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B-ORBITS OF NILPOTENT ORDER 2 AND LINK PATTERNS

A. MELNIKOV

ABSTRACT. In this paper we describe geometry of orbits of upper triangular matrices of nilpotent
order 2 under conjugation by the group of upper triangular invertible matrices in terms of link
patterns.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Let M = M,,(C) be an algebra of n x n matrices over complex numbers. Let G = GL,,(C)
be a general linear group. Consider its action on M by conjugation. For u € M let O, := G.u :=
{AuA~! | A € G} denote its orbit.

Let M = {u € M | u*¥ = 0 for some k} be the nilpotent cone of M. The classical Jordan-
Gerstenhaber theory gives a complete combinatorial description of geometry of the variety of
(nilpotent) orbits O, where v € 9 in terms of Young diagrams.

Let n = n, C M be a subalgebra of strictly upper- triangular matrices. Let B C G be a
(Borel) subgroup of upper-triangular invertible matrices. Consider its action on n by conjugation.
For u € nlet B, := B.u = {AuA~! | A € B} denote its orbit under action of B. In general for
n > 6 the number of such orbits is infinite and there is no combinatorial theory in the spirit of
Jordan-Gerstenhaber theory describing the geometry of these orbits.

However, if we take a subvariety of matrices of nilpotent order 2, that is X := {u € n | u?> =0}
then the number of B orbits in X is equal to the number of involutions of the symmetric group
S... Moreover, as we show in the paper the complete combinatorial description of geometry of B
orbits in X in terms of link patterns is obtained in the spirit of Jordan-Gerstenhaber theory.

1.2. Let us first recall in short Jordan-Gerstenhaber theory.

Let A= (A1 > A2 > -+ > X\ > 0) F n be a partition of n (ordered in decreasing order). Set
A= {A] > X5 > --- > N\ > 0} to be the conjugate partition, that is A} = #{j | A; > i}.

The unique eigenvalue of a nilpotent matrix is 0, so that Jordan form of u € 91 is defined
completely by the lengths of its Jordan blocks, which is defined in turn by some partition of n.
Since each nilpotent orbit has a unique Jordan form up to the order of Jordan blocks we have a
bijection between nilpotent orbits and ordered partitions. We can write J(u) := A and O := O,
where X is the corresponding partition. The geometry of O is described combinatorially in terms
of this bijection. We begin with the formula of the dimension of an orbit:

dim O, =n? —

%

().

l
=1

Our next goal is a combinatorial description of the closure of an orbit.
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A partial order on partitions (called a dominance order) is defined as follows. Let A\, u F n be
ordered in decreasing order A= (A > Ao > ... Ay >0) and p= (pg > p2 > ... > 0). Set A > p
J J
if for any j : 1 <j < min(k,!) one has > A\, > > p;.

i=1 i=1
By a theorem of M. Gerstehaber (cf. [2] for example)

5)\ = H OH' (*)

H<A

Given a partition A = (A > ... > A > 0) we define the corresponding Young diagram Dy of A
to be an array of k rows of cells starting on the left with the ¢-th row containing A; cells.

Young diagrams are a very convenient visualization of the partitions with respect to nilpotent
orbits. Indeed, the dual partition used in (x) is simply the list of lengths of the columns of the
corresponding Young diagrams. As well u < X if D, is obtained from D) by pushing down some
cells. In particular, the cover of a given partition (that is all the maximal partitions strictly smaller
than the given one) with respect to the dominance order is described easily in the terms of Young
diagrams.

Indeed, let v = (p1,...) be in the cover of A = (A1,...). Then pu is obtained from X in one of
two ways:

(1) There exists i such that \; — A\j+1 > 2. Then pu; = A; for j #4, i+ 1 and
i =X —1, pip1 =Xy +1.

In this case dim O, = dim Oy — 2.
(ii) There exists i such that A\jy1 = Ajyo =+ = Aigx = Ay — 1 for some k > 1 and N\j1pq1 =
Ai —2. Then p; = \j for j #4, i+ k+1 and

i =X —1, pigpr1=X—1.

In this case dim O, = dim Oy — 2(k + 1).

In particular the cover of a nilpotent orbit is not equidimensional.

The above result can be described by Young diagrams as follows.

In the first case D,, is obtained from D) by pushing one box down one row (and possible across
several columns). For example

Dy = , D,=
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In the second case diagram D,, is obtained from Dy by pushing one box across one column(and
possible down several rows). For example

X

1.3. In this paper we show that link patterns play the same role for the combinatorial description
of geometry of B orbits in X as Young diagrams for the description of geometry of nilpotent orbits.
First we describe the bijection between B orbits in X and link patterns.

Let S2 := {0 € S,, | 02 = Id} be the subset of involutions. For any o € S2 let N, be the matrix
obtained from the representation matrix of o by erasing the lower-triangular part (including the
main diagonal), that is
1 ifi<jando(i)=y7;

0 otherwise.

(No)ij = {

One can see at once that N, € X for any o € S2. Moreover by [6 2.2] one has

X =] Buw,-

ceS?

Thus B orbits in X are labeled by involutions of S,,. Put B, := By, .

Given o € S2 the corresponding link pattern is an array of n points on a (horizontal) line where
points i, j are connected by an arc if o(i) = j. We will call such points end points of an arc. The
points not connected by an arc to any other point are called the fixed points of a link pattern. For
example consider o = (1,3)(2,6)(4,7) € SZ. Its link pattern P, is

It has only one fixed point, namely 5.

Remark. 1 found the notion of link pattern in the papers in combinatorics and mathematical physics
[13], [, [1]. In general the link patterns considered there are patterns with maximal possible
number of arcs and a link pattern is a circles with n points rather than a line. Respectively the
authors use a word "arch” not ”arc”. I adopted the notion of a link pattern from them, however
it seems to me that the word ”arc” is more appropriate in the representation given here.

