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TYPE C K–STANLEY SYMMETRIC FUNCTIONS AND KRAŚKIEWICZ–HECKE

INSERTION

JOSHUA ARROYO, ZACHARY HAMAKER, GRAHAM HAWKES, AND JIANPING PAN

Abstract. We study Type C K–Stanley symmetric functions, which are K–theoretic extensions of the
Type C Stanley symmetric functions. They are indexed by signed permutations and can be used to enu-
merate reduced words via their expansion into Schur Q-functions, which are indexed by strict partitions.
A combinatorial description of the Schur Q- coefficients is given by Kraśkiewicz insertion. Similarly, their
K–Stanley analogues are conjectured to expand positively into GQ’s, which are K–theory representatives for
the Lagrangian Grassmannian introduced by Ikeda and Naruse also indexed by strict partitions. We intro-
duce a K–theoretic analogue of Kraśkiewicz insertion, which can be used to enumerate 0–Hecke expressions
for signed permutations and gives a conjectural combinatorial rule for computing this GQ expansion.

We show the Type C K–Stanleys for certain fully commutative signed permutations are skew GQ’s.
Combined with a Pfaffian formula of Anderson’s, this allows us to prove Lewis and Marberg’s conjecture
that GQ’s of (skew) rectangle shape are GQ’s of trapezoid shape. Combined with our previous conjecture,
this also gives an explicit combinatorial description of the skew GQ expansion into GQ’s. As a consequence,
we obtain a conjecture for the product of two GQ functions where one has trapezoid shape.

1. Introduction

Although this paper is combinatorial in methods and results, our underlying objective is to understand
geometric properties of the isotropic or Lagrangian Grassmannian. Beginning in the 19th century with
work of Schubert, mathematicians have investigated enumerative properties of the intersections of curves
and hypersurfaces. The modern approach to calculating these quantities is to interpret them by computing
the cup product for the cohomology ring of an appropriate projective variety. In this guise, such compu-
tations are fundamentally combinatorial in nature. For example, Schubert’s computations are encoded in
the cohomology of the Grassmannian Gr(k, n), the space of k–planes in Cn, whose cup product is computed
by the Littlewood–Richardson rule for multiplying Schur functions (see e.g. [26] for a textbook treatment).
Similarly, the cup product in cohomology for the orthogonal and Lagrangian Grassmannians is computed by
multiplying Schur P - and Schur Q- functions [18, 29].

A major line of active research is to understand combinatorially more exotic cohomology theories such as
K–theory, which encodes finer data about the boundaries of intersections. For K–theory, products in the
Grassmannian were first computed combinatorially by Buch [5], and later extended to the orthogonal Grass-
mannian [10, 8]. For the Lagrangian Grassmannian, K–theory has proved far more difficult to understand
combinatorially, with the only progress being Buch and Ravikumar’s Pieri rule [7]. We offer a new pathway
towards understanding such products based on Type C K–Stanley symmetric functions.

1.1. Stanley symmetric functions and Kraśkiewicz–Hecke insertion. The Stanley symmetric func-
tions Fw are symmetric functions indexed by permutations. Introduced by Stanley to enumerate reduced
words [31], Stanley symmetric functions are also stable limits of the Schubert polynomials Sw, which repre-
sent cohomology classes in the flag variety Fl(n), and are themselves cohomology representatives for graph
Schubert varieties [21]. Edelman-Greene insertion shows they expand into the Schur basis with non-negative
coefficients enumerated by Edelman–Greene insertion tableaux [11], showing reduced words for permutations
are enumerated by standard tableaux counts. By choosing the permutation w appropriately, this expansion
recovers the Littlewood–Richardson rule for products of Schur functions. Our work continues this line of
investigation, introducing a novel insertion algorithm to better understand symmetric functions arising in
Schubert calculus.

The symmetric functions we study are Type C K–Stanley symmetric functions GC
w , introduced in [20] and

indexed by signed permutations. Our main tool is a novel insertion algorithm we call Kraśkiewicz–Hecke
insertion, which generalizes Kraśkiewicz insertion, the Type C analogue of Edelman–Greene insertion [22].
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As shown in [23], Kraśkiewicz insertion interprets the Schur Q- coefficients of a Type C Stanley symmetric
function from [3] as certain decomposition tableaux. Consequently, reduced words for signed permuta-
tions are enumerated by standard shifted tableaux counts. Hecke insertion is the K–theoretic extension of
Edelman–Greene insertion from reduced words to all words in the alphabet {1, 2, . . .} [6]. At the level of
symmetric functions, Hecke insertion shows a K–Stanley symmetric function1 from [13] expands into stable
Grothendieck polynomials2 with coefficients enumerating increasing tableaux. This expansion gives a new
proof for the K–theory product structure of the Grassmannian and shows 0–Hecke expressions for permuta-
tions are enumerated by standard set-valued tableaux counts. The 0–Hecke product and 0–Hecke expressions
are defined in Section 2.1.

Insertion algorithms map a word (a1, . . . , ap) to an insertion tableau P and a recording tableau Q. The
recording tableaux for Kraśkiewicz–Hecke insertion are standard shifted set-valued tableaux from [19]. We
introduce strict decomposition tableaux (see Definition 4.3) to play the role of insertion tableaux. For λ a
strict integer partition, let ShSetn(λ) be the set of standard shifted set-valued tableaux containing n values
and SDT(λ) be the set of strict decomposition tableaux of shape λ. Let KH denote Kraśkiewicz–Hecke
insertion. For P a strict decomposition tableau, ρ(P ) is the usual reading word of P (see Section 2.2).

Theorem 1.1. For all n ∈ N, the map Kraśkiewicz–Hecke insertion is a bijection:

KH : Nn ∼
−→

⊔

λ⊢m≤n strict

SDT(λ)× ShSetn(λ).

Moreover, for KH(a1, . . . , ap) = (P,Q), the words (a1, . . . , ap) and ρ(P ) are 0–Hecke expressions for the
same signed permutation.

The definition of Kraśkiewicz–Hecke insertion and proof of Theorem 1.1 appear in Section 5 and is
extraordinarily technical. As opposed to most families of tableau, checking the strict decomposition tableau
column condition for two entries requires examining the intermediate segment of the tableau’s reading word.
As a consequence, the insertion rules can modify entries in two rows, with concomitant difficulties propagating
throughout the arguments in our proofs.

For w a signed permutation, let Hn(w) be the set of 0–Hecke expressions for w of length n. Note Hℓ(w)

is the set of reduced words w. Also, let aCw(λ) be the number of strict decomposition tableaux of shape λ
whose reading word is a 0–Hecke expression for w. As an immediate consequence of Theorem 1.1, we have:

Corollary 1.2. For w a signed permutation and n ∈ N, we have

(1.1) |Hn(w)| =
∑

λ⊢m≤n strict

aCw(λ) · |ShSetn(λ)|.

Corollary 1.2 is precisely analogous to the use of Edelman–Greene and Kraśkiewicz insertions for reduced
word enumeration and Hecke insertion for 0-Hecke expression enumeration in Type A. All three of these
insertions are enumerative shadows of (K–)Stanley symmetric function expansions. Unfortunately, as shown
in Section 7.2 an insertion algorithm extending Kraśkiewicz insertion cannot be used to directly compute
the analogous expansion for GC

w . That said, we believe Kraśkiewicz–Hecke insertion is correctly identifying
coefficients. For λ a strict partition, GQλ is a symmetric function defined in terms of shifted set-valued
tableaux and represents K–theory classes for the Lagrangian Grassmannian [19].

Conjecture 1.3. For w a signed permutation,

(1.2) GC
w =

∑

λ strict

β|λ|−ℓ(w)aCw(λ) ·GQλ.

By combining [20, Lemma 7 (1)] with the main result from [9], it is known that GC
w ∈ Z[β][GQλ : λ strict].

However, establishing the positivity implied by Conjecture 1.3 is an open problem, even using geometric
methods. By taking the coefficient of x1 . . . xn on both sides of (1.2), we obtain Corollary 1.2 as a consequence
of Conjecture 1.3. Assuming the conjecture is false, replacing each aCw(λ) with the correct coefficient of GQλ

for GC
w in (1.1) gives a true equation. Therefore, should our conjecture fail we will have instead identified a

striking collection of relations for standard shifted set-valued tableaux counts.
While we cannot establish Conjecture 1.3, we prove two important expansions of GC’s into GQ’s. First,

as a straightforward application of the Pfaffian formula for Type C degeneracy loci from [1]3, we show:

1Originally known as a Stable Grothendieck polynomial for a permutation.
2Hence our preference for the newer name.
3See the current arXiv version for the corrected formula
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Theorem 1.4. For w a vexillary signed permutation, there is a shifted shape λ(w) so that GC
w = GQλ(w).

Using the identification between reduced words and heaps for certain fully commutative elements [32, 33]
(a similar and more general construction appears in [34]), we also show:

Theorem 1.5. For ν/µ a skew shifted shape, there is a signed permutation w with GC
w = GQν/µ.

Many properties of GQ’s that are known for other families of K–theoretic symmetric functions remain
open. For example, there is no combinatorial rule for the product GQλ ·GQµ. By picking appropriate skew
shapes, Theorem 1.5 and Conjecture 1.3 combine to give conjectural descriptions for several GQ expansions
of interest. This includes Conjecture 5.14 from [25] and Conjecture 4.36 from [27], which state that a skew
GQ lies in Z[β][GQλ : λ strict]. See Conjecture 74 from [17] for a distinct conjectural expansion.

Second, we give a conjectural rule for certain GQ products, the first progress on this problem since Buch
and Ravikumar’s Pieri rule for computing GQλ ·GQ(r) [7]. For a < b, let

τ(a, b) = (b+a−1, b+a−3, . . . , b−a+1).

Using Theorem 1.5, we prove Conjecture 4.23 from [27], which allows us to show the product GQλ ·GQτ(a,b)

is GCw for an appropriate signed permutation w. Then Conjecture 1.3 specializes to a combinatorial rule
for such products. Note τ(1, b) = (b) is a single row, so this would generalize the Buch–Ravikumar Pieri
rule. In forthcoming work, the first author reproves the Pieri case using strict decomposition tableaux.

Paper structure. Section 2 introduces necessary background material on signed permutations, set-valued
tableaux and GQ functions. In Section 3, we give a precise definition for Type C K–Stanley symmetric
functions and demonstrate their features required for our conjectures, including Theorems 1.4 and 1.5. We
introduce strict decomposition tableaux and prove several of their basic properties in Section 4. The most
technical material in our work is Section 5, where we introduce Kraśkiewicz–Hecke insertion and prove its
properties leading to Theorem 1.1. We discuss Conjecture 1.3 and its applications including Conjecture 6.3
in greater detail in Section 6 before concluding with final remarks and further directions in Section 7.

2. Background

For n a positive integer, let n = −n, [n] = {1, 2, . . . , n} and [n] = {1, 2, . . . , n}. Let Z− be the set of
negative integers and Z+ be the set of positive integers. Define ≺ as the total order on Z − {0} where
1 ≺ 1 ≺ 2 ≺ 2 ≺ . . . .

A strict partition is a descending sequence λ = (λ1 > λ2 > · · · > λk) of positive integers. Here, the size

of λ is |λ| =
∑k

i=1 λi, and the length of λ is ℓ(λ) = k. The shifted Young Diagram of λ is the set

Dλ = {(i, j) ∈ Z
2
+ : i ≤ j ≤ λi + i}.

See Figure 1 for an example. We say the strict partition µ is contained in λ, denoted µ ⊆ λ, if µi ≤ λi for
all i ∈ [ℓ(µ)], or equivalently if Dµ ⊆ Dλ. Here, we refer to λ/µ as a skew shape, whose associated diagram
is Dλ/µ = Dλ \Dµ.

2.1. Signed Permutations. A signed permutation w is a permutation of the elements [n] ∪ [n] such that
w(i) = −w(i). For example, v = 132231 is a signed permutation. By antisymmetry, w is determined
by w([n]). When writing a signed permutation, we frequently omit w([n]); for instance v = 231. Signed
permutations with composition form a group Wn, which is the Coxeter group of Type B/C. Viewed as
a Coxeter group, the generators of Wn are s0, s1, . . . sn−1 where s0 = (1, 1) swaps positions 1 and 1 and
si = (i+1, i)(i, i+1) simultaneously swaps positions i and i + 1 and positions i and i+ 1 for i > 0. These
generators satisfy the relations

(1) Self-inverse: s2i = 1 for i = 0, 1, . . . , n− 1;
(2) Commutation: sisj = sisj if |i− j| ≥ 2;
(3) Braid Relation: sisi+1si = si+1sisi+1 if i > 0;
(4) Long Braid Relation: s1s0s1s0 = s0s1s0s1.

The length of w ∈Wn is the minimum number of generators needed to express w, denoted ℓ(w). A reduced
expression for w is an expression of the form

w = sa1 · sa2 · . . . · sap



4 ARROYO, HAMAKER, HAWKES, AND PAN

where p = ℓ(w). The associated word (a1, . . . , ap) is a reduced word for w. The Matsumoto–Tits theorem
says that the set of reduced words for a given w is connected by the commutation, braid and long braid
relations. For example, the reduced words of w = 231 are (1, 0, 2) and (1, 2, 0).

The 0–Hecke monoid (Wn, ◦) is the monoid on signed permutations obtained by replacing the Self-inverse
relation with the Idempotent Relation si ◦ si = si. A 0–Hecke expression for w ∈Wn is an expression of the
form

w = sa1 ◦ sa2 ◦ . . . ◦ sap

with associated Hecke word (a1, a2, . . . , ap). Let Hp(w) be the set of Hecke words for w with p letters and
H(w) = ∪p≥0Hp(w). For example, with w = 231 we have H3(w) = {(1, 0, 2), (1, 2, 0)} and

H4(w) = {(1, 0, 0, 2), (1, 0, 2, 0), (1, 0, 2, 2), (1, 1, 0, 2), (1, 2, 0, 0), (1, 2, 0, 2), (1, 2, 2, 0)}.

Note Hℓ(w)(w) is the set of reduced words for w and Hm(w) is empty when m < ℓ(w). The peak set of a word
(a1, . . . , ap) is Peak((a1, . . . , ap)) = {i ∈ [p] : ai−1 < ai > ai+1}. By construction 1, p /∈ Peak((a1, . . . , ap)).

We now introduce several important families of signed permutations. A signed permutation w is Grass-
mannian if w(i) < w(i+1) for all i ∈ [n−1], that is w1, . . . , wn is an increasing sequence. Each Grassmannian

signed permutation is associated with a strict partition, λ, defined by λi = w(i) for each i such that w(i) < 0.
For example, w = 4123 is a Grassmannian signed permutation associated with λ = (4, 1). Note the identity
corresponds to the empty partition.

