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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 [1]. 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 ([1], [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 [1] 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

http://arxiv.org/abs/2412.20863v1


2 WILLIAM GRAHAM AND SCOTT JOSEPH LARSON

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 [1]: 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 [1] 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′ × C×, but it is convenient to work more generally (the

relation of the definition in [13] to the definition in this paper is discussed in Remark

3.6). 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 Λ ≅ Zm+1 and Λ∨ ≅ Zm+1 the character and cocharacter

groups of H, respectively; let Λ+ ⊂ Λ denote the set of dominant weights. Given a nonzero

element χ = (n1, . . . , nm+1) ∈ Λ
∨, we write gcd(χ) for the greatest common divisor of the

ni. Equivalently, gcd(χ) is the largest integer k such that 1
k
χ is in Λ∨. Fix a field F of

characteristic zero (this will serve as the coefficient field for homology and cohomology).

Let H = Λ∨⊗ZF, and let H∗ be the dual F-module; if F =C, then H = 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 λ ∈ Λ, let Hλ ⊂ H denote the kernel of λ, with dual space H
∗
λ. If V is a

(complex) representation of H, let Φ(V ) ⊂ Λ denote the weights of V .

Let Φ = Φ(g) denote the set of roots of h in g, with positive system Φ+ = Φ(n), and

let ∆ denote the corresponding set of simple roots. Let W denote the Weyl group of

G, equipped with the Bruhat order. Fix a dominant weight λ ∈ Λ, 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 l of L are orthogonal to λ. The Weyl group of L is

denoted WP . Let WP denote the set of maximal length coset representatives of W /WP .

Let χ ∶ C× → H be a cocharacter of H, and let S denote the subgroup χ(C×) of H. Let

T
∗ denote the orthogonal complement of χ in H

∗.
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For each w ∈ WP , define aw ∶= gcd(χ)−1wλ ⋅ χ. We assume that each aw > 0 (cf.

[13, Remark 3.1]). This assumption implies that G is not semisimple (see Proposition

3.1).

The character λ of H extends to a character of P which is trivial on U ; let Cλ be

the corresponding 1-dimensional representation. Let Lλ be the kernel in L of λ; then

Q = LλU ⊂ P is the kernel in P of λ. Let Z = G/Q. Since P /Q ≅ C×, we can identify Z

with the mixed space G ×P C×λ.

We define the weighted flag variety as X = S/Z. The relation with the definition in [13]

is explained in Remark 3.6. Our assumptions on λ and aw imply that X is a projective

algebraic variety with at worst orbifold singularities, and with an action of T = S/H

(see Section 3). For every w ∈ WP , there is a weighted Schubert variety Xw ⊂ X. The

fundamental classes [Xw] form a basis over H∗T of the equivariant Borel-Moore homology

HT
∗ (X). There is a corresponding Poincaré dual basis {δTXw

} of H∗T (X) (q.v. (2.25)). 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 ∈WP , we define a set Φ(w) of characters of T which we call weighted roots

at w. Each w ∈ WP corresponds to a T -fixed point pw ∈ X, and the T -weights of the

T -invariant curves in X through pw form a subset of Φ(w). An explicit formula for the

weighted roots at w is given in Proposition 3.21.

Given u, v,w ∈WP , let S(u, v;w) = [w,u] ∩ [w,v], where the notation denotes Bruhat

intervals. In other words,

S(u, v;w) = {x ∈WP ∣ w ≤ x ≤ u and w ≤ x ≤ v}.
Our main result about positivity is the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1. Suppose that λ is dominant and χ is antidominant. For every u, v ∈WP ,

write

δTXu
δTXv
= ∑
w∈WP

cwuvδ
T
Xw
, (1.1)

where cwuv ∈H
∗
T = S(T∗). Then each cwuv is a nonnegative linear combination of monomials

of the form ν1(x1)⋯νk(xk), where the ν1, . . . , νk are distinct negative roots, and each xi ∈

S(u, v;w).
The method of proof of Theorem 1.1 also yields a positivity result about classes of

subvarieties of weighted flag varieties (Theorem 4.12), which extends the corresponding

result in the non-weighted case (see [3, Theorem 19.3.1], [22, Theorem 3.2]).

Theorem 1.1 implies that the coefficients cwuv are square-free in a certain sense. But

because weighted roots at different x 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 cwuv as a sum of monomials

in negative roots at a single fixed y. However, such an expansion need not be square-free

(see Remark 4.9).
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We say that cwuv is nonnegative at y ∈WP if cwuv 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 1.1, we obtain:

Corollary 1.2. With the hypotheses of Theorem 1.1, each cwuv is nonnegative at any y

such that y ≥ x 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 w0 of W .

It is natural to ask whether Theorem 1.1 can be strengthened to say that cwuv is non-

negative at w. Example 5.3 shows that this is false for arbitrary antidominant χ, but can

hold for certain antidominant χ. In Example 5.3, this is true provided the entries of χ

satisfy certain inequalities. We refer to this example for further discussion.

The proof of Theorem 1.1 relies on a striking product formula (Lemma 4.2) proved

using the the non-weighted Chevalley formula, together with the non-weighted positivity

result of [22]. The assumption that λ 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 λ is dominant or χ is antidominant.

As observed in [1], the assumption χ is antidominant in the positivity statement can be

removed by using a Schubert basis with respect to a Borel subgroup with respect to which

χ is antidominant (see Remark 4.11).

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
HG
∗ (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 [18, Appendix B] and the appendix to Chapter 13 of [14]. Basic definitions

and results for equivariant Chow groups can be found in [17]. In this section, the notations

G, H, Z, etc. are specific to this section; in particular we do not restrict to the case of
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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 T . Abe and Matsumura showed that there is a pullback isomorphism

between the equivariant cohomology groups H∗T (X) and H∗H(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 [1, 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 2.11).

Section 2.2 proves versions of these results for equivariant Chow groups. Proposition

2.13 extends [17, Theorem 3] to partial quotients of torus actions. The proof of this

proposition does not rely on [17, Theorem 3], and in fact provides an alternative proof of

that theorem in the special case of torus actions. Proposition 2.15 extends [17, 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 ∩[X] ∶ H i(X) → H2n−i(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 ∩[X] ∶ H i
G(X)→

HG
2n−i(X) is an isomorphism as well. Given a closed subvariety Y ⊂ X, the Poincaré

dual class to Y is the class δY ∈ H
∗(X) mapping to [Y ] ∈ H∗(X) under the cap product

isomorphism. If Y is G-invariant, δGY is the class in H∗G(X) mapping to [Y ] ∈ HG
∗ (X).

More generally, given any C ∈H∗(X) (resp. HG
∗ (X)), we can define δC ∈H

∗(X) (resp. δGC )
in the same way.

Lemma 2.1. Suppose that η ∶Z → Z ′ is a finite morphism of rationally smooth irreducible

algebraic varieties. Suppose further that η∗ ∶H∗(Z)→H∗(Z ′) is an isomorphism of vector

spaces. Then η∗ ∶H∗(Z ′)→H∗(Z) satisfies
η∗(δC) = dZ

dC
δY , (2.1)

where Y ′ ⊂ Z ′ is a subvariety, C ∈H∗(Z) satisfies η∗C = dC[Y ′], and η∗[Z] = dZ[Z ′].



6 WILLIAM GRAHAM AND SCOTT JOSEPH LARSON

Proof. We have

η∗(η∗(δY ′) ∩ [Z]) = δY ′ ∩ η∗[Z] = δY ′ ∩ dZ[Z ′] = dZ[Y ′] = η∗(dZ
dC
C). (2.2)

Therefore, since η∗ is an isomorphism,

η∗(δY ′) ∩ [Z] = dZ
dC
C =

dZ

dC
δC ∩ [Z], (2.3)

so η∗(δY ′) = dZ
dC
δC , as claimed. �

Remark 2.2. In the setting of Lemma 2.1, suppose that C = [Y ] is the fundamental

cycle of the scheme-theoretic inverse image Y = η−1(Y ′). Then Y is equidimensional, by

[5, Theorem 5.11]. Each component of Y maps surjectively onto Y ′, so η∗[Y ] = dY [Y ′]
for some integer dY . In this case, we will write dY for dC .

Lemma 2.3. Let Z be a variety with an action of a finite abelian group F , and let FZ

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 /FZ)/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 /FZ ∣. �

Suppose that H is an algebraic torus with character group Λ. The equivariant coho-

mology of a point is denoted by H∗H , and is isomorphic to the symmetric algebra S(H∗),
where H = Λ ⊗ F. Suppose that H is a torus and S is a subtorus of H. The projection

φ ∶H → T =H/S induces a pullback map H∗T →H∗H .

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 ×Z → Z ×Z taking

(s, z) 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 Sz 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 = Sy for such a point y; in other words, SY is the stabilizer group of a general point

in Y . Let eY = ∣SY ∣ denote the number of elements in SY .

Let π ∶ Z → X and π ∶ H → T denote the quotient maps (although we have used the

same notation π for both maps, the context will indicate which is meant). There is a map

π∗ ∶ H∗T (X) → H∗H(Z), as observed in [1]. Here we use the definition of this map given

in [3], which uses the fact that π is π-equivariant (that is, π(hx) = π(h)π(x)). We recall

briefly the definition of this map. Let EH and ET be models for the universal spaces for

H and T such that there is a π-equivariant map EH → ET . We obtain a map

EH ×
H Z Ð→ ET ×

T X. (2.4)

The spaces EH ×
H Z and ET ×

T X are examples of “mixed spaces”; we often denote them

by ZH and XT . By definition, H∗H(Z) = H∗(ZH) and H∗T (X) = H∗(XT ), and the map
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π∗ ∶ H i
T (X) → H i

H(Z) is by definition the pullback H i(XT ) → H i(ZH). This map is

independent of the choices of EH and ET and the map EH → ET (see [3, Exercise 2.1]).

The map π∗ is H∗T -linear. Thus, H∗H(Z) has an H∗T -module structure obtained from the

H∗H -module structure via the map H∗T → H∗H .

Remark 2.4. We can find a subtorus T1 of H such that the composition T1 →H
π
→ T =H/S

is an isomorphism. Then H ≅ S ×T1. By identifying T1 with T we may assume H = S ×T .

Then EH = ES ×ET and the map EH → ET is projection on the second factor. If H acts

on Z, the T -action on Z obtained by the identification of T with T1 depends on the choice

of T1, 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∗H(X) → H∗H(Z). To avoid

confusion with the map π∗ defined above, we denote this map by π∗H . The maps π∗ and

π∗H are closely related. The map (2.4) factors as

EH ×
H Z Ð→ EH ×

H X
p
Ð→ ET ×

T X. (2.5)

Therefore, π∗ = π∗H ○ p
∗. We can identify H with S × T , and then H∗H(X) =H∗S ⊗H∗T (X).

Under this identification, p∗(c) = 1⊗ c, so π∗(c) = π∗H(1⊗ c).
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

S′/Z ′ ≅ S/Z ′ ≅ S/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 ⊂ Sz
′
is immediate, so we must prove the

reverse inclusion. Suppose s ∈ Sz
′
. Then sz = fz for some f ∈ F . Hence f−1s ∈ Sz ⊂ F ,

so s ∈ F . We conclude that Sz
′
⊂ F , proving the claim. This implies that the S-action

on Z ′ yields an action of S/F = S′ on Z ′, and then S′/Z ′ ≅ S/Z ′ ≅ X. The S′-action on

Z ′ is proper (since the S-action on Z is proper) and has trivial stabilizers, so it is free

([17, Lemma 8]). �

We remark that if X is a scheme, then so is Z ′; this can be deduced from the fact that

the quotient map π ∶ Z →X is affine.

The first part of the following proposition is an analogue of [1, 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) π∗ ∶H i
T (X) →H i

H(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 ⊂X. Then

π∗(δT
Y
) = eY

eZ
δHY ∈H

∗
H(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

EH ×
H Z

f
Ð→ EH ×

H Z ′
g
Ð→ EH′ ×

H′ Z ′
h
Ð→ ET ×

T X. (2.7)

These maps induce pullbacks

H∗T (X) h∗

Ð→H∗H′(Z ′) g∗

Ð→H∗H(Z ′) f∗

Ð→H∗H(Z). (2.8)

We will prove that each of f∗, g∗, and h∗ are isomorphisms, so their composition π∗ =

f∗ ○ g∗ ○ h∗ is as well.

Step 1. The map f is the quotient map

EH ×
H Z Ð→ EH ×

H (F /Z) ≅ F /(EH ×H Z),
where the F -action on EH ×

HZ is defined as the action on the second factor Z. Therefore,

the pullback map gives an isomorphism f∗ ∶ H∗H′(Z ′) → H∗H(Z)F . The induced action of

F on H∗(EH ×HZ) =H∗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∗ ∶ H∗H′(Z ′)→H∗H(Z) is an isomorphism.

Step 2. We can factor the map g as follows. Let E be a model for EH , and E
′ a model

for EH′ , Then H acts on E′ via the map H →H ′, and E ×E′, with the product action of

H, is also a model for EH . Then g can be written as the composition

(E ×E′) ×H Z ′ p
Ð→ (E/F ×E′) ×H Z ′ = (E/F ×E′) ×H′ Z ′ q

Ð→ E′ ×H
′

Z ′, (2.9)

where the middle equality is because the subgroup F acts trivially on (E/F ×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, q∗ 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∗H′(Z ′)→H∗H(Z)
is an isomorphism.

Step 3. As in Remark 2.4, we may assume H ′ = S′ × T and EH′ = ES′ ×ET . Then

EH′ ×
H′ Z ′ = (ES′ ×ET ) ×S′×T Z ≅ ES′ ×S′ (ET ×T Z ′).

Also,

ET ×
T X ≅ ET ×

T (Z ′/S′) = (ET ×T Z ′)/S′.
Therefore, h can be identified with the map

ES′ ×
S′ (ET ×T Z ′)Ð→ (ET ×T Z ′)/S′.

