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POSITIVITY IN WEIGHTED FLAG VARIETIES

WILLIAM GRAHAM AND SCOTT JOSEPH LARSON

ABSTRACT. We study the torus-equivariant cohomology of weighted flag varieties, and
prove a positivity property in the equivariant cohomology and Chow groups of weighted
flag varieties, analogous to the non-weighted positivity proved in [22]. Our result strength-
ens and generalizes the positivity proved for weighted Grassmannians by Abe-Matsumura
[1]. The positivity property is expressed in terms of weighted roots, which are used to
describe weights of torus equivariant curves in weighted flag varieties. This provides a
geometric interpretation of the parameters used in [I]. We approach weighted flag vari-
eties from a uniform Lie-theoretic point of view, providing a more general definition than
has appeared previously, and prove other general results about weighted flag varieties in
this setting, including a Borel presentation of the equivariant cohomology. In addition,
we generalize some results obtained for weighted Grassmannians or more generally type
A (I, [6]); in particular, we obtain a weighted Chevalley formula, descriptions of restric-
tions to fixed points, the GKM description of the cohomology, and a weighted Chevalley
formula.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Weighted flag varieties are a generalization of flag varieties and weighted projective
spaces, introduced by Grojnowski, Corti and Reid [13]. Although they are not generally
homogeneous varieties, they admit an action of a torus with isolated fixed points, and as
with flag varieties, their equivariant cohomology rings admit a Schubert basis. Abe and
Matsumura [I] proved that the equivariant cohomology of weighted Grassmannians has a
positivity property analogous to the positivity for flag varieties proved in [22]. This posi-
tivity is expressed using certain parameters, and the authors write that, in contrast to the
situation, for non-weighted flag varieties, “we do not have the geometric or representation-
theoretic interpretation of those parameters”. The main result of this paper extends the
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positivity statement to all weighted flag varieties. The parameters in the statement are
weighted roots, which describe the weights of torus-invariant curves through a torus fixed
point in a weighted flag variety. This formulation gives a geometric meaning to the pa-
rameters in the positivity statement of [I]: in our language, their parameters are negative
roots at the longest element of the Weyl group.

The approach taken in this paper is to study weighted flag varieties from a uniform
Lie-theoretic point of view. Besides our main theorem, we prove some other results which
we hope will be useful in the future study of weighted flag varieties, including Chevalley-
type formulas, and descriptions of restrictions to fixed points, extending work of [I] for
weighted Grassmannians, and [6] for more general type A flag varieties. We also provide a
Borel presentation of the equivariant cohomology of weighted flag varieties, which appears
to be new. We define the weighted Schubert classes as Poincaré dual classes to closures of
weighted Schubert cells. This provides a direct geometric interpretation of the weighted
Schubert classes. Our classes are positive integer multiples of the classes considered in
[1] and [6], and we determine these integers, which depend on the orders of certain sta-
bilizer groups. Our results are valid in the setting of equivariant Chow groups as well as
equivariant cohomology.

To state our main result we need some notation. Let G be a connected reductive
complex algebraic group. In the definition of weighted flag varieties given in [13], G
is taken to be of the form G’ x C*, but it is convenient to work more generally (the
relation of the definition in [I3] to the definition in this paper is discussed in Remark
B.6). Let H be a Cartan subgroup of G, and B = HN a Borel subgroup containing H
with unipotent radical N. Let g, b, h and n denote the Lie algebras of G,B,H and
N, respectively. We denote by A = Z™"! and AV = Z™*! the character and cocharacter
groups of H, respectively; let A* ¢ A denote the set of dominant weights. Given a nonzero
element x = (n1,...,nms1) € AV, we write ged(x) for the greatest common divisor of the
n;. Equivalently, ged() is the largest integer k such that %X is in AY. Fix a field F of
characteristic zero (this will serve as the coefficient field for homology and cohomology).
Let H=AY®zF, and let H* be the dual F-module; if F = C, then H = § and H* = h*. We
use similar notation for other tori. We write the natural pairing between H and H* as a
dot product. If X € A, let H)y c H denote the kernel of A\, with dual space H}. If V is a
(complex) representation of H, let ®(V') c A denote the weights of V.

Let ® = ®(g) denote the set of roots of h in g, with positive system ®* = &(n), and
let A denote the corresponding set of simple roots. Let W denote the Weyl group of
G, equipped with the Bruhat order. Fix a dominant weight A € A, and let P = LU be
the parabolic subgroup containing B, such that the Levi factor L contains H, and such
that the coroots of the Lie algebra [ of L are orthogonal to A. The Weyl group of L is
denoted Wp. Let W denote the set of maximal length coset representatives of W /Wp.
Let x : C* - H be a cocharacter of H, and let S denote the subgroup x(C*) of H. Let
T* denote the orthogonal complement of y in H*.
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For each w ¢ WF, define a,, := ged(x) ™ 'w) - x. We assume that each a, > 0 (cf.
[13, Remark 3.1]). This assumption implies that G is not semisimple (see Proposition
3.10).

The character A of H extends to a character of P which is trivial on U; let C) be
the corresponding 1-dimensional representation. Let L) be the kernel in L of \; then
Q@ = L\U c P is the kernel in P of A. Let Z = G/Q. Since P/Q = C*, we can identify Z
with the mixed space G x*’ C3.

We define the weighted flag variety as X = S\Z. The relation with the definition in [13]
is explained in Remark Our assumptions on A and a,, imply that X is a projective
algebraic variety with at worst orbifold singularities, and with an action of T' = S\H
(see Section [). For every w € W, there is a weighted Schubert variety X, ¢ X. The
fundamental classes [X,,] form a basis over HJ. of the equivariant Borel-Moore homology
HI(X). There is a corresponding Poincaré dual basis {5;;21“} of H7(X) (q.v. (Z28)). The
elements of this basis are integral multiples of the weighted Schubert classes considered in
[1] and [6]. We use these classes because of their direct geometric connection to X.

For each w e WF, we define a set ®(w) of characters of T which we call weighted roots
at w. Each w € W’ corresponds to a T-fixed point p,, € X, and the T-weights of the
T-invariant curves in X through p,, form a subset of ®(w). An explicit formula for the
weighted roots at w is given in Proposition B.211

Given u,v,w € W, let S(u,v;w) = [w,u] n[w,v], where the notation denotes Bruhat
intervals. In other words,

S(u,v;w) ={zx e W' |w<z<uand w<z<vl).
Our main result about positivity is the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1. Suppose that X is dominant and x is antidominant. For every u,v e WF,
write

0%, 0%, = > vk, (1.1)

weWP
where ¢, € Hy. = S(T*). Then each ¢y, is a nonnegative linear combination of monomials
of the form vy (x1)---vi(x), where the vy, ... v, are distinct negative roots, and each x; €

S(u,v;w).

The method of proof of Theorem [L.1] also yields a positivity result about classes of
subvarieties of weighted flag varieties (Theorem H12]), which extends the corresponding
result in the non-weighted case (see [3, Theorem 19.3.1], [22, Theorem 3.2]).

Theorem [L.1] implies that the coefficients cj;, are square-free in a certain sense. But
because weighted roots at different z may occur in the same monomial, this is not the
same as the usual meaning of square-free, which means with respect to a fixed set of
generators. Since a weighted root at x € W can be expressed as linear combinations of
weighted roots at any other y € W, it is possible to expand ci,, as a sum of monomials
in negative roots at a single fixed y. However, such an expansion need not be square-free
(see Remark [.9]).
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We say that ¢ is nonnegative at y € W if ¥, is a nonnegative linear combination of
monomials in negative roots at y. If y > x, then by Lemma [3:24] a negative simple root
at x is a nonnegative linear combination of negative simple roots at y. Therefore, as a
consequence of Theorem [[.Tl we obtain:

Corollary 1.2. With the hypotheses of Theorem [I1l, each cl, is nonnegative at any y
such that y >z for all x € S(u,v;w). In particular, this holds if y > u and y > v.

In the case of the weighted Grassmannian, this implies the positivity result of Abe and
Matsumura, since their parameters are positive scalar multiples of the negative simple
roots at the maximal element wy of W.

It is natural to ask whether Theorem [I1] can be strengthened to say that c;., is non-
negative at w. Example [5.3] shows that this is false for arbitrary antidominant x, but can
hold for certain antidominant x. In Example [5.3] this is true provided the entries of x
satisfy certain inequalities. We refer to this example for further discussion.

The proof of Theorem [Tl relies on a striking product formula (Lemma [2]) proved
using the the non-weighted Chevalley formula, together with the non-weighted positivity
result of [22]. The assumption that A is dominant (or antidominant) is used to show that
the weighted flag variety X exists as a separated scheme, and for positivity. However,
many of the results of the paper do not depend on X; they can be formulated and proved
in terms of the space Z, without assuming either that A is dominant or x is antidominant.
As observed in [I], the assumption y is antidominant in the positivity statement can be
removed by using a Schubert basis with respect to a Borel subgroup with respect to which
X is antidominant (see Remark [4.1T]).

Acknowledgments: We would like to thank Arik Wilbert for contributing to the dis-
cussions in the early stages of this project, and Allen Knutson for asking if the weighted
structure constants are square-free. This material is based upon work supported by a
grant from the Institute for Advanced Study School of Mathematics.

2. EQUIVARIANT COHOMOLOGY AND CHOW GROUPS OF PARTIAL QUOTIENTS

We work with schemes over C which can be equivariantly embedded in a smooth scheme.
Throughout this paper, we work with (equivariant) cohomology and Borel-Moore homol-
ogy groups with coefficients in a field F of characteristic zero; the notation H,(X) and
HY(X) denotes Borel-Moore homology groups (rather than singular homology groups)
with coefficients in F. As discussed in Section 2.2 our results are also valid in the setting
of equivariant Chow groups (again with coefficients in F). Background on equivariant
cohomology and Borel-Moore homology can be found in [3]; some basic properties of these
theories are also summarized in [22]. References for the non-equivariant versions of these
theories are [I8, Appendix B] and the appendix to Chapter 13 of [14]. Basic definitions
and results for equivariant Chow groups can be found in [I7]. In this section, the notations
G, H, Z, etc. are specific to this section; in particular we do not restrict to the case of



POSITIVITY IN WEIGHTED FLAG VARIETIES 5

weighted flag varieties. In subsequent sections, the notation has the meaning given in the
introduction.

In this section, Z will denote a variety with an action of an algebraic torus H such that
the restriction of this action to a subtorus S is proper. Let T'= H/S, and let X = S\Z. We
refer to X as a partial quotient, since it is a quotient by a subgroup; it has an action of
the quotient group 7. Abe and Matsumura showed that there is a pullback isomorphism
between the equivariant cohomology groups H7.(X) and Hj;(Z) (see [1, Lemma 3.3]). In
this paper we work with classes which are Poincaré dual to classes of fundamental classes
of subvarieties. For weighted flag varieties, these are scalar multiples of the classes studied
in [1].

Section [2.1] contains some general results we use to identify these classes. Proposition
2.7 relates pullbacks of Poincaré dual classes to orders of stabilizer groups; the first part
of this proposition gives an alternative proof of [I, Lemma 3.3]. In addition, we relate
these results to equivariant Borel-Moore homology, and show that the Poincaré duals of the
closures of cells of an orbifold paving form a basis for equivariant cohomology (Proposition

2.9 and Corollary 2.17]).

Section proves versions of these results for equivariant Chow groups. Proposition
213 extends [I7, Theorem 3| to partial quotients of torus actions. The proof of this
proposition does not rely on [I7, Theorem 3], and in fact provides an alternative proof of
that theorem in the special case of torus actions. Proposition extends [I7, Theorem
4] to partial quotients in the case of torus actions, and in addition gives a more precise
relation between the pullbacks in equivariant Chow cohomology and homology. The results
of this section imply that our results about weighted flag varieties hold in the setting of
equivariant Chow groups.

2.1. Equivariant cohomology, partial quotients, and Poincaré duality. We recall
the definition of the Poincaré dual class of a subvariety. If X is irreducible and rationally
smooth of dimension n, there is a cap product isomorphism n[X]: H(X) - Ha, ;(X)
([14, Prop. 13.A.4]); for completeness, a proof is given in the appendix to this paper. If
in addition X has an action of a linear algebraic group G, then the map n[X]: H &(X ) -
Hgl_i(X ) is an isomorphism as well. Given a closed subvariety Y c X, the Poincaré
dual class to Y is the class dy € H*(X) mapping to [Y] € H.(X) under the cap product
isomorphism. If Y is G-invariant, 6 is the class in H(X) mapping to [Y] € HY(X).
More generally, given any C € H,(X) (resp. HE (X)), we can define §c € H*(X) (resp. 68)
in the same way.

Lemma 2.1. Suppose that n:Z — Z' is a finite morphism of rationally smooth irreducible
algebraic varieties. Suppose further that n,:H.(Z) — H.(Z') is an isomorphism of vector
spaces. Then n*:H*(Z") - H*(Z) satisfies

n*(0c) = %5% (2.1)

where Y' ¢ Z" is a subvariety, C € H,(Z) satisfies n.C =dc[Y'], and n.[Z] =dz[Z'].
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Proof. We have
d

n«(n*(Oyr) n[Z]) = 0yr nne[Z] = 6yr ndz[Z'] = dz[Y'] = . é()). (2.2)
Therefore, since 7, is an isomorphism,
. d d
0" (by)n (2] = 22C = —Zsen[2), (23)
de deo
so n*(dyr) = %50, as claimed. O

Remark 2.2. In the setting of Lemma 2] suppose that C' = [Y] is the fundamental
cycle of the scheme-theoretic inverse image Y = 71(Y”). Then Y is equidimensional, by
[5, Theorem 5.11]. Each component of Y maps surjectively onto Y, so n.[Y] = dy[Y’]
for some integer dy. In this case, we will write dy for d¢.

Lemma 2.3. Let Z be a variety with an action of a finite abelian group F, and let F?
denote the stabilizer in F of a general point of Z. The degree of the map Z — Z' = F\Z
is |F|FZ|.

Proof. The group FZ acts trivially on Z, and Z' = (F/F#)\Z. Since there is an open
subset of Z where the action of the quotient group F /FZ is free, the quotient map has
degree |F/F?|. O

Suppose that H is an algebraic torus with character group A. The equivariant coho-
mology of a point is denoted by Hj;, and is isomorphic to the symmetric algebra S(H*),
where H = A ® F. Suppose that H is a torus and S is a subtorus of H. The projection
¢:H - T =H/S induces a pullback map H] - Hj;.

