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STRONG EQUIVARIANT POSITIVITY FOR HOMOGENEOUS VARIETIES
AND BACK-STABLE COPRODUCT COEFFICIENTS

DAVIDANDERSON

Abstract. Using a transversality argument, we demonstrate the positivity of certain coeffi-

cients in the equivariant cohomology andK-theoryof a generalizedflagmanifold. This strength-

ens earlier equivariant positivity theorems [Gr, AGM] by further constraining the roots which

can appear in these coefficients.

As an application, we deduce that structure constants for comultiplication in the equivari-

ant K-theory of an infinite flag manifold exhibit an unusual positivity property, establishing

conjectures of Lam-Lee-Shimozono [LLS3]. Along the way, we present alternative formulas

for the back stable Grothendieck polynomials defined in op. cit., as well as a new method for

computing the coproduct coefficients.

Introduction

Given a subvariety Y of a homogeneous varietyG/P , one can expand its cohomology class

in the basis of Schubert classes. A very basic application of Kleiman’s transversality theorem

[Kl] says that the coefficients in this expansion are all nonnegative integers. When Y is torus-

invariant, one can ask for the expansion of its equivariant cohomology class. Graham’s theorem

[Gr] says the coefficients are now polynomials inZ≥0[β1, . . . , βr], where the βi are simple pos-

itive roots. Similar statements hold in K-theory [Br] and equivariant K-theory [AGM], where

now positivity means the coefficients alternate in sign.

This article has two main aims. The first is to establish stronger equivariant positivity the-

orems in cohomology and K-theory; the second is to apply these strong positivity theorems to

prove conjectures of Lam, Lee, and Shimozono concerning back-stable Grothendieck polyno-

mials. Correspondingly, the two parts of this article are aimed at slightly different audiences,

and may be read independently—the first part provides the general framework and theorems

which are applied in the second part; the second part provides a motivating application, as well

as examples illustrating the positivity theorems and the necessity of some of their hypotheses.
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Positivity theorems—equivariant or not—may be understood as providing bounds on the

coefficients in question. When a precise formula for the coefficient is either unknown or im-

practical, such bounds can be useful. From this point of view, it is natural to ask if the bounds

can be improved and to seek sharper bounds if possible.

For example, Graham’s theorem says that in the Schubert expansion of the equivariant class

of a T -invariant subvariety Y ⊂ G/P , the coefficients belong to the coneZ≥0[β1, . . . , βr]. If

one knows something more about Y , does it follow that these coefficients lie in a smaller cone?

Our answer begins with a simple idea: one way to proveGraham’s theorem is to usematrices

from the Borel groupB to move Y into transverse position with respect to opposite Schubert

varieties [An1]. So ifY is invariant for some subgroupA ⊂ B, then a smaller, residual subgroup

B′ ⊂ B should suffice to make Y transverse, and one should see positivity in the roots ofB′.

In fact, this naive idea is neither completely accurate nor sufficient for ourpurposes.1Correct-

ing it leads to the key technical innovation of this article: the notion of S-factorization. Given a

subtorus S ⊂ T , an S-factorization forB consists of a pair (A,B′), consisting of a unipotent

subgroup A of G and a subgroup B′ of B, satisfying some conditions which are explained in

§2. A basis for the character group of S is sufficiently positive if all characters of S acting onB′

are nonnegative sums of the basis elements; the role of this condition is discussed in §3.

Theorem A. Let S ⊂ T be a subtorus, fix an S-factorization (A,B′) for B, and choose a suf-

ficiently positive basis {β1, . . . , βr} for S with respect to B′. Let Y ⊂ G/P be an irreducible

subvariety which is both S-invariant andA-invariant.

(i) Writing the class

[Y ] =
∑

w

cw [Xw]

in the Schubert basis ofH∗
S(G/P ), we have cw ∈ Z≥0[β1, . . . , βr].

(ii) Suppose furthermore that Y has rational singularities, and let ∂Y ⊂ Y be a Cohen-

Macaulay divisor which supports an ample line bundle, and is also invariant for both S

andA. Writing

[OY (−∂Y )] =
∑

w

dw ξw

in the ideal-sheaf basis ofKS(G/P ), we have

(−1)dimY−ℓ(w)dw ∈ Z≥0[e
−β1 − 1, . . . , e−βr − 1].

1WhenA is a subgroup of the unipotent radicalU ⊂ B which is normalized by T , a careful analysis of Graham’s
proof shows that the Schubert expansion of [Y ] is positive in the weights of T acting on U/A. (See, e.g., [AF2,
§19.4].) An application of this observation, along with an example of its limitations, is given in [An3, §8].
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Parts (i) and (ii) are proved as Theorem 4.2 and Corollary 4.4, respectively, in §§4–5. The

latter also includes a parallel statement in K-theory for the expansion of [OY ] in the structure

sheaf basis [OXw
].

To get the sharpest results, one should take the largest possible unipotent groupA acting on

Y . In an S-factorization (A,B′), for a larger group A, one can take a smaller B′, making it

easier for a basis to be sufficiently positive; then one sees more constraints on the coefficients.

At one extreme, if A = U is the full unipotent radical of B, then one can take B′ = T to

be the maximal torus, and in this case every basis for S is sufficiently positive. The assertion of

Theorem A(i) is trivially verified in this situation: the conditions imply Y = Xv for some v, so

cw = δv,w. In K-theory, by contrast, the divisor ∂Y need not be equal to ∂Xv, so itmay happen

that [OY (−∂Y )] 6= ξv. At the other extreme, if A is trivial, then one must takeB′ = B and

in this case the two parts of Theorem A are the main results of [Gr] and [AGM], respectively.

The second part of this article is concerned with an application of the positivity theorems,

which in factmotivated their discovery. The setting involves certain infinite-dimensional Grass-

mannians and flag manifolds, Gr and Fl. There is a map ⊞ : Gr × Gr → Gr, whose corre-

sponding pullbacks induce coproduct structures on the equivariant cohomology and K-theory

rings, H∗
TGr andKTGr. A similar map ⊞ : Gr × Fl → Fl induces comodule strucures on

H∗
TFl andK

∗
TFl. The goal here is to establish a positivity property exhibited by the comultipli-

cation structure constants with respect to Schubert bases.

To formulate the precise statement, let T be a product of countablymany copies ofC∗, with

a basis of characters yi for i ∈ Z. Let eyi be the corresponding multiplicative character, so

the equivariant cohomology of a point is H∗
T (pt) = Z[yi : i ∈ Z] and the representation

ring is R(T ) = Z[e±yi : i ∈ Z]. Let SZ be the group of permutations of Z which fix all

but finitelymany integers. For each partition λ, there is a finite-codimensional Schubert variety

Ωλ ⊂ Gr; similarly, for eachw ∈ SZ there is a finite-codimensionalΩw ⊂ Fl. The classes of

these Schubert varieties form bases for equivariant cohomology:

H∗
TGr =

⊕

λ

H∗
T (pt) · [Ωλ] and H∗

TFl =
⊕

w

H∗
T (pt) · [Ωw].

Likewise, structure sheaves of Schubert varieties constitute (formal) bases for equivariant K-

theory:

KTGr =
∏

λ

R(T ) · [OΩλ
] and KTFl =

∏

w

R(T ) · [OΩw
].
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In these bases, the comodule structures onH∗
TFl andKTFl are governed by structure con-

stants ĉwµ,v and d̂
w
µ,v, respectively:

⊞
∗[Ωw] =

∑

µ,v

ĉwµ,v [Ωµ]⊠ [Ωv] inH∗
T (Gr× Fl);

⊞
∗[OΩw

] =
∑

µ,v

d̂wµ,v [OΩµ
]⊠ [OΩv

] inKT (Gr× Fl).

In the main body of the article, we often deal with Schubert polynomials Sw and Grothendieck

polynomialsGw, representing [Ωw] and [OΩw
], respectively, rather than the classes themselves.

These are polynomials (or series) in variable sets c, x, and y. Formulas for them are given in

§7, and their relation with [Ωw] and [OΩw
] is explained via degeneracy loci in §8. The above

formulas translate to

∆Sw(c; x; y) =
∑

µ,v

ĉwµ,v Swµ
(c; x; y) · Sv(c

′; x; y)

and

∆Gw(c; x; z) =
∑

µ,v

d̂wµ,v Gwµ
(c; x; z) ·Gv(c

′; x; z),

where∆ is the coproduct homomorphism, defined by sending ck to
∑k

i=0 ck−i · c
′
i, and zi =

1− e−yi .

A priori, ĉwµ,v ∈ H∗
T (pt) and d̂

w
µ,v ∈ R(T ). The second main theorem of this paper is a

positivity constraint.

Theorem B. Consider the total ordering≺ on Z which puts all positive integers before all non-

positive ones: 1 ≺ 2 ≺ · · · ≺ −2 ≺ −1 ≺ 0. We have

ĉwµ,v ∈ Z≥0[yj − yi : i ≺ j]

and

(−1)|µ|+v−ℓ(w)d̂wµ,v ∈ Z≥0[e
yi−yj − 1 : i ≺ j].

When v = e is the identity permutation, the coefficients jwµ := ĉwµ,e andk
w
µ := d̂wµ,e have spe-

cial significance: they appear as coefficients in the double Stanley functions and double K-Stanley

functions [LLS3, §8], respectively. Positivity of jwµ was proved by Lam, Lee, and Shimozono in

[LLS1, Theorem 4.22], by an argument which appeals to the quantum-affine correspondence
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and positivity in equivariant quantum cohomology. The proof of Theorem B given here in-

cludes a new—and somewhat more direct—proof of positivity of the cohomology coefficients

jwµ . (See §9.)

In K-theory, Lam, Lee, and Shimozono conjectured that the double K-Stanley coefficients

exhibit the (alternating) positivity of the second part of TheoremB; that is, (−1)|µ|−ℓ(w)kwµ lies

in Z≥0[e
yi−yj − 1 : i ≺ j] [LLS3, Conjecture 8.23]. So Theorem B includes a proof of their

conjecture.2

A K-theoretic quantum-affine correspondence has recently been established [Ka], but no

analogous positivity result is currently available in quantum K-theory. In [An3, §8], I gave a

different argument which establishes a weaker form of positivity in cohomology, by applying

Graham’s theorem [Gr] to the image of the direct summap, but these methods are insufficient

to prove the full positivity theorem (even in cohomology) and do not apply in K-theory. Hence

the use of the strong transversality techniques in Theorem A.

The Schubert polynomialsSw form a basis for the polynomial ringH = Z[c, x, y] as aZ[y]-

module. The Grothendieck polynomials live in a certain formal series completion of this ring,

which we denote Ĥ, but they do not span this completed ring as an algebra overR(T ). One is

often interested in theR(T )-submoduleK ⊂ Ĥ spanned by finiteR(T )-linear combinations

ofGw. As shown in [LLS3, Proposition 8.27], Theorem B implies that any productGu ·Gv is

a finiteR(T )-linear combination of otherGw’s. Equivalently:

Corollary ([LLS3, Conjecture 8.27]). The submoduleK is anR(T )-subalgebra of Ĥ.

