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Abstract. We give an exposition of the Horn inequalities and their triple role characterizing
tensor product invariants, eigenvalues of sums of Hermitian matrices, and intersections
of Schubert varieties. We follow Belkale’s geometric method, but assume only basic
representation theory and algebraic geometry, aiming for self-contained, concrete proofs.
In particular, we do not assume the Littlewood-Richardson rule nor an a priori relation
between intersections of Schubert cells and tensor product invariants. Our motivation is
largely pedagogical, but the desire for concrete approaches is also motivated by current
research in computational complexity theory and effective algorithms.
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1. Introduction

The possible eigenvalues of Hermitian matrices Xi,..., Xy such that X; +
-+ 4+ Xg =0 form a convex polytope. They can thus be characterized by a finite
set of linear inequalities, most famously so by the inductive system of linear
inequalities conjectured by Horn [Hor]. The very same inequalities give necessary
and sufficient conditions on highest weights A1, ..., A such that the tensor product
of the corresponding irreducible GL(r)-representations L(A1),..., L(As) contains
a nonzero invariant vector, i.e., c(jl) = dim(L(A1) ® --- ® L(Ay))") > 0. For
s = 3, the multiplicities c(i) can be identified with the Littlewood-Richardson
coefficients. Since the Horn inequalities are linear, c(i) > 0 if and only if
c(N X) > (0 for any integer N > 0. This is the celebrated saturation property of
GL(r), first established combinatorially by Knutson and Tao [KT] building on
work by Klyachko [Kly]. Some years after, Belkale has given an alternative proof
of the Horn inequalities and the saturation property [Bel3]. His main insight is to
‘geometrize’ the classical relationship between the invariant theory of GL(r) and
the intersection theory of Schubert varieties of the Grassmannian. In particular,
by a careful study of the tangent space of intersections, he shows how to obtain
a geometric basis of invariants.

The aim of this text is to give a self-contained exposition of the Horn
inequalities, assuming only linear algebra and some basic representation theory
and algebraic geometry, similar in spirit to the approach taken in [VW]. We
also discuss a proof of Fulton’s conjecture which asserts that c()I) =1 if and
only if c(N 71) = 1 for any integer N > 1. We follow Belkale’s geometric
method [Bel2, Bel3, Bel4], as recently refined by Sherman [She], and do
not claim any originality. Instead, we hope that our text might be useful by
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providing a more accessible introduction to these topics, since we tried to give
simple and concrete proofs of all results. In particular, we do not use the
Littlewood-Richardson rule for determining c(i), and we do not discuss the
relation of a basis of invariants to the integral points of the hive polytope [KT].
Instead, we describe a basis of invariants that can be identified with the Howe-
Tan-Willenbring basis, which is constructed using determinants associated to
Littlewood-Richardson tableaux, as we explained in [VW]. We will come back to
this subject in the future. We note that Derksen and Weyman’s work [DW] can
be understood as a variant of the geometric approach in the context of quivers.
For alternative accounts we refer to the work by Knutson and Tao [KT] and
Woodward [KTW], Ressayre [Resl, Res3] and to the expositions by Fulton and
Knutson [Ful2, Knu].

The desire for concrete approaches to questions of representation theory
and algebraic geometry is also motivated by recent research in computational
complexity and the interest in efficient algorithms. Indeed, the saturation property
implies that deciding the nonvanishing of a Littlewood-Richardson coefficient can
be decided in polynomial time [MNS]. In contrast, the analogous problem for
the Kronecker coeflicients, which are not saturated, is NP-hard, but believed to
simplify in the asymptotic limit [IMW, BCM]. We refer to [Mul, BLMW] for
further detail.

These notes are organized as follows: In Section 2, we start by motivating
the triple role of the Horn inequalities characterizing invariants, eigenvalues, and
intersections. Then, in Section 3, we collect some useful facts about positions and
flags. This is used in Sections 4 and 5 to establish Belkale’s theorem characterizing
intersecting Schubert varieties in terms of Horn’s inequalities. In Section 6, we
explain how to construct a geometric basis of invariants from intersecting Schubert
varieties. This establishes the Horn inequalities for the Littlewood-Richardson
coefficients, and thereby the saturation property, as well as for the eigenvalues
of Hermitian matrices that sum to zero. In Section 7, we sketch how Fulton’s
conjecture can be proved geometrically by similar techniques. Lastly, in the
appendix, we have collected the Horn inequalities for three tensor factors and low
dimensions.

