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Abstract

This semi-expository article presents an inductive method of computing initial ideals and
Gröbner bases for families of ideals in a polynomial ring. This method starts from a given set
of pairs (I, J) where I is any ideal and J is a monomial ideal contained in the initial ideal of
I. These containments become a system of equalities if one can establish a particular transition
recurrence among the chosen ideals. We describe explicit constructions of such systems in two
motivating cases—namely, for the ideals of matrix Schubert varieties and their skew-symmetric
analogues. Despite many formal similarities with these examples, for the symmetric versions of
matrix Schubert varieties, it is an open problem to construct the same kind of transition system.
We present several conjectures that would follow from such a construction, while also discussing
the special obstructions arising in the symmetric case.

1 Introduction

Let Matn×n be the variety of n×n matrices over an algebraically closed field K. Write Bn ⊂ Matn×n

for the group of invertible lower triangular matrices in this set.
A version of Gaussian elimination shows that every M ∈ Matn×n can be written as b1wb

⊤
2 for

b1, b2 ∈ Bn and a unique partial permutation matrix w. Equivalently, the n×n partial permutation
matrices are representatives for the distinct Bn × Bn-orbits on Matn×n. These orbits are called
matrix Schubert cells MSCw, and their Zariski closures are called matrix Schubert varieties MSVw.
We can express these using rank conditions as

MSCw = {M ∈ Matw : rankM[i][j] = rankw[i][j] for all i, j ∈ [n]}, (1.1)

MSVw = {M ∈ Matw : rankM[i][j] ≤ rankw[i][j] for all i, j ∈ [n]}.

Here we write [n] = {1, 2, . . . , n}, and if R,C ⊆ [n] then MRC denotes the submatrix of M in rows
R and columns C. Thus, M[i][j] is the upper-left i× j corner of M .

Let X = [xij ]i,j∈[n] be a generic matrix of indeterminates and let K[Matn×n] = K[xij : i, j ∈ [n]]
be the coordinate ring of Matn×n. For a partial permutation matrix w, let Iw be the ideal in
K[Matn×n] generated by all minors of size rankw[i][j] + 1 in X[i][j] for i, j ∈ [n]. Since rankM ≤ r
if and only if all (r + 1)× (r + 1) minors of M vanish, the affine variety MSVw is exactly the zero
set of Iw.

Fulton [13] showed that the equations setting these minors to zero also define MSVw scheme-
theoretically, i.e., that Iw is a radical ideal (in fact, it is prime). Knutson and Miller [23] proved
that the generating set of Iw just described is actually a Gröbner basis under an appropriate term
order. This fact allows for convenient computation of certain cohomological invariants associated
to Iw, and can also be used to derive Fulton’s result.
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In [29], we reproved these results using a new inductive approach. The key step is establishing
a transition recurrence of the form

Iw + 〈xij〉 =
⋂

v∈Φ Iv (1.2)

and using it to deduce properties of Iw from inductively known properties of the ideals Iv. Here
xij is a particular variable not contained in Iw, 〈xij〉 is the principal ideal that xij generates, and
Φ is a certain set of partial permutations.

There is a geometric reason for such recurrences to exist. If w and y are two partial permuta-
tion matrices, then MSVw ∩ MSVy is a closed Bn-stable set and therefore decomposes as a union
⋃

v∈Φ MSVv. A result of Ramanathan [32] implies that the scheme MSVw ∩ MSVy is actually a
reduced union of matrix Schubert varieties, so that the stronger equality Iw + Iy =

⋂

v∈Φ Iv also
holds. The transition recurrence then follows by an appropriate choice of y.

Example 1.1. Let w = w1w2w3 = 132 =
[
1 0 0
0 0 1
0 1 0

]

, where we identify w with the permutation matrix

having 1’s in positions (i, wi). Then every rank condition rankM[i][j] ≤ rankw[i][j] is vacuous except
when i = j = 1, giving

MSV132 =
{
A ∈ Mat3×3 : rankA[2][2] ≤ 1

}
and I132 = 〈u21u12 − u11u22〉.

The transition recurrence in this case reads as

I132 + 〈u11〉 = 〈u11, u21u12〉 = 〈u11, u21〉 ∩ 〈u11, u12〉 = I231 ∩ I312.

The situation is much the same if we replace Matn×n with the subset Matssn×n of skew-symmetric
n×nmatrices over K, now considering the orbits of the Bn-action b·M = bMb⊤. The corresponding
Bn-orbits MSCss

w in Matssn×n and their closures MSVss
w are defined by the same rank conditions as

in (1.1), but now the orbit representatives w are skew-symmetric {0, 1,−1}-matrices with at most
one nonzero entry in each row and column.

In our previous work [29], we constructed Gröbner bases for the prime ideals of the skew-
symmetric matrix Schubert varieties MSVss

w . These generating sets consist of Pfaffians of principal
submatrices of a generic skew-symmetric matrix, and are more complicated to describe than the
minors generating the ideals Iw above. However, the proof technique based on transition recurrences
is the same as in the classical case. It would be interesting to know if there is some geometric result
similar to [32] that explains these skew-symmetric transition recurrences; at present, this is an open
question.

The first, partially expository goal of this article is to present a streamlined version of the proof
techniques just described. Specifically, we formalize an inductive method of computing initial ideals
and Gröbner bases for families of ideals in a polynomial ring, in terms of what we call transition
systems. Such a system is composed of a set of pairs (I, J) where I is any ideal and J is a monomial
ideal contained in the initial ideal of I. These containments become a system of equalities if one
can establish transition recurrences analogous to (1.2) among the chosen ideals. Section 3 develops
the general setup and nontrivial properties of transition systems, following some preliminaries in
Section 2. Our motivating examples appear in Sections 4 and 5, which describe transition systems
that compute Gröbner bases for the matrix Schubert varieties MSVw and MSVss

w .
Our second goal in this paper is to explain some conjectures related to another interesting

variant of the matrix Schubert construction, where Matn×n is replaced by the subset of symmetric
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matrices Mat
sym
n×n. Using the same action as in the skew-symmetric case, one may consider the

Bn-orbits MSCsym
w in Mat

sym
n×n and their closures MSVsym

w , which we call symmetric matrix Schubert
varieties. These may again be defined by the rank conditions in (1.1), but restricted to symmetric
matrices. When K does not have characteristics two (as we assume in Example 1.2 below), the
corresponding orbit representatives w are provided by all symmetric n × n partial permutation
matrices.

Let U sym = [uij ]i,j∈[n] be a symmetric matrix of indeterminates with uij = uji and write
K[Mat

sym
n×n] = K[uij : 1 ≤ j ≤ i ≤ n] for the coordinate ring of Mat

sym
n×n. Then, for any symmetric

matrix w, we can define an ideal Isymw of K[Matn×n] generated by all minors of size rankw[i][j] + 1
in U[i][j] for i, j ∈ [n]. The affine variety MSVsym

w is the zero set of Isymw .
Now matters become less pleasant: the intersection of two varieties MSVsym

w need not be a
reduced union of varieties MSVsym

v , and no transition recurrence exactly like (1.2) holds with the
family of ideals Symw. The next example demonstrates the sort of bad behavior that can occur.

Example 1.2. The permutation w = 132 indexes the symmetric matrix Schubert variety

MSV
sym
132 = {A ∈ Mat

sym
3×3 : rankA[2][2] ≤ 1}, which has prime ideal Isym132 = 〈u221 − u11u22〉,

while MSV
sym
213 = {A ∈ Mat

sym
3×3 : A11 = 0} has ideal Isym213 = 〈u11〉. As a variety, MSV

sym
132 ∩MSV

sym
213

is just the set of symmetric matrices
[
0 0 ∗
0 ∗ ∗
∗ ∗ ∗

]

. However, the scheme structure is non-reduced as

Isym132 + Isym213 = 〈u221 − u11u22〉+ 〈u11〉 = 〈u11, u221〉.

Because of obstructions like this one, the set of ideals Isymw is too small to be assembled into
a transition system as defined in Section 3. Nevertheless, we conjecture that a larger transition
system exists which includes these ideals. We explain this conjecture precisely in Section 6 and
present some evidence that it holds.

There, we also outline some appealing consequences of such a result, for which we have more
computational support. For example, our main Conjecture 6.3 would imply that each ideal Isymw

is both radical and prime, and that the ideal’s original generating set of minors is a Gröbner
basis under an appropriate term order. These properties have been checked by computer when
char(K) = 0 for n ≤ 7.
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Darij Grinberg for helpful comments regarding Lemma 2.9.

2 Preliminaries

Throughout this article, K denotes an arbitrary field that is algebraically closed.

2.1 Gröbner bases

Fix a positive integer N , let x1, x2, . . . , xN be commuting variables, and consider the polynomial
ring K[x] := K[x1, x2, . . . , xN ].
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A monomial in K[x] is an element of the form xe1i1 x
e2
i2
. . . xelil where the indices i1, i2, . . . , il are

distinct and the exponents e1, e2, . . . , el ≥ 0 are nonnegative. A monomial ideal of K[x] is an ideal
generated by a set of monomials. A homogeneous element of K[x] is a K-linear combination of
monomials of the same degree. A homogeneous ideal of K[x] is an ideal generated by a set of
homogenous elements.

A term order on K[x] is a total order on the set of all monomials, such that 1 is the unique
minimum and such that if mon1, mon2, and mon3 are monomials with mon1 ≤ mon2, then
mon1mon3 ≤ mon2mon3. Some common examples of term orders are discussed below.

Example 2.1. The lexicographic term order on K[x] has xa11 xa22 · · · xaNN ≤ xb11 xb22 · · · xbNN if and only
if (a1, a2, . . . , aN ) ≤ (b1, b2, . . . , bN ) in lexicographic order.

Example 2.2. The (graded) reverse lexicographic term order on K[x] has

xa11 xa22 · · · xaNN ≤ xb11 xb22 · · · xbNN (2.1)

if and only if both
∑N

i=1 ai ≤
∑N

i=1 bi and (aN , . . . , a2, a1) ≥ (bN , . . . , b2, b1) in lexicographic order.

Remark 2.3. Later we will consider the reverse lexicographic term order on polynomial rings
generated by variables xij indexed by certain pairs (i, j) ∈ Z × Z. In this context, we order the
indexing pairs (i, j) lexicographically to write products of variables in the form (2.1). Then the
reverse lexicographic term order is the unique the total order < such that:

(a) For monomials of different degrees one has mon1 < mon2 if deg(mon1) < deg(mon2).

(b) If mon1 =
∏

(i,j) x
aij
ij and mon2 =

∏

(i,j) x
bij
ij are distinct with the same degree then one has

mon1 < mon2 when aij > bij for the lexicographically largest index (i, j) with aij 6= bij.

Under this term order, if mon1 and mon2 are both square-free and of the same degree, then
mon1 < mon2 if and only there is some variable xij that does not divide both monomials, and
the lexicographically largest such variable divides mon1 but not mon2.

Example 2.4. Under the reverse lexicographic term order on K[x11, x12, x21, x22] one has

1 < x22 < x21 < x12 < x11

< x222 < x21x22 < x12x22 < x11x22

< x221 < x12x21 < x11x21

< x212 < x11x12

< x211 < · · · .

