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STANDARD MONOMIAL BASES & GEOMETRIC
CONSEQUENCES FOR CERTAIN RINGS OF INVARIANTS

V. LAKSHMIBAI" AND P. SHUKLA

ABSTRACT. Consider the diagonal action of SL,,(K) on the affine space X = V¥m g
(V*)®4 where V = K", K an algebraically closed field of arbitrary characteristic
and m,q > n. We construct a “standard monomial” basis for the ring of invariants
K[X]3E(E) " As a consequence, we deduce that K[X]3E»(5) is Cohen-Macaulay.
We also present the first and second fundamental theorems for SL, (K)-actions.

INTRODUCTION

In [6], DeConcini-Procesi constructed a characteristic-free basis for the ring of in-
variants appearing in classical invariant theory (cf. [25]) for the action of the general
linear, symplectic and orthogonal groups. In [6], the authors also considered the
SL,(K)-actionon X =V@---aVaoV '@ ---oV" V = K" K an algebraically
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closed field of arbitrary characteristic and m,q > n, and described a set of algebra
generators for K|[X]5tn(K),

The main goal of this paper is to prove the Cohen-Macaulayness of K[X]%Fn(K)
(note that the Cohen-Macaulayness of K[X]%L»(5) follows from the fact that
Spec (K[X]¥En(K)) is a certain determinantal variety inside M,, ,, the space of m x ¢
matrices; note also that in characteristic 0, the Cohen-Macaulayness of K|[X]5Ln()
follows from [I]). In recent times, among the several techniques of proving the Cohen-
Macaulayness of algebraic varieties, two techniques have proven to be quite effec-
tive, namely, Frobenius-splitting technique and deformation technique. Frobenius-
splitting technique is used in [22], for example, for proving the (arithmetic) Cohen-
Macaulayness of Schubert varieties. Frobenius-splitting technique is also used in
[T, 18, T9] for proving the Cohen-Macaulayness of certain varieties. The deformation
technique consists in constructing a flat family over A!, with the given variety as the
generic fiber (corresponding to ¢t € K invertible). If the special fiber (corresponding
to t = 0) is Cohen-Macaulay, then one may conclude the Cohen-Macaulayness of the
given variety. Hodge algebras (cf. []) are typical examples where the deformation
technique affords itself very well. Deformation technique is also used in [B, 14}, 9, B3, 2].
The philosophy behind these works is that if there is a “standard monomial basis”
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for the co-ordinate ring of the given variety, then the deformation technique will work
well in general (using the “straightening relations”). It is this philosophy that we
adopt in this paper in proving the Cohen-Macaulayness of K[X]%%#(%¥). To be more
precise, the proof of the Cohen-Macaulayness of K[X]%%+(%) is accomplished in the
following steps:

. We first construct a K-subalgebra S of K[X]%%+(5) by prescribing a set
of algebra generators {f,,« € H}, H being a finite partially ordered set and f, €
K[ X]SLn(K )‘

° We construct a “standard monomial” basis for S by

(i) defining “standard monomials” in the f,’s (cf. Definition ELOTI)

(ii) writing down the straightening relation for a non-standard (degree 2) monomial
fafs (cf. Theorem ETT)

(iii) proving linear independence of standard monomials (by relating the generators
of S to certain determinantal varieties) (cf. §42)

(iv) proving the generation of S (as a vector space) by standard monomials (using
(ii)). In fact, to prove the generation for S, we first prove generation for a “graded
version” R(D) of S, where D is a distributive lattice obtained by adjoining 1,0 (the
largest and the smallest elements of D) to H. We then deduce the generation for S.
In fact, we construct a “standard monomial” basis for R(D). While the generation
by standard monomials for S is deduced from the generation by standard monomials
for R(D), the linear independence of standard monomials in R(D) is deduced from
the linear independence of standard monomials in S (cf. (iii) above).

o We give a presentation for S as a K-algebra (cf. Theorem 0.0

° We prove the normality and Cohen-Macaulayness of R(D) by showing that
Spec R(D) flatly degenerates to the toric variety associated to the distributive lattice
D (cf. Theorem BZ3).

° We deduce the normality and Cohen-Macaulayness of S from the normality
and Cohen-Macaulayness of R(D) (cf. Theorem BEZ7]).
. Using the normality of S and a crucial Lemma concerning GIT (cf. Lemma

204 which gives a set of sufficient conditions for a normal sub algebra of K[X]5E=()

to equal K[X]%E2(5)) we show that S is in fact K[X]%%+(5) and hence conclude that
K[X]%5(K) is Cohen-Macaulay.

As a consequence, we present (Theorem G.IL6)

° First fundamental Theorem for SL, (K)-invariants, i.e., describing al-
gebra generators for K[X]5Fn(5),

o Second fundamental Theorem for SL,(K)-invariants, i.e., describing
generators for the ideal of relations among these algebra generators for K[X]%n(K),

. A standard monomial basis for K[X]%/ ()

As a by-product of our main results, we recover Theorem 3.3 of [6] (which describes
a set of algebra generators for K[X]%L»(9)). Tt should be pointed out that in [6], the
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authors remark (cf. [6], Remark (ii) following Theorem 3.3) “We have in fact explicit
bases for the rings K[X]5E(5) K[X]GLn(K)” ~Of course, combining Theorems 1.2 &
3.1 of [6], one does obtain a basis for K[X]¢»(K): nevertheless, there are no details
given in [6] regarding the basis for K[X]/»() (probably, the authors had in their
minds the same basis for K[X]%»(5) as the one constructed in this paper). Our main
goal in this paper is to prove the Cohen-Macaulayness of K[X]%%+(5); as mentioned
above, this is accomplished by first constructing a “standard monomial” basis for the
subalgebra S of K[X]%(5) deducing Cohen-Macaulayness of S, and then proving
that S in fact equals K[X]5“(5) Thus we do not use the results of [6] (especially,
Theorem 3.3 of [6]), we rather give a different proof of Theorem 3.3 of [6]. Further,
using Lemma 04 we get a GIT-theoretic proof (cf.[23]) of the first and second
fundamental theorems for the GL, (K)-action in arbitrary characteristics which we
have included in §Z2A (The GIT-theoretic proof as it appears in [23] calls for a
mild modification. Further, for the discussions in §3 we need the results on the ring of
invariants for the GL,,(K)-action - specifically, first and second fundamental theorems
for the GL,(K)-action.)

The sections are organized as follows. In Il after recalling some results (pertain-
ing to standard monomial basis) for Schubert varieties (in the Grassmannian) and
determinantal varieties, we derive the straightening relations for certain degree 2 non-
standard monomials. In §2 we first derive some lemmas concerning quotients leading
to the main Lemma 204k we then give a GIT-theoretic proof of the first and second
fundamental theorems for the GL, (K )-action in arbitrary characteristics. In §8 we
define the algebra S. In §l, we construct a standard monomial basis for S; we also in-
troduce the algebra R(D), and construct a standard monomial basis for R(D). In §5,
we first prove the normality and Cohen-Macaulayness of R(D), and then deduce the
normality and Cohen-Macaulayness of S. In §f, we show that S is in fact K[X]5Ln(K)
(using the crucial Lemma EZ04) and deduce the Cohen-Macaulayness of K|[X]5F=(5);
we also present the first and second fundamental theorems for SL, (K)-actions.

We thank C.S. Seshadri for many useful discussions (especially, pertaining to §2

§0l) .

1. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we recollect some basic results on determinantal varieties, mainly the
standard monomial basis for the co-ordinate rings of determinantal varieties in terms
of double standard tableaux. Since the results of § rely on an explicit description of
the straightening relations (of a degree 2 non-standard monomial) on a determinantal
variety, in this section we derive such straightening relations (cf. Proposition [LE3) by
relating determinantal varieties to Schubert varieties in the Grassmannian. We first
recall some results on Schubert varieties in the Grassmannian, mainly the standard
monomial basis for the homogeneous co-ordinate rings (for the Pliicker embedding) of
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Schubert varieties. We then recall results for determinantal varieties (by identifying
them as open subsets of suitable Schubert varieties in suitable Grassmannians). We
then derive the desired straightening relations.

1.1. The Grassmannian Variety G, ,. Let us fix the integers 1 < d < n and
let V= K", K being the base field which we suppose to be algebraically closed
of arbitrary characteristic. Let Gy, be the Grassmannian variety consisting of d-
dimensional subspaces of V.

Let pg : Gan < P(AYV) be the Plicker embedding.
Let I(d,n) :={i = (i1,...,iq9)|1 < i3 < --- < iy <n}. We have a partial order > on
I(d,n), namely, i > j < i; > j;,Vt. Let N = #I(d,n) (note that N = (Z)), we shall
denote the projective coordinates of P(AYV) as p;,i € I(d,n), and refer to them as
the Plicker coordinates.

For 1 <t <mn, let V; be the subspace of V' spanned by {ey,...,e}. Fori € I(d,n),
let X (2) be the Schubert variety associated to i:

X() ={U € Gy, | dim(UNV,) >t, 1<t <d.

Remark 1.1.1. Note that under the set-theoretic bijection between the set of Schu-
bert varieties and the set I(d,n), the partial order on the set of Schubert varieties
given by inclusion induces the partial order > on I(d,n).

Let R be the homogeneous co-ordinate ring of Gg,, for the Plicker embedding, and
for w € I(d,n), let R(w) be the homogeneous co-ordinate ring of the Schubert variety
X (w).

Definition 1.1.2. A monomial f = p,, ---py, is said to be standard if

Tm
(*) L 2 T

Such a monomial is said to be standard on X (w), if in addition to condition (*), we
have w > 7.

We recall the following fundamental result: ( cf. [I2, [3]; see also [21])
Theorem 1.1.3. Standard monomials on X (w) of degree m give a basis for R(w),,.

