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CONORMAL VARIETIES OF COVEXILLARY SCHUBERT VARIETIES

RAHUL SINGH

ABSTRACT. A permutation is called covexillary if it avoids the pattern 3412. We
construct an open embedding of a covexillary matrix Schubert variety into a Grass-
mannian Schubert variety. As applications of this embedding, we show that the
characteristic cycles of covexillary Schubert varieties are irreducible, and provide
a new proof of Lascoux’s model computing Kazhdan-Lusztig polynomials of vex-
illary permutations. Combining the above embedding with earlier work of the
author on the conormal varieties of Grassmannian Schubert varieties, we develop
an algebraic criterion identifying the conormal varieties of covexillary Schubert
and matrix Schubert varieties as subvarieties of the respective cotangent bundles.

The conormal varieties of Schubert varieties play a central role in the Springer
representations of Weyl groups, see [Spr78, Spr82, CG97]. The work of Aluffi, Mi-
halcea, Shürmann, and Su [AMSS17] sheds light on the relation between the torus-
equivariant (co)-homology classes of conormal varieties and the “stable basis” of
Maulik and Okounkov [MO19]. The conormal variety is defined as the closure
(in the cotangent bundle) of the conormal bundle of the smooth locus of a variety.
While the conormal bundle of the smooth locus often admits simple descriptions,
it is in general a difficult problem to describe the boundary, singularities, coho-
mology classes etc. of its closure. In this paper, we study covexillary Schubert
varieties and their conormal varieties.

Recall that a partial permutation is called covexillary if its essential set goes
from top-right to bottom-left, see Section 1.2 for details. Following [Ful92], a per-
mutation, i.e., a full-rank partial permutation matrix, is covexillary if it avoids the
pattern 3412. Lascoux and Schützenberger [LS82] (see also Fulton [Ful92]) showed

that the cohomology class of a covexillary† Schubert variety is a multi-Schur func-
tion, generalizing Giambelli’s formula for the cohomology class of a Grassman-
nian Schubert variety. More recently, Anderson, Ikeda, Jeon, and Kawago [AIMR21]
have shown that covexillary Schubert varieties have the same singularities as Schu-
bert subvarieties of Grassmannians. A priori, it is not clear why covexillary Schu-
bert varieties behave like Grassmannian Schubert varieties for both these proper-
ties (cohomology classes and singularity types). In this paper, we provide a con-
struction (see Theorem 0.1 below) that simultaneously explains both these proper-
ties.

Let B denote the set of upper triangular invertible n × n matrices, g the set of

n×n matrices, w a partial permutation matrix, and gw = BwB the closure (in g) of
the B×B-orbit of w, i.e., a matrix Schubert variety. Our first result (Theorem 1.6) is
the construction, for covexillary w, of an open embedding of gw in some Schubert
subvariety of the Grassmannian Gr(n, 2n).

†We use the ‘homological’ indexing, corresponding to dim(F lw) = ℓ(w), where ℓ(w) is the length
of the word w. In particular, the Schubert varieties that we call covexillary are called vexillary in
[LS82, Ful92, Las95] etc.
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Theorem 0.1. Let w be a covexillary permutation. Let h : g → Gr(n, 2n) be the graph

embedding, i.e., the map given by x 7→ Col

(
I(n)
x

)
. There exists a permutation τ ∈ S2n

and a Schubert variety Grv ⊂ Gr(n, 2n) such that the composite map

τ ◦ h : g → Gr(n, 2n), x 7→ τ Col

(
I(n)
x

)

induces an open immersion gw →֒ Grv .

Let us explain how Theorem 0.1 relates the singularities and cohomology classes
of covexillary Schubert varieties with those of Grassmannian Schubert varieties.
Let E• = (E1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ En−1) denote the standard flag, F l the flag variety, and

π : G ։ F l the map g 7→ gE•. Let F lw = BwE• denote the Schubert variety
corresponding to a permutation matrix w, and Gw := π−1(F lw) the pull-back of
F lw along π. Observe that since π is a locally trivial fibration with smooth fibres,
F lw has the same singularities as Gw. Further, Gw is an open subset of gw. Now,
if w is covexillary, it follows from Theorem 0.1 that gw (and hence also Gw) can be
viewed as an open subset of Grv , and hence has the same singularities as Grv .

Let w0 be the longest permutation in Sn, and let T ⊂ B be the set of diagonal
matrices in B. Recall that the double Schubert polynomial Sw0w, which computes
the T -equivariant cohomology class of F lw, is precisely the T × T multidegree of
gw in g, i.e., the localization of the T × T -equivariant cohomology class of gw at
0. Let T2n denote the set of diagonal matrices in GL2n, acting on Gr(n, 2n) by left
multiplication. The embedding gw → Grv sends 0 ∈ gw to τ ∈ Gr(n, 2n) and is

equivariant for an appropriate identification T × T
∼
→ T2n (the precise identifica-

tion depends on the word w). This relates the T ×T multidegree of gw in g, i.e., the
double Schubert polynomial Sw0w, with the T2n-equivariant localization of Grv at
the point τ , which is a multi-Schur function.

The fact that covexillary Schubert varieties have the same singularities as Grass-
mannian Schubert varieties yields some immediate consequences. The character-
istic cycle of the IC sheaf of a Schubert variety F lw is irreducible if and only if
for each T -fixed point v, the local Euler obstruction of F lw at v equals the evalua-
tion of the Kazhdan-Lusztig polynomial [KL80a, KL80b] evaluated at 1. Both the
Kazhdan-Lusztig polynomials and the Euler obstructions are local invariants, and
hence we obtain the following result (Theorem 1.10).

