arXiv:2302.04226v1 [math.CO] 8 Feb 2023

Key and Lascoux polynomials for symmetric orbit closures

Eric Marberg Department of Mathematics Hong Kong University of Science and Technology

eric.marberg@gmail.com

Travis Scrimshaw Department of Mathematics Hokkaido University

tcscrims@gmail.com

Abstract

We introduce shifted analogues of key polynomials related to symplectic and orthogonal orbit closures in the complete flag variety. Our definitions are given by applying isobaric divided difference operators to the analogues of Schubert polynomials for orbit closures that correspond to dominant involutions. We show that our shifted key polynomials are linear combinations of key polynomials with nonnegative integer coefficients. We also prove that they are partial versions of the classical Schur P - and Q-polynomials. Finally, we examine K-theoretic generalizations of these functions, which give shifted forms of Lascoux polynomials. In the symplectic case, these generalizations are partial versions of the GP -polynomials introduced by Ikeda and Naruse. Besides developing basic properties, we identify a number of conjectures and open problems.

Contents

1 Introduction 2 1.1 Schubert polynomials and key polynomials . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2 1.2 Key polynomials for orbit closures . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3 1.3 K-theoretic generalizations . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4 1.4 Outline . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5

2 Shifted key and atom polynomials 5 2.1 Key and atom polynomials . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5 2.2 Shifted analogues . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7 2.3 Leading term conjectures . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 13 2.4 Schubert polynomials . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 16 2.5 Coincidences among shifted polynomials . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 18 2.6 Key expansions . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 22

3 Shifted Lascoux polynomials and atoms 24 3.1 More divided difference operators . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 24 3.2 K-theoretic polynomials . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 25 3.3 P -Lascoux polynomials . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 28 3.4 Q-Lascoux polynomials . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 35

1 Introduction

The purpose of this article is to introduce “shifted” analogues of key polynomials (and Lascoux polynomials, their K-theoretic generalizations). Key polynomials are the characters of certain modules of the Borel subgroup of upper triangular matrices in the complex general linear group. Our constructions are motivated by the decomposition of Schubert polynomials into key polynomials, which we review in the next section before summarizing our main results.

1.1 Schubert polynomials and key polynomials

For each positive integer n, the complete flag variety Fl_n is the set of strictly increasing sequences of complex vector spaces {0 = V_0 ⊊ V_1 ⊊ · · · ⊊ V_n = C^n }. After identifying Fl_n as the quotient of the complex general linear group GL_n by the stabilizer of a fixed standard flag, we have Fl_n = B^−_n \GL_n where B^−_n is the Borel subgroup of lower triangular matrices in GL_n. The opposite Borel subgroup B_n ⊆ GL_n of invertible upper triangular matrices acts on Fl_n with finitely many orbits, which are naturally indexed by the symmetric group S_n.

The B_n-orbit associated to w ∈ S_n is an open affine cell in Fl_n and its closure is the Schubert variety X_w. We index these varieties so that the codimension of X_w is the length ℓ(w) of the permutation w ∈ S_n. A classical result of Borel [4] gives an isomorphism H^∗(Fl_n; Z) ∼= Z[x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n]/IΛ_n where IΛ_n is the ideal generated by the symmetric polynomials in Z[x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n] without constant term. The cohomology classes [X_w] for w ∈ S_n are a basis for this ring, and the Schubert polynomials S_w [31, 33] are certain homogeneous elements of Z[x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n] satisfying S_w + IΛ_n = [X_w] ∈ H^∗(Fl_n; Z) under Borel’s isomorphism.

Let w_0 := n · · · 321 denote the reverse permutation in S_n. For each integer partition λ with at most n parts, there is an irreducible highest weight GL_n-representation V (λ) whose character is the Schur function s_λ(x_1, . . . , x_n). The Borel–Weil theorem provides a geometric definition of this object: V (λ) is isomorphic to Γ(Fl_n, L_{−λ}), the module of global sections of a G-equivariant principal line bundle on Fl_n whose fiber is the one-dimensional B_n-representation corresponding to the weight −λ. Replacing the complete flag variety Fl_n in this construction by the single Schubert variety X_{w0w} for w ∈ S_n gives the definition of the Demazure module V_w(λ) := Γ(X_{w0w}, L_{−λ}) [11]. The character of V_w(λ) is the key polynomial κ_{w,λ} ∈ N[x_1 , x_2, . . . , x_n] [1, 12, 26].

Schubert polynomials and key polynomials are both easily computable via certain recurrence relations involving divided difference operators, as will be reviewed in Section 2. Key polynomials have been extensively studied from a combinatorial perspective and have many interesting formulas; see, e.g., [6, 9, 28, 30, 32, 42, 48]. We mention just a few notable properties here:

• Each key polynomial κ_{w,λ} is a sum of certain atom polynomials κ_{u,λ} ∈ N[x_1 , x_2, . . .], where the sum is over all u ≤ w in Bruhat order; see Section 2.1. The monomial-positivity of κ_{w,λ} and κ_{w,λ} follows from tableau generating function formulas derived in [30]; see also [48, Thm. 1].

• The families of key and atom polynomials are both uniquely indexed by weak compositions and give two different Z-bases for the polynomial ring Z[x_1, x_2 . . . ] [48]; see (2.3). Key and atom polynomials also both arise as specializations of non-symmetric Macdonald polynomials [42].

• One has κ_{w0,λ} = s_λ(x_1, . . . , x_n) by [48, Remark, §2], and in this sense key polynomials are “partial” versions of Schur functions. This formula reflects the fact that the character of V (λ) is s_λ(x_1, . . . , x_n) and X_{w0w} = Fl_n when w = w_0, since the B_n-orbit of 1 is dense.

• Each S_w is a linear combination of key polynomials with nonnegative integer coefficients [34], and an algorithm is known to compute the terms in this decomposition [48, Thm. 4].

• A Schubert polynomial S_w is equal to a key polynomial if and only if w ∈ S_n is vexillary in the sense of being 2143-avoiding [48, Thm. 24].

1.2 Key polynomials for orbit closures

There are other groups K ⊆ GL_n that act on the flag variety Fl_n with finitely many orbits. Such spherical subgroups have been completely classified [43]. We will focus on the case when K is either the orthogonal group O_n (for any n) or the symplectic group Sp_n (when n is even). These are instances of symmetric subgroups in the sense of [50], and their orbits in Fl_n are uniquely indexed by subsets of involutions z ∈ S_n (namely, by the set of all elements z = z^{−1} ∈ S_n when K = O_n and by the subset of fixed-point-free involutions when K = Sp_n).

We denote the closures of the K-orbits corresponding to z = z^{−1} ∈ S_n by X^O_z and X^{Sp}_z , respectively. Wyser and Yong [55] identified a natural family of “K-Schubert polynomials” that represent the cohomology classes of these orbit closures, which have been further studied in [18, 20, 47]. We write these polynomials as S^O_z and S^{Sp}_z and refer to them as involution Schubert polynomials of orthogonal and symplectic types; see Section 2.4 for a self-contained algebraic definition.

In this paper, we begin the study of two new families of “shifted” key polynomials, which we refer to as P - and Q-key polynomials. The ordinary key polynomial κ_{w,λ} is obtained by applying the isobaric divided difference operator π_w to the monomial x^λ, which is the Schubert polynomial of a dominant permutation of shape λ (as defined in Section 2.4). We construct our shifted key polynomials κ^P_{w,λ} and κ^Q_{w,λ} by the same divided difference equation, but replacing x^λ with certain dominant involution Schubert polynomials (of symplectic type in the P -case and orthogonal type in the Q-case).

This leads to an explicit algebraic definition of polynomials κ^P_{w,λ} and κ^Q_{w,λ} that will be presented in Section 2.2. We are motivated to study these functions by a number of interesting properties in parallel with key polynomials and conjectural connections to involution Schubert polynomials. Most significantly:

• The P - and Q-key polynomials κ^P_{w,λ} and κ^Q_{w,λ} are sums of P - and Q-atom polynomials analogous to the usual atoms; see Section 2.2. When the partition λ is strict in the sense of having all distinct parts (which we assume from now on), these polynomials all have nonnegative coefficients. In fact, shifted key polynomials are N-linear combinations of key polynomials, while shifted atoms are N-linear combinations of atom polynomials by Theorem 2.9.

• The families of Q-key and Q-atom polynomials are naturally indexed by weak compositions that sort to symmetric partitions, which we refer to as symmetric weak compositions. The families of P -key and P -atom polynomials are naturally indexed by a slightly smaller set of skew-symmetric weak compositions defined in Section 2.2.

• Just as key polynomials are partial versions of Schur functions, P - and Q-key polynomials are partial versions of the Schur P - and Q-functions P_λ and Q_λ. Specifically, if n ≫ 0 then κ^P_{w0,λ} = P_λ(x_1, . . . , x_n) and κ^Q_{w0,λ} = Q_λ(x_1, . . . , x_n) for w_0 = n · · · 321 ∈ S_n by Theorem 2.35.

• One has Q_λ = 2^{ℓ(λ)}P_λ for all strict partitions λ. A typical Q-key polynomial is a not a rational linear combination of P -key polynomials or vice versa. However, all Q-key polynomials indexed by symmetric weak compositions α = (α_1, α_2, . . .) with first part α_1 = 0 are equal to P -key polynomials multiplied by a power of two; see Theorem 2.45. These scalar relationships do not extend to the K-theoretic generalizations of key polynomials that we discuss later.

• Based on extensive calculations, we expect that the involution Schubert polynomials of symplectic and orthogonal types are sums of P - and Q-key polynomials, respectively. These sums appear to be multiplicity-free in the symplectic case and have predictable powers of two as coefficients in the orthogonal case. See Conjectures 2.31 and 2.33.

• Modulo these conjectures, we can prove that S^O_z is equal to a Q-key polynomial if and only if z is vexillary, while S^{Sp}_z is equal to a P -key polynomial if and only if z has an analogous fpf-vexillary property. We can also characterize precisely when P - and Q-key polynomials are scalar multiples of ordinary key polynomials. This is discussed in Section 2.5.

Developing these algebraic properties is the main focus of this article.

Despite the positive results listed above, proving shifted versions of many other basic facts about key and atom polynomials seems to be difficult. For instance, we have not identified unique indexing sets for the shifted keys and atoms except possibly in the Q-key case (see Conjecture 2.18). Unlike ordinary keys and atoms, our families of shifted polynomials are all linearly dependent over Z. Whereas the leading term of a key polynomial has a very simple description (2.3), we only have conjectural formulas for the leading terms of P - and Q-key polynomials; see Section 2.3. Furthermore, it is an open problem to find a geometric or representation-theoretic interpretation of our shifted key constructions. There is at least a natural crystal-theoretic interpretation of κ^P_{w,λ} and κ^Q_{w,λ}, which we will discuss in a subsequent paper.

1.3 K-theoretic generalizations

A more modern approach to Schubert calculus has been to replace the cohomology ring with the (connective) K-theory ring. Now, the Schubert polynomials S_w ∈ N[x_1 , x_2, . . . ] become the (β-)Grothendieck polynomials G_w ∈ N[β][x_1 , x_2, . . . ] introduced in [15, 31, 33], which are defined in terms of β-deformed divided difference operators. The polynomial G_w reduces to S_w when one sets β = 0. There are similar symplectic and orthogonal (involution) Grothendieck polynomials G^{Sp}_z and G^O_z that generalize S^{Sp}_z and S^O_z [40, 55], as will be reviewed in Section 3.

The Grothendieck polynomial of a dominant permutation is the same as the corresponding Schubert polynomial. By applying β-deformed divided difference operators to such polynomials, one obtains interesting K-theoretic analogues of key and atom polynomials, called Lascoux polynomials and Lascoux atoms [29, 45]. These functions are partial versions of the symmetric Grothendieck polynomials G_λ introduced in [7] in the sense of Corollary 3.8.

One can define K-theoretic generalizations of the P -key and P -atom polynomials in a similar way, namely, by applying β-deformed divided difference operators to dominant involution Grothendieck polynomials (which now are distinct from dominant involution Schubert polynomials). In Section 3.3, we prove that these P -Lascoux polynomials and P -Lascoux atoms are N[β]- linear combinations of Lascoux polynomials and Lascoux atoms, respectively. We also show that P -Lascoux polynomials are partial versions of Ikeda and Naruse’s K-theoretic Schur P -functions GP_λ [25] (Corollary 3.24). Finally, we propose a K-theoretic generalization of Conjecture 2.31: each symplectic Grothendieck polynomial G^{Sp}_z appears to be an essentially multiplicity-free sum of P -Lascoux polynomials (Conjecture 3.16).

We discuss K-theoretic generalizations of Q-key polynomials in Section 3.4. The details of this construction are more subtle compared to the classical and symplectic cases. Although orthogonal Grothendieck polynomials G^O_z are defined geometrically for all involutions z = z^{−1} ∈ S_n, they only have an algebraic formula in terms of divided difference operators when z is vexillary. We expect that the correct notion of Q-Lascoux polynomials should coincide with G^O_z in the vexillary case. Extending this definition to a family of polynomials L^Q_α indexed by all symmetric weak compositions is an open problem. Such an extension should at least have the following properties: (1) each L^Q_α should reduce to κ^P_α when β = 0, (2) the Q-Lascoux polynomials should give partial versions of Ikeda and Naruse’s K-theoretic Schur Q-functions GQ_λ [25] in the sense of Corollary 3.24, and (3) each G^O_z should be a N[β]-linear combination of L^Q_α ’s.

Besides our treatment of P - and Q-Lascoux polynomials, Section 3 also proves a number of new properties of involution Grothendieck polynomials, their “stable limits,” and the GP - and GQ-functions. For example, we show that GP_λ and GQ_λ both have positive expansions into stable Grothendieck polynomials G_μ’s and give precise bounds on the number of parts of μ for terms that appear (Theorems 3.27 and 3.40). In the GQ-case, this resolves an open question from [40].

1.4 Outline

This paper is organized as follows. Section 2 starts with a quick review of the basic properties of key and atom polynomials, and then introduces our shifted analogues of these functions. This section contains our main results and conjectures. Section 3 then discusses K-theoretic generalizations of Schubert polynomials, key polynomials, and their shifted versions.

Acknowledgments

The first author was partially supported by Hong Kong RGC grants 16306120 and 16304122. The second author was partially supported by Grant-in-Aid for JSPS Fellows 21F51028. This work benefited from computations using SageMath [51].

2 Shifted key and atom polynomials

Throughout, n is a positive integer, [n] = {1, 2, . . . , n}, N = {0, 1, 2, . . .}, and P = {1, 2, 3, . . .}. Let e_1, e_2, . . . , e_n be the standard basis for Z^n and let x_1, x_2, x_3, . . . be commuting variables. Given a formal power series f ∈ Z�x_1, x_2, . . .�, we write f(x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n) to denote the polynomial obtained from f by setting x_{n+1} = x_{n+2} = · · · = 0. When we say that a set B is a basis for a submodule M ⊆ Z[x_1, x_2, . . .], we mean every element of M can be uniquely written as a finite Z-linear combination of the elements in B.

Let s_i = (i i + 1) for i ∈ Z be the permutation of Z that interchanges i and i + 1 while fixing all other integers. Define S_∞ := ⟨s_i : i ∈ P⟩ and S_n := ⟨s_i : i ∈ [n − 1]⟩. Let ≤ denote the (strong) Bruhat order on S_∞. A reduced word for w ∈ S_∞ a minimal length sequence of integers i_1i_2 · · · i_l with w = s_{i1} s_{i2} · · · s_{il} . We write ℓ(w) = l for the common length of every reduced word for w.

2.1 Key and atom polynomials

This subsection briefly reviews the definitions of key polynomials from [30, 48]. The group S_∞ acts on Z[x_1, x_2, . . . ] by permuting variables. For each i ∈ P, let ∂_i be the divided difference operator on

Z[x_1, x_2, . . .] defined in terms of this action by ∂_if := (f − s_if)/(x_i − x_{i+1}). The isobaric divided difference operators π_i for i ∈ P are then given by

π_if := ∂_i(x_if) = f + x_{i+1}∂_if = (x_if − x_{i+1}s_if)/(x_i − x_{i+1}). (2.1)

We also let π_i := π_i − 1. Then ∂^2_i = 0, π^2_i = π_i, and π^2_i = −π_i, and all three families of operators satisfy the Coxeter braid relations for S_∞. Thus for each w ∈ S_∞ we can define ∂_w := ∂_{i1} ∂_{i2} · · · ∂_{il} , π_w := π_{i1} π_{i2} · · · π_{il} , and π_w := π_{i1} π_{i2} · · · π_{il} , where i_1i_2 · · · i_l is any reduced word for w.

A weak composition is a sequence α = (α_1, α_2, . . .) of nonnegative integers with finite sum. Given such a sequence, we set x^α := ∏ i x^{αi}_i and |α| := ∑ i α_i and say that α is a weak composition of |α|. When convenient, we identify the finite word α_1α_2 · · · α_l with the weak composition (α_1, α_2, . . . , α_l, 0, 0, . . .). Define ℓ(α) for a weak composition α to be the largest index i with α_i ≠ 0, or set ℓ(α) = 0 if α = ∅ := (0, 0, . . .). We also identify N^n with the set of weak compositions α that have ℓ(α) ≤ n. A partition is a weak composition that is weakly decreasing. Definition 2.1. Given w ∈ S_∞ and a partition λ, let κ_{w,λ} := π_wx^λ and κ_{w,λ} := π_wx^λ.

We refer to κ_{w,λ} as a key polynomial and to κ_{w,λ} as an atom polynomial. Example 2.2. If w = 3142 = s_2s_1s_3 and λ = (2, 1, 1, 0) then

κ_{w,λ} = π_2π_1π_3(x^{2110}) = x^{2110} + x^{1210} + x^{1120} + x^{2101} + x^{2011} + x^{1201} + x^{1111} + x^{1021}

while κ_{w,λ} = (π_2 − 1)(π_1 − 1)(π_3 − 1)(x^{2110}) = x^{1021} + x^{1111}.

Every key polynomial is a sum of atom polynomials, since if w ∈ S_∞ then π_w = ∑ v≤w π_v [30, §3], and therefore κ_{w,λ} = ∑ v≤w κ_{v,λ} for any partition λ.

The indexing conventions in Definition 2.1 are redundant: If κ_{v,μ} = κ_{w,λ} then μ = λ but v, w ∈ S_∞ may be different. One can avoid this issue by using weak compositions to index key and atom polynomials. Given a weak composition α, let λ(α) be the unique partition formed by rearranging its parts. There is a left action of S_∞ on weak compositions which permutes entries by w : α = (α_1, α_2, α_3, . . .) → (α_w−1_{(1)}, α_w−1_{(2)}, α_w−1_{(3)}, . . .). For any weak composition α there exists a unique minimal-length permutation u(α) ∈ S_∞ with α = u(α)λ(α). Definition 2.3. For a weak composition α, let κ_α := κ_{u(α),λ(α)} and κ_α := κ_{u(α),λ(α)}.

In this notation, the polynomials in Example 2.2 are κ_{1021} and κ_{1021} since if α = (1, 0, 2, 1) then λ(α) = (2, 1, 1, 0) and u(α) = 3142 = s_2s_1s_3.

Remark 2.4. Suppose α is a weak composition and i ∈ P. If α_i > α_{i+1} then it is a routine exercise to check that u(s_iα) = s_iu(α). Since π^2_i = π_i and π^2_i = −π_i, it follows that

π_iκ_α = { κ_{siα} if α_i > α_{i+1}, κ_α if α_i < α_{i+1}, and π_iκ_α = { κ_{siα} if α_i > α_{i+1}, −κ_α if α_i < α_{i+1}.

(2.2)

If λ := λ(α) and J := {j ∈ P : λ_j = λ_{j+1}}, then the stabilizer subgroup of λ in S_∞ is the standard parabolic subgroup ⟨s_j : j ∈ J⟩, and if α_i = α_{i+1} then s_iu(α) = u(α)s_j for some j ∈ J (e.g., by [3, Prop. 2.4.4]). As π_j x^λ = x^λ for all j ∈ J, this means that π_iκ_α = κ_α and π_iκ_α = 0 if α_i = α_{i+1}.

The properties in the preceding remark make it clear that each nonzero κ_{w,λ} and κ_{w,λ} is equal to κ_α and κ_α for some α. It turns out [48, Cor. 7] that if <_{lex} denotes lexicographic order then

κ_α ∈ x^α + N-span{x^δ : α <_{lex} δ} and κ_α ∈ x^α + N-span{x^δ : α <_{lex} δ}, (2.3)

so weak compositions uniquely index key and atom polynomials. More strongly, the identities (2.3) imply that {κ_α} and {κ_α} are both Z-bases for Z[x_1, x_2, . . . ].

2.2 Shifted analogues We now investigate two shifted analogues of κ_α. Key polynomials are closely related to Schubert polynomials and are generalizations of Schur polynomials. Our shifted analogues are motivated by similar connections to certain involution Schubert polynomials from [55] and will turn out to be generalizations of Schur P - and Q-polynomials. (Schur P - and Q-polynomials are generating functions for semistandard shifted tableaux [37, §III.8], whereas Schur polynomials are generating functions for semistandard tableaux; this accounts for our use of the term “shifted”.)

We will explain these motivations more fully in Section 2.4. Here, we focus on the definitions and basic properties. The Young diagram of a partition λ is the set of integer pairs D_λ := {(i, j) ∈ P × P : 1 ≤ j ≤ λ_i} (which we will draw in English convention, with positions oriented as in a matrix). A partition λ is strict if its nonzero parts are all distinct. Definition 2.5. Given a permutation w ∈ S_∞ and a strict partition μ, define

κ^P_{w,μ} := π_w ∏ (i,j)∈D_μ (x_i + x_{i+j}) and κ^Q_{w,μ} := π_w ∏ (i,j)∈D_μ (x_i + x_{i+j−1}) .

