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Abstract

This article continues our study of P- and @Q-key polynomials, which are (non-symmetric)
“partial” Schur P- and Q-functions as well as “shifted” versions of key polynomials. Our main
results provide a crystal interpretation of P- and Q-key polynomials, namely, as the characters
of certain connected subcrystals of normal crystals associated to the queer Lie superalgebra q,,.
In the P-key case, the ambient normal crystals are the q,-crystals studied by Grantcharov et
al., while in the @-key case, these are replaced by the extended g,-crystals recently introduced
by the first author and Tong. Using these constructions, we propose a crystal-theoretic lift of
several conjectures about the decomposition of involution Schubert polynomials into P- and Q-
key polynomials. We verify these generalized conjectures in a few special cases. Along the way,
we establish some miscellaneous results about normal q,-crystals and Demazure gl -crystals.
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1 Introduction

1.1 Classical background

For a fixed positive integer n, denote by GL,, := GL,(C) the group of n x n invertible matrices, B, its
standard Borel subgroup of upper triangular matrices, and B,, := B,I the opposite Borel subgroup
of lower triangular matrices. Let x = (x1,x2,...) be a sequence of commuting indeterminates.
Write S, for the symmetric group of permutations of {1,2,...,n} with length function ¢: S,, - N
and longest element wy :=n---21 € §,. For w € S, the Schubert variety X, is the closure of
the (right) By,-orbit B, \B, wowDB,,. This is an ¢(w)-dimensional affine space in the (complete) flag
variety Fl, := B, \GL,. Since Schubert varieties give a CW decomposition of Fl,, they determine
a basis of Schubert classes for the cohomology ring H*(Fl,;Z).

Schubert varieties also give rise to an important family of B,-representations called Demazure
modules Vi, (N) [15]. For each w € S,, and partition A with at most n parts, V,,()) is the module of
global sections of the principal line bundle on X, whose fiber is the 1-dimensional B,,-representation
of weight —\ (restricting the Borel-Weil construction; see [18, Ch. 23.3]). The Bott-Samelson
resolution of X,, leads to the Demazure character formula [2, 16, 33]

Ky = ch V,(\) = Ww(a:i‘lxgq ez,
where 7, is the isobaric divided difference operator indexed by w (see Section 2.2 for the precise
definition).

The characters k,, ) are also known as key polynomials from the joint work of Lascoux and
Schiitzenberger [41, 44]. They introduced the notion of the (right) key for a semistandard tableau
with entries in {1,2,...,n} to give a combinatorial formula for &, » using natural objects from
the representation theory of GL,. This encodes the fact that s, ) is a “partial” Schur function
since for w = wp, we have X,,, = Fl, and V,,,(A\) = V(A), and so the key polynomial ) =
sx(x1,ma,...,x,) is obtained by restricting the symmetric power series s)(x) to n variables.

It is often more natural to index the key polynomial s, » by the weak composition o = wA
obtained by letting w act on A by permuting entry indices. If we write k. in place of K, ), then
then the set {k, : @ any weak composition} is a Z-basis for Z[x| [63, Thm. 17].

We can encode the representation theory of GL,, with combinatorial data by using the (Kashi-
wara) crystals [36, 37] associated to the Lie algebra gl,, (or more precisely, its associated Drinfel’d—
Jimbo quantum group U, (gl,); see also [47, 48]). Work of Kashiwara [38] shows that every finite-
dimensional highest weight GL,-representation V' (\) has a crystal basis B(\), and that each De-
mazure module also has a crystal basis B,,(\) given by intersecting B(A) with V,,(\). Moreover,
it is known [10, 63] that the tableaux from Kashiwara’s construction are exactly those given by
Lascoux and Schiitzenberger in [41, 44].



In related work [42, 43], Lascoux and Schiitzenberger identified polynomial representatives
for the cohomology classes of Schubert varieties with several nice properties. These representa-
tives are the now well-known Schubert polynomials &, indexed by permutations w € S,. One
combinatorial definition of &,, is given by the Billey-Jockusch—Stanley (BJS) formula [8] using
certain bounded decreasing factorizations of w, where a decreasing factorization is a reduced ex-
pression partitioned into consecutive, possibly empty, decreasing subwords. Taking the stable limit
Fiy(x) = limg 00 Sk wy, produces the Stanley symmetric function [65] as a sum over all decreasing
factorizations of w.

Morse and Schilling [61] constructed a natural gl,-crystal RF,,(w) on these factorizations that
intertwines with the Edelman—Green correspondence from [17]. The existence of this crystal leads
to another proof of the Schur-positivity property that F,(x) = )", ) sx(x) for some nonnegative
integers ¢}, € N. By restricting (a twist of) this crystal structure to the factorizations in the
BJS formula, Assaf and Schilling [6] gave a crystal-theoretic proof of the key-positivity property
Sy = Y., CoKq, Wwhere the sum is over some set of weak compositions a with ¢, € N. This recovers
a result of Lascoux and Schiitzenberger [41] which is restated as [63, Thm. 4]. Specifically, Assaf and
Schilling constructed a gl,,-crystal BRF,,(w) of bounded decreasing factorizations of w, and proved
that it is isomorphic to a direct sum of Demazure crystals whose characters are key polynomials.

1.2 Shifted constructions

Now, instead of B,-orbits in Fl,, we consider the orbits for the symplectic group Sp,, := Sp,,(C)
when n is even (respectively, the orthogonal group O, := O,(C) when n is any positive integer),
which are indexed by the set of fixed-point-free involutions (respectively, all involutions) z € S,.
The cohomology classes of the closures of these orbits have polynomial representatives {GEP} » and
{&91, computed by Wyser and Yong [70], with many nice properties in common with Schubert
polynomials.

Following [26], we refer to these representatives as involution Schubert polynomials. These
polynomials have stable limits F2 P(x) and FP(x) analogous to Stanley symmetric functions [26].
Hamaker, the first author, and Pawlowski showed in [23, 27] that F’ 2 P(x) expands positively in terms
of the Schur P-functions Py(x), while F° (x) expands positively in terms of the Schur Q-functions
Qx(x).

In our previous work [59], we introduced shifted analogues of key polynomials that we call
P-key polynomials 557 y and Q-key polynomials 537 v+ These are formed by applying isobaric di-
vided difference operators to certain dominant involution Schubert polynomials. The name was
chosen as these polynomials are partial versions of Schur P- and Q-functions in the sense that
Py(x1,29,...,2,) = k7 and Qx(z1,22,...,Tn) = /{307)\ by [59, Thm. 2.35]. Part of our interest

wo,A
in P- and @Q-key polynomials stems from the following conjecture.

Conjecture 1.1 (59, Conjs. 2.31 and 2.33]). Each involution Schubert polynomial &3 (respec-
tivley, 9) is an N-linear combination of P-key polynomials (respectively, @-key polynomials).

The main purpose of this article is to outline a crystal-theoretic approach to proving this
conjecture. More precisely, we will describe how this statement lifts to a more general conjecture
about how certain crystals related to involution Schubert polynomials decompose as direct sums of
two different kinds of “queer” Demazure crystals.

Let us explain these ideas in more detail. Schur P-functions are Schur positive [67] and arise
as the characters of gl,,-crystal structures on certain sets of shifted tableauz [28]. These objects are



usually disconnected as gl,,-crystals, and to turn them into connected crystals, we need to replace
gl,, with the queer Lie superalgebra ¢, introduced in [35]. For example, Grantcharov et al. [20,
22] have shown that the Schur P-function Py(x1,...,x;,) is the character of a connected q,,-crystal
on decomposition tableaux corresponding to polynomial representation V() for q,. There is an
isomorphic gq,-crystal structure on shifted (primed) tableaux [5, 28, 30, 29], which is closely related
to the type B and C' Stanley symmetric functions studied in [40].

The true character of V() is technically Qx(z1,...,2,) rather than Py(x1,...,x,) (see [13] or
[34]), but the difference is just a matter of rescaling since 2!V Py (x) = Q(x). To encode the extra
2!(N) factor directly into the relevant character, the first author and Tong introduced a new family
of objects called (exztended) g, -crystals in [52].

Now, there are BJS-type formulas for 62" and 69 as sums over certain bounded decreasing
factorizations [26]. Removing the boundedness condition transforms these formulas to generat-
ing series for the stable limits F P(x) and FO(x). There are known constructions of a g,-crystal
RF>P(2) [54] and a g -crystal RFO(z) [52] on the sets of reduced factorizations appearing in these
generating functions. Adding back the boundedness condition identifies two distinguished subcrys-
tals BRF>P(z) € RF>P(z) and BRFO(z) C RFQ(z) consisting of decreasing factorizations of certain
reduced words. Our main results are about these objects, and can be summarized as follows.

e We prove some properties of the crystals BRF,(w) C RF,(w), BRF3P(z) C RF:P(z), and
BRFS(Z) C RFS(Z). This includes several facts not explicitly stated in prior literature; see,
for example, Theorems 3.15, 4.7, and 5.11 and Propositions 3.18, 3.19, 4.9, and 5.13.

e The q,-crystal BRFSP(z) usually has multiple components, which are classified by certain
Sp-reduced tableaux; see Proposition 4.8. When z is a dominant fixed-point-free involution,
however, we prove that BRFSP(z) is connected and its character is the P-key polynomial
“1P7)\(z) (Theorem 4.24), where A(z) is the partition shape to z. We define a Demazure q,,-

crystal to be any qp-crystal isomorphic to ©,BRFP(z), where z is dominant and 9,, is
a crystal Demazure operator as specified in (3.11). Each ©,BRFSP(z) is connected and its
character is naturally /{Z A2)" In this way Demazure q,,-crystals generalize P-key polynomials.

e Similarly, the q;-crystal BRFQ(2) usually has multiple components, which are classified by
certain O-reduced tableaux; see Proposition 5.12. When z is a dominant involution, we show
BRFQ(2) is connected and its character is the Q-key polynomial HJIQ AG) (Theorem 5.29). We

define a Demazure q; -crystal to be any g -crystal isomorphic to ©,BRF9(2) for some w € S,
and dominant z. Each ©,BRF?(z2) is connected and its character is naturally /18 A(z)? SO We

can view Demazure q; -crystals as generalizations of Q-key polynomials.

e We conjecture that BRFSP(2) is a direct sum of Demazure q,-crystals (Conjecture 4.27) and
that BRF9(2) is a direct sum of Demazure g -crystals (Conjecture 5.32). Figures 4, 5, and 6
show data supporting these conjectures, which we verify in a few special cases (Theorem 5.37).

e Finally, we also discuss how Conjectures 4.27 and 5.32 imply a priori more general statements
concerning crystals of “flagged” decreasing factorizations; compare Conjectures 4.28 and 5.34
with Propositions 4.30 and 5.36.

Unlike for gl,,, we are not aware of any theory of Demazure modules or characters for q,, (or q;'-
crystals) already appearing in the literature. From our results, we expect our crystals are good qy,-



and ¢, -analogues for Demazure crystals and come from a global crystal basis of a yet-to-be-defined
U,(9,) analogue of Demazure modules.

However, there are some differences between these new objects and the classical theory of
Demazure gl,,-crystals. For example, although each Demazure q,- and q; -crystal uniquely embeds
into a normal crystal of the same type just as in the classical gl,-case (compare Propositions 3.23,
4.26, and 5.31), these subcrystals are no longer closed under all raising crystal operators e;. In
particular, it is not straightforward to show directly that each Demazure q,- and q; -crystal is
connected. Our proof of this fact instead relies on a difficult technical property shown in [19] (see
Lemma 4.21). We expect that this reflects how the Borel subalgebras of g, are not as well-behaved
as those of gl,,.

1.3 Outline

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we set up our notation and give the precise
definitions of (shifted) key polynomials and (involution) Schubert polynomials used later on. Sec-
tion 3 is partially expository and surveys the main properties of normal and Demazure gl,,-crystals.
Sections 4 and 5 contain our main new results. In Section 5 we develop a theory of Demazure q,,-
crystals whose characters are P-key polynomials. Section 5 then provides a set of complementary
results about Demazure g, -crystals for Q-key polynomials.
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2 Preliminaries

In this section we fix our notation and review some relevant background material. Specifically, we
will discuss the algebraic definitions of key polynomials, Schubert polynomials, and crystals.

2.1 Notation

Throughout, n is a positive integer, [n] := {1,2,...,n}, N:={0,1,2,...}, and P := {1,2,3,... }.
Continue to let x := (z1,x9,x3,...) be an infinite sequence of commuting variables. We write e;
for ¢ € P to denote the i-th standard basis element of Z".

A weak composition is an infinite sequence oo = (aq, g, . ..) of nonnegative integers with finite
sum. Given such a sequence, we set x* := [[, 2" and |a| := >, o; and say that « is a weak
composition of |a|. The length ¢(«) of a weak composition « is either the largest index ¢ such that
ag > 0, or 0 when a = ) := (0,0,0,...) is the unique empty composition. In examples, we often
write weak compositions (aq, g, ..., ap,0,0,...) as finite words ajas - - - ay.

Remark 2.1. Throughout this article, we identify N with the set of weak compositions of length
at most n and we write o € N™ to indicate that « is such a composition. In other words, we treat



N™ as the set of infinite sequences oo = (a1, ag,...) with a; = 0 for all i > n and not as the set of
finite tuples & = (a1, ag, ..., ay,). This convention makes it sensible to write that N* ¢ N7+1,

A partition is a weak composition that is weakly decreasing. The Young diagram of a partition
A is the set of pairs Dy := {(i,7) € PxP:j < \;}. We draw Young diagrams in English convention,
viewing its elements as positions in a matrix. Given a weak composition «, let A(«) be the unique
partition that can be formed by rearranging its parts.

Let s; := (ii+ 1) for i € Z be the permutation of Z that interchanges ¢ and i 4+ 1 while fixing
all other integers. Define groups Sz := (s, : 1 € Z) D Soc :=(s;: 1 € P) D Sy, := (s, : 1 € [n — 1]).
A reduced word for w € Sz a minimal length sequence of integers i1ia - - - iy with w = s;,8;, - - - 5;,.
The length of w is the (finite) length ¢(w) = ¢ of any of its reduced words. For each w € Sz, we
write R(w) for its set of reduced words. An integer i € Z is a descent of w € Sz if w(i) > w(i+1).

The group S acts on Z[x] by permuting variables, and on the set of all weak compositions by
permuting positions. Under these actions, the simple transposition s; for ¢ € P maps

f=rC.,xi,ziz1,...) = f(..,Tip1,mi,...) = 8;f and
a= (o g1y ) = (o Q1 QL) =S

Write o for the Demazure product on Sz, which is the unique associative operation Sz x Sz — 57
with vow = vw if £(vw) = ¢(v) + (w) and s;0s; = s; for all i € Z; see [31, Thm. 7.1]. This makes
(Sz,0) into a monoid, which contains (S, ) and (S, o) as submonoids.

There is a unique action of (S, 0) on weak compositions, also denoted o, in which the simple
transpositions operate as follows. For i € P and « a weak composition, define s; o a to be « if
a; < iy, and to be s;a otherwise. Since we view elements of N™ as 0-padded infinite sequences,
the notation w o «v is well-defined for any w € Sy, and a € N™; however, when o € N but w ¢ S,
we might have wo a ¢ N™.

For each weak composition «, there exists a unique minimal-length permutation u(«) € So, with
a = u(a)oA(a) = u(a)A(a). This can be computed inductively via the identity u(s;oa) = s;0u(«)
for any i € P, with base case u(A(«)) = 1.

2.2 Key polynomials

Suppose we have operators o; indexed by i € [n — 1] (or i € P) acting on a set ). We say that
these operators satisfy the braid relations on a subset X C Y if 0;0;,110;X = 0;410;0;41X for all ¢
and 0,0;X = 0;0;X whenever |i — j| > 1. When these conditions hold, for any w € S, (or w € Su)
we can define 0, := 0;,04, - - - 0;, using any reduced word ijiz - -- iy € R(w).

For each i € P, let 0; and m; be the divided difference operator and isobaric divided difference
operators, respectively, on Z[x] defined by 0;f = % and m;f = 0i(z;f) = %M The
operators 0; and m; satisfy the braid relations on Z[x] and have §? = 0 and 7? = ; for all i € P.
The following definition originates in work of Demazure [16] and Lascoux—Schiitzenberger [41, 44],
using slightly different terminology. Our conventions follow [63].

Definition 2.2. The key polynomial of a weak composition « is the unique element k. € Z[x]
satisfying ko = mpx> for all w € S and partitions A such that o = w o \.

A partition A is symmetric if A = AT. A weak composition « is éyrrzrrzetric if AM(a) = AMa)T.
The objects in the following definition are the same as the polynomials " w and /{Q discussed in
the introduced, but are now presented through a more streamlined notation followmg [59].



Definition 2.3. Let a be a symmetric weak composition with v = u(«) and A = A(«). Define

KD =T, H (z; + ) and k9 :=m, H (x; + )
(4,5) €D (4,5)€DA
i>j i>j

We refer to these functions as P- and Q-key polynomials, respectively.

By [59, Prop. 2.15], we have xF = leii and xQ = leig for any w € Sy with a = w o A
Moreover, the coefficients of /{8 y are all divisible by 2t | For example, we have

“5143 = 7T27717T3(($1 + x2)(21 + 23) (21 + 24) (22 + 1153)) = Koo22 + K0031 + Ko112;

H§031 = mymms (4w (21 + x2) (21 + 23)) = 4k103 + 4k202 + 4K1021-

The positive expansion into key polynomials exhibited here is typical: if « is any symmetric weak
composition, then xf, and /418 are nonzero linear combinations of key polynomials xg with nonneg-
ative integer coefficients [59, Thm. 2.9].

A symmetric partition \ is skew-symmetric if for the maximal ¢ such that (i,i) € Dy, neither
Dy U {(i,72 + 1)} nor Dy \ {(i,i + 1)} is the diagram of a partition distinct from A\. Both A = ()
and A = (2,2) are skew-symmetric, but neither A\ = (1) nor A = (2,1) is skew-symmetric. A
weak composition « is skew-symmetric if A(«) is skew-symmetric. The partition A = (4,3,3,1) is
skew-symmetric, and a = (3,0,1,4,0,0,3) is a skew-symmetric weak composition with A(a) = A.

If A is a symmetric partition that is not skew-symmetric, then there is a unique diagonal box
that be added or removed from D) to obtain the diagram of a skew-symmetric partition y, and
for this partition it holds that HE = /45. This implies that if « is a symmetric weak composition
that is not skew-symmetric then we can add or subtract one from a single part of o to obtain a
skew-symmetric weak composition 3 with k" = HE (see [59, Lem. 2.16]).

For this reason, we usually consider P-key polynomials to be indexed by skew-symmetric weak
compositions. This is still not a unique indexing set; see [59, §2.2]. On the other hand, we do not
know of distinct symmetric compositions o # 3 with kQ = /-ig; see [59, Conj. 2.18].

2.3 Schubert polynomials

The Rothe diagram of w € Sz is the set D(w) := {(i,w(j)) : 4,j € Z, i < j, w(i) > w(j)}. This
finite set has D(w) C PxPif w € So and D(w) C {(i,5) : i+J € [n]} if w € S,,. For each partition
A, there is a unique wy € Sy, with D(w)) = D), called the dominant permutation of shape \; see,
e.g., [24, Prop. 4.7]. As X ranges over all partitions N, w) ranges over all 132-avoiding elements
of S,, [51, Ex. 2.2.2]. The following definition is well-known [51, §2]:

Definition 2.4. The Schubert polynomials S, for w € Sy are the unique elements of Z[x] such
that &,, = x* if w is dominant of shape A and 9;&,, = &, if i € P has w(i) > w(i + 1).