Let w ∈Wn and v ∈ Vm, w contains v as a pattern if there exists a subsequence of w of length m, w′, such
that for all i, j ∈ [m], w′(i) and v(i) have the same sign and |w′(i)| < |w′(j)| if and only if |v(i)| < |v(j)|. If
w does not contain v as a pattern, then w avoids v. A signed permutation, w, is vexillary if w avoids the
following 18 patterns [4]:

132 231 312 321 321 321 321
2143 2341 2341 2413 3142 3412 3412
3412 3412 4123 4123

Each vexillary permutation has an associated shifted shape λ(w), which we define implicitly in Section 3.1,
see [4] for an algorithmic construction of λ(w).

2.2. Shifted Tableaux. For λ, µ strict partitions with µ ⊆ λ, a shifted tableau of shape λ/µ is a function
T whose domain is Dλ/µ. Here, Tij = T ((i, j)) is called the entry in the cell (i, j). For a shifted tableau

T , let Ti be the entries in the ith row of T , read from left to right. The reading word of T with ℓ rows is
ρ(T ) = TℓTℓ−1 . . . T1. A shifted standard Young tableau is a shifted tableau filled bijectively by [n] so that
each row is strictly increasing rightwards and each column is strictly increasing downwards. Viewing Dλ/µ

as a poset with (i, j) ≤ (k, ℓ) if i ≤ k and j ≤ ℓ, note shifted standard Young tableaux of shape λ/µ are in
bijection with linear extensions of Dλ/µ.

A set-valued tableau T has entries that are finite sets of integers, that is Tij ⊆ Z. Similarly, a shifted set
valued standard Young tableau T of size |T | = n is a shifted diagram filled with sets that partition [n] such
that for all cells

maxTij ≤ minTi+1 j ,minTi j+1

(assuming such cells exist). Let ShSet(λ) be the set of shifted set valued standard Young tableaux of shape
λ and ShSetn(λ) be the subset whose entries partition [n]. Note for λ ⊢ n that ShSetn(λ) is the set of
shifted standard Young tableaux of shape λ. The peak set of a shifted set-valued standard Young tableau T
is Peak(T ), the set of values i such that i − 1 is in a column to the left of i and i + 1 is is in a row below i.
Note for any tableau T that i ∈ Peak(T ) implies i− 1, i+ 1 /∈ Peak(T ). See Figure 1 for examples.

A shifted set valued semistandard Young tableau is a set valued tableau with entries in Z − {0} so that
max(Tij) � min(Ti+1 j) with equality only for negative values and max(Tij) � min(Ti j+1) with equality only
for positive values. For T a set valued tableau, define

xT =
∏

(i,j)∈λ(T )

xTij where xS = x|s1| . . . x|sk| for S = {s1, . . . , sk} ⊆ Z.

Let ShSet∗(λ/µ) be the set of shifted set valued semistandard Young tableaux of shape λ/µ. Then

(2.1) GQ
(β)
λ/µ =

∑

T∈ShSet∗(λ/µ)

β|T |−|λ/µ|xT .
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We write GQ
(β)
λ := GQ

(β)
λ/∅. For µ = ∅, the GQ’s were first introduced in [19] (see also [14]) as K–

theory representatives for Schubert classes in the Lagrangian Grassmannian. The lowest degree homogeneous

component of GQλ is the Schur Q-function Qλ = GQ
(0)
λ . While it is not obvious from the above definition,

the GQ
(β)
λ ’s are symmetric functions in the x–variables.

Let λ be a strict partition with ℓ(λ) = k and µ = (k − 1, . . . , 1). Then the shifted diagram of λ/µ is the
ordinary diagram of the (non-strict) partition ν = (λ1 − (k−1), . . . λk). An important special case of skew
GQ functions are the GS functions defined by GSν = GQλ/µ. These are generating functions for unshifted
marked set-valued tableaux.

1 2 4 5

3 6 8

7

1 2,3 4,6 8

5,7 9 10

11

1′ 1,2 2,4′ 6′

3,4′ 6′ 7

10

Figure 1. To the left is a shifted Young diagram of shape λ = (4, 3, 1). Next is a standard
shifted Young tableau T1 of the same shape with peak set Peak(T1) = {2, 5}, followed by a
standard shifted set valued Young tableau T2 of the same shape with Peak(T2) = {4, 6, 8, 10}.
Last is a semistandard shifted set valued Young tableau T3 so that st(T3) = T2.

Given a set-valued semistandard tableau T , we construct the standardization of st(T ) iteratively as follows.
First assume T has only entries a and a, with |T | = k and a /∈ [k]. Beginning as high as possible, replace
each 1 with the smallest value of [k] not in T . After all such values have been replaced, beginning as low
as possible replace each 1 with the smallest value of [k] not in T . The resulting tableau is standard. For a
set-valued semistandard tableau whose largest entry is m or m, we can repeat this procedure for each value
in [m] to construct a standard tableau of the same size.

3. Type C K–Stanley symmetric functions

In [20], the authors introduce Type C K–Stanley symmetric functions GC
w as part of their construction

of Type C double Grothendieck polynomials. However, as ancillary objects in their work the GC
w ’s were not

investigated for their own sake. Since then these symmetric functions have not received further study, so we
must establish several of their basic properties.

3.1. Definition and basic properties. Let x = (x1, x2, . . . ) be commuting variables and u1, . . . , un−1 be
non-commuting variables subject to the following β–Idempotent Relation and the Coxeter relations:

u2
i = βui, u1u0u1u0 = u0u1u0u1,

uiui+1ui = ui+1uiui+1 (i > 0), uiuj = ujui (|i− j| > 1).

Define

(3.1) GC
n (x) =

∏

i>1

(1 + xiun−1)(1 + xiun−2) . . . (1 + xiu1)(1 + xiu0)(1 + xiu0)(1 + xiu1) . . . (1 + xiun−1),

where the product is computed beginning with the terms containing x1. For w ∈Wn, the type C K-Stanley
symmetric function of w is the coefficient of uw in GC

n (x), which we denote GC
w . These symmetric functions

(with β = −1) are introduced in [20] in order to define Type C double Grothendieck polynomials and are
stable under the natural inclusion Wn →֒ Wn+1. Note that GC

w is not homogeneous; its lowest degree
homogeneous component is the Type C Stanley symmetric function FC

w = GC
w |β=0. It is not obvious, but

GC
w is symmetric for each w. In fact, it can be expressed in terms of GQ–functions.

Proposition 3.1. For w ∈Wn, G
C
w ∈ Z[β][GQ

(β)
λ : λ strict].

Proof. This is essentially [20, Lemma 7 (1)], which says GC
w ∈ Z[β][GP

(β)
λ : λ strict], where GP

(β)
λ is a

symmetric function closely related to the GQ
(β)
λ that we do not define. In [9] the authors show each GP

(β)
λ

is an element of Z[GQ
(β)
λ : λ strict], so the result follows. �
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A unimodal factorization of the word a = (a1, . . . , ap) in the alphabet N is the biword (a, i) where

i = i1 � i2 � · · · � ip

with ij ∈ Z − {0} for all j so that ik = ik+1 implies ak > ak+1 when ik < 0 and ak < ak+1 when ik > 0.
Such biwords are also known as compatible sequences. Our nomenclature comes from the following depiction
of the unimodal factorization (a, i): group consecutive subwords of a whose corresponding entry in i have
the same absolute value using parentheses, indicating the transition from negative to positive values in each
parenthesized subword with |. For example, the unimodal factorization

(

a = (0, 1, 2, 3, 0, 1, 4, 2, 3, 3, 0, 1, 2, 5, 0, 1), i = (1, 1, 1, 2, 2, 2, 4, 4, 4, 5, 5, 5, 6, 6, 6)
)

is depicted as

(| 012)(3 | 01)()(42 | 3)(3 | 012)(5 | 01).

Let U(w) be the set of unimodal factorizations whose word is in H(w) and Up(w) be the subset whose word
is in Hp(w). By interpreting the definition of GC

w(x) in terms of (3.1) appropriately, we have:

Proposition 3.2 ([20, Prop. 17]). For w a signed permutation,

GC
w(x) =

∑

p≥0

∑

(a,i)∈Up(w)

βp−ℓ(w)xi where xi = x|i1| . . . x|ip|.

Proof. A non-zero monomial in GC
n (x) is of the form

xj1ua1 · . . . · · ·xjpuap .

Construct the biword (a, i) from this monomial with a = (a1, . . . , ap) and i = (i1, . . . , ip) where

ik =

®

jk xikuak
is in the descending part of the jkth term in GC

n (x),

jk. else

The reader can confirm that (a, i) ∈ Up(w) where w = ua1 ◦ · · · ◦ uap , and that all such terms arise in this
way. �

As a corollary, we see Type C K–Stanley symmetric functions can be used to enumerate 0–Hecke expres-
sions.

Corollary 3.3. For w ∈Wn, the coefficient of βn−ℓ(w)x1 . . . xn in GC
w is 2n · |Hn(w)|.

Proof. This follows Proposition 3.2: each monomial x1 . . . xn corresponds to a unimodal factorization (a, i) ∈
U(w) where a ∈ Hn(w) and each ij can be j or j independent of other choices. �

Using the unimodal factorization characterization of Type C K–Stanley symmetric functions, we can
characterize certain products, generalizing and extending [4, Cor. 3.3] to the K–theoretic setting.

Proposition 3.4. Let u ∈ Wk and v ∈ Sn so that v(i) = i for all i ∈ [k]. Then

GC
uv = GC

u ·G
C
v .

Proof. Consider the nth parenthesization of (a, i) ∈ Uuv, which is of the form

(b1 > · · · > bi > c1 > · · · > cj | cj+1 < · · · < cℓ < bi+1 < · · · < bm).

where the b′ are greater than k and c’s are less than k. This term can be split into two parenthesizations

(b1 > · · · > bi | bi+1 < · · · < bm) and (c1 > · · · > cj |< cj+1 < · · · < cℓ).

Applying this procedure to all parenthesizations of (a, i), we obtain unimodal factorizations (b, j) ∈ U(u)
and (c, l) ∈ U(w), respectively. This process is invertible, so we have a weight preserving bijection from
U(uv) to U(u)× U(v), hence the result follows from Proposition 3.2. �

In [20], the authors show for Grassmannian w(λ) that GC
w(λ) = GQ

(β)
λ via a geometric argument. This is

also a special case of our Theorem 1.5, which we prove combinatorially. We extend the Grassmannian result
to all vexillary permutations via a geometric argument:

Proposition 3.5. For w ∈Wn vexillary, GC
w = GQ

(β)
λ(w).
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Proof sketch. For the degeneracy locus associated to a vexillary signed permutation w, there is a Pfaffian
formula for its equivariant K–theory class in terms of Chern classes cw(j) [1, Thm. 2]. With appropriate
conventions and specializing to the single case, we can view such Chern classes as

cw(j) = ·
(1 − ya)

(1 − zb)
· (1 + c1 + c2 + . . . )

where ya and zb are variables whose indices are determined by w. The terms of the matrix whose Pfaffian
is being taken are certain cw(j)’s, where each j term is determined by the shape λ(w). By [20, Prop. 2],
setting the yi and zj variables to zero recovers GC

w from this formula. Therefore GC
w is determined by λ(w),

so the result follows from the Grassmannian case. �

Note by taking β = 0 in (2) we have for w vexillary that FC
w = Qλ(w), as shown in [4]. We take this as

the definition of λ(w).
For λ a strict partition and a, b positive integers, recall from the introduction that

w(a, b, k) = 12 . . . k ℓ+1 ℓ+2 . . . n k+1 k+2 . . . ℓ

where ℓ = a+ k and n = a+ b+ k. When a ≤ b, recall also the shifted trapezoid

τ(a, b) = (a+ b− 1, a+ b− 3, . . . b− a+ 1).

As a consequence of Proposition 3.5 we prove Conjecture 4.23 from [25]:

Corollary 3.6. For a, b, k positive integers with a ≤ b,

GC
w(a,b,k) = GQτ(a,b).

Proof. By discussion after [4, Cor. 3.3], we see GC
w(a,b,k) is vexillary of shape τ(a, b). Therefore, the result

follows by Proposition 3.5. �

From this, we have:

Corollary 3.7. For λ a strict partition with λ1 < k and a ≤ b positive integers,

GC
w(λ,k)·w(a,b,k) = GQλ ·GQτ(a,b).

Proof. We compute
GC

w(λ,k)·w(a,b,k) = GC
w(λ,k) ·G

C
w(a,b,k) = GQλ ·GQτ(a,b)

with the first equality by Proposition 3.4 and the second by Proposition 3.5 and Corollary 3.7. �

One might hope further GQ–products can be modeled as GC–expansions. Unfortunately, as discussed
in [4], trapezoids are the only shifted shapes λ for which w ∈ Sn exists with GQw|β=0 = Qλ. This property
was needed to ensure w(λ, k) would not be changed in above product.

3.2. Top fully commutative elements. In this section, we study top fully commutative elements of Wn,
which we abbreviate to ‘top’ and are indexed by skew shifted shapes. There is a transparent bijection
between shifted standard tableaux of strict shape λ/µ and reduced words for the top element w(λ/µ) due
to Stembridge [32, 33]. We extend this bijection to the map res : ShSSYTp(λ/µ) −→ Up(w(λ/µ)), proving
Theorem 1.5, which says

GQ
(β)
λ/µ = GC

w(λ/µ)

We say w ∈ Wn is fully commutative if its reduced words contain no braid relations, that is none of
them contain the consecutive subwords (0, 1, 0, 1) and (i, i+ 1, i) for i ≥ 1. Fully commutative elements for
Coxeter groups have been studied extensively, with Stembridge [32] giving the first systematic treatment.
A key feature of fully commutative w is that its reduced words are in bijection with linear extensions of an
associated poset called the heap of w.

We are especially interested in signed permutations w that are top fully commutative, abbreviated to top,
which are fully commutative and whose reduced words do not contain the consecutive subword (1, 0, 1). As
shown in [33, Cor. 5.6], top signed permutations are those avoiding the patterns

12, 12, 321, 321, 321, 321.

The heaps of top elements are skew strict partitions.

Proposition 3.8 ([12, Thm. 8.2], [33, Prop. 6.1]). For w ∈Wn top, there is a shifted shape λ/µ so that the
heap of w is isomorphic to Dλ/µ. Moreover, for every skew shape λ/µ such a top element exists.
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Proposition 3.8 is stated without proof in [12]. A proof appears in [33], where a complete characterization
is presented for the fully commutative elements that are not top but whose heap is isomorphic to Dλ/µ for
some λ/µ.