As a consequence, we have a qualitative description of a typical quadratic relation
on a Schubert variety X (w) as given by the following Proposition. First one definition:

Definition 1.1.4. Given 7,¢ € I(d,n), say, 7 = (a1, - ,aq),¢ = (b1, -+ ,bq), TV :=
(c1,+++,¢q), TN = (eq, - ,€q), where ¢; = max{a;, b;},e; = min{a;, b;},Vi are
called the join and meet of T and ¢ respectively. Note that 7V ¢ (resp. 7 A ¢) is the
smallest (resp. largest) element of I(d,n) which is > (resp. <) both 7 and ¢.
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Proposition 1.1.5. Letw,7,¢ € I(d,n), w > 7,¢. Furtherlet T, ¢ be non-comparable
(so that p;py is a non-standard degree 2 monomial on X (w)). Let

(*) PPs =Y CiPa,Ps, Ci € K*

7

be the expression for p:ps as a sum of standard monomials on X (w). Then

(1) for every (a, B) on the R.H.S. we have, o > both T and ¢, f < both T and ¢.

(2) for every (a, B) on the right-hand side of (*), we have TU¢p = aUfS (here U
denotes a disjoint union)

(3) the term pryepras occurs on the right-hand side of (*) with coefficient 1.

Such a relation as in (*) is called a straightening relation.

Proof. (1): Pick a minimal element in {«;}, call it ay. Restrict (*) to X(ay). Then
R.H.S. is a non-zero sum of standard monomials on X (). Hence linear independence
of standard monomials on X (ay) implies that the restriction of L.H.S. to X (ay) is
non-zero. Hence it follows that a; > both 7 and ¢ (note that restriction of py to
X(ay) is non-zero if and only if oy > 6); we have in fact o > 7, ¢, for, if a equals
one of {7, ¢}, say o = 7, then p,py = paps would be standard, a contradiction. The
assertion on « follows from this. The assertion on S is proved similarly by working
with woT, we¢ (in the place of 7, @), wy being the element of largest length in the Weyl
group.

(2) follows from weight considerations (note that p,, 7 € I(d,n) - say, 7 = (ay, -+ ,aq)
- is a weight vector (for the T-action, 7" being the maximal torus of diagonal matrices
in GL,(K)) of weight —(e,, + -+ + €4,))-

For a proof of (3), refer to [9], Proposition 7.33. O

A presentation for R(w). Let Z,, = {7 € I(d,n)|w > 7}. Consider the polynomial
algebra K[z,.,7 € Z,|. For a pair 7, ¢ in Z,, such that 7, ¢ are not comparable, denote
Fro =225 — ), Ci%a, T, 4, B, ¢; being as in Proposition Let I, be the ideal
in K[z, 7 € Z,] generated by {F 4, T, ¢ non — comparable}. Consider the surjective
map f, : K[z, 7 € Z,,] = R(w),x,; — p,. We have

Proposition 1.1.6. f,, induces an isomorphism K|x,,T € Z,]/I, = R(w).

See [15), 21] for a proof.

1.2. The opposite big cell in G4,. Let P; be the parabolic subgroup of G(=
GL,(K)) consisting of all matrices of the form

)
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where the 0-matrix is of size n—dxd. Then we have an identification ¢, : G/ Py = Ggp.
Denote by O~ the sub group of G consisting of matrices of the form

( I4 de(n—d))

A(n—d)xd [n—d

where I (resp. I,,_g) is the d x d (resp. n —d x n — d) identity matrix. We have that
the restriction of the canonical morphism 6, : G — G/P; to O~ is an open immersion,
and 0,(O~) = B~ e;q, where e;4 is the coset P, of G/P,, and B~ is the Borel sub group
of lower triangular matrices in G; also, @q(B~e;q) is the opposite big cellin G4,,. Thus

the opposite big cell in Gg4,, gets identified with O™, and in the sequel we shall denote
the opposite big cell by just O~. Note that O~ = A4—9),

1.3. The functions f; on O~: Consider the morphism &; : G — P(AYV), where
€4 = pa © a0 04, pa, P, 01 being as above. Then p;(£4(g)) is simply the d-minor of g
consisting of the first d columns and rows given by ji,. .., jq. For j € I(d,n), we shall
denote by f; the restriction of p; to O~. Under the identification

_ 1
O :{(j),AeMn—d,d}
Iy

we have for z = < a) € O7, fj(z) is simply a certain minor of A, which may be

explicitly described as follows. Let j = (ji,...,Jq), and let j, be the largest entry
< d. Let {ki,...,kq_} be the complement of {ji,...,j.} in {1,...,d}. Then f;(2)
is the (d — r)-minor of A with column indices kq, .. .kq_,, and row indices j, 1, . . - ja
(here the rows of A are indexed as d + 1,...,n). Conversely, given a minor of A,
say, with column indices by, ..., bs, and row indices jg_s11, ..., Jq (again, the rows of
A are indexed as d+ 1,...,n), it is f;(2), where j = (j1,...,ja) is given as follows:
{j1,. .., jias} is the complement of {b;,...,b,} in {1,...,d}, and jy_sy1,...,ja are
simply the row indices.

Convention. If j = (1,...,d), then f; evaluated at z is 1; we shall make it correspond
to the minor of A with row indices (and column indices) given by the empty set.

1.4. The opposite cell in X (w). For a Schubert variety X (w) in G4, let us denote
O~ N X (w) by Y(w); we refer to Y(w) as the opposite cell in X (w). We consider
Y (w) as a closed subvariety of O~. In view of Proposition [[T.0, we obtain that the
ideal defining Y (w) in O~ is generated by

{f1|l€](dan)a wzl}
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1.5. Determinantal Varieties. Let Z = M, 4(K), the space of all r x d matrices
with entries in K. We shall identify Z with A™. We have K[Z] = K[z;;, 1 <i <
r, 1 <j<d.

The variety D;. Let X = (z;), 1 < ¢ <r, 1 < j < d bear xd matrix of
indeterminates. Let A C {1,---,r}, B C {1,---,d}, #A = #B = s, where s <
min {r,d}. We shall denote by p(A, B) the s-minor of X with row indices given by
A, and column indices given by B. For ¢, 1 <t < min {r,d}, let [;(X) be the ideal
in Kz; ;| generated by {p(A,B), AC{l,---,r}, BCA{l,---.d}, #A =#DB =t}.
Let Dy(M, 4) (or just D;) be the determinantal variety (a closed subvariety of Z), with
I;(X) as the defining ideal. In the discussion below, we also allow t = d 4+ 1 in which
case D, = 7

Identification of D, with Y. Let G = GL,(K). Let r,d be such that r + d = n.
Let X be a r x d matrix of indeterminates. As in L2 let us identify the opposite

cell O™ in G/Py(= Ggy,) as
(L
{3}

As seen above (cf. §L3), we have a bijection between {f;, i € I(d,n)} and {minors of X}
(note that as seen in I3, if ¢ = (1,2,--- ,d), then f; = the constant function 1 con-
sidered as the minor of X with row indices (and column indices) given by the empty
set).

For example, take » = 3 = d. We have,

o= { (Xiis) } |

We have, fu24) =p({1},{3}), foae =p({1,3} {1,3}).

Let ¢ be the d-tuple, ¢ = (£, +1,--- ,d,;n+2—t,n+3 —t,---,n) (note that ¢
consists of the two blocks [t, d], [n+2—t, n| of consecutive integers - here, for i < j, [4, j]
denotes the set {i,i4+1,---,j}). If t = d+1, then we set ¢ = (n+1—d,n+2—d,--- ,n)
(note then that Y, = O~ (= M, 4(K))).

Theorem 1.5.1. (¢f.[I5, [16]) D; =Y.

Corollary 1.5.2. K[D,] = R(®)(p,,), the homogeneous localization of R(¢) at piq.

1.6. The partially ordered set H, ;. Let
H,q=

4= U
0<s<min {r,d}

I(s,r) x I(s,d)

where our convention is that (0, () is the element of H, 4 corresponding to s = 0. We
define a partial order = on H, 4 as follows:
e We declare (0, 0) as the largest element of H, 4.
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e For (A, B), (A, B in H,q4, say, A = {ay, -+ ,as}, B = {by, -+ ,bs}, A =
{a},---,dl,}, B = {by,---,b,} for some s,s > 1, we define (A, B) = (A", B') if
s< s, ajZa;-, ijb;-, 1<j<s.

The bijection #: As above, let n = r + d. Then > induces a partial order > on
the set of all minors of X, namely, p(A, B) = p(A’, B') if (A,B) = (A", B’). Given
i € I(d,n), let m be such that i, <d, i1 > d. Set

Ai={n+1—ign+1—ig - n+1—in},
B; = the complement of {iy,ig- -+ ,i,} in {1,2,--- d}.

Define 6 : I(d,n) — {all minors of X} by setting 0(i) = p(A;, B;) (here, the constant

function 1 is considered as the minor of X with row indices (and column indices) given
by the empty set). Clearly € is a bijection. Note that 0 reverses the respective partial
orders, i.e., given 7,7 € I(d,n), we have, i <i' <= 6(i) = 0(i'). Using the partial
order =, we define standard monomials in p(A, B)’s:

Definition 1.6.1. A monomial p(Ay, By) - - - p(As, By), s € Nisstandard if p(Ay, By) =
-+ = p(As, By).

In view of Theorem [LT3, Theorem [LATl, and L4 we obtain

Theorem 1.6.2. Standard monomials in p(A, B)’s with # A <t—1 form a basis for
K|[Dy], the algebra of reqular functions on Dj.

As a direct consequence of Proposition [LT.H, we obtain

Proposition 1.6.3. Let p(A;, A2),p(Bi, Ba) (in K[Dy]) be not comparable. Let

(A1, A2)p(B1, Bs) = Z a;p(Ci, Ci2)p(Dj1, Dys), a; € K* (%)

be the straightening relation in K[D;|. Then for every i, Cy, Ci2, Dy, Dis have cardi-
nalities <t — 1; further,
(1) Cil 2 both Al and Bl,' Dil S both Al and Bl.
(2) CiQ 2 both A2 and BQ,' Dig S both Ag and BQ.
(3) The term p((A1, As) V (By, Bs))p((Ay, A2) A (B, B)) occurs in (*) with coef-
ficient 1.

Note that via the bijection 6 (defined as above), join and meet (cf. Definition [T
of two non-comparable elements (A;, As), (B, By) of H, 4 exist, and in fact are given

Remark 1.6.4. On the R.H.S. of (*), C;1, Ciy could both be the empty set (in which
case p(Cj1, Ciz) is understood as 1). For example, with X being a 2 x 2 matrix of
indeterminates, we have

P12P21 = P2,2P1,1 — Pp,pP12,12
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Remark 1.6.5. In the sequel, while writing a straightening relation as in Proposi-
tion [LE3, if for some i, C;1, Cjo are both the empty set, we keep the corresponding
p(Ci1, Cio) on the right hand side of the straightening relation (even though its value
is 1) in order to have homogeneity in the relation.

