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THE VARIETY OF EXTERIOR POWERS OF LINEAR MAPS
WINFRIED BRUNS AND ALDO CONCA

ABSTRACT. LetV andW be vector spaces of dimensiamandn resp. We investigate
the Zariski closurex; of the imageY; of the map Hom (V,W) — Hom (A'V, A'W),

o — Al ¢. In the casé = min(m,n), Y; = X is the cone over a Grassmannian, but for
1 <t <min(m,n) one has # Y;. We analyze th& = GL(V) x GL(W)-orbits inX; via
the G-stable prime ideals i@ (X). It turns out that they are classified by two numerical
invariants, one of which is the rank and the other a relatedriant that we call small
rank. Surprisingly, the orbits id \ Y; arise from the imagey, for u <t and simple
algebraic operations. In the last section we determine itigukar locus ofX;.. Apart
from well-understood exceptional cases, it is formed byelleenents of rankl 1 in ;.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let K be a field, and/,W vector spaces ove€ of finite dimensionsn andn. In this
paper we want to study the exterior power map

Nt Homk (V,W) — Homg (/t\v,/t\W), N(a) = /t\a.

We want to analyze the Zariski closukg(V,W) of the imageY;(V,W) of A;. In the
following we will always assume thah < n. This does not restrict the generality since
A\t commutes with dualization.

There are three special cases that make it impossible tafatenall results in a uniform
way. In the first two of them (V,W) = Homg (A'V, A'W) so thatX (V,W) is an affine
space: (i) in the trivial case= 1, and (ii) in the case= m— 1= n—1; in fact, one has
dimX;(V,W) = mn unless = m> 1 (seel[6, (10.16)(b)] or Propositidbn 4.1). Therefore,
ift=m—1=n-1, then

dimX (V,W) = n? = (T) (T) — dim Hom (/t\v/t\w)

The third case is highly nontrivial, but classical: (iiitit= m (andm < n), thenY;(V,W)
is the cone over the Grassmannian Gfg¥§), and, in particular, it is Zariski closed (for
example, see [6]). In all cases different from (i) and (M),\V,W) is strictly contained in
X (V,W), as we will see.

For a compact formulation of our main result let us identifyrhk (V, W) with V* @ W
and Honk (A'V, A'W) with A'V* @ A'W. Moreover we consider allsimultaneously by
taking the unions

Y(V.W) = W (V,W) and X(V,W) = X (V,W)
t>0 t>0
in the algebrg\V* @ AW.
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Theorem 1.1.Let K be an algebraically closed field of characterifticThen XV,W) is
the closure of YV,W) under the operation of ¥x W by multiplication orAV* @ AW.

Clearly, in the algebra\V* @ AW (or its subalgebra, \'V* @ A'W) the map/
is just thetth power map, but usually we prefer the viewpoint of lineapsand their
exterior powers.

The groupG = GL(V) x GL(W) acts naturally or¥;(V,W) andX;(V,W). The proof
of TheorenT 11l is based on an analysis of the orbit structiivg &, W). It turns out
that these orbits are classified by two numerical invaria@ise of them is the ordinary
rank of an element € Homk (A'V, A'W). The other one is a new invariant that we will
call small ranksr(x). As we will see, sfx) indicates from whichy,(V,W) the elemenk
“originates” in the sense of Theorém11.1: for X (V,W) with rankx > 1 a representation

X=((o1 A~ AO_s) @ (YL A+ AYt—s)) - X

with X' € Y5(V,W), a3,...,0i—s € V* andys,...,yt—s € W is possible if and only if =
sr(x) — 1, and if rank = 1, then sfx) = 1 as well, and one can chooSe- 0.

The determination of the orbits is based on the construafioormal forms for suitable
pairs of rank and small rank on one side (Sedtion 2), and dysisaf the coordinate ring
A (V,W) of X (V,W) on the other (Sectidn 3). After the choice of base¥ iandW, one
can identify the coordinate ring of HagV,W) with the polynomial ringK[X] in the
entries of arm x n matrix X of indeterminates ovef andA;(V,W) with the subalgebra
A = Ai(m,n) of K[X] generated by theminors ofX. Using the decomposition @ into
irreducible G-submodules, we will determine thl& stable prime ideals i (Theorem
[3.11). At this point, the hypothesis of characteristic Odediin a crucial way.

We will then analyze the fibers d; (Sectior 4). The normal forms make it easy to
understand the effect of the (iterated) multiplication tgngents ofV* x W. It is then
not difficult to determine the structure of the orbits (SefB) and to prove Theorem
[1.1. Itis an important point that, (V/,W’) is a retract ofX (V,W) if t —t’ > dimV —
dimV’, dimW — dimw'.

In the last part of the paper (Sectibh 6) we determine theusamdocus ofX;. Apart
from the special cases (i), (ii) and (iii) described abofie,dingular locus oX; is formed
by the elements of rank 1. The singular locus is always containedvin

Throughout the papekK is an algebraically closed field of characteristic 0. How-
ever, among the basic arguments, only the determinatiolned®istable prime ideals in
A:(m,n) depends on it. We believe that all the results can be extewitbdut changes
to the case cha > min(t,m—t,n—t), which we callnon-exceptionalThe extension to
arbitrary characteristic may require some changes.

Conventions.For a more compact notation we $et L(V,W) = Honk (V,W) and

4 =4 (V,W) =Homk (/t\v, /t\W) :

It is clear that the dimensioms andn of V andW define all our data up to isomorphism,
and therefore we will often repladéandW by them. For example we will writ¥; (m, n)
for X (V,W), and oftenX; andY; will denote our objects unambiguously.
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Similarly we will write A;(m,n) or A; for the coordinate ring ok;. The minors gener-
ating it are homogeneous elements of dedgrée can therefore normalize degree\in
dividing the degree ifK[X] by t.

The groupG = GL(V) x GL(W) acts naturally orh. via

BrryoBoa™,  (a,y)€G.
By the functoriality of thet-th exterior power it acts likewise o, and the map\ is
G-equivariant. Consequentty acts onY = Y;(V,W) and onX = X;(V,W).

It will sometimes be useful to allow that= 0. By definition, A° 8 is the identity on
K=A’V =AW forall B eL.

With a basisey, . .., em 0f V we associate the basis AfV that consists of the products
&, \---Aeg, withip <--- <it. If necessary we order these basis elements lexicographi-
cally by their indices. The same convention applieg/to

If an elementB € L is represented by a matr&with respect to given bases ¥fand
W, then, with the choice of bases of the exterior powers justi§ipd, \! B is given by
the matrix/\' B whose entries are theminors

lig...0t|j1---jtlB

of B. This notation will be used farminors of matrices in general, and the ind&rmay
be omitted if no confusion arises.

2. NUMERICAL INVARIANTS AND NORMAL FORMS

It is easy to see thag(m,n) consists of exactlyn—t + 2 orbits. In factL consists of
m+ 1 orbits characterized by the ranks of the elements i@f these orbitst, are mapped
to 0 € ., namely those corresponding to the ranks. Qt — 1, and the images of the
remaining ones stay disjoint i, since

rank/t\¢ = (rar:kd))

If t =m, thenY;(m,n) = X (m,n) is just the affine cone over the Grassmannian. In the
case 1<t < mmin which we are interested; is a proper subset of;, as we will see
soon.

We introduce a numerical invariant that is invariant undher action ofG = GL(V) x
GL(W) on.%. (It is actually invariant under the action of GL) x GL(A'W).)