Schubert polynomials are cohomology representatives of Borel orbit closures in the complete
flag variety. There are analogous involution Schubert polynomials introduced in [70] that represent
cohomology classes of orbit closures in the same space for the orthogonal and symplectic groups.
To define these polynomials, let Iz be the set of involutions in Sz, and let I, and I, be the subsets



of elements of Iy, preserving P and [n], respectively. If A is a symmetric partition then the dominant
permutation wy € S, must be an involution since D(w)T = D(w™!).

For z € Iz let A°(z) be the set of minimal-length permutations w € Sz with z = w™' o w. The
operation w +— w™! ow is a surjective map Sz — Iz [25, §6.1], so A°(2) is always nonempty. Write
Cyc(z) for the finite set of pairs (a,b) € Z x Z with a < b = z(a).

Definition 2.5. The involution Schubert polynomials of orthogonal type for z € I are the sums

60 :=2Cl N &, € Zlwy,2s,.. . (2.1)
weAO(2)

Equivalently, these are the unique polynomials indexed by z € I, satisfying both

0 if 2(i) < z(i + 1),
0,62 =269 ifz(i) =i+ 1, (2.2)
&9 otherwise,

S;28;
for all i € P and &9 = /{S if z is dominant of shape A.

Next let I;pf (respectively, Iggf) be the Sz-orbit (respectively, Soc-obit) under conjugation of the
permutation lgs mapping i — ¢ — (—1)" for all 4 € Z, which is given in cycle notation as

Lt =+ (~10)(12)(34)(56) - .

Note that I;pf (respectively Icfff) is a subset of the group of all bijections of Z (respectively P), also
known as the extended permutation group. In particular, they are not subgroups of Sz or S, as
their elements do not have a finite number of fixed points.

The Rothe diagram for z € Ig@f is defined in the same way as for elements of Sz. If A is a
skew-symmetric partition, then there is a unique z;pf € I with {(i,j) € D(2) i # j} = {(i,]) €
Dy :i# j} [24, Prop. 4.31], which we call the dominant element of 1P of shape A. For z € 1P Jet
ASP(2) be the (nonempty) set of minimal-length permutations w € Sz with z = w™H gppw.

Definition 2.6. The involution Schubert polynomials of symplectic type for z € Iggf are the sums

6P = ) 6,¢cZx. (2.3)

Equivalently, these are the unique polynomials indexed by z € Icfgf satisfying both
565 — 0 . if z(7) < z(i+1)or z(i) =i+ 1, (2.4)
6819252. otherwise,

for all 7 € P and 6§p = IQE if z is dominant of shape A.

Wyser and Yong [70] originally constructed &9 and &2P just using formulas (2.2) and (2.4). To

derive (2.1) and (2.3) from this, see [23, 26]. One needs [26, Thm. 1.3] and [23, Thm. 4.2] to justify

the formulas &9 = /{S and GEP = IQE for all dominant z. For other geometric interpretations of

these polynomials, see [24, 62]. For K-theoretic generalizations, see [57, 58, 70].



2.4 Normal crystals

This section introduces a non-standard definition of g-crystals for certain Lie (super)algebras g.
This material will help streamline the presentation of our main results, which concern highest
weight crystals and their subcrystals. As a technical matter, our definition of abstract g-crystals
roughly follows Kashiwara for type g = gl,, [38, Def. 1.2.1] and Grancharov et al. for type g = q,, [20,
Def. 1.9].

Throughout, g be will be one of three specific types gl,,, q, or q;, each depending on a positive
integer parameter n. When discussing types ¢, and q;}, we require n > 2. For each choice of g
there will be an associated index set I, which will always contain [n — 1] = {1,2,...,n — 1} as a
subset. The exact description of the index set and other data associated to each g will be presented
in Sections 3.1, 4.1, and 5.1.

We first explain the definition of a category of abstract g-crystals whose objects are nonempty
sets B with several associated maps. Each abstract g-crystal B is equipped with a family of
crystal operators e;, fi: B — B LU {0} (where 0 ¢ B is an auxiliary element), a family of statistics
g, i B— N, and a weight function wt: B — N". The crystal operators and statistics are indexed
by i € I. We require these maps to satisfy the following axioms:

1) wt(e;b) = wt(b) + €; — e;+1 for all i € [n — 1] and b € B such that e;b # 0;

2) wt(b); — wt(b)it1 = wi(b) —€;(b) for all i € [n — 1] and b € B;

(1)
(2)
(3) ei(e;b) =ei(b) — 1 for all i € I and b € B such that e;b # 0;
(4) pi(eib) = ¢i(b) + 1 for all i € I and b € B such that e;b # 0;
()

5) e;b=cif and only if b = f;c for all i € I and b,c € B.

We will often refer to the set B as an abstract g-crystal when the crystal operators, statistics e;
and ;, and weight function are clear from context.

For two abstract g-crystals B and C, a crystal morphism : B — C is a set-theoretic map
: B — CU {0} such that for all i € I the following holds:

(a) if b,e;b € B and (), 1(e;b) € C then 1(e;b) = e;4)(b), and similarly for f;; and
(b) if b € B and 9 (b) € C then ¢;, ¢;, and wt each take the same values on b and 1 (b).

A crystal morphism is strict if it commutes with e; and f; for all ¢ € I, where it is understood that
€;0 = f;0 = 0. The morphism v is an embedding if it is an injective map of sets B — C (so that,
in particular, 0 is not in the image). An isomorphism B — C is a strict morphism that defines a
bijective map of sets B — C. When B is isomorphic to C, we write B = C.

An abstract g-crystal B is a subcrystal of another abstract g-crystal C if B is a subset of C and
the inclusion map is a crystal embedding. We indicate this situation by writing B C C. We say B
is a full subcrystal if B C C and the embedding 1) is strict. An abstract g,-crystal B is connected if
the only full subcrystal is B itself. The disjoint union of two abstract g-crystals B and C naturally
forms a larger abstract g-crystal, which we denote by B & C.

Next, we explain how to construct two full subcategories of abstract g-crystals, whose objects
will be called g-crystals and normal g-crystals. This will involve two pieces of additional data
associated with g. First, for each g there will be a distinguished abstract g-crystal B with |B| < oo



called the standard crystal. Second, there will be a tensor product rule that describes an abstract
g-crystal structure on the set B®™ for each m € N. If m > 0 then the elements of B®™ are the
formal tensors by ® by ® -+ @ by,, where each b; € B. When m = 0 we interpret B®™ as the
single-element set {1}, where wt(1) =0 € N".

The way that the crystal operators e; and f; are defined on B®™ will vary for each choice of g.
However, in all cases, the weight function on B®™ will be given by

wt(by ® by @ -+ ® by,) = wt(by) + wt(ba) + - - - + wt(by,) € N” (2.5)

and the statistics g;, ¢;: B®™ — N are defined in terms of the crystal operators by
gi(b) :== max{kz e N:efp £ O} and ¢;(b) := max{k‘ eN: fFb+£ O} . (2.6)

We can now specify our two full subcategories of interest.

Definition 2.7. For each type g (with an associated index set I, standard crystal B, and tensor
product crystals B®™ for m € N), the category of g-crystals (respectively, normal g-crystals) is the
smallest full subcategory of abstract g-crystals that is closed under finite direct sums and contains
every object isomorphic to a subcrystal (respectively, full subcrystal) of B®™ for some m € N.

If BC B® and C C B®Y are nonempty sets for p,q € N, then we can identify the set of formal
tensors B®C := {b®@c : b € Band ¢ € C} with a nonempty subset of B®®*+9), The abstract
g-crystal structure on B®(P+49) induces an abstract g-crystal structure on B® C in which the weight
function and statistics ¢; and ¢; take the values in (2.5) and (2.6), but the crystal operators are
modified to act as zero whenever they leave B&®C. Our notion of g-crystals forms a tensor category
in this way. The tensor product rules for our choices of g will always have the property that if
B C B® and C C B®? are full subcrystals, then B® C is a union of full subcrystals of B®P+2), We
can therefore also view normal g-crystals as a tensor category.

The character of a finite g-crystal B is the polynomial

ch(B) := Zth(b) € Nlz1,z2,...,2y].
beB

The character behaves functorially in the sense ch(B®C) = ch(B) ch(C), ch(B&C) = ch(B)+ch(C),
and if B = C then ch(B) = ch(C).

Let B be a g-crystal. For J C I, an element b € B is called J-highest weight (respectively .J-
lowest weight) if e;b = 0 (respectively f;b = 0) for all i € J. We refer to an I-highest (respectively
I-lowest) weight element as highest weight (respectively lowest weight). If for all i € I and b € B
it holds that e;b = 0 (respectively f;b = 0) if and only if £;(b) = 0 (respectively ¢;(b)), then B is
upper seminormal (respectively lower seminormal). The crystal B is seminormal if it is upper and
lower seminormal. For i € I, the i-string containing b € B is the set of nonzero elements in the

sequence
.., €eb, b, eb, b, fib, fPb, f3b, ...,

which we view as a connected (but typically not full) subcrystal. When B is seminormal, &;(b)
(respectively ¢;(b)) measures how far b € B is from the start (respectively end) of the i-string
containing b (which is necessarily unique for any fixed i € I).
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Remark 2.8. Our crystal axioms are a slight variation of [38, Def. 1.2.1], and are useful for
simplifying the description of q,-crystals [20] and g, -crystals [52] in the sequel. Our way of defining
the term normal is nonstandard, but the resulting property will match the usual definition for what
we consider here. In particular, normal crystals will always be seminormal.

We are also breaking with standard terminology as our g-crystals do not have to correspond
to the crystal basis of a (Drinfeld-Jimbo) quantum group module when g = q;". However, in the

cases when g = gl,, and g = ¢,, our normal g-crystals will correspond to quantum group modules.

It is often useful to visualize an abstract g-crystal B by drawing its crystal graph, which is
the (weighted) directed graph with vertex set B and I-labeled edges of the form b —— ¢ for each

b,c € B and i € I with f;b = ¢. The crystal graph completely encodes the crystal operators, but
does not uniquely specify the weight function or the statistics €; or ;.

Finally, we mention how some terminology can be reformulated in terms of the crystal graph.
An i-string corresponds to a directed path of maximal length whose edges are all labeled by ¢ in
the crystal graph. A highest (respectively lowest) weight element is a source (respectively sink)
vertex. An abstract g-crystal is connected if its crystal graph is weakly connected as a directed
graph. Relative to the crystal graph, subcrystals correspond to (not necessarily induced) subgraphs
while full subcrystals correspond to (weakly) connected components.

3 Crystals for the general linear Lie algebra

We start this section by reviewing some facts about highest weight gl,,-crystals, which originate in
the classical semistandard tableaux description of GL,-modules. We then construct a normal gl,,-
crystal on the set of “primed decreasing factorizations” of reduced words for a fixed permutation.
This slightly generalizes the construction in [61]. Most other crystals in this paper will be derived
from these objects, though often with additional crystal operators.

3.1 Standard crystals and tensor products

Section 2.4 gave a definition of g-crystals involving an index set I, a standard crystal B, and a
crystal structure on each tensor power B®™ for m € N. Here we explain the input data that goes
along with this construction when g = gl,, is the complex general linear Lie algebra.

For this type, we have I = [n — 1]. The standard gl,,-crystal is the set B = {, , . ,}
with weight function Wt() := e; and crystal graph

1 ; 2 ; 3 n—1 ;'

This means that f,- = if j =i+ 1 but fi = 0 for all k£ # i. The statistics ;, p;: B — N for
i € I are defined such that ¢; () = 1ifi = j € [n—1] and otherwise ¢; () = 0, while ¢; () =1
if i =j — 1 € [n— 1] and otherwise ;(| j |) = 0. The unique highest and lowest weight elements of

B are and , respectively.

It remains to describe the crystal structure on B®™ for m > 2. Recall that the weight function
and statistics &;, ¢; are given by (2.5) and (2.6). The crystal operators are defined inductively by

Y
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the following tensor product rule: if b € B and ¢ € B®(™~1) then

b® (eic) if £;(b) < pi(c),
(e;b) @ c if g(b) > pi(c),

b® (fic) if €i(b) < @i(c),
(fib) @ c if &(b) = ¢i(c),

where it is understood that b ® 0 = 0 ® ¢ = 0. This tensor product uses the left-right convention
of Bump—Schilling [11], which is the opposite of Kashiwara [37].

ei(b®c):= { and fi(b®c):= { (3.1)

Remark 3.1. An alternative way to encode the crystal operators on B®™ is by using the signature
rule. Fix some i € I, and consider b := b; ® --- ® b,,, € B€". For each box (respectively,
for j =i+ 1) we write a right parenthesis “)” (respectively, a left parenthesis “(”), and ignore all
other factors. We then cancel matching pairs “()” until we reach a reduced i-signature of the form
)-o) (- (. (3.2)
—— ——
p terms ¢ terms
If ¢ = 0 (respectively, p = 0), then e;b (respectively, f;b) is defined to be 0. Otherwise, e;b
(respectively f;b) is formed by changing the box corresponding to the leftmost (respectively right-
most) unpaired “(” (respectively “)”) to (respectively ) If this box is in factor k then
eb=b1® - @ (ebr)® - Rby and fib=>b; @ - ® (fibg) ® -+ ® by,. It follows from (2.6) that
the values of p and ¢ in (3.2) are actually p = ¢;(b) and ¢ = ;(b). See [11, §2.4] for more details.

As explained in Section 2.4, the above data gives rise to categories of gl -crystals and normal
gl,,-crystals that are closed under tensor products [37] (see also [11, §2.3]). We mention some useful
properties of normal gl -crystals.

Whether an abstract gl,-crystal is normal can be detected using local conditions called the
Stembridge axioms [66]. The isomorphism class of any given connected normal gl,-crystal is de-
termined by the weight A of its unique highest weight element [37]. Choose a connected normal
gl,,-crystal B(\) in the isomorphism class with highest weight A. The value of X is always a partition
in N and any such partition can occur as the highest weight of some connected normal gl,,-crystal.
The crystal B(A) can be identified with the crystal basis of a highest weight Uy, (gl,,)-module V'())
and its character is the Schur polynomial sy(z1, ..., zyn) := ch(B(X)) [36].

Suppose B is a tensor power B®™ of the standard crystal, or more generally any normal gl,,-
crystal. There is an action of S,, on B given as follows. Let o;: B — B for i € I be the map

—k if k<
oi(b) = {;k(g)) ii : N 8 where k == p;(b) — £5(b) = wt(b); — wt(b)is1. (3.3)
In terms of the crystal graph, this operator reverses the order of the i-strings. We adopt the
convention that 0,0 = 0 for all w € 5,,.

Letting the simple transposition s; € S,, act as o; on B extends to a group action [11, Thm. 11.14],
and so for any w € S, we can define an operator o, := 0;,04, - - - 0, where ijiz---ip € R(w) is
any reduced word. Applying o; to b € B affects the weight by interchanging wt(b); and wt(b);41;
that is, we have wt(b) = s; wt(b). This recovers the well-known fact that ch(B) is a symmetric
polynomial.

Let uy be the unique highest weight element in B(\). Then B()\) has precisely one element of
weight wA, given by o,uy, for any w € S,. In particular, if wyg = n---321 € S, is the reverse
permutation then o,,,uy is the unique element of weight woA = (A, ..., A2, A1); this element is also
the unique lowest weight element of B(\).
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3.2 Primed words primer

Let Z' := Z— 1 and define 2’ := x— 1 for z € Z, so that we have [2/] =zand I’ <1< 2 <2< .-
under the natural ordering of Q. A number x € ZUZ' is primed if x € Z. Reversing the prime on
x € Z U Z' means to subtract % if x € Z and to add % if z € Z'; in symbols, this is the operation

zx— 3+ [2] - 2] (3.4)

Swapping the primes on two elements .,y € ZJZ' means to reverse the primes on both numbers if
exactly one is in Z and the other in Z’ and to leave the numbers unchanged otherwise. We refer to
finite sequences i1is - - - 4y with i; € Z U 7! as primed words. When i = iqig - - - i is a primed word,

let [i] == [i1][d2] - - [ie].
Fix an element w € Sz. For j € Z let sj := s; € Sz. Define R (w) to be the set of primed
words 4119 - - - ip with [iyig---ip] € R(w). For each primed word i = 4179 ---iy € RT(w), let

aj = 8;,8i_ 5,4 ([i5]) and  bj = s;,85, s, ([ij] +1) for each j € [/] (3.5)

and then define Marked(3) := {(a;,b;) : j € [¢] with i; € Z'}. We refer to the elements of Marked(?)
as marked inversions. This is reasonable as Marked (i) is a subset of the usual inversion set

Inv(w) := {(a,b) € ZXZ:a < band w(a) > w(b)}, (3.6)
which is equal to {(ar, b), (as, bs), .- (ag,be)} by [51, Lem. 2.1.4].
Example 3.2. If w =231 and i = 1’2 € R (w) then
(a1,b1) = (s52(1),52(2)) = (1,3) and (ag,b2) = (2,3),
so we have Marked(i) = {(1,3)}. If w = 3412 and i = 23/12' € R(w), then
(a1,b1) = (1,4), (a2,b2) = (2,4), (as,b3) =(1,3), and (as,bs)=(2,3),
so we have Marked (i) = {(2,4), (2,3)}.

The set of marked inversions can be easily read off from the wiring diagram of i € R* (w). The
wiring diagram of an (unprimed) word i1z - - - ig is given as follows. Start by drawing horizontal line
segments at height h for each h € Z. Retain the height h as the label of the right endpoint of each
line, and divide each line into I segments ordered from left to right. Then for each j € [¢], replace
the parallel wires in segment j at heights 7; and 1 + ¢; by crossing wires. To convert this picture
into a finite diagram, we omit the flat wires at all heights h € Z that do not satisfy i; < h < i, for
any j,k € [¢]. For example, the wiring diagrams of the words 12 and 2321 are

3
E< 2 and
1

respectively. The wiring diagram of a primed word 4 is obtained from that of [¢] by marking the
unique crossing in segment j when i; € Z'. The wiring diagrams of 1’2 and 2312’ are

— N W o
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3
>< 9 and
1

for example. As we see by comparing these pictures with Example 3.2, if i € RT (w), then a pair
(a,b) € Z x Z belongs to Marked(i) if and only if @ < b and wires a and b intersect at a marked
crossing in the wiring diagram of 4.

Recall that Coxeter—Knuth equivalence is the transitive closure of the symmetric relation on
(unprimed) words with ---acb--- ~---cab--- and ---beca--- ~ ---bac--- for all integers a < b < c,
along with ---aba--+ ~ ---bab--- for all integers a and b with |a —b| = 1. In these expressions, the
corresponding ellipses on either side are required to mask identical subwords. We define primed
Cozeter—Knuth equivalence to be the transitive closure of the symmetric relations

N W

...ACB---~---CAB--- and ---BCA---~---BAC--- (3.7)

for all A, B,C € 1Z with [A] < [B] < [C1, together with the symmetric relations
ceaba--~---bab---, ---dba-oo~-bal oo, dVaoo~ o bd'l (3.8)
cdbd o~ WA, cabla o~ bd'be-, dbd e~ bl ’

for all a,b € Z with |a — b| = 1. We denote primed Coxeter-Knuth equivalence by . Two words

equivalent under < have the same number of primed letters, so primed Coxeter—-Knuth equivalence
restricts to ordinary Coxeter—Knuth equivalence on unprimed words.

