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ALGEBRA AND GEOMETRY OF ASM WEAK ORDER

LAURA ESCOBAR, PATRICIA KLEIN, AND ANNA WEIGANDT

Abstract. Much of modern Schubert calculus is centered on Schubert varieties in the
complete flag variety Fℓ(n) and on their classes in the integral cohomology ring H∗(Fℓ(n)).
Under the Borel isomorphism, these classes are represented by distinguished polynomials
called Schubert polynomials, introduced by Lascoux and Schützenberger. Schubert polyno-
mials form an additive basis of H∗(Fℓ(n)).

Knutson and Miller showed that Schubert polynomials are multidegrees of matrix Schu-
bert varieties, affine varieties introduced by Fulton, which are closely related to Schubert
varieties. Many roads to studying Schubert polynomials pass through unions and inter-
sections of matrix Schubert varieties. The third author showed that the natural indexing
objects of arbitrary intersections of matrix Schubert varieties are alternating sign matrices
(ASMs), which had previously enjoyed rich study in enumerative combinatorics and, as the
six-vertex ice model, in statistical mechanics. Intersections of matrix Schubert varieties are
now called ASM varieties. Every ASM variety is expressible as a union of matrix Schubert
varieties.

Many fundamental algebro-geometric invariants (e.g., codimension, degree, and Casteln-
uovo–Mumford regularity) are well understood combinatorially for matrix Schubert varieties,
substantially via the combinatorics of strong Bruhat order on Sn. The extension of strong
order to ASM(n), the set of n × n ASMs, has so far not borne as much algebro-geometric
fruit for ASM varieties.

Hamaker and Reiner proposed an extension of weak Bruhat order from Sn to ASM(n),
which they studied from a combinatorial perspective. In the present paper, we place this
work on algebro-geometric footing. We use weak order on ASMs to give a characterization
of codimension of ASM varieties. We also show that weak order operators commute with K-
theoretic divided difference operators and that they satisfy the same derivative formula that
facilitated the first general combinatorial computation of Castelnuovo–Mumford regularity
of matrix Schubert varieties. Finally, we build from these results to generalizations that
apply to arbitrary unions of matrix Schubert varieties.

1. Introduction

Schubert varieties in the complete flag variety are central objects of study within Schu-
bert calculus. The complete flag variety Fℓ(n) is the left quotient of GL(n) by the Borel
subgroup B− of lower triangular matrices. The Borel subgroup of upper triangular matrices
B+ acts on Fℓ(n) on the right by multiplication. The closures of the orbits under this action
are called Schubert varieties, which are indexed by permutations w ∈ Sn. The classes of
Schubert varieties form an additive basis for the integral cohomology ring of the complete
flag variety. Under the Borel isomorphism [Bor53], representatives of these classes are given
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by Schubert polynomials Sw, which were introduced by Lascoux and Schützenberger [LS82]
and defined directly from the combinatorics of the permutation w. Similarly, double Schu-
bert polynomials, which can also be defined combinatorially, are representatives of Schubert
classes in the torus-equivariant cohomology ring of Fℓ(n).

Knutson and Miller [KM05] showed that Schubert polynomials and double Schubert poly-
nomials also arise as multidegrees of Fulton’s matrix Schubert varieties, which are affine
varieties closely related to Schubert varieties [Ful92]. Given a Schubert variety Xw in Fℓ(n),
the associated matrix Schubert variety Xw is the Zariski closure of B−wB+ in the space
of n × n matrices, where w is interpreted as a permutation matrix. (For a description via
defining equations, see Section 2.) Because multidegrees are preserved under Gröbner de-
generation, Schubert polynomials can also be read from Gröbner degenerations of matrix
Schubert varieties, as Knutson and Miller did by using Bergeron and Billey’s [BB93] pipe
dreams to index antidiagonal initial varieties of matrix Schubert varieties. Recently, Klein
and Weigandt [KW23] gave a similar connection between diagonal initial schemes of matrix
Schubert varieties (which need not be reduced) and Lam, Lee, and Shimozono’s [LLS21]
bumpless pipe dreams.

A primary motivation in modern Schubert calculus is to understand the Schubert struc-
ture constants, i.e., the coefficients cwu,v arising in the expansion [Xu][Xv] =

∑
cwu,v[Xw] in the

integral cohomology ring of Fℓ(n). These coefficients coincide with those in the expansion
SuSv =

∑
cwu,vSw of a product of Schubert polynomials as a sum of other Schubert polyno-

mials. Several authors have understood special cases of this problem in terms of pipe dream
combinatorics (see, e.g., [Kog00, BB93, BHY19, HP23, Hua23]).

In order to further our understanding of this framework, we are motivated to study unions
and intersections of matrix Schubert varieties. This is true both because these unions and
intersections allow for inclusion-exclusion counting of multidegrees and also because unions
of matrix Schubert varieties arise naturally from Gröbner degenerations of matrix Schubert
varieties that are compatible with moves on bumpless pipe dreams [KW23].

Weigandt [Wei17] showed that alternating sign matrices, combinatorial objects with a
rich history in enumerative combinatorics (see, e.g., [MRR83, Zei96, Kup96] and citations
therein), are the indexing objects of arbitrary intersections of matrix Schubert varieties. For
this reason, we call an intersection of matrix Schubert varieties an alternating sign matrix
(ASM) variety.

Our broad goal within this program is to understand multidegrees of arbitrary unions and
intersections of matrix Schubert varieties in a manner that allows us to glean information
about Schubert structure constants. One step in this program is to understand basic invari-
ants of ASM varieties, such as codimension. Ultimately, one would want to be able to read
algebro-geometric invariants of the ASM variety XA from the ASM A with the same ease
that these invariants can be read for a matrix Schubert variety Xw from the permutation w,
as is done in [Ful92, RRW23, RRR+21, PY24], for example.

Traditionally, the combinatorial tool underpinning algebro-geometric inquiry into matrix
Schubert varieties has been strong (Bruhat) order, under which the lattice of ASMs emerges
as the MacNeille completion of Sn [LS96]. In assessing invariants of ASM varieties, this path
has proved difficult. In this present work, we lean instead on the combinatorics of weak
(Bruhat) order, a tack also taken in [PSW24] in their study of matrix Schubert varieties.
Hamaker and Reiner [HR20] proposed an extension of weak order from Sn to ASM(n),
the set of n × n ASMs, arguing for its naturality for combinatorial reasons. Terwilliger
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[Ter18] introduced a poset whose maximal chains are in bijection with ASMs. Hamaker and
Reiner showed that linear extensions of the weak order on ASM(n) give shelling orders on
Terwilliger’s poset.

In this paper, we present an algebro-geometric case that agrees with [HR20]’s conclusion.
Using their notion of ASM weak order, we show the following:

Theorem 1 (Theorem 3.17). The codimension of the ASM variety XA is equal to the min-
imum length of a saturated chain from the identity permutation to A in weak order.

Grothendieck polynomials correspond to representatives of the K-theory classes of Schu-
bert varieties. They are key ingredients in the known combinatorial formulas for Castelnuovo–
Mumford regularity of matrix Schubert varieties [RRR+21, RRW23, PSW24, DMSD24,
PY24, PS24b]. Grothendieck polynomials are known to satisfy K-theoretic divided dif-
ferent operators. We define ASM Grothendieck polynomials, extending the definition from
Grothendieck polynomials indexed by permutations, and show the following:

Theorem 2 (Theorem 4.5). ASM Grothendieck polynomials satisfy K-theoretic divided dif-
ference recurrences that are compatible with weak order on ASM(n).

We also show that weak order operators respect the components of an ASM variety (Propo-
sition 3.9), that saturated chains in weak order detect the components of ASM varieties
(Theorem 3.17), and that saturated chains in weak order reflect equidimensionality of ASM
varieties within a certain set (Proposition 3.20). We conjecture a similar statement on
the Cohen–Macaulay property (Conjecture 3.21). In Proposition 4.14, we show that ASM
Grothendieck polynomials satisfy the same derivative formula that gave rise to the first
combinatorial formula for Castelnuovo–Mumford regularity for arbitrary matrix Schubert
varieties [PSW24].

Finally, in Section 5, we generalize results from the prior sections of the paper on ASM(n)
to antichains in Sn, which are the indexing objects of arbitrary unions of matrix Schubert
varieties. These proofs use as base cases the results on ASMs themselves. This shows
that understanding ASMs not only gives a direct understanding of arbitrary intersections of
matrix Schubert varieties but also provides scaffolding to understand their arbitrary unions.

2. Preliminaries: Definitions and relations among algebra, geometry, and

combinatorics

In this section, we will define the set of n × n alternating sign matrices ASM(n). By
identifying permutations with their permutation matrices, we may view the symmetric group
Sn as a subset of ASM(n). We will define both strong (Bruhat) order and weak (Bruhat) order
on Sn and on ASM(n) from both an algebro-geometric perspective and from a combinatorial
perspective. Our focus throughout will be the relationships between these two perspectives.

Given m ≤ n ∈ Z, let [n] = {1, . . . , n} and let [m,n] = {m,m + 1, . . . , n − 1, n}. Fix
throughout this paper an arbitrary field κ.

2.1. Alternating sign matrices. An n×n alternating sign matrix (ASM) A = (Ai,j)
is an n× n matrix with entries in {−1, 0, 1} so that,

(1) for all i,m ∈ [n],
∑m

j=1Ai,j ∈ {0, 1},
(2) for all j,m ∈ [n],

∑m

i=1Ai,j ∈ {0, 1}, and
(3)

∑
(i,j)∈[n]×[n]Ai,j = n.
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These three conditions are equivalent to the conditions that the nonzero entries in each
row and column alternate in sign and sum to one. We write ASM(n) for the set of n × n
alternating sign matrices.

The symmetric group Sn is the group of bijections from [n] to [n] under composition. We
may also view Sn as the subset of ASM(n) consisting of the permutation matrices , i.e.,
the subset of ASM(n) with entries in {0, 1}. Specifically, if w ∈ Sn, we will associate to w the
permutation matrix Mw with 1’s in positions (i, w(i)) for all i ∈ [n] and 0’s elsewhere. We
caution the reader that for v, w ∈ Sn, we have Mvw = MwMv. Identifying an automorphism
of [n] with its permutation matrix, we will refer to either as an element of Sn. Given w ∈ Sn

we write ℓ(w) = |{(i, j) : i < j and w(i) > w(j)}| for the Coxeter length of w.

2.2. Alternating sign matrix varieties and strong order. To A ∈ ASM(n), we associate
its corner sum function rkA defined by rkA(i, j) =

∑
a∈[i],b∈[j]Aa,b for all i, j ∈ [n]. We

will often conflate rkA with the matrix (rkA(i, j))i,j∈[n]. It will also be convenient to define
rkA(i, j) = 0 if i = 0 or j = 0. We will use rkA to denote the corner sum function of A,
whether we are viewing its domain as [0, n]2 or [n]2 and trust that the appropriate domain
will be clear from context.

To each A ∈ ASM(n), there is an associated subvariety of affine n2-space constructed
using rkA. Let Mat(n) denote the set of n×n matrices with coefficients in the field κ. Given
M ∈ Mat(n) we write M[i],[j] for the restriction of M to the first i rows and j columns. The
ASM variety of A ∈ ASM(n) is

XA = {X ∈ Mat(n) : rk(M[i],[j]) ≤ rkA(i, j) for all i, j ∈ [n]}.

We let zi,j with i, j ∈ [n] denote the coordinates of Mat(n), S = κ[zi,j : i, j ∈ [n]], and
Z = (zi,j)i,j∈[n]. Let Ik(Z[i],[j]) ⊂ S be the ideal generated by the k-minors of Z[i],[j]. We
define

IA =
∑

i,j∈[n]

IrkA(i,j)+1(Z[i],[j]),

which we call the ASM ideal of A. Then XA = V(IA). By [Knu09, Section 7.2] and [Wei17,
Lemma 5.9], or [KW23, Lemma 2.6], IA is radical.