Definition 2.1. The small ranksr(() of Y € % is the maximum of the ranks of the
restrictions ofy to subspaces'U of A'V whereU ranges over the subspaces/othat
have dimensior<t + 1.

We now construct elements i for certain pairs of rank and small rank. Later on
we will show that only these numerical invariants occuXjrand that they classify the
G-orbits in X;. Therefore the diagonal matriceg 1 constructed in the proof of the
following proposition can serve as normal forms.
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Proposition 2.2. There exist elementsaXX;(m, n) for the following combinations of small
rank and rank:

sr(x) = rankx =0,
sr(x) =rankx =1,

si(X)=2,...,t+1,  rankx= (sr(x)+k—1), k=1,....m—t.
sr(x) —1

Proof. Sincem < n, we can identify with a subspace o, and_%4(V,V) with a sub-
space of%4(V,W). Rank and small rank do not change if we extend elements from
24 (V,V) to 4(V,W) in a trivial way. Therefore we can assume that n, identify V
andW, and consider the elementslofis endomorphisms. Let, ..., ey be a basis of.

For si(x) = rankx = 0 we choosex = dgg = 0. For sfx) = rankx = 1 we choose
x=dy1=/N(¢)wherep(e)=¢g,i=1,...,tand¢(g) =0 fori > t.

Let2<u<t+1,1<k<m-t, and sev=t+1—u. We will now identify an element
duutk—1 in X (m,n) with small ranku and rank(“:ﬁl). We consider the morphism
a : K* — L, wherea (k) is the diagonal matrix with the entries

K-V 1<i<y,
a(K)ii =< K, v+1<i<v+u+k-1,
0, else

Then/A; o o extends to a morphisma : K — .4 for which a(0) is a diagonal matrix
dyu+k—1 With entries 1 or O on the diagonal. Cleady k1 lies inX.

Furthermored, k1 has exactly
u+k—1
u—1

entries equal to 1 on the diagonal and they sit in the positidth indiceqd1...v,1 |1...v,]]
wherel varies over thét —v)-subsets ofv+1,...,v+u+k—1} = {v+1,...,t+k}.
It remains to show that &l y+k—1) = u. Consider the subspabé = Ke; + - +Kea 1.
We identify A'V/ with the subspace generated by the basis elenggnts/\ ;€ where
Jis at-subset of{1,...,t +1}. The linear mag, k1 sendst +1—v = u elements
of this basis to themselves, namely those for whicbontains{1,...,v}. Therefore
SH(dy,utk—1) > U.

For the opposite inequality we choose elemdnts. ., f; 1 inV, and represent them in
the basi®y,...,en:

m
fi = Z aij€j.
=1

Then the restriction oflyyik_1 to A'V/,V/ = Kfy+--- +Kfiy1, is given by a matrix’
whose entries areminors of A= (&;j). In a row of A’ we find thet-minors of A whose
row indices leave out a given indéx 1,...,t+1 and whose column indices correspond
to those-subsets of 1, ...,t+k} that contain 1...,v. Such a matrix has rankt+1—v.

In fact, the rank is maximal when the entriesfofire indeterminates, and then there
existv linearly independent relations of the- 1 rows of A, given by the columns of
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A with indices 1...,v (with appropriate signs), resulting from Laplace expansb a
t-minor with two equal columns (namely theth, j =1,...,v). 0J

We can already observe thatis a proper subset o if 1 <t < m. In fact, let¢ € L.
If rank¢ < t, then/A¢(¢) =0, and if rankp =t, then=rankA;(¢) = 1. Ifrank¢ >t+1,
then sfAt(¢)) =t + 1.

We need some functions which help us to determine small rank.

Lemma 2.3.Letd =[1...v|1...v,0<v<t+1 andn =[1...t+1|1...t+ 1] (with
d=1ifv=0)andset § =dn'"Y € A(mn) = &(%(mn)). Then

fy(dyutk-1) =0 <= u<t4+1-v
Proof. First we have to expreds in the coordinates af#. We claim that
fy=det((—1)" 1.t 4+ 21\i| 1.t 1\ jlijovet te1)-

Note that this equation generalizes the formula for therdetent of the adjoint matrix
(which it contains fov = 0).

It is enough to prove the equation over the field of complex Iners. Both sides of
the equation are invariant under the action of the directipeb of the unipotent lower
triangular subgroup of Gk(K) and the unipotent upper triangular subgroup of,G0.
Furthermore they have the same degrees with respect tonaland columns oK. The
space of such forms is 1-dimensional (for example, see [B,1{1]), and so both sides
must differ by a scalar. That it is 1, follows if we evaluatdhbeides on the unit matrix.

Finally we evaluatef, on the elementdy ;1. ([l

Remark 2.4. The results of this section do not depend on characteristic.

3. GSTABLE PRIME IDEALS

The polynomial ringK[X] = ¢ (Homk (V,W)) decomposes into irreducib&submodules
M, parametrized by the Young tableaux of shapas discussed in[7] or [6, Section 11].
EachM, is generated as @ module by every (standard) bitableau of shapéhat is
nested on one side (rows or columns). In particular the iialqor mixed initial/final)
bitableaux belong t¥, and generate it.

The shaped are non-increasing sequend@s, ..., A,) of positive integers such that
Ai <min(m,n). We consider some functions on the set of shapes, namely

u
y]()\):ZmaX(AI_J—i_]wO)v j:17"'7m7
i=

and

na) =y - 2Ma iy o1

Now letl be a product of minors of shage Then we sey; (M) = y;(A) andm (M) =
1 (A). The functionsy;, introduced in[[7], extend to discrete valuations on(RX])
with non-negative values ok[X] and the center of; is I;(X) (see[3]). Note thay, is
just the ordinary total degree K[X].

Note that ther; depend on the value @funder consideration. The value of is an
integer for allj if and only if y1(A ), i.e. the number of boxes @f, is divisible byt. In fact,
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the functionsr; are discrete valuations on the quotient field of the Verosesmlgebra
V; of the polynomial ringK[X]. See|[3] for a precise discussion. There we have shown:

Theorem 3.1. The subalgebra Aof K[X] has a basis of standard bitableaux. One has
A= {XeV: m(x) > 0}.

The theorem holds for all values bfm,n. Fort = 1 it holds vacuously since is
not defined. Note tha# contains no elements wittp(x) > 0 if t = m= min(m,n). If
1 <t < m, thenV, contains elements of positive value undgras, for instanced' where
dis a(t+1)-minor of X.

In the following we want to work with the weight of a shape (gpr@duct of minors
with that shape). We set

sA)=#j:Aj =i} and  g(A)=(&1(A),...,&m(A)).

The proof of Theorer 3|1 is based on the following formula t@n be checked by
direct computation:

Proposition 3.2.Foru=3,...,mone hasy, = (u—1)p+ zﬂ;f &. In particular, 1 (x) >
Ofor j > 3and all xe A;.

As a consequence we obtain

Proposition 3.3. The subalgebra A= A:(m,n) is a G-submodule of ] and the direct
sum of those Iy for which

(i) t|y(A)and
(i) 7B(A) > 0.

This follows immediately from Theorein_3.1 since a productrohors (especially a
nested bitableaux) belongsAg if and only if its degree is divisible biyand its shapa
satisfiesrn(A) > 0.

For aG-submoduleH of K[X] we set

supgH) ={e(A): M, C H}.
ClearlyS = supfA;) is a (normal) submonoid &t™. It generates a corig, § in R™.