So h∗ can be identified with the pullback h∗ ∶ H∗((ET ×T Z ′)/S′) → H∗S′(ET ×T Z ′).
Since S′ acts freely on Z ′, it acts freely on ET ×

T Z ′, and therefore the pullback is an

isomorphism.
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Combining the results of Steps 1-3, we see that π∗ = f∗ ○ g∗ ○ h∗ is an isomorphism.

This proves (1).

We now prove (2). Let Y ′ = F /Y , so Y = S/Y = S′/Y ′. We have π∗(δT
Y
) = f∗○g∗○h∗(δT

Y
).

Since S′ acts freely on ET ×
T 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∗δ
ET×TY

= δES′×
S′(ET×T Y ′)

= δEH′×
H′Y ′ .

In the language of equivariant cohomology, this states that h∗δT
Y
= δH

′

Y ′ .

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

g∗δEH′×
H′Y ′ = p

∗q∗δE′×H′Y ′ = p
∗δ(E/F×E′)×HY ′ = δ(E×E′)×HY ′ .

Here, the second equality is because q 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∗δH
′

Y ′ = δ
H
Y ′ .

Finally, the degree of the map f ∶ EH ×
H Z → EH ×

H (F /Z) is the same as the degree

of the map Z → F /Z, which by Lemma 2.3 is ∣F /FZ ∣. Similarly, the degree of EH ×
H Y →

EH ×
H (F /Y ) is ∣F /F Y ∣. Hence, by Lemma 2.1,

f∗δEH×HY ′ =
∣F ∣/∣FZ ∣
∣F ∣/∣F Y ∣δEH×HY =

∣F Y ∣
∣FZ ∣ δEH×HY =

eY

eZ
δEH×HY ,

where the last equality is because ∣F Y ∣ = ∣SY ∣ = eY and ∣FZ ∣ = ∣SZ ∣ = eZ . In equivariant

language, this says that f∗δHY ′ =
eY
eZ
δHY .

Combining what we have proved, we see that

π∗(δT
Y
) = f∗g∗h∗(δT

Y
) = f∗g∗(δH′Y ′ ) = f∗(δHY ′) = eYeZ δ

H
Y ,

proving (2). �

With notation as above, assume that Z (and therefore X) are rationally smooth. Then

there are isomorphisms ∩[X]T ∶ H∗T (X) →HT
∗ (X) and ∩[Z]H ∶ H∗H(Z)→ HH

∗ (Z). Define

the homology pullback π∗ ∶HT
∗ (X) →HH

∗ (Z) so that the following diagram commutes:

H∗H(Z) ∩[Z]H
ÐÐÐ→ HH

∗ (Z)
π∗
Õ×××

Õ×××π∗
H∗T (X)

∩ 1

∣SZ ∣
[X]T

ÐÐÐÐÐÐ→ HT
∗ (X).

(2.10)

The factor of 1
∣SZ ∣

appears for compatibility with equivariant Chow groups (see Section

2.2). It means that

(π∗α) ∩ [Z]H = 1

eZ
π∗(α ∩ [X]T ). (2.11)

Taking α = δT
Y
, the left side equals eY

eZ
[Y ]H , while the right side is 1

eZ
π∗[Y ]T . Hence

π∗[Y ]T = eY [Y ]H , (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 Upq if X has a filtration X0 ⊂X1 ⊂ ⋯ ⊂

Xr =X by closed subvarieties Xp such that Xp∖Xp−1 is a disjoint union of the subvarieties

Upq. We call this an orbifold paving if each Upq is a quotient of the affine space A
kpq by a

finite group Fpq. If in addition T acts on X preserving the paving, and the T -action on

Upq is induced by a linear action of T on A
kpq which commutes with the Fpq action, we

call this a T -invariant orbifold paving. The Upq are called cells of the paving.

Remark 2.8. In our applications to weighted flag varieties, the sets Upq will arise as S/(C×
C∗µ). Here C is isomorphic to affine space with a linear H-action and µ ∶ H → C∗ is a

character of H which is nontrivial on S. Then H acts on C×C∗µ, so T acts on the quotient

S/(C ×C∗µ). Observe that C∗µ ≅H/H1 = S/F , where H1 is the kernel of µ, and F = S ∩H1

is finite. Therefore

S/(C ×C∗µ) ≅ S/(C × S/F ) ≅ F /C,
where the second isomorphism is given by the map S(c, sF ) ↦ Fs−1c. This exhibits

S/(C ×C∗µ) as a quotient of affine space by a finite group.

If X is a G-variety such that HG
∗ (X) is the free H∗G-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 Upq. Let Vpq denote the closure of Upq in X. Then HT
∗ (X) is a free H∗T -

module with basis given by the fundamental classes [Vpq]. If X is rationally smooth, then

H∗T (X) is a free H∗T -module with basis given by δTVpq .

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. �

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/H1,

where H1 ⊂ H is a closed subgroup. Let C be a smooth H1-acyclic H-variety. Then

S/(C ×H/H1) is T -acyclic, where T =H/S.
Proof. By Poincaré duality, it suffices to show that H∗T (S/(C×H/H1) is a free H∗T -module

generated by δTM , where M = S/(C ×H/H1).
Since S acts transitively on H/H1, the map S × H1 → H is surjective. It is also

finite, since the properness of the action implies that the intersection F = S ∩ H1 is

finite. Therefore, the composition H1 ↪ H → T = H/S is a finite surjective map. This

composition induces maps

H∗T
π∗

Ð→H∗H Ð→H∗H1
;

the composition is an isomorphism.

Since C is smooth, via Poincaré duality, we can identify H∗H1
(C) with HH1

∗ (C). Since

C is H1-acyclic, H
∗
H1
(C) is the free H∗H1

-module generated by δH1

C . Since H/H1 ≅ S/F ,
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we see that M = S/(C ×H/H1) ≅ F /C is rationally smooth, so we can identify H∗T (M)
with HT

∗ (M). It suffices to show that H∗T (M) is the free H∗T -module generated by δTM .

We have

H∗T (M) =H∗T (S/(C ×H/H1)) ≅H∗H(C ×H/H1) ≅H∗H1
(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 δTM to δH1

C
, and moreover,

is compatible with the H∗T -module structures (the H∗T -module structure on H∗H1
(C) is

obtained from the isomorphism H∗T →H∗H1
). The result follows. �

The following is a direct consequence of Propositions 2.9 and 2.10.

Corollary 2.11. Suppose Z is an H-variety admitting a paving by subvarieties of the form

Ci×H/Hi, where Ci is a smooth Hi-acyclic H-variety. Suppose S is a subtorus of H acting

properly on Z and transitively on each H/Hi. Let X = S/Z and T = H/S. Then HT
∗ (X)

is a free H∗T -module with basis given by the fundamental classes of Xi = S/(Ci ×H/Hi).
If in addition X is rationally smooth, then H∗T (X) is free with basis given by the classes

δTXi
.

We will see below that weighted flag varieties admit pavings of the form described in

Corollary 2.11; 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

AGi (M) = Ai+r(EG ×GM). Here, EG denotes a finite-dimensional model of the univer-

sal space for G, chosen depending on the degree i, and r = dimEG − dimG. The space

EG ×
GM is referred to as a mixed space and the action of G on EG ×M as the mixing ac-

tion. Similarly, there are operational equivariant Chow groups AiG(M), defined in analogy

to the operational Chow groups of [18]. There is a cycle map cl ∶ AGi (M) → HG
2i(M). We

refer to [17] for details. To simplify the exposition, we will simply write MG = EG ×
GM

and AG∗ (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 A∗G = A

∗(BG). Since BG is nonsingular, there is a cap product isomorphism

∩[BG] ∶ A∗(BG) → A∗(BG). Since we are taking coefficients in a field F of characteristic

0, there is a natural isomorphism A∗G ≅H
∗
G. The Chow groups AG∗ (M) are A∗G-modules.

If α is a character of G, then α defines a line bundle LGα = EG ×
GCα. This line bundle

pulls back to a line bundle Lα,M on the mixed space MG, and the action of α on AG∗ (M)
is by cap product with the Chern class c1(LGα,M).
Lemma 2.12. Suppose β ∈ A∗G = A

∗(BG) satisfies β ∩ [BG] = ∑ai[Qi/G], where ai ∈ F,
and Qi are closed G-invariant subvarieties of EG. Let M be a G-scheme and N ⊂ M a

closed G-invariant subscheme. Then

β ∩ [N]G =∑ai[Qi ×GN] ∈ A∗(EG ×GM) = AG∗ (M).
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Proof. By the functorial properties of Chow groups, we may assume N =M . The projec-

tion p ∶ EG ×
GM → BG is flat. By definition,

β ∩ [M]G = (p∗β) ∩ [EG ×GM] = (p∗β) ∩ p∗(BG)
= p∗(β ∩ [BG]) = p∗(∑ai[Qi/G]) =∑ai[Qi ×GM];

here we have used the compatibility between flat pullback and pullbacks of operational

Chow groups. �

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 A∗T → A∗H . Using this injection, we view A∗T as a subset of A∗H , so

we obtain an A∗T -module structure on H-equivariant Chow groups.

The next proposition is an equivariant Chow homology analogue of Proposition 2.7. If

S = H is trivial, it reduces to the case of [17, 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 2.7.

Proposition 2.13. There is an A∗T -linear isomorphism π∗ ∶ AT∗ (X) → AH∗ (Z) such that

if Y is an H-invariant subvariety of Z, and Y = S/Y , then

π∗[Y ]T = eY [Y ]H . (2.14)

If Z is rationally smooth, then this pullback is compatible under the cycle map with the

pullback π∗ ∶ HT
∗ (X)→HH

∗ (Z) defined in (2.11).

Proof. We adopt the notation of Proposition 2.7, and again use the following sequence of

maps of mixed spaces:

EH ×
H Z

f
Ð→ EH ×

H Z ′
g
Ð→ EH′ ×

H′ Z ′
h
Ð→ ET ×

T X. (2.15)

We will define maps f∗, g∗, and h∗, fitting into a sequence

AT∗ (X) h∗

Ð→ AH
′

∗ (Z ′) g∗

Ð→ AH∗ (Z ′) f∗

Ð→ AH∗ (Z), (2.16)

and define π∗ = h∗ ○ g∗ ○ 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, [18, Ex. 1.7.6] provides an isomor-

phism

f∗ ∶ A∗(EH ×H Z ′)→ A∗(EH ×H Z)F = A∗(EH ×H Z).
The last equality is because the action of F on A∗(EH ×H Z) is trivial. The reason is that

the action of F on EH ×
H 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∗H′ with A
∗
H . Brion ([10, Theorem 2.1] gave a presentation

of A∗H(Z ′) as an A∗H -module: it is generated by the fundamental classes [Y ]H , where Y
is an H-invariant subvariety of Z ′, subject to the relations divY (r) − γ ⋅ [Y ]H′ , where r



POSITIVITY IN WEIGHTED FLAG VARIETIES 13

is a rational function on Y which is an H-eigenvector of weight γ. Note that γ is an

element of A∗H = A
∗
H′ . The presentation of A∗H′(Z ′) is almost the same, with [Y ]H′ in

place of [Y ]H . 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

g∗ ∶ AH
′

∗ (Z ′)→ AH∗ (Z ′) by g∗(∑ γi[Yi]H′) = ∑γi[Yi]H). It 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′ ×
S′ (ET ×T Z ′)Ð→ (ET ×T Z ′)/S′.

This map is an S′-principal bundle map, so flat pullback induces an isomorphism h∗ ∶

A∗(ET ×T Z ′)/S) → AS∗(ET ×T Z ′) (see [17, Prop.8]). This map takes [(ET ×T Y )/S] =
[ET ×T Y ] to [ET ×T Y ]S . In other words, we obtain an isomorphism h∗ ∶ AT∗ (X) h∗

Ð→
AH

′

∗ (Z ′) satisfying h∗([Y ]T ) = [Y ]H′ .
The equation (2.14) holds because

π∗[Y ]T = f∗g∗h∗([Y ]T ) = f∗g∗([Y ]H′) = f∗([Y ]H) = eY [Y ]H . (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 ⊂ Z ′. Under the map

Z → Z ′, the inverse image of Y ′ is Y . The reason is that F 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 EH × Y is

the subgroup F Y , and similarly with Z in place of Y . Therefore, applying the definition

of f∗ from [18, Ex. 1.7.6], we have

f∗[EH ×H Y ′] = ∣F Y ∣[EH ×H Y ′].
As noted in the proof of Proposition 2.7, ∣F Y ∣ = ∣SY ∣ = eY . Using this equality, and trans-

lating the displayed equation into equivariant language, we see that f∗[Y ′H] = eY [Y ]H .
This proves the last equality of (2.17).

We now check that π∗ is A∗T -linear. As above, we view A∗T as a subset of A∗H ≅ A
∗
H′ .

We will show that the map h∗ is A∗T -linear, and that g∗ and f∗ are A∗H -linear, hence (as

A∗T ⊆ A
∗
H) A

∗
T -linear. This suffices, since π∗ = h∗ ○ g∗ ○ f∗.

It suffices to check that each of the maps f∗, g∗, and h∗ is A∗T -linear. The map h∗ is

A∗T -linear because h∗ is defined as flat pullback, which is compatible with the action of

Chern classes on Chow groups, and h∗LTα,X = L
H′

α,Z′. Thus, h
∗ is compatible with the action

of a character α of T ; since these characters generate A∗T , we see that h∗ is compatible

with the A∗T -action. The A
∗
H -linearity of g∗ is immediate from the definition of this map.