Taking t = d + 1 (in which case D; = Z = M, 4(K)) in Theorem and Propo-
sition [L6.3, we obtain

Theorem 1.6.6. (1) Standard monomials in p(A, B)’s form a basis for K[Z](=
(2) Relations similar to those in Proposition [L6.3 hold on Z.

Remark 1.6.7. Note that Theorem [G.6(1) recovers the result of Doubleit-Rota-
Stein (cf. [], Theorem 2):

Remark 1.6.8. Theorem is also proved in [6] (Theorem 1.2 in [6]). But we
had taken the above approach of deducing Theorem from Theorems [CT3, [C5.T]
in order to derive the straightening relations as given by Proposition [LE3(which are
crucial for the discussion in &l).

A presentation for K[(D;)]. Let Z, = {(A,B) # (0,0),(A,B) € H, 4, #A = #B <
t—1}.

Consider the polynomial algebra K[z(A, B), (A, B) € H,q, #A = #B < t—1]. For
two non-comparable pairs (under = (cf. L)) (A, As), (By, Bs) in Z;, denote
F((A1, A2); (By, By)) = (A1, A2)(B1, Be) — Y a;x(Ci, Cia)x(Di, Dya), where
Ci1, Cs9, D;1, Dys, a; are as in Proposition Let I; be the ideal generated by

{F((Al, A2)7 (Bl, BQ)), (A1> Ag), (Bl, Bg) non — comparable}
Consider the surjective map f; : K[z(A,B),(A,B) € Z;] — K[D,z2(A,B) —
p(A, B). Then in view of Proposition and Theorem [LE]] we obtain

Proposition 1.6.9. (A presentation for K|[D,]) f; induces an isomorphism
K[l’(A> B)a (A> B) S Zt]/[t = K[Dt]

2. GL,(K)-ACTION

In this section, we first prove some Lemmas concerning quotients, to be applied to
the following situation:

Suppose, we have an action of a reductive group G on an affine variety X = SpecR.
Suppose that S is a subalgebra of RE. We give below (cf. Lemma EI4) a set of
sufficient conditions for the equality S = R®. We start with recalling

Theorem 2.0.1. (Zariski Main Theorem, [20],II1.9) Let ¢ : X — Y be a
morphism such that
(1) ¢ is surjective
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(2) fibers of ¢ are finite
(3) ¢ is birational

(4) Y is normal
Then ¢ is an isomorphism.

Let X = Spec R and a reductive group G act linearly on X, i.e., we have a linear
action of G on an affine space A" and we have a G-equivariant closed immersion
X — A". Further, let R be a graded K-algebra. Let X*° be the set of semi-stable
points of X (i.e., points = such that 0 € G -x). Let X; = Proj R, X}*, the set of
semi-stable points of X (i.e., points y € X; such that if # is any point in K™ \ 0
lying over y, then & is in X*%). Let fi,- -, fy be homogeneous G-invariant elements in
R. Let S = K[f1,--, fn]. Then for the morphism SpecR® — SpecS, the hypothesis
(2) in Theorem LTl may be concluded if {fi,---, fy} is base-point free on X7 as
given by the following

Lemma 2.0.2. Suppose f1,---, fn are homogeneous G-invariant elements in R such
that for any x € X*° , fi(x) # 0, for at least one i. Then SpecRY — SpecS has finite
fibers.

Proof. Case 1: Let fi,---, fy be of the same degree, say, d. Let Y = SpecR%(=
X /G, the categorical quotient) and ¢ : X — Y be the canonical quotient map.
Let X; = ProjR, X{* the set of semi-stable points of X;. Let Y} = ProjR%(=
X3°)@G), and ¢y @ X7° — Y] be the canonical quotient map. Consider ¢ : X —
AN x — (fi(z), -+, fx(x)). This induces a map p : Y — AN (since fi, -+, fy are
G-invariant). The commutative diagram

X
] \
Y 5 AN
induces the commutative diagram
XP
) \
Y'l ]P>N -1

p1
Note that ¢y : X§¥ — PV~! is defined in view of the hypothesis that for any z € X**,
fi(z) # 0, for at least one i. Note also that fi,..., fx are sections of the ample line
bundle Ox, (d) as well as the basic fact from GIT that this line bundle descends to
an ample line bundle on Y;, which we denote by Oy, (d).
Claim 1: p; is a finite morphism.
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Proof of Claim 1: Since fi,- -, fy are G-invariant, we get that f; € H(Yy, Oy, (d)).
Hence we obtain that
p1(Opn-1(1)) = Oy, (d)

Thus, p}(Op~-1(1)) is ample, and hence p; is finite (over any fiber (p;),,z € PN 71,
P1(Opn-1(1)) | (py). is both ample and trivial, and hence dim(p,). is zero), and Claim
1 follows.
Claim 2: p is a finite morphism.
Proof of Claim 2: Let S’ = R%. Let 'Y = @,,S" ;. We have PY~! = Proj K[z1, ..., zn].
Since p; is finite, Oy, is a coherent Opn-1-module.

We see that

H°(PY™, Oy, ® Opn-1(n)) = H(Y1, pi(Opn-1(n))

since the direct image of pj(Opn-1(n)) by p1 is Oy, ® Opn-1(n) and p; is a finite
morphism. On the other hand we have

5:(Opw-1(n)) = Oy, (nd).
Thus we have
HO(PN_l, Oyl (%9 O]}DNfl(n)) =~ HO(Yb OY1 (nd)) = 7/7,d'

Thus the graded K|y, ..., zy]-module associated to the coherent sheaf Oy, on PV~1
is S and by the basic theorems of Serre, S"@ is of finite type over K[zy,...,zx].
Now a d-th power of any homogeneous element of S’ is in S"9 and thus S’ is integral
over K[zy,...,xy], which proves that p is finite. Claim 2 and hence the required
result follows from this.

Case 2: Let f1,---, fv be homogeneous possibly of different degrees, say, degf; = d;.
Let d = l.em.{d;},e; = 4. Set g; = ff',1 < i < N. Then {g1,---,gn} is again

d;
base-point free on (ProjR)*. Hence by Case 1, we have that
RY is a finite K[gy,-- - , gn]-module, and hence a finite K[fi,- -, fy]-module

(note that K[gi,---,gn] = K[f1,---, fn] = R).
U

In the Lemma below, we describe a set of sufficient conditions for (3) of Lemma
B0, namely, birationality.

Lemma 2.0.3. Suppose F': X — Y is a surjective morphism of (irreducible) algebraic
varieties, and U is an open subset of X such that

(1) Fly:U =Y is an immersion

(2) dimU = dimY .
Then F' is birational.

Proof. Hypothesis (1) implies that F(U) is locally closed in Y. This fact together
with Hypothesis (2) implies that F(U) is open in Y, and the result follows. O
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We now return to the situation of a linear action of a reductive group G on an
affine variety X = SpecR with R a graded K-algebra. Let fi,---, fxy be homogeneous
G-invariant elements in R. Let S = K|[fy, -+, fx]. Combining Lemmas EX0T] 202,
P03 we arrive at the following Lemma which gives a set of sufficient conditions for the
equality S = RY. Before stating the lemma, let us observe the following. Suppose that
U is a non-empty G-stable open subset in X. Since ¢ : X — Spec R is surjective,
©(U) contains a non-empty open subset. Hence by shrinking U, if necessary, we can
suppose that ¢(U) is open. We suppose that this is the case and denote it by U //G.

Lemma 2.0.4. Let notation be as above. Let v : X — AN be the map, © —
(fi(z), -, fn(x)). Denote D = SpecS. Then D is the categorical quotient of X
by G and ¢ : X — D 1is the canonical quotient map, provided the following conditions
are satisfied:

(i) For x € X*, ¢(x) # (0).

(ii) There is a G-stable open subset U of X such that 1) | v UJG — D is an

IMmmersion.
(#i) dim D = dim U J/G.
(iv) D is normal.

Remark 2.0.5. Suppose that U is a (non-empty) G-stable open subset of X, GG
operates freely with U/G as quotient, and 1 induces an immersion of U/G in AV,
Then (ii) is satisfied:

This assertion is immediately seen, for we have

U/G—UJG— AN
and the fact that U/G — AY is an immersion implies that U /G — A" immersion.

In the following subsection, using Lemma 04, we give a GIT-theoretic proof
of the first and second fundamental theorems for the GL, (K)-action in arbitrary
characteristics.

2.1. Classical Invariant Theory: Let V=K", X =V & ---aVaV " ®--- 0 V",

g g

m copies q copies
where m, g > n.

The GL(V)-action on X: Writing u = (u1,u,...,un) with u; € V and § =
(1,62, ..., &) with & € V*, we shall denote the elements of X by (u,{). The (natural)
action of GL(V') on V induces an action of GL(V) on V*, namely, for £ € V*, g €
GL(V), denoting g - £ by &9, we have

¢(v) =E&(g ) v eV
The diagonal action of GL(V') on X is given by

g- (Q7 §) = (gﬂ, §g) = (gubgu?’ "'>gum>€i}a§g> agg)a g€ G> (Q’ §) eX
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The induced action on K[X] is given by

(9w 8= flg7"(w.9) f € K[X], g€ GL(V)
Consider the functions ¢y : X — K defined by ¢;;((w,§)) = &§(u), 1 < i <
m,1 < j <q. Each ¢;; is a GL(V)-invariant: For g € GL(V'), we have,

(9 ¢i)(w8) = wiylg™ (1)
_ —1
= ¢i((g ", &)
-1 _

= & (97 w)

= &uw)

= vij(w,§))
It is convenient to have a description of the above action in terms of coordinates. So
with respect to a fixed basis, we write the elements of V' as row vectors and those
of V* as column vectors. Thus denoting by M, the space of a x b matrices with

entries in K, X can be identified with the affine space M,,, x M, ,. The action of
GL,(K)(=GL(V)) on X is then given by

A-(UW)=(UAAW), Ae GL,(K), U € My, W € M,
And the action of GL,,(K) on K[X] is given by

(A-HUW)=f(AT(UW)) = f(UAT,AW) , f € K[X]
Writing U = (u;;) and W = (&) we denote the coordinate functions on X, by u;; and
k- Further, if u; denotes the i-th row of U and & the j-th column of W, the invariants
;; described above are nothing but the entries (u;,&;) (= &;(w;)) of the product UW.
In the sequel, we shall denote ¢;;(u, ) also by (u;,&;).
The function p(A, B): For A € I(r,m),B € I(r,q),1 < r < n, let p(4, B) be
the regular function on X: p(A, B)((u,§)) is the determinant of the r x r-matrix
((ui,&))ica je- Let S be the subalgebra of RY generated by {p(4, B)}. We shall
now show (using Lemma 7)) that S is in fact equal to RC.