Notation. We write [n] := {1,...,n} for any positive integer n. For any group
G and representation M, we write MC for the linear subspace of G -invariant
vectors. For any subgroup H € G, we denote by G/H = {gH} the right coset
space. If F is an H -space, we denote by G xyg F the quotient of G x F
by the equivalence relation (g, f) ~ (gh™',hf) for g € G, f € F, h € H.
Note that G xg F is a G-space fibered over G/H, with fiber F. If F if a
subspace of a G-space X, then G xg F is identified by the G -equivariant map
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lg, f]1— (gH, gf) with the subspace of G/H x X (equipped with the diagonal
G -action) consisting of the (gH, x) such that g7'x € F.

2. A panorama of invariants, eigenvalues, and intersections

In this section we give a panoramic overview of the relationship between
invariants, eigenvalues, and intersections. Our focus is on explaining the intuition,
connections, and main results. To keep the discussion streamlined, more difficult
proofs are postponed to later sections (in which case we use the numbering of
the later section, so that the proofs can easily be found). The rest of this article,
from Section 3 onwards, is concerned with developing the necessary mathematical
theory and giving these proofs.

We start by recalling the basic representation theory of the general linear
group GL(r) := GL(r,C). Consider C” with the ordered standard basis
e(l),...,e(r) and standard Hermitian inner product. Let H(r) denote the
subgroup of invertible matrices ¢+ € GL(r) that are diagonal in the standard
basis, i.e., te(i) =t(i)-e(i) with all (i) # 0. We write t = (¢(1),...,¢(r)) and
thereby identify H(r) = (C*)". To any sequence of integers u = (u(1),...,u(r)),
we can associate a character of H(r) by ¢ > t* := r(1)*M ...t (r)*") | We say
that p is a weight and call A(r) = Z" the weight lattice. A weight is dominant
if u(1) > --- > wu(r), and the set of all dominant weights form a semigroup,
denoted by A4 (r). We later also consider antidominant weights @, which satisfy
w(l) <--- < o(r).

For any dominant weight A € A4 (r), there is an unique irreducible repre-
sentation L(A) of GL(r) with highest weight A. That is, if B(r) denotes the
group of upper-triangular invertible matrices (the standard Borel subgroup of
GL(r)) and N(r) € B(r) the subgroup of upper-triangular matrices with all ones
on the diagonal (i.e., the corresponding unipotent), then L(A)N®) = Cu, is a
one-dimensional eigenspace of B(r) of H(r)-weight A. We say that v, is a
highest weight vector of L(A). In Section 6.1 we describe a concrete construction
of L(A) due to Borel and Weil. Now let U(r) denote the group of unitary
matrices, which is a maximally compact subgroup of GL(r). We can choose
an U(r)-invariant Hermitian inner product (-,-) (by convention complex linear
in the second argument) on each L(A) so that the representation L(A) restricts
to an irreducible unitary representation of U(r). Any two such representations
of U(r) are pairwise inequivalent, and, by Weyl’s trick, any irreducible unitary
representation can be obtained in this way. Let us now decompose their Lie alge-
bras as gl(r) = u(r) ®iu(r), where i = ~/—1, and likewise h(r) = t(r) ® it(r),
where we write t(r) for the Lie algebra of T'(r), the group of diagonal unitary
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matrices, and similarly for the other Lie groups. Here, iu(r) denotes the space of
Hermitian matrices and it(r) the subspace of diagonal matrices with real entries.
We freely identify vectors in R” with the corresponding diagonal matrices in
it(r) and denote by (-,-) the usual inner product of it(r) = R". For a subset
J C [r], we write T; for the vector (diagonal matrix) in it(r) that has ones in
position J, and otherwise zero.
Now let O, denote the set of Hermitian matrices with eigenvalues A(1) >
- > A(r). By the spectral theorem, O, is a U(r)-orbit with respect to the
adjoint action, u - X := uXu*, and so Oy, = U(r) - A, where we identify A with
the diagonal matrix with entries A(1) > --- > A(r). On the other hand, recall
that any invertible matrix g € GL(r) can be written as a product g = ub, where
u € U(r) is unitary and b € B(r) upper-triangular. Since v, is an eigenvector of
B(r), it follows that, in projective space P(L(A)), the orbits of [vy] for GL(r)
and U(r) are the same! Moreover, it is not hard to see that the U(r)-stabilizers
of A and of [v,] agree, so we obtain a U(r)-equivariant diffeomorphism

2.1)  Op = U@r)-[va] =GL(r) - [n] S P(L(A)), u-Ar>u-[v;] = [u-vy]

which also allows us to think of the adjoint orbit O, as a complex projective
GL(r)-variety. An important observation is that