1.4. Let us explain the role of link patterns in the description of geometry of B orbits in X.
Let B, be an orbit in & and P, be the corresponding link pattern. We begin with formula of
dim B, in terms of a link pattern. Given o = (i1, j1) ... (i, jr) € S2 (in cyclic form).

e Put ¢(P,) := k to be the number of arcs in P, (we will call it the length of the pattern);
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o Arcs (4,7), (¢, 5') where i < i’ of P, are called intersecting if ¢ < i’ < j and j" > j. We say
that arcs (4, §), (¢/, §') have a crossing in this case. Put ¢(P,) to be the number of crossings
of arcs in Pg;

e For s: 1<s<kput fi, ;,)(P) to be the number of fixed points under arc (is, js) and

k
f(Pa) = 2321 f(is,js)(Pd)-
In our example (1 3)(2,6)(4,7)) = 3, c(P(1,3)2,6)(4.7) = 25 [(1,3)(P1.3)2.6)(4,7) = 0, fi2.6)(F1.3)2.6)(4,7) =

fan(Pa,sy2.6)a,n) = 1, so that f(P1.3)2,6)4,7)) = 2-
As we show in [3.1] one has

dim B, = 4(P,) - (n —£(P,)) — c(Py) — f(Py).

Thus, in our example dim By; 3)(2,6)4,7) =34 —2—-2=28.

Note that S2 can be stratified by the length of link patterns. Put S2 (k) := {0 € S2 | {(P,) = k}.
One has S2 = [] S2(k).

k<2

Note that this stratification partition B orbits in X into sets belonging to the same nilpotent
orbit. Indeed, put O, := Oy, then O, = O, iff £(P,) = £(P,.). This is because a nilpotent orbit
of nilpotent order 2 is completely defined by the rank of its representing matrix and Rank (N,) =
L(P,).

1.5. Further we describe the closure of a B, in terms of P,.

Let (is,js) be some arc of P,. If 4,5 | 1 <14 < j < n are such that i < i; and j > j, we say that
arc (is,js) belongs to segment [i,j]. For 4,5 : 1 <1i < j <mnlet (R,);; be the number of arcs in
P, belonging to [i,j]. Just for convenience we can represent R, as an n x n matrix with integer
non negative entries by setting (R, ); ; = 0 for any ¢ > j. In our example we get

0 01 112 3
00 00 0 1 2
0 00 0O0O0°1
R(l,B)(?,S)(4,7) = 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
0 00O 0 OO
0 00O 0 OO
0 00O 0 OO

Define a partial order on M, (R) by A = B iffor any 4,5 : 1 <4,j <n one has (4); ; > (B);,;-
This order induces a partial order on involutions by putting o = ¢’ if R, = R,/. Then, by [Z4] and

3.2 one has
B, =[] B.-

o' <o

1.6. Let us apply the previous result to the cover of a given o with respect to order <. We
describe the cover in terms of link patterns only.

First, notice that nilpotent orbits of nilpotent order 2 are ordered linearly with respect to a
dominance order. Indeed, given A, u corresponding to nilpotent orbits of nilpotent order 2 then
A= (n—k,k) and p* = (n —m,m). One has p < X iff m < k otherwise p > A. Thus for any
nilpotent orbits O, O’ of nilpotent order 2 one has either O cOo0 >0.In particular the
cover of partition (n — k, k)* consists of the unique partition (n — k + 1,k — 1)* ( it is of type (ii)
described in [[2).

Let C(o) denote the cover for a given o € S2 with respect to order < . In [3.9] we show that
o' € C(o) iff codimg B, =1 so that the cover with respect to order < is equidimensional.
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However, from geometric point of view the are two interesting subsets of elements smaller than
o. The first one is A'(0) the subset of maximal elements smaller than o in the set of patterns of
smaller length. The second one is D(ca) := C(0) NS (¢(Py)).

Let 0 € S2(k). Geometric meaning of () is provided by

EO’ N (60 \ Oo’) = Ea N 6(n7k+1,k71)* = U EU’-
o’'eN (o)

As for D(o) it helps to understand the structure of S2 (k). In particular for 0,0’ € S2(k) such
that dim B, = dim B, one has codimyg (B, N Byr) = 1 if and only if D(0) N D(0”) # 0.

We give the combinatorial description in terms of link patterns of both of them. The description
of N(o) is very simple. We call an arc of P, external if there is no arc over it, i.e. (i,7) € P, is
external if for any arc (i, j') # (4,7) in P, one has (i,5) & [/, j'].

All the elements of A/(c) are obtained from o by deleting an external arc. So the number of
elements in V(o) is equal to the number of external arcs in o and all the elements in N(o) are in
S2(¢(P,) — 1).

Note that in general

o the set {B,/ | ¢/ € N(o)} is not equidimensional;
e N(o) is not a subset of C(o).

D(o) consists of 3 possible types of elements. We describe them in
Both N (0),D(0) are of special interest when B, is of maximal possible dimension, that is of
dim B, = (P,)(n — {(Py)).

Remarks. (i) All the results mentioned above are based on [7] and we use heavily the results of
this paper in our proofs. The advantage of the representation of involutions by link patterns
is that the complex combinatorics of [7] becomes easy and natural in this language.

(ii) The fact that codimg B, =1 for any o’ € C(0) was shown already in [9]. However, the
proof provided there involves a lot of computations and here we prove it in a few lines.

1.7. In the last section we apply the technique of link patterns to the study of orbital varieties of
nilpotent order 2.

First in B2, we simplify the combinatorial description ( in terms of Young tableaux) of Vr
obtained in [7, 4.3].

Further, we apply the technique to the study of intersections of orbital varieties associated to
O(n—rt,ky+- Let 0,0" € 82(k). Then On, = On,, = O(—kk)+- The general picture of By N By N
O(n—k,k)- was considered in [§], [9]. As it is shown there these intersections can be very complex. In
particular, even intersections of codimension 1 are reducible in general and intersections of higher
codimensions are not equidimensional in general. To compute B, N By N O(n—k,k)» We use matrix
Ry, o defined by

(Ro.o)ij = min{(Ro)ij, (Rov)ij}
As it was shown in [8] 5.6] this intersection is a union of all B, where o” € S2 (k) are such that
R, = Ry . In particular this intersection is irreducible iff there exists o” € S2(k) such that
Ro ot = Ro.

To simplify the results on intersections we pass from link patterns to so called (generalized)
meanders. To do this we draw two link patterns on the same line of points in such a way that the
arcs of the first link pattern are drown upward and the arcs of the second one are drown downward.

For example consider o = (1,3)(2,5)(4,7), o' = (1,4)(3,5)(6,7) € S2. Their generalized mean-
der M, , is
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These generalized meanders are useful for computing R, ,-. But they are to complex to see the
general picture without computing R o-.