Proposition 3.4. Letp C A; be a (G-stable) prime ideal. Then\Supfp) = SNF where
F isaface ofR . S.

Proof. Consider the subalgebBaof A; generated by all bi-initial bitableaux. It is a sub-
algebra isomorphic to the monoid alget&s]. Furthermorep N B is a prime ideal in

B, and the ideap’ generated by all the monoid elementsiin other words, the initial
bitableaux inp) is again a prime ideal. Byt is then generated by the monoid elements
in §\ F for some facé= of R, §. O

We denote the facE appearing in the proposition by (p). Now suppose thai is
G-stable. Therp is uniquely determined by (p) sincep = D¢ (x)¢r M.
We will use the following connection betwe@&astable prime ideals.
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Proposition 3.5. Let X be an affine K-variety, and let G be a connected groumegcti
regularly on X. Then the assignment GxGx yields a bijection between the J&&x:
x € X} of orbits and the sefGx: x € X} of orbit closures.

If there exist only finitely many orbits or only finitely manys@ble prime ideals in
0 (X), then both these sets are in bijective correspondence hatlset of G-stable prime
ideals in@'(X) via the assignment Gx | (GX).

The first assertion follows immediately from the fact thatkearbit closure contains
exactly one dense orbit, since each orbit is open in its céoee Steinberg [10]). The
second assertion is likewise easily proved.

Let us come back to our varie and its coordinate ring, the algebras of minés
The discussion above shows tigthas only finitely manys-stable prime ideals.

It is useful to consider the casés= 1 andt = m first (we always assumm < n).

If t =1, thenA; = K[X] has exactlym+ 1 G-stable prime ideals corresponding to the
potential ranks ofn x n matrices, and these are given by the determinantal idgals
li(X),i=1,...,m+1 (with gm1 = 0).

In the casd = m there exist exactly tw@-stable prime ideals, namety, 1 = 0, and
qt = l:(X) N A; where the latter is the irrelevant maximal ideal. This fakdmmediately
from the transitivity of the action o& on the Grassmannian, but is also follows from the
combinatorial condition ofs-stable prime ideals in terms of the monoid ring described a
above: ift = m, thenK[S] is just the polynomial ring in 1 variable, and it has only two
prime ideals generated by monomials.

These two cases being out of the way, we may assume thdt<t m until we reach
Theorem 3.1l1. Under this assumption, the c@neg, introduced above, has exactly
m+ 1 facets, namely

H:{(el779rn)€R+seiZO}, i:].,...,m,

and
Fo={e€R,S: m(e) > 0}.

Proposition 3.6. The following ideals in Aare G-stable and prime:

(1) pi={xeA m2(x) >0}, 1=0,...t=2
2) qj=1(X)NA={xeA:y(x) >0}, j=t,....m
(3) pi+gqj, 1=0,...t=2j=t4+2,....m

Proof. The idealsp; and g are centers of valuations 0. Therefore they are prime.
Moreover, they aré&-stable since they are defined in terms of Gvnvariant valuations
Yi-
] The best way to show that + q; is prime, is to develop the theory also in the relative
situation: one considers the subalgebya of R = K[X]/1;(X) generated by the residue
classes of thé-minors. Thenrg o> (whose definition by shape does not change in the
relative situation) defines a prime ideal A j, andyp; + q; is the preimage. (It is not
difficult to transfer[[3] to the relative version.) An altettive proof is given below. [

Note thatq; is the irrelevant maximal ideal &;. In addition to the(m—t)+ 1 prime
ideals listed in Proposition 3.6 we have the zero ideal, dtayether we have found
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t(m—t)+ 2 G-stable prime ideals. This is the number of pdisgrank) appearing in
Proposition 2.2. For the following it is useful to set

P—1=qm+1:O.
Proposition 3.7. Foralli=—-1,...,t —2and j=t+2,...,m+1one has
Z(pi+9qj) =Fon---NFNFjN---NFm.

(where the empty intersection is the full cone). Furthemen®r(qi 1) =FoN---NKR_1N

Proof. Sinceq; is the irrelevant maximal ideal, one h&&(q;) = {0} =FyN---NFy =
{0}.

Now suppose thak is an bi-initial bitableau whose weight is not contained=§m
NR_1NRiaN---NFEy If §(Z) > 0 for somei > t, then clearlyZ € q¢1. But if
£j(2) > 0 for somej < t, then7p(X) > 0 implies thats;(>) > 0 for somei > t as well.
Since.Z (qi+1) is properly contained it (gt ), the claim about” (qi1) follows.

Next we considepg. By definition,.% (pg) C %o. In order to show thal; 2 .7 (po)
for j > O it is enough to find a bi-initial bitableaki ¢ p, equivalentlyrs(Z) = 0, with
&j(Z) > 0. First letj <t. Then we consider a suitable proddet'~! whered has sizej
andn has sizé +1. Forj =t we simply take @-minor, and forj >t we considedn !t
wheren now has sizé — 1.

Similar arguments (together with Proposition|3.2) workhia bther cases. OJ

It follows that there can be nG-stable prime ideal strictly betweegp 1 andg;, since
there is no face strictly between (q1) and.Z (qi+1).

We want to show that th&-stable prime ideals found so far are the only ones. For
this purpose we need the following lemma [6, (10.10)]. In@sse it describes an anti-
straightening algorithm. It is the basic argument on whibledreni 3.1 is based.

Lemma 3.8.Letd =[a;...ay|by...by)andn =[a;...ay|b1...by] withu<v—1. Then
on is a K-linear combination of the products

[a1...aua|b1...buby][a;...ay\ ak|b1...by\ by, Kl=u+1... v

In proving the converse to Propositibn 13.6 we first charimgethe G-stable prime
ideals different fromy;1 andg.

Lemma 3.9. Letp be a G-stable prime ideal not containinggyh ;). Thenp is one of
thepi+qj,i=—-1,...,t=2, j=t4+2,... . m+ 1.

Proof. Clearly % (p) ¢ k. In fact, if # (p) C R, then allt-minors lie inp, and s = g,
the irrelevant maximal ideal. Moreover, by hypothesisthei.7 (p) C R_1 nor % (p) C
R.+1. Hence all the facets containing (p) are amond, ...,R_2,Ri2,...,Fmn.

Suppose first that (p) C F for somei = 1,...,t — 2. We have to show tha# (p) C
Fi_1 as well, or, equivalently, thadly C p for all A such that;_1(A) > 0.

By hypothesis none of the row-nested or column-nested lb#aly of shapet + 1,
t — 1) is contained irp, and this will be very helpful.

LetA=20;---dw, |01| <--- <|dw| be a bitableau iy containing a factor of size— 1,
say|dy| =i— 1. Itis certainly enough to show thate p.
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Suppose first thah contains a factor of size If A € p, we are done. IA ¢ p, the
same is true for alG-conjugates of\, in particular for those bitableau produced frédm
by row permutations. So any product of such conjugates doelsetong toA. However
a suitable product of conjugates can be factored into a restea bitableau that has the
same shape d@sand further factors all of which also have the same shapeeSire first
factor belongs t@ and the remaining ones areAg, we obtain a contradiction.

Now suppose there is no factor of sida A. Sincei —1 <t andp(A) > 0, the product
A must contain a factor, say,, of size>t.

