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SYZYGIES OF SOME RATIONAL HOMOGENEOUS VARIETIES

ZHI JIANG

Abstract. In this paper, we study syzygies of rational homogeneous varieties. We extend
Manivel’s result that a p-th power of an ample line bundle on a flag variety satisfies Propery
(Np) to many rational homogeneous varieties of type B, C, D, and G2.

1. Introduction

In this paper we study the sygygies of rational homogeneous varieties. We assume that
all varieties are over algebraically closed field of characteristic 0.

LetX be a smooth projective variety of dimension n and let L be a very ample line bundle.
Let RL =

⊕
m≥0 H

0(X,L⊗m) be the section ring of L and let SL =
⊕

m≥0 S
mH0(X,L) be

the polynomial ring of H0(X,L). Then RL is naturally a SL-module. By the Hilbert syzygy
theorem, there exists a finite graded minimal free resolution E∗ of RL:

· · · → E1 → E0 → RL → 0,

where Ei =
⊕

j SL(−aij). The generators of E
i are called (higher) syzygies of L. Tradition-

ally, if E0 = SL, L is said to be projectively normal or normally generated and if E0 = SL

and E1 =
⊕

j SL(−2), L is said to be normally presented (see [Mum]). Green and Lazarsfeld

extended the terminology in [GL]: if E0 = SL and Ei =
⊕

SL(−i − 1) for 1 ≤ i ≤ p, one
says that L satisfies Property (Np). In particular, L satisfies Property (N0) means that it
is projectively normal and L satisfies Property (N1) iff it is normally presented.

Consider the evaluation map H0(X,L) ⊗ OX → L and denote by ML its kernel. It is a
classical result that if H1(X,L⊗k) = H1(X,∧iML⊗L⊗k) = 0 for all k ≥ 1 and 1 ≤ i ≤ p+1,
then L satisfies property (Np) (see [AN, Proposition 2.5]).

Despite the simple cohomological criterion for Property (Np), it is in general a very
difficult problem to compute the syzygies of a line bundle. There are satisfactory results
about syzygies of ample line bundles on smooth projective curves (see [G1] or [Laz, Section
1.8]). In higher dimensions, very few general results are known. In [G2], Green showed that
OPn(d) satisfies Property (Np) for p ≤ d. On the other hand, Ottaviani and Paoletti proved
in [OP] that for n ≥ 2 and d ≥ 3, OPn(d) does not satisfy Property (N3d−2). It is still an
open question whether or not OPn(d) satisfies Property (N3d−3).

The following theorem of Manivel proved in [Man2] is a generalization of Green’s result
about syzygies of projective spaces.

Theorem 1.1. Let X be a flag variety. Assume that L is an ample line bundle on X, which
can be expressed as H⊗l ⊗M , where H is ample and M is nef. Then L satisfies Property
(Np) when l ≥ p.
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Manivel’s result is the first step to answer a question of Fulton (see [EL, Problem 4.5])
asking to compute the syzygies of ample line bundles on rational homogeneous varieties via
representation theory.

We continue to study Fulton’s question in this article. We extend partially Manivel’s
result to other type rational homogeneous varieties. One of the main result is the following,
which is a direct corollary of Theorem 5.3.

Theorem 1.2. Let X be a rational homogeneous variety of type Cn. Let L be a line bundle
on X, which can be expressed as H⊗l ⊗ M , where H is an ample line bundle and M is a
nef line bundle. Then L satisfies Property (Np) in the following cases:

(1) rankPic(X) ≤ 2 and l ≥ p;
(2) or l ≥ max{p, p+1

n
+ n−3

2
}.

Remark that (2) implies that for p ≥ n
2
− 1, L satisfies Property (Np) when l ≥ p.

We also have parallel statements with slight modifications for rational homogeneous va-
rieties of type Bn, Dn, or G2 (see Section 5).
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2. Flag varieties

2.1. The Borel-Weil-Bott theorem. The Borel-Weil-Bott theorem is an important tool
to study rational homogeneous varieties. We will apply a special version of it. Fix V a
vector space of dimension n and positive integers n > n1 > · · · > nk > 0. Let F :=
Fl(nk, . . . , n1;V ) be the flag variety parametrizing linear subspaces

Vk ⊂ Vk−1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ V1

contained in V , where dimVi = ni. We denote respectively Σk ⊂ Σk−1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ Σ1 the
tautological sub-bundles on F . By convention, Σk+1 = 0 and Σ0 = V ⊗ OF . Let Qi :=
Σi−1/Σi for 1 ≤ i ≤ k + 1.

We denote by Li the determinant of Qi for 1 ≤ i ≤ k. We know that

Pic(F ) = ZL1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ ZLk.

Given a line bundle L = L⊗a1
1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ L⊗ak

k , we know that L is nef or basepoint-free iff
a1 ≥ a2 ≥ · · · ≥ ak ≥ 0 and L is ample or very ample iff a1 > a2 > · · · > ak > 0.

Let ri be the rank of Qi for 1 ≤ i ≤ k + 1. Then n = r1 + r2 + · · · + rk+1. For a
partition αi = (ai1, . . . , airi) consisting of ri non-increasing sequence of integers, we denote
by Sαi(Qi) the corresponding Schur power of Qi. For instance, S(k,0,...,0)Qi = SkQi is the
k-th symmetric power of Qi. We denote by Ii = (1, . . . , 1) the partition of length ri for
1 ≤ i ≤ k + 1 and SIiQi = ∧riQi = Li.

Let α = (α1, · · · , αk+1) be a vector with n entries. We re-order the entries of α′ :=
α− (1, 2, . . . , n) to make it a non-increasing sequence α′′ and denote α = α′′ + (1, 2, . . . , n).
When α is still non-increasing, α′′ is strictly decreasing and we denote by

i(α) = #{(i, j) | 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n and αi − i < αj − j}
the number of inversions of the sequence α′. The Borel-Weil-Bott theorem that we will
apply frequently is the following one (see [W, Section 4.1] for the general version).
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Theorem 2.1. Under the above assumptions,

• If α′ contains two identical entries, H i(F, Sα1Q1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ Sαk+1Qk+1) = 0 for each
i ≥ 0;

• If α is non-increasing, then H i(F, Sα1Q1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ Sαk+1Qk+1) = 0 for i 6= i(α) and

H i(α)(F, Sα1Q1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ Sαk+1Qk+1) ≃ SαV.

2.2. A vanishing theorem. As an application of the above theorem, we deduce a special
vanishing theorem on flag varieties in this subsection, which will be one of the main ingre-
dients of the proof of the main result. We also believe that this result has its own interests
and may be useful in other contexts.

Let α1, . . . , αk+1 be partitions of length r1, . . . , rk+1 and let L = L⊗a1
1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ L⊗ak

k be
an ample line bundle on F such that ai − ai+1 ≥ l > 0 for 1 ≤ i ≤ k − 1 and ak ≥ l (or
equivalently L = L′⊗l ⊗ L′′ where L′ and L′′ are respectively ample and nef line bundles
on F ). For convention, we will write ak+1 = 0. Our goal is to compute the cohomology of
vector bundles of the form

Sα1Q1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ Sαk+1Qk+1 ⊗ L.

Let α̃i = αi + aiIi = (ai1 + ai, . . . , airi + ai) for 1 ≤ i ≤ k + 1 and let

α̃ = (α̃1, α̃2, . . . , α̃k+1) ∈ Z
n

be a vector with n entries. We then denote

α̃′ = α̃− (1, 2, . . . , n) = (α̃′
1, . . . , α̃

′
k+1),

where

α̃′
i = α̃i − (r1 + r2 + . . .+ ri−1 + 1, r1 + r2 + . . .+ ri−1 + 2, . . . , r1 + r2 + . . .+ ri−1 + ri)

is the i-th block of α̃′. We write α̃′
i = (a′i1, . . . , a

′
iri
), where a′ij = aij + ai −

∑i−1
t=1 rt − j.

