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CHEVALLEY FORMULA FOR ANTI-DOMINANT MINUSCULE
FUNDAMENTAL WEIGHTS IN THE EQUIVARIANT QUANTUM
K-GROUP OF PARTIAL FLAG MANIFOLDS

TAKAFUMI KOUNO, SATOSHI NAITO, AND DAISUKE SAGAKI

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we give an explicit formula of Chevalley type, in terms of the Bruhat
graph, for the quantum multiplication with the class of the line bundle associated to the anti-
dominant minuscule fundamental weight —w; in the torus-equivariant quantum K-group of
the partial flag manifold G/P; (where J = I \ {k}) corresponding to the maximal (standard)
parabolic subgroup P; of minuscule type in type A, D, E, or B. This result is obtained by
proving a similar formula in a torus-equivariant K-group of the semi-infinite partial flag manifold
Q. of minuscule type, and then by making use of the isomorphism between the torus-equivariant
quantum K-group of G/Py and the torus-equivariant K-group of Q., recently established by
Kato.

1. INTRODUCTION.

Let Q™" denote the (whole) semi-infinite flag manifold, which is the reduced ind-scheme whose
set of C-valued points is G(C((z)))/(T - N(C((z)))) (see [Kat2] for details), where G is a simply-
connected simple algebraic group over C with Borel subgroup B = T'N, T maximal torus and
N unipotent radical. In this paper, we concentrate on the semi-infinite Schubert (sub)variety
Q := Q(e) C Q' associated to the identity element e of the affine Weyl group Wy = W x QV,
with W = (s; | i € I) the Weyl group and Q¥ = }"..; Za;’ the coroot lattice of G; we also
call Q the semi-infinite flag manifold. The study of an equivariant K-group of Q was started
in [KaNS], in which a Chevalley formula for dominant weights was obtained. Shortly afterward,
in [NOS], we proved a Chevalley formula for anti-dominant weights in a T-equivariant K-group
K5(Q) of Q.

A breakthrough in the study of the equivariant K-group of Q was achieved in [Katl] (see also
[Kat3]), in which Kato established a C[P]-module isomorphism from the (small) T-equivariant
quantum K-group QKr7(G/B) of the finite-dimensional flag manifold G/B onto the T-equivariant
K-group K7.(Q) of Q, where P = %", _; Zw; is the weight lattice of G and Z[P](C C[P)) is iden-
tified with the representation ring of 7. This C[P]-module isomorphism sends each (opposite)
Schubert class in QK7 (G/B) to the corresponding semi-infinite Schubert class in K/.(Q). More-
over, it respects the quantum multiplication x in QK7 (G/B) and the tensor product in K7.(Q);
to be more precise, it respects the quantum multiplication * with the class of the line bundle
[Oq/p(—wk)] and the tensor product with the class of the line bundle [Oq(—wy)] for each k € I.
In view of this result, the formula for the quantum multiplication with [Oq/p(—w@y)], k € I, in
QKr(G/B) is immediately obtained from a Chevalley formula in K/.(Q) obtained in [NOS]; see
[LNS] for details.

Let k € I be such that the fundamental weight wy, is minuscule, and set J := I\ {k}. The
purpose of this paper is to give an explicit formula of Chevalley type, in terms of the Bruhat
graph, for the quantum multiplication x with the class of the line bundle [Og,p, (—wy)] in the
(small) T-equivariant quantum K-group QKr(G/Py) = Kr(G/P;)®C[Qk], where K7 (G/Py) is
the T-equivariant K-group of the (finite-dimensional) partial flag manifold G/P;, with Py D B
the maximal (standard) parabolic subgroup of G associated to the subset J = I'\ {k}, and C[Q]
is the polynomial ring in the (Novikov) variable @y corresponding to the simple coroot «/. In
this paper, we deal with the cases that G (or its Lie algebra g := Lie(G)) is of types A, D, E,
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and B; in our forthcoming paper [KoNS|, we deal with the case that G is of type C but wy, is
an arbitrary fundamental weight, and also the case that G is of type B and wy, is a cominuscule
weight. Let us state the main result (Theorem [ below) of this paper. Let W/ = W!\{¥} denote
the set of minimal(-length) representatives for W/W;, with W; = (s; | i € J = I \ {k}) the
stabilizer of @y, in W; for w € W, we denote by |w] € W the representative of the coset wV}.
For x € W, we denote by BG the set of all directed paths p : g AL ys in the Bruhat
graph BG(W) such that yo = z, and 7y, ..., v € A*\A‘} with v1 <1+ - - <07,, where AT is the set
of positive roots, AT := At n > icy Za;, and < is a reflection (convex) order on AT satisfying
the condition that 8 <+ for all 8 € AT and v € AT\ A¥. Also, we set end(p) := y, € W/
if p € BGj is of the form above, and end(BG}) := {end(p) | p € BG}'}; note that the set
end(BG;}') does not depend on the choice of a reflection order < above (see Lemma 2.1T]). We
denote by 6 € AT the highest root.

Theorem I. Assume that g = Lie(G) is a simple Lie algebra of type A, D, E, or B. Let k € I
be such that wy is a minuscule fundamental weight, and set J = I\ {k}. Let x € W”. Then
the following hold in QKr(G/Py):
(1) If z > [sg], then
[Opz] * [Og/p, (—wk)] =
Tk Z (_1)2(3/)76(1) [083] + &%k Z (—1)Z(y)7€(m)+1[OBL]ystJ]Qk- (1.1)
y€end(BGY) y€end(BGY) -

Moreover, in the second sum on the right-hand side of (IL]), no cancellations occur.
(2) If © # |sp], then

(O83] % [Ocyp, ()] =€ > (=) WD [0g]. (1.2)
y€end(BGY)

Here, for y € W/, [(’)sz] denotes the opposite Schubert class in K7(G/Py) associated to y, with
BS = By := G//Pj the partial flag manifold, and

e if g is of type A, D, or E,
Q= Spapn_1 if g is of type B,, and k = n.

Remark. We know the formula
(O] = [Oc/p,] = € 7*[Oqyp, (=) (1.3)

in K7(G/Py), and hence in QK7(G/Py); this formula is also obtained as the special case that
x = e of Theorem [Il

We should mention that a formula for the quantum multiplication with [Og/p,(—wg)] in
QKr(G/Py) is obtained by [BCMP] in the case that wy, is a cominuscule fundamental weight;
in types A, D, E, a fundamental weight wy is cominuscule if and only if it is minuscule. In
type By, a formula for the minuscule (but not cominuscule) fundamental weight t,, seems not
to be explicitly written in [BCMP]; however, it is obtained from one in [BCMP] for the maximal
orthogonal Grassmannian corresponding to one of the two “forked” nodes of the Dynkin diagram
of type Dy, 11 (see [IMN] Sect. 3.5] for details). However, in their description and the proof of the
formula, we can hardly see the relation with the quantum Bruhat graph introduced in [BEP],
while in ours it is transparent.

The proof of our formula is based on the C[P]-module isomorphism, established in [Kat3],
from the T-equivariant quantum K-group QKr(G/Py) onto the T-equivariant K-group K7.(Q)
of the semi-infinite partial flag manifold Q; corresponding to wy; the T-equivariant K-group
K/.(Qy) has a C[P]-basis of the semi-infinite Schubert classes [OQ‘](ytﬁv)] for y € W7 and

BY € Z>pey. This C[P]-module isomorphism sends the (opposite) Schubert class [OBy]]Qk in
QKr(G/Py) to the semi-infinite Schubert class [Oq,(y: )] in K7(Q.) for each y € W7, and
“k

also respects the quantum multiplication x with the class of the line bundle [Og/p, (~wy)] and
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the tensor product (denoted by =Z(—wy)) with the class of the line bundle [Oq, (—wy)]. Namely,
the following diagram commutes:

QKr(G/Py) —— K(Qy)
'*[OG/PJ(_wk)]l lE(_Wk)
QKr(G/Pr) —— K7(Qu).

By this C[P]-module isomorphism, the proof of Theorem [[lis reduced to the proof of a Chevalley
formula (Theorem [Il below) for —wy, in a T' x C*-equivariant K-group K7, .(Qy) of Qy; it
suffices to specialize this formula at ¢ = 1.

Theorem II. Assume that g = Lie(G) is a simple Lie algebra of type A, D, E, or B. Let k € I
be such that wy, is a minuscule fundamental weight, and set J = I\ {k}. Then, for z € W/,
the following hold in K/ .(Qy) (and hence in K7.(Qy)):

(1) If © > |sp], then
[0q; @) © Oq,(==k)] = E(==)([Oq, @)

— e Tk Z (—1)5(?’)’5(:’3)[0%@)]
y€end(BGY)

e Z (—1)“3’)_“@*1[OQ‘I(LySVQJtQZ)]' (1.4)
y€end(BGY)

Moreover, in the second sum on the right-hand side of (4], no cancellations occur.
(2) If © # |sp], then

[0q, @) @ Oq,(—@)] = E(=w)([Oq, )])
— e Tk Z (=1)fw)—t@) [0q,w)- (1.5)

y€end(BGY)

Remark. As the special case that x = e, we obtain the formula [Oq,(—wy)] = e “*([Oq,] —
[OQJ(Sk)])’ or equivalently, [OQJ(sk)] = [Oq,] — €7*[Oq, (—ws)], where [Oq,] can be thought
of as the identity element of K/ .(Q.) (or K1.(Qy)) with respect to the tensor product.

Now, we explain how to prove our results above. Recall that woy, is minuscule, and J = I'\ {k}.
Let Q' denote the (whole) the semi-infinite partial flag manifold, which is the reduced ind-
scheme whose set of C-valued points is G(C((2)))/(T - [Py, P7](C((2)))) (see [Kat2] for details);
in this paper, we concentrate on the semi-infinite Schubert (sub)variety Q; := Q (e) C Q"
associated to the identity element e € W, which we also call the semi-infinite partial flag
manifold. Following [Kat3], we define a T x C*-equivariant K-group K7 .(Qy) of Q; to
be the C|q, ¢ !][P]-module consisting of all finite C[g, ¢~ !][P]-linear combinations of the semi-
infinite Schubert classes [Oq,(»)] for z = vigy € Wy, with v € W+ and pY € Z>oay; the
semi-infinite Schubert classes [Oq, ()] for z = vigy € Wy, with v € WY and BY € Zsoa),
turn out to form a C[g, ¢~][P]-basis of K} ¢.(Qy). Also, let Funz, (C((¢~!))[P]) denote the
Clgq, ¢~ !][P]-module of all functions on Zzww;, with values in C((¢~1))[P], and set

Fungy, (C((¢™)[P)) = Funze, (C((¢~")[P))/Funz, (C(q~ )P,

where Fun%ewgk(((:((q_l)) [P]) is the C[q, ¢~ !][P]-submodule of Funz, (C((g~1))[P]) consisting of
those f € Funge, (C((¢~1))[P]) such that there exists some « € Zey, for which f(u) = 0 for all
{1 € v+ Z>owy. Then, for each x = vtgy € Wy, with v € W7 and BY € Zxoq)/, the assignment

Zwy, 3 p— gch H(Qy, Oq, ) ® Oq, (1) € C(q~")[P]

defines an element of Fung? (C((¢~'))[P]), which we denote by f*(-); here, we denote by
gch HY(Qy, Oq, @) ® Oq,(n)) the graded character of the T' x C*-module H°(Qy, 0q,(z) @
Oq, (1)), which is identical to the graded character of the Demazure submodule V(1) of the
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level-zero extremal weight module V' (u) over the quantum affine algebra U, (gaf) if 1 € Z>owy,
and is zero if u ¢ Z>owy, (see [Kat2] and also [Kat3] for details), where gaf is the (untwisted)
affine Lie algebra whose underlying simple Lie algebra is g. Here we warn the reader that the
line bundles Oq, (1) associated to p € Zwy, are normalized (as in [Katl]) in such a way that
gch HY(Qy,Oq, (1)) = gch V.7 (i) holds for p € Zsgwy; this convention differs from that of
[KaNS] by the twist coming from the involution —w,. Thus we obtain a C[q, ¢~!][P]-linear map:

@ : Kpye-(Qu) = Fungs (C((q~")[P))

given by ®([Oq,)]) = f*(+) for each x = vigy € Wy, with v € WY and 8Y € Zxooy,
which is injective since the graded characters gch V;’;BV (n), v € W’ and pY € Z>oay, are
linearly independent over Clg, ¢~ !][P] when they are regarded as functions of sufficiently large
p € Z>1wy, (see [Katd]).