Lemma 3.3. Suppose w € Sz and i,j € R (w). If i gij then Marked (i) = Marked ().

Proof. 1f i and j differ by a relation in (3.7), then the wiring diagram of j is obtained from that of
1 by switching the order of the two crossings in the adjacent positions of A and C. These crossings
involve disjoint pairs of wires since |[A] — [C']| > 1, so Marked(i) = Marked(j). If i and j differ by
a relation in (3.8), then the wiring diagram of j is obtained from that of ¢ by applying

O S

to three consecutive crossings and then reversing the order of the associated markings, so that the
first/middle/last crossing is marked in j if and only if the last/middle/first crossing is respectively
marked in 7. The wires that intersect at the first/middle/last crossing in j are the same as the wires
that respectively intersect at the last/middle/first crossing in 7, so again Marked (i) = Marked(j). O

3.3 Crystal structure on reduced factorizations

Continue to fix w € Sz. Let RF(w) (respectively, RET(w)) be the set of sequences a = (a',a?,---)

of decreasing words with concatenation a'a?--- € R(w) (respectively, ala?--- € RT(w)). We refer
to the elements of RF ' (w) as (decreasing) reduced factorizations of w.

For A C Inv(w), let RT(w, A) be the set of primed words i € R™(w) with Marked(i) = A, and
let RFT(w, A) be the set of a = (a',a?,...) € RFT(w) with a*a?--- € R"(w, A). Then we have

RY(w) =| |R*(w,4), RF'(w)=| |RF"(w,A4), and RF(w)=RF"(w,0),
A A

14



where the unions are over all subsets A C Inv(w). Define unprime: RF*(w) — RF(w) by

unprime(a) := ([a'], [a?],...). (3.9)

Let RF;} (w) denote the set of tuples a = (a',a?,---) € RF*(w) with a’ empty for all i > n.

Define RF (w) C RF(w) and RF; (w, A) € RFT(w, A) similarly. When convenient, we identify
a=(al ..) € RF;} (w) with the n-tuple (al,a?,...,a"). The weight of a € RF; (w) is

wt(a) := (£(al), (a?),...,0(a™)) € N (3.10)

The set RF,} (w, A) can be empty if n is too small. Specifically, recall that the (Lehmer) code of
w € Sz, consists of the numbers ¢;(w) := |{j € Z:i < j and w(i) > w(j)}| for i € Z.

Proposition 3.4. The set RF; (w, A) is nonempty if and only if ¢;(w™1) < n for all i € Z.

Proof. We have |RF; (w, A)| = |RF,(w)|. The map a + (reverse(a™),...,reverse(a?), reverse(a'))
is a bijection from RF,,(w) to the set of n-tuples of strictly increasing words with concatenation in
R(w™t). The latter set is nonempty if and only if ¢;(w™!) < n for all i € Z by [54, Rem. 3.4]. O

The goal of this section is to describe a normal gl,-crystal structure on RF;  (w, A). This will
involve the following pairing procedure based on a similar construction in [61, §3.2]:

Definition 3.5. Suppose ¢ = i1i0---ipy and j = jijo - - - jn are strictly decreasing primed words.
Form a set of paired letters pair(i,j) by iterating over the letters in j from right to left; at each
iteration, the current letter j, is paired with the largest unpaired letter i, with [i,] < [j,] (if such
a letter exists) and then (iy, j,) is added to pair(i, j).

Example 3.6. If i = 12/,11,10,9,6,4,3 and j = 12,8, 5,2', 1 then pair(i, j) = {(4,5), (6,8"), (11,12)}.
Our crystal operators e; and f; will be given by the following formulas:

Definition 3.7. Suppose i € P and a = (a',a?,...) € RF"(w). Construct e;a and f;a from a by
the following procedures.

ei Set e;a := 0 if every letter in a’™! is the last term of some (b,c) € pair(a’,a*™1).

Otherwise, let x € %Z be the largest unpaired letter in a’*!.

Then let ¢ € N be minimal with [z] + ¢ not in [a'].

Finally, form e;(a) by removing z from a*!, adding = + ¢ to a’ in the position of a decreasing

word, and swapping the primes on each pair (b,¢) € pair(a’,a’™!) with [z] +¢ > [c] > [z].
fi: Set fia := 0 if every letter in a’ is the first term of some (b, c) € pair(a’, a**1).

Otherwise, let y € %Z be the smallest unpaired letter in a’.

Then let ¢ € N be minimal with [y] — ¢ not in [a*T1].

Finally, form f;(a) by removing y from a’, adding y — ¢ to a’™! in the position of a decreasing
word, and swapping the primes on each pair (b,c) € pair(a’,a’™t) with [y] > [b] > [y] — q.

Example 3.8. We have 61(97/651, 763') = f1(7'651,9763') = 0, while

(97'651,763) L (9651,765'3") and (976541, 76'52) s (96541, 76542),
with e; acting in reverse. Note that wt((97651,763')) = (5,3) and wt((9651,765'3")) = (4,4).
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Remark 3.9. We can already deduce from known results that the set RF, (w) is a normal gl,-
crystal (when is it is nonempty) relative to the given crystal operators and weight map. The Lusztig
involution is an operation on normal gl -crystals that swaps the highest and lowest weight elements
of each connected component while interchanging the crystal operators e; <> f,—;; see [45] or [11,
Ex. 5.2]. Our prospective crystal structure on RF, (w) is given by twisting the normal gl,,-crystal
structure in [61, §3] (and later used in [6, §4.3]) by the Lusztig involution.

To show that RF; (w) is a normal gl,,-crystal, we will leverage the preceding observations with
the following lemma, which is clear from the definitions:

Lemma 3.10. The operators e; and f; commute with unprime under the convention unprime(0) = 0.

An important property that is not clear from the definitions is that e; and f; actually define
maps RFT(w) — RFT(w) U{0}. By Lemma 3.10, this is equivalent to the claim that e; and f; are
maps RF(w) — RF(w) U {0}, which can be deduced from results in [61] via Remark 3.9.

We want to prove the stronger statement that the crystal operators define maps RF'(w, A) —
RFT(w, A) U {0} for any fixed A C Inv(w). To check this, we need one technical lemma from [61].
We include a short proof to explain how our version of this result follows from prior work.

Lemma 3.11 (See [61, §3.3]). Supposei € P and a = (a',a?,---) € RF™(w).
(a) If e;a # 0 and x and ¢ are as in Definition 3.7, then
e [a'] contains [x] +q—1,...,[x] +2,[z] + 1, [x] but not [#] — 1 or [z] + ¢, and
e [a"™!] contains [2] +q,..., [] + 2, [z] + 1, [2] but not [z] + g + 1.
(b) If fib# 0 and y and g are as in Definition 3.7, then
e [a'] contains [y],[y] —1,[y] —2,...,[y] — ¢ but not [y] — ¢ —1, and
e [a"™!] contains [y],[y] —1,[y] —2,...,[y] —¢+ 1 but not [y] + 1 or [y] — q.

Proof. No word in RT(w) contains = and 2’ as adjacent letters, so no decreasing factor a’ can
contain both z and z’. As our pairing ignores all primes, it suffices to demonstrate this lemma
when a € RF(w), and then the desired claims are equivalent to [61, Lems. 3.8 and 3.9]. O

Lemma 3.12. Suppose A C Inv(w). For each i € P, both e; and f; restrict to maps RF'(w, A) —
RF*(w, A) U {0}.

Proof. First suppose a € RF'(w, A) and b := e;a # 0. Let x and ¢ be as in Definition 3.7, and set
y := x-+q. Consider the section of the wiring diagram of a’a’*! containing the wires between heights
[2] — 1 and [y] + 2 and the crossings between the positions of [y] —1 € [a'] and [z] € [a'T!]. We
denote this by WD(a) and define WD(b) to be the part of the wiring diagram of b'b'*! in the same
location. Label the wires in both diagrams according to the height of their right endpoints.
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The operator e; acts on a by transforming WD(a) to WD(b), and if we ignore all primes then
this transformation looks like the following picture (where ¢ = 4):

[yl +2 [y] +2

[yl +1 [yl +1

[y] [y]
LN

[z]+1 [z]+1

[z] [z]
[2] -1 [2] -1

The features of this example hold in general by Lemma 3.11, which implies that in WD(a):
e wires [z] — 1 and [y] + 2 are flat;
e the first ¢ crossings from the left are between wire [z| +1 and wires [y]+1, [y], ..., [z] +2;
e the next ¢ crossings are between wire [z] and wires [y] + 1, [y], ..., [z]| + 2; and
e the final crossing is between wires [z] and [z] + 1.
The same lemma plus the definition of e; implies that in WD(b):
e wires [z] — 1 and [y] + 2 are again flat;
e the first crossing from the left is between wires [z] and [z] + 1;
e the next g crossings are between wire [z] and wires [y| + 1, [y], ..., [z] +2; and
e the last ¢ crossings are between wire [x] + 1 and wires [y] + 1, [y], ..., [z] + 2.

Both wiring diagrams involve the same crossings. The last crossing in WD(a) is marked if and only
if the first crossing in WD(b) is marked, which occurs if and only if x € Z' (equivalently, y € Z/).
On the other hand, the first ¢ crossings in the a-diagram are successively paired with the next ¢
crossings in pair(a’,a’*!), and the primes on these pairs are swapped when constructing e;a. Given
the preceding observations and our description of marked inversions via wiring diagrams, we deduce
that b € RFT(w, A).

If instead b € RF" (w, A) and a := f;b # 0, then a € RF*(w, B) for some subset B C Inv(w) by
the remarks before Lemma 3.11. But then b = e;a # 0 so b € RF" (w, B) and A = B. O

We can now obtain the result promised earlier.

Theorem 3.13. Let w € Sz and A C Inv(w). When nonempty, the sets RF;\ (w, A) and RF; (w)
are normal gl, -crystals for the given weight function and with e; and f; as in Definition 3.7, and
the map unprime: RF; (w, A) — RF,(w) is a gl,-crystal isomorphism.

Proof. As RF, (w) is a normal gl,-crystal by Remark 3.9, this holds by Lemmas 3.10 and 3.12. O

See Figure 1 for an example of the normal gl,,-crystal RF;" (w, A). The character of this crystal
is the Stanley symmetric polynomial F,(x1,2,...,zy) introduced in [65].
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Remark 3.14. Results in [52, 54] describe crystal operators on tuples a = (a',a?,...), where each

a’ is a (primed) word that is strictly increasing rather than decreasing. In addition to the Lusztig
involution, there is a second operation that translates these gl,-crystals to the ones here.

For any bijection (that is, a permutation) w: Z — Z, let w* be the permutation mapping
i 1—w(l—1)for alli € Z. For z € 3Z, let * := —z — ([2] — |2]), so that if z € Z then z* = —z
and (z/)* = (—z)’ = —(2/) — 1. Finally, for primed words i = 411z - - - ip, let ¢* := (i1)*(i2)* - - - (ip)*
and for tuples of primed words a = (a',a?,...), let a* := ((a')*, (a®)*,...).

The operation x defines inverse bijections R™ (w) <> Rt (w*). In turn, * gives a bijection from
the set of tuples a = (a',a?,...) of increasing primed words with a'a®--- € R*(w) to RF; (w*).
Further restricted to unprimed factorizations, the latter map is an isomorphism from the gl,,-crystal
denoted R, (w) in [54, §3.1] to the gl -crystal RF, (w*).

We will need a description of the highest and lowest weight elements in RF,,(w). The (Young)
diagram of a partition A is the set Dy := {(i,7) e PxP:1 < j < A\;}. A tableau of partition shape
Ais amap T: Dy — Z, written (4, j) — T;;. The row reading word of a tableau T' is the sequence
row(T") formed by reading the rows left to right, but starting with the last row. The reverse row
reading word of T is the reverse of this sequence, denoted revrow(T'). The column reading word of

T is the sequence col(T") formed by reading the columns from bottom to top, starting with the first

row. For example, T' = % g 3] has row(T") = 23123, revrow(T) = 32132, and col(T) = 21323. A

tableau is increasing/decreasing if its rows and columns are strictly increasing/decreasing.

Theorem 3.15. Fix a Coxeter-Knuth equivalence class K C R(w) for w € Sz. There is a unique
increasing tableau U with revrow(U) € K and a unique decreasing tableau V' with row(V) € K.
Additionally, both U and V have the same shape.

Proof. Choose i = iyig---i € K. Let ¢*V := iy - - - i1, and recall that i* = (—iy)(—i2) - (—ig).
Form T from a given tableau T" by applying * to all of its entries. The Edelman—Greene insertion
algorithm from [17] gives an increasing tableau Pgg(i) with row reading word in K [17, Lem. 6.23]
and with Peg(i) = Peg(j) when j € R(w) if and only if j € K [17, Thm. 6.24]. It is straightforward
to deduce from properties of EG insertion (see [17, Lem. 6.22, Cor. 7.21, Cor. 7.22]) that the desired
tableaux are U = Peg(i") = Peg(i)T and V = Pgg(i*)*, which have the same shape. O

We define a reduced tableau for w € Sz to be a tableau T' that is increasing with revrow(T") €
R(w) or decreasing with row(7T') € R(w). This terminology is unambiguous since 7' can only be
both increasing and decreasing when revrow(7T') = row(T"). Given a reduced tableau T for w, let
RF,(T) C RF,(w) be the subset of decreasing reduced factorizations a = (a',a?,...) that have

CK . .. . CK . . .
ata®--- = revrow(T) if T is increasing and a'a®--- ~ row(T) if T is decreasing.

Example 3.16. The increasing/decreasing reduced tableaux for w = 21543 € S5 are

173 1[3[4] 4]

314 4

3] [ABRO] 3]
i E :

and

|4>|oo>—x

|)—I|C».’>pl>

It is useful to compare these with Figure 1 (ignoring primes).

Proposition 3.17 (See [61, §4]). The map T' — RF,,(T') is a bijection from increasing (equivalently,
decreasing) reduced tableaux for w € Sz with at most n rows to full subcrystals of RF,,(w). If T
is a reduced tableau for w € Sz then RF, (T) is empty if and only if 7" has more than n rows.
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Proof. Tt follows from [61, Thm. 4.11] (via the properties of the Edelman—Greene correspondence
in [17, §6] and Remark 3.14; see [54, Thms. 3.27 and 3.28]) that each subset RF,(T) C RF,,(w) is
a full subcrystal or empty, and every full subcrystal arises as RF,,(T") for some reduced tableau T.

If T is a reduced tableau with at most n rows, then its row reading word gives rise to an element
of the set RF,,(T); see Propositions 3.18 and 3.19. It is implicit in the literature that RF,,(T") is
empty if T" has more than n rows, but we include another argument here for completeness.

Let a € RF,,(T'). Then the semistandard version of the Edelman—Greene correspondence in [61,
Thm. 4.11] maps a* to a pair of tableaux (P, Q) of the same shape, where P = Pgg ((a1a2 e a")*)
and where () is semistandard with all entries in [n]. From the proof of Theorem 3.15, we see that
P and @ have the same shape as T'. As there are no semistandard tableaux () that have more than
n rows and all entries in [n], RF,,(T') must be empty if 7" has more than n rows. O

Indexing the full subcrystals of RF,,(w) using increasing reduced tableaux makes it easy to write
down all highest weight elements, while using decreasing tableaux gives the lowest weight elements.
For examples of the following these statements, consider the reduced tableaux in Example 3.16.

Proposition 3.18. If T is an increasing reduced tableau for w € Sz with at most n rows, then the

unique highest weight element of RF,,(T) is a = (a',...,a"), where a’ is the reversal of row i of T

Proof. Since RF,,(T) is a connected normal gl, -crystal, we know that it has a unique highest weight
element. We just need to check that the given factorization a = (al,...,a") has e;(a) = 0 for all

i € [n—1]. This holds since every letter in a’*! is the second term in some (b, c) € pair(a’,a’*!). O

Proposition 3.19. If T is a decreasing reduced tableau for w € Sz with at most n rows, then the
1,2

unique lowest weight element of RF,,(T) is a = (a',a?,...,a"), where a’ is row n+ 1 — i of T.
Proof. Similar to proof of Proposition 3.18, it is enough to check that every letter in a’ as described
is the first term in some (b, c) € pair(a’,a’™'), and this is a straightforward exercise. O

Recall the definition of the dominant permutation wy € S, from Section 2.3.

Proposition 3.20. Suppose A is a partition and 7T) is the tableau of shape A with entry i +j — 1
in each position (7,j) € D). Then R(w,) is a single Coxeter-Knuth equivalence class and T} is the
unique increasing reduced tableau for w.

Proof. The claim that R(w)) is a single equivalence class can be shown using [17, Thm. 8.1]. As
we have revrow (7)) € R(wy) by [51, Rem. 2.1.9], the result follows by Theorem 3.15. O

For each partition A, define RF,(\) := RF,(w)). The following well-known properties are
immediate consequences of Proposition 3.17 given the preceding result and Proposition 3.18.

Corollary 3.21. Let A be a partition. The set RF,,(\) is nonempty if and only if A has at most n
parts, in which case it is a connected normal gl,,-crystal with unique highest weight A. Consequently,
each connected normal gl,,-crystal is isomorphic to RF,,(\) for a unique partition A\ € N".

Proposition 3.4 characterizes when the set RF,, (w) is nonempty for general w € Sz. Determining
the smallest n such that RF, (w) includes all highest weight elements of RF(w) (for gly with N > 1)
is a more subtle question. For example, RF;(s1s3) contains only one highest weight element but
RF,,(s1s3) has two highest weight elements for all n > 2.
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3.4 Demazure crystals

Given a subset X of a gl,,-crystal B and i € [n — 1], define the crystal Demazure operator

DBy .= {bGB:efbeXfor some k‘GN}, (3.11)
which we view as a subcrystal of B by restricting the crystal structure. It always holds that
@?@f = @?. When B is clear, we will sometimes write ©; := @?.

Definition 3.22. A Demazure gl,-crystal is a gl,,-crystal isomorphic to @f@g . --@i {u} for a

1
highest weight element w in a normal gl,,-crystal B and any sequence of indices i1, i, ..., i € [n—1].

Like connected normal gl,-crystals, every Demazure gl,-crystal has a unique highest weight
element u, which is also the unique element at which ¢;(u) = 0 for all i € I. Most Demazure
crystals that we discuss are constructed as subsets of specific connected normal crystals. It is
useful to note that the latter objects are uniquely determined up to isomorphism:

Proposition 3.23. Suppose B is a connected normal gl -crystal with highest weight element b.
Let X be a Demazure gl,-crystal with highest weight element w.

(a) There is a unique embedding X — B if wt(b) = wt(u).

(b) There are no embeddings X — B if wt(b) # wt(u).

(c) f X CBthenu=>band X = @g@g "'Qi{b} for some 1i1,1i9,...,i; € [n —1].
)

(d) There is a unique o € N with BRFSP(a) 2 X, and this has 7 = ch(X) and A(a) = wt(u).

We omit the proof of this proposition, which follows as a straightforward exercise from Defini-
tion 3.22. This result is also implicit in [38].