Finally, we check A∗H -linearity of f . Since A∗H(Z ′) is generated as an A∗H -module by the

fundamental classes of H-invariant subvarieties of Z ′, Suppose that β ∈ A∗H 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

f∗(β ∩ [W ′]H) = β ∩ f∗([W ′]H) = eWβ ∩ [W ]H . (2.18)
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By Lemma 2.12, if β ∩ [BH] satisfies ∑ai[Qi/H], then β ∩ [W ′]H = ∑ai[Qi ×H W ′]. Let

e be the order of the subgroup of F fixing a general point of Qi ×
H W . By definition,

f∗[Qi ×H W ′] = e[Qi ×H W ]. Since the action of F on Qi ×
H W is on the second factor,

e = ∣FW ∣ = eW . Therefore

f∗(β ∩ [W ′]H) =∑aif
∗([Qi ×H W ′]) = eW∑ai[Qi ×H W ] = eWβ ∩ [W ]H ,

where the last equality is by Lemma 2.12. This proves (2.18). We conclude that π∗ is

A∗T -linear.

Finally, π∗ is compatible with the cycle map because equations (2.11) and (2.14) 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. �

Remark 2.14. The map π∗ could be defined by starting with the formula (2.14) and

extending by A∗T -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 π∗ 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 π ∶ ZH → XT induces a map π∗ ∶ A∗(XT ) → A∗(ZH). Since A∗(XT ) ≅
A∗T (X) and A∗(ZH) ≅ A∗H(Z) (see [17, Theorem 2]), we obtain a map π∗ ∶ A∗T (X) →
A∗H(Z).

The following proposition is a Chow version of (2.10).

Proposition 2.15. The following diagram commutes.

A∗H(Z) ∩[Z]H
ÐÐÐ→ AH∗ (Z)

π∗
Õ×××

Õ×××π∗
A∗T (X)

∩ 1

eZ
[X]T

ÐÐÐÐÐ→ AT∗ (X).
(2.19)

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 × T , so EH = ES ×ET . Then we can identify ZH with (ZT )S , and
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XT with (ZT )/S. With these identifications, the diagram (2.19) becomes

A∗S(ZT ) ∩[ZT ]S
ÐÐÐÐ→ AS∗(ZT )

π∗
Õ×××

Õ×××π∗
A∗((ZT )/S) ∩ 1

eZ
[(ZT )/S]

ÐÐÐÐÐÐÐ→ A∗((ZT )/S).
(2.20)

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∗((ZT )/S), the
class π∗c ∩ [ZT ]S is represented by the class π∗c ∩ [(ZT )S]. We need to show that

1

eZ
π∗(c ∩ [(ZT )/S]) = π∗c ∩ [(ZT )S]. (2.21)

We have

π∗(c ∩ [(ZT )/S]) = π∗c ∩ π∗[(ZT )/S] = eZT
∣π∗c ∩ [ZT ]S = eZπ∗c ∩ [ZT ]S ,

Here, the first equality holds by [17, Lemma 6], and the second holds by the definition of

π∗. We conclude that (2.21) holds, as desired. �

If Z is smooth, the cycle map may be interpreted as a map cl ∶ A∗H(Z) → H∗H(Z)
by using the Poincaré duality identifications of cohomology with homology. With this

interpretation, [19, Corollary 19.2], applied to the mixed space ZH , implies that cl is

a ring homomorphism. The pullback homomorphisms π∗ ∶ H∗T (X) → H∗H(Z) and π∗ ∶

A∗T (X) → A∗H(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 2.9. We use the

notation of that proposition.

Proposition 2.16. Assume that the hypotheses of Proposition 2.9 hold, and assume in

addition that AT∗ (Upq) is the free A∗T -module generated by [Upq]T . Then AT∗ (X) is a

free A∗T -module with basis given by the fundamental classes [Vpq], and the cycle map

cl∶AT∗ (X) →HT
∗ (X) is an isomorphism. This holds if the Upq 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 Upq are the cells of a T -invariant orbifold paving. Using mixed spaces

and [18, Ex. 1.7.6], one can see AT∗ (Upq) ≅ AT∗ (Akpq)Fpq . The equivariant Chow groups

AT∗ (Akpq) are a free A∗T -module generated by [Akpq]T . The group Fpq acts trivially on

AT∗ (Akpq), since the action of Fpq commutes with the action of T and preserves the fun-

damental class [Akpq]T . Hence AT∗ (Akpq)Fpq = AT∗ (Akpq). �

In light of the results of this section, our results about weighted flag varieties are valid

in the setting of equivariant Chow groups.



16 WILLIAM GRAHAM AND SCOTT JOSEPH LARSON

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 Q, we set DQ = D(FQ) the dual complex of

the constant sheaf. Hypercohomology gives Hk(FQ) = Hk(Q) singular cohomology and

H−k(DQ) = Hk(Q) Borel-Moore homology. A F-orientation for Q is a chosen quasi-

isomorphism

DU → FU [2n] (2.22)

where U ⊂ Q is the smooth locus, and n is the complex dimension of Q. By [21, §5.1]

there are unique morphisms

FQ[2n]→ ICQ →DQ (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

Hk(Q)→ IH2n−k(Q) →H2n−k(Q), (2.24)

for every 0 ≤ 2n−k ≤ 2n. The cap product with fundamental class of Borel-Moore homology

factors through (2.24).

Assume that Q is rationally smooth; i.e., FQ[2n] = ICQ (cf. [9, §1.4]). It follows that

ICQ =DQ, hence (2.23) and (2.24) are isomorphisms. Given any rationally smooth variety

Q and subvariety Y ⊂ Q, let δY ∈H
∗(Q) be the unique class (possibly zero) such that

δY ∩ [Q] = [Y ], (2.25)

where ∩ 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 [1] 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 3.5. 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 3.26).
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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 Φ, Φ+ = Φ(n), and ∆ denote (respectively) the set of roots of H in G, a

choice of positive system, and the corresponding set of simple roots. As in the introduction,

m+1 = dimH. Let n denote the semisimple rank of G, and let {α1, . . . , αn} be an ordering

of the simple roots. We will see below that G cannot be semisimple, so m ≥ n. Let Φ∨

denote the set of coroots. If α ∈ Φ, we denote by rα the corresponding reflection inW . 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 w0.

Given µ ∈ Λ, set Φµ = {α ∈ Φ ∣ µ ⋅ α∨ > 0}. Recall that we have fixed a dominant character

λ ∈ Λ+, and a cocharacter χ ∈ Λ∨. By assumption, L is a Levi subgroup such that

the coroots of L are orthogonal to λ. Let P = LU denote the corresponding standard

parabolic subgroup; then Φλ ⊆ Φ(u), with equality if the coroots of l are exactly the

coroots orthogonal to λ. By definition, WP consists of maximal length representatives

of left WP cosets. If w ∈ WP , then the minimal length element in wWP is wmin =

wwP0 , where w
P
0 is the longest element in WP . Given w ∈ WP , let ΦPw = Φ

+
∩ wminΦ

− ={α ∈ Φ ∣ α > 0,w−1minα < 0}. Note that ΦPw = Φ
+
∩wΦ(u−).

We will use the following notation for the covering relations in the Bruhat order. Given

v,w ∈W , write w ⋖ v if ℓ(v) = ℓ(w)+ 1 and v = wrγ = rβw for some positive root γ; in this

case β = w(γ) is also positive. If v and w are both assumed to be in WP , we write w⋖P v =

wrγ . The poset W
P is connected by covering relations (this is an immediate consequence

of the analogous result of Deodhar for minimal coset representatives ([15, 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 γ, define aγ = gcd(χ)−1γ ⋅ χ. For w ∈W , we set aw = awλ. Observe that

if λ is dominant and χ is antidominant, then w ↦ aw is an increasing function on the Weyl

group. As in the introduction, we assume that for every w ∈W , we have

aw > 0. (3.1)

This assumption implies that G is not semisimple. More generally, we have:

Proposition 3.1. If there exists µ ∈ Λ such that awµ > 0 for each w ∈ W , then G is not

semisimple (that is, (m > n)). Moreover, µ 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 w1 and w2 so that w1µ is dominant

and w2χ is antidominant. If λ1, . . . , λn are the fundamental dominant weights, then w1µ =

∑ ciλi and w2χ = ∑diλi, where each ci ≥ 0 and di ≤ 0. If w = w−12 w1, then gcd(χ)awµ =
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w−12 w1µ ⋅ χ = w1µ ⋅ w2χ ≤ 0, since each λi ⋅ λj ≥ 0 (as follows from [24, Ex. 13.8]). This

contradicts our assumption that awµ > 0. We conclude that G is not semisimple.

Let h∗ = h∗0 ⊕ h∗1 be the W -isotypic decomposition of h∗, where h∗1 is the span of the

roots, and let h = h0 ⊕ h1 be the corresponding decomposition of h. Write χ = χ0 + χ1,

where χi ∈ hi. Observe that h1 is a Cartan subalgebra of the semisimple Lie algebra [g,g].
If µ ∈ h1, then we would have wµ ⋅ χ = wµ ⋅ χ1 > 0 for all w ∈W , but this is impossible by

the argument of the preceding paragraph. Therefore µ /∈ h∗1 . �

As in the introduction, we write Lλ for the kernel of λ on L, Q = LλU , and Z = Z =

G ×P C×λ ≅ G/Q. The weighted flag variety is X = S/Z. Write π ∶ 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 λ. Let Vλ denote the irreducible representation of G with highest weight λ. The

subgroup S = χ(C×) of H acts on Vλ. Since the weights of Vλ are in the convex hull

of the weights wλ for w ∈ W , and aw = wλ ⋅ χ > 0, the weights of S on Vλ are strictly

positive. Therefore, the quotient P = S/(Vλ∖{0}) is a weighted projective space. This is a

geometric quotient of Vλ ∖{0} by S. Our assumption on L implies that Q is the stabilizer

of a a highest weight vector vλ in Vλ. The orbit G ⋅ vλ ≅ G/Q = Z is an S-invariant closed

subvariety of Vλ ∖ {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 π ∶ Z = G ×P Cλ → Z ′ = G ×P
′
Cλ 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 ρ ∶ 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 3.3, we can cover Z ′ by S-invariant open sets of the

form C ×C∗wλ ≅ C × S/F , where F = ker(wλ)∣S . The inverse image in Z is isomorphic to

C ×wP ′/P ×S/F . The map C ×wP ′/P ×S/F → C ×S/F induces a map on the quotients

by S, which is isomorphic to the map F /(C ×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 ρ−1(F /C)→ F /C is proper. Hence, ρ is proper. �

Remark 3.3. If the coroots of L are exactly the coroots of G which are orthogonal to λ,

then the weighted flag variety X could be defined by the Proj construction as follows. For

every µ ∈ Λ+, let Vµ be the irreducible representation of G of highest weight µ, and let µ∗

be the highest weight of V ∗µ . Recall that

C[G] =⊕
µ≥0

Vµ ⊗ Vµ∗ (3.2)
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by, e.g., [25]. The Q-invariant functions on G are

A =C[G]Q =⊕
k≥0

Vkλ∗ ⊗Ckλ (3.3)

Observe that A is a Z≥0-graded C-algebra via the action of S on Z. We have G×PCλ → Z,

where Z = Z ∪ {0} ⊂ Vλ. By [26, §8.13], A = C[G ×P Cλ] = 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 A0 =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 3.3 shows that if G ≠ Q, then Z = G/Q is quasiaffine

if and only if λ is dominant or antidominant and the coroots of L are exactly the coroots

of G which are orthogonal to λ. Indeed, if L does not satisfy this condition, then let

P ′ = L′U ′ be as in the proof of Proposition 3.2 and let Q′ = L′λU
′. Then Q ⊊ Q′, and

G/Q → G/Q′ → Spec(C[G]Q′) shows that G/Q → Spec(C[G]Q) is not an immersion,

since C[G]Q = C[G]Q′ by (3.3) (or more directly since G/Q → G/Q′ is proper). If λ is

not dominant or antidominant, then C[G]Q = C is one dimensional by the calculation in

(3.3); since the only term remaining is when k = 0. In this case, if G/Q ⊂ Spec(C[G]Q)
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 ×P C×λ = G ×
P C×−λ are both equal to G/Q. Hence weighted flag varieties are

projective varieties when λ is dominant or antidominant.

Generalized flag varieties are a special case of weighted flag varieties. Indeed, by Propo-

sition 3.1, λ is not in the span of the roots, so there exists a rank one subtorus S0 of the

center of G such that λ restricts nontrivially to S0. Define χ0 to be an isomorphism of C×

with S0 such that χ0 pairs positively with the restriction of λ to S0. If we consider χ0 as

a cocharacter of H, then χ0 satisfies (3.1), and S0/G/Q = G/P since P = S0Q. Therefore

the weighted flag variety S0/G/Q is the generalized flag variety G/P . We refer to this as

the non-weighted case. We fix χ0 from now on; we write Y = S0/G/Q = G/P for the non-

weighted generalized flag variety, and π0 ∶ Z → Y for the quotient map. Set G0 = G/S0,
P0 = P /S0, and T0 =H/S0. Note that T0 is a maximal torus of G0, and Y = G/P = G0/P0.

The maps π ∶ Z → X and π0 ∶ Z → Y induce isomorphisms π∗ ∶ H∗T (X) → H∗H(Z) and
π∗0 ∶ H

∗
T0
(Y ) → H∗H(Z), as follows from Proposition 2.7. This isomorphism is described

more precisely in Corollary 3.16.

The weighted flag variety is covered by quotients of affine space by finite groups (see

Section 3.3), 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′ ×C∗, where G′ is reductive. Then λ is of the form (λ′, u),
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where λ′ is dominant for G′, and u ∈ N. The cocharacter χ is of the form (χ′,1), where
χ′ is a cocharacter of G′, and 1 corresponds to the identity cocharacter of C∗. Let Vλ
denote the representation of highest weight λ for G. The weights of S on Vλ are given

by µ′ ⋅ χ′ + u. These weights are assumed to be strictly positive, which can be ensured by

taking u large enough. This corresponds to our assumption that aw > 0 for all w ∈ W .

The G-orbit of a highest weight vector vλ is G ⋅ vλ = G/Q. The weighted flag variety is

S/G/Q, which is a closed subvariety of the weighted projective space P = S/(Vλ ∖ {0}).
The construction in this paper is slightly more general in that G is not assumed to be of

the form G′ ×Cλ, and Q is only assumed to be contained in the stabilizer of vλ.

