arXiv:1108.4958v1 [math.CO] 24 Aug 2011

QUANTUM DOUBLE SCHUBERT POLYNOMIALS REPRESENT SCHUBERT CLASSES

THOMAS LAM AND MARK SHIMOZONO

Abstract. The quantum double Schubert polynomials studied by Kirillov and Maeno, and by Ciocan-Fontanine and Fulton, are shown to represent Schubert classes in Kim’s presentation of the equivariant quantum cohomology of the flag variety. We define parabolic analogues of quantum double Schubert polynomials, and show that they represent Schubert classes in the equivariant quantum cohomology of partial flag varieties. For complete flags Anderson and Chen [AC] have announced a proof with different methods.

1. Introduction

Let H^∗(Fl), H^T (Fl), QH^∗(Fl), and QH^T (Fl) be the ordinary, T -equivariant, quantum, and T -equivariant quantum cohomology rings of the variety Fl = Fl_n of complete flags in C^n where T is the maximal torus of GL_n. All cohomologies are with Z coefficients. The flag variety Fl_n has a stratification by Schubert varieties X_w, labeled by permutations w ∈ S_n, which gives rise to Schubert bases for each of these rings.

This paper is concerned with the problem of finding polynomial representatives for the Schubert bases in a ring presentation of these (quantum) cohomology rings. These ring presentations are due to Borel [Bo] in the classical case, and Ciocan-Fontanine [Cio], Givental and Kim [GK] and Kim [Kim] in the quantum case. This is a basic problem in classical and quantum Schubert calculus.

This problem has been solved in the first three cases: the Schubert polynomials are known to represent Schubert classes in H^∗(Fl_n) by work of Bernstein, Gelfand, and Gelfand [BGG] and Lascoux and Schützenberger [LS]; the double Schubert polynomials, also due to Lascoux and Schützenberger, represent Schubert classes in H^T (Fl_n) (see for example [Bi]); and the quantum Schubert polynomials of Fomin, Gelfand, and Postnikov [FGP] represent Schubert classes in QH^∗(Fl). These polynomials are the subject of much research by combinatorialists and geometers and we refer the reader to these references for a complete discussion of these ideas. Our first main result (Theorem 5) is that the quantum double Schubert polynomials of [KM, CF] represent equivariant quantum Schubert classes in QH^T (Fl). Anderson and Chen [AC] have announced a proof of this result using the geometry of Quot schemes.

Now let SL_n/P be a partial flag variety, where P denotes a parabolic subgroup of SL_n. In non-quantum Schubert calculus, the functorality of (equivariant) cohomology implies that the (double) Schubert polynomials labeled by minimal length coset representatives again represent Schubert classes in H^∗(SL_n/P ) or H^T (SL_n/P ). This is not the case in quantum cohomology. Ciocan-Fontanine [Cio2] solved the corresponding problem in QH^∗(SL_n/P ), extending Fomin, Gelfand, and Postnikov’s work to the parabolic case. Here we introduce the parabolic quantum double Schubert polynomials. We show that these polynomials represent Schubert classes in the torus-equivariant quantum cohomology QH^T (SL_n/P ) of a partial flag variety. Earlier, Mihalcea

T.L. was supported by NSF grant DMS-0901111, and by a Sloan Fellowship. M.S. was supported by NSF DMS-0652641 and DMS-0652648. 1

[Mi2] had found polynomial representatives for the Schubert basis in the special case of the equivariant quantum cohomology of the Grassmannian.

Acknowledgements. We thank Linda Chen for communicating to us her joint work with Anderson [AC].

2. The (quantum) cohomology rings of flag manifolds

2.1. Presentations. Let x = (x_1, . . . , x_n), a = (a_1, . . . , a_n), and q = (q_1, . . . , q_{n−1}) be indeterminates. We work in the graded polynomial ring Z[x; q; a] with deg(x_i) = deg(a_i) = 1 and deg(q_i) = 2. Let S = Z[a] be identified with H^T (pt) and let e_j (a_1, . . . , a_n) be the elementary symmetric polynomial. Let C_n be the tridiagonal n × n matrix with entries x_i on the diagonal, −1 on the superdiagonal, and q_i on the subdiagonal. Define the polynomials E^n_j ∈ Z[x; q] by

det(C_n − t Id) = n∑ j=0 (−t)^{n−j} E^n_j . Let J (resp. J^a, J^q, J^{qa}) be the ideal in Z[x] (resp. S[x], Z[x; q], S[x; q]) generated by the elements e_j (x) (resp. e_j (x) − e_j (a); E^n_j ; E^n_j − e_j (a)) for 1 ≤ j ≤ n; in all cases the j-th generator is homogeneous of degree j. We have H^∗(Fl) ∼= Z[x]/J (1) H^T (Fl) ∼= S[x]/J^a (2) QH^∗(Fl) ∼= Z[x; q]/J^q (3) QH^T (Fl) ∼= S[x; q]/J^{qa}. (4) as algebras over Z, S, Z[q], and S[q] respectively. The presentation of H^∗(Fl) is a classical result due to Borel. The presentations of QH^∗(Fl) and QH^T (Fl) are due to Ciocan-Fontanine [Cio], Givental and Kim [GK] and Kim [Kim].

2.2. Schubert bases. Let X_w = B_−wB/B ⊂ Fl be the opposite Schubert variety, where w ∈ W = S_n is a permutation, B ⊂ SL_n is the upper triangular Borel and B_− the opposite Borel. The ring H^∗(Fl) (resp. H^T (Fl)) has a basis over Z (resp. S) denoted [X_w] (resp. [X_w]_T ) associated with the Schubert varieties.

Given three elements u, v, w ∈ W and an element of the coroot lattice β ∈ Q^∨ one may define a genus zero Gromov-Witten invariant c^w_{uv}(β) ∈ Z_{≥0} (see [GK, Kim]) and an associative ring QH^∗(Fl) with Z[q]-basis {σ^w | w ∈ W } (called the quantum Schubert basis) such that

σ^uσ^v = ∑ w,β q_β c^w_{uv}(β)σ^w where q_β = ∏_{n−1} i=1 q^{ki}_i where β = ∑_{n−1} i=1 k_iα^∨_i for k_i ∈ Z. Similarly there is a basis of a ring QH^T (Fl) with S[q]-basis given by the equivariant quantum Schubert classes σ^w_T , defined using equivariant Gromov-Witten invariants, which are elements of S.

We shall use the following characterization of QH^T (Fl) and its Schubert basis {σ^w_T | w ∈ W } due to Mihalcea [Mi]. Let Φ^+ be the set of positive roots and ρ the half sum of positive roots. For w ∈ W define A_w = {α ∈ Φ^+ | ws_α ⋗ w} B_w = {α ∈ Φ^+ | ℓ(ws_α) = ℓ(w) + 1 − ⟨α^∨ , 2ρ⟩}. Let ω_i(a) = a_1 + · · · + a_i ∈ S be the fundamental weight. We write A^n_w and B^n_w to emphasize that the computation pertains to Fl = SL_n/B.