Assume B is a normal gl -crystal. Fix a partition A € N” and suppose uy € B is a highest
weight element with wt(uy) = A. The operators C‘D? satisfy the braid relations for S,, when applied
to X = {uy} by results in [38] (see also [11, Thm. 13.5]). We can therefore define D5 {u,} for any
w € Sy. By [11, Thm. 13.7], the character of this Demazure gl,-crystal is the key polynomial

ch(®B{uy}) = kuwor € N[z1,22,...,2,] for any w € S,,. (3.12)

Every Demazure gl,-crystal is isomorphic to some ©5{u,}, so the characters of Demazure gl,,-
crystals are the precisely the key polynomials x, indexed by a € N™. In fact, these polynomials
are a Z-basis for Z[x1,xa, ..., x,] [63, Cor. 7] and two Demazure gl,-crystals are isomorphic if and
only if they have the same character (see, e.g., [38]).

Example 3.24. As o = (1,0,2,1) = wo X for w = sgs183 and A = (2,1,1,0), we have
K021 = Tomim (x2110) = x2110 4 51210 | L1120 | (2101 | (2011 | L1201 | L1111 | 1021

This is the character of the Demazure gl -crystal 929,03 { & ® ® } - 3?4 shown as

2

3201®2 3201®3
32011 12201802 — 4320103 —— 4330113
12201®1 4123101
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where we have written a ® b ® ¢ ® d for @@@@@.

Later, we will use the following trivial extension of (3.12).

Lemma 3.25. Suppose X is a direct sum of Demazure gl,,-crystals that is a subcrystal of a normal
gl,,-crystal B. Then the operators @? for i € [n — 1] satisfy the braid relations on X', and each set
DBX is itself a direct sum of Demazure gl,,-crystals with character ch(DPX) = 7; ch(&).

Now we examine certain gl,,-crystals of unprimed factorizations that decompose as direct sums
of Demazure crystals. These crystals are closely related to the geometry of the complete flag variety.
For the rest of this section, we fix an element w € Sy, rather than in Sz.

A flag ¢ = (p1 < ¢p2 < --+) is a weakly increasing sequence with i < ¢; € P for all i. A sequence

of words a = (a',a?,...) is bounded by ¢ if any of the following equivalent conditions holds:

(1) for each i € P, every letter m appearing in a’ is a positive integer with i < ¢,;
(2) each m € Z appears in a only if 1 <i < ¢, where we set ¢, := 0 for m < 0;
(3) the “conjugate” sequence t; := min{m € P :i < ¢,,} has mina’ > 1); whenever a’ # ().
Given a permutation w € Sy, and a flag ¢, let
BRF(w,¢) C RF(w) and BRF,(w,¢) C RF,(w)

be the subsets of reduced factorizations that are bounded by ¢. We view BRF, (w, ¢) as a gl,-
subcrystal of RF,,(w). The standard flag ¢° has ¢7 =i for all i, and we let

BRF(w) := BRF(w,¢°) and BRF,(w):= BRF,(w,¢°).

We refer to elements of these sets as bounded reduced factorizations of w. If ¢ and 1 are flags with
¢; < ; for all i then BRF(w, ¢) C BRF(w, ), and so BRF(w) € BRF(w, ¢) always holds.

Example 3.26. The crystal graph of BRF3(w) for w = 21543 € S5 (compare with Figure 1) is

31/43/- 431/4/- 41/3/4
2 2 1
Y Y Y
31/4/3 431/ - /4 1/43/4
2 2
31/./43 1/3/43

These crystals are of interest as their characters are Schubert polynomials. It is known that
Gy € Z[z1,x2,...,x,) if and only if w(i) < w(i+ 1) for all ¢ > n [51, §5.2]. The Billey—Jockusch—
Stanley formula [8, Thm. 1.1] is equivalent to the identity &,, = ZaeBRF(w) x"%@): see [6, Prop. 5.5]
for a proof this equivalence. It follows that if w € S, has no descents greater than n then

BRF,(w) = BRF(w) and ch(BRF,(w)) = &,. (3.13)

However, if w has at least one descent greater than n, then BRF,,(w) is a proper subset of BRF (w)
and ch(BRFn(w)) is the polynomial obtained from &,, by setting x,+1 = 42 =--- = 0.
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Example 3.27. The Schubert polynomial of w = 21543 € S5 is

1021 1111 1120 1201 1210 2011

Gosiz =x " +x x4 x4 x4 x
1 x2020 4 52101 4 92110 | 12200 4 (3001 | L8010 4 (3100 _ oy (BRF,(21543))

while ch (BRF3(21543)) = x12 4 x12! 4 x202 - 2x211 4 x220 4 x301 4 %310,

Suppose A € N™ is a partition and wy € Sy is the dominant element of shape A\. Then BRF,, (w))
contains only the unique highest weight element of RF, (w)) = RF,(A) by [51, Thm. 2.5.1 and
Prop. 2.6.7]. If & € N™ is a weak composition with A = A(«), then u(«) € S,, so we can define

where ©; = @?F”()‘) and 41i9-- ik is any reduced word for u(a). It follows from (3.12) that
BRF, («) is a Demazure gl,-crystal with character x,. Therefore every Demazure gl,,-crystal is
isomorphic to BRF,(a) for a unique o € N™.

Example 3.28. We have W(,0) = $2518352, W(3,1) = $3525152, and Wg,1,1) = $2515253. The crystal
graphs of BRF3(«a) for a = (2,0,2), (3,0,1), (1,1,2) are respectively

21/32/- 321/2/- 21/2/3
2 2 1

21/5/2 321}./2 1/5&/3
2 2

21/?/32 1/5?31

Observe that BRF3(21543) = BRF3((2,0,2)) & BRF3((3,0,1)) & BRF3((1,1,2)).
Boundedness excludes some elements from RF,,(w), but never the highest weight elements.
Lemma 3.29. If w € S, then each highest weight element in RF,(w) is in BRF,(w).

Proof. The highest weight factorizations in Proposition 3.18 are bounded since the first column of
an increasing reduced tableau for w € S, is an increasing sequence of positive numbers. O

It is also useful to note the following property:
Lemma 3.30. Suppose a € BRF,,(w, ¢) and ¢ € [n — 1]. Then e;a € BRF,,(w, ¢) L {0}.

Proof. If e;a # 0 then e;a is formed from a = (a',a?,...) by removing a letter  from a‘*! and

adding a letter y > x to a’. This gives another element of BRF,,(w, ¢) since ¢, > ¢ > i+ 1. [
We abbreviate by writing BRF,, (T, ¢) := RF,,(T) NBRF, (w, ¢) and BRF, (T) := BRF, (T, ¢°).

Corollary 3.31. Themap T +— BRF,,(T, ¢) is a bijection from increasing (equivalently, decreasing)
reduced tableaux for w € S, with at most n rows to full subcrystals of BRF,, (w, ¢).

22



Proof. In view of Proposition 3.17, it suffices to show that BRF,,(T, ¢) is nonempty and connected
for every reduced tableau T with at most n rows. This holds by Lemmas 3.29 and 3.30. O

Generalizing Examples 3.26 and 3.28, Assaf and Schilling [6] have shown that if w € S, then
BRF,(w) is always a direct sum of Demazure gl,-crystals.! Taking characters recovers the result
of [44] that each &,, is an N-linear combination of key polynomials. These properties extend to the
¢-bounded setting via the following theorem.

Theorem 3.32 ([69, Thm. 4.5]). Let w € S. Suppose ¢ is a flag and 4 is minimal with i < ¢;.

(a) If i > n or ¢; > n then BRF,,(w, $) = BRF,(w, ¢ — €;).

RFn (w)

(b) Otherwise BRF,(w,¢) =D,

BRF,(w, ¢ — €;) for j = ¢; — 1.

As BRF,,(w) is a direct sum of Demazure crystals, it follows from the preceding theorem and
Lemma 3.25 that BRF, (w, ¢) is a direct sum of Demazure gl,,-crystals for any flag ¢. Thus, each
full subcrystal of BRF,,(w, ¢) is a Demazure crystal, and Corollary 3.31 implies the following.

Corollary 3.33. If ¢ is a flag and T is a reduced tableau for w € S, with at most n rows, then
BRF, (T, ¢) is a Demazure gl, -crystal and BRF,,(w, ¢) is a direct sum of Demazure gl,,-crystals.

Suppose ¢ is a flag and T is a reduced tableau for some w € So,. If T' has more than n rows
then the set BRF,, (T, ¢) is empty and ch (BRFn(T, ¢)) = 0. If T has at most n rows, however, then
the preceding corollary implies that there is a unique weak composition o, (7, ¢) € N™ with

BRF,(T,$) = BRF,, (o (T, ¢)) and ch(BRF,(T,¢)) = ka,(1,¢)- (3.15)

As n increases, the sequence of weak compositions a, (T, ¢) is eventually constant since the set
BRF, (T, ¢) is equal to BRF(T, ¢) if n is sufficiently large. Define

o(T) := lim oy (T,¢°) where ¢° = (1<2<3<...). (3.16)
n—oo
An algorithm is known for computing «(7"): if T is an increasing reduced tableau for an element
of S then «(T) is the content of the left nil-key of T, as defined in [63, Thm. 5(1)].
We now explain how to express a, (T, ¢) for any n and ¢ in terms of a(7T"). For positive integers
a < b define sp\ 4 := Sp_15p—2 " - - Sa+154 S0 that s, = 1. Then for each flag ¢ let

An((b) = Smax{n,¢1}\‘l o Smax{n,¢2}\(2 ©---0 Smax{n,¢n}\‘n S Sn (317)

There is a monoid homomorphism (S, 0) — (S, 0) that sends s; — s; for all i € [n — 1] and
s; +— 1 for all i ¢ [n — 1]. For any weak composition «, let u,(a) € S, be the image under this
homomorphism of the shortest permutation u(a) € Sy with @ = u(a) o A(a). This permutation
can be computed by taking any expression for u(a) = s;, 054, 0--- 0 s;, as a Demazure product of
simple transpositions and then omitting all factors s;; with i; ¢ [n — 1].

!This follows from [6, Thm. 5.11] after twisting by the Lusztig involution as in Remark 3.9. One should note,
however, that the proof of [6, Thm. 5.11] relies on results from a preprint of Assaf that has been superseded by [7],
which updates some of the definitions in [6, §5]. In particular, the definition of the lift operation just before [6,
Def. 5.6] should be changed to follow [7, Def. 4.22], but this does not affect the proof of [6, Thm. 5.11].
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Lemma 3.34. Let X C B be a subset of a gl,,-crystal where 0 < k < n, and define
R X = {bec X :wt(b); =0 for all k <i<n}.

Then for any index i € [n — 1] it holds that 9, DPX = {if?:kX iz ; Z
Proof. This follows as wt(X') C N and wt(e;b) = wt(b) + e; — €41 for any b € B with e;b A 0. O
Proposition 3.35. Let T be a reduced tableau of shape A € N” for an element of S,. Then

an (T, ¢) = Ap () 0 up (a(T)) o A

Proof. In view of Theorem 3.15 and Proposition 3.18, Proposition 3.23(d) implies that A(«(T")) = .
Choose a reduced word iyig - - - i, for u(a(T)) € S. If N > n is sufficiently large, then there is an
isomorphism BRF y(T') = BRF 5 (a(T)) of gly-crystals, which means that we also have

BRF,,(T) = %, BRF y(T) = R, BRF y((T)) = R, D:,Ds, - - - i, BRE N (V)

where the isomorphism is as gl,-crystals and where ©; := CD?FN M It follows from Lemma 3.34
that the last expression is exactly BRF,, (u,(a(T)) o ), s0 an(T, ¢°) = u,(a(T)) o X. To extend

this identity from the standard flag to arbitrary flags, inductively apply Theorem 3.32. O
Example 3.36. If T = [112 then ax(T) = (2,2) # a3(T) = (2,0,2) = a(T) and for the flag

¢ =(2<2<4<4)wehave aa(T, ) = (2,2) # a3(T,¢) = (0,2,2) # as(T, ¢) = (0,2,0,2).

4 Demazure crystals for P-key polynomials

In this section, we discuss analogues of the crystals RF,,(w) that are associated to fixed-point-free
involutions in the symmetric group. These constructions will lead to a “symplectic” version of
Demazure crystals, whose characters recover the family of P-key polynomials. Our main results
here consist of Theorem 4.24 and the associated (equivalent) Conjectures 4.27 and 4.28.

4.1 Queer crystals

The crystals relevant to this section are for the queer Lie superalgebra q, studied in [20, 21, 22]
rather than gl,. Such g,-crystals are defined via Section 2.4 by the following concrete data.

The index set for this type is the disjoint union of three sets I LI I LI I, where I := [n — 1] as
for gl,-crystals, I :={1,2...,n — 1}, and I := {1,2,...,n — 1}. The standard q,,-crystal is the set

B= {, , e ,} with weight function Wt() := ey, crystal graph

1,1.,l= 2,2,g= 338 nfl.,nfl,n_fl=

and statistics ¢;, ¢; defined by (2.6). This construction is identical to the standard gl,-crystal but
with additional crystal operators indexed by I LI 1.

If i € I then the operators e;, e;, e; (respectively, fi, f;, fi) all act in the same way on the
elements of B. This property does not hold for the g,-crystal structure on tensor powers B®™ for
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m > 2, which is given as follows. We just need to specify the crystal operators on tensors. For all
i € I, the definitions of ¢; and f; on B®™ are identical to the gl,-case and given inductively by (3.1).
In particular, the category of normal q,-crystals has a natural forgetful functor to the category of
normal gl,,-crystals. The operators e; are defined by the inductive formulas [19, Lemma 2.2]

b® (egc) if wt(b)1 = wt(b)2 =0,

and e; 1= 05_10;€,-70;0;_1 4.1
(egh) ® ¢ otherwise, ! i~10i6,-70i0i (4.1)

er(b®c) = {

forbe B, c € B®m=1 andi e {2,3,...,n—1}. The o; operators here are the same as in (3.3), and
give a well-defined Sj,-action on tensor powers of B. The operators f; are defined by the repeating
the formulas in (4.1) with every “e” replaced by “f”. Lastly, for all i € I we define

€i = Ouofr=i0w, and fi = 0uy€r=30uwo- (4.2)

Observe from these definitions that the entire set of crystal operators on B®™ is completely deter-
mined by just the operators e; and f; indexed by i € {1,1,2,...,n — 1}.

As explained in Section 2.4, this data gives rise to categories of q,-crystals and normal qy,-
crystals that are closed under tensor products [21, Thm. 1.8]. Just like B®™, the crystal operators
on any normal q,-crystal are completely determined by just the operators e; and f; indexed by
i€{1,1,2,...,n — 1}. When drawing the graphs of normal g,-crystals, we often include only the
arrows of these indices (see, for example, Figure 2).

A partition is strict if its nonzero parts are all distinct. Analogous to gl,,-crystals, each connected
normal g,-crystal has a unique highest weight element whose weight A uniquely determines its
isomorphism class; these weights A range over all strict partitions in N, that is, with at most n
parts [20] (see also [21, Thm. 1.14]). For each strict partition A € N, we can choose a connected
normal q,-crystal B(A) with highest weight element wu) of weight A\. Then B(\) also has a unique
lowest weight element of weight wo\ = (An,..., A2, A1), given by oy,uy. The crystal B(A) can
be identified with the crystal basis of a polynomial Uy,(qy,)-module and its character is the Schur
P-polynomial P\(x1,...,x,) [20, 21, 22].

4.2 Symplectic reduced factorizations

Recall the definitions of I;gf C Ig’f from Section 2.3. For each z € Ig’f define

R¥(z):= || R(w) (4.3)

wEASP(z)

where ASP(2) is the set of minimal-length permutations w € Sz with z = w™1gpw as in Defini-
tion 2.6. Following [23, 26, 30], we refer to elements of R3P(2) as fpf-involution words.

Whereas reduced words for permutations may be identified with maximal chains in the weak
order on the symmetric group, fpf-involution words correspond to maximal chains in an analogous
weak order on the closures of the orbits of the symplectic group acting on the complete flag variety;
see [9, 64]. This accounts for the Sp superscript in some of our notation.

Remark 4.1. The easiest way to construct the set R°P(z) is as follows. Consider a word i =
itig - - -ig with each i; € Z. Let z1 := lgr and for j € [] let 2,1 := s;,2;5;;. Then i € RP(z) if
and only if i; is an ascent of z; for each j € [{] by [54, Lem. 3.12]. Tt follows when i € RSP(2) that
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(a) ¢ must be even and iy # i3;
(b) if iy is odd then ip = i1 £ 1 and i1 (iy F 1)i3--- i is also in RSP(y);
(c) at most one of iy or i3 can belong to {i; — 1,4 + 1}.

The set RP(2) is automatically preserved by the usual braid relations for the symmetric group.
The set is spanned by these relations plus the single additional relation that interchanges words for
the form il(il + 1)i3 te ig <~ il(il - 1)i3 te ig [25, Thm. 622]

For m € N let Iif be the subset of elements z € I'? with z([m]) = [m] and 2(i) = Leps(@) for
all ¢ > m. This set is empty if m is odd, and is in bijection with the fixed-point-free involutions in
Sm when m is even. Each fixed-point-free involution z € S, uniquely extends to an element of I
mapping 2i — 2i — 1 for all ¢ ¢ [m], and in examples we implicitly identity z with this extension.

Example 4.2. Let z = (15)(24)(36) € Igpf. Then i = 2143 € RP(2) since
21 =1gpr, 22=1(13)(24)(56), 23=(14)(23)(56), =24=(15)(23)(46), z5= =z
More generally, we have R5P(z) = {2143, 2343, 2413, 2431, 2434, 4213, 4231, 4234}.

Let RFSP(2) be the set of all tuples of decreasing words a = (a',a?,...) with a’ empty for all

i >n and with a'a?--- € R3P(2). Define wt(a) for a € RF3P(2) by (3.10). We may also write

REP(z) = || RF,(w). (4.4)
wEASP(2)

We refer to the elements of this union as symplectic reduced factorizations.

Like RF,(w), the set RF3P(2) can be empty if n is too small; see Theorem 4.6 below. When
nonempty, RFflp(z) is a disjoint union of normal gl,,-crystals so is itself a normal gl,,-crystal. Results
in [54] (see also [30]) extend this structure to a q,-crystal, as we now explain.

Definition 4.3. For a = (a',d?,...) € RF>P(2), define era and fra as follows:

e: Set era := 0 if a? is empty or max(a?) < max(al).

Otherwise, let y := max(a?) and form ega from a by doing one of the following:

e if y is even then remove y from a? and add y to the start of a';

e if y is odd then remove y from a? and add y — 2 directly after the first letter of a'.

fr: Set fra:= 0 if a' is empty or max(a') < max(a?).

Otherwise, let z := max(a') and form fya from a by doing one of the following:

e if z — 1 € a! then remove = — 1 from a! and add z + 1 to the start of a?;

e if z — 1 ¢ a! then remove z from a' and add = to the start of a?.
Remark 4.4. Let a = (a',a?,...) € RF3P(2). The observations in Remark 4.1 imply that:

(1) if a' and a? are nonempty then max(a') # max(a?) and max(a') is even, and
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(2) if max(a') < max(a?) and max(a?) is odd, then max(a?) = max(a')+1 and max(a')—1 ¢ a'.

These properties make it clear that the factors of ega are still strictly decreasing.

Example 4.5. The f; operator sends (6421, 53) LN (421,653) and (4321, 32) LN (421,532)
with eg acting in the reverse direction. On the other hand, e7(6421,53) = f7(421,532) = 0.

We claim that the operators ey and f; make the gl -crystal RF?Lp(z) into a normal ¢,-crystal.
This follows from [54]; however, the relevant statements in [54] concern a crystal structure on
increasing rather than decreasing factorizations of fpf-involution words.