Note that

Sα1Q1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ Sαk+1Qk+1 ⊗ L = Sα̃1Q1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ Sα̃k+1Qk+1.

Hence we need to study the number of inversions of α̃′ to compute the cohomology of

Sα1Q1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ Sαk+1Qk+1 ⊗ L.

By Theorem 2.1, we understand that if α̃′ contains two identical entries, then each coho-
mology of the vector bundle in question is zero. Otherwise, we have the following vanishing
theorem.

Proposition 2.2. In the above setting, assume that any two entries of α̃′ are distinct, there
exist natural numbers 0 ≤ si ≤ ri for 2 ≤ i ≤ k + 1 such that

i(α̃) ≤
∑

2≤p≤k+1

∑

1≤i≤sj

api − l(s2 + . . .+ sk+1)−
∑

2≤j≤k+1

s2j .

Thus, Hq(F, Sα1Q1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ Sαk+1Qk+1 ⊗ L) = 0 for

q >
∑

2≤p≤k+1

∑

1≤i≤sj

api − l(s2 + . . .+ sk+1)−
∑

2≤j≤k+1

s2j .

Proof. Recall that i(α̃) is the number of inversions of α̃′. We start to re-order α̃′. We do it
bloc by bloc. Note that each α̃′

i is a strictly decreasing partition.
We first assume that the first s2 entries of α̃′

2 need to move forward. We may assume
that the first t1 entries of α̃′

2 move forward m1-steps to pass α̃′
1t′

1

and the next t2 entries
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of α̃′
2 move forward m2-steps to pass α̃′

1t′
2

, . . ., and the next tj entries of α̃′
2 move forward

mj-steps to pass α̃′
1t′j
, where s2 = t1 + t2 + · · · + tj and t′1 < t′2 < · · · < t′j. Note that

m1 = r1 + 1− t′1, . . . , mj = r1 + 1− t′j.
Then we have the following inequalities:

a21 + a2 ≥ a1t′
1
+m1 + t1 + a1

...

a2t1 + a2 ≥ a1t′
1
+m1 + t1 + a1,

a2(t1+1) + a2 ≥ a1t′
2
+ t1 +m2 + t2 + a1

...

a2(t1+t2) + a2 ≥ a1t′
2
+ t1 +m2 + t2 + a1,

...

a2(t1+···+tj−1+1) + a2 ≥ a1t′j + (t1 + · · ·+ tj−1 +mj) + tj + a1

...

a2(t1+···+tj−1+tj) + a2 ≥ a1t′j + (t1 + · · ·+ tj−1 +mj) + tj + a1.

Since a1 − a2 ≥ l, we take the sum of the above inequalities to get
∑

1≤i≤s2

a2i ≥ ls2 +
∑

1≤i≤j

(timi) +
∑

1≤i≤j

t2i +
∑

1≤i1<i2≤j

ti1ti2 +
∑

1≤i≤j

tia1t′i .

Note that M2 :=
∑

1≤i≤j(timi) is the number of inversions of this first step re-ordering.
Moreover, since there are spaces for ti entries between ã′1(t′i−1) and ã′1t′i

, we have

a1t′i−1
≥ a1(t′i−1) ≥ a1t′i + ti

for 2 ≤ i ≤ j. Thus ∑

1≤i≤j

tia1t′i ≥ s2a1t′j +
∑

1≤i1<i2≤j

ti1ti2 .

We finally have ∑

1≤i≤s2

a2i ≥ ls2 + s2a1t′j + s22 +M2 ≥ ls2 + s22 +M2.

We now assume by induction that after the re-ordering of the first h block, there exist
natural numbers 0 ≤ si ≤ ri for 2 ≤ i ≤ h such that

∑

2≤p≤h

∑

1≤i≤s2

api ≥ l(s2 + · · ·+ sh) + s22 + · · ·+ s2h +M2 + · · ·+Mh,

where Mi is the number of inversions while moving the entries of the i-th bloc forward.
After the re-ordering of the first h blocs we have a partition of length r1 + r2 + · · ·+ rh.

We denote this partition with strictly decreasing numbers by µ = (c1, c2 . . . , cr1+···+rh). We
need to compare this partition with the original partition. We thus write

(α1, . . . , αh) = (b1, b2, . . . , br1+···+rh) ∈ Z
r1+r2+···+rh.

Let f : {1, 2, . . . , n} → {1, . . . , k} be the map such that the i-th entry of

(a1I1, a2I2, . . . , akIk, ak+1Ik+1)

is af(i).
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After reviewing the re-ordering we have done, one sees that either cj = bj′ − j′ + af(j′) for
some j′ ≤ j or cj = bj′′ − j′′+af(j′′) for some j′′ > j and in the latter case bj′′ − j′′+af(j′′) >
bj′ − j′ + af(j′) for some j′ ≤ j.

We can now start the re-ordering for the (h+ 1)-th bloc. For the vector

(µ, α̃′
h+1) ∈ Z

r1+r2+···+rh+1,

we assume that the first t1 entries of α̃
′
h+1 move forward m1-steps to pass cq1 and the next t2

entries of α̃′
h+1 move forward m2-steps to pass cq2, . . ., and the next tj entries of α̃

′
h+1 move

forward mj-steps to pass cqj , where sh+1 = t1 + t2 + · · ·+ tj . Similarly, we have in this case
r1 + r2 + · · ·+ rh + 1− q1 = m1, . . . , r1 + r2 + · · ·+ rh + 1− qj = mj . Then

a(h+1)1 + ah+1 ≥ · · · ≥ a(h+1)t1 + ah+1 ≥ (cq1 + q1) +m1 + t1,

a(h+1)(t1+1) + ah+1 ≥ · · · ≥ a(h+1)(t1+t2) + ah+1 ≥ (cq2 + q2) + (t1 +m2) + t2,

...

a(h+1)(t1+···+tj−1+1) + ah+1 ≥ · · · ≥ a(h+1)(t1+···+tj−1+tj) + ah+1 ≥ (cqj + qj) +

(t1 + · · ·+ tj−1 +mj) + tj .

Similarly, we have cqi−1
+ qi−1 ≥ (cqi + qi) + ti. Summing up, we have

∑

1≤i≤sh+1

a(h+1)i ≥ sh+1(cqj + qj − ah+1) +Mh+1 + s2h+1.

By the above discussion about cj , we always have cqj ≥ bq′j − q′j + af(q′j) for some q′j ≤ qj .

We also have f(q′j) ≤ ah. Thus cqj + qj ≥ af(q′j) ≥ ah+1 + l. Hence
∑

1≤i≤sh+1

a(h+1)i ≥ lsm+1 +Mh+1 + s2h+1.

We then finish the induction and conclude that
∑

2≤p≤k+1

∑

1≤i≤sp

api ≥ l(s2 + · · ·+ sk+1) + s22 + · · ·+ s2k+1 +M2 + · · ·+Mk+1.

Since i(α̃), which is the number of inversion of α̃′, is exactly M2 + · · ·+Mk+1. Therefore,
combining Theorem 2.1, we conclude the proof.

�

2.3. A Filtration on the kernel bundle. As we have explained in the introduction, the
property of the kernel bundles plays an important role in the study of syzygies. We recall
in this subsection the work of Manivel in [Man2] about the kernel bundles on flag varieties.
Manivel applied Schur functors to give natural filtrations on the kernel bundles so that the
associated graded vector bundles admit projective resolutions consisting of tensor products
of Schur powers of the tautological sub and quotient bundles.

