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ON BOTT-SAMELSON RINGS FOR COXETER GROUPS

TAO GUI, LIN SUN, SHIHAO WANG, AND HAOYU ZHU

ABSTRACT. We study the cohomology ring of the Bott—Samelson variety. We
compute an explicit presentation of this ring via Soergel’s result, which implies
that it is a combinatorial invariant. We use the presentation to introduce the
Bott—Samelson ring associated with a word in arbitrary Coxeter system by
generators and relations. In general, it is a split quadratic complete intersection
algebra with a triangular pattern of relations. By a result of Tate, it follows
that it is a Koszul algebra and we provide a quadratic (reduced) Grébner basis.
Furthermore, we prove that it satisfies the whole Kéhler package, including the
Poincaré duality, the hard Lefschetz theorem, and the Hodge-Riemann bilinear
relations.

1. INTRODUCTION

Bott—Samelson varieties are smooth projective varieties introduced firstly by
Bott and Samelson [6, 7] as smooth manifolds, which are useful in studying the
topology of compact Lie groups and symmetric spaces. Hansen [24] and Demazure
[11] considered them as algebraic varieties and used them to construct resolutions of
Schubert varieties, which are certain (usually) singular subvarieties of flag varieties
and are important in the Schubert calculus and the representation theory of Lie-
theoretic objects.

Motivated by the Kazhdan—Lusztig positivity conjecture on the Kazhdan—Lusztig
polynomials and by seeking an algebraic proof of the celebrated Kazhdan—Lusztig
conjecture on the characters of simple highest weight modules of complex semi-
simple Lie algebras [25], Soergel [29, 30, 31, 32] in the 1990s and 2000s developed
his theory what are known today as Soergel bimodules, which gives a purely al-
gebraic/combinatorial description of the (equivariant) intersection cohomology of
Schubert varieties and works for arbitrary Coxeter groups with (currently) no geo-
metric interpretation.

The starting point of the theory of Soergel bimodules based on a purely alge-
braic/combinatorial description of the cohomology of the Bott—Samelson varieties
(see (2.2) and Remark 2.3) and modeled on the fundamental decomposition the-
orem of Beilinson, Bernstein, Deligne and Gabber [4]. Elias and Williamson [16]
proved a purely algebraic version of the decomposition theorem for Soergel bimod-
ules by establishing remarkable Hodge theoretic properties of Soergel bimodules,
hence proving the Kazhdan—Lusztig conjectures and completing the program initi-
ated by Soergel. See [17] for a good survey. In addition, they gave a presentation of
the category of Bott—Samelson bimodules by generators and relations using planar
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diagrammatics, hence a presentation of the category of Soergel bimodules by taking
Karoubi envelope [18], which is very useful in doing computations.

In this paper, we study the ring structure of the Bott—Samelson module for
arbitrary Coxeter groups. We compute an explicit presentation of this ring via
Soergel’s result (see Section 2.3 for the definition of this ring as iterated tensor
products by Soergel).

Theorem 1.1. For the expression w = (81,...,8y,) in an arbitrary Cozeter system
(W, S), the Bott-Samelson ring BS(w), defined in (2.2), has the following quadratic
presentation:

R[z1, @2, ..., 2]

(1.1) BS (51,52, --,5n
(Q17(J2a- 7qn)

1%

3

where {qm | m=1,2,...,n} is given by

m—1 2 m—1
(1.2) G = Ty — <Z szfcl> =@, - Z (2 = 04j)im qjmTiT;.-

1=1 i,j=1
Here qi, is defined in (3.3) and d;; is the Kronecker delta.

We use the above theorem to introduce the Bott-Samelson ring BS(w) associ-
ated with a word w in an arbitrary Coxeter system by generators and relations,
see section 3. In general, it can be seen from the above presentation that it is a
split' quadratic complete intersection algebra with a triangular pattern of relations,
see section 4. By a result of Tate, it follows that it is a Koszul algebra (Theorem
4.3) and we provide a quadratic (reduced) Grébuner basis for the defining ideal
of relations (Proposition 4.6). Furthermore, we show that these rings “behave as
the cohomology of a Bott—Samelson variety” even though no Bott—Samelson vari-
ety exists for most (more precisely, non-crystallographic, see Remark 2.2) Coxeter
systems, by proving that they satisfy the whole Kéahler package of Hodge theory, in-
cluding the Poincaré duality, the hard Lefschetz theorem, and the Hodge—Riemann
bilinear relations.

Theorem 1.2. For any expression w = (81,...,8n) in an arbitrary Cozeter system
(W, S), there exists a sequence {c;}_, with ¢; > 0, such that the following Kdhler

package holds with respect to £y, =3 oo, civi € BS' (w).
(1) (Poincaré duality theorem) For every non-negative k < n/2, the bilinear
pairing defined by

=ak ==n—k
BS (w) x BS® "(w) — R,  (n1,72) = deg (1172)

is mon-degenerate, where the degree isomorphism deg : B_Sn(w) — R s
defined by taking the coefficient of the monomial x1xo - - -, 2.

(2) (Hard Lefschetz theorem) For every non-negative k < n/2 the multiplica-
tion map

BS"(w) — BS" "(w), n— 2%y

is an isomorphism.

LThis means that the generating polynomials of the defining ideal split into a product of linear
factors.

°In geometric setting, this bilinear pairing coincides with the Poincaré pairing, defined by
taking cup product of two cohomology classes and evaluating on the fundamental class.
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(3) (Hodge—Riemann relations) For every non-negative k < n/2, the bilinear
form defined by

——k —=k .
BS (w) x BS (w) — R,  (n1,7m2) — deg (€2~ > nin2)
is (—1)*-definite when restricted to the primitive subspace

P} =ker ((2721) C BS" (w).