Fix a term order and suppose f =
∑

mon
cmon ·mon ∈ K[x] where the sum is over all monomials

mon ∈ K[x], with each cmon ∈ K. The initial term init(f) of f is either the maximal monomial mon

such that cmon 6= 0, or zero when f = 0.
Choose an ideal I ⊆ K[x]. The initial ideal of I is init(I) := K-span{init(f) : f ∈ I}. This

vector space is a monomial ideal, and it is a straightforward exercise to check that if I is already a
monomial ideal then init(I) = I. A Gröbner basis G for I, relative to the chosen term order, is a
generating set for I such that {init(g) : g ∈ G} generates init(I).
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Example 2.5. If f ∈ K[x] is any polynomial and I ⊆ K[x] is any ideal then

init(〈f〉) = 〈init(f)〉 and init(fI) = init(f) init(I). (2.2)

Therefore G = {f} is a Gröbner basis for the principal ideal 〈f〉.

Example 2.6. If I ( K[x] is a maximal ideal then I = 〈x1 − c1, x2 − c2, . . . , xN − cN 〉 for certain
constants ci ∈ K, and for any term order init(I) is the irrelevant ideal 〈x1, x2, . . . , xN 〉 ( K[x]. In
this case the ideal’s given generating set G = {x1 − c1, x2 − c2, . . . , xN − cN} is a Gröbner basis.

Not every generating set for an ideal is a Gröbner basis. The ideal I = 〈x1x2〉 ⊂ K[x1, x2]
is generated by {x2 − x1, x2}, but this is not a Gröbner basis for any term order with x1 < x2.
However, if I ⊆ K[x] is any ideal then init(init(I)) = init(I). This means that if S is any set of
monomials in K[x] then S is a Gröbner basis for the ideal 〈S〉.

2.2 More on initial ideals

We continue the setup of the previous section. There are a few additional properties of initial ideals
that will be of use later. To begin, we recall a few basic facts included in [29, Prop. 2.4]:

Proposition 2.7. Suppose I and J are ideals in K[x]. Then:

(a) It always holds that init(I) + init(J) ⊆ init(I + J) and init(I ∩ J) ⊆ init(I) ∩ init(J).

(b) Assume I ⊆ J . Then init(I) ⊆ init(J), and if init(I) = init(J) then I = J .

Corollary 2.8. Any subset G of an ideal I satisfying init(I) ⊆ 〈init(g) : g ∈ G〉 is a Gröbner basis.

Proof. In this case init(I) ⊆ 〈init(g) : g ∈ G〉 ⊆ init(〈G〉) ⊆ init(I) so all containments must be
equality. Applying Proposition 2.7(b) to 〈G〉 ⊆ I shows that I = 〈G〉 so G is a Gröbner basis.

The next result is a stronger version of [29, Lem. 2.5].

Lemma 2.9. Suppose I and J are ideals in K[x] with init(I + J) = init(I) + init(J). Then
init(I ∩ J) = init(I) ∩ init(J).

Proof. The following proof was explained to us by Darij Grinberg. Define a bridge to be a pair
(f, g) where f ∈ I and g ∈ J and init(f) = init(g) > init(f − g), where > denotes our term order
on monomials and where mon > 0 for all monomials. Note that this requires f and g to have the
same leading monomial with the same coefficient, unless one has f = g = 0. Define the floor of a
bridge (f, g) to be init(f − g).

We claim that if (f, g) is a bridge, then init(f) = init(g) ∈ init(I ∩ J). We argue by induction
on the bridge floor init(f − g). The base case when init(f − g) = 0 arises if and only if f = g,
and then the desired property is clear. Assume f 6= g. Since f − g ∈ I + J , we have init(f − g) ∈
init(I + J) = init(I) + init(J). As init I and init J are monomial ideals, the monomial init(f − g)
must belong to init(I) or init(J).

First suppose init(f − g) ∈ init(I). Then init(f − g) = init(i) for some 0 6= i ∈ I. Define λ ∈ K

to be the leading term of f − g divided by the leading term of i. Then the pair (f − λi, g) is a
bridge with a lower floor than (f, g). By induction, we have init(f − λi) = init(g) ∈ init(I ∩ J).
Since init(f) = init(f − λi), this proves the claim when init(f − g) ∈ init(I).
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The argument when init(f − g) ∈ init(J) is similar. For this case, one checks that if 0 6= j ∈ J

is an element with init(f − g) = init(j) and µ = init(f−g)
init(j) ∈ K, then the pair (f, g + µj) is a bridge

with lower floor than (f, g), so by induction init(f) = init(g + µj) = init(g) ∈ init(I ∩ J).
This proves the claim. To deduce the lemma, observe that any monomial in init(I) ∩ init(J)

can be written as init(f) = init(g) for some bridge (f, g), so is contained in init(I ∩J) by the claim.
Therefore init(I)∩ init(J) ⊆ init(I∩J), while the reverse containment holds by Proposition 2.7.

The following technical property repeats a result from [29].

Lemma 2.10 ([29, Lem. 2.6]). If J ⊆ I are homogeneous ideals in K[x] and f ∈ K[x] is a non-
constant homogeneous polynomial such that I ∩ 〈f〉 = fI and I + 〈f〉 = J + 〈f〉, then I = J .

The conclusion of this lemma does not hold if the ideals involved are inhomogeneous. This can
be seen by considering f = x1 ∈ K[x1, x2] with I = 〈x2〉 and J = 〈x2 − x1x

2
2〉. Geometrically, the

lemma is giving a situation where the properness of a containment of varieties can be tested by
intersecting with a hypersurface. In affine space it can happen that one or both intersections are
empty, whereas in projective space a hypersurface must intersect a positive-dimensional variety, so
it is unsurprising that the lemma is better behaved for homogeneous ideals.

Lemma 2.11. Suppose G is an additive abelian group with subgroups A ⊆ B ⊆ G and C ⊆ G. If
A+ C = B + C and A ∩C = B ∩ C then A = B.

Proof. Let b ∈ B. As b ∈ B + C = A+ C we have b = a+ c for some a ∈ A and c ∈ C. But then
c = b− a ∈ B ∩C = A ∩ C so c ∈ A whence b ∈ A.

3 Transition systems

This section contains our main general results (Definition 3.1 and Theorem 3.3), concerning an
inductive approach to computing initial ideals that we refer to as a transition system.

3.1 Main definition

Throughout, we let A be an affine variety over an algebraically closed field K. Let Index be a finite
indexing set, choose variables xi to identify K[A] = K[xi : i ∈ Index] with a ring of polynomials,
and then fix a term order on this ring.

For an ideal I ⊆ K[A] and 0 6= f ∈ K[A] let (I : 〈f〉) = 1
f
(I ∩ 〈f〉) = {g ∈ K[A] : fg ∈ I}. This

ideal quotient is an ideal satisfying I ⊆ (I : 〈f〉), with equality if and only if I ∩ 〈f〉 = fI. Notice
that (I : 〈f〉) = K[A] if and only if f ∈ I. Hence, if I is maximal with f /∈ I, then I = (I : 〈f〉).

Definition 3.1. Choose a set T of pairs (I, J) where I and J are proper ideals of K[A] such that:

(T1) J is a monomial ideal contained in init(I) with J = init(I) if I is maximal.

(T2) If (I, J), (I ′, J ′) ∈ T have I = I ′ then J = J ′.

The set T is a transition system if for each (I, J) ∈ T where I is neither maximal nor equal to J ,
there exists a non-constant f ∈ K[A] with f /∈ I and a nonempty finite set Φ ⊆ T such that:

(T3) It holds that I + 〈f〉 ⊆ ⋂

(P,Q)∈Φ P and J + 〈init(f)〉 = ⋂

(P,Q)∈ΦQ.
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(T4) If I ′ := (I : 〈f〉) is not equal to I and J ′ := (J : 〈init(f))〉) then (I ′, J ′) ∈ T .

Here is a simple example of this construction.

Example 3.2. Suppose A = K so that K[A] = K[x]. Choose elements ci ∈ K and define

IS =
〈∏

i∈S(x− ci)
〉

and JS = 〈x|S|〉 for each finite set ∅ ( S ( Z>0.

We claim that T = {(IS , JS) : S ∈ S } is a transition system for any subset-closed family S of
nonempty finite subsets of Z>0. The ideal IS is maximal when |S| = 1, and then init(IS) = 〈x〉 = JS .
If |S| > 1 and m ∈ S is any element, then conditions (T3) and (T4) in Definition 3.1 hold for

f = x− cm and Φ =
{
(I{m}, J{m})

}
,

since (IS : 〈x− cm〉) = IS\{m} and (JS : 〈init(x− cm)〉) = (〈x|S|〉 : 〈x〉) = 〈x|S|−1〉 = JS\{m}.

Before discussing more interesting examples, let us present the main application of transition
systems: they serve as an inductive tool for verifying initial ideal computations.

Theorem 3.3. Suppose T is a transition system. Then init(I) = J for all (I, J) ∈ T .

Proof. If I is maximal then J = init(I) by assumption (T1), while if I = J then I is a monomial
ideal so J = I = init(I). Suppose I is not maximal and I 6= J . Assume f /∈ I and ∅ ( Φ ⊆ T
satisfy conditions (T3) and (T4) in Definition 3.1. Then I 6= I + 〈f〉 ⊆ ⋂

(P,Q)∈Φ P, so

init(I) + 〈init(f)〉 ⊆ init (I + 〈f〉) ⊆ init
(
⋂

(P,Q)∈Φ P
)

⊆
⋂

(P,Q)∈Φ init(P ). (3.1)

Since K[A] is Noetherian and every (P,Q) ∈ Φ has I ( I + 〈f〉 ⊆ P , we may assume by induction
that init(P ) = Q for all (P,Q) ∈ Φ. As we have J ⊆ init(I), it follows that

⋂

(P,Q)∈Φ init(P ) =
⋂

(P,Q)∈ΦQ = J + 〈init(f)〉 ⊆ init(I) + 〈init(f)〉. (3.2)

Thus, the containments in (3.1) and (3.2) must all be equalities, so

init(I) + 〈init(f)〉 = init (I + 〈f〉) = J + 〈init(f)〉. (3.3)

It remains to prove that J = init(I). First suppose (I : 〈f〉) = I so that I ∩ 〈f〉 = fI. Then

init(f) init(I) = init(fI) = init(I ∩ 〈f〉) = init(I) ∩ 〈init(f)〉, (3.4)

using Lemma 2.9 and (3.3) for the last equality. Since J and init(I) are monomial ideals, and
therefore homogeneous, and since init(f) is a non-constant homogenous polynomial, we can use
Lemma 2.10 to deduce that J = init(I). The hypotheses required by the lemma are (3.3) and (3.4).

Alternatively, let I ′ = (I : 〈f〉) and J ′ = (J : 〈init(f)〉) and suppose that I ′ 6= I. Then we have
(I ′, J ′) ∈ T by hypothesis and I ( I ′, so we may assume by induction that init(I ′) = J ′. Therefore

init(I) ∩ 〈init(f)〉 = init(I ∩ 〈f〉) by Lemma 2.9 using (3.3)

= init(fI ′) since I ∩ 〈f〉 = fI ′ by definition

= init(f) init(I ′)

= init(f)J ′ by induction

= J ∩ 〈init(f)〉 by hypothesis.

Given this equation and (3.3), we deduce that J = init(I) from Lemma 2.11.

7



The proof just given demonstrates that when T is a transition system, stronger versions of
properties (T3) and (T4) in Definition 3.1 hold. To be precise:

Corollary 3.4. Suppose (I, J) belongs to a transition system T . Assume we have a non-constant
polynomial f /∈ I and a finite set ∅ ( Φ ⊆ T satisfying (T3) and (T4) in Definition 3.1. Then:

(a) It holds that I + 〈f〉 = ⋂

(P,Q)∈Φ P so the containment in (T3) is equality.