In this subsection, we still work on F := Fl(nk, . . . , n1;V ). Let a1 ≥ a2 ≥ · · · ≥ ak ≥ 0
be a sequence of integer and let L = L⊗a1

1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ L⊗ak
k . We denote by

ML := Ker(H0(F, L)⊗OF → L)

the kernel bundle of L.
We fix some notations. Let αi = aiIi = (ai, . . . , ai) be a partition of length ri. Let

α = (α1, . . . , αk,

rk+1︷ ︸︸ ︷
0, . . . , 0)
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be a partition of length n. We now define α≥i a partition of length r1 + · · · + ri+1 for
1 ≤ i ≤ k:

α≥i := (α1, . . . , αi,

ri+1︷ ︸︸ ︷
0, . . . , 0)− (ai+1I1, . . . , ai+1Ii,

ri+1︷ ︸︸ ︷
0, . . . , 0).

If ai > ai+1, there are exactly ri+1 zeros among the entries of α≥i. We also define L̃i =

(L1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ Li)
⊗ai ⊗ L

⊗ai+1

i+1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ L⊗ak
k .

Since L = Sα1Q1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ SαkQk, H
0(F, L) can be naturally identified with SαV and the

evaluation map is identified with evα : SαΣ0 → L.
The map evα factors naturally through the following sequence of Schur powers of quotient

maps

evk : S
αΣ0 → Sα(Σ0/Σk) = Sα≥k−1(Σ0/Σk)⊗ L̃k,

...

evi : S
α≥i(Σ0/Σi+1)⊗ L̃i+1 → Sα≥i(Σ0/Σi)⊗ L̃i+1 = Sα≥i−1(Σ0/Σi)⊗ L̃i,

...

ev1 : S
α≥1(Σ0/Σ2)⊗ L̃2 → Sα≥1(Σ0/Σ1)⊗ L̃2 = L̃1 = L.

Therefore, ker(evk) ⊂ ker(evk−1 ◦ evk) ⊂ · · · ⊂ ker(ev1 ◦ · · · ◦ evk) = ML gives a filtration
of ML, with the graded bundles Ni := ker(evi) for 1 ≤ i ≤ k.

The following lemma (see [Man2, Proposition in Subsection 2.2]) is crucial.

Lemma 2.3. There are exact Schur complexes:

· · · → C(i)j → · · · → C(i)1 → Ni → 0,

where

C(i)j =
[ ⊕

|ρ|=j,|ν|=|α≥i|−j

(
SρQi+1 ⊗ Sν(Σ0/Σi+1)

)⊕c
α≥i
ρ∗,ν

]
⊗ L̃i+1

and c
α≥i

ρ∗,ν is a Littlewood-Richardson coefficient: which is the multiplicity of Sα≥iW in the

tensor product Sρ∗W ⊗ SνW , where ρ∗ is the conjugate of ρ and W is a vector space of
dimension large enough.

We also need the following vanishing theorem, which is a generalization of [Man2, Corol-
lary in Section 3], to prove the main theorem.

Let ρ = {ρ1, . . . , ρk} be a set of k partitions and define SρF := Sρ1(Σ0/Σ1) ⊗ · · · ⊗
Sρk(Σ0/Σk). Recall that Σ0 = V ⊗ OF is the trivial vector bundle. Thus the quotient

bundles Σ0/Σi are nef. We observe that the line bundles L̃i in Lemma 2.3 can also be
expressed as a Schur power SρF .

Proposition 2.4. Given partitions βi = (bi1, · · · , biri) for 1 ≤ i ≤ k + 1 and let L be an
ample line bundle on F which can be expressed as L′⊗l ⊗ L′′ with L′ ample and L′′ nef.
Assume that

q >
∑

2≤i≤k+1

∑

1≤j≤si

bij − l(
∑

2≤i≤k+1

si)−
∑

2≤i≤k+1

s2i

for any integers 0 ≤ s2 ≤ r2, . . . , 0 ≤ sk+1 ≤ rk+1. Then

Hq(F, SρF ⊗ Sβ1Q1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ Sβk+1Qk+1 ⊗ L) = 0,(1)

for any partitions ρ1, . . . , ρk.
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Proof. We combine the same argument in the proof of [Man2, Corollary in Subsection 3.3]
with Proposition 2.2 to give a proof. We run inductions on |ρ| :=

∑
1≤i≤k |ρi|. When |ρ| = 0,

this is just Proposition 2.2. We now assume that the vanishing (1) holds when |ρ| < M .
We now assume that |ρ| = ∑

1≤i≤k |ρi| = M . Then there exists a set ρ′ of k partitions such

that |ρ′| = M − 1 and SρF is a direct summand of Sρ′F ⊗ (Σ0/Σi) for some 1 ≤ i ≤ k. We
have the short exact sequence:

0 → Sρ′F ⊗ Σi → Sρ′F ⊗ Σ0 → Sρ′F ⊗ (Σ0/Σi) → 0.

Then by induction, for

q >
∑

2≤i≤k+1

∑

1≤j≤si

bij − l(
∑

2≤i≤k+1

si)−
∑

2≤i≤k+1

s2i

for any 0 ≤ s2 ≤ r2, . . . , 0 ≤ sk+1 ≤ rk+1, we have

Hq(F, Sρ′F ⊗ Σ0 ⊗ Sβ1Q1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ Sβk+1Qk+1 ⊗ L) = 0,

because Σ0 = V ⊗OF is the trivial vector bundle. We also have

Hq+1(F, SρF ⊗ Σi ⊗ Sβ1Q1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ Sβk+1Qk+1 ⊗ L) = 0,

since there exists a filtration of Σi whose graded vector bundles are Qi+1, . . . ,Qk+1 and the
induction implies that

Hq+1(F, Sρ′F ⊗ Σi ⊗ Sβ1Q1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ Sβ′
jQj ⊗ · · · ⊗ Sβk+1Qk+1 ⊗ L) = 0,

where Sβ′
jQj is any direct summand of SβjQj ⊗Qj for i+ 1 ≤ j ≤ k + 1.

Hence

Hq(F, SρF ⊗ Sβ1Q1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ Sβk+1Qk+1 ⊗ L) = 0.

�

3. Rational homogeneous varieties

We recall some basic facts about rational homogeneous varieties in this section (see [Man1,
LM] and references therein).

A classical result of Borel and Remmert says that a homogeneous variety is a direct
product of an abelian variety with a rational homogeneous variety. A rational homogeneous
variety can be written as G/P , where G is a semisimple algebraic group and P is a parabolic
subgroup. Furthermore, G/P can be decomposed as G1/P1 × · · · × Gk/Pk, where Gi are
simple algebraic groups.

For a simple algebraic group G, the homogeneous spaces G/P can be characterized by
its Lie algebra g and the Dynkin diagram ∆. The Dynkin diagrams of classical groups
correspond to type An, Bn, Cn, and Dn. The exceptional ones are type E6, E7, E8, F4, and
G2. The isomorphic classes of G-homogeneous variety are in bijective with the finite subsets
of nodes of ∆.

Fix a Borel subgroup B of G and a maximal torus. Let ∆ = {α1, · · · , αn} be the set of
simple roots and the fundamental weights are λ1, · · · , λn. The standard parabolic subgroups
containing B is determined by a subset S of ∆. For each S, the corresponding parabolic
subgroup PS is characterized by αi /∈ Lie(P ) for i ∈ S. By a classical result of Chevalley,
we also have

Pic(G/PS) ≃ P (S) := {
∑

αi∈S

niλi | ni ∈ Z},
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where P (S) is the sub-lattice generated by the weights λi dual to the roots αi ∈ S. Indeed,
for each weight λ ∈ P (S), there exists a corresponding one-dimensional representation Lλ

of PS and we have a line bundle Lλ := G×PS Lλ over G/PS.
As explained in the introduction, we focus on rational homogeneous varieties of type Bn,

Cn, Dn, and G2. One of the main reason is that they are naturally closed subvarieties of flag
varieties and their Picard groups can also be described with the help of the Picard goups of
flag varieties.