The Grassmannian permutation of shape λ is the top element whose heap is the reverse (as a poset) of
Dλ. More generally, for shifted shape λ/µ with |λ/µ| = p and ℓ(λ) = k, we can construct the associated
top element w(λ/µ) as follows. Let C be the tableau of shape λ/µ whose (i, j)th entry Cij = j − i is the
content of cell (i, j). Note contents are non-negative since λ/µ is shifted. Then the top-to-bottom reading
word C1C2 . . . Ck of C is the canonical reduced word for the top element w(λ/µ) whose heap is Dλ/µ. This
construction is equivalent to the alternate characterization of top elements [33, Cor. 5.6 (b)].

The construction of w(λ/µ) is a special case of the bijection between linear extensions of Dλ/µ, i.e., shifted
standard Young tableaux of shape λ/µ, and reduced words for w(λ/µ). Following [28], we call this map (and
its subsequent generalization) the residue map, denoted res. Given a shifted standard Young tableau T of
shape λ/µ, construct the associated reduced word res(T ) = (a1, . . . , ap) for w(λ/µ) by setting ak = j − i

where (i, j) = T−1(k) is the cell labeled k in T . For example, with λ/µ = (65421/41) the top element w(λ/µ)

has canonical reduced word (4, 5, 1, 2, 3, 4, 0, 1, 2, 3, 0, 1, 0), and

T = 2 3 6

1 4 7

5

has res(T ) = (0, 2, 3, 1, 0, 4, 2) ∈ H7(w(531/2)).

The above description of the residue map is the restriction of a more general map res from shifted set-
valued semistandard tableaux to unimodal factorizations of 0–Hecke expressions.

Definition 3.9. For T ∈ ShSSYT(λ/µ), construct res(T ) iteratively as follows. For each positive integer k

in ascending order, we construct the kth parenthesization (ak | bk) as follows:

• Let (i1, j1), . . . , (iℓ, jℓ) be the cells containing k with i1 < · · · < iℓ. Then ak = (j1−i1, . . . , jℓ−iℓ).

• Let (p1, q1), . . . , (pm, qm) be the cells containing k with q1 < · · · < qm. Then bk = (q1−p1, . . . , qm−pm).

Note the semistandard conditions guarantee that each row contains at most one k and each column contains
at most one k so the above construction is well-defined. To see the resulting parenthesization is unimodal,
note the cells containing k are being read weakly from right to left, strictly from top to bottom so their
contents are descending. Likewise, the cells containing k are being read strictly from left to right, weakly
from bottom to top so their contents are increasing.

When T is standard with |T | = p, we see each letter is in the positive part of its own parenthesization so
res(T ) = (a, i) with i = (1, . . . , p). Then T 7→ a is restriction of res to a map from ShSetp(λ/µ) to Np. In
this guise, res generalizes the aforementioned bijection from linear extensions of the heap to reduced words
of wλ/µ.

We will show for T ∈ ShSSYT(λ/µ) that res(T ) is lies in U(w(λ/µ)). For example, with

T = 10 11 12 2′3 3′4 5′5

20 21 3′2 34′3

40 41 42

50 51

, res(T ) = (| 012)(3 | 01)(42 | 3)(3 | 012)(5 | 01).

Here, the contents are depicted using red subscripts inside of T for reference.
We require a simple lemma about 0–Hecke expressions of fully commutative elements, which we phrase

for top elements.

Lemma 3.10. For λ/µ a skew shifted shape, let a = (a1, . . . , ap) ∈ H(w(λ/µ)), and let ai = aℓ = m so that
m /∈ {ai+1, . . . , aℓ−1}. Then

sa1 ◦ · · · ◦ saℓ−1
= sa1 ◦ · · · ◦ saℓ−1

◦ saℓ

if and only if for j ∈ (i, ℓ), we have aj 6= m+ 1,m− 1.

Proof. For the forward direction, since all 0–Hecke expressions are connected by the Commutation and
Idempotent relations, we see we must be able to commute aℓ up to ai and cancel, hence no intermediate
values can be present to prevent this commutation. For the converse, if no such aj exists then we can
commute saℓ

up to sai and apply the Idempotent relation. �
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Theorem 3.11. The map res : ShSSYT(λ/µ) −→ U(w(λ/µ)) is a weight preserving bijection, that is for

res(T ) = (a, i) we have xT = xi.

Proof. Note the power of xk in xT is the number of k and k’s in T , while the power of xk in xi is the size of
the kth parenthesization in (a, i). By construction, these quantities are the same so res is weight preserving.

To see res is a bijection, we first treat the case where T ∈ ShSetp(λ/µ). In this case

res(T ) = (a, i = (1, 2, . . . , p))

by construction, so we must show the restriction T 7→ a is a bijection from ShSetp(λ/µ) to Hp(wλ/µ). We
first show this restriction is well-defined. Let m1 < · · · < mk be the minimum values of the cells of T ,
occurring in cells (i1, j1), . . . (ik, jk). Then the subword

(am1 , . . . , amk
) = (j1 − i1, . . . , jk − ik)

is a reduced word for wλ/µ since res restricts to a bijection from standard tableaux to reduced words. For
r ∈ [p] \ {m1, . . . ,mk} in cell (i, j) also containing mℓ, we see the restriction T |[r] cannot contain cells
(i, j + 1) or (i + 1, j). Therefore, in res(T ) = (a1, . . . , ap) we have ar = j − i = amℓ

and all intermediate
values amℓ+1, . . . , ar−1 cannot be j− i−1, j− i+1 as these would be drawn from cells (i, j−1) and (i−1, j),
respectively, violating the semistandard condition. By Lemma 3.10, we see

sa1 ◦ · · · ◦ sar−1 = sa1 ◦ · · · ◦ sar−1 ◦ sar ,

so res(T ) ∈ Hp(wλ/µ).
We now demonstrate an inverse map for the restriction T 7→ a. For a ∈ Hp(wλ/µ), let m1 < · · · < mk be

all values so that

sa1 ◦ · · · ◦ sm1−1 < sa1 ◦ · · · ◦ sm1−1 ◦ sm1 .

Then a′ = (am1 , . . . , amk
) is a reduced word for wλ/µ. Since res restricted to standard tableaux and reduced

words is a bijection, we see a′ is the image of some T ∈ SYT(λ/µ) under res with ith entry replaced with
mi. We fill in the rest of T iteratively so that it is set-valued standard. For ℓ minimal amongst all values
not yet in T , let mi be maximal so that mi < ℓ and ami = aℓ. By Lemma 3.10, we see for mi < j < ℓ that
aj 6= aℓ ± 1 so mi is in an outer corner of T |[ℓ−1]. This means we can add ℓ to the cell containing mi while
preserving the standard condition, hence this process terminates with T ∈ ShSetp(λ/µ).

To upgrade to unimodal factorizations, first observe for res(T ) = (a, i) that st(T ) 7→ a by the definition

of res. Therefore res : ShSSYT(λ/µ)
U
−→ (wλ/µ) as desired. For the inverse, let T ′ = res−1(a). Replacing

the elements corresponding to ak with k, the descending condition guarantees they will be row strict and
column weak. Likewise, when replacing the elements corresponding to bk with k, the ascending condition
guarantees they will be column strict and row weak. Therefore, res is invertible, hence the result follows. �

Our motivation for proving this is the following:

Corollary 3.12. For µ ⊆ λ strict shapes, GC
wλ/µ

= GQ
(β)
λ/µ.

Proof. Combine Proposition 3.2 with Theorem 3.11 and the definition (2.1) of GQ
(β)
λ/µ. �

This result generalizes to products for the form GQ times GS, and more generally GC times GS as follows.
Let ρ be a strict partition with ℓ(ρ) = k and ρk > n. For µ = (n + k − 1, n+ k − 2, . . . , n), the C tableau
construction shows the minimum entry in a reduced word for w(λ/µ) is n so it fixes i < n. By Corollary 3.12,

we see GC
w(ρ/µ) = GSν where ν is the (not strict) partition with ith entry ρi + i − n − k. Therefore, by

Proposition 3.4 for w ∈ Wn we have

(3.2) GC
w·w(λ/µ) = GC

w ·GSν

We highlight an important special case:

Corollary 3.13. Let λ be a strict partition with λ1 < a and ν be a (not necessarily) strict partition with
ℓ(ν) = k. Define ρ so that νi = ρi + i− a− k, and let µ = (a+ k − 1, a+ k − 2, . . . , a). Then

GC
w(λ)·w(ρ/µ) = GQλ ·GSν .
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4. Strict Decomposition Tableaux

In this section, we introduce a notion of strict deomposition tableaux, simultaneously generalizing the
reduced decomposition tableaux appearing in [22, 23] and the standard decomposition tableaux appearing
in [30]4. In order to define strict decomposition tableau, we require some preliminaries.

Definition 4.1. A sequence R = r1r2 . . . rk of natural numbers is a (strictly) unimodal if there exists j ∈ [k]
so that

r1 > r2 > · · · > rj < · · · < rk.

Depending on context, we refer to both j and rj as the dip of R. The decreasing and increasing parts of R
are R↓ = r1 . . . rj−1 and R↑ = rj . . . rk, respectively. Note the increasing part is always non-empty, which is
at odds with the conventions in [23].

For shifted tableau with a unimodal row R in row i with dip j, it is frequently convenient to view it as

T(R) := −ri < · · · < −rj−1 < rj < rj+1 < · · · < rk, or

B(R) := −ri < · · · < −rj−1 < −rj < rj+1 · · · < rk,

which are increasing sequences of integers.

Remark 4.2. Often, unimodal sequences are first increasing, then decreasing. However, the previous
observation demonstrates that working with sequences that first decrease, then increase is more natural in
our context. For simplicity, we use the term unimodal throughout, as opposed to ‘counimodal’.

We are now prepared to define the main object of this section.

Definition 4.3. Let λ be a strict partition with ℓ(λ) = k. A strict decomposition tableau is a tableau
T : Dλ → N with rows R1 . . . Rk so that:

(a) For all i ∈ [k], the row Ri is unimodal.
(b) For i ∈ [k − 1], the first and last entries of Ri+1 are less than the first entry of Ri.
(c) For i ∈ [k − 1], consider the increasing sequences T(Ri) = ai . . . ai+λi and B(Ri+1) = bi+1 . . . bi+1+λi+1 .

For all j ∈ [λi+1],

(4.1) {±ai, . . . ,±aj−1,±bj+1, . . . ,±bi+1+λi+1} ∩ (bj , aj ] = ∅.

In Condition (c), note that aj appears immediately above bj in T . If aj ≤ bj , then we will have that
(bj , aj ] = ∅, so Equation (4.1) is satisfied vacuously. If x is an element of the set defined in the LHS of
Equation (4.1), we say x witnesses bj < aj+1, hence the failure of Condition (c).

Lemma 4.4. A shifted tableau with unimodal rows is a strict decomposition tableau if and only if the tableau
avoids the following five configurations:

(i)
a · · ·

· · · b
, (ii)

· · · a · · ·

· · · c · · · b
, (iii)

· · · v z · · ·

· · · · · · x · · · y
, (iv)

y · · · z

· · · x
, (v)

· · · y · · · z

· · · · · · x

with a ≤ b < c, x < y ≤ z, and v < z.

Proof. Suppose a tableau contains configuration (i), then the tableau breaks rule (b) as b > a where a is the
first entry in the row above b.
Suppose a tableau contains configuration (ii), then −c < ±a is witnessed by b ∈ (−c,±a] meaning rule (c)
is broken.
Suppose a tableau contains configuration (iii), then as v < z we have that z is in the increasing part of it’s
row. Thus, as x < z we always have y witnesses z over x resulting in the tableau breaking rule (iii).
Suppose a tableau contains configuration (iv) or (v), then as y ≤ z we have that z is in the increasing part
of it’s row. Thus, as x < z we always have y witnesses z over x resulting in the tableau breaking rule (iii).
Therefore, we have that if a tableau contains any of the five configurations, then it is not a strict decompo-
sition tableau.
Suppose a tableau fails rule (b) at row i. Let a be the first entry of row Ri and b be the entry of row Ri+1

that is greater or equal to a. Then a ≤ b forms configuration (i).

4Confusingly, reduced decomposition tableaux are referred to as ‘standard’ in [23]. We introduce the term ‘reduced’ as the
Serrano tableaux more closely resemble the conventional meaning of ‘standard’.
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Suppose a tableau fails rule (c). Let p ∈ Ri+1, q ∈ Ri such that q above p is witnessed by an element w.
Case 1: Both p and q are in the decreasing part of their rows. Note that q ≤ w < p. If w ∈ Ri+1, then
we have that w is right of p and q < w < p. Therefore, the tableau contains configuration (ii) with a = q,
b = w, and c = p. If w ∈ Ri, then let t be the element directly below w. If t does not exist then the tableau
forms configuration (i) with a = w and b = p. Otherwise, we have that t > p as p is in the decreasing part
of it’s row. However, then the tableau forms configuration (ii) with a = w, b = p, and c = t.
Case 2: p is in the decreasing part of it’s row and q is in the increasing part of it’s row. Note that w < q.
If w ∈ Ri+1, take t to be the element directly above w. As q is in the increasing part of it’s row we have
that q < t and as w witnesses q above p we also have w < q. Therefore, the tableau forms configuration (v)
with x = w, y = q, and z = t. If w ∈ Ri, take t to be the element directly below w. If t does not exist, then
the tableau either forms configuration (i) or (iv) with a = w and b = p if w ≤ p and x = p, y = w, z = q
otherwise. If t does exist, then we have that t > p as p is in the decreasing part of its row and t is left of
p. Then w above t is witnessed by p bringing us to either case 1 or the earlier part of this case. In either
situation we have shown that the tableau contains one of the configurations.
Case 3: Both p and q are in the increasing part of their row. Note that p < w ≤ q. If w ∈ Ri+1, then let t
be the element directly left of q. As q is in the increasing part of it’s row we have that t < q. Therefore, the
tableau contains configuration (iii) with v = t, x = p, y = w, and z = q. If w ∈ Ri, then the tableau forms
configuration (iv) or (v) with x = p, y = w, z = q. �

If a tableau follows all the conditions of a strict decomposition except with weakly unimodal rows instead
or equivalently avoids each configuration in Lemma 4.4 with weakly unimodal rows instead we call the
tableau a pseudo strict decomposition tableau.

Lemma 4.5. For T a strict decomposition tableau with rows R1, . . . , Rk, for each i ∈ [k], Ri is a unimodal
subsequence of maximal length in RkRk−1 . . . Ri.