The following example shows that without the positivity of the aw, the quotientX = S/Z
need not be separated (hence not projective).

Example 3.7. Let G = SL2, with B and H the subgroups of upper triangular and diagonal

matrices, respectively. Let λ = 1 = χ, where we identify Λ and Λ∨ with Z so that the

dominant weights correspond to nonnegative integers. Write W = {1, s}. Then a1 = 1

and as = −1; in particular, (3.1) is not satisfied. The action of S ≅ C× on Z ≅ C2
∖ {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 ≅C2
∖{0} is covered by the S-invariant open sets Ui where the i-th coordinate

is nonzero. Although S acts properly on each Ui, 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 λ = 1, then there is no choice of χ satisfying (3.1).

Example 3.8. Let G = SL2×C
× and λ = (1,1). Then χ = (0,1) gives a0 = 1 = a1 and hence

(3.1) is satisfied. We have X ≅ P1, the flag variety for SL2.

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 [13]. We show that all stabilizers of Z in S are contained in a finite subgroup

Zaw of S, depending on the neighborhood Uw ⊂ 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 ⊂ L. Let U− be the unipotent radical of the opposite parabolic P− with respect to H.

Given w ∈W , let wU− = wU−w−1, and let hw = w−1hw. The map

ϕ ∶wU− → G/P, wuw−1 ↦ wuP /P, (3.4)

takes wU− isomorphically onto its image, which we denote by Cw. Let ζ ∶G→ G/P denote

the projection. Then ζ−1(Cw) = wU− × wP ⊂ G, where wU− × wP is identified with its

image in G under the multiplication map. This image is invariant under left multiplication

by H, which corresponds to the action of H on wU− ×wP given by

h(wuw−1,wp) = (whwu(hw)−1w−1,whwp). (3.5)

Let Uw denote π−10 (wU−) ⊂ Z.
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Lemma 3.9. Suppose w ∈WP . As H-varieties, we have

Uw ≅
wU− ×C×wλ. (3.6)

Proof. We have

Uw = π
−1
0 (wU−) ≅ (wU− ×wP ) ×P C×λ (3.7)

The action of H ⊂ G on Uw corresponds by (3.5) to the action of H on (wU− ×wP )×P C×λ
given by

h[(wuw−1,wp), v] = [(whwu(hw)−1w−1,whwp), v]. (3.8)

The isomorphism (wU−×wP )×PC×λ → wU−×C×wλ given by [(wuw−1,wp), v] ↦ (wuw−1, λ(p)v)
is H-equivariant. The lemma follows. �

Recall that aµ = gcd(χ)−1µ ⋅ χ for any weight µ ∈ Λ, and and aw = awλ for w ∈W . For

s ∈ S, write saµ = µ(s), and saw = sawλ . Under the identification of S with C× given by

C× ≅ C×/kerχ → S, the map s ↦ saµ is just the map raising s to the power aµ. Let Zaw
denote the finite group ker(wλ∣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 ∈ Uw is contained in Zaw . Hence S acts on

Z with finite stabilizers. Moreover, for w ∈WP , the map wU− → S/Uw defined by

u↦ S(u,1) (3.9)

induces an isomorphism

Zaw/wU− ≅ S/Uw. (3.10)

The S/Uw form an open cover of X by quotients of affine space by finite groups. Hence

X is rationally smooth.

Proof. Lemma 3.9 implies that the stabilizer group Sz (for z ∈ Uw) is contained in Zaw .

This lemma also implies that (3.9) induces the isomorphism (3.10). Since the Cw form

an open cover of G/P , their inverse images Uw in Z form an open cover of Z. Each
wU− is isomorphic to affine space, and since Z → X = S/Z is a geometric quotient, the

S/Uw ≅ Zaw/wU− form an open cover of X by quotients of affine space by finite groups. �

3.4. Weighted Schubert varieties. Recall that π ∶ Z → X and π0 ∶ Z → Y = G/P
denote the natural projections. Suppose w ∈ WP . By definition, the Schubert cell Y 0

w

corresponding to w in Y is the B-orbit B ⋅wP . The map u↦ uP gives an isomorphism of
wU− ∩U onto this cell. Define Z0

w = π
−1
0 (Y 0

w) = (wU− ∩U) ⋅wP ×P C×λ. Lemma 3.9 implies

that Z0
w ≅ (wU− ∩U) ×C×wλ as H-varieties. We define the weighted Schubert cell X0

w ⊂X

by

X0
w = S/Z0

w ≅ S/((wU− ∩U) ×C×wλ).
The weighted Schubert variety Xw is the closure of X0

w in X.

Proposition 3.11. The weighted Schubert cells X0
w form a paving of X by affine spaces

modulo finite groups. The equivariant cohomology H∗T (X) is a free H∗T -module with basis

δTXw
.
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Proof. The Schubert cells form a paving of Y , so their inverse images Z0
w form a paving of

Z. As π ∶ Z →X is a geometric quotient, the quotient varieties S/Z0
w =X

0
w form a paving

of X. Since X0
w = S/Z0

w ≅ Zaw/(wU− ∩U), each X0
w is isomorphic to affine space modulo

a finite group. Each Xw
0 is T -acyclic, by Proposition 2.10 (cf. Remark 2.8). Since X is

rationally smooth, the statement about cohomology follows from Corollary 2.11. �

We now determine the generic stabilizers of S on Z0
w. The support of the S-action on

Z, denoted by σ(S), is the set of all s ∈ S such that sz = z for some z ∈ Z. We have

σ(S) = ⋃
w∈W

Zaw . (3.11)

Indeed, σ(S) ⊂ ⋃w∈W Zaw by Corollary 3.10; the reverse inclusion holds since S[w,1] = Zaw
for all w ∈W .

Let w ∈WP , and choose an ordering β1, . . . , βr of the roots in ΦPw = Φ
+
∩wΦ(u−). For

each root β, the corresponding root subgroup Uβ is isomorphic to C. We have isomor-

phisms of algebraic varieties Cr ≅ ∏iUβi ≅ wU− ∩ U , where the second isomorphism is

given by the product map. If u = ∏uβi , we can view the uβi as complex numbers giving

the coordinates of u ∈ wU− ∩U under the isomorphism Cr ≅ wU− ∩ U . Let (wU− ∩ U)gen
be the Zariski open subset of wU− ∩U consisting of the elements u whose coordinates uβi
are all nonzero. Define the Zariski open subset Zgenw of Z0

w by

Zgenw = (wU− ∩U)gen ⋅wP ×P C×λ ≅ (wU− ∩U)gen ×C×wλ.
For any subset S ⊂ Λ, write aS = {aµ ∣ µ ∈ S}. Write gcd(aw, aΦP

w
) for the greatest

common divisor of the elements of {aw} ∪ aΦP
w
.

Proposition 3.12. Let w ∈ WP . For all z in Z
gen
w , we have Sz = Zd, where d =

gcd(aw, aΦP
w
).

Proof. The point z = (u, z) ∈ Zgenw is fixed by s ∈ S if and only if saβi = 1 for all i, and

saw = 1. This is equivalent to the statement that sd = 1, where d = gcd(aw, aΦP
w
), which is

equivalent to the statement that s ∈ Zd. �

The weight λ is said to beminuscule if every α ∈ Φ satisfies ∣λ⋅α∨∣ ≤ 1. Let ≤P denote the

restriction of the Bruhat order onW toWP . The next proposition provides an alternative

description of the stabilizer groups if λ is minuscule.

Proposition 3.13. For every w ∈WP , we have

gcd(aw, aΦP
w
) ∣ gcd(ax ∣ x ≤P w). (3.12)

If λ is minuscule, then (3.12) is an equality.

Proof. The proposition is true for the minimal element wP0 of WP , since both sides of

(3.12) are equal to awP
0

. Since WP is connected by covering relations (see Section 3.1), it

suffices to show that for every x ≤P w such that ℓ(x) = ℓ(w) − 1, we have

gcd(aw, aΦP
w
) ∣ gcd(ax, aΦP

x
). (3.13)
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Indeed, by induction on ℓ(w), gcd(ax, aΦP
x
) will divide gcd(ay ∣ y ≤P x), so it will follow

that gcd(aw, aΦP
w
) divides

gcd(gcd(ay ∣ y ≤P x1), . . . ,gcd(ay ∣ y ≤P xd), aw) = gcd(ax ∣ x ≤P w),
where x1, . . . , xd index all of the divisors in Yw.

Let α > 0 such that w = rαx, where x,w ∈ W
P . We claim that α ∈ ΦPw . It suffices to

show that w−1(α) ∈ Φ(u−). Since rαw < w, we have w−1α < 0. Moreover, since x ∈WP , if

w−1α ∈ Φ(l), then xw−1α and w−1α would have opposite signs, so xw−1α = −α would be

positive, which is a contradiction. Therefore w−1(α) ∈ Φ(u−), proving the claim.

We now prove (3.13). Suppose that d divides aw and aβ for each β ∈ ΦPw . It suffices to

show that d divides ax and aγ for each γ ∈ Φ
P
x . Since x = rαw, we have ax = aw−(wλ⋅α∨)aα.

Since α ∈ ΦPw , d divides ax. The set of weights of H on TxYx is equal to ΦPx , and by

[12, (10.4)], the set of weights of H on TxYw is equal to rαΦ
P
w. It follows that Φ

P
x ⊂ rαΦ

P
w ,

since Yx ⊂ Yw. Therefore, if γ ∈ ΦPx , aγ is a linear combination of aα and aβ for some

β ∈ ΦPw , so d divides aγ . This proves (3.13).

Now suppose that λ is minuscule. To show that (3.12) is an equality, we must show

that if d∣ax for all x ≤P w, then d∣aβ for all β ∈ ΦPw. As above, let α > 0 be such that

w = rαx, where x,w ∈ W
P , and ℓ(x) = ℓ(w) − 1. We have ax = aw − (wλ ⋅ α∨)aα. Now,

wλ ⋅ α∨ = λ ⋅ w−1α∨ = −1 since w−1α ∈ Φ(u−). Therefore, since d divides aw and ax, it

divides aα. ΦPw = rαΦ
P
x ∪ {α} (since the left side of this equation contains the right side,

and ∣ΦPw ∣ = ∣ΦPx ∣ + 1). By induction, if ν ∈ ΦPx then d∣aν ; since d∣aα, we see that d∣arαν . We

conclude that d∣aβ for all β ∈ ΦPw , as desired. �

Remark 3.14. Weighted Grassmannians are a case where the weight λ can be taken to be

minuscule, and then the previous proposition implies that (3.12) is an equality.

Example 3.15. Let G = GL2. Identifying Λ with Z2 as usual, let λ = (2,0), χ = (2,3). The
positive root is α = (1,−1), and the nontrivial Weyl group element is w = rα. We have

Φw = {α} and wλ = (0,2). Also, aα = −1, aw = 6, and ae = 4. We have gcd(aw, aΦw) = 1
and gcd(aw, ae) = 2, so (3.12) need not be an equality.

Let w0 ∈ W be the longest element of W , which is also the longest element of WP .

Define positive integers qw for w ∈WP by the formula

qw =
gcd(aw, aΦP

w
)

gcd(aw0
, aΦP

w0

) . (3.14)

Corollary 3.16. The isomorphisms π∗ ∶ H∗T (X) → H∗H(Z) and π∗0 ∶H
∗
T0
(Y ) → H∗H(Z)

satisfy

π∗(δTXw
) = qwδHZw

. (3.15)

and

π∗0(δT0Yw) = δHZw
. (3.16)

Proof. The equality (3.15) follows by combining Proposition 3.12 and (2.6). The equality

(3.16) follows from (2.6) since S0 acts with constant stabilizers on Z. �
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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 WP .

For w ∈WP , let pw = S/(wP ×PC×λ). Note that as an H-variety, wP ×PC×λ is isomorphic

to C×wλ.

Proposition 3.17. We have XT = {pw ∣ w ∈WP}.
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 ×P C×λ. Any H-orbit is

contained in an open subset Uw of Z for some w ∈WP . The subset Uw is H-equivariantly

isomorphic to wU− × C×wλ, and under this isomorphism, wP ×P C×λ corresponds to the

1-dimensional H-orbit {1} ×C×λ. Since λ is not in the span of the roots, the stabilizer in

H of (u, z) ∈ wU− ×C×wλ will have codimension at least 2 if u ≠ 1, so dimH ⋅ (u, z) ≥ 2.

Hence {1} ×C×λ is the only 1-dimensional H-orbit in wU− ×C×wλ. The result follows. �

Lemma 3.18. Suppose M is a H-invariant subvariety of Z. Let N0 = S0/M ⊂ Y , and

N = S/M ⊂X. Then wP ∈N0 if and only if pw ∈ N .

Proof. Arguing as in Proposition 3.17 shows that (G/P )T0 consists of the points S0/(wP×P
C×λ). Thus, wP ∈ N0 ⇔ wP ×P C×λ is contained in M ⇔ pw ∈ N . �

Let w ∈W . Define a map H
∗ → T

∗, µ↦ µ(w), by the formula

µ(w) = µ − aµ
aw
wλ. (3.17)

(note that µ(w) is in T
∗ since it is orthogonal to χ). Since WP fixes λ, µ(w) only depends

on the coset wWP . Given β ∈ Φ, we define the weighted root corresponding to β at w by

the formula

β(w) = aw

gcd(aw, aβ)β(w) =
1

gcd(aw, aβ)(awβ − aβwλ). (3.18)

Since aw is positive by hypothesis,
aw

gcd(aw, aβ) > 0, so β(w) and β(w) are positive scalar

multiples of each other. Although the weighted roots β(w) are geometrically natural, we

will frequently use the β(w) for convenience. Although the map β ↦ β(w) is not linear, if
α = −β, then α(w) = −β(w). If β is a negative root, then c =

aβ
aw

is nonnegative, since by

hypothesis, aw > 0, and because χ is antidominant, aβ ≥ 0. Hence, β = β(w)+ c ⋅wλ where

c ≥ 0

We record the following simple lemma for reference.

