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WHEN DO SCHUBERT POLYNOMIAL PRODUCTS STABILIZE?

ANDREW HARDT AND DAVID WALLACH

Abstract. The back-stabilization number for products of Schubert polynomials is the
distance the corresponding permutations must be “shifted” before the structure con-
stants stabilize. We give an explicit formula for this number and thereby prove a con-
jecture of N. Li in a strengthened form. This leads to an additional result: a formula
for the smallest n such that a given Schubert product expands completely over Sn.

Our method is to explore back-stable fundamental slide polynomials and their prod-
ucts combinatorially, in the context of their associated words. We use three main tools:
(i) an algebra consisting of colored words, with a modified shuffle product, and which
contains the rings of back (quasi)symmetric functions as subquotients; (ii) the combina-
torics of increasing suffixes of reduced words; and (iii) the lift of differential operators
to the space of colored words.

1. Introduction

Schubert polynomials are polynomial representatives Swpx1, . . . , xnq for the classes of
Schubert varieties in the cohomology ring of the flag variety GLn{B. They were first
defined by Lascoux and Schützenberger [15], and satisfy nice combinatorial and geometric
properties. They are indexed by permutations in Sn, the symmetric group on n letters,
and satisfy the stability property Sw “ Swˆ1 P Sn`1, where w ˆ 1 is the permutation
acting by w on 1, . . . , n and fixing n`1. Thus, we can take w to be an element of SZ` , the
set of bijections Z` Ñ Z` fixing all but finitely-many elements. Schubert polynomials
form a basis of the polynomial ring Qrx1, x2, . . .s, and their Schubert structure constants
cwu,v, given by

SuSv “
ÿ

w

cwu,vSw,

are known to be nonnegative integers for geometric reasons [8]. However, it remains a
longstanding open problem to give a combinatorial proof of this fact.

The first proven monomial expansion of Schubert polynomials was given by Billey,
Jockusch, and Stanley [4]. Given a reduced word w, let Cpwq be the set of compatible
sequences with top row w (Definition 3.4), and let C`pwq be the subset with positive
entries. Billey–Jockusch–Stanley showed:

(1) Sw “
ÿ

w reduced
word for w

Fw, where Fw “
ÿ

αPC`pwq

xα.

Assaf and Searles studied Fw in [1], where it is called the (fundamental) slide poly-
nomial.1 Slide polynomials form a basis of the polynomial ring, and while Schubert
polynomials are very hard to multiply, the multiplication of slide polynomials is mani-
festly positive and has a simple formula involving the shuffle product of Eilenberg and
MacLane [7].

Date: January 27, 2025.
1In [1], the Fw were indexed by integer compositions; see [19, Example 4.13] for a direct comparison.
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Now let w be an element of SZ, the set of bijections Z Ñ Z that fix all but finitely
many elements. Let γpwq be the unit shift of w, given by γpwqpiq “ wpi´ 1q ` 1. Define

Vkpu, vq “
!
w P SZ | cγ

kpwq

γkpuq,γkpvq
‰ 0

)
.

Li [16] showed that when u, v, w P SZ` , c
γpwq
γpuq,γpvq “ cwu,v, so Vkpu, vq Ď Vk`1pu, vq.

Definition 1.1.

‚ The back-stabilization number BSpu, vq of the pair pu, vq is the smallest nonnega-
tive integer j such that Vjpu, vq “ Vj`1pu, vq “ Vj`2pu, vq “ . . ..

‚ The stability number Stpu, vq of pu, vq is the smallest nonnegative integer j such
that Vjpu, vq “ Vj`1pu, vq.

Li showed that BSpu, vq is always finite. Clearly, BSpu, vq ě Stpu, vq, and Li conjectured
that in fact they are equal. For w P SZ, let

θipwq “

#
1 if Dj ą i with wpiq ą wpjq,
0 otherwise.

Note that θipwq is 1 if and only if the ith entry of the Lehmer code (Definition 2.2) of
w is non-zero.

Conjecture 1.2 ([16, Conjecture 1.5]).

(a) BSpu, vq “ Stpu, vq for all u, v.
(b) BSpu, vq ď maxpti | θipuq “ 1 or θipvq “ 1uq.

Our first main result is a strengthened form of Conjecture 1.2, including a precise
formula for BSpu, vq. Let

λipwq “
ÿ

jďi

θjpwq,

the number of nonzero rows of the Lehmer code of w with index at most i.

Theorem 1.3 (Back-Stabilization Theorem). Conjecture 1.2 is true. Moreover, for all
u, v P SZ`,

(2) BSpu, vq “ max
iě0

pλipuq ` λipvq ´ iq.

(2) implies Conjecture 1.2(b) because for all i, λipvq ď i, so

λipuq ` λipvq ´ i ď λipuq ď λ8puq “ λmaxpti | θipuq“1uqpuq ď maxpti | θipuq “ 1uq.

Li proved [16, Theorem 1.2] that Conjecture 1.2 is true whenever either u or v is a
Grassmannian permutation. In addition, for arbitrary u and v she proved the bound
BSpu, vq ď ℓpuq ` ℓpvq [16, Theorem 1.3], where ℓpuq refers to the Coxeter length of u [5].
This bound was later improved by Assaf and Searles [1, Corollary 5.17].

Work of Lam, Lee, and Shimozono [14] shows that it is productive to work in the
back-stable setting. For any w P SZ, define

ÐÝ
Sw “

ÿ

w reduced
word for w

ÐÝ
Fw, where

ÐÝ
Fw “

ÿ

αPCpwq

xα.
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ÐÝ
Sw is the back-stable Schubert polynomial [14]. The back-stable Schubert polynomials

form a basis of the ring of back-symmetric functions.
ÐÝ
Fw is the back-stable slide poly-

nomial. The back-stable slide polynomials were first defined by Nadeau and Tewari [19]
and they form a basis of back-quasisymmetric functions.2

Let
ÐÝ
cwu,v be the back-stable Schubert structure constant defined by

ÐÝ
Su

ÐÝ
Sv “

ÿ

w

ÐÝ
cwu,v

ÐÝ
Sw.

The ordinary and back-stable structure constants determine each other. For any w P SZ,
if k is large enough, γkpwq P SZ` ; let BSpwq denote the smallest such nonnegative k.
Then if u, v P SZ` , w P SZ,

cwu,v “

#ÐÝ
cwu,v, if u, v, w P SZ` ,

0, otherwise,
and

ÐÝ
cwu,v “ c

γkpwq

γkpuq,γkpvq
for any k ě BSpwq.

An immediate consequence of Theorem 1.3 is a characterization of when SuSv has a
Schubert expansion identical to the back-stable Schubert expansion of

ÐÝ
Su

ÐÝ
Sv.

Corollary 1.4. For all u, v P SZ` ,

ÐÝ
cwu,v “ cwu,v for all w ðñ cwu,v “ c

γpwq
γpuq,γpvq for all w ðñ λipuq ` λipvq ď i for all i ě 0.

Example 1.5. Let u “ 321, v “ 213 P S3 Ď SZ` , expressed in one-line notation. We have
λ1puq “ 1, λipuq “ 2 for i ě 2, and λipvq “ 1 for i ě 1; in particular, maxpti | θipuq “
1uq “ 2 and maxpti | θipvq “ 1uq “ 1, so Conjecture 1.2(b) says that BSpu, vq ď 2. On
the other hand, by (2), BSpu, vq “ maxiě0pλipuq ` λipvq ´ iq “ 1 (and we only need to
check i ď 2 since u and v fix every integer ě 3). Indeed, computing the back-stable
Schubert product,

ÐÝ
S321

ÐÝ
S213 “

ÐÝ
S4213 `

ÐÝ
S13204 `

ÐÝ
S23014.

On the right side, 4213 is in SZ` , while the other permutations are not, so we have
S321S213 “ S4213. Applying γ, S1432S1324 “ S15324 ` S24315 ` S34125, and the product
has stabilized. Applying γ again yields no new permutations: S12543S12435 “ S126435 `
S135426 ` S145236.

Theorem 1.3 leads us to consider a different Schubert calculus problem, which turns
out to be closely related. For w P SZ` , let the forward-stability number for w be the
integer

FSpwq “ mintn ě 1 | w P Snu,

and if u, v P SZ` , let

(3) FSpu, vq “ max
w|cwu,v‰0

FSpwq.

FSpu, vq is the smallest integer n such that the Schubert product SuSv can be fully
realized in the flag variety GLn{B.

Let Λipwq “ |tj ě i | Dj1 ă j with wpj1q ą wpjqu|, the number of nonzero entries of
the dual Lehmer code (Definition 6.4) of w with index at least i.

Theorem 1.6 (Forward-Stability Theorem). For all u, v P SZ`,

(4) FSpu, vq “ max
iď1`maxpFSpuq,FSpvqq

pΛipuq ` Λipvq ` i ´ 1q.

2Note that none of the back-stable functions we consider are strictly polynomials; however, they share
many properties in common with polynomials, and we follow [14] in using this terminology.
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Theorem 1.6 is in some sense a “dual” result to Theorem 1.3. Schubert structure
constants are symmetric under conjugation by w0 (Lemma 6.1), and as a consequence
FSpu, vq is closely related to BSpw0uw0, w0vw0q. However, Theorem 1.3 and Theorem 1.6
are not equivalent, since the former involves back-stable structure constants while the
latter involves ordinary ones.

As a direct consequence of Theorem 1.6, we have the following simple check for whether
a Schubert product fully manifests in a given flag variety:

Corollary 1.7. Let u, v P Sn. Then,

w P Sn for all w with cwu,v ‰ 0 ðñ Λipuq ` Λipvq ď n ` 1 ´ i for all 1 ď i ď n.

Example 1.8. Let u “ 436521, v “ 54312. We have FSpuq “ 6,FSpvq “ 5, and

pΛipuqqi“1,...,7 “ p4, 4, 3, 3, 2, 1, 0q, pΛipvqqi“1,...,7 “ p4, 4, 3, 2, 1, 0, 0q,

pΛipuq ` Λipvq ` i´ 1qi“1,...,7 “ p8, 9, 8, 8, 7, 6, 6q,

and so by Theorem 1.6, FSpu, vq “ 9, and indeed

S436521S54312 “ S86732145 ` S87532146 ` S965321478.

It is natural to seek a generalization of Theorem 1.6 to products of Schubert polynomials
in other classical Lie types [3]; further discussion may appear elsewhere.

Our follow-up paper [11] shows that products of double Schubert, Grothendieck, and
double Grothendieck polynomials have the same back- and forward-stabilization numbers
as the corresponding products of Schubert polynomials.

The remaining sections are organized as follows. Section 2 is background on words,
permutations, and the shuffle product. In Section 3, we define colored words and the
colored shuffle product, and give background on back-stable (quasi)symmetric functions.
Section 4 defines our main object of study, the colored shuffle algebra Q. We realize
the rings of back-stable (quasi)symmetric functions as subquotients of this ring, discuss
weight-preserving maps inside Q, and finally, define lifts toQ of two differential operators,
ξ and ∇, found in [20, 25].

Section 5 contains the proof of Theorem 1.3. Much of the section is devoted to com-
binatorial properties of increasing suffixes, including one result (Theorem 5.10) on the
lengths of increasing suffixes which appear in a Schubert product, and another (Corollary
5.12) bounding the number of nonzero rows in the Lehmer code. Finally, we combine
these tools to prove Theorem 1.3.

Section 6 contains the proof of Theorem 1.6. On the way, we prove a similar result
(Corollary 6.6), which is in a precise sense dual to Theorem 1.3. Corollary 6.6 and
Theorem 1.6 only differ in that the former considers back-stable structure constants, and
the latter ordinary structure constants, although to go between the two results involves
most of the technical tools we develop in this paper.

The final two sections are on related topics. In Section 7, we define two notions of what
we call “down-up moves”, and conjecture that the sets of permutations which appear in
a (back-stable) Schubert product are connected under these moves. These conjectures
are partially-ordered by strength, we show that the stronger ones imply an alternate
proof of part (a) of Conjecture 1.2. In Section 8, we define back-stable versions of key
polynomials as sums of slide polynomials, and prove that they are a basis for the space
of back-symmetric functions.
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2. Words and permutations

2.1. Words. For some set A, a word over the alphabet A is a finite sequence p “
pp1, p2, . . . , pkq, where pi P A for all 1 ď i ď k; we will leave out the punctuation when
convenient. We call pi the ith entry of p, and we will also denote this entry by pi. The
support of p is the set, supp p “ tp1, p2, . . . , pku, consisting of the entries of p. The length
of p, denoted ℓppq, is simply the number of entries. The unique word of length 0 is called
the empty word and is denoted with H. Let Ak be the set of words of length k, and let

A˚ “
ď

kě0

Ak.

