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Richardson varieties inside Grassmannians and flag varieties
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Abstract

We study toric degenerations of opposite Schubert and Richardson varieties inside degen-
erations of Grassmannians and flag varieties. These degenerations are parametrized by
matching fields in the sense of Sturmfels and Zelevinsky [SZ93]. We construct so-called re-
stricted matching field ideals whose generating sets are understood combinatorially through
tableaux. We determine when these ideals are toric and coincide with Grobner degenerations
of Richardson varieties using the well established standard monomial theory for Grassman-
nians and flag varieties.
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1. Introduction

In this note we offer a new family of toric degenerations of Richardson varieties arising
from Grobner monomial degenerations of the Pliicker ideal. This includes the well-studied
diagonal and antidiagonal monomial degenerations as particular examples. We use combi-
natorial techniques and study permutations, semi-standard Young tableaux and standard
monomial bases for Pliicker ideals in order to construct these toric degenerations.

1.1 Background. The geometry of flag varieties heavily depends on the study of its
Schubert varieties. For example, they provide an excellent way of understanding the multi-
plicative structure of the cohomology ring of the flag variety. In this context, it is essential
to understand how Schubert varieties intersect in a general position. A Richardson variety
in a flag variety is the intersection of a Schubert variety and an opposite Schubert variety.



In [Deo85] and [Ric92], the fundamental properties of these varieties are studied, including
their irreducibility. On the other hand, degeneration techniques play a significant role in
understanding a given algebraic variety in terms of well-studied algebraic varieties like toric
varieties. It is desirable to extend the powerful machinery of toric varieties to a larger class
of varieties by studying degenerations of a general variety to a toric variety. A toric degen-
eration of a variety X is a flat family f : X — A!, where the special fiber (the fiber over
zero) is a toric variety and all other fibers are isomorphic to X. In a toric degeneration, some
of the algebraic invariants of X will be the same for all the fibers. Hence, we can do the
computations on the toric fiber.

The study of toric degenerations of flag varieties was started in [GL96] by Gonciulea
and Lakshmibai using standard monomial theory. In [KMO05], Kogan and Miller obtained
toric degenerations of flag varieties using geometric methods. Moreover, in [Cal02] Caldero
constructed such toric degenerations using tools from representation theory. The article
[FFL17] by Fang, Fourier and Littelmann contains more details on recent developments
and provides an excellent overview of toric degenerations of flag varieties.We note that for
Flag 4 and 5, toric degenerations obtained from Grobner degeneration have been explicitly
computed, see [BLMM17]. In [Kim15], the author studied the Grobner degenerations of
Richardson varieties inside the flag variety, where the special fiber is the toric variety of
the Gelfand-Tsetlin polytope; this is a generalization of the results of [KMO05]. In [MGO8],
Morier-Genoud obtained semi-toric degenerations of Richardson varieties by methods of
Caldero in [Cal02], namely the Berenstein-Littelmann-Zelevinsky string parametrization of
canonical basis [Lit98, BZ01].

1.2 Our contributions. We study toric degenerations of Grassmannians and flag varieties
arising from combinatorial objects called block diagonal matching fields introduced in [MS19]
and generalized in [CM20, CM19a]. Associated to each matching field is a weight vector that
produces a one-parameter family, by Grobner degeneration, where the special fiber is the
initial ideal of the Pliicker ideal. For Grassmannians and flag varieties, these initial ide-
als are called matching field ideals, whose generators can be understood combinatorially by
tableaux. We use matching field ideals to study toric degenerations of various subvarieties
of Grassmannians and flag varieties including Schubert, opposite Schubert and Richardson
varieties. The defining ideals of these subvarieties are obtained from Pliicker ideals by set-
ting some particular variables to zero. Similarly, we define restricted matching field ideals
associated to Schubert and Richardson varieties that are variants of matching field ideals
obtained by setting the same collection of variables to zero. We aim to classify the toric,
i.e. binomial and prime, restricted matching field ideals, which in this case is equivalent to
showing that these ideals are monomial-free. We use techniques from standard monomial
theory to construct monomial bases for restricted matching field ideals and initial ideals of
Richardson varieties. We show that if a restricted matching field ideal is monomial-free then
it is toric and coincides with the initial ideal of a Richardson, Schubert or opposite Schubert
variety inside the Grassmannian or flag variety. Our results generalizes the previous results
on Schubert varieties from [CM20, CM19b] and include, as a special case, the Gelfand-Tsetlin
degeneration, also known as diagonal or antidiagonal Grobner degeneration.



A similar approach has been taken in [Kim15], where the author describes the semi-toric
degenerations of Richardson varieties in flag varieties, where each Richardson variety is de-
generated to a union of toric varieties. We notice that the corresponding ideals of many
such degenerations are either zero or contain monomials, hence their corresponding varieties
are not toric. Hence, we aim to characterize nonzero monomial-free ideals. In particular,
we explicitly describe degenerations of Schubert, opposite Schubert and Richardson vari-
eties inside Grassmannians and flag varieties, and provide a complete characterization for
permutations leading to zero or monomial-free ideals. For example, if the size of the index
set in [Kim15, Corollary V.26] is one, then we obtain a toric degeneration corresponding
to a unique face of the Gelfand-Tsetlin polytope. If the size of the index set is greater
than one, our calculations show that some of these semi-toric degenerations are in fact toric.
These cases arise when either the corresponding Schubert or opposite Schubert variety does
not degenerate to a toric variety. We also remark that the degenerations in [Kim15] corre-
spond to the antidiagonal Grobner degenerations inside flag varieties, however we consider
a one-parametric degenerations of Richardson varieties inside both Grassmannians and flag
varieties which contain the diagonal case (which is isomorphic to the antidiagonal case) as a
special case.

1.3 Outline of the paper. In Section 2 we fix our notation, and we recall the definitions
of the main objects under study such as Grassmannians, flag, Schubert, opposite Schubert
and Richardson varieties. Sections 3 and 4 contain our main results characterizing non-
zero monomial-free restricted matching field ideals, see Definitions 3.2 and 4.1. In Figure 1
we provide a pictorial summary of some of our main results in which we show our inductive
process to obtain zero and monomial-free ideals. In Table 1 we summarise our computational
results, namely the number of zero, toric and non-toric ideals arising from our constructions.
In Section 5.3 we perform calculations for Fls and Fly and compare our results to those
in [Kim15]. In §5 we study monomial bases of Richardson varieties and prove that if the
restricted matching field ideal is monomial-free then it coincides with the initial ideal of the
Richardson variety, see Theorems 5.14, 5.19 and Corollary 5.15.
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2. Preliminaries

Throughout we fix a field K with char(K) = 0. We are mainly interested in the case
when K = C, the field of complex numbers. We let [n] be the set {1,...,n} and by S, we



denote the symmetric group on [n]. A permutation w € S, is written w = (wy, ..., w,) where
w; = w(i) foreach 1 <i <n. Wefixwg:=(n,n-1,...,2,1) for the longest product of adjacent
transpositions in S,. The permutations of S,, act naturally on the left of subsets of [n]. So, for
each I = {iy,...,ix} C [n], we have wol = {n+1—iy,...,n+1-i} which is obtained by applying
the permutation wy element-wise to I. We now recall the definitions of Grasmmannian and
flag varieties along with their Schubert, opposite Schubert and Richardson varieties.

2.1 Flag varieties. A full flag is a sequence of vector subspaces of K":
{0y =VpycVyc---CcV,.1CcV,=K"

where dimg(V;) = i. The set of all full flags is called the flag variety denoted by Fl,,, which is
naturally embedded in a product of Grassmannians using the Pliicker variables. Each point
in the flag variety can be represented by an n X n matrix X = (x; ;) whose first k rows span
V. Each Vj corresponds to a point in the Grassmannian Gr(k, n). The ideal of Fl,,, denoted
by I, is the kernel of the polynomial map

on: K[Pj: 2#JC{L...,n}] > K[x;j: 1<i<n-11<j<n]

sending each variable P; to the determinant of the submatrix of X with row indices 1, ..., |J|
and column indices in J. We call the variables P; of the ring Pliicker variables and their
images ¢,(Py) Plicker forms. For each @ = (ay); in Z(Zkg we fix the notation P* denoting the
monomial []; P;” . Similarly, we define the Plicker ideal of Gr(k,n), denoted by Gy, as the

kernel of the map ¢, restricted to the ring with variables P; with |J| = k.

2.2 Schubert varieties. Let SL(n, K) be the group of complex n X n matrices with determi-
nant 1, and let B be its subgroup consisting of upper triangular matrices. There is a natural
transitive action of SL(n,K) on the flag variety Fl, which identifies F1, with the set of left
cosets SL(n, K)/B, since B is the stabiliser of the standard flag 0 C (e1) C --- C (e1,...,e,) =
K". Given a permutation w € §,,, we denote by o, the n X n permutation matrix with 1’s in
positions (w(i),i) for all i. By the Bruhat decomposition, we can write the aforementioned
set of cosets as SL(n, K)/B = [[,,es5, BowB/B. Given a permutation w, its Schubert variety is

X,, = Bo,B/B C Fl,

which is the Zariski closure of the corresponding cell Bo,B/B in the Bruhat decomposition.
The ideal of X, is obtained from I, by setting P; to zero for each I € §,, where

Sy ={1:1C[n]with I=_(,...,i1) £ (We;, we,, ... .,Wgul)}

and wg, < wg, < --+ < wyg,, is obtained by ordering the first [/| entries of w. Note that
{a1 < -+ <ap} <{b1 <--- < b,} means that a; < b; for each 1 <i < m. See Example 2.1.

Similarly, we can study the Schubert varieties inside Gr(k,n). The permutations giving
rise to distinct Schubert varieties in Gr(k,n) are of the form w = (wy,...,w,) where wy <
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- < Wi, Wil < -++ < wy. Therefore, it is enough to record the permutations of §,
as w = (wi,...,wr) which will be called a Grassmannian permutation. Suppose that w
is a Grassmannian permutation, we define Sy,x = S, N {/ : |I| = k}. The elements in
Sw.k correspond to the variables which vanish in the ideal of the Schubert variety of the
Grassmannian, see Definition 3.2.

2.3 Opposite Schubert varieties. Similar to the Schubert case, Fl,, can be decomposed
as Fl, = [],es5, B~0vB/B where B~ is subgroup of SL(n, K) of lower triangular matrices. For
v € S, we define its opposite Schubert variety as

X' =B 0,B/B C Fl,.

Let wg be the permutation (n,n—1,...,2,1). As B~ = o,,Bo,, we can observe the opposite
Schubert variety XV is a translate woX,,,, of the Schubert variety X,,,, in Fl,.

2.4 Richardson varieties. Let v,w € §,. We denote the corresponding Schubert and
opposite Schubert varieties by X,, and XV respectively. Then the Richardson variety X}, is
defined as X,, N X". We recall that X, # 0 if and only if v < w (see for example [BL03]). We
set

T, ={I: 1 C [n] with (vi,, Vi, - - Vi) L=, 0n) < (Weps Weys - W) b

where we, < wg, <+ <wg, and vg, < g, <--- <y, are obtained by ordering the first |/|
entries of v and w. The associated ideal of the Richardson variety X}, is

X)) =+ (P T SSHNK[P - TeT)) = I(Xy) + (X)) NK[P;: 1 €T,

where [, is the Pliicker ideal of Fl, and S}, = {/: 0 c I c [n]}\T},. Similarly, the associated
ideal of the Richardson variety X, inside Grassmannian Gr(k, n) is

(Gkpn+(Pr:1€ vav,k» NK[P;: 1€ Tv‘;,k]’

where TV, = {I C [n] : |[I| = k}\S} ..  We now give an example of variables and refer the
reader to [KL02, §3.4.] for more details.

Example 2.1. Let n = 4. Consider the permutations v = (2314) and w = (4231). The
subsets of [n] in T, of size one are given by those entries that lie between vi = 2 and wy = 4,
which are 2,3 and 4. The subsets of size two are those that lie between {v{,vo} = 23 and
{w1, wo} = 24 which are 23 and 24. The subsets of size three are those which lie between
{v1,v2,v3} = 123 and {w1, wa, w3} = 234 which are all possible three-subsets. So the sets T,
and S}, are,

(2314) _ (2314) _
T(4231) ={2,3,4,23,24,123,124, 134,234} and S(4231) ={1,12,13, 14, 34}.



§(2314) _

Note that (1231)

§2314) S(4231) where

§2314) = (1.12,13,14} and Sa231) = {34}

2.5 Matching fields. A matching field is a combinatorial object that encodes a weight
vector for the ring K[P;]. These weight vectors are induced from a weight on the ring K[x; ;],
see Definition 2.2. The aim of this section is to define a particular family of matching fields
called block diagonal matching fields. We will show that these matching fields give rise to
toric degenerations of Richardson varieties inside Grassmannians and flag varieties.

A matching field also admits the data of a monomial map K[P;] — K[x; ;] which takes
each Pj to a term of the Pliicker form ¢,(P;) = det(X;) € K[x;;]. The ideal of the matching
field is the kernel of this monomial map, which is a toric (prime binomial) ideal. Whenever a
block diagonal matching field gives rise to a toric initial ideal, the corresponding toric ideal
equals to the matching field ideal.

Definition 2.2. Given integers k,n and 0 < € < n, we fix the k X n matrix M, with entries:

(-Dmn-j+1) ifi+2
M(i,j) = {€—j+1 ifi=21<j<¢,
n—j+{+1 ifi=2¢<j<n.

Let X = (x;;) be a k x n matrix of indeterminates. For each k-subset J of [n], the initial
term of the Pliicker form ¢,(P;) € K[x;;] denoted by iny,(Py) is the sum of all terms in
©n(Py) of the lowest weight, where the weight of a monomial m is the sum of entries in M,
corresponding to the variables in m. We denote My(m) for the weight of m. We prove below
that inp, (Py) is a monomial for each subset J C [n]. The weight of each variable P; € K[P/]
is defined as the weight of each term of iny,(Py) with respect to My, and it is called the
weight induced by My. We denote w; for the weight vector induced by M,.

Lemma 2.3. Let M = (m;;) and M’ = (m’ ) be k X n weight matrices. Suppose there exists
p € {L...,n} such that m; = m; for allt € [k] and j € [n]\p. Suppose that there exists
ceR such that m’p =mj,+c for alli € {1,...,k}. Then the initial terms of the Pliicker
forms are the same with respect to M and M’.

