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THE ISOMORPHISM PROBLEM FOR SCHUBERT VARIETIES

EDWARD RICHMOND AND WILLIAM SLOFSTRA

ABSTRACT. Schubert varieties in the full flag variety of Kac-Moody type are indexed by
elements of the corresponding Weyl group. We give a practical criterion for when two
such Schubert varieties (from potentially different flag varieties) are isomorphic, in terms
of the Cartan matrix and reduced words for the indexing Weyl group elements. As a
corollary, we show that two such Schubert varieties are isomorphic if and only if there
is an isomorphism between their integral cohomology rings that preserves the Schubert
basis.

1. INTRODUCTION

Kac-Moody flag varieties are central objects of study in geometry, topology, and repre-
sentation theory. In particular, the finite-type Kac-Moody flag varieties are the usual gen-
eralized flag varieties associated to semisimple Lie groups. While generalized flag varieties
are finite-dimensional, Kac-Moody flag varieties of non-finite type are infinite-dimensional.
However, all Kac-Moody flag varieties can be realized as ind-varieties stratified by finite-
dimensional Schubert varieties [Kum87]. Schubert varieties are themselves important ex-
amples of algebraic varieties, and their singularities are closely connected with the repre-
sentation theory of the corresponding Kac-Moody groups and algebras. As a result, their
geometry has been closely studied (see, for instance, the surveys [BL00, [AB16]).

We are interested in the isomorphism problem for Schubert varieties: when are two
Schubert varieties isomorphic as algebraic varieties? This natural geometric question was
first raised for Schubert varieties by Develin, Martin, and Reiner [DMRO7]. They show
that two partition varieties (a subclass of type A Schubert varieties introduced by Ding
[Din97]) are isomorphic if and only if their integral cohomology rings are isomorphic. Aside
from this, and the case of toric Schubert varieties which we cover below, the question does
not seem to have been pursued further, even in type A or other finite types. In this paper,
we give a complete solution to the isomorphism problem for Schubert varieties in full flag
varieties of any Kac-Moody type over C.

To describe this solution, it is helpful to recall some basic facts about Schubert varieties.
We follow the conventions from [Kum02]. Recall that the starting data for constructing
a Kac-Moody Lie algebra (and subsequently it’s Kac-Moody group, full flag variety, and
Schubert varieties) is a (generalized) Cartan matrix, which is an integer matrix A :=
[Ast](s,r)es2 indexed by some finite set S, such that for any s,t € S,

(1) Ay =2if s =1,
(2) As <0if s #t, and
(3) Ag =0 if and only if A; = 0.

Let G := G(A) and B := B(A) denote the Kac-Moody group and Borel subgroup of a Cartan
matrix A. The full flag variety corresponding to A is the quotient X = X'(A) := G/B. The

Weyl group W := W(A) of A is the crystallographic Coxeter group generated by S, and
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satisfying relations (st)™s* = e, where mgs = 1, and

2 if AgAs =0
3 if AgAs =1
me =<4  if AgAs =2
6 if AgAis =3
oo if AgA >4

for all s,¢t € S. The pair (W, S) forms a Coxeter system, and the elements of S are referred
to as the simple reflections (or simple transpositions) in W. For every w € W, the
Schubert variety X (w, A) is defined to be the closure of BwB/B in X. It is well known
that X (w, A) is an irreducible finite dimensional complex variety of dimension ¢(w), where
0 : W — Z>g is the length function of the Coxeter system (W, S). A product w = s --- sp
of simple reflections sy, ..., s, in W is a reduced word if k = ¢(w). Every element of W
can be written as a reduced word.

If w = s is a simple reflection, then X (w,A) = P!, and hence all one-dimensional
Schubert varieties are isomorphic, independent of A. The case of two-dimensional Schubert
varieties is more interesting:

Example 1.1. Suppose X (w, A) is a two-dimensional Schubert variety, so w = st € S for
some s # t. Then X(w, A) is a Zariski-locally-trivial P*-bundle over P'. The cohomology
ring H*(X(w, A);Z) is the free Z-module generated by the Schubert classes &, for u €
{e, s, t,w}, where &, has degree 2¢(u) and e is the identity. The ring structure is determined
by the relations £2 = 0, & - & = Eu, and £ = — Ay, From this, it follows that X (w, A)
1s the Hirzebruch surface %, where n = —Ag.

It is well-known that ¥, = %, if and only if m = n. Hence X(w, A) = X (w', A") with
w' = §'t" if and only if Ay = AL,,,. In particular, the isomorphism type of X (w, A) depends
only on the value of Ag, not on As.

Let < denote the Bruhat order for the Coxeter system (W, S), and define the support
of an element w € W to be the set

S(w):={se S:s<w}

A simple reflection s € S belongs to S(w) if and only if s appears in some (or equivalently,
every) reduced word of w. Inspired by the example of Hirzebruch surfaces, we define:

Definition 1.2. Let A and A’ be Cartan matrices over S and S’ respectively. Let w €
W(A) and w' € W(A"). We say the pair (w,A) and (w', A") are Cartan equivalent if
there is a bijection o : S(w) — S(w') such that the following are satisfied:

(a) There are reduced words w = s1-+- s and w' =ty -+ -ty such that o(s;) = t; for all
1<i<k.
(b) If ss' <w for s # s € S(w), then Agy = A;(S)U(s,).

Although it’s not immediately obvious from the definition, we show in the next section
(see Corollary 2.3]) that Cartan equivalence is an equivalence relation (and in particular is
symmetric). We also refer to the bijection o : S(w) — S(w’) in Definition as a Cartan
equivalence.

Our main result is that, somewhat surprisingly, two Schubert varieties X (w,A) and
X (w', A") are isomorphic if and only if (w,A) and (w’, A’) are Cartan equivalent. As
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part of the proof, we give a cohomological characterization of isomorphism as well. Re-
call that Schubert varieties are stratified by their Schubert subvarieties, and this strati-
fication implies that the Schubert classes form a basis for the integral cohomology ring
H*(X(w,A)) = H* (X (w, A); Z).

Theorem 1.3. Let A and A" be Cartan matrices over S and S’ respectively. Let w € W (A)
and w' € W(A"). Then the following are equivalent.
(1) The pairs (w, A) and (W', A") are Cartan equivalent.
(2) The Schubert varieties X (w, A) and X (w', A") are algebraically isomorphic.
(3) There is a graded ring isomorphism ¢ : H*(X (w, A)) — H*(X (w', A")) which sends
the Schubert basis for H*(X (w, A)) to the Schubert basis for H*(X (w', A")).

Theorem [[3]can be readily applied in many situations. To illustrate this, we give several
examples and applications in Section [[Tl We remark that the theorem does not hold if we
drop the requirement in part (3) that the isomorphism preserve Schubert bases. Indeed,
returning to Example [T, two Hirzebruch surfaces ¥,, and X,, have isomorphic integral
cohomology rings if and only if they are diffeomorphic, which happens if and only if m =n
mod 2.

Hirzebruch surfaces are also examples of toric varieties. In general, a Schubert vari-
ety X(w,A) is a toric variety if and only if w = s;---s; for distinct simple reflections
S1y...,8k € S [Karl3]. It follows from this that toric Schubert varieties are toric mani-
folds (smooth compact toric varieties). It is well known that isomorphism classes of toric
varieties are determined by the combinatorial data in their associated fans [Ful93]. In
addition, a result of Masuda states that toric manifolds are isomorphic if and only if their
equivariant cohomology rings are weakly isomorphic [Mas08|. Both of these criteria apply
to toric Schubert varieties in particular. It is an open question as to whether toric mani-
folds are cohomologically rigid, in the sense that any two toric manifolds with isomorphic
cohomology rings are diffeomorphic or homeomorphic. We can ask the same question for
Schubert varieties:

Question 1.4. Suppose X (w, A) and X (w', A") are both smooth, and H*(X(w,A)) and
H*(X(w', A")) are isomorphic as graded rings. Are X(w, A) and X (w', A") diffeomorphic
or homeomorphic?

