arXiv:2412.06976v2 [math.CO] 24 Jan 2025

WHEN DO SCHUBERT POLYNOMIAL PRODUCTS STABILIZE?

ANDREW HARDT AND DAVID WALLACH

Abstract. The back-stabilization number for products of Schubert polynomials is the distance the corresponding permutations must be “shifted” before the structure constants stabilize. We give an explicit formula for this number and thereby prove a conjecture of N. Li in a strengthened form. This leads to an additional result: a formula for the smallest n such that a given Schubert product expands completely over S_n.

Our method is to explore back-stable fundamental slide polynomials and their products combinatorially, in the context of their associated words. We use three main tools: (i) an algebra consisting of colored words, with a modified shuffle product, and which contains the rings of back (quasi)symmetric functions as subquotients; (ii) the combinatorics of increasing suffixes of reduced words; and (iii) the lift of differential operators to the space of colored words.

1. Introduction

Schubert polynomials are polynomial representatives S_wpx_1, . . . , x_nq for the classes of Schubert varieties in the cohomology ring of the flag variety GL_n{B. They were first defined by Lascoux and Schützenberger [15], and satisfy nice combinatorial and geometric properties. They are indexed by permutations in S_n, the symmetric group on n letters, and satisfy the stability property S_w “ S_{w^1} P S_{n`1}, where w ^ 1 is the permutation acting by w on 1, . . . , n and fixing n`1. Thus, we can take w to be an element of S_{Z`}, the set of bijections Z_` Ñ Z_` fixing all but finitely-many elements. Schubert polynomials form a basis of the polynomial ring Q rx_1 , x_2, . . .s, and their Schubert structure constants c^w_{u,v}, given by

S_uS_v “ ÿ w c^w_{u,v}S_w, are known to be nonnegative integers for geometric reasons [8]. However, it remains a longstanding open problem to give a combinatorial proof of this fact.

The first proven monomial expansion of Schubert polynomials was given by Billey, Jockusch, and Stanley [4]. Given a reduced word w, let Cpwq be the set of compatible sequences with top row w (Definition 3.4), and let C^`pwq be the subset with positive entries. Billey–Jockusch–Stanley showed:

(1) S_w “ ÿ w reduced word for w

F_w, where F_w “ ÿ αPC^`pwq x^α.

Assaf and Searles studied F_w in [1], where it is called the (fundamental) slide polynomial.^1 Slide polynomials form a basis of the polynomial ring, and while Schubert polynomials are very hard to multiply, the multiplication of slide polynomials is manifestly positive and has a simple formula involving the shuffle product of Eilenberg and MacLane [7].

Date: April 30, 2025.

1In [1], the F_w were indexed by integer compositions; see [19, Example 4.13] for a direct comparison. 1

Now let w be an element of S_Z, the set of bijections Z Ñ Z that fix all but finitely many elements. Let γpwq be the unit shift of w, given by γpwqpiq “ wpi ´ 1q ` 1. Define V_kpu, vq “ ! w P S_Z | c^{γkpwq}_{γkpuq,γk pvq} ‰ 0 ) . Li [16] showed that when u, v, w P S_{Z`}, c^{γpwq}_{γpuq,γpvq} “ c^w_{u,v}, so V_kpu, vq Ď V_{k`1}pu, vq.

Definition 1.1.

‚ The back-stabilization number BSpu, vq of the pair pu, vq is the smallest nonnegative integer j such that V_jpu, vq “ V_{j`1}pu, vq “ V_{j`2}pu, vq “ . . ..

‚ The stability number Stpu, vq of pu, vq is the smallest nonnegative integer j such that V_jpu, vq “ V_{j`1}pu, vq.

Li showed that BSpu, vq is always finite. Clearly, BSpu, vq ě Stpu, vq, and Li conjectured that in fact they are equal. For w P S_Z, let

θ_ipwq “ # 1 if Dj ą i with wpiq ą wpjq, 0 otherwise.

Note that θ_ipwq is 1 if and only if the ith entry of the Lehmer code (Definition 2.2) of w is non-zero.

Conjecture 1.2 ([16, Conjecture 1.5]).

(a) BSpu, vq “ Stpu, vq for all u, v.

(b) BSpu, vq ď maxpti | θ_ipuq “ 1 or θ_ipvq “ 1uq.

Our first main result is a strengthened form of Conjecture 1.2, including a precise formula for BSpu, vq. Let

λ_ipwq “ ÿ jďi θ_j pwq, the number of nonzero rows of the Lehmer code of w with index at most i.

Theorem 1.3 (Back-Stabilization Theorem). Conjecture 1.2 is true. Moreover, for all u, v P S_{Z`}, (2) BSpu, vq “ max_{iě0} pλ_ipuq ` λ_ipvq ´ iq.

(2) implies Conjecture 1.2(b) because for all i, λ_ipvq ď i, so

λ_ipuq ` λ_ipvq ´ i ď λ_ipuq ď λ_8puq “ λ_{maxpti | θipuq“1uq}puq ď maxpti | θ_ipuq “ 1uq.

Li proved [16, Theorem 1.2] that Conjecture 1.2 is true whenever either u or v is a Grassmannian permutation. In addition, for arbitrary u and v she proved the bound BSpu, vq ď ℓpuq ` ℓpvq [16, Theorem 1.3], where ℓpuq refers to the Coxeter length of u [5]. This bound was later improved by Assaf and Searles [1, Corollary 5.17].

Work of Lam, Lee, and Shimozono [14] shows that it is productive to work in the back-stable setting. For any w P S_Z, define ÐÝ S_w “ ÿ w reduced word for w ÐÝ F_w, where ÐÝ F_w “ ÿ αPCpwq x^α. 2

ÐÝ S_w is the back-stable Schubert polynomial [14]. The back-stable Schubert polynomials form a basis of the ring of back-symmetric functions. ÐÝ F_w is the back-stable slide polynomial. The back-stable slide polynomials were first defined by Nadeau and Tewari [19] and they form a basis of back-quasisymmetric functions.^2 Let ÐÝ c^w_{u,v} be the back-stable Schubert structure constant defined by ÐÝ S_u ÐÝ S_v “ ÿ w ÐÝ c^w_{u,v} ÐÝ S_w.

The ordinary and back-stable structure constants determine each other. For any w P S_Z, if k is large enough, γ^kpwq P S_{Z`}; let BSpwq denote the smallest such nonnegative k. Then if u, v P S_{Z`}, w P S_Z, c^w_{u,v} “ #ÐÝ c^w_{u,v}, if u, v, w P S_{Z`}, 0, otherwise, and ÐÝ c^w_{u,v} “ c^{γkpwq}_{γkpuq,γk pvq} for any k ě BSpwq. An immediate consequence of Theorem 1.3 is a characterization of when S_uS_v has a Schubert expansion identical to the back-stable Schubert expansion of ÐÝ S_u ÐÝ S_v.

Corollary 1.4. For all u, v P S_{Z`}, ÐÝ c^w_{u,v} “ c^w_{u,v} for all w ðñ c^w_{u,v} “ c^{γpwq}_{γpuq,γpvq} for all w ðñ λ_ipuq ` λ_ipvq ď i for all i ě 0.

Example 1.5. Let u “ 321, v “ 213 P S_3 Ď S_{Z`}, expressed in one-line notation. We have λ_1puq “ 1, λ_ipuq “ 2 for i ě 2, and λ_ipvq “ 1 for i ě 1; in particular, maxpti | θ_ipuq “ 1uq “ 2 and maxpti | θ_ipvq “ 1uq “ 1, so Conjecture 1.2(b) says that BSpu, vq ď 2. On the other hand, by (2), BSpu, vq “ max_{iě0}pλ_ipuq ` λ_ipvq ´ iq “ 1 (and we only need to check i ď 2 since u and v fix every integer ě 3). Indeed, computing the back-stable Schubert product, ÐÝ S_{321} ÐÝ S_{213} “ ÐÝ S_{4213}` ÐÝ S_{13204}` ÐÝ S_{23014}.

On the right side, 4213 is in S_{Z`}, while the other permutations are not, so we have S_{321}S_{213} “ S_{4213}. Applying γ, S_{1432}S_{1324} “ S_{15324} ` S_{24315} ` S_{34125}, and the product has stabilized. Applying γ again yields no new permutations: S_{12543}S_{12435} “ S_{126435}` S_{135426} ` S_{145236}.

Theorem 1.3 leads us to consider a different Schubert calculus problem, which turns out to be closely related. For w P S_{Z`}, let the forward-stability number for w be the integer FSpwq “ mintn ě 1 | w P S_nu, and if u, v P S_{Z`}, let

(3) FSpu, vq “ max_{w|cwu,v‰0} FSpwq.

FSpu, vq is the smallest integer n such that the Schubert product S_uS_v can be fully realized in the flag variety GL_n{B.

Let Λ_ipwq “ |tj ě i | Dj^1 ă j with wpj^1q ą wpjqu|, the number of nonzero entries of the dual Lehmer code (Definition 6.4) of w with index at least i.

Theorem 1.6 (Forward-Stability Theorem). For all u, v P S_{Z`},

(4) FSpu, vq “ max

iď1`maxpFSpuq,FSpvqq

pΛ_ipuq ` Λ_ipvq ` i ´ 1q.

2Note that none of the back-stable functions we consider are strictly polynomials; however, they share many properties in common with polynomials, and we follow [14] in using this terminology. 3

Theorem 1.6 is in some sense a “dual” result to Theorem 1.3. Schubert structure constants are symmetric under conjugation by w_0 (Lemma 6.1), and as a consequence FSpu, vq is closely related to BSpw_0uw_0, w_0vw_0q. However, Theorem 1.3 and Theorem 1.6 are not equivalent, since the former involves back-stable structure constants while the latter involves ordinary ones.

As a direct consequence of Theorem 1.6, we have the following simple check for whether a Schubert product fully manifests in a given flag variety:

Corollary 1.7. Let u, v P S_n. Then,

w P S_n for all w with c^w_{u,v} ‰ 0 ðñ Λ_ipuq ` Λ_ipvq ď n ` 1 ´ i for all 1 ď i ď n.

Example 1.8. Let u “ 436521, v “ 54312. We have FSpuq “ 6, FSpvq “ 5, and

pΛ_ipuqq_{i“1,...,7} “ p4, 4, 3, 3, 2, 1, 0q, pΛ_ipvqq_{i“1,...,7} “ p4, 4, 3, 2, 1, 0, 0q,

pΛ_ipuq ` Λ_ipvq ` i ´ 1q_{i“1,...,7} “ p8, 9, 8, 8, 7, 6, 6q,

and so by Theorem 1.6, FSpu, vq “ 9, and indeed

S_{436521}S_{54312} “ S_{86732145} ` S_{87532146} ` S_{965321478}.

It is natural to seek a generalization of Theorem 1.6 to products of Schubert polynomials in other classical Lie types [3]; further discussion may appear elsewhere.

Our follow-up paper [11] shows that products of double Schubert, Grothendieck, and double Grothendieck polynomials have the same back- and forward-stabilization numbers as the corresponding products of Schubert polynomials.

The remaining sections are organized as follows. Section 2 is background on words, permutations, and the shuffle product. In Section 3, we define colored words and the colored shuffle product, and give background on back-stable (quasi)symmetric functions. Section 4 defines our main object of study, the colored shuffle algebra Q. We realize the rings of back-stable (quasi)symmetric functions as subquotients of this ring, discuss weight-preserving maps inside Q, and finally, define lifts to Q of two differential operators, ξ and ∇, found in [20, 25].

Section 5 contains the proof of Theorem 1.3. Much of the section is devoted to combinatorial properties of increasing suffixes, including one result (Theorem 5.10) on the lengths of increasing suffixes which appear in a Schubert product, and another (Corollary 5.12) bounding the number of nonzero rows in the Lehmer code. Finally, we combine these tools to prove Theorem 1.3.

Section 6 contains the proof of Theorem 1.6. On the way, we prove a similar result (Corollary 6.6), which is in a precise sense dual to Theorem 1.3. Corollary 6.6 and Theorem 1.6 only differ in that the former considers back-stable structure constants, and the latter ordinary structure constants, although to go between the two results involves most of the technical tools we develop in this paper.

The final two sections are on related topics. In Section 7, we define two notions of what we call “down-up moves”, and conjecture that the sets of permutations which appear in a (back-stable) Schubert product are connected under these moves. These conjectures are partially-ordered by strength, we show that the stronger ones imply an alternate proof of part (a) of Conjecture 1.2. In Section 8, we define back-stable versions of key polynomials as sums of slide polynomials, and prove that they are a basis for the space of back-symmetric functions. 4

Acknowledgements. The authors are very grateful to Alexander Yong for numerous suggestions, including participation in the genesis of discussions which eventually led to this paper. Additionally, the authors thank Vic Reiner for helpful discussions. This work benefited from computations using SageMath.

Both authors were partially supported by NSF RTG grant DMS-1937241. D. W. was supported through the ICLUE program at the University of Illinois Urbana-Champaign.

2. Words and permutations

2.1. Words. For some set A, a word over the alphabet A is a finite sequence p “ pp_1, p_2, . . . , p_kq, where p_i P A for all 1 ď i ď k; we will leave out the punctuation when convenient. We call p_i the ith entry of p, and we will also denote this entry by p_i. The support of p is the set, supp p “ tp_1, p_2, . . . , p_ku, consisting of the entries of p. The length of p, denoted ℓppq, is simply the number of entries. The unique word of length 0 is called the empty word and is denoted with H. Let A^k be the set of words of length k, and let

A^˚ “ ď kě0 A^k. If q, r P A^˚, then the concatenation of q and r is the word q˝r “ pq_1, . . . , q_{ℓpbq}, r_1, . . . , r_{ℓpcq}q.

r “ pr_1, r_2, . . . , r_mq is a subword of p if r “ pp_{i1} , . . . , p_{im} q with i_1 ă i_2 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă i_m. If p “ q ˝ r, then q is a prefix of p and r is a suffix of p.