We apply anti-straightening 4,4y, writing A as a linear combination of products

N=0 & 1001 0-10"8:1 - O

where|d’| =i, |8”| = |d/| — 1. Now choose a row-nested bitable@® of size(t +1,t — 1)
such that the rows of the factgrof sizet + 1 contain the rows od’. After multiplication
with Z'~'e'" (which is not inp) we splitA” = A’¢*~'@' " into §’¢* " and the produch”

of the remaining factors. Now we have reached a row-nestettlbau, namely’d',
with 15(8'¢'") = 0 and y1(6'¢'™")) divisible byt. It belongs top since.Z(p) C F.
Moreover, the complementary factdf’ belongs toA; since it has the same value under
™ asA andy; (A") is divisible byt.

The remaining argument for the case(p) C Fj, j >t +2, is almost completely anal-
ogous, with{ replaced by®. The only exception is thadt may have only factors of size
> t. Then, ifA has a factor of size- t, one hasu(A) > 0. In this case anti-straightening
is Laplace expansion, which reduces tgevalue by 1. But sincen(A) > 0, this step is
harmless, and the rest of the argument remains unchanged. O

The remaining case @f andq 1 is handled by the next lemma.
Lemma 3.10. Letp # q: be a G-stable prime ideal containingM; _1). Thenp = qt1.

Proof. LetA = &, - - - §, be a product of minors i 1. We assume thad;| <--- <|dy|.
Moreover, by inserting the empty minor 1 as an extra factercan assume thatcontains
a factor of size<t —1.

We want to show thah € p, and for an inductive argument we introduce the following
measure:

W(B) = min{|5;| — 1] 18] <t—1, |§| >t+1}.

Note that|d,| >t + 1. Otherwisern(d) > 0 forces|&| =t for all i with & # 1, and
O ¢ qey1.

Suppose thaw(A) = 2. ThenA contains a factod; with § =t —1, 6j =t +1. It
may not be row-nested, but X ¢ p, thenAA’ ¢ p whereA' is a conjugate oA under
permutation of the rows. For suital¥the producAA’ contains a row-nested factg
belonging toM;1_1)- Sincerk(n{) =0 andyi(n{) = 2t, the complementary factor of
AN is in A, and we are done.

Now suppose that(A) > 2. We choose a padi, §; such thaw(A) = |5j| — | 4.

Apply anti-straightening to it, and writA as a linear combination of produd® of
minors in whichg; is replaced by a minag of size|&| + 1 andd; is replaced by a minor
{ of sizedj| —1.
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Note that all the product® belong toA;. In fact, only if & = 1, the value undern
drops, andn(©) = 16(A) = —1 in this case. But then we have started witiA) > 0.

If © ¢ p, we multiply it by A (if A € p, there was nothing to show). Since not bgth
and{ can have size(otherwise we had haa(A) = 2), w(GA) < w(A), and we are again
done. O

In the next theorem the cases- 1 andt = m are included again. However, in these
cases we do not define the idepl®xceptp_; = 0.

Theorem 3.11.There exist exactly(in—t) + 2 G-stable prime ideals in#m, n), namely
(1) pi+gqj, i=-1...t=-2j=t4+2,...,m+1,
(2) qi1 and qr,

wherep_1 = qmi1=0.

Proof. That the theorem holds in the cases 1 andt = mhas been discussed separately
(in these casegy = 0).

For 1<t < mthe preceding results show that only the listed ideals capripee and
G-stable. Therefore there exist at mo8nh—t) + 2 orbits. That they are prime follows
(i) from Propositior 3.6, or (ii) from the fact that we mustveaat least(m—t) + 2 G-
orbits. O

Corollary 3.12. The pairs of values for small rank and rank listed in Propiosil2.2 are
exactly those occurring ing¥m, n). Each of them determines a single G-orbit.

Moreover, with respect to suitable bases in V and W and theded bases of the ex-
terior powers, each element of(¥, n) is given by one of the diagonal matriceg, k1
constructed in the proof of Propositibn 2.2.

The G-stable prime ideal corresponding to the odd is qi, andg;,1 corresponds
to the orbit of rankl elements in ¥m,n). The prime ideal corresponding to the orbit of
elements of smallrank @ <u<t+1, and rank(”tﬁl), k=1,...,m—t,ispt_u+qir1ik
(where agairp_1 = qm+1 = 0).

Proof. There aré¢(m—t) + 2 such pairs of values, and the number of orbits is &lso-
t)+2.

The G-stable prime idegb corresponds to the orb@x if and only if 1 (Gx) = p. It is
obvious that the orbif0} andq; correspond to each other. In order to show that and
the rank 1 matrices correspond to each other, we can usecimeetf;_; constructed in
Lemmd2.8. As an initial bitableau of shafier 1,t — 1), it belongs tog;;1 and vanishes
only on the rank 1 elemeuly;, Thus only the orbit of rank 1 matrices can be contained in
V(qt+1) (in addition to{0}).

Using similarly the functionf, which belongs tg, for v=0,...,t —2 (and counting
the G-stable prime ideals contained i), we see that exactly the orbits given by small
rank at most — v are contained iV (py). It follows that only one of the prime ideals
pt—u+4qj, j =t+2,...,m+1, can correspond to an orbit with small ramkand now it
is enough to order these orbits by the inclusion of theirwles and compare them to the
sequence of prime ideaps_y + qj. O
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Remark 3.13.(a) Theoreri 3]1, Lemnia 3.8 and Proposikion 3.6 hold in akexceptional
characteristics, i.e. chEr=0 or chaK > min(t,m—t,n—t). The hypothesis that chir=
0 enters where we have used th&-atable prime idegl is uniquely determined by (p).

(b) The structure of the algebraAshas been investigated in [3] via a toric deformation.
They are Cohen-Macaulay normal domains in all non-excepticharacteristics, and
Gorenstein ifand only it =1,t = min(m,n),t=m—1=n—-1, 0or /m+1/n= 1/t.

In arbitrary characteristic, the algebfa e \; : To(x) > 0} is “only” the normalization
of A; seel2].

(c) Instead of the toric deformation one can also use therahettion to the algebra
of U-invariants wherdJ is a maximal unipotent subgroup &. For A; itself this is
just the monoid algebr&|[S], a normal monoid algebra. By the results of Grosshans
[9] this implies thatA; is normal Cohen-Macaulay in all non-exceptional charasties
(see also Bruns and Conca [4]). For the residue class Apg$i + qj) one obtains the
same properties since for them the algebrd& @hvariants is generated by the bi-initial
bitableaux in the corresponding facel®f §. In particular all orbit closures are normal.

4. ANALYSIS OF /\¢

It is now clear that th&-orbits in the image¥;(V,W) are those of ranks 0 and 1 and
those of small rank+ 1. First we discuss how; acts on the open set of linear maps of
rank> t. In order that this set be non-empty we must assume that.

Proposition 4.1. Suppose that & m and let L.; be the open set of linear maps in L of
rank >t, and f,g € L-t. Then/\(f) = A¢(g) if and only if f = {g where( is a t-th root
of unity. Moreover, if t> 1, then/\¢(L~¢) is the complement of o) in X;(m, n).

Proof. It follows from Theoreni 3]1 thatA; )x = (W )x for all elementsin A; with 15 (x) >

0. Therefore the map from the affine Veronese varietf{&/, W) is an isomorphism on
the preimage oK (V,W) \ V (po), and thus elements g in Ay (X (V,W) \V (po)) go to

the same element X (V,W) if and only if they go to the same element in the Veronese
variety, in other words, if they differ by &th root of unity.

Furthermorex;(m,n) \ V(po) is exactly the union of the orbits of small rapkt. Their
union, however, is exactlx (Lt). In particular the fiber ovety/( f) is isomorphic to the
group oft-th roots of unity.