From the explicit identities obtained in [NOS| (in the case of anti-dominant weights) for the
graded characters of Demazure submodules of level-zero extremal weight modules, it can be
shown (see [Kat3]) that there exist C[g, ¢~ !][P]-module endomorphisms Z(—\), A € Z>1w@y, of
Kl o+ (Qy) such that E(—=(A 4+ X)) = E(=A) o E(=X) for A\, X € Z>1w}, and such that the
following diagram commutes for all A € Z>wy:

Kl (Qg) —— Fung® (C((¢~")[P))

Loy,

E(—)\)l l@(—A)

e (Q) —— Fungs, (Cg™")[P)),

where ©(=A)f(-) = f(- = A) for f(-) € Fung? (C((¢~"))[P]); the Clg,q'][P]-module endo-
morphism Z(—\) can be thought of as the tensor product with the class of the line bundle
[Oq, (—N)] in K +(Qy). In view of the commutativity of the diagram above and the injec-
tivity of the C[g, ¢ !][P]-linear map ®, the proof of our Chevalley formula (Theorem [ for
—wy in K7 (Qy) is reduced to the proof of the corresponding identity of Chevalley type
(Theorem [T below) for the graded characters of Demazure submodules of level-zero extremal
weight modules over the quantum affine algebra U, (ga.¢); we derive this identity from the results
in [NOS| through a detailed analysis of the quantum Bruhat graph. Indeed, since the left-hand
side of (L4]) or (LE) is Z(—wk)([Oq, (x)]), its image under @ is identical to O (- )(®([Oq, ()]))
by the commutativity of the diagram above; by the definitions, this is identical to the graded
character gch V7 (i —wy) (regarded as a function of 1 € Z>wy), which is just the left-hand side
of (L6]) or (I7) below. Also, the image under ® of the right-hand side of (I4]) (resp., (LA)) is,
by the definitions, identical to the right-hand side of (L&) (resp., (L7)) (regarded as a function
of y € Z> 1wy,). Because these two functions of y € Zsjwy, coincide by Theorem [II below, we

deduce (L4) (resp., (LA)) from the injectivity of the Clq, ¢~ !][P]-linear map ®.

Theorem IIT (= Theorem [B]). Assume that g is a simple Lie algebra of type A, D, E, or
B. Let k € I be such that wy is a minuscule fundamental weight, and set p := Nwy, with
N € Z>1. Then, for x € W7 with J = I'\ {k}, the following identities for the graded characters
of Demazure submodules of level-zero extremal weight modules hold:

(1) If z > [sg], then

gch V7 (1 — o) = e *%F Z (1) W) =4@) gch V, (1)
y€end(BGY)

1 ek Z (—1)!@—L@)+1 gy VL@%J%; (10). (1.6)
y€end(BGY)

Moreover, in the second sum on the right-hand side of (LL6]), no cancellations occur.
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(2) If © # |sp], then

gchV, (n—wp) =e ™ > (=)W @ gch V" (). (1.7)
y€end(BGY)

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we first fix basic notation used throughout
this paper. Then we recall some basic facts about the quantum Bruhat graph and quantum
Lakshmibai-Seshadri paths. Also, we review a character identity of Chevalley type in [NOS],
from which a Chevalley formula for anti-dominant weights follows. In Section [B] we restate
Theorem [II above as Theorem B.Il Also, we show Theorem [[IIl in the case that x = e. In
Section Ml we first show some lemmas on quantum Lakshmibai-Seshadri paths of shape wy, a
minuscule fundamental weight, and Bruhat or quantum edges in the quantum Bruhat graph.
Then, after reviewing some basic facts about Demazure operators, we show recurrence relations
for coefficients in the character identity of Chevalley type for anti-dominant minuscule funda-
mental weights, which are needed in an (inductive) argument in the proof of Theorem [IIl In
Section [5] we prove Theorem [l (with  # €) in the case that g = Lie(G) is of type A, D, or E.
In Section [6, we prove Theorem [II (with = # e) in the case that g = Lie(G) is of type B. In
Appendix [Al we give an example of Theorem [[lin type Ag.

2. CHARACTER IDENTITY OF CHEVALLEY TYPE FOR GENERAL ANTI-DOMINANT WEIGHTS.

2.1. Basic notation. Let g be an (arbitrary) finite-dimensional simple Lie algebra over C with
Cartan subalgebra b; we denote by (-, -) : h* x h — C the canonical pairing of h* := Home(h, C)
and h. Denote by {a }ier C b and {a;}ier C b* the set of simple coroots and simple roots of
g, respectively, and set Q = Y, ; Zoy, Q¥ = >, ;Za). Let A, AT and A~ be the set of
roots, positive roots, and negative roots of g, respectively, and denote by Angng and A:hort the
set of positive long roots and positive short roots of g, respectively; if g is simply-laced, then

Al—gng = AT and A;’Lort = () by our convention. Let § € AT denote the highest root of g; recall

that 0 € Af;ng. We set p := (1/2) > ca+ @ Also, let @;, i € I, denote the fundamental weights

for g, and set

P = ZZWZ' and Pt = ZZzowi. (2.1)

iel el

Let W := (s; | i € I) be the (finite) Weyl group of g, where s; is the simple reflection with
respect to «; for ¢ € I, with e € W the identity element and w, € W the longest element. Let
us denote by > the Bruhat order on W, and by ¢ : W — Z>( the length function on W. For
z € W, weset Inv(z) := AT Nz A~ = {a € AT | za € A~ }; recall that {(z) = #Inv(z). For
B € A, we denote by 8V € b its dual root, and by sg € W the corresponding reflection; remark
that for 8,7 € AT, sg = s, if and only if 3 = v. Note that

U(sg) < 2(p, BY) —1 forall B e AT, (2.2)
+

quantum

if the equality holds in (2:2)), then S is called a (positive) quantum root. Denote by A
the set of quantum roots.

Lemma 2.1 ([BMO], Lemma 7.2]). A positive root 8 € A" is a quantum root if and only if
either of the following holds: (a) 8 € Af;ng; (b) B € A} ., and j3 is a Z-linear combination of
short simple roots.

Let J C I be a subset of I. We set
1 )
A}r::AJrﬂZZai, pri= 3 Z a, Wy=(si|i€J).
ieJ aeAT

Denote by w;, € Wy the longest element of WY, For ¢ = diercicy € QY, we set [¢] = [€)7 =
Y ic nJ ciay . Let W7 denote the set of minimal(-length) coset representatives for the cosets in
W /W ; we know from [BBl Sect. 2.4] that

W’ ={weW|waeA" foralla e AT} (2.3)
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For w € W, we denote by |w| = [w]” € W the minimal coset representative for the coset
wW in W/Wy; note that Inv(|ws]) = AT\ AF. The following lemma is well-known.

Lemma 2.2. Let A € P be such that Jy := {i € I | (A, o) = 0} is identical to J. Let
we W and j € 1.

(1) If (wA, a) > 0, then wla; € AT\ AT, In this case, s;w € WY, and s;w > w.

(2) If (wA, o) <0, then —w e € AT\ AT, In this case, s;w € WY, and sjw < w.

(3) If (wA, aY) =0, then w™lay; € A%, In this case, s;w = ws, € W7 for some p € J, and

lsjw] = 1?)

2.2. Reflection orders. In this subsection, we review some basic facts about reflection orders
on A™T; for details, see [Dy].

Definition 2.3. A total order <t on A™ is called a reflection (convex) order if for each a, 3 € AT
such that a + 3 € AT, either a <<a+ 3 <1 or B <+ B <« holds.

Let wo = s5,85,_, -+ 85,84, be a reduced expression of the longest element w, of W. If we set
Bg =84 8,0, for1<q<p,

then AT = {ﬁq |1<¢< p}. Moreover, if we define a total order < by 3, <t --- <1 2 < 31, then
< is a reflection order on A*. Thus we have a map from the set of reduced expressions of w,
to the set of reflection orders on A™; in fact, this map is bijective (see [Dyl (2.13) Proposition],
and also [Pal Theorem on page 662 and Corollary on page 663]).

Let w € W. Then there exists v € W such that w, = vw and ¢(w,) = £(v) + ¢(w). The set
of reflection orders <t on A™ satisfying the condition that 8 <1+ for all 8 € AT \ Inv(w) and
v € Inv(w) is in bijection with the set of reduced expressions of w, of the form

Wo = SjpSjp—1""" Sjat25ja+1 SjaSja—1 """ SjaSju;

=v =w
note that Inv(w) = {sjl s, |[1<q < a}. Similarly, if we, = vwowy, with v, we, w1 € W,
and £(w,) = £(v)+4€(w2)+£(wy), then Inv(w;) C Inv(wyw, ), and the set of reflection orders < on
AT satisfying the condition that 8<1y; <17y for all 8 € AT\ Inv(wows ), 11 € Inv(wowi)\Inv(wy),
and y2 € Inv(wy) is in bijection with the set of reduced expressions of w, of the form

Wo = 55, 55p 1 """ SjaraSjat1 SjaSja—1 """ SjtreSjeyr SipSje—1 " 552551 -

=v =w2 =w1
2.3. Quantum Bruhat graph.
Definition 2.4 ([BFP| Definition 6.1]). The quantum Bruhat graph, denoted by QBG(W), is
the AT-labeled directed graph whose vertices are the elements of W, and whose directed edges

are of the form: w i> v for w,v € W and 8 € A% such that v = wsg, and such that either of
the following holds: (B) 4(v) = £(w) 4+ 1; (Q) £(v) = (w) +1—2(p, BY). An edge satisfying (B)
(resp., (Q)) is called a Bruhat (resp., quantum) edge. The Bruhat graph, denoted by BG(W),
is the A*-labeled directed graph obtained from QBG (W) by removing all quantum edges.

Remark 2.5. For w € W and 8 € AT, we see that l(wsg) > l(w) — £(sg) > L(w) +1—2(p, BY).

Hence, if w £> v is a quantum edge in QBG(W), then 3 is a quantum root. Moreover, if sg =
$j18jy *++ 84, 1s a reduced expression of sz (note that r = 2(p, 8Y) — 1), then £(wsj, s, - sj,) =
l(w)—tforall0 <t <r.

Let p: yo P, 1 N yr be a directed path in QBG(W). We set start(p) := yo and

end(p) = y,. Also, we define the length ¢(p) and the weight wt(p) of p by
lp):=r and wt(p) = Z BY.
1<u<lr

Yu—1 fi% Yy is a quantum edge
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For z,y € W, we define wt(z = y) and {(z = y) to be the weight wt(p) and the length ¢(p) of
a shortest directed path p from z to y in QBG(W), respectively; we know that wt(z = y) does
not depend on the choice of a shortest directed path p (see, e.g., [LNS2, Sect. 4.1]).

Remark 2.6. Let x,y € W. We see that y > x in the Bruhat order if and only if all the edges
in a shortest directed path p from z to y are Bruhat edges, that is, if and only if p is a directed
path in BG(W). In this case, {(x = y) = £(p) = £(y) — {(x), and wt(z = y) = wt(p) = 0.

Let <1 be an arbitrary reflection (convex) order on AT (see Section Z2). A directed path

Yo o Y1 oy . L yr in QBG(W) is said to be label-increasing (with respect to <) if

B1 <1 By <+ < Br. We know the following from [BFP] (see also [LNS1, Theorem 7.3]).

Theorem 2.7. For all x,y € W, there exists a unique label-increasing directed path p : x =

Yo ﬁ—1> Y1 B—2> e & yr =y from x to y in QBG(W'). Moreover, it is a shortest directed path

from x to y, and is lexicographically minimal among all shortest directed paths from x to y in

the following sense: for each shortest directed path q: z = z LN zr =y, there
exists 1 < u < r such that v = §; for all 1 <¢ <w and vy11 > Buy1-

Remark 2.8. Let x,y € W be such that y > z in the Bruhat order. By Theorem 2.7 and
Remark 2.6 the (unique) label-increasing directed path from z to y in QBG(W) is a directed
path of length ¢(y) — ¢(z) in BG(WW).

The next lemma follows from [BB| Corollary 2.5.2].

Lemma 2.9. Let J be a subset of I. Let y € W7 and v € A1)\ A}r be such that y — ysy is a
directed edge in QBG(W). If the edge y SN yS~ is a Bruhat edge, then ys, € w.

Let J be a subset of I. Let <1 be an arbitrary reflection (convex) order on A™ satisfying the
condition that
B~y for allﬁeAj and vy € AT\ A'; (2.4)
recall that Inv(|w,]) = AT\ A¥ (see Section 22). For each y € W, denote by BG;' (resp.,
QBG;) the set of all label-increasing directed paths p in the Bruhat graph BG(W) (resp., in
the quantum Bruhat graph QBG(W)) such that start(p) = y, and such that all the labels of
edges in p are contained in A™ \ A}L:

r >0,
p:oy=yo oy 25 Dy where {B,eAT\ATforalll<u<r, (25
directed path in BGEIr/V) (resp., QBG(W)) 51 < 52 << By

Note that BG,' C QBG,'.