Proof. Let J be a k-subset of [n]. If J does not contain p then the submatrices of M and M’
with columns indexed by J coincide, hence the initial terms of the Pliicker form ¢, (P;) with
respect to M and M’ are the same. On the other hand, if J contains p then consider each
monomial x in the Pliicker form ¢,(Py). The monomial is squarefree and contains a unique
variable of the form x;, for some i € {1,...,k}. Therefore M’'(x) = M(x) + c. Therefore the
initial term of ¢,(Py) is the same with respect to M and M’. O

By the same method, one can prove an analogous result for weight matrices which differ
by a constant in a particular row.



Proposition 2.4. Let M = My be the k X n weight matriz and J = {j1 < --- < jx} C [n] be
a k-subset. Then the initial term iny(Py) of the Pliicker form is the leading diagonal term,
i particular it is a monomial.

Proof. We show that the leading diagonal term of the Pliicker form ¢, (Py) is the initial term
inp(Py). We proceed by induction on k. If k£ = 1 then the result holds trivially. So assume
k > 1. We have

on(Py) = Z Xjoa) " *hjo)

TSk

For each o= € §k such that xyj, .« - Xk, has minimum weight with respect to M, consider
the value o (k) € [k]. Suppose o (k) = p for some p € [k]. Then, by induction, we have that
the leading term of the @,(Pj\;,) is the leading diagonal term. So (1) = 1,...,0(p - 1) =
p—-Lop)=p+1,...,0(k—1)=k and o(k) = p, therefore the weight of the monomial is

p-1 k
M(X1jy) Xjpg) = D= D= ji + 1)+ > (= 2)(n=ji+ 1)+ (k= D)n = jp + 1)
i=1 i=p+1

k k
=X i=Dn—ji+1)= D (n=ji+ 1)+ (k=p)n—jp+1)
i=1

i=p+1

k
= M(-xl,jl e xk,jk) + Z ji - (k _p)jp
i=p+1

Note that j, < jy¢1 < -+ < ji and so Zf:pﬂ Ji — (k = p)j, > 0. Therefore, if (k) < k
then the weight M(xy,,, " Xk j,¢,) 18 not minimum. Hence o-(k) = k and we are done by
induction. O

Proposition 2.5. Let £ € {1,...,n— 1}, M = M,, the k X n weight matriz, and J = {j1 <
<o+ < jx} € [n] be a k-subset. Suppose k > 2, then the initial term of the Plicker form ¢,(Py)
15 given by
iy (Py) = X1’]:1X2’J:QXS’J:3 .. .xk,J:k if j1 > f or jo <€,
X1,joX2,jy X3,js - - - Xk,j,  Otherwise.
In particular the leading term is a monomial.

Proof. Suppose that j; > €. By definition, the weight matrices My and My differ only in the
second row. The entries of the second row are

(Mp): [nn—-1 ... 1],

My): [€€-1 ... 1nn-1 ... €+1].
Consider the submatrices of My and M, consisting of the columns indexed by J. Since j; > ¢
the second row entries differ by exactly € in each respective position. And so by the row-

version of Lemma 2.3, the leading term of the Pliicker form ¢,(Py) is the same with respect
to My and M,. By Proposition 2.4, the initial term is iny(Py) = x1,j, X2,j, X3 j5 - - - Xk_j -
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Suppose that j; < €. We will prove the result by induction on k. For the case k = 2 we

have
0 0 ... 00 0 0

Me=lp o1 01 non=1 ... ¢e+1|"

If j1 > € or jo < € then the leading term of the Pliicker form ¢,(Py) is the leading diagonal
term, i.e. iny(Py) = x1,j, X2,j,. Otherwise we have j; < € and jp > ¢, and so the leading term
of the Pliicker form is the antidiagonal term, i.e. iny(Py) = x1,j,X2,j, -

Suppose k > 2. For each o € S such that xi,, .. Xk, has minimum weight with
respect to My, consider the value p = o(k) € [k]. Let J" = J\j, = {j] < jy < - <ji_1}
There are two cases for J’, either ji < € or j; > £.

Case 1. Assume j; < ¢. By induction we have iny(Py) = x1j1x2js ... Xk=1,j{_,- And so
we have o(1)=1,...,0(p-1)=p-1L,0(p)=p+1,...,0(k—-1) = k,o(k) = p. Suppose by
contradiction that p < k — 1, then we have

k k
Me(xX1j, 0 - - Xkjoy) = Me(x1jy - - Xk j) = Z (Mt’(xi,j(r(i)) - Mf(xi,ji)) = Z(i - V(i = Jow)
i=p i=p
k-1 k k
= (Z(i - 1)(ji - j,~+1>) + (k= 1D)(ik = Jip) = ( > ji) +(p=Kijp= ), Gi=ip) > 0.
i=p i=p+1 i=p+1

But by assumption xyj,, - - - Xk j,4, has minimum weight, a contradiction. And so we have
p = k hence iny(Py) = x1,j, X2y - - - Xk j; -

Case 2. Assume j; > . Either we have ji < € or ji > {. In this case assume further
that ji < ¢, we will show that ji > ¢ is impossible in Case 3. By induction we have
ing(Py) = X1,j5 X2,j1 X3 1« o Xk—1,j7 - Assume by contradiction that k # p. We proceed by
taking cases on p, either p=1,p=2o0r3<p<k-1.

Case 2.1 Assume p = 1. Sowe have 0(1) =3,0(2) =2,0(3) =4,...,0k-1) =k, 0(k) =
1. Since j, < ji < ¢, we have

k

Me(X1j, ) - - - Xhjoy) = Me(X1jy X2y - - Xk ji) = Z (Mé’(xi,j(,(,»)) - Mt’(xi,j,-))
iz

k k-1
= > i = Vi = o) = (Z(i - (i - m) + (k= 1)k = jr)
i=3

i=1

k k
= (Z ji) +2jg—(k—1)j1 = (Z(ji - jl)) +2(j3 — j1) > 0.
i=d

i=4
But by assumption x1j,, - - - Xk, has minimum weight, a contradiction.
Case 2.2 Assume p = 2. So we have o7(1) = 3,0(2) = L,c(3)=4,...,0(k—=1) = k,o(k) =



2. Since j, < ji < ¢, we have

k

Moty Xhjo) = MLy X2y - X) = ) (Mf(xz;m)) - Mf(xi,ji))
i=1

k k-1
= > (= Vi = jow) = 2= D(j2 = j1) + (Z(i - 1)(ji - j,-+1>) + (k= 1)(jx = j2)
i=1 i=3

k k
= (Z ji) +2j3—j1—(k=2)ja = (Z(ji —jz)) + (3 —J2)+ (s —Jj1) > 0.
i=4 i=4
But by assumption x1,j,, - - . Xk, has minimum weight, a contradiction.

Case 2.3 Assume 3 < p<k-1. And so we have 0(1) =2,0(2) = 1,0(3) =3,...,0(p -
HD=p-Lolp) =p+1,...,0(k-1)=k,o(k) =p. Therefore

M~

Me(X1 gty - - X)) — Me(X1jp X2, X8,y - - Xk ji) = (Mf(xi,ja@) - Mf(xi,ji))

i=3

k k-1
= > (= Vi = Jow) = (Z(i - (i - ji+1)) + (k= 1)k = Jp)

i=p i=p

k
(Z Jz)"‘(P k)jp = Z(Jl Jp) > 0.

_p+1 —p+1

But by assumption x; 10(1) - Xk,joq, Das minimum weight, a contradiction.
Case 3. Assume ]1,]2 > f By induction, we have iny(Py/) = xljerJ - Xk=1,j]_,- Since
J1 < € we must have ji = jo,...j;_; = jrand so (1) = 2,0(2) = O'(k 1) =k, O'(k) =1.

k
Me(X1jyq) - - - X jr) = Me(X1,jp X2,y X3, jg - - - Xk ji ) = (Mf(xzjo-(g)) - M[(XQ,jl))"'Z (M{’(xi, Jow) — Me(xi, j,-))
i=3

k-1
=((n—jz+C+1)— (- ]1+1))+Z(l D(i—jow) = (1- 13>+n+(2(z—1)<1, ]z+1))+(k D(jk—j1)

i=3 i=3

k
(ij) +js—(k=2)j1+n= (Z(]l 11)) +j3+n>0.

i=3 i=3

But by assumption xyj, . ... Xk j,,, has minimum weight, a contradiction. And so if jj > ¢
then we must have jj < €. m|

Definition 2.6. Given integers k, n and 0 < € < n, M, leads to a permutation for each subset
I ={i,...,ix} C [n]. More precisely, we think of I as being identified with the Pliicker form



@n(Pr) and we consider the set to be ordered by I = {i; < --- < i;}. Since iny,(Pr) is a unique
term in the corresponding minor of X = (x;;), we have iny, (Pr) = XLigy " Xhdg for some
o € Sk, which we call the permutation associated to My. We represent the variable inyy, (Py)
as a k X 1 tableau where the entry of (j,1) is i,(;) for each j € [k]. And so we can think of
M, as inducing a new ordering on the elements of I which can be read from the tableau.

Remark 2.7. By Propositions 2.4 and 2.5 the initial term in,(Py) is a monomial for each
Pliicker form ¢,(Py) where J = {j1 < --- < jix} C [n]. Furthermore, these propositions give a
precise description of the initial terms and the induced weight on the Pliicker variable P; as
follows.

0 if k=1,
(M+l+1—jo)+ Xk o(i-1)m+1~-j) ifk>1and [JNn{l,...,¢} =0,
(C+1=j1)+ kG- Dn+1-j;) ifk>1and |[JN{L...,¢}| =1,
(C+1—jo)+ Xigli—D(m+1-ji) if |JN{L,...,¢}] >2.

we(Py) =

Propositions 2.4 and 2.5 show that the permutation given by M, and associated to J, which
defines the matching field, is given by:

Cfid  ifk=lor [Jn{L....0} #1,
BJ) = {(12) otherwise,

where (12) is the transposition interchanging 1 and 2. The functions B, are called 2-block
diagonal matching fields in [MS19]. Note that ¢ = 0 or n gives rise to the choice of the diagonal
terms in each submatrix as in Example 2.8. Such matching fields are called diagonal. See,
e.g. [SZ93, Example 1.3]. Given a block diagonal matching field By we define B;; = {1,...,¢}
and Bg,z = {€+ 1,...,n}.

Example 2.8. Let k =3, n =5 and ¢ = 0, so the matching field By is the diagonal matching
field, with By1 = 0 and Bga = {1,2,3,4,5}. We have

0 00 0O X11 X12 X13 X14 X15
My=15 4 3 2 1| a weight matrix for X = [x21 Xx22 X23 X24 X235
10 8 6 4 2 X31 X32 X33 X34 X35

The corresponding weight vector on Pyo3, P24, . . ., P345 is wg = (10,8,6,7,5,4,7,5,4,4). Thus,
for each I = {i < j < k} € [5] we have that inp,(Pr) = x1;x2jx3r. Therefore, the correspond-
ing tableaux for P; are:

1 1 1 1 1 1 2 2 2 3
20,120,131, 3|,14],13|,|31|,4/,|4
3 4 ) 4 5 ) 4 3 ) 5

Note that each initial term inpg,(Py) is the leading diagonal term of the Pliicker form ¢, (Py).
Let us consider a block diagonal matching field which is not diagonal.
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Example 2.9. Let k =3, n=>5 and ¢ = 3. Then By = {1,2,3}, Bea = {4,5} and
0
3

0 0
My = 2 1
8 6

—_
=~ Ot O
N =~ O

0

Comparing this matrix with My, the weight matrix for the diagonal case, we see that the only
differences are in the second row. The entries of the second row are obtained by permuting
the entries in the second row of My. The corresponding weight vector on the Pliicker variables
P123, P124, . . ., P345 18

wo =(8,6,4,5,3,5,5,3,4,3).

For each I = {i, j, k} we have the corresponding tableaux for P; which are

1 1 1 1 1 4 2 2 4 4
2 11,131, ]3],
3 4 ) 4 3 ) 4 3 ) 5

\V)

3. Degenerations inside Grassmannians

3.1 Grobner degenerations induced by matching fields. In this section we intro-
duce the main tool for studying Grobner degenerations. These objects are called restricted
matching field ideals, which are obtained from the toric initial ideals of the Grassmannian
by setting some variables to zero. We begin by studying restricted matching field ideals
and later, in Section 5, we show that these ideals coincide with initial ideals of Richardson
varieties inside the Grassmannian.

Notation. Throughout this section we fix k, n, € and the weight vector wg, see Definition 2.7.
We denote the initial ideal of G, with respect to wy by G := ing,(Gg,). This is defined
as the ideal generated by polynomials iny,(f) for all polynomials f € Gy, where

co, P and d=min{a;-we: i=1,...,1}.

M-

i (f)= Y P for f=

aj-we=d i=1

The ideal Gy ¢ is introduced in [CM20]. In the following theorem we summarize some of its
important properties. We refer to Section 4 of [CM20] for detailed proofs.

Theorem 3.1 (Theorem 4.1, Theorem 4.3 and Corollary 4.7 in [CM20]).

(1) The ideal Gy is toric and it is equal to the kernel of the monomial map
(ﬁg: K[P]] e K[xij] wz’th P] = sgn(Bg(I)) iIlM[(PI). (31)

Here My is the matriz in Definition 2.2 and sgn(—) denotes the standard sign function
for permutations.
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(ii) The ideal Gy, has a quadratic Grébner basis with respect to we. In particular, there
exist quadratic polynomials g1, . ..,8s in Grn such that

Gk,n,f = <int(g1), o s ey inW[(gs)>’
where s is the size of a quadratic minimal generating set of Gy,.

The kernel of the monomial map (3.1) is the matching field ideal of the block diagonal
matching field B, and, in this case, coincides with the initial ideal of the Grassmannian Gy . ¢.
We recall that the ideal of the Richardson variety is (G, +(P;: 1 € S” k)) NK[pP:1€T), ]
Replacing Gy, with a matching field ideal leads us to the construction of the restrlcted
matching field ideal. Note that the ideal Gy (|, is also quadratically generated since it is
obtained from Gy, by setting some variables to zero. For an explicit construction of a
quadratic generating set for Gy |, see Lemma 5.2.

Definition 3.2 (Restricted matching field ideal). Given a collection S of k-subsets of [n],
denote by T the collection of k-subsets of [n] that are not in §. We define Gy ¢ls = (G +
(Pr:1€S)NK[P;: €T

It is useful to think of Gy, ¢|s as the ideal obtained from Gy, by setting the variables
{P; : I € S} to be zero. And so we say that the variable P; vanishes in Gyels if I € S.
Similarly we say that a polynomial or monomial f € K[P; : I C [n], |I| = k] vanishes in
Ginels if f € (Py: 1 €S). The ideal Gy, ¢ls can be computed in Macaulay2 [GS] as an
elimination ideal using the command eliminate(Gy ¢+ (P;: 1€ S),{P;: 1 € S}).