For similar reasons, the statements of [LLS3, §8.7] hold unconditionally.

Acknowledgements. The idea of looking for a stronger equivariant positivity theorem was indi-

rectly inspired by a fact I learned fromAllen Knutson: Graham’s positivity theorem establishes

that Schubert structure constants are sums of squarefreemonomials in the positive roots.
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Part I: Transversality and strong positivity

1. Background

Here we collect some of the basic facts we’ll need, mainly to fix conventions and notation.

More details can be found in [AGM], as well as [AF2] (especially for equivariant cohomology)

and [CG, §5] (for equivariant K-theory).

1.1. Flag varieties. LetG ⊃ P ⊃ B ⊃ T be a semisimple linear algebraic group (overC), with

parabolic subgroup, Borel subgroup, andmaximal torus. LetB− be the opposite Borel group.

LetR+ be the set of positive roots, i.e., the characters of T acting on the Lie algebra ofB. Let
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∆ = {α1, . . . , αn} be the set of simple roots. Unless otherwise specified, we generally assume

the simple roots∆ are a basis for the character lattice of T .

LetW = NG(T )/T be the Weyl group, with parabolic subgroupWP = NP (T )/T . The

longest elements arew◦ ∈ W andwP
◦ ∈ W

P .

We aremainly concernedwith the generalized flag varietyX = G/P , with the natural action

ofT by leftmultiplication. TheT -fixed points pw inX are indexed byminimal length coset rep-

resentativesw ∈ W forW/WP . One has Schubert varietiesXw = B · pw and opposite Schu-

bert varieties Xw = B− · pw. Our conventions are set up so that dimXw = codimXw =

ℓ(w). There is a boundary divisor ∂ = ∂Xw ⊂ Xw, the union of all Xv with v ≤ w and

ℓ(v) = ℓ(w)− 1.

Schubert varieties have rational singularities, and the boundary divisors ∂Xw are Cohen-

Macaulay.

1.2. Bott-Samelson varieties. We frequently need notation for the balanced product: letH be a

group acting on the right Y and on the left on Z . Then we have a quotient

Y ×H Z := (Y × Z)/(y · h, z) ∼ (y, h · z).

Now fix a reduced word w = (i1, . . . , iℓ) forw, so w = si1 · · · siℓ is a minimal expression,

and ℓ = ℓ(w). The Bott-Samelson variety is

X̃w = Pi1 ×
B Pi2 ×

B · · · ×B Piℓ/B,

where Pi is the minimal parabolic containing B whose Lie algebra also has the negative root

−αi. This is a smooth projective variety of dimension ℓ(w), and themultiplicationmap X̃w→

X = G/P , sending [p1, . . . , pℓ] to p1 · · · pℓP , is birational ontoXw.

There are similar Bott-Samelson desingularizations for the opposite Schubert varieties,

ϕ : X̃w → Xw,

but here w should be a reduced word for w◦ww
P
◦ . (The map to X is the composition of

X̃w◦wwP
◦
→ Xw◦wwP

◦
with the involutionX

w◦·−−→ X , which sendsXw◦wwP
◦
tow◦ ·Xw◦wwP

◦
=

Xw.) We will mainly use these “opposite” Bott-Samelson varieties.

There are morphisms

m : B ×Xw → X, (b, x) 7→ b · x

and

m̃ : B × X̃w → X, (b, x) 7→ b · ϕ(x).



8 DAVIDANDERSON

We will need the following fact:

Proposition 1.1 ([AGM, §9]). Themorphismm is flat and has normal fibers; themorphism m̃

is smooth.

The same is true, with the same proof, ifB is replaced by any parabolicQ containingB.

1.3. Mixing spaces and fiber bundles. Let S ⊂ T be a subtorus, and choose a basis β1, . . . , βr
for its character lattice. Using this basis, we form approximations to the classifying space of S.

Form≫ 0, takeES = (Cm
r0)×r , withS acting (on the right) via the charactersβ1 , . . . , βr,

so that

BS = ES/S = (Pm−1)×r =: P.

We often need subvarieties

PJ = P
j1 × · · ·Pjr and P

J = P
m−1−j1 × P

m−1−jr ,

for a multi-index J = (j1, . . . , jr) of nonnegative integers; we have dimPJ = codimPJ =

|J | := j1 + · · ·+ jr. The subvarietyPJ has a boundary divisor

(1) ∂J = ∂PJ =

r⋃

i=1

P
j1 × · · · × P

ji−1 × · · · × P
jr .

The choice of basis also determines amixing space

Y = ES ×S Y := (ES × Y )/(e · s, y) ∼ (e, s · y),

for any variety Y with an action of S (on the left). Projection onto the first factor makes this a

fiber bundle overP, with fiber Y . Generally, if a variety Y is given, we use calligraphic font to

denote the corresponding mixing space. A subscript J often denotes the restriction toPJ , e.g.,

YJ = ρ−1
PJ ∩ Y , where ρ : X → P is projection.

An S-invariant effective divisor ∂Y ⊂ Y determines a divisor ∂Y ⊂ Y , a fiber bundle

overP, as usual. When the context is clear, we often write simply ∂ for such divisors. Similarly

abusing notation, we write ∂J ⊂ YJ for the pullback of ∂PJ under the projection YJ → PJ .

Lemma 1.2. Let ∂Y an S-invariant effective divisor, let ∂ = ∂YJ denote the corresponding divi-

sor onYJ , and consider the divisor ∂ + ∂J . Then

OYJ
(−∂ − ∂J) = OYJ

(−∂) ⊗OYJ
(−∂J) and TorYJ

i (OYJ
(−∂),OYJ

(−∂J )) = 0

for i > 0. If Y and ∂Y are Cohen-Macaulay, then

ωYJ
(∂ + ∂J ) = ωYJ

(∂)⊗OYJ
(∂J ) and TorYJ

i (ωYJ
(∂),OYJ

(∂J)) = 0
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for i > 0.

(These statements follow directly from the fact that ∂J is a Cartier divisor.)

1.4. Equivariant cohomology and K-theory. We refer to [AF2] and [CG] for details.

The S-equivariant cohomology of a point is the symmetric algebra of the character lattice:

H∗
S(pt) = Sym∗

Z
(MS). The equivariant K-theory of a point is the representation ringR(S),

which is naturally isomorphic to the group algebra Z[MS]. Choosing a basis β1, . . . , βr for

MS , we haveH
∗
S(pt) = Z[β1, . . . , βr] andR(S) = Z[e±β1 , . . . , e±βr ].

The ringsH∗
S(X) andKS(X) are algebras overH∗

T (pt) andR(S), respectively. The Schu-

bert classes [Xw] forman additive basis forH∗
S(X) as amodule overH∗

S(pt) asw runs overmin-

imal coset representatives forW/WP ; the classes [Xw] form another basis. Likewise, the Schu-

bert classesOw = [OXw ] form a basis forKS(X) overR(S), as do the ideal sheaf classes ξw =

[OXw
(−∂)]. In K-theory, there are also bases formed byOw = [OXw

] and ξw = [OXw(−∂)].

Pushforward to a point determines a Poincaré pairing on equivariant cohomology, sending

(a, b) to
∫
a · b. In K-theory, product is derived tensor product, and the pushforward is given

by the equivariant Euler characteristic, so the pairing is given by χS(X, a · b).

With respect to the Poincaré pairing, the classes [Xw] and [Xw] form dual bases forH∗
SX ;

similarly,Ow and ξw are dual bases forKS(X), as areOw and ξw. That is,
∫

X

[Xw] · [Xv] = δw,v and χS(X, O
w · ξv) = χS(X, Ow · ξ

v) = δw,v

inH∗
S(pt) andR(S), respectively.

The finite-dimensional spacesX may be used as approximations for computing equivariant

cohomology and K-theory: that is, calculations in theH∗
S(pt)-algebraH

∗
S(X)may be done in

theH∗(P)-algebraH∗(X ), and calculations in the R(S)-algebraKS(X)may be done in the

K(S)-algebraK(X ). In cohomology, this is standard andparallels constructions byTotaro and

Edidin-Graham for equivariantChow groups [AF2]; for K-theory, it is explained in [AGM, §3].

As J ranges over multi-indices with 0 ≤ ji ≤ m − 1, the classes [PJ ] and [PJ ] form dual

bases for H∗(P) (over Z). Likewise, the classes OJ = OPJ and OJ(−∂J ) = OPJ
(−∂PJ )

form dual bases forK(P).

Putting these observations together, suppose one writes the class of an invariant subvariety

inH∗
S(X) as

[Y ] =
∑

w,J

cw,Jβ
j1
1 · · ·β

jr
r · [Xw],
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for some integers cw,J . Then

(2) cw,J =

∫

X

[Y ] · [PJ ] · [X
w],

where (as usual) Y ⊂ X is the subvariety corresponding to Y ⊂ X , and
∫
X
: H∗X → Z is

pushforward to a point. The key idea is that, usingH∗(P) to approximateHS(pt), the class

[PJ ] corresponds to the monomial βj1
1 · · ·β

jr
r ; using Poincaré duality, this monomial is picked

out by cup product with the dual class [PJ ].

Similarly, one may write the class of an equivariant sheaf inKS(X) as

[F ] =
∑

w,J

dw,J(1− e−β1)j1 · · · (1− e−βr)jr · ξw,

or as

[F ] =
∑

w,J

pw,J(1− e−β1)j1 · · · (1− e−βr)jr · Ow,

for integers dw,J and pw,J . Then

dw,J = χ(X , [F ] · [OJ(−∂J )] · [OXw ]) and(3)

pw,J = χ(X , [F ] · [OJ(−∂J )] · [OXw(−∂w)]),(4)

whereF is the sheaf onX corresponding to the equivariant sheafF . As before, the idea is that

the class [OPJ ] corresponds to the “monomial” (1− e−β1)j1 · · · (1− e−βr)jr .

One of the main theorems of [AGM] says that for certain sheaves F , the integers dw,J and

pw,J have predictable signs. It requires the notion of a positive basis for the subtorus S: the

basis {β1, . . . , βr} is positive if, for each positive root α ∈ R+, the restriction α|S to S is a

nonnegative linear combination of the characters βi.

Theorem 1.3 ([AGM, Theorem 4.1]). Assume the subtorus S has a positive basis, and fix such a

choice. Suppose Y ⊂ X is an S-invariant subvariety with rational singularities, and ∂ = ∂Y is

an S-invariant, Cohen-Macaulay effective divisor which supports an ample line bundle. Expand

OY (−∂) as

[OY (−∂)] =
∑

w,J

dw,J(1− e−β1)j1 · · · (1− e−βr)jr · ξw.