Defined by Eilenberg and Mac Lane [7], the shuffle product is a linear operator on QrA^˚ s, the vector space of formal finite Q -linear combinations of elements of A^˚. For p “ pp_1, . . . , p_jq P A^˚ and q “ pq_1, . . . , q_j q P A^˚, the shuffle product of p and q is defined recursively as p � H “ H � p “ p, and pp_1, . . . , p_jq�pq_1, . . . , q_kq “ p_1 ˝ppp_2 . . . , p_jq�pq_1, . . . , q_kqq`q_1 ˝ppp_1 . . . , p_jq�pq_2, . . . , q_kqq.

p � q is the formal sum of all words r P A^˚ which are obtained by interlacing the entries of p and q in an order-preserving way. We call such words shuffles of p and q. Note that the concatenation p ˝ q is one such shuffle, and every shuffle contains p and q as subwords. In any shuffle r of p and q, call the entries of r taken from p the p-entries, and call the entries taken from q the q-entries.

2.2. Permutations. A particularly important context is when a word is a reduced word for a permutation. The basics of permutations and their Coxeter presentation are wellknown. We give the relevant background below. For more details, see [5].

A permutation of a set A Ď Z is a bijection w : A Ñ A such that wpiq “ i for all but finitely many i P A. We write S_A for the set of all permutations of A, and let S_n :“ S_{t1,...,nu}. For all i P Z, let s_i be the permutation with spiq “ i ` 1, spi ` 1q “ i, and for all other j P Z, spjq “ j. The s_i’s are called simple reflections. They generate S_Z and satisfy the relations

(5a) s^2_i “ id, for all i P Z,

(5b) s_is_{i`1}s_i “ s_{i`1}s_is_{i`1} for all i P Z,

(5c) s_is_j “ s_js_i for all i, j P Z, |i ´ j| ě 2.

This is called the Coxeter presentation of S_Z. (5a) are called the quadratic relations, while (5b),(5c) are called the braid relations. 5

If w “ s_{w1} ¨ ¨ ¨ s_{wk} , we say that w :“ pw_1, . . . , w_kq P Z^˚ is a word for w. If w has minimal length among all words for w, we call w a reduced word for w, and the (Coxeter) length of w is ℓpwq “ ℓpwq. Let RWpwq be the set of reduced words for w. It is a well-known classical result (Matsumoto’s Theorem) that any two reduced words for w are equivalent up to the braid relations, and any word for w that is not reduced can be shortened to a reduced word via applications of the braid and quadratic relations. Let RW “ Ť wPS_Z be

the set of reduced words for all permutations.

We write u ď v if there exists a reduced word v for v with a subword u that is a reduced word for u. (It turns out that if u ď v, every reduced word for v has such a subword.) ď forms a partial order on S_Z called the (strong) Bruhat order.

Remark 2.1. Most sources for permutations concern the finite groups S_n. Working in S_Z is a notational convenience, but for us has a deeper significance, in that back-stabilization is most natural in this context. Still, any particular computation involving permutations may be done in some S_n, by shifting if necessary, and so the theory of S_Z is not very different to the theory of S_n for finite n.

The one-line notation of w P S_Z is the infinite sequence . . . wp´2q, wp´1q, wp0q, wp1q, wp2q, . . .. If w P S_n, then we truncate the sequence on both sides and write wp1q, wp2q, . . . , wpnq. In examples, n is often a small integer, so we omit the commas as is standard practice. It is possible to interpret such a permutation as a word in rns^˚; however, for the most part we do not want to do this.

2.3. Lehmer code.

Definition 2.2. The Lehmer code is the doubly-infinite sequence

codepwq “ p. . . , c_{´1}, c_0, c_1, . . .q,

where c_i :“ codepwq_i “ |tj P Z | j ą i, wpjq ă wpiqu|.

All but finitely many entries of the Lehmer code are zero, and ℓpwq “ ř i c_i. c_i is also called the ith row of the Lehmer code, since it equals the number of boxes in the ith row of the Rothe diagram of w.

We have

θ_ipwq “ # 1, if codepwq_i ą 0, 0, otherwise.

and λ_ipwq “ |tj ď i | codepwq_j ą 0u|.

Lemma 2.3. The following are equivalent:

(a) ℓpws_iq “ ℓpwq ´ 1 (b) c_i ą c_{i`1} (c) codepws_iq “ p. . . , c_{i´2}, c_{i´1}, c_{i`1}, c_i ´ 1, c_{i`2}, c_{i`3}, . . .q (d) There exists a reduced word pw_1, . . . , w_kq P RWpwq with w_k “ i (e) wpiq ą wpi ` 1q

If any of the above are true, then w is said to have a descent at position i. This is sometimes called a right descent since multiplication by s_i happens on the right.

Recall the back-stabilization number BSpwq for w is the smallest nonnegative integer k such that γ^kpwq P S_{Z`}

Proposition 2.4. Suppose w R S_{Z`}, and let w P RWpwq. Then,

(6) BSpwq “ 1 ´ minpsupp wq “ 1 ´ minpti | s_i ď wuq “ 1 ´ minptj | θ_j pwq “ 1uq. 6

Proof. Let k “ BSpwq. Then w fixes ¨ ¨ ¨ , ´k ´ 1, ´k, but not 1 ´ k, so supp w cannot contain ¨ ¨ ¨ , ´k ´ 1, ´k, but must contain 1 ´ k, and the first equality holds. We also have the second equality since s_i ď w if and only if it appears in a (equivalently, every) reduced word for w.

Finally, w fixes ¨ ¨ ¨ , ´k ´ 1, ´k, but not 1 ´ k, so θ_{1´k}pwq “ 1 since if we let i “ 1 ´ k and j “ w^{´1}p1 ´ kq, then wpiq ą i “ wpjq and j ą i. Then for any i ď ´k, we have θ_ipwq “ 0 because for any j ą i, wpiq “ i ă minpj, 1 ´ kq ď wpjq. So the third equality holds. □

3. Colored words and slide polynomials

3.1. Colored words and the colored shuffle product. Let Z be the alphabet with letters i^{rjs} with i P Z, j P Z_`. We refer to Z as the set of colored integers, and Z^˚ as the set of colored words.

Let the value of i^{rjs} be valpi^{rjs}q “ i, and let the color of i^{rjs} be colorpi^{rjs}q “ j. Z has a total ordering, where we first compare values, then colors:

¨ ¨ ¨ ă i^{r1s} ă i^{r2s} ă i^{r3s} ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă pi ` 1q^{r1s} ă pi ` 1q^{r2s} ă pi ` 1q^{r3s} ă ¨ ¨¨

For p “ pp_1, . . . , p_kq P Z^k, let valppq “ pvalpp_1q, . . . , valpp_kqq P Z^k and let colorppq “ pcolorpp_1q, . . . , colorpp_kqq P Z^k_`. Let maxcolppq be maxpcolorppqq. We let the color shift operator Ò be defined so that for a P Z, p Ò a is the word such that valpp Ò aq “ valppq and colorpp Ò aq “ pcolorpp_1q ` a, . . . , colorpp_kq ` aq. We identify Z with the subset of Z of elements with color 1, meaning i :“ i^{r1s} for all i.

We have the following partial ordering on Z^k:

(7) p ď q ðñ p_j ď q_j for all j,

and on Z^k this is just the usual partial ordering.

For p “ pp_1, p_2, . . . , p_kq P Z^˚, if p_i ă p_{i`1}, we say that p has an increase at i, the increase set of p is the set of increases of p. (We use this terminology instead of the more standard “ascent” to avoid confusion with ascents of a permutation). We say that p is weakly-increasing if p_1 ď p_2 ď ¨ ¨ ¨ ď p_k and strictly-increasing if p_1 ă p_2 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă p_k. These notions are well-defined because different elements of the same equivalence class have the same relative orders. We define weakly and strictly increasing elements of Z^˚ similarly. Let Z^k_{WInc} be the set of all weakly-increasing elements of Z^˚ of length k, and Z^˚_{WInc} “ Ť kě0 Z^k_{WInc}.

Next, we define a generalization of the shuffle product, applied to colored words, which we call the colored shuffle product. Similar constructions have been used by Assaf and Searles [1], and by Nadeau and Tewari [19]. For p, q P Z^˚, let

pq :“ p � q Ò maxcolppq,

where Ò associates more strongly than �. The color shift ensures that in every shuffled word appearing in pq, the colors of entries of p and the colors of entries of q are disjoint. If p and q are monocolored words, the product pq will involve exactly two colors. Call the colored words appearing in this product colored shuffled words. Note in particular that the colored shuffle product is positive–all the coefficient are either 0 or 1.

Example 3.1. If p and q are monocolored, the product pq will involve exactly two colors. For example, if p “ 12, q “ 2, then

pq “ 1^{r1s}2^{r1s}2^{r2s} ` 1^{r1s}2^{r2s}2^{r1s} ` 2^{r2s}1^{r1s}2^{r1s}.

Proposition 3.2. Multiplication in the colored shuffle algebra is associative. 7

Proof.

ppqrq “ p � pq � r Ò maxcolpqqq Ò maxcolppq “ pp � q Ò maxcolppqq � r Ò pmaxcolpqq ` maxcolppqq “ ppqqr, where we have used the associativity of the shuffle product, along with the fact that pp � qq Ò a “ p Ò a � q Ò a. □

On the other hand, the colored shuffle product is not commutative; for example, 1^{r1s}¨ 2^{r1s} “ 1^{r1s}2^{r2s} ` 2^{r2s}1^{r1s} ‰ 1^{r2s}2^{r1s} ` 2^{r1s}1^{r2s} “ 2^{r1s} ¨ 1^{r1s}.

We end this subsection with the definition of our main algebraic object:

Definition 3.3. The colored shuffle algebra Q :“ QrZ^˚s is the Q -algebra spanned by colored words, with multiplication given by the colored shuffle product extended linearly.

Elements of Q are finite linear combinations of colored words. We will often use the notation â for an arbitrary element of Q, to distinguish from the case of a single word.

3.2. Compatible sequences. Next, we define compatible sequences. These were first studied by Billey, Jockusch, and Stanley [4], working with (uncolored) reduced words of permutations. We note, however, that the usual definitions make sense in the context of arbitrary colored words, and we work in that generality. In the case of uncolored reduced words, these definitions match [4].

Definition 3.4. A compatible sequence is a two-row array of the form:

α :“ ^ t b ˙ “ ^ t_1 t_2 ¨ ¨ ¨ t_k b_1 b_2 ¨ ¨ ¨ b_k ˙ , t P Z^k, b P Z^k, such that

(8) b P Z^k_{WInc}, b ď t, t_j ă t_{j`1} ùñ b_j ă b_{j`1}.

We call t the top row of α, and b the bottom row. For notational convenience, we may also write α “ pt, bq. We call α positive if all of its entries are positive.

For t P Z^˚, let Cptq be the set of compatible sequences with top row t and let BRptq Ď Z^k_{WInc} be the set of bottom rows of elements of Cptq.

The set BRptq has a nice structure. Define mptq P Z^k_{WInc} by the following recursive formula: (9) mptq_k “ valpt_kq, mptq_j “ # mptq_{j`1}, if t_j ě t_{j`1}; minpvalpt_j q, mptq_{j`1} ´ 1q, if t_j ă t_{j`1}.

for all j ă k.

It is always the case that mptq ď t. If t is weakly increasing, then mptq “ valptq, so the map mp q : Z^˚ Ñ Z^˚_{WInc} is surjective.

Lemma 3.5. mptq is a maximal element of BRptq under the partial ordering on Z^k. Furthermore,

BRptq “ BRpmptqq “ tb P Z^k_{WInc} | b ď mptq and for all j, b_j ă b_{j`1} whenever t_j ă t_{j`1}u.

In particular, BRptq only depends on mptq. 8

Proof. It is an easy check that mptq satisfies (8), and so it is indeed a bottom row for t. Let b P Z^k_{WInc} satisfy t_j ă t_{j`1} ùñ b_j ă b_{j`1}. If b ď t, we need to show that b ď mptq i.e. that b_j ď mptq_j for all j. If j “ k, this follows from the definition, so assume j ă k and b_{j`1} ď mptq_{j`1}. Then either t_j ě t_{j`1}, in which case b_j ď b_{j`1} ď mptq_{j`1} “ mptq_j , or t_j ă t_{j`1}, in which case b_j ď b_{j`1} ´ 1 ď mptq_{j`1} ´ 1 and b_j ď t_j, so b_j ď minpvalpt_jq, mptq_{j`1} ´ 1q “ mptq_j .

By (9), t and mptq have increases at exactly the same indices, so

BRptq “ tb P Z^k_{WInc} | b ď mptq and for all j, b_j ă b_{j`1} whenever mptq_j ă mptq_{j`1}u. □

Remark 3.6. It is possible that BRptq “ BRpt^1q when t ‰ t^1. This can happen even if t and t^1 are reduced words for the same permutation. For instance, s_6s_8s_4s_1 “ s_4s_8s_6s_1 ‰ s_4s_9s_6s_1 P S_Z and BRp6^{r1s}8^{r1s}4^{r1s}1^{r1s}q “ BRp4^{r1s}8^{r1s}6^{r1s}1^{r1s}q “ BRp4^{r1s}9^{r1s}6^{r1s}1^{r1s}q: all three words have the same maximal element 0111.

We now define bottom-row-equivalence. For p, q P Z^˚, we say that

(10) p ” q if and only if mppq “ mpqq.

We record the following consequence of the proof of Lemma 3.5

Lemma 3.7. For any word p and any j ă k, mppq_j ă mppq_{j`1} if and only if p_j ă p_{j`1}.

3.3. Back-symmetric and back-quasisymmetric functions. Let x “ p. . . , x_{´2}, x_{´1}, x_0, x_1, x_2, . . .q be a doubly-infinite sequence of variables. For A Ď Z, let x_A “ tx_i | i P Au and consider the ring Poly_A :“ Qrx_A s

of polynomials in x_A with rational coefficients. This is a graded ring: Poly_A “ À kě0 Poly^k_A, where Poly^k_A is the set of degree-k homogeneous polynomials in Poly_A.