By L4 dim B, = (n — k)k iff P, is a link pattern without intersecting arcs and without fixed
points under the arcs and this is the maximal possible dimension. Moreover, by L2ldim O, _ 1)« =
n? —k? — (n — k)? = 2k(n — k). Since in general dimB,, < 0.5dim O, for u € n we get that B,
corresponding to link patterns without intersecting arcs and without fixed points under the arcs
are B orbits of maximal possible dimension. Moreover they are Lagrangian subvarieties of O, and
are dense in some orbital varieties corresponding to O,. The details about orbital varieties can be
found for example in [3].

The orbits of maximal dimension are the most interesting from the point of view of representation
theory on one hand and have the most simple link patterns on the other hand. Taking a meander
corresponding to 2 such link pattern we get a classical meander (that is without crossing arcs)
without fixed points under any (upward or downward) arc. In we show that the intersection of
closures is of codimension one if and only if the corresponding meander is ”sewed” and has k — 1
cycles. These results simplify some of the results obtained in [9].

In the end one can find the index of notation in which symbols appearing frequently are given
with the subsection where they are defined. I hope that this will help the reader to find his way
through the paper.

Acknowledgements. I am very grateful to A. Elashvili for the discussions on biparabolic
algebras and the role of meanders in their description. He was first to introduce the world of
meanders to me. Through these discussions I realized the role that they (and link patterns) play
in the description of B orbits of nilpotent order 2.

2. B ORBITS IN X AND INVOLUTIONS

2.1. Put B,_pr = I B, As we noted in LA By, px = & N Opp_p i)+ so that & =
ceS? (k)

H %(n—k,k)-

K<z

We start with the computation of the dimension of B,. Write 0 € S2(k) as a product of
disjoint cycles of length 2. All over this paper the entries inside a given cycle are ordered in the
increasing order. Thus, ¢ = (i1, j1)(42,J2) - - - (ik, jk) Where is < js and {is,js} N {it,j:} = 0 for
any 1 < s #t <k. We write (i,7) € o or (i,5) € P, if (¢,j) = (is, js) for some s | 1 < s < t¢. For
(i,7) € o put

q(i.g) (o) = #{ip <i | jp < gt +#{jp | Jp < i} (*)

Example. Take 0 = (1,6)(3,4)(5,7) € S3(3). Then {(P,) = 3 and q(1,6)(0) = 0, q4)(0) =
0, g.m(0) =2+1=3.

By [6l, 3.1] one has
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Theorem. For o = (i1,j1)(i2,j2) .- (ix,jr) € S2(k) (where is < js for s : 1< s <k one has

k

k
dim B, = kn — Z(js — i) — ZQ(is,js)(U)'
s=1

s=1

2.2.  What is the maximal dimension of an orbit in B, _j x)? We would like to provide a detailed
answer to this question. To do this we define orbital varieties.

Let G be a connected semisimple finite dimensional complex algebraic group and let g = Lie(G)
be the corresponding semisimple Lie algebra. Let g =n @& bh & n~ be its triangular decomposition.
For u € nlet O, = G.u be its adjoint (nilpotent) orbit. Note that by the identification of g with
g* through the Killing form O, is provided a symplectic structure.

Consider O, N n. This variety is reducible and its irreducible components are called orbital
varieties associated to O,. Let V be an orbital variety associated to Oy. By [11] and [12] one has
dimV = 1 dim Oj,. ( Moreover as it was pointed out in [3] this implies that an orbital variety is a
Lagrangian subvariety of the nilpotent orbit it is associated to.)

In particular, if G = SL,, nilpotent orbits are described as we mentioned by Young diagrams. In
this case there exists a very nice combinatorial characterization of orbital varieties in terms of Young
tableaux. Recall that a Young tableau T" associated to the Young diagram D) is obtained by filling
the boxes of D with numbers 1, ..., n so that the numbers increase in rows from left to right and in
columns from top to bottom. Given a Young tableau T associated to Dy its shape is defined to be A
and denoted as sh (T'). Given u € nN O, its Young diagram is again defined to be A and denoted as
D,,(u), or simply D(u). Now consider canonical projections my ,—; : n,, — n,_; acting on a matrix
by deleting the last ¢ columns and the last ¢ rows. Set D,,_1(u) := D(m1 n-1(u)), Dp_2(u) :=
D(myp—2(u)),...,Di(u) := D(m 1(u)) and ¢(u) := (Di(u), D2(u),...,Dy(u)). Put 1 into the
unique box of Di(u). For any i : 1 < i < n — 1 note that D;11(u) differs from D;(u) by a
single ”corner” box. Put ¢ 4+ 1 into this box. This gives a bijection from the set of the chains
(D1(u), Da(u),...,Dp(u)) to the set of standard Young tableaux T of shape D,(u). In other
words, we view a standard Young tableau as a chain of Young diagrams. For u € n put p(u) :=T
if T corresponds to ¢(u) under this bijection. Set vy := {u € n | p(u) = T}.

By Spaltenstein [I0] orbital varieties associated to O, are parameterized by standard Young
tableaux of shape A as follows. Let {T;} be the set of Young tableaux of shape A. Set Vrp, := Ur,NO.
Then {Vr,} is the set of orbital varieties associated to Oj.

Note that in particular by this construction dim B, < %dim O,. In general this inequality is
strict. Moreover, obviously if dim B,, = % dim O, the corresponding orbital variety admits a dense
B orbit. Unfortunately, for n > 6 the vast majority of orbital varieties do not admit a dense B
orbit. However, orbital varieties of nilpotent order two always admit a unique dense orbit. That
gives the answer to the question posed above.

To formulate this answer let us consider the corresponding Young tableaux in detail. Let
Tab,,_j r) be the set of Young tableaux of shape (n —k, k)*. For T' € Tab,,_ ) set T = (T1,13),

ay J1
where T} = is the first column of T" and 15 = is the second column of T It is
Ap—k Jk
enough to define the columns as sets since the entries increase from top to bottom in the columns.
We denote (T;) when we consider it as a set.
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Put o7 = (i1,41) - - - (ix, jx) where i1 = j1 — 1, and iy = max{d € (T1) \ {i1,-..,4s—1} | d < Js}
for any s > 1. For example, take

D W N
00 =1 U i

Then o7 = (3,4)(2,5)(6,7)(1,8).
Put Br := B,,.. As it was shown in [5] 4.13]

Proposition. For T € Tabi one has Vr = Br.

By [8, Remark 5.5] for 0 € S2(k) one has dim B, < k(n — k) and the equality is satisfied iff
o = o for some T' € Tab(,,_ ). That is the number of B, € B,y 1) of dimension k(n — k) is
equal to the number of Young tableaux in Tab,_j ) which is ﬁlk), ’;‘;2]6’“:11.