As above, Z denotes a variety with an action of an algebraic torus H. Suppose that the
restriction of this action to a subtorus S is proper, that is, the map S x Z — Z x Z taking
(s,2) to (z,sz) is proper. This implies that a quotient X = S\Z exists in general as a
separated algebraic space ([30], [28]); under some additional hypotheses (for example if Z
is quasiprojective with a linearized S-action), X is a scheme. Since S acts properly, the
stabilizer group S* of any point in Z is finite. Given a subvariety Y of Z, there is an open
subset of Y such that the stabilizer group SY is the same for any point in this subset. Let
SY = 8Y for such a point y; in other words, S is the stabilizer group of a general point
in Y. Let ey = |SY| denote the number of elements in SY .

Let m: Z - X and 7 : H - T denote the quotient maps (although we have used the
same notation 7 for both maps, the context will indicate which is meant). There is a map
m*  H5.(X) - Hj(Z), as observed in [I]. Here we use the definition of this map given
in [3], which uses the fact that 7 is m-equivariant (that is, w(hz) = w(h)m(x)). We recall
briefly the definition of this map. Let Ey and E7 be models for the universal spaces for
H and T such that there is a m-equivariant map Eg — Er. We obtain a map

Eyx? 7 — ErxT X. (2.4)

The spaces Ex x Z and Er xT X are examples of “mixed spaces”; we often denote them
by Zg and Xp. By definition, H},(Z) = H*(Zg) and H;(X) = H*(Xr), and the map
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7+ HW(X) - Hi(Z) is by definition the pullback H'(X7) — H'(Zg). This map is
independent of the choices of Efy and Ep and the map Ey — Ep (see [3, Exercise 2.1]).
The map 7* is Hj-linear. Thus, H};(Z) has an Hj-module structure obtained from the
Hj-module structure via the map Hp — Hp;.

Remark 2.4. We can find a subtorus 77 of H such that the composition 77 - H ST=-H /S
is an isomorphism. Then H 2 S xT}. By identifying 77 with T' we may assume H = SxT.
Then Fp = Fg x E7 and the map Fy — Ep is projection on the second factor. If H acts
on Z, the T-action on Z obtained by the identification of T" with 77 depends on the choice
of Ty, but the T-action on X = S\Z does not.

Remark 2.5. The T = H/S-action on X = S\Z induces an H-action via the map H — T.
The map Z - X is H-equivariant, so we obtain a pullback H};(X) - Hj;(Z). To avoid
confusion with the map 7 defined above, we denote this map by 77;. The maps 7* and
my; are closely related. The map (24]) factors as

Egx" 72— Egx" XL pr«T X. (2.5)

Therefore, 7° = wj; o p*. We can identify H with S x T, and then Hj,(X) = H; ® Hj(X).
Under this identification, p*(¢) =1®¢, so 7*(¢) =75 (1 ® ¢).

Lemma 2.6. With notation as above, let F' be the subgroup of S generated by the stabilizer
groups of all z € Z. Then F is finite. Let S' = S|F and Z' = F\Z. Then S acts on Z'
with constant stabilizer group F. The S'-action on Z' is free, and

SN\Z"=S\Z'2S\Z = X.

Proof. There are only finitely many subgroups of S which occur as the stabilizer group of
a point in Z. Each is a finite group, so the subgroup F' they generate is finite.

We claim that S acts on Z’ with constant stabilizer group F. Indeed, suppose z’' = Fz
is an element of Z' = F\Z. The inclusion F c S7 s immediate, so we must prove the
reverse inclusion. Suppose s € S#. Then sz = fz for some f e F. Hence f's e S* c F,
so s € F. We conclude that S% ¢ F , proving the claim. This implies that the S-action
on Z' yields an action of S/F = 5" on Z', and then S'\Z' =z S\Z" 2 X. The S’-action on
Z' is proper (since the S-action on Z is proper) and has trivial stabilizers, so it is free
([I7, Lemma 8]). O

We remark that if X is a scheme, then so is Z’; this can be deduced from the fact that
the quotient map 7 : Z — X is affine.

The first part of the following proposition is an analogue of [I, Lemma 3.3], with a
different proof. The technique used in the proof of taking the quotient by a finite subgroup
F to reduce to a free action of a quotient group is not new; it appears for example in [16].

Proposition 2.7. With notation as above, we have:
(1) 7 : HW(X) » Hi(Z) is an isomorphism.
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(2) Suppose that Z is rationally smooth and that Y is an S-invariant subvariety of Z.
Let Y = S\Y c X. Then

* € *
7 (67) = éaﬁ e Hi(Z). (2.6)

Proof. Let H' = H/F, and as in the previous lemma, let Z' = F\Z, S’ = S/F. Factor the
map (2.4) as
Enxt 72 L By 20 % s 70 s By T X (2.7)

These maps induce pullbacks

Hi(X) 5 Hjp (7 L (7)) L H3(2). (2.8)
We will prove that each of f*, g*, and h* are isomorphisms, so their composition 7* =
ffog*oh* is as well.

Step 1. The map f is the quotient map
Eyx" 7 — Ep x (F\2) =2 F\(Eyg x" 7),

where the F-action on Ey x Z is defined as the action on the second factor Z. Therefore,
the pullback map gives an isomorphism f*: Hj,,(Z") - Hj;(Z Y. The induced action of
Fon H (Eyx7) = H;;(Z) is trivial. Indeed, the F-action is the restriction of an action
of the connected group S and the action of a connected group induces a trivial action on
cohomology (as the map induced by any element of the group is homotopic to the identity
map). We conclude that f*: Hj,(Z") - Hj;(Z) is an isomorphism.

Step 2. We can factor the map ¢ as follows. Let E be a model for Ey, and E’ a model
for By, Then H acts on E’ via the map H — H', and E x E’, with the product action of
H, is also a model for Ef. Then g can be written as the composition

(ExEY T 7' L (BJF x E'Yx 72/ = (EJF x E")x"" 72/ L E' xH' 7', (2.9)

where the middle equality is because the subgroup F' acts trivially on (F/F x E') and on
Z'. The map q is a fiber bundle with fibers E/F. Since the cohomology of E/F vanishes in
positive degrees, ¢* is an isomorphism in cohomology. The map p is a quotient map by F,
and arguing as in Step 1 shows that p* is an isomorphism. Hence g* : H};,/(Z') - H};(Z)
is an isomorphism.

Step 3. As in Remark 2.4 we may assume H' = S’ xT and Eg = Eg» x Ep. Then
Ep ' 7' = (B x Bp) x5"T 7 2 B x5 (Bp xT 7).
Also,
ErxT X =2 EprxT(Z2']18") = (ErxT 2")]S".
Therefore, h can be identified with the map
Eg x% (Bp xT 2"y — (Ep x' 2")]5'.
So h* can be identified with the pullback h* : H*((Er xT Z')/S") - HL(Er xT Z').

Since S’ acts freely on Z’, it acts freely on Er x© Z’, and therefore the pullback is an
isomorphism.
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Combining the results of Steps 1-3, we see that 7 = f* o ¢* o h* is an isomorphism.
This proves (1).

We now prove (2). Let Y/ = F\Y,s0Y = S\Y = S’\Y’. We have 71*(5%) = f*og*oh” (5%)
Since S’ acts freely on EpxT Z', the map h is an S’-principal bundle map, so it is smooth.
Under a smooth map, the pullback of the Poincaré dual of a variety is the Poincaré dual
of the inverse image. Hence,

h*(sETxTV = 5ES,XS’(ETXTY') = 5EH,xH’Y'-
In the language of equivariant cohomology, this states that h*(% = (55,’.

Next, using the factorization (2.9) of the map g, we see that

* * K *
g 5EH/><H’Y’ =D q Oprenryr =P O(EPxEyxHy! = O(ExE)xHY"-
Here, the second equality is because ¢ is a smooth map. The third equality follows from

Lemma 2.1], because p is a quotient map where the group F' acts with trivial stabilizers.
In equivariant language, we see that g*égf = 55,.

Finally, the degree of the map f: Ey x" Z - Ey x? (F\Z) is the same as the degree
of the map Z — F\Z, which by Lemma 2.3lis |F/FZ|. Similarly, the degree of Eg xY —
Ey x" (F\Y) is |F/FY|. Hence, by Lemma 2.1}

_ [F1E? _[FY]

* €y
) )= ) = 0 =—9 ,
f EgxHY |F|/|Fy| EgxHYy |FZ| EyxHY ey EgxHY
where the last equality is because |FY| = [SY| = ey and |F#| = |S4| = ez. In equivariant
: * sH _ H
language, this says that f*dy, = Z—’Z’éy.
Combining what we have proved, we see that
* * kg% * % 4 * €y
T (0g) = 19T (05) = 19" (8F) = £ (6) = — o,
€z
proving (2). O
With notation as above, assume that Z (and therefore X') are rationally smooth. Then
there are isomorphisms N[ X7 : HA(X) - HI(X) and n[Z]y : Hj;(Z) - HE(Z). Define
the homology pullback 7* : HI' (X) - HH (Z) so that the following diagram commutes:

ﬁ[Z]H

Hy(Z)
iy I- a0

1
m\Sz\[

X]r
The factor of @ appears for compatibility with equivariant Chow groups (see Section
2.2)). It means that

H(Z)

* 1 *
(t*a)n[Z]y = aﬂ' (an[X]r). (2.11)
Taking « = 5%, the left side equals %[Y] 1, while the right side is éw*[?]p Hence
™ [Y]r = ey [Y]n, (2.12)
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which is consistent with the pullback (2.14]) for equivariant Chow groups.

A variety X is said to be paved by subvarieties Uy, if X has a filtration Xoc X; c---c
X, = X by closed subvarieties X, such that X, X,,_; is a disjoint union of the subvarieties
Upg- We call this an orbifold paving if each U, is a quotient of the affine space AFra by a
finite group F,. If in addition 7" acts on X preserving the paving, and the T-action on
Upq is induced by a linear action of T on A¥ra which commutes with the F,q action, we
call this a T-invariant orbifold paving. The U,, are called cells of the paving.

Remark 2.8. In our applications to weighted flag varieties, the sets Uy, will arise as S\(C x
C;) Here C' is isomorphic to affine space with a linear H-action and u: H - C* is a
character of H which is nontrivial on S. Then H acts on C'xCj,, so T" acts on the quotient
S\(C'xCy,). Observe that C;, = H/Hy = S/F, where H; is the kernel of i, and F'=Sn H;
is finite. Therefore
S\(CxC})=S\(CxS/F)=F\C,

where the second isomorphism is given by the map S(c,sF) +~ Fs lc. This exhibits
S\(C'x C},) as a quotient of affine space by a finite group.

If X is a G-variety such that HS(X) is the free Hj-module generated by [X]g, then
we call X a G-acyclic variety.

Proposition 2.9. Suppose X is a T-variety admitting a T-invariant paving by T-acyclic
subvarieties Upy. Let Vi, denote the closure of Upy in X. Then HI(X) is a free H-
module with basis given by the fundamental classes [Vpg]. If X is rationally smooth, then
H7(X) is a free Hp.-module with basis given by 5;*'/;(1.

Proof. The first statement follows from the long exact sequence in equivariant Borel-
Moore homology (cf. [22, Prop. 2.1(a)]). If in addition X is rationally smooth, applying
equivariant Poincaré duality to the homology result yields the cohomology result. O

The next proposition proves acyclicity of the varieties discussed in Remark 2.8

Proposition 2.10. Let S ¢ H be a subtorus acting transitively and properly on H|Hjy,
where Hy ¢ H is a closed subgroup. Let C' be a smooth Hi-acyclic H-variety. Then
S\(C x H/Hy) is T-acyclic, where T = H/S.

Proof. By Poincaré duality, it suffices to show that H7.(S\(C'x H/H,) is a free Hj-module
generated by 01, where M = S\(C x H/Hy).

Since S acts transitively on H/Hj, the map S x Hy — H is surjective. It is also
finite, since the properness of the action implies that the intersection F' = S n Hj is
finite. Therefore, the composition H; - H — T = H/S is a finite surjective map. This
composition induces maps

Hp " Hi — Hjp ;s
the composition is an isomorphism.

Since C' is smooth, via Poincaré duality, we can identify Hy (C') with H H1(¢). Since
C is Hy-acyclic, Hy; (C) is the free Hp -module generated by (551. Since H/H, = S|F,
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we see that M = S\(C x H/H;) = F\C is rationally smooth, so we can identify HJ.(M)
with HI(M). Tt suffices to show that HJ;(M) is the free Hj-module generated by 67 .

We have
Hi(M) = BE(S\(C x HH,)) = Hjy (C x H[Hy) = Hj, (C), (2.13)

where the first isomorphism is by Proposition 2.7} and the second is a change of groups
isomorphism. The composition of these isomorphisms takes 5;{/[ to 551, and moreover,
is compatible with the Hj-module structures (the Hj-module structure on Hp (C') is
obtained from the isomorphism H} — Hj; ). The result follows. O

The following is a direct consequence of Propositions and 2101

Corollary 2.11. Suppose Z is an H-variety admitting a paving by subvarieties of the form
Ci;xH|H;, where C; is a smooth H;-acyclic H-variety. Suppose S is a subtorus of H acting
properly on Z and transitively on each H|H;. Let X = S\Z and T = H|S. Then HI (X)
is a free H}.-module with basis given by the fundamental classes of X; = S\(C; x H/H;).
If in addition X is rationally smooth, then H7.(X) is free with basis given by the classes
5L |

We will see below that weighted flag varieties admit pavings of the form described in
Corollary .11} as discussed in Remark 2.8], these are orbifold affine pavings.

2.2. Equivariant Chow groups. In this section, we work with Chow groups with co-
efficients in F, and write A.(X) to mean the Chow groups of X tensored with F.
If G is an algebraic group acting on M, the equivariant Chow groups are defined by
AY(M) = Aiy(Eg x¢ M). Here, Eg denotes a finite-dimensional model of the univer-
sal space for GG, chosen depending on the degree i, and r = dim Eg — dimG. The space
Eq x% M is referred to as a mixed space and the action of G on Eg x M as the mixing ac-
tion. Similarly, there are operational equivariant Chow groups AZG(M ), defined in analogy
to the operational Chow groups of [18]. There is a cycle map cl: AY (M) - HS(M). We
refer to [17] for details. To simplify the exposition, we will simply write Mg = Eqg x¢ M
and A(M) = A,(Mg), although to be precise, we would need to choose a particular
model of Eg, depending on the degree of the Chow groups. We define Bg = Eg/G,
and then A7, = A*(Bg). Since Bg is nonsingular, there is a cap product isomorphism
N[Bg]: A*(Bg) - A«(Bg). Since we are taking coefficients in a field F of characteristic
0, there is a natural isomorphism Af, 2 H}.. The Chow groups A% (M) are Af-modules.