Theorem 1. [Mi, Corollary 8.2] For w ∈ S_n and 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1 a Dynkin node, the equivariant quantum Schubert classes σ^w_T satisfy the equivariant quantum Chevalley-Monk formula

σ^{si}_T σ^w_T = (−ω_i(a) + w · ω_i(a)) + ∑ α∈A^n_w ⟨α^∨ , ω_i⟩σ^{wsα}_T + ∑ α∈B^n_w q_α∨ ⟨α^∨ , ω_i⟩σ^{wsα}_T . (5) Moreover these structure constants determine the Schubert basis {σ^w_T | w ∈ S_n} and the ring QH^T (SL_n/B) up to isomorphism as Z[q_1, . . . , q_{n−1}; a_1, . . . , a_n]-algebras.

3. Quantum double Schubert polynomials

Now we work with infinite sets of variables x = (x_1, x_2, . . . ), q = (q_1, q_2, . . . ), and a = (a_1, a_2, . . . ).

3.1. Various Schubert polynomials. Let ∂^a_i = α^{−1}_i (1−s^a_i ) be the divided difference operator, where α_i = a_i − a_{i+1} and s^a_i is the operator that exchanges a_i and a_{i+1}. Since the operators ∂_i = ∂^a_i satisfy the braid relations one may define ∂_w = ∂_{i1} · · · ∂_{iℓ} where w = s_{i1} · · · s_{iℓ} is a reduced decomposition. For w ∈ S_n define the double Schubert polynomial S_w(x; a) [LS] and the quantum double Schubert polynomial S̃_w(x; a) ∈ S[x; q] [KM, CF] by

S_w(x; a) = (−1)^{ℓ(ww(n)0 )}∂^a_{ww(n)0} n−1∏ i=1 i∏ j=1 (x_j − a_{n−i}) (6)

S̃_w(x; a) = (−1)^{ℓ(ww(n)}0^)∂^a_{ww(n)0}^{n−1} ∏ i=1 det(C_i − a_{n−i}Id) (7) where w^{(n)}_0 ∈ S_n is the longest element.^1 Note that it is equivalent to define S_w(x; a) by setting the q_i variables to zero in S̃_w(x; a).

Let S_∞ = ⋃ n≥1 S_n be the infinite symmetric group under the embeddings i_n : S_n → S_{n+1} that add a fixed point at the end of a permutation. Due to the stability property [KM] S̃_{in(w)}(x; a) = S̃_w(x; a) for w ∈ S_n, the quantum double Schubert polynomials S̃_w(x; a) are well-defined for w ∈ S_∞. Similarly, S_w(x; a) is well-defined for w ∈ S_∞.

For w ∈ S_∞, define the (resp. quantum) Schubert polynomial S_w(x) = S_w(x; 0) (resp. S̃_w(x) = S̃_w(x; 0)) by setting the a_i variables to zero in the (resp. quantum) double Schubert polynomial. Note that S_w(x), S_w(x; a), S̃_w(x), and S̃_w(x; a) are all homogeneous of degree ℓ(w). The original definition of quantum Schubert polynomial in [FGP] is different. However their definition and the one used here, are easily seen to be equivalent [KM], due to the commutation of the divided differences in the a variables and the quantization map θ of [FGP], which we review in §3.3.

Lemma 2. [Mac] For w ∈ S_∞, the term that is of highest degree in the x variables and then is the reverse lex leading such term, in any of S_w(x), S_w(x; a), S̃_w(x), and S̃_w(x; a), is the monomial x^{code}(w), where code(w) = (c_1, c_2, . . . ) c_i = |{j ∈ Z_{>0} | i < j and w(j) < w(i)}| for i ∈ Z_{>0}. Lemma 3. [Mac] There is a bijection from S_∞ to the set of tuples (c_1, c_2, . . . ) of nonnegative integers, almost all zero, given by w → code(w). Moreover it restricts to a bijection from S_n to the set of tuples (c_1, . . . , c_n) such that 0 ≤ c_i ≤ n − i for all 0 ≤ i ≤ n.

1This is not the standard definition of double Schubert polynomial. However it is easily seen to be equivalent using, say, the identity S_w−1 (x; a) = S_w (−a; −x) [Mac].

Lemma 4.

(1) {S_w(x) | w ∈ S_n} is a Z-basis of Z[x_1, . . . , x_n]/J_n. (2) {S_w(x; a) | w ∈ S_n} is a Z[a]-basis of Z[x_1, . . . , x_n; a_1, . . . , a_n]/J^a_n . (3) {S̃_w(x) | w ∈ S_n} is a Z[q]-basis of Z[x_1, . . . , x_n; q_1, . . . , q_{n−1}]/J^q_n. (4) {S̃_w(x; a) | w ∈ S_n} is a Z[q, a]-basis of Z[x_1, . . . , x_n; q_1, . . . , q_{n−1}; a_1, . . . , a_n]/J^{q,a}_n .

Proof. Since in each case the highest degree part of the j-th ideal generator in the x variables is e_j (x_1, . . . , x_n), any polynomial may be reduced modulo the ideal until its leading term in the x variables is x^γ where γ = (γ_1, . . . , γ_n) ∈ Z^n_{≥0} with γ_i ≤ n − i for 1 ≤ i ≤ n. But these are the leading terms of the various kinds of Schubert polynomials. □

3.2. Geometric bases. Under the isomorphism (1) (resp. (2), (3)) the Schubert basis [X_w] (resp. [X_w]_T , σ^w) corresponds to S_w(x) (resp. S_w(x; a), S̃_w(x)), by [LS, BGG] for H^∗(Fl), [Bi] for H^T (Fl), and [FGP] for QH^∗(Fl). Our first main result is:

Theorem 5. Under the S[q]-algebra isomorphism (4) the quantum equivariant Schubert basis element σ^w_T corresponds to the quantum double Schubert polynomial S̃_w(x; a).

Theorem 5 is proved in Section 5.

3.3. Stable quantization. This section follows [FGP]. Let e^r_i = e_i(x_1, x_2, . . . , x_r) ∈ Z[x] be the elementary symmetric polynomial for integers 0 ≤ i ≤ r. By [FGP, Prop. 3.3], Z[x] has a Z-basis of standard monomials e_I = ∏ r≥1 e^r_{ir} where I = (i_1, i_2, . . . ) is a sequence of nonnegative integers, almost all zero, with 0 ≤ i_r ≤ r for all r ≥ 1.

The stable quantization map is the Z[q]-module automorphism θ of Z[x; q] given by e_I → E_I := ∏ j≥1 E^j_{ij} . By [FGP, CF, KM] we have (this is the definition of quantum Schubert polynomial in [FGP])

θ(S_w(x)) = S̃_w(x) for all w ∈ S_∞. (8) The map θ is extended by Z[a]-linearity to a Z[q, a]-module automorphism of Z[x, q, a].