(u-va, pa(A)(u - vy))

(2.2) tr((u- 1) 4) = oL

for all complex rxr-matrices A4, i.e., elements of the Lie algebra gl(r) of GL(r);
pa denotes the Lie algebra representation on L(A4). To see that (2.2) holds true,
we may assume that |jvy]] = 1 as well as that v = 1, the latter by U(r)-
equivariance. Now tr(4AA) = (vy, pa(A)v,) is easily be verified by decomposing
A =L+ H+ R with L strictly lower triangular, R strictly upper triangular, and
H € h(r) diagonal and comparing term by term. These observations lead to the
following fundamental connection between the eigenvalues of Hermitian matrices
and the invariant theory of the general linear group:

Proposition 2.3 (Kempf-Ness, [KN]). Let Ay,...,As be dominant weights for
GL(r) such that (L(A1) ® --- ® L(A5))M") £ {0}. Then there exist Hermitian
matrices Xy € Oy, such that Yy _; X = 0.

Proof. Let 0# w € (L(A1)®---® L(A5))™") be a nonzero invariant vector. Then,
P(v) := (w, v) is a nonzero linear function on L(11)®---® L(As) that is invariant
under the diagonal action of GL(r); indeed, (w,g-v) = (g*-w,v) = (w,v).
Since the L(Ax) are irreducible, they are spanned by the orbits U(r)v;, . Thus
we can find uq,...,us € U(r) such that P(v) # 0 for v = (u1-v3,)®- - -®(usvy,).
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Consider the class [v] of v in the corresponding projective space P(L(1;) ®
.-+ ® L(Ag)). The orbit of [v] under the diagonal GL(r)-action is contained
in the GL(r)*-orbit, which is the closed set [U(r) - vy, ® --- ® U(r) - vyl
according to the discussion preceding (2.1). It follows that GL(r) - v and its
closure, GL(r)-v (say, in the Euclidean topology), are contained in the closed
set {k(u}-vy,) Q- ® (uy-vy,)} for k € C and u),... ,u} € U(r).

Since P is GL(r)-invariant, P(v’) = P(v) # 0 for any vector v’ in the
diagonal GL(r)-orbit of v. By continuity, this is also true in the orbits’ closure,
GL(r) - v. On the other hand, P(0) = 0. It follows that 0 & GL(r) - v, i.e., the
origin does not belong to the orbit closure. Consider then a nonzero vector v’ of
minimal norm in GL(r)-v. By the discussion in the preceding paragraph, this
vector is of the form v/ =k (u}-vy,) ® -+ ® (uj - vy,) for some 0 # k € C and
uy,...,uy € U(r). By rescaling v we may moreover assume that x = 1, so that
v’ is a unit vector.

The vector v’ is by construction a vector of minimal norm in its own GL(r)-
orbit. It follows that, for any Hermitian matrix A4,

1
0 Eat=o||<e*“®---®ef")-v’||2

W (oo, (AT ® T+ + 1@ ® pa,(A)V)
=Y (up-vi,pa (AU -vp,)) = Ztr(A(u}c ) = Ztr(AXk),
k=1 k=1 k=1

where we have used Eq. (2.2) and set Xy :=uj - Ax for k € [s]. This implies at
once that ) 3 _; Xx =0. O

The adjoint orbits O, = U(r) - A (but not the map (2.1)) can be defined
not only for dominant weights A but in fact for arbitrary Hermitian matrices.
Conversely, any Hermitian matrix is conjugate to a unique element & € it(r)
such that £(1) > -.- > &(r). The set of all such £ is a convex cone, known as
the positive Weyl chamber C4(r), and it contains the semigroup of dominant
weights. Throughout this text, we only ever write Qg = U(r) -§ for & that are
in the positive Weyl chamber. For example, if & € C;(r) then —§ € O+,
where &* = (=&(r),...,—&(1)) € C4(r). If A is a dominant weight then
A* = (=A(d),...,—A(1)) is the highest weight of the dual representation of
L(A), ie., L(A*) = L(A)*.

Remark. Using the inner product (A, B) := tr(AB) on Hermitian matrices we
may also think of A as an element in it(r)* and of O, as a coadjoint orbit
in iu(r)*. From the latter point of view, the map (Xi,...,Xs) > > j_; Xk is
the moment map for the diagonal U(r)-action on the product of Hamiltonian
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manifolds Oy, , k € [s]. Proposition 2.3 thus relates the existence of nonzero
invariants to the statement that the zero set of the corresponding moment map is
nonempty. This is a general fact of Mumford’s geometric invariant theory.