If « is a character of GG, then « defines a line bundle ﬁg = Eq x% C,. This line bundle
pulls back to a line bundle £, ys on the mixed space Mg, and the action of a on Af(M )
is by cap product with the Chern class cl(ﬁg M)

Lemma 2.12. Suppose f € Af, = A*(Bg) satisfies B [Bg] = ¥ a;[Q:/G], where a; € F,
and Q; are closed G-invariant subvarieties of Eq. Let M be a G-scheme and N c M a
closed G-invariant subscheme. Then

Bn[Nlg=> a;[Qi x“ N] e A, (Eg x© M) = A% (M).
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Proof. By the functorial properties of Chow groups, we may assume N = M. The projec-
tion p: Fg x® M — Bg is flat. By definition,

Bn[Mle=(p*8)n[Ecx® M]=(p*B) np*(Bg)
=p*(Bn[Bc]) =p* (O ai[Qi/G]) = Y. a;[Qi x“ M];

here we have used the compatibility between flat pullback and pullbacks of operational
Chow groups. O

As in the previous subsection, H denotes a torus acting on a variety Z, S is a subtorus
of H such that the action of S on Z is proper, and X = S\Z. The map H - T = S\H
yields an injective map A7 — A%;. Using this injection, we view A} as a subset of Aj;, so
we obtain an A%-module structure on H-equivariant Chow groups.

The next proposition is an equivariant Chow homology analogue of Proposition 2.7l If
S = H is trivial, it reduces to the case of [I7, Theorem 3] where the group S is a torus.
The proposition could be proved by applying [17, Theorem 3] to appropriate mixed spaces.
However, we instead give an argument along the lines of the proof of Proposition 2.71

Proposition 2.13. There is an AX-linear isomorphism 7* : AT(X) - A2 (Z) such that
if Y is an H-invariant subvariety of Z, and 'Y = S\Y, then

F*[Y]T = ey[Y]H. (2.14)

If Z is rationally smooth, then this pullback is compatible under the cycle map with the
pullback 7 : HY (X)) - HH(Z) defined in ZII).

Proof. We adopt the notation of Proposition 2.7, and again use the following sequence of
maps of mixed spaces:

Enxt 7 L By 20 % s 70 s By T X (2.15)
We will define maps f*, ¢*, and h*, fitting into a sequence
AT(X) 25 Al (71) L5 Al (21 L5 4B (), (2.16)

and define 7* = h* o ¢g* o f*. In contrast to cohomology, arbitrary maps of schemes do not
induce pullback maps on Chow groups, so we need to define the pullback maps.

Step 1. Since f is a quotient map by a finite group, [I8], Ex. 1.7.6] provides an isomor-
phism
A By x" 2" - A*(Ey <" 2)F = A*(Ey x" 7).
The last equality is because the action of F on A*(Ey x™ Z) is trivial. The reason is that
the action of F' on Ey x Z is the restriction of an action of the torus S, and the action of
any s € S on the Chow groups is trivial, since s can be connected by a sequence of rational
curves to the identity element of S.

Step 2. Since we are working with coefficients in F, the map H — H' = H/F induces
a pullback identification of A}, with A},. Brion ([I0, Theorem 2.1] gave a presentation
of A} (Z") as an Aj;-module: it is generated by the fundamental classes [Y]g, where Y
is an H-invariant subvariety of Z’, subject to the relations divy (r) — v [Y]gs, where r
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is a rational function on Y which is an H-eigenvector of weight . Note that + is an
element of A}, = Aj,. The presentation of A}, (Z’) is almost the same, with [Y ]z in
place of [Y]g. Since the action of H on Z' is induced from the H'-action by the projection
H — H', the invariant subvarieties and eigenvectors for H and H' are the same. We define
gt AT (2" - AH(Z") by ¢* (S vi[Yilar) = £ vilYilm). Tt follows from Brion’s result that
g* is an isomorphism.

Step 3. As noted in the proof of Proposition 2.7, the map h can be identified with the
map
ES/ XS/ (ET ><T Z’) i (ET XT Z,)/S,.
This map is an S’-principal bundle map, so flat pullback induces an isomorphism h* :
A (Er xT'2")]S) - AS(Er xT Z") (see [17, Prop.8]). This map takes [(Er xI Y)/S] =

[Er xTY] to [Er x¥ Y]s. In other words, we obtain an isomorphism h* : AT(X) ,
AT (77 satistying h*([Y]7r) = [V ]z
The equation (2.14)) holds because
™ [Yr=f g r(Y]r) = ¢ (Y1) = f([Y]r) =ex[Y]n. (2.17)
Here, the first equality is by definition, the second was proved in the preceding paragraph,
and the third follows from the definition of g*. It remains to prove the last equality. By
assumption, Y is an S-invariant subvariety of Z, and Y’ = F\Y c Z’. Under the map
Z — 7', the inverse image of Y’ is Y. The reason is that I transitively permutes the
irreducible components of the inverse image, but Y is stable under S, so it is stable under
F; thus Y is the entire inverse image. The subgroup of F' acting trivially on Ep x Y is

the subgroup FY, and similarly with Z in place of Y. Therefore, applying the definition
of f* from [I8, Ex. 1.7.6], we have

FEr <" Y = |FY[[Eg <" Y'].

As noted in the proof of Proposition 277, |FY|=|SY| = ey. Using this equality, and trans-
lating the displayed equation into equivariant language, we see that f*[Y};] = ey[Y]n.
This proves the last equality of (2.17]).

We now check that 7* is A}-linear. As above, we view A} as a subset of A} = A%,
We will show that the map h* is A%-linear, and that ¢* and f* are Aj,-linear, hence (as
A% ¢ Ajy) Al-linear. This suffices, since 7* = h* o g* o f*.

It suffices to check that each of the maps f*, g*, and h* is A}-linear. The map h* is
AZp-linear because h™ is defined as flat pullback, which is compatible with the action of
Chern classes on Chow groups, and h*ﬁi x = ﬁg ’Z,. Thus, h* is compatible with the action
of a character a of T'; since these characters generate A%, we see that h* is compatible
with the A7-action. The Aj;-linearity of ¢g* is immediate from the definition of this map.
Finally, we check Aj;-linearity of f. Since Aj};(Z") is generated as an Aj;-module by the
fundamental classes of H-invariant subvarieties of Z’, Suppose that 5 € A}, and W' is a
closed H-invariant subvariety of Z’. Arguing as above shows that the inverse image of W'
in Z is an irreducible variety W. It suffices to show that

frBaWa) =80 f ((Wlk) =ewBn [Wla. (2.18)
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By Lemma 212 if 8 n [By] satisfies ¥ a;[Q;/H], then 80 [W']g = ¥ a;[Qs xT W']. Let
e be the order of the subgroup of F fixing a general point of Q; x W. By definition,
Qi xT W' = e[Q; xT W]. Since the action of F' on Q; x® W is on the second factor,
e =|F"| = ew. Therefore

FEaWn) =2 af ([Qix" W) = ew 3 ail Qi x" W] =ewBn [W]h,

where the last equality is by Lemma [2.12] This proves (218)). We conclude that 7* is
AZ-linear.

*

Finally, 7* is compatible with the cycle map because equations (ZI1]) and (2.I4]) are
the same, except that the first equation is interpreted as an equality in equivariant Borel-
Moore homology and the second as an equality in equivariant Chow groups. g

Remark 2.14. The map 7* could be defined by starting with the formula (2I4) and
extending by A}-linearity. Brion’s presentation of torus-equivariant Chow groups implies
that this is a well-defined map of equivariant Chow groups. However, it would remain to
show that 7* is an isomorphism, which is why we have proceeded differently.

In the setting of cohomology and Borel-Moore homology, we first deduced the isomor-
phism on cohomology and constructed the map on Borel-Moore homology from that (un-
der the assumption that Z is smooth). In the Chow setting, we reverse the order: having
shown the isomorphism on the Chow homology, we now show that there is a compatible
isomorphism of equivariant operational Chow groups, which correspond to equivariant
cohomology.

The projection 7 : Zg - X7 induces a map 7 : A*(Xr) - A*(Zy). Since A*(X7) =
AL(X) and A*(Zg) = A (Z) (see [IT, Theorem 2]), we obtain a map 7* : A7(X) -
A5 (2).

The following proposition is a Chow version of (Z.10).

Proposition 2.15. The following diagram commutes.

An(z) 22u 0 aH(z)
] ] (2.19)
OL[X]T

X)) —2 AT(X).

The vertical maps are isomorphisms, and if Z is smooth, the horizontal maps are isomor-
phisms as well.

Proof. We deduce this result by applying the results of [17] to appropriate mixed spaces.
We may assume H =S xT, so Eg = Eg x Ep. Then we can identify Zy with (Zr)g, and
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X7 with (Z7)/S. With these identifications, the diagram (2.19) becomes

Ax(zp) s AS(Zr)
] I om
r1%[(%)/5]
A*((Zr)]9) A.((Z1)]9).
By [17], the vertical maps are isomorphisms, and if Z is smooth, the horizontal maps are

isomorphisms as well. We now verify that the diagram commutes. If c € A*((Z7)/S), the
class m*cn[Zr]s is represented by the class 7*cn [(Z7)g]. We need to show that

éw*(c n[(Z1)/S]) =7"en[(Z1)s]. (2.21)
We have
™ (en[(Zr)]S]) =n"enn*[(Zr)[S] = ez, |n"cn[Zr]s =ezn"cn[Zr]s,

Here, the first equality holds by [17, Lemma 6], and the second holds by the definition of
7*. We conclude that ([Z.2I]) holds, as desired. O

If Z is smooth, the cycle map may be interpreted as a map cl : Ay (Z) - Hj(Z)
by using the Poincaré duality identifications of cohomology with homology. With this
interpretation, [19, Corollary 19.2], applied to the mixed space Zp, implies that cl is
a ring homomorphism. The pullback homomorphisms 7* : H;.(X) - H};(Z) and 7 :
A%(X) —» A} (Z) are pullbacks on appropriate mixed spaces, so standard properties of
cohomology imply that they are ring homomorphisms as well.

For weighted flag varieties, the next proposition implies that the cycle map is an iso-
morphism. This proposition is a Chow homology analogue of Proposition We use the
notation of that proposition.

Proposition 2.16. Assume that the hypotheses of Proposition hold, and assume in
addition that AT (Up,) is the free An-module generated by [Upglr. Then AT(X) is a
free Al-module with basis given by the fundamental classes [V,q], and the cycle map
cl: AT(X) - HI(X) is an isomorphism. This holds if the Uy, are the cells of a T-invariant
orbifold paving.

Proof. The first statement follows from the arguments of [19, Example 19.1.11]. Now
suppose that the U,, are the cells of a T-invariant orbifold paving. Using mixed spaces
and [I8, Ex. 1.7.6], one can see AT (U,,) ¥ AT(A*»)fra. The equivariant Chow groups
AT (AF»a) are a free AZr-module generated by [AFra]p. The group F,, acts trivially on
AT (AF#a), since the action of Fp, commutes with the action of T and preserves the fun-
damental class [A**7]p. Hence AT (AFra)Fra = AT (ARra), O

In light of the results of this section, our results about weighted flag varieties are valid
in the setting of equivariant Chow groups.
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2.3. Appendix: Poincaré duality. With respect to rational cohomology, rationally
smooth varieties behave much like smooth varieties, and in particular they satisfy Poincaré
duality (see for example, [14, Section 12.4]). For reference, we provide a brief justification
of Poincaré duality in this setting. We recall facts about sheaves from [21]] in the following
discussion. Given a complex of sheaves F, let D(F) denote the Borel-Moore dual complex
of F. For brevity, for any algebraic variety @), we set Do = D(F() the dual complex of
the constant sheaf. Hypercohomology gives Hk(FQ) = H*(Q) singular cohomology and
H’k(DQ) = Hp(Q) Borel-Moore homology. A F-orientation for @ is a chosen quasi-
isomorphism

Dy - Fy[2n] (2.22)

where U c @ is the smooth locus, and n is the complex dimension of Q. By [21, §5.1]
there are unique morphisms

Fo[2n] -~ ICo — Dg (2.23)

such that restrictions to U are isomorphisms — the composition giving an inverse of (2.22]).
The second morphism in (2:23]) is (up to shift) D of the first morphism, where Verdier
duality gives ICq = D(ICq)[2n] by [21, §6.1]. Hypercohomology of (2.23]) gives rise to
homomorphisms

for every 0 < 2n—k < 2n. The cap product with fundamental class of Borel-Moore homology
factors through (2.24)).

Assume that @ is rationally smooth; i.e., Fg[2n] = ICq (cf. [9, §1.4]). It follows that
ICq = Dg, hence ([2:23) and (2.24]) are isomorphisms. Given any rationally smooth variety
@ and subvariety Y c @, let dy € H*(Q) be the unique class (possibly zero) such that

sy n[@]=[Y], (2.25)
where N is the action of H*(Q) on Borel-Moore homology H,(Q).

3. WEIGHTED FLAG VARIETIES

The purpose of this section is to collect some basic results about the geometry of
weighted flag varieties. Most of the results of this section are not essentially new; the
basic geometry of weighted flag varieties was presented in [13], and, with some additional
results, in [I] and [6]. Unlike this previous work, we do not assume that the group we are
using is the product of C* with a reductive group. This leads to a slightly larger class of
varieties (see Remark 3.6]). Also, it allows for a more uniform Lie-theoretic presentation,
which turns out to be helpful in understanding positivity and related results. The new
results in this section are mainly contained in Section In particular, the definition
of weighted roots and the identification of the weights of T-fixed curves in weighted flag
varieties seem to be new, although they are closely related to the GKM descriptions of
cohomology given in [1] and [6] (see Remark [3.20)).
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3.1. Definitions and notation. We refer to the introduction for the definition of weighted
flag varieties and basic notation. We now make some additional definitions which will be
used in the remainder of the paper.

Recall that ®, ®* = &(n), and A denote (respectively) the set of roots of H in G, a
choice of positive system, and the corresponding set of simple roots. Asin the introduction,
m+1=dim H. Let n denote the semisimple rank of G, and let {«,...,a,} be an ordering
of the simple roots. We will see below that G cannot be semisimple, so m > n. Let ®"
denote the set of coroots. If a € @, we denote by r, the corresponding reflection in W. We
will abuse notation and use the same letter to denote both an element of W = Ng(H)/H
and a representative in Ng(H). The longest element of W is denoted wy.

Given p € A, set * = {ave @ | u- ¥ > 0}. Recall that we have fixed a dominant character
A € A", and a cocharacter xy € AY. By assumption, L is a Levi subgroup such that
the coroots of L are orthogonal to A\. Let P = LU denote the corresponding standard
parabolic subgroup; then ®* ¢ ®(u), with equality if the coroots of [ are exactly the
coroots orthogonal to A. By definition, W consists of maximal length representatives
of left Wp cosets. If w € WP, then the minimal length element in wWp iS Wymin =
ww(lf , wWhere wé) is the longest element in Wp. Given w € wr , let @5 = Ot Nwy,® =
{a €ed|a>0,wl a< O}. Note that ®F = &+ nwd(u”).

