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GEOMETRY OF THE TWIN MANIFOLDS OF REGULAR
SEMISIMPLE HESSENBERG VARIETIES AND
UNICELLULAR LLT POLYNOMIALS

YOUNG-HOON KIEM AND DONGGUN LEE

ABSTRACT. Recently, Masuda-Sato and Precup-Sommers independently
proved an LLT version of the Shareshian-Wachs conjecture which says
that the Frobenius characteristics of the cohomology of the twin man-
ifolds of regular semisimple Hessenberg varieties are unicellular LLT
polynomials. The purpose of this paper is to study the geometry of twin
manifolds and we prove that they are related by explicit blowups and
fiber bundle maps. Upon taking their cohomology, we obtain a direct
proof of the modular law which establishes the LLT Shareshian-Wachs
conjecture.

1. INTRODUCTION

LLT polynomials are symmetric functions that serve as ¢-deformations of
the product of Schur functions, introduced by Lascoux, Leclerc, and Thibon
[18] in their study of quantum affine algebras. A specific class of these poly-
nomials known as unicellular LLT polynomials (Definition 2.2]) was explored
in [9] using Dyck paths, or Hessenberg functions, in parallel with the chro-
matic quasisymmetric functions. The purpose of this paper is to investigate
on the geometry of the twin manifolds of regular semisimple Hessenberg
varieties (Propositions and [£.7)) and provide a direct geometric proof of
the fact that unicellular LLT polynomials are the Frobenius characteristics
of representations of symmetric groups S, on the cohomology of the twin
manifolds (Theorem [5.4)).

Hessenberg varieties are subvarieties of flag varieties with interesting prop-
erties in geometric, representation theoretic and combinatorial aspects (cf. [11]
1]). One of their notable features is the Sp-action on their cohomology [27],
where the induced graded S,-representations are equivalent to the purely
combinatorially defined symmetric functions known as the chromatic qua-
sisymmetric functions [24] 23] of the associated indifference graphs. This
equivalence (cf. (5.5])), known as the Shareshian-Wachs conjecture [23], proved
in [8] [14], translates the longstanding conjecture by Stanley and Stembridge
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[25] on e-positivity of the chromatic (quasi)symmetric functions into a pos-
itivity problem on the S,-representations on the cohomology of Hessenberg
varieties.

A natural question arises whether there exist geometric objects that en-
code unicellular LLT polynomials through their cohomology, as in the Shareshian-
Wachs conjecture. Recently, an answer was found by Masuda-Sato and
Precup-Sommers in [21] 22] where they proved that unicellular LLT poly-
nomials are the Frobenius characteristics of the cohomology of the twin
manifolds of regular semisimple Hessenberg varieties.

The unitary group U(n) is acted on by its maximal torus T'= U(1)"™ by
left and right multiplications. So we have the quotient maps

Y :=T\U(n) & U(n) B U(n)/T = Fl(n) =: X

where X denotes the flag variety Fl(n) and Y denotes the isospectral mani-
fold of Hermitian matrices with a fixed spectrum (cf. §3.1). The twin man-
ifold of a Hessenberg variety X, C Fl(n) = X is now defined in [6] as the
submanifold
Y, = pi(py (X))

of the isospectral manifold Y. These twin manifolds Y}, which are the spaces
of staircase Hermitian matrices with a fixed given spectrum, are interesting
compact orientable smooth real algebraic varieties. They generalize the
space of tridiagonal matrices of a given spectrum [26] [7, [10] and we have
natural isomorphisms

(1.1) HE(Yp) = Hpr(py ' (Xn)) = HE(Xn)

which induce an S,-action on the cohomology H*(Y}) from that on H*(X})
in [27]. The LLT analogue of the Shareshian-Wachs conjecture (LLT-SW
conjecture, for short) tells us that the Frobenius characteristics of H*(Y3)
are the unicellular LLT polynomials (cf. Theorem [5.4]). The known proofs
in [21], 22] are rather indirect and use only the Hessenberg varieties without
looking into the geometry of twin manifolds themselves. See Remark
for more details. Therefore, it seems natural to ask for a direct approach
through the geometry of twin manifolds.

The modular law (cf. Definition 2.4]), introduced in [3}, [13] for chromatic
quasisymmetric functions and in [5l [19] for unicellular LLT polynomials, is
a significant relation involving specific triples of these functions. It serves
as a symmetric function analogue to the well known deletion-contraction
relation of chromatic polynomials. In fact, Abreu and Nigro proved in [3]
that together with an initial condition (for the case of h(i) = n for all i) and
the multiplicativity (cf. (2.5])), the modular law completely determines the
chromatic quasisymmetric functions and unicellular LLT polynomials.

In [16], the authors investigated on the geometry of Hessenberg varieties
X}, and proved that the Hessenberg varieties Xj,_, X} and X}, for a modu-
lar triple h = (h_, h, hy) (cf. Definition 2.3]) are related by explicit blowups
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and projective bundle maps. By applying the blowup formula and pro-
jective bundle formula, we then immediately obtain the modular law for
the cohomology of X}, which provides us with an elementary proof of the
Shareshian-Wachs conjecture.

In this paper, we investigate on the geometry of the twin manifolds Y},.
The key for our comparison of twin manifolds is the roof manifold Yy defined
in Definition [l For a modular triple h = (h_, h, hy) (cf. Definition 23)),

we construct maps
Ya
N
Vi, P!

where pry is a smooth fibration over the complex projective line P! with
fiber Y}, (Proposition [£.6]) and 7 is the blowup along the submanifold Y},
of complex codimension 2 (Proposition 7). We define an S,-action on the
cohomology H* (}711) and show that the induced maps on cohomology by 7
and pry are Sp-equivariant. We thus obtain S,-equivariant isomorphisms

H*(Yy) & H2(Y;) = H* (Yy) = H*(Ya,) ® H72(Y,).

Upon taking the Frobenius characteristic, we have the modular law for
H*(Y},) and hence the LLT-SW conjecture

> " ch(H?"(Y3))q" = LLTh(q)
k>0

where LLT}(q) denotes the unicellular LLT polynomial associated to h.

The layout of this paper is as follows. In §2] we review the definition of
unicelullar LLT polynomials and their characterization by the modular law.
In §3] we review the results in [6] on twin manifolds including the S),-action
defined on their cohomology. In §4l we study the geometry of twin manifolds
of triples and in §5 we establish the modular law for S,,-representations on
their cohomology.

All cohomology groups in this paper have rational coefficients. By P", we
denote the complex projective space of one dimensional subspaces in C" 1.

Acknowledgement. We thank Anton Ayzenberg, Jachyun Hong, An-
tonio Nigro and Takashi Sato for enlightening discussions and comments.

2. UNICELLULAR LLT POLYNOMIALS

LLT polynomials are symmetric functions introduced by Lascoux, Leclerc,
and Thibon [18] as ¢g-deformations of the product of Schur functions in their
study of quantum affine algebras. In the case of unicellular LLT polynomials,
which form a subfamily of these symmetric functions, a more convenient
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model is presented in [9] using Hessenberg functions. This model represents
unicellular LLT polynomials as symmetric functions that encode colorings
of graphs, which may not be proper.

In this section, we recall the definition of unicellular LLT polynomials
in terms of Hessenberg functions from [9] and the characterization by the
modular law from [4].

2.1. Definitions. Unicellular LLT polynomials can be defined as follows.

Definition 2.1. Let [n] :={1,--- ,n} for an integer n > 1.