2.2. The first and second fundamental Theorems of classical invariant the-
ory (cf. [25]) for the action of GL,(K):

Theorem 2.2.1. Let G = GL,(K). Let X be as above. The morphism : X — My, ,,
(u,&) — (gp,-j(y, §)) (= ((u4,&5))) maps X into the determinantal variety Dy 1 (M, ),
and the induced homomorphism * : K[Dy41(M,, )] = K[X] between the coordiante
rings induces an isomorphism * : K[D,y1(My, )] — K[X]%, i.e. the determinantal
variety Dyq1(M,y, ) is the categorical quotient of X by G.
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Proof. Clearly, (X)) C Dy,41(My,,) (since, (X) = Spec S, and clearly SpecS C
D,i1(My,4) (since any n+1 vectors in V' are linearly independent)). We shall prove the
result using Lemma ZILAL To be very precise, we shall first check the conditions (i)-(iii)
of Lemma 04 for ¢ : X — M,,,, deduce that the inclusion SpecS C D, 11(My )
is in fact an equality, and hence conclude the normality of SpecS (condition (iv) of
Lemma ZT.7).

(i) Let v = (w,&) = (w1, -, um, &1, ..., &) € X*. Let W, be the subspace of V'
spanned by z;’s and We the subspace of V* spanned by {;’s. Assume if possible that
Y((u, &) =0, ie. (u;, &) =0 for all 7, j.

Case (a): We=0,1ie., § =0 forall j.

Consider the one parameter subgroup I' = {g,,t # 0} of GL(V), where g, = tI,,, I,
being the n X n identity matrix. Then g, - = = ¢; - (u,0) = (tu,0), so that g, - = — (0)
as t — 0. Thus the origin 0 is in the closure of G - x, and consequently z is not
semi-stable, which is a contradiction.

Case (b): W #0.

Since the case W, = 0 is similar to Case (a), we may assume that W, # 0. Also
the fact that W, # 0 together with the assumption that (z;, ;) = 0 for all ¢, j implies
that dimW,, < n. Let r = dim W, so that we have 0 < r < n. Hence, we can choose
a basis {e1,...,e,} of V such that W, = (e1,...,¢e,), r <n,and We C (el ,,...,€}),
where {ej,... e’} is the dual basis in V*. Consider the one parameter subgroup
I'={g;t #0} of GL(V'), where

C(tI, 0
g9=\o ¢+, )"

We have g;- (u, §) = (tu,t§) — 0 ast — 0. Thus, by the same reasoning as in Case (a),
the point (u,&) is not semi-stable, which leads to a contradiction. Hence we obtain
U((w,§)) #0.
(ii) Let
U={(u,§) € X|{u1,...,un}, {1, ..., &} are linearly independent }

Clearly, U is a G-stable open subset of X.

Claim : G operates freely on U, U — U mod G is a G-principal fiber space, and v
induces an immersion U/G — M, ,.

Proof of Claim: We have a G-equivariant identification

(1) UZGEXGEXV X x VXV %o x V"

Vo Vo
(m—n) copies (g—n) copies

from which it is clear that and G operates freely on U. Further, we see that
U mod G may be identified with the fiber space with base (G x G) mod G (G acting on
GxGasg-(91,92) = (919,97 92), 9,91, 92 € G), and fiber V x - - - X V X V" x -+ - x V*

Ve Ve
(m—n) copies (¢—n) copies
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associated to the principal fiber space G x G — (G x G) / G. It remains to show that
1 induces an immersion U/G — A" i.e., to show that the map ¢ : U/G — M,, , and
its differential di are both injective. We first prove that ¢ : U/G — M,,, is injective.
Let x, 2’ in U/G be such that ¢(x) = ¥(z’). Let n,n" € U be lifts for z, 2’ respectively.
Using the identification (1) above, we may write

n= (A,Un+1,"' 7um737£n+17"' 75(])7 AvB € G
7]/ = (A/vu;H-lu T 7u;an/7£;L+17 T 7£;)7 AlaB/ c G
(here, u;, 1 < i < n are given by the rows of A, while §;,1 < i < n are given by the

columns of B; similar remarks on w, £). The hypothesis that ¢ (x) = ¢ (2’) implies in
particular that

which may be written as

AB = A'B’
This implies that A’ = A - g, where g = BB'~!. Hence on U/G, we may suppose that
T = (Ula"' Uy U1y * ,Um,&,"' 7£q)
= (g, U et €l €D
where {uq, ..., u,} is linearly independent.

For a given 7, we have,
<ui,£j> = <Ui, £;> s 1 S 7 S n, 1mphes é-j = 5;
(since {uy,...,u,} is linearly independent). Thus we obtain

(%) & =&, for all j
On the other hand, we have (by definition of U) that {{i,...,&,} is linearly inde-
pendent. Hence fixing an i,n + 1 < i < m, we get
(ui, §) = (ui, §) (= (w3, &) 1 < j < n, implies u; =
Thus we obtain
(%) w; = uj, for all 4

The injectivity of ¢ : U/G — M,,, follows from (*) and (**).

To prove that the differential di is injective, we merely note that the above argu-
ment remains valid for the points over K[e], the algebra of dual numbers (= K @ K,
the K-algebra with one generator ¢, and one relation €2 = 0), i.e., it remains valid if
we replace K by K|e], or in fact by any K-algebra.

(iii) We have

dimU/G = dimU — dim G = (m + ¢)n — n® = dim D, 11 (M ,)-

The immersion U/G — Spec S(C Dy41(M,,,)) together with the fact above that
dimU/G = dim D,,11(M,,,) implies that Spec S in fact equals dim D,, .1 (M, 4)-
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(iv) The normality of Spec S(= Dy41(M,,4)) follows from Theorem [CETl (and the
normality of Schubert varieties). O

Combining the above Theorem with Theorem [CG2 we obtain the following

Corollary 2.2.2. Let X and G be as above. Let ¢;; denote the reqular function
(w,&) — (u;, &) on X, 1 <i<m,1<j<gq, and let f denote the m X q matriz
(¢ij). The ring of invariants K[X]® has a basis consisting of standard monomials in
the regular functions py,(f) with #X < n, where #X =t is the number of elements
in the sequence A = (A1,...,\) and py ,(f) is the t-minor with row indices Ay, ..., A
and column indices piy, . .., ;.

As a consequence of the above Theorem, we obtain the first and second fundamental
Theorems of classical invariant theory (cf. [25]). Let notation be as above.

Theorem 2.2.3. (1) First fundamental theorem
The ring of invariants K[X]9*V) is generated by @i, 1 <i<m,1<j <q.
(2) Second fundamental theorem
The ideal of relations among the generators in (1) is generated by the (n+1)-
minors of the m x g-matriz (p;;).

Further, we have (cf. Corollary Z2Z2) :

Theorem 2.2.4. A standard monomial basis for the ring of invariants: The
ring of invariants K[X]|9'V) has a basis consisting of standard monomials in the
reqular functions p(A, B), A€ I(r,m),B € I(r,q), r < n.

3. THE K-ALGEBRA S

Let X be as above. We shall denote K[X] by R so that R = Ku;j,§{u1 < i <
m,1<jk<n1<Il<gq.

The functions u([),£(J): As above, let
U = (i) 1<icm,1<jen A W = (&) 1<pan1<1<- For I € I(n,m),J € I(n,q), let
u(I),&(J)) denote the following regular functions on X:
u(I)((u,&)) = the n-minor of U with row indices given by I.
£(J)((u, €)) = the n-minor of W with column indices given by .J.

Note that for the diagonal action of SL, (K) (= SL(V)) on X, we have, u(I),£(.J)
are in R (K),

The K-algebra S: Let S be the K-subalgebra of R generated by
{u(l),&(J),p(A,B), I € I(n,m),J € I(n,q),AcI(r,m),Bel(rqg),l<r<n} We
shall denote the set I(n,m) indexing the u([)’s by H, and the set I(n, q) indexing the
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£(J)’s by He. Also, we shall denote H, := U (I(r,m) x I(r,q)), and set

1<r<n
H = H,UH:UH,
= I(n,m)UI(n,q)U U_(I(r,m)xI(r,q)),

where U denotes a disjoint union. (If m = ¢, then H,, H¢ are to be considered as two
disjoint copies of I(n,m).) Then the algebra generators

{u(l),&(J),p(A,B), I € I(n,m),J € I(n,q),Ac I(r,m),Bel(r,q),l<r<n}ofS
are indexed by the set H. Clearly S C RV,

Remark 3.0.5. The K-algebra S could have been simply defined as the K-subalgebra
of R® generated by {(u;, &)} (ie., by {p(A, B),#A = #B = 1}) and {u(I),&(J)}.
But we have a purpose in defining it as above, namely, the standard monomials (in S)
will be built out of the p(A, B)’s with #A < n, the u(/)’s and &(J)’s (cf. Definition

E0T).

Our goal is to show that S equals R (),

A partial order on H: Define a partial order on H as follows:

1) The partial order on H, is as in L0 (note that H, C H,, ,)

2) The partial order on H, and H are as in §L11

3) Any element of H, and any element of H are not comparable.

4) No element of H,, He is greater than any element of H,.

5) For I € H, and (A, B) € H,, we define I < (A, B) if I < A (the partial order
being as in §LA). Similarly, for J € He and (A, B) € H,, we define J < (A, B)
if J < B.