Proof. Let t1t2 . . . t|T | be the reading word of T . Let r1 . . . rp be a unimodal subsequence of the reading word
with r1, . . . , rℓ being in row j. We aim to show that there exists another unimodal subsequence of equal or
greater length that starts in row j − 1.
Suppose rℓ+1 is in any row above row j− 1. Let s be the element directly above rℓ and let s′ be the element
directly left of s. If rℓ < rℓ+1 and if s < rℓ+1, then r1, . . . , rℓ can be replaced with the elements in row j − 1
up to s. If rℓ < rℓ+1 and s ≥ rℓ+1, then in order to avoid configuration (v) we either have s′ > s or s′ < rℓ.
In both cases we can replace r1, . . . , rℓ with row j − 1 up to s′ as in the first case row j − 1 is decreasing up
to s′. Therefore, we will assume rℓ+1 is in row j− 1 as in the case where it is not we can raise elements until
we have this property.
Case 1: Let rℓ+1 be in row j − 1 weakly left of rℓ. Note that this implies that rℓ < rℓ+1. This is due
to the fact that if the unimodal sequence is decreasing up to rℓ then row j must be decreasing up to rℓ as
well. Therefore the element below rℓ+1 is greater than rℓ if it exists. However, then the tableau would form
configuration (i) or (ii) with a = rℓ+1, b = rℓ, and c being the element below rℓ+1 if it exists. Thus, we have
that rℓ < rℓ+1. Then the element above rℓ must be less than rℓ+1, as otherwise that element would be the
z in a (iv) or (v) configuration with x = rℓ and y = rℓ+1. This allows us to then replace r1, . . . , rℓ with row
j − 1 up to the element above rℓ and keep the sequence unimodal.
Case 2: Let rℓ+1 be in row j − 1 right of rℓ. If rℓ < rℓ+1, then we can simply replace r1, . . . , rℓ with row
j − 1 up to rℓ+1. If rℓ > rℓ+1 < rℓ+2 (or rℓ+2 does not exist), then we can replace r1, . . . , rℓ with row j − 1
up to rℓ+1. If rℓ > rℓ+1 > rℓ+2, let s be the element directly above rℓ. If rℓ > s > rℓ+2, then we can replace
rℓ+1 with s and then reduce to sequence in row j − 1 and above by Case 1. If rℓ ≤ s, then we can replace
r1, . . . , rℓ with row j − 1 up to s.
Thus we have shown given any unimodal subsequence of T that doesn’t start in row 1, there exists a unimodal
subsequence of equal or greater length that starts a row higher. Therefore, as the first row is unimodal it
must be a unimodal subsequence of maximal length. �

The following tableaux were introduced as key objects for Kraśiewicz insertion.

Definition 4.6. Let λ be a strict partition with ℓ(λ) = k. A reduced decomposition tableau of shape λ is a
tableau T : Dλ → N with rows R1 . . . Rk such that the reading word is a reduced word and Ri is a unimodal
subsequence of maximal length in RkRk−1 . . . Ri for all i ∈ [k].

Proposition 4.7. Every reduced decomposition tableau is also a strict decomposition tableau.
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Proof. Let T be a reduced decomposition tableau with rows R1, . . . , Rk. By definition we have each row
is unimodal, thus T satisfies (a). Suppose the first or last entry of Ri+1, a, is greater than the first entry
of Ri. Then aRi would be a unimodal subsequence of RkRk−1 . . . Ri, contradicting T being a reduced
decomposition tableau. Thus, T satisfies (b).

By way of contradiction, assume T breaks condition (c) in rows Ri and Ri+1 with ±aj in Ri greater than
±bj in Ri+1 and witness c.
Case 1: c 6= aj . Let R′

i+1 be Ri+1 up to position j and R′
i be Ri without the first j − 1 entries. Then

R′
i+1cR

′
i is a unimodal subsequence of RkRk−1 . . . Ri of length greater than Ri, a contradiction.

Case 2: Suppose that there is no witness that satisfies the conditions of case 1, that is every witness that
exists is equal to the top element. Take c to be the greatest such witness.
Case 2.1: Suppose c = 0. Then we must have that aj = 0, c must be in the bottom row at position j,
and there must be a 1 between aj and c. However, that 1 will always be witnessed by 0 = bj+1 < aj+1

contradicting our assumption that c was maximal.
Case 2.2: Suppose aj is in the increasing part of Ri.
Case 2.2.1: Suppose c = 1, which requires then that bj = 0. In order for the reading word to be reduced
there must be a 2 or 0 between aj and c. If c is in Ri, then there cannot be c+ 1 between aj and c. If c is
in Ri+1, then as aj+1 > 1 any 2 between aj and c would witness 1 = bj+1 < aj+1 contradicting c maximal.
Thus, there must be a 0 between aj and c, specifically aj−1 must be 0. Further, there cannot be any 2
between bj−1 and c as if c is in Ri then the element below c is at least 2 which then contradicts that c is
maximal and if c is in Ri+1 such a 2 would mean Ri+1 is not unimodal. However, then the tableau has a
10101 pattern which is not reduced.
Case 2.2.2: Suppose c > 1. In order for the reading word to be reduced there must be a c + 1 or c − 1
between aj and c. If c is in Ri then there cannot be c+1 between aj and c without making Ri not unimodal.
If c is in Ri+1 then the element above c is greater than aj meaning that a c+ 1 between c and aj would be
witnessed contradicting c being maximal. Therefore, there is a c− 1 between aj and c. Further, in order to
not be in case 1 we require that bj = c − 1 otherwise bj < aj witnesses c − 1. However, the reading word
then has a c− 1 c c− 1 c pattern with c > 1, meaning the word is not reduced.
Case 2.3: Suppose aj is in the decreasing part of Ri, note that this means c is in Ri+1. In order for the
reading word to not be reduced there must be a c+ 1 or c− 1 between aj and c.
Case 2.3.1: Suppose c− 1 is between aj and c. If c is in the increasing part of Ri+1 then since Ri and Ri+1

are unimodal there cannot be and c − 1 between aj and c. Further, if c is in the decreasing part of Ri+1

then the element above c witnesses c− 1. In order to not be case 1 we then require that the element above
c is also c− 1. However, then the reading word will not be reduced unless c = 1 in which case the element
above c− 1 has witnesses such that we are either in case 1 or case 2.2.1.
Case 2.3.2: Suppose c+ 1 is between aj and c, which requires that bj = c+ 1 to not be in case 1. Further,
suppose c− 1 is not between aj and c. Then the reading word has a cc+ 1cc+ 1 pattern meaning that the
reading word is not reduced unless c = 0. However, then the element above c witnesses the c+1 between aj
and c meaning this case is either covered in case 1 or case 2.2.1.

�

5. Kraśkiewicz–Hecke Insertion

The goal of this section is to construct a bijection from words in the alphabet N = {0, 1, 2, . . .} to pairs
of tableaux P,Q of the same shape where P is a strict decomposition tableau and Q is a standard set-valued
shifted tableau. This algorithm generalizes Kraśkiewicz insertion, introduced in [22] and further studied
in [23], which maps reduced words for signed permutations to pairs P,Q where P belongs to a subclass of
strict decomposition tableau and Q is standard shifted but not set-valued.

5.1. Insertion. We are now prepared to introduce our insertion algorithm, beginning with the row insertion
rule. This algorithm is very similar to Kraśkiewicz row insertion, but requires a plethora of additional cases
to correct situations where the resulting tableau would fail to be a strict decomposition tableau.

Definition 5.1. (Kraśkiewicz–Hecke) row insertion is an algorithm with inputs a ∈ N and a two-row strict
decomposition tableau RS and outputs b ∈ N∪ {∞} and two-row strict decomposition tableau R′S. Note S
is unchanged and that S may be empty. Row insertion is a two step procedure, first applying right insertion
and then left insertion, which in some cases is trivial. Let R = r1 . . . rℓ with dip rq and S = s2 . . . sk with
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dip sp and k ≤ ℓ. Set r0, s1 = −∞, rℓ+1 = ∞ and sm =∞ for m > k. Note ri appears immediately above
si in RS. For any d ∈ N, define Ad = {sd+1, . . . , sk, r1, . . . , rd−1}.

We first define right insertion, which outputs a′ ∈ N∪{∞} and row R′′, which is an input for left insertion.
If a equals the dip rq , set i = q. Otherwise, let q < i ≤ ℓ+ 1 be minimal such that ri ≥ a.

(R1) If a 6= ri, then set a′ = ri and create R′′ by changing ri to a.
(R2) If a = ri and ri−1 > ri+1, then set a′ = ri+1 and create R′′ by setting ri+1 = ri, note the resulting

tableau will be a pseudo SDT.
(R3) If a = ri and ri−1 ≤ ri+1, then let R′′ = R and set a′ = min({ri+1} ∪ [(si, ri+1) ∩ Ai]).

We now define left insertion. If a′ = ∞, then set b = ∞ and R′ = R′′. Otherwise, let 1 ≤ j ≤ q be
minimal such that rj ≤ a′ where here rj indicates the jth entry of R′′.

(L1) If a′ 6= rj , set b = rj and create R′ by changing rj to a′.
(L2) If a′ = rj , then set R′ = R′′.

(I) If j < p, we define

b =











max(Aj ∩ (rj+1, sj)), if j + 1 < q and Aj ∩ (rj+1, sj) 6= ∅

max(Aj ∩ (−∞, sj)), if j + 1 ≥ q and Aj ∩ (−∞, sj) 6= ∅

rj+1, otherwise.

(II) If j ≥ p, then define

b =

®

sj+1, if (a) j + 1 ≥ q and (b) rj+1 > sj+1 or rj+2, sj+2 > rj > sj+1

rj+1, otherwise.

Example 5.2. We present examples of the various steps of the insertion.

(1) Here ri =∞ triggering (R1), followed by left inserting ∞ triggering (L1) which ends the process:

3 0 ← 2 ∞→ 3 0 2 3 0 2

(2) Here ri = 2 triggering (R1), then rj = 0 6= 2 triggering (L1):

3 0 2 ← 1 2→ 3 0 1 3 2 1

← 0

(3) Here ri = 0 triggering (R2) as 2 > 1, then left insertion of 0 triggers (L1). When the bottom row is
empty we take p = 0, thus we get that 0 is inserted into the next row:

2 0 1 ← 0 1→ 2 0 0 2 1 0

← 0

2 1 0

0

(4) Here ri = 1 triggering (R3) as 0 ≤ ∞. As ri+1 and si are ∞ we get a′ = ri+1 =∞, terminating as
in (1):

2 0 1 ← 1 ∞→ 2 0 1

(5) Here ri = 1 triggering (R3) as 0 ≤ 3. As 2 ∈ (1, 3) and there is a 2 between si and ri, we get a′ = 2:

4 2 0 1 3 ← 1

2 0 1

2→ 4 2 0 1 3

2 0 1

(6) Here rj = 1 triggering (L2). As j = 2 < p = 3 and j+1 = 3 6< q = 3, we set b to max(−∞, 2)∩{0, 1, 4}
which is 1:

2→ 4 2 0 1 3

2 0 1

4 2 0 1 3

2 0 1 ← 1
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(7) Here rj = 3, triggering (L2). As j = 2 < p = 3 and j + 1 = 3 < q = 4, we set b to (1, 3) ∩ {2, 4}
which is 2:

3→ 4 3 1 0 1 3

3 2

4 3 1 0 1 3

3 2 ← 2

(8) Here rj = 4, triggering (L2). As j = 2 6< p = 2, we are in case (II). (a) and (b) hold as j + 1 = 3 ≥
q = 3, j = 2 ≥ p = 2, and rj+1 = 2 > sj+1 = 1. Thus, we set b = sj+1 = 1:

4→ 5 4 2 3

0 1

5 4 2 3

0 1 ← 1

(9) Here rj = 2 triggering (L2). As j = 2 6< p = 2, we are in case (II). (a) and (b) hold as j + 1 = 3 ≥
q = 3, j = 2 ≥ p = 2, and rj+2, sj+2 = 3, 3 > rj = 2 > sj+1 = 1. Thus, we set b = sj+1 = 1:

2→ 4 2 1 3

0 1 3

4 2 1 3

0 1 3 ← 1

(10) Here rj = 2 triggering (L2). As j = 2 6< p = 2, we are in case (II). (b) does not hold as rj+1 = 1 6>
sj+1 = 2 and rj+2 = 0 6> rj = 2. Thus, b = rj+1 = 1:

2→ 4 2 1 0

2 3

4 2 1 0

2 3 ← 1

We extend row insertion to an insertion algorithm by repeated application.

Definition 5.3. For P = R1 . . . Rℓ a strict decomposition tableau and a ∈ N, we Kraśkiewicz–Hecke insert
a into P by row inserting a into R1R2, updating R1 and inserting the output b into R2R3 and so on until
the output is ∞. The insertion terminates in row i where i is the row whose output from row insertion is
∞.

For a = (a1, . . . , ap) ∈ Np and a′ = (a1, . . . , ap−1), we define the Hecke–Kraśkiewicz insertion tableau
PHK(a) recursively by row inserting ap into PHK(a′). The Hecke–Kraśkiewicz recording tableau Q = QHK(a)
is also constructed recursively from Q′ = QHK(a′). Let λ and λ′ be the shapes of PHK(a) and PHK(a′),
respectively.

(1) If λ 6= λ′, they differ by a single cell (i, j). We obtain Q from Q′ by setting Qij = {p}.
(2) If λ = λ′, let k be the row where row insertion of ap into PHK(a′) terminates. Let ℓ = max{ℓ :

λℓ + ℓ− k = λk}, and construct Q from Q′ by adding p to Q′
ℓλℓ

.

We show this algorithm is well-defined in Proposition 5.9. Many of our arguments depend on understand-
ing the sequences of left and right positions output be the insertion.

Definition 5.4. Consider the KH–row insertion of a ∈ N into the ith row of the strict decomposition tableau
P with a bumping a′, which is then left inserted to obtain P ′. The right position is the largest c so that
P ′
ic = a. Likewise, the left position is the smallest d so that P ′

id = a′. When inserting a ∈ N into a strict
decomposition tableau P , we obtain a sequence of k row insertions. The right bumping path is the sequence
(c1, . . . , ck) whose ith entry is the right position of the ith row insertion. Similarly, the left bumping path is
the sequence (d1, . . . , dk−1) whose ith entry is the left position of the ith row insertion.

We present an example of a complete Kraśkiewicz–Hecke insertion with bumping path.

Example 5.5. We present an example of KH insertion into a relatively large tableau. The right bumping
path of the insertion is colored in red while the left bumping path is colored in green. Note both bumping
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paths move weakly left as required by Lemma 5.6. The insertion rule applied is to the right of the tableau.