(1) A Hessenberg function is a nondecreasing function h : [n] — [n]
satisfying h(i) > ¢ for all ¢

(2) The indifference graph T'y, associated to h is the graph whose set of
vertices is V(I'y,) = [n] and whose set of edges is

E(Th) ={@@,7) € [n] x [n] 17 <j < h(i)}.

Every unicellular LLT polynomial can be written as a symmetric function
which encodes vertex-colorings of the indifference graph I'j,, similar to the
definition of the chromatic quasisymmetric function [24] 23].

A map v : V(I'y)) — N is said to be a (vertex-)coloring of I'j,, and it is
said to be proper if and only if (i) # ~(j) whenever (i,5) € E(T',), where
N is the set of colors indexed by positive integers.

Definition 2.2. [9, 24, 23] Let h : [n] — [n] be a Hessenberg function. Let
A be the ring of symmetric functions in variables 1, o, - .

(1) The wunicellular LLT polynomial associated to h is
(21) LLTh(Q) = Z anCh(V)x'\/(l) © Ty(n) € A[Q]
Y V(Tp,) =N

where v runs over all colorings which are not necessarily proper and
ascp(y) := [{(6,7) € E(I'n) : v(i) <~}
(2) The chromatic quasisymmetric function associated to h is

(2.2) csfr(q) := Z D)2y € Alg]

~v:V(T'y)—N
proper

where v runs over all proper colorings.

2.2. Modular law and characterization of LLT(_). The symmetric func-
tions LLT}, and csfy, satisfy a linear relation called the modular law.

Definition 2.3 (Modular triple). Let h_,h,hy : [n] — [n] be Hessenberg
functions. The triple (h_, h, hy) is called a modular triple if it satisfies one
of the following.
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(1) If h(j) = h(j + 1) and h=1(j) = {jo} for some 1 < jy < j < m, then
h_ and hy are defined by

h (i) = J - 1 fOI‘Z:.jQ and h (i) = j—'kl fOI‘Z:.jQ
h(i)  otherwise h(i)  otherwise.

(2) Fh(j)+1=h(j+1)#j+1and h~1(j) = 0 for some 1 < j < n,
then h_ and h, are defined by

b (i) = {h(j) for i =j+1

h(i) otherwise

h(j)+1 fori=yjy
h(7) otherwise.

and hy(i) = {

The two conditions (1) and (2) in Definition 23] are actually dual to each
other. See Remark

Definition 2.4 (Modular law). Let F' be a function from the set of Hessen-
berg functions to Afg]. We say that F satisfies the modular law if

(2.3) (1+q)F(h) = F(hy) +qF(h-)
for every modular triple (h_, h, hy).

Note that unicellular LLT polynomials and chromatic quasisymmetric
functions can be viewed as functions LLT(_) and csf_) from the set of
Hessenberg functions to Alg].

Proposition 2.5. [3, 5, 19] Unicellular LLT polynomials and chromatic
quasisymmetric functions satisfy the modular law.

The modular law, analogous to the deletion-contraction property in chro-
matic polynomials, plays a crucial role in determining these symmetric func-
tions recursively.

For m > 1, let

m m

1_
T tvgt g™, [mlg!= [l

1—g¢q

[m]q ==

We set [0],! := 1. Moreover, let e, := Zl§i1<~~~<im Ty X, € A be the
m-th elementary symmetric function.

Theorem 2.6. [3, 4] LLT(_y (resp. csf_)) is the unique function F from
the set of Hessenberg functions to A[q] satisfying the following.
(1) For h:[n] — [n] with h(i) = n for all i, ICy, := F(h) satisfies

i1 ln—1]g!
(24) lCn = Zl(q — 1) 1ﬁ€ilcn_i, ’C(] =1

(resp. Ky, = [n]glen).
(2) It is multiplicative: when h(j) = j for 1 <j <mn,

(2.5) F(h) = F(K)F(h")
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where h' : [j] = [j] and " : [n—j] — [n—j] are Hessenberg functions
defined by

W (i)=1i for i€[j] and h'(i))=h(i+j)—j for i€ [n—jl.
(3) It satisfies the modular law (2.3]).

Remark 2.7. One fundamental technique in representation theory and
combinatorics is to construct a geometric object corresponding to an ob-
ject of interest. Hard combinatorics problems are often translated into well
known geometry problems and solved subsequently, as demonstrated by the
recent spectacular works of June Huh.

The Shareshian-Wachs conjecture formulated in [23] and proved in [8), [14]
tells us that the chromatic quasisymmetric function (22]) is the w-dual of
the Frobenius characteristic

F(h) =) ch(H™X,))q" € Al
k>0

of regular semisimple Hessenberg varieties X} in §3.2] below. Here w is an
involution of A interchanging each Schur function with its transpose. The
first two conditions (1) and (2) in Theorem [Z6] for csf are easy to check for
wF(h) and hence the Shareshian-Wachs conjecture follows immediately from
the modular law (23] for F(h). In [16], we investigated on the geometry of
generalized Hessenberg varieties and constructed canonical S,-equivariant
isomorphisms

H*(Xp,) @ H¥ (X)) = H*(X,, ) @ H*2(X,,).

Upon taking the Frobenius characteristic, we obtain the modular law (2.3))
and hence the Shareshian-Wachs conjecture

F(h) = wcsfp(q).

In the remainder of this paper, we will prove that the three conditions in
Theorem for unicellular LLT are satisfied for the Frobenius characteris-
tics of representations of S, on the cohomology of the twin manifolds Y}, of
regular semisimple Hessenberg varieties X}, by finding geometric relations
among the twin manifolds that give rise to the modular law (2.3) upon tak-
ing cohomology. This will give us a direct proof of the LLT-SW conjecture
(cf. Theorem [5.4]) without relying on the Shareshian-Wachs conjecture.

3. TWIN MANIFOLDS AND THEIR COHOMOLOGY

In this section, we collect necessary facts about the twin manifolds Y} of
regular semisimple Hessenberg varieties X}, of type A from [6].

Let h : [n] — [n] be a Hessenberg function (Definition 2.1]) where [n] =
{1,--- ,n}. Let

:E:diag(/\l,---,/\n), AM>X>--> )N, eR
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be a fixed regular semisimple diagonal matrix. Let 7' = U(1)" denote the
group of diagonal unitary matrices.

3.1. Isospectral manifolds. Let H denote the real vector space of n x n
Hermitian matrices. Let Y = Y(z) C H be the set of n x n Hermitian
matrices whose characteristic polynomial is [[;" (¢ — \;). In other words,
Y is the set of n x n Hermitian matrices with fixed (unordered) spectrum
{\i}. As the diffeomorphism type of Y is independent of = by [6, Theorem
3.5], we will suppress z to simplify the notation.

By the spectral decomposition theorem in linear algebra, any matrix in
Y is of the form g~'zg, with ¢ € U(n) and the map

Un)—Y CH, g—glag

induces a diffeomorphism

(3.1) T\U(n) =Y, Tgw— g lzg.

In particular, Y is a compact smooth orientable manifold of real dimension
2

n< —n.

Let X := Fl(n) denote the variety of flags of C-linear subspaces

WVcWwc---cV,=C", dimV; =1

2

which is a smooth projective variety of real dimension n°—n. As the columns

of a unitary matrix define a flag in C", we have
X =Fl(n)=U(n)/T.

The isospectral manifold Y and the flag variety X fit into the following
diagram

(3.2) Y = T\U(n) 2~ U(n) 25 U(n)/T = Fl(n) = X
where p; is the left quotient and p is the right quotient.