If q, r P A˚, then the concatenation of q and r is the word q˝r “ pq1, . . . , qℓpbq, r1, . . . , rℓpcqq.
r “ pr1, r2, . . . , rmq is a subword of p if r “ ppi1 , . . . , pimq with i1 ă i2 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă im. If
p “ q ˝ r, then q is a prefix of p and r is a suffix of p.

Defined by Eilenberg and Mac Lane [7], the shuffle product is a linear operator on
QrA˚s, the vector space of formal finite Q-linear combinations of elements of A˚. For
p “ pp1, . . . , pjq P A˚ and q “ pq1, . . . , qjq P A˚, the shuffle product of p and q is defined
recursively as

p�H “ H� p “ p,

and

pp1, . . . , pjq�pq1, . . . , qkq “ p1˝ppp2 . . . , pjq�pq1, . . . , qkqq`q1˝ppp1 . . . , pjq�pq2, . . . , qkqq.

p � q is the formal sum of all words r P A˚ which are obtained by interlacing the
entries of p and q in an order-preserving way. We call such words shuffles of p and q.
Note that the concatenation p ˝ q is one such shuffle, and every shuffle contains p and q

as subwords. In any shuffle r of p and q, call the entries of r taken from p the p-entries,
and call the entries taken from q the q-entries.

2.2. Permutations. A particularly important context is when a word is a reduced word
for a permutation. The basics of permutations and their Coxeter presentation are well-
known. We give the relevant background below. For more details, see [5].

A permutation of a set A Ď Z is a bijection w : A Ñ A such that wpiq “ i for all
but finitely many i P A. We write SA for the set of all permutations of A, and let
Sn :“ St1,...,nu. For all i P Z, let si be the permutation with spiq “ i` 1, spi` 1q “ i, and
for all other j P Z, spjq “ j. The si’s are called simple reflections. They generate SZ and
satisfy the relations

(5a) s2i “ id, for all i P Z,

(5b) sisi`1si “ si`1sisi`1 for all i P Z,

(5c) sisj “ sjsi for all i, j P Z, |i´ j| ě 2.

This is called the Coxeter presentation of SZ. (5a) are called the quadratic relations,
while (5b),(5c) are called the braid relations.
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If w “ sw1
¨ ¨ ¨ swk

, we say thatw :“ pw1, . . . , wkq P Z˚ is a word for w. If w has minimal
length among all words for w, we call w a reduced word for w, and the (Coxeter) length
of w is ℓpwq “ ℓpwq. Let RWpwq be the set of reduced words for w. It is a well-known
classical result (Matsumoto’s Theorem) that any two reduced words for w are equivalent
up to the braid relations, and any word for w that is not reduced can be shortened to a
reduced word via applications of the braid and quadratic relations. Let RW “

Ť
wPSZ

be
the set of reduced words for all permutations.

We write u ď v if there exists a reduced word v for v with a subword u that is a
reduced word for u. (It turns out that if u ď v, every reduced word for v has such a
subword.) ď forms a partial order on SZ called the (strong) Bruhat order.

Remark 2.1. Most sources for permutations concern the finite groups Sn. Working in SZ

is a notational convenience, but for us has a deeper significance, in that back-stabilization
is most natural in this context. Still, any particular computation involving permutations
may be done in some Sn, by shifting if necessary, and so the theory of SZ is not very
different to the theory of Sn for finite n.

The one-line notation of w P SZ is the infinite sequence . . . wp´2q, wp´1q, wp0q, wp1q, wp2q, . . ..
If w P Sn, then we truncate the sequence on both sides and write wp1q, wp2q, . . . , wpnq.
In examples, n is often a small integer, so we omit the commas as is standard practice.
It is possible to interpret such a permutation as a word in rns˚; however, for the most
part we do not want to do this.

2.3. Lehmer code.

Definition 2.2. The Lehmer code is the doubly-infinite sequence

codepwq “ p. . . , c´1, c0, c1, . . .q,

where
ci :“ codepwqi “ |tj P Z | j ą i, wpjq ă wpiqu|.

All but finitely many entries of the Lehmer code are zero, and ℓpwq “
ř
i ci. ci is also

called the ith row of the Lehmer code, since it equals the number of boxes in the ith row
of the Rothe diagram of w.

We have

θipwq “

#
1, if codepwqi ą 0,

0, otherwise.
and λipwq “ |tj ď i | codepwqj ą 0u|.

Lemma 2.3. The following are equivalent:

(a) ℓpwsiq “ ℓpwq ´ 1
(b) ci ą ci`1

(c) codepwsiq “ p. . . , ci´2, ci´1, ci`1, ci ´ 1, ci`2, ci`3, . . .q
(d) There exists a reduced word pw1, . . . , wkq P RWpwq with wk “ i

(e) wpiq ą wpi` 1q

If any of the above are true, then w is said to have a descent at position i. This is
sometimes called a right descent since multiplication by si happens on the right.

Recall the back-stabilization number BSpwq for w is the smallest nonnegative integer
k such that γkpwq P SZ`

Proposition 2.4. Suppose w R SZ`, and let w P RWpwq. Then,

(6) BSpwq “ 1 ´ minpsupp wq “ 1 ´ minpti | si ď wuq “ 1 ´ minptj | θjpwq “ 1uq.
6



Proof. Let k “ BSpwq. Then w fixes ¨ ¨ ¨ ,´k ´ 1,´k, but not 1 ´ k, so supp w cannot
contain ¨ ¨ ¨ ,´k ´ 1,´k, but must contain 1 ´ k, and the first equality holds. We also
have the second equality since si ď w if and only if it appears in a (equivalently, every)
reduced word for w.

Finally, w fixes ¨ ¨ ¨ ,´k ´ 1,´k, but not 1 ´ k, so θ1´kpwq “ 1 since if we let i “ 1 ´ k

and j “ w´1p1 ´ kq, then wpiq ą i “ wpjq and j ą i. Then for any i ď ´k, we have
θipwq “ 0 because for any j ą i, wpiq “ i ă minpj, 1 ´ kq ď wpjq. So the third equality
holds. �

3. Colored words and slide polynomials

3.1. Colored words and the colored shuffle product. Let Z be the alphabet with
letters irjs with i P Z, j P Z`. We refer to Z as the set of colored integers, and Z

˚
as the

set of colored words.
Let the value of irjs be valpirjsq “ i, and let the color of irjs be colorpirjsq “ j. Z has a

total ordering, where we first compare values, then colors:

¨ ¨ ¨ ă ir1s ă ir2s ă ir3s ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă pi` 1qr1s ă pi` 1qr2s ă pi ` 1qr3s ă ¨ ¨ ¨

For p “ pp1, . . . , pkq P Z
k
, let valppq “ pvalpp1q, . . . , valppkqq P Zk and let colorppq “

pcolorpp1q, . . . , colorppkqq P Zk`. Let maxcolppq be maxpcolorppqq. We let the color shift
operator Ò be defined so that for a P Z, p Ò a is the word such that valpp Ò aq “ valppq
and colorpp Ò aq “ pcolorpp1q ` a, . . . , colorppkq ` aq. We identify Z with the subset of Z
of elements with color 1, meaning i :“ ir1s for all i.

We have the following partial ordering on Z
k
:

(7) p ď q ðñ pj ď qj for all j,

and on Zk this is just the usual partial ordering.
For p “ pp1, p2, . . . , pkq P Z

˚
, if pi ă pi`1, we say that p has an increase at i, the

increase set of p is the set of increases of p. (We use this terminology instead of the
more standard “ascent” to avoid confusion with ascents of a permutation). We say that
p is weakly-increasing if p1 ď p2 ď ¨ ¨ ¨ ď pk and strictly-increasing if p1 ă p2 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă pk.
These notions are well-defined because different elements of the same equivalence class
have the same relative orders. We define weakly and strictly increasing elements of Z˚

similarly. Let Zk
WInc

be the set of all weakly-increasing elements of Z˚ of length k, and
Z˚
WInc

“
Ť
kě0

Zk
WInc

.
Next, we define a generalization of the shuffle product, applied to colored words, which

we call the colored shuffle product. Similar constructions have been used by Assaf and
Searles [1], and by Nadeau and Tewari [19]. For p, q P Z

˚
, let

pq :“ p� q Ò maxcolppq,

where Ò associates more strongly than �. The color shift ensures that in every shuffled
word appearing in pq, the colors of entries of p and the colors of entries of q are disjoint.
If p and q are monocolored words, the product pq will involve exactly two colors. Call
the colored words appearing in this product colored shuffled words. Note in particular
that the colored shuffle product is positive–all the coefficient are either 0 or 1.

Example 3.1. If p and q are monocolored, the product pq will involve exactly two colors.
For example, if p “ 12, q “ 2, then

pq “ 1r1s2r1s2r2s ` 1r1s2r2s2r1s ` 2r2s1r1s2r1s.

Proposition 3.2. Multiplication in the colored shuffle algebra is associative.
7



Proof.

ppqrq “ p� pq� r Ò maxcolpqqq Ò maxcolppq

“ pp� q Ò maxcolppqq� r Ò pmaxcolpqq ` maxcolppqq

“ ppqqr,

where we have used the associativity of the shuffle product, along with the fact that
pp� qq Ò a “ p Ò a� q Ò a. �

On the other hand, the colored shuffle product is not commutative; for example, 1r1s ¨
2r1s “ 1r1s2r2s ` 2r2s1r1s ‰ 1r2s2r1s ` 2r1s1r2s “ 2r1s ¨ 1r1s.

We end this subsection with the definition of our main algebraic object:

Definition 3.3. The colored shuffle algebra Q :“ QrZ
˚
s is the Q-algebra spanned by

colored words, with multiplication given by the colored shuffle product extended linearly.

Elements of Q are finite linear combinations of colored words. We will often use the
notation â for an arbitrary element of Q, to distinguish from the case of a single word.

3.2. Compatible sequences. Next, we define compatible sequences. These were first
studied by Billey, Jockusch, and Stanley [4], working with (uncolored) reduced words of
permutations. We note, however, that the usual definitions make sense in the context of
arbitrary colored words, and we work in that generality. In the case of uncolored reduced
words, these definitions match [4].

Definition 3.4. A compatible sequence is a two-row array of the form:

α :“

ˆ
t

b

˙
“

ˆ
t1 t2 ¨ ¨ ¨ tk
b1 b2 ¨ ¨ ¨ bk

˙
, t P Z

k
, b P Zk,

such that

(8) b P Zk
WInc

, b ď t, tj ă tj`1 ùñ bj ă bj`1.

We call t the top row of α, and b the bottom row. For notational convenience, we may
also write α “ pt, bq. We call α positive if all of its entries are positive.

For t P Z
˚
, let Cptq be the set of compatible sequences with top row t and let BRptq Ď

Zk
WInc

be the set of bottom rows of elements of Cptq.
The set BRptq has a nice structure. Define mptq P Zk

WInc
by the following recursive

formula:
(9)

mptqk “ valptkq, mptqj “

#
mptqj`1, if tj ě tj`1;

minpvalptjq, mptqj`1 ´ 1q, if tj ă tj`1.
for all j ă k.

It is always the case that mptq ď t. If t is weakly increasing, then mptq “ valptq, so
the map mp q : Z

˚
Ñ Z˚

WInc
is surjective.

Lemma 3.5. mptq is a maximal element of BRptq under the partial ordering on Zk.
Furthermore,

BRptq “ BRpmptqq “ tb P Zk
WInc

| b ď mptq and for all j, bj ă bj`1 whenever tj ă tj`1u.

In particular, BRptq only depends on mptq.
8



Proof. It is an easy check that mptq satisfies (8), and so it is indeed a bottom row for
t. Let b P Zk

WInc
satisfy tj ă tj`1 ùñ bj ă bj`1. If b ď t, we need to show that

b ď mptq i.e. that bj ď mptqj for all j. If j “ k, this follows from the definition, so
assume j ă k and bj`1 ď mptqj`1. Then either tj ě tj`1, in which case bj ď bj`1 ď
mptqj`1 “ mptqj , or tj ă tj`1, in which case bj ď bj`1 ´ 1 ď mptqj`1 ´ 1 and bj ď tj, so
bj ď minpvalptjq, mptqj`1 ´ 1q “ mptqj .

By (9), t and mptq have increases at exactly the same indices, so

BRptq “ tb P Zk
WInc

| b ď mptq and for all j, bj ă bj`1 whenever mptqj ă mptqj`1u. �

Remark 3.6. It is possible that BRptq “ BRpt1q when t ‰ t1. This can happen even if t
and t1 are reduced words for the same permutation. For instance, s6s8s4s1 “ s4s8s6s1 ‰
s4s9s6s1 P SZ and BRp6r1s8r1s4r1s1r1sq “ BRp4r1s8r1s6r1s1r1sq “ BRp4r1s9r1s6r1s1r1sq: all three
words have the same maximal element 0111.

We now define bottom-row-equivalence. For p, q P Z
˚
, we say that

(10) p ” q if and only if mppq “ mpqq.

