xy p =B -wPisa subvariety of X p isomorphic to affine space, called

a Schubert cell. Its closure is the Schubert variety X = B~ - wP. Since 2P = yP if
and only if the cosets zWp and yWp are equal, X} depends only on the coset of w
mod Wp. Write [Oxu] for the classes of the structure sheaves in K7 (G/P), and [X}]
for the fundamental classes in AT (G/P). If we are assuming P = B, then we generally
omit the subscript P from the notation, e.g., we write XV, i,, etc.

Proposition 4.4. Let P be a standard parabolic subgroup of G, and let w € W. Let
m:G/B — G/P be the projection.

(1) We have m(X") = XB.

(2) Ifwe W?T, then W‘l(Xg) = X"Y. Conwversely, if X is the inverse image of a
Schubert variety in G /P, then w € W,

(3) If X¥ is the inverse image of X¢ under the map G/B — G/Q, then Q C P",
so G/B — G/Q — G/P", and the inverse image of X}, in G/Q is X§j.

Proof. (1) The map 7 is B™-equivariant, so
n(Xy) =7(B” -wB) =B -7m(wB) = B” - wP = X{’p. (4.1)

Since the map 7 is proper, it is a closed map. We have

m(XY) = n(Xy) = m(X) = Xgp = Xp,
where the second equality holds because 7 is a closed map. This proves (1).

(2) First suppose that w € WT. Since X¥ = m(X"), we have 77 1(X¥) D X¥; we
must prove the reverse inclusion. It suffices to show that if X¥ C 771(X¥), then y > w.
The hypothesis X¥ C 7~ }(X%) implies that yP is in X%. Every T-fixed point in X%
is the image of a T-fixed point in X%, so yP = zP for some z > w. Since w is minimal,
Zm > w (see Section [A.1]); since yWp = zWp = 2, Wp, we have y > z,, so y > w.
Hence 77 1(X%) = X“, as desired. For the converse, suppose that X = 7~ 1(X%).
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We must show that w is minimal. Since X}, = X}", we may assume y = yp,. Then
by what we have already proved, 7T_1(leg) = XY, so XY = X". Hence y = w, so w is
minimal, as desired.

(3) Let P = P*. If X" is the inverse image of X§, then by (2), w € W€, so
Proposition 4.3 implies that Q C P. Consider the projections

Ga/BLaiQbalp.
Since g_l(Xg) is closed, U~ -stable, and irreducible, it is a Schubert variety X5 for

some u € W?. By (2), we have f‘l(Xg?) = X"; but f‘l(Xé) = f g HXY)) = Xv.
Hence u = w, so g~ }(X¥%) = X§, as desired. O

4.3. Slices to Schubert varieties. Let z € W. Themap U, () — Cp p = Up (x)-2P
embeds Uy (x) as an open subvariety of G/P. This embedding is T-equivariant, where
T acts by conjugation on Uy (x), and by left multiplication on C, p. We refer to C, p
as an open cell. If Q = MUy C P = LUp are standard parabolic subgroups, then

Cug = Uy (x) = Up (x) x (U N L)(x) = Cup x (Ug NL)(x), (4.2)

as follows from the Lie algebra decomposition ug = up @ (ug N0). If w € WP, then
under the identification (4.2), we have

X§NCrg=(XPNCrp)x Uy NL)(x). (4.3)

Indeed, the projection 7 : G/Q — G/P takes Cyq to Cpp. Let p := 7lc, o If
Z is any subscheme of C, p, then under the identification given by (4.2)), p Y 2Z) =
Z x (Ug NL)(x). Equation ([@.3) follows from this, since pHXENCyp) = X5NnCeq
for w e WF.

Definition 4.5. Let x > w be elements of W and let P = P¥. Define
NP =[Up(x)nU)-zP|NXPE C CppNXP.

More generally, if @ is a standard parabolic subgroup contained in P (so w € W),
define

N =Up(x)NU)-2QINXH C Cron Xg.