We will use the following notation for the covering relations in the Bruhat order. Given
v,we W, write w < v if £(v) = £(w) + 1 and v = wry = rgw for some positive root 7; in this
case B = w(7) is also positive. If v and w are both assumed to be in W, we write w<pv =
wr. The poset WP is connected by covering relations (this is an immediate consequence
of the analogous result of Deodhar for minimal coset representatives ([I5, Cor. 3.8]; see
[8, Prop. 2.6]).

3.2. Projectivity of weighted flag varieties. In [13], weighted flag varieties are con-
structed as closed subvarieties of weighted projective space, so they are projective. Because
our definition is slightly more general than the one used in [13], we give the proof of this
result in our setting.

For any weight v, define a, = ged(x) 'y x. For w e W, we set a,, = a,. Observe that
if A is dominant and y is antidominant, then w ~ a,, is an increasing function on the Weyl
group. As in the introduction, we assume that for every w € W, we have

Ay > 0. (3.1)
This assumption implies that G is not semisimple. More generally, we have:

Proposition 3.1. If there exists i € A such that a,,, >0 for each w € W, then G is not
semisimple (that is, (m >mn)). Moreover, p is not in the span of the roots.

Proof. We argue by contradiction. Suppose G is semisimple, and identify h with h* by a
nondegenerate W-invariant symmetric form. Choose w; and we so that wipu is dominant
and woy is antidominant. If A\1,..., A, are the fundamental dominant weights, then wpu =
Y cid; and wox = Y d;\;, where each ¢; > 0 and d; <0. If w = w;lwl, then ged(x)awy =
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wylwip - x = wip - wey < 0, since each \; - A; > 0 (as follows from [24) Ex. 13.8]). This
contradicts our assumption that a,, >0. We conclude that G is not semisimple.

Let h* = by ® h] be the W-isotypic decomposition of h*, where hi is the span of the
roots, and let §h = ho ® b1 be the corresponding decomposition of h. Write x = xo + x1,
where x; € h;. Observe that b is a Cartan subalgebra of the semisimple Lie algebra [g, g].
If 1 e by, then we would have wy - x = wp - x1 >0 for all w e W, but this is impossible by
the argument of the preceding paragraph. Therefore u ¢ by. O

As in the introduction, we write L) for the kernel of A on L, Q = L\U, and Z = Z =
G x C5 2 G/Q. The weighted flag variety is X = S\Z. Write 7: Z — X for the quotient
map.

Proposition 3.2. X = S\Z is a geometric quotient in the category of schemes. The
quotient is a projective algebraic variety.

Proof. First assume that the coroots of L are exactly the coroots of G which are orthogonal
to A. Let V) denote the irreducible representation of G with highest weight A. The
subgroup S = x(C*) of H acts on V). Since the weights of V) are in the convex hull
of the weights wA for w € W, and a,, = wX-x > 0, the weights of S on V) are strictly
positive. Therefore, the quotient P = S\(V)\{0}) is a weighted projective space. This is a
geometric quotient of V) \ {0} by S. Our assumption on L implies that @ is the stabilizer
of a a highest weight vector vy in V). The orbit G- vy 2 G/Q = Z is an S-invariant closed
subvariety of V) \ {0}. Therefore S\Z is a closed subvariety of the weighted projective
space P, and X = S\Z is a geometric quotient of Z by S.

More generally, P is contained in a parabolic subgroup P’ satisfying the hypothesis of
the first sentence of the proof. The map 7: Z =G x"' C\ > Z' = G <P C,y is projective
(with fibers isomorphic to P’/P) and S-equivariant. Because the quotient X' = S\Z’ is
projective, it follows from [34, Prop. 2.18] that Z is the stable locus of some S-equivariant
ample line bundle, and therefore a quasi-projective geometric quotient X = S\Z exists in
the category of schemes ([34, Ch. 1.4]). We claim that the map p: X — X' is proper.
This suffices, for then X is complete (as X' is), so X is projective. We now prove the
claim. By the results of Section B.3], we can cover Z' by S-invariant open sets of the
form C'x C? , = C x S/F, where F' = ker(w\)|g. The inverse image in Z is isomorphic to
CxwP'/|PxS|F. The map C xwP'/PxS|F - C x S/F induces a map on the quotients
by S, which is isomorphic to the map F\(C x wP'/P) - F\C. Since P'/P is projective
and F is finite, this map is proper. Thus, we can cover X by open sets of the form F\C
such that the map p~!(F\C) - F\C is proper. Hence, p is proper. O

Remark 3.3. If the coroots of L are exactly the coroots of G which are orthogonal to A,
then the weighted flag variety X could be defined by the Proj construction as follows. For
every e A*, let V, be the irreducible representation of G of highest weight 4, and let p*
be the highest weight of V7. Recall that

ClGl=PV,®V (3.2)
10
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by, e.g., [25]. The Q-invariant functions on G are

A=C[G]? = P Vir ® Cpy (3.3)
k>0

Observe that A is a Zso-graded C-algebra via the action of S on Z. We have Gx' Cy - Z,
where Z = Zu {0} c Vi. By [26, §8.13], A = C[G x C,] = C[Z] as left G-modules.
Write 0 for the point of Spec(A) corresponding to the irrelevant maximal ideal. Then
Proj(A) is the geometric quotient of Spec(A)\ {0} by S, since Ag = C (cf. [33]). We have
Z = Spec(A) ~ {0}, so X is a projective algebraic variety defined as a geometric quotient
of Z by S.

Remark 3.4. The argument in Remark B.3Ishows that if G # @, then Z = G/Q is quasiaffine
if and only if A is dominant or antidominant and the coroots of L are exactly the coroots
of G which are orthogonal to A. Indeed, if L does not satisfy this condition, then let
P’ = L'U’ be as in the proof of Proposition and let Q" = L\U'. Then Q ¢ @', and
G/Q - G/Q" - Spec(C[G]?") shows that G/Q — Spec(C[G]?) is not an immersion,
since C[G]? = C[G]?" by B3) (or more directly since G/Q — G/Q’ is proper). If A is
not dominant or antidominant, then C[G]¥ = C is one dimensional by the calculation in
(B3); since the only term remaining is when k = 0. In this case, if G/Q c Spec(C[G]?)
then G = Q.

Remark 3.5. Every G-equivariant line bundle on a flag variety has the same embedded
principal C*-bundle (defined as the complement of the 0-section) as the dual line bundle,
since G x C} =G x P CX, are both equal to G/Q. Hence weighted flag varieties are
projective varieties when A is dominant or antidominant.

Generalized flag varieties are a special case of weighted flag varieties. Indeed, by Propo-
sition BIl A is not in the span of the roots, so there exists a rank one subtorus Sy of the
center of GG such that A restricts nontrivially to Sy. Define yg to be an isomorphism of C*
with Sy such that yg pairs positively with the restriction of A to Sy. If we consider yg as
a cocharacter of H, then x satisfies (3I]), and So\G/Q = G/P since P = SyQ. Therefore
the weighted flag variety So\G/Q is the generalized flag variety G/P. We refer to this as
the non-weighted case. We fix xo from now on; we write Y = So\G/Q = G/P for the non-
weighted generalized flag variety, and 7y : Z — Y for the quotient map. Set Gy = G/S,
Py =P/Sp, and Tp = H/Sy. Note that Tj is a maximal torus of Gy, and Y = G/P = G/ Fp.

The maps 7: Z - X and 7y : Z - Y induce isomorphisms 7* : H7(X) - Hj,(Z) and
my « Hy (YY) » Hp(Z), as follows from Proposition 271 This isomorphism is described
more precisely in Corollary .16}

The weighted flag variety is covered by quotients of affine space by finite groups (see
Section B.3]), so X is normal with rational singularities, Q-factorial [31, §5.1], rationally
smooth, and has orbifold singularities [4]. Although X need not be homogeneous, it does
admit an action of any subgroup of G centralizing S. In particular, X admits an H-action;
since the subgroup S acts trivially, this action induces an action of T'= H/S.

Remark 3.6. The construction of weighted flag varieties in [13] can be described in our
notation as follows. Let G = G’ x C*, where G’ is reductive. Then A is of the form (N, u),
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where )\ is dominant for G’, and u € N. The cocharacter x is of the form (x’,1), where
X' is a cocharacter of G’, and 1 corresponds to the identity cocharacter of C*. Let V)
denote the representation of highest weight A for G. The weights of S on V) are given
by u’-x" +u. These weights are assumed to be strictly positive, which can be ensured by
taking u large enough. This corresponds to our assumption that a, > 0 for all w € W.
The G-orbit of a highest weight vector vy is G- vy = G/Q. The weighted flag variety is
S\G/Q, which is a closed subvariety of the weighted projective space P = S\(Vy \ {0}).
The construction in this paper is slightly more general in that GG is not assumed to be of
the form G’ x C*, and Q is only assumed to be contained in the stabilizer of vy.

The following example shows that without the positivity of the a,,, the quotient X = S\Z
need not be separated (hence not projective).

Ezample 3.7. Let G = SLs, with B and H the subgroups of upper triangular and diagonal
matrices, respectively. Let A = 1 = y, where we identify A and AY with Z so that the
dominant weights correspond to nonnegative integers. Write W = {1,s}. Then ay =1
and ag = —1; in particular, (3.1 is not satisfied. The action of S = C* on Z = C?\ {0}
is with weights 1 and -1, so the action is closed (that is, the S-orbits are closed). By
[34) Proposition 1.9], a universal geometric quotient exists. The quotient X = S\Z is not
separated since the orbits through the axes form a doubled origin in the quotient. In this
example, Z = C?~\ {0} is covered by the S-invariant open sets U; where the i-th coordinate
is nonzero. Although S acts properly on each Uj;, the action of S on Z is not proper. This
example shows that locally proper actions need not glue to a globally proper action. Note
that if we fix A = 1, then there is no choice of y satisfying (B.1]).

Ezample 3.8. Let G = SLyxC* and A= (1,1). Then y = (0,1) gives ap =1 = aj and hence
(B is satisfied. We have X = P!, the flag variety for SLs.

3.3. An open covering and stabilizers. In this section we describe a covering of a
weighted flag variety by open sets isomorphic to affine space modulo a finite group, as is
done in [I3]. We show that all stabilizers of Z in S are contained in a finite subgroup
Z,, of S, depending on the neighborhood U, c Z. In the next section we describe generic
stabilizers for each weighted Schubert cell.

Recall that P = LU is the Levi decomposition of our parabolic subgroup such that
H c L. Let U™ be the unipotent radical of the opposite parabolic P~ with respect to H.
Given w e W, let “U~ =wU w™!, and let A = w  hw. The map

©:"U" - G/P, wuw ' wuP/P, (3.4)
takes U~ isomorphically onto its image, which we denote by Cy,. Let (:G — G/P denote
the projection. Then ¢(71(Cy,) = YU~ x wP c G, where YU~ x wP is identified with its
image in GG under the multiplication map. This image is invariant under left multiplication
by H, which corresponds to the action of H on YU~ x wP given by

h(wuw™t, wp) = (wh*u(h*) Tw™, wh¥p). (3.5)

Let U, denote 73 (YU~) c Z.
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Lemma 3.9. Suppose we WP, As H-varieties, we have

Uw > YU x CZ})\ (36)

Proof. We have

Uy =7 (YU™) 2 (U™ xwP) x’ CX (3.7)
The action of H c G on U, corresponds by (B.5) to the action of H on (YU~ xwP) x C}
given by

h(wuw™  wp),v] = [(wh*u(h*)w™ wh*p),v]. (3.8)
The isomorphism (YU~ xwP)x”C5 - “U~xC , given by [(wuw™,wp),v] = (wuw™, A(p)v)
is H-equivariant. The lemma follows. O

Recall that a, = ged(x) ™t x for any weight p e A, and and ay, = a,y for w e W. For
s €S, write s™ = pu(s), and s = s, Under the identification of S with C* given by
C* =2 C*/ker x —» S, the map s = s™ is just the map raising s to the power a,. Let Z,,
denote the finite group ker(w\|s). Because the action of S on Z is proper, S acts on Z
with finite stabilizers; this is also a consequence of the following result, which gives more
precise information.

Corollary 3.10. The stabilizer in S of any z € Uy, is contained in Z,,. Hence S acts on
Z with finite stabilizers. Moreover, for w e WF, the map U~ — S\U,, defined by

u~ S(u,1) (3.9)
induces an isomorphism
Z, \"U = S\Uy. (3.10)
The S\U,, form an open cover of X by quotients of affine space by finite groups. Hence
X s rationally smooth.

Proof. Lemma B.9] implies that the stabilizer group S* (for z € U,,) is contained in Z,, .
This lemma also implies that ([89) induces the isomorphism (BI0). Since the C,, form
an open cover of G/P, their inverse images U, in Z form an open cover of Z. Each
YU~ is isomorphic to affine space, and since Z - X = S\Z is a geometric quotient, the
S\Uy 2 Z,,\"U~ form an open cover of X by quotients of affine space by finite groups. [

3.4. Weighted Schubert varieties. Recall that 7 : Z - X and np : Z - Y = G/P
denote the natural projections. Suppose w € W¥. By definition, the Schubert cell YY)
corresponding to w in Y is the B-orbit B-wP. The map u — uP gives an isomorphism of
“U~NU onto this cell. Define Z0, = ' (Y.2) = (“U™nU)-wP x” C}. Lemma 33 implies
that Z0, = (YU~ nU) x CJ,, as H-varieties. We define the weighted Schubert cell X9 c X
by
X0 =8\7% = S\(("U™ nU) x C,).
The weighted Schubert variety X, is the closure of X0 in X.
Proposition 3.11. The weighted Schubert cells X2 form a paving of X by affine spaces

modulo finite groups. The equivariant cohomology H7(X) is a free Hy-module with basis
5
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Proof. The Schubert cells form a paving of Y, so their inverse images Z0 form a paving of
Z. As m:Z - X is a geometric quotient, the quotient varieties S\Z° = X2 form a paving
of X. Since X9 =S\Z° = Z, \(“U~nU), each XY is isomorphic to affine space modulo
a finite group. Each X{ is T-acyclic, by Proposition .10 (cf. Remark 2.8)). Since X is
rationally smooth, the statement about cohomology follows from Corollary 2.111 O

We now determine the generic stabilizers of S on Z°. The support of the S-action on
Z, denoted by o(S5), is the set of all s € .S such that sz = z for some z € Z. We have

7(S) = U Za,. (3.11)

weW

Indeed, 0(S) € Uwew Za, by Corollary BIQ the reverse inclusion holds since S = Z,
for all weW.

Let w € W¥, and choose an ordering fi,..., 3, of the roots in ®% = " nwd(u~). For
each root (3, the corresponding root subgroup Up is isomorphic to C. We have isomor-
phisms of algebraic varieties C" = ], Ug, = “U™ n U, where the second isomorphism is
given by the product map. If u = [Tug,, we can view the ug, as complex numbers giving
the coordinates of u € YU~ nU under the isomorphism C" 2 “U~ nU. Let (YU nU)%"
be the Zariski open subset of “U~ nU consisting of the elements u whose coordinates g,
are all nonzero. Define the Zariski open subset ZJ™" of Z° by

Z9en = (VU a U)" - wP xP Cf 2 (U~ AU x C,,.