Let dim B, = k(n — k) where 0 = (i1, 1) . .. (ix, jx) then 0 = op where (Tz) = {j1,...,jx} and

respectively (T7) = {i}7, \ (T%).

2.3. In [7] the combinatorial description of B, (with respect to Zariski topology) for o € S2 is
provided. Let us formulate this result.

For 1 <14 < j < n consider the canonical projections m; ; : n, — n;_;;1 acting on a matrix by
deleting the first ¢ — 1 columns and rows and the last n — j columns and rows. Define the rank
matrix R, of u € n to be

(Ru)is = { Rank (m; ;(u)) if i < j;
wind 0 otherwise.
Obviously for any y € B,, one has R, = R, so that we can define Rg, := R,,.
Put R, := Rp, = Rn,. Note that Rank (m; ;(N,)) is simply the number of ones in matrix
mi,; (N, ) since all ones belong to different rows and columns.
Let ZT be the set of non-negative integers. Put R2 := {R, | 0 € S2}. By [7, 3.1, 3.3] one has

Proposition. R € M,,.,(Z1) belongs to R2 if and only if it satisfies
(i) Riy=0if i>j;
(11) Fori < j one has Rij1; <Rij <Rip1,;+1 and Rij 1 <R ; <Rj;1+1;
(111) If Ri,j == RiJrl,j + 1= Riﬁjfl + 1= Ri+11j71 + 1 then
(a) Rix = Rix1x for any k < j and R;, = Rix15 + 1 for any k > j;
(b) Rk = Rk j—1 for any k >4 and Ry j = Ry j—1+ 1 for any k < ;
(¢) Rjx =Rjt1,k and Ry = Ry -1 forany k @ 1 <k <mn.

2.4. Recall a partial order < on M, (R) defined in Its restriction to R2 defines a partial
order < on S2 by putting 0/ < ¢ if R,y < R,. As it is shown in [7 3.5]

Theorem. For any o € S2 one has

B, =[] B~

o’/ Lo
2.5. Given 0,0’ € S2 we define R, , by
(Ro,07)ij = min{(Rs)i,j, (Ro)ij }-

Theorem 5.15 from [§] claims
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Theorem. For any 0,0’ € S2(k) one has

B,NBy= [ Bo

R,/ =Ry o1

In particular, B, N B, is irreducible if and only if Ryo € R%. In that case B, N B, = B, where
R, = RG,U/-

3. B, IN TERMS OF LINK PATTERNS

3.1. In this section we translate all the results of the previous section into the language of link
patterns. Recall ¢(P,), ¢(P,), f(Py) from [[4 For any fixed point m of P, put over,,(P,) :=
{(4,7) € Py | m € [i,j]}. For any (i,j) € P, put over( ;(P) := {(i',5') € Py | (i',j') #
(i,4) and (i, ) € [, 5]}

Theorem. For o € S2 one has
dim B, = E(PU) ’ (n - E(Pa)) - C(Pa) - f(Pa)'

Proof. Our proof is based on the recalculating the expression of Theorem 2] in the language of
link patterns.
Let o = (i1,41) - - - (ik, jr ). For a given (i,j) € P, we define
o f(i’j)](Pa) to be the set arcs to the left of (¢, 7), that is the set of (i’,j’) € P, belonging to
1,4].
® 7(;,j)(P-) to be the set of arcs to the right of (7, ), that is the set of (i’, j') € P, belonging
to [4,n].
e under(; j(P,) to be the set of arcs under (4,7) that is the set of (i',;') € P, where
(i',5") # (i, 7) belonging to [i, j].
o cl(m.) (P,) to be the set of arcs intersecting with (7, j) on the left that is the set of (', j') € P,
such that ¢/ € [1,7 — 1] and j' € [, j].
® c(;;)(Po) to be the set of arcs intersecting with (i, j) on the right that is the set of (i', j’) €
P, such that i’ € [i,j] and j' € [j + 1, n].
Put |S| to be cardinality of set S. Let us provide a few identities on the summing of the cardinalities
of the sets defined above.

(i) Note that any arc (i', j") # (i, 7) of P, belongs to one of the types mentioned above so that
for any (i,5) € P,

[Li,g) (Po)| + [(5,5) (Po)| + [under j) (Po)| + over ;) (Po)| + e; ) (Po)| + |€(; ) ()| = k — 1.

3)

(ii) Note also that for (i,j) € o any integer point of [i + 1, j — 1] is either a fixed point, or some
end point of (i, j') € under; ;(P,) or some end point of and arc intersecting (7, 7). Thus
one has

j—i—1= fu;(Ps)+2lunderg ) (P,)| + |c; ;y(Po)| + |c{; ) (Pr)l-

i)
(iii) Note that each intersection of arcs is an intersection of one arc on the left and of the other
on the right so that

k k
Z |cl(is,js)(PU)| = Z |C€is,js)(PU)| = c(P).
s=1 s=1
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(iv) Note also that arc (i, ') € l(; j)(Py) iff (4,7) € r¢s joy(Ps) so that

Z| (137.75 Pyl = Z r (Zs,Js

(v) Exactly in the same way (i’, j') € under; ;(P,) iff (4,7) € over(; j)(Ps) so that

k k
> lunder(;, ;) (Py)| =Y |over(, ;. (P,)|-
s=1 s=1

(vi) Finally note that #{j, | j, < i} (from (x) of XT]) is exactly |I(; jy(Py)| and #{ip < i | jp < j}
(from (%) of Z2T)) is [I(; ;) (Ps)| + |cl(ij)(Pg)| so that
q(i,) () = 2[5y (Po)| + (s jy (Po)l-

In the following computations we omit the notation (P,) in all the sets defined above since we
consider only P, here. Starting from Theorem 2.1] we get

dim B, = kn — Sijl(jS — i) — ;::1 R (D, (v1)
= S50 S0+ 2hamder | 1l 16,5
k1(2|l(zs ol D by (if) and def. /(o)
nk —k— f(o) — 3¢(P,) — S§1(2|under(ls il 20, 500 by (Z)’(V)
nk —k— f(o) = 3c(Py) — ;f:l“under(is,js)l + lover(;, )|+ L., jol + 7.0 by (0)
k

_ SC(PO') - SZ (k: -1 (lcl(is,js)l + |C€is,js)|)) by:(iii)
= 3¢(Py) — k(k — 1) + 2¢(Py) =

O

3.2. Let us translate the definitions of 23] into the language of link patterns.

Fori,j : 1<i<j<n we define m; j(P,) to be a link pattern from 7 to j. It consists only of
arcs (i',j') € Py such that (¢, j') € [¢, j]. On the other hand there is 1 in place (i, j') of matrix N,
where ¢/ > iand j' < jiff there exists (i, j') € 0. Hence £(m; j(P5)) is equal to number of ones in
7i,j(N,) which in turn is Rank(m; ; (N, )) as it was noted in Thus

Ui (Pr)) i<
(Ro)ij _{ 0 otherwise;

exactly as we have defined in Together with 24 this provides the result announced in

3.3. Now we can describe the cover of ¢ for our partial order in terms of link patterns. We start
with the description of A'(o) defined in [[.6l

Recall from [l (4, j) € P, is called external if over(; j)(P,) = (). Let E(0) be the set of external
arcs in P,.