(b) If (I : 〈f〉) = I then (J : 〈init(f)〉) = J so the containment in (T4) is unconditional.

Proof. Since the containments in (3.1) are all equalities, the two sides of the identity in part (a) have
the same initial ideal, so are equal by Proposition 2.7(b). For part (b), note that if (I : 〈f〉) = I,
then (3.4) implies that (J : 〈init(f)〉) = (init(I) : 〈init(f)〉) = init(I) = J .

Another immediate corollary of Theorem 3.3 is the following.

Corollary 3.5. For a given set I of ideals in K[A], there exists at most one transition system T
with I = {I : (I, J) ∈ T }.

We present one other corollary that relates transition systems to Gröbner bases.

Corollary 3.6. Suppose T is a transition system and for each (I, J) ∈ T we choose a set GI ⊆ I
with J ⊆ 〈init(g) : g ∈ GI〉. Then GI is a Gröbner basis for I for each (I, J) ∈ T .

Proof. If (I, J) ∈ T then init(I) = J by Theorem 3.3, so GI is a Gröbner basis by Corollary 2.8.

3.2 Examples

Below are some other concrete instances of transition systems. These examples will be considered
in greater generality in Sections 4, 5, and 6. The cases here are small enough that one can work
out all of the relevant details by hand.

In these examples, A will be some affine variety of matrices over K. Given w ∈ A, we let

MSVA
w = {M ∈ A : rankM[i][j] ≤ rankw[i][j] for all i, j},

where M[i][j] means the upper left i × j submatrix of M . This matrix Schubert subvariety only
depends on the rank table given by the Z≥0-valued matrix

[
rankw[i][j]

]
.

Example 3.7. Our first example, while particularly simple, is helpful to illustrate the general
setup. Suppose A is the variety of skew-symmetric 3× 3 matrices

A =
{[

0 −a −b
a 0 −c
b c 0

]

: a, b, c ∈ K
}

.

Then we may identify K[A] = K[u21, u31, u32] where uij(M) = Mij = −Mji. No skew-symmetric
3× 3 matrix is invertible, so the only possible rank tables for elements of A are

[
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0

]

,
[
0 0 0
0 0 1
0 1 2

]

,
[
0 0 1
0 0 1
1 1 2

]

, and
[
0 1 1
1 2 2
1 2 2

]

.

These rank tables arise from various elements, but in particular from the monomial matrices

w1 =
[
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0

]

, w2 =
[
0 0 0
0 0 −1
0 1 0

]

, w3 =
[
0 0 −1
0 0 0
1 0 0

]

, and w4 =
[
0 −1 0
1 0 0
0 0 0

]

.
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Define Xk = MSVA
wk

⊆ A and Ik = I(Xk) ⊆ K[A].
We wish to pair each Ik with a monomial ideal Jk to form a transition system. This is easily

done, as Ik is already a monomial ideal. To see this, note that we can informally write

X1 =
{[

0
0 0
0 0 0

]}

, X2 =
{[

0
0 0
0 ∗ 0

]}

, X3 =
{[

0
0 0
∗ ∗ 0

]}

, and X4 =
{[

0
∗ 0
∗ ∗ 0

]}

,

so I1 = 〈u21, u31, u32〉 ) I2 = 〈u21, u31〉 ) I3 = 〈u21〉 ) I4 = 0. Then T = {(Ik, Ik) : k = 1, 2, 3, 4}
is transition system relative to any term order on K[A] since all pairs (I, J) ∈ T have I = J .

So far we have only seen transition systems T for which we can take the set Φ in Definition 3.1
to be a singleton for all (I, J) ∈ T . The next example presents a case where this is not possible.

Example 3.8. Let A =
{[

a b
c d

]
: a, b, c, d ∈ K

}
so K[A] = K[x11, x12, x21, x22] where xij(M) = Mij .

The possible rank tables for elements of A arise from the partial permutation matrices

w1 = [ 0 0
0 0 ], w2 = [ 0 0

0 1 ], w3 = [ 0 0
1 0 ], w4 = [ 0 1

0 0 ], w5 = [ 0 1
1 0 ], w6 = [ 1 0

0 1 ], w7 = [ 1 0
0 0 ].

Define Xk = MSVA
wk

⊆ A and Ik = I(Xk) ⊆ K[A]. Choose any term order on K[A]. Then let

Jk = init(Ik) and T = {(Ik, Jk) : k ∈ [7]}.

We now investigate whether T is a transition system. One can informally express

X1 = {[ 0 0
0 0 ]} , X2 = {[ 0 0

0 ∗ ]} , X3 = {[ 0 0
∗ ∗ ]} , X4 = {[ 0 ∗

0 ∗ ]} ,
X5 = {[ 0 ∗

∗ ∗ ]} , X6 = {[ ∗ ∗
∗ ∗ ]} , X7 = {det = 0} ,

so one has

I1 = 〈x11, x12, x21, x22〉, I2 = 〈x11, x12, x21〉, I3 = 〈x11, x12〉, I4 = 〈x11, x21〉,
I5 = 〈x11〉 I6 = 0, I7 = 〈x11x22 − x12x21〉.

Therefore Jk = init(Jk) = Ik for k ∈ [6] while J7 = init(I7) is either 〈x12x21〉 or 〈x11x22〉, depending
on the choice of term order.

We only need to verify conditions (T3) and (T4) in Definition 3.1 when (I, J) = (I7, J7). First
suppose J7 = 〈x12x21〉. Then I7 + 〈x11〉 = J7 + 〈x11〉 = 〈x11, x12x21〉 = I3 ∩ I4 = J3 ∩ J4, so f = x11
and Φ = {(I3, J3), (I4, J4)} satisfy condition (T3) in Definition 3.1. For these choices, condition
(T4) holds vacuously, and we conclude that T is a transition system.

For term orders with J7 = 〈x11x22〉, the set T is not a transition system, but it can be extended
to one by adding the ideal pair (I8, J8) with I8 = J8 = 〈x12, x22〉. Then, when (I, J) = (I7, J7),
conditions (T3) and (T4) are satisfied by taking f = x12 and Φ = {(I3, J3), (I8, J8)}. The ideal I8
is radical, but it corresponds to a closed subvariety of A not of the form MSVA

w.

The next example shows a case where we cannot form a transition system including I(MSVA
w)

for all w ∈ A without adding non-radical ideals.

Example 3.9. Let A =
{[

a b
b c

]
: a, b, c ∈ K

}
by the variety of symmetric 2 × 2 matrices over K

so that K[A] = K[u11, u21, u22] with uij(M) = Mij = Mji. We will just consider K[A] under the
reverse lexicographic term order. The possible rank tables for elements of A arise from the matrices

w1 = [ 1 0
0 0 ], w2 = [ 1 0

0 1 ], w3 = [ 0 1
1 0 ], w4 = [ 0 0

0 1 ], w5 = [ 0 0
0 0 ].
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Let Xk = MSVA
wk

⊆ A and Ik = I(Xk) ⊆ K[A]. We can informally write the subvarieties Xk as

X1 = {det = 0} , X2 = {[ ∗∗ ∗ ]} , X3 = {[ 0∗ ∗ ]} , X4 = {[ 00 ∗ ]} , X5 = {[ 00 0 ]} ,

and so I1 = 〈u221 − u11u22〉 and I2 = 0 ( I3 = 〈u11〉 ( I4 = 〈u11, u21〉 ( I5 = 〈u11, u21, u22〉. Define

J1 = init(I1) = 〈u221〉 and Jk = init(Ik) = Ik for k ∈ {2, 3, 4, 5}.

The set {(Ik, Jk) : k ∈ [5]} fails to be a transition system, though only by a small margin.
We only need to verify conditions (T3) and (T4) in Definition 3.1 when (I, J) = (I1, J1) since

Ik = Jk when k > 1. The problem is that J1 + 〈init(f)〉 is never equal to ⋂

k∈S Jk for any choice of
set ∅ ( S ⊆ [5] when f ∈ K[A] is non-constant with f /∈ I1. To get around this, define

I6 = J6 = 〈u11, u221〉 = I1 + 〈u11〉 = J1 + 〈u11〉.

Now if (I, J) = (I1, J1) then (T3) holds for f = u11 /∈ I1 and Φ = {(I6, J6)}, and (I : 〈f〉) = I so
(T4) holds vacuously. Thus the set T = {(Ik, Jk) : k ∈ [6]} is a transition system. Notice, however,
that the extra ideal I6 is not radical, so corresponds to a non-reduced subscheme of A.

3.3 Orbit closures

We are most interested in transitions systems T made up of pairs (I, J) where I ranges over the
orbit closures of certain maximal ideals. This section explains the general properties of the relevant
orbit closure operation. It is convenient to present these results in an entirely self-contained way,
but generalizations of this material in terms of equivariant sheaves may be well-known; see, e.g.,
[5, 30].

Continue to let A be an affine variety over an algebraically closed field K. Suppose G is a
connected linear algebraic group over K that acts algebraically on A. We identify the coordinate
ring K[G ×A] with K[G]⊗ K[A] where ⊗ denotes the tensor product over K. The action of G on
A determines a map

α : G×A → A
(g, a) 7→ g · a whose pullback is

α∗ : K[A] → K[G×A]
f 7→ f ◦ α. (3.5)

Since the action of G on A is algebraic, α is a morphism of algebraic varieties and α∗ is a ring
homomorphism. In addition, α∗ is surjective as α∗(f) sends (1, a) 7→ f(a) for all a ∈ A.

When I ⊆ K[A] is an ideal, we denote the ideal of K[G×A] generated by the set {1⊗f : f ∈ I}
as K[G]⊗ I. Since K[G] is a free and flat K-module, the following holds:

Lemma 3.10. If I is any ideal in K[A] then K[G×A]/(K[G] ⊗ I) ∼= K[G]⊗ (K[A]/I).

Now, the orbit closure of an ideal I ⊆ K[A], relative to the action of G, is defined to be

clG(I) = (α∗)−1(K[G]⊗ I) ⊆ K[A]. (3.6)

Because α∗ is a ring homomorphism, this preimage is an ideal in K[A].

Example 3.11. If I = 0 then clG(0) = 0 and if I = K[A] then clG(I) = K[A].
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For any ideal I ⊆ K[A] define V (I) := {a ∈ A : f(a) = 0 for all f ∈ I} and for any subset
V ⊆ A define I(V ) := {f ∈ K[A] : f(v) = 0 for all v ∈ V }. Because K is algebraically closed, if I
is any ideal then V (I) is a closed affine subvariety with I(V (I)) =

√
I equal to the radical of I.

The ideal clG(I) is related to the closure of the union of the B-orbits through all points in V (I).

Proposition 3.12. If I is a radical ideal in K[A] then so is clG(I), and in this case V (clG(I)) is
the closure of the set {g · a : (g, a) ∈ G× V (I)} in the Zariski topology of A.

Proof. An ideal I in a commutative ring R is radical if and only if the quotient ring R/I is reduced
in the sense of having no nonzero nilpotent elements. Since a linear algebraic group is an affine
variety, the coordinate ring K[G] is an integral domain and therefore reduced. On the other hand,
by Lemma 3.10 we know that K[G×A]/(K[G]⊗ I) ∼= K[G]⊗ (K[A]/I). Tensor products of reduced
algebras over perfect fields are always reduced [3, Thm. 3, Chapter V, §15], and our field K is
perfect since it is algebraically closed. Thus if I is radical then both K[A]/I and K[G]⊗ (K[A]/I)
are reduced, so K[G]⊗ I is radical, as is its preimage clG(I) under the ring homomorphism α∗.