The last statement is clear since among@®stable prime ideals onlg; o, ..., qm:1
do not contairpg, and they correspond to the orbits of small rarkl. O

Proposition 4.2. Let L; be the set of linear maps in L of rank t, andyfe Ly. ThenA:(f)
and /\;(g) differ by a non-zero scalar if and only ifer f = Kerg andIm f =Img. The
fiber over/\:(f) is isomorphic taSL; (K).

Proof. Suppose first that Kdr= Kerg and Imf =Img. Thenf andg both factor through
V /Ker f, and can differ only by an isomorphisvy Ker f — Im f. After an identification
V/Kerf =Im f, both f andg can be treated as endomorphisms of this vector space. They
have the same determinant if and only if they differ by an eetrof SL(V /Kerf) =
SL (K).

Now suppose that, f = A! f and/Arg = Al g differ only by a nonzero scalar. Choose
an elemenkj A --- AX% such thatf (x)) A--- A f(%) # 0. Sety; =g(X). Thenyy A--- Ay
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belongs to Im\'g and, in fact, generates it. It follows th&fx;) A--- A f(%) andy; A
--- Ay differ only by a scalar. So the subspaces generated by,y; andf(x1),..., f (%)
coincide. By the dual argument we see that Ker Kerg. OJ

Proposition 4.3. Suppose that <t < m. Then/\;(L<) is the intersection ofm/\; and
V(po). Moreover, the image ofd; is closed in4.

Proof. Of the image orbits only those of rank 0 and rank 1 can be coatbinV (po), as
seen above. On the other harg,; containspg. The image ot is closed since it just

V(qt+1). |
Remark 4.4. The results in this section hold in all non-exceptional elsteristics.

5. THE STRUCTURE OF THE ORBITS

Eacha € V* operates as a derivation on the exterior algghvavia

u

XA - AXyL O = Z(—l)i‘la(xi)xlA---/\xi_l/\>q+1A---/\xu.

i=
This action ofV* on AV makes/\V a right module ovey\V* (notation as in Bourbaki
[1, p. A.ll1.162]). Furthermore we will considgxW as a left module over itself.
Let
Dv(V*) ={aiA---Aay:aj eV }\{0},
Dy(W) = {y1A--- A1y € W\ {0}
be the subsets of decomposable elementgW* and\YW. SinceD, (W) is the quasipro-
jective variety of the nonzero elements in the affine cone @eass(W). One has
dimDy(W) = v(n—v) +1, and similarly dinD,(V*) =v(m—v) + 1.
We define maps
@a,y : ﬂfV(\AW) — ﬂ(V,W), ac DV<V*)7 ye DV(W)7
(Oay(f))(x) =yAf(xL a).
Let
\' \%
Vo =[|Kera; and W, =W/ ZKyi.
i=1 i=
Note that(A'V)L a = A'7VV, and thaty A z= 0 for all z in the kernel of the natural
map AW — A'YW,. HenceQq y(f) only depends on the mafi € .%4_y(Va, W)
induced byf (via restriction to\'~VV, and the composition with the projectig YW —
/\“"V\&). Therefore we will conside®, y to be defined ot _y(Va,W,).
Proposition 5.1.
ea,y(xtfv(va,\/\é/)) C X(V,W)
is a retract of X(V,W).
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Proof. First we have to show that inde@a,y(m,v(va,V\&)) C % (V,W). Consider an
elementp € X_v(Va,W,). As we have seen in Corollafy 3]12, with respect to a suitable
basesey,...,em_v Of Vg and fy, ..., fn_y of W, and the induced bases on the exterior
powers, the matrix op has the forndy k1.

Now choose bases,..., €, of V and fi,..., f} of W such thatel = g_, for i =v+
1,...,mand fj’ = fj_yfor j=v+1,...,n. Then©(dy y+k-1) = dyutk—1 Where the matrix
on the right is formed in% (V, W) with respect to the bases pfV and A'W induced by
€,....ehandf], ... fl.

It is not hard to define a ma : 4 (V,W) — A _v(Va, W) such that¥ o Oq y is the
identity on. 4 _v(Va,W). We extenduy, ... ay to a basisry, ..., amof V* andy; ...,y to
a basis otV. Then we take the dual basgg") of V and(yj) of W*. Now let

(Z(9)(X) = (1A A ($(ai A= Aay AX)).
It remains to show tha (X (V,W)) C X—v(Va,W,). This follows from the next proposi-
tion. O

We want to write out the maps defined in terms of coordinates this end we let
(after the choice of bases as above) denote the coordinaté$(m, n) by E, ; wherel C
{1,...,m}andd C {1,...,n}, #l =#J=t. By E' we denote the corresponding coordinates
of A_v(m—v,n—v). Then® = O y is given by the substitution

E_ . 1,...,vicl,J
G:EIJH 1-,J { ) ) }C (g
’ 0, else

Here we set™ = {iy+1—V,...,it —Vv} andJ~ is defined accordingly. As we have seen
already, this substitution induces a morphism of coor@imatgsAi(m,n) — A_y(m—V,
n—yv) sendingl |J]x to [I 7|37 |x if {1,...,v} C|,J, and to O otherwise.

In order to complete the proof of Proposition]5.1 we have tmsthat the substitution
corresponding t&, namely

W:E pm—ELomes LY ={1,....v}U{l1+V,.... iy +V}

induces a morphism,_y(m—t,n—t) — A;(m,n).
To this end we consider the polynomial ringfX] andK[X'] and the substitution

1, i=j<v
lej = Xilf\“'fva |7J >V7
0, else

Let B be the subalgebra @& (m,n) generated by the minof&™* |M*]x. Evidently {
induces a surjective morphisi— A_y(m—v,n—v). We claim that it is an isomorphism.
Then the inverse is exactly the morphism induced/hyand we have proved Proposition
5.1.

Note thatB has a basiS$ of standard bitableaux all of whose factors contgin .., v}
in their row as well in their column part. This follows immatkly from the straightening
algorithm, since straightening preserves the content afadlleau and each generator of
B contains{1,...,v} in its row and column part. In particular, the standard bBeabx in
a representation of an element of normalized degraléhave exactlyk factors. Clearly
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y maps a standard bitableau$of degreek to a standard bitableau #&_,(m,n) of the
same degrek, and in fact induces a bijection between the degrelements irSand the
degreek standard bitableau i&_y(m—Vv,n—v). To sum up:

Proposition 5.2. The substitution§ andy induce a retraction of &m, n) onto A_y(m—
v,n—Vv).
More generally, A(m, ') is a retract of A(m,n) if m—m',n—n" >t —t'.

The last statement is very easy to see.rBet m' — (t —t’) andn” =n— (t —t’). Then
A (M’ ") is evidently a retract of;(m,n), and then we can apply the first part.

Next we want to investigate the effect of varyiagandy in Propositioi 5.11. To this end
we define a suitable bundle ovBy(V*) x Dy(W). First we consider the trivial bundles
with fiber A\'"VV overD;(V*) and fiberA' "W overD(W). Then we take the subbundle
of the first whose fiber ovemr; A --- A ay is Vg, and the quotient bundle of the second
whose fiber ovey; A--- Ayy isW,. Finally we get the bundlgg,;_ overDy(V*) x Dy (W)
whose fiber ove(a,y) is A _v(Va, W).

The bundles we have defined are locally trivial and quasieptive varieties.