Note that NEQ is T-stable since it is the intersection of two T-stable subvarieties.
Under the identification ([&3)), we have

Nio =Ny x {1}. (4.4)
The reason is that under the identifications (4.2 and (£3]), we have
g = [WUpe)nU) x {1} N[(XpNCep) x (Uy NL)(x)]

= [Up(x)nU)N(XENCap)] x {1} =N x {1}.
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Hence we can view N as a subvariety of any generalized flag variety G/Q with Q C P".
In particular, we can view N}¥ as a subvariety of G/B. Note also that if 2Wp = yWp,
then since P = yP in G/ P, we have N’ = N’

Lemma 4.6. Let H be a linear algebraic group, and X a scheme. Let H act on
the product H x X by left multiplication on the first factor. Any H-invariant closed
subscheme Z of H x X is of the form Z = H x Y, where Y is the closed subscheme
({e} x X)NZ of {e} x X (which we identify with X ).

Results of this form are known (cf. the proof of [Bri05, Prop. 1.3.5]), so we omit the
proof. The lemma implies that the action map gives an isomorphism H X Y — Z; we
will refer to Y as a slice to Z. The next proposition is analogous to [Bri05, Prop. 1.3.5]
(which concerns Kazhdan-Lusztig varieties), and has a similar proof.

Proposition 4.7. Let x > w be in W. Let P = P = LUp. The action map gives a
T-equivariant isomorphism

(Up(x)NUT) x N = X NCy,p. (4.5)
Proof. By the remarks preceding the proposition, the map (4.5) is T-equivariant. We

must prove that this map is an isomorphism. We can decompose up(x) = (up(x) N
u”) ® (up(x) Nu), and hence

Up(x)NU™) x (Up(z)NU) =2 Up(x) = Cy p. (4.6)

Since Cy p (resp. X}5) is stable under the left action of Up () (resp. U™), X NCy p is
stable under the left action of U (z)NU~. Applying Lemmald.6l with H = U, (z)NU ",
X=Up(x)NU)-2P,and Z = Xg N C, p, we see that under the identification (4.6,
the embedding X% N C, p C C, p corresponds to the embedding

Up(x)NUT) XN C (Up(z)nNU™) x (Up(z)NT).
This proves the result. O

The previous proposition shows shows that N is a slice to X}, where P = P". In
fact, N plays the role of a slice at zQ to X5 for any @ C P, since by (4.3)),

XoNCr= (Up(x)NUT) x N x (Ug N L)(x). (4.7)
Proposition 4.8. Suppose x > w. Let P = P¥Y = LUp. Then
dim N = {(z) — l(w) — |[zP7 N DT
In particular, if v € W, then dim N¥ = {(x) — l(w).

Proof. Equation (4] implies that
dim N = dim Xp — dim(Up (z) NU™).
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It is well known that the codimension of X} in Xp is £(w), so the dimension of X" is
dim Xp — {(w) = dim U, () — ¢(w). Hence

dim N} = dim Uy (2) — dim(Up () NU™) — l(w) = dim(Up () N U) — £(w)
But
dim(Up () NU) = [2®~ NOT| — 2@, NOT| = 4(z) — |[zP, N DT
The result follows. U

Remark 4.9. Given w € W, and 2 > w, there is a Kazhdan-Lusztig variety N i }DKL at
2P, defined by taking the intersection of X with an opposite Schubert cell. (Kézhdan
and Lusztig defined this in the case where P = B, but following [Knu09, Section 7.3], we
use the term Kazhdan-Lusztig variety in this more general context.) If P = P", then

P = N}¥ equals the Kazhdan-Lusztig variety N ;” }f@. Since ./\/Z,” p is the intersection

of X} with part of an opposite Schubert cell, it can be smaller than N, ;” }fﬂ.

The discussion above shows that slices to Schubert varieties in generalized flag vari-
eties are also slices in the full flag variety. Along the same lines, the next proposition
shows that computations of pullbacks and Hilbert series for generalized flag varieties
can be carried out using the full flag variety.

Proposition 4.10. Let P be a standard parabolic subgroup, and suppose that w € WF
and x > w.

(1) We have
ir,p[Oxpg] = iz [Oxv] and i p[XP] = [X"]. (4.8)
(2) Letd=dimG/B—dimG/P = |®}|. Then

H(X¥,zP)=(1—-t)H(XY,2B) and mult(X¥,zP)=mult(X", zB).