If integral cohomology is replaced with rational cohomology H* (X (w, A); Q), then Ques-
tion [[L4 has a negative answer, as all Hirzebruch surfaces have isomorphic cohomology rings
over Q. Another counterexample is provided by the flag varieties of finite types B,, and C),,
since the cohomology rings are isomorphic over Q, but not over Z [BS02, [Bor53, [EG95].

Finally, recall that if A is a Cartan matrix over S, then for any subset J C S there is
a partial flag variety X7 := G(A)/P(A);, where P(A); is the parabolic subgroup gener-
ated by the elements of J. Partial flag varieties are also stratified by Schubert varieties
X7 (w, A), where X7 (w, A) is defined as the closure of BwP;/P; in X’. Partial flag va-
rieties include familiar examples such as the Grassmannians. Next we show the notion of
Cartan equivalence is neither necessary nor sufficient for distinguishing Schubert varieties
in partial flag varieties.

Example 1.5. Consider the Cartan matrices of types As and Cy given by

2 -1 0 5 5
As3=| -1 2 -1 and 02:< )

-1 2
0o -1 2
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over index sets S = {si1, 82,83} and S’ = {s!,s,} respectively. First consider the case
where J = {sq,83} and J' = {sh} with w = s3s951 and w' = s|shs}. Then X’(w, As3)
and X' (w',Cy) are both isomorphic to the projective space P3. However |S(w)| = 3 and
|S(w")| =2 and hence (w, A3) and (w',Cs) cannot be Cartan equivalent.

Conversely, consider w = sos15359 and J = {s1,s3}. Then X(w, A3) = X (w, A3) is
singular, whereas X7 (w, Az) is the Grassmannian Gr(2,4), and hence is smooth. Clearly
(w, A3) is Cartan equivalent to itself; however X% (w, Ag) 2 X7 (w, A3).

The class of Schubert varieties of partial flag varieties is much broader than the class of
Schubert varieties in full flag varieties. It is not clear whether the isomorphism problem
for this broader class should have a simple combinatorial solution like Cartan equivalence.
We leave this as an open problem.

In proving Theorem [I.3, we need to show that a Cartan equivalence can be constructed
from the isomorphism between cohomology rings. To do this, we prove that the Cartan ma-
trix entries Ay for st < w and the reduced words for w can be recovered from H*(X (w), A)
along with its Schubert basis. This gives a procedure to solve a related problem of inde-
pendent interest: constructing a presentation of a Schubert variety (as a Schubert variety)
solely from geometric data. We outline this procedure in Section (.11

1.1. Examples and applications of Theorem [1.3l In this section, we illustrate the
potential applications of Theorem [[.3] with several examples. We start with a basic example
of how the theorem works:

Example 1.6. Let A be the following Cartan matrixz over S = {s1, 82, 83,84}

2 -1 -1 0
-1 2 =3 0
-2 -1 2 =5
0O 0 -3 2
Let w be the reduced word sgs3sas184 in W(A). To illustrate Definition[I.2 part (2), we list

all elements s;s; < w in the corresponding positions within the matriz A and then highlight
the relevant data in A needed to determine the Cartan equivalence class of (w, A).

$184 2 * * 0

(1) $92851 §983 S954 N —1 2 -3 0
5381 83852 S$354 -2 -1 2 -5

5451 5489 0 0 * 2

The “«” entries correspond to pairs of indices (s;,55), i # j, such that s;s; £ w. Suppose
A’ is another Cartan matriz over S which agrees with A on all the non-starred entries. By
Lemma [2.2, the word s9s3s28184 will be reduced in W(A") as well, so (w,A) and (w, A")
will be Cartan equivalent. By Theorem [L.3, we would then have X (w,A) = X (w', A).
More generally, if a Cartan matriz A" contains a submatrixz of the form on the right in
Equation (@) (where the “«” entries can be any number), then there will be an element w' €
W(A") such that (w', A’) is Cartan equivalent to (w, A), and hence X (w, A) = X (w', A").

One of the advantages of Theorem [[L3] is that it makes it easy to determine whether
Schubert varieties in different types are isomorphic. For instance:
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Example 1.7. Consider the Cartan matrices
2 -1 0 2 -1 0
As=1|-1 2 -1 and By3=]|-1 2 -1
0o -1 2 0o -2 2
of types As and Bs over S = {s1, $2,83}. Theorem implies that
X (815983, Ag) = X(s18283, B3)

and

X(SgSQSl, Ag) 9_3 X(SgSQSl, Bg).
Also note that

X(828183, A3) 3‘:" X(818382, Ag).

Note that every Schubert variety in this example is smooth and has the same Poincaré
polynomial. Hence the varieties in this example cannot be distinguished by these properties.
In the last example, we have a case where X (w, A) 2 X (w1, A).

For any A is a Cartan matrix indexed by S, and J C S, let A := [Agt](51)c 2 denote the
induced Cartan matrix over J. The group W (A;) can be thought of as the subgroup of
W (A) generated by J, and is typically denoted by W. If w € W(A), then w € W (Agy))-
Something that shows up in the previous example is that the isomorphism type of X (w, A)
depends only on Ag(,). In fact, X(w, A) = X (w, Ag(y)). While this follows from Theorem
[L3] it can also be easily proved without it (see for instance [RS16, Lemma 4.8]). We say
w € W(A) is fully supported if S(w) = S.

Finite and affine type Cartan matrices are classified by Dynkin diagrams, which are
graphs with simple edges and decorated multiedges (See Figure [I). The vertex set of the
Dynkin diagram is the index set S of the Cartan matrix A, and the edge or multiedge
between vertices s and t determines the matrix values Ag and A;s. For any Cartan matrix
A, we can also consider the Coxeter graph of A, which is the graph with vertex set .S, and
mgt — 2 edges between vertices s and t. In finite and affine types, the Coxeter graph is the
Dynkin diagram with decorations removed from the multiedges.

A particularly interesting case to look at is finite versus infinite type. Recall that a
Cartan matrix A is simply-laced if Ay € {0,—1} for all s # ¢t € S. Equivalently, a
Cartan matrix is simply-laced if the exponents mg; of the Coxeter relations are either 2 or
3, i.e. the Coxeter graph is simple. Given a Cartan matrix A, it is convenient to define
the simple Coxeter graph I'(A) := (S, E) to be the graph with vertex set S and edges
(s,t) € E if and only if Ag # 0. In other words, I'(A) is the underlying simple graph of
the Coxeter graph of A.

Lemma 1.8. If X(w,A) = X (w', A'), then T'(Ag(w)) = T(Ag(w)-

Proof. Let o : S(w) — S(w') be a Cartan equivalence. If s,¢ € S(w), then either st < w or
ts <w. If st < w, then Ay = A;(s)o(t), while if ts < w then A;s = A;(t)o(s). Using the fact
that Ay = 0 if and only if A;s = 0, we conclude that Ay = 0 if and only if A;(S)g(t) =0.

Therefore o is a graph isomorphism.

Corollary 1.9. If X(w, A) is isomorphic to a Schubert variety in a finite type flag variety,
then I'(Ag () is a finite type Coxeter graph. In particular, if Ag( is simply-laced, then
X (w, A) is isomorphic to a Schubert variety of finite type if and only if Ag(,) is of finite
type.
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Finite type | Dynkin diagram | Aut(A) | Aut(I'(A))

An —o—o—o ZQ ZQ
Bn (TL 2 3) *—o— —0— 9 Zl ZQ
Cn (TL 2 2) —o— —o—<9 Zl ZQ

D, F{ S3 S3
Dy(n>5)| o 4{ Z Z

E6 H—I—H ZQ ZQ
E7 H—I—o—o—o Zl Zl
Eg H—I—o—o—o—c Zl Zl

Fy B VA Lo
Gs pes Zy Zo
Affine type | Dynkin diagram Aut(A) Aut(I'(A))
i, - I(n) L(n)
By (n>3) }« .o Z Zs
Cp (n >2) Cre—e —e—ete Lo Ly

D4 >’< 54 S4
Bn(n25) >—k4—< ZzXZQXZQ ZQXZQXZQ

Fy o—e—e=e—o Zq Zo
Gy e Zy Ly
A3 = A Lo
A%n OXo—0—0— —0—0<9 Zl Z2
A2, % e Zs Zs
D?L o<o—0—0— —0—0—69 ZQ Z2
D3 e 7y Zs
E? o—e—ete—s 7y Zy

FiGURE 1. Dynkin diagrams and automorphism groups of all finite and
affine Lie types. S,, denotes the symmetric group, and I3(n) denotes the
dihedral group.
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Proof. Tt is easy to verify from Figure [Il that the underlying simple graph of a finite type
Dynkin diagram is also a finite type Dynkin diagram. If X (w, A) = X (w’, A’) where A" has
finite type, then by Lemma [L.8 the graph I'(Ag,,)) is isomorphic to F(A/S(w,)) and hence
has finite type. If Ag(,) is simply-laced, then I'(Ag(,)) is the Coxeter graph of Ag(,, and
hence Ag, is of finite type. O

Example 1.10. The Coxeter graph of affine type A, is a cycle for n > 2. Hence if

w € W(A,,) is fully supported, then X (w, Ay) is not isomorphic to any Schubert variety of
finite type. The same is true for affine types D,, and E,.