We record the following consequence of the proof of Lemma 3.5

Lemma 3.7. For any word p and any j ă k, mppqj ă mppqj`1 if and only if pj ă pj`1.

3.3. Back-symmetric and back-quasisymmetric functions. Let x “ p. . . , x´2, x´1, x0, x1, x2, . . .q
be a doubly-infinite sequence of variables. For A Ď Z, let xA “ txi | i P Au and consider
the ring

PolyA :“ QrxAs

of polynomials in xA with rational coefficients. This is a graded ring: PolyA “
À

kě0
PolykA,

where PolykA is the set of degree-k homogeneous polynomials in PolyA.
If p P Zk has supp p Ď A, we have the monomial

(11) xp :“ xp1
xp2

¨ ¨ ¨xpk
P PolykA,

and the set txp | p P Zk
WInc

, supp p Ď Au is linearly independent, and forms a basis for
PolykA when A is finite. Write supp xp “ supp p, and let supp f be the union of the
supports of its monomials.

Remark 3.8. Note that (11) is slightly nonstandard notation; usually one has a com-

position β “ pβ1, β2, . . .q and writes xβ “ x
β1
1
x
β2
2

¨ ¨ ¨ . To translate to this setting, simply
let βi be the number of entries of p which equal i.)

If B Ď A, let ρA,B : PolyA Ñ PolyB be the map that sends xi, i P B to itself and all
other variables to 0. ρA,B is a map of graded rings, and acts on monomials via

xp ÞÑ

#
xp, if supp p Ď B,

0, otherwise.

f P PolyA is symmetric if it is invariant under the action of SA permuting the variables
in xA, and quasisymmetric if the coefficients for xp and xq are equal for any p, q P Zk

WInc

which have the same increase sets. For finite A, let ΛA Ď PolyA be the ring of symmetric
polynomials on A, and let QSymA Ď PolyA be the ring of quasisymmetric polynomials.
These rings are also graded by degree:

ΛA “
à
kě0

ΛkA, QSymA “
à
kě0

QSymk
A.

9



The (quasi)symmetry does allow us to fruitfully take limits: if A is infinite, let

ΛA “ limÐÝΛB, QSymA “ limÐÝQSymB,

where in both cases the projective limit is taken over all finite subsets B Ď A relative to
the maps ρA,B. These are the rings of (quasi)symmetric functions [9, 17].

Next, we move to the back-stable setting. One must be careful since the set of all
power series, even with restrictions on degree, is not an inverse limit of polynomial rings.
Fortunately, the relevant functions lie in a much smaller ring. Let R be the ring of
formal power series f in x which have bounded total degree and support bounded above.
The former condition means that there exists an M such that all monomials in f have
total degree ď M , and the latter condition means that there exists an N such that
supp f Ď p´8, Ns. R is also a graded ring: R “

À
kě0

Rk, where Rk is the subring of R
consisting of elements which are homogeneous of degree k.

For b P Z, a function f P R is back b-(quasi)symmetric if under any specialization xj ÞÑ
zj P Q, j ą b, the resulting function is (quasi)symmetric. If f is back b-(quasi)symmetric,
then it is back b1-(quasi)symmetric for any b1 ă b. We also use the terminology that a
back b-(quasi)symmetric function is (quasi)symmetric in xp´8,bs.

f is back-(quasi)symmetric if it is back b-(quasi)symmetric for any b P Z. Let
ÐÝ
R be the

ring of back-symmetric functions and
ÐÝ
Q be the ring of back-quasisymmetric functions.

Given subrings R1, R2 of R, let R1 bR2 be the subring of R generated by products r1r2,
r1 P R1, r2 P R2. The set of back b-symmetric functions form the ring Λp´8,bq b Polyrb,8q

and the set of back b-quasisymmetric functions form the ring QSymp´8,bq b Polyrb,8q.
Explicitly this means the following. Any p P Z˚

WInc
can be uniquely written p “ q ˝ r,

where supp q Ď p´8, bs and supp r Ď pb,8q. f is back b-quasisymmetric if and only if
the coefficient of xp in f equals the coefficient of xq1˝r, where q1 is any word in Z˚

WInc
with

the same length and increase set as q such that supp q1 Ď p´8, bs. Back b-symmetry has
a similar definition, where the condition on increase set is replaced by the condition that
there exists w P SZ that sends xq to xq1

. Equivalently, f is back b-symmetric if and only
if sif “ f for all i ă b.

Taking the union over all b P Z, we have
ÐÝ
R “

ď

bPZ

Λp´8,bs b Polypb,8q and
ÐÝ
Q “

ď

bPZ

QSymp´8,bs b Polypb,8q.

In particular, since Λp´8,bs Ď QSymp´8,bs,
ÐÝ
R Ď

ÐÝ
Q .

ÐÝ
R and

ÐÝ
Q can also be expressed in a more straightforward way:

Proposition 3.9 ([14, 19]). For any b P Z

ÐÝ
R “ Λp´8,bs b PolyZ and

ÐÝ
Q “ QSymp´8,bs b PolyZ.

3.4. Back-stable Schubert and slide polynomials. Next, we will define back-stable
slide polynomials, a set of functions associated to the compatible sequences with a fixed
top row. Slide polynomials (in their non-back-stable form) first appeared in the Billey-
Jockusch-Stanley formula (1), and were systematically studied by Assaf and Searles [1].
In their back-stable form, they were defined by Nadeau and Tewari [19].

As with compatible sequences, we will associate a back-stable slide polynomial to any
colored word (in fact, any element of Q). Using colored words does not introduce any new
functions, but is useful in that it allows us to study the back-stable slide decomposition
of the Schubert product using the combinatorics of shuffled colored words.

For any compatible sequence α “ pt, bq, let xα “ xb.
10



Definition 3.10. Let p P Z
˚
. The back-stable slide polynomial associated to p is the

function
ÐÝ
Fp “

ÿ

αPCppq

xα P
ÐÝ
Q.

By Lemma 3.5,
ÐÝ
Fp “

ÐÝ
Fmppq, and so

ÐÝ
Fp “

ÐÝ
Fq if and only if mppq “ mpqq. Since every

element of BRppq is the bottom row for exactly one compatible sequence with top row
p, we can also write

ÐÝ
Fp “

ÿ

bPBRppq

xb “ xmppq ` lower terms,

where “lower terms” refers to the partial ordering on words.
The

ÐÝ
Fp are homogeneous of degree ℓppq, and have support contained in p´8,pℓppqs;

thus they are elements of R. Every coefficient is either 0 or 1.

Lemma 3.11 ( [19, Lemma 4.6, Proposition 4.8]).
ÐÝ
Fp P

ÐÝ
Q for all p. Furthermore,

if p P Zk
WInc

with p1 “ a such that the increase set of p has size d, then
ÐÝ
Fi is back

pa` dq-quasisymmetric.

Remark 3.12. We have indexed the polynomials
ÐÝ
Fp by words, whereas Assaf and Searles

[1] primarily use compositions. Nadeau and Tewari [19] use both notations. In the case
of increasing words, these notations are equivalent: the index-i entry of a composition
denotes the number of entries of the corresponding word that equal i.

We find the word approach more useful for three reasons. The first is that using
words provides us with more flexibility: the same function can be the slide polynomial
of multiple words, and we sometimes want to distinguish these instances. The second
reason is that the product formula is simpler when using words instead of compositions,
involving the shuffle product directly (Proposition 4.2). The third and most important
reason is that the action of the differential operators in the next section is more naturally
expressed on words.

Next, we define the back-stable Schubert polynomials. These functions have a long folk-
lore history and were studied systematically by Lam, Lee, and Shimozono [14]. Ideas of
Li [16] also suggest the usefulness of working in this context.

Definition 3.13. Fix w P SZ. The back-stable Schubert polynomial
ÐÝ
Sw associated to w

is given by

(12)
ÐÝ
Sw “

ÿ

wPRWpwq

ÿ

pPBRpwq

xp P
ÐÝ
R.

The next proposition follows directly from the definitions.

Proposition 3.14.

(13)
ÐÝ
Sw “

ÿ

wPRWpwq

ÐÝ
Fw.

Theorem 3.15 ( [14, 19]). The set t
ÐÝ
Sw | w P SZu is a Q-basis of

ÐÝ
R , while the set

t
ÐÝ
Fp | p P Z˚

WInc
u is a Q-basis of

ÐÝ
Q.

11



4. The algebra of words

In this section, we connect the colored shuffle algebra and the ring of back-stable
quasisymmetric functions by showing that the latter is a quotient of the former. Moreover,
we discuss two operators, ξ and ∇, which act on Q, and descend to previously-studied
operators on

ÐÝ
Q and

ÐÝ
R , respectively.

4.1. Homomorphism between Q and rings of polynomials. We succinctly repre-
sent linear combinations of slide polynomials by allowing

ÐÝ
F to be indexed by elements of

Q.

Definition 4.1. For â “
ř

pPZ
˚ cpp P Q, we define

ÐÝ
Fâ “

ř
pPZ

˚ cp
ÐÝ
Fp.

Nadeau and Tewari used slightly different notation, but their proof of the following
multiplication rule goes through:

Proposition 4.2 ([19, Proposition 4.12]).
ÐÝ
Fâ

ÐÝ
Fb̂ “

ÐÝ
Fâb̂.

Consider the linear map φ : Q Ñ
ÐÝ
Q defined by â ÞÑ

ÐÝ
Fâ. For notational convenience,

we will also use φ to refer to the map it induces on any subquotient of Q. Recall that
colored words p and q are bottom-row-equivalent, p ” q, if mppq “ mpqq.

Proposition 4.3. φ is a surjective ring homomorphism, with kernel spanned by the
formal differences p ´ q, where p ” q.

Proof. φ is a ring homomorphism by Definition 4.1 and Proposition 4.2, and a surjective
linear map by Theorem 3.15. Since basis vectors p P Z

˚
are mapped to basis vectors

ÐÝ
Fp,

ker φ is spanned by formal differences p ´ q, where φppq “ φpqq. This happens precisely
when p ” q, since φppq “

ÐÝ
Fp “

ÐÝ
Fmppq. �

Therefore, we have realized the ring of quasisymmetric functions as a quotient of the
colored shuffle algebra:

Corollary 4.4. Q{” –
ÐÝ
Q as Q-algebras.

Next, we want to realize
ÐÝ
R in Q. We will do so as both a subspace and a quotient

algebra. For w P SZ, the Schubert vector associated to w is

ˆSchpwq :“
ÿ

wPRWpwq

w P Q.

By (13),

(14)
ÐÝ
F ˆSchpwq “

ÿ

wPRWpwq

ÐÝ
Fw “

ÐÝ
Sw.

Let S be the Q-linear span of t ˆSchpwq | w P SZu, and let R be the subalgebra of Q

generated by S. Products of the form ˆSchpw1q ¨ ¨ ¨ ˆSchpwkq, wi P SZ form a basis for R.

Proposition 4.5. φ : S Ñ
ÐÝ
R is a bijective linear map.

Proof. By Theorem 3.15, t
ÐÝ
Sw | w P SZu forms a basis for

ÐÝ
R . By (14), φp ˆSchpwqq “

ÐÝ
Sw,

so φ is a bijection S Ñ
ÐÝ
R . �

Proposition 4.6. φ : R{” Ñ
ÐÝ
R is an isomorphism.

Proof. Since R is a subalgebra of Q, by Corollary 4.4, φ maps R{” isomorphically onto

its image. By the previous proposition, φpR{”q “ φpRq “ φpSq “
ÐÝ
R , since S generates

R and
ÐÝ
R is closed multiplicatively. �

12



Corollary 4.7. For all â P R, there exists a unique b̂ P S such that â ” b̂.

Proof. This follows from Proposition 4.5, since there is a unique b̂ P S such that φpb̂q “
φpâq. �

Denote this unique b̂ as Spâq.

Corollary 4.8. Sp ˆSchpuq ˆSchpvqq “
ř
w

ÐÝ
cwu,v

ˆSchpwq.

Proof.

ÐÝ
F ˆSchpuq ˆSchpvq “

ÐÝ
F ˆSchpuq

ÐÝ
F ˆSchpvq “

ÐÝ
Su

ÐÝ
Sv “

ÿ

w

ÐÝ
cwu,v

ÐÝ
Sw “

ÐÝ
Fř

w

ÐÝ
cwu,v ˆSchpwq

,

so we have

(15) ˆSchpuq ˆSchpvq ”
ÿ

w

ÐÝ
cwu,v

ˆSchpwq,

and the right side is in S. �

The maps in this subsection are represented by the following commutative diagram:

S R Q

ÐÝ
R

ÐÝ
Q

φ

D!Sp q

φ φ

4.2. Weight-preserving maps on elements of Q. Denote NrZ
˚
s Ď Q the set of N-

linear combinations of elements of Z
˚
. Any element

ř
pPZ

˚ cpp P NrZ
˚
s can be thought

of a multiset where each p has multiplicity cp. For elements of NrZ
˚
s we sometimes use

multiset operations such as P for membership queries or | ¨ | for multiset order without

comment. Under this convention, ˆSchpwq “ RWpwq, but we maintain the two different
notations for cases where we want to make the difference explicit.