Proof. (1) The proof of this equation for K-theory is in [GK15, Section 2.2]; the proof
for Chow groups is almost the same.

(2) If w € WP and z > w, then ([@&3) implies
XUNC, =2 (XpNCypp) x U (x).
1

-
and mult(U; (x),e) = 1. The result now follows immediately from (Z.I]). O

The group U; () is isomorphic to affine space of dimension d, so H(U; (x),e) =

To simplify the notation, we will write simply H(X", x) for H(X"™, zB) and mult(X", x)
for mult(X", zB).
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4.4. Tangent spaces to slices. We now describe the set of weights ®(T,pN") (for
x > w) in terms of ®(T,pX"). The sets ®(T,pX") have been described in classical
types (see |[LS84], Lakshmibai [Lak95], [Lak00al, [Lak00b], [BLOO, Chapter 5]). Thus,
in classical types, we can describe ®(T,pN}"), which is what we need to determine
whether z is cominuscule in X*. Further combinatorial refinements appear in [GK19].

Observe that
O(TypX) =2® D O(T,pX") D ®(TLN,’).
Proposition 4.11. Let w € W, and let P = PY. If x > w, then
(T, pN2) = B(TpX™) \ (20~ N &7) U (2df N T)). (4.9)
Hence, if v € W7,
O(T,pNy) = (T X))\ (@ NP7). (4.10)
Proof. By Proposition 4.7 we have
D(T,pXE) = O(T,pN2) U (2D(up) N 07).
If 7 : G/B — G/P denotes the projection, then

O(T,pXY) = O(T,pXL)US(Tp(n t(zP)) (4.11)
= O(T,pXp)Uazd;. (4.12)

Therefore,
(T, X") = (TN ) U (2P(up) NOT) Uad, . (4.13)

Since &~ = ®(up) U P, we can rewrite ([AI3) as
O(TypX"™) = @(TppNy) U (2@ NO7) U (2@, NDT).
This implies (£J). If x € W7, then 2®; C ®~, so (&I0) follows. O
Suppose x > w. In type A, a result of Lakshmibai and Seshadri ([LS84]) implies
that
O(TypX") ={a € xd | sqx > w}. (4.14)

This set contains the elements o« € &~ such that s, > x, which by Lemma 4.1, equals
x®~ N ®~. Combining this with Proposition [L.11] yields the following.

Proposition 4.12. Suppose G is of type A. Let w € W, and let P = P¥. Ifx > w,
then

O(TgNy) = {a€azd® \ 2P, |z > s.2 > w}
= {a€zd \ (2, N®T) |z > 54z > w}
= {aex®(up.) |z > sz > w}.
Hence, if x € WP,
O(T,pNY) ={a € x® | x > spz > w}.
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Note that the first equality of the proposition holds because if o € x®7 N ®~, then
Sa > .

Remark 4.13. For G of arbitrary type, a result of Carrell and Peterson implies the right
hand sides of the equations in Proposition 4.12] describe the sets of weights to tangent
spaces of T-stable curves in N through zB.

5. COMINUSCULE POINTS OF SCHUBERT VARIETIES

The definition of generalized cominuscule points allows for arbitrary slices A/. For
Schubert varieties, we define cominuscule points using the particular slices N. Since
by 1), N serves as a slice at @ to X4 for any standard parabolic subgroup ) such
that w € W, this definition can be used to calculate Hilbert series and multiplicities
in Xg for any such (). Since these Hilbert series and multiplicities can be determined
from the corresponding X" in the full flag variety X (Proposition [L.10]), we will restrict
our attention to the case Q = B.

5.1. Cominuscule points. In this section we define the notion of a cominuscule point
in a Schubert variety. We provide some examples of cominuscule points, and in type
A, we give conditions which guarantee that a cominuscule point in a Schubert variety
is also a cominuscule point in a smaller Schubert variety.

Definition 5.1. Suppose x > w are elements of W. We will say that = is cominuscule
in X" if there exists v € t (which can be assumed to be rational) such that for all a in
O(T,pNY), we have a(v) = —1.