Example 1.11. If Ag(,) is not simply-laced, then it’s possible for X(w, Ag()) to be iso-
morphic to a finite-type Schubert variety, even if Ag,) is not of finite type. For instance,
consider the Cartan matrices

1211:<2 _2> and02:<2 _2>
-2 2 -1 2

of affine type A1 and finite type Cy over index set {s1,sa}. Then X (s1s9, A1) = X (s152,Ch).

Example 1.12. The criterion in Definition[I.2 simplifies if A is simply-laced, since Ag =
Ay for all s,t. More generally, suppose that A and A’ are symmetric Cartan matrices, in
the sense that Ay = Ay for all s,t € S and let w € W(A), w' € W(A). If X(w, A) =
X (w', A"), then the Cartan matrices Ag(, and A{S‘(w’) are the same up to permutation of

rows and columns. In other words, if X(w,A) and X (w', A") are isomorphic, then the
flag varieties X (Ag(y)) and X (Ag(,y) are isomorphic, with an isomorphism that identifies
X(w,A) and X(w', A").

We can use Lemma [I.§] for comparison to other classes of Schubert varieties as well.

Example 1.13. The finite type A Schubert varieties are the best studied class of Schubert
varieties. By Lemma L8, a Schubert variety X (w, A) is isomorphic to a Schubert variety
of finite type A if and only if

(1) the simple Coxeter graph I'(Ag)) is a disjoint union of paths, and
(2) for every st < w, we have Ag € {0,—1}.

We can also use Theorem [I.3] to calculate the isomorphism classes of Schubert varieties
in a fixed Kac-Moody flag variety. For any Cartan matrix A and w € W(A), let

Isom(w, A) == {w' € W(A) : X(w, A) & X (v, A)}

denote the isomorphism class of X (w, A) within the Kac-Moody flag variety X (A).

1Symmetric is not the same as symmetrizable, a common condition imposed on Cartan matrices when
studying the representation theory of Kac-Moody Lie algebras.
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Example 1.14. The flag variety X (As) (where As is the Cartan matriz over S = {s1, s2, s3}
as in Example [I.7) has 14 isomorphism classes of Schubert varieties:

(w) Isom(w, As)

0 {1}

1 {81, S92, 83}

2 {s183}, {s182, s251, S283, S3S2}

3 | {s1s251, s2s3s2}, {s1s3sa}, {s2siss}, {s1s283, s3s251}
4

9

6

{81828382, 83828182}, {82818283, 82838281}, {82818382}
{s251525352, 5253525152}, {s3s2515253}

{s3s251535253}

In types Ay and As there are 54 and 316 Schubert isomorphism classes respectively.

When w € W(A) is not fully supported, it’s possible for X (w, A) to be isomorphic to
X(w', A) where S(w) # S(w'). For instance, X (s, A) = X(¢, A) for all s,t € S. So in
Example [[.T4], |Isom(s1, A3)| = 3, and in general |Isom(s, A)| = |S|. However, in Example
[L14] all the fully supported elements w have isomorphism classes of size 1 or 2. In fact, the
sets Isom(w, A) when A is of finite and affine type and w is fully supported are surprisingly
small. To explain this, we can bound the size of the sets Isom(w, A) in terms of the
automorphism groups of I'(A). Recall that a diagram automorphism of a Cartan matrix
A with index set S is a bijection o : S — S such that Ay = Ag(g)5(). We let Aut(A) denote
the group of diagram automorphisms of A. Diagram automorphisms play an important
role in the classification of automorphisms of Kac-Moody groups [CMO05L [CC93|, [KW92].
We let Aut(I'(A)) denote the graph automorphism group of I'(A), i.e. the set of bijections
o8 — S such that Ay = 0 if and only if Ay, = 0. Since I'(A) is the Dynkin
diagram of the Cartan matrix where every off-diagonal non-zero entry of A is changed to
—1, Aut(T'(A)) is also the automorphism group of some Cartan matrix.

Corollary 1.15. If A is a Cartan matriz over S and w € W (A) is fully supported, then
| Tsom(uw, A)| < | Aut(T'(A).
Furthermore, if A is symmetric, then
| Isom(w, A)| < | Aut(A)].

Proof. If w € W(A) is fully-supported, then a Cartan equivalence o : S — S between
(w, A) and (w’, A) is an element of Aut(I'(A)).

If A is symmetric, and s # t € S, then either st < w, in which case Ast = Ay (5)5(), OF
ts < w, in which case Ay = Ais = Agpyo(s) = Ao(s)ot)- S0 o will be in Aut(A). O

The automorphisms groups of A for A finite and (untwisted) affine types are well-known,
and are shown in Figure [l As can be verified from the table, if A is finite or affine, then
I'(A) is also finite or affine, so Aut(I'(A)) can be determined from the table as well. It
follows that for all simple finite and affine types except affine type A,, | Isom(w, A)| <
24 for all fully supported w, and for many simple finite and affine types, the bound is
| Isom(w, A)| < 2.
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1.2. Outline of paper. The remainder of this paper focuses on proving Theorem [L3l
In Section 2] we review some basic facts on Coxeter groups and apply them to Cartan
equivalences. In Section [3l we recall the definition of the algebraic structure on Schubert
varieties using the Kac-Moody Lie algebra, and prove (1) implies (2). In Section[] we study
the cohomology ring of Schubert varieties, and prove (2) implies (3) and (3) implies (1).
An explanation of how to construct a presentation of a Schubert variety from geometric
data is given in Subsection Il We use [Kum02] as the primary reference for background
material throughout the paper.

1.3. Acknowledgements. The authors thank Dave Anderson, Shrawan Kumar, Kevin
Purbhoo, and Alex Yong for helpful conversations. WS was supported by NSERC DG
2018-03968

2. COMBINATORICS OF CARTAN EQUIVALENCE

In this section, we establish some basic combinatorial properties of Cartan equivalence.
As usual, a word over alphabet S is a sequence (s1,...,s;) with s; € S for 1 <i <k. As
mentioned in the introduction, if A is a Cartan matrix over index set S, then (si,...,sg)
is a reduced word if there is no way to write s;---sp € W(A) as a product of fewer
than k elements of S. For any w € W(A), let RW(w) denote the set of reduced words
of w. Normally when working with W(A), a word (s1,...,sk) is written as s --- sk, so
the expression sj --- s can refer to a word or to an element of W(A) depending on the
context. We use the same convention in this paper, but we’ll also use the sequence notation
for words when there is potential for confusion.

We need the following special case of the subword property for Bruhat order.

Lemma 2.1. Let A be a Cartan matriz over a finite set S. Let w € W(A) and suppose
s, t € S(w). If Ast <0 then the following are equivalent:

o st <w.

e The element s appears before t in some reduced word for w.

e The element s appears before t in any reduced word for w.