8 7 6 4 3 1 0 1 3 4 7 ← 0
7 6 4 2 1 0 3 4 7

6 4 1 3
5

(R3)(II) 1→ 8 7 6 4 3 1 0 1 3 4 7
7 6 4 2 1 0 3 4 7

6 4 1 3
5

(L2)(I)I

8 7 6 4 3 1 0 1 3 4 7
7 6 4 2 1 0 3 4 7 ← 0

6 4 1 3
5

(R3)(II) 8 7 6 4 3 1 0 1 3 4 7
3→ 7 6 4 2 1 0 3 4 7

6 4 1 3
5

(L1)(II)

8 7 6 4 3 1 0 1 3 4 7
7 6 4 3 1 0 3 4 7

6 4 1 3 ← 2
5

(R1)(II) 8 7 6 4 3 1 0 1 3 4 7
7 6 4 3 1 0 3 4 7

3→ 6 4 1 2
5

(L1)(II)

8 7 6 4 3 1 0 1 3 4 7
7 6 4 3 1 0 3 4 7

6 4 3 2
5 ← 1

(R1)(II) 8 7 6 4 3 1 0 1 3 4 7
7 6 4 3 1 0 3 4 7

6 4 3 2
5 1

(R3)(II)

Lemma 5.6. The right bumping path and left bumping path are weakly decreasing sequences.

Proof. Consider right inserting a into row R of a SDT P and assume the insertion does not terminate at
this row. Let the row below R be S, a′ the element left inserted into R, b the element right inserted to S,
and b′ the element left inserted to S.

Right bumping path: Let y be the element in S below a after a is right inserted into R. If |b| ≤ |y|,
then we can see the right bumping path will be weakly decreasing. Now we assume |b| > |y| for the sake of
contradiction. By the definition of left insertion we have that |a′| > |b|. Since |y| < |b| < |a′| and a′ ∈ R↑,
we see y < a′. Since b is the output of the left insertion of a′ into R↓, either a′ or b is in R↓. Next we discuss
the two cases and find contradiction in each of them.
Case 1: Suppose the right insertion of a into R triggers (R1) or (R2), so a′ is above y in P . Then the
presence of a′ or b in R↓ witnesses y < a′, so P is not a SDT and we get a contradiction.
Case 2: Suppose the right insertion of a into R triggers (R3). Let z be the (possibly infinite) value after a
in R↑. By the definition of (R3) we have |a′| ≤ |z|. Also |a′| > |y|, so |a′| ∈ (|y|, |z|].

Case 2.1: Suppose b ∈ R↓. Since |y| < |b| < |a′|, we have |b| ∈ (|y|, |q|), by the definition of (R3) would
give b = a′, a contradiction.

Case 2.2: Suppose a′ ∈ R↓ and b 6∈ R↓, then we know the left insertion of a′ into R↓ will trigger
(L3). By the definition of (R3) every element between a′ ∈ R↓ and a ∈ R↑ must be less than or equal to
|y|, as otherwise a different element would be left inserted. Combining this observation with the fact that
|y| < |b| < |a′|, and the definition of (L3) shows that b is strictly to the right of a′ in S. Suppose b ∈ S↑,
then the element above b must be greater than or equal to z (defined at the start of this case). However,
as |b| < |a′| ≤ |z| we would have had a′ witnessing b less than the element above it before insertion, so the
tableau wouldn’t be a SDT. Therefore, b ∈ S↓. Let x be the entry above b in R. Since b is to the right of a′

and to the left of y, we see x is between a′ ∈ R↓ and a ∈ R↑. Therefore |x| ≤ |y| < |b| so y witnesses b < x
in P , a contradiction.

We conclude that the right bumping path of our insertion is weakly decreasing.
Left bumping path: The argument is similar, but not identical to the previous case. If b′ =∞, which is

the (L1) case, then the result is vacuously true. Otherwise the left bumping path will be weakly decreasing
if |b′| ≥ |x| or if x ∈ S↑, where x is the element below a′ after a′ was left inserted into R. For the sake of
contradiction, we suppose that |b′| < |x| with x ∈ S↓. By the definition of right insertion we have |b| < |b′|,
so |b| < |x| as well. Next we discuss the two cases and find contradiction in each of them.
Case 1: Suppose b was bumped by a′ using (L1). Since b′ is left inserted into S we must have either b or
b′ in S↑. If b or b′ is to the left of x, then x ∈ S↓ as |b| < |b′| < |x| which contradicts our assumption that
x ∈ S↑. If b or b′ is to the right of x, then we have x < b in P witnessed by b or b′, which is a contradiction.
Case 2: Suppose a′ is left inserted using (L2), hence a′ ∈ R↓. If b′ ∈ S, since |b′| ∈ (|b|, |x|) the insertion of
a′ by (L2) would bump b′ instead of b, a contradiction. Necessarily, when b is right inserted to S it triggers
(R3), outputting b′. Therefore we b ∈ S↑ and b′ is in the row below S in P .

Let z be the element in S above b′, and note z is to the right of b by the definition of (R3), hence
also to the right of x. Since x ∈ S↓, we must be in case (I) of (L2). Suppose |z| < |x|, then we have
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|rj+1| < |b| < |z| < |x| and A 6= ∅, which will cause (L3) to output a |z| instead of |b|. Therefore we must
have|z| ≥ |x|.

However now we have b′ < z witnessed by x, hence P is not a SDT. This is a contradiction, which
completes our proof. �

Lemma 5.7. Right insertion outputs a greater number than the input and left insertion outputs a smaller
number than the input.

Proof. The result is clearly true for (R1), (R2), and (L1). Let R = r1, . . . rℓ be the row we are inserting into
and S = s2 . . . sk the row below R. We first consider (R3). Let a be the element right inserted and b be the
output from this right insertion. By the definition of (R3) a must already in be in the increasing part of the
row, say ri = a in R↑. Further, we have b ∈ (si, ri+1) or b = ri+1, which is greater than ri = a as ri is in R↑.
Therefore if a ≥ b then b ∈ (si, ri+1) so ri = a ≥ b > si, hence b witnesses ri over si. Therefore, we have a < b.

Next we consider the case (L2). Let c be the element left inserted and d be the output from this left insertion.
By definition of (L2) c must already in be in the decreasing part of the row, say rj = c in R↓. Further, by
our last case we know that c cannot be the dip of R. In case (II) we either have d = rj+1 < rj = c or we
have d = sj+1. In (b) of the latter case, either d = sj+1 < rj+1 < rj = c or d = sj+1 < rj = c. Now for
case (I) suppose that c ≤ d. If sj ∈ S↓, case (I), then we have d < sj or d = rj+1. The latter contradicts
c ≤ d as c is not the dip, so d < sj . However, if d < sj then rj = a ≤ b < sj meaning b witnesses rj over sj .
Therefore, we have that c > d. �

Corollary 5.8. Right insertion can never output the dip.

Proof. Right insertion always ends with the input being in the increasing part of the row, thus as the output
is greater than the input we cannot output the dip. �

We are now prepared to show that row insertion is well-defined.

Proposition 5.9. Given an a ∈ N and T a strict decomposition tableau, the tableau T ′ = T ← a is also a
strict decomposition tableau.

Proof. By Lemma 5.6, we have that row insertion always outputs a tableau of a shifted shape as the only
way for the tableau to not have a shifted shape is to have right insertion terminate to make the number of
boxes in row Rk equal to the number of boxes in row Rk−1. However, in that case the right bumping path
would go from a value less than or equal to k − 1 + λk−1 to k + λk−1 contradicting that the right bumping
path is a weakly decreasing sequence.

By Lemma 4.4, a strict decomposition tableau has unimodal rows and avoids the five following configu-
rations:

(i) a · · ·

· · · b
, (ii) · · · a · · ·

· · · c · · · b
, (iii) · · · v z · · ·

· · · · · · x · · · y
, (iv) y · · · z

· · · x
, (v) · · · y · · · z

· · · · · · x

with a ≤ b < c, x < y ≤ z, and v < z. In this argument, we can treat (iv) and (v) together.
Each insertion step preserves unimodality of rows with the exception of (R2). However, (R2) is always fol-

lowed by (L1) meaning that unimodality of the rows will be regained after the next insertion step. Therefore,
the result will follow if we show an insertion step resulting in the tableau T ′ containing a bad configuration
can only occur when T is not a (pseudo) strict decomposition tableau. We will denote each case as a triple:
the configuration found in T ′, the element in the configuration that was inserted, and R or L depending
on whether the insertion was right insertion or left insertion. For each case let t be the element that was
bumped out by the whatever created the bad configuration. Further, let R = r1 . . . rℓ be the top of row of
the configuration and S = s2 . . . sk the bottom row. Note if t was bumped by u via right insertion then t > u
and if via left insertion t < u.

Case (i, a, R): This is only possible if R is increasing. Then r1 witnesses r2 over s2, so this is impossible.

Case (i, a, L): As t < a ≤ b we have that t and b form configuration (i).

Case (i, b, R): As a ≤ b < t we have that a and t form configuration (i).
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Case (i, b, L): For b to be left inserted into S, either b was already in S or it was in the row below. In the
first case we already have configuration (i) with a and b. In the second case, in order to avoid configuration (i)
the first element s2 of S must be greater than b. However, that would mean a ≤ b < s2 forms configuration (i).

Case (ii, a, R): As t is bumped via right insertion we have t ∈ R↑, and as c > b we have that c ∈ S↓.
Therefore as b < c, b witnesses t over c.

Case (ii, a, L): As t < a ≤ b < c we have that t, b, and c form configuration (ii).

Case (ii, b, R): If t < c, then a, t, and c form configuration (ii), as a ≤ b < t. Therefore, assume t ≥ c.
Then c ∈ S↓ as otherwise b would have bumped c. In order for b to be right inserted into S we must have
had b in R or S before the last insertion step. If b was in R, we have b ∈ R↓ as it is the output of left
insertion. Then b was to the left of a, so it would witness a over c since c ∈ S↓ and a < b < c. Therefore, we
have b ∈ S. As c ∈ S↓ we must have that b is right of c, so a, b, and c already formed configuration (ii).

Case (ii, b, L): If t ≥ a, we see a, t, and c form configuration (ii) as a ≤ t < b < c. Therefore, assume
t < a. For b to be left inserted into S, the element g that was right inserted into S must be less than b by
Lemma 5.7. Furthermore, before right insertion of g we must have b /∈ S↑, else a, b, and c would already
form configuration (ii). This implies the insertion rule for g is (R3) and b is in the row below S. Then (R3)
guarantees b is below the entry h to the right of g and h > b. If h < c, then a, h and c form configuration
(ii). Therefore h ≥ c, in which case b, c and h from configuration (iv/v).

Case (ii, c, R): Impossible as c > b meaning c ∈ S↓.

Case (ii, c, L): If t > b, then a ≤ b < t forms configuration (ii). Therefore, assume that t ≤ b. For c to be
left inserted into S, it must be the output of the right insertion of some h into S with h < c by Lemma 5.7.
Further, we must have b < h as otherwise h would bump an less than c as t ≤ b implies b ∈ S↑. Let g be
the element that was left inserted into R to output h. By Lemma 5.6 we have that whatever g bumps is
weakly right of the position where a will be (if not there already). Therefore, we have that g ≤ a as it either
bumps a, an element right of a in R↓, or is a. By Lemma 5.7 we have that g > h, however we also have that
g ≤ a ≤ b ≤ h. Thus, we could not have c bump t ≤ b.

Case (iii, v, R): As t bumps v not z we must have that t < z. Therefore, x < y ≤ z and t < z forms
configuration (iii).

Case (iii, v, L): As t < v, we have that x < y ≤ z and t < z forms configuration (iii).

Case (iii, x, R): As z ∈ R↑ and either t < y or t ∈ S↓ we have that y witnesses z over t.

Case (iii, x, L): As z ∈ R↑ and t ∈ S↓ we have that y witnesses z over t.

Case (iii, y, R): If t ≤ z, then x, t, z, and v form configuration (iii). Therefore, assume t > z. In order
for t to be bumped by y we require that the element s directly left of t is less than y. Further, s ≤ x, as
otherwise s forms configuration (iii) with x, z, and v. If s is not x (in position), then x ∈ S↓ so s witnesses
z over x. Therefore, x is s, i.e., x must be directly left of t. In order for y to be right inserted into S we
require y ∈ R or y ∈ S before the prior insertion step. If y ∈ R then v < z implies z ∈ R ↑ so y would be left
of z. Therefore x, y, and z would form configuration (iv/v), so we can assume y ∈ S. However, by defini-
tion of (L3) this would require that y ∈ S↑ which cannot happen as x < y < t with x and t next to each other.

Case (iii, y, L): This requires that t ∈ S↓, but that would mean x ∈ S↓. This is a contradiction as y could
not bump t with x > t left of t.

Case (iii, z, R): As t > z we have that x, y, t, and v form configuration (iii).
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Case (iii, z, L): As v < z this would require left inserting z into R↑ which is impossible.

Case (iv/v, x, R): If t < y, then t < y ≤ z forms configuration (iv/v). Therefore, assume that t ≥ y. Let
g be the element left inserted in the step before and let h be the element right inserted in the step before
that. By Lemma 5.6 h inserts into a location weakly right of the column in R containing z. Thus, h ≥ z as
either h = z or h bumps an element right of z. Then by Lemma 5.7 we have that h < g, thus g > z.

If y ∈ R↓, since g > z ≥ y we see g must bump an element ≥ y unless we are in case (L3), hence g is
already in R ↓ in column j. If we are in case (I), necessarily x = max(B) as elements of A are ≥ y, so y
is the dip of R and the element left of y is already g. Since x = max(B), either x is immediately below y
or in S ↑. In the former case, y is positive since it is the dip so t witnesses y over x. In the latter case, x
would not bump t. If we are in case (II), note that rj+1 ≥ y > x so we must output x = sj+1. However,
then x ∈ S ↑, which would again prevent x from bumping t when we right insert x.

Therefore, we must have y ∈ R↑ with some v < y directly left of y. Let u be the element directly below
y. We have that either u ∈ S↓ or u ∈ S↑ with u < x so that x does not bump u. If u ∈ S↓, then x could
not be in R or in S right of u before left insertion of g as otherwise x would witness y over u. Therefore,
in this case we also have u < x. Thus, after right insertion of x we have that u < x < y and v < y forms
configuration (iii). As shown in Case (iii, y, R) this cannot happen.

Case (iv/v, x, L): As t < x we have that t, y, and z form configuration (iv/v).

Case (iv/v, y, R): As t ∈ R↑ and left of z we have that t < z. Then as t > y > x we have that x, t, and z
form configuration (iv/v).