(
(
(
(
(

Lemma 3.0.6. H is a ranked poset of rank d := (m + q)n — n?, i.e., all mazimal
chains in H have the same cardinality = (m + q)n —n? + 1.

Proof. Clearly, H is a ranked poset (since it is composed of ranked posets). To com-
pute the rank of H, we consider the maximal chain consisting of 7, --- , 7y, where
the first ¢ of them are given by (m,q), (m,q—1),---,(m, 1) (of H,),

the next (m — 1) of them are given by (m —1,1),(m —2,1),---,(1,1) (of Hp).
(thus contributing m + g — 1 to the cardinality of the chain).

This is now followed by the ¢ — 1 elements of H, :

((17m)7 (17 Q))v ((17m)7 (17 q— 1))7 ) ((17m)7 (17 2)) )

followed by the m — 2 elements of H, :

((17m - 1)7 (17 2))7 ((17m - 2>7 (17 2)>7 B ((17 2>7 (17 2))

(thus contributing m + ¢ — 3 to the cardinality of the chain).

Thus proceeding, finally, we end up with ((1,2,---,n),(1,2,---,n)) (in H,). This is
now followed by either (1,2,---,n) of H, or (1,2,---,n) of He.

The number of elements in the above chain equals
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m+q¢—1+m+q—-3)+-4+m+qg—2n—1)]+1=(m+qgn—-—n>+1 O

4. STANDARD MONOMIALS IN THE K-ALGEBRA S

Definition 4.0.1. A monomial F in the p(A, B)’s, u(I)’s, and £(J)’s, is said to be
standard if F satisfies the following conditions:

(1) If F involves u(I), for some I (resp. &(.J) for some J), then I does not involve
£(J') for any J' (resp. u(I’), for any I').

(2) T F = p(Ay, By) - p(Ar, Bo)u(Ly) - -u(L,)
(resp. p(A1, By) -+ -p(Ay, B.)E(Jy) -+ - &(Jy)), where 1, s, t are integers > 0, then

A2 A >L > > L (resp. By > > B> > > )

4.1. Quadratic relations. In this subsection, we describe certain straightening re-
lations to be used while proving the linear independence of standard monomials and
generation (of S as a K-vector space) by standard monomials.

Theorem 4.1.1. (1) Let I € H,,J € He. We have
u(1)¢(J) =p(I,J)
(2) Let I,I' € H, be not comparable. We have,

u(Hu(l')y = bau(l)u(I)), b, € K

where for all r, I, > both 1,1', and I < both I,I'.
3) Let J,J € H¢ be not comparable. We have,
13

ENET) =D el (J)ETL), s € K*

s

where for all s, Js > both J,J', and J. < both J,J'.
(4) Let (A1, Az), (By, B2) € Hy, be not comparable. Then we have

p(Ar, A2)p(Bi, By) = Zaip(cm Ci2)p(Di1; Dig), a; € K,

where (Cy1, Ci2), (Di1, Di2) belong to H,; further, for every i, we have
(a) Cil Z both Al and Bl,' Dil S both Al and Bl.
(b) CZ'Q Z both A2 and BQ,’ DZ'Q S both A2 and BQ.

(5) Let I € H,, (A, B) € H, be such that A # I. We have,

p(A, B)u(l) =Y “dip(Ay, By)u(l), dy € K*

where for every t, we have, Ay > (resp. I; <) both A and I, and B; > B.
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(6) Let J € He, (A, B) € Hy, be such that B 2 J. We have,

p(A, B)E(T) = (A, B)E(), e € K

where for every |, we have, Ay > A , and B; > (resp. J; <) both B and J.

Proof. In the course of the proof, we will be repeatedly using the fact that the sub-
algebra generated by {p(A4,B), A€ I(r,m),B € I(r,q)1 < r < n} being RELV) (cf.
Theorem 2223 (1)), the results given in Theorem 23 (1), Theorem EZZA apply to
this subalgebra.

(1) is clear from the definitions of u([/),&(J) and p(1, J).

(2). We shall denote a minor of U(= (w;j)1<i<m,1<j<n) With rows and columns given
by I,J (where I,J € I(r,m) for some r < n) by A(Z,J). Observe that if #I = n,

then J = (1,2, ,n) necessarily (since U has size m x n). Thus for [ € Hu, we have
that u(I) = A(L, I,,),u(I") = A(I', I,,) (as minors of U), where I, = (1,2,---,n), we
have, in view of Theorem [CEH, (2),

w(Iu(I') = A(I, I,) AT, Zb A(Cy1,Ci2)A(Dyy, Dys), a; € K*,

where we have for every i, C;; > both I and I’; D;; < both I and I’; Cys > I,,; Dip < I,
which forces #D;5 = n (in view of the partial order (cf. §L0); note that D;s being the
column indices of a minor of the m x n matrix U, we have that #D;» < n). Hence
we obtain that Dy = I,,, for all 7. In particular, we obtain that #D;;(= #D;y) = n.
This in turn implies (by consideration of the degrees in w;;’s of the terms in the above
sum) that #C;; = #Ci = n. Hence Cjy = I, (again note that Cjy gives the column
indices of the n-minor A(Cj1, Cys) of the m x n matrix U). Thus the above relation

becomes

with Cy; > both I and I’; D;; < both I and I’. This proves (2).
Proof of (3) is similar to that of (2).

(4) is a direct consequence of Theorem 223 (2) and Proposition [CE3
(5). If #A =n = #B, then p(A, B)u(I) = u(A)u(l)&(B). By (2),

Zdu ), di € K*

where C; > both A, I, and D; < both A, I. Hence
=Y du(Cu(Dy)E(B) =Y _dip(Ci, B)u(D;)

where C; > both A, I, and D; < both A, I, and the result follows.



20 V. LAKSHMIBAI AND P. SHUKLA

Let then #A < n. By (1), we have u(1)¢(1,,) = p(I, I,). Hence, p(A, B)u(I){(1,) =
p(A, B)p(I,I,). The hypothesis that A % I implies that p(A, B)p(I, I,) is not stan-
dard (note that the facts that #A < n,#I = n implies that I * A). Hence (4) implies
that

p(A7 B)p(], [n) = Z aip(Cila Ci2)p(Di17 Di2)7 a; € K7,
where (Ci1, Ci2), (Dj1, Di2) belong to Hp; further, for every i, C;; > both A and I;
D;1 <both A and I; (33 > both B and I,,; D;» < both B and I,, which forces D;; = I,
(note that in view of Theorem EZZZ all minors in the above relation have size < n);
and hence #D;; = n, for all i. Hence p(Djy, Di2) = u(Ds)&(1,), for all i. Hence
cancelling £(1,,), we obtain

p(A, B)U(I) = Z aip(Cil, CZQ)U(D“),

where C;; > both A and I, D;; < both A and I, and Cj» > B. This proves (5).
Proof of (6) is similar to that of (5).
U

4.2. Linear independence of standard monomials: In this subsection, we prove
the linear independence of standard monomials.

Lemma 4.2.1. Let (A,B) € Hy,,I € H,,J € He.

(1) The set of standard monomials in the p(A, B)’s is linearly independent.
(2) The set of standard monomials in the u(I)’s is linearly independent.
(3) The set of standard monomials in the £(J)’s is linearly independent.

Proof. (1) follows from Theorem 2241
(2), (3) follow from Theorem [[6.6](1) applied to K[u;;,1 <i<m,1 <j <n],
K&, 1 <k <n,1 <1< g respectively. O

Proposition 4.2.2. Standard monomials are linearly independent.

Proof. For a monomial M, by u-degree (resp. &-degree) of M, we shall mean the
degree of M in the variables u;;’s (resp. &’s ). We have

u—degree of p(Ay, By) ---p(4A,, B,) = {—degree of p(Ay, By) ---p(4A,, B,) = Z #A,;

u—degree of u(ly)---u(ls) =ns, {—degree of u(ly)---u(ly) =0
¢—degree of £(Jp) - --&(J;) = nt, u—degree of £(J1)---&(Jy) =0

By considering the u-degree and the &-degree, and using Lemma EE2ZT] we see that
{p(A1, B1)---p(A,, By),u(ly) - -u(ls), E(Jy) - - - &(Jp),my s, > 0} is linearly indepen-
dent.

Let

(%) F=R+5=0
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be a relation among standard monomials, where R = >~ a;M;, S = >_ b;N; such
that each M; (resp. N;) is a standard monomial of the form p(A, By)---p(A,,, B;,)
(resp. p(A1, B1)---p(Ay,, Bg)u(ly) - - u(ls)E(J) -+ -&(Jy,), ¢ > 0, and at least one
of {s;,t;} > 0). If g is in GL,(K), with detg # a root of unity, then using the
facts that g - p(A, B) = p(A, B),g-u(l) = (det g)u(I),g-&(J) = (det g)&(J), we have,
F —gF =5 bj(1 — (detg)**)N; = 0. Hence if we show that the N;’s are linearly
independent, then (in view of LemmaE2T1(1)), we would obtain that (*) is the trivial
relation. Thus we may suppose that

D) F =Y bN; =0,

where each N; is a standard monomial of the form

(A1, Bi) -+ p(Ar, Bo)u(ly) - - - u(L)E(Jy) - - - §(Je)

where r > 0 and at least one of {s,t} > 0; in fact, N;’s being standard, in any Nj,
precisely one of {s;,t;} is non-zero.

We first multiply (**) by w(l,)™ (I, being (1,2,---,n)), for a sufficiently large
N (N could be taken to be any integer greater than all of the t’s, appearing in the
E(J1)---&(Jp)’s); we then replace a &(J)u(l,) by p(I,,J) (cf. Theorem ETTL (1)).
Then in the resulting sum, any monomial will involve only the p(A, B)’s and the
u(I)’s. Thus we may suppose that (**) is of the form

(% * x) G::ZciGi:O

where each G; is of the form p(Ay, By) - p(A,, B.)u(ly) - - -u(ls). Note that for each
standard monomial M=p(Ay, By)---p(A,, B.)u(ly) - - u(ly)
(xesp. p(Av, By) -+~ p(Ay, B)E(T) -+ £(J)) appearing in (), M u(T,)" is again stan-
dard. Again, considering G — ¢G,g € GL,(K), with detg # a root of unity, as
above, we may suppose that in each monomial p(Ay, By) - p(A,, B.)u(ly) - - - u(Iy)
appearing in (***) s > 0. Further, in view of Lemma EZT](2), we may sup-
pose that for at least one monomial r > 0. Now considering the &-degree of the
monomials, we may suppose (in view of Lemma 2T (2)) that in each monomial
p(A1, By) -+ -p(Ay, BuJu(ly) - u(l,) appearing in (%), r > 0.