3.2. Hessenberg varieties and their twins. For a Hessenberg function
h: [n] — [n], the Hessenberg variety associated to h is defined in [11] as

X ={(ViCVhC---CV,=C") € X : 2V, C Vjp) forall i}.

Under our assumptions, by [11], the Hessenberg variety X is a smooth
projective variety of real dimension

(3.3) 2 "(h(i) — ).
i=1
See [1] for a recent survey on Hessenberg varieties.
The twin manifold Y}, of X}, is a submanifold of Y defined in [6] by

(3.4) Vi i=p1(Zn),  Zn:=py" (Xn)

where p; and py are the quotient maps in (3.2]).
By [0, Theorem 3.5], Y}, is a compact real smooth manifold of dimension
B3) whose diffeomorphism type is independent of the choice of z. Using
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B10), it is straightforward to check that Y}, is precisely, the locus of staircase
matrices
(3.5) Yo={yeY : y;; =0if either i > h(j) or j > h(i)}

where y;; = 7;; denotes the entry of the Hermitian matrix y at the i-th row
and j-th column.

Since the real dimension of Y is n? —n =23""  (n —i) and Y}, is defined
by the vanishing of > 7" | (n — h(i)) complex valued functions by (B.3), the
expected dimension

2> (n—i)—2) (n—h(i)
=1 =1

of Y}, coincides with the actual dimension ([3.3]). In particular, Y}, is the
transversal vanishing locus of

(36) fij Y — (C, Y — Yij

where (i,j) runs over the pairs with h(i) < j, or equivalently h(j) < i.
By (B1]), we have a right action of 7" on Y by

(3.7) Y xT —Y, y-t=tlyt
If we let t = diag(t1,--- ,t,) € T, then
(3.8) fii(y - t) =t fii ().

In particular, we have an induced T-action on Y}, for every Hessenberg func-
tion h, whose fixed point set is exactly

(39) YhT = {diag()\g(l), s 7)‘o(n)) ‘ o c Sn} = 5,.

Note that our notation is different from that in [6], where Hessenberg
varieties and their twin manifolds are denoted by Y3 and X} respectively.

3.3. Goresky-Kottwitz-MacPherson theory. When a manifold admits
a nice torus action, we can compute its equivariant cohomology from the
data of 0 and 1-dimensional orbits.

Definition 3.1. (See [0, Definition 5.1].) A compact orientable manifold
M with a smooth action of a compact torus T = U(1)" is called a GKM
manifold if it satisfies the following conditions.
(1) M is equivariantly formal.
(2) The set MT of T-fixed points is finite.
(3) The weights of the induced representation of 7" on the tangent space
of M at each y € M7T are pairwisely non-collinear: if

m
Tuly = P Coi, o € Hom(T,U(1)) = 27,
i=1
then a; and «a; are non-collinear as vectors whenever i # j.
(4) Every 2-dimensional T-invariant closed submanifold which is the
union of T-orbits of dimension at most one, has a T-fixed point.
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By (2)-(4) in Definition B1], the I-skeleton of M, which is by definition
the union of 0 or 1-dimensional T-orbits, is the union of M’ and T-invariant
2-spheres. The induced T-action on each T-invariant 2-sphere S? = P! is of
the form

T x P! — P!, (t,[z0 : 21]) = [20 : a(t)z1]

for some o € Hom(T',U(1)) = Z". In particular, each T-invariant 2-sphere
connects precisely two T-fixed points, with the associated weight o deter-
mined uniquely up to sign.

The GKM theory [12), [I7] tells us that the T-equivariant cohomology
H% (M) of a GKM manifold M is determined by the combinatorial data of
its 1-skeleton as a subring of the T-equivariant cohomology H7.(M Ty of its
T-fixed point set. Indeed, by torus localization, H}.(M) is embedded into

Hy(M") = @ Qltr,- st

yeMT
by the pullback homomorphism induced by the inclusion M7 ¢ M.
Theorem 3.2. [6, Theorem 5.2] The image of Hi(M) in Hix(MT) is

Hp(M) = {(fy)yeMT Dy = fy; modulo o}

as an algebra over H}, := H5.(pt) = Q[t1,--- ,t,], where f, € Hj({y}) =
Q[t1, -+ ,tn], € Tuns over the set of T-invariant 2-spheres in M, {ye,y.} is
the set of T-fixed points in e and «. is the T-weight associated to e.

3.4. Equivariant cohomology of Y};,. For the T-action on Y}, by (8.7), we
may use the GKM theory to investigate the cohomology of Y.

Theorem 3.3. Y}, is a GKM manifold by the following.

(1) The cohomology groups of Yy vanish in odd degrees. In particular,
Y}, is equivariantly formal.

(2) The set of T-fized points is Y, = S,,.

(3) Two T-fized points 0,7 € S,, are connected by a T-invariant 2-sphere
in Yy if and only if T = o - (i,]) for some i < j < h(i), where (i,7)
denotes the transposition interchanging i and j.

(4) The tangent space Ty, |, of Y at y € Y;L is isomorphic to

Tvily = € Cej ej=e—¢
i<j<h(i)

as a T-representation, where €¢; € Hom(T,U(1)) denotes the charac-
ter of T sending (t1,--- ,t,) € T to t;.

Proof. For (1), see [6, Theorem 3.5 and Remark 3.7]. ([B.9) gives (2). For
(3), see below the proof of [0, Proposition 3.9]. For (4), see [6, Proposition
3.9] and its proof in page 16687. O



10 YOUNG-HOON KIEM AND DONGGUN LEE

By Theorem B2, we thus have the following description of H7}(Y},), via
the restriction map

(3.10) res : Hy(Yy) — Hy(V) = €D Qltr, -+, tn]
vES,

induced by the inclusion Y}? C Y.

Proposition 3.4. [0, Proposition 5.3]
(3.11)  H7(Yh) = {(Pv)ves, : Po = Pu-(iy) modulo t; —t; Vi < j < h(i)}
as algebras over Hy. = Qlt1,-- - ,t,], where p, € Q[t1,--- ,ty].

Recall that the T-equivariant cohomology of the Hessenberg variety Xy,
admits a similar description in [27] (see also [2] §8])

(3.12)
H1(Xn) = {(Po)ves, : Po = Po-(i) modulo tyiy —tygy Vi< j < h(i)}.

Comparing [B.I1)) with (3.12]), we find that the ring isomorphism
(3'13) 5 : H Q[th T 7tn] — H @[tlv e 7tn]7 (pv)veSn — (Upv)veSn
vESH vES,
restricts to an isomorphism
(3.14) §: Hp(Yy) — Hp(Xn)
of subrings [0, p.16689] where vp, denotes the action of v on p, by ([BI6).
Indeed, if p, = p,.(; ;) modulo t; — t;, then
Upy — U~ (iaj)l)v-(i,j) = v(py — va(i,j)) + U(Pv-(i,j) - (iaj)Pu-(i,j)) =0
modulo v(t; — t;) = t,;) — ty(;). Note that for monomials f = ¢{* ---tg",
f= (i) f = (i) — 7430 H 9% =0 modulo #; — t;.
k#i,j

Remark 3.5. The T-weights on the tangent spaces of the fixed points are
well defined only up to sign. We use the sign choices in Theorem [B.3] (4).
(See [6l, (10) and p.16687].)