Remark 2.10. Keep the notation and setting above.

1) By the uniqueness of a label-increasing directed path in Theorem 2.7, the map end :
(1) By g

QBG, — W, p + end(p), is injective. For a subset B of QBG,/, we set end(B) :=

{end(p) | p € B}.

etp € e of the form . We see by Lemma that y,, € or a <u<s.

2) L BG;’ be of the f W by L 29 th W for all 0

In particular, end(p) € W7, and hence end(BG;') ¢ W+,

Lemma 2.11. Keep the notation and setting above. Neither end(BG}') nor end(QBG,))
depends on the choice of a reflection order < satisfying condition (2.4). Namely, if < is
also a reflection order on A¥ satisfying condition (24), then end(BG,') = end(BG;') and
end(QBG;)) = end(QBG).

Proof. Let p € QBG;, and let g be the label-increasing directed path from y to w := end(p)
with respect to <. We claim that q € QBG;. Recall from Theorem 2.7] that p and q are both
shortest directed paths from y to w; we write them as follows:

o B1 B2 Br -
P:Y=1%Y0 Y1 Yr =W,
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7 V2 Tr
q:y=z20 — 21 —> -+ —> zZ = W.

Because p is lexicographically less than or equal to q with respect to <1 in the sense of Theo-
rem 2.7, we have 71 > f;. Since 8, € AT\ AT, and < satisfies condition ([2.4)), we deduce that
71 € AT\AT. Since < also satisfies condition (Z4), it follows that v, € AT\AT forall1 <u <.
Thus we obtain q € QBG;, as desired. This proves that end(QBGj) - end(QBG;); the op-
posite inclusion can be shown similarly. If p € BG;, then we have w > y. By Remark 2.6]
the directed path q is a directed path in BG(W), and hence q € BG;. This proves that
end(BG;') C end(BGy'); the opposite inclusion can be shown similarly. This proves the
lemma. ]

Finally, let us recall the following from [LNS?1, Lemma 5.14].

Lemma 2.12. Let u, w € W, and B € AT. Assume that we have a directed edge u i> w in
QBG(W). Let j € I.

(1) f wla; € A~ and u™lay; € AT, then the directed edge u P, wis a Bruhat edge, and
b= u_lozj, w = Sju.

(2) f wlay, ula; € A7 or if wlay, u=la; € AT, then we have a directed edge s;u i>
s;jw in QBG(W). Moreover, s;u i> sjw is a Bruhat (resp., quantum) edge if and only
if w25 w is a Bruhat (resp., quantum) edge.

2.4. Dual tilted Bruhat order.

Definition 2.13 ([NOS| Definition 2.24]). For each v € W, we define the dual v-tilted Bruhat
order <j on W as follows: for wy,ws € W,

wy < wy <= L(w; = v) =L(w; = ws) + l(we = ). (2.6)

Namely, wy <} ws if and only if there exists a shortest directed path in QBG(W) from w; to v
passing through ws; or equivalently, if and only if the concatenation of a shortest directed path
from wy to wo and one from wsy to v is one from w; to v.

Proposition 2.14 ([NOS| Proposition 2.25]). Let v € W, and let J be a subset of I. Then
each coset uW; for u € W has a unique maximal element with respect to <} ; we denote it by
max(ulVy, <¥).

Lemma 2.15. Let <1 be a reflection order on A™ satisfying condition ([2.4). Let v,w € W,
and w’ € wWj. Then, w' = max(wWy, <¥) if and only if all the labels in the label-increasing

(shortest) directed path from w’ to v in QBG(W) are contained in AT\ AT,

Proof. We first show the “only if” part. Assume that w’ = max(wWy, <¥), and let

w =yo Ly P By (2.7)
be the label-increasing (shortest) directed path from w’ to v in QBG(W). By (2.4)), it suffices to
show that () > 3, where (3 is the largest element of AT\ A}r with respect to <1. Suppose, for a
contradiction, that 57 <1 8. We set t := max{l <u<r|pf,< ﬁ}; note that ¢ > 1. Then we see
that y; € wW;. Since w’ = max(wWy, <}), it follows that £(y; = v) = £(ys = W) +l(w' = v) >
{(w" = v). However, it is obvious by (2.7)) that ¢(w" = v) > ¢(y; = v), which is a contradiction.

We next show the “if” part. Let

w/:yoﬂ;)ylﬂ...ﬁ)yr:v (28)
be the label-increasing (shortest) directed path from w' to v in QBG(W), where 8, € AT\ A¥
for all 1 < u <r by the assumption. Here we remark that the full subgraph of QBG(W) whose
vertex set is wWj is isomorphic, as a Aj—labeled directed graph, to the quantum Bruhat graph
QBG(W;) associated to the parabolic subgroup W, under the map |w]z +— z for z € W;. Also,
we note that the restriction of the reflection order <1 on A™ to the subset A}r is a reflection order
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on AY. Therefore, it follows from Theorem 2.7 (applied to QBG(W)y)) that for an arbitrary
element w” € wW, there exists a directed path

w' =z oz B By g = (2.9)

in the full subgraph above (and hence in QBG(W)) from w” to w’ such that v, € A¥ for all
1 <u < s,and v < --- < 7s; notice that this directed path is a shortest directed path from
w” to w’. Hence, by (24)), the concatenation of the directed paths (29) and (2.8)) is the label-
increasing (shortest) directed path from w” to v passing through w’. Thus, we have showm that
w” <* w'. This proves the lemma. O

2.5. Lakshmibai-Seshadri paths. In this subsection, we fix ;. € P*, and set
J=J,={iel|{p a/)y=0}Cl1. (2.10)

Definition 2.16. The parabolic quantum Bruhat graph, denoted by QBG (W), is the (A* \
A}r)—labeled directed graph whose vertices are the elements of W+, and whose directed edges
are of the form: w 2 v for w,v € W’ and B € AT\ AY such that v = |wsg], and such that
either of the following holds: (B) £(v) = £(w) + 1; (Q) £(v) = L(w) +1—2(p — ps, BY). An
edge satisfying (B) (resp., (Q)) is called a Bruhat (resp., quantum) edge. The parabolic Bruhat
graph, denoted by BG(W), is the (A*\ A}r)—labeled directed graph obtained from QBG(W)

by removing all quantum edges.

Definition 2.17. Let 0 < o < 1 be a rational number. We define QBG,,(W”’) (resp.,
BG,,(W7)) to be the subgraph of QBG(W) (resp., BG(W’)) with the same vertex set but

having only those directed edges of the form w 2, v for which o{u, BY) € Z holds.

Definition 2.18 (|LNS®2, Definition 3.1]). A quantum Lakshmibai-Seshadri path of shape p
(resp., a Lakshmibai-Seshadri path of shape ) is a pair

n=(x;0)=(r1, ..., Ts; 00, 01y ..., 05), S=>1, (2.11)
of a sequence z1, ..., x5 of elements in W, with z, % xyy1 for any 1 < u < s—1, and an
increasing sequence 0 = g9 < 01 < --- < g5 = 1 of rational numbers satisfying the condition

that there exists a directed path in QBGUW(W‘]) (resp., BGg,,(WY)) from x,11 to z, for each
u=1,2,...,s—1.

Denote by QLS(x) and LS(u) the sets of all quantum Lakshmibai-Seshadri paths and all
Lakshmibai-Seshadri paths of shape u, respectively; note that LS(u) € QLS(i). For n € QLS(p)
of the form (2I1), we set ¢(n) := z1, k(1) := x5, and

S

wt(n) =Y (0w — Gu_1)Tups € P, (2.12)
u=1
s—1
deg(n) :== — Zau(u, Wt (Zyt1 = Ty)) € Z<o. (2.13)
u=1

For n = (z1, ..., xs; 00, 01, ..., 05) € QLS(u) and v € W, define k(n,v) € W by the following
recursive formula:

/1'\0 =,
Ty = max(z, Wy, gg}H) for 1 <u <s, (2.14)

k(n,v) = Ts.

We set
s—1
C(n,v) = wt(@r = v) + Y Wh(Bug1 = ). (2.15)

u=1
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2.6. Character identity of Chevalley type for general anti-dominant weights. Let
gar = (C[z,27'] ® g) ® Cc @ Cd be the (untwisted) affine Lie algebra over C associated to
the finite-dimensional simple Lie algebra g, where c¢ is the canonical central element and d is
the scaling element (or degree operator), with Cartan subalgebra hy = h @ Cec ® Cd. We
regard an element p € h* := Homc(h, C) as an element of b by setting (u, ¢) = (i, d) := 0,
where (-, -) : b’ x hyy — C denotes the canonical pairing of b’ := Homc/(hat, C) and bys.
Let {a) }ier,, C bar and {o;}ier,, C b be the set of simple coroots and simple roots of gaf,
respectively, where Iy := I U {0}; note that (o;, ¢) = 0 and (o, d) = ;0 for i € I,s. Denote
by § € b%; the null root of ga¢; recall that ag = 0 — 0. Let Wyt be the (affine) Weyl group of
af, wWith e the identity element. For each £ € QV, let tg € Wy denote the translation in b, by
¢ (see [Kac, Sect. 6.5]); recall that Was = W x {t¢ | £ € QV} = W x QY. Finally, let Uy(gar)
denote the quantized universal enveloping algebra over C(v) associated to g, with E; and F;
the Chevalley generators corresponding to «; for ¢ € I;s. We denote by U, (ga¢) the negative
part of Uy (gar), that is, the C(v)-subalgebra of U, (gat) generated by the F;, i € L.

We take an arbitrary A\ € P* =3, _; Z>ow;. Let V()) denote the (level-zero) extremal weight
module of extremal weight A over U, (gaf), which is defined to be the integrable U, (ga¢)-module
generated by a single element vy with the defining relation that “vy is an extremal weight vector
of weight A\”. Here, recall from [Kasll, Sect. 3.1] and [Kas2, Sect. 2.6] that vy is an extremal
weight vector of weight A if and only if (v) is a weight vector of weight A and) there exists a
family {vy}zew,, of weight vectors in V/(X) such that v. = vy, and such that for each i € I
and x € Wy with n := (z, ) > 0 (resp., < 0), the equalities E;v, = 0 and F( ) = Us;z
(resp., Fyu, = 0 and EZ( )vx = vy,z) hold, where for i € I and k € Z>g, the Ei(k) and Fi(k)
are the k-th divided powers of the Chevalley generators F; and F; of U, (gat), respectively; note
that the weight of v, is zA. Also, for each x € W,¢, we define the Demazure submodule V, (\)
of V(A) by V7 (A) := Uy (gaf ) Vs

Remark 2.19. Keep the notation and setting above. Take J = Jy as in (Z10). We deduce from
[NS, Lemma 4.1.2] that Vite (A) =V, (\) for y € W and & € QV; for the notation |y] = |y]’

lvltre
and [£] = [¢]”, see Section E11

Following [KaNS| Sect. 2.4], we define the graded character gch V,~(A) of V7 (\) by

gch V- Z (Z dim(V, >\+y+k5)e)‘+y> ¢", where ¢ :=¢°. (2.16)

keZ \veQ

Theorem 2.20 ([NOS| Corollary 3.15]). Let p € Pt and # € W. For all A\ € PT such that
A — p € P, the following identity holds:

gch V= Z Z 1)40) @) = des(m) = wt(n) gy Vit (A). (2.17)
veW neQLS(n)
Kk(nv)=z

3. CHARACTER IDENTITY OF CHEVALLEY TYPE
FOR ANTI-DOMINANT MINUSCULE FUNDAMENTAL WEIGHTS.

Assume that g is simply-laced or of type B,. Let k € I be such that w;, is minuscule, that
is, (g, BY) € {—1, 0, 1} for all 5 € A; the fundamental weights corresponding to black nodes
of the Dynkin diagrams below are the minuscule fundamental weights:
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An [ ® @ — e ——0
By OO0 —a0 >
1 2 3 n-1 n
Dy @—0—0—— —o<:
Bs @ ® E7; O O—O0—@

l l

We set J := Jg, = I\{k}. Fix an (arbitrary) reflection order < satisfying condition (2.4]); recall
from Lemma 211 that for each y € W, the set end(BG;) does not depend on the choice of a
reflection order < satisfying condition (2.4]). In addition, we set

g if g is simply-laced,

YQ =7Q(8, k) := 3.1
q a ) {snan_1 = qap_1 + 20, if g is of type B, and k = n. (3.1)

Theorem 3.1. Assume that g is simply-laced or of type B,. Let k € I be such that wy is
minuscule, and set J = J, = I\ {k}. Let z € W’. For all N > 1, the following hold:

(1) If z > [sg], then

gch V; (N = Dag) =™k > (=1)" W) gch V" (N,
y€end(BGY)
(3.2)
—Tw _1\(y)—(z)+1 —
+e Tk Z (-1 gch Vi,

[ysaqltay (Ne).
y€end(BGY) k

Moreover, in the second sum on the right-hand side of ([B8.2]), no cancellations occur, or
equivalently, [ys.q] # |¥'s+q] for any y, ¥ € end(BG}) with y # y/'.
(2) If z % [sg], then

gch V; (N = D) =e ™k Y (1) W@ gch V" (Newy,). (3.3)
y€end(BGY)

Here we show Theorem [3.1] in the case that z = e.