3.4. Cauchy formulae. The double Schubert polynomials satisfy [Mac]

S_w(x; a) = ∑ v≤^Lw S_{vw}−1 (−a)S_v(x) (9) where v ≤^L w denotes the left weak order, defined by ℓ(wv^{−1}) + ℓ(v) = ℓ(w). For a geometric explanation of this identity see [And]. We have [KM, CF]

θ(S_w(x; a)) = S̃_w(x; a) = ∑ v≤^Lw S_{vw}−1 (−a)S̃_v(x).

(10)

The first equality follows from the divided difference definitions of S̃_w(x; a) and S_w(x; a) and the commutation of the divided differences in the a-variables with quantization. The second equality follows from quantizing (9).

We require the explicit formulae for Schubert polynomials indexed by simple reflections.

Lemma 6. We have S_{si} (x) = ω_i(x) = x_1 + x_2 + · · · + x_i

(11) S̃_{si} (x) = S_{si} (x) (12) S̃_{si} (x; a) = ω_i(x) − ω_i(a).

(13)

Proof. Since s_i is an i-Grassmannian permutation with associated partition consisting of a single box, its Schubert polynomial is the Schur polynomial [Mac] S_{si} (x) = S_1[x_1, . . . , x_i] = ω_i(x), proving (11). For (12) we have S̃_{si} (x) = θ(S_{si} (x)) = θ(e_{1,i}) = E_{1,i} = ω_i(x). For (13), by (10) we have S̃_{si} (x; a) = S̃_{si} (x) − S_{si} (a) = ω_i(x) − ω_i(a) as required. □

4. Chevalley-Monk rules for Schubert polynomials

The Chevalley-Monk formula describes the product of a divisor class and an arbitrary Schubert class in the cohomology ring H^∗(Fl). The goal of this section is to establish the Chevalley-Monk rule for quantum double Schubert polynomials. The Chevalley-Monk rules for (double, quantum, quantum double) Schubert polynomials should be viewed as product rules for the cohomologies of an infinite-dimensional flag ind-variety Fl_∞ of type A_∞ with Dynkin node set Z_{>0} and simple bonds between i and i + 1 for all i ∈ Z_{>0}.

Let Φ^+ = {α_{ij} = a_i − a_j | 1 ≤ i < j} be the set of positive roots. Let α^∨_{ij} = a_i − a_j and α^∨_i = α^∨_{i,i+1} by abuse of notation. Let s_{ij} = s_{αij} for 1 ≤ i < j. For w ∈ S_∞ let A_w and B_w be defined as before Theorem 1 but using the infinite set of positive roots Φ^+ and letting ρ = (0, −1, −2, . . . ). To distinguish between the finite and limiting infinite cases, we denote by A^n_w the set A_w for w ∈ S_n which uses the positive roots of SL_n.

4.1. Schubert polynomials.

Proposition 7. [Che, Mo]. For w ∈ S_n and 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1, in H^∗(Fl) we have

[X_{si} ][X_w] = ∑ α∈A^n_w ⟨α^∨ , ω_i⟩[X_{wsα} ]. Proposition 8. [Mac] For w ∈ S_∞ and i ∈ Z_{>0} the Schubert polynomials satisfy the identity in Z[x] given by

S_{si} (x)S_w (x) = ∑ α∈A_w ⟨α^∨ , ω_i⟩S_{wsα} (x). (14)

Example 1. It is necessary to take a large-rank limit (n ≫ 0) to compare Propositions 7 and 8. Let n = 2. We have [X_{s1} ]^2 = 0 in H^∗(Fl_2) since A_{s1} = ∅ for SL_2. Lifting to polynomials we have S^2_{s1} = x^2_1 = S_{s2 s1} since A_{s1} = {α_{13}}, which is not a positive root for SL_2. Note that S_{s2 s1} ∈ J_2 and s_2s_1 ∈ S_3 \ S_2. In H^∗(Fl_n) for n ≥ 3 we have [X_{s1} ]^2 = [X_{s2 s1} ].

4.2. Quantum Schubert polynomials.

Proposition 9. [FGP] For w ∈ S_n and 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1, in QH^∗(Fl_n) we have

σ^{si} σ^w = ∑ α∈A^n_w ⟨α^∨ , ω_i⟩σ^{wsα} + ∑ α∈B^n_w q_α∨ ⟨α^∨ , ω_i⟩σ^{wsα} . Proposition 10. [FGP] For i ∈ Z_{>0} and w ∈ S_∞ the quantum Schubert polynomials satisfy the identity in Z[x; q] given by S̃_{si} (x)S̃_w(x) = ∑ α∈A_w ⟨α^∨ , ω_i⟩S̃_{wsα} (x) + ∑ α∈B_w q_α∨ ⟨α^∨ , ω_i⟩S̃_{wsα} (x). (15)

4.3. Double Schubert polynomials.

Proposition 11. [KK] [Rob]. For w ∈ S_n and 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1, in H^T (Fl_n) we have

[X_{si} ]_T [X_w]_T = (−ω_i(a) + w · ω_i(a))[X_w]_T + ∑ α∈A^n_w ⟨α^∨ , ω_i⟩[X_{wsα} ]_T . (16)

The following is surely known but we include a proof for lack of a known reference.

Proposition 12. For w ∈ S_∞ and i ∈ Z_{>0}, the double Schubert polynomials satisfy the identity in Z[x, a] given by

S_{si} (x; a)S_w(x; a) = (−ω_i(a) + w · ω_i(a))S_w(x; a) + ∑ α∈A_w ⟨α^∨ , ω_i⟩S_{wsα} (x; a). (17)

Proof. Fix w ∈ S_∞. We observe that the set A_w is finite. Let N be large enough so that all appearing terms make sense for S_N . By [Bi] under the isomorphism (2), [X_w]_T → S_w(x; a) + J^a_N for w ∈ S_N . By Proposition 11 for H^T (Fl_N ), equation (17) holds modulo an element f ∈ J^a_N . We may write f = ∑ v∈S_∞ bvSv(x; a) where bv ∈ Z[a] and only finitely many are nonzero. Choose

n ≥ N large enough so that v ∈ S_n and b_v ∈ Z[a_1, . . . , a_n] for all v with b_v ≠ 0. Applying Proposition 11 again for H^T (Fl_n) we deduce that f ∈ J^a_n . By Lemma 4 it follows that f = 0 as required. □ 4.4. Quantum double Schubert polynomials. Theorem 1 gives the equivariant quantum Chevalley-Monk rule for QH^T (Fl_n). We cannot use the multiplication rule in Theorem 1 directly because we are trying to prove that the quantum double Schubert polynomials represent Schubert classes. We deduce the following product formula by cancelling down to the equivariant case which was proven above.

