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BUBBLE SORT AND HOWE DUALITY FOR STAIRCASE MATRICES

ANTON KHOROSHKIN AND IEVGEN MAKEDONSKYI

Abstract. In this paper, we present an independent proof of the Cauchy identities for
staircase matrices, originally discovered in [FKhM3], using the combinatorics of the Bruhat
poset and the bubble-sort procedure. Additionally, we derive new insights into certain
coefficients appearing in one of these identities.

The first part of the paper focuses on combinatorial aspects. It is self-contained, of inde-
pendent interest, and introduces a generalization of parabolic Bruhat graphs for monotone
functions on an arborescent poset. The second part examines the intersections of Demazure
modules within a given integrable representation. Finally, we propose a generalization of
the classical Howe duality for staircase matrices in terms of the corresponding distributive
lattice of Demazure submodules. Computing the associated character yields the desired
Cauchy identities for staircase matrices.
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0. Introduction

We focus in the introduction by explaining our main goal – ”Howe duality for staircase
matrices” – rather than detailing the combinatorial structures we discovered along the way.
However, the key combinatorial ingredients must be introduced early on.

Let us fix the space of rectangular matrices Matn×m with n rows and m columns. The Lie
algebras of matrices gln and glm act on the spaceMatn×m from the left and right, respectively.
Classical ”Howe duality” (discovered by R.Howe [Ho]) describes the decomposition of the
symmetric algebra into a direct sum of irreducible gln-glm-modules:

(A) SN(Matn×m) ≃
⊕

λ⊢N

V
gln
λ ⊗ (V

glm
λ )op, with l(λ) 6 min(m,n).

Here, Vλ is the irreducible left gln-module with highest weight λ, while (V
glm
λ )op denotes

the opposite irreducible right glm-module with highest weight λ. Next, let us consider the
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subspace of ”staircase matrices” Matn, where n := (n1 6 n2 6 . . . 6 nm) (with nm = n)
represents the column sizes of nonzero elements in the staircase shape. We visualize the
partition n as a ”reversed Young diagram” Yn following the staircase shape, as suggested by
Gaussian elimination (see Example (C) below). Working with a staircase shape Yn breaks
the full gl-symmetry but preserves the action of the upper-triangular (Borel) subalgebras –
bn from the left and bm from the right. Consequently, the symmetric algebra SN(Matn) forms
a bn-bm-sub-bimodule of SN(Matn×m). The Howe decomposition (A) induces the filtration:

FλSN(Matn) := SN(Matn)
⋂
(
⊕

ν>λ

V gln
ν ⊗ (V

glm
λ )op

)
.

We use the standard partial ordering on partitions (see Definition 5.6).
The main combinatorial objects of this paper originate from the description of the mono-

mial generators of the bn-bm-bimodule grFλ. The poset Scn consists of the ”down-left cells”
of the Young diagram Yn, forming a ”rook placement” of Yn. The partial order on Scn
is prescribed by the rule – ”the down and left cell is bigger” (see Definition 4.13). An
order-preserving (”monotone”) Z>0-valued function on Scn is called a ”DL-dense array”
(see Definition 4.13), and the set of all such arrays with a given multiset of nonzero elements
λ is denoted by DLn(λ). Each array A ∈ DLn(λ) defines the following product of matrix
units Eij ∈ Matn:

vA :=
∏

(ij)∈Scn

E
Aij

ij ∈ SN(Matn).

We claim that the set {vA : A ∈ DLn(λ)} generates the bn-bm-bimodule grFλ.

Example B. Let us consider a pictorial example for n := (2 33 52). Bullets represent the
elements of the poset Scn and arrows indicate the covering relations in this poset:

(C)

•
•

•

•
•

•
•

•

•
•

Young diagram
Y(2 33 52)

”rook placement” of
staircase corners

Hasse diagram
of Sc(2 33 52)

The set DL(2 33 52)(2
3 12) of order-preserving monotone functions on the poset Sc(2 33 52) of

staircase corners whose multiset of values is equal to (23 12) consists of four elements:

DL(2 33 52)(2
3 12) :=





2
2

2

1
1

, 2
2

1

2
1

, 2
1

1

2
2

, 1
2

1

2
2




.

The corresponding list of monomial generators of the bn-bm-sub-bimodule grF (23 12)S8(Mat(2 33 52))
of V(23 12) ⊗ V op

(23 12):

E2
21E

2
32E

2
13E55E46, E

2
21E

2
32E13E

2
55E46, E

2
21E32E13E

2
55E

2
46, E21E

2
32E13E

2
55E

2
46.

Our first theorem follows directly from the aforementioned description of monomial gen-
erators of grFλ:
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Theorem D. For each partition λ ⊢ N with l(λ) 6 #Scn, the following isomorphism of
bn-bm-(bi)-submodules holds:

(E) grFλ
(
SN(Matn)

)
≃

∑

A∈DLn(λ)

Dhor(A) ⊗Dop

vrt(A) ⊂ V
gln
λ ⊗ (V

glm
λ )op.

Here Dσλ denotes the ”Demazure b-submodule” of the gl-irreducible representation Vλ,
generated by the extremal vector of weight σλ ∈ Snλ (see [Dem1, Dem2]). Notations hor(A),
vrt(A) stands for the horizontal and the vertical weights of theDL-dense array A. We suggest
below pictorial illustration of vrt and hor and refer to the formal Definition 4.12 in the main
body of the text:

Z5
>0 ∋ (1, 2, 3, 1, 4) =

1
2
3
1
4

2
3

1

4
1

2 3 1 4 1 = (2, 3, 1, 0, 4, 1) ∈ Z6
>0.

hor vrt

Second, to extract any character formula from the description (E), we need to analyze
the intersection of Demazure modules. The following theorem appears to be known among
specialists; however, we were unable to find it explicitly stated in the literature1:

Theorem F. (Theorem 3.10) The subspaces {Dwλ : ω ∈ W} of the integrable representation
Vλ form a distributive lattice, denoted by LD(Vλ).

In other words, there exists a ”common” basis of Vλ such that its intersection with any
Demazure submodule forms a basis for that submodule. Consequently, any submodule ob-
tained through an iterative process of sums and intersections of Demazure submodules is
itself a sum of Demazure submodules. Furthermore, the character of any such b-submodule
of Vλ is given by the sum of the characters of its minimal subquotients:

Kwλ := Dwλ

/ ∑

τλ≺wλ

Dτλ,

which are known as ”van der Kallen modules”, following [vdK].
Note that the sets of gln and glm weights appearing in the summation range of the right-

hand side of (E) are very special. Moreover, in Corollary 4.26, we show that the induced
Bruhat partial orders ≺Br on the horizontal and vertical weights of DL-dense arrays are
equivalent:

(G) ∀A,B ∈ DLn(λ), (hor(A) ≺Br hor(B)) ∈ Snλ ⇔ (vrt(A) ≺Br vrt(B)) ∈ Smλ.

The most combinatorial part of this paper explores the Bruhat partial order on the
set DLn(λ), which is essential for understanding equivalence (G). In particular, we show
that the poset Scn is ”arborescent” and that the maps vrt and hor define a ”consistent
(anti)linearization” (see Definition 2.1). The subset vrt(DLn(λ)) ⊂ Smλ consists of composi-
tions that define a nondecreasing function on the poset Scn. We refer to such compositions as
”Scn-dominant” (Definition 2.5) and establish the following properties of the poset DLn(λ),
which hold for any arborescent poset with consistent (anti)linearization:

1It is worth mentioning that, to the best of our knowledge, the statement of Theorem F does not follow
from Crystal Basis theory, despite the fact that Demazure characters can be realized using crystals, as
suggested by Kashiwara [Ka].
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Theorem H. • The set DLn(λ) is empty if l(λ) > #Scn.
• (Theorem 2.35) If λ = (λ1 > . . . > λ#Scn) is a regular partition of length #Scn,
then the poset DLn is independent of λ and is shown to be bounded, graded, and
EL-shellable.

• If l(λ) 6 #Scn, then:
– (Theorem 2.18) The covering relations for the Bruhat partial order on the set

DLn(λ) of Scn-dominant compositions are determined by transpositions in min-
imal disorders (see Definitions 2.13 and 4.20).

– (§2.3, Corollary 2.31) A natural generalization of the bubble-sort algorithm for
the arborescent poset Scn defines a nonincreasing monotone idempotent on the
corresponding interval in the Bruhat graph Smλ:

bsn : [λn+, λ−]
Smλ ։ DLn(λ).

– There exists a monotone idempotent πλ : DLn ։ DLn(λ) that accounts for the
difference between regular and non-regular λ.

It is worth noting that Theorem H can be viewed as a generalization of a well-known
special case. Indeed, when n = m and Matn is the parabolic Lie subalgebra of gln with
parabolic Weyl subgroup Sn, the poset of staircase corners Scn is a disjoint union of linearly
ordered sets. In this case, all statements of Theorem H are well known for regular λ. In
particular, DLn(λ) corresponds to the parabolic Bruhat graph, and the bubble-sort process
maps a permutation w to the permutation of minimal length in the coset wSn ⊂ Sn. The
monotonicity of the bubble-sort map bsn plays a crucial role in the following result:

Corollary I. (Corollary 3.13) The following sets consist of all ∨-indecomposable elements
in the distributive sublattice of vector subspaces they generate:

• {Dhor(A) : A ∈ DLn(λ)}, a sublattice of LD(Vλ).
• {Dop

vrt(A) : A ∈ DLn(λ)} ⊂ LDop(V op
λ ).

• {Dhor(A) ⊗Dop

vrt(B) : A,B ∈ DLn(λ)} ⊂ LD×Dop(Vλ ⊗ V op
λ ).

Here, LD(Vλ) (resp. LDop(V op
λ )) denotes the distributive lattice of left (resp. right) De-

mazure submodules as described in Theorem F. The corresponding minimal subquotients in
these lattices are the generalized van der Kallen modules:

KScn,hor(A) := Dhor(A)

/ ∑

C≺BrA

Dhor(C), K
op

Scn,vrt(B) := Dop

vrt(B)

/ ∑

C≻BrB

Dop

hor(C).

Finally, the desired ”Cauchy identities for staircase matrices” (L) and (M) (first discovered
in [FKhM3]) follows from a straightforward computation of the character of the isomor-
phism (E). The right-hand side of this isomorphism belongs to the aforementioned distribu-
tive lattice {Dhor(A) ⊗Dop

vrt(B)} and, consequently, is expressed as a sum of characters of its

minimal subquotients:

KnA,B := KScn,hor(A) ⊗ K
op

Scn,vrt(B).
4



Corollary J. (Corollary 3.16 and Corollary 5.16) The following character identities hold
for any staircase matrix shape:

chbm(K
op

Scn,vrt(A)
) =

∑

d : bsn(d)=vrt(A)

ad(y) =
∑

B≻BrA

µDLn(λ)(A,B) κvrt(B)(y);(K)

∏

(i,j)∈Yn

1

1− xiyj
=
∑

N

∑

λ⊢N
l(λ)6#Scn

∑

A∈DLn(λ)

κhor(A)(x) ·


 ∑

d : bsn(d)=vrt(A)

ad(y)


 ,(L)

∏

(i,j)∈Yn

1

1− xiyj
=
∑

N

∑

λ⊢N
l(λ)6#Scn

∑

A�B
A,B∈DLn(λ)

µDLn(λ)(A,B) κhor(A)(x) κ
vrt(B)(y).(M)

Here, κd(x) and κ
d(y) are the left and right ”key polynomials”, which compute the char-

acters of left and right Demazure modules. Similarly, ad(x) and ad(y) are ”Demazure
atoms”, which correspond to the characters of left and right van der Kallen modules (see,
e.g., [Al, AGL, Mas] for combinatorial definitions of these polynomials). The numbers
µDLn(λ)(A,B) represent the ”Möbius function” of the poset DLn(λ) of ”DL-dense arrays”.
This function has detailed description for regular λ (Corollary 2.36), and it is conjectured
to take values in {0,±1} for all partitions λ (Conjectures 2.43 and 2.44).

It is worth mentioning that our original proof of the generalized Cauchy identities (L)
and (M), presented in [FKhM3], was based on the Pieri rules for key polynomials discovered
in [AQ1, AQ2]. In this paper, we provide an independent proof of these identities. Moreover,
our results naturally lead to a rediscovery of the generalized Pieri rules, much like how the
classical Pieri rules follow from the classical Cauchy identity.

The classical Cauchy identity can be interpreted as a character equality arising from Howe
duality and has numerous applications and generalizations across various fields of mathe-
matics, including combinatorics, representation theory, probability theory, and mathematical
physics (see, e.g., [BC, BP, BW, Ok, OR, St1, CK, FL, Las]). Several attempts have been
made to generalize the Cauchy identity for staircase matrices for combinatorial and proba-
bilistic purposes ([Las, AE, AGL]). However, we believe that our result exhibits a particularly
elegant internal structure, and the methods we propose may be applicable to other known
instances of Howe duality.

0.1. Structure of the paper. Sections §1, §2, and §4 focus entirely on combinatorial as-
pects, while Sections §3 and §5 are dedicated to the representation-theoretic side of the
paper.

In §1, we recall key definitions from the theory of posets (§1.1) and distributive lattices
(§1.3) and review the combinatorial structure of the Bruhat graph in §1.2.

In §2, we introduce a generalization of the bubble-sort algorithm for arborescent posets:
• In §2.1, we define the main subposet of the Bruhat graph consisting of dominant com-
positions. • In §2.2, we describe its Hasse diagram. • In §2.3, we present the bubble-sort
algorithm and analyze its key properties. • The desired properties of the poset of dominant
compositions are proved in §2.4.1 for regular λ and are conjectured in §2.4.2 for λ with
repeating elements.

Section 3 focuses on the structure theory of Demazure modules. We recall their definition
in §3.1 and describe their intersections in §3.2.
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Starting from §4, we begin working with staircase shapes and develop their combinatorics:
• The poset Scn of staircase corners is defined in §4.2. • DL-dense arrays are introduced
in §4.3. • The poset structure of these arrays is described in §4.4, relying on the combinatorial
results obtained in §2.

The final section, §5, builds upon all the combinatorial techniques developed so far to
establish the ”Howe duality for staircase matrices”.

Appendix A contains pictorial examples of the Hasse graph of the set DLn(λ).