Definition 2.4. The Kirwan cone Kirwan(r,s) is defined as the set of § =
(E1.....&5) € C4(r)* such that there exist X; € Og with Y 3_; Xx =0.

Using this language, Proposition 2.3 asserts that if the generalized Littlewood-
Richardson coefficient c¢(1) := dim(L(11) ®---® L(A5))°“") > 0 is nonzero then
A is a point in the Kirwan cone Kirwan(r,s).

Remark. We will see in Section 6 that, conversely, if 1 e Kirwan(r, s), then
c(i) > 0 (by constructing an explicit nonzero invariant). As a consequence, it
will follow that c(i) > 0 if and only if c(N )I) > 0 for some integer N > 0. This
is the remarkable saturation property of the Littlewood-Richardson coefficients. In
fact, we will show that the Horn inequalities give a complete set of conditions for
nonvanishing c()k) as well as for E € Kirwan(r, s), which in particular establishes
that Kirwan(r, s) is indeed a convex polyhedral cone. We will come back to these
points at the end of this section.

If there exist permutations wy such that 7 _, wg-£x = 0 then 5 € Kirwan(r, s)
(choose each X as the diagonal matrix wy - & ). This suffices to characterize the
Kirwan cone for s < 2:

Example. For s = 1, it is clear that Kirwan(r,1) = {0}. When s = 2, then
Kirwan(r,2) = {(¢,£*)}. Indeed, if X; € O, and X, € Og, with X; + X, =0,
then X, = —X; € OET .

In general, however, it is quite delicate to determine if a given 5 € C4(r)’ is
in Kirwan(r,s) or not. Clearly, one necessary condition is that Y ;_,|&| = 0,
where we have defined |u| := er'=1 u(j) for an arbitrary w € h(r). This follows
by taking the trace of the equation Y ;_, Xx = 0. In fact, it is clear that by
adding or subtracting appropriate multiples of the identity matrix we can always

reduce to the case where each |&| = 0.

Example. Let X; € Og, such that Zi:l X = 0. For each k, let v, denote a
unit eigenvector of Xj with eigenvalue £;(1). Then we have

2.5 0= (v, Q_XpDvk) = &) + Y (ve, Xpwg) = E(D) + Y &(r)

=1 I#k I#k
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since & (r) = miny, = (v, X;v) by the variational principle for the minimal eigen-
value of a Hermitian matrix X;. These inequalities, together with Y 7 _,|&| =0,
characterize the Kirwan cone for r = 2, as can be verified by brute force.

There is also a pleasant geometric way of understanding these inequalities in
the case r = 2. As discussed above, we may assume that the X are traceless, i.e.,
that & = (jk,—Jjx) for some ji > 0. Recall that the traceless Hermitian matrices
form a three-dimensional real vector space, spanned by the Pauli matrices. Thus
each X identifies with a vector x; € R3, and the condition that X; € O¢,
translates into ||xg|| = ji. Thus we seek to characterize necessary and sufficient
conditions on the lengths ji of vectors x; that sum to zero, Y ;_, xx = 0. By
the triangle inequality, jx = [|xkll < ;2 lIXill = D2;z ji» which is equivalent
to the above. It is instructive to observe that jix < >, ji is precisely the
Clebsch-Gordan rule for SL(2) when the j; are half-integers.

The proof of Eq. (2.5), which was valid for any s and r, suggests that a more
general variational principle for eigenvalues might be useful to produce linear
inequalities for the Kirwan cones.

Definition 2.6. A (complete) flag F on a vector space V, dimV = r, is a chain
of subspaces

{0}=FO)CF(l)Cc---CF()CF(G+D)C---CF@r)=V,

such that dimF(j) = j for all j = 0,...,r. Any ordered basis f =

(f(D),..., f(r)) of V determines a flag by F(j) = span{f(1),..., f(j)}. We
say that f is adapted to F.

Now let X € O be a Hermitian matrix with eigenvalues §(1) > --- > &(r). Let
(fx(1),..., fx(r)) denote an orthonormal eigenbasis, ordered correspondingly,
and denote by Fy the corresponding eigenflag of X, defined as above. Note that
Fx is uniquely defined if the eigenvalues £(j) are all distinct. We can quantify
the position of a subspace with respect to a flag in the following way:

Definition 2.7. The Schubert position of an d -dimensional subspace S € V' with
respect to a flag F on V is the strictly increasing sequence J of integers defined
by

J(b) :=min{j € [r], dim F(j) NS = b}

for b € [d]. We write Pos(S, F) = J and freely identify J with the subset
{J(1) < --- < J(d)} of [r]. In particular, Pos(S,F) = @ for § = {0} the
zero-dimensional subspace.

