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Abstract

This article studies some new insertion algorithms that associate pairs of shifted tableaux
to finite integer sequences in which certain terms may be primed. When primes are ignored
in the input word these algorithms reduce to known correspondences, namely, a shifted form
of Edelman-Greene insertion, Sagan-Worley insertion, and Haiman’s shifted mixed insertion.
These maps have the property that when the input word varies such that one output tableau is
fixed, the other output tableau ranges over all (semi)standard tableaux of a given shape with no
primed diagonal entries. Our algorithms have the same feature, but now with primes allowed
on the main diagonal. One application of this is to give another Littlewood-Richardson rule for
products of Schur @-functions. It is hoped that there will exist set-valued generalizations of our
bijections that can be used to understand products of K-theoretic Schur Q-functions.
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1 Introduction

This article studies some new insertion algorithms that generate pairs of shifted tableaux from
finite integer sequences in which certain terms may be primed. The first half of this introduction
contains a quick summary of our main results. The second half discusses some open problems that
motivate our constructions.

1.1 Outline

Let Sz be the group of permutations of the integers with finite support, and set s; := (i,i+1) € Sz
for ¢ € Z. There is a unique associative product o : Sz x Sz — Sz such that 0 os; = o if
o(i) >o(i+1)and cdos; = os; if 0(i) < o(i + 1) for each i € Z [19, Thm. 7.1]. This so-called
Demazure product may be defined in terms of the Bruhat order < on Sz by the set-wise product
identity {o € Sz : 0 <vH{o € Sz:0 <w}={o€Sz:0 <wvow} for v,w € Sz.

A reduced word for o € Sz is an integer sequence aias - - - a, of shortest possible length with
0 = 8g,8ay * * * Sa,, OF equivalently with

0 =584, 08gy 0" 035q,.

Write R (o) for the set of reduced words for o € Sz. Analogously, an involution word for z € Sz is
a word ajas - - - a, of shortest possible length such that

Z =8g, O+ 08qy08q O8qy O+"035g, .

Write Riny(z) for the set of involution words for z € Sz. One can show that this set is nonempty if
and only if z = 27! is an involution. The empty word () is both the unique reduced word and the
unique involution word for 1 € Syz.

Involution words have been studied previously in different forms and under various names, for
example, in [5, 12, 16, 18, 33]. We are concerned here with the following slight generalization.
An index i € [n] is commutation in an involution word a = ajaz---ay, if s,; commutes with
Sg;_ 1 O " "0 8gy08q 08gy0---08q ,. Theindex i =1 is a commutation whenever the word a is
nonempty. A primed involution word for z = z~' € Sz is any word formed by adding primes to
the entries indexed by a subset of commutations in some a € Riny(z). Such a word is a sequence
of letters in the primed alphabet {--- < 1/ <1 < 2 <2 < ...}. Write R (z) for the set of

nv
primed involution words for z. As we will explain in Section 2.2, all involution words for a given



z = 27! € Sz have the same number k of commutations, so we have |R" (z)| = 2¥|Rin(2)|. For
example, if z =321 € S3 C Sz, then
R(z) = {121,212}, Rim(2) = {12,21}, and R (2) = {12,12,21,2'1}.

nv

For any word a, let Incroo(a) denote the set of sequences (a',a?, a3,...) where each a’ is a

weakly increasing possibly empty word such that a = a'a?a®---. For a set of words A, let

Incroo (A) = | c4 Incroo(a).

Fix an involution z = 27! € Sz. In Section 3 we describe a specific map

a > (Pg(a), Qg ()

that takes an element of R;" (z) or Increo (R (2)) as its input and gives a pair of shifted tableaux

as its output. Our first main result is the following theorem about this operation.

Theorem 1.1 (See Theorems 3.11 and 3.15). The map a — (P2 (a), Q9 (a)) is a bijection from
Ri" (2) (respectively, Incroo(R;" (2))) to the set of pairs (P,Q) where P is a shifted tableau with
increasing rows and columns, no primed entries on the main diagonal, and row reading word in

R;:V(z), and @ is a standard (respectively, semistandard) shifted tableau of the same shape.

In this context, a shifted tableau of a strict partition shape A = (A1 > Ag > --- > A\ > 0) is
a filling of the shifted diagram SDy := {(i,i+j—1) € ZxZ :1 <i<kand1l < j < \} by
elements of {--- <1' <1< 2 <2< ...}. If we draw such a tableau in French notation, then its
row reading word is formed by reading each of its rows in the usual way from left to right, starting
with the top row.! A shifted tableau is semistandard if its entries are positive and its rows and
columns are weakly increasing as indices increase, with no primed number repeated in a row and no
unprimed number repeated in a column. A semistandard shifted tableau with n boxes is standard

if it contains exactly one of 7 or 7’ as an entry for each : = 1,2,...,n.
Example 1.2. We present a very simple case of the map a — (PSG (a), Q(E)G (a)) just to illustrate
its domain and codomain. If z = 321 € S5 then the elements of Incro (R, (2)) have one of 6 forms:

a=(0,0.0,....0,1,0,0,0,....0,2,0,0,0,...),

b=(0,0.0,...,0,1,0,0,0,....0,2,0,0,0,...),

c=(0,0,0,....0,2,0,0,0,....0,1,0,0,0,...),

d=(0,0,0,...,0,2.0.0,0,....0,1,0,0,0,...),
p—1 terms g—p—1 terms

for some integers 0 < p < ¢, or

e:(@,Q’@,”‘,@’lQ,Q’@,(D’”.)’
f=00,0....,0,12,0,0.0,...),
~———

p—1 terms

'Equivalently, if the tableau has entry Tj; in box (4,7), then the row reading word is formed by arranging the
numbers T;; in the order that makes (—i, j) increase lexicographically, as (¢, j) varies over all boxes.



for some p > 0. We have P& (a) = PL(b) = P& (c) = PE(d) = P& (e) = P&(f) = as this
is the unique shifted tableau with increasing rows and columns and no primed entries on the main
diagonal whose row reading word is in {12,1'2,21,2’1}. On the other hand, it will follow from the
definitions in Section 3 that

QB (a) = 7 Qs (b) = 7 Qs (c) = 7
Qgc(d) =[r']d]} @QBle)=[r][r} QU =[r]r]

As 0 < p < g vary, these outputs range over all semistandard shifted tableaux of shape A = (2).

Restricting a — (P (a), Q9 (a)) to unprimed words gives the map called involution Cozeter-
Knuth insertion in [13, 25] and orthogonal Edelman-Greene insertion in [26]. The latter, in turn,
is a special case of the shifted Hecke insertion algorithm from [10, 31]. Our correspondence is the
“orthogonal” counterpart to a “symplectic” shifted insertion algorithm studied in [17, 25, 26]; see
Remark 2.3.

It is an open problem to find a “primed” generalization of shifted Hecke insertion that extends
our bijection a — (P& (a),Q(a)). The image of such a map should consist of pairs of shifted
tableaux (P, Q) of the same shape, in which P has increasing rows and columns with no primed
entries on the main diagonal, and @ is an arbitrary (semistandard) set-valued shifted tableau in
the sense of [20, §9.1]. It is less clear what superset of R:" (z) should be the domain of such a
correspondence. As discussed in the next section, generalizing shifted Hecke insertion in this way
would have interesting applications.

Besides constructing the map a +— (P&%(a), @9 (a)), we also seek to understand how a can
vary when P2 (a) is held constant, and how such changes affect Q2 (a). Our second set of results,
sketched below and explained more thoroughly in Sections 3.4 and 3.5, fully solves this problem.

Theorem 1.3 (See Theorem 3.24 and Corollary 3.25). There are explicit operators ock; on primed
words which act by changing at most three consecutive letters, along with operators 9; on standard
shifted tableaux which act by changing at most three consecutive entries, such that if ¢ is a primed
involution word then Q2 (ock;(a)) = 0;(Q2(a)), and if a and b are both primed involution words
then P (a) = PE(b) if and only a = ock;, ock;, - - - ock;, (b) for some sequence i1, s, . . . , i.

Section 3 contains these and our other main results, following some preliminaries in Section 2,
The proof of Theorem 1.3 is unexpectedly difficult and takes up all of Section 4. We use The-
orems 1.1 and 1.3 to derive some additional results in Section 5. Specifically, in Section 5.1, we
describe a variation of Sagan- Worley insertion from [34, 37] whose domain is the set of all primed
compatible sequences. Then in Section 5.4 we investigate two related extensions of Haiman’s shifted
mized insertion algorithm from [9].

1.2 Motivation

We use the second half of this introduction to explain some of our motivations for considering
the insertion algorithm in Theorems 1.1 and 1.3. These motivations are related to the problem of
finding a combinatorial rule to multiply certain “K-theoretic” symmetric functions.

The Schur P-function of a strict partition X is the generating function Py = >, zT for all
semistandard shifted tableaux T' of shape A with no primed entries on the main diagonal; here one
sets 27 = [L; =] where m; is the number of entries of 1" equal to ¢ or ¢'. The Schur Q-function



Q) is defined in the same way but without excluding primes from the main diagonal, or more
directly as the scalar multiple Qy = 2/ Py. It is well-known that both power series are symmetric
functions that are Schur positive, and that the set of all Py\’s (respectively, all @,’s) is a Z-basis
for a ring with nonnegative integer structure constants [36].

Ikeda and Naruse introduced K-theoretic analogues GPy and GQ) for the Schur P-functions
and @Q-functions in [20]. These power series are also symmetric, and may be defined similarly as
the generating functions for all semistandard set-valued shifted tableauxr of a given shape, where
for GPy primed entries are again prohibited from appearing in diagonal positions [20, §9.1]. The
precise definition involves a bookkeeping parameter 5, which makes both power series homogeneous
if one sets deg(f8) = —1 and deg(z;) = 1. For simplicity, we take § = 1 in our discussion here.
With this convention, one recovers Py and @ by taking the homogeneous terms of lowest degree
in GPy and GQ), respectively.

It was conjectured in [20] that the set of all GPy’s (respectively, all GQ)’s) is a basis for a ring.
For the GPy’s this follows from the main result in [6]; other proofs also appear in [10, §4] and
[32, §8]. For the GQ,’s, surprisingly, Tkeda and Naruse’s conjecture is technically still unresolved,
though it is known from [20] that each product GQ\GQ,, is a possibly infinite linear combination
of GQ,’s. However, in general, it remains to show that this expansion has finitely many terms and
to give an interpretation of its coefficients.? These difficulties have to do with the fact that GQ) is
no longer a scalar multiple of GPj.

There is a bijective approach to proving that the K-theoretic Schur P-functions generate a ring,
which we sketch below. The results in this article are a first step toward extending this strategy to
handle the K-theoretic Schur Q-functions.

For each even integer n > 0, let I;Lpf denote the set of fixed-point-free involutions in the symmet-
ric group Sy, := (s1,82,...,8,—1). Each element z € I has an associated set of symplectic Hecke
words Hsp(z) defined in [25, §1.3]. This set is infinite unless z is lgye := (1,2)(3,4) --- (n — 1,n).
Each word in Hsp(2) is a finite integer sequence that does not begin with an odd letter. The shortest
words in ’Hsp(z) are the minimal length sequences ajas - - - a With 2 = s4, *+* 84,54, Lfpf Siy Sas * * * Say, -
Given z € I,flpf and a strict partition A, define

KP, = Z z®

p€lncroo (Hsp(2))

where z¢ := [], xf(ai) for ¢ = (at,a?,a?,...).

A semistandard weak set-valued shifted tableaux of strict partition shape A is a filling of SDy by
elements of {1’ <1 < 2’ <2 < ...}, with multiple elements and repetitions allowed in each box,
but with no primed numbers repeated in a row and no unprimed numbers repeated in a column.
The entries of such a tableau T are required to be weakly increasing in the sense that the largest
entry in one box cannot be greater that the smallest entry in the next box in the same row or
column. The weight of T is again the monomial z7 := [L; =" where m; is the number of entries
of T equal to i or 7. Let KPy := Y ;a7 where the sum is over all semistandard weak set-valued
shifted tableaux of shape A with no primed entries on the main diagonal. By [22, Cor. 6.6], we
have GP, = w(KP)), where w is the automorphism of the algebra of symmetric functions sending
each Schur function sy — sy7. In turn, each KP, is related to K Py by the following theorem:

2There is at least a Pieri rule to expand GQ,GQ,, into GQ,’s when u = (p) has a single part [4, Cor. 5.6]. There
is also a formula for the expansion of GQ,GQ, for any strict A, u into monomials [23, Cor. 7.8].



Theorem 1.4 (See [25, Thm. 4.5)). Let z € IiP". There is a bijection ¢ (Psp(9), Qsp(¢)) from
Incroo (Hsp(2)) to the set of pairs (P,Q) where P is a shifted tableau with increasing rows and
columns whose row reading word is in Hsp(2), and @ is a weak set-valued shifted tableau of the
same shape with no primed entries on the main diagonal. Moreover, one has z? = 29s(®),

This bijection is called symplectic Hecke insertion in [25]. If a = ajas - - - ap € Hsp(2) then we
set Psp(a) = Psp(¢) and Qsp(a) = Qsp(¢) for ¢ = (a1, a2,...,ax,0,0,...). The value of Ps,(¢)
depends only on the underlying word, but not on its division into weakly increasing factors. All
letters in a symplectic Hecke word for z € I are in {1,2,...,n—1}, so there are only finitely many
shifted tableaux with increasing rows and columns that can have row reading words in Hsp(z). It
follows that KP, is the finite sum ZTG{PSP(a):aeHsp(z)} K Pyape(T)-

Assume y € I and 2 € I'Pf for even integers m,n > 0. Let y x z € I:Ein be the permutation

mapping i — y(i) for 1 <i < m and i +m > 2(i) + m for 1 <i < n. Next, for ¢ = (a',a?,...) €
Incroo (Hsp(y)) and o = (b1, 02,...) € Increo(Hsp(2)), let @9 = (atct,a®c?,...) where ¢ is formed
by adding m to each letter of b'.

It is clear from the results about symplectic Hecke words in [25, §1.3] that (¢,v) — ¢ @ 9 is
a bijection Increo(Hsp(y)) X Incroo(Hsp(2)) = Incroo(Hsp(y X 2)). Therefore KPyKP, = KPyx..
In turn, if the largest part of A is less than n — 1, then there exists z;pf € I;Lpf (with an explicit
formula) such that KP\ = K Pzz)f [29, Thm. 4.17]. Since w is an algebra automorphism, we have

KP\KP, =Y ¢ ,KP, and GP\GP,=> ¢,GP, (1.1)

where €5, is the number of tableaux in {Psp(a) : a € ’Hsp(zf\pf X z,fff)} of shape v.

Here is how one could try to adapt this argument to derive an analogous formula for the coeffi-
cients expanding GQ,GQ,, into GQ-functions. The appropriate analogue of K P, is the generating
function KQy := > 1 zT for all weak set-valued shifted tableaux T of shape )\, now with primed
entries allowed on the main diagonal. We have GQ) = w(KQ)) by [22, Cor. 6.6].

There is a natural candidate for the @Q-form of KP,. When n is even, the symplectic group
Sp,,(C) acts on the type A,,_; flag variety Fl,, with finitely many orbits indexed by IfP*. The closures
of these orbits have canonical representatives in the connective K-theory ring of Fl, satisfying
a certain stability property [39]. These representatives are polynomials B3P € Z[B) [z, xa, . . . ],

3

and their “stable limits” give certain symmetric functions GPSP that satisfy KP, = w(GPZS Pls=1)
(compare [28, Cor. 4.6] with the results in [25, §5]).

For any positive integer n, the orthogonal group O,,(C) likewise acts on Fl,, with finitely many
orbits, now indexed by I,, ;= {z € S,, : z = 27 !}. The closures of these orbits again have canonical
representatives in the connective K-theory ring of Fl,, satisfying a certain stability property [28].
These are inhomogeneous polynomials &9 € Z[3][x1, x2,...] indexed by z € I,. Mimicking the
properties of KP,, one would like to define the “stable limit”

GQO = lim &%,
m—o0
for z € I,,, where 1™ is the identity permutation in S,,, and then set

KQ, = w(GQ25=1).

3This becomes a Littlewood-Richardson rule for the symmetric functions GPA(B) defined in [20], which involve a
formal parameter 3, via the identity GPA(B) =p~Map, (Bzx1, Bxa, Pxs,...).




These definitions would be appropriate because if z is vexillary, that is, 2143-avoiding, then the
limit giving GQO converges, the resulting power series KQ, is equal to KQ) for a certain strict
partition A, and any K@), can be attained in this way [28, Thm. 4.11]. Some difficulties remain,
however:

(a) No proof is yet known that lim,, . &9n,, converges if z is not vexillary [28, Prob. 5.3].

(b) There should exist a set of orthogonal Hecke words Ho(z), analogous to Hsp(2), such that
KQ, = Eqﬁelncrw(Ho(z)) z? and KQuKQ, = KQyx forally € I,,, and z € I,,. It is not known
how to define this set even when z is vexillary.

(c) If the first two issues can be addressed, then to prove that the GQ\’s generate a ring and to
find a combinatorial interpretation of the GQ-expansion of GQ\GQ,,, it remains only to find
an appropriate orthogonal Hecke insertion algorithm. This should bijectively map elements
of Incroo(Ho(z)) to pairs (P,Q) of shifted tableaux with the same shape, where now @ is
weak set-valued but with primed entries allowed on the main diagonal.

The results in this paper provide a base case for the last item.

Specifically, Ho(z) should be a superset of R (z) and the definition of orthogonal Hecke
insertion should be an extension of our map a + (P (a), Q% (a)). This is because if we replace
the inhomogeneous polynomial Qi?mx . by its terms of lowest degree, then the desired stable limit
does always converge as m — oo (see [12, §1.5]), so at least the lowest degree terms of GPO and
KQ, are well-defined. Both of these give the same homogeneous symmetric function (by [13, Cor.
4.62], since w fixes every Schur @Q-function), which we denote by Q..

As explained in Section 3.3, it further holds that @, = > peincroo (RE (2)) xz? and QyQ: = Qyx-
for all y € I,,, and z € I,,. This resolves the “homogeneous” forms of (a) and (b), and our first main
theorem gives a homogeneous version of the correspondence desired in (c). As an application, this
leads to another Littlewood-Richardson rule for the Schur @-functions (see Corollary 3.18). One
hopes that this rule can be generalized to the GQ)’s in future work.
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2 Preliminaries

In this section we review some preliminary facts and background material. Section 2.1 surveys the
basic theory of involution words. Section 2.2 then discusses primed words and primed involution
words. In Section 2.3 we set up our conventions for shifted tableaux. Throughout, we write Z for
the set of all integers. When n € Z is nonnegative, we let [n] :={i € Z: 0 <i <n}.

2.1 Involution words

We use the term word to mean any finite sequence of integers a = ajas - - - a,. We write £(a) :=n
for the length of a word. Recall from the introduction that R (o) denotes the set of reduced words



for a permutation o € Sz := (s; : i € Z), while Rin,(z) denotes the set of involution words for an
involution z = 21 € §y.

Let ~ be the equivalence relation on words that has aX (X + 1)Xb ~ a(X + 1) X (X + 1)b and
aXYb~ aY Xb for all words a, band all X, Y € Z with | X —Y| > 1. For each o € Sz, the set R(0)
is an equivalence class under ~, and an arbitrary word belongs to R (o) for some o € Sz if and
only if its ~-equivalence class contains no words with equal adjacent letters [2, §3.3]. We review a
similar result that holds for involution words.

Let Iz :={oc € Sz:0=0"'Yand I, :== S, NIz when 0 < n € Z. If 2 € Iz and i € Z then
sjozos; = z when z(i) > z(i+1), while s;0z0s; = zs; = s;z when i and i+ 1 are fixed points of z,
and otherwise s; 0 z 0 s; = s;2s;. It follows (see [12, Lem. 2.1]) that if z € Iz and aq,as9,...,a, € Z
then the word ajasg - - - ay belongs to Rin(z) if and only if z = s,, 0 -+ 054, 0 Sg, 0 Sy © -+ 0 Sq,
and for each i € [n] it holds that

(Sa;_1 © "+ 084y 084y ©8ay 0 08q;_,)(a;) < (Saiq ©+:+08qy 08q; 08ay ©-+-0 Saiq)(l + a;).

For example, we have 1232 € R;,,(4321) since s1 = 2134, 3051 0 S = 25189 = 3214, 53089081 0
89 0 83 = 8359815983 = 4231, and S5 083 089 0 81 0 83 0 83 0 Sg = 838951525359 = 4321.

Lemma 2.1. Suppose z € Sz has z(i) > z(i + 1) for some i € Z. Then some a € Riny(z) ends in 1.

Proof. Let y = zs; = s;z if z(i) = i + 1 and otherwise let y = s;zs;. Then y € Iz and adding i to
any of its involution words gives an involution word z in view of the remarks above. O

Define = to be the transitive closure of ~ and the relation with XYa = Y Xa for all words a
and all letters X,Y € Z. Hu and Zhang prove the first claim in the following result in [18]:

Proposition 2.2 ([18]). Each set Riny(2) for z € Iz is an equivalence class under =. An arbitrary
word is an involution word for some element of Iy if and only if its =-equivalence class contains no
words with equal adjacent letters.

For example, we have Rin,(3412) = {132 = 312} and Rin(4231) = {123 = 213 = 231 = 321}.

Proof. The first assertion is [18, Thm. 3.1]. The second assertion may be proved from the first by
induction in the following way. Suppose ajas---a, is a word whose =-equivalence class contains
no words with equal adjacent letters. Then the subword ajas - - - a,_1 has the same property, so by
induction it is an involution word for some z € Iz. By the remarks before Lemma 2.1, to show that
ajas - - - ay is an involution word (necessarily for s, 0z0s,,, ) it suffices to check that z(a,,) < z(1+ay,).
But if this inequality does not hold then z has an involution word bibs---b,_1 with b,_1 = a,
by Lemma 2.1, and by induction ajas---a,_1 = biby---by_1, 80 ajas---a, = biby---by_1an,
contradicting our hypothesis about the =-equivalence class of ajas - - - ay. O

2.2 Primed words

Let Z' := Z — § and given i € Z define i’ := i — 1 € Z. This convention means that (i +1)’ =i’ +1
and [¢'] = [i] =i for all i € Z, andthatZl_IZ’:{---<0’<O<1’<1<2'<2< Z.
We refer to elements of Z' as primed letters, and we view all primed involution words in
finite sequence of elements of %Z.

“Removing the prime” from x € Z LU Z' means to replace x by [x]. “Reversing the prime” on
z € ZUZ means to replace z by the unique element of {[z] — 3, [2]} \ {z}, so that i € Z becomes

1
2
) as

}:
R (2



i/ € Z' and vice versa. When working with a pair of numbers z,y € Z U Z', we will refer to the
operation that reverses the primes on both numbers if exactly one is unprimed and leaves them
unchanged otherwise as “switching their primes.”

We use the term primed word to mean a finite sequence a = ajas - - - a, with letters a; € ZUZ/'.
The unprimed form of a is the word unprime(a) := [a1][az] - [a,]| obtained by removing the
primes from all letters.

Let z € Iz. In the introduction we defined an index i to be a commutation in an involution
word ajas - - an € Riny(2) if s, commutes with y 1= s4, , 0+ 084, 0Sq, 08, 0+ 038,, ,. Because
Sq; must also be a left and right ascent of y, it follows that ¢ € [n] is commutation in ajag - - ay,
if and only if a; and 1 + a; are both fixed points of y, in which case (a;,1 + a;) is a 2-cycle of
Sq; 0Y O Sq; = Sq;Y = YSq;- On the other hand, if 7 is not a commutation then s,, oy o 54, = 54,Y5q,
has the same number of 2-cycles as y. Thus the number of commutations in ajas---a, is the
number of 2-cycles of z.

Recall from the introduction that the set of primed involution words R;" (z) consists of all
primed words formed by adding primes to letters indexed by commutations in involution words.

Remark 2.3. As explained in [38, §2.2-2.3] or [11, §8.1], the set I,, C S, indexes the orbits of
the orthogonal group O, (C) acting on the type A,,_; flag variety Fl, := GL,,(C)/B. In [3], Brion
derives a formula for the cohomology classes of the closures of these orbits, involving a certain
directed graph on the set of orbits. The directed paths that arise in Brion’s cohomology formula
(from the orbit indexed by z to the unique dense orbit) are in bijection with R;" (z). This is one
motivation for studying these sets. This is also why we will often include the adjective “orthogonal”
with constructions involving R;V(z). There is a parallel “symplectic” story for a different analogue

of reduced words corresponding to the orbits of Sp,,, (C) acting on Flg, (see, e.g., [14, 25, 29, 39]).
In a few places we will need the following additional properties of commutations from [27].

Proposition 2.4 ([27, Prop. 8.2]). Let a = ajas - --a, € R

"+ (2) for some z € Iz.

(a) Suppose [a;] = [a;41] £ 1 for i € [n — 1]. Then at most one of a; or a;11 is primed, so at
most one of the indices ¢ or ¢ 4+ 1 is a commutation in a, and if ¢ = 1 then a;41 € Z.

(b) Suppose [a;] = [a;42] for i € [n —2]. Theni > 1, a;41 = [a;] £1 € Z, and at most one of a;
or a;1o is primed, so at most one of the indices i or ¢ + 2 is a commutation in a.

Write = for the transitive closure of the relation with aXYb=aY XD for all XY € Z U 7Z'
such that |[X] — [Y]| > 1, as well as with aXYXb0=aY XYb and aX'Y X0=aY XY’ for un-
primed numbers X,Y € Z such that |X — Y| = 1, and finally with Xa = X'a and XYa=Y Xa for
unprimed numbers X,Y € Z. In these relations a and b are arbitrary primed words. For exam-
ple, we have 1232’ =1/3'23 =13/23 =3/123 =3123 = 1323 =1232=2132=2312=3212=3121. The
following extension of Proposition 2.2 is a corollary of more general results in [27].

Proposition 2.5 ([27, Cor. 8.3]). Each set R;" (z) for z € I7 is an equivalence class under =.