Acknowledgements. We are grateful to Michel Brion for useful correspondence that leads
to the main idea of Theorem F and Evgeny Feigin, Sergei Ivanov, Igor Makhlin and Alek
Vainstein for useful conversations. The work of Ie. M. is partially supported by Beijing NSF
grant.

1. Recollection of (Bruhat) Posets and Distributive Lattices

1.1. Recollection of poset terminology. Let us recall some properties of partially ordered
sets that are important for our purposes. We refer to [W] and references therein for the
introduction to the theory of posets. All posets in this paper are finite and, in particular,
all intervals

(x, y) := {z : x ≺ z ≺ y}

are finite.

Definition 1.1. A poset (X,�) is called

• bounded if there exists an element 1̂ greater or equal than every other element in X,

and an element 0̂ less or equal to every other element in X.
• graded (also called ranked or pure) if all chains between two comparable elements
have the same length.

The length of the maximal chain from 0̂ to x in a bounded graded poset is called the rank
function and is denoted by rk(x).

The Hasse graph or Hasse diagram ΓX of the poset X is a directed graph whose vertices
are elements of X and edges represent the covering relations in the poset X . For the pictorial
description we orient the edges from the smaller element to the bigger one.

Definition 1.2. A graded poset (X,�) is called

• thin if all open intervals of length 2 consist of two elements:

∀x ≺ y & rk(y)− rk(x) = 2 ⇒ (x, y) := x ≺ z1, z2 ≺ y.

• subthin if all open intervals of length 2 consist of at most two elements.

Definition 1.3. An A-labelling of the poset (X,≺) is the map E from the set of edges of the
Hasse diagram ΓX to a given set A.

The A-labelling is called EL-labelling (Edge-Lexicographical) if A is a poset and for any
pair of comparable elements x < y ∈ X there exists a unique maximal chain

pathE(x ≺ y) := (x ≺ z1 ≺ . . . ≺ zk ≺ y)

going from x to y which has increasing E labels (when reading the covering relations from
minima to maxima)

E(x ≺ z1) < E(z1 ≺ z2) < . . . < E(zk ≺ y)
6



and, moreover, this unique maximal chain is minimal for the lexicographic order on maximal
chains (comparing the words given by the successive E labels).

Definition 1.4. A poset X is called EL-shellable if there exists an EL-labelling of its Hasse
diagram.

We refer to [W] and to [BB, BW1] for the details of aformentioned notions and applications
to Coxeter groups.

Definition 1.5. A map F : X → X on the poset (X,6) is called

• decreasing if F (x) 6 x (respectively increasing if F (x) > x);
• monotone if ∀x 6 y we have F (x) 6 F (y);
• idempotent if ∀x ∈ X F (x) = F (F (x)).

Lemma 1.6. Suppose F : X → X is a monotone idempotent. Then

• if F is decreasing then ∀x ∈ X the element F (x) is the supremum element among
the elements y ∈ F (X) that are less or equal to x:

∀x ∈ X F (x) = sup{y ∈ F (X) : y 6 x}.

• Similarly, if F is an increasing monotone idempotent then

∀x ∈ X F (x) = inf{y ∈ F (X) : y > x}.

Proof. Suppose that F is decreasing and F (x′) 6 x. Then since F is an order-preserving
map we have:

F (x′) = F (F (x′)) 6 F (x).

�

In particular, we see that if x < x′ and x < x′′ is a pair of different edges in the Hasse
diagram of F (X) then the open intervals (x, x′) and (x, x′′) of the poset X do not intersect.

Definition 1.7. Let X be a locally finite poset. The Möbius function µX : X × X → Z is
defined recursively as follows:

• For all x ∈ X, µ(x, x) = 1.
• For all x, y ∈ X such that x < y, the Möbius function is given by:

µ(x, y) = −
∑

z∈[x,y)

µ(x, z),

where the sum is taken over all z ∈ X such that x 6 z < y.
• If x 66 y, then µ(x, y) = 0.

The main application of the Möbius function is the following Möbius Inversion Formula

Fact 1.8. Let f, g : X → C be two functions on a locally finite poset X related by the
following summation:

∀x ∈ X g(x) =
∑

y6x

f(y).

Then, f can be expressed in terms of g using the Möbius function µX of the poset X:

∀y ∈ X f(y) =
∑

x6y

µX(x, y)g(x).

7



Definition 1.9. The order complex ∆(X) of a poset X is the simplicial complex whose
vertices are indexed by elements of X and simplices {x0, . . . , xk} are in one-to-one corre-
spondence with chains x0 < . . . < xk in the poset X.

Fact 1.10. The Möbius function µX(x, y) is equal to the reduced Euler characteristic of the
geometric realization of the order complex of the open interval (x, y):

µX(x, y) = χ̃(|∆(x, y)|).

The following facts follow from the seminal Quillen’s Theorem A ([Q], see also [Wl, Th.2.3]
and [G, Corollary 10.12 on p.1853]):

Fact 1.11. If the poset X has a minimal element then ∆(X) is contractible.

Corollary 1.12. Let F : X → X be an order-preserving idempotent then

• ∀y ∈ F (X) the simplicial complex ∆(F−1(y)) is contractible;
• The order complexes ∆(X) and of ∆(F (X)) are homotopy equivalent.

The subsequent fact was stated by Danaraj-Klee for simplicial complexes ([DK]) and later
on was generalized to posets by Bjorner ([B1]). It has numerous applications for the parabolic
BGG resolution:

Fact 1.13. If (X,6) is a shellable subthin graded poset then the geometric realization of an
ordered complex ∆(X) is homeomorphic to

• a sphere, if the poset X is thin;
• a ball, if the poset X is subthin but not thin.

Corollary 1.14. If X is a graded bounded subthin shellable poset then ∀x < y ∈ X we have

µX(x, y) =

{
(−1)rk(y)−rk(x), if the interval [x, y] is thin,

0, if the interval [x, y] is subthin, but not thin.

1.2. Bruhat Order and Bruhat Graph. Let W be the Weyl group associated with a
semisimple Lie algebra g and the root system Φ. We assume that the Cartan decomposition
g = n− ⊕ h ⊕ n+ is fixed, and that the set of simple reflections S ⊂ W corresponds to this
decomposition. The group W is naturally equipped with the length function, which counts
the number of simple reflections in a reduced decomposition.

Moreover, for any weight λ ∈ P in the weight lattice, we define:

• the dominant weight λ+ :=Wλ ∩ P+ in the W -orbit of λ;
• the Weyl subgroup WJ := Stab(λ+) ⊂W , generated by reflections that fix λ+;
• the element σλ ∈ W of minimal length such that λ = σλλ+, which represents the
left coset W/WJ .

Definition 1.15. The Bruhat partial order on the W -orbit Wλ is defined as follows. For
λ = σλλ+ and µ = σµλ+, we set

λ � µ if and only if Φ− ∩ σλ(Φ+) ⊂ Φ− ∩ σµ(Φ+).

The Hasse diagram of the poset Wλ ≃W/WJ is called the parabolic Bruhat graph. If WJ is
trivial, it is called the Bruhat graph.

For further details, we refer to the classical textbooks on this subject [Hu, BB].
8



Fact 1.16. The (parabolic) Bruhat graph Wλ is bounded and graded, with

0̂ := λ+, 1̂ := λ− = ω0λ+,

where ω0 (respectively, ωJ0 ) is the longest element of the Weyl group W (resp. the Weyl
subgroup WJ). The rank function coincides with the length function:

rk(λ) = l(σλ).

Moreover, the Bruhat graph is thin for regular λ (i.e., when Wλ ≃W ), while the parabolic
Bruhat graph is subthin. Additionally, Wλ admits an EL-labelling.

For this paper, we focus on the case g = gln. The corresponding Weyl group W is the
symmetric group Sn, and the set of weights we consider consists of compositions Zn>0.

When W = Sn, the ”reflections” are ”transpositions”, and the set of ”simple reflections”
consists of ”consecutive” transpositions. This allows us to express the length function and the
edges of the Bruhat graph in terms of compositions. In particular, if λ+ = (λ1 > . . . > λm)
is a ”strictly decreasing partition” also called regular, then:

For ν ∈ Smλ+, rk(ν) = l(ν) := #{i < j : νi < νj};(1.17)

ν
≺

−→ (ij)ν
is an edge in the Bruhat graph Smµ

⇔

{
νi > νj ,

∀k = i+ 1, . . . , j − 1, νi /∈ [νj, νi].

(1.18)

A detailed combinatorial description of the (strong) Bruhat order for Sm can be found
in [BB, Th.2.1.5].

Fact 1.19. The labelling of the edges of the Bruhat graph Sm by transpositions defines an
EL-labelling if we consider the following total order on transpositions {(ij) : 1 6 i < j 6 n}:

(1.20) (il) ⊳ (jk)
def
⇔

{
l < k,

l = k and i > j.

It is well-known that for any given parabolic subgroup WJ of a given Weyl group W
each coset wWJ is an interval in the Bruhat graph W with the unique element of minimal
w+ and maximal w− length correspondingly. Moreover, the assignments w 7→ w+ (resp.
w → w−) are monotone nonincreasing (respectively nondecreasing) idempotents acting on
W (see e.g. [BB, §2.5]). Let us adopt this observation to our case of a symmetric group.

From now on, we suppose that λ is a partition with repeating elements. Then for δ := (m−
1, m− 2, . . . , 1, 0) the partition λ+ δ has no equal elements. Consequently, Sm(λ+ δ) ≃ Sm.
Let Sλ be the subgroup that stabilizes partition λ. To each permutation σ we assign σ+

λ

and σ−
λ that are elements of minimal and maximal length among those permutations whose

action on λ is equal to σλ. Then the assignments:

ψ+
λ : Sm

σ 7→σ+
λ−→ Sm, ψ−

λ : Sm
σ 7→σ−

λ−→ Sm

are known to be monotone idempotents (nonincreasing and nondecreasing correspondingly).
The images of these idempotents are isomorphic to the poset Smλ and we end up with the
order-preserving projection that forgets elements from δ:

(1.21) πλ : Sm(λ+ δ) ։ Smλ,

whose left and right adjoints are called by the same letters ψ+
λ and ψ−

λ correspondingly.
9



1.3. Distributive Lattice of Vector Subspaces.

Definition 1.22. A lattice is a partially ordered set (L,6) in which every pair of elements
a, b ∈ L has a unique supremum a∨b (also called the least upper bound or join) and a unique
infimum a ∧ b (also called the greatest lower bound or meet). Both operations are monotone
with respect to the given order:

(a1 6 a2) & (b1 6 b2) ⇒ (a1 ∨ b1 6 a2 ∨ b2) & (a1 ∧ b1 6 a2 ∧ b2).

A lattice L is called distributive if it satisfies the following identity:

∀x, y, z ∈ L x ∧ (y ∨ z) = (x ∧ y) ∨ (x ∧ z).

Throughout this paper, we assume that all lattices under consideration are finite.

Example 1.23. (Boolean lattice) The power set 2M of a given set M forms a distributive
lattice with the following operations:

S 6 T ⇔ S ⊂ T,
S ∧ T := S ∩ T, S ∨ T := S ∪ T.

Birkhoff’s theorem ([Bi], see also [DP, §5]) states that any finite distributive lattice is a
sublattice of a Boolean lattice. The proof of this theorem is straightforward and relies on
the following notion:

Definition 1.24. An element V of a distributive lattice L is called join-irreducible (or ∨-
irreducible) if, whenever V = V1 ∨ V2, we must have either V = V1 or V = V2.

The set of all ∨-irreducible elements of L is denoted by J(L).

In particular, for any two ∨-irreducible elements V1, V2 in a distributive lattice L, the
following holds:

V1 6 V2 ⇔ V1 ∨ V2 = V2.

Example 1.25. To each finite poset (X,6), we associate a sublattice of the Boolean lattice
2X consisting of upper sets:

LX := {S ⊂ X : x ∈ S ⇒ ∀y > x y ∈ S}.

The set of ∨-irreducible elements of LX is indexed by elements of X and consists of the
upper sets X>x := {y ∈ X : y > x}.

Fact 1.26. ([DP, §5]) The assignments (X,6) 7→ LX and L 7→ J(L) define a pair of
mutually inverse bijections between the set of finite posets and the set of finite distributive
lattices.

However, in our applications, we are primarily interested in distributive lattices of vector
subspaces. The set L(U) of all vector subspaces of a given vector space U forms a poset
under inclusion and a lattice under the operations of intersection and sum:

∀V1, V2 ⊂ U

{
V1 6 V2

def
⇔ V1 ⊂ V2;

V1 ∧ V2 := V1 ∩ V2, V1 ∨ V2 := V1 + V2.

Definition 1.27. For a given collection of vector subspaces V1, . . . , Vk ⊂ U , we define the
lattice L(V1, . . . , Vk;U) as the smallest sublattice of L(U) that contains all Vi.
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Note that while the lattice L(U) may be infinite, its sublattice L(V1, . . . , Vk;U) is always
finite. The following proposition is a well-known fact from linear algebra (see, e.g., [PP,
Chapter 1, Proposition 7.1] and references therein):

Proposition 1.28. The lattice L(V1, . . . , Vk;U) ⊂ L(U) is distributive if and only if there
exists a basis {e1, . . . , en} of the ambient space U such that for each i = 1, . . . , k, the space
Vi has a basis given by Vi ∩ {e1, . . . , en}.

In particular, under the assumptions of Proposition 1.28, the mapping:

ψ : Vi 7→ Vi ∩ {e1, . . . , en} ⊂ {e1, . . . , en}

defines an embedding of the distributive lattice L(V1, . . . , Vk;U) into the Boolean lattice of
subsets of the basis {e1, . . . , en}, where the set ψ(Vi) forms a basis of the space Vi.

From now on, we consider a distributive lattice L of vector subspaces of a given vector
space U , generated by its subset of ∨-irreducible vector subspaces:

J(L) := {V1, . . . , Vk}.

We assume that (0) and U belong to J(L) and that the induced poset J(L) is bounded:

i 6 j
def
⇔ Vi ⊂ Vj.

Any element in the distributive lattice is a join of the ∨-irreducible elements, what means
that any subspace V ∈ L satisfies:

V = ∨Vi⊂V Vi =
∑

Vi⊂V

Vi.

The set J(L) defines a standard filtration applied to both U and any subspace V in L:

(1.29) F i
LV := V ∧ Vi = V ∩ Vi, i 6 j ⇒ F i

LV ⊂ F j
LV.