We refer to these functions as (shifted) P - and Q-key polynomials. We also define

κ^P_{w,μ} := π_w ∏ (i,j)∈D_μ (x_i + x_{i+j}) and κ^Q_{w,μ} := π_w ∏ (i,j)∈D_μ (x_i + x_{i+j−1}) .

We refer to these functions as (shifted) P - and Q-atom polynomials.

The coefficients of κ^Q_{w,μ} and κ^Q_{w,μ} are all divisible by 2^{ℓ(μ)}. Example 2.6. If w = 3142 = s_2s_1s_3 and μ = (3, 1, 0, 0) then

κ^P_{w,μ} = π_2π_1π_3 ( (x_1 + x_2)(x_1 + x_3)(x_1 + x_4)(x_2 + x_3) ) = κ_{0022} + κ_{0031} + κ_{0112} κ^Q_{w,μ} = π_2π_1π_3(4x_1x_2(x_1 + x_2)(x_1 + x_3)) = 4κ_{103} + 4κ_{202} + 4κ_{1021} while

κ^P_{w,μ} = (π_2 − 1)(π_1 − 1)(π_3 − 1)((x_1 + x_2)(x_1 + x_3)(x_1 + x_4)(x_2 + x_3)) = κ_{0022} + κ_{0031} κ^Q_{w,μ} = (π_2 − 1)(π_1 − 1)(π_3 − 1)(4x_1x_2(x_1 + x_2)(x_1 + x_3)) = 0.

Shifted key polynomials are sums of shifted atom polynomials. Proposition 2.7. We have κ^P_{w,μ} = ∑ v≤w κ^P_{v,μ} and κ^Q_{w,μ} = ∑ v≤w κ^Q_{v,μ}. Proof. As for key polynomials, this follows from the identity π_w = ∑ v≤w π_v [30, §3].

Example 2.8. The definitions of κ^P_{w,μ} and κ^Q_{w,μ} make sense if μ is any partition, but if μ is not strict then these polynomials may have negative coefficients or be zero: π_{3421}κ^P_{2210} = −x_1x_2x_3x^2_4 − x_1x_2x^2_3x_4 − x_1x^2x_3x_4 − x^2_1x_2x_3x_4, π_{3421}κ^Q_{3321} = −16x^2_1x^2x^2_3x^3_4 − 16x^2_1x^2x^3x^2_4 − 16x^2_1x^3_2x^2_3x^2_4 − 16x^3_1x^2x^2_3x^2_4.

Assuming μ is strict, the following holds:

Theorem 2.9. Suppose w ∈ S_∞ and μ is a strict partition. Then κ^P_{w,μ} and κ^Q_{w,μ} are nonzero linear combinations of key polynomials κ_α with nonnegative integer coefficients. Similarly, κ^P_{w,μ} and κ^Q_{w,μ} are linear combinations of atom polynomials κ_α with nonnegative integer coefficients.

Theorem 2.9 will follow by setting β = 0 in Propositions 3.15 and 3.32.

Corollary 2.10. If μ is strict then κ^P_{w,μ}, κ^Q_{w,μ}, κ^P_{w,μ}, and κ^Q_{w,μ} all belong to N[x_1 , x_2, . . . ].

The following gives a case where we can explicitly compute the relevant key expansions.

Proposition 2.11. For all integers n > 0, we have

κ^P_{1,(n)} = κ_{01}n + n∑ m=2 κ_{m0}m_1n−m and κ^Q_{1,(n)} = 2 n∑ m=1 κ_{m0}m−1_1n−m . Proof. We want to express κ^P_{1,(n)} = ∏_n j=1(x_1 +x_{1+j}) and κ^Q_{1,(n)} = ∏_n j=1(x_1 +x_j ) = 2x_1 ∏_n j=2(x_1 +x_j ) in terms of key polynomials. It is a straightforward exercise in algebra to check directly from the definition in terms of divided difference operators that for all integers m, k > 0 and j ≥ 0 one has

κ_{m0}j_1k = (π_{j+1} · · · π_{j+k}) · · · (π_2 · · · π_{k+1}) ( x^m_1 x_2 · · · x_{k+1} ) = x^m_1 ∑ 1<i_1<...<i_k≤j+k x_{i1} · · · x_{ik} (2.4)

as well as κ_0j_1k = ∑ 1≤i_1<...<i_k≤j+k xi1 · · · xik . The desired formulas follow from the binomial

theorem and these identities by comparing terms with x^m_1 on both sides.

The sum in (2.4) is the kth elementary symmetric function e_k(x_2, x_3, . . . , x_{j+k}). Via this equation, replacing the variables x_1, x_2, x_3, . . . , x_{n+1} by t, x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n turns the formula for κ^P_{1,(n)} in Proposition 2.11 into the well-known identity ∏_n i=1(t + x_i) = ∑_n k=0 t^{n−k}e_k(x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n). Making these substitutions in the formula for κ^Q_{1,(n+1)} results in the same identity multiplied by 2t.

Remark 2.12. For more key expansions of P - and Q-key polynomials, see Tables 1 and 2 below. In many small examples like the ones in these tables, the key expansions of κ^P_{w,μ} and 2^{−ℓ(μ)}κ^Q_{w,μ} are multiplicity-free. This does not hold in general: There are key terms with coefficients 1, 2, and 3 in the expansions of both κ^P_{w,μ} and 2^{−ℓ(μ)}κ^Q_{w,μ} for w = 1 and μ = (8, 5, 4, 3). The numbers 1, 2, 3, and 4 are all coefficients in the key expansion of κ^P_{w,λ} for w = 54321 and λ = (7, 5, 3, 1).

As with κ_{w,λ} and κ_{w,λ}, our initial notation in Definition 2.5 allows us to specify the same polynomial in many different ways. We would like to identify more natural indexing sets for these polynomials. However, we cannot simply index κ^P_{w,μ}, κ^Q_{w,μ}, κ^P_{w,μ}, and κ^Q_{w,μ} by the compositions formed by permuting μ, since the products in Definition 2.5 are not always fixed by π_i when μ_i = μ_{i+1}. Instead, we propose a different idea.

A partition λ is symmetric if λ = λ^T, or equivalently if D_λ = {(j, i) : (i, j) ∈ D_λ}. We define a weak composition α to be symmetric if λ(α) = λ(α)^T. For any symmetric partition λ, define half_<(λ) and half_≤(λ) to be the strict partitions whose nonzero parts are {λ_i − i : i ∈ P} ∩ P and {λ_i − (i − 1) : i ∈ P} ∩ P, respectively. For example, if

λ = (4, 3, 3, 1) = then half_<(λ) = (3, 1) and half_≤(λ) = (4, 2, 1).

The weak composition α = (3, 0, 1, 4, 0, 0, 3) is symmetric with λ(α) = (4, 3, 3, 1).

Definition 2.13. For each symmetric weak composition α with u = u(α) and λ = λ(α), define

κ^P_α := κ^P_{u,half <(λ)} and κ^P_α := κ^P_{u,half<(λ)} along with κ^Q_α := κ^Q_{u,half ≤(λ)} and κ^Q_α := κ^Q_{u,half≤(λ)}.

This notation is automatically well-defined, but it is not yet clear that every shifted key/atom polynomial can be written in this form. The polynomials from Example 2.6 are given in this notation as κ^P_{3143} and κ^P_{3143} along with κ^Q_{2031} and κ^Q_{2031}.

Lemma 2.14. If λ = λ^T is a symmetric partition then { i ∈ P : λ_i = λ_{i+1} } ⊆ { i ∈ P : π_iκ^P_λ = κ^P_λ } and { i ∈ P : λ_i = λ_{i+1} } = { i ∈ P : π_iκ^Q_λ = κ^Q_λ } . Proof. Suppose λ = λ^T is a symmetric partition. If j := λ_i = λ_{i+1} ≥ i + 1 then κ^Q_λ is equal to ∏ 1≤a<i (x_a + x_i)(x_a + x_{i+1}) · 4x_ix_{i+1}(x_i + x_{i+1}) · ∏ i+1<b≤j (x_i + x_b)(x_{i+1} + b)

(which is symmetric in x_i and x_{i+1}) times a polynomial not involving x_i or x_{i+1}, so s_iκ^Q_λ = κ^Q_λ and π_iκ^Q_λ = κ^Q_λ . In this case κ^P_λ is equal to the polynomial in the displayed equation divided by 4x_ix_{i+1} times a polynomial not involving x_i or x_{i+1}, so s_iκ^P_λ = π_iκ^P_λ = κ^P_λ . We cannot have λ_i = λ_{i+1} = i since λ = λ^T. If j := λ_i = λ_{i+1} < i then κ^Q_λ and κ^P_λ are both equal to ∏ 1≤a≤j (xi + xa)(xi+1 + xa) times polynomials not involving x_i or x_{i+1}, so both are again fixed by s_i and π_i.

If λ_i > λ_{i+1} then it holds similarly that κ^Q_λ is equal to a polynomial that is not symmetric in x_i and x_{i+1} times a polynomial not involving x_i or x_{i+1}, so we have s_iκ^Q_λ ≠ κ^Q_λ and π_iκ^Q_λ ≠ κ^Q_λ .

Proposition 2.15. Suppose α is a symmetric weak composition and i ∈ P.

(a) If α_i > α_{i+1} then π_iκ^P_α = κ^P_{siα} and π_iκ^Q_α = κ^Q_{siα} and π_iκ^P_α = κ^P_{siα} and π_iκ^Q_α = κ^Q_{siα}.

(b) If α_i < α_{i+1} then π_iκ^P_α = κ^P_α and π_iκ^Q_α = κ^Q_α and π_iκ^P_α = −κ^P_α and π_iκ^Q_α = −κ^Q_α .

(c) If α_i = α_{i+1} then π_iκ^P_α = κ^P_α and π_iκ^Q_α = κ^Q_α and π_iκ^P_α = π_iκ^Q_α = 0.

Proof. This follows by the reasoning in Remark 2.4 using Lemma 2.14.

Using symmetric weak compositions α to index P -key polynomials is problematic when the inclusion in Lemma 2.14 is not an equality for λ = λ(α). To correct this, we will work with a slightly smaller set of indices.

An addable corner of a partition λ is a cell (i, j) /∈ D_λ such that D_λ ⊔ {(i, j)} = D_μ for some partition μ. A removable corner of λ is a cell (i, j) ∈ D_λ such that D_λ \ {(i, j)} = D_ν for some partition ν. We define a partition λ to be skew-symmetric if λ = λ^T and both

(a) if (i, i) is a removable corner of λ then (i, i + 1) is not an addable corner, and

(b) if (i, i) is an addable corner of λ then (i, i − 1) is not a removable corner.

For example, the symmetric partitions

(3, 2, 1) = · · · and (3, 3, 2) = · (2.5)

are not skew-symmetric, but these symmetric partitions are skew-symmetric:

(3, 1, 1) = · · · · and (3, 3, 3) = (2.6)

The Young diagram of any symmetric partition λ either has a unique addable corner of the form (i, i) or a unique removable corner of the form (i, i). If we define ν from λ by adding (i, i) to the Young diagram in the first case and by removing (i, i) in the second, then exactly one of λ or ν is skew-symmetric and it holds that κ^P_λ = κ^P_ν and κ^P_λ = κ^P_ν .

For each strict partition μ, there is a unique symmetric (respectively, skew-symmetric) partition λ such that μ = half_≤(λ) (respectively, μ = half_<(λ)). It is often useful to identify a strict partition μ with its shifted Young diagram SD_μ := {(i, i + j − 1) : (i, j) ∈ D_μ}. Notice that if μ = half_≤(λ) then SD_μ is the set of positions (i, j) ∈ D_λ with i ≤ j. Similarly, if μ = half_<(λ) then SD_μ is given by translating the set of positions (i, j) ∈ D_λ with i < j one column to the left.

The sequence of numbers counting the symmetric partitions of n also counts the partitions of n with all odd parts, which appears as [53, A000700]. The sequence 1, 0, 0, 0, 1, 1, 0, 1, 0, 2, 0, 2, 1, 2, 1, 2, 3, 2, 3, 2, 5, 3, 5, 3, 7, 5, 7, 6, 9, 8, 9, . . . counting the skew-symmetric partitions of n does not presently appear in [53]. It can be generated by the following SageMath [51] code:

def num_skew_symmetric (n ):
     ret = [1] + [0] * n # special case for the empty partition
     for k in range (1 , n // 2 + 2):
          for la in Partitions (k , max_slope = -1):
              size = 2 * sum ( la ) + len ( la ) + int ( la [ -1] == 1)
              if size <= n:
                   ret [ size ] += 1
     return ret

Lemma 2.16. One has { i ∈ P : λ_i = λ_{i+1} } = { i ∈ P : π_iκ^P_λ = κ^P_λ } for a symmetric partition λ = λ^T if and only if λ is skew-symmetric.

Proof. Fix a partition with λ = λ^T. If (i, i) is a removable corner of λ and (i, i + 1) is an addable corner, then λ_i = i > λ_{i+1} = i − 1 and s_iκ^P_λ = π_iκ^P_λ = κ^P_λ . Likewise, if (i, i) is an addable corner of λ and (i, i − 1) is a removable corner, then λ_i = i − 1 < λ_{i−1} = i and s_{i−1}κ^P_λ = π_{i−1}κ^P_λ = κ^P_λ . Thus if λ is not skew-symmetric then there exists i ∈ P with λ_i ≠ λ_{i+1} and π_iκ^P_λ = κ^P_λ .

Conversely, by factoring κ^P_λ as in the proof of Lemma 2.14, one checks that the only way to have λ_i ≠ λ_{i+1} and π_iκ^P_λ = κ^P_λ (which is equivalent to s_iκ^P_λ = κ^P_λ ) is if λ_i = i > λ_{i+1} = i − 1 or λ_i = i + 1 > λ_{i+1} = i, in which case λ is not skew-symmetric.

A weak composition α is skew-symmetric if it sorts to a skew-symmetric partition λ(α).

κ^P_∅ = κ^P_{1,∅} = κ_∅ κ^P_{22} = κ^P_{1,1} = κ_{01} κ^P_{311} = κ^P_{1,2} = κ_{011} + κ_2 κ^P_{333} = κ^P_{1,21} = κ_{012} κ^P_{4111} = κ^P_{1,3} = κ_{0111} + κ_{2001} + κ_3 κ^P_{4311} = κ^P_{1,31} = κ_{0121} + κ_{202} + κ_{301} κ^P_{51111} = κ^P_{1,4} = κ_{01111} + κ_{20011} + κ_{30001} + κ_4 κ^P_{4422} = κ^P_{1,32} = κ_{0122} + κ_{0311} + κ_{23} κ^P_{53311} = κ^P_{1,41} = κ_{01211} + κ_{20201} + κ_{30101} + κ_{302} + κ_{401} κ^P_{611111} = κ^P_{1,5} = κ_{011111} + κ_{200111} + κ_{300011} + κ_{400001} + κ_5

κ^P_{4444} = κ^P_{1,321} = κ_{0123} κ^P_{54221} = κ^P_{1,42} = κ_{01221} + κ_{03111} + κ_{2022} + κ_{23001} + κ_{3012} + κ_{33} + κ_{4011} + κ_{42} κ^P_{633111} = κ^P_{1,51} = κ_{012111} + κ_{202011} + κ_{301011} + κ_{302001} + κ_{401001} + κ_{402} + κ_{501} κ^P_{7111111} = κ^P_{1,6} = κ_{0111111} + κ_{2001111} + κ_{3000111} + κ_{4000011} + κ_{5000001} + κ_6

Table 1: Key expansions of κ^P_λ up to degree 6 for skew-symmetric partitions λ.

Proposition 2.17. Each Q-key (respectively, nonzero Q-atom) polynomial occurs as κ^Q_α (respectively, κ^Q_α ) for some symmetric weak composition α. Each P -key (respectively, nonzero P -atom) polynomial occurs as κ^P_α (respectively, κ^P_α) for some skew-symmetric weak composition α. Proof. Suppose w ∈ S_∞ and μ is a strict partition. If λ is the symmetric partition with half_≤(λ) = μ and i_1 · · · i_l is a reduced word for w, then κ^Q_{w,μ} = π_{i1} · · · π_{il} κ^Q_λ and κ^Q_{w,μ} = π_{i1} · · · π_{il} κ^Q_λ . When nonzero, these polynomials have the form κ^Q_α and κ^Q_α by Proposition 2.15. The second claim follows by a similar argument starting with λ as the skew-symmetric partition having half_<(λ) = μ.

These (skew-)symmetric weak composition indexing sets are still larger than optimal. The P - and Q-atom polynomials can both be zero, and may coincide when nonzero. For example, κ^Q_{012} = κ^P_{022} = 0, κ^Q_{30023} = κ^Q_{21014} ≠ 0, and κ^P_{402402} = κ^P_{313501} ≠ 0. (2.7) There are also coincidences among P -key polynomials (but see Corollary 2.36). It appears that if α is a skew-symmetric weak composition of the form (0, 0, . . . , 0, a, b_1, b_2, . . .) where 0 < a = min({a, b_1, b_2, . . . } \ {0}) and a = α_i, then any way of rearranging of the first i terms of α gives a skew-symmetric weak composition indexing the same P -key polynomial. For example, κ^P_{0011042} = κ^P_{0101042} = κ^P_{1001042}. (2.8) We may also have things like κ^P_{4331} ≠ κ^P_{4313} = κ^P_{4133} ≠ κ^P_{3413} = κ^P_{1433} ≠ κ^P_{3143} = κ^P_{1343} ≠ κ^P_{3134} = κ^P_{1334}. (2.9) κ^Q_∅ = κ^Q_{1,∅} = κ_∅ κ^Q_1 = κ^Q_{1,1} = 2κ_1 κ^Q_{21} = κ^Q_{1,2} = 2(κ_{11} + κ_2) κ^Q_{22} = κ^Q_{1,21} = 4κ_{12} κ^Q_{311} = κ^Q_{1,3} = 2(κ_{111} + κ_{201} + κ_3) κ^Q_{321} = κ^Q_{1,31} = 4(κ_{121} + κ_{22} + κ_{31}) κ^Q_{4111} = κ^Q_{1,4} = 2(κ_{1111} + κ_{2011} + κ_{3001} + κ_4) κ^Q_{332} = κ^Q_{1,32} = 4(κ_{122} + κ_{131} + κ_{23}) κ^Q_{4211} = κ^Q_{1,41} = 4(κ_{1211} + κ_{2201} + κ_{3101} + κ_{32} + κ_{41}) κ^Q_{51111} = κ^Q_{1,5} = 2(κ_{11111} + κ_{20111} + κ_{30011} + κ_{40001} + κ_5)

κ^Q_{333} = κ^Q_{1,321} = 8κ_{123} κ^Q_{4321} = κ^Q_{1,42} = 4(κ_{1221} + κ_{1311} + κ_{222} + κ_{2301} + κ_{312} + κ_{33} + κ_{411} + κ_{42}) κ^Q_{52111} = κ^Q_{1,51} = 4(κ_{12111} + κ_{22011} + κ_{31011} + κ_{32001} + κ_{41001} + κ_{42} + κ_{51}) κ^Q_{611111} = κ^Q_{1,6} = 2(κ_{11111} + κ_{20111} + κ_{30011} + κ_{40001} + κ_{500001} + κ_6)

Table 2: Key expansions of κ^Q_λ up to degree 6 for symmetric partitions λ.

On the other hand, we have not found any symmetric weak compositions α ≠ γ with κ^Q_α = κ^Q_γ . We do not have a heuristic for the following conjecture but it is supported by computations: Conjecture 2.18. If α and γ are distinct symmetric weak compositions then κ^Q_α ≠ κ^Q_γ .

Even if the Q-key polynomials are uniquely indexed, they are still not linearly independent. For example, κ^Q_{123} + κ^Q_{0321} = κ^Q_{132} + κ^Q_{0231} although the four polynomials κ^Q_α are all different. The set of distinct P -key polynomials {κ^P_α} is also linearly dependent over Z. Finally, it is not hard to find some linear relationships between various P - and Q-key polynomials, such as the following. Corollary 2.19. For all integers n ≥ 2, we have 2κ^P_{(n+1)1n} = κ^Q_{n101n−2} − κ^Q_{1n01n−2} + κ^Q_{0n1n−1} . Proof. The follows as a straightforward computation using Proposition 2.11, which identifies the key decompositions of κ^P_{(n+1)1n} = κ^P_{1,(n)} and κ^Q_{n1n−1} = κ^Q_{1,(n)}.

There is also a simple condition that conjecturally determines when a Q-key polynomial is a scalar multiple of a P -key polynomial; see Theorem 2.45 and Conjecture 2.46.

Nevertheless, there are κ^P_α’s that are not rational linear combinations of κ^Q_α ’s and vice versa. Example 2.20. It is sufficient to examine κ^P_α (respectively, κ^Q_α ) when α = λ(α) is a symmetric (respectively, skew-symmetric) partition. In degree 1 the polynomials of this form are κ^P_{22} = x_1 + x_2 = κ_{01} and κ^Q_1 = 2x_1 = 2κ_1.

Thus every P -key polynomial with degree 1 is given by κ_0n_1 for some n > 0 and no Q-linear combination of these is κ^Q_1 . To find a P -key polynomial that is not a Q-linear combination of Q-key polynomials, we have to go to degree 5. There, we have κ^P_{4422} = κ_{23} + κ_{0122} + κ_{0311} while the κ^Q_α ’s of degree 5 with α a symmetric partition are κ^Q_{51111} = 2(κ_5 + κ_{11111} + κ_{20111} + κ_{30011} + κ_{40001}), κ^Q_{4211} = 4(κ_{32} + κ_{41} + κ_{1211} + κ_{2201} + κ_{3101}), κ^Q_{332} = 4(κ_{23} + κ_{122} + κ_{131}).