2.3 Tableaux

A partition of an integer n > 0 is a finite sequence of integers A = (A\; > A9 > -+ > A > 0)
that sum to n. In this event we set ¢(\) := k, A; := 0 for i > £()\), and |\ := Y .\ = n.
A partition is strict if the parts A; are all distinct. The diagram of a partition A is the set of



positions Dy := {(4,j) € Zx Z : 1 < j < \;}. The shifted diagram of a strict partition p is the set
SD, =={(,i+j—1):(i,7) € D,}.

In this article, a tableau of shape A\ means an arbitrary map Dy — Z and a shifted tableau of
shape p means an arbitrary map SD, — ZUZ'. If T is a (shifted) tableau then we write T;; for
the value assigned to some position (4, j) in its domain. The (main) diagonal of a shifted tableau is
the set of positions (7, ) in its domain with ¢ = j. We often refer to positions (7, j) in the domain
of a tableau as its bozes.

A (shifted) tableau is increasing if its rows and columns are strictly increasing as indices increase.
An increasing (shifted) tableau of shape A is standard if it contains an entry equal to i or i’ for each
i € [|A]]. A (shifted) tableau is semistandard if its entries are all positive, its rows and columns are
weakly increasing, no primed entry is repeated in a row, and no unprimed entry is repeated in a
column.? We draw tableaux in French notation, so that row indices increase from bottom to top
and column indices increase from left to right. If

(4] (8] (8] 8
A=[3[3]7] , S=|3 7| ., B= |2]7]7] and T = 3|5 7] (2.1)
1 6|6 1 46\ \1’2’4’6 \1' 246

then A is a semistandard tableau and B is a semistandard shifted tableau, while S is a standard
tableau and T is a standard shifted tableau. All four tableaux are of shape A\ = (4,3,1). We have
A23 = ng = 523 = 7 while T23 = 5/.

Suppose T is a tableau, or more generally any map from a finite subset of Z x Z to a totally
ordered set. The row reading word of T is the sequence row(T') formed by reading the entries of
T from left to right, row by row, starting with the top row (in French notation). Above, we have
row(A) = 43371166, row(S) = 83571246, row(B) = 82'771'2'4’6, and row(T") = 835'71'2'4’6. The
column reading word of T is the sequence col(T") formed by reading the entries of T' from top to
bottom, column by column, starting with the first column. Above, we have col(A) = 43131766,
col(S) = 83152746, col(B) = 1'2'2'874’76, and col(T') = 1'32'8'5'4'76.

When T is a shifted tableau, we form unprime(7") by removing all primes from 7”s entries.

Proposition 2.6. Suppose T is a shifted tableau such that row(7") or col(7T’) is a primed involution
word for an element of Iz. Then T is increasing if and only unprime(T') is increasing.

Proof. 1f unprime(T) is increasing then T is clearly increasing. Assume that T is increasing and
row(7") is a primed involution word. Since row(unprime(7")) is an involution word and therefore
reduced, no row of 7' can contain both 2 € Z and 2’ € Z/, so the rows of unprime(T') are (strictly)
increasing. It remains to show that this property also applies to the columns of T'. Arguing by
contradiction, suppose there is a box (i, j) € T such that T;; = x and T;_; ; = 2’ for some z € Z.
Assume (i, j) is the first such box in the row reading order, so that the box is maximally northwest
in French notation.

Let I > 0 be maximal such that (4,5 4 [) is occupied in T" with T; ;;; < « + [. Then we must
have T;_1 j4r = + K and T; j4 = = + k for each 0 < k <[ since T is increasing and unprime(7")
has increasing rows. If > 0 then box (7,7 41+ 1) is either unoccupied in 7" or filled with a number
greater than = + [+ 1. In this case, we can use = to commute 7; j; = « +( to the right in row(T’)

4Semistandard shifted tableaux are sometimes required to have no primed entries on the main diagonal, or no
primed entries in any boxes. Our conventions, which do not impose either condition, follow references like [34, 37].
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past the remaining letters in row ¢ and then also past the letters in columns ¢ — 1,¢,...,5 +1 — 2
of row i — 1 to obtain a primed involution word with (z 4+ 1)(z +1 — 1)’(z + 1)’ as a consecutive
subsequence. This is impossible by Proposition 2.4, so we conclude that [ = 0.

Having [ = 0 means that box (4,5 + 1) is either unoccupied in 7" or filled with a number greater
than x + 1. It therefore follows by similar reasoning that [T;_; j_1] = « — 1, as otherwise row(T’)
would be equivalent under = to a primed involution word with adjacent letters equal to x and
2’, which is impossible. We now reach one of two contradictions. If ¢ = j then we can use = to
commute Tj;, T;_1 -1, and T;_; j past all earlier lettters in row(T") to obtain a primed involution
word starting with 73,751 j_1T;—1; € {x(x—1)a’, x(x—1)'2'}, which contradicts Proposition 2.4(b).
If instead 7 < j, then since we cannot have T} j_1 = 2’ as the rows of unprime(T’) are increasing, the
inequalities 2’ —1 < T;_1 j_1 < T; j—1 < Tj; = x canonly hold if T;_; j_1 = 2’'—land Tp j_1 = z—1,
which contradicts the minimality of (,j). We conclude that unprime(T) is increasing.

The argument to show that unprime(T") is increasing when 7' is increasing and col(T) is a primed
involution word is similar to the previous case. One simply “conjugates” all of the preceding
statements, where if 7' is contained in the square [N — 1] x [N — 1], then conjugation applies the
transformation (z,7) — (N — j, N — i) to the boxes of T and x — 1’ — x to the entries of T. O

In the following lemma, let K denote the transitive closure of the symmetric relation on primed

words that has uACBv & uCABw and uBCAv & uBACv whenever u and v are primed words
and A, B,C € ZUZ' are such that [A] < [B] < [C]. This is similar to (strict) Knuth equivalence.

Lemma 2.7. Let T be a shifted tableau. If unprime(7’) is increasing then row(T") K col(T).
Consequently, if T is increasing and z € Iz, then row(T') € R (z) if and only if col(T) € Ri" (2),

nv nv

and in this case row(T") K col(T).

Proof. Let w be the last column of T" read in reverse order. Construct U from T by removing the last

column. Then by induction col(T") = col(U)w K row(U)w and it remains to check that row(U)w K
row(T"). For this, observe that if 7" has j columns and i := ¢(w), then starting from row(7T), we

can use ~ first to commute wy = T;; to the right past the entries in columns 7 — 1,4,...,5 — 1 of
row ¢ — 1, then to commute we = T;_;; followed by w; to the right past the entries in columns
i—2,i—1,...,75—1of row i — 2, and so forth, until we are left with row(U) followed by w.

If T is increasing and row(T') or col(T) is in R (z), then unprime(T) is increasing by Proposi-

nv
+

K ... .
+.(2) as u ~ v implies u = wv. O

tion 2.6, so row(T") K col(T") and both reading words are in R

3 Shifted Edelman-Greene insertion

This section contains our main results, which are organized around a shifted version of Edelman-
Greene insertion [7] that sends primed involution words to pairs of shifted tableaux. Section 3.1
gives the precise definition of this insertion algorithm, along with some examples and basic prop-
erties. Section 3.2 then describes its “semistandard” extension. Section 3.3 explains an application
of the semistandard algorithm to formulating a Littlewood-Richardson rule for Schur Q-functions.
Sections 3.4 and 3.5 explore some related operators on primed involution words and standard shifted
tableaux. Section 3.6, finally, examines how the primes in a primed involution word may be used
to label the 2-cycles of the corresponding involution.
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3.1 Definitions for the standard case

This section give the definition of orthogonal Edelman-Greene insertion and a few of its basic
properties. Suppose T is an increasing shifted tableau with no primed entries on the main diagonal
and a number u € Z U Z’ such that row(T)u € R (z) for some z € Iz. We first explain how to

nv

insert u into T to obtain another shifted tableau T <2 u that is increasing with no primed entries

on the main diagonal. Later, we will see that this new tableau also has row(T’ L u) € Rt ().

Definition 3.1. Suppose T is an increasing shifted tableau with no primed entries on the main
diagonal and u € Z LI 7Z' is such that row(T)u is a primed involution word for some element of I7.°

We construct another shifted tableau T < u by the following iterative process:

(1) On the ith iteration, an entry w € Z U Z' is inserted into row or column 7, which we refer to
as the current segment. The entries in the current segment will always be strictly increasing,
even after removing all primes. The process begins with u inserted into the first row of 7.

(2) Suppose [w] is less than some entry in the current segment. Let m < M denote the smallest
entries in the current segment with [w] < [m] and [w] < [M]. If m < M, then M will be
unprimed and in the box directly after m, and we will have [w] = [m] = M — 1.

(a) If m = M is off the main diagonal then w replaces m and we insert m into the next row
(respectively, column) if the current segment is a row (respectively, column).

(b) If m = M is on the main diagonal then m will be unprimed. In this case, we replace m
by [w] and insert m + 1 if w € Z (respectively, m’ 4+ 1 if w € Z') into the next column.

(¢) If m and M are distinct, then we switch the primes on these entries, and continue by
inserting w + 1 into either the next column (if m is on the main diagonal or the current
segment is a column) or the next row (otherwise).

(3) If [w] is not less than some entry in the current segment, then we place w in the segment’s
first empty box (z,y) with z < 3.7 If z = y and w is primed, then we change the box’s entry
from w to [w] and say that the insertion process ends in column insertion. We also say the
process ends in column insertion if x < y and the current segment is a column. In all other

cases, the process ends in row insertion. We define T' & 4 to be the result of this step.

If this process lasts for N iterations, then we define (x;,y;) and (Z;,9;) for i € [N — 1] to be the
respective positions of m and M in step (2) on iteration ¢, and let (xxn,yn) = (Zn,9yn) be the new
box (z,y) added to the tableau in step (3). We call the sequences

pathS(T,u) := ((zi,4) :i=1,2,...,N) and path<(T,u):= ((Z;,%):i=1,2,...,N)
the weak and strict bumping paths that result from inserting u into 7.

Example 3.2. The following examples illustrate most of the cases that can occur in Definition 3.1.

®As row(T) is also a primed involution word in this case, Proposition 2.6 implies that unprime(T') is increasing.
This claim only holds since we assume that row(T)u is a primed involution word; see Remark 3.7.
"It is not obvious, but such a box will always exists and adding it to T will give the diagram of a shifted partition.
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(a) T = and u = 2 then T < u is computed as

3 3 _70
MBEOE o

(_
~>
2
Here, the insertion process ends in row insertion and the bumping paths are

path=(T,u) = path~(T,u) = ((1,2),(2,2)).

(b) IfT:and w=2then T < u is computed as
— 3 (3] 10)
[(#a) -2 ~ [(2[4]

~> =T <+ u.
[1]2]4]
Here, the insertion process ends in column insertion and the bumping paths are

path= (T, u) = path<(T,u) = ((1,2),(2,2)).

415
(c) IfT:‘1 2T and u = 2 then T < u is computed as
4 )
1 1
415 ~ 5/+3 ~ 315 ~ 5
1]3]4] 2 [1]2]4 [1]2]4 [1]2]4
315
~ =7
[1]2]4]5]

In this case the insertion process ends in column insertion and the bumping paths are

path=(T,u) = ((1,2),(2,2), (1,3),(1,4)) and path<(T,u) = ((1,2),(2,2),(2,3), (1,4)) .

5|6
(d) IfT:‘1 am andu:2thenT<3uiscomputed as
5’ 6
1 1
5|6 ~ 5(6(«+3 ~ 316 ~ 5’
1]3]4]«2 [1]2 [1]2]4 [1]2]4
315
~ :Tﬁu
[1]2]4]6]

In this case the insertion process ends in column insertion and the bumping paths are

path=(T,u) = path<(T,u) = ((1,2),(2,2), (2,3), (1,4)) .

13



Proposition 3.21 will show that if 7" and u are as in Definition 3.1 then row(T L u) is also a
primed involution word. We can therefore iterate the above insertion process as follows:

Definition 3.3. Given a primed involution word a = ajas - - - a,, for some element of Iz, let PSG(a)

be the shifted tableau 0 <g ai <2 a <2 <g a, and let QEG((L) be the standard shifted tableau
with the same shape as PEG (a) that has i (respectively, ') in the box added by inserting a; into
PEG (ajag - --a;—1) when this ends in row insertion (respectively, column insertion).

We refer to a — (P& (a), Q% (a)) as orthogonal Edelman-Greene insertion. There is a similar
correspondence called symplectic Edelman-Greene insertion, with a different domain containing
only unprimed words, which is denoted a +— (PESE (a), EE (a)) in [26, Def. 3.23]. For more about
the connection between these maps and the orthogonal and symplectic groups, see Remark 2.3.

Example 3.4. The words a = 134524, b = 5'431'4’2, and ¢ = 41’3542 all have

5/
Pgs(a) = P&(b) = Pgs(c) :‘1 2[4 5]
6 516 315
hile Q€ (a) = 2e(b) = ge(0) = :
while Qgg(a) ‘1 213 4‘7 Qg (b) ‘1, 2 3 4/" and Qgg(c) ‘1 211 6"

Remark 3.5. The original Edelman-Greene correspondence a — (Pgg(a), Qec(a)) from [7], send-
ing reduced words a € R(0) for o € S, to pairs of unshifted tableaux of the same shape, may be
embedded in Definition 3.3 in the following way. Fix ¢ € S5, and choose an involution word b for

z:=(0,n)(-1,n—1)(-2,n—2)--- (—m+1,1) € I7.

Then a — ba is an injective map R(c) < Rin (0~ '20), and when we carry out the bumping process
to compute PSG(ba), the first £(b) insertions will result in a shifted tableau of shape (n,...,3,2,1)
whose last column is 0,1,2,...,n — 1. This part of the insertion tableau PEOG(ba) will remain fixed
during the remaining ¢(a) insertions, which will only involve row bumping operations that follow
the rules of the original Edelman-Greene correspondence. We recover Peg(a) from PS(ba) by
omitting the first n columns, while Qgg(a) is given by omitting the first n columns of QZ(ba) and
subtracting £(b) from the remaining entries, which are all unprimed numbers.

Example 3.6. When n = 4 we can take b = —3,—1,—2,1,0,—1,3,2,1,0. Then for the reduced
word a = 23121 € R(3412), we have

3] 10
112 915
PO (ba) = d Q% (ba) =
e (ba) “Toltl2l3] 4 Qeclba) 518 (1314
\—3—2—1 0 2 \1 2 la]711]12
(3] (5]
compared to Peg(a) =[2 |3 |and Qeg(a) =|3 |4 |
112 112

As noted in the introduction, a — (P& (a), Q% (a)) restricted to unprimed involution words
reduces to a map previously studied in [13, 25, 26]. Our inclusion of primes may seem like a minor
generalization. However, there seems to be no simple way to derive our main results as corollaries
of what is known about the unprimed form of orthogonal Edelman-Greene insertion.
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Remark 3.7. Suppose T is an increasing shifted tableau with no primed entries on the main
diagonal and u € ZUZ/' is such that row(T)u € R;" (z) for some z € Iz. Since a — (P2 (a), Q% (a))

nv

restricted to unprimed words coincides with [26, Def. 3.20], [26, Rem. 3.25] implies the following

properties concerning the process to construct 7T' L u, stated in the notation of Definition 3.1:

(a) Denote the intermediate tableau created by the ith iteration in Definition 3.1 by T;, so that

T=1Tyand T L y= Ty if N > 0 is the length of the two bumping paths. Then each T; is
a shifted tableau with no primes on the main diagonal, and unprime(7;) is increasing.

(b) If m and M in step (2) on iteration i are distinct, then the boxes (z;,y;) and (Z;, ;) containing
these entries are adjacent, and the number w being inserted has [w] = [m| = [M] — 1.

(c) Suppose m and M in step (2) on iteration ¢ are distinct and m is on the main diagonal. Then
m = Tj; is unprimed and M = T; 41, and we have Tj11,11 = [M]+1=m+ 2.

There is one final property that will be demonstrated in the proof of Proposition 3.21:

(d) If the ith iteration has a number w being inserted into row (respectively, column) i, then
placing w between rows (respectively, columns) ¢ — 1 and 4 in the row (respectively, column)
reading word of T;_; gives another primed involution word in R;" (z) by (3.3) and (3.4). In
view of this observation, if the numbers m and M in step (2) on iteration i are distinct,
then since we already know that unprime(T;_;) is increasing and [w] = [m] = [M] — 1, it
follows from Proposition 2.4 that M must be unprimed and that w can only be primed if m
is unprimed and not on the main diagonal (as if m is on the diagonal then its index in the

reading word mentioned above is already a commutation).

We mention some other properties of PQ:(a) and Q¢ (a) that readily follow from the definitions.
Given a shifted tableau T, form unprime ;,,(T') from T by removing all main diagonal primes.

Proposition 3.8. If a is a primed involution word then
P& (unprime(a)) = unprime(P&(a)) and Q% (unprime(a)) = unprimedmg(QEG(a)).

Proof. This follows from Definitions 3.1 and 3.3: if all primes are removed from a then the insertion
process to compute PEOG (a) is unchanged except that no entries added to PEG(a) are primed, and
all insertions that contribute new boxes to the main diagonal must end in row insertion. O

The first letter in a nonempty involution word is always a commutation. Toggling the prime on
this letter also has a predictable effect on the output of orthogonal Edelman-Greene insertion. If

i € Z then P& (i) = P& (i') =[] while Q2 (i) =[1] and QZ;(i") =[1'] More generally:

Proposition 3.9. If ¢ is a nonempty primed involution word and b is formed from a by toggling
the prime on its first letter, then P (a) = P2 (b) and QZ(b) is formed from Q2. (a) by toggling
the prime on the entry in box (1,1).

Proof. This again follows directly from Definition 3.1. O

We can also say what happens to P,?G(a) and Q(E)G (a) when a; and ay are interchanged.
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Proposition 3.10. If a is a primed involution word with at least two letters and b is formed from
a by interchanging its first two letters and then switching their primes, then P& (a) = P& (b) and
Q2 (b) is formed from Q2 (a) by toggling the prime on the entry in box (1,2).

This means that if a = 1’3’--- then b=3'1"-.., whileifa = 13'--- then b=31"---.
Proof. This also follows directly from Definition 3.1. O
Our first nontrivial result about orthogonal Edelman-Greene insertion is the following theorem.

Theorem 3.11. For each z € Iz, the map a — (P (a),Q%(a)) is a bijection from the set of
primed involution words R;V(z) to the set of pairs (P, Q) of shifted tableaux of the same shape, in

which P is increasing with no primes on the main diagonal, @ is standard, and row(P) € R;" (z).

The theorem remains true when we replace R.' (2) by Rinv(2) if we further require @ to have
no primes on the main diagonal [13, Thm. 5.19]. It is routine, following [25, §3.3] or [31, §5.3], to
describe a reverse insertion algorithm that gives the inverse map (P%(a), Q9% (a)) — a. However,
we will end up deriving Theorem 3.11 by another method in Section 4.7. For the rest of this section,

we will assume that Theorem 3.11 is given, and then use this to develop a few other results.

3.2 Extension to the semistandard case

In this section, we discuss a generalization of Definition 3.3 that outputs a pair of shifted tableaux
(P,Q) in which @ is semistandard rather than standard.

A positive integer i is a descent of a standard shifted tableau T if either (a) ¢ and i + 1 both
appear in T with 7+ 1 in a row strictly after 4, (b) ¢ and i’ + 1 both appear in T with i’ + 1 in a
column strictly after ¢/, or (c) i and ¢ + 1 both appear in T'. Let Des(T") denote the set of descents
of T. If T is as in (2.1), then Des(T") = {1, 3,6}.

Lemma 3.12. If T' is a standard shifted tableau then Des(T") = Des(unprime j;,,(T)).

Proof. Form H; by reading the primed entries up column ¢ of 7" then the unprimed entries across
row i. For T in (2.1), this gives Hy = 4’5, Hy = 2'37, and Hy = 1’6. Then i € Des(T) if and only if
i+ 1 precedes i in unprime(- - - H3HyHy), which is unchanged for 7' replaced by unprime ;.. (7). O

If a = ajas- - ay, is a primed word then let Des(a) :={i € [n — 1] : a@; > a;41}.

Proposition 3.13. Let a € R

nv

(2) for some z € I. Then Des(a) = Des(QZ(a)).

Proof. We have Des(a) = Des(unprime(a)) since the word unprime(a) € Rin(2) has no equal adja-
cent letters. Next, [10, Prop. 2.24] asserts that Des(unprime(a)) = Des(QZ (unprime(a))). Finally,
we have Q2 (unprime(a)) = unprimedmg(QgG(a)) by Proposition 3.8 and Des(unprime ;,,(T)) =
Des(T) for all standard shifted tableaux T' by Lemma 3.12. O

When a is a word in a totally ordered alphabet and N is a nonnegative integer, we let Incry(a)

denote the set of N-tuples of weakly increasing, possibly empty subwords (a',a?,---,a") such
a”. Recall from the introduction that Incro(a) is the set of infinite sequences

that a = a'a®---av
1q2 ... here, all but finitely many a’ must be

(a',a?,---) of weakly increasing words with a = a
empty. If Ais a set of words and N € {0,1,2,... } U {oo} then we let Incry(A) = | |,c 4 Incry(a).
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Definition 3.14. Given ¢ = ( a2,- -) € Incrn (Rt (2)) for 2 € Iz, let PSL(¢) = PEG( )
and form Q(E)G(qﬁ) from QEG(a a®---) by replacing each entry j ez (respectlvely, j € Z’ ) by
(respectively, i'), where i > 0 is minimal with j < £(a') + £(a®) + - - - + £(a?).

For example, if ¢ = (0,4,1'3,0,5,0,4’,2) € Incrg(41'354'2) then

0 _ 315 0 _ 3’
Peg(9) “il2[4]3] and  Qgg(d) BB
If (a',a?,--+) € Incry (R (2)) then each unprime(a’) is strictly increasing as a'a?--- € R (2).

Theorem 3.15. For each z € Iz, the map ¢ — (PS:(¢), Q2 (¢)) is a bijection from Incroo (R (2))

to the set of pairs (P, Q) of shifted tableaux of the same shape in which P is increasing with no

primes on the main diagonal, Q is semistandard, and row(P) € R;f (2).

Proof. Let T be a standard shifted tableau whose shape is a strict partition of m and let o =
(a1, 9,...) be a weak composition of m such that I(a) := {1 + as+ -+ a; : 1 > 1} \ {m}
contains Des(T).

We claim that such pairs (7', «) are in bijection with semistandard shifted tableaux via the
map that replaces j (respectively, j') in T by i (respectively, i') where ¢ > 0 is minimal with
j < a1+ as+---+ «;. The shifted tableau U obtained from (7, «) in this way is semistandard
because i ¢ Des(T') implies that ¢ and ¢ + 1 do not appear in the same column of T, that ¢ and
i + 1 do not appear in the same row of T, and that 7" does not contain both 7 and ¢ + 1. In the
reverse direction, one can recover « from U as the sequence whose ith entry is the number of boxes
containing 4 or ¢/, and one can recover T from U by the standardization process that replaces each
vertical strip of boxes containing ' by consecutive primed numbers and each horizontal strip of
boxes containing ¢ by consecutive unprimed numbers.

By Proposition 3.13, if ¢ = (al,a?,...) € Incrao(R;,(2)), then QZ:(¢) is obtained by applying
this bijection to (T, «) for T' = QEG(a1a2 -a™) and a = (£(a'),£(a?),...). Given this observation,
we deduce that ¢ — (P& (#), Q2 (¢)) is injective and surjective from Theorem 3.11. O

3.3 Application to multiplying Schur @)-functions

In this section, we explain an application of Theorem 3.15 mentioned in the introduction. Let z; for
i € 7 be commuting indeterminates. Given a shifted tableau T, let 7 := [Licz ®;" where ¢; is the
number of entries in T equal to ¢ or ¢/. The Schur Q-function of a strict partition X is the formal
power series Q) := > 2! € Z[[x1,T2,...]] where T ranges over all semistandard shifted tableaux
of shape A. The Schur Q-functions are symmetric in the x; variables and linearly independent [36].
We present a new proof that they span a ring with nonnegative integer structure coeﬂicients.

For z € Iz, let Q. := Z¢6Incrw(R.+ ) r?® where 2% := xe(al) ( - if ¢ = (a',a?,...). These

power series are denoted G, in [13, §4.5]. The following is 1mmed1ate from Theorem 3.15.
Corollary 3.16 ([13, Cor. 4.62]). We have @, = ZTE{ PO (a):a€R? ()} Qshape(T)-

Suppose A is a strict partition and 7T) is the increasing shifted tableau of shape A whose entry
in box (4,7) is i + j — 1. There exists a unique element z € Iz (called the dominant involution of
shape \) whose involution Rothe diagram D(z) := {(i,j) € Z X Z : z(i) > j < i < z(j)} coincides
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with the transpose of SDy [15, Prop. 4.16]. If we denote this element by z) € Iz, then row(7y) and
col(Ty) are both in Rin(zy) by [15, Thm. 3.9 and Prop. 4.15].% For example, if A = (4,2,1) then

and  z) = (84535455525351)(518382855453584) = (1,5)(2,4)(3,6)
4]

wﬂkO‘l‘

\12

where §; indicates the omission of that factor.

We need one more definition. Given any z € Zy, let ¢; be the number of positions in row ¢ of
D(z). Then the involution shape of z [13, Def. 4.38] is the transpose of the partition that sorts the
sequence (..., c1,¢2,¢3,...). When z = 2 5 1) the nonzero values of ¢; are (c1, c2, c3,¢4) = (1,2,3,1)
so the involution shape is (3,2,1,1)T = (4,2,1). This coincidence is a general phenomenon.

Lemma 3.17. Suppose A is a strict partition. Then the following properties hold:

(a) The involution shape of z) is A.
(b) It holds that Q,, = Q.
(c) We have P (a) = T) for all a € R; (2)).

Proof. For part (a), observe that since D(zy) is the transpose of SDy, the relevant value of ¢; is just
height of column ¢ of SDy. We claim that these numbers are a permutation of the heights of the
columns of the unshifted diagram Dy. As the latters heights are the parts of AT, our claim implies
that (...,c1,c2,c3,...) sorts to AT so the involution shape of zy is A as desired.

To justify our claim, note that SD) can be formed by rearranging the columns of Dy in the
following way. Since A is strict, D) has a column of height k for each &k = 1,2,...,¢()\). Remove
these columns from D) and then place them in ascending order on the left side of what remains.
The result is SD.