If p P Z^k has supp p Ď A, we have the monomial

(11) x^p :“ x_{p1} x_{p2} ¨ ¨ ¨ x_{pk} P Poly^k_A,

and the set tx^p | p P Z^k_{WInc}, supp p Ď Au is linearly independent, and forms a basis for Poly^k_A when A is finite. Write supp x^p “ supp p, and let supp f be the union of the supports of its monomials.

Remark 3.8. Note that (11) is slightly nonstandard notation; usually one has a composition β “ pβ_1, β_2, . . .q and writes x^β “ x^{β1}_1 x^{β2}_2 ¨ ¨ ¨ . To translate to this setting, simply let β_i be the number of entries of p which equal i.)

If B Ď A, let ρ_{A,B} : Poly_A Ñ Poly_B be the map that sends x_i, i P B to itself and all other variables to 0. ρ_{A,B} is a map of graded rings, and acts on monomials via

x^p ÞÑ # x^p, if supp p Ď B, 0, otherwise.

f P Poly_A is symmetric if it is invariant under the action of S_A permuting the variables in x_A, and quasisymmetric if the coefficients for x^p and x^q are equal for any p, q P Z^k_{WInc} which have the same increase sets. For finite A, let Λ_A Ď Poly_A be the ring of symmetric polynomials on A, and let QSym_A Ď Poly_A be the ring of quasisymmetric polynomials. These rings are also graded by degree:

Λ_A “ à kě0 Λ^k_A, QSym_A “ à kě0 QSym^k_A. 9

The (quasi)symmetry does allow us to fruitfully take limits: if A is infinite, let

Λ_A “ limÐÝ Λ_B , QSym_A “ limÐÝ QSym_B,

where in both cases the projective limit is taken over all finite subsets B Ď A relative to the maps ρ_{A,B} . These are the rings of (quasi)symmetric functions [9, 17].

Next, we move to the back-stable setting. One must be careful since the set of all power series, even with restrictions on degree, is not an inverse limit of polynomial rings. Fortunately, the relevant functions lie in a much smaller ring. Let R be the ring of formal power series f in x which have bounded total degree and support bounded above. The former condition means that there exists an M such that all monomials in f have total degree ď M, and the latter condition means that there exists an N such that supp f Ď p´8, Ns. R is also a graded ring: R “ À kě0 R^k, where R^k is the subring of R consisting of elements which are homogeneous of degree k.

For b P Z, a function f P R is back b-(quasi)symmetric if under any specialization x_j ÞÑ z_j P Q, j ą b, the resulting function is (quasi)symmetric. If f is back b-(quasi)symmetric, then it is back b^1-(quasi)symmetric for any b^1 ă b. We also use the terminology that a back b-(quasi)symmetric function is (quasi)symmetric in x_{p´8,bs}.

f is back-(quasi)symmetric if it is back b-(quasi)symmetric for any b P Z. Let ÐÝ R be the ring of back-symmetric functions and ÐÝ Q be the ring of back-quasisymmetric functions.

Given subrings R^1, R^2 of R, let R^1 b R^2 be the subring of R generated by products r^1r^2, r^1 P R^1, r^2 P R^2. The set of back b-symmetric functions form the ring Λ_{p´8,bq} b Poly_{rb,8q} and the set of back b-quasisymmetric functions form the ring QSym_{p´8,bq} b Poly_{rb,8q}. Explicitly this means the following. Any p P Z^˚_{WInc} can be uniquely written p “ q ˝ r, where supp q Ď p´8, bs and supp r Ď pb, 8q. f is back b-quasisymmetric if and only if the coefficient of x^p in f equals the coefficient of x^{q1˝r}, where q^1 is any word in Z^˚_{WInc} with the same length and increase set as q such that supp q^1 Ď p´8, bs. Back b-symmetry has a similar definition, where the condition on increase set is replaced by the condition that there exists w P S_Z that sends x^q to x^{q1} . Equivalently, f is back b-symmetric if and only if s_if “ f for all i ă b.

Taking the union over all b P Z, we have ÐÝ R “ ď bPZ Λ_{p´8,bs} b Poly_{pb,8q} and ÐÝ Q “ ď bPZ QSym_{p´8,bs} b Poly_{pb,8q}.

In particular, since Λ_{p´8,bs} Ď QSym_{p´8,bs}, ÐÝ R Ď ÐÝ Q. ÐÝ R and ÐÝ Q can also be expressed in a more straightforward way:

Proposition 3.9 ([14, 19]). For any b P Z ÐÝ R “ Λ_{p´8,bs} b Poly_Z and ÐÝ Q “ QSym_{p´8,bs} b Poly_Z.

3.4. Back-stable Schubert and slide polynomials. Next, we will define back-stable slide polynomials, a set of functions associated to the compatible sequences with a fixed top row. Slide polynomials (in their non-back-stable form) first appeared in the Billey- Jockusch-Stanley formula (1), and were systematically studied by Assaf and Searles [1]. In their back-stable form, they were defined by Nadeau and Tewari [19].

As with compatible sequences, we will associate a back-stable slide polynomial to any colored word (in fact, any element of Q). Using colored words does not introduce any new functions, but is useful in that it allows us to study the back-stable slide decomposition of the Schubert product using the combinatorics of shuffled colored words.

For any compatible sequence α “ pt, bq, let x^α “ x^b. 10

Definition 3.10. Let p P Z^˚. The back-stable slide polynomial associated to p is the function ÐÝ F_p “ ÿ αPCppq x^α P ÐÝQ.

By Lemma 3.5, ÐÝ F_p “ ÐÝ F_{mppq}, and so ÐÝ F_p “ ÐÝ F_q if and only if mppq “ mpqq. Since every element of BRppq is the bottom row for exactly one compatible sequence with top row p, we can also write ÐÝ F_p “ ÿ bPBRppq x^b “ x^{mppq} ` lower terms,

where “lower terms” refers to the partial ordering on words. The ÐÝ F_p are homogeneous of degree ℓppq, and have support contained in p´8, p_{ℓppq}s;

thus they are elements of R. Every coefficient is either 0 or 1.

Lemma 3.11 ( [19, Lemma 4.6, Proposition 4.8]). ÐÝ F_p P ÐÝQ for all p. Furthermore, if p P Z^k_{WInc} with p_1 “ a such that the increase set of p has size d, then ÐÝ F_i is back pa ` dq-quasisymmetric.

Remark 3.12. We have indexed the polynomials ÐÝ F_p by words, whereas Assaf and Searles [1] primarily use compositions. Nadeau and Tewari [19] use both notations. In the case of increasing words, these notations are equivalent: the index-i entry of a composition denotes the number of entries of the corresponding word that equal i.

We find the word approach more useful for three reasons. The first is that using words provides us with more flexibility: the same function can be the slide polynomial of multiple words, and we sometimes want to distinguish these instances. The second reason is that the product formula is simpler when using words instead of compositions, involving the shuffle product directly (Proposition 4.2). The third and most important reason is that the action of the differential operators in the next section is more naturally expressed on words.

Next, we define the back-stable Schubert polynomials. These functions have a long folklore history and were studied systematically by Lam, Lee, and Shimozono [14]. Ideas of Li [16] also suggest the usefulness of working in this context.

Definition 3.13. Fix w P S_Z. The back-stable Schubert polynomial ÐÝ S_w associated to w is given by

(12) ÐÝ S_w “ ÿ wPRWpwq ÿ pPBRpwq x^p P ÐÝ R. The next proposition follows directly from the definitions.

Proposition 3.14.

(13) ÐÝ S_w “ ÿ wPRWpwq ÐÝ F_w.

Theorem 3.15 ( [14, 19]). The set t ÐÝ S_w | w P S_Zu is a Q -basis of ÐÝ R , while the set t ÐÝ F_p | p P Z^˚_{WInc}u is a Q-basis of ÐÝ Q. 11

4. The algebra of words

In this section, we connect the colored shuffle algebra and the ring of back-stable quasisymmetric functions by showing that the latter is a quotient of the former. Moreover, we discuss two operators, ξ and ∇, which act on Q, and descend to previously-studied operators on ÐÝ Q and ÐÝ R , respectively.

4.1. Homomorphism between Q and rings of polynomials. We succinctly represent linear combinations of slide polynomials by allowing ÐÝ F to be indexed by elements of Q. Definition 4.1. For â “ ř pPZ^˚ cpp P Q, we define ÐÝ F_â “ ř pPZ^˚ cp ÐÝ F_p.

Nadeau and Tewari used slightly different notation, but their proof of the following multiplication rule goes through:

Proposition 4.2 ([19, Proposition 4.12]). ÐÝ F_â ÐÝ F_{b̂} “ ÐÝ F_{âb̂}.

Consider the linear map ϕ : Q Ñ ÐÝ Q defined by â ÞÑ ÐÝ F_â. For notational convenience, we will also use ϕ to refer to the map it induces on any subquotient of Q. Recall that colored words p and q are bottom-row-equivalent, p ” q, if mppq “ mpqq.

Proposition 4.3. ϕ is a surjective ring homomorphism, with kernel spanned by the formal differences p ´ q, where p ” q.

Proof. ϕ is a ring homomorphism by Definition 4.1 and Proposition 4.2, and a surjective linear map by Theorem 3.15. Since basis vectors p P Z^˚ are mapped to basis vectors ÐÝ F_p, ker ϕ is spanned by formal differences p ´ q, where ϕppq “ ϕpqq. This happens precisely when p ” q, since ϕppq “ ÐÝ F_p “ ÐÝ F_{mppq}. □

Therefore, we have realized the ring of quasisymmetric functions as a quotient of the colored shuffle algebra:

Corollary 4.4. Q{” – ÐÝ Q as Q-algebras.

Next, we want to realize ÐÝ R in Q. We will do so as both a subspace and a quotient algebra. For w P S_Z, the Schubert vector associated to w is Ŝchpwq :“ ÿ wPRWpwq w P Q. By (13),

(14) ÐÝ F_{Ŝchpwq} “ ÿ wPRWpwq ÐÝ F_w “ ÐÝ S_w.

Let S be the Q -linear span of tŜchpwq | w P S_Zu, and let R be the subalgebra of Q generated by S. Products of the form Ŝchpw_1q ¨ ¨ ¨ Ŝchpw_kq, w_i P S_Z form a basis for R.

Proposition 4.5. ϕ : S Ñ ÐÝR is a bijective linear map.

Proof. By Theorem 3.15, t ÐÝ S_w | w P S_Zu forms a basis for ÐÝR. By (14), ϕpŜchpwqq “ ÐÝ S_w, so ϕ is a bijection S Ñ ÐÝ R. □ Proposition 4.6. ϕ : R{” Ñ ÐÝ R is an isomorphism.

Proof. Since R is a subalgebra of Q, by Corollary 4.4, ϕ maps R{” isomorphically onto its image. By the previous proposition, ϕpR{”q “ ϕpRq “ ϕpSq “ ÐÝ R , since S generates R and ÐÝ R is closed multiplicatively. □ 12

Corollary 4.7. For all â P R, there exists a unique b̂ P S such that â ” b̂.

Proof. This follows from Proposition 4.5, since there is a unique b̂ P S such that ϕpb̂q “ ϕpâq. □ Denote this unique b̂ as Spâq.

Corollary 4.8. SpŜchpuqŜchpvqq “ ř w ÐÝ c^w_{u,v}Ŝchpwq.

Proof. ÐÝ F_{ŜchpuqŜchpvq} “ ÐÝ F_{Ŝchpuq} ÐÝ F_{Ŝchpvq} “ ÐÝ S_u ÐÝ S_v “ ÿ w ÐÝ c^w_{u,v} ÐÝ S_w “ ÐÝ F_{řw} ÐÝ c^w_{u,v}^^Schpwq , so we have

(15) ŜchpuqŜchpvq ” ÿ w ÐÝ c^w_{u,v}Ŝchpwq, and the right side is in S. □

The maps in this subsection are represented by the following commutative diagram: S R Q ÐÝ R ÐÝ Q ϕ D!Sp q ϕϕ

4.2. Weight-preserving maps on elements of Q. Denote NrZ^˚s Ď Q the set of Nlinear combinations of elements of Z^˚. Any element ř pPZ^˚ cpp P NrZ ˚ s can be thought of a multiset where each p has multiplicity c_p. For elements of NrZ^˚s we sometimes use multiset operations such as P for membership queries or | ¨ | for multiset order without comment. Under this convention, Ŝchpwq “ RWpwq, but we maintain the two different notations for cases where we want to make the difference explicit.

For p P Z^˚_{WInc}, consider Qrϕ^{´1} p ÐÝ F_pqs, the subspace of Q spanned by all q P Z^˚ with mpqq “ p. Let P_p : Q Ñ Q rϕ^{´1} p ÐÝ F_pqs be the projection operator onto this space, and let T_pâ be the sum of the coefficients of P_pâ. Concretely, if â “ ř qPZ^˚ cqq, then

(16) P_pâ “ ÿ qPZ^˚ mpqq“p c_qq, and T_pâ “ ÿ qPZ^˚ mpqq“p c_q.

For any â, b̂ P NrZ^˚s, it is the case that

â ” b̂ if and only if @p P Z^˚_{WInc}, T_pâ “ T_pb̂,

Then, given â ” b̂, there must exist some multiset bijection ψ|_p between P_pâ and P_pb̂. Furthermore, we can take the union of ψ|_p for all p to get a bijection ψ between â and b̂ which is maximal bottom row preserving: mpψpqqq “ mpqq.