There is no way to write κ^P_{332} as a Q-linear combination of polynomials π_uκ^Q_{51111}, π_vκ^Q_{4211}, and π_wκ^Q_{332} with u, v, w ∈ S_∞. Consider the key term κ_{0311} in κ^P_{4422}, which can only be obtained from κ^Q_{1421} = π_1π_2κ^Q_{4211} = 4(κ_{032} + κ_{041} + κ_{1121} + κ_{0221} + κ_{0311}), or κ^Q_{1412} = π_3π_1π_2κ^Q_{4211} = 4(κ_{0302} + κ_{0401} + κ_{1112} + κ_{0212} + κ_{0311}).

However, these are the only Q-keys that contribute the key terms κ_{041} and κ_{0401}, respectively, neither of which is in κ^P_{4422}. Hence, κ^P_{4422} is not a Q-linear combination of Q-key polynomials.

This example suggests the following open problem.

Problem 2.21. Characterize the distinct Q-vector spaces spanned by the κ^P_α’s and κ^Q_α ’s.

2.3 Leading term conjectures We explain in this section some conjectural formulas for the leading terms of κ^Q_α and κ^P_α. Throughout, let α be a symmetric weak composition, and write λ = λ(α) and u = u(α). Define D^{sym}_α = {(u(i), u(j)) : (i, j) ∈ D_λ}.

Notice that the weak composition α may be recovered from the symmetric diagram D^{sym}_α by counting the positions in each row (equivalently, each column). Define the sub-diagonal row and column counts of α to be the sequences ρ(α) = (ρ_1, ρ_2, . . .) and γ(α) = (γ_1, γ_2, . . .), where ρ_j = |{(a, b) ∈ D^{sym}_α : j = a ≥ b}| and γ_j = |{(a, b) ∈ D^{sym}_α : a ≥ b = j}| for each j ∈ P. For example, if α = (2, 3, 0, 1), so λ = (3, 2, 1) and u = 2143, then

D^{sym}_λ = D_λ = · · · · · · · · · · and D^{sym}_α = · · · · · · · · · · ,

and thus we have ρ(α) = (1, 2, 0, 1) and γ(α) = (2, 2, 0, 0).

Proposition 2.22. Suppose α is a symmetric weak composition. Then α is uniquely determined by ρ(α) and γ(α). Moreover, one has ρ(α) ≤_{lex} γ(α) with equality if and only if |α| ≤ 1.

Proof. We have D^{sym}_α = ∅ if and only if ρ(α) = γ(α) = (0, 0, 0, . . .). Assume D^{sym}_α is nonempty so that ρ(α) = (ρ_1, ρ_2, . . .) and γ(α) = (γ_1, γ_2, . . .) are both nonzero. The sum ρ_i + γ_i − 1 is equal to α_i if (i, i) ∈ D^{sym}_α and is otherwise α_i −1. Let I be the set of indices i at which ρ_i +γ_i −1 is maximized. Since we have (i, i) ∈ D^{sym}_α for all indices at which α_i = max(α), it follows that α_i = max(α) if and only if i ∈ I. Moreover, as D^{sym}_α is obtained by permuting the coordinates of the diagram of a symmetric partition, it follows that there is a finite subset J ⊂ P with

D^{sym}_α ∩ (I × P) = I × J and D^{sym}_α ∩ (P × I) = J × I and D^{sym}_α ⊆ J × J.

Specifically, J is just the image of {1, 2, . . . , max(α)} under the permutation u(α). Define

ρ^′_i := { 0 if i ∈ I or ρ_i = 0 ρ_i − |I_{<i}| if i /∈ I and ρ_i ≠ 0 and γ^′_i := { 0 if i ∈ I or γ_i = 0 γ_i − |I_{>i}| if i /∈ I and γ_i ≠ 0, where I_{<i} := {j ∈ I : j < i} and I_{>i} := {j ∈ I : j > i}. Finally, let α^′ = (α^′_1, α^′_2, . . .), where

α^′_i := { 0 if i ∈ I or α_i = 0, α_i − |I| if i /∈ I and α_i ≠ 0. Then α is a symmetric weak composition, whose shape is formed from λ(α) by removing all maximal hooks, and we have ρ(α^′) = (ρ^′_1, ρ^′_2, . . .) and γ(α^′) = (γ^′_1, γ^′_2, . . .). By induction we can recover D^{sym}_{α′} from these sequences. This symmetric set contains no positions in the rows indexed by I or in the columns indexed by I, and we recover D^{sym}_α from D^{sym}_{α′} by adding the positions (i, j) and (j, i) for each i ∈ I and j ∈ P with ρ^′_j < ρ_j or γ^′_j < γ_j.

Finally, note that if ρ_1 = 0 then γ_1 = α_1 = 0 since every column of D^{sym}_α with positions weakly below the diagonal must contain a diagonal position. In this case we may assume by induction on ℓ(α) that (ρ_2, ρ_3, . . .) ≤_{lex} (γ_2, γ_3, . . .), with equality if and only |α| = 1, since these sequences are the sub-diagonal row and column counts for (α_2, α_3, . . .). This implies the desired ordering of ρ(α) and γ(α) when ρ_1 = 0. Alternatively, we always have ρ_1 ≤ 1 and if ρ_1 = 1 then γ_1 ≥ 1 with equality if and only if D^{sym}_α = {(1, 1)}, so if ρ_1 = 1 then ρ(α) <_{lex} γ(α) or ρ(α) = γ(α) = (1, 0, 0, . . .).

In general, a finite symmetric subset of P × P is not uniquely determined by its sub-diagonal row and column counts. For example, ρ(α) = (0, 0, 1, 1) and γ(α) = (1, 1, 0, 0) are the sub-diagonal row and column counts for both of the following configurations: · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · Define diag(α) = |{(i, j) ∈ D^{sym}_α : i = j}| for a symmetric weak composition α. The sequences ρ(α) and γ(α) appear to be related to κ^Q_α in the following way:

Conjecture 2.23. If α is a symmetric weak composition with ρ(α) ≠ γ(α) and n = ℓ(α) then

2^{−diag(α)}κ^Q_α ∈ x^{ρ(α)} + x^{γ(α)} + ∑ δ∈N^n ρ(α)<_{lex} δ Nx^δ .

If ρ(α) = γ(α) then either α = ∅ and κ^Q_α = 1, or α = e_n and 2^{−diag(α)}κ^Q_α = x_1 + x_2 + · · · + x_n.

Remark. Combined with (2.3) and Theorem 2.9, Conjecture 2.23 implies that 2^{−diag(α)}κ^Q_α ∈ κ_{ρ(α)} + ∑ ρ(α)<_{lex} δ∈N^n Nκδ . There is no need for κγ(α) to appear in this expansion: We have 2

−diag(α)κQ α = κ_{ρ(α)} when α = (2, 2) for example. The coefficient of x^{γ(α)} in κ^Q_α can also be greater than 2^{diag(α)}: If α = (1, 2) then ρ(α) = (0, 2) and γ(α) = (1, 1) but 2^{−diag(α)}κ^Q_{12} = x^2 + 2x_1x_2 + x^2_1.

Continue to let α be a symmetric weak composition, and define the strict sub-diagonal row and column counts of α to be the sequences ~ρ(α) = (ρ_1, ρ_2, . . .) and ~γ(α) = (γ_1, γ_2, . . .) where ρ_j = |{k : j > k and (j, k) ∈ D_α}| and γ_j = |{j : i > j and (i, j) ∈ D_α}| for each j ∈ P. For example, if α = (1, 3, 0, 1), so λ(α) = (3, 1, 1) and u(α) = 2143, then

D^{sym}_λ = D_λ = · · · · · · · · · · · and D^{sym}_α = · · · · · · · · · · · , and thus we have ~ρ(α) = (0, 1, 0, 1) and ~γ(α) = (1, 1, 0, 0).

Proposition 2.24. Suppose α is a skew-symmetric weak composition. Then α is uniquely determined by ~ρ(α) and ~γ(α). Moreover, one has ~ρ(α) ≤_{lex} ~γ(α) with equality if and only if |α| = 0.

Proof. The proof of the first claim is the same as for Proposition 2.22, except that if ~ρ(α) = (ρ_1, ρ_2, . . .) and ~γ(α) = (γ_1, γ_2, . . .) are both nonzero then it is the quantity ρ_i + γ_i + 1 that is equal to α_i if (i, i) ∈ D^{sym}_α and to α_i − 1 otherwise. If we redefine I to be the set of indices i at which ρ_i +γ_i +1 is maximized then we can proceed exactly as in our earlier argument. This works because removing all maximal hooks from a skew-symmetric weak composition results in a composition that is still skew-symmetric.

The second claim that ~ρ(α) ≤_{lex} ~γ(α), with equality if and only if |α| = 0, follows from Proposition 2.22 since ρ(α) − ~ρ(α) = γ(α) − ~γ(α) = ∑ (i,i)∈D^{sym}_α ei and there are no skew-symmetric

weak compositions α with |α| = 1.

The strict sub-diagonal row and column counts also do not uniquely identify a finite symmetric subset of P × P. For example, these sequences are the same for the Young diagrams of (3, 2, 1) and (3, 1, 1) shown in (2.5) and (2.6).

Computations support a symplectic analogue of Conjecture 2.23:

Conjecture 2.25. For a skew-symmetric weak composition α with ~ρ(α) ≠ ~γ(α) and n = ℓ(α):

κ^P_α ∈ x^{~ρ(α)} + x^{~γ(α)} + ∑ ~ρ(α)<_{lex} δ∈N^n Nx^δ .

We only have ~ρ(α) = ~γ(α) when α = ~ρ(α) = ∅ in which case κ^P_α = 1.

Remark. Combined with (2.3) and Theorem 2.9, Conjecture 2.25 would imply that κ^P_α ∈ κ_{~ρ(α)} + ∑ ~ρ(α)<_{lex} δ∈N^n Nκδ . There is no need for κ~γ(α) to appear in this expansion: We have κ P α = κ_{~ρ(α)} when α = (2, 2) for example. The coefficient of x^{~γ(α)} in κ^P_α can again be greater than one: If α = (1, 3, 1) then ~ρ(α) = (0, 1, 1) and ~γ(α) = (1, 1, 0) but κ^P_{131} = x_2x_3 + 2x_1x_2 + x^2 + x_1x_3 + x^2_1.

The triangularity properties in Conjectures 2.23 and 2.25 suggest a more efficient algorithm to search for a N-linear expansion of a given polynomial into P - or Q-key polynomials. This informs the conjectures in the following section.

2.4 Schubert polynomials

In this section we review the definition of Schubert polynomials and their relationship to key polynomials. Then we will explain several conjectures that connect κ^P_α and κ^Q_α in a similar way to analogues of Schubert polynomials introduced in [55].

The (Rothe) diagram of w ∈ S_∞ is the set D(w) := {(i, w(j)) : i, j ∈ P, i < j, w(i) > w(j)}. This set is the complement in P × P of the south-and-east hooks through each nonzero position (i, w(i)) in the permutation matrix of w. For example, we have

D(53124) = { □ ∈ [_{□ □ □ □ 1} □ □ 1 · · 1 · · · · · 1 · · · · · · 1 · ]} = {(1, 1), (1, 2), (1, 3), (1, 4), (2, 1), (2, 2)}. (2.10)

This description makes it easy to see that the (right) descent set Des_R(w) := {i : w(i) > w(i + 1)} is contained in [n] if and only if D(w) ⊆ [n] × P has no entries beyond the nth row.

A permutation w is dominant of shape λ = λ(w) if its Rothe diagram D(w) is equal to the Young diagram D_λ. The example shown in (2.10) is dominant of shape λ = (4, 2). There is a unique dominant permutation of each partition shape, and the family of all dominant elements of S_∞ is exactly the set of 132-avoiding permutations [38, Ex. 2.2.2].

The Schubert polynomials S_w are the unique elements of Z[x_1, x_2, . . . ] indexed by w ∈ S_∞ such that S_w = x^{λ(w)} = κ_{λ(w)} if w is dominant and ∂_iS_w = S_{wsi} if w(i) > w(i + 1) [38, §2.3.1 and §2.6.4]. Each S_w is homogeneous of degree |D(w)| = ℓ(w) and {S_w : D(w) ⊆ [n] × P} is a Z-basis for Z[x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n] [38, Prop. 2.5.4].

By results in [34], each Schubert polynomial is a sum of (not necessarily distinct) key polynomials. An explicit algorithm is known to identify the relevant summands; see [48, Thm. 4].

Example 2.26. If w = 214365 ∈ S_6 then S_w = κ_3 + κ_{102} + κ_{10101} + κ_{20001}.

We now explain the definition of certain “shifted” analogues of Schubert polynomials introduced in [55]. Let I^{fpf}_∞ be the S_∞-conjugacy class of the infinite product of cycles

1_{fpf} := · · · (1 2)(3 4)(5 6) · · · (2.11)

mapping i → i − (−1)^i for all i ∈ Z. Let I^{fpf}_n be the subset of elements z ∈ I^{fpf}_∞ with z([n]) = [n] and z(i) = 1_{fpf}(i) for all i > n. This set is empty if n is odd, and is in bijection with the fixed-point-free involutions in S_n when n is even.

The Rothe diagram for z ∈ I^{fpf}_∞ is defined in the same way as for elements of S_∞. If λ is a skew-symmetric partition, then there is a unique z ∈ I^{fpf}_∞ with {(i, j) ∈ D(z) : i ≠ j} = {(i, j) ∈ D_λ : i ≠ j} [18, Prop. 4.31], which we call the dominant element of I^{fpf}_∞ with shape λ^{ss}(z) := λ.

Example 2.27. Each fixed-point-free involution z ∈ S_{2n} extends to an element of I^{fpf}_{2n} mapping 2i → 2i − 1 for all i /∈ [2n]. We often identity z with this extension. Under this convention, z = (2n) · · · 321 is the dominant element of I^{fpf}_∞ with shape λ^{ss}(z) is (2n − 1, . . . , 3, 2, 1) − e_n.

Let I_∞ := {z ∈ S_∞ : z = z^{−1}} be the set of involutions in S_∞. We have already mentioned that for each partition λ there is a unique dominant element w ∈ S_∞ with D(w) = D_λ. If λ is a symmetric partition then this element must be an involution since D(z)^T = D(z^{−1}). Thus, for each symmetric partition λ = λ^T there is a unique dominant z ∈ I_∞ with D(z) = D_λ.

Example 2.28. The permutation n · · · 321 ∈ I_∞ is dominant with λ(n · · · 321) = (n − 1, . . . , 2, 1).

Results in [17, 20, 55] show that there are unique polynomials {S^{Sp}_y }_{y∈I}fpf_∞ and {S^O_z }_{z∈I∞} with

S^{Sp}_y = ∏ (i,j)∈D(y) i>j (x_i + x_j) = κ^P_λss_{(y)} and S^O_z = ∏ (i,j)∈D(z) i≥j (x_i + x_j) = κ^Q_{λ(z)} (2.12)

if y ∈ I^{fpf}_∞ and z ∈ I_∞ are dominant (see [20, Thm. 1.3] and [17, Thm. 4.2]) and with

∂_iS^{Sp}_y =

0 if y(i) < y(i + 1), 0 if y(i) = i + 1, S^{Sp}_{siysi} otherwise, and ∂_iS^O_z =

0 if z(i) < z(i + 1), 2S^O_{zsi} if z(i) = i + 1, S^O_{sizsi} otherwise,

(2.13)

for all i ∈ P. Following [20], we refer to {S^{Sp}_y }_{y∈I}fpf_∞ and {S^O_z }_{z∈I∞} as involution Schubert polynomials of symplectic and orthogonal types, respectively.

Let D^{Sp}(y) := {(i, j) ∈ D(y) : i > j} and D^O(z) := {(i, j) ∈ D(z) : i ≥ j} for y ∈ I^{fpf}_∞ and z ∈ I_∞. Then S^{Sp}_y and S^O_z are each homogeneous of degrees |D^{Sp}(y)| and |D^O(z)|, respectively [20, Prop. 3.6]. Involution Schubert polynomials are nonzero linear combinations of disjoint sets of Schubert polynomials [20, §1.5], which implies that {S^{Sp}_y : y ∈ I^{fpf}_∞ } and {S^O_z : z ∈ I_∞} are both linearly independent over Z. The following property is implicit in results in [18, 20]:

Proposition 2.29. Let y ∈ I^{fpf}_∞ and z ∈ I_∞. Then S^{Sp}_y (respectively S^O_z ) is contained in Z[x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n] if and only if the diagram D^{Sp}(y) (respectively D^O(z)) is contained in [n] × [n].

Proof. The lexicographically minimal monomials in S^{Sp}_y and S^O_z are in Z[x_1, . . . , x_n] if and only if D^{Sp}(y) and D^O(z) are subsets of [n]×[n] [20, Prop. 3.14]. When this occurs, [18, Thm 1.1] combined with [18, Thms. 5.8 and 5.14] implies that all other monomials are also in Z[x_1, . . . , x_n].

Remark 2.30. As D^{Sp}(y) and D^O(z) are weakly below the diagonal, the sets are contained in [n] × [n] if and only if they are contained in [n] × P. Whether this occurs can be characterized in terms of certain visible descent sets. For y ∈ I^{fpf}_∞ and z ∈ I_∞ let

Des^{fpf}_V (y) := {i ∈ P : y(i) > y(i + 1) < i} and Des_V (z) := {i ∈ P : z(i) > z(i + 1) ≤ i}. (2.14)

Then D^{Sp}(y) ⊆ [n] × [n] if and only if Des^{fpf}_V (y) ⊆ [n] by [21, Lem. 4.14] and D^O(z) ⊆ [n] × [n] if and only if Des_V (z) ⊆ [n] by [17, Lem. 4.8].

Computations indicate that S^{Sp}_z and S^O_z expand positively into shifted key polynomials, just as Schubert polynomials expand into key polynomials. The following conjectures are one of our primary motivations for studying κ^P_α and κ^Q_α :

Conjecture 2.31. Let z ∈ I^{fpf}_∞ . Then S^{Sp}_z is a sum of distinct P -key polynomials. More specifically, there is a finite set of skew-symmetric weak compositions X (z) with S^{Sp}_z = ∑ α∈X (z) κ P α. We have used a computer to verify Conjecture 2.31 for all z ∈ I^{fpf}_n for n ≤ 10.

Example 2.32. For most z ∈ I^{fpf}_8 it holds that S^{Sp}_z is equal to a P -key polynomial. For the 13 of 105 elements z ∈ I^{fpf}_8 without this property, we have the following expansions:

S^{Sp}_{(1 3)(2 5)(4 7)(6 8)} = κ^P_{3303} + κ^P_{140101}, S^{Sp}_{(1 4)(2 3)(5 7)(6 8)} = κ^P_{333} + κ^P_{411001}, S^{Sp}_{(1 3)(2 4)(5 8)(6 7)} = κ^P_{33003} + κ^P_{1400011}, S^{Sp}_{(1 3)(2 5)(4 8)(6 7)} = κ^P_{3304001} + κ^P_{1501011}, S^{Sp}_{(1 5)(2 3)(4 7)(6 8)} = κ^P_{4133} + κ^P_{511101}, S^{Sp}_{(1 4)(2 3)(5 8)(6 7)} = κ^P_{3340001} + κ^P_{41303} + κ^P_{5110011}, S^{Sp}_{(1 5)(2 3)(4 8)(6 7)} = κ^P_{4224} + κ^P_{5133001} + κ^P_{6111011}.

S^{Sp}_{(1 5)(2 4)(3 7)(6 8)} = κ^P_{4242} + κ^P_{533101}, S^{Sp}_{(1 3)(2 6)(4 8)(5 7)} = κ^P_{24042} + κ^P_{1503301}, S^{Sp}_{(1 5)(2 4)(3 8)(6 7)} = κ^P_{4252001} + κ^P_{6331011}, S^{Sp}_{(1 6)(2 3)(4 8)(5 7)} = κ^P_{51242} + κ^P_{6113301}, S^{Sp}_{(1 6)(2 4)(3 8)(5 7)} = κ^P_{52522} + κ^P_{6241201}, S^{Sp}_{(1 6)(2 5)(3 8)(4 7)} = κ^P_{54542} + κ^P_{6444101},

Let cyc(z) := |{i ∈ P : i < z(i)}| denote the number of nontrivial cycles in z ∈ I_∞. We have verified the following conjecture for all z ∈ I_n for n ≤ 9.

Conjecture 2.33. Let z ∈ I_∞. Then S^O_z is a linear combination of distinct Q-key polynomials with coefficients that are integral powers of two. More specifically, there is a finite set of symmetric weak compositions Y(z) with S^O_z = ∑ α∈Y(z) 2 cyc(z)−diag(α)κQ α . Example 2.34. For most z ∈ I_5 it holds that S^O_z is equal to a Q-key polynomial. For the 5 of 26 elements z ∈ I_5 without this property, we have the following expansions: S^O_{(1 2)(3 4)} = 2κ^Q_{201}, S^O_{(1 2)(4 5)} = 2κ^Q_{2001},

S^O_{(2 3)(4 5)} = 2κ^Q_{0201}, S^O_{(1 2)(3 5)} = κ^Q_{202} + 2κ^Q_{3011}, S^O_{(1 3)(4 5)} = κ^Q_{22} + 2κ^Q_{3101}.

The decomposition of S^O_z into Q-key polynomials is not always unique. For example, S^O_{(1 4)(2 5)(6 8)} = κ^Q_{343001} + κ^Q_{3340001} + 2κ^Q_{442002} + 2κ^Q_{3520011} = κ^Q_{334001} + κ^Q_{3430001} + 2κ^Q_{442002} + 2κ^Q_{3520011}, even though κ^Q_{343001}, κ^Q_{3340001}, κ^Q_{334001}, and κ^Q_{3430001} are all distinct. 2.5 Coincidences among shifted polynomials Modulo the preceding conjectures, we can characterize which involution Schubert polynomials are equal to shifted key polynomials. First, however, we need to explain how κ^P_α and κ^Q_α are related to the classical Schur P - and Q-functions.