Theorem 0.2. The characteristic cycle of the IC sheaf of a covexillary Schubert variety is
irreducible.

In [LS81], Lascoux and Schützenberger gave a combinatorial model to com-
pute the Kazhdan-Lusztig polynomial of a Grassmannian Schubert variety. Later,
Lascoux [Las95] extended this to covexillary Schubert varieties, showing that the
Kazhdan-Lusztig polynomials of a covexillary Schubert variety are the same as
certain Kazhdan-Lusztig polynomials of some Grassmannian Schubert variety.
Since the Kazhdan-Lusztig polynomials are local invariants, Theorem 0.1 gives
an alternate proof of Lascoux’s result. Further, by Theorem 0.2, the Lascoux-
Schützenberger model is also an effective algorithm for computing the Euler ob-
structions of covexillary Schubert varieties.
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Finally, we turn our attention to the conormal variety N∗F lw of F lw in F l,
which we relate to the conormal variety N∗Grv of Grv in Gr(n, 2n) via the com-
mutative diagram in Equation (1). Here f# : T ∗M → T ∗N denotes the open
immersion induced on cotangent bundles from an open immersion f : M → N of
smooth varieties. The existence of a map π′ : N∗Gw ։ N∗F lw is a consequence of
the smoothness of the map π : G → F l, see [HTT08].

(1)

N∗F lw N∗Gw N∗gw N∗Grv

F lw Gw gw Grv

F l G g Gr(n, 2n)

×

π′

×

ι# τ#◦h#

×

×

π

×

ι τ◦h

×

π ι τ◦h

In [Sin21], algebraic conditions, equivalently a (possibly non-reduced) system
of equations, was developed identifying the conormal variety of a Grassmannian
Schubert variety as a closed subvariety of the cotangent bundle of the Grassman-
nian. Following Equation (1), the conormal variety N∗gw of the matrix Schubert
variety gw is simply the pull-back of the conormal variety N∗Grv along the map
τ# ◦ h# : T ∗gw → T ∗Gr(n, 2n), or equivalently, N∗gw = N∗Grv |gw. Using this
characterization of N∗gw, along with the results of [Sin21], we develop a descrip-
tion of N∗gw as a subvariety of T ∗g. (see Theorem 2.4 for a precise statement).

Using the trace form, we make the identifications g∗ = g and T ∗g = g× g.

Theorem 0.3. Suppose w is covexillary. A point (x, y) ∈ g × g = T ∗g belongs to the
conormal variety N∗gw of gw if and only if it certain rank conditions are satisfied on

certain sub-matrices of the 2n× 2n matrix

(
yx y
xyx xy

)
.

Consider the pull-back π∗T ∗F l of T ∗F l along π : G → F l, and the induced map
π′ : π∗T ∗F l → T ∗F l. A point p ∈ T ∗F l belongs to the conormal variety N∗F lw
if and only if π′−1(x) ∈ N∗Gw. Moreover, the latter is precisely the restriction of
N∗gw along the inclusion Gw → gw. This allows us to develop a characterization
of N∗F lw.

Theorem 0.4. Suppose w is covexillary, and let 1 ≤ p1 ≤ · · · ≤ pm < n, 1 ≤ q1 ≤
· · · ≤ qm < n and r1, · · · , rm be integers such that

dim(Fqi/Epi
) ≤ ri, ∀ 1 ≤ i ≤ m

are the minimal conditions describing F lw as a subvariety of F l (see Lemma 1.2). Consider
the cotangent bundle,

T ∗F l = {(F•, z) ∈ F l × g | zFi ⊂ Fi−1∀i} .

Then (F•, z) ∈ N∗F lw if and only if F• ∈ F lw, and

dim(z(Fqi + Epi
)/(Fqj ∩ Epj

)) ≤

{
(qi−1 − ri−1)− (qj − rj),

(pi + ri)− (pj+1 + rj+1),
∀1 ≤ j < i ≤ n.
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1. MATRIX SCHUBERT VARIETIES AND THE GRAPH EMBEDDING

Let En be a n-dimensional vector space with standard basis e1, · · · , en. For
linear subspaces V, V ′ ⊂ En, we will denote by V/V ′ the image of V under the
projection En → En/V

′.
Let g be the set of n × n matrices, G = GLn the set of invertible matrices in g,

and B the set of upper triangular matrices in G. The algebra g (resp. the group G)
acts on En by left multiplication with respect to the ordered basis e1, · · · , en.

1.1. Partial Permutations and the rank matrix. A partial permutation (of size n) is
a {0, 1}-matrix (of size n×n) such that each row and each column contains at most
one non-zero entry. A full-rank partial permutation matrix contains exactly one
non-zero entry in each row and column, and hence corresponds to a permutation
of the set {1, · · · , n}. (The permutation w ∈ Sn corresponds to the n × n matrix
with 1s in the positions {(w(i), i) | 1 ≤ i ≤ n}, and 0s elsewhere).

Given a partial permutation w of size n×n, we define a rank matrix r
w given by

r
w
ij = dim(wEj/Ei−1).

Equivalently, rwij is the rank of the bottom-left sub-matrix of w spanned by the rows
i, i+ 1, · · · , n, and the columns 1, · · · , j.

Example 1.1. Consider the permutation w ∈ S6 given in one-line notation by w =
[351642]. The corresponding permutation and rank matrices are given by

w =




0 0 1 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 1
1 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 1 0
0 1 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 1 0 0




, r
w =




1 2 3 4 5 6
1 2 2 3 4 5
1 2 2 3 4 4
0 1 1 2 3 3
0 1 1 2 2 2
0 0 0 1 1 1




.