One can compute that P (col(Ty)) = Ty directly from the definition of PQ. Given this
observation and Corollary 3.16, to prove parts (b) and (c) it suffices to show that Q,, = Q. We
do this by appealing to results in [13]. The permutation zy is 132-avoiding by [24, Ex. 2.2.2] and
so also 2143-avoiding (i.e., vezillary). By [13, Thm. 4.67], the symmetric function @, is equal to a
single Schur @Q-function whenever y € 7 is vexillary, and so in particular when y = z).

Finally, [13, Cor 4.42] identifies the top term in the Schur Q-expansion of @, for any involution
y: this is precisely the Schur @-function indexed by the involution shape of y. Since this term is
the only term when y = z), we conclude from part (a) that Q., = Q) as needed. O

As in the introduction, given elements v € S, and w € S, let v X w € Sy, 1, be the permutation
mapping i — v(i) for i € [m] and m + j — m + w(j) for j € [n].

Corollary 3.18. If A and p are strict partitions then Q\Q, = >, gKuQV where the sum is over

strict partitions v and g¥, is the number of elements in {P&(a):a € Rt (2x x 2,)} of shape v.

Proof. Let y € IzNS,, and z € IzNS,. Tt follows from Proposition 2.5 that Incroo (Ri7 (y x 2)) is in

nv

bijection with the product Incroo(R;" (y)) X Incroo(R;" (2)) via the map ((a',a?,...), (b*,b%,...)) —
(atct,a?c?,...) where ¢ is formed by adding m to each letter of b°. This implies that QyQ: = Qyx=,

and so the result follows from Corollary 3.16. O

®In the terminology of [15], col(Ty) is the standard reading word of the unique involution pipe dream for zy
described in [15, Prop. 4.15], while row (7 ) is an alternate reading word in the sense of [15, Def. 3.4].
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3.4 Orthogonal Coxeter-Knuth equivalence

An essential property of orthogonal Edelman-Greene insertion is that the fibers of PSG are equiva-
lence classes for a simple relation on primed words, which we define in this section. Let ock denote
the operator that acts on 1- and 2-letter primed words by interchanging

XX, XY oYX, XYV«YX, XYeVX, and XYV VX (3.1)
for all X,Y € Z. In addition, let ock act on 3-letter primed words as the involution interchanging
XYX < YXY, XYX&YXY', ACB<+ CAB, and BCA < BAC (3.2)

forall X,Y € Z with [ X —Y|=1andall A,B,C € ZUZ' with [A] < [B] < [C], while fixing any
3-letter words not of these forms. Given a primed word a = ajasas - - a, and i € [n — 2], we define

ock_1(a) := ock(ay)agas - - - ay,
ockg(a) := ock(ajaz)as - - - ap,

OCki(a) =ap--- ai_10Ck(aiai+1ai+2)ai+3 ey,
while setting ock;(a) := a for i € Z with i + 2 ¢ [¢(a)]. For example, if a = 45’7121’ then

ock_1(a) =4'5'7121",  ockg(a) = 54'7121",  ocky(a) = 45’7121,
ocky(a) = 45'1721',  ocks(a) = 45'1721",  ocky(a) = 45'72'12.

The abbreviation “ock” is for orthogonal Coxeter-Knuth operator.
Lemma 3.19. If i > 0 and a is a primed involution word then unprime(ock;(a)) = ock;(unprime(a)).

Proof. This is clear unless i € [¢(a) —2] and [a;] = [a;+2], but if this happens then Proposition 2.4
tells us that a;11 € Z and at most one of a; or a;y2 is primed, so the result still holds. O

The transitive closure of the relation on unprimed words with a ~ ock;(a) for all i > 0 is often
called Cozxeter-Knuth equivalence [7, Def. 6.19]. We define orthogonal Coxeter-Knuth equivalence

2 to be the transitive closure of the relation on primed words with a R ock;(a) for all i € Z.

Lemma 3.20. If a € R (z) for some z € Iz, and a 2 b, then b € Rt (2).

nv nv

Proof. The first two relations in (3.1) applied to the beginning of a are special cases of =, while
the last two relations in (3.1) are compositions of the first three. The word a € R;" (z) can only
begin as a = XY'--- for X,Y € Z if |X — Y| > 1, in which case applying the third relation in
(3.1) corresponds to the =-equivalence a = XY’ .- - =X'Y'...ZY'X'- .. =Y X' - = ockg(a). The

relations in (3.2) are all special cases of =, so ock;(a) € R;f (z) for all i by Proposition 2.5. O

With the following result, we begin to see the close relationship between 2 and the map P,?G.
Proposition 3.21. Let T be an increasing shifted tableau. Fix z € I and suppose u € ZIZ' has

row(T)u € R; (2). Then row(T)u 2 row(T L u). Hence if a € R; (z) then a 2 row (P (a)).

nv nv
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Proof. Let T =Ty, 11, 15,..., Tn =T & 4 be the shifted tableaux formed by successive iterations
of the algorithm in Definition 3.1, and let © = wug, uq,uo,...,uny_1 be the numbers such that u; 1
is inserted into row or column ¢ of T;_1 on iteration i. Let jo ) be the word formed by reading the
jth row of T; from left to right and let C’Z-(j ) be the word formed by reading the jth column of T;
from top to bottom. Finally, let Ty := Ty =T & 4 and construct T; from T, for i < N by adding
u; to the end of row (respectively, column) i + 1 if the insertion on iteration ¢ + 1 is into a row
(respectively, column). Figure 1 shows two examples of these definitions.

5|6
(a) IfT:‘1 aw and u=2then p=2< N =3and ug =2 < u; = 3’ < up =5 along with
5]
~ 5|6 ~ 5163 ~ ~ 315
Ty = ; , T = ‘, Ty = 316] T3=
[1]3]4]2 [1]2]4 B 112)4]6
7]
(b) f T = 5(6|and u =4thenp=2< N =3 and up =4 < u; =5 < ug = 6 along with
[1]3]5
- - 6] -
7 7 — 7
To= [s5]6] , Ti= |[5]6]|5] Th= o B=_[5]6] .
1]3]5]4] [ 1]3']4 BEE 13 ]4]7

Figure 1: Examples for the proof of Proposition 3.21.

Suppose there are exactly p € [N] iterations involving row insertion. We will show that if there
are no iterations involving column insertion (so that p = N) then

row(T)u = row(Tp) = row(T1) 2 ... 2 row(Ty), (3.3)
and if there is at least one iteration involving column insertion then
row(T)u = row(Tp) 2 row(T?) R..R2 row(Tp_1) 2 col(T},) 2 col(Tpy1) S col(Ty). (3.4)

The first case is precisely the desired identity as T Lu= Tn. In the second case, it follows that
R;" (z) contains col(T L u), so by Lemma 2.7 we have row(T")u 2 col(T L w) 2 row(T & u) as
desired.

We argue by induction on i. Assume the first ¢ — 1 equivalences hold in (3.3) or (3.4). Then

R, (2) contains the relevant reading word row(T;—1) or col(T;_1), so the assertions in Remark 3.7(d)

hold up to iteration 7. From these and the other properties in Remark 3.7, we see that if iteration
i involves row (respectively, column) insertion and the next iteration does not change the insertion
(@)

direction, then Rl@lui_l 2 uwiR;" (respectively, u,-_lCZ-(i)l 2 Ci(i)u,-). In example (a) in Figure 1,

RMug = 1342 21324 2 3124 = RV and  wpC) = 564 2 546 = CPus.
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It follows that if i < p — 1 then row(T;_1) 2 row(T;) and if i > p then col(T;_1) 2 col(T5).

Suppose p < N so that the insertion direction changes from rows to columns after iteration p. It
remains to show that row(T)_1) 2 col(T},). In this situation it must hold that [u, ;] < min(R;p_) )=
Tpp, so there are two cases to consider according to whether [u,_1] < Tpp or [up—1] = Tpp.

First assume that [u,_;] < Tp. To show that row(Tp_1) 2 col(T},), we describe two enlarged
“tableaux” with the same row and column reading words as Tp_l and T », Tespectively, that have
certain diagonal reading words that are easily related. Let D = {(2¢,25) : (i,j) € T'}. Then define
V.:DU {(2p— 1,2p— 1)} — ZUZ to be the map with V2i72j = (Tp—l)ij and V2p_1’2p_1 = Up_1, and
define W : DU{(2p+1,2p+1)} — ZUZ' to be the map with Wy, 9; = (Tp)ij and Wap i1 9p41 = Up.
For example (a) in Figure 1, we have p = 2, u,—1 = 3/, and u, = 5/, along with

V:. .3/. R and W . .

[ 12] - [4]

Since row(T},_1) = row(V) and col(T,) = col(W), it suffices to show that row(V") 2 col(W). Form
the northeast (respectively, southwest) diagonal reading words of V' (and similarly for W) by reading
the main diagonals of V' from left to right, going in the northeast (respectively, southwest) direction.
In our example, these words for V are 13’5264 and 53'1624, respectively. Finally define V and W
by removing the main diagonals from V and W. Observe that V = W.

Recall the definition of & from Lemma 2.7; this is a subrelation of 2. First, we claim that
row(V') is equivalent under X to the southwest diagonal reading word of V. To see this, start with
row(V) and consider the diagonals of V' from left to right. If ajas---a, is the first diagonal in
increasing order, then we can use K to commute a1 backwards in row (V') until it is just after ag,
and then we can use ~ to commute first as and then a; backwards until they after both just after
a3, and so on, until we are left with a,---asa; followed by the row reading word of V' with its
first diagonal omitted. We then proceed in the same way over the remaining diagonals, eventually
reaching the southwest diagonal reading word of V via 5—equivalences.

It follows similarly that col(WW) is equivalent under X to the northeast diagonal reading word
of W. One can repeat the argument in the previous paragraph, after replacing row by col and
redefining ajas - - - a4 to be the first diagonal in decreasing order.

The arguments above also show that the southwest (respectively, northeast) diagonal reading
word of V = W is equivalent under K to its row (respectively, column) reading word. But the row
and column reading words of V = W are equivalent under K by Lemma 2.7, since this tableau is
increasing when all primes are removed from its entries by Remark 3.7(a). Thus all four reading

words for V = W are equivalent under K
The diagonal reading words of V' and W are given by adding the first diagonal (in one of two
orders) to the start of the corresponding diagonal reading words of V' = W. Thus, to show that

row(V) 2 col(W), we are reduced to checking the simpler property that the main diagonal of V'

in the southwest reading order is equivalent under 2 to the main diagonal of W in the northeast
reading order. This is straightforward since both words have at most one primed letter; for example,

21



531 2 351 2 315" 2 135/, Tt is only in this last step that we need to use the relation 2 instead of

only K. We conclude that row(Tp_1) 2 col(T,) when [up_1] < Tpp.

We are left to consider the case when [u,_1| = T),. By Remark 3.7 this can only occur when
Top =Tppt1 — 1 =Tpt1p+1 — 2 € Z. Let i be the index of v := T}, in row(Tp_l). This index must
be a commutation since all letters preceding v are at least T, 11,41 = v+2, so truncating row(Tp_l)

just before i gives a primed involution word for an element of Iz that fixes v and v+ 1. By moving

Up—1 across row p of T, »—1, we see that row(Tp_l) is equivalent under X to a word with letters
v(v + 1)up—1 in positions ¢, i + 1, and i 4+ 2. As [u,—1| = v and the index of v is a commutation,
Proposition 2.4 implies that u,_1 = v is unprimed.

Finally define V. : DU{(2p + 1,2p + 1)} — ZUZ' to have Va;9; = (Tp—1)ij = (Ip)i; and
Vop+1,2p+1 = Up—1 + 1 = u,. For example (b) in Figure 1, this gives

7]
Co
gLEIRE

Then row(T},_1) 2 row(V) and col(7},) = col(V), so it suffices to show that row(V') 2 col(V'). This
follows by repeating the argument in the case when [u,_1] < T}, but with W := V (and with
V = W again formed from V by omitting the main diagonal). That is, we first show that the row

and southwest diagonal reading words of V' are equivalent under 5, as are the column and northeast
diagonal reading words. Then we observe that the row, column, and both diagonal reading words

of V = W also equivalent under K. This reduces things to checking that reading the main diagonal

of V in increasing or decreasing order gives equivalent words under 2. This is straightforward as
the main diagonal of V has no primed entries. O

3.5 Dual equivalence operators for shifted tableaux

Proposition 3.21 implies that if a and b are primed involution words with P& (a) = P& (b) then

a2 b. We will eventually prove the converse statement, that if a 2 b then P,?G (a) = P,?G(b). The
proof of this fact is more difficult, and requires us to understand how the operators ock; interact
with P,?G and Q(E)G. The results in this section precisely explain this interaction.

Assume T is a standard shifted tableau. Choose ¢ > 0 such that the domain of T fits inside
[q] % [g]. Let C; be the increasing sequence of primed entries in column ¢ of 7', and let R; be the
increasing sequence of unprimed entries in row ¢ of T'. The shifted reading word of T is

shword(7") := unprime(CyR, - - - CoR2C1 Ry). (3.5)

For example, if T is the standard shifted tableau

b arar: (3.6)

22



then the nonempty sequences C;R; are C1Ry = 16, CoRy = 2'37, C3R3 = 4’5, so the shifted
reading word is shword(T") = 4523716.

A useful feature of this way of defining the shifted reading word is that it automatically holds
that shword(7") = shword(unprime ;,,(1')), where as above unprime ;. is the operation removing all
primes from the main diagonal. As noted in the proof of Proposition 3.12, we have i € Des(T) if
and only if ¢ + 1 appears before i in shword(T") when reading from left to right.

Let n be the number of boxes in T. For each i € [n], write O; for the unique position of T’
containing i or i. Then define s;(T) to be the shifted tableau formed from T as follows:

(a) If O; and O; 41 are not in the same row or column, then swap ¢ with ¢ + 1 and ¢ with i + 1'.

(b) If O; and O;4; are in the same row or column and neither box is on the main diagonal, then
reverse the primes on the entries in both boxes.

(c¢) If O; and ;41 are in the same row or column but one box is on the main diagonal, then
reverse the prime on the entry in the non-diagonal box; then, if both [J;_; and [J;11 are on
the main diagonal when i—1 € [n] (respectively, if both [J; and [J;1 2 are on the main diagonal
when i + 2 € [n]), switch the primes on the entries in these diagonal boxes.

Case (c) of this definition is illustrated by
\ 22 G ) W 1 s[5 7]\ [3[5]7
S\ o e]) T [1]2]4]6 *\[v]2]o]e]) [v]2]v]6]
Cases (a) and (b) are respectively illustrated by

\ CI ) W A s[5 7]\ [3]5[7
S\[v]2]e]e]) [v]2]3]6 \[r]2 [« e]) [v]2]4]6]
Next, for each i € Z, we construct a shifted tableau 0;(7T") of the same shape from T as follows.
If i + 2 ¢ [n] then we set d,(T") := T. We form d_;(T) (respectively, 99(T)) from T by reversing

the prime on the entry in the first (respectively, second) box in the first row, which is always the
unique position containing 1 or 1’ (respectively, 2 or 2’). For example

. 2 K | D 2 i K R s[5 [7]\ _ [3[5]7
-1 (]2 ]a]6]) " [1]2]4]6 0\1’2’4’6 BEBED

Finally, if i € [n — 2] then we set

s;(T) if i + 2 is between i and i + 1 in shword(T)
0;(T) := ¢ 5,41(T) ifiis between i + 1 and i + 2 in shword(T')
T if i + 1 is between i and ¢ + 2 in shword(T").

We refer to 0; as a dual equivalence operator on standard shifted tableaux.

Remark 3.22. If [J;_; and [J;;; are on the main diagonal, then these boxes must be (¢ —1,¢q—1)
and (g, q) for some ¢ and [0; = (¢ — 1, ¢), in which case [J; 15 cannot occur in row ¢, so i + 2 is not
between i and i+ 1 in shword(7"). Similarly, if (J;; and ;13 are on the main diagonal, then these
boxes must be (¢,q) and (¢ + 1,q + 1) for some g and ;15 = (¢,q + 1), in which case 0J; cannot
occur in column ¢, so i is not between ¢ + 1 and i + 2 in shword(7"). Comparing these facts with
the definition of s;, we see that 9;(7") can only differ from 7" in positions O;, O;41, and ;4.
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For the tableau T in (3.6), our definition of d; gives

357 35
: (\1’ 2|4 6)2\1 T
357 357 115
2 ) — — 53(T
2Qy2’46> 3Qy2’46> [1]2]3]6 3(T),
357 357
2 - T
4<M’?4’6> [1]2]4]6 ’

357 376/ 7
5<M/?4’6> HEHE 55(T)

Given a shifted tableau T', let #primes(T’) be the total number of boxes in T" with primed entries
and let #primes ;,, (1) be the number of such boxes that are on the main diagonal. Since we always
have shword(T") = shword(unprime ;,, (7)), it holds by definition that if  # —1 then

unprime 4,4, (0 (7)) = 0;(unprime;,, (7)) and  #primes ;.. (T) = #primes ;,,(0;(T)). (3.7)
It is also obvious that 0_; and ?g are involutions. We note a few other properties of 9;:

Proposition 3.23. Suppose T' is a standard shifted tableau with n boxes. Let O; for j € [n]
denote the unique box of T' containing j or j'. Finally choose i € [n — 1]. Then:

(a) The operator ?; is an involution which only changes the values of T' in O;, [J; 1, and ;5.

(b) If O; and O;42 are not both on the main diagonal, then #primes(T") = #primes(9;(T")) and
the main diagonal positions with primed entries in 9;(7") are the same as those in 7.

(c) If O; and O0;19 are both on the main diagonal, then #primes(T') = #primes(9;(7)) £ 1.

Proof. Part (a) is clear if ¢ + 1 is between ¢ and ¢ + 2 in shword(7"). Suppose instead that ¢ + 2
is between ¢ and 7 + 1 in shword(7T"). If OJ; and ;41 are not in the same row or column, then
shword(s;(7T")) is formed from shword(7") by swapping the positions of ¢ and i + 1, so i + 2 is also
between ¢ and i + 1 in shword(s;(7")) and we have 9;(9;(T)) = s;(s;(T)) = T. If J; and O;4; are in
the same row or column but at least one of the boxes is on the main diagonal, then our assumption
that ¢ 4+ 2 is between ¢ and ¢ + 1 in shword(7") forces [0;, O;+1, and ;12 to be arranged in T" as

1+ 2 i+ 2 1+ 2 i+ 2

i ji+1 i |i+1 i i+ 1 i i+ 1

In each of these cases we have 0;(0;(T)) = s,41(s;(T)) =T.

Finally, suppose UJ; and U;;; are in the same row or column but neither box is on the main
diagonal. Then the entry in one box must be primed and the other must be unprimed for 7 + 2
to be between ¢ and i + 1 in shword(T). If OJ; and ;41 are in the same column, then they must
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be some adjacent positions (j, k) and (5 + 1,k), and 9; acts as s; by reversing the primes on both
positions. In this case, consider the sequence of unprimed boxes to the right of [J; 11 in row j + 1,
followed by the primed boxes in column j, and then the unprimed boxes to the left of [J; in row j.
For example, if [J; and [J; 11 are the boxes containing * in

*1112]3
718 %
4
then the relevant sequence is a subsequence of the positions labeled 1,2,...,8. It is impossible for

;42 to occur in this sequence, and if we ignore the entries it contributes to the shifted reading
word then shword(s;(7)) is obtained from shword(7) by swapping ¢ and ¢ + 1.

Thus if [J; and ;41 are in the same column, then ¢ + 2 still appears between ¢ and ¢+ 1 in the
shifted reading word of 0;(T) = s;(T) so 0;(0;(T)) = s;(s;(T)) = T. The same conclusion follows
when [J; and [J; 1 are the adjacent positions (j, k) and (4, k+1), if we instead consider the sequence
of primed boxes above [; 11 in column k + 1, followed by the unprimed boxes in row k + 1, and
then the primed boxes below [J; in column k.

The argument to show that 9,(9,(7")) = T" when ¢ is between i + 1 and ¢ + 2 in shword(7') is
similar. This concludes the proof of part (a) by Remark 3.22.

For part (b), suppose OJ; and ;2 are not both on the main diagonal. Then at most one of
the three boxes U;, [;1+1, Ui 42 that could change in 9;(7") compared to 7" is on the main diagonal.
Since the operator 5; changes the primes on either zero or two main diagonal boxes, it follows that
the main diagonal positions with primed entries in 9;(7) are the same as those in T

Additionally, if ¢ + 2 is between 7 and i 4+ 1 in shword(7T") and O; and ;41 are in the same
row or column, then neither box can be on the main diagonal and exactly one must have a primed
entry, so #primes(T") = #primes(s;(T)). Likewise, if ¢ is between ¢ + 1 and i + 2 in shword(T") and
0;+1 and ;49 are in the same row or column, then neither box can be on the main diagonal and
exactly one must have a primed entry, so #primes(T") = #primes(s;11(T")). Therefore #primes(T) =
#primes(9;(7")). This proves part (b).

Finally, for part (c), observe that if OJ; and 0,12 are both on the main diagonal, then we must
have O; = (¢—1,9—1), ;41 = (¢—1, q), and O; 12 = (g, q) for some q. No matter how the entries in
these boxes are primed, we have 9;(T") = 5;(T") = 8;+1(T") so #primes(T") = #primes(d;(T)) £1. O

Our proof of the following theorem occupies all of Section 4.

Theorem 3.24. Suppose ¢ € Z and a is a primed involution word for an element of Iz. Then it
holds that P (ock;(a)) = P& (a) and Q2 (ock;(a)) = 2;(Q%(a)).

When a has no primed letters, this theorem is equivalent to results in [26]; see Proposition 4.1.
Extending these identities to primed involution words is surprisingly involved. The proof of the
unprimed version of Theorem 3.24 in [26] relies heavily on the involution Little map, which gives a
family of bijections | |,y Rinv(2) ¢ [ ].cy Rinv(2) for certain finite subsets X,Y C Iz. Describing
a “primed involution Little map” does not appear to be straightforward; one difficulty is that with
primes allowed, the unions | |,y Ri" (2) and | ],y Rif,(2) often have different sizes. As such,

nv nv

proving Theorem 3.24 requires a quite different strategy compared to [26].

Corollary 3.25. Two primed involution words satisfy a 2 bif and only if P& (a) = P& (b).
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Proof. Let a and b be two primed involution words. If P& (a) = PS%(b) then a 2 row(P&(a)) =

row (P (b)) 2 by Proposition 3.21. Conversely, if a 2 b then b = ock;, ock;, - - - ock;, (a) for some
i1,49, ..., ik € Z, so PS(b) = P& (ock;,ock, - - - ock;, (a)) = P& (a) by Theorem 3.24. O

Recall the definition of the relation K from Lemma 2.7.

Corollary 3.26. Suppose T is an increasing shifted tableau with row(T") € R, (z) for some z € I7,.

nv

Then row(T") K col(T) € Rt (2) and P (row(T)) = P& (col(T)) = unprime ;.. (T').

nv

Proof. We have row(T") K col(T) € R;" (2) by Lemma 2.7 so P& (row(T)) = P& (col(T)). When
we compute PEG(COI(T)) using Definition 3.1, each column of T' contributes the same column to

the output but with primes removed from any diagonal entries, resulting in unprime j;,, (7). O

3.6 Properties of marked cycles

On standard shifted tableaux with no primes on the main diagonal, the operators 0; for ¢ > 0
coincide with the maps ;11 in [1, §6]. The definitions of d; and ;11 diverge when there are
primed entries on the main diagonal, as ;11 never changes the locations of these entries. However,
[1, Thm. 6.3] (stating that {¢;}1<i<n is a dual equivalence for standard shifted tableaux) is still
true if one replaces 1; by 0,_1, as we explain in this section. The results here will also be of use in
Section 4.

Let cyc(z) = {{i,j} : i < j = z(i)} denote the set of 2-cycles in z. Then for each (unprimed)
involution word a = ajas - - - a, € Rin(z) and i € [n], let

(3.8)

San " Sa;ia5ais, ({ai, 1 +a;}) if i is a commutation in a
vi(a) = :
0 otherwise.

For example, if z = 654321 € Iz, then cyc(z) = {{1,6},{2,5},{3,4}} and for a = 513243541 €
Rinv(z)a we have le(a) = {374}7 VQ(CL) = {27 5}7 73(a) = {176}7 and ’Yl(a’) =0 forie {47 5,6,7, 879}

Proposition 3.27. The map i — ~;(a) is a bijection from the set of commutations in a to cyc(z).

Proof. We prove this by induction on the length n of a. The base case when n = 0 holds trivially.
Assume n > 0, define b = ajas - - - an—1, and let y € Iz be such that b € Rin,(y). Suppose the result
holds when a and z are replaced by b and y.

If n is a commutation in a then a,, and 1+a, are fixed points of y, and the commutations in a are
just the commutations of b plus n. In this case we have z = ys,,, and cyc(z) = cyc(y)U{{an, 1+a,}},
along with v;(a) = a4, (7i(b)) = 7:i(b) for each commutation i € [n — 1] (since 7;(b) € cyc(y) by
induction) and v, (a) = {an, 1 + a,}. As i+ v;(b) is a bijection from commutations in b to cyc(y),
it follows that i — ~;(a) is a bijection from commutations in a to cyc(z).

If n is not a commutation in a then z = s,,ys,, so cyc(z) = s4, (cyc(y)), and the commutations
in a are the same as in b. As v;(a) = sq, (7i(b)) for i € [n — 1], the desired property clear. O

The following lemma lets us relate v;(a) and 7;(b) when a = b in the sense of Proposition 2.2.

Lemma 3.28. Suppose a € Riny(z) is an unprimed involution and n = ¢(a). Fix i € [n].
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(a) If j € [n — 1] and |aj — aj41] > 1 then

Yi+1(a) ifi=j
%(al S Gj—1054105A542 an) = yj(a) ifi=454+1

vi(a) otherwise.
(b) If j € [n— 2] and aj = aj+2 = a;41 £ 1 then

Vit2(a) ifi=j
%-(al C G5 —105410505 410543 an) = yj(a) ifi=j542
vi(a) otherwise.