Otherwise, if Ag = 0, then st = ts < w.
Proof. Special case of [BB05, Theorem 2.2.2]. d

The definition of Cartan equivalence ostensibly requires us to find a reduced expression
for w which corresponds to a reduced expression for w’. However, any reduced expression
will do:

Lemma 2.2. Let A and A’ be Cartan matrices on S and S’ respectively and let w € W (A).
Let (s1,...,sk) be a reduced word for w € W (A), and suppose o : S(w) — S’ is an injection
satisfying the condition that As = A;(S)g(t) whenever st < w. Then (o(s1),...,0(sk)) is a
reduced word for w' := o (s1)---o(sx) € W(A'), and (w, A) is Cartan equivalent to (w', A").
Furthermore, (t1,...,tr) € RW(w) if and only if (o(t1),...,0(tx)) € RW(w').

Proof. Let mg and m/, be the Coxeter exponents for A and A’ respectively. A word
(t1,...,tg) with t1,...,t; € S’ is non-reduced if and only if it is possible to apply Coxeter
relations

(syt,...)=(t,s,...)
—_—— ——

/ H / H
mg, times mg, times
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for simple reflections s,t € S’, to get a word (t/,...,t};) with ¢; = ¢/, ; for some 1 < i <
k. Suppose (o (31),. ,0(s)) contains an alternating Subword (o(s),o(t),...) of length
m/;(s)o_(t). If m/ o(s)o(t) > 3, then st < w and ts < w, and so Ag = AJ(S)U() and A;s =

Aa(t)g(s). If m J(S)U() = 2, then st < w, and hence Ay = A;(s)a(t) =0, and so A;s =0 =

Al (B)o(s) B well. Thus in either case, mg = m/ (s)o(t)? and so any Coxeter relation that can
be applied to (o(s1),...,0(sk)) can also be applied to (s1,...,Sk), giving another reduced
word for w. Since (s1,...,sy) is reduced, we’ll never get a word of the form (s,...,s})
with s; = si., by applying Coxeter relations. So the same is true of (o(s1),...,0(sk)),
and thus (o(s1),...,0(sg)) is reduced as well. The fact that (w, A) and (w’, A") are Cartan
equivalent follows immediately.

Similarly, if (s1,...,Sk) contains an alternating subword (s,t,...) of length mg, then
the same argument shows that mg = mg( S)o(t)’ and hence any Coxeter relation that can
be applied to (s1,...,s;) can also be applied to (o(s1),...,0(sg)). Since RW(w) and
RW (w') are exactly the words we get by applying Coxeter relations to (si,...,sx) and
(o(s1),...,0(sk)), it follows that (¢1,...,t;) € RW(w) if and only if (o(t1),...,0(tx)) €
RW (w'). O

Corollary 2.3. Cartan equivalence is an equivalence relation.

Proof. Clearly Cartan equivalence is reflexive. Suppose that o : S(w) — S(w') is a Cartan
equivalence as in Definition By definition, there is a reduced word s; - - - s, for w such
that o(s1)---0(sy) is a reduced word for w'. Suppose s't’ < w', where s’ = o(s) and
t' = o(t). By Lemma 2] if A’,, # 0, then s’ occurs before t' in o(s1) - 0(s,). So st < w,
and hence A, = Ay = Ay-1(s)o-1()- If Ay =0, then at least one of st or ts < w. In
both cases Ag—1(s)o-1(p) = Ast = 0= A, since if ts < w, then A5 = A, = 0, implying
Ay =0. So 07! is also a Cartan equivalence, and Cartan equivalence is symmetric.

For transitivity, suppose o : S(w) — S(w’) and 7 : S(w') — S(w”) are Cartan equiv-
alences from (w, A) to (w', A") and (w', A") to (w”, A”) respectively. Let s1,...,s, be a
reduced word for w. By Lemma 22] o(s1)---0(sy) is a reduced word for w’, and there-
fore 7(o(s1))---7(o(sy)) is a reduced word for w”. If st < w, then o(s)o(t) < w'. So
Ag = A;(S)U( B = AT(U(S))’ (U(t)) for all st < w, and hence Too : S(w) — S(w”) is a Cartan
equivalence between (w, A) and (w”, A”). O

Another corollary of Lemma is that Cartan equivalences preserve Bruhat intervals:

Corollary 2.4. Suppose (w,A) and (w', A’) are Cartan equivalent under the bijection
o: Sw) = Sw'). For any v < w, there is v/ < w' such that (v, A) and (V',A") are
Cartan equivalent under an induced bijection o|g(, : S(v) — o(S(v)). Furthermore, this
correspondence gives a poset isomorphism o : [e,w]| — [e,w'].

Proof. Fix a reduced word w = s1---s; and let v < w. Then there is a subsequence
(i1, ..., im) for which v = s;, -+ s;, is a reduced word for v. Let v/ := o (s;,) -~ 0(s;,,). It
follows from Lemma 2.2 that (v, A) is Cartan equivalent to (v/, A’) and v < w'. Also by
Lemma 2.2, the element v’ is independent of the choice of reduced word for v. So ¢ induces
a function o : [e,w] — [e,w’]. If u < v, then there is another subsequence (j1,...,jx) such
that u = s;; ---s;; is a reduced word for u, and hence ¢(u) = o(s;;, ) -+ o(si; ) < 7(v),

so o is order-preserving. The function o~! : [e,w'] — [e,w] induced by o' is an inverse

to g, so 7 is a bijection. O

Jk
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3. CARTAN EQUIVALENCE AND KAC-MOODY LIE ALGEBRAS

In this section we prove that condition (1) implies condition (2) from Theorem [[.3] which
we state as its own proposition:

Proposition 3.1. If (w, A) and (w', A") are Cartan equivalent, then X (w,A) = X (w', A")
as algebraic varieties.

The general idea of the proof of Proposition BIlis to use the Cartan equivalence between
(w, A) and (w', A’) to construct a linear map 7w : V — V' between certain vector spaces V
and V' for which the algebraic structures of X (w, A) and X (w', A") are realized as closed
embeddings into P(V) and P(V’) respectively. Restricting 7 to X (w, A) will then give an
algebraic bijection between X (w, A) and X (w’, A"). Since these varieties are normal, they
will be isomorphic. We begin by recalling the construction of a Kac-Moody Lie algebra
g(A) from a Cartan matrix A over a finite set S of size n as given in [Kum02] or [Kac90]. Let
h(A) be a complex vector space of dimension 2n — rank(A). Let {hs}scs C h(A) denote a
set of linearly independent vectors with corresponding simple root vectors {as}ses C h*(A)
satisfying

Oét(hs) = Ast-

The Kac-Moody Lie algebra g(A) is the Lie algebra generated by b, along with elements
{es}ses, {fs}ses, satisfying Lie bracket relations:

(2) [h,es] = as(h)es and [h, fs] = —as(h) fs for all h € h(A) and s € S,

(3) [65, ft] = 5st h87

(4) ad(es)=4st(e;) =0 for all s # ¢ € S, and

(5) ad(fs)!=4s¢(f;) =0 forall s £t € S.
The algebra g(A) has a triangular decomposition

g(A) = n"(4) @ h(A) ® n"(A),
where n*(A) are the subalgebras generated by {es}ses and {fs}scs respectively. More
specifically, the algebra n™(A) is the free Lie algebra generated by {e;}scs satisfying the
relations in (4) above. Similarly, n=(A) is freely generated by the {fs}scs subject to the
relations in (5).

In the proof of Proposition B.1], we want to be able to work with Kac-Moody Lie algebras
without specifying a Cartan matrix. To do this, consider the set the variables {ast}(&t)e g2
and let Ry = Clag : (s,t) € S?] denote the polynomial ring generated by these variables.
Let R be the free (associative non-commutative) Ry-algebra generated by symbols fs, hs,
and ég, for s € S. We use fl to denote an arbitrary non-commutative monomial in the
variables { fs} ses, y! to denote a non-commutative monomial in the variables {ils}ses and
{és}ses, and z! to denote a non-commutative monomial in all three families of variables.
A general element of R can then be written as

> gila)a’,
T

where each gr(a) is an element of Ry, and gr(a) = 0 for all but finitely many I. We say
an element of R is independent of ay; if each monomial in the coefficients g;(a) do not
contain ag as a factor. We say that an element of R is a normal form if it can be written

as B
Z QIJ(CL)fIyJ-
IJ
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In other words, every monomial is ordered so that all fs’s precede all 715’8 and é4’s. Given
a Cartan matrix A = [Ag](sseg2 over S, there is a morphism ¢(A4) : R — U(g(A)) which
sends

(fs, hsy €5) = (fs, hs,es) and  ag — Ag for all (s,t) € S2.