Let w = (wq,...,wg) and v = (vq,...,vr) be two Grassmannian permutations with v < w.
To simplify our notation through this note, we define the following ideals:

Ginelw = Gkntls, o Gintl” = Grnelsy and  Grnely, = Ginclsy, - (3.2)

Note that ideals in (3.2) are all generated in degree two, since they are obtained by setting
some variables to zero in the ideal Gy, ¢ which is generated in degree two by Theorem 3.1.
The proof of this claim is given in Lemma 5.2 in which we give an explicit generating set.

3.2 Richardson varieties. Here, we follow our notation in (3.2). First we show that the
set of permutations leading to zero Richardson varieties is independent of £. Then we use
this to characterize all zero ideals of the form Gy, (|},

Let us begin with an example which illustrates our techniques for manipulating tableaux
in the following proofs.

Example 3.3. Following Example 2.9, let k =3, n =5 and ¢ = 3. Let v =(1,3,5,2,4) and
w = (2,4,5,1,3) be permutations and so we have

8!« = {123,124,125,134,234,345}, T, = {135, 145,235, 245}.

Consider the binomial relation Pi35P245 — P145P235 in Gino- Since 135, 245, 145,235 € Tv‘;k
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we have that Pi35Pass — P1a5Pass € Ginply,- In tableau form, the relation is

11]2 112
P135P245 — P1asPo3s = | 3 |4 |- 4| 3
515 515

However the tableaux above are not matching field tableaux for the matching field Bs,
moreover the binomial Pi35P245 — P145P235 does not lie in the matching field ideal Gy .
This is most easily seen shown by observing that the matching field tableaux representing
P135P235 and Py45P235 are not row-wise equal. Explicitly

114 4|2
PissPoss =| 3 | 2|, PigsPas=|113
515 515

However, by permuting the entries in these tableaux we can obtain a binomial inside Gy ¢
for which at least one of the terms does not vanish. In this case we have P195P345 — P135P245 €
Gine and Pi135Pa45 does not vanish in Gy ¢|y,. In tableau form we have

1|4 114
P195P345 — P135Poss = 2 | 3 |—| 3| 2
515 515

S0 Gincly, is non-zero. In this case we have that Pyo5P345 vanishes in Gy |, and so G zl;,
contains a monomial while it can be shown that Gy |, does not contain any monomials.

Proposition 3.4. The ideal Gy nel), is zero if and only if Ginol,, is zero.

Proof. We begin by showing that if Gy ,pl,, is nonzero then so is Gincly,. Suppose that
PiPy — Py Py is a binomial in Gy o such that P;P; does not vanish in Gy ,ol,. Now if we
have that P;P; — Py Py is a binomial in Gy, then we are done. So let us assume that
P;Py— Pp Py is not a binomial in Gy ,¢. In particular, if Be(1) = B¢(J) then it easily follows
that B¢(I) = Be(J) = B¢(I") = Be(J’) and so P;P; — PyPy € Gyne. So we must have that
Be(I) # B¢(J). So without loss of generality let us assume that B¢(I) = id and Bg(J) = (12).
Since P;Pj— Py Py is not a binomial in Gy, ¢, when written in tableau form, P;P; and Py P
are not row-wise equal. Since P;P; — Py Py € Gy, all but the first two rows of P;P; and
P Py are row-wise equal. Therefore the first two rows of P;P; and Pp Py different (even
after permutation of the columns):

I J r yv
h|lja| | a|A
i2 | j2 J2 | i2
X|Y X |Y

Here X, Y, X', Y’ represent the remaining parts of the tableaux. Since the first two rows are
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different, we deduce that the entries iy,io, j1, jo are distinct. There are two cases, either
i1,i2 € Bg’l or iy, o € Bg,g.

Case 1. Assume i1,i2 € Brj. Let @ < § <y be the values iy, i2, j1 written in ascending
order. We define the sets I = {a, B} UY, J ={y, o} UY, I’ ={a,y} UY and J' = {B, jo} UY.
Consider the binomial P;Pj — Py, Pj,. In tableau form this binomial is

N

I J J’
@ |jo| || )2
By Y | B
Y|Y Y|Y

Note that I, J, I’ and J’' are well-defined as i1,is ¢ Y. Since the two tableau are row-wise
equal we have that P;Pj — Py, Py, is a binomial in Gy e. Since i1 < iz and j1 < iz we have
that iy = y so Py, Pj, does not vanish in Gy ¢[,,. So we have shown that Gy, [;, is nonzero.

Case 2. Assume iy,i2 € Bra. Let @ < B < y be the values iy, is, jo written in ascending
order. Let Z = X if iy > jo, otherwise let Z = Y. We define the sets I = {a,y} U Z,
J={B,j1}UZ, I'={B,y}UZ and J' = {a, j1} U Z. The binomial P;jPj — Pj,Pj, is given by
the tableaux

I J r J
a | B| |B|a
Y | J1 Y |1
Z\| z Z\| z

Since the tableaux are row-wise equal we have P;P;j— P, Pj, is a binomial in Gy . If iy = «
then PjPj does not vanish in Gy, Otherwise if iy = g then P;Pj does not vanish in
Gincly,- Note that we cannot have iy = y because i1 < is. So we have shown that Gy, |}, is
NONZEro.

For the converse we show that if Gy ([}, is nonzero then Gy npl), is nonzero. Let P;P; —
Py Py be a binomial in Gy, such that P;P; does not vanish in Gy n¢|,,. If PiP;— Pp Py is
a binomial in Gy, then we are done. So we assume that P;P; — Pp Py is not a binomial in
Gino- Therefore we have that By(I) # B¢(J) and we may assume without loss of generality
that Be(I) = id and By(J) = (12). We also deduce that, written in tableau form, the first two
rows of P;P; and Py Pj are different (even after permutation of the columns)

I J r v
o Jj2 | |0 | J2
2 | J1 J1 | @2
XY XY

Where X,Y, X’,Y’ represent the remaining parts of the tableaux. Since the first two rows
are different, we deduce that the entries iy, io, j1, jo are distinct. There are two cases, either
1,09 € Bg’l or iy, i € Bg,g.

Case 1. Assume i1,i2 € Brj. Let @ < § <y be the values iy, i2, j1 written in ascending
order. Let Z = X if iy > ji, otherwise let Z = Y. We define the sets I = {a,y} U Z,
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J={Bjo}UZ, I'={B,y} UZ and J' = {a, jo} U Z. The binomial P;P;j — P; P}, is given by
the tableaux

I J r oy
@ | B |B|a
Y | J2 Y |2
Z | Z Z | Z

Since the tableaux are row-wise equal, we have P;Pj — Py, Pj, is a binomial in Gy 0. Since
i1 < iz and iy < j; we have that iy = a so Pj,Pj, does not vanish in Gy ,pl,,. So we have
shown that Gy 0y, is nonzero.

Case 2. Assume i1,i2 € Bra. Let @ < § <y be the values iy, i2, j2 written in ascending
order. Define the sets I = {&, B} U X, J = {ji,y}UX, I’ = {a,y} UX and J' = {j;,B} U X.
The binomial P;Pj — P, Pj, is given by the tableaux

I J r J
|| |@|j
By Y| B
X | X X | X

Since the tableaux are row-wise equal we have that P;Pj — P;Pj is a binomial in Gy .
Note that B(J’) = id so j < iz. Since iy < i we have that io = y so P;Pj does not vanish
in Ginoly,- So we have shown that Gy ,0l,, is nonzero. |

We now prove our main result in this section which give a complete characterization of
nonzero monomial-free ideals of Richardson varieties inside Grassmannians.

Theorem 3.5.
(1) Grnely, is monomial-free if and only if Ginelw and Gypnel|® are both monomial-free.
(ii) Grnoly, is zero if and only if at least one of the following holds:

. . ’ .
— There exists somei such that vi = w; and Gk_Ln,olva, is zero where we define the per-
mutations v, w' asv’' = (Vi,..., Vi1, Vitls - - -, Vi) and w’ = (W1, .. ., Wi—1, Wit 1, - - ., Wk).

— There exists some i such thatv =G, i+1,...,i+k—=1) andw=>G+1,...,i+k).
Proof. (i). By definition we have

Gintly = (Grne +(Pr:1€S,  NNK[P:1¢S,,]
= (Gipe+(Pr:1€ 8,1y +(Pr:1e€SHNK[P;:1¢ SVVV’,{]

= (G + Py 1 € Sy NEIP 1 ¢S),])
+((Grne + 4Py T e SPYNEKIP 2 1 8),])
= Gintlw + Ginel” CK[Pr 1 ¢S, ]
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In the above we consider Gg ¢l and Gy ¢|” as ideals of the ring K[P; : [ ¢ vav,k] by inclusion
of their generators. On the one hand if Gy ¢|" or Gk e|w contain a monomial then the same
monomial appears in G, ¢[),. On the other hand suppose that G|, contains a monomial
PiPythenv < I,J <w. Also there exists I’,J’ such that P;P; — PPy is a binomial in Gy ¢
and either I’,J" 2 vor I',J' £ w. If I')J" # v then P;P; is a monomial in Gy ¢|". If I',J" £w
then P;P;y is a monomial in Gy |-

(ii). First suppose that there exists some i such that v; = w; and Gk—l,n,0|vvv// = 0. Suppose
by contradiction that P;P; does not vanish in Gy ,l,, where P;P; — Pp Py is a binomial in
Gino. By removing the jth entry of 1,J,I’ and J' we obtain sets I,J, I’ and J’. Note that
PjPj— P} Pj, is a binomial in Gy_1,,0. Also by assumption P;P; does not vanish in Gk_l’n’()m,,
which is a contradiction. So Gl = 0.

Suppose that, v=(vi,vi+1,...,vi+k—=1and w=(vi + v +2,...,vi + k). Suppose
by contradiction that there is a binomial P;P; — PPy in Gy,o such that PPy does not
vanish in Gy ,ol,,- Then we have that iy, j1 € {vi,vi + 1},..., ik jk € {vi + kK — Lvi + k}.
Since I # J we may assume without loss of generality that there exists s such that iy < j;.
Therefore we have iy = vi + s — 1 and jg = v + 5. This determines the following values of
I: iy =v,io =vi+1,...,ig = vg +5 — 1 and also determines the following values for J:
Js =Vvi+ S8, jse1 =vi+s+1,...,jkr =vi+ k. We now focus on I’ and J'. Without loss of
generality we may assume that i = iy = v + s — 1 and j; = j; = vi + 5. Similarly these
values determine the same values of I’ and J’. Therefore I’ and I are identical on the first
s + 1 values and so J and J’ are also identical on these values. Also J and J’ are identical
on the last n — s values because j; = vi + 5. Hence J and J’ are identical and the binomial
P[PJ - P]/Pj/ is trivial.

For the converse take a pair of Grasmmannian permutations v, w such that Gy,l;, = 0.
First let us assume there exists ¢ such that v, = w;. We show that Gk_l,n,om', = 0 by
contradiction. Let P;Py — Py Pj be a binomial in Gg_1,,0 such that P;P; does not vanish in
Gk—l,nﬂl»vv/" We have that v,_1 < v; < vie1 and wy—1 < wy = v; < wyyq. Since PrP; does not
vanish we have i;_1, j-1 < w1 < wy = vy < vy < iy, J;. Therefore we may add v; to each
I,J,I' and J’ to obtain I, J, I’ and J'. By construction PjPj— P, Pj, a binomial for Gyl
for which P;jPj does not vanish, a contradiction.

Now let us assume that for each ¢, we have v, < w,. Now we will show that v and w are
of the desired form by contradiction. That is, we assume that there exists s such that either
Vsrl — Vs = 2 or weyr1 — wy > 2. We treat these as two separate cases.

Case 1. Let vy 1 — vy > 2 for some 5. Then let

I={V1,...,vk}, J:{v1+1,...,vk+1},

’ ’
I'={vi,...,vpvgr1+ L ...,vg+1}and J ' ={vi+1,...,vs + L,ver1,..., Vi }.

Note that vy + 1 < vg41 because vei1 — vy > 2. Since v; < w; for each ¢ therefore none of
Py, Py, Py and Py vanish in Gy ppl),. By construction we have P;P; — PyPy is a binomial in
Gino and so Ggpoly, is nonzero, a contradiction.
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Case 2. Let wyi1 —wy > 2 for some s. Then let
I={wy,...owe}, J={wi—-1...,wr—1},

I'={w ..., wowee1—1L,...,wrg=1}and J' ={wi1 = 1L,...,ws — Lwgi1,..., v}

Note that wy, < wey1 — 1 because wg1 — wy > 2. Since v; < w; for each ¢ therefore none of
Py, Py, Py and Py vanish in Gy ppl;,. By construction we have P;P; — PyPy is a binomial in
Gino and so G0l is nonzero, a contradiction. m]

3.3 Schubert and opposite Schubert varieties. We first recall the characterization of
nonzero monomial-free Schubert ideals from [CM20)].

Lemma 3.6 (Theorem 5.7 in [CM20]).
(1) The ideal Gpelw contains a monomial if and only if:

—¢#0
—wy €{2,....,n—=k}\{l}, and
— {wo, ... owrt C{E€+1,...,n}\{w1 + 1}

(ii) The ideal Gpelw is zero if and only if w belongs to the following set:

~

Zin={(L2.. . k=1i): k<i<n}U{(L... 0 ... kk+1):1<i<k-1}

Remark 3.7. As a special example of pairs of permutations which satisfy the conditions of
Theorem 3.5(ii), we have that if w € Z;, or wov € Z;,, then Gy ¢, is zero.

The proofs of many of the statements here rely on the following key but straightforward
observation.

Lemma 3.8 (Key Lemma). Fizn > k. LetI,J € ([Z]). Then I < J if and only if wol > woJ.

Before stating our main result, we first characterize which ideals are zero and which ideals
contain monomials, which arise from the diagonal case when ¢ = 0. We then extend this
result to arbitrary € in Theorem 3.11.

Lemma 3.9. The ideal Gi,o|” is zero if and only if wov € Zy,. Moreover, if € = 0 or
{>n—k+1, then the ideal Gine|' is either zero or it does not contain any monomial.