(c) If n > 2 and |a; — ag| =1 then v;(azaias - - an) = vi(a) for all values of i.

Proof. Suppose j € [n — 1] and |a; — aj1| > 1. Let b= ay---aj_1aj1105a512 - - a, = a. Since s,
and sq;,, commute, we have v;(a) = 7;(b) for i ¢ {j,j + 1}. In addition, the index j (respectively,
j+ 1) is a commutation in a if and only if j + 1 (respectively, j) is a commutation in b, and the
permutations s,; and s,,,, each preserve both of the sets {a;,1 + a;} and {aj;1,1 + aji1}. It
follows from (3.8) in this case that v;(b) = v;+1(a) and vj4+1(b) = v;(a).

Next, suppose j € [n—2] and a; = a2 = aj1£1l. Letb=a1---aj_1aj11050j410543 - an = a.
Then ¢ (respectively, i+2) is a commutation in a if and only if 142 (respectively, 7) is a commutation
on ock;(a), while 7 + 1 is not a commutation in either word, by Propositions 2.4 and 2.5. The
permutation sq;,,S84;,; = Sa;Sq¢;4, transforms {a;,1+a;} to {aij+1,1+a;+1 } while Sa;415q; transforms
{ai+1,1+ a;j11} to {a;, 1+ a;}, so it follows from (3.8) that 7;(b) = v;42(a) and v;+2(b) = vi(a).

For part (c) we may assume that n = 2, and then the desired result is clear from (3.8). O

For a primed involution word @ = G1as - - - @, € R, (2) with a = unprime(a), let

marked(a) := {v;(a) : i € [n] with a; € Z'}. (3.9)

Proposition 3.29. Suppose a € R

nv

(z) for z € Iz and a = unprime(a). Let i € Z.
(a) If ¢ = —1 then marked(ock;(a)) = marked(a) A {v1(a)}, where A is symmetric set difference.

(b) Suppose i@ = 0 and & has at least two letters. If |a; — ag| > 1 and exactly one of a; or
o is primed, then exactly one of vi(a) or 72(a) belongs to marked(a) and it holds that
marked (ock;(a@)) = marked(a) A {v1(a),y2(a)}.

(c) In all other cases marked(ock;(a)) = marked(a).
Proof. Parts (a) and (b) hold as ) # 1 (a) € cyc(z). Part (c) follows directly from Lemma 3.28. O

Fix a strict partition A and define z) as in Lemma 3.17. For each S C cyc(zy), let .Ag be the set
of standard shifted tableaux Q2¢(a) for a € R (2)) with marked(a) = S. Proposition 3.8 implies

nv

that A) is set of all standard shifted tableaux of shape A with no primed diagonal entries.

Corollary 3.30. Fix S C cyc(zy) and 1 < i < |[A| — 2. Then 9; restricts to an involution of A}
and unprime 4., defines a descent-preserving bijection Ag — A} that commutes with ;.
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Proof. We have 0;(A3) = Ay by Proposition 3.29. The map unprime ;,, is a bijection since |A3| =
|AY| = [Rinv(22)|. Tt is descent-preserving by Proposition 3.12 and commutes with d; by (3.7). O

Assaf’s result [1, Thm. 6.3] asserts that the maps {9;_1 : 1 < i < |\|} give a dual equivalence
for A). The preceding corollary shows that these maps define isomorphic dual equivalences for
each A%, and therefore give a dual equivalence for all standard shifted tableaux of shape .

4 Proofs of the two main theorems

This section is devoted to proving Theorem 3.24. We will also end up deriving Theorem 3.11 as a
corollary of our methods; the proofs of these theorems are in Section 4.7.

Remark. Many of the results leading up to these proofs only apply to unprimed words. Accord-
ingly, just for this section, we adopt the convention of writing all primed words with ~ symbols
(that is, as a, b, etc.) to distinguish them from unprimed words (which we write as a, b, etc.).

An outline of our proof strategy is as follows. Underpinning everything is the following result,
which says that Theorem 3.24 holds for unprimed words.

Proposition 4.1 ([26]). Suppose i > 0 and a = unprime(a) € Riny(2) for z € Iz. Then
Pgg(ocki(a)) = Pég(a) and Qg (ocki(a)) = 0:(QEg(a)).

Proof. The assertion that P (ock;(a)) = P& (a) follows from [26, Thm. 3.31]. The assertion that
Q2 (ock;(a)) = 0;(QZ(a)) follows from [26, Thm. 5.11]. O

Let a be a primed involution word with unprimed form a = unprime(a). In view of Proposi-
tion 4.1, to prove Theorem 3.24 we just need to understand the relationship between the indices of
the primed letters in @ and the locations of the primed entries in P% (@) and on the main diagonal
of QEG(d). Sections 4.1, 4.2, and 4.3 are devoted to proving a result that expresses the positions
of the relevant primes in terms of the set marked(a) and a permutation 7(a) that can be read off
from the successive tableaux P& (ajas - --a;) for i € [¢(a)]. Then, in Sections 4.4, 4.5 and 4.6, we
will prove a series of lemmas clarifying the relationship between 7(a) and 7(ock;(a)).

4.1 Properties of bumping paths

We start by listing some properties of the bumping paths in Definition 3.1. In this subsection, let
T be an increasing shifted tableau with no primes on the main diagonal and let u € Z U Z’ be such
that row(7T)u is a primed involution word for an element of Iz. We will only apply the results here
when T = unprime(T") and u € Z, but we will allow primes in our initial statements since the proofs
are identical to the unprimed case. Write

path=(T,u) := ((zs,y;) :i=1,2,...,N) and path<(T,u):= ((Z;,%):i=1,2,...,N) (4.1)

for the weak and strict bumping paths specified in Definition 3.1.

The algorithm in Definition 3.1 starts by inserting entries into successive rows, and at some
point may switch to inserting into successive columns. Each iteration contributes one position to
the weak and strict bumping paths, and the switch from row to column insertion takes place at
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most once, directly after the weak bumping path meets the main diagonal. It follows that both
path=(T', ) and path<(T,u) contain at most one position on the main diagonal. Let p be the unique
index of the diagonal position in path=(T,u) (which will have xp = yp = p), or set p := N if no
such index exists.

The following additional observations are straightforward to derive from the definitions and
Remark 3.7. We omit a detailed proof. For (z,y) € Z x Z, let

N(z,y) :={(i,j) €ZxZ:x>iandy >j} and Nx,y):={(i,j) €ZxZ:x <iandy<j}.
Define N(T',u) := UlSiSPW(:ii,gi) and N(T,u) := Up<k§N INEFRTHN
Proposition 4.2. The following properties hold:

(a) If 1 <i<pthen x; =7; =i and g; € {y;,y; + 1}, while

v
R

Yy1>y2>-- >y, and Y >yo > -

(b) If p < k < N then yx = gx = k and &y, € {xp, xp + 1}, while

P> Tpi1 2 Tpra > - 2N and p+12>Tppy > Tppo > -0 > IN.
(c) If (zp,yp) # (Zp,Tp), then p < N and (T, u) N (T, u) = {(p,p + 1)} and

(p7p) = (xlbyp)v
(pvp + 1) = (jlbgp) = (xp-i-l)yp—l-l))
(p + 17p + 1) = (jp-i-l)gp—l-l)‘

If instead (zp, yp) = (Tp, Up), then N(T,u) NIN(T, u) = @.

We sometimes treat the sequences pathS(T, u) and path<(T,u) as sets. This practice is justified
as Proposition 4.2 shows that the positions in each path are all distinct and their order is uniquely
determined.

With p as above, write

rpath=(T,u) := ((zs,4:) :i=1,2,...,p) and rpath<(T,u) := ((Zs, %) :i=1,2,...,p) (4.2)
for the first p terms of path=(T',u) and path<(T,u), and let

cpathS(T,u) = ((zi,y5) :i=p+1,p+2,...,N),

4.3
cpath<(T,u) := (T4, %) :i=p+1,p+2,...,N). (43)

We think of these subsequences as the “row-bumping paths” and “column-bumping paths” from
inserting u into T
Finally, if @ is a primed involution word with n = ¢(a) and i € [n], then we let

path;(d) := path=(T',4;) and path:~(a) := path<(T,a;) for T := P,?G(dldg c i)

We define the sequences rpathig(d), cpath?(d), rpath:~(a), and cpath;~(a) analogously.
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Proposition 4.3. Let @ = ajay - - - 4, be a primed involution word and choose i € [n — 1].

(a) Suppose d;+1 < ;. In each row where rpath?(d) and rpathﬁ_l(d) both have positions, the

position in rpath;(&) is weakly to the right of the position in rpathil(&). Consequently, if
path?(d) has a diagonal position, then pathi%rl(d) has a non-terminal diagonal position.

(b) Suppose G; < Gij+1. In each row where rpath?(d) and rpathﬁ_l(d) both have positions, the
position in rpath;(&) is strictly to the left of the position in rpathil(d). Consequently, if
pathi§+1(d) has a diagonal position, then path?(d) has a non-terminal diagonal position.

Proof. Both parts can be checked directly, using Remark 3.7 and Proposition 4.2, together with
the general principle that in a given row, after inserting a number which bumps some box (and
then possibly increasing entries to the right of this box as a result of subsequent column insertions),
inserting a smaller number will always bump a box that is weakly farther to the left, while inserting
a larger number will always bump a box that is strictly farther to the right. O

4.2 Controlling cycle migration

Fix z € Iz and recall the definition of v;(a) € {0} U cyc(z) for a € Riny(z) from (3.8). Suppose T is
a shifted tableau and b is a word such that row(T)b € Rin(2). For (i,5) € Z x Z, let

0 if (4,4) is not in the domain of T

4.4
Yk (row(T)b) if (i,7) is in the domain of T (44)

’Yij (T, b) = {

where k is the index of the letter in row(T") contributed by box (7, 7). We also let ~;;(T") := 7;;(T, 0).

The main result of this section is a lemma that precisely describes how the values of (4.4) evolve

when we insert the first letter of b into T" via Definition 3.1. In Section 4.3, we will use this lemma

to explain how to compute P& (a) and Q2 (a) from P (a), Q2 (a), and the set marked (@) when
a is primed involution word with a = unprime(a).

Example 4.4. If T = P2 (51324) :| i 3 Z and b = 3154 then we have
Y22(T', b) | v23(T', b) {1,6} | {3,4}
M11(T,b) | 112(Tb) | 113(T' b) {2,5} 0 0

Below, we assume that the shifted tableau T is increasing and the unprimed word b is nonempty
with first letter u € Z. Let ¢ be the subword of b formed by removing its first letter. Denote the
weak and strict bumping paths resulting from inserting u into 7" as in (4.1), so that N is the
common length of both paths. Set ug = u and write u; for the entry of 7" in position (Z;,9;) for
i € [N —1]. Then define 0y := 7|41 (row(T)b) where |T| is the number of boxes in 7" and let
9, — Vi (T50) i (w4,9:) = (i, 7)) and either z; # y; or wj—1 +1 <y (4.5)

T 0;_1 otherwise .
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for i € [N — 1]. For each 0 <i < N we have 6; € {0} L cyc(z).
Example 4.5. Let T' = PEG(51324) and b = 3154 as in Example 4.4. Then v = 3 and

pathS(T, u) = ((ﬂfi,yi) t= 17273) = ((173)7 (27 )7 (373)) )
path<(T, u) = ((jugz) tl= 172’3) = ((173)7 (273)7 (373)) )

so ug = 3, up = 4, and ug =5, while 6y =0, §; = 0, and 6, = {3,4}.
Lemma 4.6. For each position (z,y) in the domain of U :=T L u, the following holds:
(a) If (z,y) = (x4,y:i) = (%4, y;) for some i € [N], then

Yoy(T,0) if x=yand i< N and u;j—1 + 1 = u;

Upy =ui—1 and  7y(U,c) = {9. 1 otherwise

(b) If (x,y) € {(xi,yi) # (Zi,9i)} for some i € [N] with z; # y; and &; # ¥;, then

TiTi T7 if ) = Ly Yi
ny = Txy and ’ny(U, C) = g Zyl( b) 1 ($ y) (f Z{ )
RERT (T7 b) if ($7 y) = ($i7 yl)

(c) If (z,y) € {(4,7),(4,a+1),(: + 1,3+ 1)} for some i € [N] with z; = y; # ¥;, then

Yir1,ir1(T,0) # 0 if (x,y) = (4,4)
U:cy = T:cy and ’Y:cy(Ua C) = 'Vi,i—l-l(Ty b) =0 if ($7y) = (Z7Z + 1)
Vi (T,0) # 0 if (z,y) = (i+1,i+1).

In this case (z;,y;) = (4,1), (i,9i) = (i1, ¥i+1) = (5,4 + 1), and (Zit1, Gip1) = (i + 1,0+ 1).
(d) Otherwise, (z,y) ¢ path=(T,u) U path<(T,u), Uy = Tuy, and vz, (U, ¢) = 7y (T, D).

Proof. Suppose V is a shifted tableau with all entries in Z. If we are given a total ordering
(i1,71) < (i2,72) < (i3,73) < ... of the boxes of V such that the entries read in this order form
an involution word a, then we can define a tableau I' of the same shape as V whose entry in
box (i, ji) is the value of vy(a). Let T (V), T<(V), T¥(V), and T"(V) denote the tableaux
constructed in this way relative to the row, column, southwest diagonal, and northeast diagonal
reading orders, respectively. These tableaux are only well-defined when the corresponding reading
words are involution words.

If V is an increasing shifted tableau with row(V) € Riny(z), then col(V) is also in Riny(z) by
Lemma 2.7, so ™% (V) and T'°° (V') are both defined. In this case, since row(V) is transformed by
col(V) by a sequence of swaps involving non-consecutive letters in adjacent positions (which we will
refer to as “commutations” for the rest of this proof, slightly abusing our previous terminology), it
follows from part (a) of Lemma 3.28 that we actually have I (V) = T'°°/(V/).

We now turn to the claims in lemma. The assertions about the values of U, are straightforward
from Definition 3.1 since there are no repeated positions in the relevant bumping paths. It remains

to justify the formulas for 4., (U, c). Define T' = Ty, T1,Ts,...,In =T L u=U and T; as in the
proof of Proposition 3.21, and suppose there are exactly p € [N] iterations involving row insertion
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in the process to construct T’ & 4. Because all of these tableaux have only unprimed entries, the
numbers u; defined in the proof of Proposition 3.21 coincide with the numbers u; defined above in
this section.

Now consider the tableaux I'"¥(T}) for i < p and I'°®(T;) for i > p, which are all well-defined
by (3.3) and (3.4). Figure 2 shows two examples of this sequence. We may assume without loss
of generality that b has length one so that ¢ is empty. Then the first tableau F"’W(To) has value
Yy (T, ) for all (x,y) € T and its last box in the first row (containing u = ug in Tp) has value 6.
On the other hand, we have I(Ty) = I'™(Ty) = T'(U) as Ty = T Lu=Uis increasing
with row reading word in Rin,(2). Thus, each box (z,y) in T™%(Ty) = I'°°(Ty) has entry 7., (U, c)
and our goal is to show that this value is as described by the given formulas.

.
~ {4,7}{ 0
FrOW(TO):FrOW 516 _ ’
[1]3]4]2] sz 0| 0
~ {4,7} 0 |{2,5}
FrOW(Tl):Prow 5|6 3‘ _ 7
[1]2]4 sl 0 | o0
_ 5|6 o,
(T—‘l 311 )(—(’LL—Q)M ? w
FCOI(TQ):PCOI 3|6 = (2,5} 0 |,
[1]2]4
{1,3}{ 0 1]
FCOl(Tg):PCOI 315 _ {2,5}{4,7}
[L[2]4]6]) sl o | 0| o

Figure 2: Example for the proof of Lemma 4.6; compare with Figure 1(a).

For each i let ¢; be the entry of F“’W(Ti) in the unique box that is not in 7', so that ¢g = 6.
First choose i € [p — 1] so that (z;,y;) is not on the main diagonal. If (z;,y;) = (¥;,9:), then

we can transform row(Tj_;) to row(T}) using only commutations, so it follows from part (a) of
Proposition 3.21 that I"%(T}) is formed from I'""(T;_;) by moving box (z;, ;) to the end of row
i+ 1 and then moving ¢;_1 from the end of row ¢ to replace box (z;,v;). Likewise, if (x;,y;) #
(Z1,91), then transforming row(T;_;) to row(7;) will involve one braid relation as we must have
(Zi,9:) = (24,9 + 1) and u;—1 = Ty,y, = T3,5, — 1. In this case it follows using parts (a) and (b) of
Proposition 3.21 that F“’W(Ti) is formed from F“’W(Ti_l) by moving ¢;_1 from the end of row ¢ to
the end of row ¢ + 1 and switching the entries in the adjacent boxes (x;,y;) and (Z;, ;).

It follows by induction that ¢; = 6; for all i € [p—1]. When p = N, these observations describe
a precise sequence of transitions that take us from I"(Tp) to I""(T). Comparing this process
with the definition of #; shows that the desired formulas for v, (U, c) all hold.

Assume instead that p < N. It follows by similar reasoning that if p < ¢ < N, then T'°/(T})

is formed from I'°®(T;_;) in one of two ways. If (z;,1;) = (Zi,7i), then we move box (x;,y;) to
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( — 4,8
7 {4,8}
L% (Tp) = I 56 = ey 0 :
113|514
{1,2}{3,5}) 0 | 0
Ea {4,8}
Lrow(Ty) = v 506[5]] = ©7 0 | 0|
1134
- {1,2}{3,5} 0
7
T = 5|6 <3(u24)~> - 0
1 5 6
Fcol (TZ) — Pcol 7 — 0
5|6 {4,83(6,7}
1134
{1,2}{{3,5} @
Ea {6,7}
reol(Ty) = 1! 506 - 48} 0
113|147
{ {1,2}{3,5}) @ | @

Figure 3: Example for the proof of Lemma 4.6; compare with Figure 1(b).

the end of column i + 1 and then move ;1 from the end of column i to replace box (x;,y;). If
(zi,9i) # (%i,7;), then we move ¢;_1 from the end of column i to the end of column i + 1 and
switch the entries in boxes (x;,y;) and (Z;, ;).

It remains to compare F“’W(Tp_l) with FC‘"(Tp). We wish to justify the following claims:

1) If (z,,y,) = (Zp,3p) = (p,p) and w,_1 + 1 < w,, then T (T}) is formed from '™ (T,_1) by
p> Yp » Yp P P P P
moving box (p,p) to the end of column p 4 1 and then moving ¢,_1 to replace box (p,p).

2) If (zp,yp) = (Zp,Tp) = (p,p) and up_1 + 1 = uy, then T%(T,) is formed from I'"(T,_;) by
P> Yp P Yp P D D P
moving ¢,_1 from the end of row p to the end of column p + 1.

(3) If (xp,yp) = (p,p) and (Zp,Yp) = (p,p + 1), then ¢,_1 and box (p,p + 1) of me(fp_l) are
both the null element (), while boxes (p, p) and (p+1,p+1) are both present with respective

non-null elements o and 3. In this case, T°(7},) is formed from I'"™"(7},_1) by removing ¢,_1
and placing () in boxes (p+1,p+1) and (p+2,p+1), @ in box (p,p+1), and § in box (p, p).

(4) Together, (2) and (3) imply that if (z;,y,) = (p,p) and (2, §p) = (p,p + 1), then p < N and
r<(T,11) is formed from I'™%(7T),_1) by moving ¢,_1 = () from the end of row p to the end
of column p + 2 and then swapping the entries in boxes (p,p) and (p + 1,p + 1); moreover,
both tableaux have ) in position (p,p + 1).
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Putting together these claims with our observations about F'°W(Ti~) for i < p and I'°°'(T}) for i > p
completely describes how I'™"(Tp) evolves into I'(Ty) = I'"™"(Ty) during the bumping process

that defines T <2 u. Once again, comparing this process with the definition of 6; shows that the
desired formulas for 7., (U, ¢) all hold.

It remains to prove claims (1), (2), and (3). The first two claims correspond to the case when
up—1 < Tpp. For this situation, define V and W as in the [u,_1] < T}, case of the proof of

Proposition 3.21. Since row(7,_1) = row(V), it follows that I (V') has the same entry in box
(2i,27) (respectively, box (2p —1,2p — 1)) as T™%(T,_1) does in each box (i,7) € T (respectively,
the unique box not in T). Likewise, as col(7},) = col(W), it follows that I'°®(W) has the same
entry in each box (2i,2j) (respectively, box (2p+1,2p + 1)) as FC°'(Tp) does in each box (i,j) € T
(respectively, the unique box not in 7). Finally, since the row reading word of V' (respectively, the
column reading word of W) can be transformed to its southwest (respectively, northeast) diagonal
reading word by a sequence of commutations as described in the proof of Proposition 3.21, we
deduce from part (a) of Lemma 3.28 that T™(V) = I'"(V) and T (W) = I'"¢(W). One can

observe these properties for the example in Figure 2, where we have

{4,7} - 0

FFOW(V):FSW(V):FSW .37 —

:L:ﬂ: _

{2,5}

{1,3} - 1] . 0

and

{4,7}

R P R

FCOI(W) — Fne(W) — e

{1,3} - 0 : 0

Given the observations in the preceding paragraph, to prove claims (1) and (2), we just need to
check that T'"¢(W) is formed from I'*"(V') either by shifting boxes (2p—1,2p—1) and (2p, 2p) up one
row and one column when u,_; 4+ 1 < uy, or by moving box (2p—1,2p—1) to (2p+1,2p+1) when
Up—1 + 1 = up. This is equivalent to showing that I'¢(V') = I'"(V') when u,—1 + 1 < u, and that
I'"¢(V) is formed from I'¥(V') by swapping boxes (2p —1,2p — 1) and (2p, 2p) when u,_1 +1 = u,,.
In the first case, the diagonals of V have no consecutive entries and so can be reordered using
only commutations, so the identity I'"¢(V') = I'*¥(V) follows from part (a) of Lemma 3.28. When
up—1 + 1 = u,, we can also reverse all diagonals in V' using only commutations to go from the
southwest diagonal reading word to northeast diagonal reading word, except for one step that
exchanges the consecutive numbers in boxes (2p — 1,2p — 1) and (2p,2p) when these have been
pulled to the start of the relevant word. By part (c) of Lemma 3.28, this has the effect of swapping
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boxes (2p—1,2p—1) and (2p,2p) in I'*™™(V) to form I'"¢(V), as desired. We conclude that our first
two claims (1) and (2) both hold.

Suppose instead that we are in the situation of claim (3), so that u,_; = Tp,. It follows
from Remark 3.7(d) that ¢, ; and box (p,p + 1) of I"(T},_;) are both null. Define V' as in the

[up—1] = Tpp case of the proof of Proposition 3.21. Since we can transform row(7),_1) to row(V)
by a sequence of commutations followed by one braid relation, it follows from Lemma 3.28 that

e box (2p+1,2p+ 1) of I"™(V) has the same entry as the box of I'""(7),_1) not in T’

e box (2p,2p) of T™(V) has the same entry as box (p,p + 1) of T™(T,_1);

e box (2p,2p + 2) of I'"™(V) has the same entry as box (p,p) of I'""(T),—1);

e any other box (2¢,2j) of '™ (V') has the same entry as box (4, j) of '™ (T),—1).

Alternatively, as col(7},) = col(V), it follows that T (V) has the same entry in each box (2i,25)
(respectively, box (2p + 1,2p + 1)) as T°°/(T},) does in each box (i,7) € T (respectively, the unique
box not in T'). Finally, since the row reading word of V (respectively, the column reading word
of V) can be transformed to its southwest (respectively, northeast) diagonal reading word by a
sequence of commutations, we have I'™(V) = I'¥(V) and T'°®(V) = I'"(V). One can observe
these properties in the example in Figure 3, where we have

{4,8}

7] S .
vy =rvW)y=r| . . .[5[-[6]|l= - - - |o| k7

{172} : {37 5} : 0

and

FCOI(V) — Fne(v) — e

7] S .
; ﬂ = . . - 4,8} - 6,7}

o)

..

{1,2} - [{3,5} - 1]

By the facts just listed, to prove claim (3), it suffices to check that I'"¢(V) is formed from I'*" (V")
by swapping boxes (2p,2p) and (2p+ 2,2p+2). For this, observe that we can reverse the diagonals

35



of V to go from the southwest diagonal reading word to the northeast diagonal reading word
using only commutations, except when we need to reorder the consecutive entries in boxes (2p, 2p),
(2p+ 1,2p+ 1), and (2p + 2,2p + 2) after these have been brought to the start of the relevant
word. Since this reordering is accomplished by the sequence of swaps (up + 2)(up + L)uy--- —
(up+1)(up+2)up -+ = (up+1)up(up+2) - -+ = up(up+1)(up+2) - -, it follows from parts (a) and
(c) of Lemma 3.28 that exchanging boxes (2p,2p) and (2p + 2,2p + 2) in I'*™¥(V') produces I'"¢(V),
as needed. The completes the proof of claim (3), which also finishes the proof of the lemma. O

4.3 A formula to compute primed boxes from marked cycles

Suppose a is a primed involution word with unprimed form a = unprime(a). In this section we will
develop some notation to express a formula for P2 (a) and Q2 (@) in terms of P2 (a), Q9 (a), and

the set of marked cycles marked(a).

. (0] (0] (0]
In more detail, if a = ajag---a, € Rin(z) for some z € Iy and T = 0 <= a1 < ... + q;

for some i € [n], then the entries of 7" on the main diagonal form a strictly increasing sequence
and the indices of these entries in row(7")a;+1ai+2 - - - a, are a sequence of commutations that each
contribute one 2-cycle of z. Arranging these sequences into a two-line array gives what we call the
cycle sequence cseq;(a). The successive values of cseq;(a) for i = 1,2,...,n can only change in a
small of number of ways. Our main formula will involve a permutation of cyc(z) defined by these
changes.

As in Section 4.2, suppose T' is an increasing shifted tableau and b is a word with row(7")b €
Rinv(2). If T has exactly ¢ rows, then the cycle sequence cseq(T,b) is the two-line array

Y11(T,0) ~y22(T,b) ... 7ge(T,b)

. 4.6
111 Tho - qu ( )

cseq(T,b) := [
ItT = PEG(51324) and b = 3154 as in Example 4.4 then
cseq(T,b) = [ ?’5} ;1’6} ] = cseq(513243154).