Now let O = {g · a : (g, a) ∈ G × V (I)} ⊆ A. If f ∈ clG(I) then α∗(f) ∈ K[G] ⊗ I, so for
all g ∈ G and a ∈ V (I) we have f(g · a) = α∗(f)(g, a) = 0. This shows that clG(I) ⊆ V (O) so
O ⊆ V (clG(I)). Since V (clG(I)) is a closed affine subvariety, it also contains the closure of O.

Conversely, if J ⊆ K[A] is any radical ideal with O ⊆ V (J), then each f ∈ J has

α∗(f) ∈ I(G× V (I)) = V (G)⊗K[A] +K[G]⊗ I(V (I)) = K[G]⊗ I.

Thus J ⊆ clG(I) and V (clG(I)) ⊆ V (J), so the closure of O, which is the intersection of all such
sets V (J), also contains V (clG(I)).

The reduction of a commutative ring R is the quotient R′ := R/
√
0 by its nilradical. An ideal

I in R is primary if all zero divisors in R/I are nilpotent, or equivalently if (R/I)′ is an integral
domain. The closure operation clG preserves this property.

Proposition 3.13. If I is a primary ideal in K[A] then so is clG(I).

Proof. If M and N are rings that are commutative K-algebras, then (M⊗N)′ ∼= (M ′⊗N ′)′. Hence,
for any ideal I ⊆ K[A], Lemma 3.10 implies that the reduction of K[G×A]/(K[G]⊗I) is isomorphic
to the reduction of K[G]′ ⊗ (K[A]/I)′.

Since G is connected, it holds that K[G]′ = K[G] is an integral domain, and if I is primary then
(K[A]/I)′ is an integral domain. In this case K[G]′⊗(K[A]/I)′ is a tensor product of integral domains
over an algebraically closed field, so is itself an integral domain that is equal to its reduction. Thus
if I is primary then so is K[G]⊗ I, as is the preimage clG(I).

We note some more general properties of the orbit closure operation clG.

Lemma 3.14. If I ⊆ K[A] is any ideal then clG(I) ⊆ I.

Proof. Let ι : A → G × A be the map a 7→ (1, a). Then ι∗(f1 ⊗ f2) = (f1 ⊗ f2) ◦ ι = f1(1)f2
when f1 ∈ K[G] and f2 ∈ K[A], so ι∗ is a surjection K[G] ⊗ I → I. Hence, if f ∈ clG(I) then
ι∗ ◦ α∗(f) ∈ ι∗(K[G]⊗ I) = I. But ι∗ ◦ α∗ = (α ◦ ι)∗ = idK[A], so if f ∈ clG(I) then f ∈ I.

Lemma 3.15. If I ⊆ K[A] is any ideal then clG(clG(I)) = clG(I).
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Proof. Let π : G×A → A be projection onto the second factor (g, a) 7→ a. Then π∗(f) = 1⊗ f so
π∗ ◦ ι∗(f1 ⊗ f2) = f1(1) ⊗ f2 ∈ K[G] ⊗ K[A] for f1 ∈ K[G] and f2 ∈ K[A]. Thus π∗ ◦ ι∗ evaluates
the first factor of an element of K[G] ⊗ K[A] at 1 ∈ G, so this composition restricts for any ideal
I ⊆ K[A] to a surjective K-linear map K[G]⊗ I → K⊗ I.

Since clG(I) is defined to be (α∗)−1〈π∗(I)〉 where 〈S〉 is the ideal generated by S, we have
clG(clG(I)) = (α∗)−1

〈
π∗((α∗)−1(K[G]⊗ I))

〉
. To simplify this expression, we now prove that

π∗((α∗)−1(f)) = {π∗ ◦ ι∗(f)} for any f ∈ K[G]⊗K[A].

Indeed, suppose F ∈ π∗((α∗)−1(f)). Then F = π∗(p) = 1 ⊗ p for some p ∈ K[A] with α∗(p) = f .
This means that if g ∈ G and a ∈ A then p(ga) = f(g, a), so

F (g, a) = (1⊗ p)(g, a) = p(a) = f(1, a) = f ◦ ι ◦ π(g, a).

This shows that F = π∗ ◦ ι∗(f). Using our claim, we deduce that

clG(clG(I)) = (α∗)−1 〈π∗ ◦ ι∗(K[G]⊗ I)〉 = (α∗)−1(〈K ⊗ I〉) = (α∗)−1(K[G]⊗ I) = clG(I).

We define an ideal I ⊆ K[A] to be G-stable if clG(I) = I. The previous lemma implies that
clG(I) is G-stable and contained in I. It turns out that clG(I) is the largest ideal of this type.

Proposition 3.16. If I ⊆ K[A] is any ideal then clG(I) is the sum of all G-stable ideals in I.

Proof. Let Σ be the sum of all G-stable ideals contained in I. Since clG(I) is G-stable and contained
in I by Lemmas 3.14 and 3.15, we have clG(I) ⊆ Σ. Conversely, if J ⊆ I then it is clear that
clG(J) ⊆ clG(I), so if J is also G-stable then J = clG(J) ⊆ clG(I). Hence Σ ⊆ clG(I).

The group G acts on K[A] by the formula g · f : a 7→ f(g−1 · a) for g ∈ G, f ∈ K[A], and a ∈ A.
Our notion of G-stability can alternatively be characterized in terms of this action.

Proposition 3.17. An ideal I ⊆ K[A] is G-stable if and only if g · I = I for all g ∈ G.

Proof. Fix g ∈ G and suppose f ∈ clG(I). Then we can write α∗(f) =
∑

i pi ⊗ qi as a finite sum
with each pi ∈ K[G] and qi ∈ I. The group G also acts on K[G], and since

α∗(g · f)(x, y) = f(g−1x · y) = α∗(f)(g−1x, y) for x ∈ G and y ∈ A,

we have α∗(g · f) = ∑

i(g · pi)⊗ qi ∈ K[G]⊗ I. Thus g · f ∈ clG(I), so if I = clG(I) then g · I ⊆ I.
As G is a group, having g · I ⊆ I for all g ∈ G implies that g · I = I for all g ∈ G.

Now suppose I is an ideal with g · I = I for all g ∈ G. In view of Lemma 3.14 it suffices to show
that I ⊆ clG(I). Again let f ∈ clG(I). We must check that α∗(f) ∈ K[G] ⊗ I. To this end, notice
that we can write α∗(f) =

∑m
i=1 pi ⊗ qi where p1, p2, . . . , pm ∈ K[G] are linearly independent over

K and each qi ∈ K[A]. For g ∈ G let ιg : A → G×A denote the map a 7→ (g, a). Then

ι∗g ◦ α∗(f) = α∗(f) ◦ ιg =
∑m

i=1 pi(g)qi ∈ K[A].

At the same time, for each g ∈ G we have ι∗g ◦α∗(f) = f ◦α◦ιg = g−1 ·f which is in I by hypothesis.
Finally, observe that as p1, p2, . . . , pm are linearly independent as functions on G, we may choose

group elements g1, g2, . . . , gm ∈ G such that the matrix [pi(gj)]1≤i,j≤m is invertible. Then the fact

that we have
∑m

i=1 pi(gj)qj = ι∗g ◦α∗(f) ∈ I for all j implies that the functions q1, q2, . . . , qm are all
in I, and so α∗(f) =

∑m
i=1 pi ⊗ qi ∈ K[G]⊗ I as needed.

12



3.4 Reductions

Transition systems that arise from orbit closures of maximal ideals are simpler than the general
case in two respects. First, we can usually choose f /∈ I in Definition 3.1 to be one of the variables
xi generating K[A]. Second, condition (T4) in Definition 3.1 will often hold by default.

We prove two technical lemmas in this section in order to efficiently make these reductions later.
Continue to let G be a linear algebraic group that acts algebraically on an affine variety A, with
G and A both defined over any algebraically closed field K. Recall that we identify K[A] with the
polynomial ring K[xi : i ∈ Index] where Index is some finite indexing set.

Lemma 3.18. Suppose there exists a partial order � on Index such that if j ∈ Index then

α∗(xj) =
∑

i�j fij ⊗ xi ∈ K[G×A] for elements fij ∈ K[G] with fjj invertible.

Let I be an ideal of K[A] and suppose j ∈ Index has the property that xi ∈ I for all i ≺ j. Then:

(a) We have xj /∈ clG(I) if and only if xj /∈ I.

(b) It holds that (clG(I) : 〈xj〉) = clG((I : 〈xj〉)).
Proof. If xj /∈ I then xj /∈ clG(I) since clG(I) ⊆ I. Conversely, if xj ∈ I then xi ∈ I for all i � j so
by hypothesis α∗(xj) ∈ K[G]⊗ I and xj ∈ clG(I). This proves part (a).

To prove part (b), let I ′ = (I : 〈xj〉). Note that if xj ∈ I then we have I ′ = K[A] = clG(I
′)

and also (clG(I) : 〈xj〉) = K[A] since xj ∈ clG(I) by part (a). We may therefore assume that
xj /∈ I, although this condition does not play a role in the following argument. To show that
(clG(I) : 〈xj〉) = clG(I

′) we check that each ideal contains the other. First let F ∈ clG(I
′). Then

α∗(xjF ) = α∗(xj)α
∗(F ) =

∑

i≺j (fij ⊗ xi)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

∈K[G]⊗I

α∗(F ) + (fjj ⊗ xj)α
∗(F )

︸ ︷︷ ︸

∈K[G]⊗xjI′

.

As we have xjI
′ = I ∩〈xj〉 ⊆ I, it follows that α∗(xjF ) ∈ K[G]⊗ I, so we deduce that xjF ∈ clG(I)

and therefore F ∈ (clG(I) : 〈xj〉). This shows that clG(I ′) ⊆ (clG(I) : 〈xj〉).
For the reverse containment, consider a generic element of clG(I) ∩ 〈xj〉, which must have the

form xjF for some F ∈ K[A] with α∗(xjF ) ∈ K[G]⊗ I. Since we can write

α∗(xjF ) = α∗(xj)α
∗(F ) =

∑

i≺j (fij ⊗ xi)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

∈K[G]⊗I

α∗(F ) + (fjj ⊗ xj)α
∗(F ),

it follows that (fjj ⊗ xj)α
∗(F ) ∈ K[G]⊗ I. As fjj is invertible, we have (1⊗ xj)α

∗(F ) ∈ K[G]⊗ I.
This element is also in K[G]⊗ 〈xj〉, and so

(1⊗ xj)α
∗(F ) ∈ (K[G]⊗ I) ∩ (K[G]⊗ 〈xj〉). (3.7)

Recall that we view both K[G]⊗ I and K[G]⊗ 〈xj〉 as submodules of K[G×A], so the intersection
on the right is well-defined. Under this convention, it holds that

(K[G] ⊗ I) ∩ (K[G]⊗ 〈xj〉) = K[G]⊗ (I ∩ 〈xj〉) = K[G]⊗ xjI
′ (3.8)

since K[G] is a free K-module (as it is well-known for modules over a commutative ring that
tensoring with a flat module commutes with finite intersections). From (3.7) and (3.8) we get

(1⊗ xj)α
∗(F ) ∈ K[G]⊗ xjI

′,
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which is only possible if α∗(F ) ∈ K[G] ⊗ I ′. We conclude that F ∈ clG(I
′) and xjF ∈ xjclG(I

′).
This means that clG(I) ∩ 〈xj〉 ⊆ xjclG(I

′) so (clG(I) : 〈xj〉) ⊆ clG(I
′).

Our second lemma is a straightforward property of maximal ideals in polynomials rings.