Applying this discussion to the Schubert product, we get the following proposition:

Proposition 4.9. For any u, v, there must exist some multiset bijection between ŜchpuqŜchpvq and ř w ÐÝ c^w_{u,v}Ŝchpwq which preserves maximal bottom row. 13

Proof. ŜchpuqŜchpvq P NrZ^˚s, and by Schubert structure constant positivity, ř w ÐÝ c^w_{u,v}Ŝchpwq P NrZ^˚s. By (15), the two multisets are bottom-row equivalent, and the above paragraph gives the desired map ψ. □

This allows for a quick proof of the following:

Proposition 4.10 (Nenashev). For all u, v, ^ ℓpuq ` ℓpvq ℓpvq ˙ |RWpuq||RWpvq| “ ÿ w ÐÝ c^w_{u,v}|RWpwq| Proof. There must exist some bijection ψ : ŜchpuqŜchpvq Ñ ř w ÐÝ c^w_{u,v}Ŝchpwq, so we have `_{ℓpuq`ℓpvq} ℓpvq ˘ |RWpuq||RWpvq| “ |ŜchpuqŜchpvq| “ | ř w ÐÝ c^w_{u,v}Ŝchpwq| “ ř w ÐÝ c^w_{u,v}|RWpwq|. □ The tensor product SbS is the vector subspace of Q spanned by products ŜchpuqŜchpvq.

As a multiset, ŜchpuqŜchpvq consists of all colored shuffles of reduced words of u and v. Let M :“ Ť u,v ŜchpuqŜchpvq be the set of all such shuffles for all pairs of permutations u, v P S_Z. Then the linear span QrMs is a subspace of Q strictly containing S b S. We claim:

Proposition 4.11. There exists a map ψ : M Ñ RW whose linear extension makes the following diagram commute: S b S S

Q rMs Q rRW s ÐÝQ Sp q ψϕϕ

Proof. S b S has basis given by products ŜchpuqŜchpvq, and following either S b S Ñ QrMs Ñ ÐÝ Q or S b S Ñ S Ñ QrRW s Ñ ÐÝ Q sends ŜchpuqŜchpvq to the product ÐÝ S_u ÐÝ S_v.

Consider an element of M; this is a colored shuffled word p P ŜchpuqŜchpvq for some u, v P S_Z. Both ŜchpuqŜchpvq and SpŜchpuqŜchpvqq are elements of NrZ^˚s, so they can be considered as multisets. By Corollary 4.8 and Proposition 4.9, there exists a bijection from ŜchpuqŜchpvq to SpŜchpuqŜchpvqq preserving maximal bottom row, and any such bijection over all pairs u and v is the desired map. □

Problem 4.12. Find an explicit map ψ satisfying Proposition 4.11.

A solution to Problem 4.12 would give a combinatorial proof of Schubert structure positivity since for any reduced word w for w,

(17) ÐÝ c^w_{u,v} “ |ψ^{´1}pwq X ŜchpuqŜchpvq|.

Such a map is (unsurprisingly) hard to find, but we are able to prove that any such map must have certain properties. One such property is that ψ will always fix the value of the final entry: for p P Z^k, ψppq_k “ valpp_kq. In fact, more can be said about how ψ acts on the last few entries of p (Proposition 5.7).

In addition, we conjecture: 14

Conjecture 4.13. There exists some ψ satisfying Proposition 4.11 such that ψξ “ ξψ, where ξ is the operator defined in the next subsection (18) which removes the first letter of a word.

If Conjecture 4.13 holds, it would open the possibility of building up ψ inductively: knowing where ψ sends to length-n words would severely constrain where it can send length-pn ` 1q words.

Remark 4.14. One possible approach to Problem 4.12 would be to look for bijections satisfying Proposition 4.11 in the context of Pieri’s rule; that is, a maximal-bottom-row-preserving bijection between ŜchpuqŜchps_{i`j} . . . s_{i`1}s_iq and SpŜchpuqŜchps_{i`j} . . . s_{i`1}s_iqq. Sjoblom [23] gives a bijection between these sets; however, his bijection does not preserve maximal bottom row.

Problem 4.15. Modify Sjoblom’s bijection to preserve maximal bottom row.

4.3. Differential operators on Schubert and slide polynomials. Next, we discuss some linear operators which act on Q.

Proposition 4.16. Any linear operator ‹ which acts on pp_1, . . . , p_kq P Z^˚ by ‹pp_1, . . . , p_kq “ fpvalpp_1qq ¨ pp_2, . . . , p_kq, where f is some function Z Ñ Q , satisfies the Leibniz rule up to maximal bottom row equivalence (ie ‹ppqq ” ‹ppqq ` p‹pqq).

Proof. The statement is trivially true if p “ H or if q “ H. Assuming otherwise, let p^1 “ pp_2, . . . , p_{ℓppq}q and q^1 “ pq_2, . . . , q_{ℓpq}q. Note that maxcolppq ě maxcolpp^1q so p^1q “ p^1 � q Ò maxcolpp^1q ” p^1 � q Ò maxcolppq. So, ‹ppqq “ ‹pp � q Ò maxcolppqq “ ‹pp_1 ˝ pp^1 � q Ò maxcolppqq ` q_1 ˝ pp � q^1 Ò maxcolppqqq ” fpvalpp_1qqp^1q ` fpvalpq_1qqpq^1 “ ‹ppqq ` p‹pqq. □ Remark 4.17. A stronger statement is true. Call p P Z^˚ and q P Z^˚ color-equivalent, p c“ q, if an order-preserving reindexing of the colors sends p to q. For example, 2^{r2s}1^{r2s}3^{r1s}1^{r3s} c“ 2^{r5s}1^{r5s}3^{r2s}1^{r6s} since all values agree, and the colors in both words have the same relative ordering.

Color-equivalent colored words are always bottom-row-equivalent, and the operator ‹ from the previous proposition satisfies

‹ppqq c“ ‹ppqq ` p‹pqq.

Definition 4.18. Let ∇ and ξ be the linear operators that act on Z^˚ by (18) ∇pp_1, . . . , p_kq “ valpp_1qpp_2, . . . , p_kq, ξpp_1, . . . , p_kq “ pp_2, . . . , p_kq.

By Proposition 4.16, ∇ and ξ satisfy the Leibniz rule up to maximal bottom row equivalence.

Proposition 4.19.

(19) ∇Ŝchpwq “ ÿ k, ℓps_kwqăℓpwq kŜchps_kwq and ξŜchpwq “ ÿ k, ℓps_kwqăℓpwq Ŝchps_kwq.

Proof. This can be seen because ∇Ŝchpwq “ ř wPRWpwq w1pw2, . . . , wkq. Note that given

s_kw ă w, reduced words for s_kw are in bijection with reduced words for w that start with k. Thus, ř wPRWpwq w1pw2, . . . , wkq “ ř k,s_kwăw kŜchpskwq. Similar reasoning holds for ξ. □ 15

Thus, we get the following corollary from the definition of R:

Corollary 4.20. â P R implies that ∇â P R and ξâ P R.

Next, we show that ∇ and ξ descend to the quotient ÐÝ R . Applying ϕ to (19), we are

led to define the following operators on ÐÝ R : (20) ∇ ÐÝ S_w “ ÿ k,ℓps_kwqăℓpwq k ÐÝ S_{skw}, and ξ ÐÝ S_w “ ÿ k,ℓps_kwqăℓpwq ÐÝ S_{skw}. These operators on ÐÝ R have been studied previously. ∇ was defined (on polynomials)

by Stanley [25], while ξ was defined by Nenashev [20]. Similar operators were previously

studied by Kerov; see also [10, 21]. Nenashev showed that both ∇ and ξ satisfy the

Leibniz rule:

Proposition 4.21. [20, Propositions 4, 5] For any f, g P ÐÝ R, ∇pfgq “ ∇pfqg ` f∇pgq and ξpfgq “ ξpfqg ` fξpgq. Remark 4.22. In fact, ξ can be defined on the larger space ÐÝ Q, on which it still satisfies

the Leibniz rule, although we will not need that here.

We claim that the definition (20) is canonical.

Theorem 4.23. For any â, b̂ P Q, â ” b̂ implies that ξâ ” ξb̂, and if â, b̂ P R, â ” b̂

implies ∇â ” ∇b̂.

Proof. We first consider ξ. By linearity, it suffices to show that the statement is true for

any p, q P Z^˚. If p ” q, then mppq “ mpqq. Deleting the first character from p and q

simply deletes the first character from their maximal bottom rows, so mpξppqq “ ξpmppqq “ ξpmpqqq “ mpξpqqq, and ξppq ” ξpqq.

Next, we consider ∇. By (14), (19) and (20),

(21) ∇ ÐÝ F_{Ŝchpwq} “ ∇ ÐÝ S_w “ ÿ k,s_kwăw k ÐÝ S_{skw} “ ÐÝ F^ř_{k,skwăw kŜchpskwq} “ ÐÝ F_{∇Ŝchpwq},

and extending by linearity, the same is true for any element of S, and so

(22) ∇p ÐÝ F_âq “ ∇p ÐÝ F_{Spâq}q “ ÐÝ F_{∇pSpâqq}, for all â P R.

Consider the case where â “ Ŝchpw_1qŜchpw_2q ¨ ¨ ¨ Ŝchpw_kq is a basis vector of R. Using

(21) and (22), along with Proposition 4.2 and the Leibniz rules for ∇ on both R and ÐÝ R , we have ÐÝ F_{∇pŜchpw1q¨¨¨Ŝchpwkqq} “ ÐÝ F_{∇pŜchpw1qqŜchpw2q¨¨¨Ŝchpwkq`¨¨¨`Ŝchpw1q¨¨¨Ŝchpwk´1q∇pŜchpwkqq} “ ÐÝ F_{∇pŜchpw1qq} ÐÝ F_{Ŝchpw2q} ¨ ¨¨ ÐÝ F_{Ŝchpwkq} ` ¨ ¨ ¨` ÐÝ F_{Ŝchpw1q} ¨ ¨¨ ÐÝ F_{Ŝchpwk´1q} ÐÝ F_{∇pŜchpwkqq}

“ ∇p ÐÝ F_{Ŝchpw1q}q ÐÝ F_{Ŝchpw2q} ¨ ¨¨ ÐÝ F_{Ŝchpwkq} ` ¨ ¨ ¨` ÐÝ F_{Ŝchpw1q} ¨ ¨¨ ÐÝ F_{Ŝchpwk´1q}∇p ÐÝ F_{Ŝchpwk q}q

“ ∇p ÐÝ F_{Ŝchpw1q} ¨ ¨¨ ÐÝ F_{Ŝchpwkq}q “ ∇ ÐÝ F_{Ŝchpw1q¨¨¨Ŝchpwkq} “ ÐÝ F_{∇pSpŜchpw1q¨¨¨Ŝchpwk qq}. 16

so we have ∇â ” ∇Spâq. By linearity, this is true for any â P R, and therefore if â ” b̂, then ∇â ” ∇Spâq “ ∇Spb̂q ” ∇b̂. □

Corollary 4.24. When ∇ or ξ is restricted to elements of R, then ϕ∇ “ ∇ϕ and ϕξ “ ξϕ. Proof. Let â P R and let f “ ϕpâq. Using Theorem 4.23 and (22), ϕp∇âq “ ÐÝ F_{∇â} “ ÐÝ F_{∇Spâq} “ ∇ ÐÝ F_{Spâq} “ ∇f “ ∇ϕpâq.

The same argument holds for ξ, since the analogue to (22), ξp ÐÝ F_âq “ ξp ÐÝ F_{Spâq}q “ ÐÝ F_{ξpSpâqq}, holds for the same reasons. □

Remark 4.25. Theorem 4.23 is much easier to show for ξ than for ∇, in part because the result only holds for ∇ on the subalgebra R rather than the whole chromatic shuffle algebra. It would be interesting to know if there is a way to modify ∇ such that â ” b̂ ùñ ∇â ” ∇b̂ holds on all of Q.

If â, b̂ P R are bottom-row-equivalent, then by linearity, ζâ ” ζb̂ for any operator ζ formed by taking linear combinations and/or repeated applications of ξ and ∇.

Example 4.26. If â, b̂ P R and â ” b̂, then by Theorem 4.23 the sum of the values of the ith entries of the words in â (with multiplicity) equals the corresponding sum for b̂. For instance, S_{s2} S_{s2} “ ÐÝ F_2r1s_2r2s_{`2}r2s_2r1s “ S_{s3s2} ` S_{s1s2} “ ÐÝ F_{32`12}, so in terms of words,

2^{r1s}2^{r2s} ` 2^{r2s}2^{r1s} ” 32 ` 12.

Applying ξ∇ to both sides, we get ξ∇p2^{r1s}2^{r2s} ` 2^{r2s}2^{r1s}q “ p2 ` 2qH ” ξ∇p32 ` 12q “ p3 ` 1qH.

The next proposition uses this technique to give a variant of Proposition 4.10.

Proposition 4.27.

(23) ^ ℓpuq ` ℓpvq ℓpvq ˙ pρpuq|RWpvq| ` |RWpuq|ρpvqq “ ÿ w ÐÝ c^w_{u,v}ρpwq, where for w P S_Z, ρpwq “ ÿ pw_1,...,w_{ℓpwq}qPRWpwq pw_1 ` w_2 ` . . . ` w_{ℓpwq}q.

Proof. Define σ_k “ ∇ξ^{k´1} ` ξ∇ξ^{k´2} ` . . . ` ξ^{k´1}∇.