Theorem5.3.Letu=1,k=0oruec{2,...,t+1}andke {1,..., m—t}. Set\v=t—u+1
and let Z be the subvariety &,;_, whose fiber ovefa,y) is theGL(Vqy) x GL(W,)-orbit

O of Y;—_1(Va, W) corresponding to small rank u and rarﬁkaﬁk). Then its image under
@:%v,t—v’—)xt(vaw), O(a,y,”:@ouy(f)a

is the G-orbit @ in X (V,W) with small rank u and rank"_1%).

Moreover,®(a’,y, ') = ©(a,y, f) for f,f" € Yi_v(Va,W)if and only if there exist
A Uu,peK*suchthata’ =Aa,y =puy, ' =pfandAup=1. (Foru=1, k=0o0ne
necessarily hap = 1.)

Proof. By the definition 0f©, y, the image oD really is the image of the map,(V*) x
Dv(W) x Z_v(V,W) that sendsga,y, f) tox— yA f(XL a). This map isG-equivariant,
and therefore maps orbits to orbits. Thus the first stateimadts.

We will now show that we can recovgrup to a nonzero scalar from the image of
O(a,y, f) if f € Yi—v(Va,W). We choosey € Hom (Vq, W) such thatf = A'"Vg. We
extendg toV and lift the extension to a linear map, also calggdromV toW. Then, as
discussed abov@yq y(f) is given byx+— yA f(xL a). The image off o is f(A'"VVq),
since A\'VV, is the image ofa. Sincef = A'"Vg we obtain finally that the image of
Oq y(f) is of the formy A AW, Sincef has small rank — v+ 1, the image oV’ in
W, has dimension at least- v+ 1. But then it follows that the annihilator gf\ AW
in W with respect to exterior multiplication is the subspaceeagated byy1,...,yy. This
subspace determings=y; A--- Ay, UP to a nonzero scalar. It follows thgt= uy if
O(a",y, ') =0(a,y, f). By dual reasons we obtain’ = Aa.

We can replacg’ by y anda’ by a, and, consequenthf’ by A ~tu=1f’. Thenf =
A~1u=1f" by Proposition 511.

Note thatYp(Vy, W) contains only one element, namely the multiplication by IKon
This explains whyp = 1 in the casei= 1,k = 0. O
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Corollary 5.4. The orbit O of rankl in X;(m,n) has dimensiofm—t)t + (n—1t)t + 1.
The orbit G of small rank u> 2 and rank(”aﬁk), k=1,...,m—t, has dimension

mn— (t —u+1)%— (m— (t+Kk)) (n— (t+K)).
Proof. By the theorem,
dimQ’ = dimDy(V*) +dimDy (W) +dimO — &

wherev=t+1—uande =2 foru> 1 ande = 1 foru= 1. (This discrepancy explains
why the formula foru > 2, when applied in the case= 1, gives a result that is too small
by 1.)

One has dindy(V*) = v(m—v)+1 and dinDy(W) = v(n—v) + 1. It remains to find
the dimension ofD. As we have seen abov€ is the quotient of the quasiprojective
varietyL;_y, of ranku—1+klinear maps irL = Homk (Vg,W,) = Homg (K™Y, K"™Y)
modulo the action of théu — 1)-th roots of unity. This is a finite group and so dbh=
dimLy_14+k. ButdimbLy_1x = dimL<,_14k, and the standard formula for the dimension
of the determinantal variety,_1 yields

dimO’ = (m—-v)(n—v) — ((Mm—=v) — (U—1+Kk))((n—Vv) — (Uu—1+Kk)). O

‘There is a natural isomorphisif; (V,W) = ANV*@ A'W, i € N where the action of
A'V* is the right multiplication or\'V given above. With respect to this isomorphism,
the assignmend — A'¢@ is just theith power map in the algebrAV* @ AW or its
subalgebra®; A'V* @ A'W. The mapy y is the left multiplication byo ®y:

(Gay(B®2)(X) =yA(B®2Z)(XL a)
=yA((xLaL B)z)
= (XL (aAB))yAZ
and we get the same result by applyim/ ) ® (YA z) tox. (Note thatxL aL € K.)

If we give up some precision in the description of the orbits, get a very smooth
result for the Zariski closure of the union

X(V,W) = X(V,W)
t>0

in the algebrg\V* ® AW. Analogously we defin& (V,W) as the union of the images
Y:(V,W). The following theorem has already been stated in the iottidn.

Theorem 5.5. X(V,W) is the closure of YW,W) under the iterated operation of\& W
by multiplication onAV* @ AW.
Moreover, for xe X (V,W) with rankx > 1 there exists a presentation
X=((a1 A+ ANOt—g) @ (Y1 A+ AYi—s)) - X,
X € YS(V7W>7 ai,...,0r-s€ V*aylv o Yi-s€ W7

if and only if s= sr(x) — 1. (If rankx = 1, then one can choose-ssr(x) —1=0.)
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Proof. Only the statement on (1) — 1 has not yet been completely justified. First let
s=srx) — 1. To guarantee the existence of a representation as clamthd theorem,
it is enough to check that the normal forihg,«—, of small ranku indeed “come from”
Yu-1(V,W), and this has been seen in the proof of Proposifion 5.1.

Suppose now that ramk> 1 and thak has a representation as in the theorem. Bhen
O y(X") wherex' € Z(Vq,W,) is induced byx'. Evidentlyx” € Ys(Vq,W). Therefore
sr(x”) can only attain the values D;s+ 1. But if s(x”) <1, then rank” <1 as well,
and evidently rank < 1. So only stX”) = s+ 1 is possible, and since(s) = sr(x"), we
conclude thas = sr(x) — 1. (The equation $k) = sr(X”) can again be checked on the
normal forms.) 0J

Remark 5.6. The hypothesis that chir= 0 enters the results of this section only through
Corollary[3.12. Again, non-exceptional characteristiandde enough if Corollary 3.12
could be generalized.

6. THE SINGULAR LOCUS

The goal of this section is to identify the singular locusgbiq) of X;. This will be
achieved by describing some localizationsdaf We need some preliminary results. The
first is Binet's formula:

Lemma 6.1. Let A and B be matrices of sizexm and nx p. Set C= AB. Let a=
ai,...,aandb="by,...,bywithl<ag <mandl<b; <m. Then

[alblc = [alc]a[c[b]s
where the sum is extended to all the increasing subsequerafdength t of{ 1,...,n}.

The second is a way of producing new relations among mino& given size by
starting from known relations and applying the group operat A Pliicker relationon
t-minors is a quadratic relation with integral coefficientsang the maximal minors of
the generid¢ x n matrix. It can be written in the form:

1) > Ailai] [B] =0

whereA; € Z, anda;, i are increasing sequences on lengtiounded below by 1 and
above byn and [a;] and [B] are the correspondingminors. We say that the Plicker
relation [1) ishomogeneous the multi-seta; U B does not depend anin that case we
say that[(ll) is homogeneousadégreea; U ;. The typical homogeneous Pliicker relation
arises in the following way: Led=ay,...,&_1 andb=Dbs,..., b1 column indices; then
the Plucker relation associated wélandb is:

t+1

2) S (—1)*ag...a1,bj] [b1...bj 1,bj41...bria) = O
=1

For example, with =2 anda =1 andb = 2, 3,4 we get
3) [12][34] - [13][24] + [14][23 = 0

This is essentially the only Plucker relation on 2-minolisis homogeneous of degree
{1,2,3,4}.
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Lemma 6.2. Consider a homogeneousiieker relation[(1) on t-minors of degree v. For
every matrix X of size mn, for every matrix A of sizext m and for every multi-set u of
elements i{1,...,m} and of cardinality2t one has:

Y [calc]ay Ailclailx [¢'|B]x =0

where the suny . is extended over all the increasing sequencesucof cardinality t, and
c =u\c.