To translate things into our current setup, recall the definition of * for (primed) words, permu-
tations, and tuples of words from Remark 3.14. The * operation fixes 1¢f and defines a bijection
I;pf — I;pf. It follows from Remark 4.1 that for any given z € I;pf, the map ¢ — ¢* is a bijection
RP(z) — R3P(z*). On tuples of words, the * operation converts the g,-crystal in [54, §3.3] into
what is described in the following theorem. In this statement, fix z € I;pf and let

P(2):={j €Z:i<jand min{i,z()} > 2(j)}] (4.5)
for each i € Z. These numbers make up what is called the (fpf-)involution code of z in [23, 26].

Theorem 4.6. The set RFSP(2) is nonempty if and only if cZ-Sp(z) < n for all ¢ € Z. When
this holds, RF3P(z) has a normal g,-crystal structure with crystal operators e; and f; for i €
{1,2,...,n — 1} U {1} given as in Definitions 3.7 and 4.3.

Proof. The set RF3P(z) is a normal g,-crystal when it is nonempty by [54, Cor. 3.37] via the
preceding discussion. By [54, Rem. 3.16], we have ch(RFfLP(z*)) # 0 if and only if cZ.Sp(z) < n for
all i € Z. However, comparing [54, Rem. 3.16] with [53, Cor. 5.10] shows that ch(RF,SLP(z*)) =
ch(RF,SLP(z)), so RFSP(2) is nonempty if and only if ciSp(z) < n for all 7. O

Figure 2 shows an example of the normal g,-crystal RF3P(z). The character of RFSP(2) is the
fof-involution Stanley symmetric polynomial P,(x1,xa,...,x,) studied in [23]; see [54, Rem. 3.16].
Our next result is a “symplectic” analogue of Theorem 3.15.

Define symplectic Coxeter—Knuth equivalence to be the transitive closure 2 of Coxeter—-Knuth
. . . S
equivalence & plus the symmetric relation on words that has a(a—1)--- X a(a+1)--- foralla € Z

and ab--- 2 ba--- for all a,b € Z with a = b (mod 2). These extra relations can only change the
two letters at the start of a word. As noted in Remark 4.1, if z € I;pf then R°P(z) is a disjoint
union of symplectic Coxeter—Knuth equivalence classes.

The shifted diagram of a strict partition A = (A > Ay > --- > A\ > 0) is the set of positions
SDy :={(i,i+7—1) : (i,5) € Da}. A shifted tableau of shape X is a filling of SDy by elements
of ZUZ'. The row and column reading words of a shifted tableau are defined just as for ordinary
tableaux, as are the notions of increasing and decreasing.

Theorem 4.7. Fix a Srvp—equivalence class K C RP(z) for z € Ig’f. Then K contains the row
reading words of a unique increasing shifted tableau U and a unique decreasing shifted tableau V/,
which have the same shape.
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Proof. Choose a word i = iyis---i € K. The symplectic Edelman—Greene insertion algorithm
from [53] gives an increasing shifted tableau PESg (7) with i row(PESGp (7)) by [53, Cor. 3.22]. This is
the unique increasing shifted tableau with row reading word in /C, since if T" is such a tableau then

(a) K also contains the column reading word col(T) by [53, Lem. 2.7];
(b) it is clear from the definition of PESg (see [54, Def. 3.23]) that T' = PESg(col(T)); and
(¢) we have P22(col(T)) = P2E(i) by [30, Thm. 4.4] (see also [54, Thm. 3.35]).

It follows that the desired shifted tableaux are U := PESGp (i) and V := PESGp (1*)*, where x is the
operation on words from Remark 3.14, which we extend to tableaux by applying * to each entry
individually.

Let 1 and v be the shapes of U and V, which are also the shapes of PESGP(Z) and PESGP(Z*)
To show that ¢ = v we need some more notation. For any subset S C [k — 1], let Fg(x)
be the fundamental quasisymmetric function given by summing all monomials x4, %4, - - - T4, With
1<a; <ap <--- <apand a; < ajq1 whenever j € S. Also let Des(i) := {j € [k — 1] : 4; > @41}
Then ;e Foes(i),e(X) and Y i« Fpes(i) i (X) are the characters of the full q,,-subcrystals in [54,
Thm. 3.32(a)] corresponding to PESGp(z) and PESGp(i*), or more precisely the limits of these characters
in the sense of formal power series as n — oo. By [54, Rem. 2.13 and Thm. 3.32(b)], these limits
respectively coincide with the Schur P-functions P,(x) and P, (x).

Since Des(i*) = [k — 1] \ Des(i), we have ) ;v Fpesi)x(X) = > iexc Flh—1)\Des(i),k(X). The
Z-linear map 1 sending Fyg j(x) = Fz_1)\s,x(X) is an automorphism of the ring of quasisymmetric
functions [46, §3.6] that fixes all Schur P-functions [50, §II1.8, Ex. 3(a)]. Therefore

P,(x) = Z Fres(iy,k(x) = Z Fli—1)\Des(i),k(X) = ¥ <Z FDcs(i),k(X)> = (Pu(x)) = Pu(x), (4.6)

iekc i€k i€k
which can only hold if 4 = v as Schur P-functions are linearly independent. O

We define a Sp-reduced tableau for z € I to be a shifted tableau T that is increasing or
decreasing with row(T") € R3P(z). Given such a tableau T, let RF>P(T) C RFSP(z) be the subsets

of factorizations a = (a',a?,...) with a'a®--- 2 row (7).

Proposition 4.8. The map T — RF%"(T) is a bijection from increasing (equivalently, decreasing)
Sp-reduced tableaux for z € I;pf with at most n rows to full g,-subcrystals of RF>P(2). If T is a
Sp-reduced tableau then RFP(T) is empty if and only if T’ has more than n rows.

Proof. Fix z € I;pf. As in the proof of Proposition 3.17, the operation * preserves rsvp—equivalence.
Therefore [54, Thms. 3.35 and 3.36] imply that each subset RFSP(T) C RFSP(2) is a full subcrystal
or empty, and by Theorem 4.7 every full subcrystal arises as RF%”(T) for some reduced tableau T'.

If there exists a decreasing Sp-reduced tableau T' with at most n rows, then RFSP(T) is nonempty
since it contains the sequence a = (a',a?,...,a") in which a' is row n + 1 — i of T. It remains to
check that RFSP(T) is empty if T has more than n rows.

For this, suppose a € RF,SLP(T). Then the symplectic EG correspondence described in [54,
Def. 3.23, Thm. 3.26] maps a* to a pair of shifted tableaux (P, Q) of the same shape, where

P = PES(‘;((ala2 --+a™)*) and where @ is semistandard with all entries in {1’ <1 < --- <n’ < n}.
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From the proof of Theorem 4.7, we see that P and () have the same shape as T'. Yet there are no
semistandard shifted tableaux @ with more than n rows and all entries in {1’ <1< --- <n’ <n},
so RFSP(T) must be empty if 7' has more than n rows. O

We can characterize the q,-lowest weight elements of RFSP(z).

Proposition 4.9. If T is a decreasing Sp-reduced tableau for z € I;pf with at most n rows, then
1

the unique q,-lowest weight element of RFSP(T) is a = (a', ..., a™), where a’ is row n+1 —i of T.
Proof. Suppose T has shape p and recall that T = PESE((ala2 . "a")*)*. Composing * with the
map in [54, Thm. 3.36(b)] gives an isomorphism from RF3P(T) to a connected normal q,-crystal of
semistandard shifted tableaux of shape p, whose unique q,-lowest weight element is also its unique
element of weight (uy, ..., pe, p1) by [29, Thm. 3.3]. Since the indicated factorization a also has
weight (n, ..., pe2, 1), it must be the unique g,,-lowest weight element. U

Corollary 4.10. If T is a Sp-reduced tableau with at most n rows, then the unique highest weight
of the connected normal gy,-crystal RFSP(T) is the partition shape of 7.

Proof. By Theorem 4.7 we may assume that T is decreasing. If this holds and 7" has shape u € N,
then Lemma 4.9 shows that the unique lowest weight of RESP(T)) is (tiy,, . . . , ji, j11). Reversing this
tuple gives the unique highest weight by the discussion in Section 4.1. O

Example 4.11. The unique increasing and decreasing Sp-reduced tableaux for the involution
z=(15)(23)(46) € Igpf are [2]3]4] and [4]2]1]. Compare these with Figure 2 and Proposition 4.9.

Unlike the gl,,-case, the increasing Sp-reduced tableaux for z € I;pf do not identify the highest
weight elements of RF ip(z) in any simple way. The following problem is open:

Problem 4.12. Describe the highest weight elements of the g,-crystals RFSP(z) for z € I;pf.

Recall our definition of skew-symmetric partitions from Section 2.2. If A is any partition then
let half - (\) be the strict partition whose nonzero parts are {\; — i : i € P} NP. For example, if

|
A= (4,3,3,1) = then half-(\) = (3,1).

The map A — half-()\) is a bijection from skew-symmetric partitions to strict partitions.

Proposition 4.13. Suppose A is a skew-symmetric partition and p = half-(\). Let z = zipf and
define Tf P to be the shifted tableau of shape p with entry i + j in each position (i,j) € SD,,. Then

RSP(Z) is a single rvp—equlvalence class and T’ ; P is the unique increasing Sp-reduced tableau for z.

Proof. Define Fgj(x) as in the proof of Theorem 4.7 and let ﬁzfpf(x) = Ziensp(z) Fiie—1)\Des(i),k (X)-
This is the fpf-involution Stanley symmetric function of z studied in [26, 23]. In view of (4.6), to

. . S . . S
prove that RSP(z;pf) is a single ~-equivalence class it suffices to show that szpf(x) = P,(x).
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This identity follows from [23, Thm 1.4 and Cor. 7.9]. The first result asserts that ﬁzfpf(x) =
P,(x) + (lower order Schur P-terms in dominance order), and the second result asserts that there
are no lower order terms if z avoids the following list of 16 involution patterns:

(13)(24)(58)(67), (13)(25)(47)(68), (13)(25)(48)(67), (13)(26)(48)(57), (14)(23)(57)(68), (14)(23)(58)(67),
(15)(23)(47)(68), (15)(23)(48)(67), (15)(24)(37)(68), (15)(24)(38)(67), (16)(23)(48)(57), (16)(24)(38)(57),
(16)(25)(38)(47), (13)(24)(57)(69)(810), (13)(25)(46)(79)(810), and (13)(24)(57)(68)(911)(10 12).

On inspecting the Rothe diagrams of these patterns, it becomes evident that any y € I with
{(i,7) € D(y) : i # j} = {(i,7) € Dy : i # j} for a skew-symmetric partition A must avoid all of
them. For example, the Rothe diagram of (13)(24)(58)(67) is

(
og1 - - - . -
oo-1- - - -
1 - ...
1

.. ..0oo1
...O001 -
.. 0O

1

- =00

so if y € Iggf does not avoid this pattern, then its Rothe diagram will contain two positions (a,b)
and (¢,d) with a < b < ¢ < d while not containing (a, d), which is impossible if y is dominant.

By Theorem 4.7, it remains only to show that row(Tf P) € R3P(2), and this follows by combin-
ing [24, Thm. 3.12 and Lem. 4.30]. O

If \ is a skew-symmetric partition then define RFSP(\) := RF,SLP(z;pf), where z;pf e 1P s
dominant with shape A. By Theorem 4.7, there is a unique increasing Sp-reduced tableau for z;pf,

which has shape half-()), so the following holds by Propositions 4.8 and 4.9:

Corollary 4.14. Suppose A is a skew-symmetric partition and p = half-(\). The normal q,-
crystal RF%”(/\) is nonempty if and only if 4 € N" in which case it is connected with unique
highest weight p. Hence, each connected normal g,-crystal is isomorphic to a unique RF,SLP()\).

4.3 Demazure q,-crystals
Choose an element z € I'?" and a flag ¢ = (p1 <o <---). Let

BRFP(z,¢) := | | BRF,(w,¢) C RF(2) (4.7)
wEASP(2)

be the set of factorizations a = (a',a?,...,a") € RF3P(z) that are bounded by ¢ in the sense that
every letter m in a’ has i < ¢,,. We view this set as a g,-subcrystal of Rng(z); by Corollary 3.33,
it is also a direct sum of Demazure gl,,-crystals. Recall that the standard flagis ¢° = (1 <2 <3 <
.--) and write BRF3P(2) := BRF>P(z, ¢°).
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Example 4.15. The crystal graph of BRng(z) for z=(15)(23)(47)(68) € I;pf is

6421/ - /- 621/4/-
- / \
T 2,2, 2
421/6/- 621/ - /4 21/64/-
2,2,2 1 2
Y Y Y
421/ - /6 21/6/4 62/3/4
1 2,2 1,1,1
Y A 4 Y
21/4/6 21/ - /64 2/63/4
2/3/64

For another example of BRF3P(z) see Figure 2.

The characters of the g,-crystals BRF3P(z) are closely related to the involution Schubert polyno-
mials of symplectic type 62" defined in Section 2.3. We mention one property of these polynomials
which does not seem to appear in prior literature. Define an integer ¢ € Z to be an fpf-descent of
z € I;pf ifi+1#20)>z2(i+1)#4 Ifze I then all of its fpf-descents are positive.

Proposition 4.16. Suppose z € Iggf. Then 62‘) € Zlxy,x9,...,x,] if and only if z has no fpf-
descents greater than n.

Proof. If z = lg¢ then z has no fpf-descents and 62" =1 € Z[xy,z9,...,2,] for all n. Assume
2 # lgpr so that 62" is homogeneous of positive degree. Let ¢ be the maximal index such that x;
divides some monomial appearing in G2P. We have &P € L]z, z9,. .. ,xy,] if and only if i < n.
As i is also the maximal index with 8;&2P # 0, it follows from (2.4) that ¢ < n if and only if
2(7) < z(j+1)or z(j) =7+ 1 for each j > n, meaning z has no fpf-descents greater than n. [

By (2.3), (4.3), and the Billey—Jockusch-Stanley formula we have &3P = 2 _aeBRF(2) x"t(@) for
each z € I, Proposition 4.16 tells us that if z has no fpf-descents greater than n then

BRFSP(z) = BRF*P(z) and ch(BRFP(z)) = &3P, (4.8)

If 2 has at least one fpf-descent greater than n, then BRFSP(2) is a proper subset of BRFP(z) and
ch(BRFSP(2)) is the polynomial obtained from S3P by setting Tpi1 = Tpio = -+ = 0.

Example 4.17. The involution Schubert polynomial of z = (15)(23)(47)(68) € I;pf is a polynomial
in x1,x9,x3, x4, x5, r¢ with 36 terms and coefficients in {1,2, 3,4}, given by

Ggp — X011101 + X011110 + X011200 + X012100 S 2X300100 + 2X301000 + 2X310000 + X400000,

while ch (BRng(z)) = x 112 31214 5202 1 35211 | 5220 4 9301 4 93310 4 %400 which is the polynomial
obtained from 62" by setting x4 = x5 = ¢ = 0.
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Suppose « is a skew-symmetric weak composition and A := A(«). Assume that u(«) € S, and
half-(\) € N”, so RF>P()) is nonempty. Both conditions must hold if o € N”, but this is not
necessary (for example, if « = (5,1,1,1,1) and n = 3 as in Example 4.18 below). Let z;pf e I pe
the dominant element of shape A\. Then by Lemma 3.25 we can define

BRFP(a) := 9,9, - - D;, BRF,,(z7") C RF3P()), (4.9)

Sp
where ®; = ”}D?F” ™) and i1ig - - - ik is any reduced word for u(«). This gives a (nonempty) qy,-crystal
that is also a direct sum of Demazure gl,,-crystals.

Example 4.18. We have 22", | | || = (15)(24)(36) € I{" and 273 ;) = (15)(24)(36) € [{"". The
connected crystal graphs of BRng(a) for a« = (5,1,1,1,1) and (4,3,3,1) are respectively

4321/ - /- 421/3/-
_ _/ \
1 2,9, 9
421/5/- 421/ - /3 21/43/-
2,92, 2 1 2
Y Y Y
421/ - /5 21/4/3 42/3/4
1 2,2 1,1,1
Y A 4 Y
21/4/5 21/ - /43 2/43/4
1: 2,2,2
2/3/43

Observe that BRF3”((15)(23)(4 7)(6 8)) = BRF3?((5,1,1,1,1)) @ BRF3"((4,3,3,1)).

Example 4.19. Unlike gl,-crystals BRF,(a) C RF,(\(a)), the subsets BRFSP(a) € RFSP(A\(a))
are not closed by all raising crystal operators e;, at least if we consider i € I U I. The smallest
example demonstrating this behavior is BRng(a) for & = (3,1,1), which is made up of the boxed

vertices in the g,-crystal graph of Rng(a) shown below:

21/ ) — 2/1/ —222 9/ /1
1 ll.,T ll,ll
L 1 2,2

2/3/ ——+ 21/ — 22 L 21

2,2,2 12 12,2
. 11,1 2

2/-/3 - > -/2/3 —»-/-/21

Among the compositions « allowed in (4.9), there is a property distinguishing the ones in N™:

Proposition 4.20. Suppose « is a skew-symmetric weak composition with half-(A(«)) € N and
u(a) € Sy,. Then kP € Z[zy, 22, ..., x,)] if and only if o € N™.
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Proof. Let A = A(a). If a € N" then A = AT € N", so we have & € Z[z1,2,...,2,] and therefore
— Fu(a)lii € Zlry,x9, ..., xy] as u(a) € Sy,.

Let § be the weak composition with 8; = [{(j, k) € Dy : j < k = i}| for each i € P. Then [59,
Eq. (2.3) and Prop. 2.49] imply that x*(®)°8 is a monomial appearing in x%. If o ¢ N” then we must
have A ¢ N" as u(a) € S, in which case 8 ¢ N so u(a) o 8 ¢ N* and s\, ¢ Z[x1,29,...,2,). O

We can prove that the crystal graph of BRFSP(a) is always connected. This will require two
lemmas. The first lemma is equivalent to a difficult technical property shown in [19].

Lemma 4.21 ([19, Prop. 2.24]). Let B be a normal q,-crystal. Suppose b € B is a gl,-highest
weight element and ¢ € [n — 1] is minimal with e;(b) # 0. Then e;(b) is [i]-highest weight.

For the next lemma, continue to fix an element z € I and a flag ¢.

Lemma 4.22. Every gl,-highest weight element of RF3P(z) is also in BRFSP(z, ¢). Additionally,
if a € BRF3P(2, ¢) is not qn-highest weight then 0 # e;(a) € BRF3P(z, ¢) for some i € T LT,

Proof. Each gl,-highest weight element of RF>P(2) is a gl,,-highest weight element of RF,,(w) for
some w € ASP(z) so is bounded by ¢ by Lemma 3.29.

Suppose a € BRFip(z, $) is not q,-highest weight. Then a € BRF,,(w, ¢) for some w € ASP(2).
If a is not gl,-highest weight then 0 # e;(a) € BRF,(w,¢) € BRF?(z, ) for some i € [n — 1]
by Lemma 3.30, as needed. Assume a is gl,-highest weight. Then there must exist a minimal
i € [n — 1] with ez(a) # 0, and ez(a) is [i]-highest weight by Lemma 4.21. Form b = (b',5%,...)
from ez(a) by retaining the first i + 1 factors and setting all other factors to be empty. Since ez(a)
only differs from a in its first ¢ 4+ 1 factors, it suffices to show that b is bounded by ¢. This holds by
Lemma 3.29, since b is a gl 1-highest weight element of RF; (v, ¢) for some other v € S. O

We pause to note one consequence of Lemma 4.22. Suppose T is a Sp-reduced tableau for z € I, Cfff
and ¢ is a flag. Let BRFSP(T), ¢) := RFSP(T) N BRFSP(z, ¢) and BRFSP(T) := BRFP(T, ¢°).