1.2. Diagram and Essential Set. Consider a partial permutation w of size n. For
each non-zero entry in w, we shade every box that appears above it and every box
that appears to its right. The set of unshaded boxes is called the diagram D(w) of
w. The set of northeast corners of D(w) is called the essential set Ess(w) of w,

Ess(w) = {(p, q) ∈ D(w) | (p− 1, q), (p, q + 1), (p− 1, q + 1) /∈ D(w)} .

It is clear that the essential set does not contain any boxes in the top row or the last
column.

Given a partial permutation w, let ŵ be the unique 2n× 2n permutation matrix
whose bottom-left n × n submatrix is w, and the entries in the top n rows and in
the last n columns go from bottom-left to top-right. Then the essential set of ŵ is
contained in the bottom-left n × n submatrix, and agrees with the essential set of
w. The significance of essential sets can be gleaned from the following result.
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FIGURE 1. Computing the diagram and essential set of a partial
permutation matrix.

Lemma 1.2. (cf. [Ful92]) The partial permutation matrix w is determined by the pair
(Ess(w), rw |Ess(w)), i.e., the essential set of w, and the restriction of the rank matrix to
this essential set.

An algorithm to recover w from the pair (Ess(w), rw |Ess(w)) was developed by
Eriksson and Linusson in [EL96].

Definition 1.3. We say that a partial permutation w is covexillary if its essential set
goes from the top-left to the bottom-right, i.e., there exist integers 1 ≤ p1 ≤ · · · ≤
pm−1 < n and 1 ≤ q1 ≤ · · · ≤ qm−1 < n such that

Ess(w) = {(p1 + 1, q1), · · · , (pm−1 + 1, qm−1)}.

Lemma 1.4. (cf. [Ful92]) A permutation w ∈ Sn is covexillary if and only if it avoids the
pattern 3412, i.e., there does not exist any quadruple 1 ≤ i < j < k < l ≤ n satisfying
w(k) < w(l) < w(i) < w(j).

1.3. Schubert varieties in the Flag Manifold. Let Ei = 〈e1, · · · , en〉, let E• =
(E1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ En−1) denote the standard flag in En, and let F l denote the variety of
flags in En, i.e.,

F l = {(F1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ Fn−1) | dimFi = i} .

For w ∈ Sn, the B-orbit F l◦w of the permutation flag wE• in F l is called a Schubert
cell, and its closure F lw a Schubert variety. We have

F l◦w = {F• ∈ F l | dim(Fj/Ei−1) = rw(i, j) ∀ 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n} ,

F lw = {F• ∈ F l | dim(Fj/Ei−1) ≤ rw(i, j) ∀ 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n} .
(2)

Given u,w ∈ Sn, we have F lu ⊂ F lw if and only if

ru(i, j) ≤ rw(i, j) ∀ 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n.

The partial order u ≤ w ⇐⇒ F lu ⊂ F lw is called the Bruhat order on Sn.

Remark 1.5. A permutation which avoids the pattern 2143 is called vexillary. Let
w0 denote the longest permutation in Sn. Then w ∈ Sn is covexillary if and only if
w0w is vexillary. There are two common conventions for indexing Schubert vari-
eties by permutations: one corresponds to dim(F lw) = ℓ(w0) − ℓ(w), the other to
dim(F lw) = ℓ(w), where ℓ(w) is the length of w. The Schubert varieties indexed by
vexillary permutations in the former convention correspond to the ones indexed
by covexillary permutations in the latter.
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1.4. Grassmannian Schubert varieties. LetGr(d, n) denote the Grassmannian va-
riety of d-dimensional subspaces of En. The B-orbit closures Gru ⊂ Gr(d, n)
(called Grassmannian Schubert varieties) are indexed by increasing d-sequences
u taking values in {1, · · · , n}. Given such a sequence u = (u1, · · · , ud), we have

Gru = {V ⊂ En | dim(V + Eui
) ≤ d+ ui − i ∀ 1 ≤ i ≤ d} .(3)

We have Gru ⊂ Grv if and only if ui ≤ vi for all 1 ≤ i ≤ d.
Note the redundancy inherent in the conditions in Equation (3). Given a se-

quence u as above, let Su = {i ∈ [d] |ui+1 6= ui + 1}. Then

Gru =
{
V ⊂ En

∣∣ dim(V + Eui
) ≤ d+ ui − i ∀ i ∈ Su

}
.

1.5. Matrix Schubert varieties. Consider the B ×B-action on g given by

(bl, br) · x = blxb
−1
r .

The orbits g◦w ⊂ g of this action are indexed by n × n partial permutations. Here
g◦w denotes the B × B-orbit in g of the partial permutation matrix w. We call g◦w a
matrix Schubert cell, and its closure gw := g◦w a matrix Schubert variety. We have

g◦w = {x ∈ g | dim(xEj/Ei−1) = rw(i, j) ∀ 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n} ,

gw = {x ∈ g | dim(xEj/Ei−1) ≤ rw(i, j) ∀ 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n} .
(4)

Given partial permutations u,w, we have gu ⊂ gw if and only if

ru(i, j) ≤ rw(i, j) ∀i, j.

The partial order u ≤ w ⇐⇒ gu ⊂ gw (also called the Bruhat order) extends the
Bruhat order on permutations.

The set G ⊂ g is a B × B-stable open subvariety of g. We have g◦w ⊂ G if and
only if w is a permutation matrix, i.e., if and only if rk(w) = n. In this case, we set

Gw = gw
⋂

G =
⋃

u∈Sn

u≤w

g◦u.