Lemma 3.19. The maps µ↦ aµ and µ↦ µ(w) (for fixed w ∈W ) are linear.

Proof. The first statement holds because aµ = µ ⋅ χ, and the second follows from this and

the formula for µ(w). �

Lemma 3.20. Let α ∈ Φ. Then α(rαw) = α(w). Hence if β = −α, then β(rαw) = −α(w).
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Proof. Let c = wλ ⋅ α∨, so rαwλ = wλ − cα. Let d = gcd(aw, aα) = gcd(arαw, aα). Then

α(w) = 1
d
(awα − aαwλ), and
α(sαw) = 1

d
(arαwα − aαrαwλ) = 1

d
((aw − caα)α − aα(wλ − cα)) = α(w),

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

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 α,β ∈ Λ be such that aα and aβ are nonzero. Let

γ =
aβα − aαβ

gcd(aα, aβ) . (3.19)

Then as H-spaces,

S/(Cα ×C
×
β) ≅

⎧⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎩
Cγ if aβ > 0

C−γ if aβ < 0.

In particular, if β = wλ, then γ = α(w).
Proof. We prove the result for the case aβ > 0; the case aβ < 0 is similar. The group

S ≅ C× acts on Cα ×C
×
β with weights a = aα and b = aβ. 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[Cα ×C
×
β] with C[x, y, y−1], where S acts on C[x, y, y−1] by

(sf)(x, y) = f(s−ax, s−by). (3.20)

Suppose the monomial f(x, y) = xky−ℓ is S-invariant; then ak = bℓ. First suppose a > 0.

Since k ≥ 0, both both ak and bℓ must equal c ⋅ lcm(a, b) for some nonnegative integer c.

Since lcm(a, b) = ab
gcd(a,b) , we see that

k = c
b

gcd(a, b) , ℓ = c
a

gcd(a, b) . (3.21)

On the other hand, if a < 0, then both ak and bℓ must equal −c ⋅ lcm(a, b) for some

nonnegative integer c. Since lcm(a, b) = − ab
gcd(a,b) , we see that k and ℓ are again given by

(3.21). This implies that C[x, y, y−1]S =C[z], where z = xbgcd(a,b)−1y−agcd(a,b)−1 Since z is

an H-weight vector of weight −γ, we see that as H-spaces,

C[Cα ×C
×
β]S = SpecC[z] ≅Cγ.

The last statement of the lemma follows from the definition of α(w). �

Suppose V is a 2-dimensional representation of H with with weights µ1 and µ2. In this

case, we say H acts on P1 = P(V ) with weight α = µ1−µ2. With this definition, an action

on P1 of weight α is also an action of weight −α.
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Proposition 3.22. The irreducible closed T -invariant curves in X are the curves C =

S/(UαwP ×P Cλ) for α ∈ wΦ(u−). These are the closures of the 1-dimensional T -orbits

on X. Each such curve is H-equivariantly isomorphic to P1, where H acts on P1 with

weight α(w). The T -fixed points on C are pw and prαw.

Proof. Let C be an irreducible closed T -invariant curve in X. Let M = π−1(C) and

C0 = S0/M . Then M is an irreducible 2-dimensional H-stable 2-dimensional subvariety of

Z. For some w ∈WP , the intersection Uw∩M is a nonempty open subset ofM , and hence a

closed 2-dimensional H-invariant subvariety of Uw. Arguing as in the proof of Proposition

3.17 shows that Uw ∩M = UαwP ×
P C×λ for some α ∈ wΦ(u−) Hence π0(Uw ∩M) = UαwP ,

so C0 = UαwP . Therefore, by a result of Carrell and Peterson (see [11]), the T0-fixed

points in C0 are wP and rαwP . By Lemma 3.18, the T -fixed points in C are pw and

prαw. Since M = π
−1
0 (C0), it is covered by the open sets UαwP ×

P C×λ and UβrαwP ×
P C×λ,

where β = −α. These sets are H-equivariantly isomorphic to Uα × C
×
wλ and Uβ ×C

×
wλ,

respectively. Proposition 3.21 implies that the quotients of these sets by S are isomorphic

to Cα(w) and Cβ(rαw) ≅ C−α(w), respectively, where the last isomorphism follows from

Lemma 3.20. These open sets glue along their intersection to yield a P1 on which H acts

with weight α(w). �

3.6. More about weighted roots. Let β1, . . . , βn denote the set of negative simple roots.

This section contains some results about the βi(w), which are positive scalar multiples of

the weighted roots βi(w) (see (3.18)).

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 λ is assumed dominant.

Lemma 3.23. Let w ≥ v be elements of W . Then wλ − vλ = ∑ eiβi, where all ei ≥ 0.

Proof. It suffices to prove the lemma in the case w = vrα > v, where α is a positive root.

Write wλ − vλ = ∑ eiβi. We have

wλ = vrαλ = v(λ − (λ ⋅ α∨)α) = vλ − (λ ⋅ α∨)vα.
Therefore wλ − vλ = −(λ ⋅ α∨)vα = ∑ eiβi. Since w > v, we have vα > 0, and since λ is

dominant, (λ ⋅ α∨) ≥ 0. Hence each ei ≥ 0. �

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 ∈ WP , and suppose that wλ − vλ = ∑i eiβi, where the βi are the

negative simple roots. Then

wλ(v) = aw
av
∑
i

eiβi(w), (3.22)

and for β ∈ H∗,

β(v) = β(w) + aβ
av
∑
i

eiβi(w). (3.23)

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

βi(w).
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Proof. A straightforward computation shows that

av wλ(v) = −aw vλ(w). (3.24)

For (3.22), by linearity of the map µ↦ µ(w), we have

wλ(w) − vλ(w) =∑
i

eiβi(w).
Equation (3.22) follows from this equation, (3.24), and the equality wλ(w) = 0. We have

β(v) = β − aβ
av
vλ = β(w) + aβ

aw
wλ −

aβ

av
vλ

= β(w) + aβ
aw
wλ(v) = β(w) + aβ

aw

aw

av
∑
i

eiβi(w)
= β(w) + aβ

av
∑
i

eiβi(w),
proving (3.23). Finally, if β is a negative root then β = ∑fiβi where fi ≥ 0; also, av > 0 by

hypothesis, and aβ ≥ 0 as χ is antidominant. If w ≥ v then ei ≥ 0. Thus, in the expression

β(v) =∑
i

(fi + aβ
av
ei)βi(w), (3.25)

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

3.7. GKM description of cohomology. Let j ∶ XT = {pw} ↪ X be the inclusion, and

j∗ ∶ H∗T (X) → H∗T (XT ) = ⊕w∈WPH∗T (pw) the pullback. We identify H∗T (pw) with H∗T .

The next proposition gives the GKM description of H∗T (X), generalizing the descriptions

given in [1] for the case of weighted Grassmannians and in [6] for type A weighted flag

varieties.

Proposition 3.25. The pullback j∗ ∶ H∗T (X) → H∗T (XT ) = ⊕w∈WPH∗T (pw) is injective,

and the image of j∗ consists of tuples (fw)w∈WP such that for each α, fw−frαw is divisible

by the weighted root α(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]. �

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∗T0(Y ), and
the relation between the pullback j∗ ∶ H∗T (X) → H∗T (XT ) and the non-weighted pullback

i∗ ∶ H∗T0(Y )→H∗T0(Y T0). (We discuss the relationship between these pullbacks in the next

section.) Although [1] 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 3.27,

which expresses the weighted restriction in terms of the non-weighted restriction. The key

diagram (3.27) was first considered in [1, (4.6)]; see also [6] for G = GLn ×C
×.

The sets of T -fixed points on X and of T0-fixed points of Y can each be identified with

WP . The maps

X WP

pt

Z ⋃
w∈WP

C×wλ

pt

Y WP

j

π

π0

k

i

(3.26)

give the homomorphisms

H∗T (X) H∗T (WP )

H∗T

H∗H(Z) ⊕
w∈WP

H∗H(C×wλ)

H∗T0

H∗T0(Y ) H∗T0(WP )

j∗

π∗ ϕ

k∗

i∗

π∗
0 ψ

(3.27)

We can write ϕ = ⊕ϕw and ψ = ⊕ψw, where the sums are over w ∈ WP . Let Hwλ

denote the kernel of the character wλ of H, with identity component H0
wλ. The inclusion

H0
wλ ↪ Hwλ induces an isomorphism H∗Hwλ

→ H∗
H0

wλ

which we use to identify these rings.

Since C×wλ =H/Hwλ as H-spaces, H∗H(C×wλ) ≅H∗Hwλ
. Write

ϕw ∶H
∗
T ≅H

∗
T (pw)→H∗H(C×wλ) ≅H∗Hwλ

for the pullback induced via (2.4) by the projection from C×wλ to a point. The map ϕw is

equal to the composition

H∗T →H∗H →H∗Hwλ
(3.28)
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induced by the following maps of tori:

H0
wλ ↪H → T. (3.29)

These maps of tori induce maps of symmetric algebras:

S(T∗)→ S(H∗)→ S(H∗wλ), (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 T0, we see that ψw can be identified as the composition H∗T0 → H∗H → H∗Hwλ
which

coincides with the corresponding composition of maps of symmetric algebras:

S(T∗0)→ S(H∗)→ S(H∗wλ), (3.31)

We can view S(T∗) and S(T∗0) as the subsets of S(H∗) consisting of polynomials which

vanish on S and S0, respectively. Under this identification, we can describe the isomor-

phism ϕ−1w ○ ψw(µ0) ∶ S(T∗0)→ S(T∗) as follows.
Proposition 3.27. Let w ∈WP and µ0 ∈ T

∗
0, and let µ = ϕ−1w ○ψw(µ0). Then µ = µ0(w).

Proof. Since µ and µ0 agree when restricted to Hwλ, we have µ = µ0 + c ⋅ wλ for some

constant c. Since µ vanishes on S, we have

0 = µ ⋅ χ = µ0 ⋅ χ + c(wλ ⋅ χ) = aµ0 + caw.
Hence c = −aµ0/aw. �

Remark 3.28. The element i∗x(δT0Yw) 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 3.27, mean that we can calculate j∗xδ
T
Xw

. Indeed, the

commutativity of the diagram (3.27), together with the definition of the weighted Schubert

classes, implies that j∗xδ
T
Xw
= qw ϕ

−1
x ○ψx(i∗x(δT0Yw)).

4. Weighted Schubert calculus

The basic problem of weighted Schubert calculus is to expand a product in H∗T (X)
as an H∗T -linear combination of elements of the H∗T -basis δ

T
Xw

. This section contains our

main results about weighted Schubert calculus, including a weighted Chevalley formula

and our main positivity theorem (Theorem 1.1). We also describe a Borel presentation of

the equivariant cohomology, which is used in the proof of Proposition 4.4.

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 π∗0δ
T0
Yw
= δHZw

and π∗δTXw
= qwδ

H
Zw

(Corollary 3.16). The ring H∗H(Z)
can be considered as a module over either of the rings H∗T0 or H∗T (as well as H∗H). On

the other hand, H∗T (X) and H∗T0(Y ) acquire H∗H -module structures via the isomorphisms

π∗ and π∗0 .

Expanding products in H∗H(Z) in terms of the basis δHZw
, with coefficients in H∗T0 , is the

problem of non-weighted Schubert calculus. Expanding products in H∗H(Z) in terms of
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the basis qwδ
H
Zw

, with coefficients in H∗T , is the problem of weighted Schubert calculus. The

significant difference is that the coefficients are in different rings: H∗T0 in the non-weighted

case; H∗T in the weighted case.

There are various ways of presenting formulas for the structure constants. Depending

on which basis one uses, factors of qw (which can be computed by (3.14)) may or may not

occur in the formulas, but these are easily dealt with. Precisely, if we write

δTXu
δTXv
=∑

w

cwuvδ
T
Xw

and

δHZu
δHZv
=∑

w

dwuvδ
H
Zw
,

where cwuv and dwuv are in H∗T , we see that

cwuv =
quqv

qw
dwuv. (4.1)

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 {δHZw
} from formulas

in the basis {δTXw
} by setting all the qu equal to 1. For convenience, we will often use the

basis {δHZw
}. Similarly, we have introduced elements β(w) (3.17), which are related to the

weighted roots β(w) by a positive scalar factor (see (3.18)). This equation can be used

to translate formulas from the β(w) to the β(w), and conversely. Although the weighted

roots are geometrically natural, we often use the β(w) for simplicity.

Finally, the formula of (3.23) can be used to translate formulas given in terms of β(v)
into β(w) for v,w ∈ W . In particular, taking w = w0, we can obtain formulas in the

parameters used in [1] for the weighted Grassmannian.

4.2. Borel presentation. Since H∗T (X) ≅ H∗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 Hλ =

kerλ ⊂ H; the dual space is H∗λ.

Proposition 4.1. We have

H∗H(Z) ≅ S(H∗) ⊗

S(H∗)W
S(H∗λ)WP . (4.2)

Proof. Recall that Q = LλU ⊂ P , where Lλ is the kernel of the character of λ of L. Since

Z ≅ G/Q, applying [3, Ch. 15, Prop. 6.5] yields

H∗H(Z) ≅H∗H(G/Q) ≅H∗H ⊗H∗G H∗Q ≅ S(H∗) ⊗

S(H∗)W
S(H∗λ)WP ,

as desired. �

In terms of the Borel presentation, the left action of r ∈H∗H = S(H∗) on H∗H(Z) is given
by multiplication by r ⊗ 1. The right action of S(H∗λ)WP on H∗H(Z) can be described as

follows. A representation V of Hλ may be viewed as an Hλ-equivariant vector bundle

over a point. The Hλ-equivariant Chern class cHλ

i (V ) is an element of S(H∗λ). If V is
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the restriction to Hλ of a representation of Lλ, then c
H
i (V ) is in S(H∗λ)WP . The element

1 ⊗ cHi (V ) ∈ H∗H(Z) is the i-th equivariant Chern class of the H-equivariant line bundle

G ×Q V , where as usual the Lλ-module structure on V is extended to a Q = LλU -module

structure by defining U to act trivially.