Let w_n := n · · · 321 ∈ S_n denote the reverse permutation. For each v ∈ S_∞, y ∈ I^{fpf}_∞ , and z ∈ I_∞, there are unique symmetric functions F_v, P_y, and Q_z with

F_v(x_1, . . . , x_n) = π_{wn} S_v, P_y(x_1, . . . , x_n) = π_{wn} S^{Sp}_y , and Q_z(x_1, . . . , x_n) = π_{wn} S^O_z (2.15) whenever the respective diagrams D(v), D^{Sp}(y), and D^O(z) are contained in [n]×P [20, Thm. 3.39]. The formal power series F_v is the Stanley symmetric function introduced in [54], while P_y and Q_z are the involution Stanley symmetric functions studied in [17] and [21, §4.5].

Recall that the ring of bounded degree symmetric functions Sym ⊂ Z�x_1, x_2, . . .� has a basis given by the Schur functions s_λ. For each strict partition μ, there is an associated Schur P -function P_μ and Schur Q-function Q_μ = 2^{ℓ(μ)}P_μ, which make up Z-bases for two subrings of Sym [37, §III.8]. In fact, the power series F_v , P_y, and Q_z are always N-linear combinations of Schur functions s_λ, Schur P -functions P_μ, and Schur Q-functions Q_ν , respectively; see [14, 17, 21].

A permutation v is vexillary if F_v = s_λ is equal to a single Schur function. Such permutations are characterized by a simple pattern avoidance condition: a permutation is vexillary if and only if it is 2143-avoiding [54]. It also holds that Q_z = Q_ν is a single Schur Q-function if and only if z ∈ I_∞ is vexillary [21, Thm. 4.67]. However, for Schur P -functions, the situation is slightly different. Define y ∈ I^{fpf}_∞ to be fpf-vexillary if P_y = P_μ is equal a single Schur P -function. There is a more complicated (but still explicit) pattern avoidance characterization of fpf-vexillary involutions [17, Cor. 7.9]. In all of these cases, it is known how to compute λ, μ, and ν from v, y, and z; see [54, Thm. 4.1], [21, Thm. 1.13], and [17, Thm. 1.4].

The first part of the following theorem is well-known property of key polynomials that follows from their combinatorial description [30] or representation-theoretic interpretation [11].

Theorem 2.35. Let λ ∈ N^n be a partition with at most n parts.

(a) It holds that s_λ(x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n) = κ_{(λn,...,λ2,λ1)}.

(b) If λ is symmetric with μ := half_<(λ) and ν := half_≤(λ) then P_μ(x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n) = κ^P_{(λn,...,λ2,λ1)} and Q_ν (x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n) = κ^Q_{(λn ,...,λ2,λ1)}. Proof. For part (a), see, e.g., [48, §2 Remark]. The first identity in part (b) will follow by setting β = 0 in Corollary 3.24. To derive the second identity in part (b), let z ∈ I_∞ be dominant of shape λ. Then D^O(z) ⊆ D(z) = D_λ ⊆ [n] × P, and so κ^Q_{(λn,...,λ2,λ1)} = π_{wn} S^O_z = Q_z(x_1, . . . , x_n) = Q_ν (x_1, . . . , x_n) for a strict partition ν, where the last equality is because z is also vexillary by [38, Prop. 2.2.7]. The partition ν must be half_≤(λ) as this is the index of the leading term of the Schur Q-expansion of Q_z by [21, Thm. 1.13].

Corollary 2.36. If α, γ are skew-symmetric weak compositions with κ^P_α = κ^P_γ then λ(α) = λ(γ).

Proof. Let μ := half_<(λ(α)) and ν := half_<(λ(γ)). Applying π_{wn} for sufficiently large n to both sides of κ^P_α = κ^P_γ gives P_μ(x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n) = P_ν (x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n) ≠ 0 by Theorem 2.35. This implies that μ = ν, and hence that λ(α) = λ(γ) since the latter partitions are skew-symmetric.

Another classical result is that S_w = κ_α if and only if w ∈ S_∞ is vexillary and α is equal to the (Lehmer) code of w, which is the sequence c(w) = (c_1, c_2, . . .) with c_i = |{j : (i, j) ∈ D(w)}|; see Theorem 3.3 for a slight generalization. We can prove (partial) shifted analogues of this fact.

Proposition 2.37. Let z ∈ I^{fpf}_∞ . If S^{Sp}_z = κ^P_α for a skew-symmetric weak composition α then z is fpf-vexillary. Conversely, if Conjecture 2.31 holds and z is fpf-vexillary then S^{Sp}_z = κ^P_α for some α.

Proof. If S^{Sp}_z = κ^P_α where λ = λ(α) and μ = half_<(λ), then for all sufficiently large n we have

P_z(x_1, . . . , x_n) = π_{wn} S^{Sp}_z = π_{wn} κ^P_α = κ^P_{(λn ,...,λ2,λ1)} = P_μ(x_1, . . . , x_n)

by Theorem 2.35, which implies that P_z = P_μ so z is fpf-vexillary.

Conversely, if S^{Sp}_z is a sum of k P -key polynomials, then P_z(x_1, . . . , x_n) = π_{wn} S^{Sp}_z is a sum of k (not necessarily distinct) Schur P -polynomials for all sufficiently large n, so P_z is a sum of k (not necessarily distinct) Schur P -functions. In this case, it can only hold that z is fpf-vexillary if k = 1, which means that S^{Sp}_z = κ^P_α for some α.

Proposition 2.38. Let z ∈ I_∞. If S^O_z = κ^Q_α for some symmetric weak composition α then z is vexillary. Conversely, if Conjecture 2.33 holds and z is vexillary then S^O_z = κ^Q_α for some α.

Proof. The proof is essentially the same as for the previous proposition, mutatis mutandis; one just needs to change each “Sp” to “O”, each “P ” to “Q”, and “μ = half_<(λ)” to “μ = half_≤(λ)”.

As mentioned above, if w ∈ S_∞ is vexillary then S_w = κ_{c(w)}. An analogous formula appears to hold in the Q-shifted case; we have checked this conjecture for all z ∈ I_n for n ≤ 9:

Conjecture 2.39. If z ∈ I_∞ is vexillary then S^O_z = κ^Q_{c(z)}.

Conjecture 2.33 predicts that there is a multiplicity-free expansion of the renormalized involution Schubert polynomials Ŝ_z := 2^{−cyc(z)}S^O_z considered in [18, 20, 21] into renormalized Q-key polynomials κ̂_α := 2^{−diag(α)}κ^Q_α . One reason to keep the powers of two is because we can have Ŝ_z = κ̂_α without z being vexillary; for example, Ŝ_{(1,2)(3,4)} = κ̂_{201}.

We have not identified a way to predict α such that S^{Sp}_z = κ^P_α from a fpf-vexillary z ∈ I^{fpf}_∞ .

Example 2.40. In many cases with S^{Sp}_z = κ^P_α, it holds that c_i − α_i ∈ {0, 1} for all i ∈ P, where c(z) = (c_1, c_2, . . .); e.g., if z = (1 3)(2 7)(4 5)(6 8) then S^{Sp}_z = κ^P_{150111} and c(z) = (2, 5, 0, 2, 1, 2). This does not always occur, however. For instance, if z = (1 3)(2 4)(5 7)(6 8) ∈ I^{fpf}_8 then we have S^{Sp}_z = κ^P_{130001} and c(z) = (2, 2, 0, 0, 2, 2), and if z = (1 4)(2 5)(3 6)(7 10)(8 11)(9 12) then we have S^{Sp}_z = κ^P_{234000012} and c(z) = (3, 3, 3, 0, 0, 0, 3, 3, 3).

As one other application of the results above, we can classify when κ_α is equal to a P -key polynomial. We briefly note one lemma; here, let λ and μ be partitions with μ strict.

Lemma 2.41. It holds that s_λ = P_μ if and only if μ = λ = (n, . . . , 2, 1) for some n ∈ N.

Proof. This follows by combining [20, Thm. 3.35] and [21, Thm. 4.20]; see also [13, Thm. V.3].

Clearly κ_∅ = κ^P_∅ = 1. The other situations where κ_α = κ^P_γ are all as follows:

Proposition 2.42. Let α and γ be weak compositions with α nonempty and γ skew-symmetric. Then κ_α = κ^P_γ if and only if there are positive integers 1 ≤ i_0 < i_1 < i_2 < · · · < i_n such that α = e_{i1} + 2e_{i2} + 3e_{i3} + · · · + ne_{in} and γ = (n + 1)(e_{i0} + e_{i1} + e_{i2} + · · · + e_{in} ).

Proof. It follows from Theorem 2.35 and Lemma 2.41 that for any n > 0 we have κ_{(0,1,2,...,n)} = s_{(n,...,3,2,1)}(x_1, x_2, . . . , x_{n+1}) = P_{(n,...,3,2,1)}(x_1, x_2, . . . , x_{n+1}) = κ^P_{(n+1,n+1,...,n+1)}. By applying isobaric divided difference operators to the identity, we deduce that κ_α = κ^P_γ if α = e_{i1} + 2e_{i2} + 3e_{i3} + · · · + ne_{in} and γ = (n + 1)(e_1 + e_{i1} + e_{i2} + · · · + e_{in} ) for some indices 1 < i_1 < i_2 < · · · < i_n. Since in this case κ_α is symmetric in x_1, x_2, . . . , x_{i1−1}, the polynomial κ^P_γ is fixed by π_j for all 1 ≤ j < i_1 − 1, so one also has κ_α = κ^P_γ = κ^P_{γ+ei0 −e1} for any 1 ≤ i_0 < i_1.

Conversely, suppose κ_α = κ^P_γ when α and γ are arbitrary weak compositions with α nonempty and γ skew-symmetric. In view of Theorem 2.35, applying π_{wN} to both sides when N is sufficiently large implies that s_{λ(α)} = P_{half <(λ(γ))}, so λ(α) = half_<(λ(γ)) = (n, . . . , 2, 1) for some n ∈ P by Lemma 2.41. But half_<(λ(γ)) can only be equal to (n, . . . , 2, 1) if λ(γ) = (n + 1, n + 1, . . . , n + 1) ∈ N^{n+1} , so we must have γ = (n + 1)(e_{i0} + e_{i1} + e_{i2} + · · · + e_{in} ) for some 1 ≤ i_0 < i_1 < i_2 < · · · < i_n. By the preceding paragraph this means that κ_α = κ^P_γ = κ_{ei1 +2ei2 +3ei3 +···+nein} , so we must also have α = e_{i1} +2e_{i2} +3e_{i3} +· · ·+ne_{in} as key polynomials are uniquely indexed by weak compositions.

We can only have κ^Q_α = κ_γ if α = γ = ∅ since all coefficients in κ^Q_α are divisible by 2^{diag(α)}. If we exclude this factor then there is a nontrivial analogue of the preceding result.

Proposition 2.43. Let α and γ be weak compositions with α nonempty and γ symmetric. Then κ_α = 2^{−diag(γ)}κ^Q_γ if and only if there are positive integers 1 ≤ i_1 < i_2 < · · · < i_n such that α = e_{i1} + 2e_{i2} + 3e_{i3} + · · · + ne_{in} and γ = n(e_{i1} + e_{i2} + · · · + e_{in} ).

Proof. The “if” direction of this result follows by isobaric divided difference operators to the identity κ_{(1,2,...,n)} = s_{(n,...,3,2,1)}(x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n) = 2^{−n}Q_{(n,...,3,2,1)}(x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n) = 2^{−n}κ^Q_{(n,n,...,n)}, which holds by Theorem 2.35 and Lemma 2.41 (as Q_μ = 2^{ℓ(μ)}P_μ). For the “only if” direction, observe that if κ_α = 2^{−diag(γ)}κ^Q_γ then applying π_{wN} to both sides when N is sufficiently large gives s_{λ(α)} = P_{half ≤(λ(γ))} by Theorem 2.35 since diag(γ) = ℓ(half_≤(λ(γ))). In this case, Lemma 2.41 implies that λ(α) = half_≤(λ(γ)) = (n, . . . , 2, 1) for some n ∈ P, which can only hold if λ(γ) = (n, n, . . . , n) ∈ N^n and γ = n(e_{i1} + e_{i2} + · · · + e_{in} ) for some indices 1 ≤ i_1 < i_2 < · · · < i_n, and then we have κ_α = 2^{−diag(γ)}κ^Q_γ = κ_{ei1 +2ei2 +3ei3 +···+nein} so also α = e_{i1} + 2e_{i2} + 3e_{i3} + · · · + ne_{in} .

Let α be a symmetric weak composition with α_1 = 0. Then there is a symmetric weak composition η^{(1)} with D^{sym}_{η(1)} = D^{sym}_α ⊔ {(i, j) : i = 1 and (j, j) ∈ D^{sym}_α , or j = 1 and (i, i) ∈ D^{sym}_α } and there is a symmetric weak composition η^{(2)} with D^{sym}_{η(1)} ⊔ {(1, 1)}. If λ = λ(α) and h = diag(α) then

λ(η^{(1)}) = (1 + λ_1, 1 + λ_2, . . . , 1 + λ_h, h, λ_{h+1}, λ_{h+2}, . . .) and λ(η^{(2)}) = λ(η^{(1)}) + e_{h+1}.

Exactly one of η^{(1)} or η^{(2)} is skew-symmetric; specifically, we always have λ_h ≥ h > λ_{h+1}, and η^{(1)} is skew-symmetric if and only if λ_h > h. Let η(α) be whichever of η^{(1)} or η^{(2)} is skew-symmetric.

Example 2.44. If α = (0, 3, 1, 2) then η^{(1)} = (2, 4, 1, 3) and η^{(2)} = (3, 4, 1, 3), and we have

D^{sym}_α = · · · · · · · · · · and D^{sym}_{η(1)} = · · · · · · and D^{sym}_{η(2)} = · · · · · along with η(α) = (3, 4, 1, 3) = η^{(2)}.

Theorem 2.45. Suppose α is a symmetric weak composition with α_1 = 0. Then κ^Q_α = 2^{diag(α)}κ^P_{η(α)}.

Proof. First let ~α = (α_2, α_3, . . .) and observe that π_{u(α)} = π_{1×u(~α)}π_1π_2 · · · π_n. From [36, (4.22)], it follows that if S_w ∈ Z[x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n] then π_1π_2 · · · π_n(S_w) = S_{1×w}, where 1 × w ∈ S_∞ denotes the element fixing 1 and mapping i + 1 → w(i) + 1 for all i ∈ P. Each S^O_y ∈ Z[x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n] is a linear combination of Schubert polynomials S_w ∈ Z[x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n], and it follows from [20, §1.5] that π_1π_2 · · · π_n(S^O_y ) = S^O_{1×y}. Therefore, if y ∈ I_∞ is dominant with shape λ(α) then

κ^Q_α = π_{1×u(~α)}π_1π_2 · · · π_n(S^O_y ) = π_{1×u(~α)}(S^O_{1×y} ).

Next, define η^{(1)} and η^{(2)} relative to α as above, and let η = η(α) and h = diag(α). Then

κ^P_η = π_{1×u(~α)}π_1π_2 · · · π_h(κ^P_{λ(η)}) = π_{1×u(~α)}∂_1∂_2 · · · ∂_h(x_1x_2 · · · x_hκ^P_{λ(η)}).

Note, however, that 2^hx_1x_2 · · · x_hκ^P_{λ(η)} = κ^Q_{λ(η(1) )}, so if z ∈ I_∞ is dominant with shape λ(η^{(1)}) then

2^hκ^P_η = π_{1×u(~α)}∂_1∂_2 · · · ∂_h(S^O_z ).

To prove the desired identity it suffices to check that ∂_1∂_2 · · · ∂_h(S^O_z ) = S^O_y . This follows from (2.13) since we can express y = (1 b_1)(2 b_2) · · · (h b_h) and z = (1 1 + b_1)(2 1 + b_2) · · · (h 1 + b_h) for distinct integers b_1, b_2, . . . , b_h > h.

The simple relationship between κ^Q_α and κ^P_α when α_1 = 0 does not extend to their K-theoretic analogues L^Q_α and L^P_α defined in Section 3. This is identical to the situation for Schur P - and Q-polynomials (see [10]). The following converse to Theorem 2.45 is supported by computations.

Conjecture 2.46. If κ^Q_α is a scalar multiple of a P -key polynomial then α_1 = 0.

In all computed examples, κ^Q_α is not even a Z-linear combination of P -key polynomials if α_1 > 0.

2.6 Key expansions Theorem 2.9 tells us that κ^P_α and κ^Q_α both expand positively into key polynomials, but identifying the relevant key terms and their coefficients seems to be a difficult problem in general. In this section we discuss some partial results and conjectures related to this problem.

When α = λ(α) is a (skew-)symmetric partition, κ^P_α and κ^Q_α are instances of (dominant) involution Schubert polynomials S^{Sp}_y and S^O_z . There are formulas to expand these polynomials into Schubert polynomials S_w [19, §6] and to expand each S_w into key polynomials [48, Thm. 4]. However, it is not clear how to combine these results to address the following simpler problem:

Problem 2.47. Describe the key expansions of κ^P_λ and κ^Q_λ when λ is a (skew-)symmetric partition.

Remark 2.48. The key expansions of κ^P_λ and 2^{−diag(λ)}κ^Q_λ (with λ a symmetric partition) are multiplicity-free up to degree 11, but this property does not hold in general (as mentioned earlier in Remark 2.12). If μ is a symmetric partition with half_<(λ) = half_≤(μ) =: ν then Theorem 2.35 implies that there is a bijection between the terms in the key expansions of κ^P_λ = κ^P_{1,ν} and 2^{−diag(μ)}κ^Q_μ = 2^{−ℓ(ν)}κ^Q_{1,ν} whenever these are multiplicity-free. In the small number of nonmultiplicity-free examples that we can compute, there is still a multiplicity-preserving bijection between the terms in these key expansions. It would be interesting to know if this property holds for all strict partitions ν. A multiplicity-preserving bijection between the key terms in κ^P_{w,ν} and 2^{−ℓ(ν)}κ^Q_{w,ν} does not exist for general w ∈ S_∞. If w = 35421 and ν = (4, 2), then we have

κ^P_{w,ν} = κ_{00024} + κ_{00033} + κ_{00114} + κ_{00222} + κ_{01113} + κ_{01122} + 2κ_{00123}, 2^{−ℓ(ν)}κ^Q_{w,ν} = κ_{00024} + κ_{00033} + κ_{10014} + κ_{20022} + κ_{10113} + κ_{10122} + κ_{00123} + κ_{10023}.

There is one key term in κ^P_α and κ^Q_α that we can easily identify. We will say that a polynomial is key positive if its expansion into key polynomials involves only nonnegative integer coefficients. If w ∈ S_∞ and α is a weak composition, then define w ∘ α to be the weak composition with π_wκ_α = κ_{w∘α}. Recall the definitions of ρ(α) and ~ρ(α) from Section 2.3.

Proposition 2.49. Let α be a symmetric weak composition with λ := λ(α) and define δ := u(α) ∘ ρ(λ) and ϵ := u(α) ∘ ~ρ(λ). Then κ^Q_α − 2^{diag(α)}κ_δ and κ^P_α − κ_ϵ are both key positive.

Proof. We see from Definition 2.5 that the lexicographically minimal terms in κ^Q_λ and κ^P_λ are respectively 2^{diag(α)}x^{ρ(λ)} and x^{~ρ(λ)}, so the differences κ^Q_λ − 2^{diag(α)}κ_{ρ(λ)} and κ^P_λ − κ_{~ρ(λ)} must both be key positive by (2.3). Now apply π_{u(α)} to these expressions.

When λ is a symmetric partition, Proposition 2.49 identifies the lexicographically minimal key terms in κ^P_λ and κ^Q_λ . Indeed, these are indexed by ~ρ(λ) and ρ(λ), respectively, which count the heights of the columns in the shifted Young diagrams of half_<(λ) and half_≤(λ) (moved one column to the right in the P -case). These terms do not always remain lexicographically minimal when we apply isobaric divided difference operators to go from λ to a general symmetric weak composition; for example, κ^Q_{21} = 2(κ_{11} + κ_2) but κ^Q_{12} = π_1κ^Q_{21} = 2(κ_{02} + κ_{11}). Thus, Proposition 2.49 does not help with proving Conjectures 2.23 or 2.25.

Remark 2.50. We can adapt the preceding proof to get a general algorithm for computing the key expansion of κ^P_α or κ^Q_α . Take the key expansion of κ^P_{λ(α)} = ∑ μ c^P_μκ_μ or κ^Q_{λ(α)} = ∑ μ c^Q_μ κ_μ, which there exists an algorithm to compute as indicated at the start of this section. Then κ^P_α = ∑ μ c^P_μ κ_{u(α)∘λ(α)} and κ^Q_α = ∑ μ c^Q_μ κ_{u(α)∘λ(α)}. A given key polynomial may appear multiple times in each sum, but one never needs to expand the polynomials into the monomial basis of Z[x_1, x_2, . . .].

Using Proposition 2.49, we can prove a partial version of Conjecture 2.46.

Corollary 2.51. Suppose α is a nonempty symmetric weak composition with λ = λ(α). If there is an index i with 1 ≤ i ≤ diag(α) such that (α_1, α_2, . . . , α_i) is a permutation of (λ_1, λ_2, . . . , λ_i), then κ^Q_α is not a scalar multiple of any P -key polynomial.

Proof. In this case u(α) has a reduced expression i_1i_2 · · · i_ℓ with all i_j ≠ i, so κ^Q_α = π_{i1} π_{i2} · · · π_{iℓ} κ^Q_{λ(α)} is divisible by x_1x_2 · · · x_i since κ^Q_{λ(α)} is divisible by this factor and π_j(x_1x_2 · · · x_if) = x_1x_2 · · · x_iπ_j(f) for any polynomial f when i ≠ j ∈ P. Yet, no P -key polynomial is divisible by x_1x_2 · · · x_i as the leading term of κ_ϵ in Proposition 2.49 is never divisible by x_1.