Let E := {e1, . . . , edimV } be a given common basis of L. To each ∨-irreducible space Vi,
we associate a subset Ei := {ei1, . . . , e

i
ri
} ⊂ E, consisting of basis elements that belong to Vi

but not to any other proper subspace Vj ( Vi. From this definition, we obtain:

Fact 1.30. • Each space is spanned by the union of basis elements: Vi = span〈∪Vj⊂ViE
j〉.

• The elements from Ei form a basis for the space

(1.31) Ki := Vi

/
∑

Vj(Vi

Vj

called the minimal subquotient in L.
• The subquotient

F i
LV/F

<i
L V ≃

{
Ki, if Vi ⊂ V,

0, otherwise.

• The basis of the quotient V̄ = V ′/V ′′ for V ′, V ′′ ∈ L consists of the (disjoint) union
of the sets Ei for indices i satisfying (Vi ⊂ V ′) & (Vi 6⊂ V ′′).

11



For any subset Vi1, . . . , Vir ⊂ LV of ∨-irreducible subspaces, we define:

J6i1,...,ir := {Vj : (j 6 i1) & . . .& (j 6 ir)} ⊂ J.

Then we have the equality:

Vi1 ∧ . . . ∧ Vir = ∨V ∈J6i1,...,irV = ∨V ∈max(J6i1,...,ir )V.

The latter follows from the fact that all Vi’s are ∨-irreducible.

Proposition 1.32. Each subquotient V̄ := V ′/V ′′ of two subspaces V ′, V ′′ in a distributive
lattice L admits a resolution by a direct sum of ∨-irreducible elements.

Proof. We prove by induction on i that the minimal quotient Ki (defined in (1.31)) has a
resolution by ∨-irreducible elements Vj with j 6 i.

The base case is clear: when i is minimal, we have Ki = Vi.
Suppose the statement holds for all j < i. Then, by gluing these resolutions, we obtain

a resolution for any quotient Ū := U1/U2 with U1 ( Vi. Let Vj1, . . . , Vjr be the maximal
∨-irreducible subspaces satisfying Vj 6 Vi. Then, we have the short exact sequence:

0 Vj1 + . . .+ Vjr Vi Ki 0.

Applying inclusion-exclusion, we obtain the long exact sequence:

0
⋂r

s=1 Vjs . . .
⊕

J⊂[1r]
|J|=l

⋂
s∈J Vjs . . .

⊕r

s=1 Vjs +r
s=1Vjs 0.

By induction, each intersection is resolved by ∨-irreducible elements, hence so is Ki. �

Proposition 1.33. Let F : J(L) → J(L) be an increasing monotone idempotent on the poset
J(L) of ∨-irreducible elements in a given distributive lattice L. Then the image F (J(L))
forms a set of ∨-irreducible elements in the distributive sublattice LF ⊂ L generated by
F (J(L)).

Moreover, for every l ∈ F (J(L)), the minimal subquotients in the sublattice LF are given
by:

(1.34) KFl := VF (i)

/
∑

VF (j)⊂VF (i)

VF (j) ≃
⊕

l : F (l)=F (i)

Vl

/
∑

Vj⊂Vl

Vj.

Proof. The proof follows from a direct application of Birkhoff’s bijection between posets and
distributive lattices, as discussed in Example 1.25.

First, note that any sublattice of a distributive lattice remains distributive. Second, any ∨-
irreducible element of the original lattice that belongs to the sublattice remains ∨-irreducible
within it. Finally, using Lemma 1.6, we conclude that there are no additional ∨-irreducible
elements in LF beyond those in the set {VF (i) : Vi ∈ J(L)}. Isomorphism (1.34) follows from
a direct examination of the elements of the basis E. Specifically, the union ∪l∈F−1(F (i))E

l

constitutes a basis for both the left-hand and right-hand sides of (1.34), establishing the
claim. �
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2. Bubble-Sort Algorithm for Arborescent Posets with
(Anti)Linearization

This section is purely combinatorial and independent of the rest of the paper. We gen-
eralize the ”bubble-sort” algorithm for arborescent posets S with (anti)linearization and
describe the Bruhat partial order and its properties on the set of monotone functions over
these posets.

Later in the paper, these posets will appear as the set of staircase corners Scn (Proposi-
tion 4.11). The Bruhat poset of monotone functions described in this section will resurface
in §4, playing a key role in defining the vertical and horizontal weights of DL-dense arrays
(Definition 4.13), which form the main combinatorial foundation for the generalization of
Howe duality for staircase matrices.

2.1. Arborescent Posets with Consistent (Anti)Linearization.

Definition 2.1. • A poset (S,≻), together with an order-reversing monomorphism
v : (S,≻) →֒ ([1m], <) that satisfies one of the two following equivalent conditions:

(2.2)
∀s, t, r ∈ S : [(v(s) < v(t) < v(r)) & (s ≻ r)] ⇒ (t ≻ r);

⇔ ∀s ∈ S ∃as 6 bs 6 m : S�s = v−1([as, bs]).

is called an arborescent poset with consistent anti-linearization.
• A poset (S,≻), together with an order-preserving embedding h : (S,≻) →֒ ([1n], <)
that satisfies one of the two following equivalent conditions:

∀s, t, r ∈ S : [(h(s) < h(t) < h(r)) & (s ≺ r)] ⇒ (t ≺ r);
⇔ ∀s ∈ S ∃as 6 bs 6 n : S�s = h−1([as, bs]).

is called an arborescent poset with consistent linearization.

Assumption (2.2) ensures that the Hasse diagram of (S,≺) forms a forest, where the set
of minimal elements corresponds to the roots. Indeed, if this were not the case, there would
exist three elements s, t, r ∈ S such that s ≻ t, s ≻ r, with t and r being incomparable,
and v(s) < v(t) < v(r). Consequently, the subset S�r would contain s and, therefore, the
preimage of the interval [v(s), v(r)]. However, t 6∈ S�r, leading to a contradiction.

Definition 2.3. Given an arborescent poset S with consistent linearization or anti-linearization
v : S →֒ [1m], a composition d := (d1, . . . , dm) ∈ Zm>0 is called S-dominant if the following
conditions hold: {

l /∈ v(S) ⇒ dl = 0;

s ≻ t ∈ S ⇒ dv(s) > dv(t).

Remark 2.4. For an arborescent poset S, the order-reversing embedding v : S →֒ [1m] is
a consistent anti-linearization if and only if its opposite order-preserving embedding op ◦ v :
S →֒ [1m] is a consistent linearization. Here,

op(l) := m− l + 1

is the standard order-reversing involution of the interval [1m].
Accordingly, a composition d := (d1, . . . , dm) ∈ Zm>0 is S-dominant for the anti-linearization

v if and only if the opposite composition d
op

:= (dm, . . . , d1) is dominant for the linearization
op ◦ v.
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From this point onward, we fix an arborescent poset S with a consistent anti-linearization
v : S →֒ [1m]. Similar definitions and results hold for a consistent linearization by consid-
ering the opposite order on the linearly ordered set [1m].

Definition 2.5. A composition d := (d1, . . . , dm) ∈ Zm>0 is called:

• S-admissible if the following inequality holds for all k 6 m:

#{j = 1, . . . , k : dj > 0} 6 #S6k,

where S6k := v−1([1, k]).
• S[l]-dominant if the following implications hold:

{
l /∈ v(S) ⇒ dl = 0;

l ∈ v(S) ⇒ ∀s ∈ S : s ≻ v−1(l) we have dv(s) > dl;

• S[6 k]-dominant if d is S[l]-dominant for all l 6 k.

In particular, a composition d is S-dominant if and only if it is S[6 m]-dominant.

Example 2.6. Below is a pictorial example of an arborescent poset with consistent anti-
linearization. The elements of the poset S are represented by blue dots, edges in the Hasse
diagram of S are drawn as edges, and each cell corresponds to an element of the linearly
ordered set [1m]:

• • • • • • •
:=





S := {s1, s2, s3, s5, s6, s7, s8},
s1 ≻ s3, s2 ≻ s3, s5 ≻ s8, s6 ≻ s7 ≻ s8,

v : S →֒ [19], with v(si) = i.





We hope that the following pictorial illustration of various compositions for the aforemen-
tioned arborescent poset S will help in understanding Definition 2.5:

3 4 1 0 4 6 3 2 0 − is S-dominant ⇔ S[6 9]-dominant,

3 4 1 0 4 2 3 0 6 − is S[6 6]-dominant and S-admissible,

3 4 1 8 4 6 3 2 0 − is S[6 3]-dominant, but not S-admissible.

Notation 2.7. For each partition λ, we define the following subsets of Smλ, consisting of
compositions whose multiset of nonzero elements equals λ:

Av
S(λ) – the set of S-admissible compositions;

Dv
S(λ) – the set of S-dominant compositions;

BvS[6k](λ) – the set of S[6 k]-dominant and S-admissible compositions.

We equip these sets with the poset structure induced from the Bruhat partial order on Smλ.

Note that every S-dominant composition is also S-admissible, leading to the following
sequence of poset embeddings:

Dv
S(λ) = BvS[6m](λ) ⊂ BvS[6m−1](λ) ⊂ . . . ⊂ BvS[60](λ) = Av

S(λ).

For each k = 1, . . . , m, we denote by S̃k the poset S6k ⊔ {k + 1, . . . , m}, where the par-
tial order is inherited from S6k, while the remaining elements are incomparable with all
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others. The poset S̃k is evidently arborescent, and the natural map ṽ : S̃k → [1m], which
coincides with v on S6k and acts as the identity on the complement, defines a consistent
anti-linearization. From the definitions, we immediately obtain the following isomorphism
of sets:

(2.8) BvS[6k](λ) = Dṽ

S̃k
(λ) ∩ Av

S(λ).

The main goal of this section is to demonstrate that the posets Dv
S(λ) inherit many

desirable properties of the Bruhat graph Smλ. One of the key features is the general-
ization of the classical bubble-sort algorithm, which defines a monotone idempotent map
bsS : Av

S(λ) → Dv
S(λ). This map is constructed as a composition of monotone idempotents

bskS : BvS[<k](λ) → BvS[6k](λ). We have successfully proven that for a regular partition λ, the

posets Dv
S(λ) are bounded, graded, subthin, and EL-shellable. In contrast, for λ with re-

peated parts, the poset may not be graded; however, we conjecture that it remains shellable.
Let us now discuss the differences between the regular and non-regular cases.

The posets Dv
S(λ) and Dv

S(λ
′) are isomorphic whenever there is an isomorphism between

the ordered multisets λ and λ′. In particular, if λ is ”regular” (i.e., all parts of λ are distinct),
then the set Dv

S(λ) of S-dominant compositions does not depend on λ and will be denoted
simply as Dv

S.

Lemma 2.9. Suppose that S is an arborescent poset with a consistent anti-linearization
v : S →֒ [1m]. Then the monotone projection πλ : Sm ։ Smλ and its adjoint embedding ψ+

λ :
Smλ →֒ Sm (defined in (1.21)) restrict to a monotone projection and its adjoint monotone
embedding on the set Dv

S of S-dominant weights:

(2.10) Dv
S = Dv

S(λ+ δ) Dv
S(λ).

πλ

ψ+
λ

⊥

Proof. It follows directly from Definition 2.5 that if a ∈ Sm(λ + δ) is S-dominant, then the
corresponding composition πλ(a) is also S-dominant. Conversely, if b ∈ Smλ is S-dominant,
then ψ+

λ (b) is also S-dominant. �

Consequently, the composition ψ+
λ ◦πλ, also denoted by ψ+

λ , is a non-increasing monotone
idempotent on DS.

Example 2.11. Suppose that T = T1 ⊔ . . . ⊔ Tk is a disjoint union of linearly ordered sets
Tq = (smq−1+1 ≻ . . . ≻ smq

) and that v : T →֒ [1m] is a consistent surjective anti-linearization
given by:

v(si) = i.

Then, for each composition d ∈ Zm>0, we define a composition bsT(d) by sorting the elements

within each connected component of S. More precisely, bsT(d) is determined by the following
conditions, satisfied for all q = 1, . . . , k:

• The following multisets are equal:

{dmq−1+1, . . . , dmq
} = {bsT(d)mq−1+1, . . . , bsT(d)mq

}.

• The values in bsT(d) are arranged in non-increasing order:

(2.12) bsT(d)mq−1+1 > . . . > bsT(d)mq
.
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By construction, we have bsT(d) = bsT(bsT(d)), and for any a, b ∈ Sm(λ) satisfying a ≺Br b,
we obtain: bsT(a) � bsT(b). This confirms that bsT is a monotone idempotent in the sense
of Definition 1.5 (see, e.g., [BB, §2.5]).

Now, suppose that λ = (λk11 , . . . , λ
kl
l ) with λ1 > . . . > λl > 0. Then the corresponding set

of T-dominant compositions has the following structure:

DT(λ) ≃ Sm\Smλ ≃ Sm\Sm/Sλ,

where
Sm := Sm1 × . . .× Smr−mr−1 , Sλ := Sk1 × . . .× Skl = Stabilizer(λ).

In other words, DT(λ) can be identified with a double coset of a Weyl group modulo two
parabolic Weyl subgroups:

Sm = Sm(λ+ δ) Smλ = Sm/Sλ

Dv
T = Sm\Sm Dv

T(λ) = Sm\Sm/Sλ

πλ

ψ+
λ

⊥

bsT bsT

πλ

ψ+
λ

⊥

Note that, as a poset, the double quotient Sm\Sm/Sλ may be non-graded, as illustrated in
Example 2.42. However, all covering relations in the Hasse diagram of the induced Bruhat
graph are given by appropriate transpositions. We refer to [Stm, Ko] for a discussion on
double quotients in the context of Coxeter groups.

2.2. Hasse diagram of S-dominant compositions. In this section, we assume that (S, v)
is an arborescent poset with anti-linearization and focus exclusively on S-dominant com-
positions. From the definition, it follows that whenever j /∈ v(S), we have dj = 0 for any

S-dominant composition d. Thus, the j’th entry of any composition in Dv
S(λ) does not in-

fluence any conclusions in this section, as it is always equal to 0. Therefore, without loss of
generality, we assume that v : S →֒ [1m] is surjective, making it an isomorphism.