The second row of cseq(7,b) is strictly increasing and the elements in the first row are distinct
2-cycles of z, since the index of Tj; in row(7)b is a commutation for all diagonal positions (i,1)
in T For involution words a = ajag---a, and 0 < i < n, we define cseq;(a) := cseq(T,b) where
T = PEG(alag cwa;) and b= a;y1Gi49 - ap.

We introduce some auxiliary notation to help compare cseq;(a) with cseq;_;(a). Assume b is
nonempty and let u = ug be its first letter. Denote the weak and strict bumping paths resulting
from inserting u into T" as in (4.1). Set u; := Ty, for i € [N — 1] and define 6y := 741 (row(T)d)
and 0; for i € [N — 1] by (4.5). Finally, define the sequence

Abump(T, b) = ((yi,gi,ui_l,&_l) 1= 1,2, N ,p) (47)

where p is the index of the unique diagonal position in pathS(T, u) or else p = N.
Continuing from Example 4.5, we see that if T = PEG(51324) and b = 3154 then p = 3 and
AP (T b)) = ((1,1,3,0),(2,2,4,0),(3,3,5,{3,4})). We think of AP“™P(T,b) as a record of the

change between T L yand T , and we can use it to compute successive values of 8; by the formula

iy (T,0) if y; = y; and either ¢ i i 1 i .
Hi:{y%( ) if y; = y; and either ¢ # y; or u;—1 +1 < u fori e fp—1] (4.8)

0;_1 otherwise
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For any involution word a = ajaz---a, € Rin(z) and j € [n], define A?”mp(a) = AbUmP(T )
where T = P,?G(alag +~aj—1) and b = ajaji1---ap. The following result shows that cseq;(a) is
completely determined by cseq;_;(a) and A?”mp(a).

Lemma 4.7. Let a be an (unprimed) involution word and choose j € [¢(a)]. Suppose

[ e 4 e I 17 bump,/ \ Cma .
cseq;_q(a) = o e . o and A (a) = {(i, Ui, ui-1,0i-1) bie[p)-

Exactly one of the following cases applies:

(a) The sequence pathjS (a) ends before reaching the main diagonal if and only if p < y,. In this
case 1 appears in Q(E)G(a) in an off-diagonal position and cseq;(a) = cseq;_;(a).

(b) The sequence pathjS (a) terminates on the main diagonal if and only if p =y, = 9, = ¢+ 1.
In this case ¢ appears in QEG(a) in position (¢+ 1,¢ + 1) and

M oY2 - g Y
C1 C2 ... Cg Ug

cseq;(a) = [
(¢) The sequences pathjS (a) and pathj< (a) reach (but do not terminate on) the main diagonal in
the same row if and only if p = y, = g, < ¢. In this case ¢ appears in QEG(a) and we have

Moo Ype1 M Yp+1 .- ’Yq]

u,—1+1<e¢, and cseq.(a)=
p p q]() €l oo Cp—1 Up—1 Cppl ... Cg

where n =, if up_1 +1=c,and n:=0,_1 if up_1 +1 < ¢p.

(d) The sequences pathjg(a) and pathj< (a) reach the main diagonal in different rows if and only if
p=1yp <Yp=p+1<gq. In this case i’ appears in QEG(CL) and we have

Upor—c, and cseq(@) = | T Tl el b g2 ]
T ... Cp—1 ©Cp Cp+1 Cpy2 ... Cqg

Proof. The assertion that exactly one of these cases applies follows from Proposition 4.2. The

claims about u,_1 in cases (c) and (d) are clear from how P& (ajaz---aj,) L a; is defined. The
description of cseq;(a) is immediate from the formulas in Lemma 4.6. O

Putting all of this together, we associate a permutation of (%) ={{i,5} :4,j €Z, i < j} to
each involution word. Let @ = ajas...a, be an (unprimed) involution word for some z € I. For
each i € [n], let 7;(a) be the following permutation of (g) with support in cyc(z). If cseq;_;(a) and
cseq;(a) are equal or have different lengths then 7;(a) := 1. Otherwise, writing

' S I R e () — | T2 g
Cseql_l(a) o Cl 62 . e Cq and Cseql(a) dl d2 “ e dq ’
there is either a unique index j € [¢] with d; < ¢;, or a unique index j € [¢ — 1] with vj11 =n; #
vj = 1j+1, and in both cases we define 7;(a) to be the transposition of (%) that swaps 7; and ~;
while fixing all other elements. We then let 7(a) := 71 (a)m2(a) - - - T (a).
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Example 4.8. Suppose a = 513243154. This word belongs to Riny(z) for z = (1,6)(2,5)(3,4) € Iz.
The successive values of PEOG (araz---a;) are

5] 3] 3]5

[1]3 1]2]5] [1]2]4
5] 5] 5] 5]

3[4 3[4 3|4 3[4]5

[1]2]3) [1]2]3]4] [1]2[3]4]5] [1]2]3]4]5

and the successive values of 74, (T,b) for T' = PEG (arag---a;) and b = aj41a,42 - - - ag are

{3,4} {1,6} {1,6}[{3,4}
{3,4} {2,5}|{3, 4}
{2,5}|{1, 6} {2,5} 0 |{3,4} 2,53 o | 0
{3,4} {3,4} {3,4} {3,4}
{1,6} 0 {2,5} 0 {2,5} 0 (2,51 0 | o
2,5} 0 | 0 1,6y} o | 0 | 0 .6y o | 0 | 0 | 0 .6}l o | o | 0 | 0

Thus, we have

cseqq (a) = _ §3’4} ] ; cseqy(a) = cseqs(a) = _ ‘1{2’5} E{))LG} ] ,
cseda(a) = | ?75} } ’ cseqq(a) = - i2’5} §1’6} §3,4} } ’
cseqs(a) = [ §2,5} §374} ] , cseqr(a) = cseqg(a) = cseqq(a) = [ i176} 5{52,5} §3,4} ] ,

which means that 71 (a) = m3(a) = 75(a) = 176(a) = 78(a) = 79(a) = 1 while
7(a) = ({2,5} <» {3,4}), m(a) = ({1,6} <> {3,4}), and 77(a) = ({1,6} <> {2,5}),
so we have 7(a) = ({1,6} < {3,4}).

Suppose a is a primed involution word with a = unprime(a). Recall the definition of the set
marked(a) from (3.9). The following result is complementary to Proposition 4.1 and gives the
second key ingredient in our proof of Theorem 3.24. This proposition reduces the task of locating
the (diagonal) primes in P (a) and Q2¢(a) to understanding 7(a) and marked(a).

Proposition 4.9. Suppose a € R;" (z) and a = unprime(a). Let (4, j) € ZxZ and 6 = ~;;( P (a)).
If i # j (respectively, i = j), then the entry of P& (a) (respectively Q9 (a)) in position (4, 5) is
primed if and only if 6 # () and 7(a)(6) € marked(a).

Proof. One can define orthogonal Edelman-Greene insertion by a slightly different bumping process,
in which an insertion tableau PSG(d) is built up with diagonal primes along with a recording tableau
Q(E)G(d) having no diagonal primes, and then at the final stage PEOG (a) and Q(E)G (a) are formed by
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moving any diagonal primes in PEG( ) to QEG(A). From this perspective the proposition is just
locating the primes in PEOG( ). The following argument is organized around this observation.

Let n = £¢(a) = £(a) and form P,?G( ) from P (a ) by adding primes to the main diagonal posi-
tions that are primed in Q2 (a). Note that we have PEG( a) = unprlme(Pé’G( )) by Proposition 3.8.

We will show that the entry in position (z,y) of PEOG( ) is primed if and only if 6 := %y(PEG( )
has () # 0 € cyc(z) and 7(a)(f) € marked(a). Define

7= P& (ajag---a;) and b :=a; 1040 -an for 0<j<n,
and abbreviate by writing marked(77,b’) := marked(row(77)b7). It suffices to check that
marked (77, V) = {7;(a)(0) : 6 € marked(T9~",5'"1)} for all j € [n],

since this will imply that marked(row(ﬁ,?G(d))) ={0:7(a)(0) € marked(a)}.

Let ~ be the transitive closure of the relation on primed involution words that has w ~ ock;(w)
for all i € Z such that marked(w) = marked(ock;(w)). In Lemma 4.7, if we are in case (a), case (b), or
case (c) with n = 4, then 7;(a) = 1 and it follows by tracing through the proof of Proposition 3.21
and using Proposition 3.29 that row(T7=1)b/=1 ~ row(T7)b’ as needed.

If we are in case (c) of Lemma 4.7 with n # ~,, then 7;(a) is the transposition of cyc(z)
interchanging 7 < ~,, and it follows similarly that marked (77, b7) is formed by applying this
transposition to all elements of marked (7771, 5771).

Finally, suppose we are in case (d) of Lemma 4.7, so that 7j(a) = (7, <> Yp+1). Form U7 from T7
by switching the primes on the entries in positions (p, p) and (p+1,p+1). Then, again following the
proof of Proposition 3.21 and using Proposition 3. 29 one checks that row(T7=1)p7 =1 ~ row(U7)V.
Thus marked (7771, /1) = marked(U7,b7) = {7;(a)(0) : 0 € marked(T7~1,b/~1)} as desired. O

As an application, we explain how to deduce Theorem 3.24 in the case when inserting three
consecutive letters in @ contributes two diagonal positions to P& (a).

Lemma 4.10. Suppose a is a primed involution word and n = ¢(a). Write O; for j € [n] to denote
the unique box of Q2 (@) containing j or j’. Assume that i € [n — 2] and OJ; and ;12 are both on
the main diagonal. Then P& (ock;(a)) = P& (a) and Q2 (ocki(a)) = 0:(Q2(a)).

Proof. Write [0; = (¢ — 1,¢ — 1) and Q = Q(E)G(d). Then we must have ;11 = (¢ — 1,¢) and
Oir2 = (¢, q), and consequently 9;(Q) = 5;(Q) = 5,41(Q) is formed from @ by swapping i + 1 and
i' + 1, and then reversing the primes on the entries in the diagonal boxes (¢ —1,¢ — 1) and (¢, q) if
these entries are not both primed or both unprimed.

After possibly invoking Proposition 3.23 to interchange @ with 9;(Q), we may assume that the
entry in position (¢—1,¢) of Q is i+ 1 rather than i’ +1. Let b = ock;(a) and define a = unprime(a)
and b = unprime(b). Then b = ock;(a) by Lemma 3.19. It is evident from Lemma 4.7 that
7i(a) = Ti41(a) = Tiy2(a) = 1. Since we know from Proposition 4.1 that Q2 (b) is formed by
applying 0; to QEG(a) = unprime;,,(Q), which adds a prime to position (¢ — 1,¢), it is also clear
from Lemma 4.7 that 7;(b) = 7;42(b) = 1.

To compute 7;41(b), we consider the weak bumping paths path;(b), pathi%rl(b), and pathi%rz(b)
that result from inserting b;, b;11, and b; 42 successively into PEOG (a1ag---a;—1) = PEOG(b1 by bi—1).
In view of Proposition 4.2, the first path must terminate at position (¢ — 1, — 1), the last two
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positions of the second path must be (¢ —1,q — 1) followed by (¢ — 1, ¢), and the last two positions
of the third path must be (¢ — 1, ¢) followed by (g, q).

If the first row of cseq; o(a) is [ 71 ... 7 |, then since cseq,,5(a) = cseq,, »(b) by Proposi-
tion 4.1, we deduce from Lemma 4.6 that the first rows of cseq;_;(a) = cseq,;_;(b), cseq;(b), and
cseq, () are [ Yoo Vg2 ], [ Yoo Yg—2 Vg ], and [ Yoo Yg—2 Vg—1 ], respectively.

Thus 7;41(b) is the permutation of cyc(z) that swaps y,—1 and ;. Multiplying 71 (a)72(a) - - - Ti+2(a)
on the right by this permutation gives 71(b)72(b) - - - 7;42(b) and vice versa.

As we know that P (a) = PEG(?) and Q(E)G@) = 0,(Q8(a)) by Proposition 4.1, it follows from
Proposition 4.9 that PS(a) = P& (b) and Q2 (b) = 2,(Q8%(a)). O

4.4 Constraints on cycle sequences and the 213 <+ 231 case of Theorem 3.24

The next few sections prove a series of technical results constraining the values of cseq;(a) and 7;(a)
for an (unprimed) involution word a.

In the following lemma, let entries(T") C Z LU Z’ denote the set of entries in a shifted tableau T
Also let diag(7") denote the subset of entries appearing on the main diagonal of 7T'.

Lemma 4.11. Suppose a and b are (unprimed) involution words for elements of Iz. Fix 0 < i <
l(a) — 2 with a;+1 < aj+2 and suppose 0 < j < £(b) — 2 is an index such that the following holds:

(a) cseq;(a) = cseq;(b) and cseq;5(a) = cseq;,(b),

(b) |diag(QEs(a)) N{i+ 1,7+ 2}| = |diag(QEs (b)) N {j + 1,j + 2}, and

(c) [entries(Q@g(a)) N {i + 1,4 + 2} = |entries(Qgg (b)) N {5 + 1,5 + 2} .
Then 741 (a)Tit2(a) = 7j+1(b)7j4+2(b) as permutations of (5).

Proof. Let s(a) := |diag(Q8(a))N{i+1,i+2}| € {0,1} be the number of diagonal entries in Q2 (a)
equal to i + 1 or i +2 and let 7(a) := 2 — |entries(Q% (a)) N {i + 1,43+ 2}| € {0, 1,2} be the number
of (necessarily off-diagonal) entries in Q2 (a) equal to i’ + 1 or ¢’ + 2. Similarly let s(b) € {0,1}
be the number of diagonal entries in Q2 (b) equal to j + 1 or j + 2 and let 7(b) € {0,1,2} be the
number of entries in Q9 (a) equal to j + 1 or 5" + 2.

Conditions (b) and (c) imply that r(a) = r(b) and s(a) = s(b). The key idea in the proof of this
lemma is to observe how this fact combined with Lemma 4.7 limits the possible values of cseq;, {(a)
and cseq, 1(b) once cseq;(a) = cseq;(b) and cseq,5(a) = cseq;o(b) are given. We will then deduce
that 7;11(a)mi42(a) = 7j41(b)7j4+2(b) from these constraints.

From now on set r :=r(a) = r(b) and s := s(a) = s(b). The desired equality holds when r =0
since then 7,11 (a) = T42(a) = 7j41(b) = Tj42(b) = 1 by Lemma 4.7(a).

Assume r = 1. Then, by Lemma 4.7(a), at least one of 7;11(a) or 7;42(a) is trivial, and likewise
for 7j,1(b) or 7j42(b). Suppose further that s = 0. Then cseq,;(a) = cseq;(b) and cseq, ,(a) =
cseq;4o(b) have the same number of columns, so we have cseq;(a) = cseq; q(a) or cseq,,(a) =
cseq;o(a) (or both), as well as cseq;(b) = cseq;;(b) or cseq;;(b) = cseq; 4(b) (or both). Write

|2 - g (4.9)

cseq;(a) = cseq;(b) o e .
e G
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and suppose the first row of cseq; 5(a) = cseq; 9(b) is [ 1 72 ... ng |. If this is equal to the
first row of cseq;(a) = cseq;(b), then we must be in the “or both” case when

cseq;(a) = cseq; 1 (a) = cseq;yo(a) and  cseq;(b) = cseq;(b) = cseq; (D),

and then 7;41(a) = Ti12(a) = 7j41(b) = Tj42(b) = 1. Otherwise, it follows by examining cases (c)
and (d) in Lemma 4.7 that there is either a unique index p € [g] with 7, # 7,, or a unique p € [¢—1]
with vp41 = 1p # ¥ = Np+1, and in either case 7i11(a)Ti42(a) = 7j41(b)7j42(b) is the permutation
of (g) swapping 7y, and 7,,.

Next suppose r = s = 1. Consider the weak bumping paths pathi%rl(a) and path§+2(a) that
result from inserting a;y1 and a;49 successively into PEG(alag +-a;). Since a;j1q < ajt2, it follows
from Proposition 4.3 that pathf+2(a) terminates at a diagonal position (¢+1,¢+ 1) and pathi%rl(a)
contains a unique non-terminal diagonal position (p, p) for some p € [g]. Denote cseq,(a) = cseq,(b)
as in (4.9). There are four possibilities for cseq;,(a) = cseq;5(b), namely:

Yoo Yp <o g Mg+ or Mo Mpo-eo g Mgl or
1 ... cp—1 ... ¢ cg41 cr .. dyp ... Cqg Cqt
(4.10)
|: Yoo Up+l M ceo g Tlg+1 :| or |: Yoo Moo g Up :|
L ... Cp Cp1l .- Cq Cgt1 cr ... dp ... Cqg Cq1
where 1,,m9+1 ¢ {71,72,.-.,7%} and d, < ¢, — 1. In each case, one can work out the unique

possibility for cseq,,(a) by examining cases (b), (c), and (d) in Lemma 4.7.

As we pass from cseq;(b) to cseq;1(b) to cseq; 5(b), it follows from Lemma 4.7 that one step
must add an extra column and the other must alter the first ¢ columns either by changing a single
column or swapping adjacent entries in the first row. From this observation, we deduce that if
cseq;yo(a) = cseq; o(b) has one of the first three forms in (4.10), then there are two possibilities
for cseq; (b), but in either case the factors 7;11(b) and 7;42(b) commute and 7;t1(a)mi2(a) =
Tj+1(0)Tj+2(b) is respectively either the identity permutation, the transposition (vp,7,), or the
transposition (7, Yp+1)- If cseq;o(a) = cseq;,4(b) has the last form in (4.10) then

VI oo My el Y,
T B a1y

s0 Ti+1(a) = 7j11(b) and Ti42(a) = Tj12(b).”

Finally suppose r = 2 so that s = 0. Then cseq,(a) = cseq;(b) and cseq,,,(a) = cseq;,(b) have
the same number of columns but cseq;(a) # cseq; (a) # cseq, o(a) and cseq;(b) # cseq; 1 (b) #
cseq;;2(b). Denote cseq,(a) = cseq;(b) as in (4.9) and consider the weak bumping paths pathil(a)
and pathi§+2(a) that result from inserting a;+1 and a;1o successively into PEG(alag ---a;). Both
paths now must contain unique non-terminal diagonal positions (k, k) and (I,), and it follows from

Proposition 4.3 that k < [ since we assume a;11 < a;+2. We may therefore list the possibilities for
cseq;o(a) = cseq;o(b) as follows. To start, this array could be

) [ e ’Yq}or[’h L [ A O
cr .. dy ...odi ... ¢y 1 ... dp ... q Cl41 - Cq |

Tf p = g, then Lemma 4.7 with our assumptions that cseq;(a) = cseq;(b) and cseq,, 5(a) = cseq;,(b) does not
uniquely determine the first row of cseq; ,(b). But considering the arrays’ second rows shows that (4.11) must hold.
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where in these cases for each p € {k,l} either d, = ¢, —1 and 7, = v, or d, < ¢, — 1 and
np & {71,7%2,-..,7}. When k + 1 <, the array could also be

)

(2) Y1 e Yk+1 Yk e m . Yq or Y1 . Yk+1 Yk e Yi+1 Yi e Yq
C1 . Ck Ck+1 . dl - Cq C1 P Ck Ck+1 e Cy Cl+1 - Cq

where again either dj = ¢;—1land g =y, or d; < ¢g—1and n ¢ {71,7%2,...,7,}. Finally, if k+1 =1
then cseq;;o(a) = cseq;;o(b) could also be either

(3) Yoo Yk4+1 Yk - Vg :| , or
1 o Gk c+1—1 ... ¢
@ [ e e m ],or
L cT ... Ck Ck+1 Ck+2 ... Cq
(5) [ "Moo Y+l Tk B 7 :|
L . o diy1 .. cq |’
where di+1 < cpy1 — 1 and n, € {71,72,...,7}, or the array could be
[ e e Y
6 )
() L €1 .- dk dk+1 Cq:|
where d, < ¢ —1 and n; & {71,72,.-.,7} and dk41 < cx+1 — 1. In each case, one can again work

out the unique possibility for cseq;,(a) by examining cases (c) and (d) in Lemma 4.7.

The values for cseq;(b) are constrained by Lemma 4.7 and the fact that cseq;(a) = cseq;(b) #
cseq;;1(b) # cseq;o(b) = cseq; o(a). In cases (1)-(3) there are two possibilities for cseq,(b) but
for either one 7j41(b) and 7j42(b) commute and 7;41(a)7ir2(a) = 7j41(b)7j4+2(b). In case (4), we
must have
Mo Vel Ve Vkez o Vg ] ‘

cseqi+1(a)zcseqj+1(b):[Cl o Chi1l Chp2 .- Cq

In case (5), we must have

Mo Vel Ve e Wq]

cseq; 1 (a) = cseq; ;4 (b) = [ .. e Cht1l .- Cq

In case (6), we must have

S /T (N e (1
cseq; , 1(a) = cseq. (b)) = :
%+1(2) 9j+1(0) [01 R }
In each situation 7;11(a) = 7j41(b) and Ti12(a) = 7j42(b), so Tiy1(a)Tiy2(a) = 7j11(b)Tj12(D). O

The action of ock; comes in three different forms: either ock; transforms a “213-pattern” to
a “231-pattern”, a “l121-pattern” to a “212-pattern”, or a “132-pattern” to a “312-pattern”. We
can use the lemmas in this section to derive the following result. This lemma, combined with
Proposition 4.9, will be used to prove Theorem 3.24 when ock; acts a 213 <> 231 transformation.

Lemma 4.12. Suppose a = ajaz---a, is an (unprimed) involution word for an element of I7.
Assume i € [n — 2| and a;41 < a; < aj+2. Then 7(ock;(a)) = 7(a).
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Proof. Let b := ock;(a) = a1 - -+ ajai+2ai4+1 - - a,. We wish to prove that 7(a) = 7(b). Write 0;
for j € [n] to denote the box of QEG(a) containing j or j'. We first check that [J; and ;o are
not both on the main diagonal. Arguing by contradiction, we observe that these positions could
only both be on the diagonal if the weak bumping paths path?(a), pathal(a), and pathi%r2 (a) that
result from inserting a;, a;11, and a;yo successively into PEOG (araz -+ - a;—1) respectively terminate
at (¢ —1,q—1), (¢ —1,q), and (g, q) for some ¢ > 0. Assume this is the case, so that we have
path=(a) = rpath=(a) and pathi§+1(a) = rpathi§+2(a).

Since a; > a;y+1, Proposition 4.3 implies that the positions in rpathﬁ_l(a) are all weakly to the
left of the corresponding positions in rpath;(a). The second to last position in pathi%rl(a) must
therefore be (¢ — 1, — 1), so the entry in position (¢ — 1,¢) of PEG(alag -++a;q1) is the same as
the entry in position (¢ — 1,q — 1) of PEOG (a1az---a;). Since a;11 < a; < a;y2, it is easy to check
that the first ¢ — 1 positions in pathiz(a) are strictly to the right of the corresponding positions

in path?(a), and that if pathf+2

the right of (¢ — 1, ¢). But this makes it impossible for pathiz(a) to terminate at (q, q).

(a) reaches row ¢ then its position in that row must be strictly to

Thus U; and O; 45 are not both on the main diagonal. By Proposition 4.1 PSG(alag ceaj) =
PE(biby---bj) for all j € [n]\ {i + 1} along with Q2 (b) = 0:(Q(a)), so 7j(a) = 7;(b) for
all j € [n]\ {i + 1,7 +2}. It remains to show that 7,11(a)7ir2(a) = 7i41(b)Tit2(b). Evidently
cseq;(a) = cseq;(b) and cseq,,o(a) = cseq; o(b) and a;+1 < a;+2. Since Q2 (b) = 9;(Q(a)) and
0; and ;19 are not both on the main diagonal, it follows from Proposition 3.23 that conditions
(b) and (c¢) in Lemma 4.11 also hold, so that result implies that 7;11(a)7i+2(a) = 7541 (b)742(b). O

4.5 Constrains from intersecting and non-intersecting bumping paths

This section contains two technical lemmas that constrain how cseq;(a) and QEG(CL) can change
when adjacent letters are swapped and the successive bumping paths associated to these letters
either intersect or remain disjoint.

Lemma 4.13. Let a,b, ¢ be unprimed words with n := £(a). Suppose X,Y € Z are such that
(a) XYb and Y Xec are reduced words for the same permutation in Sz, and
(b) aXYb and aY Xc¢ are involution words (necessarily for the same element in I7z).

Let T := P& (a). If rpath~(T, X) N rpath<(T,Y) is nonempty then its first position is also in
rpath= (T, X) N rpath=(T,Y). If rpath<(T, X) N rpath<(T,Y) has an off-diagonal position then

e cseq, . 1(aXYb) = cseq, ;(aY Xc);
e n+1is on the diagonal in Q2 (aXYb) if and only if n + 1 is on the diagonal in QZ(aY Xc);
o n/ +1is in QO (aXY) if and only if n’ + 1 is in QZ(aY Xec).

Proof. Suppose rpath<(T, X) Nrpath<(T,Y) is nonempty and the first position in this intersection
is (j, k). To show that (j, k) also belongs to rpath=(T, X) N rpathS(T,Y), write Xg := X < Y :=
Y and let X; and Y; be the entries of T' in the ith positions of path<(7,X) and path<(T,Y)
respectively. Then X;_; < Y;_; and the smallest entry of T" in row j that is greater than both
of these numbers is X; = Y; by definition. This means that row j of 1" cannot contain any
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entry w with X;_; < w < Yj_1, so by Remark 3.7, row j of T also cannot contain X;_;. Hence
(j, k) € rpath=(T, X) N rpath=(T,Y) as desired.

It is clear from Definition 3.1 that rpath<(T,X) and rpath<(T,Y) coincide after their first
j — 1 positions, and it follows by our claim that rpath=(7T", X) and rpath=(7,Y") also coincide after
their first j — 1 positions. If j # k, then all of these paths continue after row j, and we have
Yay (T, XY b) = 7,y (T, Y Xc) for all positions (z,y) since XYb and Y Xc¢ are reduced words for the
same permutation. Given these observations, the result follows from Lemma 4.7. O

The next lemma gives us precise control over cycle sequences and diagonal entries when swapping
adjacent letters in an involution word that are “far apart” and have disjoint bumping paths.