Proof. We may assume tht= (X; ) is a matrix of variables. We giv§; the multidegree
(&, fj) in Z™ x Z" whereg and f; are the corresponding canonical baseZ8fandZ".
The Plucker relation, specialized to the matAX gives a relation among the maximal
minors ofAX. Using Binet’s formula we get

%[C]A [0]a 'y [clai]x [b|Bi]x =0

]

where the suny . , is extended over all the ordered paicsb) of increasing sequences of
lengtht in {1,...,m}. So all the multihomogeneous components of the above poliaio
in theX; vanishes. The vanishing of the component of multidegree. ., rm,c1,...,Cn)
wherer, = [{i € u:i =k}| andck = [{i € v:i =k}| gives the desired expression. [

Particular choices of the matrix, of the Plicker relatidl), (of A and ofu result in
particular kinds of relations:

Lemma 6.3. For every0 < s<t setw= {s+1,s+2,...,2t — s} and consider the set B
of the subsequences b of w of cardinalitys and such that for all+s+1,...,s+t one
has|bN{i,i +t—s}| = 1. Then the relation

EB(—l)b (-1)*11. sbj1...t—1j][1...sb|t...]...2] =0
be J=t

holds in every matrix. Here’b= w\ b and(—1)° = +1.

Proof. Let A be thet x (2t — s) matrix with block decomposition

Is O 0
0 l—s li—s

wherely denotes thé x k identity matrix. Seu={1,1,2,2,...,s,5,s+1,s+2,...,2t —
s}. Then apply Lemmg 6].2 to the Plucker relatibh (2) withndu as just defined. To see
that one gets the claimed relation note that the non-zeromadxninors ofA are all 1 or
—1, that they arise exactly by taking column indices of therfdr...s, b with b € B, and
thatb € Bif and only if b/ € B. O

Indeed simple considerations show that the gigh)® in the formula above is 1 if—s
is odd or if the cardinality ofi € b: i <t} is even and-1 otherwise.
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For instance, by applyirig 8.3 with= 0 andt = 2, we haveB = {{1, 2},{1,4},{2,3},
{3,4}} and get the 12-term relation
+[12|14)[34|23] — [14(14][23/23) — [23|14][14|23] + [34|14][12|23]
(4)  —[12/13][34|24] + [14]13][23|24] + [23|13|[14|24] — [34/13][12|24]
+[12|12|[34|34] — [14|12][23|34] — [23|12][14|34] + [34]12][12/34] =0O.
valid in every 4x 4 matrix. It will become apparent below why one of the terms ih@en
underlined.
The retract property given in Proposition5.2 implies thappending a new row index
and a new column index to a known relation amomginors yields a relation foft + 1)-

minors. For instance, taking relatidd (4), appending a r@wand column index, say 0,
and then shifting the indices by 1 we get the relation

(5) +[123125[145(134 —---+[123123[145145 — - - + [145123[123145 = 0

valid in every 5x 5 matrix.

So far we have seen relations of degree 2 which are, modulgriwgp operation,
Plucker relations. The following are important relatiarisiegree 3 among 2-minors of
any 4x 4 matrix:

(6a) [{12},{13},{24} | {12},{13},{24}]| = [{12},{14},{23} | {12},{14},{23}]
(6b) [{12},{13},{23} | {12},{13},{24}]| = [{12},{13},{23} | {12},{14},{23}]
(6c) [{12},{13},{14} | {12},{13},{24}] = —[{12},{13},{14} | {12},{14},{23}]
[ I=
] =

(6d) [{12},{13},{14} | {12},{13},{23}] =0
(13|24 [{12},{13} | {12},{13}
(6e) [13|23)-[{12},{13} | {12},{14}] +[13]12)-G
with G = —[12]23)[13]14] + [12|24][13] 13 — [12|34][13| 12
Relations[(6la)£(6d) are described in terms of 3-minors ofiRers. For instance| (6d)

says that

[12]12] [12]13 [1223

det{ [1312 [13]13 [13]23 | =0,

[14]12] [14]13 [14]23
and this should suffice to explain our notation. The relai{@a)-(6k) can be checked
directly by expansion (it is a good idea to use a computerbafgsystem for this task).
Note however tha{(6b) is obtained from{6a) by replacingrtive index 4 with 3, [(6d)
is obtained from[(Gc) by replacing the column index 4 with 8 alividing by 2. So it
is enough to checK (6a), (6c) arid|(6e). With some more effoet@an check thak (6a),
(6B) and [(6k) arise by applying (6d) to a matrix of the foAX B with A and B scalar
matrices and then selecting homogeneous components; eén wtirds; they arise from
(6d) by the operation ofs. Also note that[(6d) follows immediately from the obvious
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fact that the vectors; A X, X1 AX3,X1 AXq are linearly dependenti, . .., x4 are so. Also
(6€) results from[(8d), Plicker relations and theiconjugates since all relations of the
2-minors arise in this way (seel [2]).

Returning to our algebra of minors, we want to find locali@asi ofA; which are regular
rings. Precisely, we will describe a subdgtof t-minors such tha®g has cardinalitynn
and theK-subalgebr& [®Pg] of A; generated by the elements®§ coincide withA; after
the inversion of a suitable elemertof A;. Since we need & + 1)-minor of the matrix
X, we must assume thak m.

Let us describ&g, F and also two auxiliary set®, and®,. Let & be the minor of the
firsti rows and columns oX. Then set

F=3a-18411.

By definition, ®p, ®1 and ®, are the sets of theminors(a; ...a|bs...bx] with 1 <
<---<a<mandl1l<b; <--- < b <ndefined as follows. In each of the three cases
we require thaat leastone of the conditions is satisfied:

Po: ()& <t+landb <t+1 P () <t+landb <t+1
(i 1=t—1andb,_1=t—1 (i) _1=t—1andb,_1=t—-1
(iii) ag =tandb;_1 <t (i) ag =t
(iv) a1 <tandb =t (iv) by =t
Oy () @y <tandb_; <t
(i) a =t

(i) by =t
By definition, ®y C ®; C ®,. Let K[®;] denote the subalgebra 8f generated by the
elements ofb;. Note thatF- € K[dg] since

[1...t]1...1] [1...t1...t—1t+1] )

A-1041 = det
Lot—1t4+21..4] [Lot-Lt+1l. . t—1t+1

We have:

Theorem 6.4. Suppose that& m. Then
(1) the cardinality of®g is mn;
(2) K[®o][F 1] = A[F~1;
(3) AJF 1] is aregular ring.

Proof. (1) is a simple count, taking care of the overlaps in the doms defining®g. (3)
follows from (1) and (2). Indeed, (2) implies thE{®o| and A;, having the same field
of fractions, have the same dimensimm Combined with (1), we obtain th#t[®g| is
a polynomial ring, and so (3) follows. Hence the crucialestatnt is (2). We prove it in
three steps: first we show th&id,]|[F ~1] = A [F ~1], then thaK [®4][F 1] = K[d,][F 1]
and finally thatk [®g][F ~1] = K[®4][F 1] . This is done in the following lemma. [

Lemma 6.5. Suppose that& m. Then
(1) for every t-minor M of X there exists an integer k such @@l € K[d,];
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(2) for every t-minor M in®, there exists an integer k such th@k_18,1)"M €
K[CD;L];
(3) for every t-minor M ind; there exists an integer k such th&tM e K [dq].