After completing our work, we became aware of the paper [27]. In their study,
the authors considered the Bott—Samelson ring for a finite reflection group (gener-
ated by reflections of finite order) over a field. They computed a presentation of
the ring and showed that it has the strong Lefschetz property. Their motivation
stemmed from questions regarding embeddings of complete intersections and the
inheritance of the strong Lefschetz property. In contrast, the aim of the present pa-
per is to study the Bott—Samelson ring for general Coxeter groups, which, of course,
includes infinite ones. By focusing on this setting, we achieve a more uniform and
concrete presentation determined by the Coxeter data, which implies the combina-
torial invariance. Additionally, we prove the Koszul property, provide a quadratic
(reduced) Grobner basis, and establish the whole Kéhler package, especially the
Hodge-Riemann bilinear relations, which were not addressed in their paper.

One of the motivations of this paper is the hope of the first author for under-
standing and explaining the parallels between the world of Coxeter groups and
the world of matroids discovered recently by several people. Given a (complex)
hyperplane arrangement, the (now-called) “matroid Schubert variety” is a natural
compactification of the hyperplane arrangement complement, which is usually sin-
gular. De Concini and Procesi [10] constructed canonical resolutions of matroid
Schubert varieties called the wonderful models. Feichtner and Yuzvinsky [21] com-
puted a presentation of the cohomology ring of the wonderful model which depends
only on the underlying combinatorial (that is, “matroid”) structure, hence devel-
oping a combinatorial cohomology theory for matroids known today as the Chow
ring of a matroid. Adiprasito, Huh, and Katz [2] proved that the Chow ring of
any matroid satisfies the Hodge theory, regardless of whether it has a geometric
origin (that is, comes from a hyperplane arrangement) or not, hence developing a
“smooth” combinatorial Hodge theory for matroid. They used the Hodge-Riemann
relations to resolve the Heron-Rota—Welsh conjecture for arbitrary matroid. Dot-
senko [12] conjectured that the Chow ring of any matroid is Koszul, which is proven
by Matthew Mastroeni and Jason McCullough [26]. This paper can be seen as to
exploit a parallel combinatorial cohomology theory and a “smooth” combinatorial
Hodge theory for arbitrary Coxeter groups. We hope that this paper could shed
some light on the comparison of the two worlds and might be helpful in pursuing
some benefits from each other, see 6 for more directions on this perspective.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce the
notations and some preliminary results. In Section 3, we compute the presentation
of Bott—Samelson ring. In Section 4, we prove that Bott—Samelson rings are Koszul
and provide a quadratic Grébner basis for the defining ideal of relations. In Section
5, we prove that Bott—Samelson rings satisfy Kahler packages. In Section 6, we
present some future directions and state some open questions.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we collect our notations and some preliminary results for later
use. A good reference for this section is [15, Part IJ.

2.1. Coxeter Systems and the Geometric Representation. A Cozeter system
(W, S) is a group W and a finite set S C W of generators of W, such that

W=(seS | (st)™*=id for any s,t € S with mg < o),

where mgs = 1 for each s € S, and mgy = mys € {2,3,...} U{oc} for s £t € S. Tt
follows that mg,; is precisely the order of the element st, and when mg = oo, there
is no corresponding relation between s and t. The elements of S are called simple
reflections. For each w € W, one can write w = s1--- 8 for some $1,...,8; €
S. The sequence (s1,...,sk) is called an expression or a word for w. We use
a notational shorthand w to denote the sequence (s1,...,sk), when the product
s1 -+ Sk 1s equal to w. The length of w, denoted by ¢(w), is the minimal k for which
w admits an expression (s1, ..., ;). Any expression for w with this minimal length
£(w) is called a reduced expression. In particular, £(w) = 0 if and only if w = id.
Let V' be the real vector space with basis {a | s € S} indexed by the finite set S
of simple reflections of a Coxeter system (W, .S). These basis elements o are known

as simple roots. Equip V with the symmetric bilinear form (—, —) determined by
(s, p) = — cos -
Mst

When mg; = 0o, we use the convention that mLst = 0, so that in this case (as, o) =
—1. Note that (as,as) = 1. The geometric representation of the Coxeter system
(W, S) is the representation V' of W defined to be the action of W on V, where
each simple reflection s € S acts by reflection along a,. That is,

sA)=A=2N\as)as, YAeEV

It follows that the symmetric bilinear form (—,—) on V is W-invariant for the
geometric representation. It is known that for any Coxeter system (W,S), the
geometric representation is faithful, and W is finite if and only if the bilinear form
(—, —) is positive definite.

2.2. Invariant polynomials and Demazure operators. For a Z-graded vector
space M := P,, M, we use the notation M (d) for the graded vector space with
graded pieces M (i) := M*+J. 3

Fix a Coxeter system (W, .5), let
R=Sym(V) = @ Sym‘(V)

iEZZO

3That is, if one imagine the graded pieces of M arranged vertically, then M(1) is obtained by
shifting M down.