Proof. For the first statement, Gy ,0|" is nonzero if and only if there exists a binomial P;P;—
PPy in Gypo such that I,J > v. By Lemma 3.8 I,J > v if and only if wol, woJ < wov.
Observe that Py 1Pys — Pworr Py is also a binomial in Gy ,o and all binomials can be
written in this form since wg = id. Therefore Gy, 0|" is non-zero if and only if Gy pnolw,v is
Non-zero.

The second statement is a consequence of Lemma 3.6 and the bijection between binomials
described above. If Gg,¢|" contains a monomial P;P; then there exists a binomial P;P; —
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PpPyp in Gynpo such that I,J > v and I',J’ < v. By Lemma 3.8, wol,woJ < wov and
wol’, woJ" > wov. Since Pyy1Pywys — Pwor Pwyse 1s also a binomial in Gy 0, therefore Py 1Py s
is a monomial in Gy p¢|w,v, Which contradicts Lemma 3.6. O

In the above proof of Lemma 3.9, if By is the non-diagonal block diagonal matching field
and P;Pj— Py Py is a binomial in its corresponding initial ideal Gy, ¢ then it does not follow
that Py, rPwos — PworrPwos is also a binomial. We illustrate this point with the following
example.

Example 3.10. Consider Gr(3,6) with block diagonal matching field By where By; = {1}
and By ={2,3,4,5,6}. We describe the binomial through the following tableaux:

I J rJ
214 412
1/5] [1]5
516 5] 6

We apply wg to each set above to obtain the sets,
wol ={2,5,6}, woJ = {1,2,3}, wol’ ={2,3,6}, woJ' = {1,2,5}.

We show that these sets do not give a binomial with respect to the matching field Bj.
Consider the position of 3 which appears only in wogJ and wgl’. The true order of wyJ is
(2,1,3) and the true order of wol’ is (2, 3,6). We see that the value 3 does not lie in the same
position, hence the sets do not give rise to a binomial.

We note that it is also enough to show that wg(wgl) + we(woJ) # we(wol’) + we(woJ’),
however the above method considers only the true order of sets woJ and wol’. In general,
we will use the true orders of sets and their tableaux in our proofs because there may be
many different weight vectors that induce the same matching field.

We are now able to prove our main result about opposite Schubert varieties in the Grass-
mannian which characterizes all permutations v for which Gy ,¢|" contains a monomial or is
Zero.

Theorem 3.11.
(1) The ideal Ggpel' contains a monomial if and only if:

—1<t{<n-k+1
- V1€{1,...,{7}
—voe{v+2,...,np\{€+1}

(ii) The ideal Gypnel' is zero if and only if wov € Zgp.

18



Proof. (i) Suppose that £ > 1 and Gy ¢|" is nonzero. First assume that € <n -k + 1 and
take v = (v1,...,vx) such that vi € Bgy and vy € {vi +2,...,n}\{€ + 1}. We will show that
G|’ contains a monomial by taking cases on vo. Note that vo # € + 1.

Case 1. Let vo < ¢. Consider the following sets which we write in the true order
according to the matching field. Let

I={+1,vo—1Ln—k+3n—-k+4,....n—-1n}, J={vi,von—-k+3,n—-k+4,...,n—1,n},

I'={vi,vo-1L,n—k+3,n—k+4,....n—-1Ln}and J' = {{+1,vo,n—k+3,n—k+4,...,n—1,n}.

By construction we have that
P;P; — Py Py

is a binomial in Gy ¢. We have that I” 2 v hence P vanishes in Gy, ¢|". However I > v and
J > v hence P;P; appears as a monomial in Gy ¢|”.
Case 2. Let vy > ¢ + 2. We now prove that vo + k — 1 < n. Suppose by contradiction

that vo + k — 1 > n then it follows that v3 = vo +1, vy = v3+ 1, ..., vi = n. Now we have
that wov = (1,2,...,k—1,n—vy + 1) € Z,,. By Lemma 3.9, Gy ,.¢|" is zero, a contradiction.
Therefore vo + k — 1 < n. It follows that there exists j € {2,...,k} such that v; + 1 < n and
vi+ 1€ {vji1,vjso, ..., vk}

Consider the following sets which we write in the true order according to the matching
field. Let

I={vo,vi,v3,...,vi}, J={C+Lvo+Lvs+1...,vioi+Lvi+1Lvi,vjea ..., v},

I'={+1Lv,vs....,n}and J ={vo,vo+ Lvs+1,...,vio1 + Lvj + Lvje1, vjso, ..., i}

By construction we have that
PPy — P; Py

is a binomial in Gy ¢. Since v > € + 2, we have that I’ < v hence Pp vanishes in Gy, ¢|".
However I > v and J > v hence P;P; appears as a monomial in Gy ¢|".

For the converse we assume that Gy ,¢|" is contains a monomial. If £ > n—k +1 or
¢ = 0 then by Lemma 3.9 we have that Gy, ¢|" is monomial-free, a contradiction. So we may
assume that £ < n—k + 1. Suppose by contradiction that vi ¢ By then vi > € + 1. Suppose
PPy is a monomial appearing in Gy ,¢|". In particular P; and P; do not vanish so we have
that 1, J > v. We deduce that INBg; = 0 and JN By = 0. Suppose that the monomial P;P;
is obtained from the binomial P;P; — PPy in iny,(Gg,). Then we have that I’ N By = 0
and J' N Bg1 = 0. Therefore the true ordering on all indices 7, 1’, J, J’ is the diagonal order.
It follows that the same monomial must appear in the ideal Gy ,,0|". However by Lemma 3.9,
Ginol” is monomial-free, a contradiction. So we may assume that v € By .

It remains to show that if G, ¢|" contains a monomial then vy € {vi +2,...,n}\{€ + 1}.
By the above argument, we may assume that 1 <{ <n—-k+1 and v; € By;.
Assume by contradiction that vo ¢ {vi +2,...,n}\{€ + 1}. Then there are two cases,

either vo =vi+1lorvg =€+ 1.
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Case 1. Let vo9 = vy + 1. Let P;P; be a monomial in Gg,¢|” arising from a binomial
PIP_] - P[/Pj/ in Gk’n,g and write

I:{i1<---<ik} and J={j1<'-~<jk}.

By assumption we have I,J > v so in particular iy, j1 > v1 and is, jo > vo. It is easy to see
that B¢(I) # Be(J) otherwise it follows that P P; does not vanish in Gy ,¢|". So without
loss of generality, assume that By(I) = id and By(J) = (12). So, in tableau form, the binomial
P[PJ - P['PJ' is given by

I J r Jy
i1 J2 i1 | Jo

2 | J1 Ji | i2

Note, we must have the first two rows of these two tableaux are different, otherwise Pp Py
does not vanish in Gy ,¢|".

By assumption we have ig, jo > vo hence P;s does not vanish in Gy ,¢|". Hence P must
vanish. We take cases on B¢(I’).

Case 1l.a. Let By(I’) = id. Then we have i; < j;. Since Pp vanishes, we must have
j1 <v2 =vy + 1. Therefore i1 < vy, a contradiction.

Case 1.b. Let By(I’) = (12). Then we have j; < i;. Since Pp vanishes we must have
i1 <vg=vy+1, and so j; < vy which is a contradiction.

Case 2. Let vo = £+ 1. Let P;P; be a monomial in Gy,¢|" arising from a binomial
P[P] - P]/Pj' in inW[(Gk,n) and write

I={ii<---<iy} and J={j1<---<Ji}.

By assumption we have I,J > v so in particular iy, j1 > v and ig, jo > vo. It is easy to see
that Be(I) # Be(J) otherwise it follows that Py Pj does not vanish in Gy ,¢|". So without
loss of generality, assume that By(I) = id and By(J) = (12). So, in tableau form, the binomial
P;P; — Pp Py is given by

I J r J
i1 J2 i1 | Jo
o | J1 J1 | i2

Note, we must have the first two rows of these two tableaux are different, otherwise P Py
does not vanish in Gy,¢|". By assumption we have ig, jo > vo = € + 1 hence P, does not
vanish in Gg,¢|". Hence Pp must vanish. Since j; € Bpj, we must have i; < vo. Since
Bi(I) =id and iy > vo = { + 1 € Bga, we must have i; € Bga. So i1 > { + 1, a contradiction.
And so we have shown that vo € {vi + 2,...,n}\{€ + 1}. Therefore v satisfies all desired
conditions.

(ii) Since Giuel” = Ginely, the statement follows from Proposition 3.4 and Lemma 3.9.

O
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) Theorem 3.5

(v, w)

A

v; = w; forsomel <i<mn
Y
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P v _(v17'-'7vi717'vi+17-"7,uk)

Forsomel <i<n
v=(,1+1,...,i+k—1)
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Lemma 3.6 '—»

Theorem 3.11 '—»

wi €4{2,...,n—k}\¢,
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: wy # wy +1 !
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Figure 1: Depiction of the main results in Section 3. In particular we see the characterization of all pairs of
permutations (v, w) for which Gy, ¢|;, is zero, shown in red, and Gy p¢|,, contains monomials, shown in blue.

Remark 3.12. For general Grassmannians, there are other combinatorial constructions lead-
ing to toric degenerations such as plabic graphs, Newton-Okounkov bodies, and cluster
algebras [RW19, BMC20]. We remark that all degenerations arising in this work can be
realized as Grobner degenerations, nevertheless, this is not true in general; See e.g. [KMS15]
for an example of a toric degneration which cannot be identified as a Grobner degeneration.

Remark 3.13. We summarise the results of this section in Figure 1, which depicts the process
by which one obtains pairs of permutations (v, w) whose corresponding ideal Gy, ¢|), is either
zero or contains monomials.




4. Degenerations inside flag varieties

4.1 Grobner degenerations. We first fix our notation throughout this section. Even
though similar results hold for arbitrary ¢, we only include results for the diagonal case as
the general case requires enormous case studies and various technical arguments.

Fix n. We recall the definition of the matrix My from Section 2.5 taking k = n — 1, that
is Mo(i,j)=(—1)(n—j+1)foreach1 <i <n—-1and 1< j <n. We denote w for the weight
vector induced by My on the Pliicker variables and F), := iny([,,) for its initial ideal.

Definition 4.1. Given a collection § of subsets of [n] we denote F),|s for the ideal obtained
from F), by setting the variables {P; : I € S} to be zero. We say that the variable P; vanishes
in Fylg if I € S. In particular, to simplify our notation through this note, we define the
following ideals for every pair of permutations v and w in S;:

Fnlw = FnlSW, Fn|v = Fn|SV and Fn”}v = Fnle,-

Theorem 4.2 (Theorem 3.3 and Corollary 4.13 in [CM19a)). The ideal F, is toric and it is
equal to the ideal of the diagonal matching field, which is the kernel of the monomial map:

¢02 K[PJ] — K[x,-j] with PJ = iHMO(PJ). (41)
Moreover, F, is generated by quadratic binomials.

Similarly to the Grassmannian case, we note that since F,, is quadratically generated, we
have that F,[}, is also quadratically generated. In Lemma 5.2, we give an explicit description
of a canonical quadratic generating set.

Definition 4.3. We write Z,” and T, for the set of permutations v in S, for which F,|” is
zero and monomial-free respectively. We denote by N’ the collection of permutations v € S,
for which the ideal F,|” contains at least one monomial. Note that such ideals are not toric.
Similarly, we denote Z, and T, for the set of permutations w in S, for which the ideal F,|,
is zero and monomial-free, respectively. For Richardson varieties, we define analogous sets:

o TR = {(v,w) € 8,XS, : F,|", has no monomial} and ZX = {(v,w) € S,xS,, : F,|", is zero}.

4.2 Ascending, descending and compatible permutations. In order to classify the
permutations which lie in TR and ZF it is important to define the following combinatorial
properties and sets of permutations.

Definition 4.4. Let w = (wy,...,w,) be a permutation in S, with w; = n.

e We say w has the ascending property if wi < wy < --- <w; = n. We denote S for the
set of permutations with ascending property.

o We say w has the descending property if n = w; > w1 > -+ > wy,. We denote S, for
the set of permutations in S, with descending property.
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e Given k < n, we denote by (w1, . .., w)T the ordered list whose elements are {w1, ..., wi}
taken in increasing order.

o We define W, := {vs;, - e si, {it,...,ip} €1, and iy —ip| > 1 for all a,b € {i1,...,ip}},
where I, ;= {i € [n—1] : viz1 = v; + 1} and s; € S, is the transposition which swaps i

and i + 1.
Suppose that w = (wy, ..., wy41) € Sy41 1S a permutation where w, = n+1 for some t € [n+1].
We denote w = (W1, ..., W1, Wiy« . ., W) € Sy

We use the following simple but important observation in the proof of Theorem 4.17. We
include it here as it follows easily from the definition and highlights an important relationship
between S¥ and S* where v is a permutation with the ascending property.

Lemma 4.5. Suppose v € S,11 has the ascending property and let I C [n + 1] be any subset
withn+1el. Then I >v if and only if I\N{n +1} > v.

Proof. Since v has the ascending property we write vi < vy < --- < v, =n+ 1 for some r. If
|7| < r then we have i1 > vi,...,ij;-1 = V5-1. Hence I\{n + 1} > v. If |[I| > r then ordering
the first |I| elements of v and removing n + 1 is the same as ordering the first |I| — 1 elements
of v. It follows that I\{n + 1} > v. The converse follows from a similar argument. O

Definition 4.6. Let v,w € S, with n = v, = wy and n -1 = vy = wy. We say that v,w are
compatible if v < w and in the case that ¢ # ¢’ the following conditions hold:

<S8, N=Wp>Wpyel>-->w, and n=vVv; > V1> > V.
Given a subset Z C §,, X S, we define its extension as follows:

Z ={(v,w) € Sp41 X Spt1 - (v, w) € Z and v, = w; = n for some ¢}
U{(v,w) € Sp+1 X Sp+1 : (v, w) € Z and v, w are compatible}.

Compatibility of a pair of permutations is important for characterizing Tn]il U Zfﬂ in
terms of TR U ZR.

4.3 Richardson varieties.
Theorem 4.7. With the notation above, we have:
(i) ZZ={(v,w): we W},

(i) TR juzZR =TRuUZR
Proof. To prove (i) suppose that w € W, and assume by contradiction that F,|), is nonzero.
So there exists a binomial P;P; — PPy in F, such that P;P; is nonzero in F,|},.

For each 1 < m < n, let us consider for which sets I we have P; is zero and |I| = m. If

me I, then {vi,...,vp_1} ={wi,...,wp_1} and w,, € {vy, Vins1}. So it follows that if |I| = m
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and P; is nonzero then [ is either {vi,...,vy,} or {vi,...,Vm-1,Vm+1}. On the other hand if
m ¢ I, then it follows that {vi,...,vy,} = {wi,...,wn}. So if P; is nonzero and |I| = m then
I={vi,...,vm}.