It is easy to check that for p P Z^k, we have σ_kp “ pvalppq_1 ` valppq_2 ` . . . ` valppq_kqH. Letting k “ ℓpuq ` ℓpvq, σ_kpŜchpuqŜchpvqq is the sum of all the values in all shuffles of all reduced words of u and v. Consider some reduced word u P RWpuq. There are exactly `_{ℓpuq`ℓpvq} ℓpvq ˘ |RWpvq| shuffles in the product ŜchpuqŜchpvq which contain u as a subword (first choose which entries of the shuffle are the u-entries, and then choose which reduced word of v occupies the other entries). Applying σ_k and summing over all u P RWpuq, the total contribution to σ_kpŜchpuqŜchpvqq of all the characters in all the reduced words for u is `_{ℓpuq`ℓpvq} ℓpvq ˘ ρpuq|RWpvq|. Similar logic shows that the characters in v contribute 17

`_{ℓpuq`ℓpvq} ℓpvq ˘ |RWpuq|ρpvq to the sum. Thus, by Theorem 4.23, ^ ℓpuq ` ℓpvq ℓpvq ˙ pρpuq|RWpvq| ` |RWpuq|ρpvqqH “ σ_kpŜchpuqŜchpvqq

” σ_kp ÿ w ÐÝ c^w_{u,v}Ŝchpwqq “ ÿ w ÐÝ c^w_{u,v}ρpwqH. Because the left side and the right side are constant multiples of the empty word, the equivalence implies equality. □

5. Proof of the back-stabilization conjecture

For this section, fix w P S_Z and u, v P S_{Z`}. We let ψ be an equivalence-preserving multiset bijection from ŜchpuqŜchpvq to ř w ÐÝ c^w_{u,v}Ŝchpwq, as guaranteed by Proposition 4.9.

5.1. DC-triviality. Our arguments make use of an observation of Knutson known as DC-triviality. Recall the equivalent conditions for a descent specified by Lemma 2.3.

Lemma 5.1 (DC-triviality, [12]). If w has a descent at i but u, v don’t have descents at position i, then ÐÝ c^w_{u,v} “ 0.

Proof. Suppose w has a descent at i and ÐÝ c^w_{u,v} ‰ 0. Let k “ ℓpwq and pick any w P RWpwq such that w_k “ i. Then w P SpŜchpuqŜchpvqq. Let p “ ψ^{´1}pwq P ŜchpuqŜchpvq. mpwq “ mppq so valpw_kq “ valpp_kq “ i, but u and v don’t have descents at i so no words in ŜchpuqŜchpvq end in a character with value i, leading to a contradiction. □

DC-triviality is important for back-stabilization since u and v have no descents at nonpositive indices. Therefore, if ÐÝ c^w_{u,v} ‰ 0, w also cannot have a descent at a nonpositive index. This observation leads to the following two corollaries.

Corollary 5.2. Given w with ÐÝ c^w_{u,v} ‰ 0, if θ_ipwq “ 1, then for all i ď j ď 1, θ_j pwq “ 1.

Proof. Let j be the minimum index such that j ą i and θ_j pwq “ 0. Then, codepwq_{j´1} ą 0 “ codepwq_j, so w has a descent at j ´ 1. By DC-triviality and the above observation, w has no descents at nonpositive indices, so we must have j ą 1. □

Corollary 5.3. If c^w_{u,v} ‰ 0 and w R S_{Z`}, then for any w P RWpwq and any n ď 0, if n P supp w and n ´ 1 R supp w, then BSpwq “ 1 ´ n.

Note that whether a given n appears or not in w is an invariant of w; n either appears in all reduced words for w or none of them.

Proof. n ´ 1 R supp w implies θ_{n´1}pwq “ 0 since for j ą n ´ 1, we have wpjq “ s_{w1} s_{w2} s_{wℓpwq}pjq, which can inductively seen to be greater than n ´ 1, and we also have inductively s_{w1} s_{w2} s_{wℓpwq}pn ´ 1q ď n ´ 1.

By Corollary 5.2, for all n^1 ă n ´ 1, we also have θ_n1 pwq “ 0. n ă 1 so w R S_{Z`} so we can apply (6) to get

BSpwq “ 1 ´ minptj | θ_j pwq “ 1uq ě 1 ´ n.

Conversely, n P supp w, so BSpwq “ 1 ´ minpsupp wq ď 1 ´ n, and we have equality. □ 18

5.2. Increasing suffixes. Given a word p “ pp_1, p_2, . . . , p_kq and indices 1 ď i ď j ď k, let p_{i,j} be the contiguous subword pp_i, p_{i`1}, ¨ ¨ ¨ p_{j´1}, p_jq of p starting with p_i and ending with p_j .

An increasing suffix of p is a suffix of p that is (strictly) increasing. Let IncSufppq be the maximal-length increasing suffix of p, which we will refer to simply as the increasing suffix of p. The increasing suffix length Ippq of p is the length of its increasing suffix, Ippq “ ℓpIncSufppqq “ maxpti | p_{k´i`1} ă p_{k´i`2} ă . . . ă p_kuq.

The increasing suffix of p can also be written IncSufppq “ p_{k´Ippq`1,k}.

Given an integer i P Z, the increasing i-suffix of p is

IncSuf_ippq “ # IncSufppq, if valpp_kq ď i, H, if valpp_kq ą i.

Its length, the increasing i-suffix length of p is given by

I_ippq “ ℓpIncSuf_ippqq “ # Ippq, if valpp_kq ď i, 0, if valpp_kq ą i.

Increasing suffixes inform us about the slide polynomial decomposition of Schubert products. In particular, increasing i-suffix lengths are invariants of slide polynomials. Proposition 5.4. Given words p, q P Z^˚, if p ” q, then for all i, I_ippq “ I_ipqq. Proof. p ” q implies that mppq “ mpqq, so we prove the result by showing that p has the same increasing i-suffix length as its maximal bottom row, that is, I_ippq “ I_ipmppqq for all i.

This fact follows from Lemma 3.7, since p and mppq have increases at exactly the same entries, and moreover have the same final entry. □ For elements of Z^˚, we get the following stronger statement:

Proposition 5.5. For p, q P Z^˚, if p ” q, then IncSufppq “ IncSufpqq. Proof. It suffices to show that IncSufppq “ IncSufpmppqq because then IncSufppq “ IncSufpmppqq “ IncSufpmpqqq “ IncSufpqq.

To prove this, we will show that for 0 ď j ă Ippq, we have mppq_{k´j} “ p_{k´j}. When j “ 0 we have by (9) that mppq_{k´0} “ valpp_{k´0}q “ p_{k´0}. Then for 0 ă j ă Ipwq we have p_{k´j} ă p_{k´j`1}, and p P Z^˚, so this implies that p_{k´j} ď p_{k´j`1} ´ 1. We can inductively assume mpp_{k´j`1}q “ p_{k´j`1}, and so by (9), we have mppq_{k´j} “ minpvalpp_{k´j}q, mppq_{k´j`1} ´ 1q “ minpp_{k´j}, p_{k´j`1} ´ 1q “ p_{k´j}. □ Example 5.6. 3^{r1s}2^{r1s}2^{r2s} ” 312 ” 212, and IncSufp3^{r1s}2^{r1s}2^{r2s}q “ 2^{r1s}2^{r2s}, and IncSufp312q “

IncSufp212q “ 12. I_ip3^{r1s}2^{r1s}2^{r2s}q “ I_ip312q “ I_ip212q “ # 2 i ě 2, 0 otherwise.

Proposition 5.5 directly implies the following fact:

Proposition 5.7. Let ψ : M Ñ RW satisfy Proposition 4.11. For any p P M, for all i, (24) I_ippq “ I_ipψppqq.

Furthermore, (25) IncSufpmppqq “ IncSufpψppqq. 19

Given some set or multiset of words X, let the increasing i-suffix length of that set be I_ipXq “ max_{pPX} I_ippq, the maximal i-suffix length of any word in X. Using our convention of treating elements of NrZ^˚s as multisets, we see that increasing i-suffix length is an invariant of N-linear sums of slide polynomials:

Lemma 5.8. Given â, b̂ P NrZ^˚s with â ” b̂, we have I_ipâq “ I_ipb̂q for all i.

Proof. Since â ” b̂, there exists a maximal-bottom-row preserving bijection f : â Ñ b̂, so I_ipâq “ max_{pPâ} I_ippq “ max_{pPâ} I_ipfppqq “ max_{qPb̂} I_ipqq “ I_ipb̂q,

where the second equality uses Proposition 5.4. □

Increasing i-suffixes also behave well with respect to multiplication in NrZ^˚s. In particular,

Proposition 5.9. For â, b̂ P NrZ^˚s, I_ipâb̂q “ I_ipâq ` I_ipb̂q

Proof. It suffices to show that for p, q P Z^˚, I_ippqq “ I_ippq ` I_ipqq; taking maximums over p P â and q P b̂ gives the result.

Write p “ c ˝ IncSuf_ippq, and q “ d ˝ IncSuf_ipqq. There is exactly one shuffled word e in the product IncSuf_ippqIncSuf_ipqq which is increasing. Then c ˝ d ˝ e is a shuffled word in pq whose increasing i-suffix has length ě I_ippq ` I_ipqq, which establishes I_ippqq ě I_ippq ` I_ipqq.

To show the other inequality, consider any r P pq. The p-entries of the increasing i-suffix of r are an increasing i-suffix of p, and similarly the q-entries of the increasing i-suffix of r are an increasing i-suffix of q. So, I_iprq ď I_ippq ` I_ipqq. □

Combining Lemma 5.8 and Proposition 5.9, we have

Theorem 5.10. For all i P Z, we have max w | ÐÝ c^w_{u,v}‰0 I_ipRWpwqq “ I_ipRWpuqq ` I_ipRWpvqq. In particular, if for some i, I_ipRWpwqq ą I_ipRWpuqq ` I_ipRWpvqq, then ÐÝ c^w_{u,v} “ 0.

Proof. We have max w | ÐÝ c^w_{u,v}‰0 I_ipRWpwqq “ I_i ~ ÿ w ÐÝ c^w_{u,v}Ŝchpwq ¸ “ I_i ´ ŜchpuqŜchpvq ¯ “ I_ipRWpuqq`I_ipRWpvqq, where the first equality is by definition, and the third is by Proposition 5.9. For the second equality, ŜchpuqŜchpvq P NrZ^˚s and using the positivity of the Schubert structure constants, ř w ÐÝ c^w_{u,v}Ŝchpwq P NrZ^˚s, so we can use Lemma 5.8. □

5.3. Increasing suffixes of reduced words.

The previous result suggests the following definitions:

Ipwq “ IpŜchpwqq, I_ipwq “ I_ipŜchpwqq, and Ipu, vq “ IpŜchpuqŜchpvqq, I_ipu, vq “ I_ipŜchpuqŜchpvqq.

Ipwq is the length of the longest increasing suffix in any reduced word for w, Ipu, vq is the length of the longest increasing suffix in any reduced word of any permutation that appears in the Schubert product ÐÝ S_u ÐÝ S_v, and similarly for I_ipwq and I_ipu, vq. 20

To prove Theorem 1.3, we carefully analyze the increasing suffixes of words in ŜchpuqŜchpvq and in ř w ÐÝ c^w_{u,v}Ŝchpwq.

Increasing suffixes of reduced words have a close relationship with the Lehmer code. We have the following properties:

Proposition 5.11. Given permutation w with ℓpwq “ k,

(a) For w P RWpwq, if j is in IncSufpwq then θ_j pwq “ 1. (b) For i P Z, I_ipwq ď λ_ipwq.

(c) For i P Z, if θ_ipwq “ 0, then I_{i´1}pwq “ I_ipwq “ λ_ipwq.

Proof.

(a) Induction on ℓpwq. The base case is when ℓpwq “ 1, and the claim is clear.

If w “ w_1, . . . , w_k, then w has a descent at w_k, so by Lemma 2.3(b) codepwq_{wk} ą codepwq_{wk`1} ě 0. If w_{k´1} ě w_k, then we are done since w_k is the entire increasing suffix. Assume we are in the other case where w_{k´1} ă w_k. We can use the inductive hypothesis on w_1, . . . , w_{k´1}, which is a reduced word for ws_{wk} , to show that for any j in IncSufpw_1, . . . , w_{k´1}q, codepws_{wk} q_j ą 0. Note that in this case any j in IncSufpw_1, . . . , w_{k´1}q is less than w_k, so codepwq_j “ codepws_{wk} q_j ą 0 by Lemma 2.3(c). Any j in IncSufpw_1, . . . , w_kq is either w_k or is in IncSufpw_1, . . . , w_{k´1}q, so we have proved the claim.

(b) For any w P RWpwq, if I_ipwq “ 0, then I_ipwq ď λ_ipwq since the latter is nonnegative. If I_ipwq ą 0, then w_k ď i, so for each j in IncSufpwq, j ď i and θ_j pwq “ 1 by part (a). Thus, I_ipwq “ ℓpIncSufpwqq ď ř_i k“´8 θk “ λi. (c) If θ_ipwq “ codepwq_i “ 0, then w does not have a descent at i, so no reduced words for w end in i, so I_{i´1}pwq “ I_ipwq. Now we just have to show that I_ipwq “ λ_ipwq. From part (b), we already have I_ipwq ď λ_ipwq, so we just have so establish I_ipwq ě λ_ipwq. To do this we induct over λ :“ λ_ipwq.

The base case is if λ “ 0, in which case the statement is clear. Otherwise let j “ maxptα ď i | codepwq_α ą 0uq. By the maximality of j, codepwq_j ą 0 “ codepwq_{j`1} (in particular, λ “ λ_jpwq). Thus, w has a descent at j, so by Lemma 2.3(c), codepws_jq_j “ codepwq_{j`1} “ 0, and for all j^1 ă j, codepws_jq_j1 “ codepwq_j1 . Thus, we can apply the inductive hypothesis and conclude that

I_jpws_jq “ λ_jpws_jq “ λ_j pwq ´ 1 “ λ ´ 1.

Let p P RWpws_jq be a word that achieves I_j ppq “ I_jpws_jq “ λ ´ 1. Then since j ď i, the word p_1, . . . , p_{k´1}, j is a reduced word for w which has an increasing i-suffix length equal to I_j pws_jq ` 1 “ λ, so I_ipwq ě λ as desired. □

Taking i to be large, we obtain the following corollary of Theorem 5.10 and Proposition 5.11:

Corollary 5.12. If ÐÝ c^w_{u,v} ‰ 0, then

λ_8pwq ď λ_8puq ` λ_8pvq

i.e. the number of nonzero rows in the Lehmer code of w is less than or equal to the number of nonzero rows in u plus the number of nonzero rows in the Lehmer code of v.