Lemma 4.14. Suppose a,b are unprimed words and X,Y € Z are such that X +1 <Y and aXYb
is an involution word for an element of I7. Let T = P (a) and n = ¢(a), and assume rpath=(T, X)
and rpath=(7,Y’) are disjoint. Then cseq,,, (aXYb) = cseq,,, »(aY Xb), and for each € € {0, 1}, the
number n + 1 + € is on the main diagonal in QEG(aXYb) if and only if n + 2 — € is on the main
diagonal in Q2 (aY Xb), while n’ + 1+ ¢ is in Q2 (aXYd) if and only if n’ +2 — ¢ is in QZ(aY Xb).

Proof. Again write Xg := X < Yy :=Y and let X; and Y; be the entries of T in the ith positions
of path<(T, X) and path<(T,Y") respectively. Suppose rpath=(T, X) and rpath=(T,Y’) are disjoint.
Lemma 4.13 with b = ¢ implies that rpath<(7T, X) and rpath<(7,Y) must also be disjoint. We
argue that since X 4+ 1 <Y, it must further hold that rpath<(T, X) and rpath=(T,Y") are disjoint.
To see this, note that if X; = Y; — 1 in some row i > 0 of T' occupied by both rpath<(T, X) and
rpath<(T,Y)7 then this row of T must also contain X; — 1 and we must have X;_; = X; — 1 and
Y;_1 = X, since otherwise rpath=(T, X) and rpath=(7T,Y") would intersect in the position of X; in
row ¢. But this means that if X; =Y; — 1 for any row i > 0 then we also have Xy = Xy — 1, which
is a contradiction since Xg =X and Yy =Y.

From these properties, we deduce that in any given row occupied by all four paths, the position
in rpath=(T, X) is weakly to the left of the position in rpath<(T, X), which is strictly to the left of
the position in rpath<(7T,Y’), which finally is weakly to the left of the position in rpath<(T,Y). It
follows that if (4,4) € rpath>(T, X) Nrpath<(T, X) then any diagonal position (j,j) € rpath=(T,Y")
must have i < j, while if (7,7) € rpath=(T,X) and (i,i + 1) € rpath<(T, X) then any diagonal
position (j,7) € rpath=(T,Y) must have i + 1 < j.

In addition, Ty, and 74y (7T") only differ from (T & W) gy and Ygy (T & w) at positions (z,y) €
path=(T,w) U path<(T,w) by Lemma 4.6. Since v,41(aXYb) = v,12(aY Xb) and ~,41(aY Xb) =
Tn+2(aXYD) as X +1 <Y, it follows in view of Proposition 4.2 that

AP (aX YD) = APTP(aY XD). (4.12)

To prove the lemma, it suffices to show that AZLﬂp(aYX b) and AZi";p(aX Yb) end with the same

tuple, or that rpathS(7,Y) and rpath<(T L u,Y’) both never reach the main diagonal. In the
former situation Lemma 4.7 implies the desired result. In the latter situation Lemma 4.7 implies

cseq,, (aXYb) = cseq,, (aY Xb) = cseq,, . {(aY Xb),
which means that cseq,, 1 (aXYb) = cseq,,,5(aY Xb) in view of (4.12), along with

cseq,, 1 (aXYb) = cseq,,,o(aXYD),
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S0 cseq,, 1o(aXY'b) = cseq,, »(aY Xb) holds. The other assertions about the locations of n+1, n+2,
n' +1, and n/ + 2 in Q2 (aXYb) and Q2 (aY Xb) are easy to deduce from Lemma 4.7.

To this end, recall the definitions of cpath=(T, X) and cpath<(T, X) from (4.3). If the posi-
tions in cpath=(T', X) U cpath<(T’, X) are disjoint from rpath=(T,Y ) Urpath<(T,Y), then the latter
union is disjoint from path=(T, X) U path<(T, X), and so the stronger property Azlﬂp(aYXb) =
Azljrn;p(aX Y'b) holds in view of Lemma 4.6.

Instead suppose cpath= (T, X) U cpath<(T, X) and rpath=(T,Y) U rpath<(T,Y) are not disjoint.
For each i > 0, let cpath<(T, X,4) be the set of positions in cpath<(7, X) in row i, and let

cpath=(T, X, i) := {(i — 1,5) € cpath>(T, X) : (4,5) € cpath<(T, X)}.

Then each position in cpath=(T, X)Ucpath<(T', X) belongs to cpath=(T, X, i)Ucpath<(T, X, i) for a
unique value of ¢, and every position in cpathS(T, X,i)Ucpath<(T, X, i) occurs in a column strictly
to the left of every position in cpath=(T, X,i + 1) U cpath<(T, X,i + 1) by Proposition 4.2.

Let i be minimal such that cpathS(T, X,i) U cpath<(T, X, i) and rpath=(T,Y) U rpath<(T,Y))
intersect. Assume the leftmost position in cpath=(T, X, i) Ucpath<(T, X, ) is in column j 4+ 1 while

lcpath=(T’, X, )| =1 and |cpath(T,X,i)| =k +1

for some integers k,l > 0 with k£ + 1 > 0. If ¢ = 1 then we must have [ =0 and j 4+ k£ — 1 must be
the length of the first row of 7. If ¢ > 1 then we must have Yj ;14 = Y4, +t for ¢ € [I]. Finally,
all positions in cpath=(T, X,7)Ucpath<(T, X,7) must be occupied in T, except that when [ = 0 the
single position (i, j + k) may be outside the domain of 7.

First assume all positions in cpath=(T’, X, ) U cpath<(T, X, i) are occupied in 7. Then we must
have ¢ > 1, so the entries of T in positions {i — 1,i} x {j+ 1,7+ 2,...,j+ k +1} are

Xj+1 Xj+2 e Xj+k Xjre +1 | Xjpr +2 e Xjn +1

Ti 1,541 Ti—1,5+2 e Ti1,j+k Xtk Xjyp+1 Xjtr+1—1

while the corresponding entries of T’ &y arel®

X Xjt1 a Xith—1 | Xjpp+1 | Xjpp+2 Xjtr +1

? ? ? Xjrr | Xjar+1 D |

In this case one of the following holds:

100\ ost of the boxes labeled by question marks in T & X contain the same entries as the corresponding positions
of T. Such an entry could be different if its position belongs to rpath=(T, X) N rpath<(T, X). A given row has at
most one such position, which must be strictly to the left of any terms of rpathS(T7 Y) in the same row.
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(2)i=j+landk=0and Tj_1;,1+1=T—1;, =T — 1= Xj, or
(3) i < j and X; appears in column j of T" above row i.

Position (¢ —1,j+k+1+1) in T must be unoccupied or contain an entry greater than X, 1+, so
position (i, j + k+ 1+ 1) in T is unoccupied or contains an entry greater than X; ., + 1+ 1. This
implies that neither (i — 1,5 + k +1) nor (4,5 4+ k + 1) can belong to rpath<(T,Y") \ rpath<(7,Y).
Therefore if (x,y) is in the intersection of rpath=(T,Y) and cpath=(T, X,4) U cpath<(T, X, i) then
(z,y) or (z,y+ 1) must be in the intersection of rpath<(7,Y") and cpath=(T, X, i) Ucpath<(T’, X, ).
Furthermore, if (i—1,y) € rpath<(T,Y)Ncpath=(T, X,4) then (i,y) € rpath<(T,Y)Ncpath<(T, X, ).
So we may assume that (i, j+0) € rpath<(T,Y)Ncpath<(T, X, ) for some § € [k+I]. Ifk < § <1
then we also have (i — 1,7 4+ ) € rpath<(T,Y") N cpath=(T, X,i). In view of the minimality of i,
apart from these one or two positions there are no other elements in the intersection of rpath<(7,Y")
and cpath=(T, X) U cpath<(T, X), since rpath<(T,Y’) contains at most one position in each row,
and since all positions of rpath<(7,Y") above row i contain entries of 7" that are greater than X; s
while all positions cpathS(T, X) Ucpath<(T, X) above row i contain entries of T that are at most
X;. To proceed, we divide our analysis into six subcases:

(a) If k +1 < § < then Lemma 4.6 implies Aglﬂp(aYXb) = Agin;p(aXYb) which suffices.

(b) Suppose k£ > 0 and § = k + 1, so that [ > 0 while (: — 1,7+ k+ 1) and (i,j + k + 1) are
both in rpath<(7,Y). We cannot have T;_1 j1 = X,k — 1, since then (i — 1,7 + k) would
be in rpath<(T,Y") and not rpath<(T, X), meaning that (i — 1, j 4+ k) would have to belong to
cpath=(T, X,i). Therefore (i — 1,j 4 k + 1) is also in rpath=(T,Y"). This means that terms i
and 7 + 1 of AELinIp(aYXb) are

(]+k7]+k+17Xj+k79) and (y7g7Xj+k+170)

for the 2-cycle 0 := ~;_1 jk+1(T, XYD) = vi—1 jyr41(T, Y Xb) and some columns y < § <
j+k+1. By Lemma 4.6, terms i and 7 + 1 of AZi";p(aXYb) are

(]+k+17]+k+17X]+k777) and (y7g7X]+k+170)

for n := v j1r+1(T, XYD) = i j1r+1(T, Y Xb) and the same values of 6, y, §. Thus Aglﬂp(aYXb)
and Azljr";p(aX YD) only differ in their ith terms, so their final terms coincide as needed.

(c) Suppose k =0 and § = k+ 1 =1, so that again [ > 0. Then cases (1) and (2) would each
lead to a contradiction of our assumption that rpath=(T, X)Nrpath=(T,Y) is empty: case (1)
would imply that this intersection contains (i,7) while case (2) could imply that it contains
(i — 1,7 — 1). Therefore we are in case (3) so position (4, j) in T contains an entry that is at
most X; — 1 while position (i + 1,7) in T contains an entry that is at most X;. It follows
that terms ¢ and ¢ + 1 of Azljrn;p(aYX b) have the form

(J+1,j+1,X;,0) and (j+1,j+1,X;+1,n)
while terms i and i + 1 of Azljrn;p(aX YD) have the form

(J+1,j+1,X;,m) and (j+1,57+1,X;+1,0)
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for 6 := vi_1;41(T, XYb) = vi—1;41(T, Y Xb) and n := v, j11(T, XYb) = v j11(T,Y Xb).
As in the previous paragraph, it follows that AZinIp(aYX b) and Azljr";p(aX YD) do not differ
outside these two terms, so either both sequences end in the same tuple in view of (4.8) or
rpath=(T,Y") and rpath=(T L X,Y) never reach the main diagonal since (i + 1,5 + 1) is not
a diagonal position. This is again sufficient to conclude that the lemma holds.

(d) The case 6 = k > 1 cannot occur, as in this event, it would follow in view of Proposition 4.2
that (i — 1,7 + k) and (i,j + k) are both in rpath~(T,Y) with X; ;1 < Tj—1 j4x < X1k,
which contradicts the fact that T;_y jip < Xjyp—1 as (i — 1,7 + k) ¢ rpath<(T, X).

(e) Ifk > 0and 1 < § < k, then it follows from Lemma 4.6 that Aglﬂp(aYXb) and AZin;p(aXYb)
differ only in their ith term, where if this term of AZTIP (aY XD) is (y,9,d,n) then the corre-

sponding term of Aglr;p(aXYb) is (14+y,1+4 g,d,n). Both sequences then have more than i

terms so they end with the same tuple as needed.

(f) Next suppose k > 0 and 6 = 1. If X; <Y;_; then the argument in subcase (e) still applies.

Assume Y;_1 < X;. Then we cannot be in cases (1) or (2) without contradicting rpath=(T', X)N
rpathS(T, Y) = @, so X; appears in column j of T above row 4 and position (i 4 1,j) in T’
contains an entry that is at most X;. The entry in position (4, j) of 7" cannot be greater than
Y;_1 since (i,5 + 1) € rpath<(T,Y), and this entry must also not be equal to Y;_; since then
we would have X;; = Y;_1 + 1 which can only hold if X; = Y;_;, in which case column j
of T would have two equal entries, contradicting the fact that all columns of T" are strictly
increasing. Thus position (4, j) in 7' contains an entry that is less than Y;_;.

It follows that AZLﬂp(aYX b) and Agin;p (aXYb) only differ in terms i and ¢ + 1: while these
terms in Agin}p(aYXb) must have the form (j +1,574+1,Y;_1,0) and (j+ 1,5 +1, X;41,n) for
some 2-cycles 6 and 7, the corresponding terms of Azljgp(aX Yb) are

(]+17]+27YYZ—179) and (]+17]+17X]+179)
when Y;_; = X, or
(J+1,j+1,Y,1,0) and (j+1,5+1,X;,0)

when Y;_1 < X, where we may have ¢ # 7. As in our earlier cases, we conclude that either
both sequences end in the same tuple in view of (4.8), or we observe that (i +1,j + 1) is not

a diagonal position so rpath<(T,Y") and rpath=(T L X,Y) never reach the main diagonal.

This completes our argument if all positions in cpathS(T, X, i) Ucpath<(T, X, i) are occupied in T
When this does not occur, we must have [ =0 and (i,j + k) ¢ T. In this case row i of T is

Ti1 Ti2 T;j Xjt1 | Xjt2 | Xrk—1

while row ¢ of T’ £ X is

Ti1 T2 e T;j X Xjt1 o X e—2| X -1
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Here, cases (1) or (3) from above must apply. We cannot have (i, j+k) € rpath=(T,Y")\rpath<(T,Y")
if (i, j+k) & T, so again (i, j4+9) € rpath<(T,Y )Ncpath<(T, X, i) for some § € [k]. By the minimality
of i, this position is the unique element in both rpath<(T,Y) and cpath=(T, X) U cpath<(T, X),
since rpath<(T,Y’) contains at most one position in each row, and since all positions of rpath<(T’,Y)
above row 7 contain entries greater than X; s while all positions of rpath=(T,Y") U rpath<(T,Y)
above row i contain entries that are at most X;. We are left with two further subcases:

(g) If X; < Y1, then it follows from Lemma 4.6 as in subcase (e) that Aginlp(aYX b) and

A:ﬁ_’gp(aXYb) differ only in their ith term, where if this term of Aglﬂp(aYXb) is (y,9,d,n)
then the corresponding term of Azljrn;p(aXYb) is (1+y,14 g,d,n). In this event, both
sequences have more than i terms unless y = g = j + k. Since (4,7 + k) is not a diagonal

position, we conclude that the lemma holds holds either way.

(h) Assume Y;_; < X;. Then we cannot be in case (1) without contradicting rpath=(7, X) N
rpathS(T,Y) = @, so i < j and X, appears in column j of T" above row i. If § < k then
we can repeat the argument given in subcase (f) to deduce our result. If § = k then we
must have & = 1 and Y;_; < Xj. In this situation, AZLﬂp(aYX b) has only i terms and ends
with a term of the form (j + 1,7+ 1,Y;_1,0) for some 2-cycle #, and Agi";p(aXYb) is formed
from Aglﬂp(aYX b) by appending the tuple (j 4+ 1,7 + 1, X, ¢) for some 2-cycle ¢. Since
neither (7,7 4+ 1) nor (i + 1,j + 1) is a diagonal position, this shows that rpath<(7,Y") and

rpath=(T L x ,Y') never reach the main diagonal so the lemma again holds.

This completes our proof of the lemma. O

4.6 The 121 < 212 and 132 < 312 cases of Theorem 3.24

In this section we prove one final lemma to help prove Theorem 3.24 in the case when ock; acts
by transforming a “121-pattern” to a “212-pattern” or a “132-pattern” to a “312-pattern”. This is
our most technical result; it is the main application of the lemmas in the previous section.

Lemma 4.15. Suppose a = ajaz---a, is an (unprimed) involution word for an element of Iy.
Write ; for j € [n] to denote the box of Q2 (a) containing j or j/. Suppose i € [n —2] is such that
a; < a2 < a;y1, but O; and O; 41 are not both on the main diagonal. Then 7(ock;(a)) = 7(a).

Proof. Define b = ock;(a). Our goal is to show that that 7(a) = 7(b). We have either a; < a;42 <
a;i+1 and b= ay - Qj+1Q;Qj42 - Gp, OF G; = Qi3 < Q41 and b = a1 - -+ @;116;G;41 - - - apn. In either
case, Proposition 4.1 implies that P (ajas---aj) = P& (b1be---bj) for j € [n] \ {i,i + 1} so we
have cseq;(a) = cseq;(b) for j € [n]\ {i,i + 1}. Thus 7;(a) = 7;(b) for j € [n]\ {i,i + 1,7 + 2} and
it is enough to show that 7;(a)7;1+1(a)Tive(a) = 7;(b)Tir1(b)Ti12(b).

Let s(a) be the number of diagonal entries in Q2 (a) equal to 4, i + 1, or i + 2. We must have
s(a) € {0,1} since i and i + 2 are not both on the main diagonal. Let r(a) € {0,1,2} be the
number of (off-diagonal) entries in Q2 (a) equal to ', i’ + 1, or i’ + 2. Since Q2 (b) = 2;(Q%(a))
by Proposition 4.1, we deduce from Proposition 3.23 that s(a) = s(b) and r(a) = r(b).

Claim. If rpath;(a) and rpath:(b) intersect off the main diagonal then 7(a) = 7(b).

Proof of the claim. In case, Lemma 4.13 implies that cseq;(a) = cseq,(b) so 7;(a) = 7;(b). As s(a) =
s(b) and r(a) = r(b), we can use Lemma 4.11 to deduce that 7;11(a)72(a) = 711(b)Ti42(b). O
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Claim. If a; < aj42 and the paths rpath?(a) and rpath?(b) are disjoint then 7(a) = 7(b).

Proof of the claim. In this case Lemma 4.14 implies that cseq; ,(a) = cseq, (b) so Tiza(a) =
Ti+2(b). As s(a) = s(b) and r(a) = r(b), Lemma 4.11 again implies 7;(a)7;+1(a) = 7(b)7i+1(b). O

Thus, we may assume that rpath~(a) and rpath;~(b) intersect in at most one position, which is
on the main diagonal, and that if a; < a;y2 then rpath;(a) and rpath?(b) intersect in at least one
position. For the next part of our argument, we will assume that if a; < a;49 then the first position
in the (nonempty) intersection of rpath;(a) and rpath;(b) is off the main diagonal.

We define an index j and a number u in the following way. If a; = a;42 < a;y1, then we
set 7 := 0 and u := a;. If instead a; < a;42 < a;y1, then let 7 > 0 be the row index of the
the first position in the intersection of rpath;(a) and rpath;(b). This position cannot belong to
rpath;~(a) N rpath:=(b), so it must be occupied in T, and we define u to be its entry.

Define k to be the row index of the last position in rpath;(a). Then j < k and the following
observations are consequences of our assumption that rpath;~(a) and rpath;(b) do not intersect off
the main diagonal:

(A1) Suppose t € {1,2,...,k—j—1} or t =0 < j. Then row j + ¢ of T contains both u + ¢ and
u+t+1, and the positions of u+¢ and u+t+1 in row j+¢ of T are in rpath;(a) N rpath;(b)
and rpathf(b), respectively. Moreover, if row j +t of T' contains u + ¢t — 1 then its position is
in rpathig(a), and otherwise the position of u + ¢ in row j + ¢ of T is in rpath;(a). It follows
that if j > 0 then row j of T' does not contain u — 1, since rpath;(a) and rpath;(b) share a
position in this row.

(A2) The position (k, k) is in rpath;(a), since otherwise the last position in rpath;(a) would be an
off-diagonal element of rpath:~(a) N rpath(b). If occupied, the entry of position (k,k) in T'
must be at least u+ &k — 75 — 1.

Suppose z,y € Z are such that row(T")zy is an involution word. The tableau T' & 2 differs from
T only in the positions that belong to path<(T,x), which contain successively increasing entries
until the last position which is not in T.

If we know only the first k& — 1 positions of path=(T, z) and path<(T,z), but we know that the
entry of T' in the kth term of path< (7, z) is bounded below by some number N when this position is

present in 7', then we can compute the subtableau of T’ & & formed by omitting all entries greater
than N. In this event, we can then also compute the initial subsequences of pathS(T L x,y) and

path<(T L x,y) that consist of positions with entries of T & 4 that are bounded above by N.
These observations let us deduce the following additional properties:

(A3) The first k — 1 terms of rpath;~(a) and rpath(b) coincide, as do the first k — 1 terms of
rpaths~(b) and rpathS (a), as do the first k£ — 1 terms of rpathig(a) and rpathil(b).

(A4) The first k£ —1 terms of rpath;(b) and rpathi%rl(a) are the same except in the rows j 4t where
T does not contain u+t—1, fort € {1,2,...,k—j—1} or t = 0 < j. In these rows, rpathil(a)
contains the position of u+¢+1 in T', rather than the position of w+ ¢ which is in rpath?(b).

(A5) The first j terms of path:,(a) and path;,(b) coincide, as do the first j terms of pathfﬂ(a)
and pathf+2(b). If 7 > 0 then term j of all four paths is the position of « + 1 in row j of T
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(A6) If t € [k—j— 1], then the (j +t)th terms of pathiz(a), path:S,(a), pathf+2(b), and pathy3 ,(b)

are either the respective positions in row j+tof T of u+t -1, u+t, u+t, and u+¢t+ 1
when row j 4t of T' contains the entry u+t— 1, or the respective positions of u+1%, u+t+1,
u+t+1, and u+t+ 1 when the same row does not contain u + ¢t — 1.

Combining the preceding observations, we arrive at the following key claim:

(A7) Let v=u+k—j—1 and assume k > 1. Then the entries of the shifted tableaux T', T L ai,
and T < a; L ai+1 in the (k — 1)th positions of rpaths(a), rpathyy (a), and rpathy ,(a) are
v, v + 1, and v, respectively. Likewise, the entries of the shifted tableaux T', T L b;, and
7Ep & bi+1 in the (k — 1)th positions of rpathy~(b), rpathyS ; (b), and rpathS,(b) are v+ 1,
v, and v + 1, respectively.

This last property still makes sense when j = 0 and k = 1 if we define the entries in the “Oth
position” of rpath (a) and rpathy, (b) to be a,, and b,,, respectively.

We need just one other observation. Let U be the shifted tableau formed from 7T by omitting
the first £ — 1 rows. Using Proposition 3.21 and property (A7), one can check that a is equivalent

under 2 to a word that begins with row(U)v (v + 1)v. If U were empty or if all entries in U were
greater than v + 2 then this word is an involution equivalent under = to v (v + 1) vrow(U) which is
impossible by Proposition 2.2. Thus:

(A8) The entry of T in position (k, k) is occupied by v, v + 1, or v 4 2.

We can now reason precisely about the possibilities for 7;(a), 741(a), Ti+2(a), 7:(b), Ti+1(b), and
Ti+2(b). Below, we will refer to the entries of the shifted tableaux arranged in the diagram

i a; a;
P&(ar--ai—1) —— P&(ar--a;) ———— P&(a1 - aiy1) —— P(a1- - aiys)

4.1
X bita (4.13)
e b O ..

where in this picture, an arrow —s connects two tableaux if inserting w into the first tableau
according to Definition 3.1 gives the second. We also write

o2 -
cseq,_q(a) = cseq,;_1(b) = [ o e C«j ] : (4.14)

Claim. Assume that rpath;~(a) and rpath;~(b) intersect in at most one position, which is on the
main diagonal, and that if a; < a;42 then the intersection of rpath?(a) and rpath;(b) is nonempty
and its first position is off the main diagonal. Then 7(a) = 7(b).