Case (iv/v, y, L): If t > x, then as t < y ≤ z we have that x, t, and z form configuration (iv/v). Therefore,
assume that t ≤ x. Before left insertion of y we have y 6∈ R as otherwise x, y, and z would already form
configuration (iv/v). Thus, y ∈ S. Let g be the element that was right inserted in order for us to end up
left inserting y. Let h be the element directly below where g ends up after being inserted. By definition of
(R3) we have y > h and x ≤ h in order for y to be the element left inserted instead of x. If h ∈ S↑ we
must have h weakly right of x and thus g weakly right of z, so y is strictly right of x and witnesses z over
x. If h ∈ S↓, then g over h would be witnessed by x unless h = x. In that case, we also have z = g ∈ R↑

and t < x as if t is left of h ∈ S↓. Therefore t, h, z, and the element directly left of z form configuration (iv/v).

Case (iv/v, z, R): As t > z, we have that x, y, and t form configuration (iv/v).

Case (iv/v, z, L): As t ∈ R↓ and is right of y we have that y > t. However, then we could never bump t
by left inserting z.

�

Two words with the same Kraśkiewicz tableaux P are necessarily reduced words for the same signed
permutation. Similarly, the Kraśkiewicz–Hecke insertion tableau for a word determines it 0-Hecke product.

Proposition 5.10. Let T be a SDT and ρ(T ) be its reading word. For a ∈ N and T ′ = T ← a we have that
ρ(T )a ≡H ρ(T ′).

Proof. The result follows if when a is row inserted into the two-row SDT RS bumping b, we have SRa ≡H

SbR′. Throughout this proof, we fix notation: p is the dip of S; q is the dip of R; i and j are the indices
defined in right and left row insertion, respectively.

First, we treat the case where a = 0 and ri = 0, ri+1 = 1 in R. In this case, we will show b = 0.

(R2)/(L1) Assume ri−1 > 1 so that ri+1 is the only 1 in R. When 0 is inserted 0 will bump ri+1 = 1 which in
turn will bump ri = 0. The overall result is R′ will be R with ri and ri+1 swapped and the output
to the next row is 0. To see that SR0 ≡H S0R′ commute 0 up to ri+1 = 1, then commute ri = 0
up to S as rk > 1 for k < i. This effectively swaps the values of ri and ri+1, thus showing that
SR0 ≡H S0R′.

(R3)/(L2) Assume ri−1 = 1. Note that in this case (R3) will always output ri+1 = 1 and (L2) will always
output 0, both leaving R unchanged. To see SR0 ≡H S0R, first commute a = 0 up to ri+1 = 1,
then perform a long braid with ri−1 = 1, ri = 0, ri+1 = 1, and a = 0 to get 0 on the other side of
101. Next, commute the left 0 past the rest of R↓.
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Now assume either that a 6= 0 or R does not contain 0 followed by 1. Let a′ be the entry bumped when
right inserting a, and recall that a′ > a. First we will show SRa ≡H SR↓a′R′′↑.

(R1) Let right insertion of a into R trigger (R1). Then ri ≥ a + 1 is not the dip. Therefore, we can
commute a up to ri since all entries to its right are greater than ri. Since ri−1 < a as i is not the
dip, we can commute ri past rq, giving us that SRa ≡H SR↓a′R′↑.

(R2) Let right insertion of a into R trigger (R2), so ri = a. Recall x, y ∈ N with {x, y} 6= {0, 1} we have
the short braid relation xyx ≡H yxy. Therefore we can commute a up to ri+1, to get the desired
result, taking ri ∈ R↓.

(R3) Let right insertion of a into R trigger (R3). We split into cases, depending on where a′ is located.
When a′ = ri+1, the argument is the same as (R2) except after braiding we commute the left instance
of a′ = ri+1 past the dip.

Otherwise, a′ ∈ (si, ri+1), which implies si < ri+1 − 1 so we cannot have ri+1 = a+ 1 without a′

witnessing si < ri = a. Therefore, we can commute a up to ri = a and annihilate a. It remains to
get a copy of a′ directly after rq.

Suppose that a′ ∈ S, then a′ is to the right of si, which implies that the element above it is
greater than or equal to ri+1. Therefore there are no elements in (a′′, ri+1] between a′ and ri. If
there is no a′ − 1 between a′ and rq , then a copy of a′ could commute all the way up to rq and
we are done. Suppose there is an a′ − 1 between a′ and rq (note this means that a′ − 1 6= 0), this
requires that a′ − 1 6∈ (si, ri+1) by definition of a′ meaning that a′ = si + 1. Then as there are
no elements in (a′, ri+1] between a′ and ri we can commute the pair of si and a′ up to the a′ − 1,
possibly annihilating an a′ immediately preceding the a′ − 1 in R. Then duplicate si and perform a
short braid relation with the si, a

′, and a′− 1. Finally, commute back a′− 1 and a′, possibly leaving
behind a duplicate of the left a′, and commute forward up to the dip the extra copy of a′.

Suppose that a′ ∈ R↓, then a′ is to the left of ri in R. If a′−1 6∈ R↓, we can copy a′ and commute
the copy up to rq. If a

′− 1 ∈ R↓, then by definition of a′ we must have that a′− 1 = si, as otherwise
we would have a different value for a′. Further, there can be no si − 1 in S after si, as the element
above such a si − 1 would be witnessed by a′. The case where si + 1 is to the right of si in S is
treated above. Therefore, we can duplicate si in S, then commute the duplicate up to a′, short braid
the duplicate, a′, and a′ − 1, and then commute the copy of a′ made up to rq.

Now we left insert whatever a′ was the output from right insertion. In right insertion we addressed the case
where a = 0 and R contains 0 followed by 1, so for left insertion we already have the case where a′ = 1 and
R′′ contains 1 followed by 0. We now show SR↓a′R′′↑ ≡H SbR′.

(L1) Let left insertion of a′ into R′′ trigger (L1). This then means that rj is the greatest element in R′′↓

less than a′ and a′ 6∈ R′′↓. Therefore, we can commute a′ up to rj and then commute rj past the
rest of R′′↓ for the desired outcome.

(L2) Let left insertion of a′ into R′′ trigger (L2), so a′ = rj . We have already treated the case a′ = 1.
First assume rj+1 = a′− 1 and j+1 is not the dip of R′′. In this case condition (a) in (L2) is always
false, so either b = maxA or b = rj+1. When b = maxA, for A to be nonempty we have rj < sj as
rj+1 = rj − 1. However as rj ∈ R′′↓ and sj ∈ S↓, so b would witness rj over sj . Therefore, we must
have b = rj+1 = a′ − 1. Note b > 0 since b = rj+1 is not the dip. Therefore we can braid rj , rj+1,
and a′ to get a copy of b = a′ − 1 on the other side, which can then commute past the rest of R′′.
Now we consider the cases where rj+1 6= a′− 1 or is the dip. In both cases a′ can freely commute to
rj = a′ to be annihilated as the insertion element is considered to be past the dip. Thus, we aim to
show that SR′′ ≡H Sa′R′.
First, suppose that b = maxA or b = maxB. If there is no b+ 1 between b and the end of S we can
freely commute b to the end of S and be done. Otherwise, since b + 1 /∈ A or B (depending on the
case), we see b+1 ≥ sj , but b < sj so we have b+ 1 = sj . If b ∈ R, necessarily b > a′ meaning that
sj > a′ = rj , which a′ would witness. Therefore, b ∈ S. We create a copy of sj then commute the
copy to b = sj − 1. Then perform a braid relation and commute out of S the extra copy of a′.
Now suppose that b = sj+1, b 6= maxA, and a 6= maxB. This means sj+1 ∈ S↑ by condition (b)
from (L2). Note condition (c) from (L2) prevents us from having sj+1 + 1 ∈ S↑ as either sj+1 + 1
witnesses sj+1 < rj+1 or sj+1 < rj < sj+2, meaning sj+2 > sj+1 + 1. Therefore, a copy of b made
by sj+1 can freely commute out of S.
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Finally, when b = rj+1 since we have assumed either rj+1 is the dip or rj 6= b + 1 there is no
obstruction to commuting a copy of b past the rest of R′′.

This completes our proof. �

For λ = (λ1, . . . , λk) a strict shape, we will see for words in H(wλ) that QKH and res are the same map.
Towards that end, let (c1 < · · · < cλ1−k) so that [0, λ1 − 1] = {λ1, . . . , λk, c1, . . . , cλ1−k} and define Pλ as
the tableau with ith row

λi+1, . . . , λk, 0(= λk+1), c1, . . . , cλi−k+i,

so that Pλ has shape λ. By construction, note that every column of Pλ has the same entry. Moreover, we
obtain P (λ2,...,λk) from Pλ be removing the first row. For example, with λ = (5, 3, 2), we have

P (5,3,2) =
3 2 0 1 4

2 0 1

0 1

,

while the second and third rows give P (3,2) and the last is P (2).
Note that λi − 1 is the largest entry in the ith row of Pλ. When (i, j) is an outer corner of Dλ, we then

have Pλ
ij = λi − 1 since λi+1 < λi − 1.

Theorem 5.11. Let T ∈ ShSVT(λ), and let a = res(T ). Then KH maps a to (Pλ, T ).

Proof. Since a = res(T ), we see a ∈ H(wλ). For a = (a1, . . . , ap) and j ∈ [p], note that a[j] := (a1, . . . , aj) ∈

H(w
(j)
µ ) for some strict shape µ(j). Since wµ is vexillary for any µ, Theorem 1.4 shows PKH(a[j]) is unique.

We can now prove our result by downward induction on k. The base case is immediate since any word a for
wλ has a1 = 0, so the j = 1 case follows.

Assume the result holds for up to k, so (Pµ(k)

, T |[k]) is the image of a[k] under KH . The next step is to

insert ak+1 into Pµ(k)

to obtain P ′, with resulting recording tableau Q′. There are two cases.

Case 1: P ′ = Pµ(k)

. In this case, we see wµ(k) ◦ ak+1 = wµ(k) , so k + 1 ∈ Tij and is not minimal in this cell

since (i, j) ∈ Dµ(k) . Then (i, j) is an outer corner of µ(k) so j = µ
(k)
i + i− 1. Then ak+1 = (j − i) = µ

(k)
i − 1.

We ak+1 inserts into Pµ(k) without changing it, terminating in row j. To see this, for Rℓ the ℓth row of

Pλ note ak+1 ∈ R↑
ℓ for ℓ ≤ i. For the first step of insertion, we are in (R3). If i = 1, we see ak+1 is the

largest entry in the first row, so we terminate in row 1 as desired. Otherwise, a′ is the smallest entry in R↓
1

greater than ak+1, which is µ
(k)
i . Left inserting µ

(k)
i uses (L2), which bumps a′′ = µ

(k)
i − 1 = ak+1 as this

value is maximal in the appropriate interval. We are now inserting ak+1 into the second row of Pµ(k)

, which
is P ν for ν obtained from µ(k) by deleting the first row. The result then follows by the inductive hypothesis.

Case 2: P ′ 6= Pµ(k)

. By the previous case, we see µ(k+1) 6= µ(k). Let (i, j) be the unique cell inDµ(k+1)\Dµ(k) ,

so j = µ
(k+1)
i + i− 1 = µ

(k)
i + i. Then ak+1 = j − i = µ

(k)
i .

If i = 1, when inserting ak+1 we apply (R1) to append it to the end of the first row, giving P ′ = Pµ(k+1)

as

desired. Otherwise, let R be the first row of Pµ(k)

and R′ the result after KH–inserting ak+1 into R. Since

µ
(k)
i is in R↓ and µ

(k)
i +1 is in R↑, by applying rules (R1) and (L1) we swap these to obtain R′, inserting µ

(k)
i

into the next row. Applying induction on i as in the previous case, this process will terminate by inserting

ak+1 at the end of the ith row while swapping µ
(k)
i with µ

(k)
i +1 = µ

(k+1)
i as desired. This completes our

proof. �

Case 2 in the above argument appears in the second author’s thesis [16, Thm. 4.4 (a)]. It implies the
equivalent result for tableaux that are not set–valued, where Kraśkiewicz insertion is applicable. It has not
been previously published.

5.2. Inverse insertion. In order to show that Kraśkiewicz–Hecke insertion is a bijection we will first show
that the map is injective and then create an explicit inverse map.

Proposition 5.12. Let M , N , T be SDTs and x, y, z ∈ N. If right inserting x into M at row k and right
inserting y into N at row k both output left inserting z into T at row k, then M = N and x = y. Similarly,
if left inserting x into M at row k and left inserting y into N at row k both output right inserting z into T
at row k + 1, then M = N and x = y.
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Proof. Let M , N , T be SDTs and x, y, z ∈ N. Suppose right inserting x into M at row k and right inserting
y into N at row k both output left inserting z into T at row k.
Case 1: Suppose inserting x into M triggers rule (R1). Let mi = z be the element x bumped.
Case 1.1: Suppose inserting y into N would trigger rule (R1). Then in order for the resulting tableau to be
T and output to be z we require that position i is where bumping occurs, ni = z, and y = x. Thus, M = N
and y = x.
Case 1.2: Suppose inserting y into N would trigger rule (R2). Then T would have two ys in row k, however
as inserting x into N triggered (R1) we know row k in T is strictly unimodal. Therefore, inserting y into N
cannot trigger (R2).
Case 1.3: Suppose inserting y into N would trigger rule (R3), note this means that N = T . By definition
of (R1) we have that mi+1 > z. Therefore, we require that y = x as if y < x then we could not output z > x
and if y > x we would also require y > z. Further as mi+1 > z we cannot output mi+1, meaning that the
output z is somewhere right of si (the element below mi) in row k+1 or left of mi in row k of N . However,
we must have that this z is also in M , but then z would witness si < z = mi in M meaning M was not a
SDT. Therefore, inserting y into N cannot trigger (R3).
Case 2: Suppose inserting x into M triggers rule (R2). Let mi = x and mi+1 = z where i is the location
bumping occurred at.
Case 2.2: Suppose inserting y into N would trigger rule (R2). In order to end up with output tableau T
we require that x = y and in order to output z we require that the element bumped by x is z. Therefore,
N = M and y = x.
Case 2.3: Suppose inserting y into N would trigger rule (R3), note this means that N = T . However, T is
a pseudo-SDT and N is not. Therefore, this cannot happen.
Case 3: Suppose inserting x into M triggers rule (R3).
Case 3.3: Suppose inserting y into N would trigger rule (R3), note this means that N = T = M . Suppose
x < y. By Lemma 5.7 we have that z > y from inserting into N , however by definition of (R3) for inserting
into M we have that z ≤ y as the output is at most the value directly right of the copy of the input.
Therefore, we cannot have x 6= y.