Consider the map π : G ։ F l, given by g 7→ gE•. Comparing Equations (2)
and (4), we see that Gw = π−1(F lw).

1.6. Open immersion for covexillary matrix Schubert varieties. Let w be a cov-
exillary partial permutation, so that

Ess(w) = {(p1 + 1, q1), · · · , (pm−1 + 1, qm−1)}

for some 0 ≤ p1 ≤ · · · ≤ pm−1 ≤ n− 1 and 1 ≤ q1 ≤ · · · ≤ qm−1 ≤ n. Let rw be the
rank matrix of w, and set ri = r

w
pi+1,qi . For convenience, we set pm = qm = n, and

ti = pi + qi. Let τ be the 2n× 2n permutation matrix given by

τ =




I(q1) 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 I(p1) 0 0

0
. . . 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0
. . . 0

0 0 I(qm − qm−1) 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 I(pm − pm−1)




,(5)

where I(k) denotes the identity matrix of size k, and the 0s are rectangular zero
matrices of appropriate sizes. By an abuse of notation, we will also denote by
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τ : Gr(n, 2n) → Gr(n, 2n) the automorphism of Gr(n, 2n) induced by the left
multiplication action of τ on En.

Let Col( ) denote the column span of a matrix, and consider the map

h : g → Gr(n, 2n), h(x) = Col

(
In
x

)
.(6)

If we view x ∈ g as a map x : En → En, then h(x) can be identified as the graph of
this map. Hence we call h : g → Gr(n, 2n) the graph embedding.

Theorem 1.6. Let w ∈ Sn and τ ∈ S2n be as in Equation (5). Let Grv be the Schubert
subvariety of Gr(n, 2n) given by

Grv = {V ∈ Gr(n, 2n) | dim(V + Eti) ≤ n+ pi + ri} .

The composite map τ ◦ h : g → Gr(n, 2n) induces an open immersion gw →֒ Grv .

The proof of Theorem 1.6 depends on the following lemma.

Lemma 1.7. Let V = 〈e1, · · · eq, en+1, · · · , en+p〉. For x ∈ g, we have

dim(xEq/Ep) ≤ r ⇐⇒ dim(h(x) + V ) ≤ n+ p+ r.

Proof. Let us write x in block-matrix form,

x =

(
a b
c d

)
,

with a a p×q matrix, b a p×(n−q)matrix, c a (n−p)×q matrix, and d a (n−p)×(n−q)
matrix. The result follows from the observations dim(xEq/Ep) = rk(c), and

dim(h(x) + V ) = rk




I(q) 0 I(q) 0
0 I(p) 0 0
a b 0 I(p)
c d 0 0




= rk




0 0 I(q) 0
0 I(p) 0 0
0 0 0 I(p)
c 0 0 0


 = n+ p+ rk(c).

�

Proof of Theorem 1.6. Since h : g →֒ Gr(n, 2n) is an open immersion, and V 7→ τV
is an automorphism of Gr(n, 2n), the composite map τ ◦ h : g → Gr(n, 2n) is an
open immersion. Hence, it suffices to show that for x ∈ g, we have τh(x) ∈ Grv if
and only if x ∈ gw.

Observe that τh(x) ∈ Grv if and only if

dim(τh(x) + Eti) ≤ n+ pi + ri ∀ 1 ≤ i ≤ m− 1

⇐⇒ dim(h(x) + τ−1Eti) ≤ n+ pi + ri ∀ 1 ≤ i ≤ m− 1.

Following Equation (5), we see that

τ−1Eti = 〈e1, · · · , eqi , en+1, · · · , en+pi
〉 .(7)

Following Lemma 1.7, we have

dim(h(x) + τ−1Eti) ≤ n+ pi + ri ∀1 ≤ i ≤ m− 1

⇐⇒ dim(xEqi/Epi
) ≤ ri ∀1 ≤ i ≤ m− 1.
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Comparing with Equation (4), we see that τh(x) ∈ Grv if and only if x ∈ gw. �

Corollary 1.8. Consider the open immersion ι : G → g. If w ∈ Sn is covexillary
permutation, we have an open immersion τ ◦ h ◦ ι : Gw → Grv .

1.7. Equivariance of the Embedding. The B ×B-action on g restricts to a T × T -
action on g. Let T2n be the group of invertible 2n × 2n diagonal matrices, acting
on Gr(n, 2n) via left-multiplication. Let τ : T2n → T2n denote conjugation by the
permutation τ . Making the identification,

T × T
∼
→ T2n, (tl, tr) 7→

(
tr 0
0 tl

)
,

we have a commutative diagram of actions,

T × T T2n T2n

g Gr(n, 2n) Gr(n, 2n).

∼ τ

h τ

Remark 1.9. Let xi (resp. yi) denote the ith coordinate function on the second (resp.
first) component of T ×T , and let ti denote the ith coordinate function on T2n. The
map f : Hom(T2n,C

∗) → Hom(T × T,C∗), dual to the composite map

T × T T2n T2n.
∼ τ

is given by tτ(i) 7→

{
yi if i ≤ n

xi−n if i > n
.

Consider the double Schubert polynomial Sw0w. Following [KM05], Sw0w is
precisely the T ×T multidegree of gw in g. Moreover, since τ ◦h : g → Gr(n, 2n) is
an open immersion taking gw to Grv and 0 ∈ g to τ ∈ Gr(n, 2n), this multidegree
equals the image under f of [Grv]T2n

|τ , the localization at τ of the T2n-equivariant
cohomology class of Grv .