For any subset S c A, write as = {a, |peS}. Write ged(ay,aqr) for the greatest
common divisor of the elements of {a,} Uagep.

Proposition 3.12. Let w € WF. For all z in ZI", we have S* = Z4, where d =
ged(ay, agr).

Proof. The point z = (u,z) € ZJ" is fixed by s € S if and only if 5% =1 for all i, and
s% =1. This is equivalent to the statement that s? =1, where d = gcd(aw,a¢5), which is
equivalent to the statement that s € Zj. O

The weight A is said to be minuscule if every « € ® satisfies |A-a¥| < 1. Let <p denote the
restriction of the Bruhat order on W to W¥. The next proposition provides an alternative
description of the stabilizer groups if A is minuscule.

Proposition 3.13. For every w e W¥, we have

ged(aw, agr) | ged(ag |z <p w). (3.12)
If X\ is minuscule, then [BI2) is an equality.
Proof. The proposition is true for the minimal element w(I)D of W, since both sides of

BI12) are equal to Q- Since W7 is connected by covering relations (see Section B.)), it
suffices to show that for every x <p w such that ¢(z) = ¢(w) — 1, we have

ged(aw, agr) | ged(az,agr). (3.13)
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Indeed, by induction on £(w), ged(az, agp) will divide ged(ay |y <p ), so it will follow
that ged(aw,agr) divides

ged(ged(ay [y <p 21),...,8cd(ay |y <p zq), aw) = ged(az [z <p w),
where x1,...,r4 index all of the divisors in Y.

Let a > 0 such that w = rqx, where z,w € WF. We claim that « € @5. It suffices to
show that w™(a) € ®(u™). Since row < w, we have w™'a < 0. Moreover, since z € W7, if
wla e (1), then zw o and w™ta would have opposite signs, so zw o = —a would be

positive, which is a contradiction. Therefore w™!(a) € ®(u~), proving the claim.

We now prove (3.13). Suppose that d divides a,, and ag for each j € @5 . It suffices to
show that d divides a, and a., for each v € @f. Since x = rqw, we have a; = a,— (WA )aq.
Since a € ® d divides a,. The set of weights of H on T,Y, is equal to ®f and by
[12, (10.4)], the set of weights of H on T}, Y, is equal to r,®%. Tt follows that ®% c r,®L,
since Y, c Y,,. Therefore, if v € ®F a~ is a linear combination of a, and ag for some

Bedl sod divides a,. This proves (3.13).

Now suppose that A is minuscule. To show that ([B.12]) is an equality, we must show
that if dla, for all x <p w, then d|ag for all 5 € ®P As above, let a > 0 be such that
w = rox, where z,w € WP, and £(z) = (w) — 1. We have a; = ay — (WA - a¥)aq. Now,
wh-a¥ = X-wlta = -1 since wla € ®(u”). Therefore, since d divides a,, and ag, it
divides an. ®F = r,®L U {a} (since the left side of this equation contains the right side,
and |®%] = |®L| +1). By induction, if v € ®% then dla,; since d|a,, we see that dla,_,. We
conclude that d|ag for all 3 € ®F  as desired. O

Remark 3.14. Weighted Grassmannians are a case where the weight A can be taken to be
minuscule, and then the previous proposition implies that (3.12)) is an equality.

Ezample 3.15. Let G = GLy. Identifying A with Z? as usual, let A = (2,0), x = (2,3). The
positive root is a = (1,-1), and the nontrivial Weyl group element is w = r,. We have
o, = {a} and wA = (0,2). Also, a, = -1, a, =6, and a. = 4. We have ged(ay,ase,) =1
and ged(ay, ae) =2, so (3.12) need not be an equality.

Let wy € W be the longest element of W, which is also the longest element of W7,
Define positive integers ¢, for w e W¥ by the formula
ged(aw, agr)
qu =

=—* 3.14
gcd(awo,a¢50) (3:.14)

Corollary 3.16. The isomorphisms 7* : Hy(X) - Hp(Z) and ny:Hy, (Y) — Hy(Z)
satisfy
™ (0%.) = @iy, . (3.15)
and
0 (05)) = 07, (3.16)

Proof. The equality (3.13]) follows by combining Proposition 312l and (2.6)). The equality
BI6) follows from (2.6]) since Sy acts with constant stabilizers on Z. O
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3.5. Fixed points, invariant curves and weighted roots. In this section we describe
the T-fixed points and T-invariant curves on X. To describe the weights of these curves,
we introduce the notion of weighted roots at an element w of W7

For w e W7, let py, = S\(waPC§\). Note that as an H-variety, waPC§\ is isomorphic
to CX .
wA

Proposition 3.17. We have X7 = {p, | w e WF}.

Proof. The inverse image in Z of a T-fixed point on X is a 1-dimensional H-orbit, so it
suffices to show that the 1-dimensional H-orbits on Z are the wP x* C3. Any H-orbit is

contained in an open subset Uy, of Z for some w € W¥. The subset U, is H-equivariantly
X
wWA?

1-dimensional H-orbit {1} x C}. Since A is not in the span of the roots, the stabilizer in
H of (u,z) e YU~ x C , will have codimension at least 2 if u # 1, so dim H - (u, z) > 2.
Hence {1} x CY is the only 1-dimensional H-orbit in YU~ x C ;. The result follows. [

isomorphic to YU~ x C and under this isomorphism, wP x¥ C} corresponds to the

Lemma 3.18. Suppose M is a H-invariant subvariety of Z. Let Ny = So\M cY, and
N =S\M c X. Then wP € Ny if and only if p, € N.

Proof. Arguing as in Proposition B.I7shows that (G/P)T0 consists of the points So\(wPx
C}). Thus, wP € Ny < wP x C} is contained in M < p, € N. O

Let w € W. Define a map H* - T*, u ~ f(w), by the formula

w(w) =p- SN (3.17)
Qo
(note that zr(w) is in T* since it is orthogonal to x). Since Wp fixes A, fi(w) only depends
on the coset wWp. Given B € ®, we define the weighted root corresponding to 8 at w by

the formula
1

" ged(aw, ap)

Ay

"~ e an) )

B(w) (awf —agwl). (3.18)

Since a,, is positive by hypothesis, >0, so f(w) and B(w) are positive scalar

w
ged(aw, ag)
multiples of each other. Although the weighted roots S(w) are geometrically natural, we
will frequently use the B(w) for convenience. Although the map 8+ B(w) is not linear, if
a = -0, then a(w) = -f(w). If B is a negative root, then ¢ = Z% is nonnegative, since by
hypothesis, a,, > 0, and because x is antidominant, ag > 0. Hence, 3 = B(w) +c-wA where

c>0

We record the following simple lemma for reference.

Lemma 3.19. The maps p+ a, and p— fa(w) (for fived we W) are linear.

Proof. The first statement holds because a, = - x, and the second follows from this and
the formula for 7i(w). O

Lemma 3.20. Let a € ®. Then a(rqw) = a(w). Hence if 8 = —«, then B(rqw) = —a(w).
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Proof. Let ¢ = w\-a’, so rqwA = wA —ca. Let d = ged(ay,aq) = ged(arw, o). Then
a(w) = é(awa - aqwA), and

1 1
a(sqw) = E(amwa —AaTaWA) = 8((%, = caq ) — ag (WA - car)) = a(w),

proving the first statement. The second statement follows immediately. O

The following proposition will be used to show that the weighted roots are the weights
of T-invariant curves in X. In fact, this proposition was the motivation for the definition
of weighted roots.

Proposition 3.21. Let o, 3 € A be such that ao and ag are nonzero. Let

ago — aq8
= 3.19
77 ged(aa.ap) (3.19)
Then as H-spaces,
C’Y if ag > 0

S\(Cax Cp) = {c,y if 4z <0.

In particular, if 5 =w\, then v = a(w).

Proof. We prove the result for the case ag > 0; the case ag < 0 is similar. The group
S = C* acts on C, x Cj with weights a = aq and b = ag. Since C* is a reductive group
acting properly on an affine variety, the universal geometric quotient exists and is an affine
variety given by Spec of the ring of invariant functions (see [34, Ch. 1, §2]). We identify
C[C, x Cj] with C[z,y,y 7], where S acts on C[x,y,y '] by

(sf)(@y) = f(s 2, 57"y). (3.20)

Suppose the monomial f(z,y) = 2*y~* is S-invariant; then ak = bl. First suppose a > 0.
Since k > 0, both both ak and b¢ must equal ¢-lecm(a,b) for some nonnegative integer c.
Since lem(a, b) = d“ib, we see that

ged(a,d)

b a
e L 3.21
Cgcd(a, b)’ Cgcd(a, b) (3:21)
On the other hand, if a < 0, then both ak and b¢ must equal —c-lcm(a,b) for some
nonnegative integer c. Since lem(a,b) = _#Zb)’ we see that k£ and ¢ are again given by

(BZT). This implies that C[z,y,y '] = C[z], where z = gbscd(@b) ™ yaged(@b)™ Gipce 7 ig
an H-weight vector of weight —y, we see that as H-spaces,

C[C, x CE]S =SpecC[z] = C,.
The last statement of the lemma follows from the definition of a(w). 0
Suppose V is a 2-dimensional representation of H with with weights 1 and po. In this

case, we say H acts on P' = P(V) with weight o = p11 — pto. With this definition, an action
on P! of weight « is also an action of weight —a.
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Proposition 3.22. The irreducible closed T-invariant curves in X are the curves C =
S\(UqwP x¥ Cy) for a € w®(u~). These are the closures of the 1-dimensional T-orbits
on X. Fach such curve is H-equivariantly isomorphic to P, where H acts on P! with
weight a(w). The T-fized points on C are py, and pr -

Proof. Let C be an irreducible closed T-invariant curve in X. Let M = 77 1(C) and
Cop = So\M. Then M is an irreducible 2-dimensional H-stable 2-dimensional subvariety of
Z. For some w € WF | the intersection U,nM is a nonempty open subset of M, and hence a
closed 2-dimensional H-invariant subvariety of U,,. Arguing as in the proof of Proposition
317 shows that U, N M = UywP x¥ C} for some a € w®(u~) Hence mo(Uy, n M) = UywP,
so Cp = UywP. Therefore, by a result of Carrell and Peterson (see [11]), the Tp-fixed
points in Cy are wP and rowP. By Lemma BI8, the T-fixed points in C are p,, and
Drow- Since M = 7161(00), it is covered by the open sets UywP x C3 and UgrqwP ><PC§\,
where 3 = —a. These sets are H-equivariantly isomorphic to U, x C;, and Ug x C;,,,
respectively. Proposition [3.21] implies that the quotients of these sets by S are isomorphic
to Cu(w) and Cpgirow) = C_g(w), respectively, where the last isomorphism follows from
Lemma These open sets glue along their intersection to yield a P! on which H acts
with weight a(w). O

3.6. More about weighted roots. Let f1,..., 3, denote the set of negative simple roots.
This section contains some results about the §;(w), which are positive scalar multiples of

the weighted roots 3;(w) (see (B1S)).

The following lemma is a version of a well-known fact; for the convenience of the reader
we include a proof. As usual, the weight A is assumed dominant.

Lemma 3.23. Let w > v be elements of W. Then wA —vA =Y e;5;, where all e; > 0.
Proof. It suffices to prove the lemma in the case w = vr, > v, where « is a positive root.
Write wA —vA =Y e;5;. We have

wA=vrgA=v(A - (A-a¥)a) =vi - (A a")va.
Therefore wA — v\ = —(A-a")va = Y e;5;. Since w > v, we have va > 0, and since A is

dominant, (A-«") > 0. Hence each e; > 0. O

The following lemma provides a way to express a weighted root at v in terms of weighted
roots at w.

Lemma 3.24. Let w,v € W, and suppose that w\ — v\ = ¥, e;8;, where the B; are the
negative simple roots. Then

wA(v) = 22 3 ey (w), (3.22)
and for B e H”, "
B(v) = Blw) + = 3 eiBy(w). (3.23)

Hence, if B is a negative root and w > v, then B(v) is a nonnegative linear combination of

Bz(w)
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Proof. A straightforward computation shows that
y WA(V) = =Gy VA (W). (3.24)
For ([3:22)), by linearity of the map p ~ (w), we have
WA (w) - TR w) = T eiB(w).

Equation ([3:22) follows from this equation, 324, and the equality wA(w) = 0. We have

B(v)=p - TBon= B(w) + 9B oA~ 2By
Ay Ay a

(%

w

= B(w) + 2 wA(v) = Bw) + =220 5 6,5, (w)
= Bw) + 2 S eiBi(w),

proving (3:23)). Finally, if 8 is a negative root then 5 =Y f;3; where f; > 0; also, a,, > 0 by
hypothesis, and ag > 0 as x is antidominant. If w > v then e; > 0. Thus, in the expression

B) = Y (fi+ Le)Bilw), (3.25)

all coefficients on the right hand side are non-negative. O

3.7. GKM description of cohomology. Let j: X’ = {p,} <= X be the inclusion, and
3% HA(X) » H3(XT) = @ r Hi(pw) the pullback. We identify Hj(p,) with H.
The next proposition gives the GKM description of H7}.(X), generalizing the descriptions
given in [I] for the case of weighted Grassmannians and in [6] for type A weighted flag
varieties.

Proposition 3.25. The pullback j* : Hi(X) - HAHNXT) = @cpr Hi(pw) is injective,
and the image of j* consists of tuples (fuw)wew? Such that for each o, fu,— frow is divisible
by the weighted root a(w).

Proof. Since X has vanishing odd cohomology, it is equivariantly formal (see [20]). In
light of the description of T-invariant curves and their weights given in Proposition 3.22],
the proposition is an immediate consequence of [20, Theorem 1.2.2]. d

Remark 3.26. In contrast to the proof given here, the proofs of the GKM description in
[1] and [6] (for the weighted Grassmannian and type A) do not proceed by identifying the
weights of T-invariant curves in X. Instead, they use the GKM description of H}O(Y), and
the relation between the pullback j* : H7.(X) - Hj(X Ty and the non-weighted pullback
i* s Hr, Y) - Hrp, (YT0). (We discuss the relationship between these pullbacks in the next
section.) Although [I] and [6] do not explicitly relate their GKM descriptions to invariant
curves, the GKM descriptions of the cohomology, together with the fact that there are
finitely many 1-dimensional T-orbits, are enough (by [20, Theorem 1.2.2]) to describe the
weights of the T-invariant curves up to scaling,
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3.8. Comparison of restrictions to fixed points. In this section we relate the weighted
and non-weighted restrictions to fixed points. In particular, we prove Proposition B.27],
which expresses the weighted restriction in terms of the non-weighted restriction. The key
diagram (B.27) was first considered in [I], (4.6)]; see also [0] for G = GL,, x C*.