Definition 2.13. A pair (ij) of indices is called a minimal S-disorder for an S-dominant

composition d := (d1, . . . , dm) if the following conditions hold:

• v−1(i) and v−1(j) are incomparable in S.
• (ij) forms a disorder, meaning that i < j and di > dj.
• For all l in the interval (i, j) ⊂ [1m], the following implications hold:

(2.14)





v−1(l) ≺ v−1(i) ⇒ dl 6 dj ,
v−1(l) ≻ v−1(j) ⇒ dl > di,

v−1(l) is uncomparable with v−1(i) and v−1(j) ⇒ dl /∈ [dj , di].

Lemma 2.15. If (ij) is a minimal S-disorder for an S-dominant composition d, then the
composition:

(ij) · d := (. . . , di−1,dj, di+1, . . . , dj−1,di, dj+1, . . .)

is also S-dominant, and d ≺Br (ij) · d.

Proof. Since each element dl for l = i + 1, . . . , j − 1 does not belong to the open interval
(dj, di), it follows that d is less than (ij) · d in the Bruhat partial order. The first two

implications in (2.14) ensure that the S-dominant inequalities remain valid for (ij) · d. �
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It is worth mentioning that under the assumptions of Lemma 2.15, if all elements of the
composition d are pairwise distinct, then d ≺ (ij) · d is a covering relation in the Bruhat
graph Smλ. Indeed, by the minimality condition, there is no l ∈ {i+ 1, . . . , j − 1} such that
di > dl > dj.

Lemma 2.16. Suppose that λ is regular and a, b ∈ Dv
S(λ) is a pair of Bruhat-comparable

S-dominant compositions (a ≺Br b). Then there exists a minimal S-disorder (ij) for a such
that a ≺Br (ij)a �Br b.

Proof. First, observe that if S is a disjoint union of linearly ordered sets, then the statement
follows from Example 2.11.

We proceed by induction on the number m of elements in S. Recall that the Hasse diagram
of S is a forest of rooted trees, where smaller elements are closer to the roots. If S consists of
a single tree, then v−1(m) is the unique minimal element of S. Thus, am = bm = λm, where
λm is the smallest part of λ. Then we can remove the root of S and apply induction on m
with the truncated anti-linearization S<m → [1m− 1] and the corresponding S<m-dominant
compositions (a1, . . . , am−1) and (b1, . . . , bm−1).

If the Hasse diagram of S contains multiple connected components, we decompose S ac-
cording to v:

(2.17) S = T1 ⊔ T2 ⊔ . . . ⊔ Tk, |Tq| = mq.

For q < q′ and s ∈ Tq, s
′ ∈ Tq′, we have v(s) < v(s′), and we define a linear order on each

tree Tq following v:

t ≺ t′
def
⇔

{
∃q : t, t′ ∈ Tq,

v(t) > v(t′).

The poset T = ⊔kq=1Tk is a disjoint union of linearly ordered sets Tq and thus satisfies

Example 2.11. Therefore, we have a monotone idempotent bsT that maps d to a T-dominant
composition bsT(d), as described in (2.12).

If bsT(a) = bsT(b), then the multisets of values of a and b restricted to each Tq coincide,
allowing us to proceed separately on each Tq.

Otherwise, there exists a transposition (ll′) in the parabolic Bruhat graph such that:

bsT(a) ≺ (ll′)bsT(a) � bsT(b).

Since all elements of λ are distinct, there exists a unique pair (i, j) such that:

ai = (bsT(a))l > aj = (bsT(a))l.

Note that (ll′) is a minimal disorder for T-dominant composition bsT(a) what follows that

∀p = mq−1 + 1, . . . , mq′ we have bsT(a)p /∈ [(bsT(a))l′, (bsT(a))l] ⇔ ap /∈ [aj , ai].

Consequently (ij) is a minimal S-disorder for a and, moreover, (ij)a � b. �

Theorem 2.18. The restriction of the Bruhat partial order to the subset Dv
S(λ) ⊂ Smλ of

S-dominant compositions is generated by the relations a ≺ (ij)a, where (ij) is a minimal
S-disorder for a.
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Proof. First, suppose that λ is regular. Lemma 2.15 implies that a is less than (ij)a in the
Bruhat partial order. Lemma 2.16 establishes that the comparison a ≺ (ij)a defines an edge
in the Hasse diagram. Indeed, assume that a ≺Br b ∈ Dv

S(λ). Then there exists a chain of
S-dominant compositions:

a = c0 ≺ c1 ≺ c2 ≺ . . . � b

such that each ci differs from ci+1 by a transposition associated with a minimal S-disorder
and that ck � b. Since the Bruhat graph is finite, this chain cannot be infinite. Consequently,
there exists an index l such that cl = b.

If λ has repeating elements, we use the monotone projection πλ and its adjoint ψ+
λ

from (2.10). Specifically, consider an edge a ≺ b in the Hasse diagram of Dv
S(λ). Then

ψ+
λ (a) ≺ ψ+

λ (b) in DS, and the latter must be connected by a chain of edges in the Hasse
diagram of DS:

ψ+
λ (a) = c0 ≺ . . . ≺ ck−1 ≺ ck ≺ . . . ≺ cl = ψ+

λ (b),

such that for all i 6= k, we have πλ(ci−1) = πλ(ci). Consequently, a differs from b by a
transposition in a disorder, and the corresponding disorder must be minimal since it arises
from a minimal disorder in DS. �

2.3. Bubble-sort. In this section, we continue working with an arborescent poset S equipped
with a consistent order-reversing anti-linearization v : S → [1m]. The bubble-sort al-
gorithm described below is an inductive procedure for reordering the elements of an S-
admissible composition d into an S-dominant composition bsS(d):

(2.19) bsS := bsmS ◦ . . . ◦ bs1S.

In each step k (denoted by bskS), only the first k elements of the composition are rearranged.
Thus, we explain the procedure for compositions of length k. The k’th step bskS follows this
recursive procedure to ensure S[k]-dominance:

Algorithmic Definition 2.20. Suppose that the composition d = (d1, . . . , dk) is S[< k]-
dominant and S-admissible but not S[k]-dominant. Then:

• Find the index j as the maximal element of [1m] with respect to the linear order 6,
among the set of maximal elements of S with respect to the partial order ≺, whose
weight is less than dk. That is,

(2.21) j := max
6

{
v

(
max
�

{
s ∈ S<k : dv(s) < dk

})}
.

• Repeat this procedure for the composition obtained by swapping dj and dk in d:

(jk) · d := (d1, . . . , dj−1,dk, dj+1, . . . , dk−1,dj)

until the composition becomes S[k]-dominant.

Example 2.22. Let us show an example of bubble-sort process bsS applied to an S-admissible

composition 1 0 3 0 2 6 2 4 5 for the arborescent poset S with antilinearisation

from Example 2.6. As suggested in 2.20 we apply bskS on the truncated compositions. We
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draw in ”red” the numbers ds such that s is one of the maximums in S<k with dv(s) < dk
and we round the maximum of them with respect to the standard linear order.

bs1S = bs2S = Id; bs3S : 1 0 3
(23)
→ 1 3 0 ,

bs4S = bs5S = bs6S = bs7S = Id;

bs8S : 1 3 0 0 2 6 2 4
(78)
→ 1 3 0 0 2 6 4 2 ;

bs9S :





1 3 0 0 2 6 4 2 5
(79)
→ 1 3 0 0 2 6 5 2 4

(69)
→

(69)
→ 1 3 0 0 4 6 5 2 2

(19)
→ 2 3 0 0 4 6 5 2 1

(39)
→

(39)
→ 2 3 1 0 4 6 5 2 0

Lemma 2.23. The bubble-sort operation bskS is well-defined, and the index j obtained by
assumption (2.21) is chosen such that (jk) is the minimal S<k-disorder for the composition
d.

Proof. Let us analyze the details of Algorithm 2.20. Suppose that d is not S[k]-dominant. If
k /∈ v(S), then S<k = S6k. Since d is S-admissible, there exists s ∈ S<k such that dv(s) = 0.

If k = v(t) for some t ∈ S, then since d is not S6k-dominant, there exists an element s ∈ S<k
such that s ≻ t and dv(s) < dv(t) = dk. In both cases, we find an element s ∈ S<k such that
dv(s) < dk. Consequently, the subset

{
s ∈ S<k : dv(s) < dk

}
⊂ S

is nonempty, ensuring that the index j defined by (2.21) is well-defined. Moreover, for all
l = j+1, . . . , k−1, we have either l /∈ v(S), in which case dl = 0, or l ∈ v(S) and dl 6 dj < dk.
Therefore, by the description (1.18), we conclude that the pair (jk) is a minimal S<k-disorder
for d. �

Corollary 2.24. The assignment d 7→ bskS is a nonincreasing idempotent on the set BvS[<k](λ)

of S<k-dominant S-admissible compositions, whose image is the set BvS[6k](λ) of S[k]-dominant
compositions:

∀d ∈ BvS[<k](λ) d �Br bs
k
S(d) = bskS(bs

k
S(d)) ∈ BvS[6k](λ).(2.25)

Proof. The map bskS is nonincreasing (2.25) because at each step we do the transposition in a
minimal disorder and it is idempotent that fixes the set of S[k]-dominant compositions. �

2.4. The Desired Properties of the Posets DS(λ).

2.4.1. Case of Regular λ. Let us analyze in detail the properties of Dv
S(λ) for regular

λ (i.e., when all elements of the partition are distinct). In particular, we will sometimes
omit the notation λ since, for regular λ, the structure of Dv

S(λ) does not depend on it. We
may also assume, without loss of generality, that v is surjective and thus an isomorphism.
Consequently, we have AS(λ) = Smλ ≃ Sm, since every composition d ∈ Sm is S-admissible.
Moreover, the minimal element λ+ is always S-dominant.
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Proposition 2.26. The Hasse diagram of Dv
S is a subgraph of the Bruhat graph Sm. In

particular, Dv
S is graded, and the rank function in Dv

S is given by:

rkDv
S
(d) := #{s, t ∈ S : (s 6≻ t) & (v(s) < v(t)) & (dv(s) < dv(t))}.

Proof. If all λi’s are distinct, then the non-strict inequalities in (2.14) become strict. Conse-
quently, a minimal S-disorder (ij) for a defines an edge a → (ij)a in the Bruhat graph Sm.
Thus, the rank function counts the number of (dis)orders among incomparable elements in
S. �

Corollary 2.27. The poset Dv
S is subthin.

Proof. Consider two compositions a, b ∈ Dv
S(λ) such that the rank difference between a and

b is exactly 2. Since the Hasse diagram of Dv
S is a subgraph of Sm, we know that the open

interval (a, b)Sm in Sm consists of exactly two elements (since Sm is thin). By assumption,
at least one of these elements must belong to Dv

S, which implies that Dv
S is subthin. �

The following proposition generalizes a well-known property of symmetric groups to the
case of S-dominant compositions. Note that this result holds only for regular λ, as demon-
strated in Example 2.42.

Proposition 2.28. Suppose that two incomparable S-dominant compositions, b = (il)a and
c = (jk)a, are obtained from an S-dominant composition a by applying transpositions in two
different minimal S-disorders. Then, there exists an S-dominant composition d that can be
obtained from both b and c by applying transpositions corresponding to appropriate minimal
disorders:

(2.29)

a

b c

∃d

(il) (jk)

∃(pk) ∃(iq)

,

∃d

b c

a

∃(pk) ∃(iq)

(il) (jk)

.

Here, the arrows indicate an increase in the Bruhat order within the set Dv
S(λ). Moreover,

we assume that either (l < k) or (l = k) and (i < j), and that the sets ({i < l} ∪ {j < k})
and ({p < k} ∪ {i < q}) are identical.

Conversely, if the composition a is obtained from b via the minimal disorder (il) and from
c via the minimal disorder (jk), then there exists a composition d such that both b and c can
be obtained from d by applying minimal disorders.

Proof. The values of a, b, and c coincide for all indices other than i, j, k, l. Therefore, it
suffices to prove the statement of the lemma for a poset of cardinality 3 or 4, depending on
the size of the set {i, j, k, l}.

If the cardinality of {i, j, k, l} is 4, then the transpositions (il) and (jk) commute. More-
over, since all elements of λ are distinct, the transposition (il) remains a minimal disorder
for (jk)a, and vice versa. On the other hand, there are exactly five different arborescent
posets with an anti-linearization of cardinality 3 (see Example A.1), and in all cases, the set
Dv

S is isomorphic to the (parabolic) Bruhat graph. The only case where two distinct minimal
disorders exist corresponds to a poset in which all elements are incomparable. �
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Proposition 2.30. The bubble-sort operation bskS : BvS[<k] → BvS[6k] is a nonincreasing,

monotone idempotent (in the sense of Definition 1.5).

Proof. By Corollary 2.24, we already know that bskS is a nonincreasing idempotent. Now, we
prove the remaining monotonicity property by induction on the Bruhat partial order.

According to Theorem 2.18, the edges in the Hasse diagram of S<k-dominant composi-
tions correspond to minimal disorders for the poset S̃k−1, as discussed in (2.8). Suppose that
(il)d �Br d represents an edge in the Bruhat subgraph of S-admissible, S<k-dominant com-
positions. We now analyze the effect of the bubble-sort algorithm on these compositions. If
(il) = (jk), then bskS((il)d) = bskS(d). On the other hand, Proposition 2.28 states that if (il)
and (jk) are distinct, then the compositions obtained after one step of the bubble-sort algo-
rithm remain distinct and differ by a transposition corresponding to a minimal S<k-disorder.
Consequently, they remain connected by an edge in the Hasse diagram. �

Corollary 2.31. The bubble-sort process bsS : Sm → Dv
S is a nonincreasing, monotone

idempotent on Sm.

Proof. By Definition (2.19), bsS is constructed as a sequential composition of nonincreasing,
monotone idempotents bskS for k = 1, . . . , m, where each bskS is applied to the image of the
previous step bsk−1

S . �

Corollary 2.32. The poset Dv
S is bounded.

Proof. Since the Bruhat graph Sm is bounded, its image under a monotone idempotent must
also be bounded. �

Suppose we are given an EL-labelling ESm of the Bruhat graph Sm, as described in (1.20).
Then, for each pair of comparable elements a ≺Br b, we assign the path:

pathSm(a→ b) :=
(
a ≺ y1 ≺ . . . ≺ yk−1 ≺ b

)
,

such that
ESm(a ≺ y1) < ESm(y1 ≺ y2) < . . . < ESm(yk−1 ≺ b).

This path is assumed to be unique and lexicographically minimal due to the EL-property.