1.8. Characteristic Cycles and Euler Obstructions. The local Euler obstruction is
a certain topological invariant of algebraic varieties. It was first introduced by
MacPherson in [Mac74], and has seen many alternate definitions and interpreta-
tions, see [BSS09, Ch. 8] for a discussion. Combinatorial models computing the
local Euler obstructions of Grassmannian Schubert varieties were developed by
[BF97], see also [BFL90, BK81].

A long-standing problem in geometric representation theory is determining
when the characteristic cycle of the IC sheaf of a Schubert variety F lw is irre-
ducible, and more generally, computing the characteristic cycle as a linear combi-
nation of conormal cycles. Euler obstruction computations are useful in the study
of the irreducibility of the characteristic cycle of the IC sheaf of a Schubert variety.
Precisely, the characteristic cycle is irreducible if and only if the Euler obstruction
of F lw at a point v equals the value of the Kazhdan-Lusztig polynomial [KL80a,
KL80b] evaluated at 1. Bressler, Finkelberg, and Lunts [BFL90] used Zelevinsky’s
small resolutions to show that the characteristic cycle of a Grassmannian Schubert
variety is irreducible. Later, Boe and Fu [BF97] gave a different proof, showing
that for Grassmannian Schubert varieties, Lascoux and Schützenberger’s combi-
natorial model [Las95] for Kazhdan-Lusztig polynomials also computes the Euler
obstructions.
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Since both the Kazhdan-Lusztig polynomials and the Euler obstructions are lo-
cal invariants, the following is an immediate consequence of Theorem 1.6.

Theorem 1.10. The characteristic cycle of the IC sheaf a covexillary Schubert variety is
irreducible.

2. THE CONORMAL VARIETY OF A COVEXILLARY MATRIX SCHUBERT VARIETY

In this section, we give a (possibly non-reduced) system of equations identify-
ing the conormal variety N∗gw of gw in g as a subvariety of the cotangent bundle
T ∗g. To this end, we recall standard descriptions of the cotangent bundles T ∗g and
T ∗Gr(n, 2n), and give a formula in Lemma 2.1 for the induced map on cotangent
bundles, τ# ◦ h# : T ∗g → T ∗Gr(n, 2n), compatible with these descriptions.

2.1. Conormal Varieties. Let M be a smooth variety, and X ⊂ M a closed sub-
variety. We recall the definition of the conormal variety N∗X (or N∗(X,M) when
it is necessary to emphasize the ambient variety M ) of X in M . Let Xsm be the
smooth locus of X . The conormal bundle N∗Xsm → Xsm is the vector bundle
given by

N∗
xX

sm = {α ∈ T ∗
xM |α(v) = 0 ∀ v ∈ TxM} ,

i.e., it is the vector bundle whose fibre at a point x ∈ Xsm is the annihilator (in
T ∗M ) of the tangent subspace TxX

sm. The closure of N∗Xsm in T ∗M is called the
conormal variety N∗X of X in M .

2.2. Cotangent bundles and pull-backs. Consider a smooth map γ : D → M to
M from some (Euclidean) neighborhood D of 0 ∈ C. Then γ corresponds to a
tangent vector at the point γ(0) ∈ M , and every tangent vector can obtained in
this manner. We will call γ a local curve in M . Given a smooth map f : M → N ,
we have an induced map f∗ : TM → TN of tangent bundles. If v is the tangent
vector corresponding to a curve γ : D → M , then f∗(v) is the tangent vector
corresponding to the curve f ◦ γ : D → N .

For x ∈ M , let f∗,x : TxM → Tf(x)N denote the restriction of f∗ to the tangent
space TxM . Let f ′ : f∗T ∗N → T ∗N be the base change of the map f : M → N
along the map T ∗N → N . For x ∈ M , the fibre (f∗T ∗N)x is precisely the cotangent
space T ∗

f(x)N . Dual to the map f∗,x, we have a map f∗
x : (f∗T ∗N)x → T ∗

xM , and

hence a map f∗ : f∗T ∗N → T ∗M .

T ∗M f∗T ∗N T ∗N

M N.

f∗ f ′

f

×

If f : M → N is an open immersion, the map f∗ is an isomorphism, and we have
an open immersion f# : T ∗M → T ∗N given by f# = f ′ ◦ (f∗)−1.

T ∗M f∗T ∗M T ∗N

M N.

(f∗)−1
f ′

f

×

Equivalently, T ∗M is simply the restriction of T ∗N to M , and f# : T ∗M → T ∗N
is the inclusion map.
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2.3. Tangent and cotangent bundle of the Grassmannian. Since g is a vector
space, we have natural identifications

Tg = g× g, T ∗g = g× g∗.(8)

The point (x, y) ∈ g× g = Tg corresponds to the local curve t 7→ x+ ty.
The trace form on g is a non-degenerate bilinear form, and hence induces an

isomorphism α : g → g∗. For y ∈ g, we write αy ∈ g∗ for the linear functional
given by αy(x) = tr(yx).

Let E2n be a 2n-dimensional vector space with standard basis e1, · · · , e2n, and
letP ⊂ GL2n denote the stabilizer of the subspaceEn ⊂ E2n. Let g2n = Lie(GL2n),
p = Lie(P ), and let θ : g → g2n/p denote the linear isomorphism

θ(y) =

(
0 0
y 0

)
(mod p),

where the matrix on the right is in block form with blocks of size n× n. Recall the
isomorphism GL2n/P = Gr(n, 2n) given by gP 7→ gEn. We have

T ∗Gr(n, 2n) = GL2n ×P (g2n/p),(9)

with (g, θ(y)) ∈ GL2n ×P (g2n/p) corresponding to the curve t 7→ g Col

(
I(n)
ty

)
.