For p P Z˚
WInc

, consider Qrφ´1p
ÐÝ
Fpqs, the subspace of Q spanned by all q P Z

˚
with

mpqq “ p. Let Pp : Q Ñ Qrφ´1p
ÐÝ
Fpqs be the projection operator onto this space, and let

Tpâ be the sum of the coefficients of Ppâ. Concretely, if â “
ř

qPZ
˚ cqq, then

(16) Ppâ “
ÿ

qPZ
˚

mpqq“p

cqq, and Tpâ “
ÿ

qPZ
˚

mpqq“p

cq.

For any â, b̂ P NrZ
˚
s, it is the case that

â ” b̂ if and only if @p P Z˚
WInc

, Tpâ “ Tpb̂,

Then, given â ” b̂, there must exist some multiset bijection ψ|p between Ppâ and Ppb̂.
Furthermore, we can take the union of ψ|p for all p to get a bijection ψ between â and

b̂ which is maximal bottom row preserving: mpψpqqq “ mpqq.
Applying this discussion to the Schubert product, we get the following proposition:

Proposition 4.9. For any u, v, there must exist some multiset bijection between ˆSchpuq ˆSchpvq
and

ř
w

ÐÝ
cwu,v

ˆSchpwq which preserves maximal bottom row.
13



Proof. ˆSchpuq ˆSchpvq P NrZ
˚
s, and by Schubert structure constant positivity,

ř
w

ÐÝ
cwu,v

ˆSchpwq P
NrZ

˚
s. By (15), the two multisets are bottom-row equivalent, and the above paragraph

gives the desired map ψ. �

This allows for a quick proof of the following:

Proposition 4.10 (Nenashev). For all u, v,
ˆ
ℓpuq ` ℓpvq

ℓpvq

˙
|RWpuq||RWpvq| “

ÿ

w

ÐÝ
cwu,v|RWpwq|

Proof. There must exist some bijection ψ : ˆSchpuq ˆSchpvq Ñ
ř
w

ÐÝ
cwu,v

ˆSchpwq, so we have`
ℓpuq`ℓpvq
ℓpvq

˘
|RWpuq||RWpvq| “ | ˆSchpuq ˆSchpvq| “ |

ř
w

ÐÝ
cwu,v

ˆSchpwq| “
ř
w

ÐÝ
cwu,v|RWpwq|.

�

The tensor product SbS is the vector subspace ofQ spanned by products ˆSchpuq ˆSchpvq.
As a multiset, ˆSchpuq ˆSchpvq consists of all colored shuffles of reduced words of u and v.

Let M :“
Ť
u,v

ˆSchpuq ˆSchpvq be the set of all such shuffles for all pairs of permutations

u, v P SZ. Then the linear span QrMs is a subspace of Q strictly containing S b S. We
claim:

Proposition 4.11. There exists a map ψ : M Ñ RW whose linear extension makes the
following diagram commute:

S b S S

QrMs QrRWs

ÐÝ
Q

Sp q

ψ

φ

φ

Proof. S b S has basis given by products ˆSchpuq ˆSchpvq, and following either S b S Ñ
QrMs Ñ

ÐÝ
Q or S b S Ñ S Ñ QrRWs Ñ

ÐÝ
Q sends ˆSchpuq ˆSchpvq to the product

ÐÝ
Su

ÐÝ
Sv.

Consider an element of M; this is a colored shuffled word p P ˆSchpuq ˆSchpvq for some

u, v P SZ. Both ˆSchpuq ˆSchpvq and Sp ˆSchpuq ˆSchpvqq are elements of NrZ
˚
s, so they can

be considered as multisets. By Corollary 4.8 and Proposition 4.9, there exists a bijection
from ˆSchpuq ˆSchpvq to Sp ˆSchpuq ˆSchpvqq preserving maximal bottom row, and any such
bijection over all pairs u and v is the desired map. �

Problem 4.12. Find an explicit map ψ satisfying Proposition 4.11.

A solution to Problem 4.12 would give a combinatorial proof of Schubert structure
positivity since for any reduced word w for w,

(17)
ÐÝ
cwu,v “ |ψ´1pwq X ˆSchpuq ˆSchpvq|.

Such a map is (unsurprisingly) hard to find, but we are able to prove that any such
map must have certain properties. One such property is that ψ will always fix the value

of the final entry: for p P Z
k
, ψppqk “ valppkq. In fact, more can be said about how ψ

acts on the last few entries of p (Proposition 5.7).
In addition, we conjecture:

14



Conjecture 4.13. There exists some ψ satisfying Proposition 4.11 such that ψξ “ ξψ,
where ξ is the operator defined in the next subsection (18) which removes the first letter
of a word.

If Conjecture 4.13 holds, it would open the possibility of building up ψ inductively:
knowing where ψ sends to length-n words would severely constrain where it can send
length-pn` 1q words.

Remark 4.14. One possible approach to Problem 4.12 would be to look for bijections
satisfying Proposition 4.11 in the context of Pieri’s rule; that is, a maximal-bottom-row-
preserving bijection between ˆSchpuq ˆSchpsi`j . . . si`1siq and Sp ˆSchpuq ˆSchpsi`j . . . si`1siqq.
Sjoblom [23] gives a bijection between these sets; however, his bijection does not preserve
maximal bottom row.

Problem 4.15. Modify Sjoblom’s bijection to preserve maximal bottom row.

4.3. Differential operators on Schubert and slide polynomials. Next, we discuss
some linear operators which act on Q.

Proposition 4.16. Any linear operator ‹ which acts on pp1, . . . , pkq P Z
˚
by

‹pp1, . . . , pkq “ fpvalpp1qq ¨ pp2, . . . , pkq,

where f is some function Z Ñ Q, satisfies the Leibniz rule up to maximal bottom row
equivalence (ie ‹ppqq ” ‹ppqq ` p‹pqq).

Proof. The statement is trivially true if p “ H or if q “ H. Assuming otherwise,
let p1 “ pp2, . . . , pℓppqq and q1 “ pq2, . . . , qℓpqq. Note that maxcolppq ě maxcolpp1q so
p1q “ p1

� q Ò maxcolpp1q ” p1
� q Ò maxcolppq. So, ‹ppqq “ ‹pp� q Ò maxcolppqq “

‹pp1 ˝pp1
�q Ò maxcolppqq`q1 ˝pp�q1 Ò maxcolppqqq ” fpvalpp1qqp1q`fpvalpq1qqpq1 “

‹ppqq ` p‹pqq. �

Remark 4.17. A stronger statement is true. Call p P Z
˚
and q P Z

˚
color-equivalent,

p
c“ q, if an order-preserving reindexing of the colors sends p to q. For example,

2r2s1r2s3r1s1r3s c“ 2r5s1r5s3r2s1r6s since all values agree, and the colors in both words have
the same relative ordering.

Color-equivalent colored words are always bottom-row-equivalent, and the operator ‹

from the previous proposition satisfies

‹ppqq c“ ‹ppqq ` p‹pqq.

Definition 4.18. Let ∇ and ξ be the linear operators that act on Z
˚
by

(18) ∇pp1, . . . , pkq “ valpp1qpp2, . . . , pkq, ξpp1, . . . , pkq “ pp2, . . . , pkq.

By Proposition 4.16, ∇ and ξ satisfy the Leibniz rule up to maximal bottom row
equivalence.

Proposition 4.19.

(19) ∇ ˆSchpwq “
ÿ

k, ℓpskwqăℓpwq

k ˆSchpskwq and ξ ˆSchpwq “
ÿ

k, ℓpskwqăℓpwq

ˆSchpskwq.

Proof. This can be seen because ∇ ˆSchpwq “
ř

wPRWpwq w1pw2, . . . ,wkq. Note that given
skw ă w, reduced words for skw are in bijection with reduced words for w that start with
k. Thus,

ř
wPRWpwq w1pw2, . . . ,wkq “

ř
k,skwăw k

ˆSchpskwq. Similar reasoning holds for
ξ. �
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Thus, we get the following corollary from the definition of R:

Corollary 4.20. â P R implies that ∇â P R and ξâ P R.

Next, we show that ∇ and ξ descend to the quotient
ÐÝ
R . Applying φ to (19), we are

led to define the following operators on
ÐÝ
R :

(20) ∇
ÐÝ
Sw “

ÿ

k,ℓpskwqăℓpwq

k
ÐÝ
Sskw, and ξ

ÐÝ
Sw “

ÿ

k,ℓpskwqăℓpwq

ÐÝ
Sskw.

These operators on
ÐÝ
R have been studied previously. ∇ was defined (on polynomials)

by Stanley [25], while ξ was defined by Nenashev [20]. Similar operators were previously
studied by Kerov; see also [10, 21]. Nenashev showed that both ∇ and ξ satisfy the
Leibniz rule:

Proposition 4.21. [20, Propositions 4, 5] For any f, g P
ÐÝ
R ,

∇pfgq “ ∇pfqg ` f∇pgq and ξpfgq “ ξpfqg ` fξpgq.

Remark 4.22. In fact, ξ can be defined on the larger space
ÐÝ
Q , on which it still satisfies

the Leibniz rule, although we will not need that here.

We claim that the definition (20) is canonical.

Theorem 4.23. For any â, b̂ P Q, â ” b̂ implies that ξâ ” ξb̂, and if â, b̂ P R, â ” b̂

implies ∇â ” ∇b̂.

Proof. We first consider ξ. By linearity, it suffices to show that the statement is true for
any p, q P Z

˚
. If p ” q, then mppq “ mpqq. Deleting the first character from p and q

simply deletes the first character from their maximal bottom rows, so

mpξppqq “ ξpmppqq “ ξpmpqqq “ mpξpqqq,

and ξppq ” ξpqq.
Next, we consider ∇. By (14), (19) and (20),

(21) ∇
ÐÝ
F ˆSchpwq “ ∇

ÐÝ
Sw “

ÿ

k,skwăw

k
ÐÝ
Sskw “

ÐÝ
Fř

k,skwăw k
ˆSchpskwq “

ÐÝ
F
∇ ˆSchpwq,

and extending by linearity, the same is true for any element of S, and so

(22) ∇p
ÐÝ
Fâq “ ∇p

ÐÝ
FSpâqq “

ÐÝ
F∇pSpâqq, for all â P R.

Consider the case where â “ ˆSchpw1q ˆSchpw2q ¨ ¨ ¨ ˆSchpwkq is a basis vector of R. Using

(21) and (22), along with Proposition 4.2 and the Leibniz rules for ∇ on both R and
ÐÝ
R ,

we have
ÐÝ
F
∇p ˆSchpw1q¨¨¨ ˆSchpwkqq

“
ÐÝ
F
∇p ˆSchpw1qq ˆSchpw2q¨¨¨ ˆSchpwkq`¨¨¨` ˆSchpw1q¨¨¨ ˆSchpwk´1q∇p ˆSchpwkqq

“
ÐÝ
F
∇p ˆSchpw1qq

ÐÝ
F ˆSchpw2q ¨ ¨ ¨

ÐÝ
F ˆSchpwkq ` ¨ ¨ ¨ `

ÐÝ
F ˆSchpw1q ¨ ¨ ¨

ÐÝ
F ˆSchpwk´1q

ÐÝ
F
∇p ˆSchpwkqq

“ ∇p
ÐÝ
F ˆSchpw1qq

ÐÝ
F ˆSchpw2q ¨ ¨ ¨

ÐÝ
F ˆSchpwkq ` ¨ ¨ ¨ `

ÐÝ
F ˆSchpw1q ¨ ¨ ¨

ÐÝ
F ˆSchpwk´1q∇p

ÐÝ
F ˆSchpwkqq

“ ∇p
ÐÝ
F ˆSchpw1q ¨ ¨ ¨

ÐÝ
F ˆSchpwkqq

“ ∇
ÐÝ
F ˆSchpw1q¨¨¨ ˆSchpwkq

“
ÐÝ
F
∇pSp ˆSchpw1q¨¨¨ ˆSchpwkqq.
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so we have ∇â ” ∇Spâq. By linearity, this is true for any â P R, and therefore if â ” b̂,

then ∇â ” ∇Spâq “ ∇Spb̂q ” ∇b̂. �

Corollary 4.24. When ∇ or ξ is restricted to elements of R, then φ∇ “ ∇φ and
φξ “ ξφ.

Proof. Let â P R and let f “ φpâq. Using Theorem 4.23 and (22),

φp∇âq “
ÐÝ
F∇â “

ÐÝ
F∇Spâq “ ∇

ÐÝ
FSpâq “ ∇f “ ∇φpâq.