Corollary 4.23. The map T — BRF?LP(T , @) is a bijection from increasing (equivalently, decreas-
ing) Sp-reduced tableaux for z € IP" with at most n rows to full subcrystals of BRFSP(z, ¢).

Proof. This is clear from Proposition 4.8 and Lemma 4.22: O
We now can prove one of our main results:

Theorem 4.24. Suppose « is a skew-symmetric weak composition with half-(A(«)) € N™ and
u(a) € S,. The (nonempty) g,-crystal BRFSP(a) is connected and its character is the polynomial
obtained from K/Z by setting xp4+1 = Tpyo =--- =0.

Proof. Let A = A(«a) and z = zf\pf. To show that BRF3P(a) is connected it suffices to show that
BRF3P(\) = BRF>P(2) is connected, and this follows from Corollary 4.14 and Lemma 4.22.

If N > n is sufficiently large then (4.8) tells us that ch(BRF]S\f(z)) = &P = x5 so Lemma 3.25
implies that ch(BRF]S\})(a)) = Ty(a)ky = k. But if N > n then ch(BRFSP(a)) is always the
polynomial obtained from ch(BRFZS\?(a)) by Tpt1 =Tpt2=---=0. O

Mimicking the gl ,-case, we introduce the following terminology.
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Definition 4.25. A Demazure q,-crystal is a g,-crystal isomorphic to BRF3P(«) for some skew-
symmetric weak composition o € N,

This definition does not include BRF3P(«) if half-(A(a)) € N and u(a) € S, but o ¢ N™.
Although the g,-crystal is still defined and connected in this case, its character is not the P-key
polynomial k,, but is instead the polynomial obtained from k. by setting z,+1 = £p4o =--- = 0.
This function might not be equal to any linear combination of P-key polynomials (with an infinite
number of variables).

By Theorem 4.24, every Demazure q,-crystal has a unique highest weight element. This leads
immediately to an analogue of Proposition 3.23, whose straightforward proof is omitted:

Proposition 4.26. Suppose B is a connected normal q,-crystal with highest weight element b. Let
X be a Demazure q,-crystal with highest weight element w.

(a) There is a unique embedding X — B if wt(b) = wt(u).

(b) There are no embeddings X — B if wt(b) # wt(u).

(c) f X CBthenu=band X =05 D5 ”}Di{b} for some 41,12, ...,i € [n —1].

(d) Any skew-symmetric o € N* with BRFSP(a) 2 X has k7 = ch(&) and half - (\(a)) = wt(u).
The main open problem concerning the q,-crystals BRF,SLp(z, ¢) is the following conjecture.

Conjecture 4.27. If z € I has no fpf-descents greater than n and ¢ is any flag, then BRF,SLp(z, ®)
is a direct sum of Demazure q,-crystals.

Conjecture 4.27 is a generalization of the symplectic half of Conjecture 1.1, which follows by
taking characters when ¢ = ¢°. It will turn out that Conjecture 4.27 can be reformulated as the
following statement:

Conjecture 4.28. Suppose T is a Sp-reduced tableau for an involution z € I that has no fpf-
descents greater than n. Then there is a g,-crystal isomorphism BRF3P(T') = BRF:P(a) for some
skew-symmetric weak composition a = o°P(T) € N,

We have checked this conjecture by computer for all z € [, ;pf. Figures 4 and 5 contains examples
of the skew-symmetric weak compositions aSp(T ) that correspond to various Sp-reduced tableaux.

Suppose T is a Sp-reduced tableau for some z € Icfgf. Let p be the strict partition shape of
T and let A be the unique skew-symmetric partition with half-(\) = p. Recall the definitions
of the permutations A, (¢) and u,(«) from (3.17). Finally assume « is a skew-symmetric weak
composition and choose some N € P greater than or equal to /(«) and every fpf-descent of z.

Proposition 4.29. If there exists a qy-crystal isomorphism BRF]S\})(T) = BRF]S\;)(O(), then
BRF;(T, ¢) = BRF;P (A0 (6) 0 un(a) 0 Aa))

as (p-crystals for all integers n > ¢(u) and all flags ¢.
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Proof. Suppose BRF]S\}’(T) = BRF]S\})(a) so that BRF]S\}’(T) is a Demazure qy-crystal. In view of
Corollary 4.10, Proposition 4.26(d) implies that half - (A(«)) = p so A(a) = A. Fix n > ¢(u) and a
flag ¢, and define 8 := Ay (¢) ouy, () o A(r). Since half(A(B)) = half<(\) = p € N* and u(8) € Sy,
the q,-crystal BRF>P(8) is well-defined (though not a Demazure q,-crystal if \ ¢ N").

Suppose ¢ = ¢¥ so that A,(¢) = 1. If n > N then a = 8 and BRFP(z) = BRF]S\})(Z') =
BRFP(z). In this case we must also have BRFSP(T) = BRFJS\?(T ), so the qy-crystal isomorphism
BRFSP(T) = BRF:P(a) defines a q,-crystal isomorphism BRFS?(T) = BRFP(3). On the other
hand, if £() <n < N then for any reduced word iyis - - - i, € R(u(cr)) we have

BRFSP(T) = R,BRF¥(T) = %, BRF3? () = R,D;,Ds, - - D;, BREx ()
where ©; = @?F?\?(a) and R, is the operator defined in the proof of Proposition 3.35. It follows
from Lemma 3.34 that the last expression is equal to BRFSP(u,(a) o A) = BRF3P(3) as needed.

When ¢ is an arbitrary flag, BRFSP(z, ¢) is a direct sum of gl,-crystals of the form BRF,, (w,

);
so we can inductively apply Theorem 3.32 to extend the q,-crystal isomorphism BRF%”(T) =
BRFSP(uy,(a) o M(a)) shown in the previous paragraph to BRESP(T), ¢) = BRFSP(5). O

Proposition 4.30. Conjectures 4.27 and 4.28 are equivalent.

Proof. If Conjecture 4.28 holds then Proposition 4.29 tells us that every full subcrystal of BRFflp(z, ®)
is a Demazure q,-crystal, for any flag ¢. Instead suppose Conjecture 4.27 holds. Taking ¢ = ¢°
shows that each full subcrystal of BRF3P(2) is isomorphic to BRFSP(a) for some skew-symmetric
a € N™. This implies Conjecture 4.28 by Corollary 4.23. O

5 Demazure crystals for ()-key polynomials

There are parallel “orthogonal” versions of most results in the previous section, concerning ana-
logues of RF,,(w) associated to all involutions in the symmetric group. These constructions, dis-
cussed below, will lead to another kind of “shifted” Demazure crystals, whose characters are @)-key
polynomials. Our main results here are Theorem 5.29 and Conjectures 5.32 and 5.34.

5.1 Extended queer crystals

The results in this section involve extended queer crystals of type q; from [52]. This is an extension
of type g, from Section 4.1, and is defined via Section 2.4 by the following index set, standard
crystal, and tensor product.

First, the index set for type g, is the disjoint union of four sets of symbols I LT LT U I’
where [ = [n—1], I :={1,...,n—1} and [ := {1,...,n — 1} are exactly as for q,-crystals, and
I' .= {1,2',....,n'}. The standard q, -crystal is the set B = {, ,,, . ,,} with

weight function wt() = wt() := e;, crystal graph

1,1,1 2,2,2 3,33 -1,n—-1,n—-1

a7
~ 3] n
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[9%)
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=
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and statistics €;, p; defined by (2.6).

Finally, we view the set of tensor powers B®™ for m > 2 as a g -crystal with the following
crystal operators. For i € I, the definitions of e¢; and f; on B®™ are identical to the gl,-case and
by (3.1). Next, following [52, Def. 3.10], for b € B and ¢ € B®(™~1) we set

b® eT(c) if Wt(b)l = Wt(b)g =0,

ex(b® ) = frez(b) ® ey (c) %f wt(b)1 =0, frreg(b) # 0, and ey (c) # 0, (5.1a)
erer(b) @ fir(c) if wt(b)1 =0, eyeg(b) # 0, and fi/(c) # 0,
eg(b) ® ¢ otherwise,
b® fi(c) if wt(b); = wt(b)2 =0,

Fb®c) = Jifr(b) ® ey (c) %f wt(b)1 =1, frfir(b) # 0, and ey (c) # 0, (5.1b)
frer(b) @ fi(c) if wi(b)r =1, frer(b) # 0, and fi/(c) # O,
ffb)®c otherwise.

Then we set

e = 0j_10i6;—70;0;—1 and  f; 1= 0;_10; f;—0i0i—1 (5.2)

for i € {2,3,...,n — 1}, and define
€ = Owo fr0uw,  and  fi i= Ouy€r=30uy, (5.3)

for i € [n — 1], exactly as in the q,-case. Finally, the operators ey, and fy are given by

/(b if wt(b 0 /(b if wt(b 0
61/(b®C)Z: 61()®C 1 VV()l;'é " and fy(b@C)Z: fl()®c 1 ‘7‘7()17é ’ (54)
b® 61/(6) if Wt(b)l =0, b® flf(C) if Wt(b)l =0,
for be B and ¢ € B2 and for i € {2,3,...,n} we set
ey 1= 051+ 0201e110102 - 0;—1 and fy =01 0201 fro102- - 051 (5.5)

following [52, Eq. (3.6)].

This data gives rise to categories of ;" -crystals and normal q; -crystals that are closed under
tensor products [52, Thm. 3.12]. The crystal operators on any normal g, -crystal are completely
determined by just the operators e; and f; indexed by i € {1',1,1,2,...,n — 1}. When drawing
the graphs of normal crystals, we often include only the arrows of these indices (see, for example,
Figure 3).

As in the q,-case, each connected normal g, -crystal has a unique highest weight element whose
weight A uniquely determines its isomorphism class, and these weights A range over all strict
partitions in N™ [52]. For each strict partition A € N", we can choose a connected normal q; -crystal
B(\) with highest weight element u) of weight A. This crystal has a unique lowest weight element
of weight woA = (A, ..., A2, A1), and its character is the Schur Q-polynomial Qx(x1,...,xs) [52,
Thm. 1.5]. Unlike the g,,-case, however, the lowest weight element of B(\) is not given by o, ux
(see [52, Prop. 7.15]) and B(A) is not naturally the crystal basis of a polynomial U,(q,)-module.
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5.2 Orthogonal reduced factorizations

Recall that I, C I, C Iz are the respective sets of involutions in S, C S, C Sz. Fix z € Iz.
Again let A°(z) be the set of minimal-length elements w € Sz with z = w™' o w, and let Cyc(z)
be the finite set of pairs (a,b) € Z x Z with a < b = z(a). Then define

RO(z) = || | ] RT(w,4), (5.6)
ACCyc(z) weA9(z)

with R+ (w, A) as in Section 3.3. The elements of R°(z) are certain primed words, all of the same
length. The next lemma shows that R9(z) is the same as the set of primed involution words for
z € Iz considered in [52, 55, 56]. Recall that we set s;y = s; = (i i+ 1) € Sz for i € Z.

Lemma 5.1. Let z € Iz, w € A%(2), and i = iy ---iy € RT(w). For j € [(] let Wj = Siy iy
Then Marked(i) € Cyc(z) if and only if s;, commutes with (w;) ™" o w; whenever i; € Z'.

Proof. For each j € [{] define a; and b; by the formula (3.5) and set v; := (a;,b;). We say that

J € [f] is a commutation in the word i if s;; commutes with (w;)~* o w;. We have already noted

the general property that j — ~; is a bijection [¢(] — Inv(w). Because w € A°(z), [55, Prop. 4.4]
asserts that this map restricts to a bijection from the set of commutations in ¢ to Cyc(z). O

Like fpf-involution words, primed involution words correspond to maximal chains in a weak
order on the orbits of the orthogonal group acting on the complete flag variety; see [9, 64].

Remark 5.2. We can inductively construct the set R°(z) as follows. Consider a primed word
i =i1dg - - iy where each i; € ZUZ'. Let z; :=1 € Iz and for j € [{] let

- {sijzj = zj8i; if 2; pr‘eserves {I3;1,1+ [4;1},
8i;2jSi; otherwise.
By [56, §2.1], we have i € RO(z) if and only if both of the following conditions hold:
e for all j € [¢] it holds that z;([i;]) < z;(1+ [4;]), and
o if the letter ¢; is primed then [i;] and 1+ [i;] are both fixed by z;.
For efficient procedures to construct the set A®(2), see [12, 25]. Tt follows when i € R°(z) that
(a) one has [i1] # [i3] and if 49 € Z' then [i1] # [ia] £ 1;
(b) if iy € Z then i{igi3 - - -ip and igiyis - - - ip are also in RO(2);
(c) if [ij—1] = [ij41] then 4; = [ij_1]| £ 1 € Z and i;_1 or i;4; is unprimed [55, Prop. 8.2].
The set RO (z) is spanned and preserved by the “primed” braid relations that interchange
@b b (5.7)
if a,b € ZUZ have |[a] — [b]| > 1, as well as
ccaba--- < - bab--- and ---ad'ba---& ---bab - (5.8)
for a,b € Z with |a — b| = 1, and finally with
a---<>a--- and ab--- < ba--- (5.9)

for any a,b € Z (the last two relations only affect letters at the start of the word) [55, Cor. 8.3].

37



Example 5.3. If z = (14)(23) € I, then RO(z) has 32 elements, consisting of all ways of optionally
adding primes to the underlined letters in these words:

3123, 1323, 1232, 2312, 2132, 1321, 3212, and 3121

Define RFQ(z) to be the set of tuples of decreasing primed words a = (a',a?,...) with a’ = ()
for all i > n and with a'a?--- € RO(z). Also let uRFQ(z) = {unprime(a) : a € RFQ(2)}. Then

uRFO(z) = U RF,(w) and RF9(z)= U U RF+ (w, A).
weAO(z) ACCyc(z) we A9(z
We refer to the elements of these sets as orthogonal reduced factorizations.
These sets can be empty if n is too small; see Theorem 5.6 for a precise characterization. When

nonempty, uRFO(z) and RF9(z) are both normal gl,-crystals by Theorem 3.13. Our goal in this
section is to explain the results in [52, 54] that extend these structures to q,- and g, -crystals.

Definition 5.4. For a = (a',d?,...) € RF2(2), define eya and fra as follows:

e: Set era := 0 if a® = () is empty or [max(a?)] < [max(al)].

Otherwise, form b = (b!,b%,...) from a by moving max(a?) to the start of a!. Then:

e if a' = () then set era := b;

e if a' = ) then form ega from b by toggling the primes on the first two letters of b'.

fr: Set fra:=0if a! = 0 is empty or [max(a')] < [max(a?)].

Otherwise, form b = (b',?,...) from a by moving max(a') to the start of a®. Then:

e if b' = () then fra := b;

e if b! # () then form fra from b by toggling the primes on max(b') and max(b?).
Example 5.5. The f; operator sends (5'32,41) —— i —— (3/2,541) and (5'3'2,41) —— It (3'2,5'41) with
et acting the in the reverse direction. On the other hand, e7(5'32,41) = f1(3'2,5'41) = 0.

The next two theorems are equivalent to results in [54, 52] about crystal structures on increasing
factorizations of RO (z). The way to translate these results to our current setup is again via the *
operation from Remark 3.14, which acts on unprimed words by negating every letter.

By Remark 5.2, * defines a bijection R°(z) — RO(z*), which preserves the number of primed
letters in a given word. On tuples of words, the % operation converts the g,-crystal in [54, §3.2]
into what is described in the following theorem. Here, we fix z € I and let
2(2) :=|{j €Z:i<jand min{s,z(i)} > z(j)}|-

7
These numbers make up the involution code of z in [26, 27].

Theorem 5.6. The sets uRFQ(z) and RFQ(z) are each nonempty if and only if ¢?(z) < n for all
i € Z. When this holds, uRF?(z) has a normal g,-crystal structure with crystal operators e; and
fiforie{1,2,...,n—1} U{1} given as in Definitions 3.7 and 5.4.
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Proof. On adjusting references, the proof is the same as for Theorem 4.6. When nonempty, uRF9 (z)
is a normal q,-crystal by [54, Cor. 3.33] via the preceding discussion. By [54, Rem. 3.10], we have
ch(RF2(2*)) # 0 if and only if ¢®(z) < n for all i. Comparing [54, Rem. 3.10] with [53, Cor. 5.10]
shows that ch(RFQ(2*)) = ch(RF?(2)), so RFQ(2) # 0 if and only if ¢®(z) < n for all i. O

The character of RF9(2) is the involution Stanley symmetric polynomial ﬁz(azl,azg,...,xn)
studied in [27]. This g,-crystal extends to a g -crystal structure on RFO(z):

Definition 5.7. For a = (a',a?,...) € RF9(z), define e;sa and fira as follows:
e Set epa := 0 if a' = ) is empty or max(a') € Z is unprimed.
Otherwise, form ey/a from a by removing the prime on max(a') € Z'.
fir: Set fra:=0if a' = () is empty or max(a') € Z' is primed.

Otherwise, form fy/a from a by adding a prime to max(a') € Z.
Example 5.8. We have e1/(5'3/2,41) = (53/2,41) and f1,(5'3'2,41) = 0.
The following statement is equivalent to [52, Cor. 7.18] via the * operation from Remark 3.14.

Theorem 5.9 ([52]). When nonempty, RF?(z) has a normal qf-crystal structure with crystal
operators e; and f; for i € {1,2,...,n — 1} U{1} LU {1’} given as in Definitions 3.7, 5.4, and 5.7.

Figure 3 shows an example of RFO(z). The character of RFQ(2), which is 219l times the
character of uRFO(2), coincides with the polynomial denoted Q. (z1, 2, ...,2,) in [27, §4.5].

Below, recall that we define e; and f; for i € I U I U I’ by the formulas (5.2), (5.3), and (5.5),
using Definitions 3.7, 5.4, and 5.7 for the relevant base cases.

Proposition 5.10. Choose an index i € I LT U I U I’. Then the following properties hold:

(a) Ifi € TUTUI then e; and f; commute with the map unprime: RFQ(z) — uRF9(z).

(b) Ifi € I’, a € RFO(2), and e;a # 0, then unprime(e;a) = unprime(a).

(c) Ifi € I', a € RFO(2), and f;a # 0, then unprime(f;a) = unprime(a).
Proof. As all inequalities in Definitions 3.5, 3.7, and 5.4 are stated using the ceiling function that
removes all primes, we can see by inspecting the crystal operator definitions that e; and f; commute
with the map unprime for all i € {1,1,2,...,n — 1}. Since unprime is weight-preserving, it follows
from (3.3) that each o; for ¢ € [n — 1] also commutes with unprime, so part (a) follows.

For part (b), suppose a € RFQ(2). If era # 0 then clearly unprime(e;sa) = unprime(a). If
1" #4 € I' and eya # 0 then, since e;; = o;e;,_10; we get by induction that

2

unprime(e;a) = o;(unprime(ey_10;a)) = o;unprime(o;a) = o; unprime(a) = unprime(a).