Proof of the claim. As in earlier claims, it suffices to show 7;(a)7;+1(a)Ti4+2(a) = 7i(0)Titr1(b)Tip2(b).
As noted above, there are three possibilities for the entry of 7' in position (k,k). First suppose
the entry of T in position (k,k) is v. Then, in view of Remark 3.7, the entries of 7" in positions
{k,k+ 1,k +2} x {k,k+ 1,k + 2} must be Tj1;p+; =v+i+jforal 0 <i<j <2 Using
Lemma 4.7 and property (A7), one checks that the entries in these positions are the same for all
six tableaux in (4.13), and that 7;(a) = (Vk, Yk+1) = Ti+2(b) and 711(a) = (Y&, Ves2) = Tix1(b) and
Ti+2(a) = (Ve+1, Ver2) = 7i(b). Thus 7i(a)miv1(a)Tire(a) = 75(0)Tit1(0)Tir2 (D) = (e, Vet2)-
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Suppose next that the entry of T in position (k, k) is v+ 1. Then, again in view of Remark 3.7,
the entries of T" in positions {k,k+1} x {k,k+1} must be Ty py; =v+i+jforall0<i<j <1
Assume k > 1. Then row k& — 1 of T' contains v and v + 1 in off-diagonal positions, so the entry in
position (k — 1,k + 1) of T is at most v + 1. If equality holds, then the entries of the six tableaux
in (4.13) in positions {k — 1,k,k + 1} x {k,k + 1} must be

v+3 v+ 3 v+ 2 v+2
a; @it a2
v+1lv+2|—>| v |v+2|——>| v |v+1|——>| v |v+1
v |lv+1 ?7 |v+1 ? v ? ?
x AZ
v+ 3 v+ 3
v+1{v+2 5 v o |v+2
it1
v |lv+1 ?7 Jv+1

On the other hand, if the entry in position (k — 1,k + 1) of T is less than v + 1 then position
(k — 1,k +2) of T must have an entry less than v + 2. When this happens or when k = 1, the
entries in the six tableaux in (4.13) in positions {k,k + 1} x {k,k + 1,k 4+ 2} must instead be

v+3] 7 v+3| 7 v+2(v+3 v+2{v+3
a; @41 L)
v+1ljlv+2| ? v |lv+1|lv+2 v |v+1|lv+2 v |lv+1|lv+2
™ S
v+3| 7 v+3| 7
bit1
v+1lv+2| ? v |v+1|lv+2

where denotes a position that may be unoccupied. In both cases, it follows using Lemmas 4.6
that the values of 7, applied to the six tableaux in (4.13) in positions {k,k+1} x {k,k+1} are

Vk+1 w Ve+1 . Te+1| ) Tk
i it R 4>L+
W | 0 % | 0 v | 0 Yet1| O
N o
Tk Tk
bit1
Tet1| O Y| O

Thus, it follows by Lemma 4.7 that 7;(a) = 7;41(a) = 7i41(b) = 712(b) = 1 and 7342(a) = 7;(b) =
(Vs Ye+1), 80 Ti(a)Tit1(a)Tir2(a) = 1i(0)Tir1(D)Tiga(b) = (Vk, Yk+1) as needed.
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Finally, suppose the entry of 7" in position (k, k) is v+ 2. If £ > 1 then row k — 1 of T' contains
v and v + 1 off the main diagonal, so the entry in position (k — 1,k + 1) of 7" must be less than
v + 2. There are two subcases depending on the entry in position (k — 1,k +2) of 7. If £ > 1 and
this position contains a number less than v + 2, or if kK = 1, then the entries in the six tableaux in
(4.13) in positions {k,k + 1} x {k,k+ 1,k + 2} are

? ? ? ? v+2| 7 v+2| 7
a; ajt1 @it2
v+20 7 ? v |lv+2 7 v |lv+1| 7 v |[v+1lv+2
DN A
? ? ? ?
bit1
v+ 1lv+2] ? v |lv+1|lv+2

If £ > 1 and position (k — 1,k + 2) of T is unoccupied or contains a number greater than or equal
to v+ 2, then positions (k —1,%) and (k— 1,k + 1) of 7" must contain the numbers v and v+ 1. In
this case the entries in the six tableaux in (4.13) in positions {k — 1,k k + 1} x {k,k + 1} are

? ? v+ 2 v+ 2
a; @it @jt2
v+2| ? e v v+ 2] —— v |[v+1|—— v |[v+1
v ([v+1 7 |v+1 ? v ? ?
? ?
v+ 1{v+2 3 v o |v+2
i1
v (v+1 7 Jv+1

Write 7y, and 141 for the entries in the first row of cseq;,,(a) in columns k and k + 1. The
following assertions apply equally to both of the cases above. First, since cseq,_;(a) = cseq,_;(b)
and cseq;, o(a) = cseq; 5(b), one can check using Lemmas 4.6 and 4.7 that v, = n;. If cseq;_;(a)
has only k columns, then it follows similarly that the values of v, applied to the six tableaux in
(4.13) in positions {k,k + 1} x {k,k + 1} are

Tk Mk+1
a; aj41 Aq42

Tk ? Met1| Tk Met1| O | 0

N %2

| 0 T, | | B
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where we set 8 := () in the first subcase above and 8 := ngy1 in the second. Thus 7;(a) =
Tit2(a) = (Vk,Mk+1) and Tip1(a) = 7i(b) = Tiy1(b) = Tir2(b) = 1, giving 7i(a)Tit1(a)Tie(a) =
Ti(0)Ti+1(b)Tir2(b) = 1 as desired. If cseq;_;(a) has at least k£ + 1 columns, then it follows likewise
that the values of 7, applied to the six tableaux in (4.13) in positions {k,k+1} x {k,k+1} are

Vk+1 o Vk+1 ai Tk aipe Nk+1
i i i
w | ? Met1| Tk Met1| O | 0
AN i
V41 V1
N
bit1
| 0 w | B

where 8 has the same definition as before. Thus Lemma 4.7 gives 7;(a) = 7i+2(a) = (&, 7k+1) and

Ti+1(a) = (Vs Yet1) while 73(0) = 7341(0) = 1 and 7i42(b) = (Ve+1, Me41), 50 Ti(a)Tit1(a)Tita(a) =
Ti(0)Ti+1(0)Tir2(b) = (Yk+1,Mk+1) as needed. This completes our proof of the claim. O

It remains to consider the case when a; < a;12 and rpath;~(a) and rpath;~(b) do not intersect off
the main diagonal, but rpath?(a) and rpathf(b) intersect in a unique position which is on the main
diagonal. Suppose this position is (k, k). This position must be occupied in T', since otherwise one
can check using Remark 3.7 that both i and i 4+ 2 would be on the main diagonal of Q2¢(a). The
reasoning we used to justify (A3) lets us similarly derive the following claims:

(B1) The first k — 1 terms of path~(a) and pathy,(b) coincide, as do the first & — 1 terms of
pathyS (a) and pathy (). Each of the first k — 1 terms of the first two paths is strictly to the
right of the main diagonal and strictly to the left of the corresponding term in the second two
paths. The same statements hold for the corresponding weak bumping paths.

(B2) The first k — 1 terms of pathy,(a) and path? ,(b) coincide. Each of the first & — 1 terms of
these paths is strictly to the right of the corresponding term in pathf(a) or pathf+1(b), and
weakly to the left of corresponding term in pathy,  (a) or pathy~(b). The same statements hold
for the corresponding weak bumping paths.

If k=1 then let w:=a; =b;11 < v = aj43 = bjro < w:= a;4+1 = b;. If £ > 1 then define u, v, and
w to be the entries of T, T L a; L a;11, and T L a;, respectively, in position k& — 1 of path;~(a),
path:S,(a), and path? (a) respectively. It follows from (B1) and (B2) that:

2

(B3) Assume k > 1. Then u is also the entry of T L bi in position k — 1 of pathy (b). Likewise,

v is also the entry of T L b; L bi+1 in position k — 1 of pathf+2(b). In turn, w is also the
entry of T in position k — 1 of path:=(b), and u < v < w.

(B4) The entry of T' in position (k, k) is at least w since (k, k) € rpath;(b).

This leaves us with three possibilities 7;(a), 7;41(a), Tir2(a), 7:(b), Ti+1(b), and 7;42(b), as we discuss
in the proof of our final claim.
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Claim. Assume a; < a;4+2 and rpath(a) and rpath(b) have no main diagonal intersection, but
rpath;(a) and rpath;(b) intersect in a unique diagonal position (k, k). Then 7(a) = 7(b).

Proof of the claim. Denote cseq;_;(a) = cseq;_,(b) as in (4.14) above. Again write 1 and n, for
the entries in the first row of cseq;, 5(a) in columns k£ and k + 1.

First suppose the entry in position (k, k) of T"is w. Then, in view of Remark 3.7, the entries
of T' in positions {k,k + 1} x {k,k + 1} must be Ty py; =w+i+jforall 0 <i < j <1 If
k > 1, then row k — 1 of T contains both u and w in positions off the main diagonal, so the entry
in position (kK — 1,k + 1) of T is at most w. If £ > 1 and this entry is equal to w, then the entries
of the six tableaux in (4.13) in positions {k — 1,k,k + 1} x {k,k + 1} are

w+ 2 w+ 2 w41 w
a; @it @it2
w (w4+l]——| u ([ w+ll—>| u w | —>| u v
u w ? w ? v ? ?
N\, s
w+ 2 w + 2
w w+lT> u w
u v ? v

Alternatively, if £ > 1 and the entry in position (k — 1,k + 1) of T is less than w, then the entry
of T in position (k — 1,k + 2) must be occupied by a number less than w 4 1. In this case, or if
k =1, the entries of the six tableaux in (4.13) in positions {k,k + 1} x {k,k + 1,k + 2} are

w+2) 7 w+2) 7?7 w+ 1w+ 2 w w42
a; @it @jto
— —
w w41 7 u w w41 u w |w4+1 u v w41
w+2) 7?7 w+ 2] 7?7
a;
w w4+ 1w+ 2 u w (w41

In both situations, it follows by Lemma 4.6 that the values of v;, applied to the six tableaux in
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(4.13) in positions {k,k + 1} x {k,k + 1} are

Vk+1 Vk+1 Ve+1 Vk+1
a; ait1 a4
Vi 0 Mk ? Mk ? Mk ?
a_k‘ %ﬁ
Tk Tk
a;
Yet1| O M | Vet

so by Lemma 4.7 we have 7;(a) = (g, m%) and Ti41(a) = 7ipe(a) = 1 while 7;(b) = 7i42(0) =
(Vs Ye+1) and 741 (D) = (Mg, Vet1), 80 Ti(a)Tip1(a)Tiva(a) = 7(b)Tit1(b)Tit2(b) = (&, ni) as desired.

Suppose next that the entry in position (k,k) of T'is w + 1. If & > 1 then the entry in
position (k — 1,k 4+ 1) of T is at most w, so the entries of the six tableaux in (4.13) in positions
{k,k+ 1} x {k,k + 1} are

? ? w+1 w
. a; a;
a; +1 +2,
w41 7 u |jw4+1 u w U v
awx %Jrz
? ?
a;
w (w41 u w

First assume the array cseq;_;(a) has only k columns. Then it follows by Lemma 4.6 that the
values of 7., applied to the six tableaux in (4.13) in positions {k,k + 1} x {k,k + 1} are

Tk Tk
a; ajt1 a2

SN L, RiEN
Tk ? T | Tk e | 0 Mk ?

a& % 2

w0 | —= m | %

so by Lemma 4.7 we have 7i(a) = 7i41(b) = (7, mk) and 7i11(a) = Tiv2(a) = 7i(b) = Tit2(b) = 1,
so Ti(a)Tit1(a)Tire(a) = 1i(0)Ti41(D)Tiv2(b) = (&, k) as needed. If cseq;_;(a) has at least k + 1
columns, then it follows likewise that the values of v, applied to the six tableaux in (4.13) in
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positions {k,k + 1} x {k,k + 1} are

Ve+1 a; Ve+1 @i Yk aite Yk
w | 7 M | e e | 0 M ?
a_k‘ %ﬁ
Vk+1 Ve+1
a;
Tk 0 Mk Tk

so by Lemma 4.7 we have 7(a) = 7i11(b) = (w,m) and Tiz1(a) = Tiz2(b) = (Y, Yk+1) and
Tita(a) = 7;(b) = 1, so 7i(a)Ti1+1(a)Tir2(a) = 7i(0)Tir1(D)Tiva(b) = (Vi, Vkt1, Mk) as desired.

Finally suppose that the entry in position (k, k) of T is > w + 1. If k > 1 then the entry in
position (k — 1,k 4+ 1) of T is at most w, so the entries of the six tableaux in (4.13) in positions
{k,k+ 1} x {k,k + 1} are

? ? T w
a; @it @jto
47> —
T ? u T u w u v
aik %Arz
? ?
a;
w T u w

If the array cseq,;_;(a) has only k columns, the values of v, applied to the six tableaux in (4.13)
in positions {k,k + 1} x {k,k + 1} are

L> @i Tk % Me+1
Vi ? Mk | Yk Mk | Mk+1 Mk ?
a& %2
Me+1| Ve | a7 7| Mk |Tk+1

so by Lemma 4.7 we have 7;(a) = (v, mx) and 741(a) = 1 and 7342(a) = (yk,Mks1) while
7i(0) = (e, Mk+1) and 7i41(b) = (Mk, Mk+1) and Ti42(b) = 1, so we have 7;(a)Ti41(a)Tir2(a) =
Ti(0)Tix1(0)Ti42(0) = (Vs M1, M) as needed. If cseq;_;(a) has at least k 4+ 1 columns, then the
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values of 7, applied to the six tableaux in (4.13) in positions {k,k + 1} x {k,k + 1} are

Vk+1 Vk+1 Tk Nk+1
ai Fit1 Fit2
7 7 7
Vi ? M | Ve Mk | Mk+1 Mk ?
Ve+1 Ve+1
AN
a; 4
Ne+1| Yk Nk | Mk+1

so by Lemma 4.7 we have 7;(a) = (v, nx) and Tiy1(a) = (Vk, Ye+1) and Tipo(a) = (Y, Me+1) while

7i(b) = (Vs k1) and Tip1 () = (9, Me+1) and Tip2(b) = (Ve+1,Mk+1), 80 Ti(a)Tir1(a)Tive(a) =
Ti(0)Ti41(0)Tir2(b) = (Vi Mk+1, Vi1, Mk) as desired. This completes our proof of the claim. O
|

Combining our successive claims also completes the proof of the lemma.

4.7 Proofs of Theorems 3.11 and 3.24

Combining all of the results above now lets us fill in the proofs to Theorems 3.11 and 3.24.

Proof of Theorem 3.11. Remark 3.7 and Proposition 3.21 imply that if a € Rifw(z) for some z € Iz,
then PEOG (a) is an increasing shifted tableau with no primes on the main diagonal whose row reading
word is in R;" (2). In this case it follows by definition that Q9 (a) is a standard shifted tableau of
the same shape.

Let (P,Q) be an arbitrary pair of shifted tableaux of the same shape, such that @ is standard
and P increasing with no primed on the main diagonal and row(P) € R (z). The unprimed form
[13, Thm. 5.19] of Theorem 3.11 asserts that there is a unique unprimed word a € Riny(z) with
P& (a) = unprime(P) and Q2 (a) = unprime ;.. (Q). Since we have ~;;(P) € cyc(z) for all diagonal
positions (7,7) in P, Proposition 4.9 implies that there is a unique way to assign primes to the
commutations in a to obtain a primed word @ € R} (2) with P& (a) = P and Q% (a) = Q. We

conclude that a — (P& (a), Q9 (@)) is a bijection from R () to the desired image. O

nv

Proof of Theorem 3.24. Suppose a is a primed involution word with n = £(a) and a = unprime(a).
Choose i € Z with i + 2 € [n] and let b = ock;(a). We wish to show that P%(a) = P& (b) and
QEG(I;) = 0;(Q%(a)). This holds if i < 0 by Propositions 3.9 and 3.10. Assume i € [n — 2] and let

b = unprime(b). Then b = ock;(a) by Lemma 3.19 and we have
unprime(Pgg (@) = Peg(a) = Peg(b) = unprime(Pg (b)) (4.15)

by Proposition 3.8 for the first and last equalities and Proposition 4.1 for the second equality.
Likewise, we have

unprime 4,4, (9:(Qg6 (@))) = d;(unprime 4;,, (Q€5(a))) = 0;(Qgg(a))
= Q(E)G(b) = unprimediag(Q(E)G(i)))

by (3.7) for the first equality, Proposition 3.8 for the second and last equalities, and Proposition 4.1
for the third equality.

(4.16)
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As usual write [J; for the box of QE’G (a) containing j or j'. If OJ; and O; 49 are both on the
main diagonal, then we have P& (a) = PEG(I;) by Lemma 4.10. Otherwise, we have 7(a) = 7(b) by
Lemmas 4.12 and 4.15, so P& (a) = PEOG(B) follows from Proposition 4.9 and (4.15).

It follows from the definitions of 9; and Q2 that 9;(Q%(a)) and Q% (b) each only differ from
Q(E)G (@) in their entries in positions O;, O; 11, and ;4. In view of (4.16), the only possible difference
between 0;(Q%(a)) and Q2. (b) is whether there are primes in whichever of (;, T4 1, or (4o are
also on the main diagonal.

If all three of (J;, (; 1, and (4 5 are off the diagonal then necessarily 9;(Q% () = Q9 (b). If ex-
actly two of these positions are on the main diagonal then the same conclusion holds by Lemma 4.10.
We cannot have all three of [;, [J;11, and [; 5 on the main diagonal, and if exactly one of these po-
sitions is on the main diagonal then we just need to show that its entry is primed in Oi(QEG (a)) if and
only if it is primed in QEG(ZA)), or equivalently that #primesdmg(bi(QgG(&))) = #primesdmg(Q(E)G(lA))).
This holds since (3.7) asserts that #primesdmg(biQ(E)G(&)) = #primesdiag((Q(E)G(&))), and by defi-

~ ~

nition #primes(P(a)) + #primesdmg(QgG(d)) = #primes(a) = #primes(b) = #primes(PE (b)) +
#primesdiag(QgG(i)))‘ But PI?G(&) = PIEC)G(E)v S0 #primesdiag(ai(QgG(d))) = #primesdiag(QgG(i)))' U

5 Other insertion algorithms

In this final section, we discuss some apparently novel “primed” variations of Sagan-Worley inser-
tion (see [34, §8] or [37, §6.1]) and shifted mized insertion algorithm (see [9, Def. 6.7]). The domains
of these maps are similar to various super-RSK correspondences (see, e.g., [21, 30, 35]). Sections 5.1,
5.3, and 5.2 focus on Sagan-Worley insertion, while Sections 5.4 and 5.5 discuss shifted mixed in-
sertion. This section is mostly independent of the earlier parts of this paper, with the exception of
Proposition 5.4 and Corollary 5.15.

5.1 Modifying Sagan-Worley insertion

This section presents the definitions of two versions of the Sagan- Worley insertion algorithm, which
sends primed compatible sequences to pairs of shifted tableaux. A compatible sequence is a two-line
array of positive integers

¢:[i1 i ... zn} 51)

ay az ... Qp

where the entries in the top row are weakly increasing and such that if i; = 4,11 then a; < aj41.
We call the top row i1is - - -1, of ¢ its indexr and we call the bottom row ajas - --a, its value. A
primed compatible sequence is a two-line array satisfying the same conditions, except its value may

have entries 0 < a; € ZUZ' if no column [ ; ] with a € Z' is repeated. Thus

1112 2 3 nd111223
44556 1| ° 4 45 5 61
are primed compatible sequences while the following are not:

111223 L [t 1t 1223
4 4 556 1] A4 4 55 6 1|
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When given as an input to an insertion algorithm, the index of a (primed) compatible sequence will
give the labels of the recording tableau. The condition “if ¢; = ¢;41 then a; < aj;41” is designed to
ensure that this tableau will be semistandard.

We identify a (primed) word a = ajas - - - a, with the (primed) compatible sequence whose value
is a and whose index is 1,2,3,...,n. If we never have a; = a;1+1 € Z/, then we can form a primed
compatible sequence ¢ with value a from each increasing factorization in Incry(a) by placing 4
above all letters in the ith factor. The increasing factorization

11 3 3 3
_ / Toml _
a=(45",0,2'37") corresponds to ¢ = A5 o o3 7
in this way. This gives a bijection from Incry(a) (when a has no adjacent equal primed letters) to
primed compatible sequences with value a and whose index does not exceed N (when N is finite).

Definition 5.1. Suppose ¢ is a primed compatible sequence written in the form (5.1). We con-
struct a sequence of increasing shifted tableaux with no primed entries on the main diagonal
() = Py, Py, ..., P, in which P; is formed from P;_; as follows:

(1) On each iteration, an entry u € Z U Z’ is inserted into a row or column of a shifted tableau.
The process begins with a; inserted into the first row of P;_.

(2) If inserting into a row when u € Z, or into a column when u € Z’, locate the first entry v in
the row or column such that v < v; otherwise, locate the first entry v such that u < v. When
such an entry exists, we say that u “bumps” v from its position.

(3) If no such v exists then u is added to the end of the row or column to form P;. If u is primed
and the added position is on the main diagonal, then we change its value to [u| and say that
the insertion process ends in column insertion. Otherwise, we say that the process ends in
column (respectively, row) insertion if we are inserting into a column (respectively, row).

(4) If v is not on the main diagonal, then replace v by u and insert v into either the next row (if
we were inserting into a row) or next column (if we were inserting into a column).

(5) Assume v is on the main diagonal.!* If [u] = [v] then continue by inserting [v] into the next
column. If [u] # [v] then replace v by @ and insert ¢ into the next column, where 4 and o
are given by switching the primes of v and v.

Now define PSy(¢) := P, and let QS (#) be the shifted tableau with the same shape whose entry
in the unique box of P; that is not in P;_; is either i; (when adding a; to P;_; ends in row insertion)

or z; (when adding a; to Pj_; ends in column insertion).

This slightly modifies the original definition of Sagan-Worley insertion from [34, §8] or [37, §6.1].
The latter map, which we will denote by ¢ — (PSS\R,(QS), Qg\’;v(gb)), is given by repeating Definition 5.1
with two changes:

e first, in step (3) we do not remove the prime from a newly added diagonal entry and we say
that the insertion process ends in column insertion only if the last step inserts into a column;

"1n this setting the diagonal entry v will always be unprimed and therefore equal to [v], but we do not draw
attention to this property as it will not hold in a modified version of this algorithm described below.
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e second, in step (5) when [u] # [v], we redefine @ and ¥ to be @ := u and v := v.

It is convenient to think of these maps as “orthogonal” and “symplectic” versions of the same
algorithm. Proposition 5.6 will make the basis for this parallelism more precise. Primes may occur
on the main diagonal of Pss\fv((b) or Q3 (#) but not on the main diagonal of Qg@v(qﬁ) or P&y ().

11 2 2 2

Example 5.2. Suppose ¢ = A5 o 3 7| Then in the notation of Definition 5.1
(4] 4]
P1:7 PZZ; PS— —‘2 305 P5:‘2 3 5,‘7,7
so we have - -
0 4 0 2
Psw(¢):‘2 357 and QSW(¢):‘1 [2]2]
On the other hand, one can check that
[4] 2]
PSS\7V(¢) :‘2/ 3 5/‘7/‘ and Qg{;\/((ﬁ) :‘ 111 2/‘ 92 ‘
o . 11 13 3 35 5 5
Similarly, if ¢ = 445 59 9233 7 7 then
0 o [aTal¥ Sp a4y
PSW(QS)_\z 2[3]3]5][7[7] . Fow(9) [2]2]3]3]|5][7]7]
n
o o [3]3]5 Sp 335
QSW(¢)_\11113’\5\5\ @sw(9) [t ]3]5]5]
Finally, comparing with Example 3.4, if ¢ = 41'354’2 then
314 4
PSOW(C):‘I 2[4/ 5‘ PSSVR/(C):‘l/ 2 | 4/ 5‘
35 and 315

The following example illustrates some more differences between these two algorithms.
Example 5.3. For z,y € Z U Z' identify the word zy with

Py (= 2] Pw(a’
QSW 7 Q(S)W =

—
8 =

12/}If:1:€Zthen

Py (@'x
QSw(a'z

B

=
5
g
Il

5

=

8

8

N~—

I
=&

while

PsSV\p/ =[a]e] PSaa’) =[=]x] Pssvxp/ =ﬂ Pssvpv @ =-
— QA (xa’) =[1]2], QAy(a'z) =[1]] o'z) =[1]2]
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Alternatively, if x,y € Z and x < y then

P8y (y ﬂ Py =]y} Pswly
Qw(yz) =[1]2], QSw(yx == QSw(y :

8

o2
=
<
&
I

5o

=
Qﬁ\

~—

]
HIE

D

I

while

12’

=[]y} P~ = . PR (/') =[=]v'],
=[1]?]} @ =[1]2], QW= =[1]2]

We can derive some nontrivial properties of Sagan-Worley insertion by observing that its bump-

H
¢ [

ing mechanics are identical to shifted Edelman-Greene insertion applied to g—equivalence classes
of primed involution words involving no braid relations. One can try to convert a primed word to
an element of such a class by “doubling” every letter, so that distinct adjacent letters always differ
by more than one. This is our motivation for the following definition.

Given a primed word a = ajaz---ay, form double(a) by applying the map with ¢ — 2i and
i' — (2i) for i € Z to the letters of a. If ¢ is a primed compatible sequence then define double(¢)
by applying double to its value. For a shifted tableau T', construct double(7") by applying double to
all of its entries.

A primed word a is a partial signed permutation if unprime(a) has all distinct letters.!? Define
a primed compatible sequence to be value-strict if its value is a partial signed permutation.

Proposition 5.4. Suppose ¢ is a primed compatible sequence that is value-strict. Then the value
of double(¢) is a primed involution word, and it holds that

double o P8y (¢) = P& o double(¢) and QQy(¢) = Q% o double(¢).

Proof. Let ¢ be as in (5.1). The first claim holds since unprime(double(ajasg - - - ay,)) is an involution
word where every index is a commutation. This ensures that P& o double(¢) and Q2 o double(¢)
are defined, and that the first tableau coincides with P&y, o double(¢) = double o P&, (¢) while the
second coincides with QS o double(¢) = QQy(¢). O

Example 5.5. We compute Q2 o double(¢) by viewing double(¢) as an element of Incroo (R (2))

L1333 1 (45,0, 2/37') then double(e) <> (8 10/, 0,4’ 6 14) so

for some z € Iy. If ¢ = 45 o 3 7

8 o I
G 10/‘14,‘ and Qg o double(®) —‘ T 3,‘ 3 ‘

P& o double(¢) = [

5.2 Bijective properties

In this section we derive a formula analogous to Proposition 4.9 which relates our two versions of
Sagan-Worley insertion. Then we use this result to show that orthogonal Sagan-Worley insertion
defines a bijective mapping.

12This terminology is motivated by the fact that if unprime(a) is a permutation of 1,2, 3, ..., n then a is the one-line
representation of a signed permutation, that is, an element of the hyperoctahedral group.
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Let a = ajas -+ - a, be a primed word, so that PSOW(a) = PSOW <[ clzl (212 Z } via our
identification of primed words with primed compatible sequences. For each j € [n], consider the
shifted tableaux Psow(al as---aj—1)and Psow(alag ---aj). If these tableaux have different numbers of
rows or the same entries in all diagonal positions, then define T]-SW((I) to be the identity permutation
of Z. Otherwise, there is a unique diagonal position with different entries in the two tableaux, and
we let T]-SW((I) be the transposition interchanging these. If a = 45'2'37" as in Example 5.2, then
W (a) = (2,4) and T]-SW(CL) =1 for j € {1,2,4,5}. Let 7>V(a) := W (a)sV(a)--- 2% (a). For a
primed compatible sequence ¢ whose value is ajas - - - a, define 7°WV(¢) := 7°W(ajas - - - ay,).

Let T be a semistandard shifted tableau. A position (i, j) in T'is free if [Tj;] # [Ty, | whenever
x > 1 or y < j, which in French notation means that (z,y) lies strictly above or strictly to the left
of (i,7). Every diagonal position in 7 is free. Adding or removing primes from free positions does
not change whether 7' is semistandard. If ( — 1,5 — 1) and (4, j) are both positions in 7', then we
must have [Tj_1 ;1] < [Tj;]. It follows that if uw € Z is the unprimed form of the entry of T" in
some position (i,7), then (i, ) is free if and only if it contributes the first letter equal to u or ' in
the reading word row(T'). Consequently, if v and v are the entries in distinct free positions in T,
then [u] # [v]. Let unprime..(T') be the tableau formed from 7" by removing the primes from all
free positions. This is called the canonical form of T in [8, Def. 2.6].