When A ∈ Sn, XA is called a matrix Schubert variety , and IA is called a Schubert
determinantal ideal . Matrix Schubert varieties were introduced by Fulton [Ful92], who
proved, for A ∈ Sn, that XA is irreducible and Cohen–Macaulay, that codim(XA) = ℓ(A),
and that IA is a prime ideal defining XA [Ful92, Theorem 3.3]. For further information on
matrix Schubert varieties and their connection to Schubert varieties, we refer the reader to
[Ful92, KM05].

We define strong (Bruhat) order on ASM(n) by the relation A ≤ B if and only if
XA ⊇ XB. We may also use corner sum functions to define strong order on ASM(n). We
record these equivalent definitions below.

Proposition 2.1. Let A,B ∈ ASM(n). The following are equivalent:

(1) XA ⊇ XB.
(2) IA ⊆ IB.
(3) rkA(i, j) ≥ rkB(i, j) for all i, j ∈ [n].

When these equivalent conditions are satisfied, we say A ≤ B in strong order.
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If A,B ∈ Sn, the strong order relation A ≤ B may also be described purely combinato-
rially. In order to state these equivalent characterizations, we recall some basic facts about
the combinatorics of the symmetric group.

The symmetric group Sn is generated by the simple reflections {s1, . . . , sn−1}, where
si ∈ Sn exchanges i and i+1 and leaves all other inputs fixed. The Coxeter length of w ∈ Sn

is equal to the least k ∈ Z≥0 so that w may be written as a product of k simple reflections.
A reduced word for w ∈ Sn is a sequence (i1, . . . , iℓ(w)) such that w = si1 · · · siℓ(w)

. Then
si1 · · · siℓ(w)

is called a reduced expression for w.
Given a permutation, we can represent it in either one-line notation or matrix form. The

one-line notation of w ∈ Sn is the sequence w(1)w(2) · · ·w(n), where, as is common, we
omit parentheses and commas.

We say u ≤ w in strong (Bruhat) order if some (equivalently, every) reduced word
for w contains a reduced word for u as a (not necessarily consecutive) substring; i.e., if
(i1, . . . , iℓ(w)) is a reduced word for w, then there is 1 ≤ j1 < j2 < · · · < jℓ(u) ≤ ℓ(w) so that
(ij1, . . . , ijℓ(u)) is a reduced word for u. The covering relations for strong order are of the
form u ≤ w if w = uti,j for some transposition ti,j = (i j) and ℓ(u) + 1 = ℓ(w).

From this combinatorial perspective, we could also characterize ASM(n) under strong
order as arising as from (specifically, as the MacNeille completion of) Sn under strong order
[LS96].

For the next propositions we need the concepts of meet and join. Given A1, . . . , Ak ∈
ASM(n), the join of {A1, . . . , Ak}, denoted A1 ∨ · · · ∨ Ak, or

∨
i∈[k]Ai, is the least upper

bound of {A1, . . . , Ak}, i.e.,

A1 ∨ · · · ∨ Ak = min{B ∈ ASM(n) : B ≥ Ai for all i ∈ [k]}.

The meet of {A1, . . . , Ak}, denoted by A1∧· · ·∧Ak, or
∧

i∈[k]Ai, is the greatest lower bound

of {A1, . . . , Ak}, i.e.,

A1 ∧ · · · ∧Ak = max{B ∈ ASM(n) : B ≤ Ai for all i ∈ [k]}.

A lattice is a poset for which every pair of elements has a well defined join and meet. A
lattice is complete if every subset of elements has a well defined join and meet. Necessarily,
finite lattices are complete.

Proposition 2.2 ([Wei17, Proposition 5.4]). If A,B1, . . . , Bk ∈ ASM(n) and A = B1∨ · · · ∨
Bk, then

(1) IA = IB1 + · · ·+ IBk
.

(2) XA = XB1 ∩ · · · ∩XBk
.

Although Proposition 2.2 shows intersections of arbitrary ASM varieties are again ASM
varieties, arbitrary unions of ASM varieties need not be. For instance, X213 ∪ X132 is not
an ASM variety. However, there is an analogous statement of Proposition 2.2 for unions of
ASM varieties that do happen to be another ASM variety.

Proposition 2.3. If A,B1, . . . , Bk ∈ ASM(n), A = B1 ∧ · · · ∧ Bk, and XB1 ∪ · · · ∪ XBk
is

an ASM variety, then

(1) IA = IB1 ∩ · · · ∩ IBk
.

(2) XA = XB1 ∪ · · · ∪XBk
.

Proposition 2.3 is immediate from the definitions of meet, union, and strong order.



6 LAURA ESCOBAR, PATRICIA KLEIN, AND ANNA WEIGANDT

For A ∈ ASM(n), let

Perm(A) = {w ∈ Sn : w ≥ A, and, if w ≥ v ≥ A for some v ∈ Sn, then w = v},

which we call the permutation set of A.

Proposition 2.4. [Wei17, Proposition 5.4] Let A ∈ ASM(n). Then IA =
⋂

w∈Perm(A) Iw
is the minimal prime decomposition of the radical ideal IA. Consequently, codim(XA) =
min{ℓ(w) : w ∈ Perm(A)}.

2.3. Weak (Bruhat) order. We now recall facts about weak order on ASM(n), which was
introduced by Hamaker and Reiner in [HR20]. Hamaker and Reiner gave their definition in
terms of objects called monotone triangles, which are combinatorially equivalent to ASMs.
(In [EKW], the authors will develop further connections between the presentation in the
current paper and monotone triangles.) For our purposes, we will find it more convenient to
work in terms of ASMs and corner sum functions.

In order to define weak order, we introduce a sublattice of ASM(n).

Definition 2.5. Given A ∈ ASM(n) and i ∈ [n− 1], let

πi(A) = min{B ∈ ASM(n) : rkA(a, b) = rkB(a, b) for all a, b ∈ [n] with a 6= i}.

It is not obvious from Definition 2.5 that πi is well defined, i.e., that a unique minimum
of the given set necessarily exists. We delay the proof of this fact until Section 2.4, where it
will appear as Lemma 2.9. More direct means for computing πi(A) are developed in [EKW].

When w ∈ Sn, then πi(w) =

{
w if w(i) < w(i+ 1)

wsi if w(i) > w(i+ 1)
(see [HR20, Remark 3.3]).

Example 2.6. Consider the matrices A,B ∈ ASM(5) satisfying w = 31524 > A > B >
31254 = ws3 ∈ ASM(5), written below with 0 entries recorded as blank squares. Then
31254 = π3(31254) = π3(B) = π3(A) = π3(31524). The reader may wish to keep this example
in mind when considering the sublattice discussed in Lemma 2.9 and when considering the
relationship between strong order and weak order operators in Theorem 3.6. We will also
return to it in Example 2.18.

w:

1

1

1

1

1 A:

1

1

1

1

−1

1

1

B:

1

1

1

1

−1

1

−1

1

1

ws3:

1

1

1

1

1

♦

We say that A ∈ ASM(n) has a descent at i ∈ [n − 1] (or that i is a descent of A) if
πi(A) 6= A. Note that in this case, πi(A) < A. If πi(A) = A or if i = n, then we say that A
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has an ascent at i (or that i is an ascent of A). We define weak order � on ASM(n) to
be the transitive closure of the covering relations πi(A) ≺ A with i a descent of A.

Note that weak order refines strong order ([HR20, Remark 3.5]), from which it follows
that the transitive closure is well defined. The weak order operators πi satisfy commutation
and braid relations [HR20, Proposition 3.2]. That is πi ◦ πj = πj ◦ πi when |i − j| > 1 and
πi ◦ πi+1 ◦ πi = πi+1 ◦ πi ◦ πi+1. Furthermore, they are idempotent, i.e., π2

i = πi.
As was the case with strong order, we may characterize weak order on Sn purely in terms

of the combinatorics of Sn, without reference to corner sum functions. Given w, v ∈ Sn we
say that u � w if w = uv for some v ∈ Sn so that ℓ(w) = ℓ(u) + ℓ(v). We call � the weak
(Bruhat) order or on Sn. Equivalently, u � w if there is some reduced word (i1, . . . , iℓ(w))
for w so that (i1, . . . , iℓ(u)) is a reduced word for u. Note that this is the transitive closure
of the covering relations u � w if w = usi for some i ∈ [n− 1] and ℓ(w) = ℓ(u) + 1.

Sn under weak order already forms a lattice [Bjö84]. For that reason, we cannot view weak
order on ASM(n) as canonically induced from weak order on Sn in the same way that we saw
strong order on ASM(n) as induced from strong order on Sn. However, Hamaker and Reiner
[HR20] gave a combinatorial case that the extension of weak order from Sn to ASM(n) that
they choose, which is the one that we use here, is the natural one. For algebro-geometric
reasons, we agree. The present paper constitutes our argument for the position.

2.4. Preliminaries: Functional Lemmas. The map A 7→ rkA is injective. Robbins and
Rumsey characterized the corner sum functions that arise from ASMs:

Lemma 2.7 ([RR86, Lemma 1]). Let M : [0, n] × [0, n] → Z be a function. There exists
A ∈ ASM(n) such that M = rkA if and only if M satisfies:

(1) M(i, 0) = M(0, i) = 0 for all i ∈ [n],
(2) M(i, n) = M(n, i) = i for all i ∈ [n], and
(3) M(i, j)−M(i− 1, j),M(i, j)−M(i, j − 1) ∈ {0, 1} for all i, j ∈ [n].

Under strong order, ASM(n) forms a complete lattice. Indeed, Lascoux and Schützenberger
[LS96, Lemme 5.4] showed that ASM(n) is the smallest lattice which contains the symmetric
group under strong order as a subposet. In particular, we have the following:

Lemma 2.8. Fix U ⊆ ASM(n). Write B =
∨

A∈U A and C =
∧

A∈U A. Then

rkB(i, j) = min{rkA(i, j) : A ∈ U}

and
rkC(i, j) = max{rkA(i, j) : A ∈ U}

for all i, j ∈ [n].

Proof. By induction, we assume |U | = 2. One may verify that, for A1, A2 ∈ ASM(n),
M = (min{rkA1(i, j), rkA2(i, j)})

n
i,j=1 and N = (max{rkA1(i, j), rkA2(i, j)})

n
i,j=1 satisfy the

three conditions of Lemma 2.7, from which it follows that there exist B̃, C̃ ∈ ASM(n) so that

rkB̃ = M and rkC̃ = N . It is clear that B̃ ≥ A1, A2 and that no B′ < B̃ satisfies B′ ≥ A1, A2.

Similarly, C̃ ≤ A1, A2 and no C ′ < C̃ satisfies C ′ ≤ A1, A2. Hence, B = B̃ and C = C̃. �

We are now prepared to give the lemma required to see that Definition 2.5 is well defined.

Lemma 2.9. Let A ∈ ASM(n) and fix i ∈ [n− 1]. The set

U = {B ∈ ASM(n) : rkA(a, b) = rkB(a, b) for all a, b ∈ [n] with a 6= i}
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is a sublattice of ASM(n).

Proof. It is enough to verify that joins and meets of any two elements in U are also in U .
This follows immediately by the definition of U and Lemma 2.8. �

Let A ∈ ASM(n). We say that (i, j) is an inversion of A if

j∑

k=1

Ai,k =
i∑

l=1

Al,j = 0.

We write inv(A) for the set of inversions of A. When A ∈ Sn, then |inv(A)| is the Coxeter
length (also known as the inversion number) of A. Using the term “inversion” for ASMs in
this way was first done in [MRR83] and is now standard in the literature.

We introduce notation for the set of positions of −1’s of A, namely

N(A) = {(i, j) : Ai,j = −1}.

Notice that N(A) ⊆ inv(A). The Rothe diagram of A ∈ ASM(n) is

D(A) = {(i, j) : (i, j) is an inversion of A and Ai,j = 0}.