Lemma 2.33. Suppose that a ≺ b ≺ c is a sequence of three adjacent elements in the Hasse
diagram of Dv

S(λ). Then the maximal chain pathSm(a → c) in the Bruhat graph Smλ with

increasing E-labellings contains an S-dominant composition d such that a ≺ d ≺ c. Moreover,
if d 6= b, then the induced ESm-labeling along the alternative path is decreasing:

ESm(a ≺ b) > ESm(b ≺ c).

Proof. Since the edges in the Hasse diagram of Dv
S correspond to transpositions, we can

restrict the problem to the cases where #S 6 4 and analyze the combinatorics of the ESm-
labeling in S3 and S4. Note that assumption (2.2) plays a crucial role in this argument. �

Proposition 2.34. The induced ESm-labeling of the Hasse diagram of Dv
S is an EL-labeling.

Proof. Let a ≺ b be a pair of comparable S-dominant compositions. Suppose that the length
of the maximal chain between a and b in DS is k. By Proposition 2.26, the distance between
a and b in Sm is also k. We prove by induction on k that the path pathSm(a → b) with the
minimal ESm-labeling consists of S-dominant compositions.

21



The base case (k = 1) is trivial. For the induction step, assume that the claim holds
for chains of length less than k. By Lemma 2.33, starting with any maximal chain from a
to b that passes through S-dominant elements, if the labeling is not increasing, then there
exists a subsequence of three adjacent elements in the chain where the labeling is decreasing.
Applying Lemma 2.33, we can replace this subsequence with another maximal chain in DS

from a to b with a lexicographically smaller labeling. This completes the induction step. �

Let us summarize in one theorem the key properties obtained for the set of S-dominant
compositions in the case of regular λ.

Theorem 2.35. The following properties hold for the poset (Dv
S,≺Br) of S-dominant com-

positions:
• The covering relations are given by transpositions associated with minimal disorders.
• The poset Dv

S is bounded, graded, subthin, and EL-shellable.
• The bubble-sort map bsS : Sm ։ Dv

S is a monotone, nonincreasing idempotent.

Proof. The covering relations were described in Theorem 2.18. Corollary 2.32 ensures that
DS is bounded, while Corollary 2.27 establishes the subthin property. The EL-shellability is
proved in Proposition 2.34. Finally, from Corollary 2.31, we know that bsS is a nonincreasing,
monotone idempotent. �

Corollary 2.36. If λ is regular, then the following identity holds for the Möbius function
on the poset DS = DS(λ):

µDS(a, b) =

{
(−1)rk(b)−rk(a), if the interval (a, b)Sm = (a, b)D

v
S ,

0, otherwise.

In other words, the Möbius function is equal to ±1 if every intermediate composition c ∈ Smλ
satisfying a ≺Br c ≺Br b is S-dominant, and it is zero otherwise.

Proof. The poset DS(λ) is graded, EL-shellable, and subthin, which implies that each interval
in this poset is either a ball or a sphere (Fact 1.13). As mentioned in Corollary 1.14,
computing the Möbius function requires determining when an interval is not thin. This
happens precisely when no elements are lost when restricting the interval (a, b)Smλ ⊂ Smλ
to the subposet Dv

S(λ) of S-dominant weights. �

2.4.2. Parabolic case. From now on we suppose that partition λ = (λk11 , . . . , λ
kl
l ) may have

repeating elements and the anti-liniarization v : S →֒ [1m] may be nonsurjective.

Lemma 2.37. The set AS(λ) of S-admissible compositions is the interval [λS+, λ−] in the
Bruhat poset Smλ if l(λ) 6 #S. On the other hand, if l(λ) > #S, then AS(λ) = ∅.

Here, λS+ denotes the unique S-dominant composition whose l’th nonzero element is equal
to λl, while the remaining elements are zero.

Proof. First, notice that the total number of nonzero elements in an S-admissible composition
cannot exceed the size of S. Thus, any S-admissible composition belongs to Smλ with
l(λ) 6 k. Second, while decreasing the Bruhat order of an S-admissible composition ν ∈ Smλ,
one can attempt to shift all zero elements to the right while preserving S-admissibility. What
remains is determining the position of the zeros. Ultimately, this reduces to analyzing the
Bruhat graph Skλ where k = #S. The latter has a unique minimal element, λ+. �
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Proposition 2.38. For any partition λ with repeating elements, the idempotent bskS com-
mutes with the parabolic projection πλ and its adjoint embedding ψ+

λ :

(2.39)

BS[<k] = BS[<k](λ+ δ) BS[<k](λ)

BS[6k] = BS[6k](λ+ δ) BS[6k](λ)

πλ

ψ+
λ

⊥

bskS bskS

πλ

ψ+
λ

⊥

Proof. The proof follows from a straightforward comparison of these two idempotents based
on the following simple observation:

(λi > λj) ⇒ (λ+ δ)i > (λ+ δ)j.

This ensures that while performing bubble-sort in BS[<k], we first reorder the elements of the

composition d that become equal in BS[<k](λ) and do other reorderings afterward. �

Corollary 2.40. The bubble-sort idempotent bskS is monotone for all λ.

Proof. The idempotent bskS : BS[<k](λ) ։ BS[6k] is the composition of three monotone maps

πλ ◦ bs
k
S ◦ ψ

+
λ and is consequently also monotone. �

Corollary 2.41. The poset Dv
S(λ) is bounded.

Proof. The poset Av
S is bounded (since it is an interval in the Bruhat graph), which implies

that its image under the monotone idempotent is also bounded. �

Unfortunately, not all properties of the Bruhat graph carry over to the parabolic case, as
seen in the following example.

Example 2.42. The poset S2\S4/S2 is not graded:

S := • • • • =
= {s1 ≻ s2, s3, s4}

, DS(3 2
2 1) =

2 1 2 3

2 1 3 2

2 2 1 3

3 1 2 2

2 2 3 1

3 2 1 2

3 2 2 1

.

The following conjectures have been verified in several specific cases. Notably, Conjec-
ture 2.43 implies Conjecture 2.44, which is essential for determining coefficients in the Cauchy
identity (5.18) for staircase matrices.

Conjecture 2.43. For any partition λ with repeating elements, the poset DS(λ) is shellable.

Conjecture 2.44. The Möbius function µDS(λ)(-, -) on the poset DS(λ) takes values in the
set {−1, 0, 1}.
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2.4.3. Arborescent Poset with Consistent Linearization. We conclude this section
by considering the opposite case of an arborescent poset T enhanced with an consistent
linearization (Definition 2.1).

Theorem 2.45. Suppose that (T,≺) is an arborescent poset with an order-preserving con-
sistent linearization h : T →֒ [1n]. Then, if l(λ) 6 #T, the following properties hold for the
set Dh

T(λ) of T-dominant compositions:

• The set Dh
T(λ) is empty if l(λ) > #T.

• If l(λ) 6 #T, then:
– The covering relations in the Bruhat partial order on the set Dh

T(λ) of T-
dominant compositions are given by transpositions in minimal disorders.

– There exists a nondecreasing monotone projection bs
op
T : [λ+, λ

T
−] → Dh

T(λ) from
the interval in the Bruhat graph Snλ to the set of T-dominant compositions.

– The poset Dh
T(λ) is bounded.

• If l(λ) = #T, then the poset Dh
T is graded, subthin, and EL-shellable.

Proof. This follows from Remark 2.4 and the results already established for the consistent
order-reversing anti-linearization of T. �

3. Distributive lattice of Demazure submodules

3.1. Demazure Modules. Let g be a semi-simple (or reductive) Lie algebra, and let b =
b+, b− be its positive and negative Borel subalgebras, with h = b+ ∩ b− being the Cartan
subalgebra. Let Φ = Φ+⊔Φ− denote the corresponding root system, and let P be the weight
lattice of g with P+ as the subset of dominant weights. The Weyl group W acts naturally on
the weight lattice P and for any given weight ν ∈ P , there exists a unique element σν ∈ W
of minimal length such that ν = σν(λ) for some λ ∈ P+.

Let Vλ be the irreducible finite-dimensional g-module with highest weight λ. The ν-
weight subspace of Vλ is one-dimensional, and we denote by vν a generator of this space (in
particular, vν ∈ Vλ is an extremal weight vector). M. Demazure introduced ([Dem1]) the
submodule

Dν := U(b+)vν ⊂ Vλ,

defined as the submodule generated by the extremal vector vν , and established the following
key observation:

Fact 3.1. For all µ, ν ∈ Wλ+, the following equivalence holds:

ν ≺Br µ ⇐⇒ Dν ⊂ Dµ.

These modules were later named Demazure modules and were described in terms of gen-
erators and relations:

Theorem 3.2 ([J]). For any ν ∈ P , the defining relations for the Demazure b-module Dν

are given by:

(3.3) emax{−〈α∨,λ〉,0}+1
α vν = 0, ∀α ∈ Φ+,

where eα ∈ bn is the Chevalley generator corresponding to the root α.
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We will also need the van der Kallen modules Kλ introduced by van der Kallen in [vdK],
which are b-modules defined as:

Kν = Dν

/∑

µ≺ν

Dµ = Dν

/ ∑

µ∈Wλ
Dµ(Dλ

Dµ.

and shown to be cyclic b-modules defined by the following relations:

(3.4) emax(1,max{−〈α∨,ν〉,0})
α vν = 0, ∀α ∈ Φ+.

Remark 3.5. The main example for us is g = gln, where b+ = b+n and b− = b−n are the Lie
subalgebras of upper-triangular and lower-triangular matrices, respectively, and hn = b+n ∩b−n
is the diagonal Cartan subalgebra. The space hn is spanned by the diagonal matrix units,
and its dual basis is denoted by {εi : i = 1, . . . , n}. In this case, P+ ⊂ P consists of weights
λ =

∑n

i=1 λiεi such that λi > λi+1 for all i. Thus, weights can be identified with compositions,
and dominant weights are in bijection with partitions of length at most n. The Weyl group
W is isomorphic to the symmetric group Sn.

The weight λ =
∑n

i=1 λiεi can be considered as a weight of glm for any m > n. In this
setting, the corresponding composition is given by (λ1, . . . , λn, 0, . . . , 0).

For an hn-module M and µ ∈ P , let M(µ) ⊂ V be the weight µ subspace. We define the
character as follows:

(3.6) chhnM :=
∑

µ=(µ1,...,µn)

xµ11 . . . xµnn dimM(µ).

In particular, for a partition λ+, the character of the corresponding irreducible highest weight
gln module Vλ+ is given by the Schur function sλ+(x1, . . . , xn). The Demazure modules Dν

and the van der Kallen modules Kν are labeled by compositions (i.e., arbitrary weights
ν ∈ P ). One has

κν(x1, . . . , xn) = chhDν(x1, . . . , xn) =, aν(x1, . . . , xn) = chhKν(x1, . . . , xn),

where aν(x) and κν(x) are the Demazure atoms and key polynomials (see [Al, P] and refer-
ences therein).

In this paper, we deal with left and right modules over the Borel subalgebra bm ⊂ glm.
To emphasize the distinction, we use the upper index op for right modules. Note that the
right bm-action decreases the weight, whereas the left action increases it. In particular, the
right glm-module V op

λ , is generated by a cyclic vector vλ as a bm-module.

Notation 3.7. For each weight ν, along with its corresponding dominant weight λ+ and
antidominant weight λ− = w0λ+, we define the right Demazure bm-module Dop

ν as the sub-
module of the right gm-module V op

λ+
generated by the extremal vector of right weight ν.

Note that we have an opposite inclusion for opposite (right) Demazure b+n -modules:

ν �Br µ ⇐⇒ Dop
ν ⊃ Dop

µ .

In particular, the opposite van der Kallen modules are described as follows:

Kop
ν = Dop

ν

/
∑

µ≻Brν

Dop
µ .
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Moreover, the Cartan subalgebra hm ⊂ bm acts on the opposite (right) Demazure and van
der Kallen modules, yielding the opposite key polynomials and opposite Demazure atoms:

κλ(y1, . . . , ym) = chhmD
op
λ , a

λ(y1, . . . , ym) = chhmK
op
λ .

Directly from the definition we have

(3.8) κλ(y1, . . . , ym) = κw0λ(ym, . . . , y1), aλ(y1, . . . , ym) = aw0λ(ym, . . . , y1).

Here, w0 is the longest element in the Weyl group. In the case of the symmetric group, it
reverses the composition:

w0(λ1, . . . , λn) = (λn, . . . , λ1).

Note that both κλ(y1, . . . , ym) and aλ(y1, . . . , ym) contain the term yλ, which serves as the
leading term in the Bruhat order.

Example 3.9. Let λ = λ+ be a partition (i.e., a dominant composition), and let λ− = w0λ+
be the corresponding antidominant composition. Then we have the following isomorphisms:

Dλ− ≃ Vλ+ , dim(Dλ+) = dim(Dop
λ−
) = 1, Dop

λ+
≃ Vλ+ .

Consequently, we obtain the following equalities for the corresponding polynomials:

κλ−(x) = sλ(x) = κλ+(x), κλ+(x) = aλ+(x) = xλ+ ; κλ−(x) = aλ−(x) = xλ−.

3.2. Demazure Modules Form a Distributive Lattice. In this section, we provide a
proof of Theorem 3.10 below. Although the statement of the theorem appears to be well
known to experts, we were unable to find a precise reference. We are grateful to Michel
Brion for explaining the key idea of the proof to us.

Let G be a simple Lie group, and let Vλ be its irreducible finite-dimensional highest
weight representation. Demazure modules naturally arise in the geometry of the flag variety
F = G/B. In particular, it is known that there exists a natural line bundle Lλ associated
with λ ∈ P+ such that

H0(F ;Lλ) ≃ V ∗
λ , H0(Xw;Lλ) ≃ D∗

wλ.

Here, Xw ⊂ F is the Schubert variety corresponding to w. (See, e.g., [Ku] for an introduction
to the geometry of flag varieties). Let D⊥

wλ ⊂ H0(F ;Lλ) denote the annihilator of Dwλ:

D⊥
wλ := ker(H0(F,Lλ) ։ H0(Xw,Lλ)) ≃ ker (V ∗

λ ։ D∗
wλ) .

Theorem 3.10. The subspaces {Dwλ : w ∈ W} of the integrable representation Vλ generate
a distributive lattice, denoted LD(Vλ). Equivalently, the dual lattice generated by {D⊥

wλ : w ∈
W} ⊂ L(V ∗

λ ) is distributive.
Moreover, Demazure modules constitute a set of ∨-irreducible elements of this lattice

LD(Vλ).