The upshot of these definitions is the following variational principle:
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Lemma 2.8. Let § € Cy(r), X € O¢ with eigenflag Fx, and J C [r] a subset
of cardinality d. Then,
min  t(PsX) =Y £(j) = (T7.6).

S:Pos(S,Fy)=J N
0s(S, Fx) ier

where Pgs denotes the orthogonal projector onto an d -dimensional subspace
Sccr.

Proof. Recall that Fx(j) = span{ fx(1),..., fx(j)}, where (fx(1),..., fx(r)) is
an orthonormal eigenbasis of X, ordered according to £(1) > --- > £(r). Given
a subspace S with Pos(S, Fx) = J, we can find an ordered orthonormal basis
(s(1),...,5(d)) of S where each s(a) € Fx(J(a)). Therefore,

d

d
tr(PsX) =Y (s(a). Xs(a)) = Y_£(J(a) = Y _£()).
a=1 a=1 jeJ
The inequality holds term by term, as the Hermitian matrix obtained by
restricting X to the subspace Fy(J(a)) has smallest eigenvalue £(J(a)). Since
tr(PsX) = Z_I-GJ E(j) for S = span{fx(j) : j € J}, this establishes the

lemma. O

Recall that the Grassmannian Gr(d,V) is the space of d-dimensional
subspaces of V. We may partition Gr(d, V) according to the Schubert position
with respect to a fixed flag:

Definition 2.9. Let F be a flag on V, dimV = r, and J C [r] a subset of
cardinality d. The Schubert cell is

QY(F)={SCV:dimS =d, Pos(S, F) = J).

The Schubert variety Qj(F) is defined as the closure of Q‘}(F) in the
Grassmannian Gr(d, V).

The closures in the Euclidean and Zariski topology coincide; the $2;(F)
are indeed algebraic varieties. Using these definitions, Lemma 2.8 asserts that
minSeQ(}(FX)tr(PSX) = Y jes§(j) for any X € Og. Since the orthogonal
projector Pg is a continuous function of S € Gr(d, V) (in fact, the Grassmannian
is homeomorphic to the space of orthogonal projectors of rank d), it follows at
once that
2.10 min tr(PsX) = )= (Ty,§&).

(2.10) semin w(PsX) =) £() = (T7.9)

jeJ
As a consequence, intersections of Schubert varieties imply linear inequalities of
eigenvalues of matrices summing to zero:
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Lemma 2.11. Let X; € Og be Hermitian matrices with Si Xk = 0. If
Ji,....Js C [r] are subsets of cardinality d such that ﬂi:l Q. (Fx,) # 9,
then Zizl(TJk,fk) <0.

Proof. Let § € m}y{=1 ij(FXk). Then, 0 = Zi=1 tI'(Pst) > Zi:l(TJk’Ek)
by (2.10). 0

Remarkably, we will find that it suffices to consider only those Ji,..., Js such
that (3—; R, (Fx) # @ for all flags Fi,..., Fy. We record the corresponding
eigenvalue inequalities, together with the trace condition, in Corollary 2.13
below. Following [Bel3], we denote s-tuples by calligraphic letters, e.g., J =
(Ji,....J5), F=(Fy,...,Fy), etc. In the case of Greek letters we continue to
write A = (A1,...,As), etc., as above.

Definition 2.12. We denote by Subsets(d, r, s) the set of s-tuples 7, where each
Jir is a subset of [r] of cardinality d. Given such a 7, let F be an s-tuple of
flags on V', with dimV = r. Then we define

N N
QL (F) = (2%, (F). Q) =) Qs (Fo.
k=1 k=1
We shall say that J is intersecting if Q7(F) # @ for every s-tuple of flags F,
and we denote denote the set of such 7 by Intersecting(d,r,s) C Subsets(d, r,s).

Corollary 2.13 (Klyachko, [Kly]). If § € Kirwan(r, s) then Y ;_,|&| =0, and
for any 0 < d < r and any s-tuple J € Intersecting(d,r,s) we have that
Zi=1(TJk’ sk) <0.