The sets of T-fixed points on X and of Ty-fixed points of Y can each be identified with
WF. The maps

X+l w

pt ™
/ 7 «*— U Cun (3.26)
weW
pt 0
\ 3 ; v

give the homomorphisms

H;“ T ©
\ x—v k* \; X
Hy(Z) — @PHH(Cw,\) (3.27)
/ AN weW
H}O 7o WP

Hy (Y) —— Hp (W")

We can write ¢ = @p,, and 1 = @1, where the sums are over w € W¥. Let H,)
denote the kernel of the character wA of H, with identity component H, 8} y- The inclusion
H°, - H, induces an isomorphism H}, — H?*, which we use to identify these rings.

wA HwA H

wA
Since C;\ = H/Hy» as H-spaces, Hy;(C;\) = H; . Write
pw:Hp 2 Hp(pw) ~ Hy(Ch)) = Hy, |
for the pullback induced via (2.4]) by the projection from C7 , to a point. The map ¢,, is

equal to the composition
Hp - Hy — H;Im (3.28)
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induced by the following maps of tori:

Hyy > H - T. (3.29)
These maps of tori induce maps of symmetric algebras:
S(T*) - S(H") - S(H,,,), (3.30)

which coincide with (3:28]) under the identification of the torus-equivariant cohomology of
a point with the symmetric algebra on the dual of the Lie algebra. Similarly, replacing T’
with Ty, we see that 1, can be identified as the composition H}O - Hj - H}}wA which
coincides with the corresponding composition of maps of symmetric algebras:

S(Tg) - S(H") — S(HS,»), (3.31)

We can view S(T*) and S(T() as the subsets of S(H™) consisting of polynomials which
vanish on S and Sy, respectively. Under this identification, we can describe the isomor-
phism ¢! 0 ¥, (o) : S(Tf) - S(T*) as follows.

Proposition 3.27. Let we WP and pg € Ty, and let j1 = oy 0y, (1o). Then p = fig(w).

Proof. Since p and pg agree when restricted to H,y, we have u = g + ¢- wA for some
constant c¢. Since p vanishes on S, we have

0=p-x=po X+c(wWA X)=au+Cly.

Hence ¢ = —a,,/ay. O

Remark 3.28. The element Z;(‘S)j;i) can be calculated, using a formula due to Anderson-
Jantzen-Soergel and Billey (see [2], [7]), or a different formula due to Kumar [32]). These
formulas, together with Proposition B.27] mean that we can calculate j (5)T<w. Indeed, the
commutativity of the diagram (3.27]), together with the definition of the weighted Schubert
classes, implies that j 5§w = qu,to zbw(z;(éz;i))

4. WEIGHTED SCHUBERT CALCULUS

The basic problem of weighted Schubert calculus is to expand a product in H75.(X)
as an Hrp-linear combination of elements of the H7-basis 53;1”. This section contains our
main results about weighted Schubert calculus, including a weighted Chevalley formula
and our main positivity theorem (Theorem [[I]). We also describe a Borel presentation of
the equivariant cohomology, which is used in the proof of Proposition [£.4]

4.1. Structure constants and relation to non-weighted Schubert calculus. The
relation between the weighted and non-weighted Schubert calculus can be described as
follows. Recall that g 552) = 551“ and 7T*5§w = qwégw (Corollary B.16]). The ring Hj;(Z)
can be considered as a module over either of the rings H7, or Hy (as well as Hj). On
the other hand, Hy(X) and Hy, (Y) acquire Hz-module structures via the isomorphisms
m* and 7.

Expanding products in H};(Z) in terms of the basis 5§Iw, with coefficients in Hr, , is the
problem of non-weighted Schubert calculus. Expanding products in Hj;(Z) in terms of
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the basis qwégw, with coefficients in H7, is the problem of weighted Schubert calculus. The
significant difference is that the coefficients are in different rings: H7, in the non-weighted
case; H7 in the weighted case.

There are various ways of presenting formulas for the structure constants. Depending
on which basis one uses, factors of ¢,, (which can be computed by ([B:I4])) may or may not
occur in the formulas, but these are easily dealt with. Precisely, if we write

T T T
0x,0x, = Z CurOx,
w
and
H sH H
5ZU5ZU = ZdiuﬂvéZuﬂ
w
where c,,, and d;;, are in H7., we see that
quq
et = Ly, (@)
du
Thus, we can easily obtain structure constants in one basis from structure constants in
the other basis. In particular, we can obtain formulas in the basis {(5§w} from formulas
in the basis {5%;1”} by setting all the ¢, equal to 1. For convenience, we will often use the
basis {5gw} Similarly, we have introduced elements 3(w) (B.IT7), which are related to the
weighted roots B(w) by a positive scalar factor (see ([B.I8])). This equation can be used

to translate formulas from the S(w) to the B(w), and conversely. Although the weighted
roots are geometrically natural, we often use the S(w) for simplicity.

Finally, the formula of (3:23)) can be used to translate formulas given in terms of B(v)
into f(w) for v,w € W. In particular, taking w = wg, we can obtain formulas in the
parameters used in [I] for the weighted Grassmannian.

4.2. Borel presentation. Since H}.(X) = H};(Z), the next proposition gives a Borel
presentation of the T-equivariant cohomology of a weighted flag variety. Although the
proof is simple, the result does not previously seem to have appeared. Recall that H) =
ker A c Hj; the dual space is H}.

Proposition 4.1. We have
Hiy(Z)=SMH*) o S@;)"r. (4.2)
S(H*)W

Proof. Recall that Q = L U c P, where L) is the kernel of the character of A\ of L. Since
Z = G[Q, applying [3, Ch. 15, Prop. 6.5] yields

Hip(2) = Hi(G]Q) = Hiy oy Hy = S(E) @ | S(HY"™.
as desired. ]

In terms of the Borel presentation, the left action of r € H}; = S(H*) on Hj,(Z) is given
by multiplication by r ® 1. The right action of S(H;)"? on H};(Z) can be described as
follows. A representation V of Hy may be viewed as an H-equivariant vector bundle
over a point. The Hy-equivariant Chern class c;.Hk(V) is an element of S(HY). If V is
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the restriction to H) of a representation of Ly, then ¢/ (V) is in S(H})"?. The element
1®c(V) e Hy(Z) is the i-th equivariant Chern class of the H-equivariant line bundle
G xQ V', where as usual the Ly-module structure on V is extended to a Q = LyU-module
structure by defining U to act trivially.

Given p € H”, let 1 denote the image of ;2 under the map H* — HY. Suppose jz € A. Then
it is Wp-invariant if and only if 4 is. In this case, we obtain 1-dimensional representations
Cj of Ly and C, of L. As usual, we extend these representations to () and P, respectively,
by defining U to act trivially. The line bundle G x@ C; on Z = G/Q is the pullback via
75 of the line bundle G x C,,. In terms of the Borel presentation, ¢/’ (G x% C;) =1 ® ji.
Note that A = 0, reflecting the fact that the pullback of G x¥’ C, is H-equivariantly trivial
on Z.

4.3. Module structure and a Chevalley formula. As is apparent from the Borel pre-
sentation, H7.(X) = Hj;(Z) has the structure of a S(H"*) ® S(H})-module. In this section
we describe the module structure in terms of the weighted Schubert basis (Proposition
[43). As a consequence, we obtain a Chevalley formula for the multiplication of a weighted
Schubert class in terms of a weighted Schubert divisor (Proposition [£.4]). For weighted
flag varieties of cominuscule type, the formula can be simplified; see Corollary [£.6] which
in the case of the weighted Grassmannian recovers the formula of [1, Prop. 5.2] The proofs
of these propositions are deduced from results for non-weighted flag varieties, as is Lemma
[42] which also plays a key role in the proof of our positivity theorem.

Via the pullback isomorphisms * : H3.(X) - Hg(Z) and 7 : Hy, (Y) > Hy(Z), the
ring H};(Z) acquires the structure of a module for Hy. and for Hy,. Lemma [£.2]illustrates
that although the Schubert classes form a basis of Hj,(Z) as a module over HjJ or over
Hf, , they are not linearly independent over Hp;.

Lemma 4.2. Ifve W’ then
(N &7, = > (A-1")d7,, (4.3)

W=VT~
w<pv

where the sum is over positive roots v such that vry <p v.

Proof. For p e H*, we have, using H-equivariant classes on Y (cf. Remark 2.5]):
i (G C)oy, =opdyl = 3 (n7")5%,, (4.4)

W=VT~
w<pv

where again the sum is over positive 7. See, for example, [I0] or [3]. (In accord with
our convention that b contains the positive root spaces, the sign in front of the sum is
negative: the line bundle G x* C, is positive if p is antidominant.) Setting = A and
pulling back along mp:Z - Y gives ([@3]), since ¢1 (G xQ C 1) =0, where A is the restriction
of A to Q. O

The ring H7(X) is a free Hj-module with a basis given by the 5§w. For p € H*, the
next proposition gives expansions for ,u-5§v and (1®pu) -5§U in this basis, with coefficients
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in H} = S(T*). Recall that for n e H* and w € W, the element 7j(w) =7 - Z—Zw)\ defined
in (B.I7) lies in the subspace T* of H*.

Proposition 4.3. For every p e H* and for every ve W, we have

— a Qv
pok, =)o, + 2 3 LT (5)
e
and
~ 7N v Ay
(10 md%, =k, + ¥ 2 (3= 107) ok, (4.6)
w=vry qu v
w<pv

In both formulas, the sum is over positive roots v such that vry<pv.

Proof. By Lemma and the relation 7r*5§w = qwégw, we have
a a
ok = (u- Lok, + Lork,
CLU a'l)

_ a Qv 4.7
=u(v)5§v+a—” > 2y 0%, (4.7)
v w=vry uw
w<pv

proving (4.5]).
We now prove ([4.0). By the non-weighted Chevalley formula ([4.4]), we have

(1@ a)dy, =vudy, — > (n-7")87,

W=VTy

w<pv
Aop ) H | Quu H vy sH (4.8)
= (v,u— v)\) 8z, + - oAy - Y, (u-v")oz, -
v v W=VT~
w<pv

Applying Lemma to the middle term and simplifying, we obtain

(o, =@, + 3 ((2Er-u)) o,

W=VT~ v

Equation (4.6l follows from this formula by again using ﬂ*&%}w = qwdgw (and similarly
with v in place of w). O

Note that if g = A, then both sides of (6] are zero.

The next proposition gives a formula for the product of a weighted Schubert divisor
with a weighted Schubert class. In this formula and elsewhere, we can take w, to be any
element of H* satisfying

Wy - ,BV = 50{75 (49)
for positive simple roots «, 8. This condition does not uniquely determine w, since G is
not semisimple. For example, if G = C* x G1, then w, could be any element of the form
xo + Wi, Where wy o is defined in terms of G, and xq is a character of the first factor
C*. (This occurs in the examples in Sections and (.3l) However, if w!, were another
weight satisfying ([£9]), then w, —w!, is W-invariant, so wow, — vwe = wow!, — vw!,. Thus,
the formula of Proposition [£.4] is unchanged.
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Proposition 4.4. Let « be a simple root with ro ¢ Wp, and let uy, = wory € WwF. For
every v e WT, we have
6%, 6% = Qua (Wowa — vwa) (v)d%, + 3 Lea ((““’0‘*’“”‘“& At wa) .»YV) 5% . (4.10)

W=VT~ w v
w<pv

where the sum is over positive roots vy such that vry<pv.

Proof. Since 55[114& =75, H(S{}L L applying 7 5 to the formula of [3, §16 Lemma 2.6] yields
(5qu = (wowa ® 1) — (1 ® @y ), where @, is the restriction to H} of w,. Note that the right
hand side of this formula does not depend on the choice of w,, satisfying (£9). Therefore,
since ﬂ*&%}ua = Qu, 5gua, we have

0% = qua(wowa ®1) - (1©@4)).

Hence
5)T<ua 5%, = Gua (Wowa ® 1) = (1 ® @a))d%,

= u, W ()%, + =2 53 L ()5,
G w2y G (4.11)

w<pv

Qua Qv , Gvw,
—quavwa(v)épgv— Z et (e )\—wa)-yv)éTw.
w=vry  Qu v
w<pv

This implies (Z.I0). O

Remark 4.5. In the special case u = u,, Proposition 4.4l implies directly that the cl, are

nonnegative at v. Equation (4.I0) implies that the structure constants c;; , can be nonzero
only for w = vry<pv (in which case the structure constant is a scalar), or for w = v. The
nonnegativity of the scalar CZZ”U can be deduced as follows. We have wowa — vwe = Y. b; 53,
where the (§; are the negative simple roots and b; > 0. Hence, since y is antidominant,
Awowe—vwe 2 0. Also, a, > 0 by hypothesis, and since 7" is a positive coroot, both \-~"
and we -7y" are non-negative. These observations and (@I0) imply that ¢, , > 0. The Couaw

are nonnegative at v, since (wowqa — vVwe ) (v) = X b;B;: (v).

Sections [5.2] (on the weighted Grassmannian, considered by [1]) and [5.3] consider exam-
ples of weighted flag varieties for which A = w, (that is, A satisfies the condition (4.9))). In
this case, multiplication by a weighted Schubert divisor can be put in the following form.

Corollary 4.6. Keep the hypotheses of Proposition and assume X\ = wy. Then
_ Quo, Qv O
5TUQ 53}71 = quawowa(v)dg;v + Z T 28 70 (e - yY) 53}1’).

W=VT~ w v
w<pv

Proof. Our hypothesis on A implies that

(wowa — 1wa ) (V) = (WoA = vA) (V) = wWeA(v) = Wowa (V).

Also, A+ = wq - Y, and

Awowa-vwe _ Qwor-vA _ Quwg — Gy Gy 1

Ay Ay Ay Gy
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The corollary follows from these observations and Proposition [4.3] O

In the case of the weighted Grassmannian, this corollary appears as [I, Prop. 5.2]
(although some translation is required to convert the formula from that paper into the
formula of the above corollary). Note that the Chevalley formula given for type A in
[6, Theorem 5.1] is not correct (it does not specialize to the formula of [I]).

Remark 4.7. In [I], the parameters used are B(wp) for negative simple roots 3. In terms
of these parameters, the formula of Corollary can be rewritten as follows. Define
nonnegative integers e; by the equation wgA—vA = Y, e;5;. For simplicity write El = Bi(wo).
We have \ = wq, and Lemma [3.24] implies that wo(v) = a(% Y e;3;. Hence

5;{“ 5T —quaawo((Zezﬁz)éXu Z 2("‘Ja"yv)éT,vu)-

w=vr~y qu
wW<pv

4.4. Positivity. In this section we prove our general positivity theorem. We first record

a lemma about the (non-weighted) equivariant structure constants. The first statement

follows from the type of support argument in [3| Section 19.1]), and it seems likely that

the second statement is known as well, but for lack of reference, we provide a proof.