This proves part (b). Part (c) follows similarly. O
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Our next result is an “orthogonal” analogue of Theorem 3.15 for the qf-crystal RFQ(z). Define
orthogonal Coxeter—Knuth equivalence to be the transitive closure 2 of primed Coxeter—Knuth

equivalence < and the symmetric relation on primed words with

o 4

0 0 0 0
Q- ~a , ab---~ba---, ab---~bd -, db---Jba---, 4V~

Va - (5.10)
for all a,b € Z. These extra relations can only change the letters at the start of a word; note that
the first three relations imply the last two. If z € Iz then Remark 5.2 implies that R°(z) is a
disjoint union of orthogonal Coxeter—Knuth equivalence classes.

The main diagonal of a shifted tableau consists of the positions (i,j) with ¢ = j. A shifted
tableau T with row(T") € RO(z) is increasing (equivalently, decreasing) if and only if the tableau
unprime(T") formed by removing the primes from all entries is also increasing (equivalently, decreas-
ing) [53, Prop. 2.6]. This means that if such a tableau is increasing or decreasing then it cannot
contain both m’ and m (for any m € Z) in the same row or column.

Theorem 5.11. Fix a g—equivalence class K C RO(z) for z € Iz. Then K contains the row reading
words of a unique shifted tableau U that is increasing with no primed entries on the main diagonal
and a unique shifted tableau V' that is increasing with no primed entries on the main diagonal.
Moreover, these two shifted tableaux have the same shape.

Proof. The structure of our argument is similar to the proof of Theorem 4.7. Choose a primed
word i = idyig---ix € K. The orthogonal Edelman—Greene insertion algorithm from [56] gives

an increasing shifted tableau P& (i) with no diagonal primes and with 4 2 row(P& (7)) by [56,
Prop. 3.21]. This is the unique increasing shifted tableau with no diagonal primes and with row
reading word in /C, since if T is such a tableau then

(a) K also contains the column reading word col(T") by [56, Lem. 2.7];
(b) we have T'= P& (col(T)) = P& (i) by (a) and [56, Cors. 3.25 and 3.26].

The desired increasing shifted tableau is therefore U := PEG(i).
The * operation from Remark 3.14 interchanges the sets of increasing and decreasing shifted

tableaux with row reading words in RO (2)URC(2*). As x also preserves rg-equivalence, we conclude
from the previous paragraph that the desired decreasing shifted tableau is V' := PSG(i*)*.

Let p and v be the shapes of U and V, which are also the shapes of P2 (i) and P (i*). Recall
the definition of Fg (x) from the proof of Theorem 4.7. By [52, Thm. 7.10], the subsets of RFO(z)
and RF9(2*) consisting of all factorizations a = (a',a?, ..., a") with P& (a'a®---a") = P& (i) and
P& (a*a? - a") = P& (i*), respectively, are full g;f-subcrystals.

The formal power series ) ;e Fpes(i)x(X) and Y ;i Fpes(i),k(X) are the limits of the characters
of these subcrystals as n — oo . By [52, Thm. 7.10] and the remarks after [52, Prop. 6.13], these
power series coincide with the Schur Q-functions Q,(x) and Q,(x).

Since i = 4142 --- i € K, the word unprime(i) has no adjacent repeated letters, so Des(i*) =
[k —1]\Des(i). As the automorphism Fg(x) > Fjp_1)\s,1(x) fixes all Schur Q-functions [50, §IIL8,
Ex. 3(a)], it follows as in the proof of Theorem 4.7 that Q,(x) = Q,(x) so v = p. O

We define a O-reduced tableau for z € I to be a shifted tableau T" with no primes on the main
diagonal that is increasing or decreasing with row(T') € RO(z). Given an O-reduced tableau T for

w, let RFO(T) C RFQ(2) be the subset of factorizations a = (a',a?,...) with a'a?--- 2 row (7).
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Proposition 5.12. The map T — RFQ(T) is a bijection from increasing (equivalently, decreasing)
O-reduced tableaux for z € Iz with at most n rows to full g -subcrystals of RFQ(z). If T is an
O-reduced tableau then RFQ(T) is empty if and only if 7' has more than n rows.

Proof. Our argument is similar to the proof of Proposition 4.8. Fix z € Iz. Via the % operation,

which preserves g-equivalence, the results [56, Cor. 3.25] and [52, Thm. 7.10] imply that each subset
RFO(T) C RF9(2) is a full subcrystal or empty. By Theorem 5.11 every full subcrystal arises as
RFO(T) for some O-reduced tableau T'.

If there exists a decreasing O-reduced tableau T' with at most n rows, then RF S(T ) is nonempty
since it contains the sequence a = (a',a?,...,a"), in which a’ is row n + 1 — i of T. It remains to
check that RFO(T) is empty if T has more than n rows. For this, suppose a € RFO(T). Then the
orthogonal EG correspondence described in [56, §3.2] maps a* to a pair of shifted tableaux (P, Q)
of the same shape, where P = PEG((a1a2 e a")*) and where @) is semistandard with all entries
in {1’ <1< .- <n <n} From the proof of Theorem 5.11, we see that P and @ have the
same shape as T'. Yet there are no semistandard shifted tableaux @ with more than n rows and all
entries in {1’ <1< --- <n/ <n}, so RFQ(T) must be empty if T has more than n rows. O

As in the Sp-case, decreasing O-reduced tableaux correspond to lowest weight elements.

Proposition 5.13. If T is a decreasing O-reduced tableau for z € Iz with at most n rows, then
the unique q;f-lowest weight element of RFQ(T) is the sequence a = (a',a?,...,a"), where a’ is

formed from row n + 1 — ¢ of T' by adding a prime to its first entry.

Proof. Suppose T has shape p and recall that T = P&((ala2 . "a”)*)*. Composing * with the
map in [52, Thm. 7.10] gives an isomorphism from RFO(T) to a connected normal g -crystal of
semistandard shifted tableaux of shape p. The latter crystal has exactly 2¢) elements of weight
(tny -« -y f2, 1), which are all q,-lowest weight by [52, Lem. 6.11 and Thm. 6.14]. These elements
include the crystal’s unique q; -lowest weight element by [52, Thm. 6.20].

Since the indicated factorization a has wt(a) = (un, ..., 2, 1), it must be q,-lowest weight,
and to show that it is g, -lowest weight it suffices to check that f;a = 0 for all i € I'. We have
frra = 0 since the first factor of a is either empty or starts with a primed letter.

To show that f;a = O for the other indices ¢« € I’, we will leverage the following general
observation. Suppose b € RF; (w) is a decreasing factorization of a permutation w € Sz and
fib = 0 for some i € [n — 2]. Then we also have fie;11b = 0, since if e;11b = (¢, c?,...,c") # 0
then the set of letters in unprime(ci™!) is a superset of unprime(bi™!), so the fact that there are
no unpaired letters in b° for the (b%,b°*1)-pairing implies that there are also no unpaired letters in
¢ = b for the (¢!, ¢t1)-pairing.

Now choose i € [n — 1] and let a := 0102---0n—i(a). We need to show that f,,,1_;a = 0,
or equivalently that fi/a = 0. Since a is gl,,-lowest weight, the previous paragraph implies that
a=e"eh? - e " " (a) for some nonnegative integers m; > 0. We havem; =mg =+ =my_; =0
if /(1) < i < n since the first n — ¢(u) factors of a are empty. In this case the first factor of a is
also empty so fira = 0.

If 1 <4 </(u), then one can check using Definition 3.7 (and the fact that the diagonal entries

of T" are unprimed, strictly decreasing, and each differ by at least two) that mj, ma,...,my_; >0
are all positive and the first factor of a is nonempty with first letter given by the primed number
max(a”t1~%) € Z'. In this case we again have fi/a = 0 as needed. O
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Corollary 5.14. If T is a O-reduced tableau with at most n rows, then the unique highest weight
of the connected normal g -crystal RFQ(T') is the partition shape of T.

Proof. By Theorem 5.11 we may assume that T is decreasing. If this holds and 7" has shape u € N,
then Proposition 5.13 shows that the unique lowest weight of RFQ(T") is (i, - . . , pto, jt1). Reversing
this tuple gives the unique highest weight by [52, Prop. 7.15]. O

Example 5.15. The unique increasing and decreasing O-reduced tableaux for z = (13)(24) € Iy

12 312
are —= and i

. Compare these with Figure 3 and Proposition 5.13.

Also just like the Sp-case, the increasing O-reduced tableaux indexing the full g -subcrystals
of RFS (2) do not identify the q; -crystal’s highest weight elements, leaving this open problem:

Problem 5.16. Describe the highest weight elements of the g -crystals RFQ(z) for z € Iz.

If \ is a partition then let half<()) be the strict partition whose nonzero parts are {\; — (i —1) :
i € P} NP. For example, if

A=(4,3,3,1) = then half<(\) = (4,2,1).

The map A — half<()) is a bijection from symmetric partitions to strict partitions.

Proposition 5.17. Suppose A is a symmetric partition and p = half<(\). Let z = wy € I and
define 70 to be the shifted tableau of shape p with entry i+ j — 1 in each (4, j) € SD,,. Then R°(2)
is a single rg—equivalence class and TAO is the unique increasing O-reduced tableau for z.

Proof. We saw in the proof of Theorem 5.11 that the increasing O-reduced tableaux for an arbitrary
z € Iz are the outputs PEG(i) of the orthogonal Edelman—Greene insertion algorithm applied to

1 € Ro(z). Moreover, the number of distinct outputs is the number of g—equivadence classes in
RO(2). By [56, Lem. 3.17], however, we have P (i) = T for every i € RO(z) when z = wy. O

If \ is a symmetric partition then define RFQ()\) := RFQ(w)), where wy € I, is the unique
dominant element of So, with shape A\. By Theorem 5.11, there is a unique increasing O-reduced
tableau for wy, which has shape half<()), so the following holds by Propositions 5.12 and 5.13.

Corollary 5.18. Suppose A is a symmetric partition and g = half<(\). The normal g} -crystal
RFS (M) is nonempty if and only if 4 € N™ in which case it is connected with unique highest weight
p. Thus, each connected normal g; -crystal is isomorphic to a unique RFO ().

Also let uRFQ(\) := uRFQ(w)) for each symmetric partition .

Corollary 5.19. Suppose A is a symmetric partition and «y is the unique skew-symmetric partition
with half<(\) = half- (7). Then uRFO(\) 2 RFSP(v) as q,-crystals.

Proof. 1t suffices to show that the normal q,-crystal uRFg()\) is connected with highest weight
half<()\). This holds by Corollary 5.18, as unprime: RFQ(2) — uRF9(z) sends q;f-highest weights to
gn-highest weights and directed paths in the crystal graph to directed paths by Proposition 5.10. [

Corollary 5.20. If B is a normal q; -crystal then for all i’ € I’ and j € I LT the crystal operators
ei and f; preserve the statistics ¢; and ;.

Proof. Tt is enough to check this when B = RFQ(\); then the result holds by Proposition 5.10. [
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5.3 Demazure g -crystals

Choose an element z € I, and a flag ¢ = (¢1 < ¢ < ---). We say that a = (a',d?,...,a") €
RF;} (w) for w € Sy is bounded by ¢ if every letter m in a has i < ¢r,,,1. Let BRF;} (w, A, ¢) be
the set of such ¢-bounded elements a € RF; (w, A) and define

BRFS(z,¢) == | | | | BRF;(w,4,¢) CRFY(2). (5.11)
ACCyc(z) weAO(2)

We view this set as a g, -subcrystal of RFS(z); by Theorem 3.13 and Corollary 3.33, it is also a
direct sum of Demazure gl,,-crystals. As usual, let BRFQ(2) := BRFO(z, ).

Example 5.21. The crystal graph of BRFQ(z) for z = (14)(36) € I is

5421/3 521 /43
T \ 2! 3 \
iy 1,1,1
/ A 4 Y
421 /53 5’421/3 542’1/3 52'1 /43 21 /543 5’21/43
2 / 2 / 1 L1 S - L T1
2 1 2
Y Y Y Y \
4'21 /53 5'42'1/3 42'1/53 21/5'43 5'2'1 /43 2/1/543
. / \11 /
1,2 Iy 2
Y Y

4'2'1 /53 2'1/5'43

For another example of BRF?(z) see Figure 3.

The characters of the q;-crystals BRFO(z) are closely related to the involution Schubert poly-
nomials of orthogonal type &9 defined in Section 2.3. There is a version of Proposition 4.16 for
these polynomials. Recall that i € Z is a descent of z if z(i) > z(i + 1).

Proposition 5.22. Suppose z € I,,. Then 6? € Z[x1,xa,...,x,] if and only if z has no descents
greater than n.

Proof. If z = 1 then z has no descents and 8% =1 € Z[z1, ..., 2,] for all n. Assume z # 1 so that
69 is homogeneous of positive degree. Let i be the maximal index such that z; divides a monomial
appearing in 9. Then &9 € Z[z1,...,z,] if and only if i < n. As i is also the maximal index
with 9;69 # 0, we conclude by (2.2) that i < n if and only if 2(j) < z(j + 1) for all j > n. O

By (2.1), (5.6), and the Billey-Jockusch-Stanley formula we have &9 = 3 4EBRFO(2) x"t(e) for
each z € I,. Proposition 5.22 tells us that if z has no descents greater than n then

BRF2(z) = BRF®(z) and ch(BRFS(z)) = &2. (5.12)

If z has at least one descent greater than n, then BRFQ(z) is a proper subset of BRFO(z) and
ch(BRFS(z)) is the polynomial obtained from G9 by setting @11 = 219 = --- = 0.
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Example 5.23. The involution Schubert polynomial of z = (14)(3 6) € I is a polynomial in
X1, X9, T3, T4, T with 26 terms and coefficients in {4, 8,16}, given by

GO = 4x 11201 | gy 11210 | g 11800 4 g 12101 4 16y 31100 4 g,32000 | 4 40100 4 4, 41000
while ch(BRF(2)) = 4x?3 +8x32 +4x!! = 4?23 + 823w} +4x}xs, which is the polynomial obtained
from &9 by setting x3 = x4 = x5 = 0.

Suppose « is a symmetric weak composition with A := A(«). Assume that u(a) € S, and
half<(\) € N*, so that RFQ()\) is nonempty. Both conditions must hold if & € N, but this is not
necessary. If wy € I is dominant of shape A, then by Lemma 3.25 we can define

BRFO(a) := ©;,9;, ---©;, BRF,,(wy) € RFO()) (5.13)

(0]
where ®; = CDZRF”(/\) and 4yiy - - - i, is any reduced word for u(a). This gives a (nonempty) g, -crystal
that is also a direct sum of Demazure gl,,-crystals.

Example 5.24. We have w211y = (15)(23) and wz39) = (14)(25). The connected crystal
graphs of BRFS (a) for a = (4,2,1,1) and (3,3,2) are respectively

1 v
Y

4321/2

421/ 32

— 1’
L1,1
A

21 /432

321 /42 4321 /2 4321/ 42'1/32 421 /32
- ‘///;///’2/ ‘///y//// I 11 X - X T1
3 T >
Y Y Y \ Y
32142 43212 321 /42 21/ 432 42132 21 /432

32142

1 1,2
\ ’

~ LT1
! Y

21/4'32

Observe that BRFS ((14)(3 6)) = BRFS((4,2,1,1)) @ BRFP((3,3,2)).

Example 5.25. Like the symplectic case, the subsets BRFO (o) € BRFQ(\(ax)) are not closed by
all raising crystal operators e; if we allow i € I. The smallest example demonstrating this behavior
is BRFQ () for a = (3,1,1) = A(a). The dominant involution of this shape is w1y = (14) € Iy
so we have (1,2,3) € BRFJ((3,1,1)) but e5(1,2,3) = (2,31,0) ¢ BRFJ((3,1,1)).

The following result is similar to Proposition 4.20:

Proposition 5.26. Suppose « is a symmetric weak composition with half<(A(«)) € N" and u(a) €
S,. Then xQ € Z[z1,xo,...,2,) if and only if o € N”.
Q

Proof. Let A = Ma). If @ € N® then A = AT € N”, s0 as u(a) € S,, both K}g and xQ = Tu(a)Fx
belong to Z[x1,x2,...,x,]. Let v be the weak composition with v; = [{(j, k) € D) : j < k =i}| for
each i € P; note the slight difference with g in the proof of Proposition 4.20. Then [59, Eq. (2.3)
and Prop. 2.49] imply that x%®)°7 i a monomial appearing in kQ. If a ¢ N™ then we must have
A ¢ N™ as u(a) € Sy, in which case v ¢ N" so u(a) oy ¢ N” and &9 ¢ Z[x1, x2, ..., 2,]. O
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In the next lemma, continue to fix an element z € I, and a flag ¢.

Lemma 5.27. Every gl,-highest weight element of RF9(2) is in BRF?(z, ¢), and if a € BRFQ(z2, ¢)
is not q-highest weight then 0 # e;a € BRFO(z, ¢) for some i € I UT U I’. Finally, if i € I then
e; and f; restrict to maps BRFQ(z,¢) — BRF?(z, ¢) U {0}.

Proof. If a € RFQ(z) is gl,-highest weight then unprime(a) € uRF9(2) is also gl,-highest weight
by Proposition 5.10(a). In this case, the latter element is bounded by ¢ by Lemma 3.29 since it
belongs to BRF,,(w) for some w € A°(z), so a is also bounded.

Suppose at € BRFO(z, ¢) is not q-highest weight and let a := unprime(a®). We have a €
BRF,,(w, ¢) for some w € A%(2). If e;a™ # 0 for some i € I’ then unprime(e;a™) = unprime(a™) =
a € BRF,(w,¢) by Proposition 5.10(b), so e;at € BRFO(2). If e;at # 0 for some i € TUT
then 0 # unprime(e;a™) = e;a € BRF,(w, ¢) by Lemma 3.30 and Proposition 5.10(a), so again
e;at € BRFO(z, ¢).

Assume e;(a™) =0 for all j € TUI" and let ¢ € [n — 1] = I be minimal with e;(a™) # 0. Then
a is a gl,-highest weight element of the normal g,-crystal uRFQ(z) and i is also the minimal index
in [n — 1] with e;a # 0 by Proposition 5.10(a), so e;a is [i]-highest weight by Lemma 4.21. From
this observation, we can deduce that eza is bounded by ¢ in exactly the same way as in the proof
of Lemma 4.22. Then, as unprime(e;a™) = e;a, we conclude that e;a™ is also ¢-bounded.

The last assertion in the lemma holds by parts (b) and (c) of Proposition 5.10. O

This lemma leads to an analogue of Corollary 4.23. If T is an O-reduced tableau for z € I
and ¢ is a flag, then let BRFO(T, ¢) :== RFQ(T) N BRF9(z, ¢) and BRFQ(T') := BRFO(T, ¢%).

Corollary 5.28. The map T+ BRFS (T, ¢) is a bijection from increasing (equivalently, decreasing)
O-reduced tableaux for z € I, with at most n rows to full subcrystals of BRFQ(z, ¢).

Proof. This is clear from Proposition 5.12 and Lemma 5.27. O
We now have the q;"-version of Theorem 4.24.

Theorem 5.29. Suppose « is a symmetric weak composition with half<(A(«)) € N” and u(a) € S,,.
Then the (nonempty) q;-crystal BRFO (a) is connected and its character is the polynomial obtained
from /418 by setting xp4+1 = Tpq4o =--- =0.