In particular, inv(A) = N(A) ⊔D(A).
We remark that when A ∈ Sn, |D(A)| = ℓ(A) = codim(XA). However, for A ∈ ASM(n)−

Sn, necessarily D(A) ( inv(A), and codim(XA) may be less than |D(A)|, greater than
|inv(A)|, or between the two numbers (see, e.g., the examples at the top of Page 21 of
[HR20], interpreted through the lens of Theorem 3.17).

Remark 2.10. It is, however, quite often the case that |D(A)| ≤ codim(XA); precisely, the
inequality holds for all elements of ASM(n) for n ≤ 7 and for all but 9 of the 10, 850, 216
elements of ASM(8). One of those 9 elements is

A =




0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0
0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0 −1 0 0 1
1 0 0 −1 0 0 1 0
0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0
0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0
0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0




,

which satisfies |D(A)| = 17 and codim(XA) = 16.

The essential set of A is

ess(A) = {(i, j) ∈ inv(A) : (i+ 1, j), (i, j + 1) /∈ inv(A)}.

We call an element of ess(A) an essential cell of A.
We will see a poset theoretic significance of the essential set in Lemma 2.19. The essential

set derives its name from Fulton’s result [Ful92, Lemma 3.10] in that it records the rank
conditions that are essential for determining Schubert determinantal ideals, a result extended
to all ASM ideals by Weigandt [Wei17, Lemma 5.9]. Specifically,

IA =
∑

(i,j)∈ess(A)

IrkA(i,j)+1(Z[i],[j]).
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Example 2.11. Let A =




0 0 1 0
1 0 −1 1
0 1 0 0
0 0 1 0


 . Then D(A) = {(1, 1), (1, 2)}, N(A) = {(2, 3)},

inv(A) = D(A) ∪ N(A), and ess(A) = {(1, 2), (2, 3)}. To visualize these sets, we draw a
picture as below. See [Wei21, Section 3.1] for a detailed explanation. By a mild abuse of
notation, we will tend to refer to this picture as the Rothe diagram.

Note

IA = I1
(
z1,1 z1,2

)
+ I2

(
z1,1 z1,2 z1,3
z2,1 z2,2 z2,3

)
. ♦

The following lemma gives a description of the inversion set and essential set in terms of
the rank function.

Lemma 2.12. Let A ∈ ASM(n) and (i, j) ∈ [n]× [n]. Then

(1) (i, j) ∈ inv(A) if and only if

rkA(i, j) = rkA(i, j − 1) = rkA(i− 1, j), and

(2) (i, j) ∈ ess(A) if and only if

rkA(i, j) = rkA(i, j − 1) = rkA(i− 1, j) = rkA(i, j + 1)− 1 = rkA(i+ 1, j)− 1.

Proof. (1) This follows from [Wei21, Lemma 3.5].
(2) This is immediate from part (1) and the definition of ess(A). �

A permutation is bigrassmannian if it has a unique essential cell. There is a bijection
between bigrassmannian permutations in Sn and triples (i, j, r) which satisfy the following
conditions:

(1) 1 ≤ i, j,
(2) 0 ≤ r < min(i, j), and
(3) i+ j − r ≤ n.

We map such a triple to the unique bigrassmannian permutation u ∈ Sn with ess(u) = {(i, j)}
and rku(i, j) = r. We will write [(i, j), r]b for the bigrassmannian permutation mapped to by
the triple (i, j, r). Specifically, if 1k denotes a k×k identity matrix, then the bigrassmannian
u is, in block matrix form,




1r 0 0 0
0 0 1i−r 0
0 1j−r 0 0
0 0 0 1n−i−j+r


 .

Note that the bigrassmannian permutations are exactly those whose matrix Schubert
varieties are classical determinantal varieties, up to affine factors.
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Example 2.13. In S5, we have [(3, 4), 2]b is the unique permutation u whose essential set is
exactly {(3, 4)} and which satisfies rku(3, 4) = 2, i.e., [(3, 4), 2]b = 12534, or, in matrix form,

[(3, 4), 2]b =




1 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 1
0 0 1 0 0
0 0 0 1 0




. ♦

Lemma 2.14. Let u ∈ Sn be the bigrassmannian permutation [(i, j), r]b. Then

(1) u = ∧{A ∈ ASM(n) : rkA(i, j) ≤ r}, and
(2) if A ∈ ASM(n) so that rkA(i, j) ≤ r then u ≤ A.

Proof. For a proof of Part (1), see [BS17, Theorem 30]. Part (2) is immediate from part
(1). �

Lemma 2.15. Let A ∈ ASM(n), and let {u1, . . . , uk} = {[(i, j), rkA(i, j)]b : (i, j) ∈ ess(A)},
i.e., the bigrassmannian permutations corresponding to the essential cells of A. Then

(1) A = ∨{u1, . . . , uk},
(2) IA = Iu1 + · · ·+ Iuk

, and
(3) XA = Xu1 ∩ · · · ∩Xuk

.

Proof. For Part (1), by [Wei17, Proposition 3.11], {[(i, j), rkA(i, j)]b : (i, j) ∈ ess(A)} is
set of bigrassmannian permutations which are maximal among those below A in strong
order. Thus, the statement A = ∨{[(i, j), rkA(i, j)]b : (i, j) ∈ ess(A)} follows from [LS96,
Proposition 2.4] and [LS96, Lemma 5.4].

Parts (2) and (3) follow from Part (1) together with Proposition 2.2. �

Example 2.16. Returning to the ASM A from Example 2.11 and taking u1 = 3124 and u2 =
1423, the reader may verify IA = Iu1 + Iu2 . To see that u1 and u2 are both bigrassmannian
permutations, note that 3124 = [(1, 2), 0]b and 1423 = [(2, 3), 1]b. ♦

Lemma 2.17. Let A ∈ ASM(n), and suppose that (i, j) ∈ ess(A). Let f : [n]× [n] → [0, n]
be the function

f(a, b) =

{
f(a, b) = rkA(a, b) if (a, b) 6= (i, j)

f(i, j) = rkA(i, j) + 1.

Then there exists B ∈ ASM(n) so that rkB = f . Specifically,

Ba,b =





Aa,b if (a, b) /∈ {(i, j), (i+ 1, j), (i, j + 1), (i+ 1, j + 1)}

Aa,b + 1 if (a, b) ∈ {(i, j), (i+ 1, j + 1)}

Aa,b − 1 if (a, b) ∈ {(i+ 1, j), (i, j + 1)}.

Proof. This is a simple exercise from the definitions of ASM and corner sum functions. See,
for example, [BS17, Lemma 2] for further details. �

Example 2.18. Returning to Example 2.6, note that rkA(a, b) = rkw(a, b) for all (a, b) 6= (3, 4)
and that rkA(3, 4) = rkw(3, 4) + 1. Similarly, B is obtained from A by modifying the rank
function at (3, 2), and ws3 obtained from B by modifying the rank function at (3, 3). We
repeat these four ASMs below, this time recorded via their Rothe diagrams to facilitate
identifying their essential cells.
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w: A:

B: ws3:

♦

Lemma 2.19. Let A,B ∈ ASM(n). Then A covers B in strong order if and only if there
exists (i, j) ∈ ess(A) so that rkA(a, b) = rkB(a, b) for all (a, b) 6= (i, j) and rkA(i, j) + 1 =
rkB(i, j).

Proof. (⇒) Suppose A covers B in strong order. If rkA(i, j) = rkB(i, j) for all (i, j) ∈ ess(A),
then, by Lemma 2.14, we have that B ≥ [(i, j), rkA(i, j)]b for all (i, j) ∈ ess(A). Thus,
B ≥ ∨{[(i, j), rkA(i, j)]b : (i, j) ∈ ess(A)}. By Lemma 2.15,

A = ∨{[(i, j), rkA(i, j)]b : (i, j) ∈ ess(A)} ≤ B ≤ A.

Thus B = A, which is a contradiction.
Because A ≥ B, we know rkA(i, j) ≤ rkB(i, j) for all (i, j) ∈ [n]× [n]. Hence, there exists

some (r, s) ∈ ess(A) so that rkA(r, s) < rkB(r, s). Let C be the ASM obtained from A and
(r, s) using Lemma 2.17. By construction, B ≤ C < A, and C has a rank function of the
desired form. Because A covers B, B = C.
(⇐) Let A,B ∈ ASM(n) and suppose there exists (i, j) ∈ ess(A) so that rkA(a, b) = rkB(a, b)
for all (a, b) 6= (i, j) and rkA(i, j) + 1 = rkB(i, j). This implies A > B, and it is clear that it
is a covering relation. �

3. Components and codimension of XA in terms of the weak order poset

In this section, we will relate algebro-geometric properties of ASM varieties to the poset
ASM(n) under weak order. Our main goals are to show that the weak order operators πi

respect strong order (Theorem 3.6) and to give the codimension of an ASM variety in terms
of the weak order poset (Theorem 3.17).

3.1. Compatibility of weak order operators and strong order.

Lemma 3.1. Let A ∈ ASM(n), and suppose that (i, j) is an essential cell of A. Let B be the
ASM so that rkB(i, j) = rkA(i, j) + 1 and rkB(a, b) = rkA(a, b) for all (a, b) 6= (i, j). Then
πi(A) = πi(B).

Proof. By Lemma 2.17, the ASM B in the statement of the present lemma exists. Because
A and B only differ in row i,

{C ∈ ASM(n) : rkA(a, b) = rkC(a, b) for all a, b ∈ [n] with a 6= i} =

{C ∈ ASM(n) : rkB(a, b) = rkC(a, b) for all a, b ∈ [n] with a 6= i}.
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Thus, by definition, πi(A) = πi(B). �

For an example, we again direct the reader to Example 2.6 (or Example 2.18).

Lemma 3.2. Let A ∈ ASM(n). Then i is a descent of A if and only if there is an essential
cell in row i of A.

Proof. Let A ∈ ASM(n). (⇒) Suppose that i is a descent of A. Then πi(A) < A, which
implies that πi(A) can be obtained from A via a sequence of strong order covers πi(A) = A0 <
A1 < · · · < Ak = A with k ≥ 1. By Lemma 2.19, the covering relation Ak−1 < A requires
the existence of some (a, b) ∈ ess(A) such that rkA(a, b) < rkAk−1

(a, b). Then necessarily
rkA(a, b) < rkπi(A)(a, b). If A does not have an essential cell in row i, then a 6= i and rkA and
rkπi(A) differ outside of row i, in violation of the definition of πi(A).
(⇐) Suppose A has an essential cell in row i. By Lemma 3.1, there exists B < A with
πi(A) = πi(B). Then πi(A) = πi(B) ≤ B < A, as desired. �

Note that Lemma 3.2 implies that any A ∈ ASM(n) with an essential cell in each row from
1 to n − 1 is a maximal element with respect to weak order. For example, the 9 maximal
elements of ASM(4) are




0 1 0 0
1 −1 1 0
0 1 −1 1
0 0 1 0


 ,




0 1 0 0
0 0 1 0
1 0 −1 1
0 0 1 0


 ,




0 0 1 0
0 1 0 0
1 0 −1 1
0 0 1 0


 ,




0 0 1 0
0 1 0 0
1 −1 0 1
0 1 0 0


 ,




0 1 0 0
1 −1 0 1
0 0 1 0
0 1 0 0


 ,




0 0 1 0
0 1 −1 1
1 −1 1 0
0 1 0 0


 ,




0 0 0 1
0 1 0 0
1 −1 1 0
0 1 0 0


 ,




0 0 1 0
0 1 −1 1
0 0 1 0
1 0 0 0


 , and




0 0 0 1
0 0 1 0
0 1 0 0
1 0 0 0


 .

This situation stands in contrast to that of weak order on Sn, in which the only top element
is w0 = nn− 1 . . . 1.

It will be shown in [EKW] that A ∈ ASM(n) is maximal with respect to weak order if and
only if it has an essential cell in each row from 1 to n− 1.

Lemma 3.3. Suppose A,B,C ∈ ASM(n) so that A = B ∨ C (equivalently, IA = IB + IC).
If i is a descent of A, then i is a descent of B or i is a descent of C.