Thus, for each monomial p(Ay, By) - - p(A,, By)u(ly) - - - u(ls) appearing in (***),
we have, r;s > 0. Now the {-degree (as well as the u-degree) being the same for all
of the monomials in (***), for any two monomials G;, G, say

Gi = p(A1, Br) - p(Ar, Bru(ly) - - u(ly), Gy = p(Ay, By) - p(AL, Bu)u(ly) - - u(I)
we have > #A;, = > #A.. This together with the fact that the u-degree is the

1<i<r 1<i<r’
same for all of the terms G}’s in (***) implies that s = s’. Thus we obtain that in all of
the monomials p(Ay, By) - - - p(A,, By)u(ly) - - - u(ls) in (***), the integer s is the same
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(and s > 0). Now we multiply (***) through out by £(I,,)* (where I,, = (1,2,---,n))
to arrive at a linear sum

where each H; is a standard monomial in the p(A, B)’s (note that
H; =p(A1,By) - p(A,, B)p(Iy, I,) - - - p(Is, I,) is standard). Now the required result
follows from the linear independence of p(A, B)’s (cf. Lemma EEZT1(1)).

U

4.3. The algebra S(D). To prove the generation of S (as a K-vector space) by
standard monomials, we define a K-algebra S(D), construct a standard monomial
basis for S(D) and deduce the results for S (in fact, it will turn out that S(D) = S).
We first define the K-algebra R(D) as follows:

Let

D=HuU{1}u{o}
H being as in the beginning of §8 Extend the partial order on H to D by declaring

{1} (resp. {0}) as the largest (resp. smallest) element. Let P(D) be the polynomial
algebra

P(D) := K[X(A,B),Y(I), Z(J), X(1), X(0), (A, B) € H,, I € H,,J € H]

Let a(D) be the homogeneous ideal in the polynomial algebra P(D) generated by
the six relations of Theorem EETTl (X (A, B),Y (1), Z(J) replacing p(A, B),u(I),&(J)
respectively), with relations (1) and (4) homogenized as follows: (1) is homogenized
as

(%) X(DY(J) = X(1,7)X(0)
while (4) is homogenized as
X (A1, Ag) X (By, By) = Z a; X (Ci1, Cia) X (Di1, Dys)

where X (Cy1,Ci2) is to be understood as X (1) if both Cj1, Ciy equal the empty set
(cf. Remark [CEH). Let

R(D) = P(D)/a(D)
We shall denote the classes of X(A, B),Y(I),Z(J),X(1),X(0) in R(D) by
z(A, B),y(I),z(J), z(1),2(0) respectively.
The algebra M(D): Set M (D) = R(D)(0y), the homogeneous localization of R(D)
at £(0). We shall denote £, 28 U 24 (in M(D)) by q(1),7(A, B), s(1),(J)
respectively.

A grading for M(D): We give a grading for M (D) by assigning degree one to
s(I),t(J), and degree 2 to ¢(1),7(A, B), where as above I € H,,J € H¢, (A, B) € H,.
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The algebra S(D): Set S(D) = M (D)), the homogeneous localization of M (D)
at ¢(1). We shall denote T((;?i]f), Zg)), % (in S(D)) by ¢(A, B),d(I),e(J) respectively.

Let ¢p : S(D) — S be the map, ¢p(c(4, B)) = p(A, B), ¢p(d(I)) = u(l), pp(e(J])) =
£(J). Consider the canonical maps

Op : R(D) — M(D),dp : M(D) — S(D)
Denote vp : R(D) — S as the composite yp = ¢p o dp o Op.

4.4. A standard monomial basis for R(D): We define a monomial in
z(A, B),y(I),2(J),z(1),2(0) (in R(D)) to be standard in exactly the same way as in
Definition L0l (we declare x(1) (resp. x(0)) as the largest (resp. smallest)).

Proposition 4.4.1. The standard monomials in the x(A, B)’s, y(I)’s, z(J)’s, x(1) s,
x(0)’s are linearly independent.

Proof. The result follows by considering vp : R(D) — S, and using the linear inde-
pendence of standard monomials in S (cf. Proposition EL22)). O

Generation of R(D) by standard monomials: We shall now show that any non-
standard monomial F' in R(D) is a linear sum of standard monomials. Observe that
if M is a standard monomial, then x(1)'M (resp. Mx(0)!) is again standard; hence
we may suppose F' to be:

F=a(Ay, By) - a(Ar, By () - y(Ls)2(Jy) - - 2( 1)

Using the relations y(I)z(J) = z(1, J)x(0), we may suppose that
F=x(A,By)x(A, B)y(L) - y(ls) or F = x(Aq1, By) - 2(A, B.)z(Jh) - - 2(Jy),
say, ' = x(Ay, By) - - x(Ay, By)y(ly) - - - y(Ls).

Fix an integer N sufficiently large. To each element A € U"_, I(r, m), we associate
an (n + 1)-tuple as follows: Let A € I(r,m), for some r, say, A = (a1, ,a,). To A,
we associate the n + 1-tuple

Z = (a1>"' y Gy TN, 1T, = e >ma]-)
Similarly, for B € Ur_, I(r,q), say, B = (b1, - ,b.), we associate the n + 1-tuple

E:: (bla"' >bT’aQ>qa"' >qa1)

To F, we associate the integer np (and call it the weight of F') which has the
entries of Ay, By, As, Bo,--+, A, B, I, -+ , I, as digits (in the N-ary presentation).
The hypothesis that F' is non-standard implies that
either x(A;, B;)x(A;11, Bix1) is non-standard for some i < r — 1, or, z(A,, B,)y(l;)
is non-standard or y(I;)y(I;+1) is non-standard for some j < s — 1. Straightening
these using Theorem EETTl, we obtain that F' = Y a;F; where ng, > ng, Vi, and the
result follows by decreasing induction on ng (note that while straightening a degree
2 relation using Theorem BTl (4), if 2(1) occurs in a monomial G, then the digits
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in ng corresponding to (1) are taken to be (m,m--- ,m,q,q---,q). Also note that
N - >y

n+1 times n+1 times
the largest F' of degree r in z(A, B)’s and degree s in the y(I)’s is x({m}, {q}) u(ly)*
(where Ij is the n-tuple (m+1—n,m+2—mn,---,m)) which is clearly standard (the
starting point of the decreasing induction).
Hence we obtain

Proposition 4.4.2. Standard monomials in x(A, B),y(I),z(J),z(1),z(0) generate
R(D) as a K-vector space.

Combining Propositions EEZT] EEZ.2 we obtain

Theorem 4.4.3. Standard monomials in x(A, B),y(I),z(J),x(1),z(0) give a basis
for the K-vector space R(D).

4.5. Standard monomial bases for M (D), S(D). Standard monomials in
r(A,B),s(I),t(J),q(1)) in M (D) (resp. ¢(A, B),d(I),e(J)) in S(D)) are defined in
exactly the same way as in Definition EEOTL

Proposition 4.5.1. Standard monomials in r(A, B),s(I),t(J),q(1) give a basis for
the K -vector space M(D).

Proof. The linear independence of standard monomials follows as in the proof of Prop
EZTl by considering ¢p o 6p : M(D) — S, and using the linear independence of
standard monomials in S (cf. Proposition EL22).

To see the generation of M(D) by standard monomials, consider a non-standard
monomial F in M(D). Since q(1)! is the largest monomial of a given degree [, we may
suppose F' to be:

F = ’T’(Al, Bl) s 'T’(Ai, BZ)S([I) cee S([k)t(Jl) N t(Jl)
In view of Theorem ELTT], (1), we may suppose that
F = T’(Al, Bl) B 'T’(AZ', BZ>S(Il) cee S(Ik) or T’(Al, B1> s 'T(AZ‘, Bz)t(Jl) s t(Jl), say,
F=r(Ay,By)---r(A; B;)s(Iy) -+ - s(Ix). Then F = 0p(H), where

H = z(A1,By) - 2(A;, Bi)y(Ih) - - -y(I}). The required result follows from Proposi-
tion ]

Proposition 4.5.2. Standard monomials in c¢(A, B),d(I),e(J) give a basis for the
K -vector space S(D).

The proof is completely analogous to that of Proposition EERTl (in view of the fact
that S(D) = M(D)q))-

Theorem 4.5.3. Standard monomials in p(A, B),u(I),&(J) form a basis for the K-
vector space S.
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Proof. We already have established the linear independence of standard monomials
(cf. Proposition LZZ). The generation by standard monomials follows by considering
the surjective map ¢p : S(D) — S and using the generation of S(D) by standard
monomials (cf. Theorem EER2). O

Theorem 4.5.4. The map pp : S(D) — S is an isomorphism of K -algebras.

Proof. Under ¢p, the standard monomials in S(D) are mapped bijectively onto the
standard monomials in S. The result follows from Proposition and Theorem
ELh3 O

Theorem 4.5.5. A presentation for S:
(1) The K-algebra S is generated by {p(A, B),u(I),&(J),(A,B) € H,, I € H,,J €
H}.
(2) The ideal of relations among the generators {p(A, B),u(I),£(J), (A, B) € H,,
I € H,,J € H¢} is generated by the siz type of relations as given by Theorem

L1

Proof. The result follows from Theorem EER A Proposition (and the definition of
S(D)) O

5. NORMALITY AND COHEN-MACAULAYNESS OF THE K-ALGEBRA S

In this section, we prove the normality and Cohen-Macaulayness of Spec S by re-
lating it to a toric variety. From §8 $l we have

o {u(1),&(J),p(A,B),I € H,,J € He,(A,B) € H,} generates S as a K-
algebra.

o Standard monomials in {u(!),&(J),p(A,B),I € H,,J € He,(A,B) € H,}
form a K-basis for S.