Proposition 13. The quantum double Schubert polynomials satisfy the equivariant quantum Chevalley-Monk rule in Z[x, q, a]: for all w ∈ S_∞ and i ≥ 1 we have

S̃_{si} (x; a)S̃_w (x; a) = (−ω_i(a) + w · ω_i(a))S̃_w(x; a) + ∑ α∈A_w ⟨α^∨ , ω_i⟩S̃_{wsα} (x; a) (18) + ∑ α∈B_w q_α∨ ⟨α^∨ , ω_i⟩S̃_{wsα} (x; a). Proof. Starting with (17) and using Lemma 6 and (9) we have 0 = −S_{si} (x; a)S_w(x; a) + (−ω_i(a) + w · ω_i(a))S_w(x; a) + ∑ α∈A_w ⟨α^∨ , ω_i⟩S_{wsα} (x; a) = (ω_i(a) − S_{si} (x))S_w (x; a) + (−ω_i(a) + w · ω_i(a))S_w(x; a) + ∑ α∈A_w ⟨α^∨ , ω_i⟩S_{wsα} (x; a) = −S_{si} (x) ∑ v≤^L w S_{vw}−1 (−a)S_v (x) + (w · ω_i(a))S_w (x; a) + ∑ α∈A_w ⟨α^∨ , ω_i⟩S_{wsα} (x; a) = − ∑ v≤^Lw S_{vw}−1 (−a) ∑ α∈A_v ⟨α^∨ , ω_i⟩S_{vsα} (x) + (w · ω_i(a))S_w (x; a) + ∑ α∈A_w ⟨α^∨ , ω_i⟩S_{wsα} (x; a). Quantizing and rearranging, we have (w · ω_i(a))S̃_w(x; a) + ∑ α∈A_w ⟨α^∨ , ω_i⟩S̃_{wsα} (x; a) = ∑ v≤^Lw S_{vw}−1 (−a) ∑ α∈A_v ⟨α^∨ , ω_i⟩S̃_{vsα} (x)

= ∑ v≤^Lw S_{vw}−1 (−a) ( S̃_{si} (x)S̃_v (x) − ∑ α∈B_v ⟨α^∨ , ω_i⟩S̃_{vsα} (x) )

= S̃_{si} (x)S̃_w(x; a) − ∑ v≤^Lw S_{vw}−1 (−a) ∑ α∈B_v ⟨α^∨ , ω_i⟩S̃_{vsα} (x).

Therefore to prove (18) it suffices to show that ∑ v≤^Lw S_{vw}−1 (−a) ∑ α∈B_v q_α∨ ⟨α^∨ , ω_i⟩S̃_{vsα} (x) (19) = ∑ α∈B_w ⟨α^∨ , ω_i⟩q_α∨ ∑ v≤^Lws_α S_{vsαw}−1 (−a)S̃_v(x). Let A = {(v, α) ∈ W × Φ^+ | v ≤^L w and α ∈ B_v} B = {(u, α) ∈ W × Φ^+ | u ≤^L ws_α and α ∈ B_w}. To prove (19) it suffices to show that there is a bijection A → B given by (v, α) → (vs_α, α).

Let (v, α) ∈ A. Then w = (wv^{−1})(v) is length-additive since v ≤^L w and v = (vs_α)(s_α) is length-additive because ℓ(s_α) = ⟨α^∨ , 2ρ⟩ − 1 and α ∈ B_v. Therefore w = (wv^{−1})(vs_α)(s_α) is length-additive. It follows that ws_α = (wv^{−1})(vs_α) is length-additive and that vs_α ≤^L ws_α. Moreover we have ℓ(ws_α) = ℓ(wv^{−1})+ℓ(vs_α) = ℓ(wv^{−1})+ℓ(v)+1−⟨α^∨ , 2ρ⟩ = ℓ(w)+1−⟨α^∨ , 2ρ⟩. Therefore (vs_α, α) ∈ B.

Conversely suppose (u, α) ∈ B. Let v = us_α. Arguing as before, w = (ws_αu^{−1})(u)(s_α) = (wv^{−1})(v) are length-additive. We deduce that v ≤^L w and that ℓ(v) = ℓ(w) − ℓ(wv^{−1}) = ℓ(ws_α) + 1 − ⟨α^∨ , 2ρ⟩ − ℓ(wv^{−1}) = ℓ(vs_α) + 1 − ⟨α^∨ , 2ρ⟩ so that α ∈ B_v as required. □

5. Proof of Theorem 5

Let I^a be the ideal in Z[x, a] generated by e^p_i (x) − e^p_i (a) for p ≥ n and i ≥ 1, and a_i for i > n. Let J^a ⊂ Z[x, a] be the Z[a]-submodule spanned by S_w(x; a) for w ∈ S_∞ \ S_n and a_iS_u(x; a) for i > n and any u ∈ S_∞. We shall show that I^a = J^a. Let c_{i,p} = s_{p+1−i} · · · s_{p−2}s_{p−1}s_p ∈ S_∞ \ S_p be the cycle of length i. We note that the family {e^p_i (x) − e^p_i (a) | 1 ≤ i ≤ p} is unitriangular over Z[a] with the family {S_{ci,p} (x; a) | 1 ≤ i ≤ p}. Since Z[x, a] = ⨁ u∈S_∞ Z[a]Su(x; a), to show

that I^a ⊂ J^a it suffices to show that S_u(x; a)S_{ci,p} (x, a) ∈ J^a for all p ≥ n, i ≥ 1, and u ∈ S_∞. But this follows from the fact that the product of S_u(x, a)S_v (x; a) is a Z[a]-linear combination of S_w(x; a) where w ≥ u and w ≥ v.

Let K be the ideal in Z[x, a] generated by a_i for i > n. Then I^a/K has Z[a_1, . . . , a_n]-basis given by standard monomials e_I with i_r > 0 for some r ≥ n, while J^a/K has Z[a_1, . . . , a_n]-basis given by S_w(x; a) for w ∈ S_∞ \ S_n. The quotient ring Z[x, a]/K has Z[a_1, . . . , a_n]-basis given by all standard monomials e_I for I = (i_1, i_2, . . . ) with 0 ≤ i_p ≤ p for all p ≥ 1 and almost all i_p zero, and also by all double Schubert polynomials S_w(x; a) for w ∈ S_∞. But the standard monomials e_I with i_n = i_{n+1} = · · · = 0 are in graded bijection with the S_w(x; a) for w ∈ S_n. It follows that I^a = J^a by graded dimension counting.

Let J^{qa}_∞ be the ideal of Z[x, q, a] generated by E^p_i − e^p_i (a) for all i ≥ 1 and p ≥ n, together with q_i for i ≥ n and a_i for i > n. We wish to show that S̃_w(x; a) ∈ J^{qa}_∞ for all w ∈ S_∞ \ S_n.

(20)

For this it suffices to show that θ(J^a_∞) ⊂ J^{qa}_∞ . (21)

To prove (21) it suffices to show that

θ(e_I (e^p_i (x) − e^p_i (a))) ∈ J^{qa}_∞ for standard monomials e_I , i ≥ 1 and p ≥ n.