Proposition 3.2. Keep the notation and setting of Theorem Bl If = e (note that = % [sg]),
then the character identity (B.3]) holds.

Proof. Since the reflection order < satisfies (2.4]) (with J = I'\ {k}), we see that «ay is the largest
element in AT with respect to <. It is easily seen that BG; = BG{' is identical to the set

{e (directed path of length 0), e LN sk }. Therefore, the right-hand side of (3] can be written
as:

e “*(gch V" (Newy) — geh Vi (Nwy)), (3.4)
which is identical to gch V.7 ((N —1)wy) on the left-hand side of (B3] by [NOS|, Proposition 5.3].
This proves the proposition. ]

In the rest of this paper, we will prove Theorem B.1] in the case that z # e. We divide our
proof as follows. In Section Bl we give a proof in simply-laced types. In Section [6] we give a
proof in type B,,. Before giving these proofs, we show some technical lemmas in Section [, which
are valid in both types.
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4. RECURRENCE RELATIONS FOR COEFFICIENTS IN THE CHARACTER IDENTITY OF
CHEVALLEY TYPE.

As in Section Bl assume that g is simply-laced or of type B,. Let k € I be such that w; is
minuscule, and set J = Jg, =1\ {k}.

4.1. Quantum Lakshmibai-Seshadri paths of shape w;. Since wy is minuscule, we have
(wg, B8Y) € {0,1} for all B € At. Therefore, QBGW(W‘I) (and hence BG,,(W7)) has no

directed edges for any rational number 0 < ¢ < 1. Hence we obtain the following.

Lemma 4.1. It holds that QLS(wy) = LS(wy) = {(w; 0, 1) | w € W”}. Therefore, deg(n) = 0
for all n € QLS(wy) = LS(wy).

Let z € WY. Let n € QLS(wy) = LS(wwy) and v € W be such that x(n,v) = z. By LemmaldT]
n = (w; 0, 1) for some w € W”. Hence we have w = k(1) = |k(n,v)| = |z| = = since z € W".
Thus we obtain n = (x; 0, 1). Therefore, by (2I4]), we see that max(zWy;, <) = x. Let
< be a reflection order on A" satisfying condition (24). It follows from Lemma that
max(xWy, <}) = z if and only if all the labels in the label-increasing directed path from x to v
in QBG(W) are contained in A*\ A¥. Therefore, by Theorem 2:20, Remarks 2.10/(1) and Z.19]
we deduce that

gch V(N — Do) =%k (~1) (PN gen Viend(») tgua oy N ZH)

peEQBG
(4.1)
_ . —Tw 1\ (y)—L(x) —
=€ * Z (=17 gChV\_th[wt(acéy)](NWk)
ycend(QBGY)
for all N € Zsq; for the notation | -] = |-|/ and [-] = [-]/, see Section 2Tl Recall from

Lemma ZTT] that end(QBG,;) does not depend on the choice of a reflection order < satisfying
condition (2.4)).

4.2. Lemmas on Bruhat edges in the quantum Bruhat graph (1). Recall that oy is
minuscule and J = I'\ {k}. We know the following (see, e.g., [G, Lemma 11.1.16]).

Proposition 4.2. The restriction of the Bruhat order to W agrees with the restriction of the
left weak Bruhat order to W+*. Namely, if y, w € W satisfy w > y, then there exist a sequence
Y = Y0, Y1, ---, Yp = w of elements of W+ and a sequence ji, jo, ..., Jp of elements of I such
that y, = 55,41 and £(y,) = £(ygs—1) + 1 for all 1 < g <p.

Lemma 4.3. For each y € W7 \ {e}, there exist a unique ®’/(y) € W7 and ®;(y) € W such
that y = ®7(y)®,(y)sk and £(y) = £(27(y)) + £, (y)) +L(sp)-

Remark 4.4. Keep the notation and setting of Lemma B3 We see that ®;(y)s, € W7 and
0D y(y)sk) = £(Ps(y)) + £(sy). Also, it is easily verified that £(y) = £(® (y)) + (P s(y)sk).

Proof of Lemma[{.3 Let zy € W; be a longest element for which y = yozpsy for some yp € W
such that £(y) = £(yo) + £(20) + £(s). Suppose, for a contradiction, that yo ¢ W+. In this case,
there exist yy € W and j € J = I\ {k} such that yo = yps; and £(yo) = €(y;) + 1. Hence we
have y = y(,s;208k, with £(s;z0) = €(z0) + 1 and £(y) = £(y) + €(s;z0) + £(sk). Since sjzg € W,
this contradicts the maximality of the length of 2y € W;. Thus we obtain yg € W, as desired.

Assume now that y = y;215;, for some y; € W7 and 21 € W such that £(y) = £(y1) +€(z1) +
0(sg). Then, y1wr = Y1210 = YSEWr = Y0200k = YoWk. Since Y1, Yo € W, we deduce that
Yo = y1. Hence, from the equalities y1215r = y = yozoSk, it follows that z; = z9. This proves
the lemma. ]

Recall that w, is the longest element of W;. We write |wosk] € W as |wyosk| = zxsy for
some z;, € W such that ¢(zgsy) = £(2;)+1. Since wj, € Wy, we see that £(wosk) = £(wyo)+1.
Also, since zsy = |wjosk| < wjosSk, we deduce by the Subword Property for the Bruhat
order (see, e.g., [BB, Theorem 2.2.2]) that z; € Wy; in the notation of Lemma A3, we have
@J(Lwloskj) =eand ®;(|wyosk]) = 2.
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Lemma 4.5. Let y € W7\ {e}, and set z := ®;(y) € W;. Then, zs; > zs; in the notation
above, where the equality holds if and only if y > zpsg.

Proof. Recall that zs; = ®;(y)sx € W (see Remark B4). Since z € W, we have w,, > z, and
hence wjosy > zs,. Thus we obtain zisp = |wjosk]| > |2sk| = 2Sk, as desired (see, e.g., [BB|
Proposition 2.5.1]).

We set ¢/ := ®/(y) € W’. If 2.5, = zsy, then it is obvious that y = y'zs, = ¥/ 2x5% > 2ksk,
which proves the “only if” part; recall that £(y) = £(y') + €(zsk) = £(y') + ¢(2ksk). Assume now
that y > zpsy. Since y, zisp € WY, and y > zsy, it follows from Proposition that there
exist 2pSp = Yo, Y1, -, Yp =Y € W and ji, ja, ..., Jp € I such that y, = s;,y,-1 and £(y,) =
l(yg—1)+1forall 1 < ¢ < p; notice that (y,—1w, ajv»q> > 0forl < ¢ < p,sincey, = s;,yg—1 € W’
and £(yq) = £(yg—1) + 1. In view of Lemma F3| it suffices to show that s;, ---s;,s;, € W7.
Suppose, for a contradiction, that there exists 1 < g < p such that s;, _, ---sj,8;, € W and
Sy " 8jaSj & W7, In this case, (8jy_q " shsjl)*lajq € A}r. Therefore, we see that

(Yg—1k, a]vq> = (8j,_1 " 8y 8, W05k Tk ajvq> since |wyoSk] = 2kSk

_ v
= <Skwk7 (vao(sjqfl "t 83851) 10%1) >

+
€—-A7

— \Y
- <wk7 (Sk’w‘Lo(qu,l e Sj2sj1) 1ajq) > < O’

e—spAtc—A+
which is a contradiction. Thus we have proved the “if” part. This proves the lemma. O

Lemma 4.6. Let y € W7\ {e}, and set z := ®;(y) € Wy. If y # 255, or equivalently,
zkSk > 28k, then there exists 8 € Inv(zgsk) \ {ax} such that y N ysg is a Bruhat edge.

Proof. Since zsy, zsx € W7 (see Remark B4) and 2355 > 25k, it follows from Proposition
that there exist zsp = yo, y1, ..., Yp = 2kSk € W and j1, jo, ..., Jp € I such that y, = s;,y4-1

and £(yq) = {(yq—1)+1 for all 1 < ¢ < p; note that p > 1. We claim that j; € J. Indeed, we see
that zyspwy = wy — zxay, where 2oy, is contained in ay, + Y-, ; Za;. Also, we see that

ZkSkTk = YpWk = Yp- 1Tk — O, = Yp—200k — (j,_; + aj,)

p p
= =YWk — E ajq:zskwk— E Oéjq
q=1 q=1

p
= WL — zoy — g (7P
q=1

ieg Lo Combining these, we deduce that Zzzl aj, €
> icj Za;, which implies that ji, ..., j, € J; in particular, we obtain j; € J, as desired. Next,
we claim that 8 := y, ‘o, = (2s1) 'y, € Inv(zgsg). Indeed, since £(s;, zs;) = €(2s1) + 1, we
have 3 = (zs;) " taj, € AT. Also, it follows that

where zay is contained in ap + >

ZESEB = Sjp 5,85, 28k = Sjp " 84381 Oy -
Since s;, - - - 84,55, is reduced, we obtain z;s; € A~, and hence 8 € Inv(z;si), as desired. Here,
we see that ysg = ®7/(y)zsrss = ®7(y)s;, 28, which implies that £(ysg) < £(®7(y)) + £(s},) +
{(2s;) = £(y) + 1 (see Remark [4). Since yB8 = ®’(y)a;,, and ®7(y) € W7, j; € J, it follows
from (23)) that y8 € AT. Hence £(ysg) > £(y). Therefore, we find that ¢(ysg) = £(y) + 1, which

implies that 8 # ay (recall that y # e), and hence y i) ysp is a Bruhat edge. This proves the
lemma. ]

Lemma 4.7. Let y € W7\ {e} and 3 € AT\ A} be such that y LR ysg is a Bruhat edge in
QBG(W). If y 2 zis, and ysg > 25y, then B € Inv(zgsy) \ {ag}.
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Proof. Notice that ysg € W7\ {e} by Lemma 2O We have yss = ®/(ysg)®,(yss)sr by
Lemma 4.3l Since ysg > zsi, we see that ®;(ysg) = 2, by Lemma Since ysg > y
and {(ysg) = £(y) + 1, it follows from the Subword Property for the Bruhat order that y has a
reduced expression obtained from a reduced expression of ysg by removing one simple reflection.
Here we recall that £(ysg) = ((®7(ysg)) + £(®s(yss)) + £(sk). Suppose, for a contradiction,
that y = w®,(ysg)sk = wzgsk, where w is obtained from a reduced expression of ®”(ysg)
by removing one simple reflection. In this case, since ¢(y) = f¢(w) + €(zxsk), it follows that
y > 25k, which contradicts the assumption. Since y € W\ {e}, the rightmost simple reflection
of any reduced expression of y must be s;. Hence we deduce that y = ®”/(ysg)zs; and {(y) =
0(®7(ysp)) + £(2) + £(sk), where z is obtained from a reduced expression of ®;(ysg) = zj by
removing one simple reflection. Let zisp = s;,5:, , - 5i,8;, be a reduced expression of zjsy
(note that i1 = k), and assume that zsx = s;,5;, , - Siys1Siy_1 " SiySiy for some 2 < b < a. In
this case, we have

sp =y '(yss) = (27 (ysp)zse) " (P (ysg)znsi) = (2s1) " (2ksn)
= SiySig " Siy_1SiySiy_y """ SinSin
which implies that 8 = s;, 84, - - 84,_, @, € Inv(2gsg) \ {ax}. This proves the lemma. O
Lemma 4.8. Let y € W7\ {e} and B € Inv(z;5;) be such that y LR ysg is a Bruhat edge in
QBG(W); note that ysg € W7 \ {e} by Lemma 29 Then, ®/(y) = &/ (ysp).