. Considering S as a quotient of the polynomial algebra

K[X(A,B),Y(I),Z(J),(A,B) € H,,I € H,,J € H

the ideal a of relations is generated by the six kinds of quadratic relations as given in
Theorem EETT1

5.1. The algebra associated to a distributive lattice.

Definition 5.1.1. A lattice is a partially ordered set (£, <) such that, for every pair
of elements x,y € L, there exist elements x Vy, x Ay, called the join, respectively the
meet of x and y, satisfying:

xVy>x, xVy>y, andif 2 > x and z > y, then z > x Vy,

r ANy <z, zAy<y, andif 2 <x and z <y, then z < x Ay.
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Definition 5.1.2. A lattice is called distributive if the following identities hold:
zA(yVz)=(xAy)V(xAz)
zV(yANz)=(xVy A(xVz)

Definition 5.1.3. Given a finite lattice £, the ideal associated to L, denoted by (L),

is the ideal of the polynomial algebra K[L](= K[z,,a € L]) generated by the set of
binomials

Ge={zy— (zANy)(xVy) |2,y € L non-comparable}.
Set A(L) = K[L]/I(L), the algebra associated to L.

The chain lattice C(n,...,ny): Given an integer n > 1, let C(n) denote the chain

{1 <---<n},and for ny,...,ng > 1, let C(nq,...,ny) denote the chain product lat-
tice C(ny) X -+ - x C(ng) consisting of all d-tuples (i1, ...,i4), with 1 < i3 <ng,..., 1<
iqg < ng. For (i1,...,4q), (j1,--.,7a) iIn C(nq,...,ng), we define

(01, vta) < (-0 0a) = 0 < Ji,eeyia < Ja -
We have
(11, -y 0a) V (J1, -y Ja) = (max{iy, j1}, ..., max{ig, ja})
(11, -y 0a) A (J1y -+ -y Ja) = (min{iy, 41}, ..., min{ig, ja}).
Clearly, C(nq,...,nq) is a finite distributive lattice.

5.2. Flat degenerations of certain K-algebras: Let £ be a finite lattice, and R
a K-algebra with generators {p, | « € L}.

Definition 5.2.1. A monomial p,, ...p,, is said to be standard if oy > --- > a..

Suppose that the standard monomials form a K-basis for R. Given any nonstandard
monomial F', the expression

F=> c¢F, ek

for F' as a sum of standard monomials will be referred to as a straightening relation.
Consider the surjective map

m: K[L] = R, To > Pa-

Let us denote ker m by I.
For o, B € H with a > (3, we set

|Bral={veL|a>y>p}
Recall the following theorem (cf.[9], Theorem 5.2)
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Theorem 5.2.2. Let L, R, I be as above. Suppose that there exists a lattice embedding
L — C, where C =C(ny,...,ng) for someny,...,ng > 1, such that the entries of the
d-tuple (01, ...,60q4) representing an element 6 of L form a non-decreasing sequence,
ie. 01 < -+ < 0, Suppose that I is generated as an ideal by elements of the form
TrTy — Y Caplalp(where T, are non-comparable, and o > ). Further suppose that
in the straightening relation

(*) PePo =D CasPaDp:

the following hold:

(@) PrvePrag occurs on the right-hand side of (*) with coefficient 1.

(b) T, ¢ €], al, for every pair (o, B) appearing on the right-hand side of (*).

(c) Under the embedding L — C, we have TU¢ = alUf, for every («, ) on the
right-hand side of (*).

Then there exists a flat family over Spec K [t] whose special fiber (t = 0) is Spec A(L)
and general fiber (t invertible) is Spec R.

Corollary 5.2.3. Spec R flatly degenerates to a (normal) toric variety. In particular,
Spec R is normal and Cohen-Macaulay.

Proof. We have (cf. [I1]) that A(L) is a normal domain. Hence we obtain that I(L)
is a binomial prime ideal. On the other hand, we have (cf. [§]) that a binomial prime
ideal is a toric ideal (in the sense of [24]). It follows that Spec A(L) is a (normal) toric
variety and we obtain the first assertion. The first assertion together with Theorem
and the fact that a toric variety is Cohen-Macaulay implies that Spec R is normal
and Cohen-Macaulay. O

5.3. The distributive lattice D: Consider the partially ordered set
D=HuU{1}u{o}

defined in 3. We equip D with the structure of a distributive lattice by embedding
it inside the chain lattice C(m, q) := C(m,m - - MG, ,q) as follows:

Vv Vv
n+1 times n+1 times

To each element of D, we associate a 2n + 2-tuple: o
For A = (a1, -+ ,a,) € I(r,m),B = (by,---,b.) € I(r,q), let A, B denote the
n + 1-tuples:

A= (a1, ,ap,m,m, -~ ,m,1),B:= (b1, - ,b.,q,q,- -+ ,q,1)
(i) Let (A,B) € H,, say, A € I(r, )B I(r,q), for some r,1 < r < n. We let
(A, B) be the (2n + 2)-tuple : (A, B) = (4, B).
ii) Let I € H,, say, I = (iy,--- i) (€ I(n,m)) . We let I be the (2n + 2)-tuple :
Z(Zl, g, 1,1 1)
——

n+1 times

/\
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(i) Let & € He, say, J = (ji,-- ,jn) (€ I(n,m))), we let J be the (2n 4 2)-tuple :

J = (1> alajla"' >jna1)-
——

n—+1 times

(iv) Corresponding to 1,0, we let 1,0 be the (2n 4 2)-tuples :

1:(m>m"'am>an"'aQ)>0:(17"'71)
~ ~ - ~— S——
n+1 times n+1 times 2n+2 times
This induces a canonical embedding of D inside the chain lattice C(m,m -+ ,m,q,q- - -, @
n+1‘t,imos n—l—lﬂtrimos

Lemma 5.3.1. Let 7,7 € C(m, q). Suppose 71,72 € D. Then 11V 7o, 7 ATy are also
in D. Thus D acquires the structure of a distributive lattice.

Proof. Clearly the Lemma requires a proof only when 7y, 75 are non-comparable. We
consider the following cases. For two s-tuples E = {eq, -+ ,es}, F' = {f1, -, fs}, we
shall denote

E V F:= (max{elafl}v cee ,maX{es,fs})

EANF = (min{ey, f1},..., min{es, fs}).

Case 1: 71,73 € H,, say 71 = (A}, By), 7 = (A3, By). We have
V1= (A1 V Ay, BV By), i ATy = (A1 A Ay, B A By)

Clearly 71 V 79,71 A 7o are in Hy,, and hence in D. .
Case 2: 7y € H,, 75 € H,, say 1 = (A, B), 7, = I (for some I € H,). Let I be the
n + 1-tuple (I,1) (entries of I followed by 1). We have

Tl\/TQ = (Z\/T,E), 7'1/\7'2 = (Z/\T,(l, ,1 )
n+1 times
Clearly m Vm € Hy, 1y A2 € H,,.
Case 3: 7, € H,, 75 € He, say 1y = (A, B), 72 = J (for some J € He). Let J be the
n + 1-tuple (J,1) (entries of I followed by 1). We have
7'1\/7'2 = (Z,E\/j), ’7'1/\7'2 = (1, ,1,?/\7)
—_——
n+1 times
Clearly m Vo € Hy, 1y Ao € {Ig. )
Case 4: 1,5 € H,, say 11 = I, 5 = I3 (for some I, I, € H,). We have

7'1\/7'2:]1\/[2, 7'1/\7'2 :[1/\]2
Clearly 71 V 19,71 A Ty are in H,,.
Case 5: 7,75 € He.
This case is similar to Case 4.
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Case 6: 7 € H,, 7 € He, say 7y = I, 7 = J (for some I, .J in H.,, H¢ respectively).
We have
1 \/Tg = (7,7), T /\T2 :6
Clearly i V€ Hy, m A1 € D.
L]

Lemma 5.3.2. We have rank(D) = (m + ¢)n —n? + 2 (= d + 2, where d = (m +
qg)n —n?). In particular, dim A(D) = d + 3

This is immediate from Lemma B0

5.4. Flat degeneration of Spec R(D) to the toric variety Spec A(D). In this
subsection, we show that Spec R(D) flatly degenerates to the toric variety Spec A(D)
by showing that R(D) satisfies the hypotheses of Lemma We first prove some
preparatory Lemmas.

Lemma 5.4.1. Let 7, ¢ be two non-comparable elements of H. Then in the straight-
ening relation for p.py as given by Theorem [L.1.1], prveprae Occurs with coefficient
1 (here for an element ¢ of H,p, stands for p(A, B),u(I) or £(J) according as
0= (A,B)e H, I € H, or J € He).

Proof. The assertion is clear if the relation is of the type (1) of Theorem BTl

If the relation is of the type (4) of Theorem ELIT] then the result follows from
Proposition [LTH,(3) (one uses the identification - as described in §LCH, §L6 - of
{p(4, B), (A, B) € H,} with the Pliicker co-ordinates {p,,7 € I(q,m + ¢q)} restricted
to the opposite cell in Gy 1)

Similarly, if the relation is of the type (2) (resp. (3)) of Theorem Il by iden-
tifying M,, ., (resp. M, , with the opposite cell in Gy, yin (resp. Ggniq) (and using
the identifications as described in §H, §LH), the result follows as above (in view of
Proposition [CTH,(3))

Let then the relation be of the type (5) or (6) of Theorem ELTT], say of type (5) (the
proof is similar if it is of type (6)):

(%) p(A, Bju(l) = thp(At>Bt)u([t)

where I € I(n,m),(A,B) € H,, and A # I. As in the proof of Theorem EI1] (5),
we multiply through out by £(1,,) to arrive at

(#¢) p(A, B)p(1, 1) = Z a;p(Ci, Ci2)p(Dj1, Di2), a; € K*

where (Cj1, Ci2), (Dj1, Di2) belong to H,. As above, using Proposition [LTH,(3), we
obtain that p((A, B) V (I, 1,))p((A, B) A (I, 1)) occurs in (**) with coefficient 1. We
have (in view of Lemma B3] rather its proof),

p((A, B)V(I, 1,))p((A, B)A(I, 1)) = p(AVI, B)p(AAI, I,) = p(AVI, B)u(ANT)¢(Iy)
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Also from the proof of Theorem EETT] (5), we have, for every i, D;; = I,, (in (**)).
Hence writing p(D;1, Dio) = u(D;1)&(1,), cancelling out £(I,) (note that L.H.S. of
(**)= p(A, B)u(I)&(1,)), we obtain that p(AV I, B)u(A A T) occurs in (*) with co-
efficient 1 (note that by Case 2 in the proof of Lemma B3], we have (A, B) VI =
(AVI,B), (AABYANT =(ANIT, (1,---,1))).
n+1 times

Thus the result follows if the relation is of the type (5) (or (6)) of Theorem ETT1

U

Lemma 5.4.2. Let 7,¢ be two non-comparable elements of D. Then for every («, )
on the right-hand side of the straightening relation (in R(D), as given by Theorem

[Z-11), we have
(1) 7,6 €], al,
(2) TUp = aUp
(here, U denotes a disjoint union,).