Given µ ∈ H∗, let µ̃ denote the image of µ under the map H
∗ → H

∗
λ. Suppose µ ∈ Λ. Then

µ̃ is WP -invariant if and only if µ is. In this case, we obtain 1-dimensional representations

Cµ̃ of Lλ and Cµ of L. As usual, we extend these representations to Q and P , respectively,

by defining U to act trivially. The line bundle G ×Q Cµ̃ on Z = G/Q is the pullback via

π∗0 of the line bundle G ×P Cµ. In terms of the Borel presentation, cH1 (G ×QCµ̃) = 1⊗ µ̃.
Note that λ̃ = 0, reflecting the fact that the pullback of G×P Cλ is H-equivariantly trivial

on Z.

4.3. Module structure and a Chevalley formula. As is apparent from the Borel pre-

sentation, H∗T (X) ≅H∗H(Z) has the structure of a S(H∗)⊗S(H∗λ)-module. In this section

we describe the module structure in terms of the weighted Schubert basis (Proposition

4.3). As a consequence, we obtain a Chevalley formula for the multiplication of a weighted

Schubert class in terms of a weighted Schubert divisor (Proposition 4.4). For weighted

flag varieties of cominuscule type, the formula can be simplified; see Corollary 4.6, 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

4.2, which also plays a key role in the proof of our positivity theorem.

Via the pullback isomorphisms π∗ ∶ H∗T (X) → H∗H(Z) and π∗0 ∶ H∗T0(Y ) → H∗H(Z), the
ring H∗H(Z) acquires the structure of a module for H∗T and for H∗T0 . Lemma 4.2 illustrates

that although the Schubert classes form a basis of H∗H(Z) as a module over H∗T or over

H∗T0 , they are not linearly independent over H∗H .

Lemma 4.2. If v ∈WP , then

(vλ) δHZv
= ∑
w=vrγ
w⋖P v

(λ ⋅ γ∨) δHZw
, (4.3)

where the sum is over positive roots γ such that vrγ ⋖P v.

Proof. For µ ∈ H∗, we have, using H-equivariant classes on Y (cf. Remark 2.5):

cH1 (G ×P Cµ)δHYv = vµδHYv − ∑
w=vrγ
w⋖P v

(µ ⋅ γ∨)δHYw , (4.4)

where again the sum is over positive γ. See, for example, [10] 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 ×P Cµ is positive if µ is antidominant.) Setting µ = λ and

pulling back along π0 ∶Z → Y gives (4.3), since c1(G×QC
λ̃
) = 0, where λ̃ is the restriction

of λ to Q. �

The ring H∗T (X) is a free H∗T -module with a basis given by the δTXw
. For µ ∈ H∗, the

next proposition gives expansions for µ ⋅δTXv
and (1⊗µ) ⋅δTXv

in this basis, with coefficients
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in H∗T = S(T∗). Recall that for η ∈ H∗ and w ∈ W , the element η(w) = η − aη
aw
wλ defined

in (3.17) lies in the subspace T
∗ of H∗.

Proposition 4.3. For every µ ∈ H∗ and for every v ∈WP , we have

µδTXv
= µ(v)δTXv

+
aµ

av
∑

w=vrγ
w⋖P v

qv

qw
(λ ⋅ γ∨) δTXw

, (4.5)

and

(1⊗ µ̃)δTXv
= (vµ)(v)δTXv

+ ∑
w=vrγ
w⋖P v

qv

qw
((avµ

av
λ − µ) ⋅ γ∨) δTXw

. (4.6)

In both formulas, the sum is over positive roots γ such that vrγ⋖P v.

Proof. By Lemma 4.2 and the relation π∗δTXw
= qwδ

H
Zw

, we have

µδTXv
= (µ − aµ

av
vλ)δTXv

+
aµ

av
vλδTXv

= µ(v)δTXv
+
aµ

av
∑

w=vrγ
w⋖P v

qv

qw
(λ ⋅ γ∨) δTXw

,
(4.7)

proving (4.5).

We now prove (4.6). By the non-weighted Chevalley formula (4.4), we have

(1⊗ µ̃)δHZv
= vµδHZv

− ∑
w=vrγ
w⋖P v

(µ ⋅ γ∨)δHZw

= (vµ − avµ
av

vλ) δHZv
+
avµ

av
vλδHZv

− ∑
w=vrγ
w⋖P v

(µ ⋅ γ∨)δHZw
.

(4.8)

Applying Lemma 4.2 to the middle term and simplifying, we obtain

(1⊗ µ̃)δHZv
= (vµ)(v)δHZv

+ ∑
w=vrγ

((avµ
av

λ − µ) ⋅ γ∨) δHZw
.

Equation (4.6) follows from this formula by again using π∗δTXw
= qwδ

H
Zw

(and similarly

with v in place of w). �

Note that if µ = λ, then both sides of (4.6) 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 ωα to be any

element of H∗ satisfying

ωα ⋅ β
∨ = δα,β (4.9)

for positive simple roots α,β. This condition does not uniquely determine ωα since G is

not semisimple. For example, if G = C∗ ×G1, then ωα could be any element of the form

x0 + ω1,α, where ω1,α is defined in terms of G1, and x0 is a character of the first factor

C∗. (This occurs in the examples in Sections 5.2 and 5.3.) However, if ω′α were another

weight satisfying (4.9), then ωα − ω
′
α is W -invariant, so w0ωα − vωα = w0ω

′
α − vω

′
α. Thus,

the formula of Proposition 4.4 is unchanged.
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Proposition 4.4. Let α be a simple root with rα /∈ WP , and let uα = w0rα ∈ W
P . For

every v ∈WP , we have

δTXuα
δTXv
= quα(w0ωα − vωα)(v)δTXv

+ ∑
w=vrγ
w⋖P v

quαqv

qw
((aw0ωα−vωα

av
λ + ωα) ⋅ γ∨) δTXw

, (4.10)

where the sum is over positive roots γ such that vrγ⋖P v.

Proof. Since δHZuα
= π∗0,Hδ

H
Yuα

, applying π∗0,H to the formula of [3, §16 Lemma 2.6] yields

δHZuα
= (w0ωα ⊗ 1) − (1⊗ ω̃α), where ω̃α is the restriction to H

∗
λ of ωα. Note that the right

hand side of this formula does not depend on the choice of ωα satisfying (4.9). Therefore,

since π∗δTXuα
= quαδ

H
Zuα

, we have

δTXuα
= quα((w0ωα ⊗ 1) − (1⊗ ω̃α)).

Hence

δTXuα
δTXv
= quα((w0ωα ⊗ 1) − (1⊗ ω̃α))δTXv

= quαw0ωα(v)δTXv
+
aw0ωα

av
∑

w=vrγ
w⋖P v

quαqv

qw
(λ ⋅ γ∨)δTXw

− quαvωα(v)δTXv
− ∑
w=vrγ
w⋖P v

quαqv

qw
(avωα

av
λ − ωα) ⋅ γ∨)δTXw

.

(4.11)

This implies (4.10). �

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

nonnegative at v. Equation (4.10) implies that the structure constants cwuαv can be nonzero

only for w = vrγ⋖P v (in which case the structure constant is a scalar), or for w = v. The

nonnegativity of the scalar c
vrγ
uαv can be deduced as follows. We have w0ωα − vωα = ∑ biβi,

where the βi are the negative simple roots and bi ≥ 0. Hence, since χ is antidominant,

aw0ωα−vωα ≥ 0. Also, av > 0 by hypothesis, and since γ∨ is a positive coroot, both λ ⋅ γ∨

and ωα ⋅γ
∨ are non-negative. These observations and (4.10) imply that c

vrγ
uαv ≥ 0. The c

v
uαv

are nonnegative at v, since (w0ωα − vωα)(v) = ∑ biβi(v).
Sections 5.2 (on the weighted Grassmannian, considered by [1]) and 5.3 consider exam-

ples of weighted flag varieties for which λ = ωα (that is, λ 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 4.4, and assume λ = ωα. Then

δTXuα
δTXv
= quαw0ωα(v)δTXv

+ ∑
w=vrγ
w⋖P v

quαqv

qw

aw0

av
(ωα ⋅ γ∨) δTXw

.

Proof. Our hypothesis on λ implies that

(w0ωα − vωα)(v) = (w0λ − vλ)(v) = w0λ(v) = w0ωα(v).
Also, λ ⋅ γ∨ = ωα ⋅ γ

∨, and
aw0ωα−vωα

av
=
aw0λ−vλ

av
=
aw0
− av

av
=
aw0

av
− 1.
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The corollary follows from these observations and Proposition 4.3. �

In the case of the weighted Grassmannian, this corollary appears as [1, 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 [1]).

Remark 4.7. In [1], the parameters used are β(w0) for negative simple roots β. In terms

of these parameters, the formula of Corollary 4.6 can be rewritten as follows. Define

nonnegative integers ei by the equation w0λ−vλ = ∑i eiβi. For simplicity write βi = βi(w0).
We have λ = ωα, and Lemma 3.24 implies that w0λ(v) = aw0

av
∑ eiβi. Hence

δTXuα
δTXv
= quα

aw0

av
((∑

i

eiβi)δTXv
+ ∑
w=vrγ
w⋖P v

qv

qw
(ωα ⋅ γ∨) δTXw

).

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 δT0
Yu
δT0
Yv
= ∑w∈WP bwuvδ

T0
Yw

, with bwuv ∈ H
∗
T0
. If bwuv ≠ 0, then w ≤ u and

w ≤ v. Conversely, if w is a maximal element among the elements in WP that are less

than or equal to both u and v, then bwuv ≠ 0.

Proof. Let x ∈ WP . Then i∗xδ
T0
Yw

is nonzero if and only if x ≤ w. Indeed, if x /≤ w, then
xP0 /∈ Yw so i∗xδ

T0
Yw
= 0; conversely, if x ≤ w, then xP0 ∈ Yw and there is an explicit formula

for the pullback i∗xδ
T0
Yw

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, i∗x(δT0YuδT0Yv) is nonzero if and only if x ≤ u and x ≤ v.

Suppose that bwuv ≠ 0. We wish to show that w ≤ u and w ≤ v. We may assume that

w ∈WP is a maximal element among the y ∈WP with byuv ≠ 0. In this case,

i∗w(δT0YuδT0Yv) = i∗w( ∑
y∈WP

byuvδ
T0
Yw
) = bwuvi∗wδT0Yw .

Since the right hand side is nonzero, so is the left hand side, so w ≤ u and w ≤ v.

Conversely, if w is maximal among the elements in WP that are less than or equal to

both u and v, then

i∗w( ∑
y∈WP

byuvδ
T0
Yw
) = bwuvi∗wδT0Yw = i∗w(δT0YuδT0Yv) ≠ 0,

where the first equality follows from the preceding paragraph. We conclude that bwuv ≠

0. �

Proof of Theorem 1.1. By the discussion in Section 4.1, it suffices to consider structure

constants in terms of the elements δHZu
and to work with the βi(x) since these are positive
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multiples of the weighted roots βi(x). Therefore, it suffices to show that

δHZu
δHZv
= ∑
w∈WP

dwuvδ
H
Zw
, (4.12)

such that each dwuv is a nonnegative linear combination of ν1(x1)⋯νk(xk), where the νi
are distinct negative roots, and xi ∈ S(u, v;w).

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

δHZu
δHZv
= ∑
w∈WP

∑
I

b(u, v,w; I)βI δHZw
, (4.13)

where I is a set of negative roots (not necessarily simple), βI 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

[3, Cor. 19.4.7]. By Lemma 4.8, the only nonzero terms in the sum occur for w such that

w ≤ u and w ≤ v.

To prove the theorem, it suffices to prove the following assertion: For all w ∈ WP , we

have βIδ
H
Zw
= ∑y≤Pw fy,IδHZy

, where each fy,I is a nonnegative linear combination of mono-

mials ν1(x1)⋯νk(xk), where the ν1, . . . , νk are distinct elements of I, and xi ∈ S(u, v;y).
We prove the assertion by induction on ∣I ∣. If ∣I ∣ = 1, then βI = β for some negative root

β. Since β = β(w) + aβ
aw
wλ, applying Lemma 4.2 yields

βδHZw
= β(w)δHZw

+
aβ

aw
∑

y=wrγ
y⋖Pw

(λ ⋅ γ∨) δHZy
.

which is of the desired form. Suppose now that I = I ′ ⊔ {β} (disjoint union), and suppose

that the assertion holds for I ′. It suffices to show that

fy,I = β(y)fy,I ′ + ∑
z=yrγ
z⋗P y

aβ

az
(λ ⋅ γ∨)fz,I ′. (4.14)

The reason is that since β /∈ I ′, each term in the product β(y)fy,I ′ is of the desired form,

and for z in the sum, S(u, v; z) ⊂ S(u, v;y). We have

βIδ
H
Zw
=∑

y

fy,I ′β δ
H
Zy
=∑

y

fy,I ′(β(y)δHZy
+
aβ

ay
∑
z=yrγ
z⋖P y

(λ ⋅ γ∨)δHZz
)

=∑
y

fy,I ′β(y)δHZy
+∑

y

aβ

ay
∑
z=yrγ
z⋖P y

(λ ⋅ γ∨)fy,I ′δHZz
.

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

βIδ
H
Zw
=∑

y

β(y)fy,I ′δHZy
+∑

z

aβ

az
∑
y=zrγ
y⋖P z

(λ ⋅ γ∨)fz,I ′δHZy

=∑
y

(β(y)fy,I ′ + ∑
z=yrγ
z⋗P y

aβ

az
(λ ⋅ γ∨)fz,I ′)δHZy

.

This proves (4.14); Theorem 1.1 follows. �
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Remark 4.9. Example 5.3 shows that for a fixed x, it may not be possible to obtain a

square-free expansion of the dwuv in terms of square-free monomials in negative roots at x.