The same argument holds for ξ, since the analogue to (22), ξp
ÐÝ
Fâq “ ξp

ÐÝ
FSpâqq “

ÐÝ
FξpSpâqq,

holds for the same reasons. �

Remark 4.25. Theorem 4.23 is much easier to show for ξ than for ∇, in part because
the result only holds for ∇ on the subalgebra R rather than the whole chromatic shuffle
algebra. It would be interesting to know if there is a way to modify ∇ such that â ”
b̂ ùñ ∇â ” ∇b̂ holds on all of Q.

If â, b̂ P R are bottom-row-equivalent, then by linearity, ζâ ” ζ b̂ for any operator ζ
formed by taking linear combinations and/or repeated applications of ξ and ∇.

Example 4.26. If â, b̂ P R and â ” b̂, then by Theorem 4.23 the sum of the values of the
ith entries of the words in â (with multiplicity) equals the corresponding sum for b̂. For

instance, Ss2Ss2 “
ÐÝ
F2r1s2r2s`2r2s2r1s “ Ss3s2 ` Ss1s2 “

ÐÝ
F32`12, so in terms of words,

2r1s2r2s ` 2r2s2r1s ” 32 ` 12.

Applying ξ∇ to both sides, we get ξ∇p2r1s2r2s ` 2r2s2r1sq “ p2 ` 2qH ” ξ∇p32 ` 12q “
p3 ` 1qH.

The next proposition uses this technique to give a variant of Proposition 4.10.

Proposition 4.27.

(23)

ˆ
ℓpuq ` ℓpvq

ℓpvq

˙
pρpuq|RWpvq| ` |RWpuq|ρpvqq “

ÿ

w

ÐÝ
cwu,vρpwq,

where for w P SZ,

ρpwq “
ÿ

pw1,...,wℓpwqqPRWpwq

pw1 ` w2 ` . . .` wℓpwqq.

Proof. Define

σk “ ∇ξk´1 ` ξ∇ξk´2 ` . . .` ξk´1∇.

It is easy to check that for p P Z
k
, we have σkp “ pvalppq1 ` valppq2 ` . . . ` valppqkqH.

Letting k “ ℓpuq ` ℓpvq, σkp ˆSchpuq ˆSchpvqq is the sum of all the values in all shuffles of all
reduced words of u and v. Consider some reduced word u P RWpuq. There are exactly`
ℓpuq`ℓpvq
ℓpvq

˘
|RWpvq| shuffles in the product ˆSchpuq ˆSchpvq which contain u as a subword

(first choose which entries of the shuffle are the u-entries, and then choose which reduced
word of v occupies the other entries). Applying σk and summing over all u P RWpuq,
the total contribution to σkp ˆSchpuq ˆSchpvqq of all the characters in all the reduced words

for u is
`
ℓpuq`ℓpvq
ℓpvq

˘
ρpuq|RWpvq|. Similar logic shows that the characters in v contribute
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`
ℓpuq`ℓpvq
ℓpvq

˘
|RWpuq|ρpvq to the sum. Thus, by Theorem 4.23,

ˆ
ℓpuq ` ℓpvq

ℓpvq

˙
pρpuq|RWpvq| ` |RWpuq|ρpvqqH “ σkp ˆSchpuq ˆSchpvqq

” σkp
ÿ

w

ÐÝ
cwu,v

ˆSchpwqq “
ÿ

w

ÐÝ
cwu,vρpwqH.

Because the left side and the right side are constant multiples of the empty word, the
equivalence implies equality. �

5. Proof of the back-stabilization conjecture

For this section, fix w P SZ and u, v P SZ` . We let ψ be an equivalence-preserving mul-

tiset bijection from ˆSchpuq ˆSchpvq to
ř
w

ÐÝ
cwu,v

ˆSchpwq, as guaranteed by Proposition 4.9.

5.1. DC-triviality. Our arguments make use of an observation of Knutson known as
DC-triviality. Recall the equivalent conditions for a descent specified by Lemma 2.3.

Lemma 5.1 (DC-triviality, [12]). If w has a descent at i but u, v don’t have descents at

position i, then
ÐÝ
cwu,v “ 0.

Proof. Suppose w has a descent at i and
ÐÝ
cwu,v ‰ 0. Let k “ ℓpwq and pick any w P RWpwq

such that wk “ i. Then w P Sp ˆSchpuq ˆSchpvqq. Let p “ ψ´1pwq P ˆSchpuq ˆSchpvq.
mpwq “ mppq so valpwkq “ valppkq “ i, but u and v don’t have descents at i so no words

in ˆSchpuq ˆSchpvq end in a character with value i, leading to a contradiction. �

DC-triviality is important for back-stabilization since u and v have no descents at
nonpositive indices. Therefore, if

ÐÝ
cwu,v ‰ 0, w also cannot have a descent at a nonpositive

index. This observation leads to the following two corollaries.

Corollary 5.2. Given w with
ÐÝ
cwu,v ‰ 0, if θipwq “ 1, then for all i ď j ď 1, θjpwq “ 1.

Proof. Let j be the minimum index such that j ą i and θjpwq “ 0. Then, codepwqj´1 ą
0 “ codepwqj, so w has a descent at j ´ 1. By DC-triviality and the above observation,
w has no descents at nonpositive indices, so we must have j ą 1. �

Corollary 5.3. If cwu,v ‰ 0 and w R SZ`, then for any w P RWpwq and any n ď 0, if
n P supp w and n ´ 1 R supp w, then BSpwq “ 1 ´ n.

Note that whether a given n appears or not in w is an invariant of w; n either appears
in all reduced words for w or none of them.

Proof. n ´ 1 R supp w implies θn´1pwq “ 0 since for j ą n ´ 1, we have wpjq “
sw1

sw2
swℓpwqpjq, which can inductively seen to be greater than n ´ 1, and we also have

inductively sw1
sw2

swℓpwqpn´ 1q ď n ´ 1.
By Corollary 5.2, for all n1 ă n ´ 1, we also have θn1pwq “ 0. n ă 1 so w R SZ` so we

can apply (6) to get

BSpwq “ 1 ´ minptj | θjpwq “ 1uq ě 1 ´ n.

Conversely, n P supp w, so BSpwq “ 1´minpsupp wq ď 1´n, and we have equality. �
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5.2. Increasing suffixes. Given a word p “ pp1, p2, . . . , pkq and indices 1 ď i ď j ď k,
let pi,j be the contiguous subword ppi, pi`1, ¨ ¨ ¨ pj´1, pjq of p starting with pi and ending
with pj .

An increasing suffix of p is a suffix of p that is (strictly) increasing. Let IncSufppq be
the maximal-length increasing suffix of p, which we will refer to simply as the increasing
suffix of p. The increasing suffix length Ippq of p is the length of its increasing suffix,

Ippq “ ℓpIncSufppqq “ maxpti | pk´i`1 ă pk´i`2 ă . . . ă pkuq.

The increasing suffix of p can also be written IncSufppq “ pk´Ippq`1,k.
Given an integer i P Z, the increasing i-suffix of p is

IncSufippq “

#
IncSufppq, if valppkq ď i,

H, if valppkq ą i.

Its length, the increasing i-suffix length of p is given by

Iippq “ ℓpIncSufippqq “

#
Ippq, if valppkq ď i,

0, if valppkq ą i.

Increasing suffixes inform us about the slide polynomial decomposition of Schubert
products. In particular, increasing i-suffix lengths are invariants of slide polynomials.

Proposition 5.4. Given words p, q P Z
˚
, if p ” q, then for all i, Iippq “ Iipqq.

Proof. p ” q implies that mppq “ mpqq, so we prove the result by showing that p has
the same increasing i-suffix length as its maximal bottom row, that is,

Iippq “ Iipmppqq for all i.

This fact follows from Lemma 3.7, since p and mppq have increases at exactly the same
entries, and moreover have the same final entry. �

For elements of Z˚, we get the following stronger statement:

Proposition 5.5. For p, q P Z˚, if p ” q, then IncSufppq “ IncSufpqq.

Proof. It suffices to show that IncSufppq “ IncSufpmppqq because then IncSufppq “
IncSufpmppqq “ IncSufpmpqqq “ IncSufpqq.

To prove this, we will show that for 0 ď j ă Ippq, we havemppqk´j “ pk´j. When j “ 0
we have by (9) that mppqk´0 “ valppk´0q “ pk´0. Then for 0 ă j ă Ipwq we have pk´j ă
pk´j`1, and p P Z˚, so this implies that pk´j ď pk´j`1 ´ 1. We can inductively assume
mppk´j`1q “ pk´j`1, and so by (9), we have mppqk´j “ minpvalppk´jq, mppqk´j`1 ´ 1q “
minppk´j,pk´j`1 ´ 1q “ pk´j. �

Example 5.6. 3r1s2r1s2r2s ” 312 ” 212, and IncSufp3r1s2r1s2r2sq “ 2r1s2r2s, and IncSufp312q “

IncSufp212q “ 12. Iip3r1s2r1s2r2sq “ Iip312q “ Iip212q “

#
2 i ě 2,

0 otherwise.

Proposition 5.5 directly implies the following fact:

Proposition 5.7. Let ψ : M Ñ RW satisfy Proposition 4.11. For any p P M, for all i,

(24) Iippq “ Iipψppqq.

Furthermore,

(25) IncSufpmppqq “ IncSufpψppqq.
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Given some set or multiset of words X , let the increasing i-suffix length of that set
be IipXq “ maxpPX Iippq, the maximal i-suffix length of any word in X . Using our

convention of treating elements of NrZ
˚
s as multisets, we see that increasing i-suffix

length is an invariant of N-linear sums of slide polynomials:

Lemma 5.8. Given â, b̂ P NrZ
˚
s with â ” b̂, we have Iipâq “ Iipb̂q for all i.

Proof. Since â ” b̂, there exists a maximal-bottom-row preserving bijection f : â Ñ b̂,
so

Iipâq “ max
pPâ

Iippq “ max
pPâ

Iipfppqq “ max
qPb̂

Iipqq “ Iipb̂q,

where the second equality uses Proposition 5.4. �

Increasing i-suffixes also behave well with respect to multiplication in NrZ
˚
s. In par-

ticular,

Proposition 5.9. For â, b̂ P NrZ
˚
s, Iipâb̂q “ Iipâq ` Iipb̂q

Proof. It suffices to show that for p, q P Z
˚
, Iippqq “ Iippq ` Iipqq; taking maximums

over p P â and q P b̂ gives the result.
Write p “ c ˝ IncSufippq, and q “ d ˝ IncSufipqq. There is exactly one shuffled

word e in the product IncSufippqIncSufipqq which is increasing. Then c ˝ d ˝ e is a
shuffled word in pq whose increasing i-suffix has length ě Iippq ` Iipqq, which establishes
Iippqq ě Iippq ` Iipqq.

To show the other inequality, consider any r P pq. The p-entries of the increasing
i-suffix of r are an increasing i-suffix of p, and similarly the q-entries of the increasing
i-suffix of r are an increasing i-suffix of q. So, Iiprq ď Iippq ` Iipqq. �

Combining Lemma 5.8 and Proposition 5.9, we have

Theorem 5.10. For all i P Z, we have

max
w |

ÐÝ
cwu,v‰0

IipRWpwqq “ IipRWpuqq ` IipRWpvqq.

In particular, if for some i, IipRWpwqq ą IipRWpuqq ` IipRWpvqq, then
ÐÝ
cwu,v “ 0.

Proof. We have

max
w |

ÐÝ
cwu,v‰0

IipRWpwqq “ Ii

˜
ÿ

w

ÐÝ
cwu,v

ˆSchpwq

¸
“ Ii

´
ˆSchpuq ˆSchpvq

¯
“ IipRWpuqq`IipRWpvqq,

where the first equality is by definition, and the third is by Proposition 5.9. For the
second equality, ˆSchpuq ˆSchpvq P NrZ

˚
s and using the positivity of the Schubert structure

constants,
ř
w

ÐÝ
cwu,v

ˆSchpwq P NrZ
˚
s, so we can use Lemma 5.8. �

5.3. Increasing suffixes of reduced words.

The previous result suggests the following definitions:

Ipwq “ Ip ˆSchpwqq, Iipwq “ Iip ˆSchpwqq,

and
Ipu, vq “ Ip ˆSchpuq ˆSchpvqq, Iipu, vq “ Iip ˆSchpuq ˆSchpvqq.

Ipwq is the length of the longest increasing suffix in any reduced word for w, Ipu, vq is
the length of the longest increasing suffix in any reduced word of any permutation that
appears in the Schubert product

ÐÝ
Su

ÐÝ
Sv, and similarly for Iipwq and Iipu, vq.
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To prove Theorem 1.3, we carefully analyze the increasing suffixes of words in ˆSchpuq ˆSchpvq
and in

ř
w

ÐÝ
cwu,v

ˆSchpwq.
Increasing suffixes of reduced words have a close relationship with the Lehmer code.