Remark 3.6. One can check that the isomorphism £ is in fact the natural
one given by

Hy(Yn) = Hryp(Zn) = Hp(Xp)
where Z;, = p; (Xp,) C U(n) in B4 is acted on by T x T by left and right
multiplications so that Y, = T\Z, and X = Z,,/T. If we identify S,, with
the group of permutation matrices in U(n) so that T'S,, = S, T, one can
easily check that (BI3]) is given by the natural isomorphism

Hp(Yy)) 2 Hior (TSn) = Hiep(SaT) = Hp (X)),
where ;I = T\TS,, and X} = S, T/T.
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3.5. An Sy-action on H*(Y}). In [27], Tymoczko defined an action of S,
on the cohomology of the Hessenberg variety X whose Frobenius charac-
teristic turns out to coincide with the chromatic quasisymmetric function
22) by [8,[14]. Similarly, there is a natural action of S,, on the cohomology
of Yh.

Let us first recall the dot action on H*(X}). Consider the Sj,-action on
HA(XD) = Dyeg, Qlta, -+ 1y defined by

(3.15) (1 (Po)ves, ) = (,Up;rlv)vesna for pe S,
where
(3.16) (up)(t1, - s tn) =Py, tum))

for p € Q[t1,--- ,ty]. From ([BI2), it is straightforward to check that this
action preserves the subring H}(Xj) C Hi(X]). Hence we have an induced
action of S,, on H7 (X)) which in turn defines an S,,-action on

H*(Xp) = Hp(Xp)/mHT(Xp),

as it preserves the submodule generated by m := (¢1,--- ,t,). This is called
Tymoczko’s dot action.

Definition 3.7. [6] By the isomorphism ¢ in (3I4]), the dot action on
H7(X}p,) pulls back to an action of S, on H7(Y},) defined by

(3.17) (1 (Po)ves,) — (p;flv)vesn for u e Sy.
As this preserves mH7(Y}), (BI7) defines an action of S, on
(3.18) H*(Yn) = Hp(Yn)/mH7(Ys).

This is called the dagger action in [21].
Using this dagger action, we have the following.

Definition 3.8. For a graded S,-module V' = @~ Vi, we define
chg(V) =" ch(Vi)q* € Alg]
k>0

where ch is the Frobenius characteristic from the ring of representations of
symmetric groups S,, onto the ring A of symmetric functions [20, §1.7]. For
a Hessenberg function h : [n] — [n], we define

P(h) =Y ch(H>(V3))q" = chy(H**(V4)) € Alg.
k>0

Example 3.9. Suppose h(i) = n for all 1 < i < n so that Y} is the
isospectral manifold Y = T\U(n) in (8.1 and X}, is the flag variety

X =Fl(n) =U(n)/T.
We identify S,, with the group of permutation matrices in U(n). In this

case, we have a left (resp. right) action of S,, on X (resp. Y') by left (resp.
right) multiplication of permutation matrices.



12 YOUNG-HOON KIEM AND DONGGUN LEE

Let V; denote the rank ¢ tautological vector bundle on the flag variety X.
As the cohomology ring of X is generated by the line bundles V; /V;_1 and the
Sy, action preserves the line bundles, we find that the action of S,, on H*(X)
is trivial (cf. [27, Proposition 4.2], [16, Example 2.12]). As the action of S,
on the equivariant line bundles V;/V;_; permutes the equivariant weights,
we find that the T-equivariant cohomology of X is

Hp(X) = H'(X) @ Qft1,- - 1t
where S, acts trivially on H*(X) and by B3.16) on Hy = Q[t1,--- ,tn].
By Remark B.6] and ([B.13]), we find that
(3.19) H*(Y) @ Q[ty, -+ ,tn] = Hp(Y) = Hp(X) = H(X) @ Q[ty, -+ , tn]

is Sy-equivariant where S, acts trivially on the left Q[t1,--- ,¢,] and by

(BI6) on the right Q[t1,- -+ ,ty,).
Applying the Frobenius characteristic to ([B.19]), we obtain
(320) Ky o= ehy(HZ (V) = (1 — @) [al,lch(Qlt1, -+ 11,])) € Alg

because chy(H*(X)) = [n],!. From this, it follows that K, is uniquely
determined by the inductive formula (Z4]). Indeed, f, := chy(Q[t1,--- ,t5])
in (3.:20) satisfies
1
fn - 1_ (]n (elfn—l - e2fn—2 + -+ (_1)n_lenf0) 5 fO =1
by Lemma [3.11] (2) below.

Example immediately implies the following.
Proposition 3.10. The function h — P(h) satisfies Theorem [2Z.8 (1).

The remaining two conditions in Theorem will be proved in §3.6] and

in §5l
Lemma 3.11. Let f, := ch(Qt1, - ,t,]) in B20) with fo = 1. Then
{fn}n>0 satisfies the following:

(1) fo=30d" hifn—i and

(2) ¢"fo =220 0(—1)€ifni
where h,, = Ez’lgmgim Ty -+ T, € N is the m-th complete homogeneous
symmetric function with hg = 1.

Proof. (1) Let W, (resp. W},) be the submodule in Q[t1,--- ,t,] in (3:20)
spanned by monomials generated by less than (resp. precisely) n variables.
Then, we have

Q[tly o 7tn] = @(tl o tn)kWn = Wn @ Wy/L
k>0

Hence f,, = #chq(Wn) = chy(W,,) + chy(W),). In particular,
(3.21) ch,(Wy,)=(1—q")fn and chy(W)) = q"fn.
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Moreover, W,, admits a decomposition by the number of generating variables
W, = @ Ind s Wi,

where IndgjX Sn,iW;z ; is the induced representation of W) _, as an S; x S,,_;
representation with a trivial S;-action. Since ch is multiplicative with respect
to the multiplication on representations of symmetric groups given by taking

the induced representation of tensor products ([20} I, (7.3)]), we have
(1= ") f = chg(Wa) = 3 hichy(W;_5) = 3 _q" " hifu-s
i=1 i=1

by [B:2I)). This proves (1).
(2) We use (1) and a well-known identity ([20} I, (2.6)])

(3:22)  hp=(-1)"" en+z Thp_jej forn>2 and hy = e,

together with induction on n.
When n = 0, (2) trivially holds since ¢°fo = 1 = e fo. Assume that n > 1
and (2) holds for every m < n, so that

(3.23) Q" fn = Fm + > (=1 € frj.
=1
Then, by the assertion (1), (323)) and [322]), we have
(1_qn)fn—2(nzfnzh —thn 7,+ZZ he]fnzg
=1 =1 j=1
= (_ Z ezfn Z+ZZ j_ hi— jejfn Z+ZZ hejfn i—j
i=1 =2 j=1 i=1 j=1

= Z(_l)i_leifn—i
=1

where the last equality holds by

n i—1 n n—=k
2.2 ()= > (=220
=2 j=1 k,j>1,k4j<n k=1 j=1
with ¢ = j + k. This proves the assertion (2). O

A by-product of Lemma B.11]is an elementary proof of the following.

Corollary 3.12. [21, Lemma 5.0.1 (2)] Let w : A = A be the involution of
the ring A which interchanges e, and h,. The we have

fald™) = (=0)" (W fa) ().
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Proof. Let f] := wf, for n > 0. We use induction on n. The assertion
trivially holds for n = 0. Assume that n > 1 and f,,(¢7!) = (—¢)"f,(q)
for m < n. By applying w to Lemma B.11] (2), we have

n

(1= q"wfula) = 1=V (@) =D (1) hif)_i(q)

i=1
= (=" a " hifuila™h)
i=1

= (D" =g ") fala™h)

= () "1 = ") falg™)
where the third and the fourth equalities hold by the induction hypothesis
and Lemma [3.TT] (1) respectively. Therefore the corollary holds for all n.