Calculations suggest that the key polynomials appearing in κ^P_α all have the following property:

Conjecture 2.52. Suppose α and γ are weak compositions with α skew-symmetric. If κ^P_α − κ_γ is key positive and j is the first index with γ_j = 0 then γ_i > 1 for all 0 < i < j.

This conjecture would imply another partial version of Conjecture 2.46:

Corollary 2.53. If Conjecture 2.52 holds and α is a nonempty symmetric weak composition with α_1 = max(α), then κ^Q_α is not a Q-linear combination of P -key polynomials.

Proof. Define δ as in Proposition 2.49. Then δ_1 = 1 and κ_δ appears in the key expansion of κ^Q_α , but if Conjecture 2.52 holds then κ_δ does not appear in any P -key polynomial.

The next result is consistent with Conjecture 2.52:

Proposition 2.54. If w ∈ S_∞ then S_w − κ_1n if key positive if and only if w = 234 · · · (n + 1)1 and S_w = κ_1n . If α is a skew-symmetric weak composition then κ^P_α − κ_1n is never key positive.

Proof. One can derive the first claim from [48, Thms. 3 and 5]. [48, Thm. 3] states that S_w = ∑ a ∑ i x_i where the outer sum ranges over all reduced words a = a_1a_2 · · · a_p for w ∈ S_∞ and the inner sum ranges over all a-compatible words i = i_1i_2 · · · i_p with x_i := x_{i1} x_{i2} · · · x_{ip} . Part (1) of [48, Thm. 5] asserts that the same double sum ∑ a ∑ i x_i gives a key polynomial when a is restricted to a single equivalence class for the Coxeter-Knuth relation defined in [48, Eq. (14)]. Therefore each Coxeter-Knuth equivalence class of reduced words for w contributes one term to the key positive expansion of S_w. But it is clear from the definition of an a-compatible word before [48, Thm. 3] that the only class that can contribute the key polynomial κ_1n = x_1x_2 · · · x_n is the one that consists of the single reduced word a = 123 · · · n, which is present if and only if w = 234 · · · (n + 1)1.

For the second claim, suppose α is a skew-symmetric weak composition with λ = λ(α). Let z ∈ I^{fpf}_∞ be dominant with λ^{ss}(z) = λ. Since κ^P_α = π_{u(α)}S^{Sp}_z and S^{Sp}_z is key positive, the difference κ^P_α − κ_1n can only be key positive if S^{Sp}_z − κ_1n is key positive. The latter never occurs since S^{Sp}_z is a sum of distinct Schubert polynomials [20, §1.5] and every S_w that appears as a summand has the property that 2i−1 appears before 2i in the word w(1)w(2)w(3) · · · for all i ∈ P by [19, Thm. 6.22], so in particular has w ≠ 234 · · · (n + 1)1 for all n ∈ P.

As a corollary, we can derive a property relevant to Problem 2.21.

Corollary 2.55. One has Q-span{κ^Q_α : deg(κ^Q_α ) = n} ⊈ Q-span{κ^P_α : deg(κ^P_α) = n} for all n ∈ P.

Proof. The first space contains κ^Q_{1,(n)}, whose positive key expansion involves κ_1n by Proposition 2.11. The second space does not contain κ^Q_{1,(n)} since κ_1n is not in any κ^P_α by Proposition 2.54.

3 Shifted Lascoux polynomials and atoms

Key polynomials and Schubert polynomials have K-theoretic analogues respectively called Lascoux polynomials and Grothendieck polynomials. In this section we review the definitions of these functions and then study their shifted analogues. This leads us to define two new families of shifted Lascoux polynomials generalizing κ^P_α and κ^Q_α .

3.1 More divided difference operators

Fix a formal parameter β that commutes with x_i for all i ∈ P and write L := Z[β][x^{±1}_1 , x^{±1}_2 , . . . ] for the ring of Laurent polynomials in x_1, x_2, . . . with coefficients in Z[β]. The group S_∞ acts on L by permuting variables. For each i ∈ P we define operators ∂^{(β)}_i and π^{(β)}_i on L by

∂^{(β)}_i f := ∂_i ( (1 + βx_{i+1})f ) = −βf + (1 + βx_i)∂_if, (3.1a)

π^{(β)}_i f := π_i ( (1 + βx_{i+1})f ) = f + x_{i+1}(1 + βx_i)∂_if = ∂^{(β)}_i (x_if), (3.1b)

and also set π^{(β)}_i := π^{(β)}_i − 1. These operators preserve Z[β][x_1, x_2, . . . ] ⊂ L and satisfy

∂^{(β)}_i ∂^{(β)}_i = −β∂^{(β)}_i and π^{(β)}_i π^{(β)}_i = π^{(β)}_i and π^{(β)}_i π^{(β)}_i = −π^{(β)}_i , (3.2) as well as the Coxeter braid relations. Thus, for w ∈ S_∞ we can define ∂^{(β)}_w := ∂^{(β)}_{i1} ∂^{(β)}_{i2} · · · ∂^{(β)}_{il} where i_1i_2 · · · i_l is any reduced word for w. We define π^{(β)}_w and π^{(β)}_w similarly for w ∈ S_∞. It is useful to note that if i ∈ P and f, g ∈ L then we have

s_if = f ⇐⇒ ∂_if = 0 ⇐⇒ ∂^{(β)}_i f = −βf ⇐⇒ π^{(β)}_i f = f ⇐⇒ π^{(β)}_i f = 0 (3.3)

and if these equivalent properties hold then

∂^{(β)}_i (fg) = f · ∂^{(β)}_i g and π^{(β)}_i (fg) = f · π^{(β)}_i g and π^{(β)}_i (fg) = f · π^{(β)}_i g. (3.4)

Following the convention in [25], for any elements x, y ∈ L we let x ⊕ y := x + y + βxy and x ⊖ y := x − y 1 + βy . (3.5)

For n ∈ P, let δ_n := (n − 1, . . . , 2, 1, 0) ∈ N^n and recall that w_n := n · · · 321 ∈ S_n. We have

∂^{(β)}_{wn} f = ∑ w∈S_n w ( f ∏ 1≤i<j≤n xi ⊖ xj ) and π^{(β)}_{wn} f = ∂^{(β)}_{wn} (x^{δn} f) (3.6)

for all f ∈ L by [41, Lems. 4.7 and 4.8]. We also note that if f ∈ Z[β][x_1, x_2, . . . ] and g = π^{(β)}_{wn} f for some n ∈ P, then

g(x_1, x_2, . . . , x_m) = π^{(β)}_{wm} ( f(x_1, x_2, . . . , x_m) ) for all 1 ≤ m ≤ n. (3.7)

Finally, for w ∈ S_∞ and i ∈ P define w ∘ s_i to be w if w(i) > w(i + 1) or ws_i if w(i) < w(i + 1). This operation extends to an associative product S_∞ × S_∞ → S_∞ [24, Thm. 7.1].

Lemma 3.1. Suppose u, v ∈ S_∞. Then π^{(β)}_u π^{(β)}_v ∈ N-span { π^{(β)}_w : w ∈ S_∞ with w ≤ u ∘ v } . Proof. We may assume v ≠ 1. Choose i ∈ P with v(i) > v(i + 1), and let s = s_i. By induction on ℓ(v) we may assume that π^{(β)}_u π^{(β)}_{vs} is a N-linear combination of π^{(β)}_w ’s for w ∈ S_∞ with w ≤ u ∘ vs. If w(i) > w(i + 1) then w has a reduced word ending in i so π^{(β)}_w π^{(β)}_s = −π^{(β)}_w , and if w(i) < w(i + 1) then π^{(β)}_w π^{(β)}_s = π^{(β)}_{ws} . Thus for any w ∈ S_∞ the product π^{(β)}_w π^{(β)}_s = π^{(β)}_w (1 + π^{(β)}_s ) is π^{(β)}_w + π^{(β)}_{ws} when w(i) < w(i + 1) or else zero. The lifting property of the Bruhat order [3, Prop. 2.2.7] implies that if w ≤ u ∘ vs and w(i) < w(i + 1) then w < ws ≤ u ∘ vs ∘ s = u ∘ v, so we conclude that π^{(β)}_u π^{(β)}_v = π^{(β)}_u π^{(β)}_{vs} π^{(β)}_s is a N-linear combination of π^{(β)}_w ’s with w ≤ u ∘ v.

3.2 K-theoretic polynomials The Lascoux polynomial and Lascoux atom polynomial of a weak composition α are respectively

L_α := π^{(β)}_u (x^λ) and L_α := π^{(β)}_u (x^λ), where we set u := u(α) and λ := λ(α), (3.8)

with u(α) and λ(α) given as in Definition 2.3. It follows as in Remark 2.4 that

π^{(β)}_i L_α = L_{siα} if α_i > α_{i+1}, L_α if α_i < α_{i+1}, L_α if α_i = α_{i+1}, and π^{(β)}_i L_α = L_{siα} if α_i > α_{i+1}, −L_α if α_i < α_{i+1}, 0 if α_i = α_{i+1}.

(3.9)

Both L_α and L_α belong to Z[β][x_1, x_2, . . . ] and are homogeneous of degree |α| if deg(β) := −1. Setting β = 0 recovers the definitions of κ_α = L_α | |_{β=0} and κ_α = L_α | |_{β=0}. Taking u = 1 in

Lemma 3.1 shows that L_α = ∑ γ⪯α L_γ , where ⪯ is the composition Bruhat order with γ ⪯ α if and only if λ(γ) = λ(α) and u(γ) ≤ u(α) [45, Thm 5.1]. As shown in [9, 46, 52, 56], these polynomials have combinatorial formulas that generalize what holds for key polynomials.

Example 3.2. Lascoux polynomials are Z[β]-linear but not necessarily N[β]-linear combinations of key polynomials [49, §3.2]. If α = (1, 0, 2, 1) then u(α) = s_2s_1s_3 and

L_{1021} = κ_{1021} − βκ_{212} + βκ_{122} + βκ_{2021} + 2βκ_{1121} + β^2κ_{222} + β^2κ_{1221} + β^2κ_{2121} + β^3κ_{2221},

while L_{1021} = κ_{1021} + βκ_{2021} + βκ_{1211} + 2βκ_{1121} + β^2κ_{1221} + β^2κ_{2211} + 2β^2κ_{2121} + β^3κ_{2221}.

Lascoux polynomials are closely related to Grothendieck polynomials G_w, which may be defined as the unique elements of Z[β][x_1, x_2, . . . ] indexed by w ∈ S_∞ such that G_w = x^{λ(w)} if w is dominant [44, Thms. 2 and 3] and ∂^{(β)}_i G_w = G_{wsi} for all i ∈ P with w(i) > w(i + 1) [44, §3]. The second property implies that ∂^{(β)}_i G_w = −βG_{wsi} if i ∈ P and w(i) < w(i + 1). The polynomials G_w are homogeneous of degree ℓ(w) if we set deg(β) := −1. They generalize Schubert polynomials via the identity G_w | β=0 = S_w. Grothendieck polynomials represent connective K-theory classes of Schubert varieties in the complete flag variety [23, Thm 1.2].

By definition, G_w is a Lascoux polynomial whenever w ∈ S_∞ is dominant. The set of all Grothendieck polynomials that are Lascoux polynomials has a nice classification. Recall that the (Lehmer) code of w ∈ S_∞ is the sequence c(w) = (c_1, c_2, . . .), where c_i = |{j ∈ P : (i, j) ∈ D(w)}|.

Theorem 3.3. Suppose w ∈ S_∞ and α is a weak composition. Then the following are equivalent: (a) G_w = L_α, (b) S_w = κ_α, and (c) w is vexillary with c(w) = α.

Proof. Properties (b) and (c) are equivalent by [48, Thm. 22]. If (a) holds then setting β = 0 recovers (b) which implies (c). Conversely, if (c) holds then [44, Thms. 2 and 3] assert that G_w = π_ux^{a1}_1 · · · x^{ar}_r for some u ∈ S_∞ and a_1, . . . , a_n ∈ N, so G_w = L_γ for a weak composition γ. As setting β = 0 in this case gives S_w = κ_γ , we must have γ = c(w) = α. Thus, (c) implies (a).

The general relationship between G_w and L_α is as follows: For each w ∈ S_∞, we have

G_w = ∑ α n^α_wβ^{|α|−ℓ(w)}L_α and S_w = ∑ |α|=ℓ(w) n^α_wκ_α (3.10)

for coefficients n^α_w ∈ N that are zero for all but finitely many α [52, Thm. 1.9]. Shimozono and Yu [52] provide a combinatorial interpretation of the coefficients n^α_w.

Example 3.4. The first Grothendieck polynomial that is not a monomial Lascoux polynomial is

G_{2143} = x_1x_3 + x_1x_2 + x^2_1 + βx_1x_2x_3 + βx^2_1x_3 + βx^2_1x_2 + β^2x^2_1x_2x_3 = L_2 + L_{101} + βL_{201}.

Proposition 3.5. For each n ∈ N, the sets of Grothendieck polynomials {G_w : Des_R(w) ⊆ [n]} and Lascoux polynomials {L_α : α ∈ N^n } are both Z[β]-bases for Z[β][x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n].

Proof. It follows from Lenart’s transition for Grothendieck polynomials (see [35, Thm. 3.1] or [40, Thm. 3.1]) that each monomial x_{i1} x_{i2} · · · x_{ik} with 1 ≤ i_1 ≤ i_2 ≤ · · · ≤ i_k ≤ n is a finite Z[β]-linear combination of elements of {G_w : Des_R(w) ⊆ [n]}, so this linearly independent set is a basis for Z[β][x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n]. In particular, if Des_R(w) ⊆ [n] then G_w ∈ Z[β][x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n] since if x_i is the largest variable appearing in G_w then ∂^{(β)}_i G_w ≠ −βG_w so i ∈ Des_R(w).

In view of (3.10), each G_w is a Z[β]-linear combination of Lascoux polynomials. If Des(w) ⊆ [n] then each L_α appearing in this expansion must have α ∈ N^n since the minimal term of L_α is x^α. The linearly independent set {L_α : α ∈ N^n } is therefore another Z[β]-bases for Z[β][x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n].

There is a monomial-positive expression for G_w due to Knutson and Miller [27] generalizing the Billey–Jockusch–Stanley formula for S_w [2, Thm. 1.1]. A Hecke word for w is a finite sequence of integers i_1i_2 · · · i_l with w = s_{i1} ∘ s_{i2} ∘ · · · ∘ s_{il} . Let H(w) be the set of Hecke words for w and let HF(w) denote the set of sequences of strictly decreasing words a = (a^1, a^2, . . .) with concatenation a^1a^2 · · · ∈ H(w). We refer to elements of HF(w) as Hecke factorizations. Define BHF(w) to be the set of bounded Hecke factorizations a ∈ HF(w) that have i ≤ min(a^i) when a^i is nonempty. Then G_w = ∑ a∈BHF(w) β | wt(a)|−ℓ(w)xwt(a), where wt(a) := (ℓ(a1), ℓ(a2), . . .) for a ∈ HF(w) [27, Cor. 5.4].

Example 3.6. The Hecke words of w = 2143 ∈ S_4 consists of all finite sequences i_1i_2 · · · i_l with {i_1, i_2, . . . , i_l} = {1, 3}. The set BHF(2143) is finite with elements (1, ∅, 3), (1, 3, ∅), (31, ∅, ∅), (1, 3, 3), (31, ∅, 3), (31, 3, ∅), and (31, 3, 3), corresponding to the monomials in Examples 3.4.

Following [15], define G_w := ∑ a∈HF(w) β | wt(a)|−ℓ(w)xwt(a) for w ∈ S ∞. Since incrementing all letters by one defines a bijection H(w) → H(1×w), we can also write G_w = lim_{N→∞} G_1N_{×w}, where the limit is in the sense of formal power series and 1^N × w ∈ S_∞ denotes the permutation fixing each i ∈ [N] and mapping i + N → w(i) + N. The following provides another proof (see, e.g., [8]) that each of the stable Grothendieck polynomials G_w is a symmetric function in the x_i variables and specializes to F_w from (2.15) when β = 0.

Lemma 3.7. If w ∈ S_∞ has Des_R(w) ⊆ [n] then G_w(x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n) = π^{(β)}_{wn} (G_w).

Proof. As noted above, we have G_w ∈ Z[β][x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n] if w ∈ S_∞ has Des_R(w) ⊆ [n]. We also have G_w = lim_{N→∞} π^{(β)}_{wN} (G_w) by [41, Corollary 4.6]. Thus, the desired identity holds by (3.7).

For each partition λ set G_λ := G_w, where w ∈ S_∞ is the dominant element of shape λ. Clearly Des_R(w) ⊆ [n] since one has (i, w(i + 1)) ∈ D(w) if w(i) > w(i + 1), so Lemma 3.7 recovers the following result from [45].

Corollary 3.8 ([45]). If λ ∈ N^n is a partition then G_λ(x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n) = L_{(λn,...,λ2,λ1)}.

One can also express G_λ as a generating function for semistandard set-valued tableaux of shape λ [7, Thm. 3.1]. Each G_w is a N[β]-linear combination of G_λ’s [8, Thm. 1]. More precisely:

Proposition 3.9. If w ∈ S_∞ has Des_R(w) ⊆ [n] then G_w ∈ N[β]-span{G_λ : partitions λ ∈ N^n }.

Proof. The result [8, Thm. 1] asserts that G_w = ∑ λ c_{w,λ}β^{|λ|−ℓ(w)}G_λ, where c_{w,λ} is the number of increasing tableaux of shape λ (that is, with strictly increasing rows and columns) whose column reading words are in H(w^{−1}). The first column of such a tableau T is a strictly increasing sequence of positive integers whose last element is the first letter of a Hecke word for w^{−1}, and is therefore both a left descent of w^{−1} and a right descent of w. The number of rows of T cannot exceed this descent. Hence if Des_R(w) ⊆ [n] and c_{w,λ} ≠ 0, then λ must have at most n parts.

3.3 P -Lascoux polynomials

Given z ∈ I^{fpf}_∞ , let D^{Sp}(z) := {(i, j) ∈ D(z) : i > j}. Define ⊕ as in (3.5). The symplectic Grothendieck polynomials G^{Sp}_z are the unique elements of Z[β][x_1, x_2, . . . ] indexed by z ∈ I^{fpf}_∞ with

G^{Sp}_z = ∏ (i,j)∈D^{Sp}(z) (x_i ⊕ x_j) if z ∈ I^{fpf}_∞ is dominant (3.11)

and such that for all i ∈ P, we have

∂^{(β)}_i G^{Sp}_z = { G^{Sp}_{sizsi} if i + 1 ≠ z(i) > z(i + 1) ≠ i, −βG^{Sp}_z otherwise.

(3.12)

The existence of these polynomials follows from [40, Thm. 3.8] and [55, Thm. 4]. These polynomials were first considered in [55], where is it is shown that they represent the connective K-theory classes of orbit closures in the complete flag variety for the symplectic group. If deg(β) := −1 then each G^{Sp}_z is homogeneous of degree |D^{Sp}(z)|, while if deg(β) := 0 (or any nonnegative number) then G^{Sp}_z is inhomogeneous with lowest degree term given by the symplectic Schubert polynomial S^{Sp}_z := G^{Sp}_z | |_{β=0} [40, §2.4]. It will be clear from the formula (3.14) below that {G^{Sp}_z : z ∈ I^{fpf}_∞ } is linearly independent over Z[β].

Lascoux polynomials are defined by applying the operators π^{(β)}_i to dominant Grothendieck polynomials. This suggests that we can define a symplectic analogue of L_α by applying the same operators to G^{Sp}_z , in the following way:

Definition 3.10. Let α be a skew-symmetric weak composition with u := u(α) and λ := λ(α). Then the P -Lascoux polynomial and P -Lascoux atom of α are respectively

L^P_α = π^{(β)}_u ∏ (i,j)∈D_λ i>j (x_i ⊕ x_j) and L^{Pα} = π^{(β)u} ∏ (i,j)∈D_λ i>j (x_i ⊕ x_j ) . (3.13)

These objects generalize κ^P_α and κ^P_α, which are recovered from L^P_α and L^P_α by setting β = 0. The polynomial L^P_α is always nonzero and homogeneous of degree |half_<(λ(α))| when we set deg(β) := −1. In this case, the P -Lascoux atom L^P_α has the same degree as κ^P_α when it is nonzero. As in the key case, we can have L^P_α = 0, and there are coincidences among the L^P_α’s. Both (2.8) and (2.9) remain true with each “κ^P” replaced by “L^P”. However, somewhat curiously, we have not found distinct skew-symmetric weak compositions α ≠ γ with L^P_α = L^P_γ ≠ 0.

Example 3.11. If α = (3, 1, 4, 3) then u(α) = s_2s_1s_3 and

L^P_{3143} = L_{0022} + L_{0031} + L_{0112} + βL_{0032} + βL_{0122} + βL_{0131} + β^2L_{0132}, L^P_{3143} = L_{0022} + L_{0031} + βL_{0032} + βL_{0122} + βL_{1022} + β^2L_{0132} + β^2L_{1032}.

Recall that π^{(β)}_i f = f for i ∈ P and f ∈ L if and only if s_if = f.

Lemma 3.12. If λ is a skew-symmetric partition then { i : λ_i = λ_{i+1} } = { i : π^{(β)}_i L^P_λ = L^P_λ } .

Proof. As κ^P_λ is a product of factors of the form x_i + x_j and L^P_λ is obtained by replacing each of these by x_i ⊕ x_j , we can deduce this result by repeating the proofs of Lemmas 2.14 and 2.16.

Proposition 3.13. If i ∈ P and α is a skew-symmetric weak composition then

π^{(β)}_i L^P_α =

L^P_{siα} if α_i > α_{i+1}, L^P_α if α_i < α_{i+1}, L^P_α if α_i = α_{i+1}, and π^{(β)}_i L^P_α =

L^P_{siα} if α_i > α_{i+1}, −L^P_α if α_i < α_{i+1}, 0 if α_i = α_{i+1}.