Proof. From the definition of the Bruhat order, we know that for any dominant weight λ
and any pair of comparable elements in the Weyl group W , we have:

w1 ≺Br w2 ∈ W ⇒ Dw1λ ⊂ Dw2λ ⇔ D⊥
w1λ

⊃ D⊥
w2λ

.

Consequently, for any collection of pairwise uncomparable elements w1, . . . , wk in the Weyl
group W , we obtain the inclusion

(3.11) D⊥
w1λ

+ . . .+D⊥
wkλ

⊂
⋂

w : ∀i w�wi

D⊥
wλ.
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We now show that this inclusion is actually an equality. In other words, we demonstrate
that if a section s ∈ H0(F,Lλ) vanishes when restricted to the intersection of Schubert
varieties ∩ki=1Xwk

, then it can be written as a sum s = s1 + . . . + sk of k sections, where
each si vanishes on Xwi

. Denote by IY the ideal sheaf of the structure sheaf of F consisting
of functions vanishing on a subvariety Y ⊂ F . In particular, for Schubert varieties Xw, we
have

D⊥
wλ ≃ H0(F ;Lλ ⊗ IXw

).

Since the schematic intersection of Schubert varieties is reduced, we obtain

IXw1∩...∩Xwk
= IXw1

+ . . .+ IXwk
;

IXw1∪...∪Xwk
= IXw1

∩ . . . ∩ IXwk
.

Thus, we have an exact sequence of ideal sheaves (originating from the inclusion-exclusion
principle):

0 I⋃k
i=1Xwi

⊕k
s=1I⋃k

i=1
i 6=s

Xwi
. . . ⊕k

s=1IXws
I⋂k

i=1Xwi
0.

Due to the Frobenius splitting of the flag variety F , we know that for any subset {u1, . . . , um} ⊂
W , the higher cohomology vanishes (see [BrKu, Theorems 1.4.8 and 2.3.1]):

H>0(F ;L⊗ I∪m
i=1Xui

) = 0.

This leads to an exact sequence of sections of the line bundle L:

0 → H0(F ;L⊗ I⋃k
i=1Xwi

) → ⊕k
s=1H

0(F ;L⊗ I⋃k
i=1
i 6=s

Xwi
) → . . .→

→ ⊕k
s=1H

0(F ;L ⊗ IXws
) → H0(F ;L⊗ I⋂k

i=1Xwi
) → 0.

Thus, we obtain the inclusion-exclusion formula for the intersection of Demazure modules
and a surjective map

⊕k
i=1D

⊥
wiλ

։ H0(F ;L⊗ I⋂k
i=1Xwi

) =
⋂

w : ∀iw�wi

D⊥
wλ.

From this, it follows that the inclusion (3.11) is actually an equality, establishing that the
lattice of submodules D⊥

wλ of the integrable module V (λ)∗ is distributive.
It remains to show that Demazure submodules are ∨-irreducible elements of the lattice

LD(Vλ). This follows from the observation:

∀U ∈ LD(Vλ), Dwλ ⊂ U ⇔ vwλ ∈ U.

�

It is worth mentioning that all subspaces of the lattice LD(Vλ) are b-submodules of Vλ and,
in particular, h-modules. Consequently, each quotient U1/U2 has a well-defined character ch
(see (3.6)). Let us outline the corollaries of §1.3, which apply naturally to our situation:

Corollary 3.12. Let U ∈ LD(Vλ), and let XU ⊂ Wλ be the subset of the parabolic Bruhat
graph consisting of those wλ such that

U ⊃ Dwλ ⇔ the extremal vector vwλ ∈ U.

Then we have:
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• U ≃
∑

µ∈XU
Dµ;

• For the filtration FµU := U ∩ Dµ, the associated graded space has the following
description:

FµU/
∑

ν≺µ

FνU ≃

{
Kµ, if µ ∈ XU ;

0, if µ /∈ XU .

where Kµ is the van der Kallen module;
• The character of U is equal to the sum of Demazure atoms:

ch(U) =
∑

µ∈XU

aµ(x).

• The character of U is a linear combination of key polynomials {κν : ν ∈ Wλ} with
integer coefficients.

Proof. The van der Kallen module Kwλ coincides with the one described in (1.31). Each
van der Kallen module contains a unique nonzero image of an extremal vector from Vλ.
Thus, the first three items of the corollary follow directly from the general theory outlined
in Fact 1.30. The last item can be deduced either from Proposition 1.32 or from the Möbius
inversion formula (Fact 1.8). �

3.3. Sublattice Indexed by S-Dominant Weights. Let us now apply the combinatorial
results from §2 and the findings of the preceding section §3.2 to the specific case of g = gln,
W = Sn, and an arborescent poset with (anti)linearization.

Corollary 3.13. Suppose that (T, h) is an arborescent poset with linearization (Defini-
tion 2.1) and that λ is a partition of length at most #T. Then the set

{Da ⊂ Vλ : a ∈ DT(λ)}

forms the collection of ∨-irreducible elements of the distributive sublattice LT
D(λ) of LD(λ)

generated by these elements.
Moreover, the minimal subquotients:

(3.14) KT,a := Da

/
∑

c∈DT(λ) : c≺a

Dc

admit a filtration induced by LD(λ), indexed by the elements of the Bruhat graph Wλ, such
that the associated graded module satisfies:

(3.15) grFKT,a ≃
⊕

b∈Snλ : bs
op
T
(b)=a

Kb.

The modules KT,a are referred to as generalized van der Kallen modules.

Proof. Recall that the opposite bubble-sort operation bs
op
T defines an increasing monotone

idempotent on the interval of Bruhat graph, whose image consists of T-antidominant com-
positions (Theorem 2.45). Consequently, the assumptions of Proposition 1.33 are satisfied,
and it remains to carefully apply these results in our setting. �
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Corollary 3.16. We have the following two equivalent descriptions of the hn-character of
the minimal subquotients:

(3.17) chhn(KT,a)(x) =
∑

c∈DT(λ)
c�Bra

µDT(λ)(c, a)κc(x) =
∑

b : bsop
T
(b)=a

ab(x).

Here, µDT(λ)(c, a) is the Möbius function on the poset DT(λ) discussed in Subsection 1.1, κa(x)
is the key polynomial, and aa(x) is the Demazure atom associated with the composition a.

Proof. The first equality follows from the description (3.14) of the generalized van der Kallen
module, while the second follows from the associated graded structure given in (3.15). �

Let us also formulate a similar statement for the right Demazure modules:

Corollary 3.18. Suppose that (S, v) is an arborescent poset with a linearization and that λ
is a partition of length at most #S. Then the right Demazure submodules

{Dop
a ⊂ V op

λ ≃ V−w0λ : a ∈ Snλ}

form the set of ∨-irreducible elements of the distributive lattice Lop
D (λ). The subset of De-

mazure submodules indexed by S-dominant compositions constitutes a subset of ∨-irreducible
elements of the distributive sublattice generated by them:

LS
D(λ)

op := 〈Dop
a : a ∈ DS(λ)〉 ⊂ 〈Dop

a : a ∈ Snλ〉 =: LD(λ)
op.

The minimal subquotients:

K
op
S,a := Dop

a

/
∑

µ∈DS(λ) : µ≻a

Dop
µ

have the following two descriptions of their characters:

(3.19) chhm

(
K

op
S,a

)
=

∑

c∈DS(λ)
c�Bra

µDS(λ)(c, a) κc(y) =
∑

a : bsS(a)=a

aa(y).

It is worth mentioning that, on one hand, any subspace D ∈ LT
D(λ) admits a resolution

by a direct sum of Demazure modules (Proposition 1.32). Consequently, whenever we are
able to show that the Möbius function µDT(λ)(c, a) takes values in {0, 1,−1} (Corollary 2.36
and Conjecture 2.44) we will be able to extract an explicit description of this resolution for
the minimal subquotients KT,a, generalizing the classical BGG resolution.

4. Staircase shapes, corners and DL-dense arrays

In the first two subsections, §4.1–§4.2, we recall the main combinatorial objects and nota-
tions introduced in [FKhM3]. In §4.4, we develop new combinatorial structures, relate them
to those introduced in §2, and apply them in §4.5.
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4.1. Young Diagrams in Staircase Shape. The main focus of this note is the combina-
torics surrounding staircase matrices, which arise as an output of the Gaussian elimination
process. The shapes of these staircase matrices are indexed by Young diagrams, drawn in a
reversed form.

Let us fix a positive integer m and a sequence of integers n := (n1, . . . , nm) satisfying

0 < n1 6 n2 6 . . . 6 nm.

The corresponding Young diagram (or staircase shape) is defined as

Yn = {(i, j) : 1 6 j 6 m, 1 6 i 6 nj} ⊂ Z2
>0.

This diagram is visualized as a collection of m columns of heights n1, . . . , nm, arranged from
left to right. In particular, the first index i corresponds to the row, while the second index
j denotes the column number. For example, the cells in the top row have the form (1, j) for
1 6 j 6 m.

Example 4.1. Here is an example of a Young diagram Yn associated with n = (133342):

Y(13 33 42) = .

The reason for rotating the visualization of the Young diagram is that our primary focus
is on staircase matrices, which we want to be acted upon by upper-triangular matrices from
both the left and the right.

Notation 4.2. The subspace of rectangular nm × m matrices consisting of matrices with
zero entries outside the cells belonging to the Young diagram Yn is called the set of staircase
matrices of shape Yn and is denoted by Matn.

4.2. Poset of Staircase Corners. In this subsection, we associate each partition n with
a subset of indices Scn ⊂ Yn, called the staircase corners. We define a partial order on this
set and describe some fundamental properties of the resulting poset.

For a cell (i, j) ∈ Yn, we define the partition nij = (nij1 6 . . . 6 nijm−1) obtained from n
by removing the i-th row and the j-th column:

(4.3) nijk :=





nk, if k < j & nk < i,

nk − 1, if k < j & nk > i,

nk+1 − 1, if k > j.

There is a natural bijection between the cells of Yn with the i-th row and j-th column
removed and the cells of Y

nij , denoted by πi,j :

(4.4) πij(s, t) :=





(s, t) if s < i & j < t,

(s− 1, t) if s > i & j < t,

(s, t− 1) if s < i & j > t,

(s− 1, t− 1) if s > i & j > t.

Definition 4.5. The subset Scn ⊂ Yn of staircase corners is defined inductively by the
following properties:

• In each row and each column, at most one cell (staircase corner) belongs to Scn.
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• If nj > nj−1, then the corner cell (nj , j) of the Young diagram Yn belongs to Scn.
• For any (i, j) ∈ Scn, another cell (s, t) belongs to Scn\{(i, j)} if and only if πij(s, t) ∈
Sc
nij . In other words, for any staircase corner (i, j) ∈ Scn, any other staircase corner

is also a staircase corner of the diagram obtained by removing the i-th row and j-th
column.

Remark 4.6. Suppose that the j’th column of the Young diagram Yn does not contain a
staircase corner. Then by erasing the j-th column we get a bijection between Scn and Scn′′

j
,

where n′′
j := (n1 6 . . . 6 n̂j 6 . . . 6 nm). Similarly, if the i’th row of the Young diagram Yn

does not contain a staircase corner and n′
i is the partition then there is a bijection between

Scn and Scn′

i
where n′

i – is a partition with i’th row ommited.

It was shown in [FKhM3, Lemma 1.24] that for any partition n, the set Scn of staircase
corners is well-defined. Moreover, Scn forms a ”rook placement” in the Young diagram Yn,
meaning that for any cell (i, j) ∈ Scn, there are no other staircase corners in the same
row or column. Evgeny Smirnov explained to us in private communication that the ”rook
placement” of staircase corners Scn is maximal under an appropriate order.

We equip the set Scn of staircase corners with the following partial order:

(4.7) (i, j) � (i′, j′)
def
⇔

{
i > i′,

j 6 j′.

In other words, an element is enlarged by moving in the down-left direction.
Below, we provide a few examples of the set Scn of staircase corners along with the Hasse

diagram of the corresponding partial order. We represent the elements of Scn as blue dots
and draw edges in the Hasse diagram oriented from smaller to larger elements. The first
examples include rectangular shapes, triangular shapes, and a small mixture of both:

(4.8)
•

•
•

,
•

•
•

•

,

•
•
•
•

•
•
•

.

n = (37), n = (1, 2, 3, 44), n = (6, 7, 8, 94).

For a larger example n = (34 5 92 1310 162), we attempt to visualize the algorithm for identi-
fying the staircase corners. Specifically, we begin by coloring in lime the cells that belong
to the rows and columns of the corner cells of the Young diagram. Next, we examine the
remaining cells and mark in yellow the hooks associated with the corners of the Young di-
agram obtained after removing the lime cells. We continue this process, using a new color
at each step, and mark the centers of the identified staircase corner cells with blue dots.
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Finally, we overlay a Hasse diagram on top of the visualization.

•
•
•

•
•

•
•

•
•
•
•

•
•

•
•

•
•
•

•
•

•
•

•
•
•
•

•
•

•
•

;
•
•
•

•
•

•
•

•
•
•
•

•
•

•
•

•
•
•

•
•

•
•

•
•
•
•

•
•

•
•

.

n = (345921310162) Sc(345921310162)

Let us introduce special notations for the row index and the column number of a cell of
the Young diagram Yn:

hor((i, j)) := i, vrt((i, j)) := j.

Since each row and each column contains at most one staircase corner, it follows that the
row index and the column number define a linearization hor : Scn →֒ [1, nm] and an anti-
linearization vrt : Scn →֒ [1, m]:

(i, j) ≺ (i′, j′) ∈ Scn ⇔

{
hor((i, j)) < hor((i′, j′)),

vrt((i, j)) > vrt((i′, j′)).

The following lemma (proven in [FKhM3, Lemma 1.24]) describes the fundamental prop-
erties of the poset (Scn,≺) of staircase corners.

Lemma 4.9. (i) The Hasse diagram of the poset (Scn,�) forms a forest, with smaller
elements positioned closer to the root of a tree. In other words, Scn is an arborescent
poset, where the map hor : Scn →֒ [1, nm] provides a consistent linearization, and the
map vrt : Scn →֒ [1, m] provides a consistent anti-linearization.

(ii) For any s ∈ Scn, the subset Scn{� s} of elements greater than or equal to s forms
an interval with respect to the linear order on vrt(Scn):

∀s ∈ Scn ∃js ∈ [1, m] : vrt(Scn{� s}) = [js, vrt(s)].