Lemma 3.1. Assume that X is a homogeneous variety of type Cn, or Bn, or Dn, or G2,
then X is a closed subvariety of a flag variety F = Fl(nk, . . . , n1;V ) and can be identified
with a connected component of the zero locus of a global section of certain homogeneous
vector bundle W ∗ and codimF X = rankW ∗. In the Cn case, W = ∧2Σ1, in the Bn or Dn

case, W = S2Σ1. In the G2 case, W will be explained in Subsection 3.4.

This lemma is certainly well known. We simply recall explicitly the structures of rational
homogeneous varieties of type Cn, or Bn, or Dn, or G2 in the following subsections.

3.1. Rational homogeneous varieties of type Cn. Let V be a linear space of dimension
2n with n ≥ 3 and ω ∈ ∧2V ∗ be a non-degenerate 2-from. The symplectic group Sp(n) =
Sp(V, ω) is of type Cn. Thus the rational homogeneous varieties of type Cn are isotropic
flag varieties. Fixing a symplectic vector space (V, ω) of dimension 2n, for any sequence
1 ≤ nk < · · · < n1 ≤ n, let SFl(nk, . . . , n1;V ) be the flag variety parametrizing subspaces
Vk ⊂ · · · ⊂ V1 such that dimVi = ni and ω|V1

= 0. It is clear that SFl(nk, . . . , n1;V ) is a
closed subvariey of Fl(nk, . . . , n1;V ) defined by the global section ∧2Σ∗

1 corresponding to ω.
By comparing the root lattices, the restriction map

Pic(Fl(nk, . . . , n1;V )) → Pic(SFl(nk, . . . , n1;V ))

is an isomorphism.

3.2. Rational homogeneous varieties of type Bn. Let V be a linear space with a non-
degenerate quadratic form q ∈ S2V ∗. The group SO(V, q) is of type Bn (resp. Dn) when
dimV = 2n + 1 with n ≥ 2 (resp. dim V = 2n with n ≥ 4). We have a similar description
of the homogeneous varieties of type Bn or Dn as the orthogonal flag varieties. But we need
to be a bit more careful.

In the Bn case, the orthogonal Grassmannian OGr(n;V ) parametrizing maximal isotropic
subspaces is connected and the Plücker divisor of Gr(n, V ) restricted to OGr(n;V ) is twice
the generator of the Picard group of the latter. A rational homogeneous variety of type
Bn is an isotropic flag varieties OFl(nk, . . . , n1;V ) parametrizing flags Vk ⊂ · · · ⊂ V1 with
dimVi = ni and V1 is isotropic with respect to q. Note that OFl(nk, . . . , n1;V ) is defined as
the zero loci of the global section of S2Σ∗

1 corresponding to q. The injective restriction map

Pic(Fl(nk, . . . , n1;V )) → Pic(OFl(nk, . . . , n1;V ))

is an isomorphism when n1 < n and the image is a sub-lattice of index 2 when n1 = n.

3.3. Rational homogeneous varieties of type Dn. Fix a linear space V of dimension 2n
with a non-degenerate quadric form q, the orthogonal Grassmannian OGr(n;V ) parametriz-
ing maximal isotropic subspaces has two (isomorphic) connected component OGr(n;V )+ and
OGr(n;V )−. Moreover, the Plücker divisor of Gr(n, V ) restricted to one of the component
of OGr(n;V ) is again twice the generator of the Picard group of the latter. Indeed, taking
a general hyperplane V ′ of V , it is easy to see that any connected component of OGr(n;V )
is isomorphic to OGr(n − 1;V ′). Given a isotropic subspace W of dimension n − 1 of V ,
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there are exactly two maximal isotropic subspaces W1 and W2 containing W , which belong
to different components of OGr(n;V ). A rational homogeneous variety X of type Dn is one
of the following: for 0 < nk < · · · < n1 ≤ n − 2, OFl(nk, . . . , n1;V ), OFl(nk, . . . , n1, n;V )ǫ

with ǫ = + or −, and

OFl(nk, . . . , n1, n−1;V ) = OFl(nk, . . . , n−1, . . . , n;V )+×OFl(nk,...,n1;V )OFl(nk, . . . , n−1, . . . , n;V )−.

For 0 < nk < · · · < n1 ≤ n− 2 and the natural embedding

Fl(n,k . . . , n1;V ) →֒ Fl(nk, . . . , n1;V ),

the restriction map Pic(Fl(nk, . . . , n1;V )) → Pic(OFl(nk, . . . , n1;V )) is an isomorphism.
For the natural embedding

OFl(nk, . . . , n1, n;V )ǫ →֒ Fl(nk, . . . , n1, n;V ),

the image of the injective restriction map Pic(Fl(nk, . . . , n1, n;V )) → Pic(OFl(nk, . . . , n1, n;V )ǫ)
is a sub-lattice of index 2. For the natural embedding

OFl(nk, . . . , n1, n− 1;V ) →֒ Fl(nk, . . . , n1, n− 1;V ),

the restriction map Pic(Fl(nk, . . . , n1, n − 1;V )) → Pic(OFl(nk, . . . , n1, n − 1;V )) is a em-
bedding between lattices whose cokernel is a lattice of rank 1.

3.4. Rational homogeneous varieties of type G2. The rational homogeneous varieties
of type G2 are also well understood (see [LM, Subsectin 6.1] and [Kuz, Appendix B]). Fix
a vector space V of dimension 7. The group G2 can be realized as the subgroup of GL(V )
fixing a generic element λ of ∧3V ∗. The group G2 fixes a non-degenerate symmetric two
form θ on V and hence G2 is also a subgroup of O(V, θ). The three non-trivial homogeneous
varieties of type G2 are: the quadric Q in P(V ) corresponding to θ, X := G2Gr(2, V ) which
is the zero locus of the global section corresponding to λ of Q∗(1) on Gr(2, V ), where Q
is the tautological quotient bundle on Gr(2, V ) 1, and PX(Σ), where Σ is the tautological
sub-bundle on Gr(2, V ). We remark that X is a Fano manifold of dimension 5 and of index
3. We have the following commutative diagram:

X� _

��

PX(Σ)oo

� _

��

// Q

OGr(2, V )
� _

��

OFl(1, 2;V )oo

� _

��

// Q
� _

��

Gr(2, V ) Fl(1, 2;V )
p

oo // P(V ).

The varieties in the first line are exactly the homogenous varieties of type G2. The commu-
tative diagrams in the left are Cartesians. Thus PX(Σ) is the zero locus of a global section of
p∗(Q(1)) on Fl(1, 2;V ). It is also easy to verify that the restriction maps on Picard groups
via the vertical morphisms in the above diagram are always bijective.

1Note that ∧3V ∗ ≃ ∧4V = Γ(Gr(2, V ),Q∗(1)).
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4. Plethysm

4.1. Some results on partitions. The general plethysm is still an open problem. But the
Schur decompositions of ∧j(∧2V ) or ∧j(S2V ) are known (see [Mac, Subsection 1.8] or [W,
2.3.9]). Given a partition α = (a1, . . . , an) of a dimension n space V , we consider its Young
diagram and let rα be the length of the diagonal of its Young diagram, called the rank of α.
Let α∗ = (a∗1, . . . , a

∗
n) be the conjugate of α, namely the rows of the Young diagram of α∗

are the columns of the Young diagram of α. We can also express α as (µ1, . . . , µr|ρ1, . . . , ρr),
where r = rα, µi = ai − i and ρi = a∗i − i.