Corollary is a key ingredient in the proof of the parlindromicity of
P(h) up to the involution w by Masuda and Sato in [2I] which says that

H*(Y},) & HI™=Ye=2%(Y; ) @ sgn  or equivalently,
chy(H*(Yy)) = w chy (HI™ 72 (1y))

where sgn denotes the sign representation. In fact, this parlindromicity
B24) follows from Corollary and the modular law (Theorem [B.3]) as
follows: First one can immediately check ([3.:24]) for the isospectral manifold

Y in BI) using Corollary and (B20). Next the modular law enables
us to deduce ([B:24)) for Y}, from the palindromicity for Y.

(3.24)

Remark 3.13. Complete homogeneous symmetric functions h,, are used
only in Lemma [3.17] and the proof of Corollary B. 12l We hope these not to
be confused with Hessenberg functions.

3.6. Connectedness and multiplicativity. In this subsection, we give a
criterion for connectedness of twin manifolds, and check the multiplicative
property of the function P in Definition B.8

Lemma 3.14. For a Hessenberg function h : [n] — [n] with n > 2, the twin
manifold Yy, is connected if and only if h(i) > i for all1 <i<n. Ifh(j) =]
for some j < mn, then Yy, is the disjoint union of (?) copies of Yy X Yy for
B and h" defined as in Theorem 2.4 (2).
Proof. This is given by the explicit diffeomorphism
A O

(3.25) Y, = U Yh/J X Yh//Jc, <O A,,) Ad (A/, A//)

IC[n), |1|=j

where Y} 1 2 Y} denotes the twin manifold with spectrum {\; |7 € I} and
Yy pe = Yy is defined similarly. U
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Proposition 3.15. The function h — P(h) satisfies Theorem [24 (2).

Proof. Under the identifications (3.35]) and (3.9]), the isomorphism (B.25) re-
stricts to an isomorphism on T-fixed point sets

Yg%sn: |—| (SIXSIC)U)Ig U Y’,’LII_:IXY’«,LI/_‘/’IC
IC[n], I|=j IC[n], |I|=j

where wy is an element of S, sending [j] and [j]° to I and I respectively
such that wrlj;) and wy|f;je are increasing. This induces an isomorphism

D =) @y HE (Y 10) — Hi (V)
1, 11=5

sending (Pu; Jvres; @ (Pure JogeeSye 10 (Dv)ves, With py = py,pye if v = viviews
and p, = 0 otherwise for each I. This is equivariant under the induced
actions of Sy x Sre and S, from ([B.I7) for each component. Furthermore,
one can easily see that the above isomorphism restricts to an isomorphism

B HiVia) ®up Hy (Y re) — Hy(Y3)
ICln], [I]=j
which exhibits H7}(Y;,) as the induced representation of the S; x S,_;-
representation Hy.(Yy) @z Hp(Yyr). Taking quotients by the submodules
generated by m, H*(Y}) is the induced representation of the S; x S,_;-
representation H*(Y}) ® H*(Y}~). Since the Frobenius characteristic ch is
multiplicative with respect to tensor products (cf. [20, I, (7.3)]), we have

P(h) =P )P(h")
as desired. O

By comparing the twin manifolds geometrically, we will prove below that
the last condition (3) in Theorem is also satisfied for P(h) (cf. The-
orem [5.3] below) and hence give a direct proof of the LLT-SW conjecture
(cf. Theorem [5.4]).

4. GEOMETRY OF TWIN MANIFOLDS

In this section, we compare the twin manifolds associated to a modular
triple h = (h_, h, hy) of Hessenberg functions in Definition 2.3 More pre-
cisely, we construct a manifold EN/h, called the roof manifold of h, together
with maps
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where pr, is a smooth fibration with fiber Y} and 7 is the blowup along the
submanifold Y};,_ of complex codimension 2. The modular law

(4.1) H*(v,) @ H* (V) = H*(v,,,) @ H*72(v;,).

for P(h) then follows immediately from the blowup formula for 7w and the
spectral sequence for prs.

4.1. Roof of a triple. In this subsection, we define the roof 5711 of a triple
h=(h_,h,hy).
For I =[a,b] = {a,a+1,--- ,b} C[n], let

b :U(b—a+1) — U(n)

be the embedding
Ia—l
A — A
In—b

where I denotes the k x k identity matrix for each k. When a = b, let
Lq := 1. For disjoint I = [a,b] and J = [c,d] C [n], we denote by

tyxty:Ub—a+1)xU(d—c+1) — U(n)
the map (A, B) — ¢7(A)ts(B) given by the matrix multiplication.

Definition 4.1. Given a Hessenberg function h : [n] — [n], consider a triple
h = (h_,h,hy) of Hessenberg functions defined by either of the following.

(1) When h(j) = h(j + 1) and h=1(j) = {jo} for some 1 < jo < j < n,
let 1 <r <n—j be any integer such that

hj)=-=h(G+r) and R ' {j+1,---,j+r—1}) =0.
Let h_, hy : [n] — [n] be defined by

1 fori— . for i — i

GRS SR NG R SR

h(i)  otherwise h(i)  otherwise.

In this case, we define
?h =Y, XU (L)xU(r) U(r+1) and
En =Y, xpayxue Ur +1)

to be the quotients of Y, x U(r +1) and Y, x U(r + 1) by the free
actions of U(1) x U(r) given by

(4.2) (Tg,A).B = (Tgu(B),/(B) "' A)
for AcU(r+1)and Be U(1) x U(r), via
L=1j X Ujq1 40 U() xU(r) = U(n) and
V=1 X g pqq) s U(L) x U(r) = U(r +1).
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(2) When h(j) +1=h(j+1) #j+1 and h~1(j) = 0 for some j < n,
let 1 <7 < j be any integer such that

h(j—r4+1)=---=h(j) and A '{j—r+1,---,5} =0.
Let h_,hy : [n] — [n] be defined by

h(j) fori=j+1 h(j)+1 forj—r<i<j
h (i) = (j) or i ‘j-i- and (i) = (])+ or j .7’<Z_j
h(i) otherwise h(7) otherwise.

In this case, similarly we define
Yi i= Vi Xp(ryxo) Ulr +1)  and
En =Y, Xpeyxom Ur +1)
given by the actions ([{.2) for B € U(r) x U(1), via
L= j—rg14) X Lj+1 2 U(r) x U(1) = U(n)  and
V=g X bgpgay  U(r) x U(1) = U(r 4+ 1).
We call a triple h = (h_,h,hy) in (1) and (2) a triple of type (1) and (2)
respectively.

Remark 4.2. Note that when r = 1, h is a modular triple in Definition 23]
Also note that triples of type (1) and (2) with the same r are dual to each
other via the involution map h +— h! on the set of Hessenberg functions,
where for a Hessenberg function h : [n] — [n], its transpose h' : [n] — [n] is
defined by

R'(i) =N — fmax, fmax = max{j € [n] : h(j) <n+1—i}.

One can easily see that h is a triple of type (1) (resp. (2)) if and only if h'
is a triple of type (2) (resp. (1)).
Example 4.3. Let h = (2,5,5,5,6,6) where we write h = (h(1),--- , h(n)).
Then h = (h_, h, hy) with

h_ =(1,5,5,56,6) and hy = (4,5,5,5,6,6)
is a triple of type (1) with (jo,7,7) = (1,2,2). Similarly, h = (h_,h, hy)
with

h_ =(2,5,5,5,5,6) and hy = (2,5,6,6,6,6)
is a triple of type (2) with (j,7) = (4,2).