Similarly, for the map hor:

∀s ∈ Scn ∃is ∈ [1, nm] : hor(Scn{� s}) = [hor(s), is].

(iii) For any two incomparable elements s, t ∈ Scn, the vertical and horizontal compar-
isons are equivalent:

vrt(s) < vrt(t) ∈ [1, m] ⇔ hor(s) < hor(t) ∈ [1, nm].
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Example 4.10. In the following pictorial description, we consider the Young diagram
Y(2 33 5 74). The bullets denote the elements of the arborescent poset Scn and edges rep-
resent covering relations in this poset.

•
•

•

•

•
•

•

•
•

•

•

•
•

•

• • • • • • •hor vrt

The following proposition describes the inverse procedure. Specifically, we seek a neces-
sary and sufficient condition for a poset equipped with a consistent (anti)linearization to
correspond to a staircase shape Yn.

Proposition 4.11. For any given arborescent poset (S,≺) with a consistent order-preserving
linearization h : (S,≺) → ([1, nm], <) satisfying the following properties:

{
∀s ∈ S, ∃a(s), b(s) such that h(S�s) = [a(s), b(s)] ⊂ [1, nm],

h−1(nm) 6= ∅,

there exists a partition n := (n1 6 . . . 6 nm) and an order-preserving bijection ψ : S
≃
→ Scn,

such that h = hor ◦ ψ.
Similarly, for any given arborescent poset (S,≺) with a consistent antilinear injection

v : S → [1, nm] that maps the subsets S�s to subintervals of [1, m], there exists a partition

n := (n1 6 . . . 6 nm) and an order-preserving bijection ψ : S
≃
→ Scn, such that v = vrt ◦ ψ

(provided that v−1(1) 6= ∅).

Proof. It suffices to prove the second statement since the first follows by transposing the
Young diagram Yn.

The partition n is constructed as follows:
{
If ∃s such that v(s) = k, then nk := #{t ∈ S : v(t) < k}+#{t ∈ S : t � s};

If v−1(k) = ∅, then nk := #{t ∈ S : v(t) < k}.

�

Note that every arborescent poset S with an isomorphic (anti)linearization admits a real-
ization as a subset of staircase corners for an appropriate n. However, if the (anti)linearization
v : S →֒ [1, m] is not surjective, it is necessary that each connected component of the Hasse
graph of S maps onto a closed interval of [1, m].

4.3. DL-dense arrays. The DL-dense arrays defined below play a central role in this paper
as well as in our previous work [FKhM3]. First, we recall the definition, introduce the Bruhat
partial order on this set and establish several key properties of this partial order in Section 4.4.

Definition 4.12. • A map A : Yn → Z>0 that assigns a nonnegative integer Ai,j to
each cell (i, j) ∈ Yn is called an array of shape Yn.

• The total sum |A| :=
∑

(i,j)∈Yn
Ai,j is called the degree of the array A.
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• The sum of the entries in each row is called the horizontal weight of the array:

hor(A) :=

(
m∑

j=1

A1j , . . . ,
m∑

j=1

Anmj

)
∈ Znm .

• The vertical weight of an array is defined as

vrt(A) :=

(
n1∑

i=1

Ai1, . . . ,
nm∑

i=1

Aim

)
∈ Zm,

i.e., it is the collection of column sums.

Definition 4.13. An array A of shape Yn is called DL-dense if
{
(i, j) /∈ Scn ⇒ Ai,j = 0;

(i, j) ≺ (i′, j′) ∈ Scn ⇒ Ai,j 6 Ai′,j′.

Remark 4.14. The set of DL-dense arrays is in one-to-one correspondence with the set of
order-preserving Z>0-valued functions on the poset (Scn,≺).

Definition 4.15. For each partition λ = {λ1 > . . . > λk > 0} (whose length is at most
#Scn), we denote by DLn(λ) the set of DL-dense arrays A such that the multiset {As : s ∈
Scn} coincides with the multiset {λi}

k
i=1.

Remark 4.16. We have the following decomposition of the set of all DL-dense arrays of
shape Yn with respect to degree and partition:

DLn =
⊔

N>0

⊔

λ⊢N
l(λ)6#Scn

DLn(λ).

Example 4.17. Here is an example of a DL-dense array of shape Y(2,3,3,4):

2

2

3

1

2

3

2

1

2 3 2 1

hor vrt

Remark 4.18. The term array was introduced by Danilov and Koshevoy for rectangular
shapes (see, e.g., [DK1, DK2]). They consider arrays as collections of balls placed in the
cells of the diagram Yn. One of the key features of their construction is the elegant bi-crystal
structure, where balls can move up and down but only within consecutive columns or rows.
The D-dense property means that moving a ball downward is not allowed, while the L-dense
property prohibits moving any ball to the left.

The main difference between our approach and the one proposed in [DK1] is that the crystal
structure alone is insufficient for our purposes. Instead, we must consider the action of all
roots, not just the simple ones, as in the case of crystals.

Nevertheless, it is possible to define D-dense and L-dense arrays separately, describe the
combinatorial densification maps, and relate this process to the bubble-sort map discussed
in §2.3. We will explore these ideas in a separate paper.
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Proposition 4.19. The horizontal (vertical) weight of a DL-dense array is an Scn-dominant
composition of length nm (resp. m), and the maps hor and vrt define bijections:

Snm
λ Dhor

Scn
(λ) DLn(λ) Dvrt

Scn
(λ) Smλ.

≃

hor

≃

vrt

Here, Dhor
Scn

(λ) denotes the set of Scn-dominant compositions associated with the arborescent
poset Scn equipped with the consistent linearization hor : Scn →֒ [1, nm]. Similarly, Dvrt

Scn
(λ)

consists of Scn-dominant compositions associated with the consistent antilinearization vrt :
Scn →֒ [1, m].

Proof. Since each row and each column of the Young diagram contains at most one staircase
corner, and as noted in Remark 4.9, we know that vrt defines an order-reversing dominant
antilinearization of Scn, while hor defines an order-preserving dominant linearization. On the
other hand, each row and each column of the Young diagram contains at most one staircase
corner, which implies that a DL-dense array A is uniquely determined by its horizontal (or
vertical) weight. Furthermore, from the definition, we see that A is DL-dense if and only if
hor(A) is hor(Scn)-dominant (respectively, vrt(A) is vrt(Scn)-dominant). �

4.4. Bruhat order on DLn(λ). Let Yn be a given staircase shape, let Scn be the corre-
sponding poset of staircase corners (defined in §4.2), and let λ be a partition whose length
does not exceed the size of Scn. The goal of this section is to define and describe the basic
properties of the Bruhat partial order on the subset DLn(λ) of DL-dense arrays, where the
multiset of nonzero elements coincides with λ.

First, recalling Remark 4.6, we can restrict our attention to the case where each row and
each column of Yn contains a staircase corner. This means that nm = m = #Scn, and we
will work under this assumption for the remainder of Section 4.4.

Definition 4.20. A pair of staircase corners (ij)-(i′j′) ∈ Scn × Scn is called a minimal
DL-disorder for a DL-dense array A iff

• staircase corners (ij) and (i′j′) are uncomparable in Scn:

(i < i′) and (j < j′),

• (ij)-(i′j′) is a disorder: Aij > Ai′j′,
• the following implications hold for all staircase corners (kl) ∈ Scn:

[
(k > i) & (l < j)
(k > i′) & (l < j′)

⇒ Akl > Aij ,(4.21)

[
(k < i) & (l > j)
(k < i′) & (l > j′)

⇒ Akl 6 Ai′j′.(4.22)

(i < k < i′) & (j < l < j′) ⇒ Akl /∈ [Ai′j′, Aij ].(4.23)
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Let us give a pictorial description of the necessary inequalities for a minimal DL-disorder:

•A minimal disorder (ij)-(i′j′) is drawn in rose,

•Assumptions (4.21) are drawn in green,

•Assumptions (4.22) are blue,

•Assumption (4.23) is drawn in orange.

Aij

Ai′j′

> Aij

> Aij

6 Ai′j′ 6 Ai′j′

> Aij

6 Ai′j′

[
> Aij ,
< Ai′j′

i

i′

j j′

.

Remark 4.24. The conditions that must be verified for (ij)-(i′j′) to be a minimal DL-
disorder are only those represented in dark green (k < i)&(j < l < j′) and dark blue (k >
i′)&(j < l < j′), as well as the inequalities in the orange square (i < k < i′)&(j < l < j′).
The remaining blue and green inequalities follow directly from the DL-dense property of
A. However, we suggest keeping all the assumptions to maintain the symmetry of both the
conditions and the diagram.

Here is a pair of examples of DL-disorders for a DL-dense array from DL(2324)(2
212):

2
2

1

1

2
2

1

1

(32)-(44) is a minimal DL-disorder, (21)-(44) is a non-minimal DL-disorder.

Lemma 4.25. The following conditions are equivalent for any DL-dense array A:

• (ij)-(i′j′) is a minimal DL-disorder for A;
• (ii′) is a minimal hor(Scn)-disorder for hor(A);
• (jj′) is a minimal vrt(Scn)-disorder for vrt(A).

Proof. This follows from a direct comparison of inequalities (4.21)–(4.23) and Definition 2.13,
which are visualized in the Figure above. �

Corollary 4.26. For any two DL-dense arrays A and B, the following inequalities are
equivalent:

hor(A) ≺Br hor(B) ⇔ vrt(A) ≺Br vrt(B).

In other words, the horizontal and vertical Bruhat orders on DLn(λ) coincide.

Proof. Recall that vrt defines an isomorphism between DLn(λ) and Dvrt
Scn

(λ). The covering
relations in the latter poset are given by minimal vrt(Scn)-disorders for Scn-dominant weights
(Theorem 2.18). Similarly, the covering relations for the horizontal weights are also given
by minimal hor(Scn)-disorders, which are known to be the same covering relations thanks to
Lemma 4.25. �
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In particular, it follows that the set DLn(λ) admits a canonical Bruhat partial order, and
the corresponding poset is bounded, graded, subthin, and EL-shellable if λ is regular.

4.5. Double Demazure Distributive Lattice. The combinatorial structures defined in
the preceding sections allow us to construct a distributive lattice of Demazure submodules.
This will later be used in the description of the main subject of this paper – Howe duality
for staircase matrices.

Theorem 4.27. For each partition λ of length at most #Scn, the tensor product of bn-bm-
Demazure submodules

{Dhor(A) ⊗Dop

vrt(B) : A,B ∈ DLn(λ)}

in the product of two integrable representations Vλ ⊗ V op
λ forms the set of ∨-irreducible ele-

ments of a distributive lattice, which we denote by LnD×Dop(λ).

Proof. Thanks to Proposition 4.19, we know that the poset DLn(λ) is isomorphic to the
poset of Scn-dominant weights Dhor

Scn
(λ). Consequently, by Corollary 3.13, the Demazure

submodules {Dhor(A) : A ∈ DLn(λ)} form the set of ∨-irreducible elements of a distributive

lattice LScn
D (λ) of left bn-submodules in the gln-module Vλ. Similarly, by Corollary 3.18, the

opposite Demazure submodules {Dop

vrt(B) : B ∈ DLn(λ)} form the set of ∨-irreducible elements

of the distributive lattice LnDop(λ) of right bm-submodules in the right glm-module V op
λ .

A lattice of vector spaces is distributive if and only if it has a common basis. Therefore, if
the distributive lattice L has a common basis E and the distributive lattice L′ has a common
basis E ′, then the Cartesian product E ×E ′ defines a common basis for the tensor product
of lattices L⊗L′. This ensures that the tensor product remains distributive. Moreover, the
tensor product of ∨-irreducible elements is also ∨-irreducible. �

Recall that for each ∨-irreducible subspace D in a distributive lattice L of vector spaces,
one assigns a minimal subquotient KD (see (1.31)). By direct inspection, we observe that
the minimal subquotients in the tensor product of distributive lattices correspond to the
tensor product of minimal subquotients.

Consequently, the minimal subquotients in the lattice LnD×Dop(λ) are indexed by pairs
of DL-dense arrays and are isomorphic to the product of the generalized van der Kallen
modules introduced in (3.14):

KnA,B := KScn,hor(A) ⊗Kop

Scn,vrt(B).

In particular, its hn-hm-character has the following description based on the formulas (3.17)
and (3.19):

(4.28) chhn-hm(K
n
A,B) = chhn

(
KScn,hor(A)

)
· chhm

(
Kop

Scn,vrt(B)

)
=

=

(
∑

C�A

µDLn(λ)(C,A)κhor(C)(x)

)(
∑

C�B

µDLn(λ)(B,C)κvrt(C)(y)

)
.

Note that the summation in the first term runs over all DL-dense arrays less than or equal
to A, while the summation in the second term ranges over DL-dense arrays greater than or
equal to B.
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5. Howe Duality for Staircase Matrices

This paper is motivated by the combinatorics of various Cauchy-type identities for stair-
case matrices Matn that we introduced in [FKhM3]. All these identities are based on the
description of the associated graded components of different filtrations of SN(Matn). These
filtrations originate from the highest weight category structures of left bnm

-modules and
right bm-modules. In this paper, we propose considering weaker filtrations, which are still
sufficient for computing the characters.

5.1. The Bi-Module Matn of Staircase Matrices. In this section, we fix a collection of
integers n := (n1 6 . . . 6 nm) with n1 > 0, and we denote the largest column nm by n. In
particular, the Young diagram Yn is a subdiagram of a rectangular Young diagram Ynm.
The space of staircase matrices Matn consists of linear functions A : Yn → k. In other words,
Matn is the subspace of rectangular n×m matrices whose entries vanish outside Yn.

The space Matn is acted upon from the left by the Borel subalgebra bn and from the right
by the Borel subalgebra bm of upper triangular matrices (via left and right multiplication).
These actions commute, yielding a bi-module structure. In what follows, we are particularly
interested in the bi-module S(Matn), the symmetric algebra of Matn.

For each (i, j) ∈ Matn, we denote by vij the matrix unit that sends the cell (i, j) to 1 and
all other elements to zero. The set {vij : (i, j) ∈ Yn} forms a basis of Matn. To each array
A of shape Yn, we associate the monomial

vA :=
∏

i,j

v
Aij

ij .

The set {vA}, where A ranges over all arrays of degree N , forms a basis of the N ’th symmetric
power SN(Matn).