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Theorem 4.24. Let A = A(a) and z = wy € I». To show
that BRFO(a) is connected it suffices to show that BRFO()\) = BRF?(2) is connected, and this
follows from Corollary 5.18 and Lemma 5.27. If N > n is sufficiently large then (5.12) tells us that
ch(BRF$(2)) = 69 = /{S so Lemma 3.25 implies that ch(BRF () = Wu(a)/{f\z = kQ. This suffices
as if N > n then ch(BRF?(a)) is always obtained from ch(BRF$ () by £p41 = Zpyo = ---=0. O

In analogy with the previous cases, we make the following definition.

Definition 5.30. A Demazure q; -crystal is a qf-crystal isomorphic to BRF(a) for some sym-
metric weak composition o € N,

As in the q,-case, this definition does not include BRFQ(«) if half<(A()) € N and u(a) € S,
but o ¢ N". Although the q; -crystal is still defined and connected in this case, its character is not
the @Q-key polynomial k. Instead, the character is obtained from k, by setting x,+1 = xpyo =
-+ =0. This function might not be equal to any linear combination of Q-key polynomials.
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By Theorem 5.29, every Demazure q; -crystal has a unique highest weight element. This leads
to another analogue of Proposition 3.23, which follows as an exercise from Definition 5.30:

Proposition 5.31. Suppose B is a connected normal g -crystal with highest weight element b.
Let X be a Demazure q; -crystal with highest weight element w.

(a) There is a unique embedding X — B if wt(b) = wt(u).

(b) There are no embeddings X — B if wt(b) # wt(u).

()

(d) Any symmetric o € N” with BRFQ () = X has £ = ch(X) and half<(\()) = wt(u).

IfXQBthenu:bandX:CDg@g"'@Z{b} for some 141,19, ...,i € [n — 1].

The main open problem concerning the q;-crystals BRFS(z, @) is the following conjecture.

Conjecture 5.32. If z € I is an involution with no descents greater than n and ¢ is any flag,
then BRFQ(z, ¢) is a direct sum of Demazure gt -crystals.

This is a generalization of the orthogonal half of Conjecture 1.1, which follows by taking char-
acters when ¢ = ¢°.

Example 5.33. Let 2 = (14)(25)(6 8). We have checked that there is a q; -crystal isomorphism
BRF?(z) = BRF?(343001) & BRF?(3340001) & BRF?(442002)%? & BRF(3520011)%2
for n =7 (and hence, by (5.12), for all n > 7). On taking characters, this implies that
&2 = F3hso0n + Kisao001 + 2K 2002 T 2R5520011-

Interestingly, this is another N-linear expansion of 6? into @-key polynomials:

0
&2 = K001 + FSis0001 T 2K Ti2002 + 285520011
However for n > 7 we have
BRF?(z) 2 BRF?(334001) & BRF?(3430001) & BRF?(442002)%? @ BRF(3520011)%2

: : Q Q Q Q Q Q Skl
since the 6 polynomials k3430015 533100015 F334001° 34300015 K442002> A K3s9001; are distinct.

Like Conjecture 4.27, it will turn out that Conjecture 5.32 is equivalent to a different statement,
given below, which only involves bounded reduced factorizations for the standard flag:

Conjecture 5.34. Suppose T is an O-reduced tableau for an involution z € I, that has no descents
greater than n. Then there is a g, -crystal isomorphism BRFO(T') = BRF(a) for some symmetric
wealk composition a = a®(T) € N".

We have checked this conjecture by computer for all z € I7. Figure 6 shows some examples of
the symmetric weak compositions a©(T') that correspond to various O-reduced tableaux.

To show the equivalence of Conjectures 5.32 and 5.34, we need a result similar to Proposi-
tion 4.29. Suppose T is a O-reduced tableau for some z € I,. Let p be the strict partition shape
of T and let A be the unique symmetric partition with half<(\) = u. Recall the definitions of the
permutations A, (¢) and u,(a) from (3.17). Finally assume « is a symmetric weak composition
and choose a positive integer N € P that is greater than or equal to ¢(«) and every descent of z.
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Proposition 5.35. If there exists a g -crystal isomorphism BRFS(T') = BRFS (a), then
BRF})(T, ¢) = BRF(An(6) 0 un(0) 0 Aa))
as q; -crystals for all integers n > ¢(u) and all flags ¢.

Proof. Suppose BRF$(T) = BRF$ () so that BRFQ(T) is a Demazure qj-crystal. In view of
Corollary 5.14, Proposition 5.31(d) implies that half<(A(«)) = g so M) = A. Fix n > {(p) and a
flag ¢, and define 8 := Ay (¢) ouy, () o A(r). Since half<(A\(B)) = half<(\) = p € N* and u(8) € Sy,
the g -crystal BRFO(3) is well-defined (though not a Demazure g -crystal if A ¢ N™). The rest of
the proof is the same as for Proposition 4.29; just change all “Sp” superscripts to “O”. O

Proposition 5.36. Conjectures 5.32 and 5.34 are equivalent.

Proof. The idea is the same as for Proposition 4.30. If Conjecture 5.34 holds then Corollary 5.28
and Proposition 5.35 imply that every full subcrystal of BRFS (2,¢) is a Demazure q,f-crystal. If
Conjecture 5.32 holds then taking ¢ = ¢° shows that each full subcrystal of BRFS(z) is isomorphic
to BRFS () for some symmetric o € N, which implies Conjecture 5.34 by Corollary 5.28. O

When T is an O-reduced tableau with just one row, we can prove a formula for a©(T).

Theorem 5.37. Suppose T is an O-reduced tableau with only one row for an element z € I, that
has no descents greater than n. Let i1 < iy < i3 < --- < i} be the entries of unprime(7T’) and define
aO(T) = ke;, + e, + €j, + --- +€;,. Then BRFO(T) = BRFO(a®(T)) as q;-crystals.

Example 5.38. If T =| 2| 3 [5[7'] 8 | then a®(T) = 05101011.

Proof. 1t follows by inspecting the definition of 2 that every a = (a',a?,...,a") € RFO(T) has
the property that unprime(a'a®---a") is a permutation of 41is---i,. We can therefore define an
operator 1 that acts on a € B by replacing each letter i; or z; in each component by j, and then
adding a prime to the first letter of the first nonempty component if this letter is primed in a. For
example, 1) would send ((,6'5,0,0,81") — (0,3'2,0,0,41) and (0,65,0,0,81") — (0,32,0,0,41) if
{iy <iy < <ixt=1{1,56,8}

Let A := 1¥ 'k = (k,1,1,...,1) € N*. We claim that 1 is a strict g} -crystal morphism
RFO(T) — RFQ()). If this holds, then ) must be an isomorphism as RFQ(T") and RFQ()) are both
connected normal q;f-crystals with highest weight half<(\) = (k). Given that ¢ is an isomorphism,
the image of BRFQ(T') under ¢ is evidently the set of reduced factorizations in RFQ(\) = RFQ (w))
that are bounded by any flag ¢ with ¢; = i; for j € [k]. For such a flag, we have BRFS(T) =
BRFQ(wy, ¢) as q;-crystals, and Proposition 3.35 implies that BRFQ (wy, ) = BRFO(A(¢) o, A).
We obtain the desired result after this step on noting that A(¢) o, A = ke;, + €, + i, + - + €,
whenever i < n, which must hold for z to have no descents greater than n.

It remains to prove our claim that 1 is a strict q;-crystal morphism RFQ(T) — RFQ(\). By
Proposition 5.13 and Proposition 5.17, the unique lowest weight elements of RFO(T") and RFO(\)
have the form a = (a',0,...,0) and b= (b1,0,...,0), respectively, where a! = i} ij_1ix_o - - - igigiy
and b! = K'(k — 1)(k — 2) - -~ 321. It follows that ¢ at least maps a + b.

The crystal graph of RFO(T) is weakly connected by the arrows labeled by i € {1, 1} U [n —1].
To prove our claim, it therefore suffices to check that for any element a = (a',a?,...,a") € RFS (1),
we have ¥(e;a) = eqp(a) and ¥(fia) = fi(a) for just these indices i. Since unprime(ala?---a
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is a permutation of i1is - - - i and since v is the obvious standardization map if we ignore primes,
it follows immediately from Definitions 3.7, 5.4, and 5.7 that we at least have unprime(y(e;a)) =
unprime(e;¢)(a)) and unprime(¢(fia)) = unprime(f;1(a)). If we take primes into consideration, then
what we want to show is still clear from the definitions outside two exceptional cases.

The first exception is when i € [n—1] and b := ¢;(a) # 0 but the words a'a?- - - @™ and b'b? - - - b
start with different letters. In this case the first nonempty component of a must be a’, and the
component b’ must have at least two letters. Then v (e;a) and e;1h(a) are identical if we ignore
the primes on the first two letters of their ith components, but which of these letters is primed in
principle could differ for the two factorizations.

To deal with this exceptional case, we argue that it actually can never occur if T has only
one row. Recall from the proof of Theorem 5.11 that 7" has the same shape as Pé)G(ala2 cea™)
where PEG denotes the orthogonal Edelman—Greene insertion algorithm from [56]. The case under
consideration can only arise if max(a’) < max(a‘*!) (as otherwise a'a®---a" and b'b?-- - b" would
start with the same letter) and a‘*! has a second letter that is between these two values (as
otherwise max(a’*t!) would not be unpaired in the (a,a’*!)-pairing relevant for computing e;a).
In this situation, however, the shifted tableau PEG (a*a®---a™) must have at least two rows, since
inserting the second letter of a’*! according to procedure in [56, Def. 3.1] will “bump” max(a’*!)
from a non-diagonal position in the first row to the second row.

The second exception is when i € [n — 1] and b := f;(a) # 0 but a'a?---a™ and b'b? - - - b" start
with different letters. This situation also can never occur if T' has only one row, as interchanging
a and b would put us back in the first exceptional case. We conclude that ¥ (e;a) = e;1p(a) and
U(fia) = fip(a) for all i € {1/, T} U[n — 1] and a = (a',d?, ..., a") € RFQ(T), as needed. O

It may be possible to use a similar argument to calculate o°P(T") when T has only one row.
However, the relevant formula for aSP(T) is not as easy to guess; see the examples in Figure 4.

We mention one other conjecture. Recall from Proposition 3.4 that the (Lehmer) code of
w € Sy is the weak composition c(w) = (¢1,¢2,...) with¢; = [{j € Z :i < 5, w(i) > w(j)}|. If wis
verillary is the sense of being a 2143-avoiding permutation, then &, = K, by [63, Thm. 22] and
consequently BRF,,(w) =2 BRF,,(c(w)) whenever n is greater than or equal to all descents of w.

If z € I, is vexillary, then its code is a symmetric weak composition by the remarks before [59,
Prob. 3.36]. For such involutions, our computations suggest that &9 = IQCQ(Z) [59, Conj. 2.39].

Further calculations support a crystal-theoretic generalization of this conjecture:

Conjecture 5.39. If z € I, is vexillary with largest descent at most n, then there is an isomor-
phism of g -crystals BRFQ(z) 2 BRFQ (c(z)).

As discussed in [59, §2.5], the crystals BRF,(w) and BRF9(z) can only be connected for all
sufficiently large n when w and z are vexillary. There is a similar fpf-vexillary property that
characterizes when BRFSP(y) is connected for y € I [59, Prop. 2.37]. However, we do not
currently have a prediction for how to express « in terms of y when BRF>P(y) 2 BRF3P ().

6 Concluding remarks

As mentioned in the introduction, key polynomials are characters of B,-modules I'(X,,, L_)) given
by restricting the Borel-Weil construction to a Schubert variety X,, C B, \GL,. However, it is an
open problem to find an analogous geometric description of P- and )-key polynomials.
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There is an interpretation of the Schur @Q-function @Q(x) as the character of the polynomial
representation indexed by A for the queer Lie superalgebra q,, [34] (see also [13, §2.3.4]). Thus, a
reasonable goal on the way to resolving our open problem would be to build a representation of g,
or its corresponding Lie supergroup Q,, := Q,(C) on I'(Y,,, L_)) for some space Y with subvarieties
Y., naturally indexed (or constructed from) permutations w in (some subset of) .S,,.

Instead of working with O,-orbits of Fl,,, consider the closures of B,, -orbits Y, := B, wGL,, /O,
in the symmetric space Y = SyM,, := GL,,/O,,. Note that SyM,, is the set of n X n symmetric
C-matrices and SyM,, = Y,,,. However, SyM,, is an affine variety rather than projective variety,
and so it (and the expected subvarieties Y;,) might not have useful cohomology theories.

One way to fix this could be to intersect Y,, with the n X n unitary matrices U,, since Y NU,, =
U,/0,(R) is known to be diffeomorphic to the Lagrangian Grassmannian LGr(R?*") [4], which is a
projective variety. This gives us a candidate for a nice decomposition of LGr(R?") to understand
its cohomology ring. There is another homogeneous space description of LGr, (R*") = Sp /U,
where Sp,, = Sp,,, N Ug, is the compact real form of Sp,,. The complex Lagragian Grassmannian
LGr(C?") has also been studied and has a known relation to Schur Q-functions (e.g., [32]). It has
its own homogeneous space construction as LGr(C?") = Sp,,, /P, where P is the maximal parabolic
subgroup associated to the long simple root.

This suggests that there might be (a real form of) a queer Lie supergroup Q,, acting on the
set of global sections T'(LGr(EF?"),L_,) for F = R or C and some appropriate line bundle L_y.
Then by restricting to the orbit closure Y, indexed by w, we would obtain a representation of some
Lie sub-(super)group of Q,, analogous to B,, whose corresponding character would be equal to the
(QQ-key polynomial /18 A

Another potential geometric interpretation of P- and ()-key polynomials could lie with some
generalization of Hessenberg varieties [14]. Specifically, let A\ = (k) be a single row of length £k,
and let &, (x;t1,t2,...) denote the double Schubert polynomial with equivariant parameters t; (see,
e.g., [39]). Then we have

G, (X; —T1, —T2,...) = &2 = ES and &, (x; —x9, —23,...) = &P = &F,
where z is the unique dominant (fpf) involution of shape A. Since Hessenberg varieties are degen-
ercy loci, we can obtain polynomial representatives for the corresponding cohomology classes by
specializations of double Schubert polynomials [3, §3]. These are specializations of the factorial
Schur function sy (z1|t1,t2,...) (see, e.g., [49, 6 variation]) or a flagged version for general x.
Moreover, a Borel-Weil(—Bott) construction for Hessenberg varieties was considered in [1].

Due to the positive shift by the row index (as opposed to the negative shift to compute the
content of a box used in the factorial Schur function construction), these formulas break down
for A with more than one part. We can get around this by using the half shapes and the corre-
sponding factorial Schur P- and Q-functions (see, e.g., [32]), denoted here by P,(x|ti,t,...) and
Qu(x|t1,t2,...) and specializing the equivariant parameters t; = —x;. However, we cannot simply
restrict the number of variables to the length of the half shape as before as we need to only have
a single product of binomials. Thus, we impose a flagging ¢ on the shifted tableaux, where row i
only contains entries at most ¢;, and we denote the resulting polynomials by P, 4(x|t1,%2,...) and
Quo(X|t1,t2,...). These do not appear to have been considered before in the literature, and are
slightly different from the flagged factorial Schur P- and @-functions studied in [60], However, they
specialize to the P- and QQ-key polynomials of any symmetric partition A by the formulas

kS = Pt (n),65 (X|—x) and K}g = Qhaif - (n),¢5 (X[—%). (6.1)
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Degeneracy loci constructions are given in [71] for the Sp,,/O,-orbit closures in the complete
flag variety. In the O, case, these constructions were used in [57] to obtain formulas for K-
theoretic generalizations of involution Schubert polynomials indexed by vexillary involutions. It
may be possible to find an analogous construction of Hessenberg varieties (within the Sp,,, and O,
flag varieties) as degeneracy loci that will yield K}E and K}g as a consequence. By translating the
divided difference operators back to a geometric construction, one would be able to obtain a fully
geometric description of the P- and Q-key polynomials.

A now classical fact due to Wachs [68, Thm. 2.4] is that every flagged Schur function is the
Schubert polynomial d,x* for some A and some word w analogous to the one given in (3.17).
Likewise, Reiner—Shimozono showed that every flagged Schur function is a key polynomial [63,
Thm. 23]. From [60, Thm. 5.3], we have a positive monomial expansion of Pj(x|—t1, —t2,...)
and Qx(x|—t1, —t2,...). Therefore, a natural question would be to see if P, 4(x|—x) (respectively
Que(x|—x)), for any flag ¢, is a P-key (respectively @-key) polynomial (or if not, a positive
expansion of such polynomials) or an involution Schubert polynomial. One way to attempt to
answer this would be to see if the restriction of the natural q,-crystal (respectively g -crystal) is a
Demazure q,,-crystal (respectively q;-crystal).
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Figure 1: The gls-crystal graph of RF3 (w, A) for w = 21543 € S5 and 4 = {(1,2),(3,4), (3,5)}.
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Figure 2: The q4-crystal graph of RF?1 (z) for the dominant fpf-involution z = (15)(23)(46) 6 I e
of shape A = (4,1,1,1). The boxed elements make up the set of bounded factorizations BRF P(2).
Solid blue, red, and green arrows indicate 1-, 2-, and 3-edges, respectively, while dashed blue arrows
are 1-edges. The indices of the solid arrows can also be read off from the difference in weight between
the source and target vertices. To make this picture easier to view, we have not drawn the 2-, 3-,
1-, 2-, or 3-edges, as these are determined by the displayed arrows.
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Figure 5: Some Sp-reduced tableaux with the weak compositions predicted in Conjecture 4.28.

99



T a®(T) T a®(T) T a®(T) T a®(T)
|3§ 22 |5i’2| 23001 |422|1| 4121 |5§‘3|2|1| 51121
I
|4f 29 |5312| 23001 |5‘213|1| 41201 |5§32|1| 53211
572 [5T4]3] [5T4]2[1] [5TA[3]2][1]
5 22 B 20301 3 4112 - 53121
|4“;’ 202 |4§2| 0321 |5§3|1| 40121 |5§32|1| 53121
7 7
|5?’1 202 |5§‘2| 0312 |5§3|1| 40121 |5§‘32|1| 51321
[5]3 [5]4]3] [5]4]3]2] [5]4]3]2]1]
3 202 B 02301 T 24011 i 54221
BE [5T4]3] BOEH [543
g 2002 B 00321 3 04211 . 433
1
BE BBEE BOEH =
5] 02 o2 332 5 04121 ETATETT]
312 4331
[5]3 022 ETETE R ENEIEEN RS 1
B 211 211 =
[5]4]3]2]
[5]4 [5]3]2 [5]4]2]1] 302 34301
3 00 o2 332 2 4312 2
[5]4 [5]4]2 [5]4]2]1] 514[3]2
5 0022 5 3302 = 4312 | aEp 2
1
BT[] BEOE 5T4[3[1] -]
a8 e 3302 L 4132 SRR
312 11
EETEN pupep [5]4]3 323 BIABER] 5400 1 o
B 211 21 -]
5141321
BT 519 [5]4]3 3032 [5a812] 54099 | 321 | 54321
Bl 3T 3T ;
|5§1| 3102 |5§f, 3032 |5§i’2| 34021
I
|5§1| 3012 |5§;’ 0332 |5§;’2| 04321
[614]1] [4]3]2]1] [6[4]3]2
B 8012 B 4211 e 4422
I
|4i’2| 2301 |5?12|1| 42101 |5i‘3|2|1| 52111
|5‘112| 23001 |5‘I’2|1| 42101 |5§3|2|1| 51211

Figure 6: Some O-reduced tableaux with the weak compositions predicted in Conjecture 5.34.
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