Proof. Recall that y = ®/(y)®;(y)si and ysz = &/ (ysg)®s(yss)sk. Also, notice that 8 # ay
since y € WY\ {e}. Since B € Inv(zpsi) \ {ax}, and since z, € Wy and £(zs1) = £(2) + 1,
we deduce that 8 = spza; for some z € W; and j € J. Hence ysg = q)J(y)(I)J(y)Sk;SB =
&7 (y)® s (y)zs;2" Lsy; notice that ®;(y)zs;2~1 € W,. Therefore, we see that
7 (ysp)mn = D7 (ysp) @ (ysp)wr = ysgsrwr = D7 (y) Dy (y)zs;2 " @i = 7 (y) .
ew,

Since ®”(ysg), ®’(y) € W7, we deduce that ®’(yssz) = ®’(y). This proves the lemma. O

4.3. Demazure operators.

Definition 4.9. For i € I, we define a C((¢~1))-linear operator D; = D; on C((¢71))[P] as
follows: for & € P,

e§(1 +e% 4 2% 4 ... e_<fvaiv>az') if (¢, oz;/> <0,
§ _ e%ipsié
e e'e )
Dief 1= ——a— =10 i (€, af) = 1,
_eﬁ(e*ai Le 204 .y e(*(é,&)’)Jrl)ai) if (€, a;/> >

We can easily verify the following.
Lemma 4.10. For A\, p € P and 7 € I, it holds that
D;(e*et) = (D;e*P)e! P + e%i*(D;el).
We know the following from [NOS| Proposition 6.6 and Remark 6.7].

Proposition 4.11. Let t € W, i€ I, and A € PT.

(1) If s;z < x, then DyjgchV, (A) = gch V. (A). In particular, if (z), o)) < 0, then
Dy ach V- (A) = sch V., ().

(2) If sjz > =z, then D;gchV, (\) = gchV, (\). In particular, if (z), o) > 0, then
Digch V- (A) = gch V7 ()).
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4.4. Recurrence relations for coefficients in the character identity of Chevalley type.
Recall that wy, is minuscule and J = J, = I\ {k}. By [@1), gch V7 ((IN —1)wy) can be written
as:

WV (N = 1)oog) = e 7 T och Vi o (Nwy), 12
gen vy (( )wk) e Z Z Cy,m, &C tmak( =) ( )

veWJ meZ>o

where ¢, € Z, and ¢y ,,, = 0 for all but finitely many (v, m) € W x Zso.

Lemma 4.12. Let j € I be such that (zwy, aJV> = 1. It holds that ¢j,, = 0 for all v € w
such that (vewy, af) = 0 and for all m € Zxo.

Proof. For simplicity of notation, we set ¢, ;m = cf ,,- Let j € I be such that (zwy, oz}/> =1.
By Proposition 1T1(2), we have

Djgch V, (N — 1)wy) = gch V, (N — 1)wy,).
(LHS) of @)

Also, we see that

Dj e "%k Z Z Cy,m, gch Vvtmag (ka)

veEWJ meZxq

(RHS) of @)

— e TWk Z Z Co,m gch ‘/Utma;c/ (Nwy)

veWJ meZxg

re = 3% 6D, (gch Vit (ka)) by Lemma A.I0]
veWJ meZxq

=gch V; (N—1)wyg)

— e TWk Z Z Co,m gch ‘/Utma;c/ (Nwy)

veWJ meZxg

+ e SiT@k Z Z Co,m gch Vvtmax (ka)

veW’  mEZxo
(v, o/ )>0

—sieen WV (N
+e Z Z Cv,m 8C vtmak/ ( wk)

veWJ  mEZLxg
(v, af )=0

1 e STk Z Z Cy.m gch Vsjvtmag (Nwy) by Proposition [£11}

veEWJ  mEZxo
(v, af )<0

notice that sju € W7 for v € W7 such that (veog, oz]V»> < 0. Therefore, we obtain

Z Z Cy,m gch Vvtma}: (Nwy)

veWJ  m€ZLxg
(v, af )>0

+ Z Z Co,m 8Ch Vvtmaz (Nwyg)

vew meEZx>o
(v, o )=0
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+ Z Z Co,m gch ngvtmaz (Nwy) = 0.

veWJ  mE€Zxo
(v, a}-/)<0

Because the graded characters gch Vi, ., (Nwy) for (w,m) € WY x Zs are linearly independent
mozk —

(note that all the sums on the left-hand side of the equation above are finite sums), it follows
that c,m = 0 for all v € W7 such that (voy, oz}’) = 0 and for all m € Z>(. This proves the
lemma. O

Lemma 4.13. Let j € I be such that (zwy, o) = —1; notice that s;z € w.

(1) It holds that ¢y = —ct ., for all v € W7 such that (vey, o) < 0 and for all m € Zxo.
(2) It holds that c;/m = Csom forall v € W such that (vooy, af) > 0 (note that s;jv € w)
and for all m € Z>.

Proof. Let j € I be such that (zwg, af) = —1. We see by Proposition LTT](1) and Lemma 210
that

D, (&5 geh Vy (N = D)) = €7 o V(N = 1)mi) + €57 g Vi, (N — )
(LHS) of @2)
Also, by Proposition .11}, we deduce that

o (35 i, )
veEW I meZx>q

(RHS) of ([£2]) multiplied by e*®k

= E g Cy.m gch Vvtma}é (Nwy) + E E Cy.m gch Vsa’vtmag (Nwy);
veWJ  mEZLxg veWJ  mEZLxg
(vwg, af ) >0 (v, af ) <0

note that s;v € W for v € W such that (vewy, oz}’) < 0. Therefore, we obtain
e’1%k och Vs;x((N — 1)wy)
Y Y i, (Ve

vew’ mEZx>o
(voog, oz;-/)<0

T Z Z Co,m &Ch Vsjot oy (Now);
vew/ mEZx>g
(v, af )<0

here, observe that the left-hand side of this equation is identical to

g Vo (N = D) = 3 D ellimgeh Var,y (N,

veWJ meZ>o

Hence we obtain the equalities in parts (1) and (2), as desired. This proves the lemma. O

5. PROOF OF THEOREM [3.1] IN SIMPLY-LACED TYPES.

In this section, we assume that g is simply-laced. As in Section [3] let & € I be such that oy,
is minuscule, and set J = J5, = I\ {k}. We may assume that x # e by Proposition
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5.1. Quantum edges in the quantum Bruhat graph (1).

Lemma 5.1. Let y € W7 and v € AT\ AJJF. We have a quantum edge y N ys in QBG(W)
if and only if y # e and v = ap = yq (see (B.1)).

Proof. If y € W7 \ {e}, then there exists a reduced expression of y whose rightmost simple
reflection is sg. This fact immediately implies the “if” part. Let us show the “only if” part.
Assume that v # aj. Then, s, has a reduced expression of the form s, = --- 5,545, --- for some
p, q € I, with p # ¢, such that spsgs, = s¢8psq. From the equalities £(ys,) = £(y)—(2p, vV)+1 =
l(y) — {(sy) (see Remark [ZT]), we see that if ys, = s;,5;, - s, is a reduced expression of ys.,
then

y:SjISjQ...SjS...Spsqsp...

=Ysy =Sy

is a reduced expression of 3. However, this contradicts the fact that every element in W+ is fully
commutative (see [G, Proposition 11.1.1 (i)]). Thus we have shown that v = «aj. This proves
the lemma. O

5.2. Sets of label-increasing directed paths (1). Let < be a reflection order on A™ sat-
isfying condition (24); remark that a, € AT\ A¥ is the largest element in AT with respect
to <. Let x € W7\ {e}. Recall the notation BG; and QBG from Section 2.3} remark that
end(p) # e for any p € BG]. For each p € BG, we define Egk(p) to be the concatena-

tion p — end(p)sy, of the directed path p with the quantum edge end(p) —= end(p)sy (see
Lemma B5.1). We see that E (p) € QBG;, and

_ Q .
QBG; =BG U {Eak (p) | p € BG}'}; (5.1)

note that wt(p) = 0 and wt(EQ (p)) = o/ for all p € BG}. Therefore, it follows from (@)
that for all N € Z>1,

gch V; (N = Dag) =™k > (1)W1 gch V" (N,
y€end(BGY)
(5.2)
e Ny () W gen v (Nwy),
ycend(BGY) o

which proves the character identity (3.2]) in Theorem B.II(1) in simply-laced types.
5.3. Cancellations in equation (5.2). Let = € W7\ {e}. We set

G; = {EQ (p) | p € BG]} = QBG] \ BG}, (5.3)
and then (G})), := {q € G} | [end(q)| = v} for v € W’. By [.2), it follows that

gch V; (N = Dag) =e ™ >~ (1)W1 gch V" (Nay,)
y€end(BGY)

+ e ¥k Z Z (_1)f(end(<1))—f($) gch vaav (Nwp). (5.4)
veW’ \qe(Gy). k
— o7 3 see (@2)
Lemma 5.2. Keep the notation and setting above. If #(Gy), > 2, then
iy = Z (—1)¢end(@)—t=) — .
q€(GF)w

Proof. Suppose, for a contradiction, that the assertion is false. Let x be a maximal element
(with respect to the Bruhat order) of the set

{we W\ {e} | #(G2), > 2 and cy1 7 0 for some v € WJ};
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since waoJ = {|w.] 2w sk}, it follows that @ # |w,]. Take j € I such that (zwy, af) =
1 > 0 (recall that wy is minuscule); note that s;z € W7 and £(s;z) = £(z) + 1. Let v € W’/
be such that #(G7), > 2 and ¢j ; # 0. By Lemma [ZT2)(1), we have (vewy, ) # 0; note that
sjv € W7,

Case 1. Assume that (voy, o)) > 0. We define an injective map (G3'), — (G5a)s;vs A 4
as follows: for q € (G}), with y := end(p), we define g to be the label- increasing (shortest)
directed path from s;z to s;y in QBG(W) (see Theorem 7). We claim that q € (GJ,)s;0-
Indeed, recall that q is of the form:

q: =y 2y 22 Ys LT, Y1 = end(q) = ¥; (5.5)

EBG;’ quantum edge

note that [y] = v. Since (ywy, o)) = (v, o
y~laj; € AT, Similarly, we have 27 1a; € AT, If y,la; € AT for all 1 < u < s, then we see by
Lemma[2.12](2) that there exists a directed path q' in QBG(W) from s;x to s,y of the following

form:

) > 0 by the assumption in Case 1, we have

q’ . sjm = Sjyo l) sjyl A/—2> e %—+1> Sij_H = sjy,

with wt(q') = wt(q) # 0. Observe that q' € QBG],\BG_, = G, and [end(q)] = |s;y] =
[sjv] = sjv. Hence we obtain q' € (G ,)s;v Moreover by the uniqueness of a label-increasing
directed path from s;x to s;y, we deduce that q = q’, and hence q € (GS )s;v in this case.

Assume now that y,, 04] € A~ for some 1 < u < s; remark that s > 1 in this case, since
Yo la; € At and y;}laj € AT, If we set a :=min{l <u < s |y, a; € A"}, then we deduce
from Lemma that v, = y;_llocj, and that there exists a directed path q” in QBG(W) from
sjx to y = end(p) of the following form:

" . o Y1 Ya—1 o Ya+1 Ys+1 o
q": sjz = sy =+ —— SjYa—1 = Ya Yst1 =V

notice that q” € QBG;JC. Here, since 2 'a; € AT and y~la; € AT, it follows from [LNS?1)
Lemma 7.7 (4)] that £(q) = {(sjo = sjy) = l(x = y) ={(q) = s+1 > 2, and wt(q) = wt(s;jz =
s;y) = wt(z = y) = wt(q) # 0. Let us write q as:

~ . _ B1 B2 5s+1 _
q:s;T =T T Ts+1 = S5Y,

where 1 <1 B2 < -+ <1 Bsy1. We will show that 8 € AT\ AJJF. Notice that xalaj € A~ and
ﬂ:;jlaj € A™. Suppose, for a contradiction, that x;laj € A™ for all 1 < u < s. Then, we see

by Lemma 2.T2/(2) that there exists a directed path @' in QBG(W) from z to y of the following
form:

B
q:z= 5jT0 —6——> 5;T1 —6—2—> REAEIN 5jTsq1 = Y-

By the uniqueness of a label-increasing directed path from z to y, we deduce that q' = q; in
particular, s;z, = y,. However, AT 3 (ija)*laj = yglaj € A™, which is a contradiction. Thus
there exists 1 < u < s such that z;'a; € AT. If we set b := max{l <u < s |z, a; € AT},
then we see by Lemma that there exists a directed path q” in QBG(W) from s;z to y of
the following form:

~ B1 Bv Bo+2 Bs+1
q ST =T — 0 T2 Tp = SjTp+1 s $jTs+1 =Y.

By the uniqueness of a label-increasing directed path from s;z to y, we deduce that q” = q".
Hence 3 is either v (if a > 2) or 7o (if @ = 1). Thus we obtain 31 € AT\ A7, as desired. Since
the reflection order < satisfies condition (2.4)), it follows that /3, € A+\A+ foralll <u<s+1,
which implies that q € QBG; Also, since wt(q) # 0 as seen above, we find that q ¢ BG
and hence g € G . It is easily seen that [end(q)] = [s;y] = [s;v] = s;v. Therefore, it follows
that q € (G3 x)sﬂ,

It remains to show that the map (G7')y = (G ;)s;0. @ 7 @, is injective. Let qi, q2 € (G)w,
with qi # q2. Note that end(q;) # end(q2) by Remark ZTI0I(1). Since end(qi) = sjend(qq)
and end(q2) = s;end(qa) by the definitions above, we deduce that end(q;) # end(q2). Hence,

S;X7
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by Remark m(l), it follows that q; # qq, as desired. By the injectivity of the map above, we
obtain #(G3 ,)s;0 = #(GF)v = 2. Also by the maximality of x, we have c va = 0. However,

by Lemma [L.T3](3), we see that ¢ ; = c 1 = 0, which contradicts the assumptlon that cj ; # 0.