This gives a simple criteria to determine the vanishing of some Schubert structure constants. See [24] for an overview of existing results on the topic.

Different reduced words of w may have different increasing i-suffixes, but it turns out that maximal increasing i-suffixes are unique. 21

Corollary 5.13. Let w P S_Z.

(a) There is a unique maximal-length increasing suffix for w, which is given by s_{i1} ¨ ¨ ¨ s_{im} , where i_1 ă . . . ă i_m are the values i where θ_ipwq “ 1.

(b) Every increasing suffix for w is a subword of the maximal increasing suffix.

Proof. This follows from Proposition 5.11, parts (a) and (c), taking i to be large in (c). □

We also make the following observation. Let w P S_Z and let p be the maximal increasing suffix of w. p has the form

p “ pi_1, i_1 ` 1, . . . , i_1 ` k_1, i_2, i_2 ` 1, . . . , i_2 ` k_2, . . . , i_t, i_t ` 1, . . . , i_t ` k_tq,

where i_j ě i_{j´1} ` k_{j´1} ` 2. Write q^{pjq} “ pi_j , i_j ` 1, . . . , i_j ` k_jq. Then since s_is_j “ s_j s_i when |i ´ j| ě 2, every word q^{pσp1qq} ˝ q^{pσp2qq} ˝ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˝ q^{pσptqq} consisting of the q^{pjq} in any order is a suffix of w. Furthermore, every subword of p consisting of some of the q^{pjq} is an increasing suffix for w.

Example 5.14. Consider the permutation w P S_{Z`} with one-row notation 2136574. Its Lehmer code is p1, 0, 0, 2, 1, 1, 0q. Then the maximal increasing suffix for w is p “ s_1s_4s_5s_6, and every increasing suffix of w is a subword of p. In particular, q^{p1q} “ s_1 and q^{p2q} “ s_4s_5s_6 commute, and so s_1 is an increasing suffix of w.

Not every subword of the maximal increasing suffix for w is itself an increasing suffix for w. A careful analysis of the Lehmer code might lead to a characterization, but this is outside the scope of the present paper.

Problem 5.15. Characterize all increasing suffixes of a given permutation w P S_Z.

The question of which reduced words have maximal increasing suffixes is also interesting. This word is usually not unique, but one might ask whether any combinatorially interesting words w have Ipwq “ Ipwq. One such word is given recursively by the following definition. Let IncSufpwq be the maximal-length increasing suffix for w, and also treat IncSufpwq as the permutation it is a reduced word for. Then the word MaxIncWordpwq defined by

MaxIncWordpwq “ MaxIncWordpwpIncSufpwqq^{´1}q ˝ IncSufpwq

satisfies Ipwq “ Ipwq, and a similar property holds for any any prefix w^1 of w obtained by repeatedly stripping off maximal increasing suffixes. We expect that this word has been previously studied, but are unaware of a source.

5.4. Proof of the Back-stabilization Theorem.

Proposition 5.16. Let u, v P S_{Z`} with ℓpuq ` ℓpvq “ k.

(a) max_{iě0}pI_ipu, vq ´ iq “ max_{iě0}pλ_ipuq ` λ_ipvq ´ iq (b) Let i ě 0 be such I_ipu, vq ´ i attains its maximum. Let p P ŜchpuqŜchpvq with I_ippq “ I_ipu, vq. Then, either IncSuf_ipmppqq “ H or IncSuf_ipmppqq “ pi ´ Ippq` 1, i ´ Ippq ` 2, . . . , iq. Note that max_{iě0}pλ_ipuq ` λ_ipvq ´ iq is the right side of (2).

Proof.

(a) By Proposition 5.9 and Proposition 5.11(b),

I_ipu, vq ´ i “ I_ipuq ` I_ipvq ´ i ď λ_ipuq ` λ_ipvq ´ i, 22

Taking the maximum over all i ě 0 we get

max_{iě0} pI_ipu, vq ´ iq ď max_{iě0} pλ_ipuq ` λ_ipvq ´ iq.

Now, let i ě 0 be such that it maximizes I_ipu, vq ´ i, and let

j “ mintα ě i | θ_{α`1}puq “ θ_{α`1}pvq “ 0u.

By construction, for all i ă j^1 ď j we have θ_j1 puq ` θ_j1 pvq ě 1. Applying Proposition 5.11(c),

I_j pu, vq ´ j “ λ_jpuq ` λ_jpvq ´ j

“ λ_ipuq ` λ_ipvq`

~_j ÿ j^1“i`1

θ_j1 puq ` θ_j1 pvq ¸ ´ j ě λ_ipuq ` λ_ipvq ` pj ´ iq ´ j “ λ_ipuq ` λ_ipvq ´ i.

So, max_{iě0}pI_ipu, vq ´ iq ě max_{iě0}pλ_ipuq ` λ_ipvq ´ iq.

(b) We are trying to show that mppq_{k´j} “ i´j for all 0 ď j ă I_ippq. If I_ippq “ 0 then the statement is vacuous, so we can assume this is not the case. Otherwise, we induct on j. For j “ 0, we need to show that valpp_kq “ i. We assumed I_ippq ‰ 0, so valpp_kq ď i, and if valpp_kq ă i, then

I_{i´1}pu, vq ´ pi ´ 1q “ I_{i´1}ppq ´ pi ´ 1q “ I_ippq ´ pi ´ 1q “ I_ipu, vq ´ i ` 1,

but this contradicts the choice of i. Thus, mppq_k “ valpp_kq “ i.

Now we must show for 1 ď j ă Ippq, we have mppq_{k´j} “ i ´ j, and we inductively assume i ´ j “ mppq_{k´pj´1q} ´ 1. Since we are in the increasing suffix, by Lemma 3.7 we have mppq_{k´j} ă mppq_{k´pj´1q}. In particular, mppq_{k´j} ď i ´ j. To prove equality, we will suppose mppq_{k´j} ă i ´ j and show a contraction. By (9) we have valpp_{k´j}q “ mppq_{k´j} ă mppq_{k´pj´1q} ´ 1 ď valpp_{k´pj´1q}q ´ 1.

We break the increasing suffix into two pieces, c :“ p_{k´Ippq`1,k´j} and d :“ p_{k´pj´1q,k}. Since c and d are both increasing and since the first entry of d has value at least two more than the last entry of c, every entry of d has value greater than that of every entry of c by at least 2. As a result, d ˝ c is also a suffix of some word q in ŜchpuqŜchpvq, by doing the appropriate Coxeter commutations for words of u and v.

Consider the last entry, q_k, of q. This is also the last entry of c, so it equals p_{k´j}. Thus, valpq_kq “ valpp_{k´j}q “ mppq_{k´j} ă i ´ j. Since c is increasing, this means that I_{i´j´1}pqq ě ℓpcq “ I_ippq ´ j, so

I_{i´j´1}pqq ´ pi ´ j ´ 1q ě I_ippq ´ i ` 1 ą I_ippq ´ i,

contradicting the choice of i. □

Example 5.17. Using one-line notation, let u “ 21543, and let v “ 12453. codepuq “ p1, 0, 2, 1q and codepvq “ p0, 0, 1, 1q. The reduced words for u are 3431, 3413, 3143, 1343, 4341, 4314, 4134, and 1434. The only reduced word for v is 34.

ŜchpuqŜchpvq consists of all of the colored shuffles between the reduced words for u and the reduced words for v. By considering these shuffles, one can determine that I_ipu, vq ´ i attains its maximum when i “ 4 and that I_4pu, vq “ 5, due to the word

p :“ 4^{r1s}1^{r1s}3^{r1s}3^{r2s}4^{r1s}4^{r2s} P ŜchpuqŜchpvq, 23

which has an increasing 4-suffix of length 5. λ_ipuq ` λ_i ´ i also attains its maximum when i “ 4, and max_{iě0}pI_ipu, vq ´ iq “ max_{iě0}pλ_ipuq ` λ_ipvq ´ iq “ 1. We also have mppq “ p0, 0, 1, 2, 3, 4q, which satisfies IncSuf_4pmppqq “ p0, 1, 2, 3, 4q.

We now prove (2) by proving inequalities in both directions.

Lemma 5.18. max_{iě0}pI_ipu, vq ´ iq ď BSpu, vq

Proof. Let i ě 0 be such that it maximizes I_ipu, vq´i. We have I_ipu, vq “ I_ip ř w ÐÝ c^w_{u,v}Ŝchpwqq, so let w P ř w ÐÝ c^w_{u,v}Ŝchpwq be such that I_ipwq “ I_ipu, vq. By Proposition 5.16, either IncSuf_ipwq “ H, in which case I_ipu, vq ´ i ď 0 ď BSpu, vq, so we are done, or IncSuf_ipwq “ pi ´ I_ipwq ` 1, i ´ I_ipwq ` 2, . . . , iq, so i ´ I_ipwq ` 1 P supp w. So,

BSpwq “ 1 ´ minpsupp wq ě 1 ´ pi ´ I_ipwq ` 1q “ max_{iě0} pI_ipu, vq ´ iq. □

Lemma 5.19. max_{iě0}pI_ipu, vq ´ iq ě BSpu, vq

Proof. If BSpu, vq “ 0 then the statement is clear. If BSpu, vq ‰ 0, then take any w for which ÐÝ c^w_{u,v} ‰ 0 and BSpwq “ BSpu, vq. By (6), θ_{1´BSpu,vq}pwq “ 1. Let j be the smallest integer such that θ_{j`1}pwq “ 0 and j ě 1 ´ BSpu, vq. Then, by Proposition 5.11(c)

I_j pwq “ λ_jpwq “ j ´ p1 ´ BSpwqq ` 1 “ j ` BSpu, vq,

where the second equality is because θ_i “ 0 for i ă 1 ´ BSpu, vq.

By Corollary 5.2, j ě 1. Thus we have

max_{iě0} pI_ipu, vq ´ iq “ max_{iě0} ~ I_i ~ ÿ w ÐÝ c^w_{u,v}Ŝchpwq ¸ ´ i ¸

ě I_j pwq ´ j “ j ` BSpu, vq ´ j “ BSpu, vq. □ Combining these lemmas with Proposition 5.16(a), we have

BSpu, vq “ max_{iě0} pI_ipu, vq ´ iq “ max_{iě0} pλ_ipuq ` λ_ipvq ´ iq,

and (2) is proven.

Now for part (a) of Conjecture 1.2:

Lemma 5.20. Given 0 ď m ď BSpu, vq, there exists some w P S_Z such that ÐÝ c^w_{u,v} ‰ 0 and BSpwq “ m.

The proof of this lemma is fairly technical, and combines every tool we have used so far. The main step is to apply the operator p∇ ` mξq^{k´i´m} to both sides of (15). On the left side, this gives a positive linear combination of shuffled words, and using the results of Sections 4 and 5 we show that there must exist the desired w P S_Z.

A proof of Conjecture 7.3 would result in a much less technical proof of this result.

Proof. The fact that there exists a w such that ÐÝ c^w_{u,v} ‰ 0 and BSpwq “ 0 is clear because non-back-stable Schubert expansions always have at least one term. So, we can assume that BSpu, vq ą 0 and we just have to prove the claim for 1 ď m ď BSpu, vq. To do this, by Corollary 5.3 we just have to show that for any 1 ´ BSpu, vq ď n ď 0 there exists some w with ÐÝ c^w_{u,v} ‰ 0 such that for any reduced word w P RWpwq, n P supp w but n ´ 1 R supp w. 24

Let i ě 0 be such that it maximizes I_ipu, vq ´ i and let k “ ℓpuq ` ℓpvq. We apply the operator p∇ ´ pn ´ 1qξq^{k´pi´nq´1} to both sides of (15), and by Theorem 4.23, this yields

(26) p∇´pn´1qξq^{k´pi´nq´1}pŜchpuqŜchpvqq ” p∇´pn´1qξq^{k´pi´nq´1} ~ ÿ w ÐÝ c^w_{u,v}Ŝchpwq ¸ . Both sides of (26) can be computed directly via the definitions in (18), and we obtain:

(27) ÿ

pPŜchpuqŜchpvq

π_{n´1}pp_{1,k´pi´nq´1}qp_{k´pi´nq,k} ” ÿ w ÐÝ c^w_{u,v} ÿ wPRWpwq π_{n´1}pw_{1,k´pi´nq´1}qw_{k´pi´nq,k}, where π_cpqq “ pvalpq_1q ´ cqpvalpq_2q ´ cq . . . pvalpq_{ℓpqq}q ´ cq P Z.

This equation is the essential step of our proof. Note that on the left side of (27),

π_{n´1}pp_{1,k´pi´nq´1}q ą 0 for all p P ŜchpuqŜchpvq because p_j ě 1 and n ă 1, so p_j ´ pn ´ 1q ě 2 for all j. So, the left side of (27) is in NrZ^˚s.

By (2), I_ipu, vq ´ i “ BSpu, vq ą 0, so I_ipu, vq ‰ 0, and we can find p P ŜchpuqŜchpvq with I_ippq “ I_ipu, vq ‰ 0. p satisfies the hypotheses to apply Proposition 5.16(b), and I_ippq ‰ 0 so mppq_{k´pIppq´1q,k} “ IncSufpmppqq “ pi ´ pIppq ´ 1q, i ´ pIppq ´ 1q ` 1, . . . , iq.