For example let o = (1,3)(2,7)(4,5) then P, is
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and E(o) = {(1,3),(2,7)}.
For (i,j) € o put o, ;)
P__ is obtained from P, by erasing arc (i, ).

(i,9)
By [7, 3.7, 3.9] one has

to be an involution obtained from o by omitting (4,5). Respectively

Proposition. N (o) = {o; ; | (i,]) € E(0)}

3.4. D(o) defined in is more involved. Its description given in [7, 3.11-3.14] is rather compli-
cated. However it is much more short and elegant in the language of link patterns. D(c) contains
of three types of elements which we describe in 3 following subsections. The main idea which is
very clear on the level of link patterns is that the elements of D(o) are obtained either by moving
one arc over a fixed point, or by crossing two arcs. If P,/ is obtained from P, in such way, then
B, must be of codimension 1 in B,. A more delicate point is that all the elements of D(o) are
obtained in such way. This is exactly the content of Proposition 3.15 of [7].

We begin with constructing a link pattern obtained from a given one by moving one arc over
some fixed point.

Given o = (i1, 1) ... (i, jr) we put (o) := (P,) := {i1,71,-- ik, Jr} to be the set of end points
of arcs.

For (i,7) € o let m = max{p < i | p & (0)}. If such m exists and for any (i, j') € o such that
i' € [m,i] one has (i’,j") € [m, j] we put 0 to be an involution obtained from o by changing
(4,7) to (m, j). Otherwise put o ;) = 0.

In terms of link patterns this construction is described as follows. Let m be the closest fixed
point of P, to the left of arc (4, j). If such m exists (that is if there are fixed points to the left of arc
(4,7) ) and over; ;)(P,) C over,,(P,) then o, ;) is an involution obtained from ¢ by changing
(4,7) to (m,j). Otherwise o~ ;) = 0.

Let 0,5 be the involution obtained from o by changing (4, j) to (m, j). Note that by we
get

(R ) :{(R,,)s,t—1 if m<s<iandt>j;

T (i) /St (Ro)s.t otherwise.

Thus, if 0 ~(; ;) # 0 then 0 ;) < 0.

Exactly in the same way, for (i,7) € o let m = min{p > j | p & (0)}. If such m exists and
for any (¢, j') € o such that j' € [j,m] one has (7', j') € [i,m] we put o(; j)~ to be an involution
obtained from ¢ by changing (i, j) to (i,/m). Otherwise put o(; jy~ =0

Again, the translation of this procedure to the language of link patterns provide us the following
description of the procedure. Let m be the closest fixed point of P, to the right of arc (i, j). If such
m exists (that is if there are fixed points to the right of arc (7,7) ) and over, ;) (P,) C over,,(P;)
then o(; j)~ is an involution obtained from o by changing (4, ) to (i,m). Otherwise o(; jy~ = 0

And again exactly as in case 0 ;) if o j)~ # () then (i) <O

For example, let o = (1,6)(3,5)(4,7) € S3.
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Then 0~(1,6) = 0 and 01,6~ = (1,8)(3,5)(4,7) so that

2 3

0'0(3,5) = (1, 6)(2, 5)(4, 7) and J(3,5)m = @ SO that

% 2G5)
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Finally, 0 ~u,7 = (1,6)(3,5)(2,7) and 047y~ = (1,6)(3,5)(4,8) so that

As an easy corollary of Theorem B.1] we get
Proposition. Let o’ be either o~ jy or 0 j)~. Then codimgdBU/ =1

Proof. By our note above B, C B,.

Let us compute dim B,-. It is enough to compute it in one of the cases since one case can be
obtained from the other by mirroring P, around the point HT"

For example let us consider case 0’ = 0(; j). Let m be the fixed point such that (i, ) — (m, j).
Recall notation from the proof of Theorem [B.Il Note that
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fom.5)(Por) = f(,5)(Ps) + 1 and since over(; ;)(Py) C overy,(F;) one has c{,, »(FPo) =

i) (P )-

e Again, since over; ;)(P,) C over,,(P,) one has over,, ;)(P,) = over; ;(P,) so that for
any (', j') € over; j)(P,) one has f(ir ;) (Por) = f(r,j)(Po) and ¢y i (Por) = s 1y (Po).

¢ Exactly in the same way for (i, j') € P, such that (i, j') € over,,(P,) one has f(; j(Ps) =

f(z N ( ) and C(, ’)( :cZi’,j’)(PU)'
o If (i, j') € (over,,(P,) \ over(; j(P,)) N cl(”)(Pg) (that is i’ < m and i < j/ < j) then
again f(i’,j’)(Pa’) = f(i’,j’)(Pa) and C( ’ ,)( o’ C&'/J‘/)(PU)-

e Finally, if (¢, j') € (over,,(Py) \over(m)( ) ﬂl(”)( ») (that is i < m and m < j' < 19)
then f(;s ;) (Ps) = firj)(Ps) — 1 and c&.,yj,)(Pa f) = <, ,)( ) + 1.