ON BOTT-SAMELSON RINGS FOR COXETER GROUPS 5

be the symmetric algebra of the geometric representation V', we view it as a graded
algebra with the convention® that deg(V') = 1. In other words, R is the polynomial
ring
R=Rlas]|seSI|
with grading
degas =1

for all s € S. The W-action on V induces a W-action on R via

w- [T ek =TT (w(es)™
seS seS
on monomials, and then extended linearly to polynomials.
Let R"Y be the subring of W-invariant polynomials in R and let R® be the subring
of s-invariant polynomials in R. It is not difficult to show that for every s € S, R®
is generated by a2 and the elements

o + <cos T ) as forall t¢e S\{s}

Mt

For s € S, the Demazure operator Os (also called the BGG operator, or the
divided difference operator) is the graded map

ds : R — R*(-1),
f—s(f)
as
It is not difficult to see that 0, is well-defined.
The Demazure operator is useful in constructing projection operators in a de-

composition of R as an graded R®-module into a direct sum R ~ R°*® R® - a; into
s-invariants and s-anti-invariants, given by

f—

_fEs(f) | f=s()
(2.1) I= 2a_+a2
= 0. (1) + 50.(0.

We collect here some important properties of Demazure operators that will be
used later.

Lemma 2.1. Let s € S. Then 05 satisfies the following properties.
(1) Os (ar) = —2cos 7= for any t € S. In particular, O (as) = 2.
(2) Let p,: R~ R® o RS- as — R be the projection map, that is, for f € R
we have py(f) = f++(f)

(3) Os is an R?-bimodule map.

. Then py(a) = a¢ + cos %as.

Proof. One directly checks that

a; — (s + 2 cos mLstO‘S)

O0s(a) =

= —2cos
Qs Mst

and

ar + (o + 2 cos mLer‘S) N
' = oy + cos

ps(at) = 2 m ¢

Q.

4Note that our convention is different with the one used in [15].
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For f € R and g € R®, 0s(gf) = gf_g(gf) = gf_gQ'S(f) = g0s(f) and similarly

9s(f9) = 0s(f)g, which shows that J, is an R*-bimodule map. O

2.3. Bott—Samelson rings as iterated tensor products. Given an expression
w = (s1,...,8,) in a Coxeter system (W, S), the corresponding Bott-Samelson ring,
denoted by BS(w), is the graded R-algebra given by

ﬁ(m) =R ®r RR®prs1 RQ@ps2 - Qrsn R

(2.2)
=R ®prs1 R®Rs2 -+ Qprsn R,

where the R-module structure on R is given by natural quotient map R — R.
The multiplicative structure is defined component-wise by

(@@ fi® @ fa) b®g® - @gn) = (ab) @ (f191) @ & (fagn),
where a,b € R and f1,..., fn,91,-.-,9n € R.

Remark 2.2. When (W, S) is a crystallographic Coxeter system, that is, mg €
{2,3,4,6,00} for all s £t € S (for example, when W is a Weyl group or affine
Weyl group), one can define a representation of W over Z rather than over R by
modifying the simple roots in the geometric representation with possibly different
lengths (for example, simple roots of non-simply-laced type Lie algebras). This in-
tegral representation can be realized on the Cartan subalgebra of the corresponding
complex semisimple Lie algebra. However, as W -representations, this representa-
tion is isomorphic to the geometric representation over R. It is not difficult to see
that if one uses this representation other than the geometric representaion to define
the Bott—-Samelson ring, one would get an isomorphic ring. Since the geometric
representaion behaves in a uniform way for all Cozeter systems, we stick to the
geometric representaion to define the Bott—Samelson ring.

Remark 2.3. When (W, S) is a crystallographic Cozeter system, a theorem of
Soergel says that the Bott-Samelson ring is isomorphic to the cohomology ring of
the corresponding Bott-Samelson variety. This observation is the starting point of
the beautiful theory of Soergel bimodules [29, 30, 31, 32].

3. A QUADRATIC PRESENTATION AND (GENERATORS-RELATIONS DEFINITION
OF BOTT-SAMELSON RINGS FOR ARBITRARY COXETER (GROUPS

Given an expression w = (s1,...,8,) in a Coxeter system (W,S), define the

simple tensor z; € BS(w) as

where a, is in the (i + 1)-th plot. We will give BS(w) a quadratic presentation in
the last of this section, and we will use it as the generators-relations definition of
the Bott—Samelson ring BS(w).

For convenience and intuition, we may use a | f1 | -+- | fn as in [15] instead of

S1 S2 Sn
a® f1® & fn, with “|” meaning a “wall” allowing only R*-invariant elements to
pass through. Also in our case , for i € [n], we denote | to mean |, and similarly
1: .

Si
s

0; := 0Os,;, p; = P, and 715 1= cos

i8j

J
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For a homogeneous polynomial f € R and 1 < m < n, by repeatedly using the
decomposition (2.1) to move f all the way to the left, we get

1)1
1

m—1
|1 | f|1"'1|1=1'f0|1|1"'+z Z a7 (P @, |
2 m-1 m n 12 k=1 \1<i1<..<ip<m—1
where fo =pjopyo---op, (f) and
. 9

%Opi1+1o"'opi2—1o€O"'(f) eR.
The above equations hold because repeatedly using the decomposition (2.1) to move
f all the way to the left creates 2™~ ! terms. In each time of the decompositions,
the invariant part p,(—) cross the wall, while %(—) in the anti-invariant part cross
the wall leaving «; behind. The indices 1 < 47 < ... < 1 < m — 1 record the
elements of the subset of [2]™~! choosing anti-invariant part.

Note that 1- fo = 0. If f is of degree 1, then d;’f_ik (f) =0if k > 2. In this case,
we write

d;’f‘ik(f) =P1po--0op;1°

m—1

1 1!"1 | L= A (e

|
1 m—1 m =1
By definition, one directly checks that
LI d=m-1;
: %(lerlo"'opmfl(f)) I<m—1.