We say that u € Z is initially primed (respectively, initially unprimed) in a primed word if u’
(respectively, u) appears in the word and is before any other letters equal to u (respectively u').
Form unprime,,;;(a) from a primed word a by unpriming the first appearance of v’ for each initially

primed letter u € Z. This is called the canonical form of a in [8, Def. 2.1]. The previous paragraph
implies that unprime;,,;, (row(T)) = row(unprime.. (7)) for any semistandard shifted tableau 7.

Proposition 5.6. Suppose ¢ is a primed compatible sequence written as in (5.1).

(a) The shifted tableaux P&y (¢) and PSS\R,(QS) are semistandard with the same free positions, and
unprimefree(PSoW((b)) = unprimefree(PSS\?v((b)) and unprimediag(QgW(¢)) = Qg\e\/((b) (52)

(b) Let (i,7) be a free position in Pss\fv(qﬁ) and let u € Z be this position’s value with its prime
removed. The entry of Pss\fv(qﬁ) in position (i, j) is primed if and only if u is initially primed in
the value of ¢. If i # j (respectively, ¢ = j), then the entry of PSOW(qb) (respectively, Q(S)W(qb))
in position (4,) is primed if and only if 75V (¢)(u) is initially primed in the value of ¢.

Proof. Tt is known that PSS\K,((b) is always a semistandard shifted tableau [34, Thm. 8.1]. Suppose

during the insertion process that defines PSS\'/)V(@, a free position (z,y) with entry v is bumped by
a number u. The sequence of insertions leading to this point starts with some number inserted
into a semistandard shifted tableau. It follows that we can only have [u] = [v] if « bumps v when
inserted into a row, since otherwise u would have been bumped on the previous iteration from a
position contributing an earlier letter in the row reading word, contradicting our assumption that
the position of v is free. From this observation, it also follows that « would still bump the position
(x,y) if we toggled the prime on its entry v: this is clear if [u| < [v] or if v is primed, and it holds
if [u] = v € Z as then we must be inserting into a row with v = v/. Another relevant property is
that the position which v subsequently bumps on the next iteration (or the new position added to
the tableau if v is placed at the end of a row or column) only depends on [v]. This position is also
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free unless v is on the main diagonal with [u] = [v], in which case the free entry is unchanged (as
is illustrated in Example 5.3). Finally, if T = Pss\fv(alag ---aj—1) has no entries equal to [a;] or
[aj]’, then when a; is inserted into T it is placed into the first row and is automatically free.
Given these observations, it follows by induction on the number of columns of ¢ that PSSVpV(qﬁ)
contains v’ in a free position for some u € Z if and only if u is initially primed in the value of
¢. Moreover, we see in this way that the tableau PSOW(qﬁ) is formed from Pss\fv(qﬁ) by toggling the

primes on certain free positions, and that the identities (5.2) hold. We already know that Pss\fv(qﬁ)
is semistandard, so PSOW(QS) is also a semistandard shifted tableau.

For the last part of the result, consider a semistandard shifted tableau 1" and let [, for u € Z
denote the free position of T containing u or «/, if this exists. If (J,, and [J, are both defined, then
let (u,v) € Sz act on T by reversing the primes on the entries in these positions if they are not
both primed or both unprimed, and otherwise leaves T unchanged. This operation extends to an
action of the group of permutations of the entries of unprime(7).

Let a = ajag---a, be the value of ¢. Form ]Bsow(a) from P8y (a) by adding primes to all
diagonal positions that are primed in QS (a). Then lgsow(a) is constructed by the same insertion
process as the one that defines Pss\fv(a), except that whenever an inserted number u is about to
bump a diagonal entry v with [u] < [v] and {u,v} ¢ Z and {u,v} ¢ Z', we reverse the primes on

u and v. In the exceptional case T]-SW(CL) is the transposition exchanging [u] and [v], and outside

this case T]-SW((I) = 1. Thus, with respect to the action defined in the previous paragraph, it follows

that 75W(a) : ]SSOW(a) — Pss\fv(a). This implies the rest of the desired result. O

Remark 5.7. Orthogonal and symplectic Sagan-Worley insertion restrict to the same map on all
(unprimed) compatible sequences. Proposition 5.6 shows that we also have Py (a) = Pss\x,(a) for all

primed words that have a = unprime,,;;(a). Therefore both a — P&y (a) and a Pss\fv(a) descend
to the same map from “equivalence classes” of words to “equivalence classes” of shifted tableaux
in the sense of [8, Defs. 2.1 and 2.6].

We may represent a primed compatible sequence ¢ as the matrix A whose entry in position (4, j)
is the number of columns equal to [ 3,, ] or [ 3 ] , and where this number is circled if the column

[ ;,, } appears. This gives a bijection between primed compatible sequences and N-valued matrices

with finitely many nonzero entries, in which nonzero entries be optionally circled. Following [34],
we call the latter circled matrices. For example,

2 2 2 3
11 1

V)
o } has associated circled matrix A= | 2 (@O |. (5.3)
10

1 11
9= [ 202 2
This circled matrix A has all entries A;; € {0,1,2,3}; that is, the circles have no effect on the value

A;;. A primed compatible sequence is value-strict if and only if its associated circled matrix has
all entries in {0,1} and at most nonzero entry in each column.

Theorem 5.8. The map ¢ — (PSOW(qﬁ), ng(¢)) is a bijection from primed compatible sequences
to pairs (P, Q) of semistandard shifted tableaux of the same shape, where P has no primes on the
main diagonal and where the number of times that j or j (for any j € Z) appear in P and in Q.
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Moreover, if A = [A;;] is the circled matrix of ¢ then each row sum ), A;; (respectively, column
sum Y, Aji) is the number of times that j or j” appear in PSOW(QS) (respectively, in QSOW(¢)).

Remark 5.9. Theorem 5.8 remains true when the relevant map is replaced by ¢ — (PSSVPV((b), Qgsv(qﬁ))
if one requires @ instead of P to have no diagonal primes (see [34, Thm. 8.1] or [37, Thm. 6.1.1]).

Proof. Let ¢ be a primed compatible sequence. Toggling whether a given number in the value of ¢
is initially primed or not has no effect on 7>V (¢) by Proposition 5.6. The result is therefore clear
from the same result and [34, Thm. 8.1] or [37, Thm. 6.1.1]. O

If  and A are as in (5.3) then A has row sums 1, 2 and column sums 3, 3, 1, while

22
1112\2\

22
[1]1 2’\3'\'

PSOW(¢) = ‘

and Q3 (¢) =

5.3 Orthogonal Knuth operators

There is a conjectural analogue of Theorem 3.24 for Sagan-Worley insertion, which we describe in
this section. Let okn denote the operator that acts on 1- and 2-letter primed words by interchanging

XX, XX XX, XX & XX,
XY +YX, XY&VX, XY &YX, and XY &YX,
for all distinct X,Y € Z. Let okn act on 3-letter primed words as the involution interchanging
ACB <~ CAB and YXZ & YZX

for all A, B,C,X,Y,Z € ZUZ with [A] < B<[C]—3 and X + 3 < [Y] < Z, while fixing any
3-letter words not of these forms. For a primed word a = ajas - - a, and i € [n — 2|, define

okn_1(a) := okn(ay)azas - - an,
okng(a) := okn(ajaz)as - - an,

Okni(a) =ap--- ai_lokn(aiai+1ai+2)ai+3 ey,

while setting okn;(a) := a for i € Z with ¢ + 2 ¢ [¢(a)]. These orthogonal Knuth operators coincide
with ock; on partial signed permutations.

Conjecture 5.10. If i € Z then P8y (okn;(a)) = PSy(a) and QS (okn;(a)) = 2:(Qy(a)).

It is trivial to verify these identities when i € {—1,0}. As with Theorem 3.24, the difficulty lies

in the case when 1 < i € ¢(a) — 2. Let ¥ denote the transitive closure of the relation on primed
words with a ~ okn;(a) for all ¢ € Z.

Proposition 5.11. If a is a primed word then a s row (P8 (a)).

Proof. One can mimick the proof of Proposition 3.21, using the relation S in place and 2, after
rewriting Definition 5.1 in a form similar to Definitions 3.1 and 3.3. We omit the details. O

Thus, Conjecture 5.10 would imply the following;:
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Conjecture 5.12. Two primed words satisfy a b if and only if P8 (a) = P&y (b).

A version of this property for the original “symplectic” form of Sagan-Worley insertion is already
known. Modify the definition of okn; by setting

spkn_;(a) :=a and spkny(a) := asajasay---ay if [a1] # [az]| and n := l(a) > 2,

while defining spkn;(a) := okn;(a) in all other cases. Write ~ for the transitive closure of the

relation with a ~ spkn;(a) for all ¢ € Z. Notice that if X € Z then XX ~ XX’ & X'X' ~ X'X
while XX x x7 & x/ xR X' X
Worley [37, Thm. 6.2.2] shows that two primed words satisfy a ~ b if and only if Pss\fv(a) =

PSS\K,(Z))7 so in particular Pss\fv(spkni(a)) = Pss\fv(a) for all i. We do not know of a reference for this
analogue of the second identity in Conjecture 5.10:

Conjecture 5.13. If i > 0 and a is any primed word then Qg@v(spkni(a)) = Di(Qg{;v(a)).

The case i = —1 is excluded from this conjecture because Qg{;\,(spkn_l(a)) # O_l(Qgs\,(a))
whenever a is nonempty, as then spkn_;(a) = a but Qg{jv(a) # D_l(Qgsv(a)). The case i = 0 is
excluded because one can check directly that Qg{jv(spkno(a)) = 00(@25\/(@)) for all primed words a.

Proposition 5.14. If i > 0 and Q% (okn;(a)) = 0;(QSy(a)) then Qg@v(spkni(a)) = O,-(Qg\'jv(a)).

Proof. Tn this case Q2b, (spkn;(a)) = Q2 (okn;(a)) = unprime ;,,, (@3 (okn;(a))) by Proposition 5.6,

and this is equal to unprime;,, (2:;(QQy(a))) O,-(Qg\’;v(a)) via (3.7) and the same lemma. O

If Conjecture 5.13 were known, then one could derive Conjectures 5.10 and 5.12 by (a simplified
version of) the strategy we used in Section 4 to prove Theorem 3.24.

In more detail, suppose a is a primed word, ¢ € [¢{(a) — 2], and b := okn;(a). The numbers
that are initially primed in a are the same as in b, so we have unprime;,;, (b) = okn;(unprime,,;,(a))
and unprimefree(PSOW(a)) = PSS\R,(unprimemit(a)) = PSS\?V(unprimemit(b)) = unprimefree(PSoW(b)) by
Proposition 5.6 and [37, Thm. 6.2.2]. To prove that PQy(a) = Py (b) it suffices by Proposition 5.6
to show that 75V (a) = 7°W(b). This can be achieved by proving appropriate versions of the lemmas
in Sections 4.4 and 4.7. Then one can deduce QS (b) = 2;(QQy (a)) from Qgs\,(b) = Di(Qgs\,(a)) by
an argument similar to the proof of Theorem 3.24 in Section 4.7.

For partial signed permutations, all of these conjectural results follow from Section 3.4:

Corollary 5.15. Suppose a and b are partial signed permutations. Then a K b if and only if
P8, (a) = P&(b). Moreover, QQy (okn;(a)) = 9;(QQy(a)) for all 4.

Proof. This follows from Proposition 5.4 given Theorem 3.24 and Corollary 3.25, since the operators

okn; and ock; coincide on partial signed permutations, as do the relations S and 2. O

Our two forms of Sagan-Worley insertion do not coincide on partial signed permutations. How-
ever, because of Proposition 5.14, the previous corollary implies the following:

Corollary 5.16. If a is a partial signed permutation then Qgsv(spkni(a)) = DZ-(Qg{;V(a)) for all 4.
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5.4 Extending shifted mixed insertion

We now discuss two similar “primed” extensions of Haiman’s shifted mixed insertion algorithm
[9, Def. 6.7]. These algorithms will turn out to be closely related to the forms of Sagan-Worley
insertion analyzed above. Define a primed compatible sequence to be index-strict if its index is
strictly increasing. A primed compatible sequence is index-strict if and only if its associated circled
matrix has all entries in {0,1} and at most nonzero entry in each row.

Definition 5.17. Suppose ¢ is an index-strict primed compatible sequence written as in (5.1). We
construct a sequence of shifted tableaux () = Uy, Uy, ..., U, = U whose entries are pairs (€, u) where
e € {+} and u € ZUZ'. These tableaux become weakly increasing with no primes on the main
diagonal if every entry (e, u) is replaced by u. The tableau U; is formed from U;_; as follows:

(1) Define o € {£} x Z to be (+, [a;]) if a; € Z or (—, [a;]) if a; € Z'. Insert this pair into the
first row of U;_; according to the following procedure.

(2) At each stage, a pair $1 = (e1,u1) with ug € ZUZ/ is inserted into a row (when u; € Z) or a
column (when u; € Z'). If every pair B2 = (e2,us9) in that row or column has u; > us then f;
is added to the end; in this case, the added box can only be on the main diagonal if u; € Z.!3
Otherwise let B3 = (€2, u2) be the leftmost pair in the row or column with uy < us.

(3) If 3 is on the main diagonal, then it will always holds that ugs € Z, and we proceed by
replacing 2 with 8 and inserting (eg,u)) into the column to the right of fs.

(4) If B2 is not on the main diagonal, then replace o with (e2,u1) and insert (e1,ug) into either
the row after 85 when us € Z or the column to the right of 8y when us € Z'.

Form P,?M(qﬁ) from U by replacing each main diagonal entry (e, z) with e = — by 2/, and all other
entries (e, ) by x. Let Q9 (¢) be the shifted tableau with the same shape whose entry in the box
of U; that is not in U;_; is either i; or ’i;-, with a primed number occurring precisely when this box
is off the main diagonal and its entry in U; has the form (e, z) with e = —.

Unlike earlier algorithms, here successive insertions do not always occur in consecutive rows
and columns; also, the orientation of insertion can switch multiple times from rows to columns and
from columns back to rows. As our notation suggests, Definition 5.17 has a “symplectic” variant.

Definition 5.18. Given an index-strict primed compatible sequence ¢ written as in (5.1), define
shifted tableaux () = Uy, Uy,...,U, = U by repeating Definition 5.17, but modifying step (3) so
that the entry (s is replaced by (e2,u;) while (e1,u)) is inserted into the next column. Then:

e Form P,_S”r\’,I (¢) from U by replacing all entries (¢, x) by x.

o Let Qarfvl(qﬁ) be the shifted tableau with the same shape whose entry in the box of U; that is
not in U;_1 is either ¢; or i;-, with a primed number occurring precisely when the entry of U;
in this box has the form (e, z) with e = —.

131f u; € Z' then the previous iteration must have bumped a position in the preceding column, so as our tableaux
U; are weakly increasing (when ignoring signs), $1 must be strictly bounded by some 2 is the current column.
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Remark 5.19. When the index of ¢ consists of the numbers 1,2,3,...,n and the value of ¢ has no
primed entries, both ¢ — (Py(¢), Q9 () and ¢ — (PSRA((JS), a’;vl (¢)) reduce to shifted mized
insertion [9, Def. 6.7]. Neither extension seems to have appeared in the literature. We refer to these
maps as orthogonal and symplectic mixed insertion. More generally, the two algorithms restrict to
the same map on all index-strict (unprimed) compatible sequences.

2 3 45 7
22 1 1 2
Then, writing £ in place of (&, z), the sequence of shifted tableaux U; in Definition 5.17 are

Example 5.20. Suppose our index-strict primed compatible sequence is ¢ =

—2 —2 —2
U1:—2, U2:—2 +2, U3: s U4: ) U5: U
142 1] +1|—2 1412 2
— -
SO P,_,OM (9) :| 7 21 73] and QﬂM((b) = B g ST The tableaux Uj in Definition 5.18 are
+2 +2 +2
U1:—2, U2:—2 +2, U3: s U4: ) U5: U
—1|+2 —1|41|-2 —1|4+1(-2'|-2

2
so we have PSKA@):“ I 2,|2|and Qﬁﬁm((ﬁ):p/ 3 5/|7/|'

5.5 Relating shifted mixed insertion to Sagan-Worley insertion

The original forms of shifted mixed insertion and Sagan-Worley insertion take permutations as
inputs. Inverting these inputs exchanges the outputs of the two algorithms by [9, Thm. 6.10]. In this
final section we show that this property extends to our primed forms of both insertion algorithms,
with inversion replaced by a transpose operation ¢ — ¢ ' on primed compatible sequences.

The relevant transpose operation is given as follows. Starting from a primed compatible sequence
¢, first move any primes from the value to the entries directly above them, then interchange the
two rows and reorder the columns to be lexicographically increasing, and call the result ¢'. If

(2 345 71 (11 2 22
¢ - 2/ 2 1 1/ 2/ :| then qb - |: 4 5/ 2/ 3 7/ ) (54)

for example. In terms of the associated circled matrices, this operation is just the matrix transpose,
so it interchanges index-strict and value-strict compatible sequences.
One can observe the identities in the following theorem by comparing Examples 5.2 and 5.20.

Theorem 5.21. If ¢ is index-strict, then it holds that Pl (#) = QS (¢7) and QO (4) = PRy(e7),
and it also holds that P,_S“'\),,(QS) = Qgsv(qST) and Qa',’\,l(qﬁ) = PSS\'/)V(ng).

Proof. The desired identities generalize [9, Thm. 6.10] in the following sense. As noted in Re-
marks 5.7 and 5.19, on index-strict (unprimed) compatible sequences, orthogonal and symplectic
Sagan-Worley insertion restrict to the same map ¢ — (Psw(¢), Qsw(¢)), while orthogonal and
symplectic mixed insertion restrict to the same map ¢ — (Pym(®), Qum(®)). [9, Thm. 6.10] as-
serts that if the index of ¢ is 1,2,...,n and the value of ¢ is a permutation of 1,2,...,n, then
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Pum(¢) = Qsw(é") and Qum(é) = Psw(¢'). This property extends to the case when ¢ is any
(unprimed) compatible sequence that is both index- and value-strict, since then all of the rele-
vant tableaux are obtained from the permutation case by applying appropriate order-preserving
bijections to their entries.

Let ¢ be a primed compatible sequence written as in (5.1). We will only prove that P,_?M((b) =
Q(S)W(qu) and QSM(QS) = PSOW(qu), as the argument for the symplectic case is similar. We first
assume ¢ is both index-strict and value-strict. Then we have

unprime(QRw(¢)) = QRm(unprime(¢)) = Py (unprime(¢ ")) = unprime(Pgy (¢ ")),
unprime giq4 (P (4)) = Py (unprime(¢)) = QS (unprime(¢")) = unprime 4, (QSw (¢ ),

using the preceding paragraph for the middle equalities, and the definitions of our insertion algo-
rithms for the others. Thus, we already know that if we ignore all primes then the corresponding
entries are equal in QSM(QS) and PSOW(QST), and also in PHOM (¢) and Q(S)W(qu). More specifically,
since the outputs of QSM and PSOW never have primed entries on the main diagonal, to prove that
Pou(#) = Q3 (¢") and QS (¢) = P8y (#") we just need to show that each off-diagonal box is
primed in QSM((b) if and only if it is primed in PSOW((bT), and each diagonal box is primed in P,?M (9)
if and only if it is primed in ng((bT).

(5.5)

We will demonstrate this by an inductive argument. Let (5 be the compatible sequence formed

in

from ¢ by omitting its last column [
n

} . Then ngb is still index- and value-strict, so we may assume

by induction that QSM(QAS) = PSOW(QAST) and P,_?M(QAS) = QgW(QAST). To deduce that these identities
also hold for ¢, we must understand how the shifted tableaux P,_?M (9), QSM (9), PSOW((bT), and

Q(S)W(qu) are constructed from P,_?M(QAS), QSM(QAS), PSOW(ngbT}, and Q(SDW@AT)-

We consider the mixed insertion case first. Define U from P,_?M(¢) by replacing each main
diagonal entry z by (e, [x]) where € = + (respectively, ¢ = —) if x is unprimed (respectively,
primed), and then replacing each off-diagonal entry = by (e, ) where e = + (respectively, e = —)
if the entry in the same position of QSM(QAS) is unprimed (respectively, primed). Construct U from
P,_?M (¢) analogously. Each box in these tableaux contains an entry of the form (e,x) and we refer
to € as the sign of the box. Finally, let a = (¢, [a,]) where e = + (respectively, ¢ = —) if a,
is unprimed (respectively, primed). Then U is obtained by inserting « into the first row of U
according to the procedure in Definition 5.17.

The set of boxes in U (respectively, U ) with negative sign is the union of the sets of primed
positions in QﬂM((b) (respectively, QﬂM(é)) and diagonal primed positions in P,_,OM (¢) (respectively,
Py (¢)). From Definition 5.17, we see that the signs of the boxes in U are the same in U, except
that if inserting « successively bumps a sequence of diagonal boxes A1, As, ..., A,—1 and eventually
terminates at a new box A,, then box A; adopts the sign of o and box A;;1 adopts the sign of box
A; in U for each i € [p — 1]. Notice that boxes A, Asg,...,.A,_1 are the main diagonal positions
where unprimedmg(P,_'oM (¢)) differs from unprimedmg(P,_?,\,| (¢)), and that A, is the unique box of the
second tableau that is not in the first.

We now examine the Sagan-Worley insertion case. For any primed compatible sequence v form
F’SOW(Q/)) from PSOW(Q/)) by adding a prime to each main diagonal box that is primed in Q(S)W(Q/)) The
set of primed boxes in Psow(w) is the union of the sets of primed positions in PSOW(T/J) and diagonal
primed positions in ng(w). Let 0 = Ty, T1, Ty, ..., T, be the sequence of shifted tableaux formed
by successively inserting the entries in the second row ¢' according to the bumping procedure in
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Definition 5.1, but modified so that we do not remove primes from new boxes added to the main
diagonal in step (3). Then we have T;, = pSOW(qST). Define 0 = 1,11, 15, ..., Tho1 = ﬁSOW(QAST) to
be the analogous sequence of shifted tableaux formed by successively inserting the entries in the
second row ¢! by the same modified bumping procedure.

Suppose by, ba, ..., b, are the entries in the second row of ¢! and b; is the largest entry in this
list. Note that b; is either 4/, or i, according to whether a, is primed or unprimed. Then qu is
formed from ¢! by omitting column j, so T; = T} for 0 < i < j and T; is formed from Tj_l by
adding b; to the end of the first row. As we insert the remaining entries bj41,b;42,...,b, into T} to
form Tj, for j < k < n, the maximal entry b; may be bumped to a new position but the remaining
entries are almost the same as in Tk—1- The only difference is that whenever the unique maximal
entry is bumped from a main diagonal position, its prime is switched with the entry replacing it.

Thus if the maximal entry is successively bumped from a sequence of main diagonal boxes
Bi,Ba,...,B;—1 and eventually ends up in some box B,, then box B in psow(ng) retains the
prime of b; (which is the prime of a,), while box B;;1 in 1350W(¢T) for each i € [¢ — 1] retains the
prime of whichever number ends up bumping the maximal entry from box B;. We can identify
these primes as well as the boxes By, Ba,..., B, by comparing the associated recording tableaux:
the first ¢ — 1 boxes are the main diagonal positions where unprimedmg(QgW(ngbT)) differs from
unprimedmg(QgW(qST)), as these positions indicate where a smaller entry would arrive at a later
insertion step if the maximal entry b; were never inserted; the primes of the bumping entries are
the primes of these positions in Qg’w(qu), or equivalently in PSOW((ﬁT); and B, is the unique box of
QQy(¢") that is not in Q(S)W(QBT). We conclude that the primes of the boxes in pSOW(QST) are the
same as in PSOW((ZET), except box By adopts the prime of a, and box B;;1 adopts the prime of box
B; in ﬁSOW(QAST) for each i € [¢q — 1].

Our hypothesis that QﬂM(qAﬁ) = PS()W(<;3T) and P,_?M(éﬁ) = ng(qu) implies U = PSOW((ZET), To
show that Q9 (¢) = PRy (¢ ") and P9y (¢) = QS (¢ ") it suffices by (5.5) to check that the negative
boxes in U have the same locations as the primed boxes in psow((bT). Comparing our descriptions
of these boxes above, we see that it is enough to show that p = ¢ and that the boxes A; = B;
coincide for all ¢, and this also follows by (5.5).

To finish the proof, suppose ¢ is any index-strict primed compatible sequence with n columns.
Form ¢ from ¢ by taking its transpose, then replacing the index by the consecutive numbers
1 <2< -+ <n, and then taking the transpose again. For example, if

.
2 345 7 12 3 45 2 345 7
=loy 21 1 2’} then 1/’_[4 5 2’37’]_[3’412’ 5 |

It is clear that PSy(¢") = PQy(¥") and Q8y(¢) = QBu(¥). Let F: {I' <1 <2 <2 <
e<n' <n}p = {1 <1<2 <2< ...} be the unique map with F(i) = j and F(i') = j if
j is the entry in the index of ¢' in column i. Then ¢ is formed by applying F to the value of
¥, and we have F(QQy (%)) = QSy(¢") and F(PSy(¥)) = PSu(#). As we already know that
Q) = Py T) and Py (¥) = QQy(¥ "), the theorem follows. O

It would interesting to find a way to extend Definitions 5.17 and 5.18 so that Theorem 5.21
holds for all primed compatible sequences, similar to what is done in [35, §3.4] for mixed insertion.
2 ....n

Recall that we identify a = aqas - - - a,, with the compatible sequence o a a
1 G2 ... Gn
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Corollary 5.22. The map a — (P§y(a),Q9y(a)) (respectively, a — (P,_S”’\’A(a),Qa',)\A(a))) is a
bijection from the set of primed words with all positive letters to the set of pairs (P, Q) of shifted
tableaux of the same shape, in which P is semistandard, @ is standard, and @ (respectively, P)
has no primed entries on the main diagonal.

Proof. Primed words with positive letters correspond to circled matrices with exactly one nonzero
entry, given by 1 or 1/, in each of the first £(a) rows, and no other nonzero rows. By Theorem 5.8
and Remark 5.9, the maps ¢ — (PSOW(¢), ng(qb)) and ¢ — (Pss\fv(qﬁ), Qg{;v(qb)) are bijections from
the set of transposes of such compatible sequences to the set of pairs of shifted tableaux with the
desired properties, but in reverse order. The result thus holds by Theorems 5.8 and 5.21. O
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