Note that ags is a variable in Ry. However, ¢(A)(ass) = 2 for all Cartan matrices A. Hence
the reader can replace ass with 2 in all the proceeding calculations.

Let g/(A) denote the commutator subalgebra of g(A). The morphism ¢(A) maps R
surjectively onto U(g'(A)), the universal enveloping algebra of g’(A), since it is generated
by {fs, hs,es | s € S}. Given an element 7 € R, we say that v € R is a normal form of
T if:

(a) v is a normal form, and
(b) ¢(A)(v) = ¢(A)(r) for all Cartan matrices A over S2.

Using the relations (2) and (3) from the definition of g(A), it is clear that every element

of R has a normal form] Given 7 € R, we construct a specific normal form 7(7) as follows:

e if &,f, or hyf; does not occur in any monomial of 7, then set n(r)=r.
e Otherwise find the rightmost occurrence of &, f; or h f; in each monomial of 7, and
either
— replace esft with ftes + 5sths, or
— replace h ft with fth — Qg ft
e Repeat for each monomial in the resulting sum.

We call n(7) the normal form of 7.

Example 3.2. Let S = {s1,50,53} and T = h1é2é3fs. Applying the algorithm for n(t)
yields:

T = hié(E3f2) = hiéa(fobs) = h(E2f2)és
— hn(faéa + ha)és = (hn f2)éaés + hahoés
— (foh1 — a12f2)&283 + hihaés
= fah162é3 — a2 foéaés + hyhoés = (7).
Lemma 3.3. Let 7 be an element of R which is independent of as with s # t. Suppose

that, in every monomial of T, every f; occurs to the left of every hy and fs. Then n(T) is
also independent of ag.

Proof. An ag is created in the above procedure when we switch
hsfe — fihs — asifi
and h is created whenever we switch
Esfs = fses + hs.
When the hypothesis of the lemma holds, all hs’s occur to the right of all ft’s in every
monomial of 7. If we always apply the above steps to the rightmost occurrence of €, fu or

R, fu, then we never create a hy to the left of any f;. Thus we will never create any ag’s.
Since 7 is independent of ag, we conclude that 7(7) is also independent of ag;. O

2This is analogous to the isomorphism U(g(A)) = U(n~ (A)) @U(H(A) & nt(A)). Working with R allows
us to use this isomorphism without specifying the Cartan matrix A.
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Example illustrates that if ft occurs to the right of hs in T, then n(7) may dependent
on ag even if 7 does not.

For the rest of this section, we work with two Cartan matrices A and A’ over finite sets
S and S’ with |S| = |S’|. We will also fix a bijection o : S — S’ and for the sake of
notational simplicity, we let A}, := A (s)o(t) for all s, t € S (note that we are not assuming
that Ag = AL,). Let g(A) and g(A4’) denote the corresponding Kac-Moody algebras to
A and A’. We will use the notation above for the generators of g(A), and refer to the

generators of g(A’) by

By = ho(s), €5 = eo(s), and  fi:= forq).
Note that we always use g(A’) instead of g’ to avoid confusion with the commutator sub-
group of g = g(A).

Recall that a representation for g(A) is said to be integrable if es and fs are locally
nilpotent for every s € S. Given a dominant integral weight A, we let L™#*(\) = L™#*(\, A)
denote the maximal integrable g(A) module of highest weight .

Given two Cartan matrices A and A’ over S and S’ as above, we write A < A’ to mean

that Ay < AL, for all s,t € S (in other words, |Agy| > |AL|) . For the next few lemmas,
we assume the following hypotheses:

Hypothesis 3.4. (i) A and A" are Cartan matrices over S and S with A < A’.
(i1) X € h(A)* and X' € H(A")* are dominant integrable weights such that \(hs) > N (hY)
forall s € S.

(111) V. = L™\, A) and V' = L™>(X', A") are the mazimal integrable modules with
highest weights X\ and X\ .
(iv) w and W' are highest weight vectors for V and V' respectively.

Lemma 3.5. Suppose hypotheses hold. Then:

(a) There are surjective Lie algebra morphisms
YTt (A) = nt(A) and P~ :in(A) = n(A)

mapping es — €. and fs — f! respectively.
(b) There is a surjective n~ (A)-module morphism 7 : V — V' sending w to o', where
V' is regarded as a nw~(A)-module using 1.

Proof. Part (a), the fact that % : n™(A) — nT(A’) is well-defined and surjective follows
from the fact that 1 — Ay > 1 — A%, for all for all s, € S. In particular, the relation
ad(el)'=4st(e}) = 0 holds in n*(A’). Similar argument holds for the map 1~ : n=(A4) —
n— (4.

For part (b), recall that L™**(\, A) is the quotient of the Verma module (see [Kum02|
Definition 2.1.1 and Definition 2.1.5])

M(\ A) = Un(A)) @¢ Cy

by the g(A)-module M*(\, A) generated by fs)‘(hs)ﬂv)\, where s € S and v, is the cyclic
weight vector 1 ® 1 in M (A, A). By [Kum02, Lemma 2.1.6], the action of nt sends the
generators f;‘(hs)ﬂv,\ to zero, so that M1 (), A) is also the 4 (n~(A))-module generated by
fs)‘ (h“")Hv)\. By part (a), for any cyclic weight vector vy of M (N, A’), there is a surjective
U(n~(A))-module map 7 : M(\, A) — M (N, A’") sending vy — vy. Now

m(f20 I oy) = (FONI oy
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belongs to M*(X, A’) for all s € S since A(hs) +1 > N(h.) + 1. Thus we get an induced
morphism 7 : L™**(\ A) — L™**(X\| A’) on the quotients. O

We now recall the root system of a Kac-Moody algebra g(A) and the inversion set
of an element w € W(A). Let Q = Q(A) := P,cgZas C b* denote the root lattice
and let R(A) C @ denote the root system of g(A4). We can decompose the set R(A) =
R*Y(A) U R (A) where RT(A) and R™(A) denote the subsets of positive and negative
roots respectively. We have that n*(A) = Deacr=(a) 8(A)a where g(A)q is the root space
corresponding to a. The Weyl group W (A) (which is generated by S) acts on @ by

s(ay) == ap — ay(hg) as
for s,t € S. Given w € W(A), define the inversion set
I(w) :={a € R™(A) :w ! (a) € R(A)}.
Note that the inversion set is finite of size £(w) and lies inside the sublattice €D ¢ g(y)Z -

Lemma 3.6. Let A and A’ be Cartan matrices over S and S" with w € W(A) and w' €
W(A"). Suppose that w is Cartan equivalent to w' under the bijection o : S(w) — S(w').
Then the induced isomorphism

given by ag — a;(s) identifies I(w) with I(w').
Proof. Let w = s1 -+ sg be a reduced expression. Then I(w) = {f1,..., B}, where

Be=s1-se-1(as,).
Given 1 < ¢ < k, we want to show that o(8;) belongs to I(w'). First note that if st < w,
then Ay = A’ and hence
o(s)o(t)
o(s(ar)) = ol — Asias) = @y = AL () Vo(s) = () (@ )-
In particular, o(s¢—1(as,)) = 0(35—1)(a;(32))' For the purpose of induction, suppose that
o(sm -+ se-1(0s,)) = 0(sm) -+ o (se-1)(ag(s,))-

Let sy,—1 = s and write sy, - - - sp—1(as,) = Z ¢t oy where ¢; € Z. If st £ w, then t does not

tesS
appear to the right of any s in the reduced expression for w. This implies the coefficient

¢t =0 for all t € S such that st £ w. Hence

T(Sm-18m -+ s0-1(00s,)) = Y cro(sm-1(n)) = Y _ et o(sm1)(alyyy)
tesS tesS
o(Sm—1 (Zcm >—0 8m—1)0(8m -+ se-1(as,))-
tes

By induction, we have

o(Be) = o(s1--se-1(as,)) = o(s1) -+ o (se-1)(ys,))-

Since o(s1) -+ o(sk) is a reduced expression for w’, we have o () € I(w'). O
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For w € W(A), define

acl(w)
Since I(w) is closed under bracket, n™(A),, is a finite-dimensional nilpotent Lie algebra.
We now add two additional hypotheses:

Hypothesis 3.7. (v) Suppose that w € W(A) such that As = A, for all st < w.
(vi) Let w' € W(A') denote the element which is Cartan equivalent to w under the
bijection o : S — S'.