We are especially concerned with the case that f = a5, . Actually, we have the
following computation.

Lemma 3.1. Suppose [ < m — 1, then

Pi410---0 Prn—1(s,,)

—1 —1-k
(3'1) m m S
= § § § H rjaja+1 ask + Oésm
k=l+1 =0 k=jo<j1<...<js<jst1=m a=0
and

m—1-—1

(3.2) d;n_l(asm) = Z Z H Tjaja+1

s=0 1=j0<j1<...<js<Js+1=m a=0
In addition, (3.2) holds when | =m — 1.

Proof. We prove (3.1) by induction. Firstly, (3.1) holds when! = m—2: p,,_;(as,,) =
Qs,, + Fm—1,mQs,,_,. Suppose (3.1) holds for | < m — 1, then using (2.1) we have

PO 0Py 1(as,,)

m—1 m—1—k s

= ( E E H Tjaja+l)(a5k + leasl) + (asm + Tlmasz)
k=Il+1 s=0 k=j0<ji1<...<js<js4+1=m a=0
m—1 [m—1—k s

= Z Z Z H Tjajat1 | Xsp T sy
k=l 5=0 k=jo<j1<...<js<jsy1=m a=0

implying (3.1) holds for ! — 1. Hence (3.1) holds by induction.
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Clearly (3.2) holds when | = m — 1 by Lemma 2.1(1). If | <m — 1, using (3.1)
and Lemma 2.1, we have

_ l
d’l’” 1(a5m) = 5 opl-'rl S opm—l(asnl)

m—1 m—1—k s
= E § Tk H Tjajatr | = Tim
k=Il+1 s=0 k=jo<j1<...<js<js41=m a=0
m—1-—1 s
= - § H Tjaja+1
s=0 I=jo<j1<...<js<js+1=m a=0

O

An observation goes as follows: consider the matrix Ry, = (7;)1<i,j<n, Where

s 0, P2 J;
Fij = o
* Tij = cos ——, i < j.

Ms;s;

Then for s+ 1€ [m—1], 37 i o i ciivimm om0 Tiajas 18 exactly the (I,m)-

entry of Rzrl. Therefore —d;" ' (as,, ) is the (I, m)-entry of (RE + Ri +...+ Rgfl).

Since Rw is an upper-triangular nilpotent matrix with nilpotent index n, —d;”_l (as,,)
is the (I, m)-th entry of

(33) QE = (qij)lgiﬁjgn = R£+ Ri—k R R;

m—1-—1
—1-1
We note that |qm,| < Z (m

) = 9m~1=l  Besides, we have the fol-

S
s=0

lowing proposition.

2
m—1
Proposition 3.2. Let w = (s1,...,8,) and 1 < m < n, then 22, = ( > qlmxl>

- =1
in BS(w).
Proof.
2
A=t | a2 = (1 | o] )
1 m—1 'm 1 m—1 m
m—1 2 m—1 2
- <Z d;n_l(asm)l‘l> = (Z tﬂml‘z>
=1 =1
O
Theorem-Definition 3.3. For the expression w = (s1,...,8,) in an arbitrary

Coxeter system (W,S), the Bott-Samelson ring BS(w), defined in (2.2), has the
following quadratic presentation, which is served as the generators-relations defini-
tion of the Bott—-Samelson ring BS(w):

- R[z1,22,...,2p]
3.4 BS(s1,82,...,8,) &
( ) ( b2 ) (qlqua"'vqn)

)
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where {gm | m=1,2,...,n} is given by

m—1 2 m—1
Gm = Ty, — (Z QZm$l> = a5, — Z (2 = 0i)@im@jmTiT;.
=1 ij=1

Here qim, is defined in (3.3) and &;; is the Kronecker delta.

Proof. From the discussions above, we have a well-defined graded algebra homo-
R[x1, @2, ..., 2]

(qlu qz,..., qn)
tensor 1®1®---Qas, ®---®1. Since R ~ R*~ @ R°" -, as graded left R°~-modules,

we have the following isomorphism as graded real vector spaces:
BS(s1,52,...,5,) = R®p R®@ps1 RQps2 -+ Qpen R
XRQp1 RQ ... Qpsn (R*™ ® R°™ - )
=~ BS(s1,82,--+,8n-1) ®BS (51, 82,...,8,-1) (1),

— BS(s1, 82,...,5,) sending x; to the simple

morphism from

S
Rz1,x2,. .., %]
(q1,92,- -, qn)
dimension 2" as well, with {z{'a5? --- 25~ | &; € {0,1},¢ € [n]} being a graded basis,
see also Proposition 4.6. Since we have an R-algebra homomorphism between R-
algebras of the same real dimension mapping basis to basis bijectively, it is a graded
R-algebra isomorphism. O

which has dimension 2" by induction and has graded basis {1® 05! ®a52®---@as" |

has real

g; € {0,1},¢ € [n]}. Also it is not difficult to see that

Example 3.4. When n =1, BS(s;) = gﬁ% When n = 2, BS (sq, s5) = Blzneal

When n = 3, for the expression w = (s1,52,83) in a Coxeter system (W, S
Bott-Samelson ring BS(w) has the following presentation:

~—
~+
>
9]

R ['rla Z2, I3]

BS (51, 52, 83) &

s s s s
(a:f, x3, 23 —2 (cos T COS i 4 cos Tt cos? mszss) xlxg)

The above theorem has the following immediate corollary, which says that the
Bott-Samelson ring BS(w) only depends on mg’s for those simple reflections ap-
pearing in the expression w = (s1,...,8,). This is not obvious from the iterated
tensor products definition of BS(w), since the geometric representations of two
different Coxeter groups have nothing related at all!