Let uP be the unipotent radical of p. The trace form on g2n induces a non-
degenerate bilinear pairing tr : g2n/p × uP → C. Let θ∗ : g∗ → uP denote the
isomorphism

θ∗(αy) =

(
0 y
0 0

)
,

where the matrices are in block form with blocks of size n×n. We have a commu-
tative diagram,

g× g∗ g2n/p× uP

C

θ×θ∗

tr

where the map g×g∗ → C is simply the evaluation map (x, αy) 7→ αy(x) = tr(yx).
Dual to Equation (9), the cotangent bundle of Gr(n, 2n) is given by

T ∗Gr(n, 2n) = GL2n ×P uP .(10)

Lemma 2.1. Let h1 : g → GL2n be the map given by

h1(x) =

(
I(n) 0
x I(n)

)
.

Recall from Equation (6) the graph embedding h : g → Gr(n, 2n). The map h# : T ∗g →
T ∗Gr(n, 2n) is given by

h#(x, αy) = (h1(x), θ
∗(αy)) ∈ GL2n ×P uP .

Proof. Consider the local curve γ in g given by γ(t) = x+ ty. We have

h ◦ γ(t) = Col

(
I(n)
x+ ty

)
= h1(x)Col

(
I(n)
ty

)
,
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We see that h∗(x, y) = (h1(x), θ(y)) ∈ GL2n ×P (g2n/p), and hence

h#(x, αy) = (h1(x), θ
∗(αy)) ∈ GL2n ×P uP .

�

Lemma 2.2. Recall τ ∈ S2n from Equation (5), and the associated map τ : Gr(n, 2n) →
Gr(n, 2n) given by V 7→ τV . We have τ#(g, x) = (τg, x) ∈ GL2n ×P uP .

Proof. At any point gEn ∈ Gr(n, 2n), the pairing

TgEn
Gr(n, 2n)× T ∗

gEn
Gr(n, 2n) → C

is given by ((g, y), (g, x)) 7→ tr(yx). The point (g, x) ∈ G ×P (g/p) corresponds to

the local curve γ given by γ(t) = gCol

(
I(n)
ty

)
. We have τ ◦ γ(t) = τgCol

(
I(n)
ty

)
,

and hence τ∗(g, y) = (τg, y). It follows that τ#(g, x) = (τg, x). �

2.4. The Springer map. The Springer map µ2n : T ∗Gr(n, 2n) → g2n, given by

µ2n(g, x) = Ad(g)x = gxg−1, (g, x) ∈ GL2n ×P uP .

yields a closed immersion,

j : GL2n ×P uP → g2n, (g, x) 7→ (gEn, gxg
−1),(11)

cf. [Spr69] (see also [CG97]). We have

j(T ∗Gr(n, 2n)) = {(V, x) ∈ Gr(n, 2n)× g2n | Im(x) ⊂ V ⊂ ker(x)} .(12)

A system of defining equations for the conormal variety of any Grassmannian
Schubert variety was developed in [Sin21]. We present the result in a language
conducive to our needs.

Proposition 2.3. (cf. [Sin21, Thm B]) Let Gru ⊂ Gr(d,N) be a Grassmannian Schu-
bert variety given by the conditions

Gru =
{
V ∈ Gr

∣∣dim(V + Et′
i
) ≤ d+ ci ∀ i

}
.

for some integers 1 ≤ t′1 ≤ · · · ≤ t′k ≤ N − 1 and 0 ≤ c1 ≤ · · · ≤ ck ≤ N − d. A point
(V, x) ∈ j(T ∗Gr(d,N)) is in j(N∗Gru) if and only if V ∈ Gru and

dim(xEt′
i
/Et′

j
) ≤

{
(t′i−1 − ci−1)− (t′j − cj),

ci − cj+1,
∀ i.

2.5. The conormal variety of a covexillary matrix Schubert variety. Let w be a
covexillary partial permutation, with essential set

Ess(w) = {(p1 + 1, q1), · · · , (pm−1 + 1, qm−1)}

for some 0 ≤ p1 ≤ · · · ≤ pm−1 ≤ n − 1 and 1 ≤ q1 ≤ · · · ≤ qm−1 ≤ n. Let
ri = r

w
pi−1,qi ,

Grv = {V ∈ Gr(n, 2n) | dim(V + Eti) ≤ n+ pi + ri} ,

and let τ ∈ S2n and τ ◦ h : gw →֒ Grv be as in Theorem 1.6. Applying Proposi-
tion 2.3 to Grv ⊂ Gr(n, 2n), we see that a point (V, x) ∈ j(T ∗Gr(n, 2n)) belongs to
j(N∗Grv) if and only if V ∈ Gru and

xEti/Etj ≤

{
(qi−1 − ri−1)− (qj − rj)

(pi + ri)− (pj+1 + rj+1)
∀ 1 ≤ j < i < m.(13)
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Theorem 2.4. Consider the 2n× 2n matrix M given in block form by

M =

(
yx y
xyx xy

)
,

and let M(i, j) be the submatrix of M spanned by the rows {qj + 1, · · · , n, n + pj +
1, · · · , 2n} and the columns {1, · · · , qi, n + 1, · · ·n + pi}. We have (x, αy) ∈ N∗gw if
and only if x ∈ gw and

rk(M(i, j)) ≤

{
(qi−1 − ri−1)− (qj − rj),

(pi + ri)− (pj+1 + rj+1).
∀ 1 < j ≤ i < m.

qi pi

pj

qj

xyx xy

yyx

a b

c d

FIGURE 2. The matrix M(i, j) is the shaded portion of the block

matrix M =

(
yx y
xyx xy

)
.