Suppose |I| = |J| = m. By assumption the binomial is not trivial and so I # J. By the
above argument, there are at most two different sets of size m whose corresponding variables
do not vanish. So we must have I = {v{,...,v,} and J = {wy,...,w,} and {vi,...,vp-1} =
{w1i,...,wy,_1}. Since P;P; — Py P, is a binomial, it easily follows that either I = I’ and
J=J orl=J and J =I". In each case we have that P;P; — P;-P;: is zero, a contradiction.

If m = |I| # |J]| then without loss of generality assume that |I| < |J|. Suppose that m € I,
then since P; is nonzero, we have that I = {vi,...,viu}t or I = {vi,..., V-1, Vms1}. Since
Py is nonzero and m + 1 ¢ I, so we have that J 2 {vi,...,vu+1} D I. And so the binomial
P;P; — Py Py is trivial, a contradiction. On the other hand, if m ¢ I, then by a similar
argument we have that I = {vi,...,v,}. And so J D {vi,...,vy-1} 2 {vi,...,v} = L.
Hence the binomial P;P; — PPy is trivial, a contradiction.

For the converse, assume that w ¢ W,. By induction on n, we prove that F,|;, is nonzero.
Note that for n = 2 the result holds trivially since all ideals F3|}, are zero. For the induction
step we assume that F,_i]; is zero if and only if w € W,. Let wy =n =v,. Note that since
v < w, we have ¢ < ¢. In the next part of the proof we perform the following slight abuse
of notation. Given a permutation @ and a permutation 8 € W,, we write I, for the subset
{i1,...,ir} of [n — 1] such that @ = Bs;, ...s,.

Case 1. Let w e W,.

Case 1.1. Let r =¢. Since w ¢ W, and w € W, it follows that r =1 € I, so v =
Vi oo s+ 1L v and w = (Wi, ..o, Wio, Vi1 + L0, Ve, Wira ..o wy,). We also have
that {vi,...,v—2} = {w1,...,w;—2}. Now we define

I = {Vl, LIRS vl—2a vl‘+1’ n}a J = (V17 L) VZ‘—Q’ vl—1}7

4 ’
I = {V]_, e e V=2, Vi1, n} a’nd J' = {Vl, <o V-2, vl‘+1}'
Then P;P; — PPy is a binomial in F,. Since v < I,J < w, P;P; is does not vanish in F,|},
therefore F,|), is a nonzero ideal.

Case 1.2. Let ¢ < t.
Case 1.2.1. Assume that t—1 € I, then we have

v=0W.. Ve, v+ Loy and w= (Wi, oo, Wi, sl + Ly, Wi .o wy).
Note that in this case we have {vy,...,vi—a} = {w,..., w1 }\{wr}. So in this case we define
I={vi,....vi2,vie1,n), T ={vi,...,vie2, vy},
I'={vi,...,vizo,vizt,n}y and J = {v1,...,vi_9,Vi_1}.

We have that P;P; — P;sPys is a binomial in F,. Asv < I,J < w, P;P; does not vanish in
F,|), and so F,|}, is a nonzero ideal.
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Case 1.2.2. Assume that ' —1 € I, then we have

v=01..ve_Lvr—1+ Loy and w= (W, .o w0, Ve + Lin, v, Wega Lo wy).
Note that we have {vi,...,vy_2} = {wy,...,wp_o}. So in this case we define
I={vi,...,vi_o,vp_1,n}, J={vi,...,vp_0,vp_1+ 1},
I'={vi,...,vp_o,vp_1+Lin}, and J' = {vi,...,vpr_o,vp_1}.

We have that P;P; — P;sPj: is a binomial in F,,. Asv < I,J < w, P;P; does not vanish in
F,|y, and hence F,|, is a nonzero ideal.

Case 1.2.3. Assume thatt—1 ¢ I, andt' —1¢ 1. It follows that
{Vl, L) VI'—l} = {Wla L) Wl"—l}’ {vl"a L) vl’—l} = {Wt’+1, LI wl’}

and {Vit1,...» i} = {Wrst, ..., Wy .

By assumption we have that w ¢ W, so there exists i € {¢,#' + 1,...,t — 1} such that
vi+1<n-1. If v = n—1 then we note that vy.1 <n -2 and we define

I={vi,...,ve_1,n—=1n}, J=Avi,...,vp_1,n—2},

I'={vi,...,vp_i,n=2,n}, and J' = {vy,...,vpr_1,n—1}.

Otherwise if v < n — 1 we define
I={vi,....,ve_1,vp,n}, J={vi,...,vp_1,n— 1},

I'={vi,...,vp_1,n—=1n}, and J = {vi,...,vp_1,v¢}.
In both of the cases above we have that P;P; — PpPy is a binomial in F, and also P;P; is
nonzero in Fyl),. So we have shown that F,|;, is a nonzero ideal.
Case 2. Assume that w ¢ W,. Then by induction we have Fn—lli is nonzero ideal. So,

there is a binomial P;P; — P;-Py: in F,_; such that P;P; does not vanish in Fnli. Without
loss of generality we assume that |I| = |I| and |J| = |J’|. For each L € {[,I',J,J’} we now
define L € {I,J,1',J"}:

- (L if |L] < ¢,
Lu{n} if |L|>7.

Then PjPj — Py Pj, is a binomial in F,. Since P;P; does not vanish in Fnli, we have

v<ILJ<w Thenv <I,J < w and so P;Pj does not vanish in F,[},. Hence F|}, is a
nonzero ideal. This completes the proof of (i).

(ii) The proof of the second statement follows from a series of lemmas. Lemma 4.12 and

Lemma 4.14 imply that TR U ZR < TR U ZE. To prove the reverse, let (v,w) € TR U ZE.
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If vi = wy, = n+ 1 for some ¢, by Lemma 4.13, we see that (v,w) € Trﬁ-l U Z,I;l. Therefore
assume that there is no ¢ such that vy = w;, = n+ 1. If (v,w) ¢ T;ﬁl U Zr15+1 then by
Lemma 4.14, the pair (v, w) is not compatible, which is a contradiction. Hence, we conclude

R R
that (v,w)eT, UZ O

n+ n+1°

Remark 4.8. Note that Theorem 4.7 provides a complete characterization for the permu-
tations which lead to zero or monomial-free Schubert and opposite Schubert ideals, as we
have:

o Z,={weS,: (idw)eZl}and T, = {w € S, : (id,w) € T},
© Z ={weS,: (nwy)€Zf} and T,V = {v € S, : (v,wo) € T,7}.

Example 4.9 (Example of Theorem 4.7). Consider the pair ((1,3,2),(2,3,1)) € Tzf which
gives rise to a toric ideal. We find all pairs (v, w) € Tf such that v = (1,3,2) and w = (2, 3, 1).
Firstly, if we have 4 = v, = w; for some ¢ then we have the following pairs:

e ((1,3,2,4),(2,3,1,4)),
e ((1,3,4,2),(2,3,4,1)),
e ((1,4,3,2),(2,4,3,1)),
e ((4,1,3,2),(4,2,3,1)).

Secondly, for a compatible pair (v, w) such that v; = 4, wy = 4, assume that r # ¢’. Since
v < w therefore t > t’. So we get the pair:

e ((1,3,4,2),(2,4,3,1)).
We now proceed to prove the lemmas used in the proof of Theorem 4.7(ii).
Lemma 4.10. Suppose v € T,*, w € T, and v < w then F,|", does not contain a monomial.

Proof. Suppose by contradiction that there is a monomial P;P; in F,|),. Let PiP; — PPy
be any binomial in F, such that Pp Py vanishes in F,|),. Then either Py or P vanishes in
Fyl),. Also observe that since w € T, and P;P; does not vanish, we get that Py and Py do
not vanish in F,|,,. Hence we have I’ < w and J’ < w. Similarly, as v € T,;”, we can see that
v<I'and v < J'. Thus we have v < I’ < wand v < J' < w. Hence P;; and P, do not

vanish in F,|},, which is a contradiction. Therefore, we conclude that F;|;, does not contain
a monomial. O

Remark 4.11. Note that many pairs (v, w) € TX do not arise as in Lemma 4.10. That is, we
may have v ¢ T,,* or w ¢ Tj,.

Lemma 4.12. If (v,w) e TR U ZR+1 and v < w, then (v,w) € TR U ZE,

n+1l n
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Proof. Suppose that (v,w) ¢ TR U ZR. Then there is monomial P;P; in F,|;; which arises

from the binomial P;P;— Py Py in F,. Now we construct a monomial in F,11]),. Assume that
(| =|I'| = |J| =|J']. Let 1 <t <t <n+1such that vy = wy = n+ 1. We take cases on ¢
and ¢’

Case 1. Assume that ¢’ > |I|. Then P;P; — Py Py is a binomial in F,.;. It is clear that
PP does not vanish in F,|), and Py Py vanish in F,|),. Hence PPy is a monomial in Fy,.1];,.

Case 2. If |J| <’ < |I]. Define
I=IU{n+1}, J=J, I'=I'U{n+1}and J' = J.

Then PjPj— Py, Pj, is a binomial in F,y1. Since y < I,J < w, then v < I,J <w. Since Py Py
vanishes in F,|;,, then one of the following holds:

evLlorv£J

ew# Il orw#J
Then by definition I’ and J’ we can easily see one of the following holds:

ev¢lorvgJ

ewtlorw#J

Hence Pj Pj, vanish in F,|;, and so PjPj is a monomial in Fy1]},.

Case 3. If ' < |J]|. Define
[=1U{n+1}, J=JU{n+1} I'=ru{n+1}and J/=J U{n+1}.

Then P;Pj — Pj,Pj, is a binomial in F,.1. Since y < I,J < w, then v < IJ <w. By similar
arguments as in Case 2, we can see that P;Pj is a monomial in Fy1]y,. |

Lemma 4.13. Let (v,w) ¢ Trﬁl U Zr]f+1 such that vi =n+1=w; for somet and v < w, then
(vw) ¢ TFUZL.

Proof. Since (v,w) ¢ Trﬁl U Z}ﬁl, then there is a binomial P;P; — PpPy in F,1 such that

PPy does not vanish in F,|, and Py P; vanishes in F,|),. Assume that |I| = |I'| > |J| = |J'|.

Case 1. If n+1 ¢ IUJ, then P;P; — PPy is a binomial in F,,. We prove that P;P;
does not vanish in Fnli. Since v < I, we note that n+ 1 ¢ {vi,...,vc}. As v, = w, for some
t,n+1¢{wiy,...,wi}. Then v < I and I < w and so P; does not vanish in Fn@ Similarly
we can see that P; does not vanish in F, |i . Hence P;P; does not vanish in F, |i.

Now we prove that P; P vanishes in Fnli. Without loss of generality assume that Pp
vanishes in F,|;,. Then we have either v £ I’ or I’ £ w. By above arguments, we have
n+1é¢{vi,...,vi,wi,...,wr}. Then we can see that v £ I’ or I’ £ w.
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Case 2. Assume that n+1 € I UJ. Since P;P; — Py Py is a binomial in F,q, if |[J| = 1,
then J # {n+1}. For L € {I,J,I',J'}, we define
i L\{n+1} ifn+lel,
L otherwise.
Then it is easy to see that P;Pj— P, Pj, is a binomial in F,,. First note that for any u € S,11,
we have that u < L if and only if u < L. Hence if n+1 € I'NnJ, then P;Pj is a monomial in
Fnli. Therefore we assume that n+1e€ LI’ andn+1¢ J,J .

Since P;P; does not vanish in F,|}, and w; = n + 1 = v, for some ¢, by similar arguments
as above we can see that P;Pj does not vanish in F, |i . Now we prove that P;Pj vanishes
in F, |i . If Pp vanishes in Fy[},, since n +1 € I’ then Pj, vanishes in F;, |i. Therefore assume
that Py does not vanish in F,|), and Pj vanishes in F,|},. Then we have either v £ J’ or
J £ w.

If w =n+1=v with ¢t > |J|, we are done. Assume that r < |J/|. If J/ £ w, then

(p<---< j|’J,|) £ Wi, ..., wp=n+1...,wyT. Since n+1¢ J', we have
(.]1 <. < .]|,]/|_]_) £ (Wla .. "Wl—l’ Wl+17 .. 7W|J'|)T .

Hence we have J' = J' £ w.

Finally assume that v £ J’. Since t < |J| = |J'| and n+ 1 ¢ J, we observe that v £ J.
Hence P; vanishes in F,|!,, which is a contradiction. Hence if t < |J| = |J’|, then v < J.
Therefore Py, Pj, is a monomial in F, |i O

For the following lemma, recall that for any pair of permutations (v, w) € S,.1 X 8,41, we
denote v, = wy =n+1 and vy = wy = n.

Lemma 4.14. Let (v,w) € Trﬁl U Zrlf+1 such thatt' <t and v < w. Then v,w are compatible.

Proof. Since (v,w) € Trﬁl U Zf;l, by Lemma 4.12, then (v, w) € TR U ZR. We prove that if

(v,w) € S,41 X S,41 18 not compatible and v < w then (v, w) ¢ Trﬁl UZfH. Let ve =n—1= wy.

Case 1. Assume that t < s’. Then we have ' <t < s’ < s. Suppose that s’ = s and
U’ > s. Let

I={wy...,wyt={i1<ipg<--<igo<n<n+1l}, J={ii<---<ig_3<n-1}
Note that v < w and s = s’ < ¢’ therefore iy_9 < n—1. And so we have v < I,J <w. Let
I'={ii< - <igg<n-1l<n<n+1}, J ={i1<-<ig_s}.

By construction it is clear that P;P;— P; Py is a binomial in F, 4. Since n—1 ¢ {w1, ..., wy},
it follows that I” £ w. And so P;P; is a monomial in Fy,;1|),. So we may now assume that
either ¢/ < s or s’ < 5. However if s* < s then, by induction, we have ¢/ < s. So we assume
' <s.
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Case 1.1. Let ¢/ > s’. Since t' <t < s and ¢’ # ¢, we have t' < s' — 1. Take

oW, we)l it > 1,
I=(wy,...,wy)l, J:{(Wl wy_1, we)l i

Wer ift' =1,

v (W19' s W1, W, Wy, W2, - -aws’)T if ¢ > 1’

I' = .y and
(Wery, Wery Wyrgo, ooy w1 ifty =1

J = (Wl, ce s We—q, W;/+1)T ife > 1,
Wyl ife =1.