Then

(−1)dimY−ℓ(w)+|J |dw,J ∈ Z≥0.

This can be rephrased equivalently as follows:
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Corollary. For any positive basis β1, . . . , βr of S, and a variety Y and divisor ∂ as above, in

the expansion

[OY (−∂)] =
∑

w

dw ξw

we have (−1)dimY−ℓ(w)dw ∈ Z≥0[e
−β1 − 1, . . . , e−βr − 1].

Similar positivity statements hold for the integers pw,J . (See [AGM, Theorem 4.1 andCorol-

lary 5.1].)

2. S-factorizations

LetU ′ ⊂ B be a closedunipotent subgroupwhich is normalizedbyT , and letB′ = T ·U ′ ⊂

B. LetA ⊂ G be a unipotent subgroup which is normalized by S, and letA− = A ∩B−.

Definition 2.1.The pair (A,B′) an S-factorization ofB if the multiplicationmapA×B′×

A− → G is dominant onto some parabolic Q ⊃ B, and for some S-invariant function f ∈

C[B′]r {0}, with nonvanishing locusB′
◦ = {b ∈ B

′ | f(b) 6= 0}, the map

A× B′
◦ × A

− → Q

is smooth.

TheS-invariance of the functionwhose nonvanishing definesB′
◦will play an important role

in §3, but not before.

Example 2.2. InG = SL4, with the diagonal torus T and upper-triangular BorelB, consider

the subgroups

B′ =




a b d e

0 c 0 f

0 0 g 0

0 0 0 h




and

A =




1 0 0 0

u 1 0 0

0 0 1 v

0 0 0 1


 .
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The mapA× B′ × A− → G is dominant onto

Q =




∗ ∗ ∗ ∗

∗ ∗ ∗ ∗

0 0 ∗ ∗

0 0 0 ∗


 ,

and restricting toB′
◦ = {d 6= 0}, the map is smooth. It is not smooth on the subset d = 0.

For S = T , the pair (A,B′) is not an S-factorization, since the coordinate function d has

nontrivial T -character.

On the other hand, consider the subtorus S ∼= C
∗ = diag(s, s−1, s, s−1) ⊂ T , with

character y1 − y2 = y3 − y4. (Here yi picks off the ith diagonal entry.) Now the S-character

of the coordinate d is zero, and we have an S-factorization.

Fix an S-factorization (A,B′), with B′
◦ ⊂ B the corresponding dense open set. We have a

morphism

m : A× B′
◦ ×X

w → X,

by (a, b′, x) 7→ ab′ · x, and similarly,

m̃ : A× B′
◦ × X̃

w → X,

by (a, b′, x) 7→ ab′ · ϕ(x).

Lemma 2.3. The morphismm is flat with normal fibers, and the morphism m̃ is smooth.

Proof. We will prove the second statement, the first being completely analogous. Consider the

diagram

(5)

A×B′
◦ × A

− × X̃w A×B′ × X̃w

Q× X̃w X.

f

p

m̃

g

Here f is smooth, from the definition of S-factorization, and the map g is smooth, by Propo-

sition 1.1. So g ◦ f = m̃ ◦ p is smooth. Since p is smooth and surjective, being the projection

away fromA−, it follows that m̃ is smooth (e.g., [Sta, Lemma 02K5]). �

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/02K5
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Next suppose we have a subvariety Y ⊂ X which is invariant for A and S. Consider the

fiber square

(6)

Z Y

A× B′
◦ ×X

w X.

µ

�

m

The inclusion of Y and the action morphismm are bothA-equivariant, soA also acts (equiv-

ariantly) on Z . Because A acts freely on A × B′
◦ × X

w, it follows that its action on Z is also

free, and thatZ ∼= A× Z ′, whereZ ′ = Z ∩ ({e} ×B′
◦ ×X

w). So the above diagram can be

refined as follows:

(7)

{e} × Z ′ A× Z ′ Y

{e} × B′
◦ ×X

w A× B′
◦ ×X

w X.

�

µ

�

m

By Lemma 2.3,m is flat, and therefore µ is also flat.

Choosing an A- and S-equivariant desingularization ψ : Ỹ → Y , we have a similar fiber

diagram

(8)

{e} × Z̃ ′ A× Z̃ ′ Ỹ

{e} × B′
◦ × X̃

w A× B′
◦ × X̃

w X.

�

µ̃

�

m̃

Since m̃ is smooth (by Lemma 2.3 again), so is µ̃.

Lemma 2.4.With notation as in (7) and (8), the induced map f : Z̃ ′ → Z ′ is a desingulariza-

tion, and we have

dimZ ′ = dim Z̃ ′ = dimB′ + dimY − ℓ(w).

If Y has rational singularities, so does Z ′.

Proof. These statements closely parallel those of [AGM, §§8–9]. Since µ̃ is smooth, A × Z̃ ′

is nonsingular, and the map to A × Z ′ is proper and birational. By [AGM, Proposition 8.1],

A× Z ′ has rational singularities if Y does. The asserted properties of Z̃ ′ andZ ′ follow. �

3. The fiber group, sufficiently positive bases, and transversality

The proofs of the results of [AGM] rely on the construction of a fiber group, which acts

on the various fiber bundles over P. (This is a relatively simple instance of what is sometimes
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called a gauge group in mathematical physics.) There is a group scheme B := ES ×S B → P,

where S acts on B by inverse conjugation. Global sections form a connected algebraic group

Γ = Hom(P,B). For each x ∈ P, there is an evaluation homomorphism evx : Γ → B. The

group Γ acts onX through evaluation: γ · [x, gB] = [x, evx(γ) · gB].

The condition that the basis β1, . . . , βr be positive is equivalent to asking that evx be sur-

jective for every x ∈ P, that is, B is generated by global sections. However, not every subtorus

S ⊂ T posseses a positive basis. Amajor goal of this article is to develop a more flexible notion.

LetB′ = T · U ′ ⊂ B be as in §2.

Definition 3.1.A basis β1, . . . , βr for the character lattice of S is sufficiently positive with re-

spect toB′ if every character of S acting on U ′ is a nonnegative combination of the βi.

This is a weaker condition than positivity of the basis: we only ask that some of the positive

roots restrict to nonnegative linear combinations of the βi—namely, those roots which appear

in U ′. In particular, any positive basis for S is a sufficiently positive basis with respect to B,

considered as a subgroup of itself.

The fiber group construction works for any S-normalized subgroup ofB; in particular, ap-

plying it to B′ ⊂ B, we have a subgroup scheme B′ ⊂ B, and a subgroup of global sections

Γ′ ⊂ Γ. Sufficient positivity guarantees that B′ is generated by global sections, that is, the

morphisms evx : Γ
′ → B′ are surjective for all x ∈ P.

Given an open setB′
◦ ⊂ B′, let

(9) Γ′
◦ =

⋂

x∈P

ev−1
x (B′

◦)

be the subset of global sections of B′ taking values in B′
◦. In general, Γ′

◦ may be empty, but in

the presence of S-factorization and sufficient positivity, the situation is good:

Lemma 3.2. Let (A,B′) be an S-factorization, with dense openB′
◦ ⊂ B′, and fix a sufficiently

positive basis for S with respect to B′. Then Γ′
◦ ⊂ Γ′ is a dense open subset, and the evaluation

map evx : Γ
′
◦ → B′

◦ is smooth and surjective for all x ∈ P.

Proof. As a variety,B′ = C(S)× U ′′, where Z(S) = {b ∈ B′ | sbs−1 = b} is the centralizer

of S in B′, and U ′′ ⊂ U ′ is the closed subgroup where S acts by nonzero characters. Since

(A,B′) is an S-factorization, B′
◦ = {f 6= 0} for an S-invariant function f . This means

B′
◦ = C(S)◦ × U

′′, where C(S)◦ ⊂ C(S) is the nonvanishing locus of f restricted toC(S).

Since S acts trivially onC(S), we have

B′ = C(S)× U ′′,
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which evidently contains B′
◦ = C(S)◦ × U

′′ as a dense open subset. Furthermore, letting

Γ′′ = Hom(P,U ′′), we have

Γ′ = C(S)× Γ′′ and Γ′
◦ = C(S)◦ × Γ′′,

so Γ′
◦ ⊂ Γ′ is dense open, as claimed.

Since the chosen basis of characters of S is sufficiently positive, each evaluation morphism

evx : Γ
′ → B′ is surjective, and therefore smooth. It follows that the restriction of evx to Γ

′
◦ is

also smooth, and surjective ontoB′
◦. �

There is a morphism Γ′ × P → B′ of group schemes over P, defined by evaluating global

sections. By the above lemma, the corresponding map Γ′
◦ ×P→ B′

◦ is smooth and surjective.

Fix a basepoint x ∈ P, so we have the evaluation homomorphism evx : Γ
′
◦ → B′

◦. Repur-

posing the letterZ , we have a fiber diagram

(10)

Z Z ′ A× Z ′ Y

Γ′
◦ ×X

w B′
◦ ×X

w A×B′
◦ ×X

w X.

q

�

r

�

µ

�

evx m

Let µ′ : Z → Y be the composition along the top sequence of arrows.

Lemma 3.3. AssumeY is normal. Let ∂Y ⊂ Y be anyA-invariant effective divisor, and consider

its pullback ∂Z = (Γ′
◦ ×X

w)×X ∂Y . ThenOZ(∂Z) = (µ′)∗OY (∂Y ).

Proof. For any V → Y , we use the notation ∂V to denote the pullback of ∂Y to V .

By Lemma 2.3,m is flat; hence so is µ and thereforeOA×Z′(∂(A × Z ′)) = µ∗OY (∂Y ).

ByA-invariance, we have ∂(A×Z ′) = A× ∂Z ′. SinceA is a unipotent group, it is isomor-

phic to affine space as a variety, and it follows thatOZ′(∂Z ′) = r∗OA×Z′(A× ∂Z ′).

Finally, evx is smooth; hence so is q, and it follows thatOZ(∂Z) = q∗OZ′(∂Z ′). �

Applying the mixing space functor ES ×S (·) to the relevant part of Diagram (10), and

restricting to PJ , we obtain another fiber diagram, in which we further recycle some notation
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for morphisms:

(11)

Z ′
J

ZJ YJ

B′
◦ ×P X

w

Γ′
◦ ×X

w X

q

µ′

m′

p

The map p is induced by the map Γ′
◦ × P→ B′

◦, so both p and q are smooth and surjective.

Lemma 3.4. Let ∂Y ⊂ Y be an effective divisor which is invariant forA and S, and let ∂YJ ⊂

YJ and ∂ZJ ⊂ ZJ be the induced divisors. ThenOZJ
(∂ZJ ) = (µ′)∗OYJ

(∂YJ).