Proof. (1) LetM be at-minor. Lete(M) = (s,v) wheres is the number of row column
indices ofM which which are<t andv is the number of column indices & which are
<t.lfs=torv=torv=s=t—1, thenM € ®,. We now argue by decreasing induction
ont and on(s,v):

Case (a): ifs> 0 andv > 0 then we may assume thist involves the first row and
column. Then, by the principle of retraction, we can redinedtatement to the case of
(t — 1)-minors and are done by induction.

Case (b): ifsorvis 0, we may assume= 0, transposing if necessary. Then, up to a
renaming of the indices, we may further assume that

M=[1...st+1...2t—s|t+1...2t].

We then apply relation in Lemnia 6.3. An easy check shows tleagjet an expression
of &M as a sum of termsN;N, such thatN; andN, aret-minors withe(N;) > e(M)
(coordinate wise). By induction, we conclude that therestsxan exponertt such that
fININ, € K[®,]. Sogd™ M e K[d,).

The cases (a) and (b) are illustrated by the relatibhs (5)@nhdhere the underlined
terms correspond t& M.

(2) LetM be at-minor in ®,\ ®1. ThenM contains at leadt— 1 row indices< t and
hence at leadt— 2 row indices< t — 1, and the same holds for columns. The statement
we have to prove is completely symmetric in the first1 row and column indices. So
we may assume that the row indices\bfare 12,...,t —2,r1,r» and the column indices
are 12,...,t—2 c1,Cp. By the retraction principle, we may assume that2. Then, up
to transposition and renaming of the indices larger thavt & one of the following:

(1324, (1423, [1424), [2324), [24)24].

The relations[(Ga)E(6e) indeed imply th@ids times each element of the list above be-
longs to theK-algebra generated I3, and elements which are earlier in the list (up to
transposition).

We verify this in detail: relatiori(6e) yields th&fdz[13|24] belongs tK[®;]. Relation
(6d) says thad; 53[14/23] belongs toK[®;]. Relation [6t) asserts thé&tdz[14|24)] is in
K [®1,[13]24],{14|23]]. Relation [6b) means tha d3[23)24] belongs toK [®4,[13)24],
[23]14]]. Relation [6h) guarantees th&ds[24]24] lies in K [®4,[13]24], (2413, [14|23],
[23] 14]}. This concludes the proof of Claim (2).

(3) LetM € @1\ ®dg. Up to transpositionM = [1...t|biby...b] with b_; >t. Set
e(M)=/{i:bj >t}. Thene(M) > 1. Using the Pliicker relations one can wi® as a lin-
ear combination of product$;N, with Ny = [1...t|ci1Co...¢] andN; = [1...t|c1Co. . . G
with e(N1) < e(M) ande(N,) < e(M). Iterating the arguments, one concludes Bl €
K[®o] for somek. The details are given in[6, 6.1]. O

The proof of the Theorein 8.4 is now complete. Our next goal idéntify a singular
points of the variety¢. We will use the following:
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Lemma 6.6. Let R be a regular ring and, b ideals of R such that¢ p andp is prime.
Set N= (I +p?)/p2. If R, /IR, is regular, then the R-module N is minimally generated by
at leastheightl elements.

Proof. SinceR, /IR, is regular, the idedR,, is minimally generated by heighelements
belonging to a regular system of parameter&pf{for example, see [5, 2.2.4]). In other
words,N, = (I +p?)R,/p?R, is generated, as d&,-module, by heightelements. Since
the number of generators can only decrease under localizatis minimally generated
by at least heightelements. O

Now we can prove thaX; is singular in certain points.

Proposition 6.7. Suppose that <t < min(m,n), and that tA m—1if m=n, and let
X € X(m,n) be a point withrankx = 1. Then X(m, n) is singular at x.

Proof. SetA = A;.. We may assume= ¢ (a) wherea is amx n matrix whose only non-
zerot-minorisd = [1...,t|1...t]. Then the maximal ideal correspondingxaontains
the idealp of A generated by all theminorsy # . Itis enough to prove thah, is not
regular. For eactrminor y of X we pick a new variabl¥, and presenf in the formR/I
with R= K[Y, : y t-minor of X]. We giveR the standar@™ x Z"-grading. Letp denote
the ideal ofR generated by al, with y # 8. According to Lemma6l6 it is enough to
show thatN = (I 4+ p?) /p? is generated by fewer than heiglglements as aR-module.

Note that
heightl = (m) (n) —mn
t t

Note also that each non-zefd" x Z"-homogeneous element Ryp? is, up to irrelevant
scalars, of the forrrY(‘;Yy modp2. Sincel is Z™ x Z" homogeneous, it follows that a

K-basis ofN is given by the elemen@Yy modp? such that there exigte | of the form
9=YXY,+ f with f € p2. Then the generators dfas anR-module are the elemenit§Y,

modp? such thaig is as above an#l is taken minimal for the givew. Finally note that
if yandd are contained in & + 1) x (t+ 1) submatrix ofX the eIemenVé‘Yy modp?
cannot be inN because thé-minors of a(t + 1) x (t + 1) matrix of indeterminates are
algebraically independent. The number of thrainorsy such thaty andd are contained
ina(t+1) x (t+1) submatrix it(m—t)+1)(t(n—t)+1). So the number of generators

of N is at most
(rtn) @ —(t(m—t) +1)(t(h—1)+1).

Therefore we have to show that
(t(m—t)+1)(t(h—t)+1)>mn
To this end, it suffices that
tim—t)+1>m and t(n—t)+1>n

which is equivalent ton >t + 1 andn >t + 1, and so we are done. OJ
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Before we summarize the results of this section, let us dsthiose cases that have
been excluded in Proposition 6.7. Firstt #£ 1 ort = m—1=n—1, thenX(m,n) is the
full affine space. This is trivial for = 1, and fort = m— 1 =n— 1 we have already seen
this in the introduction. It = m, thenX;(m,n) is the cone over the Grassmannian, and so
0 is the only singular point o%(m,n). In the remaining cases the singular locus is given
by the next theorem.

Theorem 6.8. Suppose that <t < min(m,n), and that t# m— 1 if m=n. Then the
singular locus of ¥(m,n) consists of the points x such thranhkx < 1.

Proof. As we have seen in Propositibn 6X = X;(m,n) is indeed singular at all points
of rank 1 and (therefore) alsoxat= 0.

The singular locus oX is G-stable. Therefore its components are define®kstable
prime idealsp for which (A), is non-regular. The prime idegl= q¢;1 defines the locus
of points of rank< 1 (Corollary[3.12). Therefore it is enough to show tf¥&d),, is regular
for all G-stable prime idealg # qt,qt+1. As a consequence of Lemia 3.10 spaloes
not contain the denominatér of Theoreni 6.4, and it follows immediately th@ ), is
regular. O

Remark 6.9. As we have seen, up to the singular locKgjs defined by equations of
degree< 3. It seems thak; itself is defined by such equations. At least we do not know
of a counterexample. However, equations of degree 2 areuffatient if 1 <t < mand

t #m—1=n—1, as is demonstrated by the case- 3,n=4,t = 2 discussed irn |2].

Remark 6.10. Theoreni6.# and Propositibn 6.7 hold in arbitrary charistter
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