Proof. Suppose i is a descent of A. Then by Lemma 3.2, A has an essential cell in row i,
say at position (i, j). For convenience, write rkA(i, j) = k. Since (i, j) is an essential cell, by
Lemma 2.12 we have rkA(i+1, j) = rkA(i, j+1) = k+1 and rkA(i−1, j) = rkA(i, j−1) = k.
Because A = B ∨ C, we know from Lemma 2.8 that

(3.1) rkA(a, b) = min (rkB(a, b), rkC(a, b)) for all a, b ∈ [n].

Thus, rkB(i, j) = k or rkC(i, j) = k. Without loss of generality, assume rkB(i, j) = k. From
Equation (3.1) and rkA(i + 1, j) = rkA(i, j + 1) = k + 1, we have rkB(i + 1, j), rkB(i, j +
1) ≥ k + 1. From Lemma 2.7, rkB(i + 1, j), rkB(i, j + 1) ≤ k + 1. Hence rkB(i + 1, j) =
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rkB(i, j + 1) = k + 1. Again by Equation (3.1), rkB(i − 1, j), rkB(i, j − 1) ≥ k. But also
rkB(i− 1, j), rkB(i, j − 1) ≤ rkB(i, j) = k, and so rkB(i− 1, j) = rkB(i, j − 1) = k Applying
Lemma 2.12 again, we conclude that (i, j) is an essential cell of B as well. The result now
follows from Lemma 3.2. �

Proposition 3.4. Suppose A,B1, . . . , Bk ∈ ASM(n) so that A = B1∨· · ·∨Bk. Let i ∈ [n−1].

Then πi(A) = πi(B1)∨· · ·∨πi(Bk). Equivalently, if IA =
∑k

j=1 IBj
, then Iπi(A) =

∑k

j=1 Iπi(Bj ).

Proof. We proceed by induction on k. If k = 1 there is nothing to show. Suppose k = 2. For
convenience, we write C = πi(B1) ∨ πi(B2). It follows from Lemma 2.8 that rkπi(A) agrees
with rkC outside of row i. As such, πi(C) = πi(A). If C 6= πi(A), then Lemma 3.3 implies
that i is a descent of πi(B1) or of πi(B2), which contradicts Lemma 3.2. Thus, C = πi(A) as
desired.

Now assume k > 2. Then because A = (B1 ∨ · · · ∨ Bk−1) ∨ Bk, we apply the inductive
hypothesis twice and obtain

πi(A) = πi(B1 ∨ · · · ∨ Bk−1) ∨ πi(Bk)

= (πi(B1) ∨ · · · ∨ πi(Bk−1)) ∨ πi(Bk)

= πi(B1) ∨ · · · ∨ πi(Bk).

The final statement follows from Proposition 2.2. �

Remark 3.5. The statements corresponding to Lemma 3.3 and Proposition 3.4 pertaining

to meets rather than joins are false. For example, A =




0 1 0 0
1 −1 1 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 0 1


 = 2341∧ 3124 has a

descent at 2 while neither 2341 nor 3124 does. Then 2134 = π2(A) 6= π2(2341)∧π2(31254) =
2341 ∧ 3124.

Theorem 3.6. Let A,B ∈ ASM(n) so that A ≤ B. Let i ∈ [n − 1]. Then πi(A) ≤ πi(B).
Equivalently, if IA ⊆ IB, then Iπi(A) ⊆ Iπi(B).

Proof. Because A ≤ B, A ∨ B = B. By Proposition 3.4, we have πi(A) ∨ πi(B) = πi(B).
This implies πi(A) ≤ πi(B). �

In the case that A,B ∈ Sn, Theorem 3.6 follows by a routine application of the Lifting
Property for permutations ([BB05, Proposition 2.2.7]).

3.2. Components of Xπi(A). Our next goal is to write Iπi(A) as an intersection of Schubert
determinantal ideals, allowing some potential redundancies.

Lemma 3.7. Let A ∈ ASM(n) and i ∈ [n− 1]. If v ∈ Perm(πi(A)), then v has an ascent at
i.

Proof. Suppose that v has a descent at i. Then πi(v) < v. Applying Theorem 3.6 to πi(A) ≤
v, we obtain πi(A) = πi(πi(A)) ≤ πi(v), and so v /∈ Perm(πi(A)), a contradiction. �

Lemma 3.8. If πi(A) ≤ v and v has an ascent at i, then A ≤ vsi.

Proof. Write A = u1 ∨ · · · ∨ uk for bigrassmannian permutations uj, which we know we can
do by Lemma 2.15. By Proposition 3.4, πi(A) = πi(u1) ∨ · · · ∨ πi(uk). Thus the assumption
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πi(A) ≤ v implies πi(uj) ≤ v for all j ∈ [k]. By the definition of join, A ≤ vsi if and only if
uj ≤ vsi for all j ∈ [k], and so it suffices to show the latter.

Fix j ∈ [k]. Because v has an ascent at i, v < vsi. Thus, if uj has an ascent at i, then
uj = πi(uj) ≤ v < vsi. If uj has a descent at i, then we have ujsi = πi(uj) ≤ v < vsi. Since
vsi has a descent at i and ujsi has an ascent at i, uj ≤ vsi by the Lifting Property [BB05,
Proposition 2.2.7]. �

Proposition 3.9. Let A ∈ ASM(n). Write IA = Iw1 ∩ · · · ∩ Iwr
with wj ∈ Sn. Then

Iπi(A) = Iπi(w1)∩ · · ·∩ Iπi(wr). In particular, Perm(πi(A)) consists of the minimal elements of
{πi(w) : w ∈ Perm(A)}.

Proof. Because IA ⊆ Iwi
for each i ∈ [r], Iπi(A) ⊆ Iπi(w1) ∩ · · · ∩ Iπi(wr) by Theorem 3.6. For

the other containment, because Iπi(A) =
⋂

w∈Perm(πi(A)) Iw, it suffices to show Perm(πi(A)) ⊆

{πi(u) : u ∈ Perm(A)}. Fix v ∈ Perm(πi(A)), in which case πi(A) ≤ v. By Lemma 3.7, v
has an ascent at i, and so A ≤ vsi by Lemma 3.8. Hence, there exists some u ∈ Perm(A)
satisfying A ≤ u ≤ vsi.

Then πi(A) ≤ πi(u) ≤ πi(vsi) = v by Theorem 3.6. By the assumption v ∈ Perm(πi(A)),
πi(u) = v, and so v ∈ {πi(u) : u ∈ Perm(A)}.

The final sentence follows from the previous together with Proposition 2.4. �

Remark 3.10. We note that a statement more general than Proposition 3.9 also holds.
For A ∈ ASM(n), if IA =

⋂
j∈[t] IBj

, then Iπi(A) =
⋂

j∈[t] Iπi(Bj). By expanding each IBj

as an intersection of Schubert determinantal ideals, this equality is an easy corollary of
Proposition 3.9.

Returning to the setting of Remark 3.5 with A = 2341 ∧ 3124, we can see that Propo-
sition 3.9 does not extend to the setting of arbitrary meets. Specifically, Iπ2(A) = I2134 6=
I2341 ∩ I3124 = Iπ2(2341) ∩ Iπ2(3124). In this sense, we understand Proposition 3.9 to be an
intrinsically algebro-geometric proposition about ASM varieties in their capacity as unions
of matrix Schubert and not a statement about meets in the lattice ASM(n).

Remark 3.11. It is not in general true that Perm(πi(A)) = {πi(u) : u ∈ Perm(A)} because
some Iπi(wj) may be redundant in the intersection even if Iwj

is not. For example, if

A =



0 1 0
1 −1 1
0 1 0


 ,

then IA = I231 ∩ I312. Then π2(A) = 213 = π2(231), and π2(312) = 312. Then Iπ2(A) =
Iπ2(231) ∩ Iπ2(312) = Iπ2(231), so π2(312) /∈ Perm(π2(A)).

Corollary 3.12. If w ∈ Perm(A) and i is a descent of w, then πi(w) ∈ Perm(πi(A)).

Proof. Write Perm(A) = {w1, . . . , wr}, and assume w = wr. By Proposition 3.9, πi(wr) ∈
Perm(πi(A)) unless there exists j ∈ [r − 1] so that πi(wj) < πi(wr). Fix j ∈ [r − 1], and
suppose for contradiction that πi(wj) < πi(wr). If i is not a descent of wj, then wj =
πi(wj) < πi(wr) < wr. If wj does have a descent at i, then wjsi = πi(wj) < πi(wr) = wrsi.
Because both wj and wr have descents at i, both wjsi and wrsi have ascents at i. Hence
wjsi < wrsi implies wj < wr. In both cases, then, we have concluded that wj < wr, which
contradicts the assumption wj, wr ∈ Perm(A) because distinct elements of Perm(A) must be
incomparable. �
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Corollary 3.13. Let A ∈ ASM(n) and i ∈ [n − 1]. If i is a descent of w for some
w ∈ Perm(A) with ℓ(w) = codim(XA), then codim(Xπi(A)) = codim(XA) − 1. Otherwise,
codim(Xπi(A)) = codim(XA). In particular, codim(XA)− codim(Xπi(A)) ∈ {0, 1}.

Proof. For any w ∈ Sn, ℓ(w)−ℓ(πi(w)) ∈ {0, 1}. By Proposition 3.9, Perm(πi(A)) consists of
the minimal elements of {πi(w) : w ∈ Perm(A)}. Then by Proposition 2.4, codim(Xπi(A)) =
min{ℓ(πi(w)) : w ∈ Perm(A)}. Thus codim(Xπi(A)) ≥ codim(XA)− 1.

Suppose that there exists some u ∈ Perm(A) with ℓ(u) = codim(XA) such that i is
a descent of w. Then codim(Xπi(A)) ≤ ℓ(πi(u)) = ℓ(u) − 1 = codim(XA) − 1. Hence
codim(Xπi(A)) = codim(XA)− 1.

Alternatively, suppose that i is an ascent of u for all u ∈ Perm(A) satisfying ℓ(u) =
codim(XA). Then ℓ(πi(u)) = ℓ(u) = codim(XA) for all such u, and so codim(Xπi(A)) ≤
codim(XA). If v ∈ Perm(A) so that ℓ(v) 6= codim(XA), then ℓ(v) > codim(XA), and
so ℓ(πi(v)) ≥ codim(XA). Hence, min{ℓ(πi(w)) : w ∈ Perm(A)} ≥ codim(XA). Thus
codim(Xπi(A)) = codim(XA). �

Corollary 3.14. Let A ∈ ASM(n) and i ∈ [n− 1]. If codim(Xπi(A)) = codim(XA)− 1, then

{u ∈ Perm(πi(A)) : ℓ(u) = codim(Xπi(A))}

= {wsi : w ∈ Perm(A), ℓ(w) = codim(XA), w > wsi}.

Proof. Combine Proposition 2.4, Proposition 3.9, and Corollary 3.13. �

Corollary 3.15. Let A ∈ ASM(n) and i ∈ [n − 1]. Then i is a descent of A if and only if
there exists w ∈ Perm(A) so that i is a descent of w.

Proof. Suppose that i is an ascent of w for all w ∈ Perm(A). Then by Proposition 2.4 and
Proposition 3.9,

Iπi(A) =
⋂

w∈Perm(A)

Iπi(w) =
⋂

w∈Perm(A)

Iw = IA,

which is to say that i is an ascent of A.
Conversely, suppose that i is a descent of w for some w ∈ Perm(A). By Corollary 3.12,

πi(w) ∈ Perm(πi(A)). Because πi(w) < w ∈ Perm(A) and elements of Perm(A) are incom-
parable, πi(w) /∈ Perm(A). Hence, A 6= πi(A), and so i is a descent of A. �

Corollary 3.16. Let A ∈ ASM(n), and assume that A is not the identity element of Sn.
Then there exists i ∈ [n− 1] so that codim(Xπi(A)) = codim(XA)− 1.