Lemma 3.8. Suppose that hypotheses and[3.77 hold. Then ¢ induces an isomorphism
nt(A)y = ntT(A)y.

Proof. Because nt(A) is generated by {es }ses, it is spanned by Lie monomials in these same
variables. Since each monomial is contained in a root space, we have that " (g(A4),) C
9(A") () where o : S(w) — S(w') is given in Lemma The lemma now follows from
Lemma O

Lemma 3.9. Let exp : g(A) — G(A) denote the exponential map and suppose that hy-
potheses and [377 hold. Further suppose that X(hs) = N (h}) for all s € S. Then

/

7 (exp(2) v - w) = exp(¢ (2)) o(v) - w
for all z € nt(A) and v < w.
Proof. Let v = s7...si be areduced expression. If st £ w then st £ v, so o(s1)...0(sk) is
also a reduced expression for o(v). By [Kum02l Definition 1.3.2 (5)], the action of s (resp.
o(s)) on V (resp. V') is given by

exp(fs) exp(—es) exp(fs) (resp. exp(f;) exp(—e;) exp(fy)) -
Since V is integrable, for any s € S and u € V, there is an integer Ny such that
N

(—e2)* - JE
exp(—es) - u = (Z k:f ) -u and  exp(fs)-u= <Z k—ﬁ) U
! e k!

k=0

for all N > Nj. The same applies to exp(—e}) and exp(f/) when acting on V’. Since V and
V' are highest-weight modules, we also have similar expressions for exp(z) and exp(¢*(2)).
Thus we can find an integer N >> 0 such that

N

' li(_ mi £n1
exp(2)v-w = exp(2)(s1 - Sp) - w = ZZJ ) Z fo(—es))™ f2

H | ] ]
Jj=0 7 (I1,m1,n1)€[N]3 (ll.)(ml')(nl')

Fl(—es, )™ [
2 (16D (me!) (n!)

(lkymkvnk)e[N}S

Vi) (fs )™ (=€s)™ (f)™
’ 2 (1) (ma!)(na!)

Jj=0 (l1,m1,n1)€[N]3

() )™ (F )™
2.

() (mae) () e
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where [N] := {0,1,... N}. Since nt(A) is generated by {es | s € S}, the element z is a
polynomial in {e; | s € S}. Since ¥ sends e — €., we can thus write down an element ®
in R such that

exp(2)u-w = 6(A)(®) -w  and  exp(¥F(2))o(v) o = H(A)(®) .
Now replace ® with the normal form
(@) = gria)fly’.
IJ

Note that hsw = A(hs)w and esw = 0 for all s € S. Hence, for any I in the above sum,
we have that ¢(A)(y/)w = cjw for some ¢; € Z. Since A(hs) = N(h.), we also have

H(A) (yw' = crw’. Letting
n =Y csgrsa)f
1,J

yields
$(A)(®) -w = d(A)(no) -w and  G(A)(®)-w' = $(A")(n0) - .
If st £ w then st £ v, and this implies that f; occurs to the left of every fs in ® by Lemma

211 Since hg does not occur in ¢, Lemma [B.3]implies that n(®) is independent of ag. This
also implies that 79 is independent of ag. On the other hand, if st < w, then Ay = A.,.

So
o = Z crgri(A)fh = Z crgri(A) f

It follows that ¢(A")(ng) = ¥~ (¢(A)(no)). Fmally, the map 7 is ¥~ -equivariant, so

7 (exp(2)v - w) = m(P(A) (@) - w) = 7(H(A) (o) - w)
¢ (¢(A)(no))m ( ) = ¢(A")(no)o’
$(A") (R = exp(y (2))o(v) - '

O

Proof of Proposition [31l Let A and A’ be Cartan matrices over S and S’ respectively and
that o : S(w) — S(w’) gives a Cartan equivalence between (w, A) and (w’, A"). without
loss of generality, we can assume that S = S(w) and S’ = S(w') (for instance, see [RS16]
Lemma 4.8]). In particular, hypotheses 3.7l will hold. Assume (now with loss of generality)
that A < A’. By [Kum02, Definition 7.1.19], the stable variety structure on X (w, A) is
induced (meaning that there is a closed embedding) by taking the map

G(A)/B(A) = P(V): g~ g w,

where B(A) is the Borel subgroup of G(A), and w is the highest weight vector of V =
L™ax()\, A) for a large enough dominant weight A. By possibly increasing A, we can assume
that the variety structure on X (w’, A’) is induced by taking the map

G(A)/BA) = P(V'): g =g,

where «’ is the highest weight of V! = L™*(X, A") for a dominant weight A with X' (h,(s)) =
A(hs). Hence all parts of Hypothesis [3.4] are satisfied.

Consider the map 7 : X (w, A) — P(V’) induced by 7 : V. — V'. By [Kum02, 6.2.E.1],
every point of X(w,A) can be written uniquely as exp(z)v - w for some v < w and
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x € nt(A4),. By Corollary 2.4] and Lemmas B.8 and [3.9] the map 7 induces a bijec-
tion X (w,A) — X(w',A’). Since X(w',A") is a normal variety (see [Kum02, Theorem
8.2.2 (b)]), the map 7 restricted to X (w, A) must be an algebraic isomorphism.

Now suppose that A £ A’. Define A by Ay = min(Ag, A%,). By Lemma[Z2] there is an
element w in W (A) such that (@, A) is Cartan equivalent to both (w, A) and (w', A’). We
also have A < A and A < A’ and hence the above argument implies X (w, A) = X (0, A) =
X', A). O

4. THE COHOMOLOGY RING OF SCHUBERT VARIETIES

In this section, we finish the proof of Theorem [[.3] by showing that condition (2) implies
condition (3), and that condition (3) implies condition (1). Let A be a Cartan matrix over
S, and let w € W(A). Recall that B = B(A) is the Borel subgroup of the Kac-Moody
group G(A). The Schubert variety X (w, A) has a stratification given by its decomposition
into Schubert cells

X(w,A) =BuwB/B = | | BuB/B.
u<w
Let x, denote the fundamental class of the Schubert subvariety X (v, A) = BvB/B C
X (w, A) in the integral homology group Hay( (X (w, A)) := Hay) (X (w, A),Z). Equiva-
lently, if we consider X (v, A) as a cycle in the Chow group Ch, (X (w, A)), then

xy = cl(X (v, A))

where cl : Chy(X(w,A)) — H.(X(w,A)) denotes the cycle map between Chow groups
and homology. It is well known that the Schubert homology classes {z,}y<yw form a Z-
basis of H,(X(w,A)). The corresponding Schubert basis {&,}y<, in integral cohomol-
ogy H*(X(w,A)) := H*(X(w, A),Z) is defined (using the identification H*(X (w, A)) ~
Homy (H.(X(w, A)),Z)) by

gv(l‘u) = 5vu-

We now prove that condition (2) implies condition (3) in Theorem .3

Proposition 4.1. Let A and A’ be Cartan matrices with w € W(A) and w' € W(A') and
suppose that ¢ : X (w, A) — X (w', A") is an algebraic isomorphism. Then the induced map

¢" H'(X(w', A')) - H*(X (w, A))
is a graded ring isomorphism that identifies Schubert bases.