(22)

To apply θ to this element we must express e_I e^p_i in standard monomials. The only nonstandardness that can occur is if i_p > 0. In that case one may use [FGP, (3.2)]:

e^p_i e^p_j = e^p_{i−1}e^p_{j+1} + e^p_j e^{p+1}_i − e^p_{i−1}e^{p+1}_{j+1} .

Note that ultimately the straightening of e_I e^p_i into standard monomials, only changes factors of the form e^q_k for k ≥ 1 and q ≥ p.

Let E_I = ∏ r≥1 E^r_{ir} for I = (i_1, i_2, . . . ). If we consider E_I (E^p_i − e^p_i (a)) and use [FGP, (3.6)]

E^p_i E^p_j = E^p_{i−1}E^p_{j+1} + E^p_j E^{p+1}_i − E^p_{i−1}E^{p+1}_{j+1} + q_p(E^{p−1}_{j−1} E^p_{i−1} − E^{p−1}_{i−2} E^p_j ).

to rewrite it into quantized standard monomials, we see that the two straightening processes differ only by multiples of q_p, q_{p+1}, etc. Therefore

θ(e_I (e^p_i (x) − e^p_i (a))) − E_I (E^p_i − e^p_i (a)) ∈ J^{qa}_∞

But E_I (E^p_i − e^p_i (a)) ∈ J^{qa}_∞ so (22) holds and (20) follows.

The ring Z[x, q, a]/J^{qa}_∞ has a Z[q_1, . . . , q_{n−1}; a_1, . . . , a_n]-basis given by S̃_w(x; a) for w ∈ S_n. This follows from Lemmata 2 and 3. Moreover this basis satisfies the equivariant quantum Chevalley-Monk rule for SL_n by Proposition 13. By Theorem 1 there is an isomorphism of Z[q_1, . . . , q_{n−1}; a_1, . . . , a_n]-algebras QH^T (SL_n/B) → Z[x, q, a]/J^{qa}_∞ . Moreover, σ^w_T and S̃_w(x; a) (or rather, its preimage in QH^T (Fl)) are related by an automorphism of QH^T (Fl). But the Schubert divisor class σ^{si}_T is (by definition) represented by a usual double Schubert polynomial S_{si} (x; a) = S̃_{si} (x; a) (Lemma 6) in Kim’s presentation, and these divisor classes generate QH^T (Fl) over Z[q_1, . . . , q_{n−1}; a_1, . . . , a_n]. Thus the automorphism must be the identity, completing the proof.

6. Parabolic case

6.1. Notation. Fix a composition (n_1, n_2, . . . , n_k) ∈ Z^k_{>0} with n_1 + n_2 + · · · + n_k = n. Let P ⊂ SL_n(C ) be the parabolic subgroup consisting of block upper triangular matrices with block sizes n_1, n_2, . . . , n_k. Then SL_n/P is isomorphic to the variety of partial flags in C^n with subspaces of dimensions N_j := n_1 + n_2 + · · · + n_j for 0 ≤ j ≤ k. Denote by W_P the Weyl group for the Levi factor of P and W^P the set of minimum length coset representatives in W/W_P . For every w ∈ W there exists unique elements w^P ∈ W^P and w_P ∈ W_P such that w = w^P w_P ; moreover this factorization is length-additive. Let w_0 ∈ W be the longest element and let w_0 = w^P_0 w_{0,P} so that w_{0,P} ∈ W_P is the longest element.

Example 2. Let (n_1, n_2, n_3) = (2, 1, 3). Then (N_1, N_2, N_3) = (2, 3, 6), w^P_0 = 564123 (that is, w ∈ S_6 is the permutation with w(1) = 5, w(2) = 6, etc.), and w_{0,P} = 213654.

6.2. Parabolic quantum double Schubert polynomials. Let Z[x_1, . . . , x_n; q_1, . . . , q_{k−1}] be the graded polynomial ring with deg(x_i) = 1 and deg(q_j ) = n_j + n_{j+1} for 1 ≤ j ≤ k − 1.

Following [AS] [Cio2] let D = D^P be the n × n matrix with entries x_i on the diagonal, −1 on the superdiagonal, and entry (N_{j+1}, N_{j−1} + 1) given by −(−1)^{nj+1} q_j for 1 ≤ j ≤ k − 1. For 1 ≤ j ≤ k let D_j be the upper left N_j × N_j submatrix of D and for 1 ≤ i ≤ N_j define the elements G^j_i ∈ Z[x; q] by

det(D_j − t Id) = N_j∑

i=0 (−t)^{Nj −i}G^j_i . The polynomial G^j_i is homogeneous of degree i. For w ∈ W^P , we define the parabolic quantum double Schubert polynomial S̃^P_w (x; a) by

S̃^P_w (x; a) = (−1)^{ℓ(w(wP}0^{)−1)}∂^a_{w(wP0 )−1}^{k−1} ∏ j=1 n−N_j∏

i=n−N_{j+1} +1 det(D_j − a_iId).

(23)

Example 3. Continuing Example 2 we have

S̃^P_{wP0} (x; a) = det(D_1 − a_4Id) det(D_2 − a_1Id) det(D_2 − a_2Id) det(D_2 − a_3Id)

= (x_1 − a_4)(x_2 − a_4) 3∏ i=1 ((x_1 − a_i)(x_2 − a_i)(x_3 − a_i) + q_1).

The parabolic quantum double Schubert polynomials S̃^P_w (x; a) have specializations similar to the quantum double Schubert polynomials. Let w ∈ W^P .

(1) We define the parabolic quantum Schubert polynomials by the specialization S̃^P_w (x) = S̃P_w (x; 0) which sets a_i = 0 for all i. In Lemma 18 it is shown that these polynomials coincide with those of Ciocan-Fontanine [Cio2], whose definition uses a parabolic analogue of the quantization map of [FGP].

(2) Setting q_i = 0 for all i one obtains the double Schubert polynomial S_w(x; a). (3) Setting both a_i and q_i to zero one obtains the Schubert polynomial S_w(x). Let J_P be the ideal in Z[x]^{WP} (resp. J^a_P ⊂ S[x]^{WP} , J^q_P ⊂ Z[x]^{WP} [q], J^{qa}_P ⊂ S[x]^{WP} [q]) generated by the elements e^n_i (x), (resp. e^n_i (x) − e^n_i (a), G^k_i , G^k_i − e^n_i (a)) for 1 ≤ i ≤ n. The aim of this section is to establish (4) of the following theorem. Theorem 14.

(1) There is an isomorphism of Z-algebras [BGG, LS] H^∗(SL_n/P ) ∼= Z[x]^{WP} /J_P [X_w] → S_w(x) + J_P .

(2) There is an isomorphism of S-algebras [Bi] H^T (SL_n/P ) ∼= S[x]^{WP} /J^a_P [X_w]_T → S_w(x; a) + J^a_P .