We have the following properties:

Proposition 5.11. Given permutation w with ℓpwq “ k,

(a) For w P RWpwq, if j is in IncSufpwq then θjpwq “ 1.
(b) For i P Z, Iipwq ď λipwq.
(c) For i P Z, if θipwq “ 0, then Ii´1pwq “ Iipwq “ λipwq.

Proof.

(a) Induction on ℓpwq. The base case is when ℓpwq “ 1, and the claim is clear.
Ifw “ w1, . . . ,wk, then w has a descent atwk, so by Lemma 2.3(b) codepwqwk

ą
codepwqwk`1 ě 0. If wk´1 ě wk, then we are done since wk is the entire increasing
suffix. Assume we are in the other case where wk´1 ă wk. We can use the induc-
tive hypothesis on w1, . . . ,wk´1, which is a reduced word for wswk

, to show that
for any j in IncSufpw1, . . . ,wk´1q, codepwswk

qj ą 0. Note that in this case any j in
IncSufpw1, . . . ,wk´1q is less than wk, so codepwqj “ codepwswk

qj ą 0 by Lemma
2.3(c). Any j in IncSufpw1, . . . ,wkq is either wk or is in IncSufpw1, . . . ,wk´1q, so
we have proved the claim.

(b) For any w P RWpwq, if Iipwq “ 0, then Iipwq ď λipwq since the latter is nonneg-
ative. If Iipwq ą 0, then wk ď i, so for each j in IncSufpwq, j ď i and θjpwq “ 1

by part (a). Thus, Iipwq “ ℓpIncSufpwqq ď
ři
k“´8 θk “ λi.

(c) If θipwq “ codepwqi “ 0, then w does not have a descent at i, so no reduced
words for w end in i, so Ii´1pwq “ Iipwq. Now we just have to show that Iipwq “
λipwq. From part (b), we already have Iipwq ď λipwq, so we just have so establish
Iipwq ě λipwq. To do this we induct over λ :“ λipwq.
The base case is if λ “ 0, in which case the statement is clear. Otherwise let

j “ maxptα ď i | codepwqα ą 0uq. By the maximality of j, codepwqj ą 0 “
codepwqj`1 (in particular, λ “ λjpwq). Thus, w has a descent at j, so by Lemma
2.3(c), codepwsjqj “ codepwqj`1 “ 0, and for all j1 ă j, codepwsjqj1 “ codepwqj1.
Thus, we can apply the inductive hypothesis and conclude that

Ijpwsjq “ λjpwsjq “ λjpwq ´ 1 “ λ ´ 1.

Let p P RWpwsjq be a word that achieves Ijppq “ Ijpwsjq “ λ ´ 1. Then since
j ď i, the word p1, . . . ,pk´1, j is a reduced word for w which has an increasing
i-suffix length equal to Ijpwsjq ` 1 “ λ, so Iipwq ě λ as desired. �

Taking i to be large, we obtain the following corollary of Theorem 5.10 and Proposition
5.11:

Corollary 5.12. If
ÐÝ
cwu,v ‰ 0, then

λ8pwq ď λ8puq ` λ8pvq

i.e. the number of nonzero rows in the Lehmer code of w is less than or equal to the
number of nonzero rows in u plus the number of nonzero rows in the Lehmer code of v.

This gives a simple criteria to determine the vanishing of some Schubert structure
constants. See [24] for an overview of existing results on the topic.

Different reduced words of w may have different increasing i-suffixes, but it turns out
that maximal increasing i-suffixes are unique.
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Corollary 5.13. Let w P SZ.

(a) There is a unique maximal-length increasing suffix for w, which is given by si1 ¨ ¨ ¨ sim,
where i1 ă . . . ă im are the values i where θipwq “ 1.

(b) Every increasing suffix for w is a subword of the maximal increasing suffix.

Proof. This follows from Proposition 5.11, parts (a) and (c), taking i to be large in (c). �

We also make the following observation. Let w P SZ and let p be the maximal increasing
suffix of w. p has the form

p “ pi1, i1 ` 1, . . . , i1 ` k1, i2, i2 ` 1, . . . , i2 ` k2, . . . , it, it ` 1, . . . , it ` ktq,

where ij ě ij´1 ` kj´1 ` 2. Write qpjq “ pij , ij ` 1, . . . , ij ` kjq. Then since sisj “ sjsi
when |i´ j| ě 2, every word qpσp1qq ˝ qpσp2qq ˝ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˝ qpσptqq consisting of the qpjq in any order
is a suffix of w. Furthermore, every subword of p consisting of some of the qpjq is an
increasing suffix for w.

Example 5.14. Consider the permutation w P SZ` with one-row notation 2136574. Its
Lehmer code is p1, 0, 0, 2, 1, 1, 0q. Then the maximal increasing suffix for w is p “ s1s4s5s6,
and every increasing suffix of w is a subword of p. In particular, qp1q “ s1 and qp2q “ s4s5s6
commute, and so s1 is an increasing suffix of w.

Not every subword of the maximal increasing suffix for w is itself an increasing suffix
for w. A careful analysis of the Lehmer code might lead to a characterization, but this is
outside the scope of the present paper.

Problem 5.15. Characterize all increasing suffixes of a given permutation w P SZ.

The question of which reduced words have maximal increasing suffixes is also interest-
ing. This word is usually not unique, but one might ask whether any combinatorially
interesting words w have Ipwq “ Ipwq. One such word is given recursively by the follow-
ing definition. Let IncSufpwq be the maximal-length increasing suffix for w, and also treat
IncSufpwq as the permutation it is a reduced word for. Then the word MaxIncWordpwq
defined by

MaxIncWordpwq “ MaxIncWordpwpIncSufpwqq´1q ˝ IncSufpwq

satisfies Ipwq “ Ipwq, and a similar property holds for any any prefix w1 of w obtained
by repeatedly stripping off maximal increasing suffixes. We expect that this word has
been previously studied, but are unaware of a source.

5.4. Proof of the Back-stabilization Theorem.

Proposition 5.16. Let u, v P SZ` with ℓpuq ` ℓpvq “ k.

(a) maxiě0pIipu, vq ´ iq “ maxiě0pλipuq ` λipvq ´ iq
(b) Let i ě 0 be such Iipu, vq ´ i attains its maximum. Let p P ˆSchpuq ˆSchpvq with

Iippq “ Iipu, vq. Then, either IncSufipmppqq “ H or IncSufipmppqq “ pi´ Ippq `
1, i´ Ippq ` 2, . . . , iq.

Note that maxiě0pλipuq ` λipvq ´ iq is the right side of (2).

Proof.

(a) By Proposition 5.9 and Proposition 5.11(b),

Iipu, vq ´ i “ Iipuq ` Iipvq ´ i ď λipuq ` λipvq ´ i,
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Taking the maximum over all i ě 0 we get

max
iě0

pIipu, vq ´ iq ď max
iě0

pλipuq ` λipvq ´ iq.

Now, let i ě 0 be such that it maximizes Iipu, vq ´ i, and let

j “ mintα ě i | θα`1puq “ θα`1pvq “ 0u.

By construction, for all i ă j1 ď j we have θj1puq ` θj1pvq ě 1. Applying Proposi-
tion 5.11(c),

Ijpu, vq ´ j “ λjpuq ` λjpvq ´ j

“ λipuq ` λipvq `

˜
jÿ

j1“i`1

θj1puq ` θj1pvq

¸
´ j

ě λipuq ` λipvq ` pj ´ iq ´ j

“ λipuq ` λipvq ´ i.

So, maxiě0pIipu, vq ´ iq ě maxiě0pλipuq ` λipvq ´ iq.
(b) We are trying to show that mppqk´j “ i´j for all 0 ď j ă Iippq. If Iippq “ 0 then

the statement is vacuous, so we can assume this is not the case. Otherwise, we
induct on j. For j “ 0, we need to show that valppkq “ i. We assumed Iippq ‰ 0,
so valppkq ď i, and if valppkq ă i, then

Ii´1pu, vq ´ pi´ 1q “ Ii´1ppq ´ pi ´ 1q “ Iippq ´ pi´ 1q “ Iipu, vq ´ i` 1,

but this contradicts the choice of i. Thus, mppqk “ valppkq “ i.
Now we must show for 1 ď j ă Ippq, we have mppqk´j “ i ´ j, and we

inductively assume i´ j “ mppqk´pj´1q ´ 1. Since we are in the increasing suffix,
by Lemma 3.7 we have mppqk´j ă mppqk´pj´1q. In particular, mppqk´j ď i ´ j.
To prove equality, we will suppose mppqk´j ă i ´ j and show a contraction. By
(9) we have valppk´jq “ mppqk´j ă mppqk´pj´1q ´ 1 ď valppk´pj´1qq ´ 1.
We break the increasing suffix into two pieces, c :“ pk´Ippq`1,k´j and d :“

pk´pj´1q,k. Since c and d are both increasing and since the first entry of d has
value at least two more than the last entry of c, every entry of d has value greater
than that of every entry of c by at least 2. As a result, d ˝ c is also a suffix of
some word q in ˆSchpuq ˆSchpvq, by doing the appropriate Coxeter commutations
for words of u and v.
Consider the last entry, qk, of q. This is also the last entry of c, so it equals

pk´j. Thus, valpqkq “ valppk´jq “ mppqk´j ă i ´ j. Since c is increasing, this
means that Ii´j´1pqq ě ℓpcq “ Iippq ´ j, so

Ii´j´1pqq ´ pi´ j ´ 1q ě Iippq ´ i ` 1 ą Iippq ´ i,

contradicting the choice of i. �

Example 5.17. Using one-line notation, let u “ 21543, and let v “ 12453. codepuq “
p1, 0, 2, 1q and codepvq “ p0, 0, 1, 1q. The reduced words for u are 3431, 3413, 3143, 1343,
4341, 4314, 4134, and 1434. The only reduced word for v is 34.

ˆSchpuq ˆSchpvq consists of all of the colored shuffles between the reduced words for u and
the reduced words for v. By considering these shuffles, one can determine that Iipu, vq ´ i

attains its maximum when i “ 4 and that I4pu, vq “ 5, due to the word

p :“ 4r1s1r1s3r1s3r2s4r1s4r2s P ˆSchpuq ˆSchpvq,
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which has an increasing 4-suffix of length 5. λipuq ` λi ´ i also attains its maximum
when i “ 4, and maxiě0pIipu, vq ´ iq “ maxiě0pλipuq ` λipvq ´ iq “ 1. We also have
mppq “ p0, 0, 1, 2, 3, 4q, which satisfies IncSuf4pmppqq “ p0, 1, 2, 3, 4q.

We now prove (2) by proving inequalities in both directions.

Lemma 5.18. maxiě0pIipu, vq ´ iq ď BSpu, vq

Proof. Let i ě 0 be such that it maximizes Iipu, vq´i. We have Iipu, vq “ Iip
ř
w

ÐÝ
cwu,v

ˆSchpwqq,

so let w P
ř
w

ÐÝ
cwu,v

ˆSchpwq be such that Iipwq “ Iipu, vq. By Proposition 5.16, ei-
ther IncSufipwq “ H, in which case Iipu, vq ´ i ď 0 ď BSpu, vq, so we are done, or
IncSufipwq “ pi´ Iipwq ` 1, i´ Iipwq ` 2, . . . , iq, so i ´ Iipwq ` 1 P supp w. So,

BSpwq “ 1 ´ minpsupp wq ě 1 ´ pi´ Iipwq ` 1q “ max
iě0

pIipu, vq ´ iq. �

Lemma 5.19. maxiě0pIipu, vq ´ iq ě BSpu, vq

Proof. If BSpu, vq “ 0 then the statement is clear. If BSpu, vq ‰ 0, then take any w for

which
ÐÝ
cwu,v ‰ 0 and BSpwq “ BSpu, vq. By (6), θ1´BSpu,vqpwq “ 1. Let j be the smallest

integer such that θj`1pwq “ 0 and j ě 1 ´ BSpu, vq. Then, by Proposition 5.11(c)

Ijpwq “ λjpwq “ j ´ p1 ´ BSpwqq ` 1 “ j ` BSpu, vq,

where the second equality is because θi “ 0 for i ă 1 ´ BSpu, vq.
By Corollary 5.2, j ě 1. Thus we have

max
iě0

pIipu, vq ´ iq “ max
iě0

˜
Ii

˜
ÿ

w

ÐÝ
cwu,v

ˆSchpwq

¸
´ i

¸

ě Ijpwq ´ j

“ j ` BSpu, vq ´ j

“ BSpu, vq. �

Combining these lemmas with Proposition 5.16(a), we have

BSpu, vq “ max
iě0

pIipu, vq ´ iq “ max
iě0

pλipuq ` λipvq ´ iq,

and (2) is proven.
Now for part (a) of Conjecture 1.2:

Lemma 5.20. Given 0 ď m ď BSpu, vq, there exists some w P SZ such that
ÐÝ
cwu,v ‰ 0 and

BSpwq “ m.