It is easy to see that P;Py — Py Py is a binomial in F,;;. It is clear from the construction,
we have v < I,J < w. Then P;P; does not vanish in F,;1|),. Since I’ £ w, then P, vanishes
in F,41l,,. Then PrPy is a monomial in Fy41];,.

Case 1.2. Let ¢/ < s’. Let k = max{{’,t} and v, = max{v; : 1 <i < k,i # t}. Now define
I = (Vl, . '9vk)T7 J = (Vl, . ~9vr—1’ Vr+1’ . .,Vk_l,n - 1)T7

I'=(i, oo o Vet Vst oo s Vo= 1L,)T and J' = (vi, ..., vic1)]

Consider the tableau for P;P; and P;Pj;. Note that all rows are the same except for the
(k = 1)"" row, and in this row we interchange n — 1 and v,. Since k < s’ < s, n—1 ¢ I and
P;P; — Py Py is a binomial in F,.1, Clearly, v < I,J < w and so P;P; does not vanish in
Fui1l),- Since k < 5" and n —1 € I’, we can see that I’ £ w. So Pp- vanishes in Fy.1]},.

Case 2. Assume that ' > s. Then we havet >t > s > 5. Let v, = max{v; : 1 <i <
t',i # s}. We define

J: v,...,V/_ 5
(I’l,vs+1,...,vt,)’[‘ ifS:l, (1 t I)T

{(l/ ,...,Vs_ ,n,Vs+,...,Vt/) 1fS>1,
Vi, oo o5 Vs—1, Vs+1s -« 5 Ve'—1, Vi 'fS 1’
( )T 1 >

I'=0v1,...,Vr—1,Vps1, .., veon)] and J' =
b P (Vssls oo s Vo1, V)T if s = 1.

Then P;P; — PPy is a binomial in F,.1. Since n —1,n ¢ J' and ' > s, we have v £ J' and
P;Pj is a monomial in F,41];,.

Case 3. Assume that there exists ' < k < t such that vy > vii1. We take

LI -1 ’ fk>1,
[ — {(V1 Vi1, Vk+1, W) 1 J=0nn v,

(vk+1, I’Z)T if k= 1,

and J' = (vi, ..., V-1, vir1)T -

I = (Vl, - o5 V=1, Vi, n)T if k > ]_,
(v, )T if k=1,
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Then P;Pj — Py Py is a binomial in F,,1. Since viy1 > vi, we have v < I, J and v £ J'. Now
we show that I < w. Since v < w and vgy41 > vk, we have

V1, V2 o Ve, Vs DTS W1 oo o s W1, Weri 1 oo Wi Wi )T

Then (vi,vo, ..., Vi1, Vis 1, )T (Wi, .o, Wi, wis1)T. Then we see that P;P; is nonzero and
Py vanishes in F,|),. Hence PP, is a monomial in F, 1],

Case 4. Assume that there exists t < k < t such that wy < wgy1. In this case, we
choose:

(Wl, e W1, Wil - e W1, Wk+1)T if l, > 1’

I=Wwy...ow)], J= .
(WQ, <o s Wk—1, Wk+1)T lf t/ = 1’
(er W1, Wil - oo Wi—1, Wk)T if ¢ > 15

I =(wy, ..., Wi, W and J' =
( ! -l k+1)T {(WQ,...,Wk_l,Wk) if¢ =1.

It is easy to see that P;P; — P;:Pjy is a binomial in Fy,.1. Since wy < wgi1, we have
v < I <wandJ <w. Now we show that v < J. Since v < w and wiy1 > wy, we have
Vi, v2, oo Vi) Wiy e oy W1, Wiy o, W1, Wir1)T. Note that PPy is nonzero and Py
vanishes in F,|;,. Then P;P; is a monomial in F, 41|,

Hence we conclude that if (v,w) is not compatible, then (v,w) ¢ Trﬁl U Z}ﬁl. This

completes the proof of the lemma. O

Remark 4.15. For each 3 < n < 6 and 0 < € < n—1 we calculate the number of pairs of

permutations (v, w) such that v < w and F,,¢|}, is monomial-free, zero or contains a monomial.
The results of these calculations are collected in Table 1. Here, F, |}, := iny,(I,)| p,=0 is the
I€S),

w

ideal of the matching field By whose corresponding weight vector is wy and 1, is the Pliicker
ideal of the flag variety. Also for the Grassmannian case we calculate, for a given pair
(n, k), the number of triples (£, v, w) for which Gy |, is a toric ideal. These calculations are
collected in Table 2.

4.4 Schubert and opposite Schubert varieties. We now focus on the Schubert and
opposite Schubert varieties inside the flag variety. In each case, our goal is to give an explicit
description of the permutations v and w for which F,|" and F},|,, are monomial-free or zero.
And for particular cases we note which of these ideals are principal. First we recall that F,
is a toric ideal by [CM19a, Corollary 4.13], in particular it is monomial free. We also recall
following results from [CM19b] characterizing the permutations for which F,l, is zero and
contains no monomial respectively.

Theorem 4.16 (Schubert varieties, Theorem 4.1 and Theorem 5.5 in [CM19b)]). The ideal
F, is monomual-free. Moreover,

(i) Fulw =0 if and only if w € Z,, where

30



n | € | Toric | Zero | Non-toric
310 4 4 5
1 4 4 5
2 1 6 6
410 39 20 130
1 38 20 131
21 28 23 138
31 22 24 143
510 343 | 114 3204
1] 329 | 114 3218
21 269 | 125 3267
31 228 | 125 3308
4| 255 | 133 3274
60| 3066 | 750 93871
112907 | 750 94030
2| 2490 | 796 94401
3] 2180 | 803 94704
41 2318 | 818 94551
51 2598 | 851 94238

Table 1: For each 3 <n <6 and 0 < ¢ <n-1, we give the number of pairs of permutations (v, w) for which
Fyely, is either a toric ideal, a zero ideal or non-toric ideal.

Gk,n,f m k Gk,n,é"v k
n 2 3 n 213
4 10 4 6
5 49 | 71 5 17 | 23
6 151 | 902 6 34| 74

Table 2: For each (k,n) € {(2,4),(2,5),(2,6),(3,5),(3,6)} we calculate the number of triples (¢, v, w) such that
Grn |y, is toric. Similarly for the opposite Schubert varieties we calculate the number of pairs (v, €) for which
Gr.ne|¥ is toric.

— Zn={siy ... i, € Sp : |ix —igl > 2, for all k,}.
(ii) T, = A1 U Ag, where

—Ai={weS,: Filw=0, wy=n-2 and {wy_2,wp1} = {n—1,n}},

— Ay = {w € S, : Fy1l|y is monomial —free, w € S~ and if wg = n— 1w, =
n thent >s—1}.

We now state and prove the analogous result for opposite Schubert varieties.
Theorem 4.17 (Opposite Schubert varieties). Following our notation in Definition 4.3:
(i) v € Z¥ if and only if wov € Z,.
(i) T,” = AP U AP, where

— A‘l’p ={vesS,: F|”#0, F,-1/* =0, and v has the ascending property}
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— Agp ={ves,: F_1|¥ has no monomial and v has the ascending property}.

Proof. To prove (i) first note that as the initial term of each Pliicker variable is the diagonal
term in its corresponding submatrix, every binomial P;P;— Py Py in F, leads to the binomial
Pywo1Pywys — PworrPwoy in F,. Now, note that if F,|” is nonzero, then there is a binomial
P;P; — Py Py in F, such that P;P; does not vanish in F,|”. Since v < I,J, we have that
wol, woJ < wov. Hence Py, 1Py, does not vanish in F, |, and so Fy|,, is nonzero.

Conversely, if wov ¢ Z, then F,|,,, is nonzero. So there is a binomial P;P; — PyPy in
F, such that P;P; does not vanish in F,|y,,. Since I, J < wov, we have that wo(wgv) = v <
wol, woJ. Hence P, Py, does not vanish in F,|", and so F,|" is nonzero.

(ii) First note that the classification of zero ideals in Theorem 4.17(i) shows that every
permutation v in A<1>p is either of the formv=mn-2nn-1,...)orv=(n-2,n—1,n,...).
We partition A(l)p into

AP ={v e A’ vy =n} and AJ} = {v € AY” : v3 = n}.

The proof of (ii) follows from a series of lemmas which we prove later. By Lemma 4.19 and
Lemma 4.20 we have that Acl)p c T,)*. By Lemma 4.22 we have Agp cT,P.

For the converse let v = (v1,...,v,) € T,°. By Lemma 4.18 we have that v has the
ascending property. Then by Lemma 4.21 we have that v € T;f LOrveE Zf;f)l. Sov e Agp or
v E A(l)p respectively by definition of A(l)p and Agp. O

We now prove the lemmas used in the proof of Theorem 4.17(ii). Here we assume that
F, is nonzero.

Lemma 4.18. If F,|" has no monomial, then v has the ascending property.

Proof. Suppose that v does not have the ascending property. Then we choose the minimum
index r such that 1 < r <t-2 and v, > v,41. To obtain a contradiction, we consider the
following two cases on v in which we find a monomial P;P; in F,|" arising from a binomial
P[P] — P]/Pj/ in Fn.

Case 1. Let v,.1 < vy. We choose

I = {V29 V35 oo s Ve Vit s n}9 J = {Vl},
I'={v,vo,...,v,,n} and J' = {v,;1}.
Case 2. Assume that there exists 1 < k <r —1 such that vy < v,41 < vise1. We choose
I={vi,....Vie Vi, ...V Vs, 0}, J = {vi, o Vi Vsl )

I'={vi,...,vo,nyand J' = {vi,..., Vi, Vrs1}.

In all the above cases, we have that P;P; — P;:Pj: is nonzero in F,. Since vi < vy < -+ < v,
we have v < I,J and P;P; does not vanish in F,|". Also observe that v £ J" and so Py

vanishes in F,|". Hence P;P; is a monomial in F,|”, a contradiction. Therefore we conclude
that v has the ascending property. O
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Lemma 4.19. F,|" is a principal toric ideal for each v € A(l)g. In particular, A(l)g cT,”.

Proof. Let v € A(l)g then we have v=(n—-2,n—1,n,...). First we note that F,|” is nonzero
because it contains the binomial P,_1Py_2, — Pp—2Py—11-

Now we show that the above binomial generates F,|". Let P;P;— Py Py be a binomial in
F,, such that P;P; does not vanish in Fy,|". Assume |I| < |J|, we show by contradiction that
|[I| = 1 and |J| = 2. Since |I| = |J| = 1 is impossible there are three cases, either ||, |J| > 3,
I <2 and |J| >3 or |I| =|J]| = 2.

Case 1. Let |I|,|J| = 3. Since v3 = n and I,J > v therefore n € [ and n € J. It follows
that

PpamyPiviny = Primy Pininy

is a non-vanishing binomial F,_1|%, a contradiction since we assumed v € Z;’I_)l.

Case 2. Let |I| < 2 and |J| = 3. Since J > v, we have that J ={...,n—2,n—1,n}. Let
us write I = {i1,io} where i1 < io if |I| = 2 and write I = {i1} if |I| = 1. Since I > v we have
i1 >2n—2and iy > n—-1. Observe that swapping any value in I with some value in J, either
results in no change to I and J, or results in a repeated entry in J. Therefore P;P; is not a
term of any binomial in F},, a contradiction.

Case 3. Let |I| = |J| = 2. Since v3 = n, it follows that I,J > v hence P;P; does not
vanish in F,_1|%. So F,_1]¥ is nonzero, a contradiction.

So we have shown that |I| = 1 and |J| = 2. Let us write I = {i1} and J = {j1, jo} where
Jj1 < Jo. Since P;P; # P; Py it follows that i1, j; and jo are distinct and I’ = {j;} and
J" = {i1, jo}. Since I,J > v we must have {iy, j1, jo} = {n —2,n — 1,n}. So the binomial is
Py, 1Py_2y — Pp_2P,_1,. In particular F,|" is a principal toric ideal. O

op op
Lemma 4.20. A}, CcT,".

Proof. Let v e A(ﬁ then we have v=(n—-2,n,n—1,...). First we show that F,|” is nonzero.
Consider the binomial
Pn—lpn—Q,n - Pn—QPn—Ln-

The above binomial does not vanish in F,|” hence the ideal is nonzero. We now show that
F,|" is principal. Let P;P; — Py Py be a binomial in F, such that P;P; does not vanish in
F,|". Without loss of generality we assume |I| < |J|. We will show by contradiction that
|[I| =1 and |J| = 2. Since |I| = |J| = 1 is impossible there are three cases, either ||, |J| > 3,
|[I| <2 and |J| =3 or |I| = |J] = 2.

Case 1. Let |I|,|J| = 3. Since vo9 = n and I,J > v therefore n € [ and n € J. It follows
that

PPy = Py Poving
is a binomial which does not vanish in F,_1|%, a contradiction since we assumed v € Zf;f)l.
Case 2. Let |I| < 2 and |J| = 3. Since J > v, we have that J ={...,n—2,n—1,n}. Let
us write I = {iy,is} where i} < io if |I| = 2 and write I = {i1} if |I| = 1. Since I > v we have
i1 > n—2 and is = n. Observe that swapping any value in I with any value in J either results
in no change to I and J or results in a repeated entry in J. Therefore P;P; is not a term of
any binomial in F},, a contradiction.
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Case 3. Let |I| = |J| = 2. Let us write I = {i1,io} and J = {j, jo} where i1 < io and
Jj1 < j2. Since I,J > v it follows that iy = jo = n. So we must have n € I’ and n € J' and the
polynomial P;Py — Py Py =0 is zero, a contradiction.

We have shown that |I| = 1 and |J| = 2. Let us write I = {i1} and J = {1, jo} where
Jj1 < j2. We must have no repeated values among iy, ji, jo otherwise the binomial is trivial.
Since I, J > v we must have {i1, ji, jo} = {n—2,n—1,n}. It is now easy to see that P;P;— Py Py
is exactly of the form described above. Since we are in the diagonal case, we have that both
left and right hand side of the binomial do not vanish in F,|". So F,|" is generated by
P;P; — PPy and is a principal toric ideal. O

Lemma 4.21. Ifv € N'*| thenv € N,”.

Proof. Let r be such that v, = n. Let P;P;— Pp Py be in F,_; such that P;P; does not vanish

and Pp Py does vanish in F,_1|*. We may assume, without loss of generality, |I| = |I’| and
|J| = |J’|. Define
i { I if |1] <r,
Tu{n} if|l|>r.