Lemma 3.19. Suppose I = 〈xi− ci : i ∈ Index〉 ⊂ K[A] for certain constants ci ∈ K with i ∈ Index,
so that I is the (maximal) vanishing ideal of a point in A. Then for any given j ∈ Index the
following properties are equivalent: (a) xj /∈ I, (b) (I : 〈xj〉) = I, and (c) cj 6= 0.

Proof. Properties (a) and (b) are equivalent since I is a maximal ideal, in view of the observations
before Definition 3.1. If xj /∈ I then clearly cj 6= 0. Conversely, if cj 6= 0 then we cannot have
xj ∈ I as then 1 = 1

cj
(xj − (xj − cj)) ∈ I, contradicting the assumption that I is a proper ideal.

4 Matrix Schubert varieties

This is the first of two semi-expository sections outlining applications of Theorem 3.3. To start, fix
m,n ∈ Z>0 and let Matm×n be the variety of m× n matrices over an algebraically closed field K.
We will discuss the following generalizations of the varieties in Example 3.8:

Definition 4.1. For each m × n matrix w over K, the corresponding matrix Schubert cell and
matrix Schubert variety are the respective subsets of Matm×n defined by the rank conditions

MSCw =
{
M ∈ Matm×n : rankM[i][j] = rankw[i][j] for (i, j) ∈ [m]× [n]

}
,

MSVw =
{
M ∈ Matm×n : rankM[i][j] ≤ rankw[i][j] for (i, j) ∈ [m]× [n]

}
,

(4.1)

where M[i][j] stands for the upper left i× j submatrix of M .

To study matrix Schubert varieties, one is naturally lead to investigate the vanishing ideals
I(MSVw). From this perspective, it is of interest to compute the initial ideal of I(MSVw) and then
to construct a corresponding Gröbner basis. We explain in this section how transition systems
provide a streamlined way of doing such calculations. This will recover several results from [23].

The transition system approach is best suited to term orders on K[Matm×n] with a certain
antidiagonal property. For simplicity, we will always work with the following instance of such an
order. First, identify the coordinate ring of Matm×n with K[Matm×n] = K[xij : 1 ≤ i ≤ m, 1 ≤ j ≤
n] by setting xij to be the linear function on matrices given by xij(M) = Mij ∈ K. Then order the
monomials in this ring using the reverse lexicographic term order explained in Remark 2.3.

Remark 4.2. Prior to [23], the problem of finding Gröbner bases for various special cases of the
ideals I(MSVw) had already appeared in a number of places; see [23, §2.4] for a historical overview.
Since [23], there has only been partial progress on understanding the Gröbner geometry of matrix
Schubert varieties for arbitrary term orders; see, for example, [14, 19, 22, 24].

4.1 A reverse lexicographic transition system

The variety MSVw is irreducible and equal to the Zariski closure of MSCw [30, Ch. 15]. Let Bm and
Bn be the Borel subgroups of invertible lower-triangular matrices in Matm×m and Matn×n. Then
Bm × Bn acts algebraically on Matm×n by (g, h) ·M = gMh⊤, and MSCw is the orbit of w under
this action. It follows that in the notation of Section 3.3, we can express

I(MSVw) = clBm×Bn
(Mw) for the maximal ideal Mw := 〈xij − wij : (i, j) ∈ [m]× [n]〉. (4.2)
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As a matrix has rank k if and only if all of its (k + 1) × (k + 1) minors are zero, I(MSVw)
contains certain minors of the matrix of variables X = [xij ]1≤i≤m,1≤j≤n. Specifically, if we define

Iw :=
〈
det(XRC) : i ∈ [m], j ∈ [n], R ⊆ [i], C ⊆ [j], |R| = |C| = 1 + rankw[i][j]

〉
(4.3)

then it is clear a priori that Iw ⊆ I(MSVw). We will see later (in Corollary 4.7) that this contain-
ment is actually equality.

For a k × k matrix M define adiag(M) := M1,kM2,k−1M3,k−2 · · ·Mk,1 to be the product of the
entries on the antidiagonal. Then we also consider the monomial ideal

Jw :=
〈
adiag(XRC) : i ∈ [m], j ∈ [n], R ⊆ [i], C ⊆ [j], |R| = |C| = 1 + rankw[i][j]

〉
. (4.4)

Observe that adiag(XRC) is the leading term of det(XRC) under the reverse lexicographic term
order. Therefore, relative to this term order, we automatically have Jw ⊆ init(Iw) ⊆ init(I(MSVw)).

Theorem 4.3. The set T = {(I(MSVw), Jw) : w ∈ Matm×n} is a finite transition system.

We outline the proof of this theorem below. Before commencing this, we first explain some of
the additional data that goes into this statement, in particular: (a) a finite indexing set for T ,
(b) how to identify the ideals I(MSVw) that are maximal, (c) for non-maximal I(MSVw) how to
construct the non-constant polynomial f /∈ I(MSVw) and subset Φ ⊆ T required in Definition 3.1.

4.2 Finite indexing set

Observe that MSVw = MSVgwh⊤, Iw = Igwh⊤ , and Jw = Jgwh⊤ for all (g, h) ∈ Bm × Bn and
w ∈ Matm×n. Meanwhile, the Bm × Bn-orbit of any element of Matm×n contains a unique m × n
partial permutation matrix [30, Ch. 15], so the size of T in Theorem 4.3 is at most the number of
such matrices. The following notation is convenient to exploit these observations.

Let S∞ be the group of permutations of Z≥0 that fix all but finitely many points. We define
Sn to be the subgroup Sn = {w ∈ S∞ : w(i) = i for all i > n}. The descent sets of w ∈ S∞ are
DesR(w) := {i ∈ Z>0 : w(i) > w(i + 1)} and DesL(w) := DesR(w

−1). The set of permutations

S(m,n)
∞ := {w ∈ S∞ : DesR(w) ⊆ [m] and DesL(w) ⊆ [n]} (4.5)

is in bijection with the finite set of m×n partial permutation matrices, via the map that identifies

w ∈ S
(m,n)
∞ with the m× n matrix having 1 in position (i, w(i)) for each i ∈ [m] and 0 elsewhere.

We freely make this identification in order to define MSVw, Iw, and Jw for w ∈ S
(m,n)
∞ . Then

T = {(I(MSVw), Jw) : w ∈ Matm×n} =
{

(I(MSVw), Jw) : w ∈ S(m,n)
∞

}

(4.6)

and the set on the right is uniquely indexed, since if v,w ∈ S
(m,n)
∞ then I(MSVv) ⊆ I(MSVw) if and

only if v ≤ w in the Bruhat order on S∞ [2, Thm. 2.1.5].

Example 4.4. The ideal I(MSVw) is maximal if and only if MSVw is a point, which occurs only
when MSVw = {0} as K× = K \ {0} acts on MSVw by multiplication. In this case the index is w ∈
S
(m,n)
∞ is 0m×n := (n+1)(n+2) · · · (m+n)12 · · · n ∈ S∞ and the corresponding ideals are irrelevant

in the sense that I(MSV0m×n
) = I0m×n

= J0m×n
= init(I(MSV0m×n

)) = 〈xij : (i, j) ∈ [m]× [n]〉.
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4.3 Proof of Theorem 4.3

The dominant component of any bijection w ∈ Z>0 → Z>0 is the set of pairs

dom(w) :=
{
(i, j) ∈ Z>0 × Z>0 : rankw[i][j] = 0

}
, (4.7)

identifying w with the (infinite) permutation matrix having 1 in each position (i, w(i)). The set
dom(w) always coincides with the Young diagram Dλ = {(i, j) ∈ Z>0 × Z>0 : 1 ≤ i ≤ λj} of some
integer partition λ = (λ1 ≥ λ2 ≥ · · · ≥ 0). An outer corner of dom(w) is a pair (i, j) ∈ Z>0 × Z>0

such that dom(w) ( dom(w) ⊔ {(i, j)} = Dµ for some other integer partition µ.

Example 4.5. Consider w = 43152 ∈ S5 written in one-line notation. Then DesR(w) = {1, 2, 4}
and DesL(w) = {2, 3} so w ∈ S

(m,n)
∞ for any m ≥ 4 and n ≥ 3. The dominant component of w is

dom(w) =

{
� � � 1 ·
� � 1 · ·
1 · · · ·
· · · · 1
· 1 · · ·

}

= {(1, 1), (1, 2), (1, 3), (2, 1), (2, 2)} = Dλ

for λ = (3, 2). The outer corners of dom(w) are therefore (1, 4), (2, 3), and (3, 1).

Proposition 4.6. Suppose w ∈ S
(m,n)
∞ and (i, j) ∈ [m] × [n]. Then (i, j) ∈ dom(w) if and only if

xij ∈ I(MSVw) if and only if xij ∈ Jw.

Proof. Assume (i, j) ∈ dom(w). Then rankM[i][j] = rankw[i][j] = 0, so Mij = 0 for all M ∈ MSVw,
and therefore xij ∈ I(MSVw). We also have xij ∈ Jw as xij = adiag(XRC) for R = {i} and C = {j}.

Now suppose (i, j) /∈ dom(w). Then rankw[k][l] ≥ rankw[i][j] ≥ 1 whenever m ≥ k ≥ i and
n ≥ l ≥ j. It follows that MSVw contains the matrix Eij with 1 in position (i, j) and 0 in all other
positions, so xij /∈ I(MSVw) as xij(Eij) = 1 6= 0. It also follows that xij does not occur as any of
the monomials adiag(XRC) generating Jw in (4.4), so xij /∈ Jw since Jw is a monomial ideal.

For positive integers i < j let tij = (i, j) ∈ S∞ be the transposition swapping i and j. We write
u⋖ v for u, v ∈ S∞ if v covers u in the Bruhat order on S∞. Recall that this holds precisely when
v = utij for integers i < j with u(i) < u(j) such that no i < e < j has u(i) < u(e) < u(j).

Suppose 0m×n 6= w ∈ S
(m,n)
∞ so that I(MSVw) is not a maximal ideal. Then there exists an

outer corner of dom(w) in [m]× [n]. Choose any such outer corner (p, q) ∈ [m]× [n] and set

f = xpq ∈ K[Matm×n]. (4.8)

Since (p, q) /∈ dom(w), we have f /∈ I(MSVw) by Proposition 4.6. Next, consider the set

C(w) = {wtpr ∈ S∞ : p < r ∈ Z>0 and w ⋖wtpr}. (4.9)

It is known that ∅ ( C(w) ⊆ S
(m,n)
∞ by [29, Lem. 5.8]. Finally define

Φ = {(I(MSVv), Jv) : v ∈ C(w)}. (4.10)

To make these definitions canonical, one can take (p, q) to be the lexicographically minimal outer
corner of dom(w) in [m]× [n], although any outer corner works just as well.
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Proof of Theorem 4.3. We have already observed in Sections 4.1 and 4.2 that axioms (T1) and (T2)
in Definition 3.1 hold.

For the other axioms, fix w ∈ S
(m,n)
∞ with I(MSVw) not maximal. Choose an outer corner

(p, q) ∈ [m]× [n] of dom(w), and define f = xpq /∈ I(MSVw) and Φ ⊆ T as in (4.8) and (4.10). The
identities required for axiom (T3) when (I, J) = (I(MSVw), Jw) are provided in [29, Lem. 5.11].