The proof of this lemma is fairly technical, and combines every tool we have used so
far. The main step is to apply the operator p∇`mξqk´i´m to both sides of (15). On the
left side, this gives a positive linear combination of shuffled words, and using the results
of Sections 4 and 5 we show that there must exist the desired w P SZ.

A proof of Conjecture 7.3 would result in a much less technical proof of this result.

Proof. The fact that there exists a w such that
ÐÝ
cwu,v ‰ 0 and BSpwq “ 0 is clear because

non-back-stable Schubert expansions always have at least one term. So, we can assume
that BSpu, vq ą 0 and we just have to prove the claim for 1 ď m ď BSpu, vq. To do this,
by Corollary 5.3 we just have to show that for any 1 ´ BSpu, vq ď n ď 0 there exists

some w with
ÐÝ
cwu,v ‰ 0 such that for any reduced word w P RWpwq, n P supp w but

n´ 1 R supp w.
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Let i ě 0 be such that it maximizes Iipu, vq ´ i and let k “ ℓpuq ` ℓpvq. We apply the
operator p∇ ´ pn´ 1qξqk´pi´nq´1 to both sides of (15), and by Theorem 4.23, this yields

(26) p∇´pn´1qξqk´pi´nq´1p ˆSchpuq ˆSchpvqq ” p∇´pn´1qξqk´pi´nq´1

˜
ÿ

w

ÐÝ
cwu,v

ˆSchpwq

¸
.

Both sides of (26) can be computed directly via the definitions in (18), and we obtain:
(27) ÿ

pP ˆSchpuq ˆSchpvq

πn´1pp1,k´pi´nq´1qpk´pi´nq,k ”
ÿ

w

ÐÝ
cwu,v

ÿ

wPRWpwq

πn´1pw1,k´pi´nq´1qwk´pi´nq,k,

where πcpqq “ pvalpq1q ´ cqpvalpq2q ´ cq . . . pvalpqℓpqqq ´ cq P Z.
This equation is the essential step of our proof. Note that on the left side of (27),

πn´1pp1,k´pi´nq´1q ą 0 for all p P ˆSchpuq ˆSchpvq

because pj ě 1 and n ă 1, so pj ´ pn ´ 1q ě 2 for all j. So, the left side of (27) is in

NrZ
˚
s.

By (2), Iipu, vq ´ i “ BSpu, vq ą 0, so Iipu, vq ‰ 0, and we can find p P ˆSchpuq ˆSchpvq
with Iippq “ Iipu, vq ‰ 0. p satisfies the hypotheses to apply Proposition 5.16(b), and
Iippq ‰ 0 so

mppqk´pIppq´1q,k “ IncSufpmppqq

“ pi´ pIppq ´ 1q, i´ pIppq ´ 1q ` 1, . . . , iq.

In particular, i ´ n ď i ´ p1 ´ BSpu, vqq “ Iippq ´ 1, so

mppk´pi´nq,kq “ pi´ pi´ nq, i´ pi ´ nq ` 1, . . . , iq

“ pn, n` 1, . . . , iq.

Applying the operator Tpn,n`1,...,iq from (16) to the left side of (27) gives a positive in-
teger, so the same must be true for the right side. This means that there must ex-
ist some w with

ÐÝ
cwu,v ‰ 0 and some w P RWpwq with πn´1pw1,k´pi´nq´1q ‰ 0 and

mpwk´pi´nq,kq “ pn, n ` 1, . . . , iq. By Proposition 5.5, IncSufpwq “ IncSufpmpwqq, so
wk´pi´nq,k “ mpwk´pi´nq,kq “ pn, n` 1, . . . , iq, so n P supp w and n´ 1 R supp wk´pi´nq,k.
Then πn´1pw1,k´pi´nq´1q ‰ 0, so n ´ 1 R supp w1,k´pi´nq´1, as desired. �

Recalling the definition of Vkpu, vq from the introduction, the previous lemma shows
that for all 0 ď k ď BSpu, vq, Vkpu, vqzVk`1pu, vq is nonempty, so Stpu, vq “ BSpu, vq.
This proves part (a) of Conjecture 1.2, and therefore Theorem 1.3.

6. Forward Stabilization

6.1. Conjugation by w0. In this section, we prove our second main result, Theorem 1.6.
We start by considering a duality for Schubert structure constants.

Let flip : Z Ñ Z be the involution i ÞÑ 1 ´ i. Denote ι : SZ Ñ SZ to be conjugation
by the flip map, ιpwq “ flip ¨w ¨ flip where multiplication is function composition. ι is an
involution on SZ, and satisfies ιpuvq “ ιpuqιpvq. For all i, ιpsiq “ s´i, so if w “ si1 . . . sik
then ιpwq “ s´i1 . . . s´ik , and if i1 . . . ik P RWpwq then ´i1 . . .´ ik P RWpιpwqq.

Let w0 :“ w
pnq
0 denote the longest element of Sn, and we suppress the superscript when

n is clear. We have

(28) w0ww0 “ γnιpwq “ ιγ´npwq P Sn, for all w P Sn.

The following geometric fact is well-known to experts (see e.g. [13]).
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Lemma 6.1. For all u, v, w P Sn, cwu,v “ cw0ww0

w0uw0,w0vw0
.

Corollary 6.2. For all u, v, w P SZ,
ÐÝ
cwu,v “

ÐÝÝÝÝ
c
ιpwq
ιpuq,ιpvq.

Proof. Fix k and n large enough such that γkpuq, γkpvq, γkpwq P Sn. Then,

ÐÝ
cwu,v “ c

γkpwq

γkpuq,γkpvq
“ c

w0γ
kpwqw0

w0γkpuqw0,w0γkpvqw0

“ c
ιγk´npwq

ιγk´npuq,ιγk´npvq
“ c

γn´kιpwq

γn´kιpuq,γn´kιpvq
“

ÐÝÝÝÝ
c
ιpwq
ιpuq,ιpvq,

where we have used (28), Lemma 6.1, and the definition of the back-stable structure
constants. �

It will be productive to work with a variant of the back-stabilization number, where

negative numbers are allowed. For any w P SZ, let ĂBSpwq be the least integer k such that
γkpwq P SZ` , and for any u, v P SZ, let

(29) ĂBSpu, vq “ max
w|

ÐÝ
cwu,v‰0

ĂBSpwq “ min
!
k

ˇ̌
ˇ γkpwq P SZ` for all w P SZ with

ÐÝ
cwu,v ‰ 0

)
.

For any u, v P SZ` , w P SZ,

BSpwq “ max
´

ĂBSpwq, 0
¯
, BSpu, vq “ max

´
ĂBSpu, vq, 0

¯
,

and for any reduced word w P RWpwq, ĂBSpwq “ 1 ´ minpsupp wq.
Similarly let ĂFSpwq be the least integer k such that γ´kpwq P S´N, where ´N is the set

of nonpositive integers. For any reduced word w P RWpwq, ĂFSpwq “ 1 ` maxpsupp wq,
and we have ĂFSpwq “ ĂBSpιwq. If w P SZ` , ĂFSpwq “ FSpwq.

For any u, v P SZ, let

(30) ĂFSpu, vq “ max
w|

ÐÝ
cwu,v‰0

ĂFSpwq “ min
!
k

ˇ̌
ˇ γ´kpwq P S´N for all w P SZ with

ÐÝ
cwu,v ‰ 0

)
.

Proposition 6.3. Let u, v P SZ, and let a “ maxpĂBSpuq, ĂBSpvqq. Then,

(a) ĂFSpu, vq “ ĂBSpιu, ιvq
(b) ĂBSpu, vq “ maxiě´apλipuq ` λipvq ´ iq
(c) maxiě´apIipu, vq ´ iq “ maxiě´apλipuq ` λipvq ´ iq
(d) Let i ě ´a be such Iipu, vq ´ i attains its maximum. Let p P ˆSchpuq ˆSchpvq with

Iippq “ Iipu, vq. Then, either IncSufipmppqq “ H or IncSufipmppqq “ pi´ Ippq `
1, i´ Ippq ` 2, . . . , iq.

Proof.

(a) This follows from Corollary 6.2 and the fact that ĂFSpwq “ ĂBSpιwq.
(b) Up to a shift, this is just (2). We have γapuq, γapvq P SZ` , and

ĂBSpu, vq “ a` BSpγapuq, γapvqq

“ a` max
iě0

pλipγapuqq ` λipγapvqq ´ iq

“ max
iě´a

pλipuq ` λipvq ´ iq.

(c) and (d) follow from applying γ´a to Proposition 5.16 �

This brings us to the first main result of the section, a formula for ĂFSpu, vq. We start
by defining the dual Lehmer code of a permutation.
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Definition 6.4. The dual Lehmer code is the doubly-infinite sequence

dualcodepwq “ p. . . , d´1, d0, d1, . . .q,

where
di :“ dualcodepwqi “ |tj P Z | j ă i, wpjq ą wpiqu|,

and let

Θipwq “

#
1 if dualcodepwqi ą 0,

0 otherwise,
Λipwq “

ÿ

jěi

Θjpwq.

We have

(31) dualcodepwqi “ codepw´1qwpiq “ codepιwq1´i, Λipwq “ λ1´ipιwq.

Example 6.5. Let w “ 2431; then w´1 “ 4132, and

codepwq “ p1, 2, 1, 0q, codepw´1q “ p3, 0, 1, 0q,

dualcodepwq “ p0, 0, 1, 3q, dualcodepw´1q “ p0, 1, 1, 2q.
Applying ι (and shifting for convenience), γ4pιwq “ 4213 and γ4pιw´1q “ 3241, and

codepγ4pιwqq “ p3, 1, 0, 0q, codepγ4pιw´1qq “ p2, 1, 1, 0q,

dualcodepγ4pιwqq “ p0, 1, 2, 1q, dualcodepγ4pιw´1qq “ p0, 1, 0, 3q.

Corollary 6.6.

(32) ĂFSpu, vq “ max
iď1`maxp ĂFSpuq,ĂFSpvqq

pΛipuq ` Λipvq ` i ´ 1q.

Proof. Combining (31) and both parts of Proposition 6.3, we have

ĂFSpu, vq “ max
iě´maxp ĂBSpιuq,ĂBSpιvqq

pλipιuq ` λipιvq ´ iq

“ max
iě´maxp ĂFSpuq,ĂFSpvqq

pΛ1´ipuq ` Λ1´ipvq ´ iq

“ max
iď1`maxp ĂFSpuq,ĂFSpvqq

pΛipuq ` Λipvq ` i ´ 1q,

as desired. �

6.2. Proof of Theorem 1.6. Recall that for w P SZ` , FSpwq “ ĂFSpwq, so the right
sides of (32) and (4) are the same. Therefore, Theorem 1.6 is a direct consequence of
Corollary 6.6 and the following lemma:

Lemma 6.7. For all u, v P SZ`, FSpu, vq “ ĂFSpu, vq.

Proof. One inequality holds by definition:

FSpu, vq “ max
w|cwu,v‰0

ĂFSpwq ď max
w|

ÐÝ
cwu,v‰0

ĂFSpwq “ ĂFSpu, vq.

For the other direction, we will consider the Schubert product SιwSιv, and show that

there exists some w P SZ with
ÐÝÝ
cwιu,ιv ‰ 0, such that ĂFSpwq ď 0 and ĂBSpwq “ ĂBSpιu, ιvq.

Then the permutation ιw is an element of SZ` and satisfies cιwu,v ‰ 0, ĂFSpιwq “ ĂFSpu, vq,

and therefore, FSpu, vq ě ĂFSpιwq “ ĂFSpu, vq.
To find such a permutation, we use a similar approach to Lemma 5.20. Let k “ ℓpuq `

ℓpvq “ ℓpιuq ` ℓpιvq and a “ maxpĂBSpuq, ĂBSpvqq. Fix i ě ´a and p P ˆSchpιuq ˆSchpιvq
such that Iippq ´ i is maximal; by Proposition 6.3(b,c), Iippq ´ i “ ĂBSpιu, ιvq. The
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maximality of Iippq ´ i ensures that either IncSufippq “ H or the last character of p has

value i. In the former case, i “ ´j, so ĂBSpιu, ιvq “ maxpĂBSpιuq, ĂBSpιvqq, so ĂFSpu, vq “
maxpĂFSpuq, ĂFSpvqq. Since (non-back-stable) Schubert expansions are nonempty, and by

DC-triviality, FSpu, vq ě ĂFSpuq, ĂFSpvq, so the lemma holds in this case. Thus, we can
assume we are in the latter case, and so i ă 0 since ιu, ιv P S´N.

Recall by (15) that ˆSchpuq ˆSchpvq ”
ř
w

ÐÝ
cwu,v

ˆSchpwq. By Theorem 4.23 and Corollary
6.2,

∇k´Ippq
´

ˆSchpιuq ˆSchpιvq
¯

” ∇k´Ippq

˜
ÿ

w

ÐÝ
cwu,v

ˆSchpιwq

¸
.