Proof. The assertions follow from Theorem BTl (and the identification of D as a
sublattice of C(m, q)).
O

Theorem 5.4.3. There exists a flat family over A, with Spec R(D) as the generic
fiber and Spec A(D) as the special fiber. In particular, R(D) is a normal Cohen-
Macaulay ring of dimension d+ 3 (where d = (m + q)n — n?).

Proof. In view of Theorem B.2.2, and Corollary B23 it suffices to show that (a)- (c)
of Theorem hold for Rp.

(a) follows from Lemma BATE (b) and (c) follow from Lemma B2

Clearly R(D) has dim d + 3 (since dim A(D) = d + 3 (cf. Lemma B37)). O

Theorem 5.4.4. The K-algebra S is normal, Cohen-Macaulay of dimension
(m+q¢)n—n?+1.

Proof. The algebra M(D)(= R(D)(s(0))) being a homogeneous localization of the nor-
mal, Cohen-Macaulay ring R(D), is a normal, Cohen-Macaulay ring of dimd + 2.

Considering M (D) as a graded ring (cf. §&3), we have S(D) = M (D) ). Hence
S(D) being a homogeneous localization of the normal, Cohen-Macaulay ring M (D),
is a normal, Cohen-Macaulay ring of dimension d + 1. This together with Theorem
5 implies that S is a normal, Cohen-Macaulay ring of dimension d + 1 (note that
d= (m+q)n —n?). O

6. THE RING OF INVARIANTS K [X]9Ln(K)

We preserve the notation of §8l §l In this section, we shall show that the inclusion
S C RSn(K) ig in fact an equality, i.e., S = Rn(K),
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We now apply Lemma 04 to our situation. Let G = SL,(K). Consider

X=Va@ - aVaeV @ - oV =Speck AY = M, ,(K) x K() x k()

m copies q copies

Let {(u;,¢;)),1 <1 <m,1 <j <qu(l)&J), I € H,,J € He} be denoted by
{f1, -, fn} (note that fi,--- , fy are G-invariant elements in R). Let z = (u,§) € X.
Let ¢ : X — AN be the map, ¥(z) = (fi(z), -, fx(z)). Clearly ¢)(X) = SpecS.
Let us denote Y = Spec S.

Proposition 6.0.5. With X, AN .Y as above, the hypotheses of Lemma [2.07 are
satisfied.

Proof. (i) Let x € X*°. We need to show that ¢(x) # 0. If possible, let us assume
that ¢(z) = 0. Let z = (u,§). Let W, (resp. W) be the span of {uy,---,un}
(resp.{&1, -+ ,&}). Further, let dim W, = r, dim W, = s. The assumption that
Y(x) = 0 implies in particular that u(l)(z) = 0,VI € I(n,m),&{(J)(x) = 0,VJ €
I(n,q). Hence, W, (resp. W) is not equal to V (resp.V*). Therefore, we get r <
n,s < n. Also at least one of {r, s} is non-zero; otherwise, r = 0 = s would imply
u; = 0,Vi,§; = 0,V7, i.e., x = 0 which is not possible, since x € X**. Let us suppose
that % 0. (The proof is similar if s # 0.) The assumption that ¢(z) = 0 implies in
particular that (u;,&;) = 0, for all 4, j; hence, W C W-. Therefore, s < n —r. Hence
we can choose a basis {ej, - ,e,} of V such that W, = the K-span of {ey,--- ,e,},
and W, C the K-span of {e},,, -+, e}, }. Writing each vector u; as a row vector (with
respect to this basis), we may represent the u’s by the m x n matrix U given by

U111 Ui ... Uy 0 ... 0

U21 U290 ... U9y 0O ... 0
U =

Uml Um2 ... Umr 0 ... 0

Similarly, writing each vector &; as a column vector (with respect to the above basis),
we may represent £’s by the n x ¢ matrix A given by

0 0 0

A 0 0 0
£r+11 £r+12 v gr—i-lq

gnl §n2 gnq

Choose integers ay, -, Gp, byi1, -+, by, all of them > 0 so that Y a; =) b;.
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Let g; be the diagonal matrix in G(= SL,(K)), g; = diag(t™, - -t t70r+1 ... 7)),
We have, gz = g - (U, A) = (Uge, g7 A) (cf. §ZT) = Uy, Ay) , where

t"u;; t®up ... tYuy,, 0 ... 0
t"usr  t2usy ... tYug. 0 ... O
U = .
t"“"Up1 tPUpe ... YUy 0 ... 0
and
0 0 0
. 0 0 ... 0
¢ 18 e o R,
tbné'n 1 tbné'n 9 L. tbn gnq

Hence g;x — 0 as t — 0, and this implies that 0 € G - which is a contradiction
to the hypothesis that z is semi-stable. Therefore our assumption that ¢ (z) = 0 is
wrong and (i) of Lemma 2104 is satisfied.
(ii) Let

U={(w§) € X |[{u, .., un}, {&1,...,&} are linearly independent }
Clearly, U is a G-stable open subset of X.
Claim : G operates freely on U, U — U mod G is a G-principal fiber space, and F

induces an immersion U/G — AN,
Proof of Claim: Let H = GL,(K). We have a G-equivariant identification

(%) USHXHXV X xXVxV*x-..xV*=FExF, say

'

(m—n) copies (¢g—n) copies

where ' = H X H/F =V x---xV xV*x...xV* From this it is clear that G

' g

(m—n) copies (¢—n) copies
operates freely on U. Further, we see that U mod G may be identified with the fiber
space with base (H x H) mod G (G acting on H X H as g- (hy, hy) = (h1g,9 " ha), g €
G,hi,hy € H), and fiber V x --- x V x V" x--- x V* associated to the principal

~~ ~~

(m—n) copies (¢g—n) copies
fiber space H x H — (H x H) /G. It remains to show that ¢ induces an immersion
U/G — A" i.e., to show that the map ¢ : U/G — A" and its differential di) are both
injective. We first prove the injectivity of ¥ : U/G — AY. Let x, 2’ in U/G be such
that ¢ (x) = ¢(2"). Let n,n’ € U be lifts for x, 2’ respectively. Using the identification
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(*) above, we may write
n= (A,Un+1,"' 7um737£n+17"' 75(])7 AaB cH
U/:(Alau/m—l"" ’U/ Bljgé_‘_l’...,g;,)’A/,B/eH

Y m)

(here, u;, 1 < i < n are given by the rows of A, while §;,1 < ¢ < n are given by the
columns of Bj; similar remarks on w}, £;). The hypothesis that ¢ (z) = ¢ (2’) implies in
particular that

(ui, &) = (ui, &5) , 1 <4,j<n
which may be written as AB = A’B’. This implies that
(s4) A=Ay,
where g = BB'~!(€ H). Further, the hypothesis that u(I)(x) = u(I)(2'),VI, implies
in particular that u(l,)(z) = u(l,)(2") (where I, = (1,2,--- ,n)). Hence we obtain
( * %) detA = det A’

Now (**) and (***) imply that g in fact belongs to G(= SL,(K)). Hence on U/G,
we may suppose that

T = (u17... ’un’un+17... ’um’é_l,... ’é_q)
,’,U/ = (ula"' 7un7u/n+17"' 7“4%7517"' 7£[/1>
where {uy, - ,u,} is linearly independent.

For a given 7, we have,
(ui, §5) = (us, &) , 1 < i < n, implies, & = &

(since, {uy,- -+ ,u,} is linearly independent). Thus we obtain

(1) £ =&, for all j
On the other hand, we have (by definition of U) that {{;,...,&,} is linearly indepen-
dent. Hence fixing an i,n + 1 <17 < m, we get
(ui, &) = (u;, &) (= (u},&§)) , 1 < j < n implies, u; = u;.
Thus we obtain
(t1) u; = uj, for all 4

The injectivity of ¢ : U/G — A follows from (1),(17).

To prove that the differential di is injective, we merely note that the above argu-
ment remains valid for the points over K[e], the algebra of dual numbers (= K & K,
the K-algebra with one generator ¢, and one relation €2 = 0), i.e., it remains valid if
we replace K by K|e], or in fact by any K-algebra.

(iii) The above Claim implies in particular that dim U/G = dimU - dim G =
(m+q¢)n — (n*> — 1) = dim Spec S (cf. Theorem BAZ]).
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The condition (iv) of Lemma B0l follows from Theorem B2
U

Theorem 6.0.6. LetV = K", X =V @---aV XV '®---® V" where m,q > n.

Vv Vv
m copies q copies

Then for the diagonal action of G := SL,(K), we have

(1) First Pundamental Theorem for SL,(K)-invariants: K[X] is gener-
ated by {p(A, B),u(l),&(J), (A, B) € H,,I € H,,J € H¢}.

(2) Second Fundamental Theorem for SL,(K)-invariants: The ideal of
relations among the generators {p(4, B),u(I),&(J),(A,B) € H,,I € H,,J €
H,} is generated by the siz type of relations as given by Theorem [f-11)

(3) A standard monomsial basis for SL,(K)-invariants: Standard mono-
mials in {p(A, B),u(l),&(J),(A,B) € H,,I € H,,J € He} form a K-basis
for K[X]°.

(4) K[X]% is Cohen-Macaulay.

Proof. Lemma E.0L] implies that Spec.S is the categorical quotient of X by G and
¥ : X — SpecS is the canonical quotient map. Assertion (1) follows from this.

Assertion (2) follows from Theorem Assertion (3) follows from Theorem 3
Assertion (4) follows from Theorem B4 O
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