Proof. Because A is not the identity element of Sn, there exists some non-identity w ∈
Perm(A) satisfying ℓ(w) = codim(XA). Because w is not the identity, w has at least one
descent i ∈ [n− 1]. By Corollary 3.13, codim(Xπi(A)) = codim(XA)− 1. �

3.3. Codimension and components via weak order chains. Let A ∈ ASM(n), and
let e denote the identity element of Sn. Given a saturated weak order chain e = A0 ≺
A1 ≺ · · · ≺ Ak = A, we may encode the chain by the tuple (a1, . . . , ak) ∈ [n − 1]k where
Ai−1 = πai(Ai) for all i ∈ [k]. Let chains(A) denote the set of all such tuples representing
saturated chains from the identity to A in weak order.

Theorem 3.17. (1) Let A ∈ ASM(n). Then (a1, . . . , ak) ∈ chains(A) if and only if a
substring of (a1, . . . , ak) forms a reduced word for some w ∈ Perm(A), πk(A) 6= A, and no
aj acts trivially on πaj+1

◦ · · · ◦ πak(A) for j ∈ [k − 1].
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(2) If (a1, . . . , ak) forms a reduced word for some w ∈ Perm(A), then (a1, . . . , ak) ∈
chains(A). In particular,

Perm(A) ⊆ {sa1sa2 · · · sak : (a1, . . . , ak) ∈ chains(A)}.

(3) codim(XA) is equal to the minimum length of a saturated chain in the weak order poset
from the identity permutation e to A.

Proof. (1) Fix a string s = (sa1 , . . . , sak) of simple transpositions, and let π = πa1 ◦ · · · ◦ πak .
Then a substring of s represents a chain from e to A in the weak order poset if and only if
π(A) = e, πk(A) 6= A, and no aj acts trivially on πaj+1

◦ · · · ◦ πak(A) for j ∈ [k − 1]. Note
that π(A) = e if and only if Iπ(A) = (0).

Write IA =
⋂

w∈Perm(A) Iw by Proposition 2.4. By Proposition 3.9, Iπ(A) =
⋂

w∈Perm(A) Iπ(w).

Hence, Iπ(A) = 0 if and only if Iπ(w) = 0 for some w ∈ Perm(A) if and only if π(w) = e for
some w ∈ Perm(A). For w ∈ Sn, we claim that π(w) = e if and only if s = (sa1 , . . . , sak)
contains as a substring a reduced expression for w. By considering the substring of s whose
corresponding operator πaj acts nontrivially on πaj+1

◦· · ·◦πak(w) (including sak if and only if
πak(w) 6= w), the result follows from the equality πi(w) = wsi whenever πi acts nontrivially
on w.

(2) If (a1, . . . , ak) itself forms a reduced word for some w ∈ Perm(A), we claim that
(a1, . . . , ak) ∈ chains(A). From Part (a), it suffices to show that ak is a descent of A and
that aj is a descent of πj+1 ◦ · · · ◦ πk(A) for all j ∈ [k − 1]. This follows from Corollary 3.12
and Corollary 3.15.

(3) This follows from Proposition 2.4 together with Parts (1) and (2). �

Example 3.18. Let A =




0 0 1 0
1 0 −1 1
0 1 0 0
0 0 1 0


. We have that Perm(A) = {4123, 3412}. Further-

more, ℓ(4123) = 3 and ℓ(3412) = 4. Thus, codim(XA) = 3 by Proposition 2.4. We can also
see codim(XA) = 3 using weak order chains. Pictured below is the order ideal of elements
below A in weak order.




0 0 1 0
1 0 −1 1
0 1 0 0
0 0 1 0







1 0 0 0
0 0 0 1
0 1 0 0
0 0 1 0







0 0 1 0
1 0 0 0
0 1 −1 1
0 0 1 0







1 0 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 1 −1 1
0 0 1 0







0 0 1 0
1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 0 1







1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 0 1
0 0 1 0







1 0 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 0 1







1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1




π1 π2

π2

π1 π3

π2 π3 π1

π3 π2
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The shortest element of chains(A) is (3, 2, 1), which is of length 3. We also have 3 =
codim(XA), as predicted by Theorem 3.17.

We see in this example that there may be elements of chains(A) that are not reduced words
for any elements of Perm(A). For example, (3, 2, 1, 2) ∈ chains(A), but s3s2s1s2 = 4213 /∈
Perm(A). However, (3, 2, 1) is also an element of chains(A), and s3s2s1 = 4123 ∈ Perm(A).
The issue is that π2 ◦ π1 ◦ π2(A) = π2 ◦ π1(A), a possibly unintuitive relation. We use the
next proposition to give some information about the chains in the weak order poset that do
not come from elements of Perm(A). ♦

Given a reduced word (a1, . . . , ak) for w, define πw = πa1 ◦· · ·◦πak . By [HR20, Proposition
3.2], πw is independent of the choice of reduced word.

Proposition 3.19. Let A ∈ ASM(n).

(1) If (a1, . . . , ak) ∈ chains(A), then it is a reduced word.
(2) If w = sa1sa2 · · · sak for some (a1, . . . , ak) ∈ chains(A) then w ≥ v for some v ∈

Perm(A).

Proof. (1) Write Ak = A and Ai−1 = πai(Ai) for each i ∈ [k]. If (a1, . . . , ak) is not a reduced
word, then there exists some index j so that

sajsaj+1
· · · sak < saj+1

saj+2
· · · sak .

Suppose that j has been chosen maximally, in which case saj+1
saj+2

· · · sak is a reduced
expression. Write v = saj+1

saj+2
· · · sak . The inequality sajv < v implies that we may

also write v = sajsa′j+2
· · · sa′

k
for some reduced word (aj, a

′
j+2, . . . , a

′
k). Write A′

k = A and

A′
i−1 = πa′i

(A′
i) for i ∈ [j + 2, k]. Then Aj = πv(A) = πaj (A

′
j+1). But the action of any πi is

idempotent, and so πaj (Aj) = πaj (πaj (A
′
j+1)) = πaj (A

′
j+1) = Aj , in violation of the definition

of chain.
(2) By Part (1), (a1, . . . , ak) is a reduced word for w. By Theorem 3.17, some substring of
(a1, . . . , ak) is a reduced word for some v ∈ Perm(A). Hence w ≥ v. �

Proposition 3.20. Let A ∈ ASM(n). The weak order saturated chains from the identity to
A are all of the same length if and only if XB is equidimensional for all B � A.

Proof. (⇒) We will prove the contrapositive. Suppose there exists some B � A so that XB

is not equidimensional. We must show that there are saturated chains of different lengths
from the identity to A.

For each w ∈ Perm(B), there exists at least one saturated chain of length ℓ(w) from the
identity to B by Theorem 3.17. By Proposition 2.4, XB is equidimensional if and only if
all elements of Perm(B) are of the same length. Hence, if XB is not equidimensional, then
there are saturated chains of different lengths from the identity to B. Fix two such chains,
C1 and C2, of different lengths.

Because B � A, we may choose a saturated chain C from B to A. Extending the two Ci
by C constructs saturated chains of different lengths from the identity to A.
(⇐) We use induction on ASM(n) under strong order. The statement is trivially true for
the identity. Now fix A ∈ ASM(n), and suppose that the statement holds for all A′ < A.
Assume that XB is equidimensional for all B � A.

Then, in particular, if πi(A) ≺ A is a weak order cover, we have πi(A) < A and the
inductive hypothesis holds for πi(A). Each saturated chain from the identity to A is formed
by concatenating a saturated chain from the identity to πi(A) for some i in the descent set of
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A with the chain recording the cover πi(A) ≺ A. So it is enough to show that the codimension
of the Xπi(A) are constant for all i in the descent set of A. Fix any such i. By Corollary 3.15,
there exists w ∈ Perm(A) so that i is a descent of w. Because XA is equidimensional,
ℓ(w) = codim(XA). Hence by Corollary 3.13, codim(Xπi(A)) = codim(XA)− 1. �

The authors consider Proposition 3.20 to be somewhat surprising for the following reason:
It is easy to see that XA is equidimensional if and only if XAT is. Indeed, the assignments
zi,j 7→ zj,i induce an isomorphism on the varieties’ coordinate rings. Meanwhile, the weak
order intervals between the identity and A and AT , respectively, do not enjoy any such
strong, naive connection. See Figure 1 and Figure 2 for an example where the weak order
intervals for A and AT are not anti-isomorphic. We thank Vic Reiner for pointing out that,
moreover, these intervals have different homotopy types and different Möbius functions. (For
w ∈ Sn, it is true that the order ideals for w and wT are anti-isomorphic posets.)

A

=




0 0 1 0
0 1 −1 1
1 0 0 0
0 0 1 0







0 1 0 0
0 0 0 1
1 0 0 0
0 0 1 0







0 0 1 0
1 0 0 0
0 1 −1 1
0 0 1 0







1 0 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 1 −1 1
0 0 1 0







0 0 1 0
1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 0 1







1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 0 1
0 0 1 0







1 0 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 0 1







1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1







0 1 0 0
1 0 0 0
0 0 0 1
0 0 1 0







0 1 0 0
1 0 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1




1 2

2 1 3

2 3 1

3
2

3 1

1

Figure 1. Weak order in-
terval from an ASM A to
the identity. An edge label
i ∈ [3] indicates a covering
relation determined by πi.
This interval also appears
in [HR20, Figure 1].

AT

=




0 0 1 0
0 1 0 0
1 −1 0 1
0 1 0 0







0 1 0 0
0 0 1 0
1 −1 0 1
0 1 0 0







0 0 1 0
0 1 0 0
1 0 0 0
0 0 0 1







0 0 1 0
1 0 0 0
0 0 0 1
0 1 0 0







0 1 0 0
1 −1 1 0
0 0 0 1
0 1 0 0







0 1 0 0
0 0 1 0
1 0 0 0
0 0 0 1







0 0 1 0
1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 0 1







1 0 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1
0 1 0 0







1 0 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 0 1







1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1







0 1 0 0
1 0 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1







0 1 0 0
1 −1 1 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 0 1




1
3

2

2

3
1

2
31

1
3

21

2

2

1

1

3

Figure 2. Weak order interval from
the ASM AT to the identity where
A is the ASM from Figure 1. An
edge label i ∈ [3] indicates a covering
relation determined by πi.

Conjecture 3.21. Let A ∈ ASM(n). The weak order saturated chains from the identity to
A are all of the same length if and only if XB is Cohen–Macaulay for all B � A.
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Remark 3.22. Because Cohen–Macaulay varieties are necessarily equidimensional, the back-
ward direction of Conjecture 3.21 follows from Proposition 3.20. As argued in the proof of
Proposition 3.20, the property of having all weak order chains from the identity of the same
length is preserved under application of any πi. Hence, in order to prove Conjecture 3.21,
it would be sufficient to show the following: If the weak order chains from the identity to
A are all of the same length, then XA is Cohen–Macaulay. Conjecture 3.21 holds for all
A ∈ ASM(n) for n ≤ 6.

Example 3.23. In order to gain intuition for conditions of the form “for all B � A” appearing
in the above proposition and conjecture, we note that Xπi(A) may satisfy fewer desirable
algebraic properties than XA does. For example, consider

A =




0 0 1 0
0 1 0 0
1 −1 0 1
0 1 0 0


 and π1(A) =




0 1 0 0
0 0 1 0
1 −1 0 1
0 1 0 0


 .

Then IA = (z1,1, z1,2, z2,1, z2,2z3,1) while Iπ1(A) = (z1,1, z2,1, z2,2z3,1, z1,2z3,1). Observe that
XA is a complete intersection, hence equidimensional, while Xπ1(A) has one component of
codimension 3 and another of codimension 4. ♦

Very little is currently known about Cohen–Macaulayness of ASM varieties. It is not even
known whether or notXA is Cohen–Macaulay if and only ifX[1]⊕A is Cohen–Macaulay, where
[1] ⊕ A denotes the block sum. This equivalence, conjectured in [AFHK+], is one example
of a statement that would be readily deducible were Conjecture 3.21 proved.

4. K-polynomials and Grothendieck polynomials

Our next goal is to study Grothendieck polynomials - otherwise known as twisted K-
polynomials - of ASM varieties. In order to do so, we will first introduce the relevant
concepts and notation, following the reference [MS05, Chapter 8].