Applying the definition of ∇,

(33)
ÿ

qP ˆSchpιuq ˆSchpιvq

πpq1,k´Ippqqqk´Ippq`1,k ”
ÿ

w

ÐÝ
cwu,v

ÿ

wPRWpιwq

πpw1,k´Ippqqwk´Ippq`1,k,

where for any q, πpqq “ valpq1qvalpq2q ¨ . . . ¨ valpqℓpqqq P Z.
p satisfies the hypotheses to apply Proposition 6.3(d), and Iippq ‰ 0 so

mppqk´pIppq´1q,k “ IncSufpmppqq

“ pi´ pIppq ´ 1q, . . . , i´ 1, iq

“ p´ĂBSpιu, ιvq ` 1, . . . , i´ 1, iq.

Note that for any q P ˆSchpιuq ˆSchpιvq, valpqjq ă 0, so the sign of every term on the left
side of (33) is p´1qk´Ippq, and since this sign is independent of q, there is no cancellation.
p is in this summation, so Tp´ ĂBSpιu,ιvq`1,...,i´1,iq of the left hand side of (33) is nonzero,

and the same must be true for the right hand side.
This means that there must exist some w P SZ with

ÐÝ
cwu,v ‰ 0 and some w P RWpιwq

with πpw1,k´Ippqq ‰ 0 and mpwk´Ippq`1,kq “ p´ĂBSpιu, ιvq ` 1, . . . , i ´ 1, iq. By Proposi-

tion 5.5, IncSufpwq “ IncSufpmpwqq, so wk´Ippq`1,k “ mpwk´Ippq`1,kq “ p´ĂBSpιu, ιvq `
1, . . . , i´ 1, iq, so 0 R supp w since it doesn’t appear in either w1,k´Ippq or wk´Ippq`1,k.

Since 0 R supp w, we can also conclude that j R supp w for any j ą 0. If there were
some positive j P supp w, we could use the Coxeter relations to move j to the end fo the
word and obtain some w1 P RWpwq ending in j. This would mean w has a descent at j,
which contradicts Lemma 5.1.

Therefore, ĂFSpwq ď 0, and since 1 ´ ĂBSpιu, ιvq P supp w, ĂBSpwq “ ĂBSpιu, ιvq, and w
is the desired permutation. �

7. Down-up connectedness

Let ta,b be the permutation written in cycle notation as pa bq. Permutations w,w1 P SZ

are said to be connected by a down-up Bruhat move, denoted w—w1, if for some a, b, c, d P
Z, wta,btc,d “ w1 with ℓpwq “ ℓpwta,bq ` 1 “ ℓpwta,btc,dq. It can be seen that this relation
is symmetric but not transitive. A set of permutations S is said to be down-up Bruhat
connected if for all s, t P S, there exist some a1, . . . , an P S such that s—a1— . . .—an—t.

Conjecture 7.1. For any u, v P SZ, tw |
ÐÝ
cwu,v ‰ 0u is down-up Bruhat connected.

Conjecture 7.2. For any u, v P SZ`, tw | cwu,v ‰ 0u is down-up Bruhat connected.

Permutations w,w1 P SZ are said to be connected by a down-up Monk move, denoted

w
M
—w1, if there is a down-up Bruhat move wta,btc,d “ w1 such that either a ď c ă b ď d

or c ď a ă d ď b. Equivalently, w,w1 are said to be connected by a down-up Monk move
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if there exists some u P SZ and some i P Z such that
ÐÝÝ
cwu,si ‰ 0 and

ÐÝÝ
cw

1

u,si
‰ 0. The fact that

these two conditions are equivalent follows from Monk’s rule [18]. A set of permutations
S is said to be down-up Monk connected if for all s, t P S, there exist some a1, . . . , an P S

such that s
M
—a1

M
— . . .

M
—an

M
—t.

Conjecture 7.3. For any u, v P SZ, tw |
ÐÝ
cwu,v ‰ 0u is down-up Monk connected.

Conjecture 7.4. For any u, v P SZ`, tw | cwu,v ‰ 0u is down-up Monk connected.

If Conjecture 7.3 is true, then there is a simple proof that BSpu, vq “ Stpu, vq.

Lemma 7.5. Given w
M
—w1, |BSpwq ´ BSpw1q| ď 1.

Proof. Given u and i such that
ÐÝÝ
cwu,si ‰ 0 and

ÐÝÝ
cw

1

u,si
‰ 0, it suffices to show that BSpwq,BSpw1q P

tmaxpBSpuq, 1 ´ iq, 1 ` maxpBSpuq, 1 ´ iqu.
ÐÝÝ
cwu,si ‰ 0 implies that u ă w in the Bruhat order, so any reduced word of u is a subword

of a reduced word for w. Similarly, si ă w. So, maxpBSpuq, 1 ´ iq ď BSpwq.
Let x be the minimum entry in any reduced word for u (equivalently, the minimum

index such that θxpuq “ 1). Let y “ minpx, iq. For any z ă y ´ 1, assume θzpwq “ 1. If
θz`1pwq “ 0, then w has a descent at z but u and si don’t which contradicts DC-triviality
(Lemma 5.1). If θz`1pwq ‰ 0, then pick w P RWpwq. z P w, z ` 1 P w, and a reduced
word for u is a subword of w. So ℓpwq “ ℓpwq ě 2 ` ℓpuq which is a contradiction. So,
for all z ă y´1, θzpwq “ 0. This implies that BSpwq ď 1´ py´1q “ 1` p1´minpx, iqq ď
1 ` maxpBSpuq, 1 ´ iq.

The same reasoning shows that maxpBSpuq, 1´iq ď BSpw1q ď 1`maxpBSpuq, 1´iq. �

Proposition 7.6. Conjecture 7.3 implies BSpu, vq “ Stpu, vq for all u, v P SZ`.

Proof. Let w be a permutation such that
ÐÝ
cwu,v ‰ 0 and BSpwq “ BSpu, vq. Let w1 be a

permutation such that BSpw1q “ 0 and
ÐÝ
cw

1

u,v ‰ 0. By down-up Monk connectedness, we

can find a1, . . . , an P tw |
ÐÝ
cwu,v ‰ 0u such that w

M
—a1

M
— . . .

M
—an

M
—w1. Then we have a list

of permutations where the distance in back-stabilization number between adjacent per-
mutations is at most 1, so in this list we must have a permutation with back-stabilization
number i for all BSpu, vq “ BSpwq ď i ď BSpw1q “ 0, so BSpu, vq “ Stpu, vq. �

Remark 7.7. Conjectures 7.1, 7.2, 7.3, and 7.4 are partially ordered in terms of strength
with 7.4 ùñ 7.3 ùñ 7.1 and 7.4 ùñ 7.2 ùñ 7.1. Two of these implications are
because down-up Monk connectedness is a stricter condition that down-up connectedness.
The other two are because applying γ preserves down-up (Monk) connectedness, so if
the non-back-stable structure constants are down-up (Monk) connected, we can apply
appropriate shifting to show that the back-stable structure constants are down-up (Monk)
connected.

8. Back-stable key polynomials

Key polynomials, also known as Demazure characters, are indexed by positive compo-
sitions, finite sequences α “ pα1, α2, . . .q of nonnegative integers, and are denoted κα. α
is said to have αi parts of size i, and the word “positive” in our terminology refers to the
fact that all parts of α are positive.

Key polynomials were originally studied by Demazure [6] in geometric contexts, and
later more combinatorially by Lascoux and Schützenberger.
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Let α be a positive composition, and let λ be the partition formed by reordering of the
parts of α. Let upαq be the shortest-length permutation such that α “ upαqλ, where the
action is by permutation of parts.

Then the Demazure character is given by:

κα “ πupαqx
λ, xλ “ xλ1

1
xλ2
2

¨ ¨ ¨ ,

where πsi1 ¨¨¨sin “ πi1 ¨ ¨ ¨πin , and πi is the isobaric divided-difference operator

πi “
1 ´ si

xi ´ xi`1

xi.

This definition does not lend itself to back-stabilization: the unit shift γ adds a leading
0 to α, so upαq ă upγpαqq, and iterating γ causes u to grow without bound.

Instead, we use an alternate formula for key polynomials due to Reiner and Shimozono

[22]. The nilplactic equivalence relation on words, denoted with ‚„, is the symmetric
transitive closure of

(34)

a ˝ pi, i` 1, iq ˝ b
‚„ a ˝ pi` 1, i, i` 1q ˝ b,

a ˝ px, z, yq ˝ b
‚„ a ˝ px, y, zq ˝ b,

a ˝ py, x, zq ˝ b
‚„ a ˝ py, z, xq ˝ b

A column strict tableau is a filling of a Ferrers diagram with integers which is weakly
increasing in each row and strictly increasing down each column. A positive column
strict tableau is defined similarly, with the extra the constraint that the integers must
be positive. The column reading word of the column strict tableau T is columnpT q “
v1 ˝ v2 ˝ . . . ˝ vj where vj is the column word (strictly decreasing word) comprising the
jth column of T . The row reading word of T , rowpT q “ v1 ˝ v2 ˝ . . . ˝ vj , is the row
word (strictly increasing word) comprising the jth row of T . The content of T is the
composition contentpT q such that contentpT qi is the number of occurrences of the letter
i in T . Note that contentpT q is a positive composition if and only if the entries of T are
positive.

Define row insertion of the word v “ pv1, v2, ¨ ¨ ¨ , vnq into the column strict tableau T
as follows. Let Pk denote the unique column strict tableau such that

rowpPkq
‚„ rowpT q ˝ v1,k,

for 0 ď k ď n (where P0 “ T ). Then write pT Ð vq “ Pn.
Let v be a word. Consider the column word factorization of v, i.e., writing

v “ v1 ˝ v2 ˝ ¨ ¨ ¨ ,

where each vi is a maximal column word. Define the column form of v to be the positive
composition with colformpvqi “ ℓpviq. Let p∅ Ð vq “ P . Say that v is a column-frank
word if colformpvq is a rearrangement of the nonzero parts of λ1, where λ is the shape of
P and λ1 denotes the conjugate shape of λ.

Let P be a column strict tableau of shape λ. The left nil key of P , denoted K‚
´pP q is

the key of shape λ whose jth column is given by the first column of any column-frank

word v such that v
‚„P and colform( v ) is of the form pλ1

j , . . .q. One can show that
K‚

´pP q is well defined.
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Reiner and Shimozono showed that [22, Theorem 5]

(35) κα “
ÿ

revpaq‚„P

Fa

Where P is any positive column strict tableaux with a reduced column reading word and
which satisfies contentpK‚

´pP qq “ α.

The right side of this formula back-stabilizes by replacing Fa with
ÐÝ
Fa, leading naturally

to the following definition for back-stable key polynomials. (We thank Vic Reiner for
suggesting this definition).

We now relax our definitions of composition and column strict tableaux, so that they
may have nonpositive parts. Otherwise, all definitions above are unchanged. We define.

Definition 8.1. The back-stable key polynomial for composition α is

(36) ÐÝκ α “
ÿ

revpaq‚„P

ÐÝ
Fa,

Where P is any column strict tableaux with a reduced column reading word and which
satisfies contentpK‚

´pP qq “ α.

If α has nonpositive parts, repeated shifts γk results in a positive composition. For
large enough k, we have:

(37) γkpÐÝκ αq|¨¨¨“x´2“x´1“x0“0 “ κγkpαq.

Proposition 8.2. ÐÝκ α is back-symmetric.

Proof. This follows from the fact that the stable limits of key polynomials are Schur
functions (see e.g. [2, Corollary 4.9]). �

Proposition 8.3. Back-stable key polynomials form a basis for
ÐÝ
R .

Proof. Linear independence follows from the linear independence of the κα since if α is a
positive composition, ÐÝκ α ÞÑ κα under the specialization ¨ ¨ ¨ “ x´2 “ x´1 “ x0 “ 0. If a
composition in the linear combination is not positive, apply (37).

The ÐÝκ α span
ÐÝ
R since the back-stable Schubert polynomials

ÐÝ
Sw span

ÐÝ
R and

ÐÝ
Sw “

ÿ

α

ÐÝκ α,

where the sum is over all compositions α such that there exists a P RWpwq with

revpaq ‚„keypαq. �

Remark 8.4. The expansion formula for back-stable Schuberts into back-stable keys is
the same as in the non-back-stable case, since both families have the same expansions in
terms of slide polynomials.

Finally, we conjecture a formula for the action of ξ on ÐÝκ α. Given some composition α,
let ηpαq “ ti | Ej ă i, αj “ αiu. Let δi be the composition be composition which is 1 at
index i and 0 everywhere else. Define composition addition and subtraction component-
wise.

Conjecture 8.5. For any composition α,

ξpÐÝκ αq “
ÿ

iPηpαq

ÐÝκ α´δi

This conjecture holds for Schur polynomials (i.e. the case where α is a reverse parti-
tion). We have checked that it holds for all compositions of size at most 6.
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