In particular, i ´ n ď i ´ p1 ´ BSpu, vqq “ I_ippq ´ 1, so mpp_{k´pi´nq,k}q “ pi ´ pi ´ nq, i ´ pi ´ nq ` 1, . . . , iq “ pn, n ` 1, . . . , iq. Applying the operator T_{pn,n`1,...,iq} from (16) to the left side of (27) gives a positive integer, so the same must be true for the right side. This means that there must exist some w with ÐÝ c^w_{u,v} ‰ 0 and some w P RWpwq with π_{n´1}pw_{1,k´pi´nq´1}q ‰ 0 and mpw_{k´pi´nq,k}q “ pn, n ` 1, . . . , iq. By Proposition 5.5, IncSufpwq “ IncSufpmpwqq, so w_{k´pi´nq,k} “ mpw_{k´pi´nq,k}q “ pn, n ` 1, . . . , iq, so n P supp w and n ´ 1 R supp w_{k´pi´nq,k}. Then π_{n´1}pw_{1,k´pi´nq´1}q ‰ 0, so n ´ 1 R supp w_{1,k´pi´nq´1}, as desired. □

Recalling the definition of V_kpu, vq from the introduction, the previous lemma shows that for all 0 ď k ď BSpu, vq, V_kpu, vqzV_{k`1}pu, vq is nonempty, so Stpu, vq “ BSpu, vq. This proves part (a) of Conjecture 1.2, and therefore Theorem 1.3.

6. Forward Stabilization

6.1. Conjugation by w_0. In this section, we prove our second main result, Theorem 1.6. We start by considering a duality for Schubert structure constants.

Let flip : Z Ñ Z be the involution i ÞÑ 1 ´ i. Denote ι : S_Z Ñ S_Z to be conjugation by the flip map, ιpwq “ flip ¨ w ¨ flip where multiplication is function composition. ι is an involution on S_Z, and satisfies ιpuvq “ ιpuqιpvq. For all i, ιps_iq “ s_{´i}, so if w “ s_{i1} . . . s_{ik} then ιpwq “ s_{´i1} . . . s_{´ik} , and if i_1 . . . i_k P RWpwq then ´i_1 . . . ´ i_k P RWpιpwqq.

Let w_0 :“ w^{pnq}_0 denote the longest element of S_n, and we suppress the superscript when n is clear. We have (28) w_0ww_0 “ γ^nιpwq “ ιγ^{´n}pwq P S_n, for all w P S_n.

The following geometric fact is well-known to experts (see e.g. [13]). 25

Lemma 6.1. For all u, v, w P S_n, c^w_{u,v} “ c^{w0ww0}_{w0uw0,w0vw0} .

Corollary 6.2. For all u, v, w P S_Z, ÐÝ c^w_{u,v} “ ÐÝÝÝÝ c^{ιpwq}_{ιpuq,ιpvq}. Proof. Fix k and n large enough such that γ^kpuq, γ^kpvq, γ^kpwq P S_n. Then, ÐÝ c^w_{u,v} “ c^{γk pwq}_{γk puq,γkpvq} “ c^{w0γk pwqw0} w_0γ^k puqw_0,w_0γ^kpvqw_0 “ c ιγ^{k´n}pwq ιγ^{k´n}puq,ιγ^{k´n}pvq “ c γ^{n´k}ιpwq γ^{n´k}ιpuq,γ^{n´k} ιpvq “ ÐÝÝÝÝ c^{ιpwq}_{ιpuq,ιpvq}, where we have used (28), Lemma 6.1, and the definition of the back-stable structure constants. □

It will be productive to work with a variant of the back-stabilization number, where negative numbers are allowed. For any w P S_Z, let ĂBSpwq be the least integer k such that γ^kpwq P S_{Z`}, and for any u, v P S_Z, let

(29) ĂBSpu, vq “ max w| ÐÝ c^w_{u,v}‰0 ĂBSpwq “ min ! k ˇ ˇ ˇ γ^kpwq P SZ_` for all w P SZ with ÐÝ c^w_{u,v} ‰ 0 ) . For any u, v P S_{Z`}, w P S_Z,

BSpwq “ max ´ ĂBSpwq, 0 ¯ , BSpu, vq “ max ´ ĂBSpu, vq, 0 ¯ , and for any reduced word w P RWpwq, ĂBSpwq “ 1 ´ minpsupp wq.

Similarly let ĂFSpwq be the least integer k such that γ^{´k}pwq P S_{´N} , where ´N is the set of nonpositive integers. For any reduced word w P RWpwq, ĂFSpwq “ 1 ` maxpsupp wq, and we have ĂFSpwq “ ĂBSpιwq. If w P S_{Z`}, ĂFSpwq “ FSpwq.

For any u, v P S_Z, let

(30) ĂFSpu, vq “ max w| ÐÝ c^w_{u,v}‰0 ĂFSpwq “ min ! k ˇ ˇ γ_{´k}pwq P S_{´N} for all w P S_Z with ÐÝc_{wu,v} ‰ 0) .

Proposition 6.3. Let u, v P S_Z, and let a “ maxp ĂBSpuq, ĂBSpvqq. Then, (a) ĂFSpu, vq “ ĂBSpιu, ιvq (b) ĂBSpu, vq “ max_{iě´a}pλ_ipuq ` λ_ipvq ´ iq (c) max_{iě´a}pI_ipu, vq ´ iq “ max_{iě´a}pλ_ipuq ` λ_ipvq ´ iq (d) Let i ě ´a be such I_ipu, vq ´ i attains its maximum. Let p P ŜchpuqŜchpvq with I_ippq “ I_ipu, vq. Then, either IncSuf_ipmppqq “ H or IncSuf_ipmppqq “ pi ´ Ippq` 1, i ´ Ippq ` 2, . . . , iq. Proof.

(a) This follows from Corollary 6.2 and the fact that ĂFSpwq “ ĂBSpιwq. (b) Up to a shift, this is just (2). We have γ^apuq, γ^apvq P S_{Z`}, and ĂBSpu, vq “ a ` BSpγ^apuq, γ^apvqq

“ a ` max_{iě0} pλ_ipγ^apuqq ` λ_ipγ^apvqq ´ iq

“ max_{iě´a}pλ_ipuq ` λ_ipvq ´ iq.

(c) and (d) follow from applying γ^{´a} to Proposition 5.16 □

This brings us to the first main result of the section, a formula for ĂFSpu, vq. We start by defining the dual Lehmer code of a permutation. 26

Definition 6.4. The dual Lehmer code is the doubly-infinite sequence dualcodepwq “ p. . . , d_{´1}, d_0, d_1, . . .q, where d_i :“ dualcodepwq_i “ |tj P Z | j ă i, wpjq ą wpiqu|, and let Θ_ipwq “ # 1 if dualcodepwq_i ą 0, 0 otherwise,

Λ_ipwq “ ÿ jěi Θ_jpwq.

We have (31) dualcodepwq_i “ codepw^{´1}q_{wpiq} “ codepιwq_{1´i}, Λ_ipwq “ λ_{1´i}pιwq. Example 6.5. Let w “ 2431; then w^{´1} “ 4132, and codepwq “ p1, 2, 1, 0q, codepw^{´1}q “ p3, 0, 1, 0q, dualcodepwq “ p0, 0, 1, 3q, dualcodepw^{´1}q “ p0, 1, 1, 2q.

Applying ι (and shifting for convenience), γ^4pιwq “ 4213 and γ^4pιw^{´1}q “ 3241, and codepγ^4pιwqq “ p3, 1, 0, 0q, codepγ^4pιw^{´1}qq “ p2, 1, 1, 0q, dualcodepγ^4pιwqq “ p0, 1, 2, 1q, dualcodepγ^4pιw^{´1}qq “ p0, 1, 0, 3q.

Corollary 6.6.

(32) ĂFSpu, vq “ max

iď1`maxp ĂFSpuq, ĂFSpvqq

pΛ_ipuq ` Λ_ipvq ` i ´ 1q.

Proof. Combining (31) and both parts of Proposition 6.3, we have ĂFSpu, vq “ max

iě´ maxp ĂBSpιuq, ĂBSpιvqq pλ_ipιuq ` λ_ipιvq ´ iq “ max

iě´ maxp ĂFSpuq, ĂFSpvqq

pΛ_{1´i}puq ` Λ_{1´i}pvq ´ iq

“ max

iď1`maxp ĂFSpuq, ĂFSpvqq

pΛ_ipuq ` Λ_ipvq ` i ´ 1q,

as desired. □ 6.2. Proof of Theorem 1.6. Recall that for w P S_{Z`}, FSpwq “ ĂFSpwq, so the right sides of (32) and (4) are the same. Therefore, Theorem 1.6 is a direct consequence of Corollary 6.6 and the following lemma:

Lemma 6.7. For all u, v P S_{Z`}, FSpu, vq “ ĂFSpu, vq. Proof. One inequality holds by definition: FSpu, vq “ max_{w|cwu,v‰0} ĂFSpwq ď max w| ÐÝ c^w_{u,v}‰0 ĂFSpwq “ ĂFSpu, vq.

For the other direction, we will consider the Schubert product S_{ιw}S_{ιv}, and show that there exists some w P S_Z with ÐÝÝ c^w_{ιu,ιv} ‰ 0, such that ĂFSpwq ď 0 and ĂBSpwq “ ĂBSpιu, ιvq.

Then the permutation ιw is an element of S_{Z`} and satisfies c^{ιw}_{u,v} ‰ 0, ĂFSpιwq “ ĂFSpu, vq, and therefore, FSpu, vq ě ĂFSpιwq “ ĂFSpu, vq.

To find such a permutation, we use a similar approach to Lemma 5.20. Let k “ ℓpuq` ℓpvq “ ℓpιuq ` ℓpιvq and a “ maxp ĂBSpuq, ĂBSpvqq. Fix i ě ´a and p P ŜchpιuqŜchpιvq such that I_ippq ´ i is maximal; by Proposition 6.3(b,c), I_ippq ´ i “ ĂBSpιu, ιvq. The 27

maximality of I_ippq ´ i ensures that either IncSuf_ippq “ H or the last character of p has value i. In the former case, i “ ´j, so ĂBSpιu, ιvq “ maxp ĂBSpιuq, ĂBSpιvqq, so ĂFSpu, vq “ maxpĂFSpuq, ĂFSpvqq. Since (non-back-stable) Schubert expansions are nonempty, and by DC-triviality, FSpu, vq ě ĂFSpuq, ĂFSpvq, so the lemma holds in this case. Thus, we can assume we are in the latter case, and so i ă 0 since ιu, ιv P S_{´N} .

Recall by (15) that ŜchpuqŜchpvq ” ř w ÐÝ c^w_{u,v}Ŝchpwq. By Theorem 4.23 and Corollary 6.2, ∇^{k´Ippq} ´ ŜchpιuqŜchpιvq ¯ ” ∇^{k´Ippq} ~ ÿ w ÐÝ c^w_{u,v}Ŝchpιwq ¸ . Applying the definition of ∇,

(33) ÿ qPŜchpιuqŜchpιvq πpq_{1,k´Ippq}qq_{k´Ippq`1,k} ” ÿ w ÐÝ c^w_{u,v} ÿ wPRWpιwq πpw_{1,k´Ippq}qw_{k´Ippq`1,k}, where for any q, πpqq “ valpq_1qvalpq_2q ¨ . . . ¨ valpq_{ℓpqq}q P Z.

p satisfies the hypotheses to apply Proposition 6.3(d), and I_ippq ‰ 0 so mppq_{k´pIppq´1q,k} “ IncSufpmppqq “ pi ´ pIppq ´ 1q, . . . , i ´ 1, iq “ p´ ĂBSpιu, ιvq ` 1, . . . , i ´ 1, iq. Note that for any q P ŜchpιuqŜchpιvq, valpq_jq ă 0, so the sign of every term on the left side of (33) is p´1q^{k´Ippq}, and since this sign is independent of q, there is no cancellation. p is in this summation, so T_{p´ ĂBSpιu,ιvq`1,...,i´1,iq} of the left hand side of (33) is nonzero, and the same must be true for the right hand side.

This means that there must exist some w P S_Z with ÐÝ c^w_{u,v} ‰ 0 and some w P RWpιwq with πpw_{1,k´Ippq}q ‰ 0 and mpw_{k´Ippq`1,k}q “ p´ ĂBSpιu, ιvq ` 1, . . . , i ´ 1, iq. By Proposition 5.5, IncSufpwq “ IncSufpmpwqq, so w_{k´Ippq`1,k} “ mpw_{k´Ippq`1,k}q “ p´ ĂBSpιu, ιvq` 1, . . . , i ´ 1, iq, so 0 R supp w since it doesn’t appear in either w_{1,k´Ippq} or w_{k´Ippq`1,k}.

Since 0 R supp w, we can also conclude that j R supp w for any j ą 0. If there were some positive j P supp w, we could use the Coxeter relations to move j to the end fo the word and obtain some w^1 P RWpwq ending in j. This would mean w has a descent at j, which contradicts Lemma 5.1.

Therefore, ĂFSpwq ď 0, and since 1 ´ ĂBSpιu, ιvq P supp w, ĂBSpwq “ ĂBSpιu, ιvq, and w is the desired permutation. □

7. Down-up connectedness

Let t_{a,b} be the permutation written in cycle notation as pa bq. Permutations w, w^1 P S_Z are said to be connected by a down-up Bruhat move, denoted w—w^1, if for some a, b, c, d P Z, wt_{a,b}t_{c,d} “ w^1 with ℓpwq “ ℓpwt_{a,b}q ` 1 “ ℓpwt_{a,b}t_{c,d}q. It can be seen that this relation is symmetric but not transitive. A set of permutations S is said to be down-up Bruhat connected if for all s, t P S, there exist some a_1, . . . , a_n P S such that s—a_1— . . . —a_n—t.

Conjecture 7.1. For any u, v P S_Z, tw | ÐÝ c^w_{u,v} ‰ 0u is down-up Bruhat connected.

Conjecture 7.2. For any u, v P S_{Z`}, tw | c^w_{u,v} ‰ 0u is down-up Bruhat connected.

Permutations w, w^1 P S_Z are said to be connected by a down-up Monk move, denoted w^M—w^1, if there is a down-up Bruhat move wt_{a,b}t_{c,d} “ w^1 such that either a ď c ă b ď d or c ď a ă d ď b. Equivalently, w, w^1 are said to be connected by a down-up Monk move 28

if there exists some u P S_Z and some i P Z such that ÐÝÝ c^w_{u,si} ‰ 0 and ÐÝÝ c^{w1}_{u,si} ‰ 0. The fact that these two conditions are equivalent follows from Monk’s rule [18]. A set of permutations S is said to be down-up Monk connected if for all s, t P S, there exist some a_1, . . . , a_n P S such that s^M—a_1^M— . . .^M—a_n^M—t.