Set t := [(over,,(Py) \ over(; ;)(P5)) Nl j)(Py)|. Summarizing the calculations above we get

f(Por) 222 1 fGiago (Por) = f(Po) +1 = 1;
(Pa’) =2 em1 ) Por) = e(Po) +
so that dim B, = k(n — k) — f(Py) — ¢(Py) = dim B, — 1. O

3.5. Let us again consider o = (i1,51) ... (ik, jx). Take i,7 € (o) such that i < j. Assume that
they belong to different pairs, that is ¢ € {is, js} and j € {i, ji} where s # t. Put 0,5, to be an
involution obtained by interchanging places of ¢ and j in the pairs. Assume that {is,js} = {7,p}
and {i;, 3¢} = {J, ¢} then o;5; = (i,¢)(4,p) ... where by dots we denote all the pairs of o but
(is, js), (it, Jt). Note that pairs (i,¢) and (j,p) may be given in that case not in canonical order
that is it can happen that ¢ > g or j > p, so that strictly speaking we must write pairs {4, ¢}, {4, p}-

The link pattern P, described below is obtained from P, by crossing some arc with an arc to
the left of it.

Let (i,7) € o. Translating [7, 3.13] we put

L (0) = A{lis,Js) € o | js < and {p}, 75 11 C (mi, 5(Po))}

In other words (is,js) € L(; (o) if (is,Js) € lgij)(Ps) and there are no fixed points between j,
and 4 in 7;, j(P,). Note that L; j)(o) may contain a few elements. Put

(0) = { é%:i | (i, 3s) € Liigy(0)} if Liijy(o) # 0

S0 otherwise

Note that for (is,js) € L, j)(o) one has

(e = { Gy

Thus for any (is, js) € L(; ( one has 0j,=; < 0.
For example, let o = ( 5)(2,4)(3,6)(7,9)(10,11) € S%,. Its link pattern is

ﬁ\\/.\/\.

1 2 3 45 6 7 8 9 1011

1 ifi<s<jsandt>jorjs <t<iands<ig;
otherwise.

One has L1 5)(0) = L2,4)(0) = L(z,6)(0) =0, L(7,9)(c) = {(1,5), (3,6)}, so that
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SANAVAN

g5227 1 2 3 45 6 7 8 91011
CIRNN N A
1234567891011\

o VAN

1 2 3 45 6 7 8 91011

and L19,11)(0) = {(7,9)} so that

7NV AN VSN AP

1 2 3 45 6 7 8 91011 1 2 3 45 6 7 8 91011

Again, as an easy corollary of Theorem B.1] we get
Proposition. If L; (o) # 0 then codimg Bor =1 for any o € S; j)¢-(0)

Proof. By the note above B, C B,. As well by the definition of L jy(0) Py differs from P, by
one additional cross obtained from changing pairs (is, js)(4,7) to (is,7)(Js,J) as we show below.
Indeed, since there are no fixed points between j, and i in 7, ;(P,) we get that in particular
there are no fixed points between j, and ¢ in P, so that f(P,) = f(P,/). As well the absence of fixed
points between j; and i in m;_ ;(P,) means that over;_ ; y(Py)Nl(; ;) (Py) = 0 and over(; j)(Py) N
T(i,.5.)(Po) = 0 so that ¢(Py/) = ¢(P,) + 1. Thus by Theorem Bl dim By = dim B, — 1. O

3.6. The last type of elements in D(o) is obtained by crossing two concentric arcs. It is defined
as follows. For (i, j) € o recall over; ;)(P,) and under; ;)(P,) from Bl and put

Ovgi j) (o) :={(is, js) € over ; j (Py) | under(isjjs)(Pg) ={(i,j)} U under(i,j)(Pg)}

In other words (is, js) € Ov, ;) (o) if (is,]s) € over(; ;)(P,) and there are no arcs between (is, js)
and (7, j) in P,. Note that Ov(; j)(0) may contain a few elements. Put

O—’i5<:’i is, 'S EO'UZ" g 1f O’Ui‘ o @,
Stip1(o) ;:{ { | (is: Js) @@} (i) (o) #

1] otherwise;

Note that o;,=;, = 0j,=j,. Note also that for (ip,j,) € Ov(; ;) (o) one has

(R Yoi = (Rp)sp—1 ifip,<s<iandj<t<js;
Tip=i) St T (Rs)st otherwise.

Thus for any (ip, jp) € Ov( ;) () one has 0;,=; < 0.
For example, let o = (1,11)(2,6)(3,9)(4,5) € S%,. Its link pattern is
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1 2 3 45 6 7 8 9 1011

One has Ov(y,11)(0) = 0, Ova6)(0) = {(1,11)} so that

A\ N Seon©) A

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 91011 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 91011

and Ov(z,g)(c) = {(1,11)} so that

[\ e o 4>S(3"9)1 L(U) .
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 91011 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 1011

Finally Ov(y 5 () = {(2,6), (3,9)} so that

0224 1 2 3 45 6 7 8 9 1011

1234567891011\ //AX<\
0324

1 2 3 45 6 7 8 91011

And again exactly as in we get
Proposition. If Ov j) (o) # 0 then codimg B, =1 for any o € S, jy,(0)

15

Proof. Exactly as in we get that B,» C B, and exactly as in we get that f(P,) = f(Py)

and ¢(P,) = ¢(P,) + 1 which together provide us the result.

O
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3.7. By Proposition 3.15 from [7] and Propositions B.4] B.5], B.6 we get
Theorem. Let o = (i1, 1) ... (i, jx) € S2(k) then

(1)
D(o) = H tigor | H i |] H Stivine (@) ] H S(ig i)l

(ii) Let o’ € S%(k ) be such that o' < 0. Then o’ € ’D( ) iff codlmgaBa/ =1

3.8. Now we are ready to finish the description of C(o). Note first that
D(o) C C(o) C D(o) UN (o)

So we have to find N (o) NC(0).

Consider 0 = (i1,j1) ... (ik,jr) € S2. Let Emax(c) be the subset of arcs in E(o) without
fixed points outside of them. In that case all the fixed points of P, are under arc (i,j) so that
(4,7) € Emax(0) iff f; ;)(Py) = n — 2k. We can use this fact to define Eyax(co) formally:

Buna(0) := {(i-) € E(0) | fuy)(Pr) = — 2k}

Lemma. Consider o = (i1,71) ... (ix,jr) € S2 and let (i,7) € E(o).

(i) If (i,7) &€ Emax(0) then ) & C(o).
(ii) If (i,7) € Emax(0) then dimBg; L= dim B, — 1.