It remains to check axiom (T4). This holds by default as (I(MSVw) : 〈f〉) = I(MSVw). There
is a simple geometric reason for this equality: if H ⊂ Matm×n is the hyperplane where f = 0, then

(I(MSVw) : 〈f〉) = I(MSVw \H),

and MSVw \H = MSVw because MSVw is an irreducible variety with MSVw 6⊆ H as f /∈ I(MSVw).
One can also show (I(MSVw) : 〈f〉) = I(MSVw) by an algebraic method based on Lemma 3.18.

See the proof of Theorem 5.3 for a prototype of this argument.

The preceding theorem lets us recover some results of Knutson and Miller [23].

Corollary 4.7 ([23]). If w ∈ Matm×n then Iw = I(MSVw) is prime and Jw = init(Iw), and the set
of minors generating Iw in (4.3) is a Gröbner basis in the reverse lexicographic term order.

Proof. Corollary 3.6 and Theorem 4.3 imply that the generating set in (4.3) is a Gröbner basis for
I(MSVw). Thus Iw = I(MSVw) is prime as MSVw is irreducible [30, Ch. 15], and Jw = init(Iw).

5 Skew-symmetric matrix Schubert varieties

One can construct a similar transition system for the skew-symmetric analogues of MSVw. We
describe this here. This will generalize Example 3.7 and give another application of Theorem 3.3,
recovering some results from [29].

Recall that K is an arbitrary field that is algebraically closed. We define a matrix M to be
skew-symmetric if M⊤ = −M and all diagonal entries of M are zero; such matrices are also often
called alternating . Let Matssn×n be the affine variety of skew-symmetric n× n matrices over K.

Definition 5.1. For each skew-symmetric matrix w ∈ Matssn×n, the corresponding skew-symmetric
matrix Schubert cell and skew-symmetric matrix Schubert variety are the respective subsets

MSCss
w =

{
M ∈ Matssn×n : rankM[i][j] = rankw[i][j] for all (i, j) ∈ [n]× [n]

}
,

MSVss
w =

{
M ∈ Matssn×n : rankM[i][j] ≤ rankw[i][j] for all (i, j) ∈ [n]× [n]

}
,

(5.1)

where M[i][j] again stands for the upper left i× j submatrix of M .

Besides in [29], the varieties MSVss
w were previously studied in [18] and [26], where their cohomol-

ogy and K-theory classes were respectively computed (for relevant formulas, see also [27, 28]). The
varieties MSVss

w include a number of other families as special cases, like all rank r skew-symmetric
n×nmatrices. Questions about ideals and Gröbner bases for some of these families were considered
in various forms in earlier literature; we note in particular [8, 9, 20, 21, 31].

We identify the coordinate ring of Matssn×n with K[Matssn×n] = K[uij : 1 ≤ j < i ≤ n] where uij
denotes the linear function on matrices with uij(M) = Mij ∈ K. We order the monomials in this
ring using the reverse lexicographic term order explained in Remark 2.3.
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5.1 Another reverse lexicographic transition system

Fix a matrix w ∈ Matssn×n. It is known from [4] that the variety MSVss
w is irreducible and equal to

the Zariski closure of MSCss
w . The group Bn of invertible invertible lower-triangular n× n matrices

over K acts algebraically on Matssn×n by g ·M = gMg⊤, and the skew-symmetric matrix Schubert
cell MSCss

w is the orbit of w under this action. Thus, in the notation of Section 3.3, we can express

I(MSVss
w) = clBn

(Mss
w) for the maximal ideal Mss

w := 〈uij −wij : 1 ≤ j < i ≤ n〉. (5.2)

Define U ss to be the n× n skew-symmetric matrix with entries U ss
ij = uij = −U ss

ji for i > j and
with U ss

ii = 0 for all i. Then it is true, just as for ordinary matrix Schubert varieties, that

I(MSVss
w) ⊇

〈
det(U ss

RC) : i ∈ [m], j ∈ [n], R ⊆ [i], C ⊆ [j], |R| = |C| = 1 + rankw[i][j]

〉
. (5.3)

This implies that, relative to the reverse lexicographic term order, one has

init(I(MSVss
w)) ⊇

〈
adiag(U ss

RC) : i ∈ [m], j ∈ [n], R ⊆ [i], C ⊆ [j], |R| = |C| = 1 + rankw[i][j]

〉
. (5.4)

Unlike the story for ordinary matrix Schubert varieties, both of these containments can be strict
[29, Ex. 3.12]. Therefore, to get a skew-symmetric version of Theorem 4.3, we cannot use the right
hand side of (5.4) as a skew-symmetric analogue of Jw.

Instead, we consider a more elaborate construction. Suppose A = {a0 < a1 < · · · < ar} and
B = {b0 < b1 < · · · < br} are two sets of r + 1 positive integers. Define ;

A⊙B = {(a0, br), (a1, br−1), . . . , (ar, b0)} = {(ai, bj) : i+ j = r}. (5.5)

Then let A⊞B := {(i, j) ∈ A⊙B : i ≥ j} ∪ {(i, j) ∈ B ⊙A : i ≥ j} and define

ussAB :=

{∏

(i,j)∈A⊞B uij if every (i, j) ∈ A⊞B has i 6= j

0 otherwise.
(5.6)

For example, if a 6= b then uss{a}{b} = umax{a,b}min{a,b} while if A = {1, 3, 4} and B = {2, 5, 6} then

A ⊞ B = {(4, 2), (5, 3), (6, 1)} and ussAB = u42u53u61. When nonzero, the monomial ussAB is always
square-free. We record a lemma for later use:

Lemma 5.2. If ussAB = uij for some n ≥ i > j ≥ 1 then A = B = {i, j} or {A,B} = {{i}, {j}}.

Proof. This can be shown in a self-contained way, but the elementary argument is fairly tedious.
Alternatively, [29, Lem 3.25] asserts (in a special case) that ussAB divides uij if and only if adiag(XAB)
divides xijxji, which occurs either when A = B = {i, j} or {A,B} = {{i}, {j}}.

Now we introduce the monomial ideal

J ss
w =

〈
ussAB : i, j ∈ [n], i ≥ j, A ⊆ [i], B ⊆ [j], |A| = |B| = 1 + rankw[i][j]

〉
. (5.7)

Unlike for the ideals in Section 4, it is not obvious that J ss
w ⊆ init(I(MSVss

w)). Nevertheless:

Theorem 5.3. The set T ss = {(I(MSVss
w), J

ss
w ) : w ∈ Matssn×n} is a finite transition system.

We explain the proof of this theorem below, following a strategy similar to the one in Section 4.
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5.2 Finite indexing set

If w ∈ Matssn×n thenMSVss
w = MSVss

gwg⊤
and J ss

w = J ss
gwg⊤

for all g ∈ Bn, so the set T ss has cardinality

at most the number Bn-orbits in Matssn×n. We recall a finite indexing set for these orbits.
Let IFPF be the set of fixed-point-free bijections w : Z>0 → Z>0 with w(n) = n − (−1)n for

all sufficiently large n ≫ 0. Equivalently, this is the S∞-conjugacy class of the infinite product of
cycles 1FPF := (1, 2)(3, 4)(5, 6) · · · . The visible descent set of w ∈ IFPF is

DesV (w) := {i ∈ Z>0 : w(i) > w(i+ 1) < i}. (5.8)

For each integer n ∈ Z≥0 define I
(n)
FPF

:= {w ∈ IFPF : DesV (w) ⊆ [n]} . The set I
(n)
FPF

is finite with
cardinality equal to the number of involutions in Sn [29, Prop. 2.9].

For each w ∈ IFPF define ssn(w) ∈ Matssn×n to be the matrix whose entry in position (i, j) is 1 if
i < j = w(i), −1 if i > j = w(i), or else zero. Then each Bn-orbit in Matssn×n contains an element

of the form ssn(w) for a unique w ∈ I
(n)
FPF

by results in [4]; it is not hard to show that this holds

even when K is not algebraically closed. Given w ∈ I
(n)
FPF

we are therefore motivated to define

MSCss
w := MSCss

ssn(w), MSVss
w := MSVss

ssn(w), and J ss
w := J ss

ssn(w). (5.9)

Observe that MSCss
w = X̊w ∩Matssn×n and MSVss

w = Xw ∩Matssn×n. Finally, we can write

T ss =
{
(I(MSVss

w), J
ss
w ) : w ∈ Matssn×n

}
=

{

(I(MSVss
w), J

ss
w ) : w ∈ I

(n)
FPF

}

and the second set is uniquely indexed, since if v,w ∈ I
(n)
FPF

then I(MSVss
v ) ⊆ I(MSVss

w) if and only
if v ≤ w in a certain Bruhat order on IFPF [29, Prop. 3.11].

Example 5.4. As in the classical case, the ideal I(MSVss
w) is maximal if and only if MSVss

w is a

point, which occurs only when MSVss
w = {0}. The index w ∈ I

(n)
FPF

for this case is

0ssn×n := (1, n + 1)(2, n + 2) · · · (n, 2n)(2n + 1, 2n + 2)(2n + 3, 2n + 4) · · · ∈ I
(n)
FPF

and the ideals I(MSVss
0ssn×n

) = J ss
0ssn×n

= init(I(MSVss
0ssn×n

)) = 〈uij : i, j ∈ [n], i > j〉 are all irrelevant.

5.3 Proof of Theorem 5.3

Recall the definition of dom(w) and its set of outer corners from Section 4.3.

Proposition 5.5. Suppose w ∈ I
(n)
FPF

and (i, j) ∈ [n] × [n] has i > j. Then (i, j) ∈ dom(w) if and
only if uij ∈ I(MSVss

w) if and only if uij ∈ J ss
w .

Proof. Our argument is only slightly more complicated than the proof of Proposition 4.6. First,
assume (i, j) ∈ dom(w). Then rankM[i][j] = rankw[i][j] = 0 and so Mij = 0 for all M ∈ MSVss

w ,
which means that uij ∈ I(MSVss

w). We also have uij ∈ J ss
w since uij = ussAB for A = {i} and B = {j}.

Suppose conversely that (i, j) /∈ dom(w). As the partial permutation matrix of w is symmetric
with zeros on the diagonal, it follows that rankw[k][l] = rankw[l][k] ≥ rankw[i][j] ≥ 1 whenever
n ≥ k ≥ i and n ≥ l ≥ j, and also that rankw[k][l] ≥ rankw[i][i] ≥ 2 whenever min{k, l} ≥ i. One
concludes that MSVss

w = Xw ∩Matssn×n contains the matrix Eij − Eji so uij /∈ I(MSVss
w).

To show that uij /∈ J ss
w , we just need to check that uij does not equal any of the terms ussAB

generating J ss
w in (5.7). This follows from Lemma 5.2, as if A ⊆ [k] and B ⊆ [l] have A = B = {i, j},

then min{k, l} ≥ i so rankw[k][l] ≥ 2, while if {A,B} = {{i}, {j}} then similarly rankw[k][l] ≥ 1.
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The fpf-involution length of w ∈ IFPF is ℓFPF(w) = |{(i, j) ∈ Z>0 ×Z>0 : w(i) > w(j) < i < j}|.
Write u⋖FPFv for u, v ∈ IFPF if v = tij ·u·tij for any positive integers i < j with ℓFPF(v) = ℓFPF(u)+1.
For a description of ⋖FPF in terms of the cycles of u and v, see [17, Prop. 4.9].

Suppose 0ssn×n 6= w ∈ I
(n)
FPF

so that I(MSVss
w) is not a maximal ideal and MSVss

w 6= {0}. Then
dom(w), which is invariant under transpose, cannot contain every position in [n] × [n], so there
must exist an outer corner (p, q) of dom(w) with n ≥ p ≥ q ≥ 1. As explained in [29, §4.1], all outer
corners (p, q) of dom(w) have w(p) = q, so as w has no fixed points we can assume that p > q.