Proof. This follows from the previous lemma, since the statement is local, and ZJ → YJ is a

map of fiber bundles overPJ , whose fiberwise maps are isomorphic toZ → Y . �

We conclude with some statements on dimensional transversality. Choosing an equivariant

desingularization Ỹ → Y , we obtain a square

(12)

Z̃J ỸJ

Γ′
◦ × X̃

w X

µ̃′

�

m̃′

in the same way as the front face of Diagram (11).

Lemma 3.5. The induced map f : Z̃J → ZJ is a desingularization, and

dim Z̃J = dimZJ = dimΓ′ + dimY + |J | − ℓ(w).

If Y has rational singularities, so doesZJ .

The proof is the same as that of Lemma 2.4, using dimYJ = dim Y + |J |.

Corollary 3.6. For a sufficiently general γ ∈ Γ′
◦, the intersection YJ ∩ γ · X

w is reduced of

dimension dimY + |J | − ℓ(w). If Y is Cohen-Macaulay, or has rational singularities, then

YJ ∩ γ · X
w has the same property.
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Proof. Consider the diagram

(13)

ZJ YJ

Γ′
◦ Γ′

◦ ×X
w X .

µ′

π
�

m′

The morphism π is surjective, with fiber π−1(γ) = YJ ∩ γ · X
w. By Lemma 3.5 and the

theorem on dimension of fibers, the assertions on dimension and reducedness follow. Cohen-

Macaulayness and rational singularities likewise follow, e.g. by [Br, Lemmas 1 and 3]. �

4. Positivity theorems

Nowwe come to the main theorems. First we fix some notation and hypotheses. which will

be in force throughout this section (and for the rest of Part I).

• We fix an S-factorization (A,B′) forB, and a basis {β1, . . . , βr} for S ⊆ T which is

sufficiently positive.

• Y ⊂ X is a closed subvariety which is invariant for both S andA.

• ∂ = ∂Y ⊂ Y is a Cohen-Macaulay effective divisor which supports an ample line

bundle, and is also invariant for S andA.

• Given a general elementγ ∈ Γ◦, letOYJ∩γ·Xw(−∂)be the ideal sheaf of∂YJ restricted

toYJ ∩ γ · X
w.

• Similarly,OYJ∩γ·Xw(−∂wγ ) is the ideal sheaf of γ · ∂X
w restricted toYJ ∩ γ · X

w.

Next, we define coefficients cw,J by writing

(14) [Y ] =
∑

w,J

cw,Jβ
j1
1 · · ·β

jr
r · [Xw]

inH∗
S(X). In K-theory, we define coefficients dw,J and pw,J by writing

(15) [OY (−∂)] =
∑

w,J

dw,J(1− e−β1)j1 · · · (1− e−βr)jr · ξw

and

(16) [OY ] =
∑

w,J

pw,J(1− e−β1)j1 · · · (1− e−βr)jr · Ow

inKS(X). So cw,J , dw,J , and pw,J are integers.
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Lemma 4.1. Let
∫
X
: H∗(X ) → Z and χ : K(X ) → Z be pushforwards to a point. For a

general γ ∈ Γ◦, we have

cw,J =

∫

X

[YJ ∩ γ · X
w],

dw,J = χ (YJ ∩ γ · X
w, OYJ∩γ·Xw(−∂ − ∂J)) , and

pw,J = χ
(
YJ ∩ γ · X

w, OYJ∩γ·Xw(−∂wγ − ∂J)
)
.

Here, as in §1.3, we use the notation ∂J also to refer to the pullback of the divisor ∂PJ under

the projection YJ ∩ γ · X
w → PJ .

Proof. The group Γ′ is connected, so for any γ ∈ Γ′, we have [Xw] = [γ · Xw], [OXw ] =

[Oγ·Xw ], and [OXw(−∂w)] = [Oγ·Xw(−∂wγ )].

The statement for cw,J follows from Poincaré duality (Eq. (2)), once we show [Y ] · [PJ ] ·

[Xw] = [YJ∩γ ·X
w]. To see this equality, first recall thatYJ = Y∩ρ−1PJ , where ρ : X → P

is the fiber bundle projection. This intersection is evidently transverse, so [Y ] · [PJ ] = [YJ ].

NowbyCorollary 3.6, wehavedim(YJ∩γ·X
w) = dimYJ−ℓ(w), and therefore [YJ ]·[X

w] =

[YJ ∩ γ · X
w], as required.

The statements in K-theory are proved in the same way, using Eqs. (3) and (4), and invoking

Lemma 1.2 and [Br, Lemma 1] to deduce the equalities [OY(−∂)] · [OJ(−∂J )] · [OXw ] =

[OYJ∩γ·Xw(−∂−∂J )] and [OY ] · [OJ(−∂J )] · [OXw(−∂w)] = [OYJ∩γ·Xw(−∂wγ −∂J )] from

the dimension formulas. �

The positivity theorem in cohomology is an immediate consequence:

Theorem 4.2. For a general element γ ∈ Γ′
◦, we have

cw,J = #(YJ ∩ γ · X
w)

when the RHS is of expected dimension 0 (and cw,J = 0 otherwise). In particular, writing

[Y ] =
∑

w

cw · [Xw].

inH∗
S(X), we have cw ∈ Z≥0[β1, . . . , βr].

Proof. ByLemma 4.1, we know cw,J is the degree of the effective 0-cycle [YJ ∩γ ·X
w], or is zero

when the expected dimension of this cycle is not 0. (In fact this is already enough to conclude

positivity.) For sufficiently general γ, this intersection is reduced, so degree is equal to number

of points. �

Positivity in K-theory comes in two flavors:
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Theorem 4.3.With notation and hypotheses as above, assume also thatY has rational singular-

ities.

(1) For a general element γ ∈ Γ′
◦, we have

(−1)dimY−ℓ(w)+|J |dw,J = dimHdimY+|J |−ℓ(w)
(
YJ ∩ γ · X

w, OYJ∩γ·Xw(−∂ − ∂J )
)
.

In particular, (−1)dimY−ℓ(w)+|J |dw,J ∈ Z≥0.

(2) For a general element γ ∈ Γ′
◦, we have

(−1)dimY−ℓ(w)+|J |pw,J = dimHdimY+|J |−ℓ(w)
(
YJ ∩ γ · X

w, OYJ∩γ·Xw(−∂wγ − ∂J )
)
.

In particular, (−1)dimY−ℓ(w)+|J |pw,J ∈ Z≥0.

The proof follows the same basic pattern as that of [AGM, Theorem 4.2], which in turn

was based on [Br]. By Lemma 4.1, the K-theoretic coefficient dw,J is equal to the sheaf Eu-

ler characteristic ofOYJ∩γ·Xw(−∂). To prove the theorem, we apply Kawamata-Viehweg van-

ishing to deduce the vanishing of sheaf cohomology of OYJ∩γ·Xw(−∂) in degrees other than

dimY − ℓ(w) + |J |. This is carried out in the next section (Theorem 5.1).

Before turning to the technicalities of the proof, we record an immediate consequence, which

is our main application.

Corollary4.4.Assume the above hypotheses, including thatY has rational singularities. Write

[OY (−∂)] =
∑

w

dw · ξw

and

[OY ] =
∑

w

pw · Ow

inKS(X). Then

(−1)dimY−ℓ(w)dw and (−1)dimY−ℓ(w)pw

lie inZ≥0[e
−β1 − 1, . . . , e−βr − 1].

5. Vanishing theorems

We continue to assume all the hypotheses of the previous section, including that Y has ratio-

nal singularities. Theorem 4.3 follows from a statement about vanishing of sheaf cohomology.

The goal now is to prove the following:

Theorem 5.1. Fix a general element γ ∈ Γ′
◦.
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(1) For all i < dim(YJ ∩ γ · X
w) = dimY + |J | − ℓ(w), we have

H i
(
YJ ∩ γ · X

w, OYJ∩γ·Xw(−∂ − ∂J)
)
= 0.

Equivalently, for all i > 0, we have

H i
(
YJ ∩ γ · X

w, ωYJ∩γ·Xw(∂ + ∂J )
)
= 0.

(2) For all i < dim(YJ ∩ γ · X
w) = dimY + |J | − ℓ(w), we have

H i
(
YJ ∩ γ · X

w, OYJ∩γ·Xw(−∂wγ − ∂J )
)
= 0.

Equivalently, for all i > 0, we have

H i
(
YJ ∩ γ · X

w, ωYJ∩γ·Xw(∂wγ + ∂J )
)
= 0.

This is a refinement of [AGM, Theorem 10.4]. Because Γ′ is (in general) smaller than the

full fiberwise group Γ used in [AGM], we do not have access to certain techniques, e.g., using

flatness of the action morphisms. We get around this by more efficiently exploiting the fiber

bundle structure illustrated in Diagram (11). (In some ways, this leads to a simpler argument.)

As in [AGM], the equivalences in each part follow from Serre duality, since YJ ∩ γ · X
w

is Cohen-Macaulay, as are the relevant divisors. We focus on proving the second statement in

each pair.

Consider again the diagram

(17)

ZJ YJ

Γ′
◦ Γ′

◦ ×X
w X .

µ′

π
�

m′

In this notation, we define two divisors onZJ . The first is

∂ = ∂ZJ = ∂YJ ×X (Γ′
◦ ×X

w),

and the second is

∂w = ∂wZJ = YJ ×X (Γ′
◦ × ∂X

w).

As usual, ∂J denotes the pullback of ∂PJ toZJ . For general γ ∈ Γ′
◦, we have

ωZJ
(∂ + ∂J )|π−1(γ)

∼= ωYJ∩γ·Xw(∂ + ∂J),

since ωΓ′
◦
is trivial. Similarly,

ωZJ
(∂w + ∂J )|π−1(γ)

∼= ωYJ∩γ·Xw(∂wγ + ∂J ).
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To prove parts (1) and (2) of Theorem 5.1, it therefore suffices to prove

Riπ∗ωZJ
(∂ + ∂J ) = 0(18)

and

Riπ∗ωZJ
(∂w + ∂J ) = 0,(19)

respectively. We will prove (18), leaving the similar proof of (19) to the reader.

Fix an S- and A-equivariant desingularization Ỹ → Y , such that the pullback of ∂Y is a

simple normal crossings divisor; this induces a desingularization ϕ : ỸJ → YJ , along with a

simple normal crossings divisor ∂ỸJ . By Lemma 3.5, we obtain a desingularization f : Z̃J →

ZJ by fiber product with the Bott-Samelson resolution, as in the diagram

(20)

Z̃J ỸJ

Γ′
◦ Γ′

◦ × X̃
w X .

µ̃′

ι̃π̃
�

m̃′

Let ∂̃ = ∂Z̃J be the divisor pulled back from ∂ỸJ . Since these are smooth varieties,OZ̃J
(∂̃) =

(µ̃′)∗OỸJ
(∂ỸJ ).

Lemma 5.2.Riπ̃∗ωZ̃J
(∂̃ + ∂J) = Rif∗ωZ̃J

(∂̃ + ∂J) = 0 for i > 0.