Then

∧j(∧2V ) =
⊕

α

SαV,(2)

where α goes through all partitions of weight 2j, which can be expressed as (µ1, . . . , µr|µ1+
1, . . . , µr + 1) where r is the rank.

Similarly, we have

∧j(S2V ) =
⊕

α

SαV,(3)

where α goes through the conjugate of the partitions in (2).

Lemma 4.1. Let V be a n-dimensional vector space and α = (a1, . . . , an) be a partition.

• If SαV is a direct summand of ∧j(∧2V ), we have

∑

1≤i≤s

ai ≤ j +
s2 − s

2
,

for any 1 ≤ s ≤ n.
• If SαV is a direct summand of ∧j(S2V ), we have

∑

1≤i≤s

ai ≤ j +
s2 + s

2
,

for any 1 ≤ s ≤ n.

Proof. Assume that SαV is a direct summand of ∧j(∧2V ). Then by (2), α can be expressed
as (µ1, . . . , µr|µ1 + 1, . . . , µr + 1), where r is the rank of α and µi = ai − i for 1 ≤ i ≤ r.
Note that 2j = |α| ≥ r2.

We claim that
∑

1≤i≤r ai = j + r2−r
2

. Indeed,

2j = |α| =
∑

1≤i≤n

ai =
∑

1≤i≤r

ai +
∑

r+1≤i≤n

ai

From the expression of α, we see that the Young diagram of α has the first r columns with
respectively µ1 + 2, µ2 + 3, . . . , µr + r + 1 elements. Thus

∑

r+1≤i≤n

ai =
∑

1≤i≤r

(µi + i+ 1− r) =
∑

1≤i≤r

ai − r(r − 1).

Thus
∑

1≤i≤r ai = j + r2−r
2

.
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If s < r, we have
∑

1≤i≤s

ai =
∑

1≤i≤r

ai −
∑

s+1≤i≤r

ai

≤ j +
r2 − r

2
−

∑

s+1≤i≤r

r = j +
r2 − r

2
− r2 + rs ≤ j +

s2 − s

2
.

If s > r, we have
∑

1≤i≤s

ai =
∑

1≤i≤r

ai +
∑

r+1≤i≤s

ai

≤ j +
r2 − r

2
+

∑

r+1≤i≤s

r ≤ j +
s2 − s

2
.

Assume that SαV is a direct summand of ∧j(S2V ). Then for the conjugate α∗, Sα∗

V
appears as a direct summand of ∧i(∧2V ) by (2) and (3). Let r be the rank of α, then∑

1≤i≤r ai = j + r2−r
2

+ r = j + r2+r
2

. Then, we conclude similarly that if s < r,

∑

1≤i≤s

ai ≤ j +
s(s+ 1)

2
,

and if s > r,
∑

1≤i≤s

ai ≤ j +
s(s+ 1)

2
.

�

4.2. Weights of the graded bundles. We have explained that rational homogeneous
varieties of type Bn, Cn, Dn, and G2 can be realized as a connected component of the zero
locus of a global section of a homogeneous bundle W ∗ on a flag variety F .

We write

∧jW =
⊕

α

SαΣ1,

where in the type C case, α goes through all partitions of weight 2j of length ≤ n1, which can
be expressed as (µ1, . . . , µr|µ1 + 1, . . . , µr + 1) and in the type B or D case, α goes through
all partitions of weight 2j, of length ≤ n1, which can be expressed as (µ1 + 1, . . . , µr +
1|µ1, . . . , µr).

Since we have the filtration Σ1 ⊃ Σ2 ⊃ · · · ⊃ Σk ⊃ 0 with successive graded bundles
Q2, . . . ,Qk+1, S

αΣ1 also admits a filtration whose graded bundles are

Sρ2Q2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ Sρk+1Qk+1,(4)

where ρi, 2 ≤ i ≤ k + 1 go through all partitions such that
∑

2≤i≤k+1 |ρi| = |α| = 2j
and Sρ2D ⊗ · · · ⊗ Sρk+1D contains SαD as a direct summand for some vector space D of
sufficiently large dimension (see for instance [FH, Exercise 6.11]).

Lemma 4.2. Let ρ = (ρ2, . . . , ρk+1) be as in (4). For any s entries a1, . . . , as of ρ,

∑

1≤i≤s

ai ≤ j +
s(s− 1)

2
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in the type C cases and
∑

1≤i≤s

ai ≤ j +
s(s+ 1)

2

in the type B or D cases.

Proof. We know by applying repeatedly the Littlewood-Richardson rule or the Pieri rule
that

∑
1≤i≤s ai is smaller or equal to the sum of the first s entries of α and we then conclude

by Lemma 4.1. �

5. Syzygies of Isotropic flag varieties

Let V be a vector space and F := Fl(nk, . . . , n1;V ) be a flag variety. We have seen that
a rational homogeneous variety X of type Bn, Cn, or Dn can be realized as a connected

component of the zero locus X̃ of a global section of a homogeneous vector bundle W ∗ on
F and W = ∧2Σ1 in the type Cn case and W = S2Σ1 in the Bn or Dn type case.

We then have a long exact sequence:

0 → ∧rankWW → · · · ∧2 W → OF → OX̃ → 0.(5)

We will also denote by q : F = Fl(nk, . . . , n1;V ) → G := Gr(n1, V ) the natural morphism
from the flag variety to the Grassmannian. Then Σ1 on F is also the pull-back of the
tautological subbundle ΣG on G and q is indeed the Fl(nk, . . . , n2; ΣG)-bundle over G. We
will write LG the Plücker divisor on G.

We write WG = ∧2ΣG or S2ΣG respectively in the type Cn case or the type Bn or Dn case.
We denote by α the partition (a1I1, . . . , ak, . . . , akIk, 0 . . . , 0) and α̃ = (a2I2, . . . , akIk, 0 . . . , 0),
where Ii are as in Section 2.

Lemma 5.1. Under the above setting, the restriction map H0(F, L) → H0(X,L|X) is sur-
jective for any ample line bundle L on F .

Proof. We know that H0(X,L) is an irreducible representation under the action of the
symplectic or the orthogonal group and the restriction map is equivariant under the group
action. Thus it suffices to show that the restriction map is nonzero. This follows easily from
the fact that L is globally generated. �

Remark 5.2. Since any ample line bundle L on F satisfies property (N0), this implies that
L|X also satisfies Property (N0), which is indeed a classical result.

5.1. Symplectic flag varieties.

Theorem 5.3. Assume that X = SFl(nk, . . . , n1;V ) is a symplectic flag variety. Let L be
a line bundle on X, which can be expressed as H⊗l ⊗M , where H is an ample line bundle
and M is a nef line bundle. Then

(1) When k ≤ 2, then L satisfies Property (Np) when l ≥ p;
(2) When l ≥ p ≥ n1

2
− 1, L satisfies Property (Np);

(3) In general, when l ≥ max{p, p+1
n1

+ n1−3
2

}, L satisfies Property (Np).

Proof. Consider the natural embedding ι : X →֒ F := Fl(nk, . . . , n1;V ). Since the restric-
tion map induces an isomorphism between the Picard groups, L is the restriction on X of
a line bundle on F .

For simplicity of the notations, we now write L = L⊗a1
1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ L⊗ak

k the line bundle on
F , where ai − ai+1 ≥ l for 1 ≤ i ≤ k − 1 and L|X its restriction on X .
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We compare the evaluation map of L on X and F = Fl(n1, . . . , nk;V ). Let ML be the
kernel of

evL : H0(F, L)⊗OF → L

and let ML|X be the kernel of

evL|X : H0(X,L|X)⊗OX → L|X .
By Lemma 5.1, since the restriction map is equivariant under the action of the underlying
symplectic group which is reductive, we may regard H0(F, L) as a direct sum of H0(X,L|X)
and H0(F, L ⊗ IX), where IX is the ideal sheaf on F defining X . We now restrict the
evaluation map evL on X and get

0 → ML|X → H0(F, L)⊗OX

evL|X−−−→ L|X → 0.