4.1. Preliminaries. Let R = κ[z1, . . . , zm] be a polynomial ring, and fix an Nd-grading. Let

M =
⊕

a∈Nd

Ma

be a finitely generated Nd-graded R-module, and assume that dimκ(Ma) < ∞ for all a ∈ Nd.
The multigraded Hilbert series of M is the formal power series in the variables t1, . . . , td
given by

Hilb(M ; t) =
∑

a∈Nd

dimκ(Ma)t
a,

where ta = ta11 · · · tadd . There exists a unique polynomial K(M ; t) ∈ Z[t1, . . . , td], called the
K-polynomial of M , such that

Hilb(M ; t) =
K(M ; t)∏

i∈[n](1− tdeg(zi))
.

Given a homogeneous (with respect to the relevant grading) ideal J of R and the K-
polynomial K(R/J ; t) = K(R/J ; t1, . . . , td), we define

K̃(R/J ; t) = K(R/J ; 1− t) = K(R/J ; 1− t1, . . . , 1− td)



20 LAURA ESCOBAR, PATRICIA KLEIN, AND ANNA WEIGANDT

to be the twisted K-polynomial of R/J . This twisting has geometric interpretation
in terms of the Poincaré isomorphism, the result of which is that twisted K-polynomials
represent classes in K-homology (while untwisted K-polynomials represent classes in K-
cohomology). For a description of this correspondence, see [KM05, Remark 2.3.5] and [Ful98,
Chapter 15]. We prefer to work with twisted K-polynomials primarily for combinatorial
reasons, as borne out below and as has been done in, for example, [EY17, MSD20, BS22,
DMSD24, PS24a, PY24, NS25], among many others.

In particular, twisted K-polynomials of matrix Schubert varieties have a cancellation-free
combinatorial formula in terms of pipe dreams ([FK94, BB93, KM04, KM05]) which aid in
the analysis of these polynomials. We will discuss these polynomials and their generalizations
in Section 4.2.

The multidegree of R/J , denoted C(R/J ; t), is the sum of the lowest degree terms of

K̃(R/J ; t),

Lemma 4.1. Let R = κ[z1, . . . , zm] be a polynomial ring equipped with an Nd-grading. Let
I1, . . . , Ik be homogeneous ideals of R. If J =

⋂
i∈[k] Ii then

Hilb(R/J ; t) =
∑

∅6=U⊆[k]

(−1)|U |−1Hilb

(
R/
∑

i∈U

Ii; t

)
.

Lemma 4.1 is an exercise. See [KW23, Lemma 6.4] for details. As an immediate conse-
quence, we have the following:

Corollary 4.2. Let R = κ[z1, . . . , zm] be a polynomial ring equipped with an Nd-grading. Let
I1, . . . , Ik be homogeneous ideals of R. If J =

⋂
i∈[k] Ii then

K(R/J ; t) =
∑

∅6=U⊆[k]

(−1)|U |−1K

(
R/
∑

i∈U

Ii; t

)

and

K̃(R/J ; t) =
∑

∅6=U⊆[k]

(−1)|U |−1K̃

(
R/
∑

i∈U

Ii; t

)
.

4.2. Schubert and Grothendieck polynomials of ASM varieties. We now specialize
K-polynomials to the modules and gradings we are interested in in this paper. Given S =
κ[zi,j : i, j ∈ [n]] we consider the N2n-grading given by

deg(zi,j) = ei + en+j.

Note then that tdeg(zi,j) = titn+j. It is worthwhile to write these K-polynomials as elements
of Z[x1, . . . , xn, y1, . . . , yn], where the variables are given by

x1 = t1, . . . , xn = tn and y1 = tn+1, . . . , yn = t2n.

Under this convention we have that (x,y)deg(zi,j) = xiyj.

Given A ∈ ASM(n) we define GA(x,y) = K̃(S/IA;x,y) and call it the double ASM
Grothendieck polynomial . We writeGA(x) = GA(x, 0) for the (single) ASM Grothen-
dieck polynomial i.e., the result of specializing the yi’s to 0. Likewise, we defineSA(x,y) =
C(S/IA;x,−y) to be the double ASM Schubert polynomial and SA(x) = SA(x, 0) to
be the single ASM Schubert polynomial . Note that, equivalently, GA(x) and SA(x) are
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the twisted K-polynomial and multidegree, respectively, of S/IA with respect to the grading
deg(zi,j) = ei, again letting ti = xi for i ∈ [n].

We discussed the role of Schubert polynomials in intersection theory in Section 1, where we
recalled that expanding products of Schubert polynomials as sums of other Schubert polyno-
mials records complete information about the cohomology of the complete flag variety. From
this perspective, it is clear that distinct permutations give rise to distinct Schubert poly-
nomials. Correspondingly, distinct matrix Schubert varieties give rise to distinct Schubert
polynomials in their capacity as multidegrees (see [KM05, Section 3.2]).

By contrast, ASM Schubert polynomials cannot reliably see enough of an ASM variety to
be as complete a tool. Specifically, because multidegrees are additive over top-dimensional
components of a variety [KM05, Theorem 1.7.1], they necessarily fail to record any informa-
tion about components of other dimensions. Example 4.11 includes an example of two ASM
varieties (one of which is a component of the other), which share the same ASM Schubert
polynomial. It is to accommodate this type of failure of sensitivity of cohomology that we are
motivated to study the K-theory classes of ASM varieties, specifically their ASM Grothen-
dieck polynomials. One goal of this section is to show that distinct ASMs have distinct ASM
Grothendieck polynomials (Proposition 4.7). More generally, we aim to build the case that
ASM Grothendieck polynomials are often a more suitable tool for studying ASM varieties
than ASM Schubert polynomials are, even in settings when Schubert polynomials are an
excellent tool for studying matrix Schubert varieties. In order to do this, we will now study
divided difference operators.

4.3. ASM varieties via Schubert and Grothendieck polynomials. For permutations,
there is an equivalent definition of Grothendieck polynomials in terms of divided difference
operators. In this subsection, we will show that these divided difference relations also hold
for ASM Grothendieck polynomials. The definition of Grothendieck polynomials in terms
of divided differences is important in its capacity as the original method for producing
explicit representatives of classes in the K-theory of Schubert varieties. It is also a valuable
perspective for proving modern results (see, e.g., [Wei21, BS22, BFH+23]). Moreover, divided
differences are the tool that is used to implement Grothendieck polynomials for permutations
computationally in Macaulay2 [AGH+25].

Let
Z[x,y] = Z[x1, . . . , xn, y1, y2, . . . , yn].

There is an action of Sn on Z[x,y] which permutes the indices of the variables xi in the usual
way and fixes each yi. Precisely, given f ∈ Z[x,y] and w ∈ Sn we define

w · f = f(xw(1), . . . , xw(n), y1, . . . , yn).

The divided difference operator δi acts on Z[x,y] as follows: Given f ∈ Z[x,y],

δi(f) =
f − si · f

xi − xi+1

.

Note that δi(f) ∈ Z[x,y]. We also define the K-theoretic divided difference operator
πi by πi(f) = δi(1− xi+1f).

Divided difference operators satisfy the same braid and commutation relations as do the
simple reflections in the symmetric group, i.e.,

• δiδj = δjδi and πiπj = πjπi if |i− j| > 1
• δiδi+1δi = δi+1δiδi+1 and πiπi+1πi = πi+1πiπi+1.
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Additionally, δ2i = 0 and π2
i = πi.

Write w0 = nn − 1 . . . 1 ∈ Sn. Recall that, for w ∈ Sn, if w > wsi then πi(w) = wsi.
We record the usual characterizations of Schubert and Grothendieck polynomials in terms
of divided difference operators.

Theorem 4.3.

(1) Gw0(x,y) =
∏

i,j≥1
i+j≤n

xi + yj − xiyj and Sw0(x,y) =
∏

i,j≥1
i+j≤n

xi − yj.

(2) If w ∈ Sn then
Gπi(w)(x,y) = πi(Gw(x,y))

and
Gπi(w)(x) = πi(Gw(x)).

(3) If w ∈ Sn so that w > wsi, then

Sπi(w)(x,y) = δi(Sw(x,y))

and
Sπi(w)(x) = δi(Sw(x)).

(4) If w ∈ Sn so that w < wsi, then

δi(Sw(x,y)) = 0 = δi(Sw(x)).

The statements of Theorem 4.3 are often taken as a definition. That they are equivalent
to the definitions we give in terms of K-polynomials and multidegrees follows from [KM05,
Theorem A]. See also [Buc02, FR03].

The primary goal of the remainder of this section is to show that ASM Grothendieck
polynomials satisfy divided difference recurrences that are compatible with weak order on
ASMs. Along the way, we will contrast the behavior of ASM Grothendieck polynomials with
that of ASM Schubert polynomials.

Lemma 4.4. Let A ∈ ASM(n) and assume that A 6∈ Sn. Write Perm(A) = {w1, . . . , wk}.
Given U ⊆ [k] with U 6= ∅,

A <
∨

i∈U

wi.

Equivalently, XA )
⋂

i∈U Xwi
, or, algebraically, IA (

∑
i∈U Iwi

.

Proof. This is immediate from the definition of Perm(A). �

We now will prove that ASM Grothendieck polynomials satisfy a divided difference recur-
rence governed by weak order.

Theorem 4.5. Let A ∈ ASM(n). Then πi(GA(x,y)) = Gπi(A)(x,y), and πi(GA(x)) =
Gπi(A)(x).

Proof. If A ∈ Sn, the statement is true by Theorem 4.3. In particular the claim holds when
A = w0. So fix A ∈ ASM(n) − Sn, and assume that πi(GA′(x,y)) = Gπi(A′)(x,y) for all
A′ > A.

Write Perm(A) = {w1, . . . , wk}, and recall that IA =
⋂

j∈[k] Iwj
. Given ∅ 6= U ⊆ [k], define

AU =
∨

j∈U wj . Thus by Corollary 4.2,

(4.1) GA(x,y) =
∑

∅6=U⊆[k]

(−1)|U |−1
GAU

(x,y).
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We apply πi to both sides of Equation (4.1) and obtain

πi(GA(x,y)) =
∑

∅6=U⊆[k]

(−1)|U |−1πi(GAU
(x,y)).

If U ⊆ [k] with U 6= ∅, we have AU > A by Lemma 4.4. Applying the inductive hypothesis,
we have πi(GAU

(x,y)) = Gπi(AU )(x,y) for each such U . Therefore,

(4.2) πi(GA(x,y)) =
∑

∅6=U⊆[k]

(−1)|U |−1
Gπi(AU )(x,y).

Because AU =
∨

j∈U wj, we have IAU
=
∑

j∈U Iwj
by Proposition 2.2. Then by Propo-

sition 3.4, Iπi(AU ) =
∑

j∈U Iπi(wj). By Proposition 3.9, Iπi(A) =
⋂

j∈[k] Iπi(wj). Hence, by
Corollary 4.2,

(4.3) Gπi(A)(x,y) =
∑

∅6=U⊆[k]

(−1)|U |−1
Gπi(AU )(x,y).

The result follows by combining Equation (4.3) and Equation (4.2).
The statement for single ASM Grothendieck polynomials follows by replacing the double

ASM Grothendieck polynomials with the single versions throughout the proof or by special-
izing the double ASM Grothendieck polynomials appropriately. �

Having proved Theorem 4.5, we are now prepared to prove that distinct ASMs have distinct
ASM Grothendieck polynomials.

Lemma 4.6. Let A,B ∈ ASM(n) so that A ≤ B. If GA(x,y) = GB(x,y) then A = B.
Likewise, if GA(x) = GB(x) then A = B.

Proof. If GA(x,y) = GB(x,y), then GA(x) = GB(x). If GA(x) = GB(x), then we have
Hilb(S/IA;x,y) = Hilb(S/IB;x,y). Since A ≤ B implies IA ⊆ IB, the equality of Hilbert
series implies we have equality of ideals as well. Hence A = B. �

Proposition 4.7. Let A,B ∈ ASM(n). The following are equivalent

(1) A = B.
(2) GA(x,y) = GB(x,y).
(3) GA(x) = GB(x).