(3) There is an isomorphism of Z[q]-algebras [AS] [Kim2] [Kim3] QH^∗(SL_n/P ) ∼= Z[x]^{WP} [q]/J^q_P σ^{P,w} → S̃^P_w (x) + J^q_P . (4) There is an isomorphism of S[q]-algebras QH^T (SL_n/P ) ∼= S[x]^{WP} [q]/J^{qa}_P (24) σ^{P,w}_T → S̃^P_w (x; a) + J^{qa}_P . (25) Here [X_w], [X_w]_T , σ^{P,w}, and σ^{P,w}_T , denote the Schubert bases for their respective cohomology rings for w ∈ W^P .

The isomorphism (24) is due to [Kim3]. We shall establish (25), namely, that under this isomorphism, the parabolic quantum double Schubert polynomials are the images of parabolic equivariant quantum Schubert classes.

6.3. Stability of parabolic quantum double Schubert polynomials. The following Lemma can be verified by direct computation and induction.

Lemma 15. Let β = (β_1, . . . , β_n) ∈ Z^n_{≥0} be such that β_i ≤ n − i for 2 ≤ i ≤ n. We have

∂^a_{n−1} · · · ∂^a_2 ∂^a_1 · a^β = { 0 if β_1 < n − 1 a^{β2}_1 a^{β3}_2 · · · a^{βn}_{n−1} if β_1 = n − 1.

Suppose w ∈ W^P is such that w(r) = r for N_{k−1} < r ≤ n. Let w^{(p,q)}_0 be the minimum length coset representative of the longest element in S_{p+q} /(S_p ×S_q) and let w^{P−}_0 be the minimum length coset representative of the longest element in S_{Nk−1} /(S_{n1} × · · · × S_{nk−1} ). We have the lengthadditive factorization w^P_0 = w^{(Nk−1 ,nk )}_0 w^{P−}_0 . Also ℓ(w(w^P_0 )^{−1}) = ℓ(w(w^{P−}_0 )^{−1}) + ℓ(w^{(nk ,Nk−1)}_0 ). Using the above Lemma repeatedly we have

(−1)^{ℓ(wwP0 )}S̃^P_w (x; a) = ∂^a_{w(w}P_{0 )−1} k−1∏ j=1 n−N_j∏

i=n−N_{j+1} +1 det(D_j − a_iId)

= ∂^a_{ww}P_{−0} ∂^a_{w(nk ,Nk−1)} 0 k−2∏ j=1 n−N_j∏

i=n−N_{j+1}+1 det(D_j − a_iId) n_k∏

i=1 det(D_{k−1} − a_iId)

= (−1)^{ℓ(w(nk,Nk−1)} 0 )∂^a_{ww}P_{−0} w^{(nk ,Nk−1)} 0 · k−2∏ j=1 n−N_j∏

i=n−N_{j+1} +1 det(D_j − a_iId)

= (−1)^{ℓ(w(nk,Nk−1)} 0 )∂^a_{ww}P_{−0} k−2∏ j=1

N_{k−1}−N_j ∏ i=N_{k−1} −N_{j+1}+1

det(D_j − a_iId) = (−1)^{ℓ(w(nk,Nk−1)} 0 )(−1)^{ℓ(w(wP−0 )−1)}S̃^{P−}_w (x; a) The final outcome is S̃^P_w (x; a) = S̃^P−_w (x; a).

This means that if we append a block of size m to n_• and append m fixed points to w ∈ W^P , the parabolic quantum double Schubert polynomial remains the same.

6.4. Stable parabolic quantization. This section follows [Cio2]. Consider an infinite sequence of positive integers n_• = (n_1, n_2, . . . ). Let N_j = n_1 + · · · + n_j for j ≥ 1. Let W = S_∞ = ⋃ n≥1 S_n be the infinite symmetric group (under the inclusion maps S_n → S_{n+1} that add a fixed point at the end), W_P the subgroup of W generated by s_i for i /∈ {N_1, N_2, . . . }, W^P the set of minimum length coset representatives in W/W_P , etc. Let Y^P be the set of tuples of partitions λ^• = (λ^{(1)}, λ^{(2)}, . . . ) such that λ^{(j)} is contained in the rectangle with n_{j+1} rows and N_j columns and almost all λ^{(j)} are empty. Define the standard monomial by g_λ• = ∏ j≥1 n_{j+1}∏

i=1 g^j_{λ(j)i} where g^j_r = e^{Nj}_r (x). The following is a consequence of [Cio2] by taking a limit. Proposition 16. [Cio2] {g_λ• | λ^• ∈ Y^P } is a Z-basis of Z[x]^{WP} .

We also observe that Lemma 17. {S_w(x) | w ∈ W^P } is a Z-basis of Z[x]^{WP} .

Define the Z[q]-module automorphism θ^P of Z[x, q] by θ(g_λ• ) = G_λ• where G_λ• = ∏ j≥1 n_{j+1}∏

i=1 G^j_{λ(j)i} . By Z[a]-linearity it defines a Z[q, a]-module automorphism of Z[x, q, a], also denoted θ^P .

Lemma 18. For all w ∈ W^P , S̃^P_w (x) = θ^P (S_w(x)) (26) S̃^P_w (x; a) = θ^P (S_w(x; a)).

(27)

Proof. Let w ∈ W^P . We may compute S̃^P_w (x; a) by working with respect to (n_1, n_2, . . . , n_k) for some finite k; the result is independent of k by the previous subsection. Then (27) is an immediate consequence of the commutation of θ^P and the divided difference operators in the a variables. Equation (26) follows from (27) by setting the a variables to zero. □

6.5. Cauchy formula. Keeping the notation of the previous subsection, we have

Proposition 19. For all w ∈ W^P we have S̃^P_w (x; a) = ∑ v≤^Lw S_{vw}−1 (−a)S̃^P_v (x).

(28)

Proof. Observe that if v ≤^L w then v ∈ W^P so that S̃^P_v (x) makes sense. We have S̃^P_w (x; a) = θ^p(S_w(x; a))

= θ^P ( ∑ v≤^L w S_{vw}−1 (−a)S_v (x)) = ∑ v≤^Lw S_{vw}−1 (−a)S̃^P_v (x). □ 6.6. Parabolic Chevalley-Monk rules. Fix n_• = (n_1, n_2, . . . , n_k) with ∑_k j=1 n_j = n and let P be the parabolic defined by n_• and so on. Let Q^∨_P , Φ^+_P , and ρ_P be respectively the coroot lattice, the positive roots, and the half sum of positive roots, for the Levi factor of P . Let η_P : Q^∨ → Q^∨/Q^∨_P be the natural projection. Let π_P : W → W^P be the map w → w^P where w = w^P w_P and w^P ∈ W^P and w_P ∈ W_P . Define the sets of roots A^n_{P,w} = {α ∈ Φ^+ \ Φ^+_P | ws_α ⋗ w and ws_α ∈ W^P }

(29) B^n_{P,w} = {α ∈ Φ^+ \ Φ^+_P | ℓ(π_P (ws_α)) = ℓ(w) + 1 − ⟨α^∨ , 2(ρ − ρ_P )⟩}.