In summary, we can choose an outer corner (p, q) of dom(w) with n ≥ p > q ≥ 1. Make such a
choice (or to be canonical, let (p, q) be the lexicographically minimal choice) and then set

f = upq ∈ K[Matssm×n]. (5.10)

Since (p, q) /∈ dom(w), we have f /∈ I(MSVss
w) by Proposition 5.5. Next, define the set

Css(w) = {tpr · w · tpr ∈ IFPF : p < r ∈ Z>0 and w ⋖FPF tpr · w · tpr}. (5.11)

It is known that ∅ ( Css(w) ⊆ I
(n)
FPF

by [29, Lem. 4.8]. Finally, let

Φ = {(I(MSVss
v ), J

ss
v ) : v ∈ Css(w)}. (5.12)

Proof of Theorem 5.3. The claim that J ss
w ⊆ init(I(MSVss

w)) holds by [29, Lem 3.37 and Thm. 3.17].
The other parts of axioms (T1) and (T2) in Definition 3.1 were checked in Sections 5.2 and 5.3.

Fix w ∈ I
(n)
FPF

with I(MSVss
w) not maximal, and then choose an outer corner (p, q) of dom(w)

with n ≥ p > q ≥ 1. The identities required for axiom (T3) when (I, J) = (I(MSVss
w), J

ss
w ) are

supplied in [29, Lem. 4.2] if we define f = upq /∈ I(MSVss
w) and Φ as in (5.10) and (5.12).

It will turn out that axiom (T4) holds vacuously as (I(MSVss
w) : 〈f〉) = I(MSVss

w). To show this,
we examine the group action of G = Bn on A = Matssn×n. If we identify

K[Bn] = K
[
bij, b

−1
ii : 1 ≤ j ≤ i ≤ n

]

where bij(g) = gij , then the map α∗ from (3.5) has the formula

α∗(uij) =
∑

p,q∈[n]
1≤q≤j<p≤i

bipbjq ⊗ upq +
∑

p,q∈[n]
1≤q<p≤j<i

(bipbjq − biqbjp)⊗ upq for 1 ≤ j < i ≤ n. (5.13)

The hypothesis of Lemma 3.18 holds for the partial order � on Index := {(i, j) ∈ [n]×[n] : i > j}
with (i, j) � (k, l) if both i ≤ k and j ≤ l. Since (p, q) is an outer corner of dom(w), we have
(i, j) ∈ dom(w) for all (i, j) ∈ Index with (i, j) ≺ (p, q), and so uij ∈ I(MSVss

w) for all (i, j) ∈ Index

with (i, j) ≺ (p, q) by Proposition 5.5. Thus, referring to (5.2), we conclude by Lemma 3.18(a) that
upq /∈ Mss

w since upq /∈ I(MSVss
w). Finally, from Lemmas 3.18(b) and 3.19, we get

(I(MSVss
w) : 〈f〉) = (clBn

(Mss
w) : 〈upq〉) = clBn

((Mss
w : 〈upq〉)) = clBn

(Mss
w) = I(MSVss

w)

as promised, and so axiom (T4) is automatically satisfied.

Theorem 5.3 immediately recovers the following property from [29, Thm. 4.3].

Corollary 5.6 ([29]). If w ∈ Matssn×n then J ss
w = init(I(MSVss

w)).
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So far we have avoided defining a skew-symmetric analogue of the ideal Iw from (4.3). Such

an ideal Issw ⊆ K[Matssn×n] is introduced for each w ∈ I
(n)
FPF

in [29, Def. 3.13]. We omit an explicit
description here, except to state that this ideal Issw can be generated a set of Pfaffians of certain

submatrices of the skew-symmetric matrix of variables U ss =
[

0 −uij

uij 0

]

.

The simplest Pfaffian generating set for Issw given in [29, Def. 3.13] is not a Gröbner basis [29,
Ex. 3.28]. However, there is a more complicated set of Pfaffians Gss

w ⊆ Issw described in [29, Thm. 4.6]
for which it turns out that J ss

w ⊆ 〈init(g) : g ∈ Gss
w〉 [29, Lems. 3.35 and 3.36].

It can be shown that MSVss
w is the zero locus of Issw and so Gss

w ⊆ Issw ⊆ I(MSVss
w) [29, Thm. 3.17].

Therefore, Corollary 3.6 implies that Gss
w is a Gröbner basis for I(MSVss

w), so I
ss
w = 〈Gss

w〉 = I(MSVss
w)

is prime (as MSVss
w is irreducible) and J ss

w = init(Issw ). These facts recover [29, Thms. 4.5 and 4.6].

6 Symmetric matrix Schubert varieties

Replacing skew-symmetry M = −M⊤ by transpose invariance M = M⊤ yields symmetric versions
of the objects in the previous two sections. This section presents some conjectures about these
objects, generalizing Example 3.9. For n ∈ Z>0 write Mat

sym
n×n for the affine variety of symmetric

n× n matrices over our arbitrary algebraically closed field K.

Definition 6.1. For each symmetric matrix w ∈ Mat
sym
n×n, the corresponding symmetric matrix

Schubert cell and symmetric matrix Schubert variety are the respective subsets

MSCsym
w =

{
M ∈ Mat

sym
n×n : rankM[i][j] = rankw[i][j] for all (i, j) ∈ [n]× [n]

}
,

MSVsym
w =

{
M ∈ Mat

sym
n×n : rankM[i][j] ≤ rankw[i][j] for all (i, j) ∈ [n]× [n]

}
,

(6.1)

where as usual M[i][j] stands for the upper left i× j submatrix of M .

As withMSVss
w , the varieties MSVsym

w include many familiar classes of symmetric matrices, whose
ideals have been previously studied (see, e.g., [15, 25]). Questions about the Gröbner geometry of
symmetric matrix Schubert varieties are less well-understood compared to our two previous cases.
We know of only a few relevant references [6, 7, 10, 16], which supply answers in special cases.

Remark. Ideals and Gröbner bases for a different collection of “symmetric matrix Schubert vari-
eties” are considered in [11, 12]. The varieties in these references are defined by imposing northeast
rank conditions, while MSVsym

w is defined via northwest rank conditions. The two families are not
generally related in any simple way.

We identify the coordinate ring of Mat
sym
n×n with K[Mat

sym
n×n] = K[uij : 1 ≤ j ≤ i ≤ n] where

uij represents the linear function on matrices with uij(M) = Mij ∈ K. We continue to order the
monomials in this ring using the reverse lexicographic term order explained in Remark 2.3. (Note
that this is not the term order considered in [6].)

It is an open problem to determine the initial ideals and associated Gröbner bases for I(MSVss
w).

Computations support a plausible conjecture. Below, we discuss this conjecture along with a
speculative proof strategy using transition systems. Turning this approach into a detailed proof
will require new ideas to overcome obstacles that did not arise in Sections 4 or 5.
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6.1 An incomplete transition system

Fix an element w ∈ Mat
sym
n×n. At least when char(K) 6= 2, the variety MSVsym

w is irreducible and
equal to the Zariski closure of MSCsym

w [1, Lem. 5.2]. The reference [1] works over C, but the
relevant arguments hold over any algebraically closed field with char(K) 6= 2.

Remark 6.2. The lower-triangular Borel subgroup Bn acts algebraically on Mat
sym
n×n by the same

formula as in the skew-symmetric case: g ·M = gMg⊤. When char(K) 6= 2, the matrix Schubert
cell MSCsym

w is the orbit of w under this action, and so in the notation of Section 3.3, we have

I(MSVsym
w ) = clBn

(Msym
w ) for the maximal ideal Msym

w := 〈uij − wij : 1 ≤ j ≤ i ≤ n〉. (6.2)

However, if char(K) = 2 then MSCsym
w may be a union of multiple of Bn-orbits.

Define U sym to be the n × n symmetric matrix with entries U sym
ij = uij = U sym

ji for all i ≥ j.
Similar to our two previous cases, if we consider the ideal generated by minors

Isymw :=
〈
det(U sym

RC ) : i ∈ [m], j ∈ [n], R ⊆ [i], C ⊆ [j], |R| = |C| = 1 + rankw[i][j]

〉
(6.3)

and also define

J sym
w :=

〈
adiag(U sym

RC ) : i ∈ [m], j ∈ [n], R ⊆ [i], C ⊆ [j], |R| = |C| = 1 + rankw[i][j]

〉
(6.4)

then it automatically holds that

Isymw ⊆ I(MSVsym
w ) and J sym

w ⊆ init(Isymw ) ⊆ init(I(MSVsym
w )) (6.5)

relative to the reverse lexicographic term order.
We expect that the two containments in (6.5) are actually both equalities (see Conjectures 6.5

and 6.6), just as in the ordinary matrix Schubert case. However, this cannot be shown by proving
the most obvious symmetric reformulation of Theorem 4.3, since the set

{(I(MSVsym
w ), J sym

w ) : w ∈ Mat
sym
n×n} (6.6)

is generally too small to be a transition system (or even a partial transition system), as we have
already seen in Example 3.9. Nevertheless, computations support the following conjecture:

Conjecture 6.3. There exists a transition system containing {(I(MSVsym
w ), J sym

w ) : w ∈ Mat
sym
n×n}.

As observed in Example 3.9, the transition systems realizing Conjecture 6.3 will have to include
non-radical ideals of K[Mat

sym
n×n]. We expect that these systems will still be finite, however, as the

subset (6.6) is itself finite. Specifically, we can restrict w in (6.6) to range over all symmetric n×n
partial permutation matrices, since these matrices give rise to all possible rank tables for elements
of Mat

sym
n×n. This claim can be deduced (when K is an arbitrary field) from [26, Lem. 3.20], which

shows that the rank table of any matrix coincides with the rank table of some partial permutation
matrix, and the latter must be symmetric for its rank table to be symmetric.

We will index the symmetric n× n partial permutation matrices by setting

I∞ := {w ∈ S∞ : w = w−1} and I(n)∞ := {w ∈ I∞ : DesR(w) ⊆ [n]} = I∞ ∩ S(n,n)
∞ . (6.7)
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Passing to the n × n partial permutation matrix gives a bijection from I
(n)
∞ to symmetric n × n

partial permutation matrices. This lets us define MSVsym
w , Isymw , and J sym

w for w ∈ I
(n)
∞ . Then

{
(I(MSVsym

w ), J sym
w ) : w ∈ Mat

sym
n×n

}
=

{

(I(MSVsym
w ), J sym

w ) : w ∈ I(n)∞

}

, (6.8)

and the second set is uniquely indexed since if v,w ∈ I
(n)
∞ then I(MSVsym

v ) ⊆ I(MSVsym
w ) if and

only if v ≤ w in the Bruhat order of S∞ by [1, Lem. 3.5].

Example 6.4. The ideal I(MSVsym
w ) is maximal if and only if MSVsym

w is a point, which occurs

only when MSVsym
w = {0}. The index w ∈ I

(n)
∞ for this case is 0n×n = (1, n+1)(2, n+2) · · · (n, 2n),

and we have I(MSV
sym
0n×n

) = Isym0n×n
= J sym

0n×n
= init(I(MSV

sym
0n×n

)) = 〈uij : i, j ∈ [n], i ≥ j〉.
We mention some interesting consequences of Conjecture 6.3. First, via Theorem 3.3, the

conjecture would immediately imply that J sym
w is the initial ideal of I(MSVsym

w ). Then it would
follow by Corollary 3.6 that the minors listed in (6.3) form a Gröbner basis for I(MSVsym

w ). As
these minors already generate Isymw , this would prove the following statements:

Conjecture 6.5. If w ∈ Mat
sym
n×n then Isymw = I(MSVsym

w ) and J sym
w = init(I(MSVsym

w )).