Proof. Using Lemma 3.12, this result has the same proof as Proposition 2.15.

It appears that each set S of skew-symmetric weak compositions indexing the same P -Lascoux polynomial has a unique minimum in the partial order ≺, with all other elements α ∈ S having L^P_α ≠ 0 in view of Proposition 3.13. However, it can happen that L^P_α = 0 for every skew-symmetric weak composition α indexing the same P -Lascoux polynomial. For example, L^P_{04313} = L^P_{04133} = 0. Proposition 3.14. If α is a skew-symmetric weak composition then L^P_α = ∑ γ⪯α L^P_γ . Proof. This follows from Lemma 3.1 with u = 1 in view of Proposition 3.13.

Proposition 3.15. If α is a skew-symmetric weak composition then L^P_α is a nonzero N[β]-linear combination of Lascoux polynomials and L^P_α is a N[β]-linear combination of Lascoux atom polynomials.

Proof. Suppose α = λ(α) is a skew-symmetric partition. Then L^P_α = L^P_α = G^{Sp}_z for some dominant z ∈ I^{fpf}_∞ . Each G^{Sp}_z is a N[β]-linear combination of a finite set of G_w’s [40, Thm. 3.12] (see the discussion below), so by (3.10) both L^P_α and L^P_α are N[β]-linear combinations of Lascoux polynomials. The result for arbitrary α follows from this property given Lemma 3.1 and Proposition 3.13.

For a skew-symmetric weak composition α, let D^{Sp}(α) := {(i, j) ∈ D^{sym}_α : i > j}. Our motivation for considering the polynomials L^P_α derives primarily from the following generalization of Conjecture 2.31, which we have checked by computer for all z ∈ I^{fpf}_n for n ≤ 8. Conjecture 3.16. Let z ∈ I^{fpf}_∞ . Then G^{Sp}_z is a {β^n : n ∈ N}-linear combination of L^P_α’s. In fact, there is a set of skew-symmetric weak compositions Z(z) with G^{Sp}_z = ∑ α∈Z(z) β |D^{Sp}(α)|−|D^{Sp}(z)|LP α. Example 3.17. For z = (1, 4)(2, 3)(5, 8)(6, 7) ∈ I^{fpf}_8 one has

G^{Sp}_z = L^P_{5110011} + L^P_{3340001} + L^P_{43103} + βL^P_{42402} + βL^P_{5330011} + βL^P_{5310301} + β^2L^P_{5240201}.

One can also view L^P_α as generalizations of certain K-theoretic Schur P -functions, as we explain in the following results. For z ∈ I^{fpf}_∞ and i ∈ P define z ∗s_i to be either z if i+1 ≠ z(i) > z(i+1) ≠ i, or s_izs_i if z(i) < z(i + 1), or a null element ∅ /∈ I^{fpf}_∞ if z(i) = i + 1. Also set ∅ ∗ s_i = ∅ for all i. A symplectic Hecke word for z is a finite sequence of integers i_1i_2 · · · i_l with

z = 1_{fpf} ∗ s_{i1} ∗ s_{i2} ∗ · · · ∗ s_{il} := (· · · ((1_{fpf} ∗ s_{i1} ) ∗ s_{i2} ) ∗ · · · ) ∗ s_{il} .

Let H^{Sp}(z) be the set of symplectic Hecke words for z ∈ I^{fpf}_∞ . No element of this set can may begin with an odd letter since 1_{fpf} ∗ s_i = ∅ whenever i is odd. Likewise, if i_1i_2 · · · i_l is a symplectic Hecke word and i_2 is odd then |i_1 − i_2| = 1, but we cannot have |i_1 − i_2| = |i_1 − i_3| = 1.

The following property is useful for generating H^{Sp}(z). Define^{Sp}≈ to be the transitive closure of the usual braid relations for the symmetric group (allowing us to commute letters that differ by at least two and transform · · · iji · · · ↔ · · · jij · · · if |i − j| = 1) and the extra relations with

· · · ii · · ·^{Sp}≈ · · · i · · · and i_1i_2i_3 · · · i_l^{Sp}≈ i_1(i_2 + 2)i_3 · · · i_l if i_1 = i_2 + 1.

Then for each z ∈ I^{fpf}_∞ the set H^{Sp}(z) is a single^{Sp}≈-equivalence class [39, Thm. 2.4]. It follows that there is a finite set B^{Sp}(z) ⊂ S_∞ with H^{Sp}(z) = ⨆ w∈B^{Sp}(z) H(w); see [39, Thm. 2.5].

Example 3.18. If z = (1, 4)(2, 3) ∈ I^{fpf}_4 then B^{Sp}(z) = {1342, 3142, 3124} ⊂ S_4.

Recall from (2.14) that the fpf-visible descent set of z ∈ I^{fpf}_∞ is Des^{fpf}_V (z) := {i ∈ P : z(i + 1) < min{i, z(i)}}. If i ∈ Des^{fpf}_V (z) then row i of D^{Sp}(z) contains the position (i, z(i + 1)).

Lemma 3.19. Let z ∈ I^{fpf}_∞ . If i ∈ Des_R(w) for some w ∈ B^{Sp}(z), or equivalently if i is the last letter of a symplectic Hecke word for z, then there is an element j ∈ Des^{fpf}_V (z) with i ≤ j.

Proof. If z has a symplectic Hecke word ending in i, then z must have i + 1 ≠ z(i) > z(i + 1) ≠ i. If z(i + 1) < i then j := i is in Des^{fpf}_V (z). If z(i + 1) > i then the pair (a, b) := (z(i + 1), z(i)) has z(b) < min{a, z(a)}. Call such pairs visible inversions. If (j, k) is the lexicographically maximal visible inversion of z then j must be an fpf-visible descent (as otherwise (j + 1, k) would be a visible inversion), and we have i < z(i + 1) = a ≤ j ∈ Des^{fpf}_V (z).

Now let HF^{Sp}(z) be the set of sequences of strictly decreasing words a = (a^1, a^2, . . .) with a^1a^2 · · · ∈ H(w). Let BHF^{Sp}(z) be the set of a ∈ HF^{Sp}(z) with i ≤ min(a^i) if a^i is nonempty. Then

G^{Sp}_z = ∑ a∈BHF^{Sp}(z)

β^{| wt(a)|−|DSp (z)|}x^{wt(a)} = ∑ w∈B^{Sp}(z) β^{ℓ(w)−|DSp(z)|}G_w (3.14)

by [40, Thm. 3.12]. We pause to note a consequence of (3.14).

Proposition 3.20. If z ∈ I^{fpf}_∞ then G^{Sp}_z ∈ Z[β][x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n] if and only if Des^{fpf}_V (z) ⊆ [n].

Proof. We observed in Remark 2.30 that Des^{fpf}_V (z) ⊆ [n] if and only if D^{Sp}(z) ⊆ [n] × [n]. Thus if G^{Sp}_z ∈ Z[β][x_1, . . . , x_n] then S^{Sp}_z ∈ Z[x_1, . . . , x_n] so Des^{fpf}_V (z) ⊆ [n] by Proposition 2.29. If Des^{fpf}_V (z) ⊆ [n] then each G_w in (3.14) is in Z[β][x_1, . . . , x_n] by Proposition 3.5 and Lemma 3.19.

Removing the boundedness condition in (3.14) defines the symmetric functions

GP_z := ∑ a∈HF^{Sp}(z)

β^{| wt(a)|−|DSp(z)|}x^{wt(a)} = ∑ w∈B^{Sp}(z) β^{ℓ(w)−|DSp(z)|}G_w (3.15)

called symplectic stable Grothendieck polynomials in [39, 40, 41]. As incrementing all letters by two defines a bijection H^{Sp}(z) → H^{Sp}(21 × z), one has GP_z := lim_{N→∞} G^{Sp}_{21N ×z} and GP_z = GP_{21×z} . Here 21^N × z denotes the element of I^{fpf}_∞ that sends i → 1_{fpf}(i) = i − (−1)^i for i ∈ [2N] and i + 2N → z(i) + 2N for i ∈ P, and 21 × z := 21^1 × z.

The following shows that GP_z | |_{β=0} = P_z from (2.15):

Lemma 3.21. If z ∈ I^{fpf}_∞ has Des^{fpf}_V (z) ⊆ [n] then GP_z (x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n) = π^{(β)}_{wn} (G^{Sp}_z ).

Proof. This holds by Lemma 3.7 and (3.15) given Lemma 3.19.

The symmetric functions GP_z are closely related to Ikeda and Naruse’s K-theoretic Schur P - functions, which are defined in [25] in the following way. For each strict partition μ with r parts, there is a unique power series GP_μ ∈ Z[β]�x_1, x_2, . . .� with

GP_μ(x_1, . . . , x_n) = 1 (n − r)! ∑ w∈S_n w x^μ r∏ i=1 n∏ j=i+1 x_i ⊕ x_j x_i ⊖ x_j (3.16)

for all n ≥ r [25, §2], with ⊕ and ⊖ defined as in (3.5). This symmetric function also satisfies

GP_μ(x_1, . . . , x_n) = π^{(β)}_{wn} x^μ r∏ i=1 n∏ j=i+1 x_i ⊕ x_j x_i (3.17)

for all n ≥ r by [41, Prop. 4.11]. We recover the ordinary Schur P -functions as P_μ = GP_μ | |_{β=0} [37, Ex. 1, §III.3]. One can express GP_μ as a generating function for semistandard set-valued shifted tableaux of shape μ [25, Thm. 9.1]. As μ ranges over all strict partitions in N^n , the polynomials GP_μ(x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n) form a Z[β]-basis for the subring of symmetric elements of Z[β][x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n] satisfying a certain K-theoretic Q-cancellation property [25, Thm. 3.1].

Each GP_z is a finite N[β]-linear combination of GP_μ’s [39, Thm. 1.9]. More precisely:

Proposition 3.22. If z ∈ I^{fpf}_∞ has Des^{fpf}_V (z) ⊆ [n] then

GP_z ∈ N[β]-span{GP_μ : strict partitions μ with max(μ) ≤ n}.

Proof. [39, Thm. 1.9] asserts that GP_z = ∑ μ a_{z,μ}β^{|μ|−|DSp(z)|}GP_μ, where the sum is over strict partitions μ and a_{z,μ} is the number of increasing shifted tableaux of shape μ with row reading word in H^{Sp}(z). If Des^{fpf}_V (z) ⊆ [n] then the first row of such a tableau is an increasing sequence of positive integers ≤ n by Lemma 3.19, so its shape is a strict partition μ with max(μ) ≤ n.

Each GP_μ occurs as GP_z for some z ∈ I^{fpf}_∞ [41, Thm. 4.17]. We can classify when GP_z = GP_μ. For z ∈ I^{fpf}_∞ , let c^{Sp}(z) = (c_1, c_2, . . .) where c_i = |{j : (i, j) ∈ D^{Sp}(z)}|, and define λ^{Sp}(z) to be the transpose of the partition sorting c^{Sp}(z). This partition is always strict [17, Thm. 1.4], and if z is dominant then λ^{Sp}(z) = half_<(λ^{ss}(z)). Recall that z is fpf-vexillary if the power series P_z from (2.15) is a Schur P -function, or equivalently if z avoids all of the patterns in [17, Cor. 7.9].

Theorem 3.23. Suppose z ∈ I^{fpf}_∞ and μ is a strict partition. Then the following are equivalent: (a) GP_z = GP_μ, (b) P_z = P_μ, and (c) z is fpf-vexillary with μ = λ^{Sp}(z).

Proof. The equivalence of (b) and (c) follows from [17, Thm. 1.4], which identifies P_λSp_{(z)} as the leading term of P_z for any z ∈ I^{fpf}_∞ . Next, (a) implies (b) since GP_z = GP_μ gives P_z = P_μ by setting β = 0 (which also implies (c): that μ = λ^{Sp}(z)). Thus, it is enough to show that (c) implies (a); that is, if z is fpf-vexillary, then GP_z is equal to GP_μ for some strict partition μ. We show this below as a consequence of [41, Cor. 4.21] and results in [17].

For y, z ∈ I^{fpf}_∞ write y ⋖_F z if there are positive integers i < j with z = (i j)y(i j) such that (1) no integer e has both i < e < j and y(i) < y(e) < y(j) and (2) either y(i) < i < j < y(j) or y(i) < y(j) < i < j or i < j < y(i) < y(j). Then ⋖_F is the covering relation for the Bruhat order on I^{fpf}_∞ discussed in [41, §3.2].

A recurrence relation for GP_z was given in [41, Cor. 4.21], which can be described as follows. Assume z ∈ I^{fpf}_∞ has z(1) = 2 and z ≠ 1_{fpf}. Then there is a maximal k ∈ Des^{fpf}_V (z). Let l be the largest integer with z(l) < min{k, z(k)} ≤ k < l, and set v := (k l)z(k l) and j := v(k). Let I(z) be the set of i ∈ [j − 1] with v ⋖_F (i, j)v(i, j). Then GP_z = ∑ ∅≠A⊆I(z) β |A|−1GP ε_A(z), where for

A = {a_1 < a_2 < · · · < a_q} we set ε_A(z) := (a_q j) · · · (a_2 j)(a_1 j) · v · (a_1 j)(a_2 j) · · · (a_q j).

We claim that if z is fpf-vexillary then |I(z)| = 1. We prove this by showing that if any counterexample exists, then it must occur for some z ∈ I^{fpf}_{12} ; this reduces our claim to a finite calculation. We need the following notation. Suppose S is a finite set of n positive integers with z(S) = S. Let ϕ_S : [n] → S and ψ_S : S → [n] be order-preserving bijections, and define �z�_S ∈ I^{fpf}_n to be the unique element mapping i ∈ [n] to ψ_S ∘ z ∘ ϕ_S (i). Since the set of fpf-vexillary elements is characterized by a pattern avoidance condition [17, Cor. 7.9], if z is fpf-vexillary then �z�_S remains so. It is also clear that if y ∈ I^{fpf}_∞ has y(S) = S and y ⋖_F z then �y�_S ⋖_F �z�_S.

Now assume that z ∈ I^{fpf}_∞ has z(1) = 2 and z ≠ 1_{fpf}. Define j, k, and l as above. We cannot have |I(z)| = 0 since GP_z is nonzero. Suppose that z is fpf-vexillary and |I(z)| > 1. Let h and i be the largest elements of I(z) and define S := {1, 2, h, i, j, k, l, z(h), z(i), z(j), z(k), z(l)}. Then �z�_S ≠ 1_{fpf} is also fpf-vexillary with (1 2) as a cycle, and it holds that {ψ_S (h), ψ_S (i)} ⊂ I(�z�_S). The set S has size at most 12 so we may assume without loss of generality that z belongs to I^{fpf}_{12} . There are only 9 · 7 · 5 · 3 · 1 − 1 = 944 elements z ∈ I^{fpf}_{12} with z(1) = 2 and z ≠ 1_{fpf}, and we have checked using a computer that none of them is fpf-vexillary with |I(z)| > 1. (The Python code we used to verify this is included as an ancillary file with the arXiv version of this paper.)

Finally let z ∈ I^{fpf}_∞ be any fpf-vexillary element. Then 21 × z is also fpf-vexillary, by our claim I(21 × z) = {a} is a singleton set, and GP_z = GP_{21×z} = GP_{ε(z)} for the element ε(z) := ε_{{a}}(21 × z), which is also fpf-vexillary. The involution ε(z) is the unique element of the set T̂^{FPF}(21 × z) defined by [17, Eq. (5.1)]. It follows from [17, Thm. 5.21] that some y ∈ {z, ε(z), ε^2 (z), ε^3(z), . . . } is fpf- Grassmannian in the sense of [17, Def. 4.14]. We have GP_z = GP_y for this element, and [41, Thm. 4.17] computes that GP_y = GP_μ for the strict partition μ = λ^{Sp}(y) as needed.

Corollary 3.24. If λ ∈ N^n is a skew-symmetric partition and μ := half_<(λ) then GP_μ(x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n) = L^P_{(λn,...,λ2,λ1)}. Proof. Let z ∈ I^{fpf}_∞ be dominant with λ^{ss}(z) = λ. Then Des^{fpf}_V (z) ⊆ [n] so GP_z (x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n) = π^{(β)}_{wn} (G^{Sp}_z ) = L^P_{(λn,...,λ2,λ1)} by Lemma 3.21, and it holds that GP_μ = GP_z by Theorem 3.23.

Assuming our stronger form of Conjecture 2.31, we get a stronger form of Proposition 2.37:

Corollary 3.25. If z ∈ I^{fpf}_∞ is fpf-vexillary and Conjecture 3.16 holds, then there is a skewsymmetric weak composition α with G^{Sp}_z = L^P_α and S^{Sp}_z = κ^P_α.

Proof. In this case GP_z = GP_λSp_{(z)} by Theorem 3.23, and applying π^{(β)}_{wn} to the formula for G^{Sp}_z in Conjecture 3.16 for sufficiently large n implies that GP_z = ∑ α∈Z(z) β |D^{Sp}(α)|−|D^{Sp}(z)|GP half_<(λ(α)) by

Lemma 3.21 and Corollary 3.24. Hence, the set Z(z) = {α} must consist of a single skew-symmetric partition α with half_<(λ(α)) = λ^{Sp}(z), and then G^{Sp}_z = L^P_α and S^{Sp}_z = κ^P_α.

See Example 2.40 for instances of the preceding result.

Each GP_μ is equal to GP_z for some dominant z ∈ I^{fpf}_∞ by Theorem 3.23 and is therefore a finite N[β]-linear combination of G_w’s by (3.15), and hence also of G_λ’s. This property is stated as [41, Cor. 4.18]. We can prove a more effective version of this expansion.

Namely, suppose μ is a strict partition and λ is the skew-symmetric partition with half_<(λ) = μ. If n := max(μ) > 0 and z ∈ I^{fpf}_∞ is dominant with D(z) = D_λ, then λ_1 = n + 1 so Des^{fpf}_V (z) ⊆ [n + 1] as row i of D^{Sp}(z) is nonempty whenever i ∈ Des^{fpf}_V (z). We deduce that

GP_μ = GP_z ∈ N[β]-span { G_w : w ∈ B^{Sp}(z) } ⊆ N[β]-span { G_λ : partitions λ ∈ N^{n+1} }

by Proposition 3.9 and Lemma 3.19.

This property is nearly optimal, but it turns out that we can improve things slightly. In the following lemma, let row(T ) denote the usual row reading word of a tableau T (formed by reading entries left to right, but starting with the last row), and let revrow(T ) be its reverse.

Lemma 3.26. Let z ∈ I^{fpf}_∞ . Suppose T is an increasing tableau (of some unshifted partition shape) whose first column is 1, 2, . . . , n. If revrow(T ) ∈ H^{Sp}(z) then Des^{fpf}_V (z) ⊈ [n].

Proof. Assume revrow(T ) ∈ H^{Sp}(z). By Lemma 3.19, it suffices to show that H^{Sp}(z) has an element that ends with a letter greater than n. Let ∼ be the equivalence relation on words that has i_1i_2 · · · i_p ∼ j_1j_2 · · · j_q if and only if i_p · · · i_2i_1^{Sp}≈ j_q · · · j_2j_1. Since H^{Sp}(z) is a single^{Sp}≈-equivalence class [39, Thm. 2.4], the relation ∼ preserves the set of reverse symplectic Hecke words, and it is enough to produce a word i_1i_2 · · · i_p ∼ row(T ) with i_1 > n.

Given a sequence of positive integers α = (α_1, α_2, . . . , α_n), let U_α be the tableau of shape D_α := {(i, j) ∈ [n] × P : 1 ≤ j ≤ α_i} with entry i + j − 1 in position (i, j). Assume the reverse row reading word of U_α is a symplectic Hecke word for some element of I^{fpf}_∞ . Then q := α_1 must be even since row(U_α) cannot end in an odd letter. Moreover, we cannot have α_i = 1 for any i, for if i ∈ [n] is minimal with this property and ρ_j := j(j + 1)(j + 2) · · · (α_j + j − 1) is row j of U_α, then

row(U_α) = ρ_n · · · ρ_{i+1} · i · ρ_{i−1} · · · ρ_1 ∼ ρ_n · · · ρ_{i+1}ρ_{i−1} · (i − 1) · ρ_{i−2} · · · ρ_1 ∼ ρ_n · · · ρ_{i+1}ρ_{i−1}ρ_{i−2} · (i − 2) · ρ_{i−3} · · · ρ_1 . . ∼ ρ_n · · · ρ_{i+1}ρ_{i−1} · · · ρ_2 · 2 · ρ_1 ∼ ρ_n · · · ρ_{i+1}ρ_{i−1} · · · ρ_1 · 1

and the last word ends in an odd letter (which cannot occur for any reverse symplectic Hecke word).

We now show by induction that there is always a word i_1i_2 · · · i_p ∼ row(U_α) with i_1 > n. This holds when n = 1 since then row(U_α) = 123 · · · q ∼ 123 · · · (q − 2)(q + 1)q ∼ (q + 1)123 · · · (q − 2)q. For the general case, we consider the following insertion process. Given a positive integer x, form U_α ← x by inserting x into U_α according to the following procedure:

Start by inserting x into the first row. If the row is empty or x = y + 1 where y is the row’s last entry, then we add x to the end of the row and the insertion process ends. If x = y then we erase x and the insertion process also ends. Otherwise, if x > y + 1 (respectively, 1 ≤ x < y) then we insert x (respectively, x + 1) into the next row by same procedure.

The output tableau U_α ← x either has the form U_{α+ei} for some i ∈ [n] or is formed from U_α by adding a box containing an integer greater than n to row n + 1. For example, we have

1 2 3 4 2 3 4 5 3 4 ← 3 =

1 2 3 4 2 3 4 5 3 4 5 , 1 2 3 4 2 3 4 ← 3 =

1 2 3 4 2 3 4 , and

1 2 3 4 2 3 4 5

← 3 =

1 2 3 4 2 3 4 5 5 .