4.2. Maps from the roof. In this subsection, we show that for a triple
h = (h_,h,hy) in Definition 411

(*) Y;, is the blowup of Y}, along Y}_ with exceptional divisor Ej, and
(**) Yy is a fiber bundle over P" with fiber Y.
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These are our geometric relations among the twin manifolds that will give
us the modular law (@.1]).

To prove (*) and (**), we have to construct maps among the manifolds
Yh, En, Ya,, Y, and P". As

(4.3) U) xUN\U(r+1)=P"=(U(r)xUQ)\U(r+1),
the second projection

Y, xU(r+1) — U(r+1), (resp. Y xU(r+1) —U(r+1))
induces the fiber bundle
(4.4) pry : Yp — P", (resp. Ep — P")

whose fibers are Y}, (resp. Yj_). The obvious inclusion Y;,_ C Y} induces
the inclusion

(4.5) J: Eh — ?h
of fiber bundles over P". Moreover, we have the map
(4.6) m:Yn — Y., [Tg, Al Tgu(A)

for v = 1 ;4 (vesp. ¢ = t[j_pq1,;4+1)) if his of type (1) (resp. type (2)).
Similarly, we have the map

(4.7) m_:Ey— Y, , [Tg, Al Tgu(A).
These are well defined, since Yj,, and Yj_ are invariant under the right

multiplication of «(U(r + 1)) by (B.5).
Using the notation of ([B.6), let fn : Y}, — C"*! be a map defined by

fuly) = {(fjod(y)v s Jjog+r(y) for type (1)
(fag+1)j—rt1(¥)s ooy fagrr)+1(y))  for type (2)
so that
(4.8) Y. ={y €Y, : fuly) =0}

is the transversal vanishing locus of fy, by B3] and ([3.6). This induces a
map

(4.9) Vi, = Yo, — P,y [fay))
Example 4.4. Let h be as in Example [£3] (1). Then, we have
Yi={y € Ya, : f13(y) = fua(y) =0} and
Y. ={y € Y, : fr2(y) = f13(y) = fua(y) = 0}.
The map (4.9) is given by
Vi, = Yo — P2y [f1a(y) : f13(v) : fra(y)]:

The following propositions illustrate the geometry of Yj; for a triple h
which is very similar to that of a triple of Hessenberg varieties X} studied
in [16, §3.3], via blowups and projective bundles.
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Proposition 4.5. Let h = (h_, h,hy) be a triple in Definition [{.1 Then,
@A) and (A7) give us a diffeomorphism

(4.10) (7_,pry) : By — V), x P".
Proof. Note that Y} _ is invariant under the action of ¢«(U(r+1)). Hence the
map (Tg, [A]) = [Tgu(A)~!, A is the well defined inverse. O

Proposition 4.6. The map
(4.11) (m,pry) : Vi — Vi, X P"

induced by @A) and @0) is an embedding of Yi onto the submanifold de-
fined by

(4.12) Y 2 {(y,[v]) € Ya, xP" : fu(y) € Cv}.
In particular, [@9) fits into the diagram

(4.13) Yh
U a
v, oo e

where pry is a smooth fibration with fiber Yy,. (4.9)

Proof. Since Y}, is invariant under the action of +(U(r + 1)) for ¢ defined
in Definition E.1], the same argument in the proof in Proposition proves
that Y}, x P" is isomorphic to the quotients Yy, Xya)xu@y U(r + 1) or
Yi, Xu@xv@) U(r +1) defined in the same manner as in Definition [4.1] (1)
and (2) respectively. Under this isomorphism, (£II]) is induced from the
canonical inclusion Y}, C Y}, in particular it is an embedding.

To see (AI2), note that a point (y,a) = (Tg,[A]) € Y, x P" with
A € U(r + 1) lies in the image of (@II) if and only if T'ge(A)~! € Y}, or
equivalently, t(A)(g ' xg)t(A)~! is contained in (B.5]). The latter is equiva-
lent to that the last (resp. first) r coordinates of the jo-th (resp. h(j+1)-th)
column vector

Afijo @) s Fierio@). = Afa(@)'
(resp. A(fj—r+1,h(j+l)(y)7 T fj+1,h(j+1))t)

of 1(A)(g7'zg)t(A)~! vanish if h is of type (1) (resp. type (2)), by (B.H)
and (3.6]). Here f; (y) denotes the (i, k)-th component of the matrix g~ 1zg
by 1) and (36). Also note that the right multiplication of +(A)~! in
L(A) (g zg)e(A)~! does not change the jo-th (resp. h(j + 1)-th) column
vector since we assume jg < j (resp. h(j + 1) > j + 1) in Definition 1]
Under the isomorphisms (.3)) which send the a = [A] to the class repre-
sented by the first (resp. last) row vectors of A, this is equivalent to that the
vector fu(y) is parallel to a vector v representing a = [v], or equivalently,
fu(y) € Cv. The last assertion is immediate. O

(4.14)
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Proposition 4.7.
(1) The left square in the commutative diagram

J

Eh( ?h( Yh+ x P
Yh,(—> Yh+

is Cartesian.
(2) 7 is a diffeomorphism over Yy, —Y)_ with the inverse map

(4.15) Vi, =Y — Yo C Vi xP, oy (5 [fa®).

(3) 7 is the trivial P"-bundle over Y},_ wvia ([EI0).
(4) The normal bundle of j is isomorphic to the pullback of the tautolog-
ical complez line bundle Opr(—1) via (AI0)), as a real vector bundle.

Proof. (1) and (3) follow from (4.8]), which implies the vanishing of (£.14])
for every A € U(r + 1), so that 7= (Y}, ) = Y}, x P" = Ey,. Furthermore,
(2) follows from Proposition (4) follows from the fact that Ej is the

vanishing locus in Y}, of the map
(Fjorid) : Y = Vi Xpyxur) Ulr +1) — C xyayxu@) Ul +1)
when h is of type (1) and

(fh(j+1)’j+1,id) : }N/h =Y XU(r)xU(1) U(T + 1) — C XU(r)xU(1) U(T + 1)

when h is of type (2) respectively, and the fact that Ey, C 5711 is submanifold
of real codimension two. The complex line bundles C xy(1yxp) U(r + 1)
and C xy )<y U(r + 1) are the tautological complex line bundle Opr(—1)
over P" by (8.8)), via the isomorphisms (Z4.3)). O

4.3. Cohomology of the roof. In this subsection, we compare the coho-
mology and T-equivariant cohomology of the twin manifolds Y;_, Y3, and
Y}, associated to a triple h = (h_, h, hy) by Propositions and [4.71

First observe that we have natural T-actions on Y}, and E}, as follows.

Definition 4.8. Let h = (h_,h,hy) be a triple in Definition @Il Define
(right) T-actions on Yj, and Ey by

(4.16) [Tg, Al.t = [Tgt, (t')"LAt]
for t = diag(ty, -+ ,tn) € T and ¢’ € U(r + 1) given by
) diag(t;, - ,tj+r) if h is of type (1),
diag(tj—r4+1,- - ,tj+1) if his of type (2).

This induces a natural T-action on P" via (4.3)), which coincides with the
componentwise multiplication of ¢'.
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It is straightforward to see that all the morphisms in Propositions .5,
and [£7] are T-equivariant.

By Proposition [4.6] prs is a fiber bundle with fiber Y. By Proposition
B.4 and ([B.I8), the odd degree parts of H*(Y}) and H7.(Y},) vanish. Hence
the spectral sequence for pr, degenerates and we have isomorphisms

(4.17) H*(Yy) = H*(Y;) © H*(P") and H*(Eyn) = H* (Y, ) @ H*(P").