By the above decomposition and since the evaluation maps evL|X and evL|X are equivariant
under the symplectic group, we see that evL|X splits as the direct sum of evL|X with the
zero map H0(F, L⊗ IX)⊗OX → 0. Thus ML|X ≃ ML|X

⊕
(H0(F, L⊗ IX)⊗OX). Hence,

in order to show that L|X satisfies Property (Np), it suffices to prove that

H1(X,∧i(ML|X)⊗ L⊗h) = 0,

for 1 ≤ i ≤ p+ 1 and h ≥ 1. Combining the sequence (5), we only need to show

H1+j(F,∧iML ⊗ L⊗h ⊗ ∧jW ) = 0,(6)

for 1 ≤ i ≤ p+ 1, h ≥ 1 and j ≥ 0.
By (4), we just need to show that

H1+j(F,∧iML ⊗ L⊗h ⊗ Sρ2Q2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ Sρk+1Qk+1) = 0,

for 1 ≤ i ≤ p+ 1, h ≥ 1, j ≥ 0, and ρ2, . . . , ρk+1 as in (4).
Note that ∧iML is a direct summand of⊗iML andML admits a filtration whose associated

graded bundles are Ni for 1 ≤ i ≤ k, which are described in Subsection 2.3. Thus it suffices
to show that

H1+j(F,Nt1 ⊗ · · · ⊗Nti ⊗ L⊗h ⊗ Sρ2Q2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ Sρk+1Qk+1) = 0

for 1 ≤ t1, . . . , ti ≤ k.
By Lemma 2.3, the above vanishing is a consequence of the vanishing

H1+j+(j1···+ji)−i(F,C(t1)j1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ C(ti)ji ⊗ L⊗h ⊗ Sρ2Q2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ Sρk+1Qk+1) = 0,(7)

for 1 ≤ i ≤ p + 1, j ≥ 0, and j1, . . . , ji > 0. We may let h = 1 in the following, since the
calculation goes the same way and h = 1 is indeed the most delicate case.

Recall that C(ts)js is a direct sum of vector bundles which can be expressed as

SµQts+1 ⊗ Sν(Σ0/Σts+1)⊗ L̃ts+1,

where |µ| = js. Thus by Lemma 2.4, in order to prove (7), it suffices to show that given any
partitions µs of weight js for 1 ≤ s ≤ i and a direct summand

Sα2Q2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ Sαk+1Qk+1

of (
Sµ1Qt1+1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ SµiQti+1

)
⊗ Sρ2Q2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ Sρk+1Qk+1,

we have
1 + j + (j1 + · · ·+ ji)− i >

∑

2≤p≤k+1

∑

1≤i≤sj

api − ls−
∑

2≤j≤k+1

s2j ,
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for any integers 0 ≤ s2 ≤ r2, . . . , 0 ≤ sk+1 ≤ rk+1 with s := s2 + . . .+ sk+1 > 0, where api is
the i-th entry of αp.

By the Pieri rule, we have that,
∑

2≤p≤k+1

∑

1≤i≤sj

api ≤ (|µ1|+ · · ·+ |µi|) +
∑

2≤p≤k+1

∑

1≤i≤sj

bpi

= (j1 + · · ·+ ji) +
∑

2≤p≤k+1

∑

1≤i≤sj

bpi,

where bpi is the i-th entry of ρp. By Lemma 4.2, we have

∑

2≤p≤k+1

∑

1≤i≤sj

bpi ≤ j +
s(s− 1)

2
.(8)

Combining the above inequalities, it rests to prove the inequality

1 + j + (j1 + · · ·+ ji)− i > (j1 + · · ·+ ji) + j +
s(s− 1)

2
− ls−

∑

2≤j≤k+1

s2j .

Since 1 ≤ i ≤ p+ 1, we just need that

l ≥ p+ 1

s
+

s− 1

2
−

∑
2≤j≤k+1 s

2
j

s
,(9)

for any any integers 0 ≤ s2 ≤ r2, . . . , 0 ≤ sk+1 ≤ rk+1 with s := s2 + . . .+ sk+1 > 0.
We can now finish the proof of Theorem 5.3.

When k ≤ 2, s
2
≤

∑
2≤j≤k+1

s2j
s

. Thus, as soon as l ≥ p, L satisfies Property (Np).

In general, 1 ≤
∑

2≤j≤k+1
s2j

s
, thus as soon as l ≥ p+1

s
+ s−3

2
, L satisfies property (Np). Since

1 ≤ s ≤
∑

2≤j≤k+1

rj = n1

and the function

R → R

s → p+ 1

s
+

s− 3

2

decreases for s ∈ (1,
√
p+ 1) and increases for s ∈ (

√
p+ 1,+∞), we conclude that when

l ≥ max{p, p+1
n1

+ n1−3
2

}, L satisfies property (Np). We also note that when p ≥ n1

2
− 1,

p ≥ p+1
n1

+ n1−3
2

. �

Remark 5.4. If X = SFl(1, 2, . . . , n;V ) is the full symplectic variety, the estimation in the
last paragraph of the proof of Theorem 5.3 seems to be optimal. However, we can sometimes
refine the estimation on l in other cases. The proof shows that L on X satisfies Property
(Np) if

l ≥ max{p+ 1

s
+

s− 1

2
−

∑
2≤j≤k+1 s

2
j

s
| 0 ≤ si ≤ ri and 1 ≤ s ≤ n1}.

We now consider X = SFl(3, 5, 6;V ), where V is of dimension 12. The Picard number
of X is 3 and dimX = 47. We also have r2 = 1, r3 = 2 and r4 = 3. Then an elementary
calculation shows that L satisfies Property (Np) whenever l ≥ p.
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5.2. Orthogonal flag varieties. In the type Bn and Dn cases, a crucial difference is that
the Picard group X and the Picard group of F could be slightly different and our arguments
work only for ample line bundles coming from F .

Theorem 5.5. Assume that X is a rational homogeneous variety of type Bn or Dn and let
ι : X →֒ F be the embedding of X to the corresponding flag variety explained in Section 3.
Assume that L can be expressed as ι∗(H⊗l⊗M) where H and M are respectively ample and
nef line bundles on F . Then L satisfies Property (Np), if one of the following conditions
hold:

(1) k ≤ 2 and l ≥ p+ 1;
(2) l ≥ p+ 1 ≥ n1

2
− 1;

(3) l ≥ max{p+ 1, p+1
n1

+ n1−1
2

}.
The proof is identical to the proof of Theorem 5.3. We just need to replace the inequality

(8) by
∑

2≤p≤k+1

∑

1≤i≤sj

bpi ≤ j +
s(s+ 1)

2
.

We remark that when n1 < n in the Bn case or n1 < n− 1 in the Dn case, the restriction
map Pic(F ) → Pic(X) is bijective (see Subsection 3.2 and 3.3) and thus we may remove
”ι∗” in the assumption of Theorem 5.5.

5.3. G2-flag varieties. We apply the same strategy to study the syzygy of homogeneous
varieties of type G2. We need the commutative diagram in Section 3:

X� _

��

PX(Σ)oo

� _

��

// Q

OGr(2, V )
� _

��

OFl(1, 2;V )oo

� _

��

// Q
� _

��

Gr(2, V ) Fl(1, 2;V )
p

oo // P(V ) = P6,

where the varieties on the top line are rational homogeneous varieties of type G2. Since Q
is a 5-dimensional quadric hypersurface, we just need to deal with X and PX(Σ).