Conjecture 7.3. For any u, v P S_Z, tw | ÐÝ c^w_{u,v} ‰ 0u is down-up Monk connected.

Conjecture 7.4. For any u, v P S_{Z`}, tw | c^w_{u,v} ‰ 0u is down-up Monk connected.

If Conjecture 7.3 is true, then there is a simple proof that BSpu, vq “ Stpu, vq.

Lemma 7.5. Given w^M—w^1, | BSpwq ´ BSpw^1q| ď 1.

Proof. Given u and i such that ÐÝÝ c^w_{u,si} ‰ 0 and ÐÝÝ c^{w1}_{u,si} ‰ 0, it suffices to show that BSpwq, BSpw^1q P tmaxpBSpuq, 1 ´ iq, 1 ` maxpBSpuq, 1 ´ iqu. ÐÝÝ c^w_{u,si} ‰ 0 implies that u ă w in the Bruhat order, so any reduced word of u is a subword of a reduced word for w. Similarly, s_i ă w. So, maxpBSpuq, 1 ´ iq ď BSpwq.

Let x be the minimum entry in any reduced word for u (equivalently, the minimum index such that θ_xpuq “ 1). Let y “ minpx, iq. For any z ă y ´ 1, assume θ_zpwq “ 1. If θ_{z`1}pwq “ 0, then w has a descent at z but u and s_i don’t which contradicts DC-triviality (Lemma 5.1). If θ_{z`1}pwq ‰ 0, then pick w P RWpwq. z P w, z ` 1 P w, and a reduced word for u is a subword of w. So ℓpwq “ ℓpwq ě 2 ` ℓpuq which is a contradiction. So, for all z ă y ´ 1, θ_zpwq “ 0. This implies that BSpwq ď 1 ´ py ´ 1q “ 1 ` p1 ´ minpx, iqq ď 1 ` maxpBSpuq, 1 ´ iq.

The same reasoning shows that maxpBSpuq, 1´iq ď BSpw^1q ď 1`maxpBSpuq, 1´iq. □

Proposition 7.6. Conjecture 7.3 implies BSpu, vq “ Stpu, vq for all u, v P S_{Z`}.

Proof. Let w be a permutation such that ÐÝ c^w_{u,v} ‰ 0 and BSpwq “ BSpu, vq. Let w^1 be a

permutation such that BSpw^1q “ 0 and ÐÝ c^{w1}_{u,v} ‰ 0. By down-up Monk connectedness, we

can find a_1, . . . , a_n P tw | ÐÝ c^w_{u,v} ‰ 0u such that w^M—a_1^M— . . .^M—a_n^M—w^1. Then we have a list of permutations where the distance in back-stabilization number between adjacent permutations is at most 1, so in this list we must have a permutation with back-stabilization number i for all BSpu, vq “ BSpwq ď i ď BSpw^1q “ 0, so BSpu, vq “ Stpu, vq. □

Remark 7.7. Conjectures 7.1, 7.2, 7.3, and 7.4 are partially ordered in terms of strength with 7.4 ùñ 7.3 ùñ 7.1 and 7.4 ùñ 7.2 ùñ 7.1. Two of these implications are because down-up Monk connectedness is a stricter condition that down-up connectedness. The other two are because applying γ preserves down-up (Monk) connectedness, so if the non-back-stable structure constants are down-up (Monk) connected, we can apply appropriate shifting to show that the back-stable structure constants are down-up (Monk) connected.

8. Back-stable key polynomials

Key polynomials, also known as Demazure characters, are indexed by positive compositions, finite sequences α “ pα_1, α_2, . . .q of nonnegative integers, and are denoted κ_α. α is said to have α_i parts of size i, and the word “positive” in our terminology refers to the fact that all parts of α are positive.

Key polynomials were originally studied by Demazure [6] in geometric contexts, and later more combinatorially by Lascoux and Schützenberger. 29

Let α be a positive composition, and let λ be the partition formed by reordering of the parts of α. Let upαq be the shortest-length permutation such that α “ upαqλ, where the action is by permutation of parts.

Then the Demazure character is given by:

κ_α “ π_{upαq}x^λ, x^λ “ x^{λ1}_1 x^{λ2}_2 ¨ ¨ ¨ ,

where π_{si1 ¨¨¨sin} “ π_{i1} ¨ ¨ ¨ π_{in} , and π_i is the isobaric divided-difference operator

π_i “

1 ´ s_i x_i ´ x_{i`1} x_i. This definition does not lend itself to back-stabilization: the unit shift γ adds a leading 0 to α, so upαq ă upγpαqq, and iterating γ causes u to grow without bound.

Instead, we use an alternate formula for key polynomials due to Reiner and Shimozono [22]. The nilplactic equivalence relation on words, denoted with ‚„, is the symmetric transitive closure of

(34) a ˝ pi, i ` 1, iq ˝ b ‚„ a ˝ pi ` 1, i, i ` 1q ˝ b, a ˝ px, z, yq ˝ b ‚„ a ˝ px, y, zq ˝ b, a ˝ py, x, zq ˝ b ‚„ a ˝ py, z, xq ˝ b A column strict tableau is a filling of a Ferrers diagram with integers which is weakly increasing in each row and strictly increasing down each column. A positive column strict tableau is defined similarly, with the extra the constraint that the integers must be positive. The column reading word of the column strict tableau T is columnpT q “ v_1 ˝ v_2 ˝ . . . ˝ v_j where v_j is the column word (strictly decreasing word) comprising the jth column of T . The row reading word of T , rowpT q “ v_1 ˝ v_2 ˝ . . . ˝ v_j , is the row word (strictly increasing word) comprising the jth row of T . The content of T is the composition contentpT q such that contentpT q_i is the number of occurrences of the letter i in T . Note that contentpT q is a positive composition if and only if the entries of T are positive.

Define row insertion of the word v “ pv_1, v_2, ¨ ¨ ¨ , v_nq into the column strict tableau T as follows. Let P_k denote the unique column strict tableau such that

rowpP_kq ‚„ rowpT q ˝ v_{1,k},

for 0 ď k ď n (where P_0 “ T ). Then write pT Ð vq “ P_n.

Let v be a word. Consider the column word factorization of v, i.e., writing

v “ v_1 ˝ v_2 ˝ ¨ ¨ ¨ ,

where each v_i is a maximal column word. Define the column form of v to be the positive composition with colformpvq_i “ ℓpv_iq. Let p∅ Ð vq “ P . Say that v is a column-frank word if colformpvq is a rearrangement of the nonzero parts of λ^1, where λ is the shape of P and λ^1 denotes the conjugate shape of λ.

Let P be a column strict tableau of shape λ. The left nil key of P , denoted K^‚_´pP q is the key of shape λ whose jth column is given by the first column of any column-frank word v such that v ‚„P and colform( v ) is of the form pλ^1_j , . . .q. One can show that K^‚_´pP q is well defined. 30

Reiner and Shimozono showed that [22, Theorem 5]

(35) κ_α “ ÿ revpaq‚„P

F_a

Where P is any positive column strict tableaux with a reduced column reading word and which satisfies contentpK^‚_´pP qq “ α.

The right side of this formula back-stabilizes by replacing F_a with ÐÝ F_a, leading naturally to the following definition for back-stable key polynomials. (We thank Vic Reiner for suggesting this definition).

We now relax our definitions of composition and column strict tableaux, so that they may have nonpositive parts. Otherwise, all definitions above are unchanged. We define.

Definition 8.1. The back-stable key polynomial for composition α is

(36) ÐÝκ_α “ ÿ revpaq‚„P ÐÝ F_a,

Where P is any column strict tableaux with a reduced column reading word and which satisfies contentpK^‚_´pP qq “ α.

If α has nonpositive parts, repeated shifts γ^k results in a positive composition. For large enough k, we have:

(37) γ^kpÐÝκ_αq|_{¨¨¨“x´2“x´1“x0“0} “ κ_γk_{pαq}.

Proposition 8.2. ÐÝκ_α is back-symmetric.

Proof. This follows from the fact that the stable limits of key polynomials are Schur functions (see e.g. [2, Corollary 4.9]). □

Proposition 8.3. Back-stable key polynomials form a basis for ÐÝR .

Proof. Linear independence follows from the linear independence of the κ_α since if α is a positive composition, ÐÝκ_α ÞÑ κ_α under the specialization ¨ ¨ ¨ “ x_{´2} “ x_{´1} “ x_0 “ 0. If a composition in the linear combination is not positive, apply (37).

The ÐÝκ_α span ÐÝ R since the back-stable Schubert polynomials ÐÝ S_w span ÐÝ R and ÐÝ S_w “ ÿ α ÐÝκ_α,

where the sum is over all compositions α such that there exists a P RWpwq with revpaq ‚„keypαq. □

Remark 8.4. The expansion formula for back-stable Schuberts into back-stable keys is the same as in the non-back-stable case, since both families have the same expansions in terms of slide polynomials.

Finally, we conjecture a formula for the action of ξ on ÐÝκ_α. Given some composition α, let ηpαq “ ti | Ej ă i, α_j “ α_iu. Let δ_i be the composition be composition which is 1 at index i and 0 everywhere else. Define composition addition and subtraction componentwise.

Conjecture 8.5. For any composition α,

ξpÐÝκ_αq “ ÿ iPηpαq ÐÝκ_{α´δi} This conjecture holds for Schur polynomials (i.e. the case where α is a reverse partition). We have checked that it holds for all compositions of size at most 6. 31

References

[1] S. Assaf and D. Searles, Schubert polynomials, slide polynomials, Stanley symmetric functions and quasi-Yamanouchi pipe dreams, Adv. Math., 306 (2017), pp. 89–122.

[2] , Kohnert tableaux and a lifting of quasi-Schur functions, J. Combin. Theory Ser. A, 156 (2018), pp. 85–118.

[3] S. Billey and M. Haiman, Schubert polynomials for the classical groups, J. Amer. Math. Soc., 8 (1995), pp. 443–482.

[4] S. C. Billey, W. Jockusch, and R. P. Stanley, Some combinatorial properties of Schubert polynomials, J. Algebraic Combin., 2 (1993), pp. 345–374.

[5] A. Björner and F. Brenti, Combinatorics of Coxeter groups, vol. 231 of Graduate Texts in Mathematics, Springer, New York, 2005.

[6] M. Demazure, Une nouvelle formule des caractères, Bull. Sci. Math. (2), 98 (1974), pp. 163–172. [7] S. Eilenberg and S. Mac Lane, On the groups HpΠ, nq. I, Ann. of Math. (2), 58 (1953), pp. 55– 106.

[8] W. Fulton, Young tableaux, vol. 35 of London Mathematical Society Student Texts, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1997. With applications to representation theory and geometry.

[9] I. M. Gessel, Multipartite P -partitions and inner products of skew Schur functions, in Combinatorics and algebra (Boulder, Colo., 1983), vol. 34 of Contemp. Math., Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1984, pp. 289–317.

[10] Z. Hamaker, O. Pechenik, D. E. Speyer, and A. Weigandt, Derivatives of Schubert polynomials and proof of a determinant conjecture of Stanley, Algebr. Comb., 3 (2020), pp. 301–307.

[11] A. Hardt and D. Wallach, Stability of products of double Grothendieck polynomials, 2025. [12] A. Knutson, Descent-cycling in Schubert calculus, Experiment. Math., 10 (2001), pp. 345–353. [13] A. Knutson and A. Yong, A formula for K-theory truncation Schubert calculus, Int. Math. Res.

Not., (2004), pp. 3741–3756.

[14] T. Lam, S. J. Lee, and M. Shimozono, Back stable Schubert calculus, Compos. Math., 157 (2021), pp. 883–962.

[15] A. Lascoux and M.-P. Schützenberger, Polynômes de Schubert, C. R. Acad. Sci. Paris Sér. I Math., 294 (1982), pp. 447–450.

[16] N. Li, A canonical expansion of the product of two Stanley symmetric functions, J. Algebraic Combin., 39 (2014), pp. 833–851.

[17] I. G. Macdonald, Symmetric functions and Hall polynomials, Oxford Mathematical Monographs, The Clarendon Press, Oxford University Press, New York, second ed., 1995. With contributions by A. Zelevinsky, Oxford Science Publications.

[18] D. Monk, The geometry of flag manifolds, Proc. London Math. Soc. (3), 9 (1959), pp. 253–286. [19] P. Nadeau and V. Tewari, P -partitions with flags and back stable quasisymmetric functions, Comb. Theory, 4 (2024), pp. Paper No. 4, 22.

[20] G. Nenashev, Differential operators on Schur and Schubert polynomials, 2020. arXiv:2005.08329. [21] A. Okounkov, SLp2q and z-measures, in Random matrix models and their applications, vol. 40 of Math. Sci. Res. Inst. Publ., Cambridge Univ. Press, Cambridge, 2001, pp. 407–420.

[22] V. Reiner and M. Shimozono, Key polynomials and a flagged Littlewood-Richardson rule, J.

Combin. Theory Ser. A, 70 (1995), pp. 107–143.

[23] K. T. B. Sjoblom, Some Results Related to the Slide Decomposition of Schubert Polynomials, PhD thesis, Cornell University, 2024.

[24] A. St. Dizier and A. Yong, Generalized permutahedra and Schubert calculus, Arnold Math. J., 8 (2022), pp. 517–533.

[25] R. P. Stanley, Some Schubert shenanigans, 2017. arXiv:1704.00851.

(A. Hardt) Department of Mathematics, University of Illinois Urbana-Champaign, Urbana, IL 61801

Email address: ahardt@illinois.edu URL: https://andyhardt.github.io/

(D. Wallach) Department of Mathematics, University of Illinois Urbana-Champaign, Urbana, IL 61801

Email address: davidrw3@illinois.edu 32