Letting v = ¢1(Opr(—1)), we have a ring isomorphism H*(P") = Q[v]/(y"*1)
and the second isomorphism in (£I7) is in fact the inverse of

(4.18) D Bi®yte Y AU, B e HUH(Y)

by Proposition above. Here we are abusing the notation by denoting the
pullback of v to Ey by ~ to simplify the notation.
Similarly as in ([@.IT), we have

(4.19) HH(Yy) = HA(Yy) @ H*(P") and  Hi(Ey) = Hi (Y, ) ® H*(P")

for the T-equivariant cohomology.
By Proposition 4.7, we have the following blowup formula.

Proposition 4.9. Let h = (h_,h,hy) be as above. Then the map

(4.20) H* (Y, )® EB H*2(Y,,_ ) — H*(Yp)
=1

sending (a, B1, -+, Br) to ma+d i, 7«(e(N,) " Un* B;) is an isomorphism,
where e(N,) denotes the Euler class of the normal bundle N, of the canonical

inclusion j : By < EN/h and 3. denotes the Gysin homomorphism induced by
7. Similarly, the map

(4.21) H3(Ys,) EBH (Vi) — Hi(Yn)
=1

sending (v, B1, -+, Br) to ma+> 1y 2.(eT (N, "t un* B;) is an Hx-module
isomorphism, where eT(NJ) denotes the T'-equivariant Euler class of N,.

Proof. We will show that j* : H*(Yy) — H*(Ey) induces an isomorphism
(4.22) Coker (") =, Coker (m EBH* 2y, ) @ H*(P)

using Propositions and L7 Then a splitting of a short exact sequence

0 — H*(Y,) " H*(Yn) — @H (Y ) — 0
=1
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is given by the map
r . ~ r .
PH V) — H (Yn), (B B) =Y 5 (U B)
i=1 i=1
since 7%« (’yi_l U 7'('*_,87;) = 4" U m* 3; by Proposition 7] (4) and this corre-

sponds to §; via (LI8).
In the rest of the proof, we show that (£.22)) is an isomorphism. By (ZI7),

H?+1(Yy) = H1(Ey) = 0 for all k. Similarly, we have H%k"'l(f/h) =

H2(Ey) = 0 for all k. From (1) and (2) in Proposition BT, we have a
commutative diagram of exact sequences
(4.23)

0 0

0—— H2*Y,, =Y, ) —— H*(Y,) —— H*(Y), ) —— HZ**(Y,, -V, )——0

0 ——— H2H (Vi — Bn) —— H?*(Vy) —2—s H2*(Ep) —— H?(V, — By) —— 0

Coker(m*) = Coker(7*)

without two 0’s at the top, for each k, where the two rows are parts of the
long exact sequences of cohomology with compact supports. By (£10) and
the five lemma, 7* and 7* are injective respectively. Then one can check
that the horizontal arrow at the bottom is an isomorphism by a diagram
chase. In particular, we have
T
Coker(n*) 2 Coker(7* ) = @5 H**(V},_) @ H*(P")
i=1
in (@22]), where the second isomorphism follows by Proposition
By the same argument with the equivariant cohomology instead of the
ordinary cohomology, the second assertion also follows, since all maps used
in the argument above, including 7n_, m and 3, are T-equivariant. O

4.4. S,-representations on the cohomology of the roof. In this sub-
section, we prove the following.

Proposition 4.10. There are Sy-actions on Hr}(ffh) and H*(Y) so that

17D, (£19), E20) and [E2T)) are all isomorphisms of Sy-representations.
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Proof. The statement for the ordinary cohomology follows from that for
the equivariant cohomology by ([B.I8]). By using the S,-actions on H:’;(Yh),
H7(Y),_) and Hp (Y3, ), we can define two actions of S, on Hr}(ffh) by the
isomorphisms ([4.19) and ([@.2I]). We have to show that the two actions of
S,, coincide. N

Note that the set of T-fixed points in Y}, is
(4.24) YIT = thjr X (]P)T)T = Sn X {O‘i}ogigr

where o; denote the i-th coordinate points. Indeed, by ({I0) and (ZIT), we
have

Vi x @) =B c Vi c (Y, xP)T =Y x @)
where all the inclusions are equalities since Y,Z = Y,a =5,

By (I7) and @IJ), the odd degree part of H*(Y}) vanishes and hence
the roof Yy, is equivariantly formal. In particular, the restriction map

(4.25) res : Hi(Yy) — HAH(Y,)
by the inclusion fth C }711 is injective.

Consider a natural Sy-action on H%(Y;!') defined by
(4.26) (,Ua (pvvg)(v,a)e?}f) — (puﬂvvg)(vp)@;l?

for p € S, and p(y oy € Hy = Qlty,- -+ ,t,]. Proposition ELI0] then follows
if we show that the isomorphisms (4.19) and (£.21]) composed with ([4.25)) is

Sp-equivariant with respect to the action (4.26]). Therefore the proposition
follows from Lemmas [£.11] and [.14] below. O

Lemma 4.11. The composition of [A21]) and [@25]) is Sy, -equivariant.

Proof. Consider the commutative diagram

J

Y[T¢ EpC Vi

-

Y,}l < Y;, ¢ Y;,

+

where 71 denotes the restriction of = to the fixed point set. It suffices to
show that the embedding of each component of the left hand side of (£.21)

into H:’;(EN/];F ) is Sp-equivariant with respect to the actions (3.17]) and (4.20)).
Equivalently, it suffices to show that the compositions

resom* = (n1)* ores: Hy(Y),,) — H}(f/}?)
reso g, 0 el (N,))F o * = eT(N])k“\f,}T o(rT)*ores: HA(Y), ) — HAH(Y{E)
are Sp-equivariant for 0 < k < r.

Since res in ([#25) and (71)* are S,-equivariant as 77 (v,0) = v under
the isomorphism ([4.24)), it is enough to show that the T-equivariant Euler

(



24 YOUNG-HOON KIEM AND DONGGUN LEE

class map e’ (N))|yr : H}(EN/}? ) — H}”(EN/]{? ) is Sp-equivariant. Indeed,
h
by Proposition &1 (2), each N,|¢, 4,y = pr5(Opr(—1)s,) with v € S, and
0 < < r does not depend on v and hence e’ (N,)|r is Sp-equivariant. [
h

Remark 4.12. More precisely, the T-equivariant Euler class of Opr(—1)|,,
above is tj, —t;; for type (1) and t;_,111;—tp(j+1) for type (2) respectively,
up to sign, by the proof of Proposition [4.7] (4) and (3.8]).

Example 4.13 (r = 1). Let h = (h_,h,hy) be a modular triple of type
(1). In particular, » = 1. Then, the inclusions
Y, = prgl(O)% Yh " pry*(00)
induce the short exact sequence
HE=2(pr; 1 (0) 2 HFE (V) —— HF (pry ' (P\{0}) = HF (pr7"(00)) — 0
where 3, is indeed injective, since j*j, is the multiplication by eT(N]) =
+(tj4+1 — t;) which is not a zero divisor. This gives the decomposition
(4.27) Hi(Ya) = Hy 2 (pry ' (0) © Hi(pry ' (00)).
Under the identification
¢:Yn=pry (0) — pry'(c0), Tg=rTg-(j,j+1)
the isomorphism (27 now reads as
Hi(Ya) = Hy *(Ya) @ Hy(Yh),
which preserves the submodule generated by m. One can also immediately
check that it is S,-equivariant since e! (N,) and ¢* o1* are. Hence, we have
H*(Yn) = H*2(Ys) @ H*(V3)
which is Sj,-equivariant.