Let Σ and Q be the tautological sub-bundle and quotient bundle on Gr(2, V ). Let LG

be the Plücker polarization on Gr(2, V ). We know that X is defined as the zero locus of
a general section of the vector bundle Q∗ ⊗ LG on Gr(2, V ). Then −KX = (LG|X)⊗3 and
Pic(X) is generated by LG|X . Similarly, PX(Σ) is defined as the zero locus of a general
section of the vector bundle p∗(Q∗ ⊗ LG) on Fl(1, 2;V ) and the restriction map

Pic(Fl(1, 2;V )) → Pic(PX(Σ))

is also bijective.

Lemma 5.6. For any ample line bundle L on Gr(2, V ) (resp. Fl(1, 2;V )), the restriction
map

H0(Gr(2, V ), L) → H0(X,L|X)
(resp. H0(Fl(1, 2;V ), L) → H0(PX(Σ), L|PX(Σ))) is surjective.

Proof. We may argue as in the proof of Lemma 5.1. It is also easy to write down a direct
proof via the Borel-Weil-Bott theorem.

�
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Theorem 5.7. Let L be a an ample line bundle on X or PX(Σ). Assume that L = H⊗l⊗M ,
where H is ample, l ≥ 1, and M is nef. Then L satisfies Property (Np) when l ≥ p.

Proof. We apply the same strategy of the proof of Theorem 5.3. By Lemma 5.6, we may
assume that p ≥ 1. We first consider X →֒ Gr(2, V ). We also regard L as an ample line
bundle on Gr(2, V ) and let ML be its kernel bundle on Gr(2, V ). Since the Picard number
of a Grassmannian is 1, we may assume that L = L⊗l

G .
We then need to show that

H1+j(Gr(2, V ),∧iML ⊗ ∧j(Q⊗ L−1
G )⊗ L) = 0.

We apply Lemma 2.3 and the Borel-Weil-Bott theorem. Note that on Gr(2, V ), Lemma 2.3
simply says that ML admits a resolution

· · · → C(j) → · · · → C(1) → ML → 0,

where C(j) is a direct sum of copies of SρΣ with |ρ| = j. Thus we are reduced to show that

H1+j−i+
∑

1≤s≤i |ρs|(Sρ1Σ⊗ · · · ⊗ SρiΣ⊗ ∧j(Q⊗ L−1
G )⊗ L) = 0,(10)

where 0 ≤ j ≤ 5, 1 ≤ i ≤ p+ 1, and |ρs| ≥ 1 for 1 ≤ s ≤ i.
By the Borel-Weil-Bott Theorem, given a partition (a1, a2) and an integer m > 0,

Hm(S(a1,a2)Σ⊗ ∧j(Q⊗ L−1
G )⊗ L)

is nonzero only in the following cases:

1) m = 5, a1 − 6 > l − j, and a2 − 7 < l − j − 5;
2) m = 10, a1 − 6 > a2 − 7 > l − j;
3) m = 5− j when 1 ≤ j ≤ 4, a1 − 6 = l − 2j, and a2 − 7 < l − j − 5;
4) m = 10− j when 1 ≤ j ≤ 4, a1 − 6 > l − j, and a2 − 7 = l − 2j.

Let S(a1,a2)Σ be a direct summand of Sρ1Σ⊗· · ·⊗SρiΣ. Note that a1+a2 =
∑

1≤k≤i |ρk| ≥ i
and l ≥ p ≥ i− 1. Assume to the contrary that

H1+j−i+a1+a2(S(a1,a2)Σ⊗ ∧j(Q⊗ L−1
G )⊗ L) 6= 0,

we now deduce a contradiction.
If 1 + j − i+ a1 + a2 = 5, we have by 1) that

5 = 1 + j − i+ a1 + a2 > a2 + 1 + j − i+ (l + 6− j)) ≥ a2 + 6 > 5,

which is impossible.
If 1 + j − i+ a1 + a2 = 10, we have by 2) that

10 = 1 + j − i+ a1 + a2 ≥ 1 + j − i+ 2(l + 8− j) = 17− j + 2l − i ≥ l + 16− j ≥ l + 11,

which is impossible.
If 1 + j − i+ a1 + a2 = 5− j for some 1 ≤ j ≤ 4, we have by 3) that

5− j = 1+ j − i+ a1 + a2 = 1 + j − i+ (l + 6− 2j) + a2 = l + 7− i− j + a2 ≥ 6− j + a2,

which is impossible.
Finally, if 1 + j − i+ a1 + a2 = 10− j for some 1 ≤ j ≤ 4, we have by 4) that

10− j = 1 + j − i+ a1 + a2 > 1 + j − i+ (l + 6− j) + (l + 7− 2j) = 14 + 2l − i− 2j,

which implies that j > 3 + l ≥ 4. This is again absurd.

We now consider PX(Σ). Let L = L⊗a
1 ⊗ L⊗b

2 with a − b ≥ l and b ≥ l. We recall the
notations and results in Subsection 2.3. In this case, since the ambient variety is Fl(1, 2;V ),
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we have Σ3 = 0, Q3 = Σ2 = (L1 ⊗L2)
−1, Q2 = L2, and Q1 = p∗Q. We have H0(L) ≃ SαV ,

where

α = (

5︷ ︸︸ ︷
a, . . . , a, b, 0).

Moreover, ML sits in a short exact sequence

0 → N2 → ML → N1 → 0.

By Lemma 2.3, N2 admits a resolution

· · · → C(2)j → · · · → C(2)1 → N2 → 0,

where C(2)j is a direct sum of copies of (L1 ⊗L2)
⊗(−j) since Q3 = (L1 ⊗L2)

−1 and Σ3 = 0.
By the definition of the Littlewood-Richardson coefficient in Lemma 2.3, we know by the
Pieri rule that 1 ≤ j ≤ a. Similarly, N1 admits a resolution

· · · → C(1)j → · · · → C(1)1 → N1 → 0,

where, since α≥1 = (a − b, a − b, a − b, a − b, a − b, 0), we know by the Pieri rule that
1 ≤ j ≤ a− b and

C(1)j = L⊗j
2 ⊗ S(a−b,a−b,a−b,a−b,a−b−j,0)(Σ0/Σ2)⊗ (L1 ⊗ L2)

⊗b.

We need to show that

(11) H1+j−i+
∑

1≤l≤i jl(Fl(1, 2;V ), C(t1)j1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ C(tl)jl ⊗ · · · ⊗ C(ti)ji⊗
∧j p∗(Q⊗ L−1

G )⊗ L) = 0

for 0 ≤ j ≤ 5, 1 ≤ i ≤ p+ 1, t1, . . . , ti = 1 or 2, and j1, . . . , ji ≥ 1.
We denote J =

∑
1≤l≤i jl, V = {l | 1 ≤ l ≤ i and tl = 1}, and J1 =

∑
l∈V jl.

Let Sρ(Σ0/Σ2) ⊗ L⊗s
1 ⊗ L⊗t

2 be a direct summand of C(t1)j1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ C(ti)ji. From the
discussions above about C(tl)jl, we see that

s = b|V | − J + J1(12)

t = b|V | − J + 2J1.

We observe that s− t = −J1 ≥ −J .
Therefore, in order to prove (11), we are reduced to show the vanishing that

H1+j−i+J(∧jQ1 ⊗ L
⊗(a−j+s)
1 ⊗ L

⊗(b+t)
2 ⊗ Sρ(Σ0/Σ2)) = 0.(13)

We now apply the Borel-Weil-Bott Theorem and the same induction argument in the
proof of Proposition 2.4.