Similarly, we define J, I’ and J’. By construction, for each X € {I,J,I’,J’} we have X > v if
and only if X > v. In particular P;P; does not vanish in F,|" and Pj,Pj, does vanish. Also by
construction we have that P;Pj— P Pj, is a binomial in F,. So we have shown F,|” contains
the monomial P;Pj. O

Lemma 4.22. A" c T,”.

Proof. Suppose that v € Agp so we have v € T:Pl. By assumption v has the ascending
property so we write vi < vo < --- < v, = n for some r € [n]. Let P;P;— Py Py be in F,, where
P;P; does not vanish in F,|". We will show that P;.P; does not vanish in F,|”. Without loss
of generality we assume |I| = |I’|, |J| = |J].

Suppose that n € I, J. We form the sets 1, J, I’, J by removing n, that is I = I\{n} and
similarly for the other sets. It follows that P;jPj— Py, Py, is either zero or a binomial in F,_1.
By Lemma 4.5, P;P; does not vanish in F,_1|*. Since F,_1|* does not contain a monomial,
Pj,Pj, does not vanish in F,_1|*. So by Lemma 4.5, PP does not vanish in F,|".

Suppose that n ¢ I and n € J. By assumption I > v so we must have |I| < r. Since
PiP;— PpPy € F,, it is straightforward to show that n € J’. Since v and v agree on the first
|1| entries, we have I > v. As above, we define J = J\{n} and J’ = J\{n}. By Lemma 4.5 we
have J' > v. We also have that P;Pj — Py Pj, is either zero or a binomial relation in F;_1.
Since v € T'”, we have that I’, J' > v. Since v and v agree on the first |I’| entries we have
I’ > v. By Lemma 4.5 we have J > v. And so Py P, does not vanish in F,|". The other
cases follow similarly.

Finally, we must show that Fy|” is nonzero. Since F,,_1|% is nonzero, it contains a binomial
PiP; — PpPy. By Lemma 4.5 we have that PrygnyPrugny — Prom Prugay is @ non-vanishing
relation in F,|". Hence F,|" is nonzero. O
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5. Standard monomial theory

In this section we will study monomial bases of the ideals G n¢|;,, Ful,, and iny,(/(X},)) for
Richardson varieties inside the Grassmannian and flag variety. We will show that if Gy /|,
is monomial-free then Gy ,¢|), = ing, (I(X}))) and Ggne|), is a toric (prime binomial) ideal,
assuming that iny,(/(X),)) is quadratically generated. We will see that if Gy, ¢|}, is monomial-
free then iny,(/(X),)) is, in fact, quadratically generated. We prove this by showing that if
Ginely, is monomial-free then it is the kernel of a monomial map. Similarly for the flag
variety.

It will be important to consider generating sets of the ideals Ginc|y, and F,l,,. We
construct quadratic generating sets for these ideals as follows.

Definition 5.1. Let G ¢ K[xy, ..., x,] be a collection of homogeneous quadratic polynomials
and § C {x1,...,x,} be a collection of variables. We identify S with its characteristic vector,
ie. §; =1if x; € S otherwise S; = 0. For each g € G we write g = >, cox® and define

g = Z Cax”.

S-a=0
We define Gg = {g : g € G} to be the collection of all such polynomials.

Lemma 5.2. Let G C K[xy,...,x,] be a set of homogeneous quadrics and S C {x1,...,x,} a
subset of variables. Then {(Gs) = {(GUS) NK[{x1,...,x,}\S].

Proof. To show that Gg U S and G U S generate the same ideal, for each g € G we write
g = 2o Cax®, for some ¢, € K. We have that

g—g= Cax®.
S-a>1

Each term appearing in the above sum is divisible by some variable in §, hence g € (G U §)
and g € (GgU S).
For any polynomial f € (GUS) NK[{x1,...,x,}\S] we have f = X e, heg + 2 x5 hixis

for some hg, h; € K[x1,...,x,]. For each h, we define izg similarly to ¢ and rewrite this
polynomial as
f= Z heg + Z(hgg — hed) + Z hix;i| .
geG geG x;€S

Each monomial appearing in 2,¢6 izgg is not divisible by any monomial in §. However each
monomial appearing in the expressions },cq(heg — izgg') and X, .eg hix; is divisible by some
x; € §. Since f € K[{x1, ..., x,}\S] it follows that the bracketed expression above is zero and
50 f = 2geG 1158 € (Gys)- O

5.1 Grassmannians. We begin by defining a new monomial map. The kernel of this
monomial map will coincide with iny,(/(X},)) when Gy ¢, is monomial-free.
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Definition 5.3 (Restricted monomial map). Fix k < n and let v < w be permutations in
Sp. Let Ry, = K[P; : I C [n],|I| =k, v<I<wland S =K[x;; :i € [n-1],j € [n]] be

polynomial rings. We define the map ¢¢|}, : R|,, — S to be the restriction of the monomial
map ¢, to the ring R|).

Notation. Fix k < n, € € {0,...,n — 1} natural numbers and v < w permutations. We use
the following shorthand notation for ideals.

o J1 := Gipely,, the matching field ideal with P; =01if I € S},.
o Jo :=iny,(I(X),)), the initial ideal of the ideal of the Richardson variety X,.
o J3 :=ker(¢¢|,), the kernel of the restricted monomial map.

The matching field ideal Gg ¢ is quadratically generated and is the kernel of a monomial
map by Theorem 3.1. We will show that a quadratic generating set of Gy, ¢ naturally gives
rise to a quadratic generating set of J1 = G ¢l,,-

Lemma 5.4. The ideals J1 and J3 coincide if and only if J1 is monomial-free.

Proof. Note that J3 is the kernel of a monomial map and therefore does not contain any
monomials. So, if J; contains a monomial then it is not equal to Js.

Suppose J; does not contain any monomials. Let G be a quadratic generating set for
Gine and let S = {P; : I € S}, } be the collection of vanishing Pliicker variables. By definition
J1=(GUS)NK[P;:1¢8S,]. Soby Lemma 5.2 we have J; is generated by Gg. Since Jp is
monomial-free, we have that Gg does not contain any monomials. By Theorem 3.1, the ideal
Gine 1s the kernel of a monomial map ¢, and by definition J3 is the kernel of the restriction
¢¢l),. Since all binomials m; —mg € Gy lie in Gy ¢ and contain only the non-vanishing Pliicker
variables P; for J ¢ S}, therefore m; — mg € J3. And so we have J; € J3. Also, for any
polynomial f € J3 we have that f € Gy ,¢. Since f contains only the non-vanishing Pliicker
variables, therefore f € Jj. O

Lemma 5.5. J; C Js.

Proof. Let G be a quadratic binomial generating set for Gy, and S = {P; : I € §,,}. Let
f € Gg c J; be any polynomial. By the definition of Gy, there exists f € G such that f is
obtained from f by setting some variables to zero. Recall Gy ¢ = inw,(Gi.n), so there exists
a polynomial g € Gi, such that f = iny,(g). Since the leading term of g is not set to zero
in 1(X?), it follows that f € ing,(I(X))). O

Theorem 5.6. If J; does not contain any monomials then the number of standard monomaials
in degree two of J3 and Gy pl,, are equal.

To prove this result we will show that there is a bijection between the semi-standard
Young tableax and a collection of standard monomials for J3 of degree two. We define the
following map.
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Definition 5.7. Let T be a semi-standard Young tableau with two columns and k rows
whose entries lie in [n]. For each € € {1,...,n — 1} we define the map I'y : T + T’ where T’
is a tableau whose columns are ordered according to the matching field B,. Suppose that
the entries of the columns of T are [ = {i; <iy < --- < i} and J = {j1 < jo < -+ < ji}.
Since T is in semi-standard form, we assume that iy < j; for each s € [k]. We define T’ as
the tableau whose columns are I’ and J’ as sets and are ordered by the matching field B,.
The sets I’ and J’ are defined as follows.

o Ifiigjie{l,....¢} jae{f+1,....,n}and iy < ji <ip then we define I' = {j1 <ia <
i3 <---<ir}and J ={i1 < jo <j3<---<ji}

o Ifiye{l,...,0}, ioj1,jo €{€+1,...,n} and j; < iz < jo then we define I’ = {j; <is <
i3<---<iptand J ={i1 < jo < j3 <---<ji}

e Otherwise we define I’ =1 and J' = J.

Lemma 5.8. Let Ty and Ty be semi-standard Young tableaux. If T'y(Ty) and T'e(T2) are row-
wise equal then Ty and To are equal.

Proof. We begin by noting that all rows except possibly the first two rows are of a tableau
are fixed by I';. So it remains to show that if the first two rows of I'p(T1) and T'p(T3) are
row-wise equal then so are the first two rows of 77 and T>. We also note that I'y preserves
the entries of a tableau, thought of as a multi-set. Let us assume by contradiction that T;
and T» are not row-wise equal. By the above facts we may assume without loss of generality
that

| j1 i |l
Ty=|R|J2|, Ty=|J1L|J2

and j; < iz2. We proceed by taking cases on s = [{i1,i2, ji, jo} N {1,..., €}

Case 1. Assume s = 0 or 4. It follows that I, fixes T; and T,. By row-wise equality of
the second row of I'y(T7) and I'/(T>) we have that j; = is, a contradiction.

Case 2. Assume s = 1. It follows that iy € {1,...,¢} and i, j1,jo € {€ + 1,...,n}. Since
J1 < iz we have

Ji|J2 J1| i
Tu(Ty) =2 | i |, TuTp)=|11|J2

By row-wise equality of the second row, we have that jo =is. However in the tableau To we
have that iy < jo, a contradiction.

Case 3. Assume s = 2. Since j; < i9, it follows that i1, j1 € {1,...,€} and io, jo €
{€+1,...,n}. And so we have

i2 | Jo i | l2
LT =0 | J1 |, TuTp)=|J1|J2
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By row-wise equality of second row the tableau we have that iy = js, a contradiction since
ihe{l,.. .,f} and jg € {f+ 1,...,n}.

Case 4. Assume that s = 3. It follows that iy,io, j1 € {1,...,¢} and jo € {{+1,...,n}.
And so we have

J1 | J2 i1 | Jjo
(T =] B2 | i1 |, T(Tx)=|J1]%&

By row-wise equality of the second row, we have that iy = j;. However in T, we have that
i1 < j1, a contradiction. O

Lemma 5.9. Let T be any tableau whose columns are valid for the block diagonal matching
field By. Then there exists a semi-standard Young tableau T' such that T'¢(T’) and T are
row-wise equal.

Proof. Let T be the tableau with entries {i1,io <i3 <--- < iy} and {j1, jo < j3 < --- < ji},

i | J1

2 | j2
T =

ik | Jk

Without loss of generality we may assume that iy < j for all s > 3. We proceed by taking
cases on s = [{i1, 2, j1, jo} N{1,...,€}|.

Case 1. Assume s = 0 or 4. We have that i; < i3 and j; < jo. So we may order the
entries in row to obtain 7’. Note that in this case I'y fixes T".

Case 2. Assume s = 1. Without loss of generality we assume jo € {1,...,{}.

e If j; > iy then

J2 | i i1 | j1
Ol [i2 | J1 || =]t ] J2
e If j; < iy then
J2 | i1 Ji i1
rg jl i2 = j2 i2

The tableau on the right is row-wise equal to 7.
Case 3. Assume s = 2.

o If iy, i € {1,...,€} then I'y fixes each column of T, which is a semi-standard Young
tableau.
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o If io, jo € {1,...,{} then without loss of generality assume is < jo and i1 < j;. We have

i2 | J2 | Jj1
Ol |1 f=i2]J2
Case 4. Assume s = 3. Without loss of generality we may assume j; € {+1,...,n}.
e If jo < iy then
J2 | U1 | Ji
Ol [ i2 [ J1 || =]t ] J2

Note that in this case we have jy < i; < i2 and so the tableau on the left is a semi-
standard Young tableau.

e If jo > iy then

| Jj2 i |1
Ol L2 |1 |=i2]J2

Lemma 5.10. Let v < w be permutations. A semi-standard Young tableau T vanishes in

Ginoly, if and only if T¢(T) vanishes in Gipcly,-

Proof. Let I,J be the columns of T and I’, J’ be the columns of I';(T). The result follows
from the fact that {min(/), min(J)} = {min(/”), min(J’)} and similarly for the second smallest
of elements of I, J,I’ and J'. O

By the results of Kreiman and Lakshmibai, see [KL02], the semi-standard Young tableau
for X, are the tableaux such that each column I satisfies v <1 < w.

Lemma 5.11. If J; is monomial-free then the set
Im(Te)ly, ={Te(T) : T a two column semi-standard Young tableau for X}

1s @ monomial basis for J3 in degree two.

Proof. We prove the contrapositive, i.e. if Im(I'7)|;, is not a monomial basis for J3 then J;
contains a monomial. Let T be a matching field tableau for B, representing a monomial in
Ginely, which does not lie in the span of Im(I's)|},. Since Im(I'y) is a basis for Gy ¢, it follows
that T is row-wise equal to I'¢(T”) for some semi-standard Young tableau 77 which vanishes
in Ginely,. We write I, J for the columns of T and I’, J” for the columns of I'/(T’). Since T
and I'p(T’) are row-wise equal we may assume that all their entries below the second row are
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in semi-standard form. So we write

I J r J
| Jj R
= jp T =T
Throughout the proof we write v = {v; < --- < v} and w = {w; < --- < wy} for the
Grassmannian permutations. We now take cases on s = |{i1, 2, j1, jo} N {1,..., €}

Case 1. Assume s = 0 or 4. It follows that I'y(T”) is a semi-standard Young tableaux
and so I'¢(T’) does not vanish, a contradiction.

Case 2. Assume s = 1. Without loss of generality assume that jo € {1,...,¢} and note
that in this case we may possibly have that I’ and J’ are swapped in I';/(T’). Since T does
not vanish we have v < I,J < w. So by ordering the entries of I, J in increasing order and
comparing them with v and w, we have

vi <Ai, Jo} S wi, vo < A{ig, j1} < wo.

Since I'¢(T”) vanishes we must have that either I’ or J’ vanishes. Let us take cases.
Case 2.1 Assume I’ = {iy, jo, ...} vanishes. We have

vi < JjoSwy, i Swyp<wo
and so I’ < w. Since I’ vanishes, we must have I’ 2 v and so i; < vo. We have the following
e vi € {1,...,{} because v; < jo,
e voe{f+2,...,n} because vo > i1 € {{+1,...,n}.