Proof. The map τ ◦ h : gw → Grv is an open immersion, hence we have the follow-
ing Cartesian square,

N∗gw N∗Grv

gw Grv.

×

τ#◦h#

τ◦h

It follows that for (x, αy) ∈ T ∗g, we have

(x, αy) ∈ N∗gw ⇐⇒ τ# ◦ h#(x, αy) ∈ N∗Grv

⇐⇒ j ◦ τ# ◦ h#(x, αy) ∈ j(N∗Grv).
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Following Lemmas 2.1 and 3.1, we see that

j ◦ τ# ◦ h#(x, αy) = j(τh1(x), θ
∗(y))

= j

(
τ

(
I(n) 0
x I(n)

)
,

(
0 y
0 0

))

=

(
τCol

(
I(n)
x

)
, τ

(
−yx y
−xyx xy

)
τ−1

)

Following Equation (13), we have j ◦ τ# ◦ h#(x, αy) ∈ j(N∗Grv) if and only if

dim

(
τ

(
−yx y
−xyx xy

)
τ−1Eti/Etj

)
≤

{
(qi−1 − ri−1)− (qj − rj),

(pi + ri)− (pj+1 + rj+1).
(14)

Next, observe that

dim

(
τ

(
−yx y
−xyx xy

)
τ−1Eti/Etj

)
= dim

((
−yx y
−xyx xy

)
τ−1Eti/τ

−1Etj

)

= dim
(
Mτ−1Eti/τ

−1Etj

)

Recall from Equation (7) that τ−1Eti = 〈e1, · · · , eqi , en+1, · · · , en+pi
〉 . We deduce

that the columns of the matrix M(i, j) form a basis of Mτ−1Eti/τ
−1Etj , and hence

the result follows from Equation (14). �

3. THE CONORMAL VARIETY OF A COVEXILLARY SCHUBERT VARIETY

Let ι : G → g denote the inclusion of GLn into the set of n× n matrices. Recall
the map π : G ։ F l given by g 7→ gE•, and the corresponding Cartesian square,

(15)

π∗T ∗F l T ∗F l

G F l.

π′

π

×

Since π : G → F l is a smooth morphism, for any subvariety X ⊂ F l, we have
π′−1(N∗X) = N∗(π−1(X)), see [HTT08, p. 65]. Applied to X = F lw, this yields
the following diagram of Cartesian squares,

(16)

N∗F lw N∗Gw N∗gw

F lw Gw gw

F l G g.

×

π′

×

ι#

×

π

×

ι

π ι

In this section, we use Theorem 2.4 and Equation (16) to give a characterization
of N∗F lw when w is a covexillary permutation.

Let w ∈ Sn be a covexillary permutation, and let τ ∈ S2n be as in Equation (5).
Recall that g is naturally identified with the tangent space of G at identity; the
point x ∈ g corresponds to the local curve t 7→ 1+ tx. By G-equivariance, we have
TG = G×g, with the point (g, x) ∈ G×g corresponding to the curve t 7→ g(1+ tx).
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Dually, we have T ∗G = g×g∗. Using the trace form on g, we have an isomorphism
α : g → g∗, given by αy = (x 7→ tr(yx)), see Section 2.3.

Lemma 3.1. Consider the open immersion ι : G → g. We have ι#(g, αy) = (g, αyg−1).

Proof. Recall from Section 2.2 the induced map ι∗ : TG → Tg on tangent bundles.
Consider the local curve γ given by γ(t) = g(1 + tx); we have ι ◦ γ(t) = g + tgx,
and hence ι∗(g, x) = (g, gx).

Since αy(gx) = tr(ygx) = αyg(x), the dual map ι∗g : T ∗
g g → T ∗

gG is given by
αy 7→ αyg . Following Section 2.2, ι#,g : T ∗

gG → T ∗
g g is the inverse of the iso-

morphism ι∗g , and hence is given by ι#,g(αy) = αyg−1 . It follows that ι#(g, αy) =
(g, αyg−1). �

Let b be the Lie algebra of B, and let uB be the unipotent radical of b. Following

the isomorphism G/B
∼
→ F l given by gB 7→ gE•, we see that TE•

F l = g/b, and
hence by G-equivariance, TF l = G ×B g/b. The trace form on g induces a non-
degenerate bilinear form g/b × uB → C, and hence we have the identifications
u = (g/b)∗ and T ∗F l = G×B u.

Recall the Springer map µ : T ∗G/B → g, given by (g, y) 7→ gyg−1. Following
[Spr69] (see also [CG97]), we have an embedding

j : T ∗F l →֒ F l× g, (g, y) 7→ (gE•, gyg
−1).(17)

The image of T ∗F l under this map has the following description:

j(T ∗F l) = {(F•, z) ∈ F l × g | zFi ⊂ Fi−1 ∀ i} .

Lemma 3.2. We have an identification π∗T ∗F l = G×uB, with the inclusion π∗T ∗F l →֒
T ∗G given by (g, y) 7→ (g, αy). Moreover, the map π′ : π∗T ∗F l → T ∗F l (see Equa-
tion (15)) is the quotient map

G× uB → G×B uB, (g, y) 7→ (g, y)(mod B).