It is easy to see that we always have row(U_α ← x) ∼ row(U_α).

Now assume n > 1. Since q := α_1 is even and 123 · · · q ∼ 123 · · · (q − 2)(q + 1)q ∼ (q + 1)q123 · · · (q − 1), it follows by induction that 123 · · · q ∼ (q + 1) · · · 432. Let U^0 be the tableau formed from U_α by the deleting its first row, so that row(U_α) ∼ row(U^0)(q + 1) · · · 432. Then construct U^i for i ∈ [q] by inserting a_i := q + 2 − i into U^{i−1} according to the process defined above. Because each a_i ≥ 2, this has the same effect as successively inserting q, . . . , 3, 2, 1 into U_{(α2,α3,...,αn)} and then adding one to all entries.

This process is only well-defined up to the minimal index i ∈ [q] such that U^i has more rows than U^{i−1}. Such an index exists because if U^{q−1} still has the same number of rows as U^0, then the first two columns of U^{q−1} must be 2, 3, . . . , n and 3, 4, . . . , n + 1 as all parts of α are at least two, and so finally inserting a_q = 2 will add n+1 to a new row. For this index, we have row(U^i)a_{i+1}a_{i+2} · · · a_q ∼ row(U_α) and the first word starts with a letter greater than n as desired.

Returning to the lemma, let b_1b_2 · · · b_r be the row reading row of T with its first column removed. Then row(T ) ∼ n · · · 321b_1b_2 · · · b_r. Let T^0 be the first column of T and define T^i = T^{i−1} ← b_i for i = 1, 2, . . . , r. If there is a minimal index i ∈ [r] such that T^i has more rows than T^{i−1}, then row(T^i)b_{i+1}b_{i+2} · · · b_r ∼ row(T ) and the first word starts with a letter greater than n. Otherwise, we have row(T ) ∼ row(T^r) and T^r = U_α for a strict weak composition α, so by the claim proved above there is a word i_1i_2 · · · i_p ∼ row(U_α) ∼ row(T ) with i_1 > n as needed.

Theorem 3.27. Let μ be a strict partition and suppose n ∈ N. Then GP_μ ∈ N[β]-span{G_λ : partitions λ ∈ N^n } if and only if n ≥ max(μ).

Proof. If μ is empty then GP_μ = 1 = G_μ, so the result is clear. Assume μ is nonempty. Recall that G_λ appears in G_w if and only if there is an increasing tableau of shape λ whose column reading word is in H(w^{−1}) [8, Thm. 1], or equivalently whose reverse row reading word is in H(w) [39, Lem. 2.7]. It follows from (3.15) that G_λ appears in GP_μ = GP_z if and only if there is an increasing tableau of shape λ whose reverse row reading word is in H^{Sp}(z).

Let T be such a tableau and suppose n = max(μ). By the remarks preceding Lemma 3.26, T cannot have more than n + 1 rows and Des^{fpf}_V (z) ⊆ [n + 1]. If T had exactly n + 1 rows, then its first column would be 1, 2, 3, . . . , n + 1 as this sequence is positive and strictly increasing and its last entry is contained in Des^{fpf}_V (z) by Lemma 3.19. However, then Lemma 3.26 would imply the contradictory property Des^{fpf}_V (z) ⊈ [n + 1], so in fact T must have at most n rows. We conclude that if n ≥ max(μ) then GP_μ ∈ N[β]-span{G_λ : partitions λ ∈ N^n }.

For the converse implication, recall that the lowest degree term of GP_μ when deg(β) := 1 is the Schur P -function P_μ, whose Schur expansion includes both s_μ and s_μT [37, Ex. 3, §III.8]. Since s_λ is the lowest degree term of G_λ, the unique expansion of GP_μ into G_λ’s must include a term indexed by λ = μ^T ∈ N^{max(μ)}. Hence if GP_μ ∈ N[β]-span{G_λ : partitions λ ∈ N^n } then n ≥ max(μ).

3.4 Q-Lascoux polynomials There is also a family of orthogonal Grothendieck polynomials G^O_z ∈ Z[β][x_1, x_2, . . . ] indexed by involutions z ∈ I_∞, constructed geometrically in [40, Def. 2.18]. Unlike the two previous families, these polynomials do not have a general algebraic definition in terms of divided difference operators. However, it is known that if D^O(z) := {(i, j) ∈ D(z) : i ≥ j} then

G^O_z = ∏ (i,j)∈D^O(z) (x_i ⊕ x_j ) when z ∈ I_∞ is dominant [40, Thm. 3.8], (3.18)

and if i ∈ P is such that z and s_izs_i are distinct and both vexillary then [40, Prop. 3.23] implies

∂^{(β)}_i G^O_z = { G^O_{sizsi} if z(i) > z(i + 1), −βG^O_z if z(i) < z(i + 1).

(3.19)

These formulas determine the values of G^O_z for all vexillary z ∈ I_∞. For any z ∈ I_∞, it holds that if deg(β) := −1 then G^O_z is homogeneous of degree |D^O(z)|, and if deg(β) := 0 then G^O_z is inhomogeneous with lowest degree term S^O_z := G^O_z | |_{β=0} by [40, §2.4]. The latter polynomials are linearly independent over Z [21, §2.3]. Thus {G^O_z : z ∈ I_∞} is linearly independent over Z[β]. Example 3.28. There are six dominant elements z ∈ I_4 whose orthogonal Grothendieck polynomials have simple product formulas: 1, (1 2), (1 3), (1 4), (1 3)(2 4), and (1 4)(2 3). The 3 remaining transpositions in I_4 are vexillary, so their orthogonal Grothendieck polynomials can be computed from the dominant formulas using divided difference operators:

G^O_{(2 3)} = 2x_2 + 2x_1 + βx^2 + 4βx_1x_2 + βx^2_1 + 2β^2x_1x^2 + 2β^2x^2_1x_2 + β^3x^2_1x^2,

G^O_{(3 4)} = 2x_3 + 2x_2 + 2x_1 + βx^2_3 + 4βx_2x_3 + βx^2 + 4βx_1x_3 + 4βx_1x_2 + βx^2_1 + 2β^2x_2x^2_3 + 2β^2x^2x_3 + 2β^2x_1x^2_3 + 8β^2x_1x_2x_3 + 2β^2x_1x^2 + 2β^2x^2_1x_3 + 2β^2x^2_1x_2 + β^3x^2x^2_3 + 4β^3x_1x_2x^2_3 + 4β^3x_1x^2x_3 + β^3x^2_1x^2_3 + 4β^3x^2_1x_2x_3 + β^3x^2_1x^2 + 2β^4x_1x^2x^2_3 + 2β^4x^2_1x_2x^2_3 + 2β^4x^2_1x^2x_3 + β^5x^2_1x^2x^2_3,

G^O_{(2 4)} = 2x_2x_3 + 2x^2 + 2x_1x_3 + 4x_1x_2 + 2x^2_1 + 3βx^2x_3 + βx^3_2 + 8βx_1x_2x_3 + 6βx_1x^2 + 3βx^2_1x_3 + 6βx^2_1x_2 + βx^3_1 + β^2x^3_2x_3 + 8β^2x_1x^2x_3 + 2β^2x_1x^3_2 + 8β^2x^2_1x_2x_3 + 5β^2x^2_1x^2 + β^2x^3_1x_3 + 2β^2x^3_1x_2 + 2β^3x_1x^3_2x_3 + 6β^3x^2_1x^2x_3 + β^3x^2_1x^3_2 + 2β^3x^3_1x_2x_3 + β^3x^3_1x^2 + β^4x^2_1x^3_2x_3 + β^4x^3_1x^2x_3.

The final element (1, 2)(3, 4) ∈ I_4 is not vexillary, but we can compute G^O_{(1,2)(3,4)} directly from the geometric definition in [40] using Macaulay2:

G^O_{(1,2)(3,4)} = 4x_1x_3 + 4x_1x_2 + 4x^2_1 + 2βx_1x^2_3 + 8βx_1x_2x_3 + 2βx_1x^2

+ 10βx^2_1x_3 + 10βx^2_1x_2 + 4βx^3_1 + 4β^2x_1x_2x^2_3 + 4β^2x_1x^2x_3 + 5β^2x^2_1x^2_3 + 20β^2x^2_1x_2x_3 + 5β^2x^2_1x^2 + 8β^2x^3_1x_3 + 8β^2x^3_1x_2 + β^2x^4_1 + 2β^3x_1x^2x^2_3 + 10β^3x^2_1x_2x^2_3 + 10β^3x^2_1x^2x_3 + 4β^3x^3_1x^2_3 + 16β^3x^3_1x_2x_3 + 4β^3x^3_1x^2 + 2β^3x^4_1x_3 + 2β^3x^4_1x_2 + 5β^4x^2_1x^2x^2_3 + 8β^4x^3_1x_2x^2_3 + 8β^4x^3_1x^2x_3 + β^4x^4_1x^2_3 + 4β^4x^4_1x_2x_3 + β^4x^4_1x^2 + 4β^5x^3_1x^2x^2_3 + 2β^5x^4_1x_2x^2_3 + 2β^5x^4_1x^2x_3 + β^6x^4_1x^2x^2_3.

Our next result requires some background on the geometric meaning of G^O_z . Let GL_n = GL_n(C ) be the complex general linear group and O_n = {g ∈ GL_n : g = (g^{−1})^T} be the subgroup of orthogonal matrices. Identify w ∈ S_n with the permutation matrix in GL_n with 1 in each position (i, w(i)) for i ∈ [n]. Write B_n for the subgroup of upper triangular matrices in GL_n, and let B^−_n be its transpose. Define the complete flag variety to be Fl_n := B^−_n \GL_n.

The group B_n acts on Fl_n on the right with finitely many orbits, given by the double cosets B^−_n wB_n for w ∈ S_n. Let X^{Bn}_w denote the closure of this orbit. As explained in [50, §10], the group O_n also acts on Fl_n with finitely many orbits indexed by the elements of I_n := S_n ∩ I_∞. We write X^{On}_z to denote the closure of the O_n-orbit in Fl_n corresponding to z ∈ I_n.

The connective K-theory ring of Fl_n can be realized as CK(Fl_n) ∼= Z[β][x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n]/IΛ_n[β] where IΛ_n is the ideal generated by the symmetric polynomials in Z[x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n] without constant term. Results in [15, 16, 22, 23] show that if w ∈ S_∞ then G_w is the unique element of Z[β][x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n] such that the connective K-theory class [X^{Bn}_w ] ∈ CK(Fl_n) is equal to G_w+IΛ_n[β] whenever n is large enough that w ∈ S_n; see [40, Thm. 1.1]. Similarly, the polynomial G^O_z for z ∈ I_∞ is the unique element of Z[β][x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n] such that [X^{On}_z ] = G^O_z + IΛ_n ∈ CK(Fl_n) whenever z ∈ I_n [40, Thm. 1.4]. For an analogous definition of G^{Sp}_z , see [40, Thm. 1.3].

Recall from (2.14) that the visible descent set of z ∈ I_∞ is Des_V (z) := {i ∈ P : z(i + 1) ≤ min{i, z(i)}}. If i ∈ Des_V (z) then row i of D^O(z) contains the position (i, z(i + 1)).

Proposition 3.29. If z ∈ I_∞ is vexillary with Des_V (z) ⊆ [n] then

G^O_z ∈ N[β]-span{G_w : w ∈ S_∞ with Des_R(w) ⊆ [n]} ⊆ Z[β][x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n].

Proof. A result of Brion [5, Thm. 1] states that if Y is a closed subvariety of Fl_m with rational singularities, then the K-theory class [Y ]_K of Y expands as a linear combination of the K-theory classes [X^{Bm}_w ] for w ∈ S_m with coefficients c^w_Y ∈ Z satisfying (−1)^{codim(XBmw )−codim(Y )}c^w_Y ≥ 0. The Schubert variety X^{Bm}_w has codimension ℓ(w) = |D(w)|, and its K-theory class is represented by G_w | β=−1 in the quotient ring K(Flm)

∼= Z[x_1, x_2, . . . , x_m]/IΛ_m [40, Thm. 2.8]. Similarly, if z ∈ I_m

then the closed variety Y = X^{Om}_z has codimension |D^O(z)| [50, Thm. 4.6], and K-theory class [Y ]_K = G^O_z | |_{β=−1} + IΛ_m [40, Cor. 2.9 and Thm. 2.19]. As explained in the proof of [40, Prop. 3.23],

if z ∈ I_m is vexillary then X^{Om}_z has rational singularities, so we can express

G^O_z | |_{β=−1} + IΛ_m = ∑_{w∈Sm} (−1)|D(w)|−|D^O(z)| · cw_z · G_w | |_{β=−1} + IΛ_m (3.20)

for nonnegative integer coefficients c^w_z ∈ N.

On the other hand, if z ∈ I_∞ is vexillary with Des_V (z) ⊆ [n] then [40, Thm. 3.26] gives a formula for G^O_z that belongs to Z[β][x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n]. By Proposition 3.5, since G_w and G^O_z are homogeneous if deg(β) := −1, there are unique integers b^z_w ∈ Z with G^O_z = ∑ Des_R(w)⊆[n] β |D(w)|−|D^O(z)| · bw z · G_w.

Since {G_w | |_{β=−1} + IΛ_m : w ∈ S_m} is a Z-basis for the K-theory ring of Fl_m (see [5, §1]), it follows by setting β = −1 and comparing with (3.20) that if m is sufficiently large then b^z_w = c^z_w ≥ 0.

Since G^O_z ∈ Z[β][x_1, . . . , x_n] implies S^O_z ∈ Z[x_1, . . . , x_n], by Proposition 2.29 we get: Corollary 3.30. If z ∈ I_∞ is vexillary then G^O_z ∈ Z[β][x_1, . . . , x_n] if and only if Des_V (z) ⊆ [n].

In contrast to the G^{Sp}_z case, it is an open problem to identify the summands G_w that appear in G^O_z , as well as their coefficients (which are no longer always equal). Example 3.31. If z ∈ I_4 is vexillary then G^O_z expands positively into G_w’s as follows:

G^O_1 = G_1, G^O_{(1 2)} = 2G_{21} + βG_{312}, G^O_{(2 3)} = 2G_{132} + βG_{1423} + βG_{231} + β^2G_{2413}, G^O_{(3 4)} = 2G_{1243} + βG_{12534} + βG_{1342} + β^2G_{13524}, G^O_{(1 3)} = 2G_{231} + 2G_{312} + 3βG_{321} + βG_{4123} + β^2G_{4213}, G^O_{(2 4)} = 2G_{1342} + 2G_{1423} + 3βG_{1432} + βG_{15234} + β^2G_{15324} + βG_{2341} + β^2G_{2431}, G^O_{(1 4)} = 2G_{2341} + 2G_{3142} + 3βG_{3241} + 2G_{4123} + 3βG_{4132} + β^2G_{4231} + βG_{51234} + β^2G_{51324}, G^O_{(1 3)(2 4)} = 4G_{2413} + 2βG_{25134} + 2βG_{3412} + β^2G_{35124}, G^O_{(1 4)(2 3)} = 4G_{2431} + 2βG_{25314} + 4G_{3412} + 6βG_{3421} + 2βG_{35124} + 3β^2G_{35214} + 4G_{4213} + 4βG_{4231} + 6βG_{4312} + 6β^2G_{4321} + β^2G_{45123} + β^3G_{45213} + 2βG_{52134} + 2β^2G_{52314} + 3β^2G_{53124} + 3β^3G_{53214} + β^3G_{54123} + β^4G_{54213}.

There is also a positive expansion of G^O_z into G_w’s for the non-vexillary element z = 2143 = (1 2)(3 4) ∈ I_4, although this is not guaranteed by Proposition 3.29:

G^O_{(1 2)(3 4)} = 4G_{2143} + 2βG_{21534} + 2βG_{2341} + 2β^2G_{23514} + 4βG_{3142} + 3β^2G_{31524} + 3β^2G_{3241} + 3β^3G_{32514} + 2βG_{4123} + 3β^2G_{4132} + β^3G_{41523} + β^3G_{4231} + β^4G_{42513} + β^2G_{51234} + 2β^3G_{51324} + β^4G_{51423} + β^4G_{52314} + β^5G_{52413}.

Let α be a symmetric weak composition with u := u(α) and λ := λ(α). Comparison with the previous section suggests that it would be natural to define

~L^O_α = π^{(β)}_u ∏ (i,j)∈D_λ i≥j (x_i ⊕ x_j) and ~L^O_α = π^{(β)}_u ∏ (i,j)∈D_λ i≥j (x_i ⊕ x_j ) (3.21)

and consider these as Q-versions of Lascoux polynomials and Lascoux atoms. Indeed, the polynomials ~L^O_α and ~L^O_α have some nice properties. They specialize to κ^Q_α and κ^Q_α when β = 0, and are homogeneous of degree |half_≤(λ(α))| when deg(β) := −1. The obvious analogues of Lemma 3.12 and Proposition 3.13 hold for these polynomials with essentially the same proofs. These results imply that ~L^O_α = ∑ γ⪯α ~LO_γ by Lemma 3.1 as well as the following proposition:

Proposition 3.32. If α is a symmetric weak composition then ~L^O_α is a nonzero N[β]-linear combination of Lascoux polynomials and ~L^O_α is a N[β]-linear combination of Lascoux atom polynomials.

Proof. As in the proof of Proposition 3.15, the result holds if α = λ(α) as then ~L^O_α = ~L^O_α = G^O_z for some dominant z ∈ I_∞. The general statement follows from the partition case given Lemma 3.1.

At this point the properties of ~L^O_α and ~L^O_α diverge from what we expect of good notions of Q-Lascoux polynomials and atoms. Most notably, G^O_z does not always expand as a N[β]-linear combination of ~L^O_α ’s, and not every G^O_z with z vexillary occurs as an instance of ~L^O_α ; see Example 3.34 below. Moreover, when λ ∈ N^n is a symmetric partition ~L^O_{(λn,...,λ2,λ1)} does not usually coincide with any of the K-theoretic Schur Q-polynomials GQ_λ defined in [25] and discussed below.

Conjecture 2.39 suggests an alternate definition of Q-Lascoux polynomials that avoids these issues, but which has the drawback of being incomplete:

Definition 3.33. If α is the code of a vexillary involution z ∈ I_∞, then define the Q-Lascoux polynomial of α to be L^Q_α := G^O_z .

Example 3.34. We already have L^Q_α ≠ ~L^O_α for α = (0, 1), as

L^Q_{01} = 2x_2 + 2x_1 + βx^2 + 4βx_1x_2 + βx^2_1 + 2β^2x_1x^2 + 2β^2x^2_1x_2 + β^3x^2_1x^2, ~L^O_{01} = 2x_2 + 2x_1 + βx^2 + 3βx_1x_2 + βx^2_1 + β^2x_1x^2 + β^2x^2_1x_2.

Note that L^Q_{01} = G^O_z for z = s_2 ∈ I_∞. This orthogonal Grothendieck polynomial is not a N[β]-linear combination of ~L^O_α ’s since any such expression equal to G^O_z must be in ~L^O_{01} + ∑ α βN[β]~L^O_α to account for the lowest order term 2x_2 + 2x_1, but then there is no way to contribute the first term in

G^O_z − ~L^O_{01} = βx_1x_2 + β^2x_1x^2 + β^2x^2_1x_2 + β^3x^2_1x^2

as the lowest order term of ~L^O_α is divisible by 2 whenever α is nonempty. We also remark that while κ^Q_{01} = 2κ^P_{12} by Theorem 2.45, we have L^Q_{01} ≠ 2L^P_{12} since L^P_{12} = x_2 + x_1 + βx_1x_2.

The polynomial L^Q_α shares the following property with ~L^O_α :

Corollary 3.35. If α is the code of a vexillary involution then L^Q_α is a nonzero N[β]-linear combination of Lascoux polynomials.

Proof. Expand L^Q_α into G_w’s using Proposition 3.29 and then into L_γ ’s using Theorem 3.10.

If w ∈ S_∞ is vexillary then the rows and columns of D(w) can be rearranged to form the diagram of a partition λ [38, §2.2.1]. When w = w^{−1} is vexillary, this partition λ is symmetric as the set of D(w) is invariant under transpose. It follows that the code c(z) is a symmetric weak composition whenever z ∈ I_∞ is vexillary. We pose the following open problem.

Problem 3.36. Extend the definition of L^Q_α to all symmetric weak compositions α.

Such an extension should satisfy L^Q_α | |_{β=0} = κ^Q_α , and each G^O_z should be a N[β]-linear combination

of L^Q_α ’s. Since G^O_z for general z ∈ I_∞ does not have a simple inductive definition in terms of divided difference operators, the “correct” general definition of L^Q_α is likely to be geometric in nature. It is not yet clear to us how to define a meaningful Q-analogue of Lascoux atoms.

We conclude with a few miscellaneous results about the stable limits of G^O_z . We do not have an analogue of the generating function formula (3.14) for these polynomials, However, a natural way to define orthogonal stable Grothendieck polynomials, following [40, §4.2], is as the limit

GQ_z := lim_{N→∞} G^O_{1N ×z} for z ∈ I_∞. (3.22)

It is an open problem to show this limit converges for arbitrary z ∈ I_∞, but when z is vexillary, the formula [40, Thm. 3.26] makes it clear that (3.22) is well-defined. In this case GQ_z is an instance of Ikeda and Naruse’s K-theoretic Schur Q-functions, as we explain below.