Corollary 3.5. (Combinatorial invariance) Let w = (s1,...,8,) be an expression

/

in a Cozeter system (W, S), and w’ = (sy,...,s,,) be another expression in a pos-

sibly different Cozeter system (W', S"), if the two matrices M,, := (msisj)

and M), := (ms/_sa)
1) 1<i<j<n

1<i<j<n

are equal, then we have

BS(w) = BS(w).

Remark 3.6. [t is natural to ask if two arbitrary expressions of the same length
are related by braid relations (that is, one can apply a sequence of braid relations to
obtain one from the other), whether or not the associated Bott-Samelson rings are
isomorphic. It is straightforward to verify that if the length of the expressions are at
most 3, or if the two expressions involve only two distinct simple reflections s and
t appearing alternatively for mg < 0o times related by a single braid relation, then
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the corresponding Bott-Samelson rings are isomorphic. However, it is not always

the case in general. For example, consider the Cozeter system (Ss,{s1,s2}) and

two expressions w = (81, $2, 81, $2) and w’' = (s1, 81, 82, 81). Then one checks that
S Yal R[$17x25I35I4]

BS(w) &
2 .2 2 3 2_3 3 3
(w1, 23,13 + §T172, 2 — 7122 + 57123 + JT273)

and
R[xlv €2,I3, I4]

BS(w') = :
(CL‘%, CL‘%, CL‘%, ‘Ti + %x2x3)

One can show that they can not be isomorphic as graded R-algebras and we leave it
as an exercise to the interested readers.

4. BOTT-SAMELSON RINGS ARE KOSZUL AND A QUADRATIC GROBNER BASIS

In this section we prove that Bott—Samelson rings are Koszul and use the pre-
sentation (3.4) to construct a quadratic (reduced) Grobner basis for the defining
ideal of relations.

We expand the quadratic term in (1.2):

(4.1) Gm =0 — Y iy,
1<i<j<m—1
where ¢y = (2—0i5)qim@jm- Since | g, | < 2m711 ey | < 2170w 22mminim2 cgqm,
To show Bott—Samelson rings are Koszul, we need the following definition of the
complete intersection ring.

Definition 4.1. Let A be a finitely generated algebra over a field k. Say A is a

complete intersection ring, if A = k[z1, - ,x,])/(f1, -, fi), where the polynomial
sequence (f1,---, fi) is a reqular sequence in k[z1,- - - , Tn], which means that f; # 0
and fiy1 is not a zero divisor in k[xy,- -+ ,xn]/(f1,- -, fi) for 1 <i <I1—1.

A finitely generated algebra A over a field & is said to be a quadratic algebra if
A= k[zy, -, xn]/(f1,--, fi) and all f; with 1 < ¢ <[ are quadratic forms over k.
Clearly, the Bott-Samelson ring BS(w) is a quadratic algebra over R.

Now we introduce the definition of Koszul algebra.

Definition 4.2. A Koszul algebra A over k is a graded k-algebra such that the
ground field k has a linear (graded) free resolution, that is, there is an exact sequence

(4.2) s (A=) s s (A 5 A k=0

for some non-negative integers b;. Recall that A(—j) is the graded algebra A with
grading shifted up by j. The chain maps are all given by matrices with entries being
0 or linear forms after a choice of bases.

A typical example of a Koszul algebra is a polynomial ring over a field, for which
the Koszul complex gives the minimal graded free resolution of the ground field.
It is well-known that any Koszul algebra is a quadratic algebra, see [5, Propo-
sition 1.2.3.]. Conversely, a theorem of Tate [33] says that any quadratic complete
intersection k-algebra is Koszul, see also [8, Remark 1.12.] for an easier argument.
Now we prove that any Bott-Samelson ring BS(w) is Koszul.
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Theorem 4.3. For the expression w = (81,...,8y,) in an arbitrary Cozeter system
(W, S), the Bott-Samelson ring BS(w), defined in (3.4), is a Koszul R-algebra.

Proof. By Tate’s Theorem, we only need to verify that, for arbitrary w = (s1, ..., s,)
as above, BS(w) is a complete intersection (since it is clear quadratic), that is, we
need to show that (qi,---,¢n) is a regular sequence in R[zy,---,2,]. We pro-

ceed from definition and only need to show that ¢;41 is not a zero divisor in
Qi = IR[:I:lu e 7xn]/(q17 e an‘)'

Note that Q; = R[z1,---,2z:]/(q1, -+ ,qi))[Tit1, -, Tn], since g1, - ,¢; are
polynomials with indeterminates 1, - ,2;. In terms of expression (4.1), we can
write ¢;+1 as ZCZZ_H + s;, with s; € Rlzq, -+ ,2;]. We order polynomials in Q;
by graded (with respect to the total degree in 2;11,--- ,,) lexicographical order
induced by z, > -+ > Tjyo > Tiy1.