The arguments used in the above example easily extend to a more general
setting in the following lemma.

Lemma 4.14. The composition

D Hi (V) = Hi(Ya) @ H (") = Hy(Yn) < Hp(Yy)

i=0
of EI9) and E20) is Sy-equivariant where S, acts trivially on H*(P").
Furthermore, the above isomorphism preserves the submodule generated by
m.

Proof. Suppose h is of type (1). Let Hj, =2 P* be the coordinate plane in P"
spanned by the coordinate points g, - , 0. This induces a T-equivariant
filtration

Yi=2YyC---CY,. =Y,
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of 17}1, where EN/k are given by
Vi = pry (Hy) = {(y,[v]) € Yy, x Hy : fu(y) € Cu}.

Equivalently, Yy is the (smooth) intersection of Y, and Y, L X HpinYy, <P

Let g1 : EN/k_l C ?k denote the inclusion. Associated to this filtration, there
is a Gysin sequence

x—2 (V7 (k) * (V7 * (V7 v
(4.28)  0—— H 2(Yio1) =5 Hi (Vi) —— Hp(Yi — Y1) —— 0

T, b

Hi(pry ' (on))
for each 1 < k < r, which is split. Indeed, j; o (%)« is equal to the multi-
plication by oy, = eT(NHk—l/Hk) = (£(tj1r — tj”))(v,oz-)ef’kﬁl which is not
a zero divisor.
The short exact sequence (m) gives us the isomorphism

Hi(Yy) @H* *(pry ' (ow))
=0

as graded vector spaces. Furthermore, there is an explicit isomorphism
(4.29) Vi 2 Yy — pry (og) = {y € Vi, : fu(y) € Cey}

which sends T'g to Tg - (j,j + k) where (j,j + k) denotes the permutation
matrix in U(n) associated to the transposition (j,j + k) € S,. Hence, it
remains to show that (j;)« and pj are S,-equivariant. To see this, observe
that (4.28)) fits into the commutative diagram

Pk

0 —— Hi (Y, 1)( K- = Hi (Vi) —=— Hi(pry H(op)) —— 0

[e7% oresl resl resl
T

0 —— HF (V")) —— H7(Y,") —— Hi(pry ' (00)") —— 0

of short exact sequences, where the vertical maps are all injective and the
bottom row is induced by YT YkT L U pr2 (ak) . Therefore, (jx)« is Sp-
equivariant since «y, is Sy,-equivariant and Yk_1 is S,-invariant in EN/kT.

Moreover, pi is Sp-equivariant since pg is the projection map induced
by the inclusion S,, x {0} < Sy x {0i}i<k, which is S,-equivariant. On
the other hand, the isomorphism (4.29)) is T-equivariant with respect to the
usual T-action on Y}, composed with the interchange of ¢; and ¢;;4. This
completes the proof for h of type (1).

For h of type (2), consider the coordinate planes Hj, = Pk in P" spanned
by the coordinate points Opsw o 5 Op—kt1 and the induced T—equlvarlant fil-
tration Y, 2 Yy C --- C Y, = Yj, of Yj, given by Yy = pry Y(H},). Then the
proof is parallel to that for h of type (1) and we omit the detail. O
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5. UNICELLULAR LLT POLYNOMIALS AND TWIN MANIFOLDS

Let h = (h_,h,hy) be a triple of Hessenberg functions in Definition
41l Let EN/h denote the roof manifold which is a Yj,-fiber bundle over P" by
Proposition and also the blowup of Y}, along Y},_ by Proposition B.7

In this section, we will apply the geometry of the twin manifolds associated
to h to compare the cohomology of the twin manifolds. In particular, we
will establish the modular law (23]) for a modular triple h (when r = 1).

5.1. The modular law. By Proposition .10, we can consider the Frobe-
nius characteristic of the cohomology of the roof manifold Yy,.

Definition 5.1. Following Definition B.8] we let

P(h) =) " ch(H™(Yp))q" € Alg].
k>0

For every triple h = (h_, h, hy) in Definition ] the following is imme-
diate from (AIT), (£20) and Proposition .10l

Proposition 5.2.
(5.1) P(h) = P(hy) + qlrlP(ho).

(5.2) P(h) = [r+1],P(h).
Combining (5.1) and (5.2]), we have the following.
Theorem 5.3. Let h = (h_,h,hy) be a triple in Definition[{.1 Then,
[r+ 1gP(h) = P(ht) + qlr]gP(h-).
In particular, the modular law
(5.3) 2¢P(h) = P(hy) + qP(h-)
holds for a modular triple h (when r =1).
Moreover, we have canonical S,-equivariant isomorphisms
(5.4)  H*(Yy) ® H*2(Y;) = H*(Yu) = H*(Ya,) ® H*2(Y},)
for a modular triple h.

5.2. Unicellular LLT and twins. The chromatic quasisymmetric func-
tions and the representations of S, on the cohomology of Hessenberg vari-
eties are related by the Shareshian-Wachs conjecture [23], proved in [8] [14],

(5.5) F(h) =Y ch(H™(X},))q" = wesfy(q)
k>0

where the S,-action on H*(X}) is given by the dot action ([BI5]) and w
denotes the involution of A which interchanges each Schur function with its
transpose.
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An analogous connection between unicellular LLT polynomials and the
representations of S,, on the cohomology of twin manifolds was discovered
by Masuda-Sato and Precup-Sommers.

Theorem 5.4. [21] Proposition 3.2.1] [22, Corollary 7.9 (2)]
P(h) = LLTn(q)
for every Hessenberg function h.

Proof. By the characterization of LLT} in Theorem [2.6] it suffices to show
that P satisfies the three conditions (1), (2) and (3). (1) was proved in
Proposition 310 and (2) was proved in Proposition Finally, Theorem
B3l proves (3). O

Remark 5.5. Masuda-Sato’s proof of Theorem B 4lin [2I] makes an essential
use of the Shareshian-Wachs conjecture while our proof is based on the
geometry of twin manifolds, independent of the SW conjecture. Their proof
is a direct consequence of the following three major ingredients:

(i) the Shareshian-Wachs conjecture (5.5]),
(ii) the Carlsson-Mellit relation (cf. [9, Proposition 3.5])
(¢ —1)"csfr(q) = LLTn[(¢ — 1) X; q]
where X = z1 4+ x5 + - -+ with variables z; of A and [ | denotes the

plethystic substitution, and
(iii) the parallel plethystic relation (cf. [21I, Proposition 3.0.2])

(1=q)"F(h) =P(h)[(1 - q)X;q]
obtained by applying the formula in [I5, Proposition 3.3.1] to the
isomorphism (B3.14)).

Pictorially, it can be summarized in the diagram
(5.6)

Hessenberg varieties —————— chromatic quasisymmetric functions

(iii) (ii)
Theorem [5.4]

twin manifolds unicellular LLT polynomials.

Note that our proof of Theorem [5.4]is direct without relying on (i), (ii) or
(iii).

On the other hand, in [22], Precup-Sommers studied a relation between
the coefficients of P(h) in the Schur basis expansion, which are polynomi-
als in ¢, and the cohomology of nilpotent Hessenberg varieties (cf. [22], §1]).
Based on this, they proved the modular law (5.3)), by establishing the mod-
ular law for the nilpotent Hessenberg varieties. However, their work does
not address the geometry of twin manifolds.

Remark 5.6. Our proof of Theorem [5.4] together with (ii) and (iii) in (5.6])
provide us with a new proof of the Shareshian-Wachs conjecture (G.5]).
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