For example, this is the case for the coefficient of δHZ2
in (δHZ2

)2, when expanded at v3. The

corresponding non-weighted expansion is square-free because β2 + β3 is a root. However,

the weighted expansion at v3 is not square-free: a4
a2
β2(v3) + β3(v3) is not a multiple of

a weighted root, so the expansion of the coefficient in terms of monomials needs to be
a3a4
a1a2

β2(v3)2 + a4
a2
β2(v3)β3(v3).

Remark 4.10. Example 5.3 shows that dwuv need not be nonnegative at w. The reason

can be seen in the last displayed line of the proof: f ′y,I contributes to the coefficient of

δHZz
, 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 [1, Remark 5.8] observed

that χ is antidominant in the positivity statement can be removed by using a different

Schubert basis. Indeed, if χ is fixed, one can realize the variety Z with respect to a choice

of Borel subgroup B′ = wBw−1 (for w ∈W ) with respect to which χ is antidominant. The

groups P and Q would be replaced by P ′ = wPw−1 and Q′ = wQw−1 and the character λ

by λ′ = wλ; if λ is dominant with respect to B, then λ′ 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 G/Q′ = G ×P ′ Cλ′ .

As noted in the introduction, the method of proof of Theorem 1.1 yields the following

positivity result about classes of subvarieties in weighted flag varieties. In this result, in

contrast to Theorem 1.1, the positivity is in terms of the positive weighted roots, and we

need to assume that χ is dominant. The assumption that the aw are positive remains in

force.

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

Then

δTM =∑ cwδ
T
Xw
,

where each cw is a nonnegative linear combination of products of the form µ1(x1)⋯µk(xk).
Here the µi are distinct positive roots, and xi ∈W

P .

Proof. Let M̃ = π−1(M). As in the proof of Theorem 1.1, it suffices to show that

δH
M̃
=∑dwδ

H
Zw
,

where each dw is a nonnegative linear combination of monomials of the form as µ1(x1)⋯µk(xk),
where the µ1, . . . , µk are distinct positive roots and xi ∈W

P .

By [22, Theorem 3.2] or [3, Theorem 19.3.1], we can write

δH
M̃
=∑

I

a(w; I)αIδHZw
,

where I is a set of positive roots, αI 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 ∈ WP , we have αIδ
H
Zw
= ∑y≤Pw fy,IδHZy

, where each fy,I is

a nonnegative linear combination of monomials of the form µ1(x1)⋯µk(xk), where the

µ1, . . . , µk are distinct elements of I, and xi ∈W
P . This is proved in the same way as the

analogous assertion in the proof of Theorem 1.1, using the equation

αδHZw
= α(w)δHZw

+
aα

aw
∑

y=wrγ
y⋖Pw

(λ ⋅ γ∨) δHZy
.

Since χ is dominant, each aα ≥ 0, and by hypothesis, each aw > 0. The remainder of the

proof is similar to the argument given in Theorem 1.1; we omit further details. �

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 GLm+1. Let G =

GLm+1 and let H denote the Cartan subgroup of diagonal matrices. Let {y0, . . . , ym} be
the standard basis of h, and {x0, . . . , xm} the dual basis of h∗. The weight lattice Λ is

isomorphic to Zm+1; we sometimes denote the element ∑ cixi by (c0, . . . , cm). The set of

dominant weights is

Λ+ = {λ = (c0, . . . , cm) ∈ Λ ∣ c0 ≥ ⋯ ≥ cm}}.
Let λ = x0 = (1,0, . . . ,0), and let V = Cm+1 denote the standard representation of

G, which has highest weight λ. Observe that λ = ωα, where α is the simple root x0 − x1.

Identify the highest weight space of V with Cλ, and let P be the subgroup of G preserving

this space. There is an isomorphism

µ ∶Z = G ×P C×λ → V ×, [g, v] ↦ gv, (5.1)

where V × = V ∖ {0}. In what follows, we identify Z with V × via (5.1).

We view the Weyl group W ≅ Sm+1 as the set of permutations of the set {0, . . . ,m}.
Then WP is identified with the subgroup {0}×Sm. Define vk ∈W to be the element given

in 1-line notation as vk = (k,m,m − 1, . . . , k + 1, , k − 1, . . . ,0). The set of maximal coset

representatives is WP = {v0, v1, . . . , vm}, which we can identify with the set {0, . . . ,m} via
k ↦ vk. The longest element of W is w0 = vm. Let χ = (a0, . . . , am) be an antidominant

cocharacter, so a0 ≤ a1 ≤ ⋯ ≤ am. We have avk = ak, and the condition (3.1) implies that

ak > 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(a0, . . . , am). Write Zk = Zvk and Xk =Xvk .

The subspace Hλ of H is defined by the equation x0 = 0. The restriction map S(H∗)W →
S(H∗λ)Wλ is given by ei(x0, . . . , xm) ↦ ei(x1, . . . , xm). This map is surjective, so the

following lemma applies.

Lemma 5.1. Suppose the restriction map S(H∗)W → S(H∗λ)Wλ is surjective, with kernel

I, so

S(H∗λ)Wλ ≅ S(H∗)W /I. (5.2)

Then

H∗T (X) ≅ S(H∗)/IS(H∗). (5.3)
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Proof. This follows from the Borel presentation of H∗H(Z) ≅H∗T (X) (Proposition 4.1 �

The lemma implies that for weighted projective space, we have

H∗T (P(a0, . . . , am)) ≅ F[x0, . . . , xm]/⟨x0⋯xm⟩. (5.4)

For each k ∈ {0,1, . . . m − 1}, we have

δHZk
= xk+1xk+2⋯xm, (5.5)

and δHZm
= 1. To see this, observe that if Vk is the subspace of V defined by Vk ={(c0, . . . , ck,0, . . . ,0) ∣ ci ∈ C} ⊆ V , then Zk = V

×
k . This implies that δHZk

is the H-

equivariant top Chern class of the representation V /Vk, which equals xk+1⋯xm.

By Corollary 3.16, the weighted Schubert classes are given by the formula π∗δTXk
=

qvkδ
H
Zk

, where qvk is defined as in (3.14). We now calculate qvk . Observe that

ΦPvk = Φ
+
∩wΦ(u−) = {x0 − xk, x1 − xk, . . . , xk−1 − xk}.

Therefore

gcd(avk , aΦP
vk
) = gcd(ak, a0 − ak, a1 − ak, . . . , ak−1 − ak) = gcd(a0, . . . , ak).

Since w0 = vm, we have gcd(w0, aΦP
w0

) = gcd(a0, . . . , am) = gcd(χ). Hence
qvk =

gcd(avk , aΦP
vk
)

gcd(w0, aΦP
w0

) =
gcd(a0, . . . , ak)

gcd(χ) . (5.6)

Therefore, the weighted Schubert classes are given by

δTXk
=
gcd(a0, . . . , ak)

gcd(χ) xk+1⋯xm. (5.7)

We now calculate δHZuα
δHZvk

using Corollary 4.6. We have λ = ωα where α = x0 − x1, so

uα = vm−1. Also, w0ωα − vkωα = γk, where γk is the negative root xm − xk. The only root

γ occuring on the right hand side of the formulas in Corollary 4.6 is γ = x0 − xm−k+1, and

vkrγ = vk−1. We have ωα ⋅ γ
∨ = 1, and

aw0

avk
= am

ak
. Therefore, Corollary 4.6 and Remark 4.7

yield

δHZm−1
δHZk
= γk(vk)δTXk

+
am

ak
δHZk−1

(5.8)

=
am

ak
(γk(w0)δTXk

+ δHZk−1
). (5.9)

We remark that although our formula for δHZm−1
δHZk

was derived using Corollary 4.6, the

product can be calculated directly, using the formula δHZk
= xk+1xk+2⋯xm. Indeed,

δHZm−1
δHZk
= xm ⋅ xk+1⋯xm = (xm − am

ak
xk +

am

ak
xk)xk+1⋯xm

= (xm − am
ak
xk)xk+1⋯xm + am

ak
xkxk+1⋯xm

= γk(vk)δHZk
+
am

ak
δHZk−1

,
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recovering our first formula for the product. The second formula follows from this, since

calculating from the definitions shows that γk(vk) = am
ak
γk(w0).

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∗×SL(m+1) or C∗×GL(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 = GLm+1; in this

case, T0 is a maximal torus of PGLm+1. This torus is a quotient of the torus T0 for

C∗ × SLm+1, which is a maximal torus of SLm+1. Therefore, some care is needed when

comparing computations using different realizations. Note that weighted projective space,

realized for the group C∗×GL(m), is the special case d = 1 of the weighted Grassmannians

considered in the next section.

Example 5.3. Corollary 1.2 implies that cwuv can be expressed as monomials in negative

weighted roots at x with nonnegative coefficients, provided that x ≥ u and x ≥ v. The

example of weighted X = P4 shows that in general, for arbitrary antidominant χ, it is not

possible to retain this positivity while using negative weighted roots at x ≤ w. Below, we

calculate (δHZ2
)2. We comment briefly on the calculation. The weighted structure constants

at any x in WP can be calculated from the nonweighted structure constants, using the

method of the proof of Theorem 1.1. Using this method, we start with coefficients in H∗T0
and convert to coefficients in H∗T , which adds a layer of complication. To avoid this, we

use the weighted Chevalley formula (5.8) to deduce a formula for (δHZ2
)2 with coefficients

in H∗T . We obtain:

(δHZ2
)2 = a3

a4
(γ2(v2)−γ3(v3))γ2(v2) δHZ2

+
a3

a2
(γ1(v1)+γ2(v2)−γ3(v3))δHZ1

+
a3a4

a1a2
δHZ0

. (5.10)

In the tables below, we record expressions for the coefficients of δHZ2
and δHZ1

in terms of

the negative simple roots at each x ∈WP . These expressions were obtained from (5.10) by

using (3.25), 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 δHZ0
since this coefficient

is a constant (in fact, it is the coefficient in the non-equivariant product).

WP Coefficient of δHZ2
in (δHZ2

)2
unweighted β2(β2 + β3)

v4
a3
a2
(a4
a2
β2(v4) + (a4a2 − a4

a3
)β3(v4))(β2(v4) + β3(v4))

v3
a3
a1
β2(v3)(a4a2β2(v3) + β3(v3))

v2 β2(v2)(β2(v2) + β3(v2))
v1 ((1 − a3

a2
)β1(v1) + β2(v1))((1 − a4

a2
)β1(v1) + β2(v1) + β3(v1))

v0 ((1 − a3
a2
)(β0(v0) + β1(v0)) + β2(v0))((1 − a4

a2
)(β0(v0) + β1(v0)) + β2(v0) + β3(v0))
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WP Coefficient of δHZ1
in (δHZ2

)2
unweighted β1 + 2β2 + β3

v4
a3
a2
(a4
a1
β1(v4) + (a4a1 + a4

a2
)β2(v4) + (a4a1 + a4

a2
−
a4
a3
)β3(v4))

v3
a3
a2
(a4
a1
β1(v3) + (a4a1 + a4

a2
)β2(v3) + β3(v3))

v2
a3
a2
(a4
a1
β1(v2) + (a4a3 + 1)β2(v2) + β3(v2))

v1
a3
a2
((a4

a3
−
a4
a2
+ 1)β1(v1) + (a4a3 + 1)β2(v1) + β3(v1))

v0
a3
a2
((1 − a4

a1
−
a4
a2
+
a4
a3
)β0(v0) + (1 − a4

a2
+
a4
a3
)β1(v0) + (1 + a4

a3
)β2(v0) + a4

a3
β3(v0))

We observe that for x ≥ v2, the coefficients of δHZ2
and δHZ1

are nonnegative at x. The

coefficient of δHZ2
is nonnegative at v1 only if χ (which is still assumed antidominant)

is highly singular—in fact, the entries of χ must satisfy a2 = a3 = a4. In this case,

aβ2 = aβ3 = 0, so βi(v1) = βi for i = 2,3, and we see that the weighted coefficient is the

same as the non-weighted coefficient. In contrast, the coefficient of δHZ1
is nonnegative at

v1 provided that a4
a3
−
a4
a2
+ 1 ≥ 0. This is equivalent to the condition 1

a2
−

1
a3
≤ 1
a4
. We see

that there are antidominant regular χ such that the coefficient of δHZ1
is nonnegative at v1.

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 [1] (AM). In particular, we interpret the positivity statement

in [1] precisely in terms of our parameters.

Let ε1, . . . , εm denote the standard basis of Cm. Set G = C× ×GLm, so n = m − 1 and

H = C×(m+1). Let x0, . . . , xm denote the standard basis of the character group Λ ≅ Zm+1

of H; as in the previous section, we sometimes denote the element ∑ cixi by (c0, . . . , cm).
The Weyl group W ≅ Sm acts on Λ; if w = (w1 . . . wm), then wx0 = x0, and wxi = xwi

for

i = 1, . . . ,m.

Let λ = (1, . . . ,1,0, . . . ,0) = x0 + x1 + ⋯ + xk. Let P = C∗ × P0, where P0 is the block

upper triangular subgroup of GLm with diagonal blocks of sizes k and m − k. We have

WP = Wλ = Sk × Sm−k, and WP is the set of permutations w = (w1, . . . ,wm) such that

w1 > w2 > ⋯ > wk and wk+1 > wk+2 > ⋯ > wm. Let {m
k
} denote the collection of k-element

subsets of {1, . . . ,m}. We identify WP with {m
k
} by the map I ∶ w ↦ {w1, . . . ,wk}.

The covering relations in WP are as follows. Let γ = xp − xq where p ∈ {1, . . . , k} and

q ∈ {k + 1, . . . ,m}. Then w = vrγ ⋖P v if and only if vp = vq + 1.