Denote the ideal S; := (¢1, -+ ,qi)R[x1, -+ ,z,], which is the equivalent class of

0 in Q;. Assume, for the sake of contradiction, that ¢; 1 is a zero divisor in @;. In
other words, there exists some g € Q; but g ¢ S; such that gg;11 € S;. Write

D SRR
J:(J-l [ J-nfi)
where g5 € R[z1,- -+, 2;] and we can assume all of them are not in S; by removing
those in S; since S; is an ideal. Similarly, gg;+1 is in the form of

Sl

J=(jrs sGn—1)
with all f; € R[xy,- -+ ,z;]. One can easily deduce from gg; 1 € S; that f; € S; for
all J. _ _

Let go = gJOZEﬁ’i -z}~ be the leading monomial of g with respect to the
above graded lexicographical order. According to the expression (4.1), the leading
monomial of gg;11 equals g Jox‘zj:i+2 ---a3" . However, gj, here, inherited from
go, does not belong to S;, which contradicts to the fact that f; € S; for all J. O

Example 4.4. Consider an expression w = (s1,S2,-+,5n) n a Cozeter system
(W, S) such that all mg,s;’s are equal to 2, that is, any s; and s; commute if i # j.
Then the Bott-Samelson ring BS(w) has the following presentation:

ﬁ(Sl,SQ,"' 7811)g

It is well known that this ring is Koszul, see, for example [20, Example 6.3].

Inductively, using q1,---,¢; to eliminate square terms z?%, .- - ,xf in g;41 for
all i, we can get a class of new generators of the ideal (q1,--- ,qn), denoted by
{d4, - ,q,}. We can express all of them as the following form:

(4.3) q, = 3 — Z df)jxixj, k=1,2,---,n
1<i<j<k—1

where dF ;'s are some real numbers whose explicit values are not needed in this

paper.
We claim the above {q},---,¢,} gives a reduced Grobner basis of the ideal

(qla' o aqn)
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Definition 4.5. Let A = k[z1, - ,x,] be a polynomial ring over a field k and fix
a monomial ordering. Let I be an ideal of A and let G be a finite generating set of
I. The set G is called a Grobner basis of I (with respect to the monomial ordering)
if the ideal generated by the leading monomials of the polynomials in I equals the
ideal generated by the leading monomials of the polynomials in G. A Grébner basis
G is reduced if every leading monomial of the polynomials in G is monic and does
not divide any other monomials of the polynomials in G.

It is known that reduced Grébner basis of an ideal I (for a fixed monomial
ordering) is unique [1, Theorem 1.8.7.] and the monomials in A that are not divided
by any leading monomials of the polynomials in the reduced Grébner basis form a
basis of the k-vector space A/I [1, [Proposition 2.1.6.].

We have the following proposition, which gives another proof that the Bott—
Samelson rings are Koszul, since it is well known that a quadratic algebra is Koszul
if the defining ideal of relations have a quadratic Grobner basis, see for example [22,
Section 4]. Note that a quadratic complete intersection may not have a quadratic
Grobner basis with respect to any system of coordinates and any term order, see
[14].

Proposition 4.6. {q1, - ,qn} is a Grébner basis and {¢}, - ,q.} is the reduced
Grobner basis of the ideal (g1, - ,qn) with respect to the lexicographical order in-
R[x1,xa,...,2y)

has a basis
(QI7q27" 7Qn)

duced by T, > -+ > xo > x1. As a corollary,
{zfta5? - 25 | g, € {0,1},i € [n]}.

Proof. The leading monomial of g as well as g}, is clearly 3. @7 and 23 with k # j
have no common factors except constants. Hence by [3, Lemma 5.66 and Theorem
5.68], the generating set {q1, - ,¢n} and {q}, - ,q,} are both Grobner bases.
For the monic quadratic x% in ¢, all other monomials of the polynomials in
{41, q,,} are either 2% with j # k or dJya;x; with i # I. So {q},--- , q;,} satisfies
the definition of reduced Grébner basis. O

5. HODGE THEORY OF BOTT—SAMELSON RINGS

In this section we prove that Bott—Samelson Rings satisfy properties in the
Kéhler package. We refer to [16, Section 2], [15, Chapter 17], and [23, Section
2] for these properties in the linear algebra context.

For the expression w = (s1,--- ,8,) in an arbitrary Coxeter system (W, S), the
Bott-Samelson ring BS(w) is a graded ring of the form (3.4). It has a graded basis
{zf'x5? - x5 | g; € {0,1},¢ € [n]} when seen as a graded vector space over R
(see Proposition 4.6). So given any degree d homogeneous polynomial, it can be
expressed uniquely as a real linear combination of some degree d elements in the
above basis of BS(w). In particular, any monomial with degree greater than n must
be equal to 0 in BS(w). Note that the map BS(sy, 52, , s;) = BS(w) induced by
the natural map R[zy,--- , 2] — BS(w) is an embedding for any k < n, we will
identify BS(s1, 82, , sx) with its image in BS(w) under this embedding.

We define the degree map deg: BS(w) — R by sending any 7 € BS(w) to the
coefficient of x1x5 - - - ,, when expressing 77 as an R-linear combination of the above
basis. We are ready to prove the Poincaré duality for BS(w).
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Proof of Theorem 1.2(1). For any k < n/2, we denote (-, -),, the bilinear pairing
BS'(w) x BS" "(w) — R

by associating a pair (11,72) € BS(w) to deg(nim2)-
We want to show that (-, ), is non-degenerate for any k < n/2.
For an arbitrary subset I of [n], we define 2! := 27'25? - - 25", where ¢; = 1 if

n

g; € I and eg; =0 1if ¢; ¢ I. Note that we can rewrite the basis defined above as
By, := {a! | I C [n]} and one can easily see that a basis of BS" (w) is BF = {27 |
Icn|Il=k}forl1<k<n.

For a pair of basis elements (z!,27) € BS" (w) x ﬁnik(w), we claim that
deg(zf2z”)=1if J = [n]\I, deg(z’2”)=0 if otherwise. This claim implies the pair-
ing (,-)n is non-degenerate for all k < n/2, since we have dual basis under each
pairing.