The proof is the same as that of [AGM, Lemma 10.9], using the fact that ∂Y supports an

ample line bundle on Y , and ∂PJ supports an ample line bundle onPJ , so ∂YJ +∂J supports

an ample line bundle onYJ . (OurOZ̃J
(∂̃ + ∂J ) is denotedM in loc. cit..)

Lemma 5.3. f∗
(
ωZ̃J

(∂̃ + ∂J )
)
= ωZJ

(∂ + ∂J).

Proof. Since ∂J is pulled back from PJ , it suffices to show f∗
(
ωZ̃J

(∂̃)
)
= ωZJ

(∂). This is

proved exactly as in the discussion leading up to [AGM, Lemma 10.9], using Lemma 3.4 for the

isomorphismOZJ
(∂) = (µ′)∗OYJ

(∂). �

Now (18) follows from the combination of Lemmas 5.2 and 5.3. The proof of (19) is similar,

following the relevant parts of [AGM]. So Theorem 5.1 is proved.
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Part II: Positivity of coproduct coefficients

The second goal of this article—and the one which motivated the search for a stronger equi-

variant positivity theorem—is to establish the positivity of coefficients appearing in coproduct

formulas for enriched (or back stable) Schubert and Grothendieck polynomials. These polyno-

mials represent Schubert classes in the equivariant cohomology and K-theory (respectively) of

certain infinite flag varieties.

As explained in [LLS1, LLS3] (and in [AF1, An3]), these polynomials are also universal repre-

sentatives for degeneracy loci of vector bundles over an arbitrary base scheme, andmay therefore

be characterized by this property. This perspective was emphasized in work on quiver loci by

Buch and collaborators [Bu2, BKTY1, BKTY2].

6. Preliminaries

We generally follow the notation of [An3] and [AF1], which in turn comes from [LLS1]. For

technical details about the K-theory of infinite flag varieties, we refer to [LLS3].

6.1. Permutations and partitions. For each finite interval (−m,m], we have the symmetric

group S(−m,m] of permutations of this interval. The group SZ is the group of permutations

ofZwhich fix all but finitely many integers; in other words,

SZ =
⋃

m

S(−m,m],

with respect to the evident inclusions. This group is generated by the adjacent transpositions

si (swapping i and i+ 1), for all i ∈ Z.

Permutations w in SZ are written in one-line notation, usually using the smallest window

possible. For instance,w = [3, 2] = s2 hasw(2) = 3 andw(3) = 2, andw(i) = i for all other

i. Similarly, w = [−1, 2, 1,−2, 0] has w(−2) = −1, w(−1) = 2, w(0) = 1, w(1) = −2,

andw(2) = 0, fixing all other integers.

Each permutationw in SZ determines a dimension function kw : Z×Z→ Z≥0 by

kw(p, q) = #{i ≤ p |w(i) > q}.

(Since w permutes only finitely many integers, this number is always finite.) These functions

give a way of computing Bruhat order on SZ: one has w ≤ v iff kw(p, q) ≤ kv(p, q) for all

p, q.

A permutationw inSZ is 0-Grassmannian (or justGrassmannian for our purposes) if it has

(at most) one unique descent at 0; that is, w(i) < w(i + 1) for all i 6= 0. Such permutations
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are in bijection with partitions λ = (λ1 ≥ λ2 ≥ · · · ≥ λs ≥ 0), by

λk = w(1− k)− 1 + k for k > 0,

and

w(k) = λ1−k + k for k ≤ 0,

filling in the unused integers in increasing order for the values of w(k) for k > 0. The Grass-

mannian permutation corresponding to λ is written wλ. It has the property that

kwλ
(0, λi − i) = i

for each i > 0.

The longest permutation in S(−m,m] is

w(m,m]
◦ = [m,m− 1, . . . ,−m+ 1],

that is, it writes the integers in (−m,m] in decreasing order.

6.2. Vector spaces and tori. Let V be a countable-dimensional vector space with basis ei, for

i ∈ Z. This comes with an action of T = TZ =
∏

i∈Z C∗, scaling the ith coordinate by the

character yi.

For any interval [m,n], we have the subspace V[m,n] spanned by ei for m ≤ i ≤ n. In

particular, we have spaces

V≤q = Span{ei | i ≤ q} and V>q = Span{ei | i > q}.

These define a standard flag V≤• and opposite flag V>• in V .

Often we will restrict to V(−m,m] for somem≫ 0, and in this case, we also use the notation

V≤• and V>• for the standard and opposite flags in this finite-dimensional vector space.

The Borel group B of upper-triangular matrices stabilizes the standard flag V≤•, while the

opposite BorelB− of lower-triangular matrices stabilizes the opposite flag V>•.

6.3. Flag varieties and Schubert varieties. Detailed discussions of infinite-dimensional flag va-

rieties may be found in [LLS3] and [An3]. For our purposes, a less sophisticated setup suffices.

Form≫ 0, we considerGrassmannians of half-dimensional spacesGr = Gr(m, V(−m,m]),

as well as partial flag varieties F l = F l(m− n, . . . , m+ n;V(−m,m]). FlagsE• are indexed so

thatEp has dimensionm+ p.

A permutation w ∈ S(−m,m] ⊂ SZ determines a flag Ew
• by taking Ew

p to be the span of

ew(i) for i ≤ p; we write the corresponding point as xw ∈ F l. Minimal representatives have

w(i) < w(i + 1) for i < m − n and i > m + n. Each such permutation also determines a
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pair of opposite Schubert varieties in F l,

Xw = B · xw and Ωw = B− · xw,

meeting transversally in the point xw, with

dimXw = codimΩw = ℓ(w).

The varietyΩw can be described alternatively as a degeneracy locus

Ωw =
{
E•

∣∣ dim(Ep ∩ V>q) ≥ kw(p, q) for all p, q
}
.

(In the notation of Part I, we haveΩw = Xw.)

As reviewed in §1.4, the classes ofXw andΩw form Poincaré dual bases for cohomology and

K-theory of F l, asw ranges over minimal representatives.

In particular,Gr is the case of F l where n = 0. In this case, Schubert varieties are indexed

by Grassmannian permutationswλ, or equivalently by the partitions λ themselves.

6.4. Rings of polynomials and formal series. LetΛ = Z[c] = Z[c1, c2, . . .] be the polynomial

ring in countably many variables. This is equipped with a grading that places ci in degree i, as

well as a (descending) filtration which collects elements of degrees≥ i. Let

H = Λ[x, y] = Z[c, x, y]

be the polynomial ring in three (countable) sets of variables, where the x and y variables all have

degree 1, and are indexed (as above) by i ∈ Z. Let

R = Z[y]

be the polynomial ring in the y variables.

Given any graded ring A, let A[[β]]gr be the subring of the usual formal series ring A[[β]]

spanned by homogeneous elements, where β is given degree −1 as before. For instance, if

a1, a2, a3, . . . is a sequence of elements ofAwith ai in degree i, then a1 + a2β + a3β
2 + · · ·

lies inA[[β]]gr (and has degree 1).

Let

Λ̂β = Z[cβ][[β]]gr and Ĥβ = Z[cβ , x, z][[β]]gr

using the grading which gives cβi degree i, and each x and z variable degree 1. Let R̂β =

Z[z][[β]]gr be the corresponding ring of series in just the z variables.

For economy of notation, we often omit the superscript in cβ when it is understood from

context.

Evaluating β = 0 and zi = yi determines a homomorphism Ĥβ
։ H. As remarked above.
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It is useful to view the z variables as series in the y variables, by

zi = β−1(eβy − 1) = y +
1

2
βy2 +

1

6
β2y3 + · · · .

So zi 7→ yi under β 7→ 0, and this is compatible with the above evaluation Ĥβ
։ H.

On the other hand, the evaluationβ = −1 sends zi to 1−e
−yi , and defines homomorphisms

Rβ → R(T ) = Z[e±yi : i ∈ Z].

Occasionally we use formal group notation, writing

u⊕ v = u+ v + βuv

and

u⊖ v =
u− v

1 + βv
.

In particular,⊖v = −v
1+βv

. (So u⊖ v = u⊕ (⊖v).)

At β = 0, the formal group operations are just usual addition and subtraction. At β = −1,

with zi = 1− e−yi as above, one has zi ⊕ zj = 1− e−yi−yj and zi ⊖ zj = 1− e−yi+yj .

Remark 6.1.The β parameter is related to connective K-theory (see [An2, AppendixA]). In our

context, however, it can be seen simply a grading parameter and a useful device for collecting

both cohomology and K-theory together, by specializing at β = 0 and β = −1, respectively.

More specifically, the β = −1 specialization loses no information, because for any element of

Z[[c, x, z]], and for any specified degree, there is a unique homogeneous element of that degree

in Ĥβ which lifts the given element under the β 7→ −1 specialization.

7. Schubert and Grothendieck polynomials

Following [LLS1] and [LLS3], along with the variations in [AF1] and [An3], we will define

Schubert polynomials Sw(c; x; y) in variables

c = (c1, c2, . . .), x = (. . . , x−1, x0, x1, . . .), and y = (. . . , y−1, y0, y1, . . .),

as well as Grothendieck polynomialsGβ
w(c; x; z), using z-variables in place of the y-variables.

While Sw is indeed a polynomial,Gβ
w is a formal series. Wewill give formulas for them first, and

then describe the rings where they live, along with specializations relating them.

7.1. Formulas for polynomials. First we write the formulas for the longest elementw
(−m,m]
◦ =

[m,m − 1, . . . , 0,−1, . . . ,−m + 1], with λ = (2m− 1, 2m− 2, . . . , 2, 1). The Schubert



26 DAVIDANDERSON

polynomial is

(21) S
w

(−m,m]
◦

= det
(
c(i)λi−i+j

)
1≤i,j≤2m−1

,

where

c(i) =





c ·

0∏

a=i−m+1

(1− xat)

m−i∏

b=1

(1 + ybt) for 1 ≤ i < m;

c for i = m; and

c ·

i−m∏

a=1

1

1− xat

0∏

b=m−i+1

1

1 + ybt
form < i ≤ 2m− 1;

c stands for the series1+c1t+c2t
2+· · · ; and c(i)k is the coefficient of tk in the series expansion.

(This is just the standard notation for manipulating Chern series.) For example, withm = 2

we have

c(1) = c · (1− x0t)(1 + y1t), c(2) = c, and c(3) = c ·
1

1− x1t
·

1

1 + y0t
,

so

c(1)3 = c3 + (−x0 + y1)c2 − x0y1c1

and

c(3)2 = c2 + (x1 − y0)c1 + (x21 − x1y0 + y20).

And

S[2,1,0,−1] = det




c(1)3 c(1)4 c(1)5

c(2)1 c(2)2 c(2)3
0 1 c(3)1


 .

For Grothendieck polynomials, some formulas simplify if we use the notation

x̃a = ⊖xa :=
−xa

1 + βxa
.