Note that we can assume that v is rational by the discussion in Remark

Remark 5.2. Let P = P", and suppose x > w. If 2Wp = yWp, then since N’ = N,
we see that if x is cominuscule in X" then so is y for any y € *Wp. Moreover, in
this case, if Q C P is a standard parabolic subgroup of G (so w € W), then zQ is a
generalized cominuscule point of X5-

Ezample 5.3. For any w € W, the element w is cominuscule in X™. Indeed, the slice
N is a single point, so the cominuscule condition is trivially satisfied. For a similar
reason, any « is cominuscule in X' = X. Indeed, in this case, since w = 1, we have
PY = G, so Up, = {1}. Thus for any z € W, N is a point, so the cominuscule
condition is trivially satisfied.

We now show that Schubert varieties in cominuscule flag varieties give rise to points
which are cominuscule in our sense. We begin by recalling the definition of cominuscule
flag varieties. Suppose that P = LU is a maximal standard parabolic subgroup; then
there is a unique simple root 8 which is not in ®;. The parabolic subgroup P and the
corresponding flag variety G/P are said to be of cominuscule type if the simple root /3
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appears with coefficient equal to 1 when the highest root is written as a sum of simple
roots. In this case, it is known that for any x € W there exists an element v € t such
that for any o € ®(T,p(G/P)), a(v) = —1 (one reference is [GK15, Prop. 2.9]).

Proposition 5.4. Suppose P is a standard parabolic subgroup of cominuscule type. If
x € WP, then for any w < z, x is cominuscule in X®.

Proof. By Remark [5.2, we may assume w € WP. The tangent space Tmp(J\/';’f p) is
a subspace of T,p(G/P), so the cominuscule condition on the tangent space of the
normal slice holds because it holds for T, p(G/P). O

The next result gives conditions under which an element x which is cominuscule in
X" is also cominuscule in a smaller Schubert variety XV. We do not know if the result
is valid in types other than type A, since the descriptions of tangent spaces are more
complicated in other types.

Corollary 5.5. Let G be of type A. Suppose that w < v < x are elements of W
such that P C PV (equivalently, v € W™ ). If x is cominuscule in X, then x is
cominuscule in X".

Proof. Since P C P", the reverse inclusion ®(up.) O ®(up,) holds. Since also w < v,
Proposition implies ®(T,pNY) C ®(T,pNY), implying the result. O

Without the condition P¥ C PY, the assumption that x is cominuscule in X“ does
not imply that x is cominuscule in X. Indeed, if this were true, then since any T-
fixed point is cominuscule in X' = X by Example [5.3], any T-fixed point would be
cominuscule in any Schubert variety, which is not true (see Example [6.1]).

5.2. Cominuscule elements of Weyl groups.

Definition 5.6. The element x € W is cominuscule if and only if there exists v € t
such that for all @ € 2~ N ®* = I(z7!), we have a(v) = —1.

This notion is due to Peterson, with different terminology: the element x is comi-
nuscule if for some A € t*, x is A-cominuscule (in Peterson’s sense) for the dual root
system. See [Ste01, Prop. 5.1].

It follows from the equality I(x) = —2~'I(x~!) that z is cominuscule if and only if
z~1is. In type A,_1, the Weyl group is the symmetric group S,, and the cominuscule
elements are exactly the 321-avoiding permutations (see [Knu09l p. 25]).

The next proposition shows that cominuscule elements provide cominuscule points,

although the examples of Section [6l show that not all cominuscule points arise this way.

Proposition 5.7. If x is a cominuscule element of W, then x is cominuscule in any
Schubert variety X* containing xB (equivalently, such that © > w).
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Proof. If = is cominuscule, then there exists v € t such that for all o € I(z~1), we have
a(v) = —1. By Proposition 11} for any w < x, we have ®(T,pNY) C I(z~'), so by
definition, z is cominuscule in X%. O

Remark 5.8. Knutson observed that for a A-cominuscule element x of W, the torus
action on the cell X! = U -z B contains the natural dilation action (see [Knu09, p. 25]),
and therefore the ideal of X* N X9 in X9 is homogeneous with respect to the standard
dilation action. It was noted in [LY12] this condition implies that the Kazhdan-Lusztig
ideal can be used to compute Hilbert series and multiplicities. In the context of this
paper, Proposition [0.7]is an almost immediate consequence of Knutson’s observation.