(30)

For λ = ∑_{k−1} i=1 b_iα^∨_{Ni} ∈ Q^∨/Q^∨_P with b_i ∈ Z_{≥0} we let q_λ = ∏ i q^{bi}_i . The following is Mihalcea’s characterization of QH^T (SL_n/P ) which extends Theorem 1.

Theorem 20. [Mi] For w ∈ W^P and i ∈ {N_1, N_2, . . . , N_{k−1}} (that is, s_i ∈ W^P ), we have σ^{P,si}_T σ^{P,w}_T = (−ω_i(a) + w · ω_i(a))σ^{P,w}_T + ∑ α∈A^n_{P,w} ⟨α^∨ , ω_i⟩σ^{P,wsα}_T + ∑ α∈B^n_{P,w} ⟨α^∨ , ω_i⟩q_{ηP (α}∨_)σ^{P,πP (wsα)} T .

Moreover these structure constants determine the Schubert basis {σ^{P,w}_T | w ∈ W^P } and the ring QH^T (SL_n/P ) up to isomorphism as Z[q_1, . . . , q_{k−1}; a_1, . . . , a_n]-algebras.

We now move to the context in which (n_1, n_2, . . . ) is an infinite sequence of positive integers. Let A_{P,w} and B_{P,w} be the analogues of the sets of roots defined in (29) and (30) where ρ = (0, −1, −2, . . . ) and ρ_P is the juxtaposition of (0, −1, . . . , 1 − n_j ) for j ≥ 1.

Proposition 21. For w ∈ W^P and i such that i ∈ {N_1, N_2, . . . , } (that is, s_i ∈ W^P ), the parabolic quantum double Schubert polynomials satisfy the identity

S̃^P_{si} (x; a)S̃^P_w (x; a) = (−ω_i(a) + w · ω_i(a))S̃^P_w (x; a) + ∑ α∈A_{P,w} ⟨α^∨ , ω_i⟩S̃^P_{wsα} (x; a) + ∑ α∈B_{P,w} ⟨α^∨ , ω_i⟩q_{ηP (α}∨_)S̃^P_{πP (wsα)}(x; a). Sketch of proof. The proof proceeds entirely analogously to that of Proposition 13, starting with the Chevalley-Monk formula for double Schubert polynomials (applied in the special case that w ∈ W^P and s_i ∈ W^P ) and reducing to the following identity: ∑ v≤^Lw S_{vw}−1 (−a) ∑ α∈B_{P,v} q_{ηP (α}∨_)⟨α^∨ , ω_i⟩S̃^P_{πP (vsα)}(x) = ∑ α∈B_{P,w} ⟨α^∨ , ω_i⟩q_{ηP (α}∨_) ∑ v≤^Lπ_P (ws_α) S_{v(πP (wsα))}−1 (−a)S̃^P_v (x). For this it suffices to show that there is a bijection (v, α) → (π_P (vs_α), α) and inverse bijection (u, α) → (π_P (us_α), α) between the sets

A = {(v, α) ∈ W^P × (Φ^+ \ Φ^+_P ) | v ≤^L w and α ∈ B_{P,v}}

B = {(u, α) ∈ W^P × (Φ^+ \ Φ^+_P ) | u ≤^L π_P (ws_α) and α ∈ B_{P,w}}

such that for (v, α) ∈ A we have

vw^{−1} = π_P (vs_α)(π_P (ws_α))^{−1}.

(31)

To establish this bijection we use [LamSh, Lemma 10.14], which asserts that elements α ∈ B_{P,w} automatically satisfy the additional condition ℓ(ws_α) = ℓ(w) + 1 − ⟨α^∨ , 2ρ⟩.

Let (v, α) ∈ A. Then we have length-additive factorizations w = (wv^{−1}) · v, v = (vs_α) · s_α, and vs_α = π_P (vs_α) · x for some x ∈ W_P . Therefore w = (wv^{−1}) · π_P (vs_α) · x · s_α is length-additive. This implies that ws_α = (wv^{−1}) · π_P (vs_α) · x is length-additive. One may deduce from this that π_P (ws_α) = (wv^{−1})π_P (vs_α) and therefore that (31) holds. The conditions that (π_P (vs_α), α) ∈ B are readily verified. This shows that the map A → B is well-defined. The rest of the proof is similar. □

6.7. Proof of Theorem 14(4). The proof is analogous to the proof of Theorem 5.

Given the finite sequence (n_1, . . . , n_k) and parabolic subgroup P , consider the extension (n_1, . . . , n_k, 1, 1, 1, . . . ) by an infinite sequence of 1s. We use the notation P_∞ to label the corresponding objects. That is, W_P ∼= W_{P∞} is the subgroup of S_∞, W^{P∞} is the set of minimum-length coset representatives in S_∞/W_{P∞} , and so on.

Let R_P = Z[x, a]^{WP∞} and R^q_P = Z[x, q, a]^{WP∞} , where x = (x_1, x_2, . . . ), q = (q_1, q_2, . . .), and q_1, q_2, . . . , q_{k−1} are identified with the quantum parameters in Theorem 14(4). Define J^a_{P,∞} to be the ideal of R_P generated by g^p_i (x) − e^{Np}_i (a) for i ≥ 1 and p ≥ k and by a_i for i > n. Note that for p = k + j with j ≥ 0 we have g^p_i (x) − e^{Np}_i (a) = e^{n+j}_i (x) − e^{n+j}_i (a).

Let I^a_{P,∞} be the Z[a]-submodule of R_P spanned by S_w(x; a) for w ∈ W^{P∞} \ S_n, and by a_iS_u(x; a) for i > n and any u ∈ W^{P∞} . We claim that I^a_{P,∞} is an ideal. This follows easily from the fact that the only double Schubert polynomials occurring in the expansion of a product S_w(x; a)S_v (x; a) lie above w and v in Bruhat order. But then it follows from Theorem 14(2) and dimension counting that I^a_{P,∞} = J^a_{P,∞}.