For each weight ρ of positive weight, Sρ(Σ0/Σ2) is a direct summand of (Σ0/Σ2) ⊗
Sρ′(Σ0/Σ2) where |ρ′| = |ρ| − 1. Since Σ0 is a trivial vector bundle and Σ2 = (L1 ⊗ L2)

−1,
by induction on |ρ|, it suffices to show that

H1+j−i+J+K(∧jQ1 ⊗ L
⊗(a−j+s)
1 ⊗ L

⊗(b+t)
2 ⊗ (L1 ⊗ L2)

⊗(−K)) = 0

for each K ≥ 0, to prove (13).
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By the Borel-Weil-Bott theorem, it is reduced to study the sequence

(b1, b2, b3, b4, b5, b6, b7) :=

(

j︷ ︸︸ ︷
a + s+ 1− j −K, . . . , a+ s+ 1− j −K,

5−j︷ ︸︸ ︷
a+ s−K − j, . . . , a+ s−K − j, b+ t−K, 0)−

(1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7) =

(

j︷ ︸︸ ︷
a + s− j −K, . . . , a+ s−K − 2j + 1,

5−j︷ ︸︸ ︷
a+ s− 2j −K − 1, . . . , a+ s− j −K − 5,

b+ t−K − 6,−7)

of length 7.
If the above sequence has two identical entries or is strictly decreasing, nothing needs to

be proved. Otherwise, the number of inversions of the sequence is nonzero, then it can only
be 1, 5, 6, 10, 11 when j = 0 or 5 and some more numbers 5 − j, 6 − j, 10 − j and 11 − j
when 1 ≤ j ≤ 4. We finally show that in all these possibilities, 1 + j − i+ J +K is not the
number of inversions of the above sequence. This is an elementary calculation but we still
write down the details for the completeness of the proof.

If 1 + j − i + J + K = 1 is the number of inversions and the set of inversions is just
{b6 < b7}, we have K = j = 0 and J = i. Moreover, b + t − 6 < −7. Recall (12) that
t = b|V | − J + 2J1 ≥ −J = −i ≥ −p − 1. Thus p ≤ l ≤ b < −t − 1 ≤ p, which is a
contradiction.

If 1+j−i+J+K = 5 is the number of inversions and the set of inversions is {b6 > be | 1 ≤
e ≤ 5}, J = 4+ i−j−K ≤ 5+p−j. In this case, we also have b+ t−K−6 ≥ a+s−K−j.
Then J ≥ t− s ≥ (a− b) + 6− j ≥ p+ 6− j, which is a contradiction.

If 1 + j − i+ J +K = 6 is the number of inversions and the set of inversions is {b7 > be |
1 ≤ e ≤ 6}, K = 5−j+i−J ≤ 6+p−j−J . On the other hand, we have −7 ≥ a+s−K−j.
Thus K ≥ a + s+ 7 ≥ 2p− j − J + 7, which is a contradiction.

If 1 + j − i + J + K = 10 is the number of inversions and the set of inversions is
{b6 > be, b7 > be | 1 ≤ e ≤ 5}, we have K = 9− j + i− J ≤ 10 + p− j − J . In this case, we
also have −7 ≥ a+ s−K − j and b+ t− 6 ≥ a + s− j + 1. Thus

10 + p− j − J ≥ K ≥ a + s+ 7− j ≥ 2p+ 7 + b|V | − J + J1 − j

and we have J1 ≤ 3− p. On the other hand, from the inequality b+ t− 6 ≥ a+ s− j + 1,
we get p+ 2 ≤ p+ 7− j ≤ J1, which is a contradiction.

If 1 + j − i + J + K = 11 is the number of inversions and the set of inversions is
{b6 > be, b7 > be, b7 > b6 | 1 ≤ e ≤ 5}, K = 10 − j + i − J ≤ 11 + p − j − J . Moreover,
since −7 > a + s − j − K, we have K ≥ a + s − j + 8 ≥ 2p + J1 − J − j + 8. Thus
J1 ≤ 3− p. On the other hand, b+ t− 6 ≥ a+ s− j and thus J1 ≥ p+6− j. We thus have
a contradiction when j ≤ 4. When j = 5, we can improve the above estimation. Indeed, we
have b+ t− 6 ≥ a + s− 4 and thus J1 ≥ p+ 2 and we still have a contradiction.

We then assume that 1 ≤ j ≤ 4.
If 1 + j − i + J + K = 5 − j is the number of inversions and the set of inversions

is {b6 > be | j + 1 ≤ e ≤ 5}, 2j = 4 + i − J − K ≤ 5 + p − J . We also have that
b+t−K−6 = a+s−K−2j in this case. Then 2j = 6+(a−b)+(s−t) ≥ l+6−J ≥ p+6−J ,
which is a contradiction.
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If 1 + j − i + J + K = 6 − j is the number of inversions and the set of inversions is
{b7 > be | j + 1 ≤ e ≤ 6}, 2j = 5 + i − J − K ≤ 6 + p − J − K. In this case, we have
−7 = a+ s−K − 2j. Thus 2j = a+ s+7−K ≥ 2p− J +7−K, which is a contradiction.

If 1 + j − i + J + K = 10 − j is the number of inversions and the set of inversions is
{b6 > be, b7 > bf | 1 ≤ e ≤ 5 and j + 1 ≤ f ≤ 5}, 2j = 9 + i − J −K ≤ 10 + p − J −K.
Moreover, we have −7 = a+ s−K − 2j and b+ t− 6 ≥ a + s− j + 1. Thus J1 = t− s ≥
a− b+ 7 ≥ p+ 7 and 2j = a+ 7+ s−K ≥ 2p+ 7+ J1 − J −K ≥ 3p+ 14− J −K, which
is a contradiction.

If 1 + j − i + J + K = 11 − j is the number of inversions and the set of inversions is
{b7 > be, b6 > bf | 1 ≤ e ≤ 5 and j+1 ≤ f ≤ 5}, we have 2j = 10+i−J−K ≤ 11+p−J−K.
Moreover, −7 ≥ a+ s−K + 1 and b+ t− 6 = a+ s− 2j. Thus −7 ≥ 2p+ J1 − J −K + 1
and J + K ≥ 2p + J1 + 8. On the other hand, 2j = (a − b) + (s − t) + 6 ≥ p + 6 − J1.
Thus p + 6 − J1 ≤ 2j ≤ 11 + p − J −K ≤ 11 + p − 2p − J1 − 8 = 3 − p − J1, which is a
contradiction.

�
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ishing theorems for vector bundles associated with an ample vector bundle] Ann. Scuola Norm. Sup.
Pisa Cl. Sci. (4) 19 (1992), no. 4, 515–565.

[Mum] Mumford, David. Varieties defined by quadratic equations. 1970 Questions on Algebraic Varieties
(C.I.M.E., III Ciclo, Varenna, 1969) pp. 29–100 Edizioni Cremonese, Rome.

[OP] Ottaviani, Giorgio; Paoletti, Raffaella. Syzygies of Veronese embeddings. Compositio Math. 125
(2001), no. 1, 31–37.



20 ZHI JIANG

[W] Weyman, Jerzy. Cohomology of vector bundles and syzygies. Cambridge Tracts in Mathematics, 149.
Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2003.

Zhi Jiang, Shanghai Center for Mathematical Sciences, China

Email address : zhijiang@fudan.edu.cn


	1. Introduction
	2. Flag varieties
	2.1. The Borel-Weil-Bott theorem
	2.2. A vanishing theorem
	2.3. A Filtration on the kernel bundle

	3. Rational homogeneous varieties
	3.1. Rational homogeneous varieties of type Cn
	3.2. Rational homogeneous varieties of type Bn
	3.3. Rational homogeneous varieties of type Dn
	3.4. Rational homogeneous varieties of type G2

	4. Plethysm
	4.1. Some results on partitions
	4.2. Weights of the graded bundles

	5. Syzygies of Isotropic flag varieties
	5.1. Symplectic flag varieties
	5.2. Orthogonal flag varieties
	5.3. G2-flag varieties

	References