Proof. To prove (i) note that for any (i,j) € E(o) one has over(; j(P,) = (). So the conditions of
B4l for (i,j) € E(0) are satisfied iff (i,7) & Emax(c) and in this case S = {0~z ), 0@~} # 0.
Let ¢/ € S and let P,/ be obtained from P, by replacing (4, 7) to (¢’,4’). Then obviously OGg) =
(") s s ) so that o, ;) <o’ <ocandog, )¢C( o).
To compute (ii) we use notation from the proof of theorem Bl Consider an acr (is, js) € P,.
o If (i5,7s) does not intersect (7, ;) then

f(is,js)(Pa) = f(is,js)(Pg(’i’j)) and |Cl(is,j5)(P0)| = |Cl(¢5,j5)(Pg(ij))|-

o If (is, ) intersects (i, 7) on the left 7 is a new fixed point under (is, js) in P - comparing
i)

to P, and the crossings from the left of (is,js) are the same in both patterns so that
fgo (o) = fi,,50) By ) =1 and i) (Po)] = |C(is,js>(Pcr(;,j))|
o If (is,js) intersects (i,) on the right then j is a new fixed point under (is,js) in P -
)
comparing to P, and there is one less crossing from the left of (is, js) in P - ) comparing
(s
to P,, so that

Fi00 (Pr) = faoi(Poe ) =1 and by (Po)] = Iely_ (P )] +1

e Finally, since there are no fixed points outside of (¢, j) in P, one has f(iyj)( P,)=n—2k
Summarizing we get
k

f(Ps) Z o) Pa) = 22 fljn(FPe) + fa,5)(Pe) =
s=1 (iShjS)#(i,jl)
(i37j§7:'5(i,j) g (B ) = Iy (Po)l = ety jy (Po)| +m — 2k =
Fs )= leli.g) (Po)l = e 5y (Po)l 41— 2k;
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k
o(Py) = Z: |Cl(is,js)(Pd)| = Z . |cl(i57j5)(P0>| + |Cl(i,j)(PG>| =
s=1 (157]5)#(11‘7)
e (P.— + c. . (P.- + |l (P +c. (P, =
usg;ﬁu,j) .50 "(m‘)>| (is,js)e%nr(&)' e U“’”” G (72! G (72!

(isﬂ's)gc(i’j)r (Po)

(P, )+ Iy (B + Iy ()
Thus,
dimB, =k(n—k)— f(P)—c(P,) =

kln = k) = (F(Pyr ) = lely ) (P)| = I (Po)] 4 = 2k) -
(P )+ 1efiy (Pl + Il ) (P)]) =

k(n—k)— (n—2k)— f(PU(;,j)) - c(Pa(:_’j)) =

(k=D —k+ 1)+ 1= (P, )—c(f, )=dmB,- +1.

i) )

3.9. As a straightforward corollary of theorem [B7 and lemma 3.8 we get

Theorem. Let o = (i1, 1) ... (i, jx) € S2. One has

(i) Clo) = D)o | (i-7) € Bmax()}.
(ii) o' € C(o) iff codimg By = 1.

4. RELATIONS ON SET OF MAXIMAL B ORBITS AND MEANDERS

4.1. In this section we apply the results obtained above to the closures of B orbits of dimension
k(n — k) in B, _p 1), that is of the maximal possible dimension. Such orbit is dense in an orbital
variety associated to O(,_p r)~ and every orbital variety associated to O,_j k)~ admits such B
orbit as we explained in[[L7} As it was shown in [7], 4.5] the closure of an orbital variety of nilpotent
order 2 is a union of orbital varieties. In [7, 4.3] the combinatorial description of such orbital variety
in terms of Young tableaux is given. We would like to use link patterns to simplify this description.

Let T' € Tab(,_j,% be some two column tableau, then by Proposition Br is the dense
B-orbit in Vp. By definition of an orbital variety Vr = Vr| | U Bo. Moreover, since an

o’eN(or)

element of M(or) is obtained from or by erasing an external arc it is a link pattern without
fixed points under an arc and without arc crossings, thus B, for o’ € N, is ¢/ = o+ for some
T S Tab(n,k+17k,1).

How to define {T” € Tab(,_jy14-1) | 0w € N(or)}? The answer given in [7, 4.3] is too
complex to be satisfactory. Let us try to understand the picture using link patterns.

Given op = (i1,71) - - - (ir, Jx) ordered in increasing order according to the second entry of the

it

cycle (that is j; < ... < jg). Then Ty = (cf. [Z2). Moreover, set {j1,...Jr} defines or

Jk

Ji—1

completely. In turn o7 is obtained from or by erasing some external arc, that is Ty = J
I+1
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for some | : 1 <1< k. To determine T’ : ops € Ny, we must find E(or) — the subset of external
arcs. The arc (i, ji;) € E(or) if for any (is, js) € o such that s > [ one has i; > j; (this happens
since arcs do not intersect). Thus for any s > [ there must be at least 2(s — ) — 1 points between
ji and js. In other words the necessary condition is js — j; > 2(s — 1). This is also a sufficient
condition. Let us formulate it as a lemma
J1
Lemma. Let T € Tab,_j ) be such that Ty = : . Let o = (i1,71) - .- (ik,Jx). Then
Jk
E(or)={(it,51) |l=korVs : Il<s<k = jo—i>2(s=1}.
Proof. First of all let us show that if (i;,5;) € E(or) then for any s > [ one must have j; — j; >
2(s —1). Indeed, for any ¢ : I <t < s one has (as we already mentioned) i; > j; and j; < js so
that [j; + 1, js] must contain at least 2(s — [) points, therefore js — j; > 2(s — ).

Exactly in the same way we show that if j; — j; > 2(s — ) for any s > [ then (i}, j;) € E(or).
Indeed, for s =1+ 1 one has jj41 > ji + 2 so that j;41 — 1 € (T1) and 4;41 = ji+1 — 1. Assume
that we already know arcs (éi41,Ji+1),--- (¢s—1,Js—1) and 4j41,...,45—1 € [ji + 1,js—1]- By the
construction i, = max{r}m_;\ {ip,jp};;% And since there are at least 2(s —[) points in [j; + 1, js]

and only 2(s — 1 —1) 4+ 1 are occupied we get that i € [j; + 1, js]. O
J1

4.2. Consider T' € Tab(,,_j ) and let Tp = ; . For b € (T3) put T(b) to be the tableau
Jk

obtained from 7" by moving b from 75 to an appropriate place in T7.

Let us denote by N(T') := {S € Tab(,_j414-1) | Vs C Vr}. By dimension reasoning it is
obvious that Vg : S € N(T) are orbital varieties of maximal dimension in Vr \ Vr. Moreover the
fact that V7 admits a dense B orbit and Proposition [3.3] provide that these are all maximal orbital
varieties in V7 \ Vr. In other words Vr =Vr|| U Vs.