Proof of Proposition [[.1 Let Chy (X (w,A)) and Ch.(X (v, A’)) denote the Chow groups
of X(w, A) and X (w', A"). Since ¢ is an algebraic isomorphism, the induced isomorphism of
Chow groups ¢, : Ch, (X (w,A)) — Ch,(X(w', A")) preserves the cone of effective classes.
By [EMSS95, Corollary to Theorem 1], any effective class is a nonnegative Z-linear com-
bination of Schubert cycleSE Hence the Schubert cycles form the minimal extremal rays
of the effective cone, so ¢, maps Schubert cycles to Schubert cycles. Since the Schubert
classes in cohomology are dual to the Schubert cycles in homology, ¢* maps Schubert
classes to Schubert classes. O

To finish the proof of Theorem [[3] we just need to show that condition (3) implies
condition (1):

3This idea effectively goes back to [Hir84]; see also [KNOSg].
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Proposition 4.2. Let A and A’ be Cartan matrices with w € W(A) and w' € W(A').
Suppose there is graded ring isomorphism

b1 H*(X(w, A)) = H*(X(u/, A'))
which identifies Schubert bases. Then (w, A) is Cartan equivalent to (w', A’).

For the proof of Proposition .2 suppose we have two Schubert varieties X (w, A) and
X (w', A’) with an isomorphism ¢ between cohomology rings as in the proposition. Let
E := {& }y<w denote the Schubert basis of H*(X(w,A)). As sets, there is a bijection
E — [e,w] by mapping &, — u. Define S(w) := ENH?(X (w, A)). The bijection E — [e, w]
sends & to s, and hence identifies S(w) with S(w). We similarly define E’ and S(w’) for
H*(X(w', A”)). By assumption, the isomorphism ¢ restricted to E gives a degree-preserving
bijection ¢ : E — E'. Let o : S(w) — S(w') be the bijection corresponding to ¢|5(w), SO
in particular ¢(§s) = &,(5) for any s € S(w). To prove Proposition B2, we will show that
o is a Cartan equivalence. For this, we need to show that all of the relevant entries of the
Cartan matrix and the reduced word structure of w € W(A) can be reconstructed from
the ring structure of H*(X (w, A)).

Recall the set of roots R(A) C Q(A) = @ g Zas € h*(A). For notational simplicity, we
denote R := R(A) and R* := RT(A). A root 8 € R is said to be a real root if 8 = v(as)
for some v € W(A) and s € S. The Weyl group W (A) acts on the dual space h(A) by

s(h) :=h — ag(h) hs

for s € Sand h € h(A), where hy € h(A), s € S are vectors as in Section 3 (so ay(hs) = Agt).
The restriction of this action to @,.gZhs is the dual action to the action of W (A) on
Q(A). For a real root 3 = v(as), the corresponding coroot is BY := v(hs) € h(A), and the

corresponding reflection is sz := vsv™! € W(A). Note that oy = hy and s,, = t for all
t € S. Finally, we pick fundamental coweights {ws}ses C h*(A) satisfying the formula
ws(ht) = 68t’

The main computational tool used to prove Proposition[4.2]is Chevalley’s (non-equivariant)
formula for multiplying Schubert classes by simple Schubert classes. We use here the version
from [Kum02, Theorem 11.1.7 (i)].

Proposition 4.3. (Chevalley’s formula) For any & € S(w) and &, € E,
€ bu= ws(w ' (8Y)) &spu

where the sum is over all real roots 5 € R such that (sgu) = {(u) + 1 and sgu < w.

Note that if £(sgu) = £(u) + 1, then u~1(3Y) € R and hence w;(u~1(8Y)) is a nonneg-
ative integer. For any F' € H*(X (w, A)), define the support of F' as
Supp(F) :={¢& € E: F(x,) # 0}.

In other words, if we write F' =" . ¢, &, then & € Supp(F) if and only if ¢, # 0. Let
< be the partial order on E generated by the covering relations &, < &, for u and v such
that &, € Supp(&s€,,) for some s € S(w). In the next lemma, we show that < corresponds
to Bruhat order < on [e, w]:

Lemma 4.4. £, <&, if and only if u < v.
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Proof. It suffices to consider covering relations. Recall that v < v if and only if v = sgu
with £(v) = £(u) + 1 for some real root § € RT. Hence & < &, immediately implies
u < v. Conversely, if u < v with £(v) = £(u) + 1, then v = sgu where u=1(3Y) € RT. So
there exists s € S(w) for which ws(u=(3Y)) > 0, implying that &, € Supp(&s - &,). Hence
§u < &u- O

Next we show that Cartan matrix entries Ay for st < w can be recovered from products
of simple Schubert classes.

Lemma 4.5. Let s,t € S(w) such that s #t. Then:
(1) Supp(&£4&;) NSupp(€2) # 0 if and only if st < w and st # ts. In this case,
Supp(és&) N Supp(&7) = {&st}  and Ay = & (ws1).
(2) Supp(£:&;) N (Supp(£7) USupp(€2)) = 0 if and only if st = ts. In this case, Ag = 0.

Proof. By Chevalley’s formula, we have

G= > wltlay)ém+ > wilay)
s :s't<w s':ts” <w
s'#t ts"'#£s"'t

In the second sum, since ¢ # s”, wi(ay,) = 0. So
& = Z wi(ay — Agra)) Egt = Z — Ayt &

s's’t<w s':s't<w

s/ £t s/ £t
Since Ay = 0 if and only if st = ts’, we conclude that
Supp(é?) = {€v¢ | 8 € S(w) such that s't # ts’ and st < w}.
If s # t, then

gsgt = Z Ws(t(a;/’)) gs’t + Z Ws(a;/”) st

s'is't<w s"its” <w
s'#£t ts"#£s""t
— \ \ V
= E ws(agy — Agray’) Eore + E ws (aegn) Esr
s:s't<w s':ts" <w
s'#t ts" #s"'t

If st < w then the first sum is &, and otherwise the first sum is 0. If st # ts, and ts < w,
then the second sum is &, while otherwise it’s 0. So we conclude that Supp(&s&) C
{&st:&ts} with £ € Supp(&s&:) if and only if st < w. This proves part (1). For part (2),
note that either st < w or ts < w. So if Supp(£2) U Supp(£2) contains neither &g or &5, we
must have st = ts. Conversely, if st = ts, then & = & cannot belong to either Supp(¢?)
or Supp(£2). Since Supp(&s&;) will always contain one of &g or &, this proves part (2). O

Corollary 4.6. Let s,t € S(w) such that s # t. If st < w, then Ag = A;(s)o(t).

Proof. First suppose that s,t € S(w) commute. By Lemma [£5] part (2), we have
Supp(&s&:) N (Supp(&7) U Supp(£2)) = 0.

Since ¢ is a graded ring isomorphism identifying Schubert bases, we also have that

Supp(¢(&:)d(&)) N (Supp(d(&)?) U Supp(¢(&5)?)) = 0
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This implies that o(s),o(t) also commute and Ay = A;(s)g(t) = 0. If s,¢ do not commute,
then Lemma 5] part (1) implies

Supp(£s&r) N Supp(&7) = {€at}-
Applying the map ¢ to this equation gives

Supp(é(&5)¢(&)) N Supp(p(&)?) = {d(Ex) }-

Since this set is nonempty, Lemma (5] part (1) also implies that o(s)o(t) < w' and
o(s),o(t) do not commute. Moreover, we know that

Supp((&:)B(&:)) N Supp(p(£:)*) = Supp(€a(s)éoir)) N SUPP(Er () = {ea(s)on) b

80 ¢(€st) = Eo(s)o(r)- Since Ag is the coefficient of g in —£2, and A;(S)

of &o(s)o(t) I §U B = = ¢(—£2), we conclude that Ay = A;(s)a(t).