Ikeda and Naruse show in [25] that for each strict partition μ with r parts, there is a unique power series GQ_μ ∈ Z[β]�x_1, x_2, . . .� with

GQ_μ(x_1, . . . , x_n) = 1 (n − r)! ∑ w∈S_n w x^μ r∏ i=1 (2 + βx_i) n∏ j=i+1 x_i ⊕ x_j x_i ⊖ x_j (3.23)

for all n ≥ r [25, §2]. By repeating the proof of [41, Prop. 4.11], just changing “GP ” to “GQ” and “ ∏_r i=1 ∏_n j=i+1” to “ ∏_r i=1(2 + βx_i) ∏_n j=i+1”, one can also show that if μ is strict with r parts then

GQ_μ(x_1, . . . , x_n) = π^{(β)}_{wn} x^μ r∏ i=1 n∏ j=i x_i ⊕ x_j x_i . (3.24)

The power series GQ_μ is symmetric in the x_i variables, and one has Q_μ = GQ_μ | |_{β=0} by [37, Ex. 1, §III.3]. Like GP_μ, one can express GQ_μ as a generating function for semistandard set-valued shifted tableaux of shape μ [25, Thm. 9.1]. As μ ranges over all strict partitions in N^n , the polynomials GQ_μ(x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n) form a Z[β]-basis for a subring of symmetric elements of Z[β][x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n] characterized by a cancellation property plus an extra divisibility condition [25, §3.3].

Returning to the stable limits of G^O_z . If z ∈ I_∞ is vexillary then GQ_z = GQ_λO_{(z)} by [40, Thm. 4.11], and therefore GQ_z | β=0 = Q_λO_{(z)} = Q_z by [21, Thm. 4.67].

Something that makes it difficult to evaluate (3.22) for non-vexillary z ∈ I_∞ is the lack of a general result relating lim_{N→∞} G^O_{1N ×z} to the symmetrization operator π^{(β)}_{wn} . This is in contrast to the classical and symplectic cases, where one can invoke Lemmas 3.7 and 3.21. We can fill in this gap for a subset of vexillary involutions.

An element z ∈ I_∞ is I-Grassmannian if its visible descent set Des_V (z) has at most one element. If Des_V (z) = {n} then z must have the form z = (ϕ_1 n + 1)(ϕ_2 n + 2) · · · (ϕ_r n + r) for some integers r ∈ P and 1 ≤ ϕ_1 < ϕ_2 < · · · < ϕ_r ≤ n, and in this case λ^O(z) = (n + 1 − ϕ_1, n + 1 − ϕ_2, . . . , n + 1 − ϕ_r) [21, Prop.-Def. 4.16]. It follows that if z is I-Grassmannian then z is vexillary; therefore GQ_z = GQ_λO_{(z)}.

Proposition 3.37. Suppose z ∈ I_∞ has Des_V (z) = {n} and μ = λ^O(z). Then

GQ_z(x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n) = GQ_μ(x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n) = π^{(β)}_{wn} (G^O_z ).

Proof. The first equality holds since z is I-Grassmannian and therefore vexillary. For the second equality, we follow the proof of [40, Prop. 4.14], which derives a similar identity for G^{Sp}_z . Suppose μ has r nonzero parts, so that z = (ϕ_1 n + 1)(ϕ_2 n + 2) · · · (ϕ_r n + r) for ϕ_i = n + 1 − μ_i. Then x^μ r∏ i=1 n∏ j=i x_i ⊕ x_j x_i = x^{1−ϕ1}_1 x^{r−ϕ2}_2 · · · x^{r−ϕr}_r G^O_w (3.25)

for the dominant involution w = (1 n + 1)(2 n + 2) · · · (r n + r), which has G^O_w = ∏_r i=1 ∏_n j=i x_i ⊕ x_j. The expression x^{1−ϕ1}_1 x^{r−ϕ2}_2 · · · x^{r−ϕr}_r G^O_w is symmetric in x_{r+1}, x_{r+2}, . . . , x_n and therefore fixed by π^{(β)}_i for all r + 1 ≤ i < n. For integers 0 < a ≤ b let π^{(β)}_{b↘a} := π^{(β)}_{b−1}π^{(β)}_{b−2} · · · π^{(β)}_a so that π^{(β)}_{a↘a} = 1, and define ∂^{(β)}_{b↘a} analogously. Since π^{(β)}_i π^{(β)}_{b↘a} = π^{(β)}_{b↘a}π^{(β)}_{i+1} for a ≤ i < b − 1 as π^{(β)}_i satisfy the braid relations for S_∞, one can check that π^{(β)}_{ϕj ↘j}π^{(β)}_{ϕj+1↘j+1} · · · π^{(β)}_{ϕr↘r} ( x^{1−ϕ1}_1 x^{r−ϕ2}_2 · · · x^{r−ϕr}_r G^O_w ) is fixed by π^{(β)}_i for all j − 1 < i < ϕ_{j−1} < ϕ_j .

Now we appeal to [41, Lem. 4.16], which asserts that if f is any Laurent polynomial fixed by π^{(β)}_i for all a < i < b then π^{(β)}_{b↘a}f = ∂^{(β)}_{b↘a}(x^{b−a}_a f). It follows by successively applying this identity along with x_i(∂^{(β)}_j f) = ∂^{(β)}_j (x_if) for i < j that π^{(β)}_{ϕ1↘1}π^{(β)}_{ϕ2↘2} · · · π^{(β)}_{ϕr ↘r} ( x^{1−ϕ1}_1 x^{r−ϕ2}_2 · · · x^{r−ϕr}_r G^O_w ) = ∂^{(β)}_{ϕ1↘1}∂^{(β)}_{ϕ2↘2} · · · ∂^{(β)}_{ϕr ↘r}G^O_w. (3.26)

Finally, we claim that ∂^{(β)}_{ϕ1↘1}∂^{(β)}_{ϕ2↘2} · · · ∂^{(β)}_{ϕr ↘r}G^O_w = G^O_z . (3.27) One can check this by induction from the fact that if y and s_iys_i are vexillary involutions with ℓ(y) > ℓ(s_iys_i) then ∂^{(β)}_i G^O_y = G^O_{siysi} [40, Prop. 3.23]. If we write out ∂^{(β)}_{ϕ1↘1}∂^{(β)}_{ϕ2↘2} · · · ∂^{(β)}_{ϕr ↘r} in full as the product ∂^{(β)}_{ik} · · · ∂^{(β)}_{i2} ∂^{(β)}_{i1} for k := (ϕ_1 + ϕ_2 + · · · + ϕ_r) − (1 + 2 + · · · + r), and set y_0 := w and y_j := s_{ij} y_{j−1}s_{ij} for j ∈ [k], then each y_j is I-Grassmannian with ℓ(y_{j−1}) > ℓ(y_j) and y_k = z. As all I-Grassmannian involutions are vexillary, the identity (3.26) follows.

Combining (3.25), (3.26), and (3.27) gives π^{(β)}_{ϕ1↘1}π^{(β)}_{ϕ2↘2} · · · π^{(β)}_{ϕr ↘r} ( x^μ ∏_r i=1 ∏_n j=i x_i⊕x_j x_i ) = G^O_z .

Since π^{(β)}_{wn} π^{(β)}_i = π^{(β)}_{wn} for all i ∈ [n − 1], applying π^{(β)}_{wn} to both sides transforms this to the desired identity GQ_z(x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n) = π^{(β)}_{wn} (G^O_z ) in view of (3.24).

This result only asserts that GQ_z (x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n) = π^{(β)}_{wn} (G^O_z ) when n = max(Des_V (z)) rather than for all n ≥ max(Des_V (z)) as in Lemma 3.21. The stronger claim does not always hold. Example 3.38. Let z = (1, 2) ∈ I_∞. Then z is I-Grassmannian with Des_V (z) = {1} and λ(z) = λ^O(z) = (1), and we have GQ_z = GQ_{(1)} and GQ_z (x_1) = π^{(β)}_{w1} (G^O_z ) = G^O_z = 2x_1 + βx^2_1, but GQ_z(x_1, x_2) = L^Q_{01} ≠ ~L^O_{01} = π^{(β)}_{w2} (G^O_z ) by Example 3.34.

Computations suggest that the discrepancy in Example 3.38 only occurs when z(1) ≠ 1. Conjecture 3.39. If z ∈ I_∞ has z(1) = 1 then the limit (3.22) converges as a power series to a symmetric function with GQ_z(x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n) = π^{(β)}_{wn} (G^O_z ) for all n ∈ P with Des_V (z) ⊆ [n].

Finally, we can use these results to prove an orthogonal analogue of Theorem 3.27. This resolves an open question [40, Problem 5.6] about whether GQ_μ has a finite, positive expansion into G_λ’s.

Theorem 3.40. Let μ be a strict partition and suppose n ∈ N. Then GQ_μ ∈ N[β]-span{G_λ : partitions λ ∈ N^n } if and only if n > max(μ) or μ is the empty partition.

Proof. Let Λ^n be the set of partitions with at most n parts. We may assume that μ is nonempty as there is nothing to prove for GQ_∅ = 1. Fix an integer n > max(μ). It is known that GQ_μ is a finite Z[β]-linear combination of GP_ν ’s with max(ν) ≤ max(μ) + 1 ≤ n [10, Thm. 1.1]. Therefore, by Theorem 3.27 we have GQ_μ = ∑ λ∈Λ^n a λ μβ^{|λ|−|μ|}G_λ for integers a^λ_μ ∈ Z that are nonzero for only finitely many partitions λ, each with at most n parts and |λ| ≥ |μ|. On the other hand, if z ∈ I_∞ is the unique I-Grassmannian element with shape μ and maximal visible descent n, then

GQ_μ(x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n) = π^{(β)}_{wn} (G^O_z ) ∈ N[β]-span{G_w(x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n) : Des(w) ⊆ [n]} ⊆ N[β]-span{G_λ(x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n) : λ ∈ Λ^n}

by Proposition 3.37 (for the first equality), Lemma 3.7 and Proposition 3.29 (for the next containment), and Proposition 3.9 (for the last inclusion). Since the polynomials G_λ(x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n) = L_{(λn,...,λ2,λ1)} for λ ∈ Λ^n are linearly independent over Z[β], it follows that a^λ_μ ∈ N for all λ.

This shows the “if” direction of the theorem. For the converse implication, we appeal again to [10, Thm. 1.1], which shows that

GQ_μ ∈ 2^{ℓ(μ)}GP_μ + 2^{ℓ(μ)−1}β ∑ λ GP_λ + β^2Z[β]-span{GP_ν : strict ν},

where the sum is over all strict partitions of the form λ = μ+e_i with 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ(μ). These summands always include μ + e_1, whose maximum part is max(μ) + 1, so it follows from Theorem 3.27 that the stable Grothendieck expansion of GQ_μ must involve G_λ’s with ℓ(λ) = max(μ) + 1.

References

[1] H. H. Andersen. “Schubert varieties and Demazure’s character formula”. In: Invent. Math.

79.3 (1985), pp. 611–618. doi: 10.1007/BF01388527.

[2] Sara C. Billey, William Jockusch, and Richard P. Stanley. “Some combinatorial properties of Schubert polynomials”. In: J. Algebraic Combin. 2.4 (1993), pp. 345–374. doi: 10.1023/A:1022419800503.

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

[4] Armand Borel. “Sur la cohomologie des espaces fibrés principaux et des espaces homogènes de groupes de Lie compacts”. In: Ann. of Math. (2) 57 (1953), pp. 115–207. doi: 10.2307/1969728.

[5] Michel Brion. “Positivity in the Grothendieck group of complex flag varieties”. In: J. Algebra 258.1 (2002). Special issue in celebration of Claudio Procesi’s 60th birthday, pp. 137–159. doi: 10.1016/S0021-8693(02)00505-7.

[6] Ben Brubaker et al. “Colored five-vertex models and Demazure atoms”. In: J. Combin. Theory Ser. A 178 (2021), Paper No. 105354, 48. doi: 10.1016/j.jcta.2020.105354.

[7] Anders Skovsted Buch. “A Littlewood-Richardson rule for the K-theory of Grassmannians”.

In: Acta Math. 189.1 (2002), pp. 37–78. doi: 10.1007/BF02392644.

[8] Anders Skovsted Buch et al. “Stable Grothendieck polynomials and K-theoretic factor sequences”. In: Math. Ann. 340.2 (2008), pp. 359–382. doi: 10.1007/s00208-007-0155-6.

[9] Valentin Buciumas, Travis Scrimshaw, and Katherine Weber. “Colored five-vertex models and Lascoux polynomials and atoms”. In: J. Lond. Math. Soc. (2) 102.3 (2020), pp. 1047–1066. doi: 10.1112/jlms.12347.

[10] Y.-C. Chiu and E. Marberg. “Expanding K-theoretic Schur Q-functions”. Preprint, arXiv:2111.08993.

2021.

[11] Michel Demazure. “Désingularisation des variétés de Schubert généralisées”. In: Ann. Sci.

École Norm. Sup. (4) 7 (1974), pp. 53–88. doi: 10.24033/asens.1261.

[12] Michel Demazure. “Une nouvelle formule des caractères”. In: Bull. Sci. Math. (2) 98.3 (1974), pp. 163–172.

[13] E. A. DeWitt. “Identities Relating Schur s-Functions and Q-Functions”. PhD thesis. University of Michigan, 2012.

[14] Paul Edelman and Curtis Greene. “Balanced tableaux”. In: Adv. in Math. 63.1 (1987), pp. 42– 99. doi: 10.1016/0001-8708(87)90063-6.

[15] S. Fomin and A. Kirillov. “Grothendieck polynomials and the Yang–Baxter equation”. In:

Proceedings of the Sixth Conference in Formal Power Series and Algebraic Combinatorics, DIMACS (1994), pp. 183–190.

[16] W. Fulton and A. Lascoux. “A Pieri formula in the Grothendieck ring of a flag bundle”. In:

Duke Math. J. 76 (1994), pp. 711–729. doi: 10.1215/S0012-7094-94-07627-8. [17] Zachary Hamaker, Eric Marberg, and Brendan Pawlowski. “Fixed-point-free involutions and Schur P -positivity”. In: J. Comb. 11.1 (2020), pp. 65–110. doi: 10.4310/JOC.2020.v11.n1.a4.

[18] Zachary Hamaker, Eric Marberg, and Brendan Pawlowski. “Involution pipe dreams”. In:

Canad. J. Math. 74.5 (2022), pp. 1310–1346. doi: 10.4153/S0008414X21000274. [19] Zachary Hamaker, Eric Marberg, and Brendan Pawlowski. “Involution words II: braid relations and atomic structures”. In: J. Algebraic Combin. 45.3 (2017), pp. 701–743. doi:

10.1007/s10801-016-0722-6.

[20] Zachary Hamaker, Eric Marberg, and Brendan Pawlowski. “Involution words: counting problems and connections to Schubert calculus for symmetric orbit closures”. In: J. Combin. Theory Ser. A 160 (2018), pp. 217–260. doi: 10.1016/j.jcta.2018.06.012.

[21] Zachary Hamaker, Eric Marberg, and Brendan Pawlowski. “Schur P -positivity and involution Stanley symmetric functions”. In: Int. Math. Res. Not. IMRN 17 (2019), pp. 5389–5440. doi:

10.1093/imrn/rnx274.

[22] J. Hornbostel and V. Kiritchenko. “Schubert calculus for algebraic cobordism”. In: J. Reine Angew. Math. 656 (2011), pp. 59–86. doi: 10.1515/crelle.2011.043.

[23] T. Hudson. “A Thom-Porteous formula for connective K-theory using algebraic cobordism”.

In: Journal of K-theory 14.2 (2014), pp. 343–369. doi: 10.1017/is014005031jkt266. [24] James E. Humphreys. Reflection groups and Coxeter groups. Vol. 29. Cambridge Studies in Advanced Mathematics. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1990, pp. xii+204. doi:

10.1017/CBO9780511623646.

[25] Takeshi Ikeda and Hiroshi Naruse. “K-theoretic analogues of factorial Schur P - and Qfunctions”. In: Adv. Math. 243 (2013), pp. 22–66. doi: 10.1016/j.aim.2013.04.014.

[26] A. Joseph. “On the Demazure character formula”. In: Ann. Sci. École Norm. Sup. (4) 18.3 (1985), pp. 389–419. doi: 10.24033/asens.1493.

[27] Allen Knutson and Ezra Miller. “Subword complexes in Coxeter groups”. In: Adv. Math.

184.1 (2004), pp. 161–176. doi: 10.1016/S0001-8708(03)00142-7.

[28] Axel Kohnert. “Weintrauben, Polynome, Tableaux”. In: Bayreuth. Math. Schr. 38 (1991).

Dissertation, Universität Bayreuth, Bayreuth, 1990, pp. 1–97.

[29] A. Lascoux. “Transition on Grothendieck polynomials”. In: Physics and combinatorics, 2000 (Nagoya). World Sci. Publ., River Edge, NJ, 2001, pp. 164–179. doi: 10.1142/9789812810007\_0007.

[30] Alain Lascoux and Marcel-Paul Schützenberger. “Keys & standard bases”. In: Invariant theory and tableaux (Minneapolis, MN, 1988). Vol. 19. IMA Vol. Math. Appl. Springer, New York, 1990, pp. 125–144.

[31] Alain Lascoux and Marcel-Paul Schützenberger. “Polynômes de Schubert”. In: C. R. Acad.

Sci. Paris Sér. I Math. 294.13 (1982), pp. 447–450.

[32] Alain Lascoux and Marcel-Paul Schützenberger. “Schubert polynomials and the Littlewood– Richardson rule”. In: Lett. Math. Phys. 10.2-3 (1985), pp. 111–124. doi: 10.1007/BF00398147.

[33] Alain Lascoux and Marcel-Paul Schützenberger. “Structure de Hopf de l’anneau de cohomologie et de l’anneau de Grothendieck d’une variété de drapeaux”. In: C. R. Acad. Sci. Paris Sér. I Math. 295.11 (1982), pp. 629–633.

[34] Alain Lascoux and Marcel-Paul Schützenberger. “Tableaux and noncommutative Schubert polynomials”. In: Funct. Anal. Appl. 23.3 (1989), pp. 223–225. doi: 10.1007/BF01079531.

[35] C. Lenart. “A K-theory version of Monk’s formula and some related multiplication formulas”.

In: J. Pure Appl. Algebra 179 (2003), pp. 137–158. doi: 10.1016/S0022-4049(02)00208-6. [36] I. G. Macdonald. Notes on Schubert Polynomials. Laboratoire de combinatoire et d’informatique mathématique (LACIM), Université du Québec à Montréal, Montreal, 1991.

[37] I. G. Macdonald. Symmetric functions and Hall polynomials. Second. Oxford Classic Texts in the Physical Sciences. With contribution by A. V. Zelevinsky and a foreword by Richard Stanley. The Clarendon Press, Oxford University Press, New York, 2015, pp. xii+475.

[38] Laurent Manivel. Symmetric functions, Schubert polynomials and degeneracy loci. Vol. 6. SM- F/AMS Texts and Monographs. Translated from the 1998 French original by John R. Swallow, Cours Spécialisés, 3. American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI; Société Mathématique de France, Paris, 2001, pp. viii+167.

[39] Eric Marberg. “A symplectic refinement of shifted Hecke insertion”. In: J. Combin. Theory Ser. A 173 (2020), pp. 105216, 50. doi: 10.1016/j.jcta.2020.105216.

[40] Eric Marberg and Brendan Pawlowski. “K-theory formulas for orthogonal and symplectic orbit closures”. In: Adv. Math. 372 (2020), pp. 107299, 43. doi: 10.1016/j.aim.2020.107299.

[41] Eric Marberg and Brendan Pawlowski. “On some properties of symplectic Grothendieck polynomials”. In: J. Pure Appl. Algebra 225.1 (2021), Paper No. 106463, 22. doi: 10.1016/j.jpaa.2020.106463.

[42] S. Mason. “An explicit construction of type A Demazure atoms”. In: J. Algebraic Combin.

29.3 (2009), pp. 295–313. doi: 10.1007/s10801-008-0133-4.

[43] Toshihiko Matsuki. “The orbits of affine symmetric spaces under the action of minimal parabolic subgroups”. In: J. Math. Soc. Japan 31.2 (1979), pp. 331–357. doi: 10.2969/jmsj/03120331.

[44] Tomoo Matsumura. “Flagged Grothendieck polynomials”. In: J. Algebraic Combin. 49 (2019), pp. 209–228. doi: 10.1007/s10801-018-0841-3.

[45] Cara Monical. “Set-valued skyline fillings”. Preprint, arXiv:1611.08777. 2016. [46] Jianping Pan and Tianyi Yu. “A bijection between K-Kohnert diagrams and reverse setvalued tableaux”. Preprint, arXiv:2206.08993. 2022.

[47] Brendan Pawlowski. “Universal graph Schubert varieties”. In: Transform. Groups 26.4 (2021), pp. 1417–1461. doi: 10.1007/s00031-021-09677-6.

[48] Victor Reiner and Mark Shimozono. “Key polynomials and a flagged Littlewood–Richardson rule”. In: J. Combin. Theory Ser. A 70.1 (1995), pp. 107–143. doi: 10.1016/0097-3165(95)90083-7.

[49] Victor Reiner and Alexander Yong. “The “Grothendieck to Lascoux” conjecture”. Preprint,

arXiv:2102.12399. 2021.

[50] R. W. Richardson and T. A. Springer. “The Bruhat order on symmetric varieties”. In: Geom.

Dedicata 35 (1990), pp. 389–436. doi: 10.1007/BF00147354.

[51] Sage Mathematics Software (Version 9.8). https://www.sagemath.org. The Sage Development Team. 2023.

[52] Mark Shimozono and Tianyi Yu. “Grothendieck to Lascoux expansions”. Preprint, arXiv:2106.13922.

2021.

[53] Neil J. A. Sloane and The OEIS Foundation Inc. The on-line encyclopedia of integer sequences.

2022.

[54] Richard P. Stanley. “On the number of reduced decompositions of elements of Coxeter groups”. In: European J. Combin. 5.4 (1984), pp. 359–372. doi: 10.1016/S0195-6698(84)80039-6.

[55] B. Wyser and A. Yong. “Polynomials for symmetric orbit closures in the flag variety”. In:

Transform. Groups 22.1 (2017), pp. 267–290. doi: 10.1007/s00031-016-9381-x. [56] Tianyi Yu. “Set-valued tableaux rule for Lascoux polynomials”. Preprint, arXiv:2110.00164.

2021.