Case 2. Assume that (voy, o) < 0. We define an injective map (G7)v = (G5 ;)v, 4+ @, as
follows. Assume that q € (Gj)v is of the form (5.5). Note that z7la; € AT and y~la; € A~
in this case. If we set @ := min{l1 <u <s+1|y;'a; € A"}, then it follows from Lemma 212
that there exists a directed path in QBG(W) from sjz to y of the form:

Ya+1 Ys+1 Vs+1
q: ST = 5590 n,. —>5jya 1 =Yg — >y Ys+1 =Y,

with wt(q) = wt(q) # 0. Observe that q € QBG o\ BG{, = G}, and |end(q)] = |y| = v.
Hence we have q € (qu )v. By the same argument as in Case 1, we can show that the map
(GZ)v = (G52)v, @+ q, is injective. Therefore, we obtain #(G{;)s = #(GZ)y = 2. We see
by Lemma [£.13](2) and the maximality of = that Cy1 = —csjf = 0. However, this contradicts
the assumption that ¢y, # 0. This completes the proof of the lemma. O

Let z € W7\ {e}. For v € W’ such that #(GJ), = 1, let q,, denote the (unique) element
of (G}),. By Lemma [5.2] and (5.4)), we deduce that

gch V; (N = Day) =e ™™ > (1) W@ gch V" (Nay)

y€end(BGY)
e Z (—1)tend(az.))~6@) ey 17~ V(ka) (5.6)
vew’
#(Gf)vzl

In order to prove the assertion on cancellations (following (8.2))) and the character identity (B.3])
in Theorem [B.11(2) (in simply-laced types), it suffices to show the following proposition; its proof
is given in the next subsection.

Proposition 5.3. Let z € W7\ {e}.
(1) If x > |sg], then #(G3), =0 or 1 for all v € W".
(2) If  # [sg], then #(G3), # 1 for any v € W7,

5.4. Proof of Proposition 5.3l As in Proposition 5.3} we assume that z € W7 \ {e}. Recall
that oy, is minuscule and J = I'\{k}. Also, we recall from Section @2 that |wyos;| = 28, € W7,
with zp € Wj.

Lemma 5.4. If g is simply-laced and w}, is minuscule, then the element |w;josi] = 2zsy is
identical to |sg].

Proof. 1t is easy to verify that wjoa; = 6. From this, we see that |wjosi| = Lw‘]voskw;ij =
|Swyean] = |56], as desired. O

Proposition 5.5 (=Proposition 5.31(1)). Let # € W7\ {e}. If z > zs1, = [s¢], then #(GY), =
0 or 1 for each v € W,

Proof. Let v € W7 be such that #(G3), # 0. Let q € (GJ),; recall that q is of the form:

Vs «
qQ:z=yo =y —= - =y, —— yoy = end(q),

€BG quantum edge

where y, € W7, and |end(q)| = |ys+1] = v. Since ys > = > z.5; = |sg] in the Bruhat order,
it follows from Lemmas 3] and that ys = ®7(ys)z1sk, with ®7(y,) € W7, Since |yssi] =
lend(q)| = v by the assumption, we deduce that ®”/(ys) = v, and hence ys = vzgs;. Thus, ys
is uniquely determined by v. By the uniqueness of a label-increasing directed path from x to
vz sk (see Theorem 7)), we obtain #(G}'), = 1, as desired. This proves the proposition. [

Proposition 5.6 (=Proposition 5.31(2)). Let x € W7\ {e}. If z # zps1, = |s0], then #(GY), #
1 for any v € W,
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Proof. 1t is easily verified by Lemma 2.I1] that #(Gy'), does not depend on the choice of a
reflection order < satisfying (2.4]). In this proof, we take a reflection order < satisfying condition
(24)) and the additional condition that

B<y forall Be (AT\AT)\ Inv(zgsk) and vy € Inv(zysy); (5.7)

the existence of a reflection order satisfying these conditions follows from Proposition and
the fact that |wo ] > zgsy (see also Section 2.2)).
Now, let v € W be such that #(G), # 0. Let

71 2 Vs—1 Vs Vs+1=Q
qQ:T=Y —— Y1 — - — Ys—1 —>y814>y8+1 :end(q)

~~

€EBG] quantum edge

be an element of (GJ),; note that ys € W7\ {e} and |end(q)| = |ys41] = v. First we assume
that s > 1, and v, € Inv(z;5;). Since s > 1, we see that ys_1 € W7\ {e}. Hence it follows from
Lemma 5.1l and (5.1) that

qiz=go Ty T T Y Y sk
is an element of G3. Since s, ys—1 € W7\ {e}, we have by Lemma 3]
Ys = q)J(ys)q)J(ys)Sk and  ys 1= (I)J(ysfl)q)J(ysfl)Ska
with ®7(ys), ®/(ys_1) € W7 and ®;(ys), ®s(ys_1) € Wy. Also, since ys_1 5 y, is a Bruhat
edge with label 75 € Inv(2zsy), we have ®7(y,_1) = ®/(y,) by Lemma L8 Therefore,
lend(q)] = [ys—15x] = {‘I)J(ys—l)q)J(ys—l)J = (I)J(ys—l) = (IDJ(yS) = UI)J(ZJS)(I)J(ZJS)J
= lyssk] = lend(q)] = v,

and hence q’ € (G}),. Hence we obtain #(GJ), > #{q, q’} = 2.

Next, we assume that vs ¢ Inv(zgsg). In this case, we see by (5.7)) that 7, & Inv(zxsy) for any
1 <u <s. Also, since © # zpsi by the assumption, we deduce from Lemma [4.7] that ys 7 zxSk.
Since y5 € W7\ {e}, it follows from Lemma F.6] that there exists 8 € Inv(zsy) \ {as} such that

Ys i> YsSg is a Bruhat edge. Therefore,

" Y1 Y2 Ys—1 Vs B ag
q T=Y —> Y1 —> " > Ys—1 — > Ys —7 YsSg — YsSBSk

~
€eBGY quantum edge

is an element of G3. Applying Lemmas [£3] and B8 to ys, yssg € W7 \ {e}, we can show
by exactly the same argument as above that |end(q”)| = |end(q)] = v. Thus we obtain
q" € (G}))y, and hence #(G3), > #{q, q”} = 2. This proves the proposition. O

This completes the proof of Theorem [B.I] in simply-laced types.

6. PROOF OF THEOREM B.11IN TYPE B,,.

In this section, we assume that g is of type B,,, and k = n, which is a unique element in I such
that wy, is minuscule. We set J = J, = I\ {n}. We may assume that = # e by Proposition

6.1. Lemmas on Bruhat edges in the quantum Bruhat graph (2). Recall from 3.1
that 7q = spay—1; note that s,o = spsp_15, € W, We set

Wé]snsnflsn = {y € WJ ‘ Yy 2> Snsn—lsn}§ (6.1)

note that Wy = Wy 5 1) is the Weyl group of type A,,—1; we denote by (WJ)J\{"_Z} the set
of minimal coset representatives for the cosets in W /Wy (n—23-

Lemma 6.1. For each y € Wgsnsn—lsn’ there exist a unique ¥/ (y) € W7 and ¥;(y) € W,
such that y = U7 (y)¥ ;(y)snsn_15, and £(y) = £(V7 (y)) + £(V ;(y)) + £(5n5n_15,). Moreover,
Vy(y) € (Wy)Mn=2h,
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Proof. Since @, is minuscule, it follows from Proposition @2 that for each y € W< 515, there
exists a (unique) w € W such that y = wsy,sp_15, and £(y) = €(w) +£(sp5n_15,). The existence
and uniqueness of U7/ (y) € W7 and ¥;(y) € W can be shown by exactly the same argument
as for Lemma [£.3} replace s in the proof of Lemma [£3] by $,,8,_15n.

It remains to show that W (y) € (W;)/\"=2}; for this, it suffices to verify that if ¥ ;(y) # e,
then the rightmost simple reflection in any reduced expression of ¥ ;(y) is s,—2. Assume that
VU ;(y) # e, and write ¥;(y) as ¥;(y) = ws; for some w € W; and j € J such that {(V;(y)) =

¢(w) + €(s;). Suppose, for a contradiction, that j # n — 2. Then we have

J \IIJ(y)wsn_lsnsn_lsn = \IIJ(y)wsnsn—lsnsn—l lf] =n-1,
y=v (y)\IIJ(y)SnSanSn =
\IJJ(y)wsjsnsn_lsn = \I/J(y)wsnsn_lsnsj if1<j<n-1,

which contradicts the assumption that y € W”/. Thus we obtain j = n — 2, as desired. This
proves the lemma. O

Recall that wj, € W is the longest element of Wj; also, recall from Section that
|WyoSn] = Znsn.

Lemma 6.2. In type By, the element |wjos,| = 2,5y, is identical to s1s2 - - - sp,—15,. Moreover,
=ZnSn
LSGJ = 8283 Sn—15n 5152 " - Sn—-25n—-15n

= 85283 5p—15152" " Spn—25nSn—15n -
N—_——

(6.2)

=wn,eWy =5vq

Proof. Since wjo = (5152 Sp—1)(5152 -~ Sp—2) - - - (5152)51, we can show the equalities z,s,, =
|WjoSn] = S1S2---Sp—18y, by direct calculation. Let us show (62). Recall that 0§ = o +
200 + -+ + 20, and (@, 0Y) = 1, and that 7q = a,—1 + 2a, and (wy,, 7g) = 1. We have
| sg |y, = w, — 6, and
Wn8yQWn = 5283+ Sn—15152 * * * Sn—2(Wn — Q)
= 8283 Sp—1 (wn - (041 +-rtap1+ 2an))
= Wn — (al +2a9 + -+ 2001 +20475);
=0

from this, we see that wy,s,, € W, Also, since | sg|w, = Wn 8~qTn, and since [Sg], wps,q € w,
we obtain [sg] = wys,,, as desired. This proves the lemma.

Lemma 6.3. Let y € W;]snsn_lsn,
where the equality holds if and only if y > |sg| = wp,spSp—15n.

and set w := ¥ (y) € W;. Then, w,$,Sp—15n > WSpSn—15n,

Proof. Notice that w, is the longest element of (W;)’M»=2} Since w e (W;)/Mr=2 by
Lemma [6.1], we have w,, > w. Since £(wy,s,Sp—15n) = £(wy,) + €(SpSn—15n) and £(wsySp—18y) =
(w)+£(8pSp—15n), we deduce by the Subword Property for the Bruhat order that w,, s, 8,15, >
WSnSn_15n. Also, we can show by exactly the same argument as for Lemma L5 that the equality
holds if and only if y > |sgp| = wpSpSn—15n. This proves the lemma. O

The following lemma can be shown in exactly the same way as Lemma [L6} recall from
Lemma [6.2] that [sg] = wnSnSn—18n.

Lemma 6.4. Let y € Wé’swnils”, and set w := ®/(y) € W/, If y # |sg], or equivalently, if
WnSnSn—1Sn > WSy Sn—15n, then there exists B € Inv([sg]) \ {an, Snn—1 = VQ, SnSn—10m} such

that y i> ysg is a Bruhat edge.

Using Lemma [6.1] we can show the following by the same argument as for Lemma [£7]

Lemma 6.5. Let y € W7 and 3 € A+\A}L be such that y N ysg is a Bruhat edge in QBG(W).
If y # |s9) and ysz > |sg|, then 3 € Inv([sg]).
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The proof of the next lemma is similar to that of Lemma [£.8 remark that 8 # oy, spon—1(=
7Q)7 SpSn—10n.

Lemma 6.6. Let y € Wé’SnSnilSn and 5 € Inv(|sg|) be such that y LN ysp is a Bruhat edge in
QBG(WW); note that ysg € Wé]snsn_wn by Lemma 20 Then, U/ (y) = ¥/ (ysp).

Lemma 6.7. Let y € W7\ {e}. If y # snsn_15n, then y = spsp11+ - Sp_18n for some 1 < p < n.

Proof. Recall from Lemma @3] that y = ®/(y)®(y)sn, with ®/(y) € W/ and ®7(y) € W,.
Assume that ®;(y) = e, and hence y = ®/(y)s,. Suppose, for a contradiction, that ®’(y) €
W7\ {e}. Since the rightmost simple reflection of any reduced expression of ®/(y) must be s,
it follows that £(y) < £(®7(y)) +£(sn), which is a contradiction. Thus we obtain ®’(y) = e, and
hence y = s,,.