Conjecture 6.6. If w ∈ Mat
sym
n×n is any symmetric matrix then init(Isymw ) = J sym

w and the set of
minors generating Isymw in (6.3) is a Gröbner basis in the reverse lexicographic term order.

Finally, as MSVsym
w is irreducible, Conjecture 6.5 would imply this last property:

Conjecture 6.7. If w ∈ Mat
sym
n×n is any symmetric matrix then Isymw is a prime ideal of K[Mat

sym
n×n].

With some computer assistance, we can directly construct transition systems verifying Con-
jecture 6.3 for n ≤ 4. The relevant calculations are explained in Section 3. Using the computer
algebra system Macaulay2, we have also been able to check that Conjecture 6.6 holds when n ≤ 7
for any choice of field K. We can also computationally verify Conjecture 6.7 when n ≤ 5 and K is
any of the (not algebraically closed) fields Q, F2, or F3.

Remark 6.8. One application of the Gröbner basis computations for matrix Schubert varieties
and their skew-symmetric counterparts is to determine primary decompositions of the initial ideals
Jw and J ss

w for Iw = I(MSVw) and Issw = I(MSVss
w). These decompositions are intersections of

monomial ideals indexed by certain pipe dreams of w; see [23, Thm. B] and [26, Thm. 4.15].
Similar results should hold for symmetric matrix Schubert varieties. Define an involution pipe

dream for z ∈ I
(n)
∞ as in [18, §1.2]: concretely, this is a subset of n := {(i, j) ∈ [n]×[n] : i ≥ j} whose

reading word, appropriately defined, determines a certain kind of “almost symmetric” reduced
word for z. Each involution pipe dream D has an associated wiring diagram and one can define
mD : n → {1, 2} to be the map with mD(i, j) = 2 if and only if i 6= j and some pair of wires
labeled by k and z(k) cross at (i, j). Computations support the following conjecture:

Conjecture 6.9. If y ∈ I
(n)
∞ then J sym

y =
⋂

D J sym
D where J sym

D :=
〈

u
mD(i,j)
ij : (i, j) ∈ D

〉

and where

D runs over all involution pipe dreams for all z ∈ I
(n)
∞ with z ≥ y in Bruhat order.

While this conjecture is simple to state, it is probably not in its optimal form, as the given
decomposition is very redundant. It suffices to let D run over the minimal elements of the poset
on involution pipe dreams for z ≥ y defined by D ≤ E if J sym

D ⊆ J sym
E . If the exponents mD(i, j) in

the definition of J sym
D were replaced by 1, these minimal elements would be just the involution pipe

dreams for y—this does seem to hold if y is non-crossing (i.e., 3412-avoiding), but not in general.
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6.2 Transition forests

One can attempt to find a transition system containing a given family of ideals by recursively
determining primary decompositions in the following way. This method is amenable to computer
calculations using algebra systems like Macaulay2.

For a non-maximal ideal I ⊂ K[Mat
sym
n×n], let uI be the lexicographically smallest variable uij /∈ I

and define PI to be any set of primary ideals such that I + 〈uij〉 =
⋂

K∈PI
K is a primary

decomposition. When the ideal I is maximal, we leave uI undefined and set PI = ∅.
Now, from a given set of ideals I , we form TI := T 0

I
∪ T 1

I
∪ T 2

I
∪ · · · where

T 0
I

:= {(I, init(I)) : I ∈ I } and T i+1
I

:=
{

(K, init(K)) : K ∈
⋃

(I,J)∈T i
I

PI

}

.

This definition yields an increasing chain of subsets T 0
I

⊆ T 1
I

⊆ T 2
I

⊆ · · · which terminates in a
finite number of steps since the ambient coordinate ring is Noetherian.

It is not guaranteed that this process will yield a family satisfying every part of Definition 3.1:
problems can occur with conditions (T3) and (T4). However, the construction of TI often does
produce a transition system.

We visualize TI by drawing a forest graph whose vertices are the ideals I with (I, J) ∈ TI . In
this transition forest , the children of a vertex labeled I are the elements of PI . Although we have
formulated these definitions specifically for the case A = Mat

sym
n×n, the relevant ideas easily extend

to the case when A is any affine variety.

Example 6.10. We revisit the ideals I =
{

I(MSVsym
w ) : w ∈ I

(2)
∞

}

of K[Mat
sym
2×2] from Example 3.9.

If we define I1, . . . , I6 as in that example, then I = {Ii : i ∈ [5]} and the transition forest of TI is

I1 =
〈
u221 − u11u22

〉

I6 =
〈
u11, u221

〉

I4 = 〈u21, u11〉

I5 = 〈u22, u21, u11〉

I2 = 0

I3 = 〈u11〉

I4 = 〈u21, u11〉

I5 = 〈u22, u21, u11〉

Here and in later pictures, we place boxes around the ideals I with I /∈ I . As we know from
Example 3.9, the set TI is a transition system and therefore verifies Conjecture 6.3 when n = 2.

Recall that the associated primes of an ideal I are the prime ideals
{√

K1,
√
K2, . . . ,

√
Km

}

where I = K1 ∩K2 ∩ · · · ∩Km is a primary decomposition. An embedded prime is an associated
prime which is not minimal with respect to set-theoretic inclusion. If there are no embedded primes,
then there is a unique primary decomposition I = K1 ∩K2 ∩ · · · ∩Km in which no Ki is redundant
and with all

√
K1,

√
K2, . . . ,

√
Km distinct.

If no embedded primes occur for the ideals I+〈uI〉 with (I, J) ∈ TI , then the set TI is uniquely
determined as long as we insist that each PI be a unique irredundant primary decomposition. In
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general, however, there can be multiple ways of constructing TI from a given set of ideals I . This
phenomenon did not arise in the previous example but does in the following one.

Example 6.11. Consider the ideals I =
{

I(MSVsym
w ) : w ∈ I

(3)
∞

}

of K[Mat
sym
3×3]. In this case I

has 14 elements I1, I2, . . . , I14, which are indicated in Figure 1. We have used Macaulay2 to find
one valid construction of TI . This requires adding 7 more ideals I15, I16, . . . , I21, also shown in
Figure 1. Figure 2 displays the associated transition forest.

Embedded primes occur in this example, so TI is not unique. Specifically, for

I19 =
〈
u11, u232 − u22u33, u31u32 − u21u33, u231, u22u31 − u21u32, u21u31, u221

〉

we have a primary decomposition I19 + 〈u21〉 = I11 ∩ I21 where

I11 =
〈
u31, u21, u11, u232 − u22u33

〉
and I21 =

〈
u22, u21, u11, u232, u31u32, u231

〉
.

However, it holds that
√
I11 = I11 = 〈u31, u21, u11, u22u33 − u232〉 (

√
I21 = 〈u22, u21, u11, u31, u32〉.

Regardless, we have checked that the construction of TI corresponding to what is shown in Figure 2
is a transition system. This verifies Conjecture 6.3 when n = 3.

Example 6.12. The family of ideals I =
{

I(MSVsym
w ) : w ∈ I

(4)
∞

}

in K[Mat
sym
4×4] has 43 elements.

We have used Macaulay2 to construct TI and check that it is a transition system, verifying Con-
jecture 6.3 when n = 4. Our calculation gives a set TI with 86 elements. The corresponding
transition forest is too large to show here, but we mention that it has vertices with ≥ 2 children.

There is a weaker form of Conjecture 6.3 that we can check by computer in a few more cases.

Let In = {w ∈ Sn : w = w−1} be the subset of elements in I
(n)
∞ whose n× n permutation matrices

have full rank. Using the same algorithm as in the preceding examples, we have been able to
construct a transition system TI containing I = {(I(MSVsym

w ), J sym
w ) : w ∈ Iw} for all n ≤ 6.
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[24] A. Knutson, E. Miller, and A. Yong, Gröbner geometry of vertex decompositions and of flagged
tableaux, J. Reine Angew. Math. 630 (2009), 1–31.

26



[25] R. E. Kutz, Cohen-Macaulay Rings and Ideal Theory in Rings of Invariants of Algebraic
Groups Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 194 (1974), 115–129.

[26] E. Marberg and B. Pawlowski, K-theory formulas for orthogonal and symplectic orbit closures,
Adv. Math. 372 (2020), 107299.

[27] E. Marberg and B. Pawlowski, On some properties of symplectic Grothendieck polynomials,
J. Pure Appl. Algebra 225 (2021), no. 1, 106463.

[28] E. Marberg and B. Pawlowski, Principal specializations of Schubert polynomials in classical
types, Algebraic Combinatorics, 4 (2021), no. 2, 273–287.
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w ∈ I
(3)
∞ I(MSVsym

w ) ⊂ K[Mat
sym
3×3]

[
1 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 1

]

I1 = 0
[
1 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 0

]

I2 =
〈
u22u

2
31 − 2u21u31u32 + u11u

2
32 + u221u33 − u11u22u33

〉

[
1 0 0
0 0 1
0 1 0

]

I3 =
〈
u221 − u11u22

〉

[
1 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 1

]

I4 =
〈
u22u31 − u21u32, u21u31 − u11u32, u221 − u11u22

〉

[
1 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0

]

I5 =

〈
u232 − u22u33, u31u32 − u21u33, u231 − u11u33,
u22u31 − u21u32, u21u31 − u11u32, u221 − u11u22

〉

[
0 1 0
1 0 0
0 0 1

]

I6 = 〈u11〉
[
0 1 0
1 0 0
0 0 0

]

I7 =
〈
u11, u22u

2
31 − 2u21u31u32 + u221u33

〉

[
0 0 1
0 1 0
1 0 0

]

I8 = 〈u21, u11〉
[
0 0 1
0 0 0
1 0 0

]

I9 = 〈u22, u21, u11〉
[
0 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 1

]

I10 = 〈u31, u21, u11〉
[
0 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 0

]

I11 =
〈
u31, u21, u11, u232 − u22u33

〉

[
0 0 0
0 0 1
0 1 0

]

I12 = 〈u31, u22, u21, u11〉
[
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 1

]

I13 = 〈u32, u31, u22, u21, u11〉
[
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0

]

I14 = 〈u33, u32, u31, u22, u21, u11〉

I15 =
〈
u21, u11, u231

〉

I16 =
〈
u11, u221

〉

I17 =
〈
u11, u231, u22u31 − u21u32, u21u31, u221

〉

I18 =
〈
u22, u21, u11, u231

〉

I19 =
〈
u11, u232 − u22u33, u31u32 − u21u33, u231, u22u31 − u21u32, u21u31, u221

〉

I20 =
〈
u31, u22, u21, u11, u232

〉

I21 =
〈
u22, u21, u11, u232, u31u32, u231

〉

Figure 1: Ideals of K[Mat
sym
3×3] defined for the transition system TI in Example 6.11
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I1

I6

I8

I10

I12

I13

I14

I2

I7

I9

I12

I13

I14

I15

I10

I12

I13

I14

I3

I16

I8

I10

I12

I13

I14

I4

I9

I12

I13

I14

I17

I10

I12

I13

I14

I18

I12

I13

I14

I5

I19

I11

I20

I13

I14

I21

I20

I13

I14

Figure 2: Transition forest constructed for Example 6.11. The boxed ideals I are the ideals not
of the form I(MSVsym

w ) for any w ∈ Mat
sym
3×3.
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