Proof. The implications (1) implies (2) implies (3) are trivial.
To see (3) implies (1), fix A and B satisfying GA(x) = GB(x). Suppose for contradiction

that A 6= B, and assume that A is minimal in strong order among counterexamples. We will
work by considering the set of descents of A, which either has at least two elements, exactly
one element, or no elements.

Given i ∈ [n− 1], we have, by Theorem 4.5,

Gπi(A)(x) = πi(GA(x)) = πi(GB(x)) = Gπi(B)(x).

If πi(A) < A, then by the minimality assumption on A, we must have πi(A) = πi(B). In
particular, this implies rkA(a, b) = rkB(a, b) for all a, b ∈ [n] with a 6= i. If A has at least two
distinct descents, then we have rkA(a, b) = rkB(a, b) for all a, b ∈ [n] which implies A = B.

Now suppose A has exactly one descent, say in row i. Then all of the essential cells of A
sit in row i, which implies that A is the join of bigrassmannian permutations with descent
i. In particular, these are Grassmannian permutations (i.e., permutations with at most one
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descent). It is a standard fact that the restriction of Sn to the set of Grassmannian permu-
tations whose unique descent is at i, together with the identity, forms a lattice under strong
order (see, e.g., [BB05, Section 2.4]). Thus, A must actually be Grassmannian permutation
whose unique descent is i.

We claim that A ≥ B. Because rkA(a, b) = rkB(a, b) for all a 6= i, it suffices to show
that rkA(i, b) ≤ rkB(i, b) for all b ∈ [n]. Because A ∈ Sn, there exists a unique j so
that Ai,j 6= 0. If b < j, then rkA(i, b) = rkA(i − 1, b) = rkB(i − 1, b). By Lemma 2.7,
rkB(i, b) ≥ rkB(i− 1, b) = rkA(i− 1, b).

Now consider b ≥ j. Because A is a Grassmannian permutation with descent i, the unique
nonzero entry of A in row i+1 is to the left of column j. Hence, rkA(i, b) = rkA(i+1, b)−1 =
rkB(i+ 1, b)− 1. By Lemma 2.7, rkB(i, b) ≥ rkB(i+ 1, b)− 1 = rkA(i, b). Thus, A ≥ B, and
so the result follows from Lemma 4.6 (or by the assumption that A was chosen minimally).

Finally, if A has no descents, then A is the identity in Sn, and so A ≤ B and the result
follows from Lemma 4.6. �

Remark 4.8. We note that the analog of Proposition 4.7 does not hold for twisted K-
polynomials with respect to the standard N-grading on S = κ[zi,j ]. In particular,

Gw(t, t, . . . , t, 0, 0, . . .0) = Gw−1(t, t, . . . , t, 0, 0, . . .0)

for all w ∈ Sn.

Next we will show that a result analogous to Theorem 4.5 holds for ASM Schubert poly-
nomials exactly when codim(Xπi(A)) < codim(XA). The contrast between Theorem 4.5 and
Theorem 4.10 gives an example of the K-theory behaving more predictably with respect
to ASMs than cohomology, a consequence of the potential of ASM varieties to fail to be
equidimensional. We begin by recording a proposition.

Proposition 4.9. Given A ∈ ASM(n), we have the following equalities of ASM Schubert
polynomials:

SA(x,y) =
∑

w∈Perm(A)
ℓ(w)=codim(XA)

Sw(x,y)

and

SA(x) =
∑

w∈Perm(A)
ℓ(w)=codim(XA)

Sw(x).

Proof. This is immediate from [KM05, Theorem 1.7.1] and [Wei17, Proposition 5.4]. �

Theorem 4.10. Let A ∈ ASM(n). If codim(XA) = codim(Xπi(A)), then

δi(SA(x,y)) = 0 = δi(SA(x)).

Otherwise, δi(SA(x,y)) = Sπi(A)(x,y), and δi(SA(x)) = Sπi(A)(x).

Proof. Using the expansion of SA(x,y) from Proposition 4.9 and linearity of δi, we have

δi(SA(x,y)) =
∑

w∈Perm(A)
ℓ(w)=codim(XA)

δi(Sw(x,y)).
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If codim(XA) = codim(Xπi(A)), then, by Corollary 3.13, all minimum length elements of
Perm(A), i.e., those satisfying ℓ(w) = codim(XA), have an ascent at i. If w has an ascent at
i, then Part (4) of Theorem 4.3 says that δi(Sw(x,y)) = 0. Hence the sum is 0, as desired.

If codim(XA) 6= codim(Xπi(A)), then, by Parts (3) and (4) of Theorem 4.3,

δi(SA(x,y)) =
∑

w∈Perm(A)
ℓ(w)=codim(XA)

δi(Sw(x,y)) =
∑

w∈Perm(A)
ℓ(w)=codim(XA)

wsi<w

Swsi(x,y).

Then applying Corollary 3.14 and Proposition 4.9 yields
∑

w∈Perm(A)
ℓ(w)=codim(XA)

wsi<w

Swsi(x,y) =
∑

u∈Perm(πi(A))
ℓ(u)=codim(Xπi(A))

Su(x,y) = Sπi(A)(x,y),

as desired.
The statement for single ASM Grothendieck polynomials follows by replacing the double

ASM Grothendieck polynomials with the single versions throughout the proof or by special-
izing the double ASM Grothendieck polynomials appropriately. �

Example 4.11. Let A =




0 1 0 0
0 0 1 0
1 −1 0 1
0 1 0 0


, in which case XA = X3412 ∪ X2341. Notice that

codim(X3412) = 4 and codim(X2341) = 3. Then π2(A) =




0 1 0 0
1 −1 1 0
0 0 0 1
0 1 0 0


 and Xπ2(A) =

X3142 ∪X2341 is equidimensional of codimension 3. We compute

π2(SA(x,y)) = π2(S2341) = π2((x1 − y1)(x2 − y1)(x3 − y1))

=
(x1 − y1)(x2 − y1)(x3 − y1)− (x1 − y1)(x3 − y1)(x2 − y1)

x2 − x3
= 0

while

Sπ2(A)(x,y) = S3142 +S2341

= (x1 − y1)(x1 − y2)(x3 − y2) + (x1 − y1)(x1 − y2)(x2 − y1)

+ (x1 − y1)(x2 − y1)(x3 − y1). ♦

Proposition 4.12. Let A ∈ ASM(n). The following are equivalent:

(1) codim(XA) = codim(Xπi(A)).
(2) The single ASM Schubert polynomial SA(x) is symmetric in xi and xi+1.
(3) The double ASM Schubert polynomial SA(x,y) is symmetric in xi and xi+1.

Proof. Given f ∈ Z[x,y], we have that f is symmetric in xi and xi+1 if and only if δi(f) = 0.
If codim(XA) = codim(Xπi(A)), then δi(GA(x)) = δi(GA(x,y)) = 0 by Theorem 4.10. Thus,
both GA(x) and GA(x,y) are symmetric in xi and xi+1.

On the other hand, if codim(XA) 6= codim(Xπi(A)), then by Theorem 4.10, we have
δi(SA(x)) = Sπi(A)(x). By Proposition 4.9, Sπi(A)(x) is a linear combination of Schu-
bert polynomials. Since Perm(A) 6= ∅, the sum is nonempty. Because the set of Schubert
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polynomials indexed by permutations is linearly independent (see e.g., [HPSW20, Corollary
6]), Sπi(A)(x) 6= 0 and so SA(x) is not symmetric in xi and xi+1. Since we obtain SA(x)
from SA(x,y) by setting each yj to 0, SA(x,y) is also not symmetric in xi and xi+1. �

4.4. Derivatives. Define an operator ∇ =
∑n

i=1
∂
∂xi

. In [HPSW20], the authors gave a
formula for the application of ∇ to single Schubert polynomials indexed by permutations,
namely:

∇ (Sw(x)) =
∑

siw<w

iSsiw(x).

They used this formula to give a simple proof of Macdonald’s reduced word formula for
specializations of Schubert polynomials and also to prove a determinant conjecture of Stanley
[Sta17], which in turn implies that the weak order on the symmetric group has the strong
Sperner property. That the weak order has the strong Sperner property was first proved in
[GG20].

In subsequent work [PSW24], the authors generalized the derivative formula for Schubert
polynomials to Grothendieck polynomials. They used this formula to study the Castelnuovo-
Mumford regularity of matrix Schubert varieties. In this section, we state the analogous
formula for ASM Grothendieck polynomials.

Write

des(A) = {i ∈ [n− 1] : A has a descent at i}.

We define the major index of A ∈ ASM(n) to be maj(A) =
∑

i∈des(A) i. We note that when
A ∈ Sn, this definition agrees with the usual definition of major index.

Given A ∈ ASM(n), we define πC
i (A) = πi(A

T )T . Equivalently,

Definition 4.13. Given A ∈ ASM(n) and i ∈ [n− 1], let

πC
i (A) = min{B ∈ ASM(n) : rkA(a, b) = rkB(a, b) for all a, b ∈ [n] with b 6= i}.

We compare to Definition 2.5. If one thinks of πi as operating on pairs of rows of an
ASM, then πC

i is the analogous operator on pairs of columns. In particular, for w ∈ Sn,
πC
i (w) ∈ {w, siw}. All lemmas and propositions proved for πi apply correspondingly to πC

i .
In the proof of Proposition 4.14, below, we will once cite Proposition 3.9 as justification for
an equality concerning πC

i .
Let E =

∑n

i=1 xi
∂
∂xi

. The following proposition generalizes [PSW24, Theorem A.1], which
treats the case A ∈ Sn.

Proposition 4.14. Let A ∈ ASM(n). Then
(
maj(AT ) +∇− E

)
GA(x) =

∑

πC
i (A)<A

iGπC
i (A)(x).

Proof. Note first that i ∈ des(AT ) if and only if πC
i (A) < A, and so

(4.4) maj(AT ) =
∑

πC
i (A)<A

i.

We will proceed by induction on Sn under strong order. The longest permutation w0 ∈ Sn

is the unique maximum element in strong order. The result holds for w0 by [PSW24, Theorem
A.1]. Now take A 6= w0, and assume the result holds for B ∈ ASM(n) with B > A.
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Let Perm(A) = {u1, . . . , uk}. By Corollary 4.2 we have

GA(x) =
∑

∅6=U⊆[k]

(−1)|U |−1
G∨{uj :j∈U}(x).

For each ∅ 6= U ⊆ [k], we have ∨{uj : j ∈ U} > A by Lemma 4.4, and so by induction

(4.5) (∇− E)(G∨{uj :j∈U}(x)) =
∑

i∈[n−1]

i
(
GπC

i (∨{uj :j∈U})(x)−G∨{uj :j∈U}(x)
)
.

Applying ∇− E to both sides gives

(∇− E)(GA(x)) = (∇− E)




∑

∅6=U⊆[k]

(−1)|U |−1
G∨{uj :j∈U}(x)





=
∑

∅6=U⊆[k]

(−1)|U |−1(∇− E)(G∨{uj :j∈U}(x))

=
∑

∅6=U⊆[k]


(−1)|U |−1

∑

i∈[n−1]

i(GπC
i (∨{uj :j∈U})(x)−G∨{uj :j∈U}(x))




(Equation (4.5))

=
∑

∅6=U⊆[k]



(−1)|U |−1
∑

i∈[n−1]

i(G∨{πC
i (uj):j∈U}(x)−G∨{uj :j∈U}(x))





(Proposition 3.9)

=
∑

i∈[n−1]



i
∑

∅6=U⊆[k]

(−1)|U |−1(G∨{πC
i (uj):j∈U}(x)−G∨{uj :j∈U}(x))





=
∑

i∈[n−1]

i(GπC
i (A)(x)−GA(x)) (Corollary 4.2 and Proposition 3.9)

=




∑

πC
i (A)<A

i(GπC
i (A)(x)−GA(x))


+




∑

πC
i (A)=A

i(GπC
i (A)(x)−GA(x))




=




∑

πC
i (A)<A

iGπC
i (A)(x)


−

∑

πC
i (A)<A

iGA(x) + 0

=




∑

πC
i (A)<A

iGπC
i (A)(x)


−maj(AT )GA(x) (Equation (4.4)). �

5. Antichains of permutations

The purpose of this section is to generalize the results we have seen so far for ASM varieties
to arbitrary unions of matrix Schubert varieties, which are indexed by antichains in Sn under
strong order. The proofs of Proposition 5.2, Proposition 5.6, and Proposition 5.7 rely on the
results they generalize, each of which was proved using the rich combinatorial structure of
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ASM(n). In this way, this section demonstrates the value of studying ASM(n), not merely as
a method for gaining intuition about unions of matrix Schubert varieties, but as a valuable
tool for proving these more general results.