The Grothendieck polynomial forw
(−m,m]
◦ is

(22) Gβ

w
(−m,m]
◦

= det

(∑

d≥0

βd

(
2m− i+ d− 1

d

)
cβ(i)λi−i+j+d

)

1≤i,j≤2m−1

,
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where

cβ(i) =





cβ ·
0∏

a=i−m+1

(1 + x̃at)
m−i∏

b=1

(1 + zbt) for 1 ≤ i < m;

cβ for i = m; and

cβ ·
i−m∏

a=1

1

1 + x̃at

0∏

b=m−i+1

1

1 + zbt
form < i ≤ 2m− 1;

and cβ(i)k is again defined by collecting the coefficient of tk.

As with their finite counterparts, the Schubert andGrothendieck polynomials for other per-

mutations are computed by descending induction, using difference operators. For i ∈ Z6=0, let

∂i be the usual divided difference operator (on x variables), acting by

(23) ∂i(f) =
f − si(f)

xi − xi+1
,

where si swaps xi and xi+1 in the polynomial (or series) f ; the c and y variables are treated as

scalars. For i = 0, the operator is defined by the same formula, except it also acts on c variables

by

(24) ∂0(ck) = ck−1 + x1ck−2 + · · ·+ xk−1
1 .

The isobaric difference operators πi are defined similarly, by

(25) πi(f) =
(1 + βxi+1)f − (1 + βxi)si(f)

xi − xi+1
,

and for i = 0,

(26) π0(c
β
k) =

(
k−1∑

i=0

(−x̃1)
i(cβk−1−i − βc

β
k−i)

)
− β(−x̃1)

k,

where x̃1 =
−x1

1+βx1
as before. Here the transposition si acts as usual on polynomials in x (swap-

ping xi and xi+1). For i 6= 0, si fixes the c variables, and

s0(c
β
k) = cβk + (x̃0 − x̃1)

k−1∑

i=0

(−x̃1)
icβk−1−i.

These operators satisfy Leibniz-type rules,

∂i(f · g) = ∂i(f) · g + si(f) · ∂i(g)
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and

πi(f · g) = πi(f) · g + si(f) · πi(g) + βsi(f) · g,

and together, these formulas suffice to define operators ∂i and πi. They are related by

πi(f) = ∂i
(
(1 + βxi+1)f

)
.

The inductive formulas are:

Swsi = ∂iSw

and

Gβ
wsi

= πiG
β
w

whenwsi < w in Bruhat order.

Example 7.1.We have S[1,0] = Ss0 = c1, so ∂0Ss0 = 1 as expected. Similarly,Gβ

[1,0] = Gβ
s0

=

cβ1 + βcβ2 + β2cβ3 + · · · =
∑∞

i=1 β
i−1cβi , and a pleasant exercise shows π0G

β
s0
= 1.

Remark 7.2.The Schubert polynomial Sw is recovered fromGβ
w by setting β = 0 and z = y.

The back stable double Grothendieck polynomials
←−
Gw of [LLS3] are recovered from Gβ

w by

setting β = −1, along with an evaluation of the cβ and z variables to be described in §7.2

below.

Remark 7.3. The “usual” or “finite” Schubert polynomials are obtained from Sw(c; x; y) by

evaluating c = 1 (so ck = 0 for all k > 0) and substituting−yi for yi:

Sw(x; y) = Sw(1; x;−y).

Similarly, the finite Grothendieck polynomials are obtained by setting cβ = 1 and β = −1:

Gw(x; z) = Gw(1; x; z),

where we writeGw for the evalutation ofGβ
w at β = −1. Our conventions are set up so that

G[n,n−1,...,1](x; z) =
∏

i+j≤n

(xi + zj − xizj),

for n > 0.3

3The fact that our determinantal formulas specialize this way involves a Vandermonde-like identity; this is the
“dominant case” in [An2, §1].
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Remark 7.4.The vexillary permutations include the Grassmannian permutations, as well as

the longest permutation w◦. They can be described in terms of a triple τ , which consists of

three sequences of integers (k•, p•, q•)with

0 < k1 < · · · < ks, p1 ≤ · · · ≤ ps, and q1 ≥ · · · ≥ qs,

such that the sequence qi−pi+ki is nonincreasing. Given a triple, one defines a partition λ by

setting λki = qi−pi+ki, and filling in the other parts minimally. (That is, λk = λki whenever

ki−1 < k ≤ ki.) The corresponding vexillary permutationw = w(τ ) is the minimal one such

that kw(pi, qi) = ki for each i. (The conditions on k•, p•, and q• guarantee that w(τ ) is well

defined. See [AF1] for details on how a vexillary permutation arises from a triple.)

If w = w(τ ) is the vexillary permutation corresponding to a triple τ = (k•, p•, q•), the

Grothendieck polynomialGβ
w is given by a determinantal formula similar to (22) (see [An2]).

Specifically, let

cβ(ki) = cβ ·

∏
a≤0(1 + x̃at)

∏
b≤qi

(1 + zbt)∏
a≤pi

(1 + x̃at)
∏

b≤0(1 + zbt)
,

with cβ(k) = cβ(ki) for ki−1 < k ≤ ki. Letλ be the corresponding partition. With these sub-

stitutions, (22) gives a formula forGβ
w. Specializing to β = 0 recovers determinantal formulas

for Sw.

In particular, when τ = (k•, p•, q•) is given by ki = i, pi = −m + i, and qi = m − i

for 1 ≤ i ≤ 2m− 1, the corresponding permutation isw
(−m,m]
◦ , the partition is λ = (2m −

1, . . . , 2, 1), and the above formula for cβ breaks up into the cases described earlier forw◦.

Every Grassmannian permuation wλ is vexillary, with p = (0, . . . , 0), so the determinantal

formula involves no x variables. In this case, a version of the determinantal formula is presented

in [LLS3, §9].

7.2. The rings of Schubert and Grothendieck polynomials. RecallH = Λ[x, y] andR = Z[y],

and Ĥβ = Z[cβ , x, z][[β]]gr and R̂
β = Z[z][[β]]gr.

From the definitions, we see that Sw lies inH. In fact, asw ranges over SZ, the polynomials

Sw form a basis forH as anR-module. (See [LLS1, AF1].)

Similarly,Gβ
w lies in Ĥ

β . In contrast to the Schubert polynomials, Grothendieck polynomials

do not form a basis for Ĥβ . They span the subalgebra of Grothendieck polynomials4,

Kβ =
⊕

w∈SZ

Rβ ·Gβ
w,

4Wehave usedK for the ring denotedB orB(x; a) in [LLS3], to avoid conflict with our notation for Borel groups.
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as a module over

Rβ = Z[zi, (1 + βzi)
−1 : i ∈ Z],

a subring of R̂β . The fact thatKβ is closed under multiplication is nontrivial—as explained in

the Introduction, it was conjectured in [LLS3] and follows from Theorem B.

As remarked above, evaluating β = 0 sendsGβ
w to Sw.

The evaluation β = −1 defines homomorphisms Rβ → R(T ) = Z[e±yi : i ∈ Z] and

Kβ → K =
⊕

w R(T ) ·Gw, whereGw is the evaluation ofGβ
w at β = −1.

To compare with the notation of [LLS3] and recover the back stable double Grothendieck

polynomials
←−
Gw(x; a) discussed there, make the following substitutions. Set

cβ =
∏

i≤0

1 + zit

1 + x̃it
,

with x̃i = ⊖xi =
−xi

1+βxi
. Then set β = −1 and zi = ⊖ai =

−ai
1−ai

. (In particular, our eyi

corresponds to the character e−εi in [LLS3].)

Lemma 7.5.Under these evaluations,Gβ
w maps to

←−
G(x; a).

The proof consists in observing that appropriate evaluations of bothGβ
w and

←−
G(x; a) rep-

resent degeneracy loci, which in turn determine the polynomials. This is carried out in the next

section.

Remark 7.6.As noted above, for a Grassmannian permutation wλ, the polynomials Swλ
and

Gβ
wλ

involve no x variables. So we may write them as

Sλ(c; y) ∈ Λ[y] and Gβ
λ(c; z) ∈ Λ̂[z]

β

,

respectively, where Λ̂[z]
β

= Z[cβ, z][[β]]gr.

8. Degeneracy loci

The polynomialsSw(c; x; y) andGw(c; x; z) are characterized by the property that they rep-

resent certain degeneracy loci. For Sw, this is explained in [AF1] (see also [AF2, §12.4]); forGw

it is implicit in [An2]. The connection between degeneracy loci and the back stable versions of

these polynomials is explained in [LLS3, §10]. Here we review the facts relevant to our setup.

SupposeX is a nonsingular varietywith an action ofT , equippedwith aT -equivariant vector

bundle V of rank 2m form≫ 0, and flags of equivariant subbundles

E• : · · · ⊂ E−1 ⊂ E0 ⊂ E1 ⊂ · · · and F• : · · · ⊂ F1 ⊂ F0 ⊂ F−1 ⊂ · · · ,
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indexed so thatEp has rankm+ p andFq has rankm− q. Given a permutationw ∈ SZ (with

m large enough so thatw(i) = i for |i| ≥ m), we have a degeneracy locus

(27) Ωw =
{
x ∈ X

∣∣ dim(Ep ∩ Fq) ≥ kw(p, q) for all p, q
}
.

This is a closed,T -invariant subvariety ofX , of codimension atmost ℓ(w). When the codimen-

sion is maximal, Schubert andGrothendieck polynomials give formulas for its class in equivari-

ant cohomology and K-theory, respectively.

Proposition 8.1. AssumeΩw ⊂ X has codimension ℓ(w). InH∗
TX , make the evaluations

ck = ck(V −E0 − F0),

xi = c1((Ei/Ei−1)
∗), and

yi = c1(Fi−1/Fi).

Then

(28) [Ωw] = Sw(c; x; y).

Evaluating the variables in the same way, this time as K-theoretic Chern classes and with zi in

place of yi, we have

(29) [OΩw
] = Gw(c; x; z)

inKT (X).

Furthermore, Sw and Gw are uniquely determined by these formulas (for all such X , V , E•

and F•).

Proof. The formulas go back to ones appearing in [BKTY1, BKTY2]. A precise statement of

(28) is in [AF1]; the vexillary case of (29) is [An2, Theorem 1], and the general case follows by

applying difference operators.

To see that the degeneracy locus formulas determine the polynomials Sw andGw, it suffices

to consider the partial flag varietyX = F l(m−n, . . . , m+n;V ), form≫ n. TakeE• to be

the tautological flag, andF• = V>• to be the trivial (opposite) flag, soΩw is a Schubert variety.

BothH∗
TX andKT (X) are quotients of Λ[x, y], with defining relations only in large degrees,

so any finite coefficient of a representative forΩw can be detected. �

The specified evaluations send c to
∏

i≤0
1+yi
1−xi

in cohomology, and to
∏

i≤0
1+zi
1+x̃i

inK-theory.