Example. If J = {1,...,d} C [r] then Q‘}(F) = {F(d)} is a single point. On
the other end, if J ={r—d +1,...,r} then Q‘}(F) is dense in Gr(r, V), so
that Qj;(F) = Gr(r,V). It follows that J = (J1,{r —d + 1,...,r},....{r —
d +1,...,r}) € Intersecting(d, r, s) is intersecting for any J; (and likewise for
permutations of the s factors).

For d = 1, this means that Q. (F) = P(V), so that (2.10) reduces to the
variational principle for the minimal eigenvalue, £(r) = miny,|=; (v, Xv), which
we used to derive (2.5) above. Indeed, since ({a},{r},...,{r}) is intersecting for
any a, we find that (2.5) is but a special case of Corollary 2.13.

In order to understand the linear inequalities in Corollary 2.13, we need to
understand the sets of intersecting tuples. In the remainder of this section we thus
motivate Belkale’s inductive system of conditions for an s-tuple to be intersecting.
For reasons that will become clear shortly, we slightly change notation: E will be
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a complete flag on some n-dimensional vector space W, I will be a subset of [r]
of cardinality r, and hence Q‘I’(E) will be a Schubert cell in the Grassmannian
Gr(r, W). We will describe Gr(r, W) and Q? (E) in detail in Section 3. For now,
we note that the dimension of Gr(r, W) is r(n —r). In fact, Gr(r, W) is covered
by affine charts isomorphic to C"*~")_ The dimension of a Schubert cell and the
corresponding Schubert variety (its Zariski closure) is given by

(3.1.8) dim QY (E) = dim Q;(E) = Y (I(a) —a) =:dim .

a=1

Indeed, Q‘I’(E) is contained in an affine chart C"™~") and is isomorphic
to a vector subspace of dimension dim /. So locally Q?(E) is defined by
r(n—r)—dim/ equations. This is easy to see and we give a proof in Section 3.

Definition 2.14. Let Z € Subsets(r, n, s). The expected dimension associated with
7 is
edimZ :=r(n—r) — Z(r(n —r) —dim I).
k=1

This definition is natural in terms of intersections, as the following lemma
shows:

Lemma 2.15. Let £ be an s-tuple of flags on W, dmW = n, and T €
Subsets(r, n,s). If QY(E) # @ then its irreducible components (in the sense of
algebraic geometry) are all of dimension at least edimZ.

Proof. Each Schubert cell Q?k (Ex) 1is locally defined by r(n —r) — dim Iy
equations. It follows that any irreducible component Z € Q9(€) = N;_, Q?k (Er)
is locally defined by > ;_,(r(n—r)—dim I}) equations. These equations, however,
are not necessarily independent. Thus the codimension of Z is at most that number,
and we conclude that dim Z > edimZ. O

Belkale’s first observation is that the expected dimension of an intersecting
tuple Z e Intersecting(r,n, s) is necessarily nonnegative,

(4.2.7) edimZ =r(n—r)—» (r(n—r)—dimI;) > 0.
k=1

This inequality, as well as some others, will be proved in detail in Section 4.
For now, we remark that the condition is rather natural from the perspective of
Kleiman’s moving lemma. Given Z € Intersecting(r, n, s), it not only implies that
the intersection of the Schubert cells, Q(€) = (r=; @7, (Ex) # @, is nonempty
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for generic flags, but in fact transverse, so that the dimensions of its irreducible
components are exactly equal to the expected dimension; hence, edimZ > 0.

We now show that (4.2.7) gives rise to an inductive system of conditions.
Given a flag E on W and a subspace V € W, we denote by EY the flag
obtained from the distinct subspaces in the sequence E(@)NV, i =0,...,n.
Given subsets I C [n] of cardinality r and J C [r] of cardinality d, we also
define their composition 1J as the subset IJ = {I(J(1)) <--- < I(J(d))} C [n].
(For s-tuples Z and J we define ZJ componentwise.) Then we have the
following ‘chain rule’ for positions: If S € V € W are subspaces and E is a
flag on W then

(3.2.9) Pos(S, E) = Pos(V, E) Pos(S, E").

We also have the following description of Schubert varieties in terms of Schubert
cells:

(3.1.6) Q(E)= | Q) &E).

I'<I

where the union is over all subsets I’ C [r] of cardinality r such that I'(a) < I(a)
for a € [r]. Both statements are not hard to see; we will give careful proofs in
Section 3 below. We thus obtain a corresponding chain rule for intersecting tuples:

Lemma 2.16. If Z € Intersecting(r,n,s) and J € Intersecting(d,r,s), then we
have Z.J € Intersecting(d,n,s).