Lemma 4.8. Suppose 5}7;25)7;2 =Y wewP by, 5Y0 , with by, € Hy, . If by, # 0, then w <u and
w < v. Conversely, if w is a mazimal element among the elements in WF that are less

than or equal to both u and v, then by, # 0.

Proof. Let € W, Then z'*&TO is nonzero if and only if x < w. Indeed, if x £ w, then
xPy ¢ Yy so i) 0 = 0; conversely, if x < w, then z Py € Y,, and there is an explicit formula

for the pullback 225},‘; showing that it is nonzero. (The formula is due to Anderson-
Jantzen-Soergel [2] and Billey [7]; for a discussion of conventions see [23, Appendix B].)
Hence, 22(5}7;25}7;2) is nonzero if and only if z <w and x < v.

Suppose that b, #+ 0. We wish to show that w < u and w < v. We may assume that
w e WF is a maximal element among the y € W with bY, # 0. In this case,

in (00050) =in (> bY,000) = b

yeW P

T
U/l) ;5 0
Since the right hand side is nonzero, so is the left hand side, so w < 4 and w < wv.

Conversely, if w is maximal among the elements in W that are less than or equal to
both u and v, then

in (Y 090 ) = bl in oy =ik (610 610) # 0,
yeWr

where the first equality follows from the preceding paragraph. We conclude that b, #
0. d

Proof of Theorem [I 1. By the discussion in Section 1] it suffices to consider structure
constants in terms of the elements 52 and to work with the 3;(x) since these are positive
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multiples of the weighted roots §;(xz). Therefore, it suffices to show that

o6 = N dvoy (4.12)

weW P

such that each di, is a nonnegative linear combination of 7 (z1)--Tk(z), where the v;
are distinct negative roots, and x; € S(u,v;w).

By positivity for the non-weighted structure constants, we can write

5Zu(szv 2 Zb(u v, W; I)ﬁ[&zw (413)
weW¥F I

where [ is a set of negative roots (not necessarily simple), 3; is the product of the roots
in I (in particular, square-free), and b(u,v,w;I) is a nonnegative integer. See [22] and
[B, Cor. 19.4.7]. By Lemma [4.8], the only nonzero terms in the sum occur for w such that
w <y and w < v.

To prove the theorem, it suffices to prove the following assertion: For all w e W, we
have ﬁjégw = Yy<pw fy, 152 , where each f, ; is a nonnegative linear combination of mono-
mials 71 (x1)-- Vg (xk), where the vq,..., v are distinct elements of I, and x; € S(u,v;y).
We prove the assertion by induction on |I|. If |I| = 1, then 7 = 8 for some negative root
. Since § = B(w) + Z—iw)\, applying Lemma yields

835, = B(w)of, + =2 3 (A-) 3,

W Y=WT~
Yy<pw

which is of the desired form. Suppose now that I = I' u {3} (disjoint union), and suppose
that the assertion holds for I’. It suffices to show that

fu1 =B+ 3 BEONAY for (4.14)
Z>P; :

The reason is that since 8 ¢ I’, each term in the product B3(y)f,.r is of the desired form,
and for z in the sum, S(u,v;z) c S(u,v;y). We have

8105, = X b B, = ny,p(ﬂ(y)éz +22 3 (A9)d)

Ay z=yry
z<py
= Efy,zfﬁ(y)% + Z > (A fyrdy.
Ay z=yry
zZ<py

If we reindex the second sum by switching the roles of y and z, we find

8105 = Zﬂ(y)fy,l'5z +Z Z (A )fz1'5z

— a
=S (B fyr+ 3 —B(/\"Yv)fw o4
a
Yy z=yry Gz
z>pyY

This proves (£14]); Theorem [IT] follows. O
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Remark 4.9. Example 53] shows that for a fixed z, it may not be possible to obtain a
square-free expansion of the d;., in terms of square-free monomials in negative roots at z.
For example, this is the case for the coefficient of 5?2 in (5?2 )2, when expanded at v3. The
corresponding non-weighted expansion is square-free because fy + (3 is a root. However,
the weighted expansion at vs is not square-free: 3—232(213) + B3(v3) is not a multiple of
a weighted root, so the expansion of the coefficient in terms of monomials needs to be

%Bz(vs)z + Z—;Bz(vs )33(1)3)-

Remark 4.10. Example [(.3] shows that d}j, need not be nonnegative at w. The reason
can be seen in the last displayed line of the proof: f; ; contributes to the coefficient of
(552 , but z >y, so the weighted negative roots at z are not generally nonnegative linear
combinations of weighted roots at y.

Remark 4.11. As noted in the introduction, Abe and Matsumura [I, Remark 5.8] observed
that y is antidominant in the positivity statement can be removed by using a different
Schubert basis. Indeed, if x is fixed, one can realize the variety Z with respect to a choice
of Borel subgroup B’ = wBw™! (for w € W) with respect to which y is antidominant. The
groups P and @ would be replaced by P’ = wPw ™" and Q' = wQw™! and the character \
by A = wl; if X is dominant with respect to B, then )\’ is dominant with respect to B’.
Then Z = G/Q = G/Q', and the positivity theorem applies with respect to the realization
of Z as GJQ" = G x" Cy.

As noted in the introduction, the method of proof of Theorem [Tl yields the following
positivity result about classes of subvarieties in weighted flag varieties. In this result, in
contrast to Theorem [[.1] the positivity is in terms of the positive weighted roots, and we
need to assume that y is dominant. The assumption that the a,, are positive remains in
force.

Theorem 4.12. Suppose M is a T-invariant subvariety of the weighted flag variety X.
Then

Sir = cwdk.
where each ¢y, is a nonnegative linear combination of products of the form py(x1)--ux (k).
Here the p; are distinct positive roots, and x; € WF.

Proof. Let M =7~ (M). As in the proof of Theorem [L1] it suffices to show that
o =3 dwiy,,

where each d,, is a nonnegative linear combination of monomials of the form as 7z (z1)-- 7, (2 ),
where the 1, ..,y are distinct positive roots and x; € W

By [22 Theorem 3.2] or [3] Theorem 19.3.1], we can write
5AH~4 = zj:a(w;l)oqégw,
where [ is a set of positive roots, ay is the product of the elements of I, and a(w,I) is

a nonnegative integer. (Square-freeness is not stated in either reference, but it follows
from the proof of [22 Theorem 3.2], cf. the discussion preceding [3, Cor. 19.4.7].) It
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suffices to prove that for all w € W¥, we have afdgw = Yy<pw ny(Sgy, where each f, 1 is
a nonnegative linear combination of monomials of the form 7 (z1)---f;(2zx), where the
L1, .., are distinct elements of I, and z; € W, This is proved in the same way as the
analogous assertion in the proof of Theorem [Tl using the equation
a
adgw = a(w)égw + == ()\-’yv)5gy.

W Y=WT~
y<pw

Since x is dominant, each a, > 0, and by hypothesis, each a,, > 0. The remainder of the
proof is similar to the argument given in Theorem [[LTt we omit further details. O

5. EXAMPLES

5.1. Weighted projective space. We describe from our perspective weighted projective
space (cf. [27], [1, Example 5.11]), realized as a quotient of the group GL,,+1. Let G =
GLy,+1 and let H denote the Cartan subgroup of diagonal matrices. Let {yo,...,ym} be
the standard basis of b, and {zg,..., 2, } the dual basis of h*. The weight lattice A is
isomorphic to Z"™*!; we sometimes denote the element ¥ ¢;z; by (co,...,¢m). The set of
dominant weights is

A" ={A=(co,...,cm)€N|co>>cn}}

Let A = 29 = (1,0,...,0), and let V = C™*! denote the standard representation of
G, which has highest weight A\. Observe that A = w,, where « is the simple root zg — x7.
Identify the highest weight space of V' with C), and let P be the subgroup of G preserving
this space. There is an isomorphism

p:Z=Gx"Cl v, [g,v] - g, (5.1)
where V> =V \ {0}. In what follows, we identify Z with V> via (B.1]).

We view the Weyl group W = S,,,,1 as the set of permutations of the set {0,...,m}.
Then Wp is identified with the subgroup {0} x Sy,,. Define vy € W to be the element given

in 1-line notation as v = (k,m,m—-1,...,k+1,,k—1,...,0). The set of maximal coset
representatives is W¥ = {vg,v1,..., v}, which we can identify with the set {0,...,m} via
k — vg. The longest element of W is wg = vy,. Let x = (ag,...,a,) be an antidominant

cocharacter, so ag < aj < - < ap,. We have a,, = ay, and the condition (3.I]) implies that
ar > 0 for 0 < k < m. We denote the corresponding weighted flag variety X = S\Z (which
in this case is weighted projective space) by P(ao,...,an). Write Z;, = Z,, and X}, = X, .

The subspace H), of H is defined by the equation zy = 0. The restriction map S(H*)"V —
S(H;)™™ is given by e;(zq,...,m) = €i(x1,...,2,). This map is surjective, so the
following lemma applies.

Lemma 5.1. Suppose the restriction map S(H*)W — S(H;)"> is surjective, with kernel
I, so
S(H)W = s(H*)W /1. (5.2)
Then
Hp(X) = S(H")/IS(H"). (5.3)
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Proof. This follows from the Borel presentation of H};(Z) 2 H7(X) (Proposition {11 O

The lemma implies that for weighted projective space, we have
H(P(ag, . am)) 2 Flao, .5 ] {0+ ). (5.4)
For each k € {0,1,...m— 1}, we have
52 = Tk+1Tk+2" " Tm, (5.5)
and 5§Im = 1. To see this, observe that if V. is the subspace of V defined by Vj =
{(co,...,¢x,0,...,0) | ¢; € C} ¢ V, then Z;, = V;*. This implies that 52 is the H-
equivariant top Chern class of the representation V' /Vj, which equals xp1--zp,.
By Corollary B.16] the weighted Schubert classes are given by the formula 77*5% =
Quy 5%, where ¢, is defined as in ([B.14]). We now calculate ¢,,. Observe that

@f; =® " nwd(u) = {xg - Tk, 1 — Ty -+, Tp_1 — T }-
Therefore
gcd(avk,aq)fk) =ged(ag, a0 — ag, a1 — ag, ... ,ak-1 —ax) = ged(ao, . . ., ag).
Since wg = vy,, we have gcd(wo,aq)go) =ged(ag, ..., am) = ged(x). Hence
ng(avk7a¢5k ) ng(a07 s ,(lk) (5 6)
q = = .
" ged(wo, agr ) ged(x)
Therefore, the weighted Schubert classes are given by
T ng(a07"'7ak)
_ . 5.7
Xk ng(X) L+1"""Tm, ( )

We now calculate 5gua (52 using Corollary We have A\ = w, where a = g — 21, so
Ug = Um_1. Also, wowe — Ukwi = i, where 7y is the negative root x,, — ;. The only root
~ occuring on the right hand side of the formulas in Corollary is v =20 — Tm-k+1, and
VT = Vk—1. We have w,-v" =1, and % = ’;—’: Therefore, Corollary and Remark [4.7]
yield

— Qm
657”715% = ’Yk(’l)k)(5§k + a—k(sgk_l (58)
Gy
= a—k(%(wow.;pck + 5gk_1)- (5.9)

We remark that although our formula for 5?7%152 was derived using Corollary .6, the
product can be calculated directly, using the formula (52 = Xpy1Theo " Tm. Indeed,
a a
87 08 =T T T = (T — — T+ — X)) Tt Ty
ag ag

am Am
= (T — —Tk)Tht1 T + — T Lhs1" T
ay ay

= H | 9m ¢H
=7 (vk)dz, + a_kézk‘l’
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recovering our first formula for the product. The second formula follows from this, since
calculating from the definitions shows that 7, (v) = Z—’:ﬁk(wo).

Remark 5.2. Weighted projective space can be realized as a weighted flag variety for other
groups G besides GL(m+1), for example, for G equal to C*xSL(m+1) or C*xGL(m+1).
Computations involving different realizations, while related, are not exactly the same, since
the tori involved are different. For example, in this section we took G = GL,,.1; in this
case, Ty is a maximal torus of PGL,,.1. This torus is a quotient of the torus Ty for
C* x SLy,+1, which is a maximal torus of SL,,,1. Therefore, some care is needed when
comparing computations using different realizations. Note that weighted projective space,
realized for the group C*xGL(m), is the special case d = 1 of the weighted Grassmannians
considered in the next section.

Ezxample 5.3. Corollary implies that c/, can be expressed as monomials in negative
weighted roots at x with nonnegative coefficients, provided that = > v and = > v. The
example of weighted X = P? shows that in general, for arbitrary antidominant Y, it is not
possible to retain this positivity while using negative weighted roots at x < w. Below, we
calculate (5?2 )2. We comment briefly on the calculation. The weighted structure constants
at any = in W’ can be calculated from the nonweighted structure constants, using the
method of the proof of Theorem [Tl Using this method, we start with coefficients in Hrp,
and convert to coefficients in Hr, which adds a layer of complication. To avoid this, we
use the weighted Chevalley formula (5.8) to deduce a formula for (5?2 )2 with coefficients
in H}. We obtain:

(65)% = §§<7¢(v2>-73(v3>y72(v2>6££ By (01) + 7 (v2) =75 (v3))55, + j“4azo (5.10)

In the tables below, we record expressions for the coefficients of 5?2 and 5?1 in terms of
the negative simple roots at each = € W¥. These expressions were obtained from (5.10) by
using ([B:28)), which for any v,w € W, allows us to express a weighted root at v in terms of
weighted roots at any w. There is no table for the coefficient of 5?0 since this coefficient
is a constant (in fact, it is the coefficient in the non-equivariant product).

wr Coefficient of 6% in (64 )
unweighted B2(B2 + B3)
Vs 9 (928, (v4) + (£ = 2)B5(v4) ) (Ba(va) + By (v1))
vs 928, (v3) (2B (vs) + By (vs))
v Ba(va)(Ba(v2) + B(v2))
v ((1-2)By(v1) + By(v1) ) (1 - 2)By (v1) + By (v1) + By (v1) )
v | (= 2)Bo(vo) + Bi(vo)) + Ba(v0))((1 = %) (Bo(vo) + B1(v0)) + Ba(vo) + Bs(vo))
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wr Coefficient of 551 in (552)2
unweighted P1+282 + B3
” %2 (%23, (va) + (% + 2)By(va) + (% + 2 - 2)5; (vy) )
vs Z—‘Z(Z—fBl(Us)Jf(g—fJf o)Ba(vs) +33(Us))
v 92923, (va) + (% +1)Ba(v2) + B3 (v2))
vl 2 (% -2+ 1)B, (v1) + (2 +1)Ba(v1) + Ba(v1))
vo L ((1- 2 -2+ 2)5, (vg) + (1 - 2+ 2)5; (vo) + (1+ 2)F(vo) + 255 (o) )

We observe that for x > vy, the coefficients of 5?2 and 5?1 are nonnegative at x. The
coefficient of 652 is nonnegative at v; only if x (which is still assumed antidominant)
is highly singular—in fact, the entries of y must satisfy as = a3 = a4. In this case,
ag, = ag, = 0, so B;(v1) = B; for i = 2,3, and we see that the weighted coefficient is the
same as the non-weighted coefficient. In contrast, the coefficient of 551 is nonnegative at
vy provided that Z—g - Z—g + 1> 0. This is equivalent to the condition é - % < é We see
that there are antidominant regular x such that the coefficient of (551 is nonnegative at v;.