Assume that ®;(y) # e. By exactly the same argument as for Lemma [6.T], we deduce that
®,;(y) € Wy is the minimal coset representative for a coset in W;/Wp ,—1}. Hence we have
®;(y) = SpSpt1 -+ Sp—1 for some 1 < p < n — 1. Suppose, for a contradiction, that ®’(y) €
W7\ {e}. Since the rightmost simple reflection of any reduced expression of ®/(y) must be s,
it follows from the Subword Property for the Bruhat order that y = @J(y)spspﬂ c8p_18p >
Sn5n_15n, which contradicts the assumption. Therefore, we obtain ®/(y) = e, and hence y =
SpSp+1 - Sn—15p. This proves the lemma. O

Lemma 6.8. Let y € W7 and 3 € AjL\A:,F be such that y LN ysg is a Bruhat edge in QBG(W).
If y 2 snsn—15, and ysg > $,5,—15p, then 8 = s,5,_10.

Proof. Notice that y # e. By Lemma 6.7 y = spsp41---Sp—15, for some 1 < p < n. Since
ysg > y and £(ysg) = L(y) + 1, it follows from Proposition that there exists j € I such
that ysg = sjy = 5jSpSp+1---Sn—15,; note that this is a reduced expression of ysg. Since
YSg = SpSp—15n, we deduce that j = n. Thus we obtain sg = s,5,-15,5,—15,, and hence
B = SpSp_10,. This proves the lemma. O

6.2. Quantum edges in the quantum Bruhat graph (2).

Lemma 6.9. Let y € W7 and v € At \A'} We have a quantum edge y SN ys, in QBG(W) if
and only if y # e and v = ap, or y > $,8,-15, and ¥ = Spap—1 = ap—1 + 20y, = 7q (see (B1)).

Proof. We first show the “if” part. It is easily shown that if y # e and v = ay,, then y AN Ys~ is
a quantum edge. Also, we deduce from Lemma that if y > s,s,_18, and v = s,a,_1, then

Y N ySs~ is a quantum edge. Thus we have shown the “if” part.
We next show the “only if” part. Since y SN ys4 is a quantum edge, vy is a quantum root
(see Remark 275]). Because
Af;ng:{ai—i—---—i—aj_l ‘ 1<i<y Sn}
U{a;+--- 4 a1 +2(a;+ - 4ap) | 1 <i < j<n}, (6.3)
Af o ={ai+ +a,|1<i<n},
it follows from Lemma 2] (together with the assumption v € A \A}') that v = o+ - - +a_1+
2(oj+- - -+ay) forsome 1 <i < j <n,ory =, Assumethat y=a;+ - -+a;_1+2(ej+---+
ay,) for some 1 < i < j < n; we see by direct calculation that £(sy) = 2(p, v")—1 = dn—2i—2j+1
and
Y=+t oo+ 2(eg + o) = (850 80-1)(8i8i41 0 Sn—28n) -1,
which implies that

Sy = (Sj o 8p—1)(8iSit1 " Sn—25n)Sn—1(SnSn—2 "+ - 8i415;)(Sn—1 - Sj)

is a reduced expression of s,. Here, since y € W, and y N ys+ is a quantum edge, it follows
from Remark and (Z3)) that the leftmost simple reflection of any reduced expression of s, is
Sn. Hence we have j = n and ¢ = n — 1. Therefore, we deduce that v = a1 + 200, = Spapn_1.
Thus we have shown that + is either «;, or spay,—1.
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Let y € W be such that y N Y5~ is a quantum edge. We can easily verify that if v = a,,
then y # e. Assume that v = spa,—1. Recall that £(s,) = 2(p, v") — 1 since 7 is a quantum
root. We have y = (ys,)s., with £(y) = ¢(ysy) +{(sy). Hence, by the Subword Property for the
Bruhat order, we deduce that y > s, = s,5,-15,. Thus we have shown the “only if” part. This
proves the lemma. O

6.3. Sets of label-increasing directed paths (2). Let < be a reflection order on A™ satisfy-
ing condition (2.4]); observe that s,c,—1 and «,, are the second largest element and the largest
element of A1 with respect to <, respectively. Let z € WY = WIM?} with 2 # e. Recall the
notation BG and QBG from Section 2.3} remark that end(p) € W7 \ {e} for all p € BG].
For each p € BG}, we define Egn(p) to be the concatenation p —~+ end(p)s,, of the directed
path p with the quantum edge end(p) %+ end(p)s, (see Lemma [6.9). Then we deduce that
EQ.(p) € QBG;.

We define AJ to be the subset of BG consisting of all those p € BG such that end(p) >
SnSn—15n. Recall that 7q = span—1 (see BI])). For each p € Aj, we define ESQ(p) to be

the concatenation p 2, end(p)s,, of the directed path p with the quantum edge end(p) 2,
end(p)s,, (see Lemma [6.9). We claim that ESQ(p) € QBG]. Indeed, recall that vq = spa,—1
and o, are the second largest element and the largest element of AT with respect to <, respec-

tively. Hence it suffices to show that if p is of the form p : = yy - y1 — -+ —3 y,,
with s > 1, then the final label 7, is neither yq = s,,_1 nor a,. Since y,_1 € W7\ {e},

it is easily seen that s # «,. Also, since p € A, we have y; = end(p) > spsSp—15,. By

Lemma (.1l ys = \I’J(ys)\I’J(ys)SnSnflsn and E(ys) = E(\IIJ(ys)) + E(\I’J(ys)) + E(Snsnflsn)'
Hence it follows that £(yss,q) = £(ys) — 3, which implies that yss,, 28, y, is not a Bruhat
edge. Therefore, we deduce that vs # 7q, an, and hence ESQ(p) € QBG;. Here we note

that end(ER,(p)) = ¥7(ys)W,(ys) and (07 (ys) ¥ (ys)sn) = £(¥7(ys)¥,(ys)) + 1. Hence
we have a Bruhat edge end(E%(p)) L=, end(EgQ(p))sn. We define Egn(EgQ(p)) to be the
concatenation EgQ (p) 2 end(E$Q (p))sn of the directed path EgQ (p) with the Bruhat edge
end(ESQ(p)) BN end(E%(p))sn.

We see that

QBG} =BG U{EQ (p) | p € BG}}

4
U{ES (p) Ip € A7} U{ES (E (p) | p €A} o0

remark that wt(p) = 0 and wt(EQ (p)) = « for all p € BG, and that Wt(ESQ(p)) =
Wt(Egn(ESQ(p))) =74 = ay_1 +ay for all p € A7, Therefore, it follows from @I]) that
forall N € Z>,

gchV, (N = Dew,) =e ™= Y~ (=)W geh V7 (New,)

y€end(BGY)

1 e—T®n ; <l)(_1)5(y)5($)le gch VLZS”JtaX (Nwy,)

y€end(BG}

(6.5)
P 0(y)—(x)+1 -

Te Z( q)(_1) W)—l@)+1 gepy Vl_ys"/QJtoz% (Nwy,)

yEend(AZ
1 e T@n Z (_1)€(y)4(l‘)+2 gch Vl_;S’YQSthaX (Nwy,).

yEend(AJ)
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Since Sy, = $pSn—15n, it is easily seen that |end(p)s,] = [end(p)s,ysn] for p € Ay C BG;.
Hence we deduce that

gch V; (N = Dew,) =e ™ Y~ (=)@ gch V" (Newy)

y€end(BGY)
+e—an Z ( ) (y) K(l‘)-f'l gCh V\_ys Jt \/(an) (6 6)
yeend(BGI\AY) .
1 e T@n Z (_1)5(?4)*5(93)le gch V|_ys oltay (Nwy,).
yCend(AY)
Here we remark that if @ > sps,—1s,, then BGZ = AZ; in particular, if z > [sp]| (see

Lemma [6.2), then BG; = AJ. Thus we have proved the character identity (3.2)) in Theo-
rem [3.I](1) in type B,; we will prove the assertion on cancellations (following (3.2))) in type B,
in the next subsection (see the comment preceding Proposition [6.10]).

6.4. Cancellations in equation (6.6). Let 2 € W7\ {e}. We set
H; = {EQ (p) |p € BG] \ AJ}U{EX (p) | p € AJ}, (6.7)
and then (HY), := {q € H | [end(q)| = v} for v € W’. By (G.0),
geh Vi (N = Doop) = e Z ()W~ gech V7 (Ney,)
ycend(BGY)
(6.8)

+ e T@n Z Z (_1)5(end(Q))*5(I) gCh V;)t oy (Nmn)
veWJ qE(Hf;l)v

— X .
= ¢t 1; see @)

The assertion on cancellations (following (B.2])) in type B, follows from the next proposition.
Proposition 6.10. Let z € W7\ {e}. If z > [sg], then #(H), =0 or 1 for each v € W7,

Proof. Recall from Lemma that |sg] = wnpSpSp—15, € WJ, With w, € Wjy. Also, since
x> |Sg] > $pSn—15n, we have BG = A7, and hence H = {E p) | p € BG] = A}, where
1Q = Snan_1 (see @I)). Now, let v € W be such that #(Hf)v 75 0, and let q € (HY), be of

the form:

a:r=y 2y S Iy, By = end(q);
——

=peBGJ=A}] quantum edge

note that ys € Wi]snsn_wn and |end(q)] = |ys+1] = v. Since ys > = > [Sp] = WnSnSn—15n,
it follows from Lemmas and that ys = U7 (ys)wnsnsn_15n, with ¥/ (ys) € W7, Since
|YsSvq] = lys+1] = lend(q)] = v by the assumption, we deduce that ¥”(y,) = v, and hence
Ys = VWpSpSp—1Sn. Thus, ys = end(p) is determined uniquely by v. By the uniqueness of a
label-increasing directed path from x to vwy, s, s,—15, (see Theorem 2.7]), we obtain #(H}), = 1,
as desired. This proves the proposition. O

6.5. Proof of the character identity (33) in type B,. Let z € W7\ {e}. We set

X5 = {EQ (p) |p € BGJ} U{EX (p).Es, (EX (P)) | P € A} =QBG} \ BG;,  (6.9)

s oy,
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and then (X3), := {q € X7 | lend(q)] = v} for v € W”. By (6.4,
gch V, (N = Da,) =e @ Y~ (=) W@ gch V" (Newy,)
y€end(BGY)

1 e T®n Z Z (_1)£(end(q))—£(x) gChVu?av(an)- (6.10)
veWJ \qe(Xi)w "

— i .
=c 5 see E2)

The character identity ([3.3]) in Theorem B.11(2) in type B,, follows from Lemma [6.1T]and Propo-
sition [6.12] below.

Lemma 6.11. Let x € W7\ {e} and v € W7, If #(XJ), > 2, then
= Z (—1)%end(a)—t@) — ¢,

as(X)o

Proof. We prove the assertion by descending induction on ¢(x); the proof is similar to that of
Lemma If x = |ws ], then we see that

Xfwoj = {wo 2y WoSp, Wo BILIN WoSrq, Wo BILIN Wo Syq BN wosmsn}.

Hence we can show the assertion by direct calculation. Assume that x < |w,], and let j € I
be such that s;z > z, or equivalently, x_laj € A™; note that (zw,, oz}/> =1 > 0 since w, is
minuscule, and that s;z € W7. Let v € W be such that #(XJ), > 2. If (v, af) = 0, then
g1 =0 by LemmaLT2l Hence we may assume that (v, af) # 0; note that s;v € W in this
case.

Case 1. Assume that (vw,, af) > 0. We define an injective map (X3'), — (X5 2)s;00 A 4
as follows: for q € (X3'), with y := end(p), we define q to be the label-increasing (shortest)
directed path from s;z to s;y in QBG(W) (see Theorem R.7)). We claim that q € (XZ,)s;0-

S;T
Indeed, recall that q is either of the following forms: ’

Q@ =yo ==y~ - <oy, Ty = end(q) =y, (6.11)
=:peBG] quantum edge

where ;41 18 a;, (resp., 7q) if p € BGJ \ A (resp., p € AJ), or

71 Y2 Ys Ys+1=7Q Ys+2=0n
q:x=Yyg — Y —> ++ —> Ys Ys+1 Ys42 = end(q) =Y (6-12)
=:pcAy quantum edge Bruhat edge

notice that z71a; € AT and y~la; € AT, We set t := s+ 1 (resp., = s + 2) if q is of the form
GI0) (vesp., @I2)). If y, lay; € AT for all 1 < u <t — 1, then we see by Lemma 212/(2) that
there exists a directed path q' in QBG(W) from s;x to s;y of the following form:
ql . SjCC = Sij —11—> Sjyl —12—> cee —&—> Sjyt = Sjy,
with wt(q') = wt(q) # 0. Observe that ¢’ € QBG{, \ BG],, and [s;y] = [end(q')] = s;v.
Hence we obtain q’ € (ij 2) s;u- Moreover, by the uniqueness of a label-increasing directed path
o
Assume now that y;laj € A~ for some 1 < u <t — 1; remark that ¢ > 2 in this case, since
yalaj € AT and y;laj € AT, If we set a := min{l <u<t—1] y;laj € A_}, then we deduce
from Lemma 2Z.12] that v, = y;_llocj, and that there exists a directed path q” in QBG(W) from
s;x to y = end(q) of the following form:

from s;x to sjy, we deduce that q = q', and hence q € (Xg,)s;, in this case.