Proof. Let £ be an s-tuple of flags on W = C”. Since I is intersecting,
there exists V € Q7(€). Let €Y denote the s-tuple of induced flags on V.
Likewise, since J is intersecting, we can find § € Q j(SV). In particular,
Pos(V, Ex)(a) < Ix(a) for a € [r] and Pos(S,E,f) < Ji(b) for b € [d]
by (3.1.6). Thus (3.2.9) shows that Pos(S, Ex)(b) = Pos(V, Er)(Pos(S, E,l’)(b)) <
Pos(V, Ex)(Jk (b)) < Ix(Jix(b)). Using (3.1.6) one last time, we conclude that
S e QIJ(S) ]

As an immediate consequence of Inequality (4.2.7) and Lemma 2.16 we obtain
the following set of necessary conditions for an s-tuple Z to be intersecting:

Corollary 2.17. If Z € Intersecting(r,n,s) then for any 0 < d < r and any
s-tuple J € Intersecting(d, r,s) we have that edimZJ > 0.

Belkale’s theorem asserts that these conditions are also sufficient. In fact, it
suffices to restrict to intersecting 7 with edim J = 0:
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Definition 2.18. Let Horn(r,n,s) denote the set of s-tuples Z € Subsets(r, n, s)
defined by the conditions that edimZ > 0 and, if » > 1, that

edimZJ >0

for all 7 € Horn(d,r,s) with 0 <d <r and edimJ = 0.

Theorem 5.3.4 (Belkale, [Bel3]). For r € [n] and s > 2, Intersecting(r,n,s) =
Horn(r,n,s).

We will prove Theorem 5.3.4 in Section 5. The inequalities defining
Horn(r,n,s) are in fact tightly related to those constraining the Kirwan cone
Kirwan(r, s) and the existence of nonzero invariant vectors. To any s-tuple of
dominant weights A for GL(r) such that > ;_,|Ax| = 0, we will associate an
s-tuple Z € Subsets(r,n,s) for some [r] such that edimZ = 0. Furthermore, if )
satisfies the inequalities in Corollary 2.13 then Z € Horn(r,n,s). In Section 6 we
will explain this more carefully and show how Belkale’s considerations allow us
to construct a corresponding nonzero GL(r)-invariant in L(A;)®---® L(4s). By
Proposition 2.3, we will thus obtain at once a characterization of the Kirwan cone
as well as of the existence of nonzero invariants in terms of Horn’s inequalities:

Corollary 6.3.3 (Knutson-Tao, [KT]). (a) Horn inequalities: The Kirwan cone
Kirwan(r,s) is the convex polyhedral cone of § € Cy(r)’ such that
> i1l =0, and for any 0 <d < r and any s-tuple J € Horn(d,r,s)
with edimJ = 0 we have that Yy 3 _,(Ty, &) <O0.

(b) Saturation property: For a dominant weight Ae A4 (r), the space of
invariants (L(A1) ® -+ ® L(As)SY") s nonzero if and only if A €
Kirwan(r, s).

In particular, c(i) = dim(L(A1) ® --- ® L(As)) > 0 if and only if
c¢(NA) >0 for some integer N > 0.

The proof of Corollary 6.3.3 will be given in Section 6. In Appendices A and
B, we list the Horn triples as well as the Horn inequalities for the Kirwan cones
up to r =4.

3. Subspaces, flags, positions

In this section, we study the geometry of subspaces and flags in more detail
and supply proofs of some linear algebra facts used previously in Section 2.
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3.1. Schubert positions. We start with some remarks on the Grassmannian
Gr(r, W), which is an irreducible algebraic variety on which the general linear
group GL(W) acts transitively. The stabilizer of a subspace V e Gr(r, W) is
equal to the parabolic subgroup P(V,W) = {y € GL(W) : yV < V}, with Lie
algebra p(V, W) = {x e gl(W) : xV € V}. Thus we obtain that

Gr(r, W) = GL(W) -V = GL(W)/P(V, W),
and we can identify the tangent space at V with
Ty Gr(r, W) = gl(W) -V = gl(W)/p(V, W) = Hom(V, W/ V).
If we choose a complement Q of V in W then
(3.1.1) Hom(V, Q) — Gr(r,W), ¢+ (id+¢)(V)

parametrizes a neighborhood of V. This gives a system of affine charts in
Gr(r, W) isomorphic to C"®=") 1In particular, dimGr(r, W) = r(n —r), a fact
we use repeatedly in this article.