We prove the claim now. If J = [n]\I, 2T 27 is exactly x122 - - - 2, s0 deg(z'z7)=1
by definition. For the remaining case, suppose t is the largest index such that t €

. (1
INJ, then 2’27 is of the form #7' x3? - - ;' - a5, where g4, ,6, < 1 and

xi'w5? -+ a7 is of degree > ¢ . We expand x7 as a linear combination of z;z;’s with
i,j < tby (4.3). Soz{'z5? - - - 27 can be written as a linear combination of monomi-
als with respect to x1,--- ,x¢+—1, and each of the monomial has degree > t. Hence

i w5? -+ 22 is equal to 0 in BS(sy, 82, -+, 8;—1). Identify BS(s1, s2,- -+ ,8,1) with

its image under the embedding above, then z{'z3? - - - 22 = 0 also holds in BS(w),
which implies 2’27 = 27252 - - 2fa; ' - 25 = 0 € BS(w).

O

To complete the proof of hard Lefschetz theorem (hL) and Hodge-Riemann
relations (HR), we need the following lemma (in our degree convention), see [16,
Lemma 5.2] and [15, Lemma 18.31].

Lemma 5.1. Let V = @, V' and W = @?;01 Wt be two finite-dimensional
graded vector spaces, equipped with graded mon-degenerate forms and Lefschetz op-
erators ((-,-)v, Lv) and ({-, Yw, Lw) satisfying the hard Lefschetz theorem. Assume
that for each i, dim Vi = dim Wi+dim W=t and if for all k < n/2, the signature of
(-,-)Lw on P equals the signature of (-,-)r, on all of V¥, then HR(V, (-,-)v, Lv')
and HR(W, (-, )w, Lw) are equivalent.

Proof of 1.2(2)(3). We use induction on n = ¢(w). One directly checks that (hL)
and (HR) are satisfied for any expression w = (s1) in an arbitrary Coxeter system
(W, S) whenever ¢; > 0. Fix any expression w = (s1,...,S,) in a Coxeter system
(W,S) and k < n/2, we denote (s1,...,8,—1) by w’. By induction, there exists
{e;}7=} with ¢; > 0, such that (hL) and (HR) hold in BS(w') with respect to
by1 = Elgign—l CiTi-

Since we have proved the Poincaré duality for BS(w), the Hodge-Riemann rela-
tions for BS(w) are stronger and imply the hard Lefschetz theorem for BS(w). By
Lemma 5.1 and induction, it suffices to show that there exists some ¢,, > 0, such
that for all k < n/2, (-,-)¢,_, on ng@il has the same signature as (-, ), on ﬁk(g)

If k = n/2, then (-,-)¢,_, has signature 0 on Pf _ since P} =0 for BS(w'),
and the Gram matrix of (-, ), (which is actually the Poincaré pairing (-,-) and is

n
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independent of ¢,,) on BS" (w) with respect to basis BF is

1

1

(by orthogonality of the basis), which is of signature 0.
Now suppose k < n/2, we have

0% = (bams + eawn)" ™ = 073+ (0= 2R)enan 3 +

where /,, € ﬁn72k72(w) depends polynomially on ¢,,. We decompose BS" (w) into

the direct sum of three subspaces: Pf . £;_1 (ﬁM1 (w’)) and BS"! (w')xy,. That
is,

k

BS'(w)=Pf  @t, 1(BS '(w))oBS

(ﬂl)xn-

Choose bases B and Bj of P} and B_Sk_l(y’), respectively. Then B’ = Bj U

¢,_1B5 U Bz, forms a basis of B_Sk(y). Here ¢,_1 B := {{,_1n | n € B} and
Bz, is similarly defined.

Now consider the bilinear form (-, )y, on BS" (w).
For n1,m2 € BY, we have

(1, m2)e, = <(€Z:%k + (n — 2k)cpm 1731 4 Ci%) m, 772>
- (n - 2k)0n<52:?k71771 *Tn, 772>n + 0721<gn7717772>n
= (n = 2k)cn (0= 0, M) nm1 + 2 (L, M2
= (n—2k)cn (m,m2),,  + 2 (nmr,m2) -

n=2kp = 0 since n; € P}

The second equation follows from that ¢ 1

For m € B and ny € B}, we have

(1, bn—1m2)e,, = <(€22f’“ + (n = 2k) ez lp T 4+ Cign) m, fn_m2>
(52) - (n - 2k)0n<£2jk771 * T, 772>n + Ci<gn7717 gn—ln2>n
- Ci<gn7717 €n71772>n

n

and

(11, M2n )0, = (62:?’“ + (n = 2k)cnzn (p 71 4 Cign) n, 772$n>
n

(5:3) = (1= 2K)en (=3 )+ G Bute, 1)
- Ci <Enn17 772xn>n
We note that the third equation of (5.3) holds due to the orthogonal basis of the

Poincaré pairing and that both 62:?’“7177133” and 79z, contain x,.
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For n1,m2 € B}, we have
(5.4)

(bn—1m1, bn—172)e <(f" P (n = 2k) e T+ Gl 1) 7717fn—1772>n
= (n = 2k)cn (GnFm1 - @y bo1ma)n + G (Enlnami, bn1m2)n
= (n = 2k)ea (G- ma)n1 + ¢ (Cnln—1m1, Co112)n
= (n = 2k)en (m,m2)g, | + Co(lnln1m, n1m2)n,

note that <€Z:%k+1771,£n71772>
Tp. Similarly,

., = 0 since neither éz:%]”lm nor {,_1m2 contains

(5.5)
(br—1m1,M2Tn )0 <(£” 2L 4 (= 2K) el 4+ 2 Ul 1) 771,7723:”>n
= (3, e e + 2 (Caln 11, 2T )0
= (2 meYn—1 A+ R b1, 2T )
=(m,m2),, , + 2 (lnln—1m1, ln172)n-
Finally,
(5.6)

(MTn, M2 )e, = <(€" 2k 4 (n— 2k)cn3:n€":§kfl + ijn) T T, 7723:n>

= (n—2k)c, (223 a2 1, mown)n + 2 (L, 020 )n

= (n —2k)cn < Z ¢ J$z$j52:%k71n17 772> + & (bn T, N2 ),

1<i<j<n—1

n

n—1
where cf; is defined in (4.1).