SEN(T)
As a straightforward corollary of Lemma [£.1] we get
J1
Theorem. Let T' € Tab(,_ 1) and T = : . Then
Jk
N(T)=A{TG) |i=korVs :i<s<k = js—7ji >2(s—1i)}.
This theorem simplifies Theorem 4.3 from [7].

4.3. Now let us consider the intersections of orbital varieties associated to O(,_j )~ in terms of
link patterns. First note that for T, S € Tab,_j ) one has

Vr N Vs :ET ﬂEsﬁO(n_k,k)* = H B,.

c€82 (K)
oc=Xop,o0g

We will try to understand these intersections in terms of meanders. We draw one link pat-
tern upwards and one link pattern downwards. If both link patterns of a meander are without
intersections we get a classical meander, otherwise we get a generalized meander.

As we have mentioned in the introduction a generalized meander M, ,+ corresponding to o,0’ €
S2 (k) provides us an easy way to compute R, .. However for a generalized meander the picture
seems to be too complex to understand it without going to matrix R, ,.
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As it is shown in [9] 3.8] even an intersection of codimension 1 for generic B orbits of the same di-
mension can be reducible. Let us use this example to construct the corresponding generalized mean-
der. Let o0 = (1, 5)(3, 4) and o’ = (2, 4) (3, 5) in S§(2) Note that dim 6(1,5)(3,4) = dim B(274)(375) =5.
The generalized meander is

M1.5)(3,4), (2,4)(3,5) =

and

R(1,5)(3,4), (2,4)(3,5) =

OO O OO
OO O OO
OO O OO
OO O =
SO - =N

One can easily check using Proposition 23] that Ry 53,4, (2,4)(3,5) & R?2 so that the intersection
is reducible by Theorem Computing R(174)(375) and R(1,5)(2,4) we get 5(175)(374) N 3(2,4)(3,5) =
3(114)(315) U E(l,5)(2,4) so that the intersection is of pure codimension 1 however it is reducible.

4.4. The picture for the orbital varieties associated to O, k)« is much more pleasant. Let us
give a few combinatorial notation on (classical) meanders that we need in what follows. Recall (P, )
from B4l Let M, . be a meander consisting of link patterns P,, P,,. We call M, ,» sewed if for
any arc (i,7) € P, one has (Py/)N{4,j} # () and for any arc (i’,j') € P, one has (P,)N{i’, '} # 0.
In other words if from any end point of one side one can pass by the arcs to some end point of the
other side. A cycle of a meander is a subset of arcs giving a closed path.

Now let us consider meanders corresponding to orbital varieties associated to O(,_g k)-. Note
that codimy, (Vr N Vs) = 1 iff D(or) N D(os) # 0.

Since for ¢’ € D(or) one has dim B, = k(n — k) — 1 we get that P, either has one fixed point
under an arc, or exactly two arcs intersecting.

If there is one fixed point m under an arc (4, j) there are exactly two ways to get a bigger link
pattern (without fixed points under the arcs) and by maximality of dimension both of them will
be link patterns of some orbital variety:
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where dots on [i,m] are all end points of arcs belonging to ;.. (P,) and dots on [m, j] are end
points of arcs belonging to m, j(Py).

Note that My, »c in that case consists of k — 1 cycles (is,js) # (i,m), (m,j) and one line
connecting ¢ and j via m so that the meander is sewed:

) m j

If there is one intersection of arcs (i,7), (i, j') there are exactly two ways to get a bigger link
pattern (without crossings) and by maximality of dimension both of them are link patterns of some
orbital variety:

where dots on [i,4] are all end points of arcs belonging to m; ;/(P,), dots on [i’, j] are all end points
of arcs belonging to 7y ;j(P,) and dots on [j, j'] are all end points of arcs belonging to 7; j: (P,).

Note that M, »4 consists of k—1 cycles: k—2 cycles of type (is, js) where {is, js }N{i, i, 5,5’} =
() and a cycle involving {i,4’, 7,5}

Thus, in both cases we get a sewed meander with k£ — 1 cycles. And these are the only types
of sewed meanders constructed from link patterns with k arcs without fixed points under the arcs
with & — 1 cycles.

As well one can see from the pictures above that for ¢ € D(or) there exists exactly one S such
that Dy NDyg D {0} and in this case Dy, N Dy, = {o}. Summarizing we get

Theorem. For S,T € Tab,_j i) one has codimy, (VrNVs) = 1 if and only if My, 55 is a sewed
meander with (k — 1) cycles.

4.5. May be meanders are helpful also for the description of the intersection of two generic orbital
varieties associated to O, _p ). Let T,S € Tab(, ) and let My, 5 be the corresponding
meander. Is it possible to read out from M,, ,; the number of components in the intersection
and their dimensions without consulting R,, -s? I do not see an easy way to do this. Let us
show the example of not equidimensional intersection of orbital varieties for n = 6 provided in [8]
57] Put or = (2,3)(5,6) and g5 = (1,2)(4, 5) One has dimB(273)(576) = dimB(172)(475) = 8. The

corresponding meander is
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1/&/3 %6

We get a sewed meander without cycles (that is with k — 2 cycles), so it is plausible that the
intersection is of codimension 2. However, we need R, - to study the details. We get

0 01 11 2
000 011
0 0 0 001
Roros = 0 00 0 01
0 00 00O

000 0 O0O

By Proposition Roy.0s & R2 so that by Theorem 24 the intersection is reducible. Computing
R(1,3)(4,6), B(1,6)(2,5) we get

Vr N Vs = (Ba,s)ae) UB,6)25) N Owa)-

and dim B 3y(4,6) = 6 and dim B(; 6y(2,5) = 4 so that V7N Vs contains one component of codimen-
sion 2 and another component of codimension 4. The question is how this can be read out from
the meander without computing Rs, +4-

HEEHEEERNE0EEHEEEE

INDEX OF NOTATION

[7/7]?5 RU’ t "
C(o), N(o), D(o)

B (n—k,k)> 4,5 (0)

Vr, Tab(,_i ), T1, Ta, (i), or, Br

7ri,j; Ru, Rg, R%

over,,(FP,), over(m)(Pg), l(m»)(Pg), T(m»)(Pg), cl(m,)(Pg), c@,j)(Pg), under(m»)(Pg)
7ij (o)

E(o), 7

(), Onlig) OGgn

0isjr L), Seig)e

Ov(i5)(9), Seign

Emax(g)
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