Remark 5.1. The left action of the matrix unit Eij ⊂ bn (i 6 j 6 n) and the right action
of the matrix unit Eij ⊂ bm on matrix units {vij : (ij) ∈ Yn} and arrays can be summarized
as follows:

Eijvab = δj,avib, vabEij = δb,ivaj ;

Eiiv
A = (hor(A))iv

A, vAEii = (vrt(A))iv
A.

Definition 5.2. The left hn-weight ν-subspace νS(Matn) of S(Matn) is spanned by the el-
ements vA such that hor(A) = ν. Similarly, the right hm-weight d-subspace S(Matn)d of
S(Matn) is spanned by the elements vA such that vrt(A) = d. The notation νS(Matn)d is
used for the left-right weight (ν, d) subspace of S(Matn).

Note that the left bn-action on the weight subspace νS(Matn)d increases the weight ν while
keeping d unchanged, whereas the right bm-action decreases the weight d while keeping ν
unchanged.

The following proposition was proved in [FKhM3, Prp.4.3] based on a direct inspection of
the bn-bm-action:

Proposition 5.3. The monomials vA where A belongs to
⋃
λ⊢N DLn(λ), the set of DL-dense

arrays of total weight N , generate the bnm
-bm-bimodule SN(Matn).
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Example 5.4. For a rectangular Young diagramYnm , the set of staircase corners Scnm forms
a totally ordered set of size min(m,n) (see Picture (4.8)). Consequently, the set DLnm(λ)
consists of a single element, which we denote by

Aλ :=

λ1

λ2

λ3

λ4

λ5

,

that has nonzero elements on the secondary diagonal starting from the bottom-left corner.

5.2. Howe Duality and Cauchy-Type Identities. The famous Howe duality introduced
by R.Howe in [Ho] (see also [GW]) states the following isomorphism of gln-glm-bimodules:

(5.5) SN(Matn×m) ≃
⊕

λ⊢N
l(λ)6min(n,m)

V
gln
λ ⊗ (V

glm
λ )op.

Here, V
gln
λ denotes the integrable gln-representation with highest weight λ. We are interested

in the action of the Borel subalgebras bn-bm of upper-triangular matrices rather than the
full matrix Lie algebras. In particular, the maximal Demazure b-submodules of the Borel
subalgebra coincide with the corresponding irreducible finite-dimensional gln-module:

V
gln
λ ≃ Dλ− , (V

gln
λ )op ≃ Dop

λ+
.

Moreover, the action of upper-triangular matrices defines a standard partial order on the set
of dominant weights (partitions):

Definition 5.6. We say that partitions λ > ν (with λ, ν ⊢ N) if and only if

∀r = 1, . . . , n λ1 + · · ·+ λr > ν1 + · · ·+ νr.

Although the explicit formulas for the generators of the summands on the right-hand side
of (5.5) are somewhat intricate, it is straightforward to identify representatives with respect
to the following left (λF) and right (Fλ) filtrations indexed by partitions λ ⊢ N :

(5.7)
Fλ
(
SN (Matn×m)

)
:=
(⊕

ν>λS
N (Matn×m)ν

)
U(bm);

λF
(
SN (Matn×m)

)
:= U(bn)

(⊕
ν>λ νS

N (Matn×m)
)
.

In particular, isomorphism (5.5) can be weakened to the following isomorphisms:

Fλ

/
∑

ν>λ

Fν
(
SN(Matn×m)

)
≃ λF

/
∑

ν>λ

νF
(
SN(Matn×m)

)
≃ Dλ− ⊗Dop

λ+
.

Moreover, both quotients are cyclic bn-bm-modules generated by the monomial

vAλ := vλ1n,1 · v
λ2
n−1,2 · v

λ3
n−3,3 . . . .

where Aλ is the unique DL-dense array of rectangular shape nm whose multiset of elements
is equal to λ. (See Example 5.4 for details).
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The embedding of the space of staircase matrices into the space of rectangular matrices
induces an embedding of the corresponding symmetric tensors, and the symmetric algebra
inherits the left and right filtrations by weights:

ın : Matn →֒ Matn×m; ın : SN(Matn) →֒ SN(Matn×m);

FλSN(Matn) := SN(Matn)
⋂

FλSN(Matn×m).

It follows that for each partition λ ⊢ N with l(λ) 6 min(n,m), we have the following quotient
map of bn-bm-bimodules:

(5.8) ıλn : Fλ

/
∑

µ≻λ

Fµ
(
SN(Matn)

)
→֒ Fλ

/
∑

µ>λ

Fµ
(
SN(Matn×m)

)
≃ V

gln
λ ⊗ (V

glm
λ )op.

and the analogous quotient map for the left filtration.

Proposition 5.9. For each DL-dense array A ∈ DLn(λ), the monomial vA belongs to
FλSN(Matn×m) (respectively to

λF
(
SN(Matn×m)

)
). Moreover, the bn-bm-submodule ofDλ−⊗

Dop
λ+

generated by the vector ıλn(v
A) is isomorphic to the Demazure submodule:

(5.10) Dhor(A) ⊗Dop

vrt(A).

Proof. The module SN(Matn×m), as well as its submodule Vλ⊗V
op
λ , is a gln-glm-module and

consequently admits a linear action of the product of two Weyl groups, i.e., the symmetric
groups Sn×Sm. Moreover, this action maps the highest weight vector to an extremal vector
in an irreducible representation.

Since Aλ ∈ DLnm(λ) is the unique DL-dense array of rectangular shape, the monomial
vAλ represents the highest weight vector in Fλ/F>λ(SN(Matn×m)) (see Example 5.4). The
monomial vB represents an extremal vector in this subquotient whenever the array B belongs
to the Sn×Sm-orbit of Aλ. Since A is DL-dense, it belongs to this orbit, implying that ın(v

A)
is an extremal vector of Vλ⊗V

op
λ . Consequently, the bn-bm-submodule generated by it is the

Demazure submodule Dhor(A) ⊗Dop

vrt(A). �

Note that the Demazure submodules (5.10) often intersect inside Vλ ⊗ V op
λ . For example,

(5.11) A �Br B ∈ DLn(λ) ⇔

{
Dhor(A) ⊂ Dhor(B),

Dop

vrt(A) ⊃ Dop

vrt(B)

⇒

⇒
(
Dhor(A) ⊗Dop

vrt(A)

)⋂(
Dhor(B) ⊗Dop

vrt(B)

)
= Dhor(A) ⊗Dop

vrt(B).

However, thanks to Theorem 4.27, we know that Dhor(A) ⊗Dop

vrt(B) are ∨-irreducible elements

of the distributive lattice LnD×Dop(λ).

Theorem 5.12. For each partition λ ⊢ N with l(λ) 6 #Scn, the associated graded component
of the left (and right) filtrations (5.7) is isomorphic to the following sum of bn-bm-Demazure
(bi)-submodules:

(5.13) grFλ := Fλ

/
∑

ν>λ

Fν
(
SN(Matn)

)
≃

∑

A∈DLn(λ)

Dhor(A) ⊗Dop

vrt(A) ⊂ V
gln
λ ⊗ (V

glm
λ )op.
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Moreover, the corresponding bn-bm-sub-bimodule is an element of the distributive lattice
LnD×Dop(λ) whose associated graded module with respect to the standard filtration FL, de-
fined in (1.29), is isomorphic to the following sum:

(5.14)
⊕

B�C∈DLn(λ)

KScn,hor(B) ⊗Kop

Scn,vrt(C).

Proof. Thanks to Proposition 5.9, we know that the elements vA for A ∈ DLn(λ) belong to F
λ

and generate the summands on the right-hand side of (5.13). Consequently, the surjectivity
of (5.13) follows. On the other hand, this also implies that vA does not belong to Fν for
any ν > λ. After Proposition 5.3, we know that monomials assigned to DL-dense arrays
generate the symmetric algebra. It follows that {vA : A ∈ DLn(λ)} generate the subquotient
Fλ/F>λ, proving the injectivity of (5.13).

To describe the set of minimal subquotients KA,B appearing in the filtration FL, it remains
to identify the set of ∨-irreducible elements of the lattice LnD×Dop(λ) that belong to the right-
hand side of (5.13). As mentioned in (5.11), the ∨-irreducible subspace of Da is Db with
b � a, and on the other hand, Dop

c is a subspace of Dop
a if and only if c � a. Thus, the

∨-irreducible subspaces of Dhor(A) ⊗Dop

vrt(A) consist of the products

DhorB ⊗Dop

vrt(C) with (hor(B) � hor(A)) & (vrt(C) � vrt(A)) ⇔ B � A � C.

Since, in the right-hand side of (5.13), we sum over all possible A, we can omit the intermedi-
ate array A and conclude that products DhorB⊗D

op

vrt(C) form the complete set of ∨-irreducible

elements of grFλ. The indexing set of the set of minimal subquotients of grFλ coincides
with the set of ∨-irreducible submodules in it, what ensures the summation (5.14). �

We now compute the hn-hm-character of grFλ based on Theorem 5.12: Let us compute
the hn-hm-character of grF

λ based on Theorem 5.12:

(5.15) chhn-hm(grF
λ)

(5.14)
=

∑

B�A∈DLn(λ)

chhn

(
KScn,hor(B)

)
chhm

(
Kop

Scn,vrt(A)

)
=

=
∑

A∈DLn(λ)


 ∑

B�A∈DLn(λ)

chhn

(
KScn,hor(B)

)

 chhm

(
Kop

Scn,vrt(A)

)
=

=
∑

A∈DLn(λ)

chbn(Dhor(A)) chhm

(
Kop

Scn,vrt(A)

)
(3.19)
=

∑

A∈DLn(λ)

κhor(A)(x)




∑

d∈Snλ
bsn(d)=vrt(A)

ad(y)


 =

(3.19)
=

∑

A∈DLn(λ)

κhor(A)

(
∑

B�A

µDLn(λ)(A,B)κvrt(B)(y)

)
=

∑

A�B∈DLn(λ)

µDLn(λ)(A,B) κhor(A)(x) κ
vrt(B)(y).

Finally, we reproduce the main identities from [FKhM3], known as ”Cauchy identities for
staircase matrices”:
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Corollary 5.16. The following identities hold for any Young diagram Yn:

∏

(i,j)∈Yn

1

1− xiyj
=
∑

A∈DLn

κhor(A)(x) ·


 ∑

d : bsn(d)=vrt(A)

ad(y)


 ,(5.17)

∏

(i,j)∈Yn

1

1− xiyj
=
∑

N

∑

λ⊢N
l(λ)6#Scn

∑

A�B
A,B∈DLn(λ)

µDLn(λ)(A,B) κhor(A)(x) κ
vrt(B)(y).(5.18)

Proof. The left-hand side of these identities represents the hn-hm-character of the symmetric
algebra S

q

(Matn). In contrast, the right-hand side follows from the two different presenta-
tions of the character of the associated graded factors grFλ described in (5.15). �

Note that in this paper, we use the bubble-sort operation bsn instead of its variant hbs,
referred to as half-bubble-sort in our previous work [FKhM3], which is somewhat more
cumbersome.
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Appendix A. Pictorial examples

We present several illustrative examples of:

• Arborescent posets S with a consistent (anti)linearization.
• The Hasse diagram of the poset DS(λ) ordered by the Bruhat partial order.
• The Hasse diagram of the poset DLn(λ) of DL-dense arrays, along with its vertical
and horizontal embeddings into the Bruhat graph.

Note that all our pictorial descriptions of the posets are slightly reversed compared to stan-
dard notation. Specifically, we draw the minimal element at the top and the maximal element
at the bottom. However, the corresponding Bruhat (sub)graphs are presented in the stan-
dard orientation. This reversal occurs because we consider the dual order to the Bruhat
order, based on comparisons of Demazure modules.

Example A.1. Here is a list of arborescent posets of cardinality 3 equipped with a surjective,
consistent anti-linearization:

S1 = • • • , S2 = • • • , S3 = • • • , S4 = • • • , S5 = • • • ,

DS1 ≃ S2, DS2 ≃ S1, DS3 ≃ S2\S3, DS4 ≃ S2\S3, DS5 ≃ S3.

Note that if the Hasse diagram of an arborescent poset S = {s1, . . . , sk} with a consistent

antilinearization v : S
si 7→i
−→ [1, k] is connected, then sk is the unique minimal element of S,

and we obtain the following isomorphism of posets of dominant compositions:

Dv
S((λ1 > . . . > λk)) ≃ Dv

S′((λ1 > . . . > λk−1)), where S′ := {s1, . . . , sk−1}.
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Example A.2. There exists a unique arborescent poset S of cardinality 4 whose Hasse
diagram has multiple connected components and is not a disjoint union of linearly ordered
sets, which are covered by Example 2.11.

The corresponding poset is the set of staircase corners for the shapes Y(2324) and Y(1324).
These two shapes differ by a transposition, leading to two distinct antilinearizations that
can be visualized as vertical map vrt and opposite to the horisontal map hor.

•

•
•

• • • •• •
•

•

•

•
•

•

•

• • • • .vrt op hor vrt

These two different anti-linearisations appear as the vertical map vrt and the opposite to
the horisontal map hor of the same shape Y(2324). Below we draw the Bruhat graph for this
set DL(2324) together with the vertical embedding (the elements in the image are filled in
orange).
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1243 1324 2134

1234

vrt

45



The next picture shows the horizontal embedding of the same poset DL(2,3,3,4):
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Here is an example of the Hasse diagram of the smaller poset DLn(λ) of the same shape
n := (2, 3, 3, 4) but the partition λ = (2, 2, 1, 1) has equal elements. So the poset is embedded
in the parabolic Bruhat graph:

(A.3)
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2121

1221 2112
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1122

vrthor

Example A.4. Let us now present the next nontrivial example of an arborescent poset with
cardinality 5. We consider the set of staircase corners Scn corresponding to the partition
n := (23252).

Below, we illustrate the Hasse diagram of Scn along with the antilinearization vrt, as well
as the Hasse diagram of the poset DLn.

• • • • • ,

•
•

•

•
•

vrt

5 4 3 2 1

5 4 2 3 1 4 5 3 2 1

5 4 1 3 2 5 3 2 4 1 4 5 2 3 1

5 3 1 4 2 4 5 1 3 2 4 3 2 5 1 3 5 2 4 1

5 2 1 4 3 4 3 1 5 2 3 5 1 4 2 3 4 2 5 1

4 2 1 5 3 2 5 1 4 3 3 4 1 5 2

3 2 1 5 4 2 4 1 5 3

2 3 1 5 4
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