From (5.1) to (5.6) above, we deduce that the Gram matrix of (-, ), on BS" (w)
with respect to B’ has the following form:

(5.7)
(n — Qk)CnGll + Ciéll Ciéu Ciélg
C%GQI (n — Qk)CnG22 + Ciézg G23 + C%égg
Ciégl Gs2 + Ciégg (n— 2k)an33 + 0%633

The meanings of G;;’s and éij’s are as follows: Gqi is the Gram matrix of
(- ~)€ni1 on Pekn,l with respect to the basis Bj. G2z = Ga3 = G322 is the Gram
matrix of (-, ), _, with respect to the basis Bj. Gs3 is the Gram matrix of

< Z o g | > : Ekil(w’) X Ekil(w’) — R
1<i<j<n—1 1
with respect to the basis Bj. (Gj;) is the Gram matrix of (-, )z, on BS" (w) with
respect to the basis B’'.
By construction, éij is bounded as ¢, — 0. By induction, G11 is (—1)k-deﬁnite.
Hence so is (n — 2k)e,G11 + ciéu as ¢, — 0. We reduce the matrix displayed
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in (5.7) to the following form after congruent transformations when ¢, > 0 is
sufficiently small:

(n —2k)e, G + C%éll O O
O (n —2k)e,Gag + C%Mgg Gos + C%Mgg
0 Gs2 + CngQ (n —2k)c,Gss + Cngg

It is not hard to see that M;;’s are also bounded as ¢,, — 0 by looking at the order
of ¢,. Let sgn(-) be the signature of a given matrix. When ¢, > 0 is sufficiently
small, we get

som (TL — 2]{3)CnG22 =+ CiMQQ Ggg + C%Mzg — son @) G23 —0
& G390 + CngQ (n — Qk)CnGgg + C%Mgg & Gso o ’

Gz O
0 is from basic linear algebra since we can assume Gz = Gy is diagonal after
changing of basis.
Also as ¢, — 0, the following identities of signatures hold:

. . . . . . . . O G
since by induction Ga3 = G332 is an invertible symmetric matrix, and sgn ( 23) =

(n —2k)e,G11 + C,Qléll o O
sgn 0] (TL — 2]€)an22 + CiMQQ Gaos + C%Mgg
0] Gaa + C%Mgz (n —2k)c,Gss + C%Mgg

=Sgn ((TL — 2]{3)CnG11 + Ciéll)

" (n — 2k)CnG22 + C%Mgg Gos + C%Mgg

sgn Gso + C,%Mgg (n — 2k)CnG33 + C%M33

=sgnGiy,
which complete the proof. O

6. QUESTIONS AND FUTURE WORK

We would like to finish with some questions and conjectures. Since the Kéahler
package and Koszulness are quite strong restrictions of a graded ring, we would like
to ask the following

Question 6.1. Do the Kdhler package and Koszulness of the Bott—Samelson rings
have some implications for the study of Coxeter systems?

In [28], the authors studied the isomorphism problem for Schubert varieties in
the full flag variety of Kac-Moody type and gave a beautiful necessary and suffi-
cient criterion for when two such Schubert varieties (from potentially different flag
varieties) are isomorphic, in terms of the Cartan matrix and reduced words for
the indexing Weyl group elements. Since we prove that the cohomology ring of the
Bott—Samelson variety is a combinatorial invariant which only depends on the word
in the Weyl group, it is natural to ask the following

Question 6.2. When are two Bott—Samelson varieties (associated with words from
potentially different Weyl groups) isomorphic?

In [19], the author studied a special fiber of the map of some Bott—Samelson
variety into the flag variety in general types, known today as the “brick manifolds”.
She showed that a subfamily of brick manifolds give a resolution of singularities
for (closed) Richardson varieties X/, which are certain (usually) singular varieties

u?
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formed by the intersection of Schubert varieties and opposite Schubert varieties
within a flag variety. For u = e and v a Coxeter element in type A, it is showed in
[13] that the corresponding brick manifold is a non-commutative analogue of the
compactified Deligne-Mumford moduli spaces My 41 and also can be viewed as
projective wonderful model of certain hyperplane arrangement with respect to its
minimal building set in the sense of de Concini and Procesi [10]. Therefore, the
cohomology ring of the brick manifold in this special case is isomorphic to the the
Chow ring of intersection lattice of the hyperplane arrangement with respect to the
minimal building set in the sense of Feichtner and Yuzvinsky [21], hence it satisfies
the Kahler packages and it has a quadratic Grébner basis hence is Koszul by a
result of Coron on supersolvable lattices [9]. It is reasonable to hope that some
analogs of the results in this paper hold in this more general setting.

Question 6.3. Can one compute a presentation of the cohomology rings of brick
manifolds? Are they combinatorial invariants? Do the results of Kdhler package
and Koszulness of the Bott—Samelson rings hold for the “brick rings”?
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