These are the same evaluations which identify Sw with
←−
Sw andGw with

←−
Gw, so Lemma 7.5

follows.
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Schubert varietiesΩw ⊂ F l and Ωλ ⊂ Gr are basic examples of degeneracy loci. As noted

above, here one takesE• to be the tautological flag and F• = V>• to be the trivial flag, so that

yi is a torus weight and zi = 1− e−yi inR(T ).

We will need a variation, following [An3, §8]. LetV = V ⊕ V with T acting diagonally. It

will be convenient to double the index set and write the standard basis vectors forV as ei and

ei′ , so that

ei = (ei, 0) and ei′ = (0, ei)

for each integer i. Consider flags V≤• and V>• such that V≤q = V≤0 ⊕ V≤q and V>q =

V>0 ⊕ V>q for each q.
5

Givenm≫ n, we have the partial flag varietyX = F l(2m− n, . . . , 2m+ n;V), and for

w ∈ S(−n,n] ⊂ SZ, we have a Schubert variety

(30) Ωw =
{
E•

∣∣ dim(Ep ∩V>q) ≥ kw(p, q) for all p, q
}
.

The degeneracy locus formula gives the same results forΩw:

Corollary 8.2.

[Ωw] = Sw(c; x; y) inH∗
TX(31)

and

[OΩw
] = Gw(c; x; z) inKTX(32)

where c = c(V − E0 −V>0) is the Chern class in equivariant cohomology or K-theory.

9. Coproduct and direct summorphism

There is a coproduct homomorphism

∆: Z[c] = Λ→ Λ⊗Z Λ = Z[c, c′]

defined by ck 7→
∑k

i=0 ck−i · c
′
i. This extends linearly to a coproduct ofZ[y]-algebras

∆: Λ[y]→ Λ[y]⊗R Λ[y]

as well as to a comodule homomorphism

∆: H → Λ[y]⊗R H,

5This can be arranged by ordering the basis vectors ei and ei′ , in such a way that all the nonpositive unprimed
indices comefirst (in any order), followed by all the primed indices in their usual order, and then finally the positive
unprimed indices (in any order).
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whereR = Z[y] andH = Λ[x, y] as before.

The same formula defines a comodule homomorphism

∆: Ĥβ → Λ̂[z]
β

⊗
R̂β Ĥ

β,

where Λ̂[z]
β

= Z[cβ, z][[β]]gr, R̂
β = Z[z][[β]]gr, and Ĥ

β = Z[cβ , x, z][[β]]gr as before.

With our usual conventions on gradings, each of the above versions of∆ is a homomorphism

of graded modules. We also have a comodule homomorphism at β = −1, where there is no

longer a grading (but the induced filtration is preserved).

The main theorem of Part II concerns the coefficients ĉwµ,v(y) and d̂
w
µ,v(z; β) appearing in

∆Sw(c; x; y) =
∑

µ,v

ĉwµ,v(y) Sµ(c; y) Sv(c
′; x; y)

and

∆Gβ
w(c; x; z) =

∑

µ,v

d̂wµ,v(z; β)G
β
µ(c; z)G

β
v (c

′; x; z).

The coefficients ĉwµ,v and d̂
w
µ,v are homogeneous of degree ℓ(w)− |µ| − ℓ(v). Here is our posi-

tivity theorem:

Theorem 9.1. Consider the ordering of the integers so that the positive integers precede the non-

positive ones:

1 ≺ 2 ≺ · · · ≺ −2 ≺ −1 ≺ 0.

We have

ĉwµ,v(y) ∈ Z≥0[yj − yi : i ≺ j]

and

(−1)|µ|+ℓ(v)−ℓ(w)d̂wµ,v(z; β) ∈ Z≥0[−β,−zj ⊖ zi : i ≺ j].

Since d̂wµ,v(z; β) is homogeneous of degree ℓ(w)−|µ|− ℓ(v), the second statement is equiv-

alent to saying

d̂wµ,v(z; β) ∈ Z≥0[β, zj ⊖ zi : i ≺ j].

This version clearly specializes to the first statement at β = 0. On the other hand, as noted in

Remark 6.1, d̂wµ,v(z; β) is the unique homogeneous lift of d̂wµ,v := d̂wµ,v(z;−1), and it suffices

to establish the corresponding statement

(33) (−1)|µ|+ℓ(v)−ℓ(w)d̂wµ,v ∈ Z≥0[e
yi−yj − 1 : i ≺ j].
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(Recall that−zj ⊖ zi = eyi−yj − 1 at β = −1.) This is what we will prove.

The proof consists of an application of Theorem A (from Part I) to the situation of [An3,

§8], which we now describe. Given any w ∈ SZ, choosem ≫ n ≫ 0, large enough so that

w ∈ S(−n,n]. Write V = V(−m,m] for the vector space spanned by ei, for−m < i ≤ m, and let

V = V ⊕ V . As above, we write ei = (ei, 0) and ei′ = (0, ei) for the standard basis ofV. Let

Gr(V ) = Gr(m, V ), Gr(V) = Gr(2m,V),

F l(V ) = F l(m− n, . . . , m+ n;V ), and F l(V) = F l(2m− n, . . . , 2m+ n;V)

be the indicated Grassmannians and partial flag varieties.

There is a direct summorphism

⊞ : Gr(V )×Gr(V )→ Gr(V)(34)

sending a pair of subspaces (E ⊂ V, F ⊂ V ) to the subspaceE ⊕F ⊂ V. This is equivariant

for the diagonal T -action on Gr(V ) × Gr(V ) and the action on Gr(V) induced by scaling

both ei and ei′ by the character yi, i.e., the diagonal action onV.

As an algebra over Z[y], the equivariant cohomology ring of Gr(V ) is generated by the

Chern classes ck = ck(V − V>0 − S), where S ⊂ V denotes the tautological subbundle.

The same is true forGr(V), writing ck = ck(V − V>0 − S), with S ⊂ V the tautological

bundle. SoHTGr(V ) andHTGr(V) are quotients ofΛ[y]. By choosingm≫ 0, the relations

are in high enough degree to be irrelevant.

We have⊞∗S = S ⊕ S ′ as vector bundles onGr(V )×Gr(V ), where S is the tautological

bundle on the first factor and S ′ is the one for the second factor. So, by the Whitney sum

formula, we have

⊞
∗
ck = ck + ck−1 · c

′
1 + · · ·+ c1 · c

′
k−1 + c′k,

where c and c′ are the corresponding Chern classes, from the first and second factors. That is,

⊞
∗ = ∆ is the coproduct homomorphism on Λ.

There is an analogous direct summorphism

⊞ : Gr(V )× F l(V )→ F l(V),(35)

and the pullback on equivariant cohomology agrees with the comodule homomorphism

∆: H → Λ[y]⊗Z[y] H

described above. Here xi = c1((Si/Si−1)
∗), where S• is the tautological flag of bundles on

F l(V ), and yi is the character scaling the coordinate ei, so yi = c1(V>i−1/V>i).
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Writing c, c, and c′ for the same Chern classes in equivariant K-theory, the direct sum pull-

back

⊞
∗ : KTF l(V)→ KTGr(V )⊗R(T ) KTF l(V )

also agrees with the comodule homomorphism∆ on Ĥβ (after quotienting by relations in high

degree and evaluating at β = −1).

Consider Schubert varieties Ωµ ⊂ Gr(V ), Ωv ⊂ F l(V ), and Ωw ⊂ F l(V) as in §8.

By Proposition 8.1 and Corollary 8.2, the classes of these Schubert varieties are represented by

Schubert and Grothendieck polynomials. So we have the following lemma:

Lemma 9.2. The coefficients ĉwµ,v and d̂
w
µ,v are the same as those appearing in formulas for ⊞∗.

That is,

⊞
∗[Ωw] =

∑

µ,v

ĉwµ,v [Ωµ]× [Ωv](36)

and

⊞
∗[OΩw

] =
∑

µ,v

d̂wµ,v [OΩµ
]× [OΩv

].(37)

At this point, we fix an ordering on the basis vectors for V andV. The order on the ei is the

usual one, coming from the standard order on the integers−m+1, . . . , m. With respect to this

order, the BorelB preserving the flagV≤• is the standard one of upper-triangularmatrices. The

opposite Borel B− preservesΩµ and Ωv; these are transverse toB-invariant Schubert varieties

Xµ ⊂ Gr(V ) andXv ⊂ F l(V ), respectively.

The basis vectors forV are ordered by

0,−1, . . . ,−m+ 1, (−m+ 1)′, . . . ,−1′, 0′, 1′, . . . , m′, m,m− 1, . . . , 2, 1.

With respect to this order, the BorelB preserving the flagV≤• is the one shown in in themiddle

diagram of Figure 1. The opposite BorelB− preservesΩw, which is transverse to aB-invariant

Schubert varietyXw ⊂ F l(V).

Applying Poincaré duality, (36) becomes

[Y ] =
∑

w

ĉwµ,v [Xw](38)

where

Y = ⊞(Xµ ×Xv) ⊂ F l(V),



36 DAVIDANDERSON

so [Y ] = ⊞∗[Xµ × Xv]. Recalling that in K-theory, the dual classes are ξv = [OXv
(−∂Xv)]

and ξw = [OXw
(−∂Xw)], (37) becomes

[OY (−∂Y )] =
∑

w

d̂wµ,v ξw,(39)

where the divisor is

∂Y = ⊞(∂Xµ ×Xv) +⊞(Xµ × ∂Xv),

so [OY (−∂Y )] = ⊞∗[ξµ× ξv]. The goal is to apply TheoremA to (38) and (39), for an appro-

priate choice of sufficiently positive basis.

LetT ⊂ B ⊂ GL(V) be the standard torus, soT ∼= T × T . Let S ∼= T ⊂ T × T ∼= T

be the diagonal. For a basis of the character lattice of S, choose

{−αi : i 6= 0} ∪ {α0},

where αi = yi − yi+1 is the usual simple root. Evidently

Z≥0[α0,−αi : i 6= 0] = Z≥0[yj − yi : i ≺ j].

Since−zi+2⊖ zi = (−zi+2⊖ zi+1) + (−zi+1⊖ zi)+ (−β)(−zi+2⊖ zi+1)(−zi+1⊖ zi), we

also have

Z≥0[e
−α0 − 1, eαi − 1 : i 6= 0] = Z≥0[e

yi−yj − 1 : i ≺ j].

So the assertions of Theorem 9.1 follow from Theorem A, once we verify the hypotheses of the

latter theorem:

• The subgroup B′ ⊂ B is chosen to be generated by the torus T, along with entries

in the following positions: (i, j) for i > j or j > 0 ≥ i; (i, j′) for 0 ≥ i ≥ j or

j > 0 ≥ i; (i′, j) for i > j > 0 or j > 0 ≥ i; (i′, j′) for j > 0 ≥ i. This is depicted

in Figure 1.