Proof. It is clear that we have Cartesian squares,

G× uB G×B uB

G F l,
π

×

π∗T ∗F l G×B uB

G F l.
π

×

By the uniqueness of fibre products, we deduce an isomorphism identifying the
pull-back π∗T ∗F l with G × uB . Further, the map (g, y) 7→ (g, αy) sends g × uB to
the annihilator of Tg(gB) (in T ∗

gG), and hence can be identified with the inclusion
π∗T ∗F l →֒ T ∗G. �

Theorem 3.3. Consider (F•, z) ∈ j(T ∗F l). We have (F•, z) ∈ j(N∗F lw) if and only if
F• ∈ F lw and

dim(z(Fqi + Epi
)/(Fqj ∩ Epj

)) ≤

{
(qi−1 − ri−1)− (qj − rj)

(pi + ri)− (pj+1 + rj+1)
(18)

for all 1 ≤ i < j < m.

Proof. Consider the commutative diagram (see Equation (16)),
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N∗Gw N∗F lw

T ∗G π∗T ∗F l T ∗F l F l× g.

π′

×
π′ j

Since the induced map π′ : N∗Gw → N∗F lw is surjective, we have (F•, z) ∈
j(N∗F lw) if and only if there exists (g, y) ∈ N∗Gw such that

j ◦ π′(g, y) = (gE•, gyg
−1) = (F•, z).

Following Lemma 3.1 and Equation (16), we see that (g, y) ∈ N∗Gw if and only if
ι#(g, y) = (g, αyg−1) ∈ N∗gw. Consider the matrix M given in block form by

M =

(
y yg−1

gy gyg−1

)
=

(
g−1zg g−1z
zg z

)
,

and let M(i, j) be the submatrix of M spanned by the rows {qj +1, · · · , n, n+ pj +
1, · · · , 2n} and the columns {1, · · · , qi, n + 1, · · ·n + pi}. Following Theorem 2.4,
we have (g, αyg−1) ∈ N∗Gw if and only if g ∈ Gw and

rk(M(i, j)) ≤

{
(qi−1 − ri−1)− (qj − rj)

(pi + ri)− (pj+1 + rj+1)
∀ 1 ≤ i < j < m.(19)

We finish the proof by showing that Equations (18) and (19) are equivalent.
Consider the automorphism g̃ of En ⊕ En given by (v, w) 7→ (gv, w). Observe

that g̃(Eqj ⊕ Epj
) = Fqj ⊕ Epj

, and hence g̃ descends to a map g̃0 satisfying the
commutative diagram,

En ⊕ En En ⊕ En

(En ⊕ En)/(Eqj ⊕ Epj
) (En ⊕ En)/(Fqj ⊕ Epj

),

g̃

η η′

g̃0

where η, η′ are the quotient maps.
Let κ : En → En ⊕En denote the diagonal embedding v 7→ (v, v). Observe that

(
g−1z
z

)
and

(
g−1zg
zg

)

are precisely the matrices of the maps g̃κz and g̃κzg respectively (with respect to
the ordered bases (e1, · · · , en) of En, and ((e1, 0), · · · , (en, 0), (0, e1), · · · , (0, en)) of
En ⊕En). Moreover, removing the columns indexed {1, · · · , qj , n+ 1, · · · , n+ pj}
from M corresponds to quotienting En ⊕ En by the subspace Eqj ⊕ Epj

.
It follows that first qi columns of M(i, j) span the subspace

ηg̃−1κzgEqi = ηg̃−1κzFqi = g̃−1
0 η′κzFqi ,

and the last pi columns of M(i, j) span the subspace

ηg̃−1κzEpi
= ηg̃−1κzEpi

= g̃−1
0 η′κzEpi

.
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Consequently, we have

rk(M(i, j)) = dim(g̃−1
0 η′κz(Fqi + Epi

))

= dim(η′κz(Fqi + Epi
))

= dim(κz(Fqi + Epi
)/(Fqj ⊕ Epj

)).

Finally, since κ : En → En ⊕ En is the diagonal embedding, we have

Im(κ) ∩ (Fqj ⊕ Epi
) = κ(Fqj ∩ Epi

),

and hence

κz(Fqi + Epi
) ∩ (Fqj ⊕ Epi

) = κ(z(Fqi + Epi
) ∩ Fqj ∩ Epi

).

It follows that

dim(z(Fqi + Epi
)/(Fqj ∩ Epj

)) = dim(κz(Fqi + Epi
)/(Fqj ⊕ Epj

))

= rk(M(i, j)),

and hence Equation (18) is equivalent to Equation (19). �
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[AMSS17] P. Aluffi, L. C. Mihalcea, J. Schürmann, and C. Su. Shadows of characteristic cycles,
Verma modules, and positivity of Chern-Schwartz-MacPherson classes of Schubert cells.
arXiv:1709.08697, 2017.

[BF97] B. D. Boe and J. Fu. Characteristic cycles in Hermitian symmetric spaces. Canad. J. Math.,
49(3):417–467, 1997.

[BFL90] P. Bressler, M. Finkelberg, and V. Lunts. Vanishing cycles on Grassmannians. Duke Math. J.,
61(3):763–777, 1990.

[BK81] J.-L. Brylinski and M. Kashiwara. Kazhdan-Lusztig conjecture and holonomic systems. In-
vent. Math., 64(3):387–410, 1981.

[BSS09] J.-P. Brasselet, J. Seade, and T. Suwa. Vector fields on singular varieties, volume 1987 of Lecture
Notes in Mathematics. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2009.

[CG97] Neil Chriss and Victor Ginzburg. Representation theory and complex geometry. Birkhäuser
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grassmanniennes. In Young tableaux and Schur functors in algebra and geometry (Toruń, 1980),
volume 87 of Astérisque, pages 249–266. Soc. Math. France, Paris, 1981.

[LS82] Alain Lascoux and Marcel-Paul Schützenberger. Polynômes de Schubert. C. R. Acad. Sci.
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