5.2. Weighted Grassmannians. In this section, we discuss weighted Grassmannians
from our point of view, and provide a dictionary to translate between our notation (GL)
and that in Abe-Matsumura [I] (AM). In particular, we interpret the positivity statement
in [I] precisely in terms of our parameters.

Let €1,...,&, denote the standard basis of C™. Set G = C* x GL,, son=m—1 and
H =C*™m*D) Tet z0,...,2., denote the standard basis of the character group A = Zm*!
of H; as in the previous section, we sometimes denote the element Y ¢;x; by (co,...,¢m).
The Weyl group W = S,,, acts on A; if w = (w; ... wy,), then wzy = x¢, and wz; = ,,, for
1=1,...,m.

Let A=(1,...,1,0,...,0) =x¢g+x1 + -+ 2. Let P = C* x Py, where Py is the block
upper triangular subgroup of GL,, with diagonal blocks of sizes k and m — k. We have
Wp = Wy = S x Sp_g, and WF is the set of permutations w = (wy,...,w,,) such that
wy > wg >+ > Wy and W1 > Whyag > -+ > Wiy, Let {7,?} denote the collection of k-element
subsets of {1,...,m}. We identify W with {ZL} by the map I : w ~ {wy,...,w}.
The covering relations in W’ are as follows. Let v = xp — x4 where p € {1,...,k} and
ge{k+1,...,m}. Then w=wvry <pwv if and only if v, = vy + 1.

The group G acts transitively on the Grassmannian Gr(k,m) of k-planes in C™, and
P is the stabilizer of the plane spanned by the first k coordinate vectors €1,...,&g, so
G/P = Gr(k,m). Under this isomorphism, the point wP corresponds to the plane spanned
bY €uwys- -+ 5w, For later use, we remark that if P’ = woPwg!, then P’ is the block lower
triangular subgroup of G'L,, with blocks of sizes m — k and k. Since P’ is the stabilizer of
the plane spanned by the last k& coordinate vectors, we can identify Gr(k,m) with G/P’.
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The map G/P — G/P’, gP — gwgP’, is an isomorphism compatible with the identifications
of G/P and G/P' with Gr(k,m).
Let x = (ao,...,am), where for every w e W, we have
A = A0 + Q1)+ + Qo) > 0, (5.11)
so (B1)) is satisfied. Then x is antidominant if and only if
a1 <ag << Ay (5.12)

The weighted Grassmannian is wGr(k,m) = S\Z. If we take xo = (1,0,...,0), then
S(]\Z = G/P = G(]/P(] = Gr(k:,m)

In this setting, the Chevalley formula takes a simple form. The only Schubert divisor
corresponds to us, wWith a = o = — 1. We can take wy, = A=z +x1 +---+ 2. Then
for any v € W, we have v\ = xg + Ty, + -+ + 2, . Similarly, a, = ag + a,, + - + a,,. Taking
v =xp— x4 where p<k and ¢ > k+ 1, we have -y =w,-y" = 1. Corollary .6 applies, so

08 8 =moma(v)dd + S 6l (5.13)
« V w<pv

We remark that since there is only one Schubert divisor, Lemma implies that 5Za =
(’wo)\)égwo = ’wo)\.

We now explain the relation between our notation (GL) and the notation of [I] (AM).
Some of the notation of [I] is drawn from [29], where more explanation can be found. Abe
and Matsumura parametrize Schubert varieties in Gr(k,m) by X = {\1,..., A} € {TIZ}
(Their use of the symbol A bears no relation to ours; also, they work with Gr(k,n),
but we have changed their n to m to be consistent with this section.) Corresponding to
A€ {7]?} there is a plane, which we denote here by F), spanned by the coordinate vectors
Expr-+-1Ex,- The B-orbit B - F) = Qg c Gr(k,m) is a Schubert cell whose closure is the
Schubert variety €2). In our notation, the point wP in G/P = Gr(k,m) corresponds to the
plane spanned by €y, ... €y, . Therefore, our Yy, coincides with €27(,,). Note that although
we view Y, = B-wP c G/ P, their terminology is consistent with the identification Q) =
B-I(w)woP' ¢ G/P', where P’ = woPwy' as above. Thus, they denote by id the set
{n-k+1,...,n} =I(wp), and by wy the set {1,...,k} =I(k,...,1,m,... . k+1).

We identify the larger torus H with C* x Tj, while their torus is (in effect) To x C*. We
have used x = (ag, ..., ay,) to denote the cocharacter defining the torus S, whereas they are
taking the quotient by a torus wD corresponding to a cocharacter (wq,...,wy,a) (their
w does not denote an element of ). In our notation, their cocharacter corresponds to
ap=aand a; =w; fori=1,...,n.

This correspondence can be continued. In Table 1, we record a list of notations from
this paper, along with the corresponding notation from [I]. In this table, A = I'(w). In this
table, the d, are as in (£12]), i.e., the structure constants with regard to the basis 6§w.
Observe that the weighted root wu, of [I] corresponds to our @(wg), so our positivity
statement recovers theirs. Similarly, the Pieri-Chevalley formula (5.I3]) can be seen to
recover their Proposition 5.2.
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TABLE 1. A dictionary to [I]

GL | AM
H|K
X =(ag, - yam) | p=(a,wy,..., wy)
S| wD
T | Ty
Z | aPl(d,m)*
X | wGr(d,m)
weW? | Xe{T}
wo e WP id e {7}
oy | WH
Yy, = G/P | Qiq = G/P'
Y, = BwP/P | Q=B - I(w)wyP'|P’
P[P | Q. 10,0
Zw aQ)\
X | w8y
5gw S,\:a§>\=W§>\
(5qu = ’wo)\ agdiv
S(H*) Q[Z7y17"'7ym]
S(T*) | Qlyts- - ym]
a=x;-T; | U =Yi—Yj
a(w()) Wlq
ai(wo) | Wu;

Identifying W with {;}, we can depict (W, <) as

We conclude this section by looking more closely at the case where m =4 and k = 2.

{3,4}
s2
{2,4}
51
PN
{1,4) {2,3} (5.14)
S1
k /
{1,3}
52
{1,2}.
The maximal element is wg = {3,4}. As above, let {xg,...,x4} denote the standard basis

of H*, and let y; = z;| ker A e HIY. We have A = zg+x1 + 22, and S(HY) = F[yo,...,ya]/(vo+
y1+ya). Thus, yo = —(y1 +y2), and S(H})"? = Fys + y2,y3 + ya]. We have S(H*) =
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F[zo,...,24] and S(H*)W = F[zg,eq,...,e4], where ¢; is the i-th elementary symmetric
function in xq,...,x4. The map HA/W)‘ — H/W is not injective (for example, the points
W, (0,0,0,-1,1) and W, (0,-1,1,0,0) are distinct in W, \H,, but map to the same element
in H/W). Hence S(H*)" — S(H3)"? is not surjective, so Lemma (5.I)) does not apply.

The table below gives formulas for the classes 52). For simplicity, we write simply

Ziqpy for the class 55{“}.

Class in Hy(Z) | Formula in S(H") ® g(g)w S(]HI;)WA
Z{374} 1
Z{2,4} 'IU{374})\ =20+ I3+ x4
Zia (To + 22)(T0 + X3 + T4) + T3T4 — Y172
Z(2,3) (x4 =y1)(za - y2)
Z{1,3) (w0 + w2+ x3) (24 — Y1) (T4 — Y2)
71,2y (3 —y1)(za — y1) (w3 = y2) (24 — y2)

5.3. A Weighted Lagrangian. Let G = C* x Sp(4), where Sp(4) is the subgroup of
0 I
-1 0Ff
here I is the 2 x 2 identity matrix. Let H = C* x Ty, where T is the set of diagonal
matrices in Sp(4). In the notation of Section Bl we have m = n = 2. Let xg,z1, 22
denote the standard basis of H*, and write (cg,c1,c2) for Y c;x;. The root system @ is
of type Cy and is described, for example, in [24]. We take as simple roots a1 = (0,1,-1)
and ag = (0,0,2), with corresponding coroots af = (0,1,-1) and a3y = (0,0,1). The set
of dominant characters is A™ = {A=(cp,c1,¢2) € A|c1 > >20}. The Weyl group W is
identified with the set of signed permutations on 2 elements. Let P = C* x Py, where P, c
Sp(4) is the stabilizer of the Lagrangian 2-plane in C* spanned by the first 2 coordinate
vectors. Then Y = G/P = LG(2,4), the Grassmannian of Lagrangian 2-planes in C*. We
have Wp = {1,74, } 2 S2. Following the notation of [8] for signed permutations, we write
a for —a. We have WP = {wq, w1, ws, w3}, where wy = (1,2), wy = (1,2), wp = (2,1),
wz = (2,1). If we write Y}, = Y,,,, then the Schubert variety Yj has codimension k in
Y. Let A= (1,1,1) = wa, € A" If w e W, then wrg = wg, and wz; = x; for i = 1,2.
Let x = (ag,a1,a2); then a, = ap + Ay (1) + Qyy(2); We assume x 1s antidominant. In these

GL(2) preserving the symplectic form w on C* corresponding to the matrix

formulas, our convention is that xf = -z} and aj, = —a.

Let y; denote the restriction of x; to Hy, so yo+yi+y2 = 0, and S(H}) = F[yo, y1,y2]/{yo+
y1 +y2) 2 Fly1,y2]. Under this identification, the restriction homomorphism S(H*) —
S(H3}) satisfies zg = —(y1 +ya), i = y; for i > 1. The induced homomorphism S(H*)" -
S(H3)™> is the corresponding map F[zg, 2% + 23, 2223] - F[y1 + y2,7192]. This map is

surjective, and one can show that the kernel is generated by [Tw;A. It follows that

Flzo,z1,22]

H}(Z) = (5.15)

(wo)\ . wl)\ . wg)\ . ’wg)\) ’
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The homomorphism k*: Hy(Z) - @,epr SH,,) from [B.27) is the natural map from
EI3) to
Flxo,x1,29] _Flwo,z1,72] Flwo,z1,22]  Flz, 71, 22]
@ @ @
(wo)\) <’w1)\) <’w2)\) <’w3)\)

(5.16)

We claim that
1
553 = 5’[1)2)\ wl)\ ’w())\. (517)

Since k* is injective, it suffices to show that the left hand side and the right hand side have
the same image under k; for all v € W%, If v # w3, then k' takes both sides of (5.17) to 0, so
it suffices to show that k;ﬁgg = 2wod w1 A woA in Flwo, 1, x2]/(wsA) = Flzo, 21, 22]/(A).
Observe that vy, : Hy, — Hﬂfﬂng takes ijugdg*cg to k‘;j)ségg. Since Y3 is the B-fixed point in

Y =G/P, iz)gégcg is the product of the weights of T.pY = u~, so

030 = =0z (a1 + 02) (201 + ag) = —4(w1 +w2)a179 € Hy = Fly, 2],

The map vy, : Hy, - Hyy  takes this element to its image in F[xo,z1,22]/()). Hence,
w3

k‘;S&Z = —4(x1 + o)r122 € Flxg, 21, 22]/(N). In Flz0,271,22]/()\), We have the relation

xo = —(x1 + x2), so in this ring, wol = xg + 1 — T3 = =229, WA = X9 — o1 + T2 = —227, and

woA = g — x1 — ¥ = =2(x1 + x2). The claim follows from these calculations.

Formulas for the remaining Schubert classes can be obtained using the formula 0,0z, =
07,..> Where a is a simple root such that w < r,w. Here d, denotes the divided difference
operator acting on Hp;, defined by the formula 0, f = % for f € Hy;. The resulting
formulas are recorded in the table below.

Class in H}(Z) | Formula in F[zg, 21, z2]/(IT wi)

52 1
521 wo)\

522 %wl)\ ’w())\
82, TwaX wiA woA

Since A\ = z¢ + wy,, we can compute products with with the divisor class (551 =00 i
ey

terms of negative simple roots at wy using the version of the Chevalley formula given in
Remark [£71 We briefly describe the inputs to the calculation. We have
Aoy = Ao — A1 — A2, Gy, = Qg — a1 + a2, Ay = ap + a1 — a2, Qs = ap + a1 + ao.

a . . . o e .
Let ¢; = —=*. Because w + a,, is an increasing positive function on WP, we have 0 < ¢ <
o

1
c1 < ¢ < c3. The nonweighted case corresponds to ag = 1, a1 = ag =0, and then each ¢; = 1.

Write 3; = —a; for the negative simple roots, and f3; = 8;(wp). In computing 551 52 for
1 =0,1,2, there is only one root v = 7; which occurs in the Chevalley formula; this root
satisfies w;r,, = w;+1. We have v = 229 = ag; 1 = 1 +22 = o +a; and 7y = 271 = 201 + .
The corresponding coroots are 7y = x2 = oy, 7y = T1+22 = af +20y, and 7 = 1 = o +as.
Hence waq, -7y = Way - Y5 = 1 and wq, -7y = 2. Using these inputs, the Chevalley formula
yields the following table of products (we omit the product with (51{) , which is the identity
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element).

04,04, = 1(B20%, +26%,)
e>( (2B, + By)0, + 04,
6764 =2¢3(By + Ba)dy,.

Using this table, one can compute the other products (5?2)2, 5?2553, and (553)2. For
example,

(0,7 = 2B, + Bo) =21 + (2 = 1)BJ0%, + - [2(ea + e5)Br + (2 + 25 1) Balol,
(4] C1 201

H cH
07,07,

The non-weighted products are recovered by taking each ¢; = 1 and 3, = ;.

The formulas for the products 5;(1_5;(3_ can be obtained from the corresponding H-
equivariant product formulas by inserting appropriate factors involving g,,. We will
not write down the general formulas, but as an example, we provide the following ta-
ble recording the ¢, for a few x: the entry (ao,a1,a2) is the cocharacter x, and below
are the corresponding gy, .

weW? | (8,-1,-1) (3,-1,0) (11,-4,3)
wo 1 1 1
w1 1 1 1
wo 1 2 2
w3 3 2 4
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