One consequence of Lemma and Corollary is that if w = s1--- sy is a reduced
expression, then o(s1)---o(sg) € W(A') is a reduced expression Cartan equivalent to w.
What remains to be shown is that w’ = o(s1)---0(sk). In order to show this, we next
show how to reconstruct the descent sets of elements in W (A) from the ring structure of
H*(X(w, A). For any J C S, let W; denote Coxeter subgroup generated by J and let W~/
denote the set of minimal length coset representatives for the cosets W (A)/W ;. The right
descent set of u € W(A) is

Dpr(u) :={se€ S :L(us) =l(u) — 1}.
If u < w, then Dp(u) € S(w). It is well known that s € Dg(u) if and only if u ¢ Wis}
and that Dg(u) is the set of simple reflections s for which there are reduced expressions

u = 51 --- 8 with s = 5. For any subset J C S(w), let H” be the subring of H*(X (w, A))
generated by {&s | s € S(w) \ J}, and let

|J Supp(F

FeH’

) is the coefficient
O

o(t

be the support set of H” in E.
Lemma 4.7. The map E — [e,w] given by &, + v restricts to a bijection E7 — W7N[e,w].

Proof. We first show that {v € [e,w] : &, € E’} is a subset of W*. Suppose u € W/N[e, w],
s € S(w) \ J. By Chevalley’s formula, if &, € S(£s&,) then v = sgu for some real root
B € Rt with £(v) = ¢(u) + 1 and ws(u_l(ﬁv)) # 0. Suppose v is of this form. If v & W,
then there is some simple reflection s’ € DR( )N J, and consequently there is a reduced
expression v = sy -5, for v with s, = s’ € J. But uw = s1---8y--- s, where §, means
that s, is omitted from the product, and v € W7, so we must have that ¢ = k, and
ultimately v = us’. Hence s, g = u‘lsgu = u 'v = ¢, and since the correspondence
between roots and reflections is a bijection, u™'f = ay and v~ 15V = a). Since s & J,
wi(u18Y) = wy(al) = 0, s0 if v @ WY, then &, & Supp(&,€.)-

Because H*(X(w),A) is graded, & € E7 for s € S(w) if and only if s € W7/. We've
shown that if u € W/ N[e,w], s € S(W)\ J, and &, € Supp(&s&,), then v € W7, so we
conclude by induction on degree that {v € [e,w] : £, € E/} c W7,

For the converse, we show that {&, : v € W; N [e,w]} is a subset of E/ by induction
on length. Indeed, suppose that v € W/ N [e,w], and write v = s1--- 5. Let u:= sjv =
S9 -+ 8. Clearly u € W+, and by induction we can assume that &, € E7. Since o, 1s
an inversion of v, we have that o, € RT NwR™. Hence v~ !(ags,) € v"!RT N R~ which
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implies v~ (—ay,) € v"!R™ N RT. Now [Kum02, Exercise 1.3.E] says that, since v € W,
the set v ' R-NRT C RT\ R}r, where R}r is the subset of the positive roots in the span
of {ag : s € J}. Thus
u Hag,) =uts1(—as) = v (—as,) € RT\ R}
We conclude that there exists s ¢ J such that ws(u™'(a)) # 0. Consequently &, €
Supp(&s€,), implying &, € E7. O
We now define

DR(gu) ={& € g(w) &y ¢ E{S}}-

Lemma 4.8. For any u < w, the bijection S(w) — S(w) given by & — s restricts to a
bijection Dr(&,) — Dr(u).

Proof. Since s € Dpg(u) if and only if u ¢ Wist, the lemma follows immediately from
Lemma 71 O

Lemma 4.9. For cvery & € DR(&,), there exists a unique &, € E} for which &, €
Supp(&s&y). Moreover, us = v.

Proof. Fix & € Dg(&,). By Lemma @8, s € Dr(v) and hence u = vs < v. The element u
is the unique element less than v such that ¢(v) = ¢(u) + 1 and v € W{5}. Hence Lemma
4l and E7 imply &, € Supp(&séu)- O

Recall that if w € W(A), then RW(w) is the set of reduced words of w. Lemma
implies we can inductively define RW(§,) by setting RW (&) := {€} where e denotes the
empty sequence, and

— 58 € DR(&U)? (5817 U 7£sm) S ﬁ](gu) for u
RW (&) = q (§s15 7 5&sms&s) ¢ the unique element such that &, € E{8} and
§v € SuPp(gsgu)

Lemma 4.10. For any v € [e,w], the bijection S(w) — S(w) given by & — s induces a
bijection between RW (&,) and RW (v).

Proof. RW(v) is the set of sequences of the form (si,...,s;) where s € Dpg(v) and
(s1,...,8k—1) € RW(vsg). The lemma follows by induction on length using Lemmas [A.§]
and O
Proof of Proposition [{.2 Suppose that ¢ : H*(X(w,A)) — H*(X(w',A") is a graded
ring isomorphism which identifies Schubert classes. In particular, the restricted map
Dl m2(x (w,4)) induces a bijection o : S(w) — S(w’). Let w = s1--- s be a reduced ex-
pression. Lemma .10 implies that (&,,...,&s,) € RVV(EU,) Since ¢ is an isomorphism
that identifies Schubert classes, ¢(Supp(F)) = Supp(¢(F')) for any F' € H*(X(w, A)). As
a result, ¢(E”) = (E')°) for any J C S(w) and hence ¢(Dr(&,)) = Dr(4(&,)). Also we
have that &, € Supp(§s&,) if and only if
¢(£U> € SUPP(QS(&Q)@(EH)) = Supp(go(s)qb(gu))'

So Lemma implies (5(s1),- -5 &0(s,)) € R\VN(QS(&U)). Since ¢ is graded, ¢(&w) = uwrs
and hence o(s1)---0(sg) € RW(w') by Lemma IO Finally, Corollary says that
Ast = Ag(s)o(r) for all st <w. Thus w and w’ are Cartan equivalent. g

Together, Propositions 3.1}, £.1] and complete the proof of Theorem
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4.1. Constructing a presentation of a Schubert variety. In section, we describe
how to construct a presentation of a Schubert variety from geometric data. Suppose we
have a variety X which is isomorphic to a Schubert variety X (w, A) for some w € W(A),
but the element w and matrix A are unknown. We want to find a Cartan matrix A’
and w' € W(A’) such that X = X(w’, A"). This can be done if we know the integral
cohomology ring H*(X;Z), and the effective cone X in H*(X) = H*(X;Z). Indeed, let
FE be the generators of the extremal rays of the effective cone. Since X is isomorphic to a
Schubert variety, we know that E is the Schubert basis for H*(X'). The proof of Proposition
then gives a procedure to construct w’ and A’ from H*(X) and E. Specifically, for any
F e H*(X), we can write F' =} . ce  for some integers c¢ and define

Supp(F) := {¢ € E | ¢¢ # 0}.

Let S := E N H? (X). We first construct a Cartan matrix A’ over the set S using Lemma
Let ¢1,(2 € S and consider the following cases (where products denote the product in
H*(X)):

(1) If 1 = (o, then set Ap ., = 2.

(2) If ¢ # C2 and Supp(¢i¢2) N (Supp(¢) USupp(¢3)) = 0, then set A7 ., = A, = 0.

(3)

3) If ¢ # ¢ and Supp(¢i1¢2) N Supp(¢3) = {v}, then write (3 = ZQ &, and set
¢eE
A,ClCz =G )
(4) If ¢1 # C2, Supp(Ci2) N Supp(¢3) = 0, and Supp(Ci¢2) N Supp(¢f) # 0, then set

/C1 ¢, toany negative integer.

By LemmaJH, exactly one of these cases must hold for each pair ((1,¢2) € S2. In addition,
if&:5—S:s— &, then Ay = Aés& for all st < w.

Next, observe that for any £ € F, we can construct ﬁR(f ) and RW(f) strictly in terms
of H*(X) and E, without referring to w or A. Indeed, for any J C S we can define H” to
be the subalgebra of H*(X) generated by J, and E” to be the set |Jpe s Supp(F) C E.

We can then define Dg(¢) and R—TN(S) as in the previous section, except that instead of
making a distinction between &, and s, we write ¢ € S in place of both of them (so for
instance, we'd define Dp(€) = {¢ € §: ¢ ¢ 1Y),

Let £ be the unique element of E of highest degree, let ((1,...,{x) € f{TN(f), and let
w' = (- € W(A'). Then € must be &,, and if we write {; = &s,, then s1--- sy is a
reduced word for w by Lemma .10l Thus ¢ is a Cartan equivalence between (w, A) and
(w',A"), and so X = X(w, A) = X (uw', A").
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