Let M , N , T be SDTs and x, y, z ∈ N. Suppose left inserting x into M at row k and left inserting y into
N at row k both output left inserting z into T at row k.
Case 1: Suppose inserting x into M triggers rule (L1). Let mj = z be the element x bumped.
Case 1.1: Suppose inserting y into N would trigger rule (L1). In order for the resulting tableau to be T
and output z we require that position j is where bumping occurs, nj = z, and y = x. Thus, M = N and
y = x.
Case 1.2: Suppose inserting y into N would trigger rule (L2), note this means that N = T . By definition
of (L1) we have that x > z. Suppose that y < x, then in order for N = T we require that in M y is right
on mj = z meaning z > y. However this contradicts Lemma 5.7. Suppose y > x. Note that as N = T we
have that x is in N and by Corollary 5.8 x cannot be the dip. Thus, by definition of (L2) the output must
be greater or equal to x meaning we cannot be in this case. Suppose y = x. If j < p, the dip of the row
k + 1 of N , then we must have z < sj . However, then the z we output from inserting x into N serve as a
witness in M meaning M is not a SDT. Therefore, we have that j ≥ p. This then requires that sj+1 = z
and rj+2, sj+2 > x (as we know rj+1 > z due to z being the element bumped when x is inserted into M).
However, this then prevents another x from existing in any location that would allow it to end being left
inserted into N meaning this cannot happen. Therefore, inserting y into N cannot trigger rule (L2).
Case 2: Suppose inserting x into M triggers rule (L2).
Case 2.2: Suppose inserting y into N would trigger rule (L2), note this means that M = N = T so suppose
x 6= y. Without loss of generality suppose x < y. By Corollary 5.8 x cannot be the dip, therefore when
inserting y we cannot output an element less than x. However, z < x meaning this case cannot happen. �

To prove that Kraśkiewicz–Hecke insertion is a bijection, we demonstrate an explicit inverse map.

Definition 5.13. We define inverse Kraśkiewicz–Hecke row insertion in two steps, each using an input
a ∈ N ∪ {∞} and a strict decomposition tableau with distinguished row R above row S. Write R = r1 . . . rℓ
and S = s2 . . . sk with k ≤ ℓ, rq the dip of R and sp the dip of S. Note k could be 1, in which case S
is empty. Set r0, s1 = −∞, rℓ+1 = ∞ and sm = ∞ for m > k. Note ri appears immediately above si in
RS. For any d ∈ N, define Ad = {sd+1, . . . , sk, r1, . . . , rd−1}. There are two forms of inverse insertion, left
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inverse insertion and right inverse insertion. First we define left inverse insertion, for which we require the
terminating tableau from right inserting a into row S to be a SDT.

Let 1 ≤ j < q be maximal such that rj > a.

(I) If j < p:
(a) If j + 1 < q and a = max{rj+1} ∪ (Aj ∩ (rj+1, sj)), then go to (L2)
(b) If j + 1 ≥ q and a = max{rj+1} ∪ (Aj ∩ (−∞, sj)), then go to (L2)
Otherwise, go to (L1)

(II) If j ≥ p:
(a) If the following are both true, go to (L2)

(i) j + 1 ≥ q,
(ii) a = sj+1 < rj+1 or rj+2, sj+2 > rj > sj+1 = a.

(b) Otherwise, if a = rj+1, and either of the following are true, go to (L2)
(i) rj+2 ≤ rj , or
(ii) sj+1 < rj and there exists k ≥ j + 2 such that sk ∈ (sj+1, rj ],

Otherwise go to (L1).
(L2) Set a′ = rj and R′′ = R.
(L1) Set a′ = rj and replace rj with a to get R′′.

We now define inverse right insertion, for which we require the terminating tableau from left inserting a′

into R′′ to be a SDT. Let q ≤ i ≤ ℓ be maximal such that ri ≤ a′:

(R3) (I) If si < a′ and

a′ = min((si, ri+1) ∩Ai),

then set R′ = R′′ and b = ri.
(II) If a′ = ri, ri ≥ ri−2, and

a′ = min({ri} ∪ [(si−1, ri) ∩ Ai−1]),

then set R′ = R′′ and b = ri−1.
(R1/R2) Else, set b = ri and create R′ by setting ri = a′.

Example 5.14. We present examples of the various steps of the inverse insertion.

(1) Left inverse inserting 1 into the top row of the tableau below is undefined as if you right insert 1
into the row below the tableau is no longer an SDT.

1← 4 3 1 0 1 3

3 2

4 3 1 0 1 3

3 2 ← 1

4 3 1 0 1 3

3 2 1

(2) Here rj = 2. None of the conditions for (L2) are met, so we set a′ = rj = 2 and swap a and rj to
get R′.

0← 3 2 1 3 0 1 → 2

(3) Here rj = 3. As j = 2 < p = 3, j + 1 = 3 < q = 4, and max{1} ∪ [(1, 3) ∩ {2, 4}] = 2 = a, we set
a′ = rj .

2← 4 3 1 0 1 3

3 2

4 3 1 0 1 3 → 3

3 2

(4) Here rj = 1. As j = 2 < p = 3 and j + 1 = 3 ≥ q = 3, and max{0} ∪ [(−∞, 3) ∩ {0, 4}] = 0 = a, we
set a′ = rj .

0← 4 1 0 1

3 0

4 1 0 1 → 1

3 0
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(5) Here rj = 4. We are in case (II) (a) as j+1 = 3 ≥ q = 3, j = 2 ≥ p = 2, and rj+1 = 2 > sj+1 = 1 = a.
Thus, we set a′ = rj = 4.

1← 5 4 2 3

0 1

5 4 2 3 → 4

0 1

(6) Here rj = 2. We are in case (II) (a) as j + 1 = 3 ≥ q = 3, j = 2 ≥ p = 2, and rj+2, sj+2 = 3, 3 >
rj = 2 > sj+1 = 1 = a. Thus, we set a′ = rj = 2.

1← 4 2 1 3

0 1 3

4 2 1 3 → 2

0 1 3

(7) Here rj = 2. As j = 2 ≥ p = 2 we are in case (II). As a 6= sj+1 and a = rj+1 = 1, we consider case
(b). As 0 = rj+2 ≤ rj = 2 we set a′ = rj .

1← 4 2 1 0

2 3

4 2 1 0 → 2

2 3

(8) Here rj = 3. As j = 1 ≥ p = 2 we are in case (II). As a = 0 6< rj+1 = 0 and rj+2 = 2 6> 3 = rj (ii) is
false meaning we aren’t in case (a). As a = rj+1 = 0, sj+1 = 1 < 3 = rj , and s3 ∈ (0, 3] we are in
case (b) meaning we set a′ = 3 = rj .

0← 3 0 2 3

0 1

3 0 2 3 → 0

0 1

(9) Here rj = 2. As j = 2 ≥ p = 2 we are in case (II). As a = 0 6= 1 = sj+1 (ii) is false meaning we
aren’t in case (a). As rj+2 = 3 6≥ 2 = rj and there is not k ≥ j + 2 such that sk ∈ (1, 3], we are also
not in case (b). Therefore (L1) applies setting a′ = 2 and replacing rj with 0 to get R′.

0← 3 2 0 3

0 1

3 0 0 3 → 2

0 1

(10) Here ri = 0. As {3, 0} ∩ (0, 1) = ∅ and a′ 6= 3 we are not in case (I). As a′ 6= ri = 0, we are also not
in case (II). Therefore, we apply (R1/R2) by setting b = 0 and replacing ri with 2.

3 0 0 3 → 2

0 1

0←

3 0 2 3

0 1

(11) Here ri = 1. As si = 1 < a = 2 < ri+1 = 3 and a = min({3} ∪ [(1, 3) ∩ {4, 2, 0}]) = 2, due to (I) we
set b = ri = 1 and leave R′ unchanged.

4 2 0 1 3 → 2

2 0 1

1←

4 2 0 1 3

2 0 1

(12) Here ri = 3. As si =∞ we are not in case (I). As a′ = 3 = ri ≥ 0 = ri−2 and a′ = min({3}∪ [(1, 3)∩
{0, 1, 4}]), due to (II) we set b = ri−1 = 3 and leave R′ unchanged.

4 1 0 1 3 → 3

1 0 1

1←

4 1 0 1 3

1 0 1
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We now show these inverse maps are well-defined.

Theorem 5.15. Left and right inverse Kraśkiewicz–Hecke row insertions are well-defined and are inverse
to left and right Kraśkiewicz–Hecke row insertions, respectively.

Proof. Note that each inverse insertion step preserves unimodality of rows with the exception of (L1) when
a = rj+1. However, in that case the next inverse insertion step will restore unimodality of the row as it will
always trigger (R1/R2).

To see this we first aim to show that i = j+1 = q. Assume for the sake of obtaining a contradiction, that
rj+2 ≤ rj . We discuss the following two cases.
(I): Suppose j < p, where p is the dip of S. Then as left inverse inserting a triggers (L1) we must have
that a 6= max{rj+1}∪Aj ∩ (rj+1 , sj)) if j+1 < q or a 6= max{rj+1}∪Aj ∩ (−∞, sj)) if j+1 ≥ q. Therefore,
there must exists some x ∈ Aj such that a < x < sj , take your x to be the topmost, leftmost such element.

Suppose x ∈ R, then as x is left of rj , x would witness rj over sj .
Suppose x ∈ S↓, then if you would right insert a into S, there would be an a right of x. However, then

that a would witness a over x.
Suppose x ∈ S↑. Let y be the element bumped by right inserting a into S. Note that y must be weakly

left of x as a < x, meaning y ≤ x < sj . Then as sj+1 < a < y < sj we have that left inserting y into S will
bump sj+1. However, then a ∈ S will witness a over y. Thus, we cannot have j < p.
(II): Suppose j ≥ p, then we left inverse inserting a we find (II)(b)(i) is always true meaning we can never
trigger (L1).

Therefore, we must have that i = j + 1 and is the dip q.
Now suppose that the next inverse insertion step triggers (R3) instead of (R1/R2). Note that a′ = rj >

ri = a, so we must satisfy (I). Therefore, si < a′ and a′ = min [(si, ri+1) ∩Ai].
If j < p, then in order for inverse left insertion of a to trigger (L1) we must have had that a 6= max{rj+1}∪

(Aj ∩ (rj+1, sj)). Note that a ≥ si as otherwise min [(si, ri+1) ∩ Ai] ≤ a, a contradiction as a′ > a. However,
then x witnesses a over si. Thus, we must have that j ≥ p.

However, as left inverse inserting a trigger (L1) we must have that (II)(b)(ii) is false meaning either
sj+1 ≥ rj or sj+1 < rj and there does not exist k ≥ j + 2 such that sk ∈ (sj+1, rj ].

If sj+1 ≥ rj = a′, then min [(si, ri+1) ∩ Ai] = ∅ as si = sj+1 ≥ rj = ri+1.
Otherwise, assume for each k ≥ j+2 either sk < sj+1 = si or sk > rj = a′. Note that as every element in

R left of rj is greater than a′, we have that Aj ∩ (si, ri+1) can only contain elements greater than a′. Thus,
a′ 6= min [(si, ri+1) ∩ Ai]. This concludes the proof that inverse insertion preserves unimodality.

It remains to show that after each inverse insertion step the tableau remains a (pseduo) strict decompo-
sition tableau. By Lemma 4.5, this is equivalent to saying if inverse insertion results in a tableau with one
of the configurations either our original tableau had one of the configurations or we could forward insert ou
element to get a tableau with one of the configurations. We will denote each case as a triple: the configura-
tion found in T ′, the element in the configuration that was inserted, and R or L depending on whether the
insertion was right insertion or left insertion. For each case let t be the element that was bumped out by
the whatever created the bad configuration. Further, let R = r1 . . . rℓ be the top of row of the configuration
and S = s2 . . . sk the bottom row. Note if t was bumped by u via right inverse insertion then t < u and if
via left insertion inverse t > u.

Case (i, a, L): Note that by definition of (L1) we either have that a ≥ rj+1 or rj+1 is the dip where t = rj .
If we then right insert a into S by Lemma 5.7 we have that u > a where u is the element a bumps from
right insertion. Therefore, after left inserting v into S we have w > a where w is the element below rj+1,
note w ∈ S↓. As either a ≥ rj+1 or rj+1 is the dip we always have that rj+1 over w witnesses a.

Case (i, a, R): This requires a ∈ R↓ after inverse right insertion which cannot happen.

Case (i, b, L): As t > b ≥ a we have that a and t form configuration (i).

Case (i, b, R): Left insert b into S will result in b ∈ S meaning a and b form configuration (i).
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Case (ii, a, L): Note that by definition of (L1) we either have that a ≥ rj+1 or rj+1 is the dip where t = rj .
If we then right insert a into S by Lemma 5.7 we have that u > a where u is the element a bumps from right
insertion. Therefore, after left inserting v into S we have w > a where w is the element below rj+1, note as
c ∈ S↓ and is not the dip, we have that w ∈ S↓. As either a ≥ rj+1 or rj+1 is the dip we always have that
rj+1 over w witnesses a.

Case (ii, a, R): As t < a we have that t, b and c form configuration (ii).

Case (ii, b, L): Note that we must have t ∈ S↓ in order for b to bump it when left inverse inserting.
Therefore, we must have that t < c. However, as t > b ≤ a we then have that a, t, and c form configuration
(ii).

Case (ii, b, R): Left inserting b into S will result in b ending up right of c as c > b and c ∈ S↓. Therefore,
after left insertion of b into S the tableau has configuration (ii) made from a, b, and c.

Case (ii, c, L): As t > c > b ≥ a we have that a, b, and t form configuration (ii).

Case (ii, c, R): As t ∈ S↑ and is left of b we have that t < b. However, as c > b with b right of t, c cannot
bump t from inverse right insertion. Therefore, this case cannot happen.

Case (iii, v, L): Note that as v < z we either have v ∈ R↑ or v is the dip of R. However, by definition of
(L1) we have that v ∈ R↓ and is not the dip of R.

Case (iii, v, R): As t < v we have that t, x, y, and z form configuration (iii).

Case (iii, x, L): As t ∈ S↓ and z ∈ R↑ with z ≥ y we have that y witnesses z over t.

Case (iii, v, R): As t < x we have that v, t, y, and z form configuration (iii).

Case (iii, y, L): Note that as x < y we have y ∈ R↑ meaning this case cannot happen.

Case (iii, y, R): If x < t, then as t < y we have that v, x, t, and z form configuration (iii). Thus, suppose
x ≥ t which requires that x ∈ S↓. However, as z ∈ R↑ we will have that t witnesses z over x.

Case (iii, z, L): Note that as v < z we have z ∈ R↑ meaning this case cannot happen.