The group G acts transitively on the Grassmannian Gr(k,m) of k-planes in Cm, and

P is the stabilizer of the plane spanned by the first k coordinate vectors ε1, . . . , εk, so

G/P ≅ Gr(k,m). Under this isomorphism, the point wP corresponds to the plane spanned

by εw1
, . . . , εwk

. For later use, we remark that if P ′ = w0Pw
−1
0 , then P ′ is the block lower

triangular subgroup of GLm 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 ↦ gw0P
′, is an isomorphism compatible with the identifications

of G/P and G/P ′ with Gr(k,m).
Let χ = (a0, . . . , am), where for every w ∈WP , we have

aw = a0 + aw(1) +⋯+ aw(k) > 0, (5.11)

so (3.1) is satisfied. Then χ is antidominant if and only if

a1 ≤ a2 ≤ ⋯ ≤ am. (5.12)

The weighted Grassmannian is wGr(k,m) = S/Z. If we take χ0 = (1,0, . . . ,0), then

S0/Z ≅ G/P ≅ G0/P0 = Gr(k,m).
In this setting, the Chevalley formula takes a simple form. The only Schubert divisor

corresponds to uα, with α = αk = xk − xk+1. We can take ωα = λ = x0 + x1 +⋯ + xk. Then

for any v ∈W , we have vλ = x0 + xv1 + ⋯ + xvk . Similarly, av = a0 + av1 +⋯ + avk . Taking

γ = xp − xq where p ≤ k and q ≥ k + 1, we have λ ⋅ γ∨ = ωα ⋅ γ
∨ = 1. Corollary 4.6 applies, so

δHZuα
δHZv
= w0ωα(v)δHZv

+
aw0

av
∑
w⋖P v

δHZw
. (5.13)

We remark that since there is only one Schubert divisor, Lemma 4.2 implies that δHZuα
=

(w0λ)δHZw0

= w0λ.

We now explain the relation between our notation (GL) and the notation of [1] (AM).

Some of the notation of [1] is drawn from [29], where more explanation can be found. Abe

and Matsumura parametrize Schubert varieties in Gr(k,m) by λ = {λ1, . . . , λk} ∈ {mk}.
(Their use of the symbol λ 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

λ ∈ {m
k
} there is a plane, which we denote here by Fλ, spanned by the coordinate vectors

ελ1 , . . . , ελk . The B-orbit B ⋅ Fλ = Ω
0
λ ⊂ Gr(k,m) is a Schubert cell whose closure is the

Schubert variety Ωλ. In our notation, the point wP in G/P ≅ Gr(k,m) corresponds to the

plane spanned by εw1
, . . . , εwk

. Therefore, our Yw coincides with ΩI(w). Note that although

we view Yw = B ⋅wP ⊂ G/P , their terminology is consistent with the identification ΩI(w) =

B ⋅ I(w)w0P ′ ⊂ G/P ′, where P ′ = w0Pw
−1
0 as above. Thus, they denote by id the set

{n − k + 1, . . . , n} = I(w0), and by w0 the set {1, . . . , k} = I(k, . . . ,1,m, . . . , k + 1).
We identify the larger torus H with C∗×T0, while their torus is (in effect) T0 ×C

∗. We

have used χ = (a0, . . . , an) to denote the cocharacter defining the torus S, whereas they are

taking the quotient by a torus wD corresponding to a cocharacter (w1, . . . ,wn, a) (their
w does not denote an element of W ). In our notation, their cocharacter corresponds to

a0 = a and ai = wi for i = 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 [1]. In this table, λ = I(w). In this

table, the dwuv are as in (4.12), i.e., the structure constants with regard to the basis δHZw
.

Observe that the weighted root wuα of [1] corresponds to our α(w0), so our positivity

statement recovers theirs. Similarly, the Pieri-Chevalley formula (5.13) can be seen to

recover their Proposition 5.2.
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Table 1. A dictionary to [1]

GL AM
H K

χ = (a0, . . . , am) ρ = (a,w1, . . . ,wm)
S wD
T Tw
Z aPl(d,m)×
X wGr(d,m)

w ∈WP λ ∈ {m
d
}

w0 ∈W
P id ∈ {m

d
}

aw wλ
Yw0
= G/P Ωid = G/P ′

Yw = BwP /P Ωλ = B ⋅ I(w)w0P ′/P ′
P /P Ω(1,...,1,0,...,0)
Zw aΩλ
Xw wΩλ
δHZw

S̃λ = aS̃λ = wS̃λ
δHZuα

= w0λ aS̃div
dwuv wc̃νλµ

S(H∗) Q[z, y1, . . . , ym]
S(T∗) Q[yw1 , . . . , ywm]

α = xi − xj uα = yi − yj
α(w0) wuα
αi(w0) wui

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

Identifying WP with {4
2
}, we can depict (WP ,≤) as

{3,4}

{2,4}

{1,4} {2,3}

{1,3}

{1,2} .

s2

s1
s3

s3

s1

s2

(5.14)

The maximal element is w0 = {3,4}. As above, let {x0, . . . , x4} denote the standard basis

of H∗, and let yi = xi∣kerλ ∈ H∗λ. We have λ = x0+x1+x2, and S(H∗λ) = F[y0, . . . , y4]/⟨y0+
y1 + y2⟩. Thus, y0 = −(y1 + y2), and S(H∗λ)WP ≅ F[y1 + y2, y3 + y4]. We have S(H∗) =
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F[x0, . . . , x4] and S(H∗)W = F[x0, e1, . . . , e4], where ei is the i-th elementary symmetric

function in x1, . . . , x4. The map Hλ/W λ → H/W is not injective (for example, the points

Wλ(0,0,0,−1,1) andWλ(0,−1,1,0,0) are distinct inWλ/Hλ, but map to the same element

in H/W ). Hence S(H∗)W → S(H∗λ)WP is not surjective, so Lemma (5.1) does not apply.

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

Z{a,b} for the class δHZ{a,b} .

Class in H∗H(Z) Formula in S(H∗)⊗S(H∗)W S(H∗λ)Wλ

Z{3,4} 1
Z{2,4} w{3,4}λ = x0 + x3 + x4
Z{1,4} (x0 + x2)(x0 + x3 + x4) + x3x4 − y1y2
Z{2,3} (x4 − y1)(x4 − y2)
Z{1,3} (x0 + x2 + x3)(x4 − y1)(x4 − y2)
Z{1,2} (x3 − y1)(x4 − y1)(x3 − y2)(x4 − y2)

5.3. A Weighted Lagrangian. Let G = C× × Sp(4), where Sp(4) is the subgroup of

GL(2) preserving the symplectic form ω on C4 corresponding to the matrix [ 0 I

−I 0
];

here I is the 2 × 2 identity matrix. Let H = C∗ × T0, where T0 is the set of diagonal

matrices in Sp(4). In the notation of Section 3.1, we have m = n = 2. Let x0, x1, x2
denote the standard basis of H∗, and write (c0, c1, c2) for ∑ cixi. The root system Φ is

of type C2 and is described, for example, in [24]. We take as simple roots α1 = (0,1,−1)
and α2 = (0,0,2), with corresponding coroots α∨1 = (0,1,−1) and α∨2 = (0,0,1). The set

of dominant characters is Λ+ = {λ = (c0, c1, c2) ∈ Λ ∣ c1 ≥ c2 ≥ 0}. The Weyl group W is

identified with the set of signed permutations on 2 elements. Let P =C∗ ×P0, where P0 ⊂

Sp(4) is the stabilizer of the Lagrangian 2-plane in C4 spanned by the first 2 coordinate

vectors. Then Y = G/P = LG(2,4), the Grassmannian of Lagrangian 2-planes in C4. We

have WP = {1, rα1
} ≅ S2. Following the notation of [8] for signed permutations, we write

ā for −a. We have WP = {w0,w1,w2,w3}, where w0 = (1̄, 2̄), w1 = (1̄,2), w2 = (2̄,1),
w3 = (2,1). If we write Yk = Ywk

, then the Schubert variety Yk has codimension k in

Y . Let λ = (1,1,1) = ωα2
∈ Λ+. If w ∈ W , then wx0 = x0, and wxi = xw(i) for i = 1,2.

Let χ = (a0, a1, a2); then aw = a0 + aw(1) + aw(2); we assume χ is antidominant. In these

formulas, our convention is that xk̄ = −xk and ak̄ = −ak.

Let yi denote the restriction of xi to Hλ, so y0+y1+y2 = 0, and S(H∗λ) = F[y0, y1, y2]/⟨y0+
y1 + y2⟩ ≅ F[y1, y2]. Under this identification, the restriction homomorphism S(H∗) →
S(H∗λ) satisfies x0 ↦ −(y1 + y2), xi ↦ yi for i ≥ 1. The induced homomorphism S(H∗)W →
S(H∗λ)Wλ is the corresponding map F[x0, x21 + x22, x21x22] → F[y1 + y2, y1y2]. This map is

surjective, and one can show that the kernel is generated by ∏wiλ. It follows that

H∗H(Z) = F[x0, x1, x2]⟨w0λ ⋅w1λ ⋅w2λ ⋅w3λ⟩ . (5.15)
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The homomorphism k∗ ∶H∗H(Z) → ⊕w∈WP S(H∗wλ) from (3.27) is the natural map from

(5.15) to

F[x0, x1, x2]⟨w0λ⟩ ⊕
F[x0, x1, x2]⟨w1λ⟩ ⊕

F[x0, x1, x2]⟨w2λ⟩ ⊕
F[x0, x1, x2]⟨w3λ⟩ . (5.16)

We claim that

δHZ3
=
1

2
w2λ w1λ w0λ. (5.17)

Since k∗ is injective, it suffices to show that the left hand side and the right hand side have

the same image under k∗v for all v ∈W
P . If v ≠ w3, then k

∗
v takes both sides of (5.17) to 0, so

it suffices to show that k∗w3
δHZ3
= 1

2
w2λ w1λ w0λ in F[x0, x1, x2]/⟨w3λ⟩ = F[x0, x1, x2]/⟨λ⟩.

Observe that ψw3
∶ H∗T0 → H∗

Hw3λ
takes i∗w3

δT0
Y3

to k∗w3
δHZ3

. Since Y3 is the B-fixed point in

Y = G/P , i∗w3
δT0
Y3

is the product of the weights of TePY ≅ u
−, so

i∗w3
δT0
Y3
= −α2 ⋅ (α1 + α2)(2α1 +α2) = −4(x1 + x2)x1x2 ∈H∗T0 = F[x1, x2].

The map ψw3
∶ H∗T0 → H∗

Hw3λ
takes this element to its image in F[x0, x1, x2]/⟨λ⟩. Hence,

k∗w3
δHZ3
= −4(x1 + x2)x1x2 ∈ F[x0, x1, x2]/⟨λ⟩. In F[x0, x1, x2]/⟨λ⟩, we have the relation

x0 = −(x1 + x2), so in this ring, w2λ = x0 + x1 − x2 = −2x2, w1λ = x0 − x1 + x2 = −2x1, and

w0λ = x0 − x1 − x2 = −2(x1 + x2). The claim follows from these calculations.

Formulas for the remaining Schubert classes can be obtained using the formula ∂αδZw =

δZrαw , where α is a simple root such that w < rαw. Here ∂α denotes the divided difference

operator acting on H∗H , defined by the formula ∂αf =
rαf−f
α

for f ∈ H∗H . The resulting

formulas are recorded in the table below.

Class in H∗H(Z) Formula in F[x0, x1, x2]/(∏wkλ)
δZ0

1
δZ1

w0λ

δZ2

1
2
w1λ w0λ

δZ3

1
2
w2λ w1λ w0λ

Since λ = x0 + ωα2
, we can compute products with with the divisor class δHZ1

= δHZuα2

in

terms of negative simple roots at w0 using the version of the Chevalley formula given in

Remark 4.7. We briefly describe the inputs to the calculation. We have

aw0
= a0 − a1 − a2, aw1

= a0 − a1 + a2, aw2
= a0 + a1 − a2, aw3

= a0 + a1 + a2.

Let ci =
aw0

awi
. Because w ↦ aw is an increasing positive function on WP , we have 0 < c0 ≤

c1 ≤ c2 ≤ c3. The nonweighted case corresponds to a0 = 1, a1 = a2 = 0, and then each ci = 1.

Write βi = −αi for the negative simple roots, and βi = βi(w0). In computing δHZ1
δHZi

for

i = 0,1,2, there is only one root γ = γi which occurs in the Chevalley formula; this root

satisfies wirγi = wi+1. We have γ0 = 2x2 = α2; γ1 = x1+x2 = α1+α2; and γ2 = 2x1 = 2α1+α2.

The corresponding coroots are γ∨0 = x2 = α
∨
2 , γ

∨
1 = x1+x2 = α

∨
1 +2α

∨
2 , and γ

∨
2 = x1 = α

∨
1 +α

∨
2 .

Hence ωα2
⋅ γ∨0 = ωα2

⋅ γ∨2 = 1 and ωα2
⋅ γ∨1 = 2. Using these inputs, the Chevalley formula

yields the following table of products (we omit the product with δHZ0
, which is the identity
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element).

δHZ1
δHZ1
= c1(β2δ

H
Z1
+ 2δHZ2

)
δHZ1

δHZ2
= c2((2β1 + β2)δHZ2

+ δHZ3
)

δHZ1
δHZ3
= 2c3(β1 + β2)δHZ3

.

Using this table, one can compute the other products (δHZ2
)2, δHZ2

δHZ3
, and (δHZ3

)2. For

example,

(δHZ2
)2 = c2

2
(2β1 + β2)[2c2

c1
β1 + (c2

c1
− 1)β2]δHZ2

+
c2

2c1
[2(c2 + c3)β1 + (c2 + 2c3 − c1)β2]δHZ3

.

The non-weighted products are recovered by taking each ci = 1 and βi = βi.

The formulas for the products δTXi
δTXj

can be obtained from the corresponding H-

equivariant product formulas by inserting appropriate factors involving qwi
. We will

not write down the general formulas, but as an example, we provide the following ta-

ble recording the qwi
for a few χ: the entry (a0, a1, a2) is the cocharacter χ, and below

are the corresponding qwi
.

w ∈WP (8,−1,−1) (3,−1,0) (11,−4,3)
w0 1 1 1
w1 1 1 1
w2 1 2 2
w3 3 2 4
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