• By construction, the chosen basis for the character lattice of S is sufficiently positive

forB′.

• The subvariety Y ⊂ F l(V) is invariant for the action of the subgroup B × B in

GL(V )×GL(V ) ⊂ GL(V). In particular, Y is invariant for the subtorus S, as well

as for the unipotent group A consisting of upper-triangular matrices with 1’s on the

diagonal, and possibly nonzero entries in positions (i, j) and (i′, j′) for i < j ≤ 0, or

for 0 < i < j. This is depicted in Figure 2.

• Y has rational singularities, since it is isomorphic toXµ ×Xv.

• The divisor ∂Y is also invariant for both S andA.



EQUIVARIANT POSITIVITY AND COPRODUCT COEFFICIENTS 37

+

+′

−′

−

− −′ +′ +

B

+

+′

−′

−

− −′ +′ +

B′

+

+′

−′

−

− −′ +′ +

Q

Figure 1. Schematic depiction of groupsB,B′, andQ. The row and column
labels indicate nonpositive (−), nonpositive primed (−′), positive primed (+′),
and positive (+) indices; within each group, integers are ordered according to
the standard order.

+

+′

−′

−

− −′ +′ +

A
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− −′ +′ +
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Figure 2. Schematic depiction of groupsA andA−.

• ∂Y is Cohen-Macaulay and supports an ample line bundle, being isomorphic to the

boundary divisor of the Schubert varietyXµ ×Xv ⊂ Gr(V )× F l(V ).

It remains to check that the pair (A,B′) is an S-factorization of B. This is the content of the

following lemma, which concludes the proof of Theorem 9.1.

Lemma 9.3. Let B′
◦ ⊂ B′ be the open subset having nonvanishing entries in positions (i, i′) for

i ≤ 0 and (i′, i) for i > 0. LetA− = A ∩ B−. The multiplication morphism

A×B
′
◦ ×A

− → GL(V)

is an open embedding into a parabolic subgroupQ containingB.

The parabolic group is depicted schematically in Figure 1. The functions whose nonvanish-

ing definesB′
◦ areS-invariant, and an open embedding is smooth and dominant, so the lemma

indeed shows (A,B′) is an S-factorization.
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Proof. The groups A, B′, and A− are all subgroups of Q, so the image of the multiplication

map lies in Q. The assertion about open embeddings comes from breaking the matrices up

into 16m×m blocks and applying LDU factorization (i.e., top-cell Bruhat decomposition).

To spell this out, consider generic elements

a =




a−,−

a−′,−′

a+′,+′

a+,+


 and ã =




ã−,−

1

1

ã+,+




inA andA−, respectively. Similarly, write

b =




b−,− b−,−′ b−,+′ b−,+

b−′,−′ b−′,+′ b−′,+

b+′,+′ b+′,+

b+,+




in B′
◦. Each entry represents anm ×m block, with rows and columns on the indices indexed

by the subscripts. The blocks a•,• and ã•,• are upper-unitriangular matrices. The blocks b−,−,

b−,−′ , b+′,+, and b+,+ are lower-triangular, with nonzero diagonal entries. The blocks b−′,−′

and b+′,+′ are diagonal with nonzero entries. The remaining four (nonzero) blocks are arbitrary

m×mmatrices. (Again, these are depicted in Figures 1 and 2.)

The image of multiplicationA× B′
◦ ×A

− → Q consists of matrices of the form



a−,−b−,−ã−,− a−,−b−,−′ a−,−b−,+′ a−,−b−,+ã+,+

a−′,−′b−′,−′ a−′,−′b−′,+′ a−′,−′b−′,+ã+,+

a+′,+′b+′,+′ a+′,+′b+′,+ã+,+

a+,+′b+,+ã+,+


 .

We write an element q ∈ Q by breaking it into blocks q•,• according to the same pattern.

If q is generic, then the block q−,−′ can be written uniquely as q−,−′ = a−,−b−,−′ , a product

of an upper-unitriangular matrix and a lower-triangular matrix. Next, we can uniquely write

a−1
−,−q−,− = b−,−ã−,− as a product of a lower-triangular matrix and an upper-unitriangular

matrix. Continuing in this way, we uniquely determine all entries of a, ã, and b. �
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10. Examples

In [An3], it was shown that the coefficients ĉwµ,v can be computed by expanding the product

of a Schubert polynomial by another Schubert polynomial in which the y-variables are per-

muted [An3, Corollary 8.10]. The same can be done in K-theory. Following [An3, §8], let wµ

be the Grassmannian permutation associated to the partition µ, and suppose bothwµ and v lie

in S(−m,m]. A permutation µ⊘m v in S(−2m,2m] is constructed by setting

µ⊘m v = [wµ(−m+ 1)−m, . . . , wµ(0)−m, v(−m+ 1) +m, . . .

. . . , v(m) +m, wµ(1)−m, . . . , wµ(m)−m].

Let x(m) = [−2m+ 1, . . . , −m, 1, . . . , 2m, −m+ 1, . . . , 0].

Proposition 10.1.We have

⊞∗[ξµ × ξv] = [OXµ⊘mv∩Ω
x(m)

(−∂Xµ⊘mv)] = ξµ⊘mv · [OΩ
x(m)

].

This is proved as in [TY, Lemma 2.2]; see also [LRS, Theorem 7.5].

Specialize the z variables by setting

z = (z−m+1, . . . , zm, z−m+1, . . . , zm)

and

z̃ = (z−m+1, . . . , z0, z−m+1, . . . , zm, z1, . . . , zm).

Let c and c̃ be the specializations of
∏0

i=−2m+1
1+ui

1+x̃i
to u = z and u = z̃, respectively. Using

Proposition 10.1, the proof of the following is analogous to that of [An3, Corollary 8.10]:

Corollary 10.2. The coefficient d̂wµ,v(z) is equal to the coefficient of Gµ⊘mv(c; x; z) in the ex-

pansion ofGw(c̃; x; z̃) ·Gx(m)(c; x; z).

The following examples use this method, implemented in Maple, to compute d̂wµ,v(z). To

compare with the notation of [LLS3], we have kwµ (a) = d̂wµ,e(z) under the substitutions β =

−1 and zi = ⊖ai. (In particular,−zj ⊖ zi goes to−ai ⊖ aj .)

Example 10.3.We have

d̂
[2,1,0,−1]
(2,2),[1,0,−1] = (β)2(1 + βz0 ⊖ z2)(z−1 ⊖ z1).

Evaluating at β = −1 andmultiplying by (−1)|µ|+ℓ(v)−ℓ(w) = (−1)4+3−6 = −1, we have

−d̂
[2,1,0,−1]
(2,2),[1,0,−1] = (1− z0 ⊖ z2)(−z−1 ⊖ z1) = (ey1−y−1 − 1) + (ey2−y0 − 1)(ey1−y−1 − 1),
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which exhibits the expected positivity.

Example 10.4.We have

d̂
[2,1,0,−1]
(2,1),[1,2,0,−1] = β

[
(1 + βz0 ⊖ z1)(1 + βz−1 ⊖ z2) + (1 + βz0 ⊖ z1)(1 + βz−1 ⊖ z1)

+ (1 + βz0 ⊖ z1)(1 + βz0 ⊖ z2) + β(z0 ⊖ z1)(1 + βz0 ⊖ z1)
]
.

Example 10.5.We have

d̂
[0,−1,2,1]
(2,1),e = β + β2z0 ⊖ z1

d̂
[0,−1,2,1]
(2),e = 1 + βz0 ⊖ z1

d̂
[0,−1,2,1]
(1,1),e = 1 + βz0 ⊖ z1

d̂
[0,−1,2,1]
(1),e = z0 ⊖ z1,

which agrees with [LLS3, Example 8.20] at β = −1.

Example 10.6.We have

d̂
[3,1,2]
(2),e = 1 + βz2 ⊖ z1 d̂

[2,3,1]
(1,1),e = 1 + βz0 ⊖ z2

d̂
[2,0,1]
(2),e = 1 d̂

[1,2,0]
(1,1),e = 1 + βz0 ⊖ z1

d̂
[1,−1,0]
(2),e = 1 + βz0 ⊖ z1 d̂

[0,1,−1]
(1,1),e = 1

d̂
[0,−2,−1]
(2),e = 1 + βz−1 ⊖ z1 d̂

[−1,0,−2]
(1,1),e = 1 + βz0 ⊖ z−1.

The first of these agrees with [LLS3, Example 8.21] at β = −1.

Remark 10.7.Asnoted in [An3, §8], the direct summorphism⊞ : Gr(V )×F l(V )→ F l(V)

is equivariant with respect to the full torusT = T × T , so one can consider theT-equivariant

class of Y = ⊞(Xµ ×Xv). In particular, writing y and y
′ for the characters coming from the

first and second factors ofT, and likewise for z, z′, one has “double” coefficients ĉwµ,v(y, y
′) and

d̂wµ,v(z, z
′) coming from expansions

⊞
∗[Ωw] =

∑

µ,v

ĉwµ,v(y, y
′) [Ωµ]× [Ωv]

and

⊞
∗[OΩw

] =
∑

µ,v

d̂wµ,v(z, z
′) [OΩµ

]× [OΩv
].

inH∗
T
F l(V) andKTF l(V), respectively.
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However, the pair (A,B′) is not an S-factorization of B, for the full torus S = T: the co-

ordinates whose nonvanishing is required to obtain a smooth multiplicationmap are invariant

for the diagonal subtorus, but not for all ofT (cf. Example 2.2). And there is no analogous posi-

tivity statement for the coefficients ĉwµ,v(y, y
′) and d̂wµ,v(z, z

′)which specializes to the positivity

asserted in Theorem 9.1; this is demonstrated in [An3, Example 8.7]. (The examples given there

are ĉ
[2,3,−1,0,1]
(2,2),e (y, y′) = (y′1 − y2)(y

′
1 − y1) and ĉ

[2,3,−1,0,1]
(1,1),[0,2,−1,1](y, y

′) = (y′1 − y1).)

Remark 10.8. In K-theory, one can also define coproduct coefficients p̂wµ,v from the expansion

of dual classes, so

⊞
∗ξw =

∑

µ,v

p̂wµ,v ξ
µ × ξv(40)

inKT (Gr(V )×F l(V )), where the dual classes areξw = [OΩw
(−∂)], etc. The same argument

as above, applying the second statement in Corollary 4.4, shows that these coefficients satisfy

the same positivity:

(−1)|µ|+ℓ(v)−ℓ(w)p̂wµ,v ∈ Z≥0[e
yi−yj − 1 : i ≺ j].

If, following the suggestion made in [LLS3, §11], one were to define back stable Grothendieck

polynomials
←−
G

∂
w representing these ideal-sheaf basis elements ξw, their coproduct coefficients

would satisfy the expected equivariant positivity.
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