Define J^{qa}_{P,∞} to be the ideal of R^q_P generated by G^p_i − e^{Np}_i (a) for p ≥ k and i ≥ 1, and a_i for i > n, and q_i for i ≥ k. We claim that S̃^P_w (x; a) ∈ J^{qa}_{P,∞} for w ∈ W^{P∞} \ S_n. This would follow from the definitions if we could establish that θ^{P∞} (J^a_{P,∞}) ⊂ J^{qa}_{P,∞}. Since θ^{P∞} is trivial on the equivariant variables a_1, a_2, . . ., it suffices to show that θ^{P∞} (g^P_λ• (g^p_i (x)−e^{Np}_i (a))) ∈ J^{qa}_{P,∞}, for each i ≥ 1, p ≥ k, and each standard monomial g^P_λ• . To apply θ^{P∞} to g^P_λ• g^p_i we must first standardize this monomial. This can be achieved by using a parabolic version of the straightening algorithm of [FGP, Proposition 3.3]. The only nonstandard part of g^P_λ• g^p_i is the possible presence of a factor g^p_j g^p_i . This can be standardised using only the (non-parabolic) relation [FGP, (3.2)] – any factors g^{k′}_m for k^′ < k in g^P_λ• g^p_i are not modified. Similarly, the product G^P_λ• G^p_i can be standardized using the following variant of [FGP, Lemma 3.5] which can be deduced from [Cio2, (3.5)] :

G^p_i G^{p+1}_{j+1} + G^p_{i+1}G^p_j ± q_pG^{p−1}_{i−np+1−np} G^p_j = G^p_j G^{p+1}_{i+1} + G^p_{k+1}G^p_i ± q_pG^{p−1}_{j−np+1 −np} G^p_i .

We note that when p ≥ k, this relation only involves quantum variables q_k, q_{k+1}, . . . . Thus modulo q_k, q_{k+1}, . . . , the straightening relation for g^P_λ• g^p_i and for G^P_λ• G^p_i coincide. It follows that θ^{P∞} (g^P_λ• (g^p_i (x) − e^{Np}_i (a)) = G^P_λ• (G^p_i − e^{Np}_i (a)) mod J^{qa}_{P,∞}, and thus S̃^P_w (x; a) ∈ J^{qa}_{P,∞} for w ∈ W^{P∞} \ S_n. But R^{qa}_{P,∞}/J^{qa}_{P,∞} has rank |W^P | over Z[q_1, . . . , q_{k−1}, a_1, . . . , a_n] and so it follows that J^{qa}_{P,∞} is spanned by S̃^P_w (x; a) ∈ J^{qa}_{P,∞} for w ∈ W^{P∞} \ S_n together with q_iS̃^P_u (x; a) for i ≥ k, a_iS̃^P_u (x; a) for i > n and any u ∈ W^{P∞} .

Theorem 14(4) now follows from Proposition 21 and the determination of QH^T (SL_n/P ) in Theorem 20.

References

[And] D. Anderson, Double Schubert polynomials and double Schubert varieties, preprint, 2006. [AC] D. Anderson and L. Chen, personal communication, 2010.

[AS] A. Astashkevich and V. Sadov, Quantum cohomology of partial flag manifolds. Comm. Math. Phys. 170 (1995), 503-528.

[BGG] I.N. Bernstein, I.M. Gelfand, and S.I. Gelfand, Schubert cells and the cohomology of a flag space.

(Russian) Funkcional. Anal. i Priložen. 7 (1973), no. 1, 64–65.

[Bi] S. Billey, Kostant polynomials and the cohomology ring for G/B. Duke Math. J. 96 (1999), no. 1, 205–224.

[Bo] A. Borel, Sur la cohomologie des espaces fibés principaux et des espaces homogènes des groupes de Lie compacts. Ann. of Math. (2) 57 (1953), 115–207.

[Che] C. Chevalley, Sur les décompositions cellulaires des espaces G/B in Algebraic Groups and their Generalizations: Classical Methods, American Mathematical Society, 1994, pp. 1-23. Proceedings and Symposia in Pure Mathematics, vol. 56, Part 1.

[Cio] I. Ciocan-Fontanine, Quantum cohomology of flag varieties. Intern. Math. Research Notices (1995), no.

6, 263–277.

[Cio2] I. Ciocan-Fontanine, On quantum cohomology rings of partial flag varieties. Duke Math. J. 98 (1999), no. 3, 485–524.

[CF] I. Ciocan-Fontanine and W. Fulton, Quantum double Schubert polynomials. Appendix J in Schubert Varieties and Degeneracy Loci, Lecture Notes in Math. 1689(1998), 134–138.

[FGP] S. Fomin, S.I. Gelfand, and A. Postnikov, Quantum Schubert polynomials. J. Amer. Math. Soc. 10 (1997), no. 3, 565–596.

[FW] W. Fulton and C. Woodward, On the quantum product of Schubert classes. J. Algebraic Geom. 13 (2004), no. 4, 641–661.

[GK] A. Givental and B. Kim, Quantum cohomology of flag manifolds and Toda lattices. Comm. Math. Phys.

168 (1995), no. 3, 609–641.

[Hum] J.E. Humphreys, Reflection groups and Coxeter groups. Cambridge Studies in Advanced Mathematics, 29. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1990. xii+204 pp.

[KM] A.N. Kirillov and T. Maeno, Quantum double Schubert polynomials, quantum Schubert polynomials and Vafa-Intriligator formula. Formal power series and algebraic combinatorics (Vienna, 1997). Discrete Math. 217 (2000), no. 1-3, 191–223.

[Kim] B. Kim, Quantum cohomology of flag manifolds G/B and quantum Toda lattices. Ann. of Math. (2) 149 (1999), no. 1, 129–148.

[Kim2] B. Kim, Quantum cohomology of partial flag manifolds and a residue formula for their intersection pairings. Internat. Math. Res. Notices 1995, no. 1, 1–15 (electronic).

[Kim3] B. Kim, On equivariant quantum cohomology. Internat. Math. Res. Notices 1996, no. 17, 841–851. [KK] B. Kostant and S. Kumar, The nil Hecke ring and cohomology of G/P for a Kac-Moody group G. Adv.

in Math. 62 (1986), no. 3, 187–237.

[LamSh] T. Lam and M. Shimozono, Quantum cohomology of G/P and homology of affine Grassmannian. Acta.

Math. 204 (2010), 49–90.

[LS] A. Lascoux and M.-P. Schützenberger, Symmetry and flag manifolds, Lecture Notes in Mathematics 996 (1983) 118–144.

[Mac] I. G. Macdonald, Schubert polynomials. Surveys in combinatorics, 1991 (Guildford, 1991), 73–99, London Math. Soc. Lecture Note Ser., 166, Cambridge Univ. Press, Cambridge, 1991.

[Mi] L.C. Mihalcea, On equivariant quantum cohomology of homogeneous spaces: Chevalley formulae and algorithms. Duke Math. J. 140 (2007), no. 2, 321–350.

[Mi2] L.C. Mihalcea, Giambelli formulae for the equivariant quantum cohomology of the Grassmannian. Transactions of Amer. Math. Soc. 360 (2008), 2285–2301.

[Mo] D. Monk, The geometry of flag manifolds. Proc. London Math. Soc. (3) 9 (1959), 253–286. [Pet] D. Peterson, Lecture notes at MIT, 1997.

[Rob] S.A. Robinson, Equivariant Schubert calculus. Thesis (Ph.D.) The University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill. 2001. 49 pp.

Department of Mathematics, University of Michigan, 530 Church St., Ann Arbor, MI 48109 USA E-mail address: tfylam@umich.edu

Department of Mathematics, Virginia Tech, Blacksburg, VA 24061-0123 USA E-mail address: mshimo@vt.edu