" . 71 Ya—1 Ya+1 Yt .
q ST =SjY0 = > Sjla—1 = Ya —> - T Yt = Y

notice that q” € QBG;m. Here, since z7'a; € AT and y~la; € AT, it follows from [LNS?1,
Lemma 7.7 (4)] that £(q) = {(sjo = s;y) =z = y) = 4(q) =t > 1, and wt(q) = wt(s;z =
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s;y) = wt(z = y) = wt(q) # 0. Let us write q as:

a:ij:xoﬂ%xl Ly —&%xt:sjy,

where 81 < o < --- <1 B;. We will show that 8; € AT\ A}r. Notice that xalaj € A~ and
x;la] € A~. Suppose, for a contradiction, that ;' 04] € A7 forall 1 <u <t—1. Then, we see
by Lemma 2.12](2) that there exists a directed path @' in QBG(W) from z to y of the following
form:

q: x—ij06—>s]x1ﬁ—2> B—)s]xt—y
By the uniqueness of a label-increasing directed path from z to y, we deduce that q' = q; in
particular, s;z, = y,. However, A™ 3 (s;x,) a; = y, 'a; € A, which is a contradiction. Thus
there exists 1 < u < t—1such that z,'o;; € A*. If weset b := max{1 <u <t—1|a, o; € AT},
then we see by Lemma that there exists a directed path q” in QBG(W) from s;z to y of
the following form:

~I . . B1 Bo Bo+2 Bt
Q" 8T =T > Ty = SjTpy] o ST = Y.

By the uniqueness of a label-increasing directed path from s;z to y, we deduce that q” = q".
Hence f3 is either v (if @ > 2) or v (if @ = 1). Thus we obtain 8; € AT\ A% as desired. Since
the reflection order < satisfies condition (2.4), it follows that 8, € AT\ AT for all 1 < u < ¢,
which implies that q € QBG . Also, since wt(q) # 0 as seen above, we ﬁnd that q ¢ BGS o
and hence q € X7 .. It is easﬂy seen that [end(q)| = [s;y] = sjv. Therefore, it follows that
q S (XSJJ:)SJU

The injectivity of the map (X7), = (X5 ;)s;0, @ + @, can be shown by exactly the same
argument as for the map (G7)» = (G§;)s;v in Case 1 in the proof of Lemma Hence we
obtain #(Xg ,)s;0 = #(X7)y = 2. From our induction hypothesis and Lemma B.13](2), we
conclude that ¢, = ch 31 =0, as desired.
Case 2. Assume that (vw,, o)) < 0. We define an injective map (X7), — (X5a)v, 4> q, as
follows. Assume that q € (X)), is either of the forms (6.11) or (6.12)), and define t € {s+1, s+2}
as in Case 1. Note that x_laj e At and y_lozj € A~ in this case. If we set a := min{l <y <
t | yytaj € A}, then it follows from Lemma 212 that there exists a directed path in QBG(W)
from sjx to y of the form:

Ya+1 Vs+1
q: ST = 5590 7, . —>5]?/a 1 =Yg — >y ” - >yt_y,

with wt(q) = wt(q) # 0. Observe that g € QBG, \ BG]},, and [end(q)] = [y| = v. Hence
we have q € (X{);)v. By the same argument as in Case 1 in the proof of Lemma[5.2] we can show

S5

that the map (X7), — (X3];)v, @ > q, is injective. Therefore, we obtain # (X3 ,)v = #(X3)s >
2. From our induction hypothesis and Lemma ELI3|(1), we conclude that ¢, = —cf}{f =0, as
desired.

This completes the proof of the lemma. O

Proposition 6.12. Let € W7\ {e}. If z # |sg], then #(X), # 1 for any v € W,

Proof. Tt is easily verified by Lemma 2.1 and (6.9]) that #(X'), does not depend on the choice
of a reflection order < satisfying (2.4]). In this proof, we take a reflection order < satisfying
condition (2.4)) and the additional condition that

B <y forall ge (AT A}r) \ Inv(|sg]) and v € Inv(|sg]); (6.13)

the existence of a reflection order satisfying these conditions follows from Proposition and
the fact that |w.] > |sg| (see also Section 2.2]).

Let v € W7 be such that #(X), # 0. We will show that #(X), > 2. Let q € (XJ),.
If g = EQ (p) for some p € A, then we deduce that q' = Egn(EgQ(p)) € (X)), and hence
#(XF), > 2. Similarly, if q = Egn(EgQ(p)) for some p € A, then we deduce that q’
Egn(p) € (X)), and hence #(X3'), > 2
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Next, assume that q = ESQ(p) for some p € A3, and write it as:

a:r=y "y S Iy, By = end(q);
——

=pcEA} quantum edge

note that ys > $,8n—18,. If s > 1 and 7, € Inv(|sg]), then we define p’ to be

/ 71 Y2 Vs—1
P ir=yo oy~ sy

eBGJ

If ys—1 > SpSn—18n, or equivalently, if p’ € A then we define q’ := E%(p’)7 that is,

/. 71 Y2 Vs—1 Ble]
q:r=Yy —Yy1—> Ys—1 Ys—15q -
=p'€A] quantum edge

It is easily seen that q' € X;. Moreover, we see from Lemma (applied to the Bruhat edge
Ys—1 2y yS) that LyS*IS’YQJ = L\I]J(ysfl)\IIJ(ysfl)J = \I]J(ysfl) = \I’J(yS) = LySS’YQJ = Lys+1J =
lend(q)] = v, which implies that ' € (Xj),. Hence we obtain #(X7), > #{q, q'} = 2.
Assume that ys_1 % SpSn_15n, or equivalently, p’ € BGJ \ AJ. In this case, we deduce from
Lemma [6.8] that v = 5,5, 10, which implies that |ys_15,] = [YsSyq] = [Ys11] = [end(q)] =
v. Hence, if we define g’ := EQ (p’), that is,

/ st Y2 Ys—1 Qn
QT =Y rYL— Ys—1 Ys—15n,
=p/eBGJ\AY quantum edge

then q' € (X),, and hence #(X7), > #{q, d'} = 2.
Assume that v & Inv(|sg|). By (613), we see that v, ¢ Inv(|sg]) for any 1 < u < s. Since
x # |sg] by the assumption, we deduce by Lemma[6.5lthat ys # |sg]|. Recall that ys > s,8,-15n.

Hence, by Lemma [6.4] there exists v € Inv(|sg]) \ {an, Qs snsn_lan} such that y, YsSy 18
a Bruhat edge in QBG(W); remark that vs <+ by (EI3). Since yssy > ys > SnSp—15n, We have

a quantum edge yss 2, YsSySyq by Lemma Now we define ' to be

/. o Y1 Y2 VYs—1 Vs vy 7Q
qQ:T=Yo Y1 — " > Ys—1 — > Ys = YsSy — Ys5y5yq -

~~

cAY quantum edge

It is easily verified by Lemma B.6] (applied to the Bruhat edge y, — ysS~) that @’ € (X3),, and
hence #(X3)o > #{a, q'} = 2.
Finally, assume that q = EQ (p) for some p € BG; \ A7, and write q as:

1 2 Vs «
Q:T=yYo —> Y1 —> " —Ys — ysy+1 = end(q);
=peBGJ\AY quantum edge

note that ys 2 SpSn—15n, and hence ys—1 2 SnSn—15, (if s > 1). Remark that these elements
are of the form in Lemma If s> 1 and s € Inv(|sg]), then we define g to be

/ 71 2 Vs—1 Qn
q:r=y ——Yyr—> Ys—1 Ys—15n -
:p/GBG;]\A;’ quantum edge

Then it is easily seen by Lemma that q’ € (XJ),, and hence #(X3), > #{q, q’} = 2.

Assume that 75 & Inv([sg]). We deduce by (6.13]) that -, ¢ Inv(|sg|) for any 1 < u < s.
Since ys # e and ys Z SpSp—15p, it follows from Lemma [6.7] that ys = spSp41 - - - Sp—15y for some
1<p<n Ifp<mn (resp., p=n), then we set v := s,8,_10, (resp., v := span_1 = 7q)- In
either case, v € Inv([sg|), and we have a Bruhat edge ys AN YsS~; note that yssy > $,8,-15n
(resp., 2 SpSp—15p) if p < n (resp., p =n). Now we define q’ to be

r M 72 Ys—1 Vs Y B
q:T=Y » U1 > » Ys—1 * Ys = YsSy — YsS4 53,

€BGY



28 TAKAFUMI KOUNO, SATOSHI NAITO, AND DAISUKE SAGAKI

where 3 := yq (resp., a,) if p < n (resp., p = n). By (613), we have 7, < v < . It is easily
verified by Lemma that q' € (XJ),, and hence #(XJ), > #{q, q } = 2. This proves the
proposition. ]

This completes the proof of Theorem B.lin type B,,.

APPENDIX A. AN EXAMPLE IN TYPE Ag.

In this appendix, we assume that g is of type Ag and k = 3 in Theorem [l in the Introduction;
we know that G/Pj is the Grassmannian Gr(3,7), where J = I'\ {3} = {1,2,4,5,6}. Observe
that |wo | = $45352515554535286555453 is a reduced expression of |w,|. We take a reflection order
< on A" satisfying condition ([24)) such that on A*\ A% = Inv(|w,]):

a4 tag<a ot as<ar o Fag<ag Fag+az
dag+--t+agdag+---+as <oy + a3+ ag <oz + ag
<daz+--t+oag<ag+og+ o5 <oz + aqg < as.

We set © = 5154535256555453 € W7; remark that 2 > 515956555453 = |sg|. Then we see that
end(BG}) = {z1, z2, x3, x4}, where

T1 =X = 5154835256555453, X2 = 525154535256555453,

T3 = 515554535256555453, Ty 1= §925155545359565554S3.
From (I.1J), we see that
[Opz] x [Og/p, (—w3)]

— e Tw3 Z (_1)€(y)—£($) [OBy]] + Z (_1)f(y)—f(x)+1 [OBBySSJ ]Q?)
y€end(BGY) ycend(BG})

=e " ([Osjl] — [Ope2] = [Oges] + [Ope4]
= [Oplor=a1] Qs + [Op1r0201]Q3 + [Opia01 [ Q5 = [Oploasa)|Q3)
= e " ([Ogn] = [Oge2] = [Ogea] + [Opes]
- [ngl]QB + [0332]623 + [0333]623 - [0334]623),
where

Y1 1= 84583, Y2 1= 528483, Y3 1= 555453, Y4 1= 52555483.
Therefore, by (L3]), we deduce that

(O3] (O] = (O] — &[0 ¥ (O i(~0)
= [0833] — exwg*wg([(f)lg?] — [0832] — [0833] + [0534]
— [08(3;1]@3 + [OB§2]Q3 + [OBza]Qg — [0534]Q3). (A.1)

Let us compare (AJ]) with the equation in [BCMP, Corollary 3.10]. Recall from [BCMP]

Sect. 3.1] the definition of w,, for a Young diagram u; we can verify that if we take p := H l,

then w,, = . For simplicity of notation, we denote by u the Schubert class [Ow,] for a Young
J
diagram p. By [BCMPL, Example 3.12], we have

[Opzs] * O]

:[OB?H]—JW<<_ _ = + >

- (D-P-oo+H1)):
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for the definition of J,,, see [BCMP) Sect. 3.4]. Note that the variable ¢ in [BCMP] is identical
to Q3 in this paper. Since

wHEEp:m, w@ﬂzm, U}BEEE‘:%’ M@EZM,
Wm = Y1, ij:yg, W = Y3, wEFD:ZMa
it follows that

[0833] * [OB;JH]
= [0833] - Jw#([OB?] - [0832] - [0833] + [0834]
— [0p1]Q3 + [Opr]Qs + [Ogns Q3 — [05_7’,4@3)- (A2)

By [BCMP, Lemma 3.4], we have Jy, [Opi] = #3773 [Opy] = @37 %5[Opy] for y € W,
Thus, equation (AJ]) agrees with equation (A.2]).
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