5.1. Arbitrary unions of matrix Schubert varieties. An antichain in Sn is a subset
A ⊆ Sn so that for all u, v ∈ A with u 6= v, we have u 6≤ v and v 6≤ u. In other words, all
pairs of distinct elements in A are incomparable under strong order.

Let anti(n) be the set of nonempty antichains in Sn. Each A ∈ ASM(n) can be uniquely
identified by Perm(A) ∈ anti(n). Thus, the map A 7→ Perm(A) defines an inclusion
ASM(n) →֒ anti(n). For this section, we will freely identify A with the antichain Perm(A).

If A ∈ anti(n), we define IA =
⋂

w∈A Iw and XA = V(IA); hence, XA =
⋃

w∈AXw, and
codim(XA) = min{ℓ(w) : w ∈ A}. In particular, the map A 7→ XA defines a bijection
between antichains of permutations and unions of matrix Schubert varieties. When w ∈ Sn,
we have Perm(w) = {w} and X{w} = Xw is a matrix Schubert variety.

Arbitrary unions of matrix Schubert varieties have been studied by Knutson [Knu09], by
Bertiger [Ber15], and by this article’s second and third authors [KW23].

5.2. Strong and weak order on antichains. We define strong (Bruhat) order on
antichains by containment of varieties: A ≤ B if and only if XA ⊇ XB if and only if IA ⊆ IB.
Restricted to ASMs (and to permutations), this is the usual strong order. See Figure 3 for
the poset diagram of strong order on anti(3).

For i ∈ [n − 1], we may also define operators πi which act on unions of matrix Schubert
varieties componentwise, i.e.,

πi(XA) =
⋃

w∈A

Xπi(w).

Let B be the subset of {πi(w) : w ∈ A} consisting of its minimal elements. Then B ∈
anti(n), and

⋃
w∈AXπi(w) = XB. In this way, the operation of πi on unions of matrix Schubert

varieties in turn induces an operation on antichains: We let πi(A) = B if πi(XA) = XB.
If A = Perm(A) for some A ∈ ASM(n), it follows from Proposition 3.9 that πi(A) =
Perm(πi(A)), i.e., the action of πi is the same whether we regard A as an ASM or as an
antichain.

We define theweak (Bruhat) order on anti(n) to be the transitive closure of the covering
relations A ≺ B if A 6= B and A = πi(B) for some i ∈ [n − 1]. See Figure 4 for the poset
diagram of weak order on anti(3).

In anti(3), note that π1({213, 132}) = π2({213, 132}) = {123}. This example shows that
it is no longer possible in this setting to uniquely identify weak order chains by the indices
of the πi’s.

Remark 5.1. If A = Perm(A) for some A ∈ ASM(n), then the principle weak order ideal
in anti(n) defined by A (i.e., {B ∈ anti(n) : B � A}) consists entirely of antichains that
correspond to ASMs. Likewise, given a singleton antichain (i.e., an antichain which corre-
sponds to a permutation), the principal order ideal defined by this element consists entirely
of permutations.

Our definition of weak order on anti(n) is motivated by the following extension of Theo-
rem 3.6 to arbitrary unions of matrix Schubert varieties.

Proposition 5.2. Let w1, . . . , wr, u1, . . . , ut ∈ Sn and i ∈ [n − 1]. If
⋂r

j=1 Iwj
⊆
⋂t

k=1 Iuk
,

then
⋂r

j=1 Iπi(wj) ⊆
⋂t

k=1 Iπi(uk).
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{321}

{231}

{231, 312}

{312}

{213}

{213, 132}

{132}

{123}

Figure 3. The poset diagram
of strong order on anti(3).

{321}

{231}

{231, 312}

{312}

{213}

{213, 132}

{132}

{123}

π1 π2

π2 π2 π1
π1

π1 π2
π1 π2

Figure 4. The poset diagram
of weak order on anti(3).

In the language of antichains, if A,B ∈ anti(n) with A ≤ B and i ∈ [n− 1], then πi(A) ≤
πi(B).

Proof. We must show that
⋂r

j=1 Iπi(wj) ⊆ Iπi(uk) for all k ∈ [t]. Fix k ∈ [t]. Because Iuk
is

a prime ideal,
⋂t

j=1 Iwj
⊆ Iuk

implies that there exists j ∈ [r] so that Iwj
⊆ Iuk

. Hence,

Iπi(wj) ⊆ Iπi(uk) by Theorem 3.6, and so
⋂r

j=1 Iπi(wj) ⊆ Iπi(uk).

The final sentence is obtained by considering the case when the sets {wj : j ∈ [r]} and
{uk : k ∈ [t]} each form an antichain, i.e., when the intersections are irredundant. �

Our next goal is to show that Proposition 5.2 extends to arbitrary intersections of unions
of matrix Schubert varieties. In order to do that, we will first give a lemma describing how
to express these intersections as unions of matrix Schubert varieties. To do so, we will work
with their defining ideals.

Lemma 5.3. Let A1, . . . ,Ar ∈ anti(n). Then

(5.1) IA1 + · · ·+ IAr
=

⋂

(wα1 ,...,wαr )∈A1×···×Ar

Iwα1
+ · · ·+ Iwαr

.

Proof. Set I = IA1 + · · ·+ IAr
and J =

⋂
(wα1 ,...,wαr )∈A1×···×Ar

Iwα1
+ · · ·+ Iwαr

.

The containment I ⊆ J is a routine check from the definition of intersection.
It follows from the Frobenius splitting arguments of [BK05, Section 1.2] and [Knu09,

Section 7.2] that I is a radical ideal. Because each Iwα1
+ · · ·+ Iwαr

is an ASM ideal, hence
radical, and an intersection of radical ideals is radical, J is also a radical ideal.

Hence, it suffices to show that every prime ideal containing I also contains J . Fix a prime
ideal P containing I. Then IAj

⊆ I for each j ∈ [r]. Because P is prime and contains the
intersection IAj

=
⋂

w∈Aj
Iw, there must be some wαj

∈ Aj so that Iwαj
⊆ P . By fixing such

an wαj
for each j ∈ [r], we find an ideal Iwα1

+ · · ·+ Iwαr
contained in P and containing J .

Hence P contains J . �

The following proposition generalizes Proposition 3.4.
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Proposition 5.4. Let A1, . . . ,Ar ∈ anti(n) and i ∈ [n]. There exists B ∈ anti(n) such that
IA1 + · · ·+ IAr

= IB. Moreover, Iπi(A1) + · · ·+ Iπi(Ar) = Iπi(B).

Proof. Interpreted geometrically, Lemma 5.3 tells us that the intersection
⋂

i∈[r]XAi
of the

unions
⋃

w∈Ai
Xw of matrix Schubert varieties is again a union of matrix Schubert varieties,

specifically a union of the ASM varieties determined by the Iwα1
+· · ·+Iwαr

(Proposition 2.2),
each of which is in turn a union of matrix Schubert varieties (Proposition 2.4). Hence,
B ∈ anti(n) as in the statement of the proposition exists.

Because each Iwα1
+· · ·+Iwαr

is an ASM ideal and hence defines a union of matrix Schubert
varieties, the second line of the following string of equalities follows from the definition of πi

on anti(n), together with Proposition 5.2, which allows us to evaluate πi on components of
a union, even if that union is written with redundancies. We compute

Xπi(B) = πi(XB) = πi




⋃

(wα1 ,...,wαr )∈A1×···×Ar

Xwα1
∩ · · · ∩Xwαr



 (Lemma 5.3)

=
⋃

(wα1 ,...,wαr )∈A1×···×Ar

πi(Xwα1
∩ · · · ∩Xwαr

) (Definition of πi)

=
⋃

(wα1 ,...,wαr )∈A1×···×Ar

Xπi(wα1)
∩ · · · ∩Xπi(wαr ) (Proposition 3.4)

=
⋃

(uα1 ,...,uαr )∈πi(A1)×···×πi(Ar)

Xuα1
∩ · · · ∩Xuαr

= Xπi(A1) ∩ · · · ∩Xπi(Ar) (Lemma 5.3).

Hence Iπi(A1) + · · ·+ Iπi(Ar) = Iπi(B), as desired. �

Remark 5.5. One could know of the existence of B ∈ anti(n) such that IA1 + · · ·+ IAr
= IB

even without the explicit characterization of Lemma 5.3. Recalling that IA1 + · · · + IAr
is

radical ([BK05, Knu09]), one may then note that the variety it defines is invariant under the
left-right action of the lower and upper Borel subgroups and then use [Ful92, Section 3] to
infer that the variety must be a union of matrix Schubert varieties.

5.3. Twisted K-polynomials of antichains. Given A ∈ anti(n), we write GA(x,y) =
K̃(S/IA;x,y). Also, define

GA(x) = GA(x1, . . . , xn, 0, . . . , 0).

Proposition 5.6. Let A ∈ anti(n). Then πi(GA(x,y)) = Gπi(A)(x,y) and πi(GA(x)) =
Gπi(A)(x).

Proof. One follows the outline of the proof of Theorem 4.5, with two modifications: (1) The
citations of Theorem 3.6 are replaced by the definition of the action of πi on anti(n), and (2)
the statement for joins of the indexing permutations of components of XA that arises from
the application of Corollary 4.2 is treated by appeal to Theorem 4.5 itself rather than via
induction. �

The analog of Proposition 4.14 holds in this setting as well. We define des(A) = {i :
πi(A) 6= A} and maj(A) =

∑
i∈des(A) i. Also, let AT = {u−1 : u ∈ A} and define πC

i (A) =

πi(A
T )T .
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Proposition 5.7. Let A ∈ anti(n). Then

(maj(AT ) +∇− E)GA(x) =
∑

πC
i (A)<A

iGπC
i (A)(x).

Proof. One follows the outline of the proof of Proposition 4.14, with two modifications: (1)
The citations of Theorem 3.6 are replaced by the definition of the action of πi on anti(n), and
(2) the statement for joins of the indexing permutations of components of XA that arises
from the application of Corollary 4.2 is treated by appeal to Proposition 4.14 itself rather
than via induction. �

Example 5.8. Let A = {213, 132} and B = {231, 312}. Note that I213 + I132 = IB and that
I231 + I312 = I321. We have

GA(x,y) = G213(x,y) +G132(x,y)−GB(x,y)

= G213(x,y) +G132(x,y)−G231(x,y)−G312(x,y) +G321(x,y).

In particular,
GA(x) = 2x1 + x2 − 2x1x2 − x2

1 + x2
1x2.

We have maj(AT ) = 3. When we apply maj(AT ) +∇− E to GA(x), we obtain

(maj(AT ) +∇−E)(GA(x)) = GπC
1 (A)(x) + 2GπC

2 (A)(x)

= 3G123(x). ♦

Remark 5.9. Analogs of Lemma 3.7, Corollary 3.13, Corollary 3.15, Corollary 3.16, Propo-
sition 4.9, Theorem 4.10, Proposition 4.12 hold in anti(n) by following the given proofs with
the replacement of Theorem 3.6 by the definition of πi on anti(n); none of these arguments
require already knowing the result for ASM(n).
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