Remark 5.9. The converse of Proposition [B.7] is false. For example, in type Ao, the
long element wq of W is cominuscule in any X", but in 1-line notation, wy = (3,2, 1),
which is not cominuscule in W.

5.3. Hilbert series and multiplicity formulas at cominuscule points. The fol-
lowing theorem is a straightforward consequence of the corresponding result for gener-
alized cominuscule points (Theorem [3.9]).

Theorem 5.10. Let N = dimG/B = |®T|. Let w € W. Suppose x is cominuscule in
X%, Let v be as in Definition[5 1l Let P = LU be the standard XY -mazimal parabolic
subgroup, and let d' = N — 0(z) + |x®, N ®T|. Then

1

w _ Z;[OX“’]
HES 0 =gz o <Ha6xq>(up)m<p+(1 = 6‘0‘)> 51)
mult(X", ) = ev_, ( i [ X > (5.2)

Haem(u};)nqﬁ «
Note that if x € W, then since z®; N ®T is empty, we have d = N — {(z) and
r®up)N@T =20~ NOT =I(z71).
Proof. In light of the decomposition (A7) (with @ = B), this follows from Theorem
BO with V' = (up(z) Nu™) uy (z), V =up(z) Nu, and N' = N. We have
d = dimV' = |z®(up)NO™| + 2D

= (20" NO7| - |z®, NOT| + |2D |

= [2® N® |+ |z@, NOT| =N —4(z) + [z, N DT,
which is the formula for d’ in the statement of the theorem. O

Remark 5.11. As noted in Remark B0l the cancellations necessary to perform the eval-
uations are explicitly described in [GK19], where in fact it is shown that the formulas
can be evaluated without having to find v.

As a corollary to this theorem, if x is a cominuscule element of W, we obtain formulas
closely resembling the formulas for cominuscule flag varieties given in [INO9, Prop. 12]
and |[GK15, Theorem 2.10].
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Corollary 5.12. Let N = dimG/B. Suppose that x is a cominuscule element of W
and x > w. Let v be an element of t such that a(v) = —1 for all « € z®~ N®T. Then

evy (i3 [Oxw])

H(X" x)= -0~

and mult(X", z) = ev_,(i;[X"]).

Proof. These formulas follow immediately from Theorem [5.10 because for all o €
z®(up) N @1, we have av) = —1. O

6. EXAMPLES

In this section we apply the results of earlier sections to Schubert varieties in G/ B,
where G is of type As. We describe the ingredients of the computations, but omit most
details. The Hilbert series and multiplicities are computed using formulas i [X™] (due
Anderson-Jantzen-Soergel and Billey (JAJS94], [Bil99]) and i} [Oxw] (due to Graham
and Willems ([Gra02], [Wil06]). These formulas can be found (in a version consistent
with the conventions of this paper) in [GK15]. We will not restate the formulas here,
but note that they depend on the choice of reduced expression for z and are related to
the number of subexpressions multiplying to w.

In type A,,_1, G = SL,. Let B be the Borel subgroup of upper triangular matrices
in G, and T the maximal torus of diagonal matrices in G. The set of positive roots of
Gis t ={e; —¢; |1 <i < j<mn,i#j} Thesimple roots are ay,...,0,—1 with
a; = €; — €;11. The Weyl group W is the permutation group S,, with w € W acting
on € — € by w(e; — €j) = €,(j) — €u(;)- The i-th simple reflection is the transposition

We will make use of the following descriptions of tangent spaces (for > w):
O(TopX"Y)={aca® |sqz > w},
by @I4), and and if z € WF",
O(T,pNy) ={a€zd | x> sqx > w},

by Proposition To use these descriptions of tangent spaces, we need the following
characterization of the Bruhat order in type A (see [Hum90, Section 5.9]). If z =
(z(1),...,z(n)) and y = (y(1),...,y(n)) are two permutations in S,, written in 1-line
notation, then z < y in the Bruhat order if and only if for each ¢ € {1,...,n}, the
following holds: if aj, ag, ... a; are the numbers (1), z(2), ..., z(i) written in increasing
order, and by, bg, ... b; are the numbers y(1),y(2),...,y(i) written in increasing order,
then ap < b for all k € {1,...,i}.