By Theorems 3.5 and 3.11 we have that Gy |, contains a monomial.
Case 2.2 Assume J' = {ji,i9, ...} vanishes. We have

vi <v2 <j1, v <iz < wo.

Therefore J” > v. Since J’ vanishes we have J £ w and so must have j; > wi. We have the
following

e wye{f+1,...,n} forall i >2 because wo >io € {{+1,...,n},
e w9 # wy + 1 because wy < ji < iz < wa,

e wi <n-—k because wi < j; =min(J’) > n -k + 1,

e wy >{¢+1because wy > i1 € {{+1,...,n}.

And so by Theorem 3.5 and Lemma 3.6 we have that Gy |, contains a monomial.
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Case 3. Assume s = 2. If iy, io € {1,...,€} then I'/(T”) is not a valid tableau with respect
to the matching field B,. It follows that is, jo,€ {1,...,¢}. However it easily follows that
I',(T’) does not vanish in Gy l,,, a contradiction.

Case 4. Assume s = 3. Without loss of generality assume that j; € {¢ +1,...,n}. Note
that in this case we may possibly have that I’ and J’ are swapped in I'p(T’). Since T does
not vanish we have v < I,J < w. So by ordering the entries of I, J in increasing order and
comparing them with v and w, we have

vi <A{injo} S wi, vo < {ia, 1} < wa.

Since I'¢(T’) vanishes we must have that either I’ or J’ vanishes. We proceed by taking cases.
Case 4.1 Assume that I’ = {iy, jo, ...} vanishes. We have

vi <ip £wy, Jo2 < wp <wy

and so I’ < w. Since I’ vanishes we must have I’ 2 v and we deduce that jo < vo. We have
the following

e vi €{l,...,{} because vi <ij € {1,...,{},
e vy > vy + 1 because vi < iy < jo < vy,
e vo #{+ 1 because vo <ip € {l,...,{}.

By Theorems 3.5 and 3.11 we have that Gy |, contains a monomial.
Case 4.2 Assume that J' = {ji,i2, ...} vanishes. We have

vi <vg <ig, Vo< j1 < wo

and so J' > v. Since J’ vanishes we must have J* £ w and we deduce that i > wi. We have
the following

e wye{l+1,...,n} for all i > 2 because wy > j1 € {€+1,...,n},

e wo # wy + 1 because wy <is < j1 < wo,

e wi <n—k because wi <ig =min(J')>n—-k+1

e wy # { because wy < is € {1,...,(},

e wy > 2 because, by column I’, we have iy < jo < wy.
And so by Theorem 3.5 and Lemma 3.6 we have that Gy |, contains a monomial. O

Proof of Theorem 5.6. A collection of standard monomials for Gy ,,0l), in degree two is given
by semi-standard Young tableaux 7 with two columns such that each column [ satisfies
v < I < w. By Lemma 5.10 we have that I'; is a map from such semi-standard Young
tableaux to matching field tableau for B, which do not vanish in Gg,¢|;,. By Lemmas 5.8
and 5.11 we have that this map is a bijection. O
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Recall from Theorem 3.1 that the initial ideals iny,(G,) are quadratically generated.
Conjecture 5.12. If J; is monomial-free then Jo is quadratically generated.

Remark 5.13. We have calculated the initial ideals Jo = iny,(/(X}))) for all Richardson va-
rieties of Grassmannians Gy, where n € {4,5,6,7} and k € {2,...n — 2} using the software
Macaulay2. We have observed that all such initial ideals are quadratically generated if
J1 = Gipel, is monomial-free.

Theorem 5.14. Let € = 0. If Ji is monomial-free then Ji, Jo and J3 coincide. In particular
nw,(1(X))) is a toric ideal.

Proof. Let R = K[P; : I € [n],|I| = k,v < I < w] be the polynomial ring containing Ji, Jo
and J3. Suppose J; is monomial-free. By Lemma 5.4 we have that J; = J3. By Lemma 5.5,
we have J; C Jo. Let M be a collection of linearly independent monomials in R/Js, if M is
linearly dependent in R/J; then we have Y,,cp cwm € J1 C Jo for some ¢, € K. And so M
is linearly dependent in Ja, a contradiction. Hence for all d > 1, any collection of standard
monomials for Jo of degree d is linearly independent in R/J; = R/J3. Since Jo = iny, (I(X],))
is an initial ideal of a homogeneous ideal, the number of standard monomials of degree d
coincides with the number of standard monomials of degree d of I(X}). Recall that the
semi-standard Young tableaux such that each column [ satisfies v < I < w with d-columns
are in bijection with a collection of standard monomials of I(X})) of degree d.

Consider the case ¢ = 0. Two monomials are equal in R/J3 if and only if their corre-
sponding tableaux are row-wise equal. Therefore, the semi-standard Young tableaux are in
bijection with standard monomials for J3. And so we have J; = Jo = J3. O

Corollary 5.15 (Corollary of Conjecture 5.12). Suppose € € {1,...,n—=1}. If J; is monomial-
free then Ji, Jo and J3 coincide. In particular ing,(I(X))) is a toric ideal.

Proof. Suppose that J; is monomial-free. By Lemmas 5.4 and 5.5, we have J; = J3 C Jo.
And so any collection of standard monomials of degree d for Js is linearly independent in
R/J3. By Theorem 5.10 we have that Jo and J3 have the same number of standard monomials
in degree 2. Since J3 C Jy it follows that Im(I';) is a collection of standard monomials for
Jo and J3. Suppose that Conjecture 5.12 holds, then we have that Js is generated in degree
two. Since J; = J3 is generated in degree two, it follows that Ji, Jo and J3 coincide. O

5.2 Flag varieties. Fix n a natural number and v < w permutations. Let R = K[P; : [ C
[n], 11| €{1,...,n=1},1¢S)]and S =K[x;; :i € {1,...,n—1},j € {1,...,n}] be polynomial
rings. We define the restricted monomial map ¢,|;, : R — § for the flag variety analogously
to the Grassmannian case. We use the following shorthand notation for ideals of R.

e J1 := F,|},, the restricted matching field ideal.
e Jo :=iny,(/(X},)), the initial ideal of the ideal of the Richardson variety.

o J3 :=ker(¢|),), the kernel of the restricted monomial map.

42



Remark 5.16. By [Kim15, Theorem V.14], there is collection of semi-standard Young tableaux
T that form a monomial basis for the Richardson variety X, which are called standard
tableaux. The conditions for a semi-standard Young tableau to be standard implies that
each column I of T satisfies v < I < w. Working directly from the combinatorial conditions,
one can show that if (v, w) € TR U ZE then a tableau T is standard if and only if v < I < w
for each column 7 of T.

By Theorem 4.2, the matching field ideal F, is quadratically generated and is the kernel
of the monomial map ¢g in (4.1). Hence, by a similar argument to the Grassmannian case
we have the following results.

Lemma 5.17. The ideals J1 and J3 coincide if and only if J1 is monomial-free.

Proof. Note that J3 is the kernel of a monomial map and therefore does not contain any
monomials. So, if J; contains a monomial then it is not equal to Js.

Suppose J; does not contain any monomials. Let G be a quadratic generating set for
F, and let S = {P; : I € S},} be the collection of vanishing Pliicker variables. By definition
J1=(GUS)NK[P;:1¢S,]. So by Lemma 5.2 we have J; is generated by Gg. Since Jp is
monomial-free, we have that Gg does not contain any monomials. By Theorem 4.2, the ideal
F, is the kernel of a monomial map ¢y and by definition J3 is the kernel of the restriction
&nly,. Since all binomials m; — mg € Gy lie in F, and contain only the non-vanishing Pliicker
variables P; for J ¢ S),, therefore m; — mg € J3. And so we have J; € J3. Also, for any
polynomial f € J3 we have that f € F,. Since f contains only the non-vanishing Pliicker
variables, therefore f € Jj. O

Lemma 5.18. J; C J/s.

Proof. Let G be a quadratic binomial generating set for F,, and S = {P; : [ € S},}. Let
f € Gs c Ji be any polynomial. By the definition of Gg, there exists f € G such that f
is obtained from f by setting some variables to zero. Recall F;, = iny,([,), so there exists a
polynomial g € I, such that f = iny,(g). Since the leading term of g is not set to zero in
1(XY), it follows that f € iny,(I(X})). O

We write SSYT,(v, w) for the collection of semi-standard Young tableau T with columns
I, ..., I satisfying v < I; < w for each j € [d]. We note that, in contrast to the Grassman-
nian, the monomials associated to the tableaux SSYT,(v,w) do not constitute a monomial
basis for the Richardson variety X, inside the flag variety.

Theorem 5.19. If J1 is monomial-free then Ji, Jo and J3 coincide. In particular iny,(I1(X),))
15 a toric ideal.

Proof. Since Ji is monomial-free, we have J; = J3 by Lemma 5.17. By Lemma 5.18 we have
J1 € Jo. Let M be a collection of linearly independent monomials in R/J5, if M is linearly
dependent in R/J; then we have ), ¢ € J1 C Jo for some ¢, € K. And so M is linearly
dependent in Jo, a contradiction. Hence for all d > 1, any collection of standard monomials
for Jo of degree d is linearly independent in R/J; = R/J3. Since we are working with the
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diagonal matching field, the monomials associated to SSYTy(v, w) form a monomial basis for
Jp in degree d. By Remark 5.16, the monomials associated to SSY7,(v, w) form a monomial
basis for the Richardson variety X,. Since Jo = ing,(/(X],)) is an initial ideal, any monomial
basis for Jy in degree d has size |SSYT,(v, w)|. Therefore J; and Jo have monomial bases of
the same size in each degree. So J; = Js. O

5.3 Applications and further computations. In this section we provide some further
applications of our results and compare them to the results in [Kim15]. In particular we give
explicit calculations for Flg and Fly.

Let us begin by calculating the pairs of permutations (v, w) for which F,|;, is toric, non-
toric and zero using a different weight matrix. For the weight matrix we use the same
convention as Kim, so for n = 3 and n = 4 we use the weight matrices

6 3 10
A44 =13 1 0 0 and.A43 = [
1000

The leading term of any determinant ¢,(P;) is the antidiagonal term. In [Kiml15], the
pairs of permutations (v, w) for which F,|}, is toric is parametrized by so-called pipe dreams.
More precisely, each pair of reduced pipe dreams associated to (v, w) gives rise to a face of
the Gelfand-Tsetlin polytope. The toric varieties associated to these faces give rise to the
(possibly irreducible) components of X}, under the degeneration. Note that description in
terms of pipe dreams cannot differentiate between toric and zero ideals and in some cases
cannot determine whether the ideal is toric, non-toric or zero.

We calculate the ideals F,|;, for Fl3 and obtain the following results for pairs of permu-
tation (v, w) where v < w.

Toric Non-toric Zero
(123),3.1.2)) | (123).23.0) | (123).(1.32))
(123),(3.2.1) | (13.2),(23.0)) | (1,2:3),(2,1,3))
(21.3),(3,1.2)) | (13.2),(3,1.2)) | ((2.3.1),(3.2.1))
((2,1,3),(3,2,1)) | ((1,3,2),(3,21)) | ((3,1,2),(3,2,1))

((27173)7(273?1))

In addition to the results of Kim, we note that we are also able to characterize those pairs of
permutations for which the ideal of the corresponding Richardson variety is zero under the
degeneration. In these calculations, similar to the diagonal case in Theorem 4.7, the pairs
(v, w) for which F,|;, is zero satisfy: w € W,,.

We perform the same calculation for Fly and obtain the above complete list of toric and
zero pairs of permutations. The symbol % appears in the table beside pairs of permutations
for which the description by pipe dreams does not determine whether the corresponding
ideal is toric, non-toric or zero.

Remark 5.20. We note that our results determine pairs of permutations (v, w) for which
the corresponding Richardson variety degenerates to a toric variety. As seen in the above
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examples, it is not always possible to use pipe dreams, see [Kim15, Corollary V.26], to
determine whether the Gelfand-Tsetlin degeneration gives rise to a toric degeneration of
Richardson varieties. And so our results may be viewed as a strengthening of the previous
results.

Toric Zero
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5.4 Further connections. We proceed by comparing our results to previous results in the
literature. We highlight possible connections to other areas and future research opportunities.

Remark 5.21. In [BL18], the authors study the degeneration of Schubert varieties inside
the full flag variety. Their construction is built upon on the flat degeneration of the flag
variety given by Feigin [Feil2] by restriction to its Schubert varieties. They give a number of
sufficient conditions on the permutation w € S, such that restriction of the degeneration to
the Schubert variety X(w) is reducible. Similarly to our methods, this is done by showing that
the corresponding initial ideals contain monomials arising from certain Pliicker relations.

Remark 5.22. Here we mention possible connections of our results to representation theory.
The Kazhdan-Lusztig polynomials play a key role in the representation theory of algebraic
groups. The coefficients of these polynomials are closely related to the rank of intersection
cohomology groups for Richardson varieties, see [Prol8, Theorem 4.3]. In the case of projec-
tive toric varieties, the rank of the intersection cohomology groups can computed from the
combinatorial data of the associated polytope P, namely in terms of the so-called h-functions
of P, see [Sta87, Theorem 3.1] and [Fie91]. And so we leave the study of the polytopes associ-
ated to toric degenerations of Richardson varieties to future work however we will note some
particularly relevant results regarding matching field polytopes. In [CHM20], the authors
show that block diagonal matching field polytopes, which coincide with the toric polytope
for toric degenerations of the Grassmannian via matching fields, are related to each other
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by sequences of combinatorial mutations. Therefore one may naturally try to prove that the
toric polytopes of toric degenerations of Richardson varieties are combinatorial mutations
of faces of the Gelfand-Tsetlin polytope. In such a case, by the semi-continuity arguments,
we obtain information about Kazhdan-Lusztig polynomials from the toric degenerations of
Richardson varieties.

Remark 5.23. Here we mention some application of our results and methods to further fami-
lies of varieties. In our paper we use standard monomial theory for Schubert and Richardson
varieties inside Grassmannians and flag varieties, i.e. the monomial basis given by semi-
standard Young tableaux which is compatible with these subvarieties. The desingulariza-
tions of Schubert varieties are known as Bott-Samelson varieties and a standard monomial
theory for these varieties is developed in [LLMO02]. In [Ball3], the author develops standard
monomial theory for desingularized Richardson varieties indexed by combinatorial objects
called wo-standard tableaux. Similarly one can try to develop analogues for matching fields
for these desingularized varieties and study their standard monomials with maps analogous
to I'y, see Definition 5.7.
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