Case (iii, z, R): If t ≥ y, then v, x, y, and t form configuration (iii), so suppose otherwise. Let u be the
element above y, as inverse right inserting z bumps t we have that u > z. However, after left inserting z into
R we will then have that the tableau contains configuration (iv/v) with y, z, and u.

Case (iv/v, x, L): If t < y, then t, y, and z form configuration (iv/v). Therefore, suppose t ≥ y. However,
then as z ∈ R↑ we have that y witnesses z over t.

Case (iv/v, x, R): As t < x we have that t, y, and z form configuration (iv/v).

Case (iv/v, y, L): If t ≤ z, then x, t, and z form configuration (iv/v). Therefore, suppose t > z. If we then
right insert y into S we would have that y ends up somewhere right of x as x < y. Let w be the element
above where y ends up. Note that as z is above x we have that w is right of z and therefore z < w. However,
we then have that z witnesses w over y.

Case (iv/v, y, R): After left inserting y into R we have that x, y, and z form configuration (iv/v).

Case (iv/v, z, L): Note that as y < z we have z ∈ R↑ meaning this case cannot happen.
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Case (iv/v, z, R): If y ∈ R↑, then we require t > y meaning x, y, and t form configuration (iv/v). Therefore,
suppose y ∈ R↓. Let u be the element z bumps after being left inserted into R, note that z > u ≥ y > x.
As u > x we have that after u is right inserted into S, there is a u right of x. Let w be the element above
that u, note that as w is right of t and when inverse right inserted z bumps t we have that w > z. Thus, u,
z and w form configuration (iv/v). �

Definition 5.16. For a pair of a strict decomposition tableau and a standard shifted set valued Young
tableau, (T, S), perform Kraśkiewicz–Hecke inverse insertion by first finding the largest number, n, in S. If
n is alone in a box remove that box from S and T and left inverse insert the element that was in that box
in T to the row above. If n is not alone in a box remove, n from that box in S and left inverse insert the
element in that box in T to the row above. If you would try to left inverse insert above the first row instead
record the element you wished to left inverse insert as an. Repeat this process until your tableau are both
empty, then a = (a1, . . . , an) is the Kraśkiewicz–Hecke inverse of (T, S).

Combining Theorem 5.15 with Proposition 5.9, we have proved:

Corollary 5.17. For all n ∈ N, the map Nn KH
−−→

⊔

λ⊢k≤n SDT(λ) × ShSetn(λ) is a bijection.

6. Conjectures

Our original aim in this project was to compute the GQλ–expansion of GC
w . As we explain in Section 7.2,

insertion methods exhibit a fundamental inadequacy for the task. Despite this shortcoming, empirically
Kraśkiewicz–Hecke insertion correctly computes this expansion as asserted in Conjecture 1.3, which we
restate. Recall aCw(λ) is the number of strict decomposition tableaux of shape λ whose reading word is a
0–Hecke expression for w.

Conjecture (Conjecture 1.3). For w a signed permutation,

GC
w =

∑

λ strict

β|λ|−ℓ(w)aCw(λ) ·GQ
(β)
λ .

This conjecture has been tested to correctly compute GC
w up to degree 9 with w ∈ W4 (words of five

letters) and up to degree 11 with w ∈W3.
By taking the x1 . . . xn coefficient on each side, we see Conjecture 1.3 and Corollary 3.3 would imply

Corollary 1.2:

|Hp(w)| =
∑

λ strict

aCw(λ) · |ShSetp(λ)|.

Note we have removed the factor 2p from each side; on the left side by replacing Up(w) with Hp(w) and on the
right by not allowing barred entries in our tableaux. We view this as very strong evidence for Conjecture 1.3.
To see why, assume the conjecture were to fail for w ∈Wn. By Proposition 3.1, we have

GC
w =

∑

λ strict

bCw(λ) ·GQ
(β)
λ

for some coefficients bCw(λ) ∈ Z, and conjecturally in N. Then for fixed p, we have

(6.1)
∑

λ strict

aCw(λ) · |ShSetp(λ)| =
∑

λ strict

bCw(λ) · |ShSetp(λ)|.

Additionally, when |λ| = ℓ(w), we know from [23] that aCw(λ) = bCw(λ) for all λ. Therefore, and especially
assuming the positivity of bCw(λ), the failure of Conjecture 1.3 gives a highly non-trivial relation on the
number of shifted set-valued standard tableaux of given sizes.

We now explain how Conjecture 1.3 implies several other significant results. The first is a combinatorial
proof of [25, Conj. 5.14] and [27, Conj. 4.36], which says that a skew GQ function is a positive integer
combination of GQ functions:

Conjecture 6.1. For any shifted shape λ/µ, we have

GQ
(β)
λ/µ =

∑

ν

aCw(λ/µ)(ν) ·GQν .
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Assuming Conjecture 1.3, this follows from Theorem 1.5. This basic fact about skew GQ’s has resisted
explanation for several years.

When ℓ(λ) = k and µ = (k − 1, . . . , 1), note that Dλ/µ is the Young diagram for an ordinary partition

ν. Recall GS
(β)
ν = GQ

(β)
λ/µ. Since each GS function is a skew GQ function, they should be non-negative

integer combinations of GQ functions [25, Conj. 5.14]. As a special case of Conjecture 6.1, we would have
the following combinatorial expansion for GS functions:

Conjecture 6.2. Let ν be a (not necessarily strict) partition with ℓ(ν) = k. Define ρ so that νi = ρi+ i−k,
and let µ = (k − 1, k − 2, . . . , 1). Then

GSν =
∑

λ

aCw(ρ/µ)(λ) ·GQλ.

As mentioned in the introduction, it is an open problem to find the GQ expansion for products of GQ
functions. Conjecture 1.3 implies a special case of this problem. Recall for a ≤ b positive integers that
τ(a, b) = (b + a− 1, b+ a− 3, . . . , b− a+ 1). Combining Conjecture 1.3 with Corollary 3.7, we have:

Conjecture 6.3. Let a ≤ b positive integers and λ a strict shape with λ1 < k. Then

GQλ ·GQτ(a,b) =
∑

ν

aCw(λ,k)·w(a,b,k)(ν) ·GQν .

Example 6.4. For w = 52134891067, we have aCw((10, 3, 2)) = 2 with tableaux

9 6 4 3 2 1 0 6 7 8

8 1 0

0 7

, 9 6 4 3 2 1 0 6 7 8

8 1 0

7 0

.

This correctly computes the coefficient of GQ10 32 in GQ521 ·GQ42.

The case where a = 1 is equivalent to computing the product GQλ ·GQb. Such products are instances of
the Pieri rule of Buch and Ravikumar [7]. However, the version of this rule following from Conjecture 6.3
is substantially different, as the Buch-Ravikumar rule is in terms of what they refer to as KLG tableaux,
which are skew set-valued semistandard tableaux with primed entries. Using recurrences from [7], the first
author has verified Conjecture 6.3 for the Pieri case [2].

Trapezoids τ(a, b) are the unique strict partitions µ for which GQµ is a GS function. As such, the product
GQλ · GQτ(a,b) takes the form GQ times GS. Combining Conjecture 1.3 with Corollary 3.13 would solve
this more general problem:

Conjecture 6.5. Let λ be a strict partition with λ1 < a and ν be a (not necessarily) strict partition with
ℓ(ν) = k. Define ρ so that νi = ρi + i− a− k, and let µ = (a+ k − 1, a+ k − 2, . . . , a). Then

GQλ ·GSν =
∑

σ

aCw(λ)·w(ρ/µ)(σ)GQσ.

7. Concluding Remarks

7.1. Fix a positive integer and let I ⊂ [n − 1] − {1} so that i ∈ I implies i − 1, i + 1 /∈ I. Following [25,
(4.9)], the multipeak quasisymmetric function of I is

K
(β)
I :=

∑

S

β|S|−nxS

where the sum is over n–tuples S = (S1, . . . , Sn) of sets in Z \ {0} so that

• max(Si) � min(Si+1) for i ∈ [n− 1];
• Si ∩ Si+1 ⊆ Z− if i ∈ I;
• Si ∩ Si+1 ⊆ Z+ if i /∈ I.

Here |S| =
∑n

i=1 |Si| and xS = xS1 . . . xSn where xA = x|a1| . . . x|ak| for A = {a1, . . . , ak} ⊆ Z.
Let ShSet∗(λ) be the set of shifted set valued standard Young tableaux of shape λ so that no consecutive

numbers share the same box.
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Proposition 7.1 ([25, (4.14)]). For λ/ a shifted shape of size n, define

GQ
(β)
λ :=

∑

T∈ShSet∗(λ)

β|T |−n ·K
(β)
Peak(T ).

By analogy, one might hope to identify a set of words H∗(w) ⊆ H(w) so that

GC
w =

∑

(a1,...,ap)∈H∗(w)

βp−ℓ(w) ·K
(β)
Peak((a1,...,ap))

.

To identify such a set bijectively would require an insertion-like algorithm that preserves peak sets and
records consecutive letters in the same box if and only if the word is in H∗(w). An obvious candidate for
H∗(w) is words without repeated consecutive entries. Our insertion fails to prove this identity. Even in Type
A, none of the analogues of Hecke insertion in the literature have this property. It would be interesting to
find one.

7.2. To prove Conjecture 1.3 using an insertion algorithm, one would want a map
Ç

i

a

å

7→ (P,Q)

where P and Q are shifted tableau of the same shape with P strict and Q set-valued semistandard. Naively,
one would hope Kraśkiewicz–Hecke insertion accomplishes this goal by replacing the value j in QKH(a)
with ij . In order for this operation to produce a set-valued semistandard tableau, we would need to show

entries cells containing i are in distinct rows and those containing i are distinct columns. Equivalently, if
(ak > · · · > aℓ < · · · < am) is unimodal we require that k, . . . , ℓ are in distinct rows of QKH(a) and ℓ, . . . ,m
are in distinct columns. Likewise, if aj < aj+1 > aj+2, we see j+1 cannot be in the same column as j or the
same row as j + 2.

We present an example that demonstrates a fundamental obstruction to producing an insertion algorithm
that proves Conjecture 1.3. For u = s1s0s2, v = s1s0s2s1, w = s1s0s2s1s0,

GC
u = GQ(3) +GQ(21) + βGQ(31) , GC

v = GQ(31) , GC
w = GQ(32)

The strict decomposition tableaux witnessing these expansions are:

u : U1 =
1 0 2

, U2 =
2 0

1
, U3 =

2 0 2

1
v : V =

2 0 1

1
w : W =

2 1 0

1 0
.

For a word x = (x1, . . . , xk) and j ≤ k, recall x[j] = (x1, . . . , xj). Consider the words

a = (1, 0, 2, 0, 1, 0),b = (1, 2, 0, 2, 1, 0) ∈ H(w), so P (a) = P (b) = W

in order for Proposition 5.10 to hold. Similarly, P (a[5]) = P (b[5]) = V since v is vexillary. From Kraśkiewicz
insertion, we know P (b[3]) = U2. We claim any reasonable generalization of Kraśkiewicz insertion will have
P (b[4]) = U3. Since we are inserting 2 into U2, which must result in one of U2 or U3. If we return U2, we
would have recording tableaux

Q(b[4]) =
1 2

3,4

, Q(b[5]) =
1 2 5

3,4

,

violating the peak condition at values 3, 4, 5. Therefore, we must obtain U3, but this would give us recording
tableaux

Q(a) = 1 2 3,5

4 6
, Q(b) = 1 2 4,5

3 6
,

However, then b violates the peak condition at position 3, 4, 5. Alternatively, we could have P (b[3]) = U1,
but then P (a[3]) = U2, which violates the unimodality condition.

This example shows any insertion algorithm mapping words to strict decomposition tableaux that gen-
eralizes Kraśkiewicz insertion and satisfies the reading word property in Proposition 5.10 cannot prove
Conjecture 1.3 in the obvious fashion. Moreover, even if we alter the definition of strict decomposition
tableaux, the only reasonable alternative to U3 is

1 0 2

1
,
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where a similar analysis shows no such insertion can exist.

7.3. In[34], the author gives a tableau formula for GC
w for a family of signed permutations he calls skew.

To define these, a signed permutation w is k–Grassmannian if wsk < w and wsj > w for j 6= k. A signed
permutation v is skew if there exist u,w both k–Grassmannian so that w = v ·u. Note that the Grassmannian
signed permutations we consider are precisely the 0–Grassmannian signed permutations. While Tamvakis
gives a tableau formula for GC

w , his formula is in terms of unshifted tableaux. We suspect his tableaux for
the 0–Grassmannian case are equivalent to standard set–valued tableaux, but this is not obvious. Finding
the GQ–expansion of GC

v for v skew is an interesting open problem for k ≥ 1 even in the cohomology (β = 0)
case.

7.4. One consequence of Conjecture 1.3 is the weaker statement:

Conjecture 7.2. For w ∈Wn, we have GC
w ∈ N[β][GQ

(β)
λ : λ strict].

This statement likely has a geometric proof. Assuming this weaker conjecture, we suspect that (6.1) can
be used to prove special cases of Conjecture 1.3.

As a heuristic for why this should be possible, we compare our situation to the expansion of Type A
K–Stanley symmetric functions into the stable Grothendieck polynomials. For w ∈ S∞, if the (Type A)
Stanley symmetric function is Fw = sλ + sµ, then the K–Stanley symmetric function has expansion

GA
w = G

(β)
λ +G(β)

µ + βG(β)
ν

for some third shape ν (this is a consequence of transition for Grothendieck polynomials [24]). If the analogous
statement were true for Type C K–Stanley symmetric functions, we would have for w ∈ W∞ that

FC
w = Qλ +Qµ implies GC

w = GQ
(β)
λ +GQ(β)

µ + βGQ(β)
ν

for some shape ν. We claim without proof for λ 6= µ strict shapes that |ShSetp(λ)| 6= |ShSetp(µ)| for all p.
Therefore, assuming Conjecture 7.2 we would necessarily have aCw(ν) = 1 as desired.

7.5. There is a parallel story of Type B K–Stanley symmetric functions GB
w , also defined in [20]. These

belong to the ring Z[β][GPλ : λ strict], where the GP ’s are symmetric functions that represent K–theory
of the orthogonal Grassmannian. We limit our focus in this paper to the GQ case as GP ’s are better
understood. In particular, there already exist multiple combinatorial rules for multiplying GP symmetric
functions [10, 15]. However, we remark that it is an open problem to express a skew GP function in terms
of GP ’s [27, Conj. 4.35]. It is easy to adapt the map res to compute GB

w for w top. Therefore, if one could
prove a version of Conjecture 1.3 fo the GB setting, this would solve this open problem.
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