Ezample 6.1. Let w = (3,4,1,6,2,5) in 1-line notation. We have dim X = |®T| = 15,
and dim X" = dim X — ¢(w) =15 —6 = 9. Let P = P* = LUp. The simple roots in
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<I>j-: are {€] — €2, €3 — €4, €5 — €g}. We show that for y = (5,6,2,4,1,3) € W¥, yB is not
a cominuscule point of X*. We have

O(TyBN,") = {e1 — €2, €3 — €4, €63 — €5,€4 — €5,€4 — €6}
(T, X)) = ®(TysN,) U{—(e1 — €3), —(e2 — €3), —(€2 — €4), — (€5 — €6)}

Because ®(T,pN,") contains the roots 81 = €3 — €4, f2 = €4 — €5 and B1 + 2 = €3 — €5,
yB is not a cominuscule point of X, since if §1(v) = f2(v) = —1 then (1 + 52)(v) =
—2. Note that yB is a nonsingular point of X* since dim7,p X" = 9 = dim X%, so
mult(X",yB) = 1.

Ezample 6.2. Let w = (4,3,1,6,2,5) and let x = (5,6,3,4,1,2). We have dim X% =
dim X —(w) = 15—7=8. Let P = P¥ = LUp; then ®; = {e3 — €4, €5 —€}. We have
z e WP, and

®(TSEBN;;U) = {61 — €3,€1 — €4,€2 — €3,€Q — €4,€3 — €,€4 — €5,€4 — 66}
O(TopXy) = ©(TupN,') U{—(e1 — €2), —(e3 — €4), —(€5 — €6)}

Since dim T, X% = 10 > 8 = dim X%, X" is singular at x. If v = %diag(—l, -1,-1,1,1,1),
then a(v) = —1 for all & € (T, pN¥), so xB is a cominuscule point of X™. The calcu-
lation of multiplicity and Hilbert series is facilitated by choosing a reduced expression

for x which has few subexpressions multiplying to w. Motivated by the combinato-
rial results of [GK19] (where the calculations are carried out using pipe dreams), we
choose reduced expressions for w and x given by (using the shorthand iyis - - - i) for
81180 "7 Sik)

w = 3213254, =z = 432154324354.

There are only 3 subexpressions of z multiplying to w. One verifies that the multiplicity
of X at x is 3. Going further, one can verify that the Hilbert series is given by

w o SBE=DTE+ D -2 -1+t 3 2
)= —(t =1+ 1) C(t—1)8 * t—1)7

where the middle expression is obtained from Theorem [5.10] before simplifying. We can

recover the multiplicity from the Hilbert series by observing that

P 5001

0
Thus the Hilbert polynomial h(X",z)(k) = 3(@'7) — Z(k'gﬁ). The leading term of this
polynomial is %k7, so mult(X%, z) = 3.

Ezample 6.3. By a calculation similar to the previous example, we can verify that
x = (5,6,3,4,1,2) (the same = as that example) is also cominuscule in X" for w =
(3,4,1,6,2,5). If we take the reduced expression for z as in the previous example, then
there are again only 3 subexpressions multiplying to w, and the multiplicity of X™ at
x is again 3. Note that if we took the reduced expression x = 214354213254, there
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would be 15 subexpressions of x multiplying to w, so the calculation would be more
complicated.

Ezample 6.4. Taking x and w as in the previous example, we can produce other Schu-
bert varieties in which z is cominuscule using Corollary [5.5], which states that x is also
cominuscule in XV, provided that w < v < z and P¥ C P". For example, if we take
v =(3,5,1,6,2,4) then this holds (with P* = P"); if v = (3,4,5,6,1,2) it holds (with
PY G PY).

Ezample 6.5. Taking x and w as in the previous example, whenever y is in the coset
xWpw Remark implies that y is cominuscule in X", and moreover that the multi-

plicity and Hilbert series of X% at y are the same as those at x. Noting that Wpw =
(s1,83,85), we could take, for example, y = (5,6,4,3,1,2) or y = (6,5,4,3,2,1) = wy.
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