We now consider Schubert positions and the associated Schubert cells and
varieties in more detail (Definitions 2.7 and 2.9) For all y € GL(W), we have
the following equivariance property:

(3.1.2) Pos(y~'V, E) = Pos(V, yE),
which in particular implies that
(3.1.3) yQUE) = Q(VE).

Thus Q?(E) is preserved by the Borel subgroup B(E) ={y € GL(W) : yE(i) <
E(i) (Vi)}, which is the stabilizer of the flag F. We will see momentarily that
Q?(E ) is in fact a single B(E)-orbit. We first state the following basic lemma,
which shows that adapted bases (Definition 2.6) provide a convenient way of
computing Schubert positions:

Lemma 3.14. Let E be a flag on W, dmW =n, V C W an r-dimensional
subspace, and I C [n] a subset of cardinality r, with complement I1¢. The
following are equivalent:

(i) Pos(V,E)=1.
(ii) For any ordered basis (f(1),..., f(n)) adapted to E, there exists a (unique)
basis (v(1),...,v(r)) of V of the form

v(a) € f(I(a)) +span{f(i):i €I i < I(a)}.
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(iii) There exists an ordered basis (f(1),..., f(n)) adapted to E such that
{fUQ)),..., fU(r))} is a basis of V.

The proof of Lemma 3.1.4 is left as an exercise to the reader. Clearly, B(E)
acts transitively on the set of ordered bases adapted to E . Thus, Lemma 3.1.4, (iii)
shows that Q?(E) is a single B(FE)-orbit. That is, just like Grassmannian itself,
each Schubert cell is a homogeneous space. In particular, Q9(E) and its closure
Q7 (E) (Definition 2.9) are both irreducible algebraic varieties.

Example. Consider the flag £ on W = C* with adapted basis (f(1),..., f(4)),
where f(1) =e(l)4+e2)+eB), f2) =e2)+eB), f(3) =e(3)+ed), f4) =
e(4). If V =span{e(1),e(2)} then Pos(V, E) = {2,4}, while Pos(V, Ey) = {1,2}
for the standard flag E, with adapted basis (e(1),e(2),e(3),e(4)).

Note that the basis (v(1),v(2)) of V given by v(l) = f(2)— f(1) = e(1) and
v(2) = f(4)—f(3)+ f(1) = e(1)+e(2) satisfies the conditions in Lemma 3.1.4, (ii).
It follows that (f(1),v(1), f(3),v(2)) is an adapted basis of E that satisfies the
conditions in (iii).

The following lemma characterizes each Schubert variety explicitly as a union
of Schubert cells:

Lemma 3.1.5. Let E be a flag on W, dimW = n, and I C [n] a subset of
cardinality r. Then,

(3.1.6) (k) = | Q(E),

I'<I

where the union is over all subsets I’ C [n] of cardinality r such that I'(a) < I(a)
for a € [r].

Proof. Recall that Q7 (FE) can be defined as the Euclidean closure of SZ(I’ (E). Thus
let (V) denote a convergent sequence of subspaces in Q?(E) with limit some
V e Gr(r, W). Then dim E(I(a)) NV > dim E(I(a)) NV} for sufficiently large k,
since intersections can only become larger in the limit, but dim E(/(a)) N Vy = a
for all k. It follows that Pos(V, E)(a) < I(a).

Conversely, suppose that V' € QY,(E), where I’(a) < I(a) for all a. Let a’
denote the minimal integer such that I'(a) = I(a) for a =a’+1,...,r. We will
show that V’/ € Q;(E) by induction on a’. If '’ =0 then I’ = I and there is
nothing to show. Otherwise, let (f’(1),..., f'(n)) denote an adapted basis for E
such that v'(a) = f'(I'(a)) is a basis of V' (as in (iii) of Lemma 3.1.4). For each
¢ > 0, consider the subspace V., with basis vectors v¢(a) = v'(a) for all a # a’
together with v.(a’) := v/'(a’) + ¢f’({(a’)). Then the space V, is of dimension
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r and in position {I'(1),...,I'(a’ — 1),1(d’),...,I(r)} with respect to E. By
the induction hypothesis, V, € Qy(E) for any ¢ > 0, and thus V' € Q;(E) as
Ve — V' for e — 0. O

We now compute the dimensions of Schubert cells and varieties. This is
straightforward from Lemma 3.1.4, however it will be useful to make a slight
detour and introduce some notation. This will allow us to show that we can exactly
parametrize ©9(E) by a unipotent subgroup of B(E), which in particular shows
that it is an affine space.

Choose an ordered basis (f(1),..., f(n)) that is adapted to E. Then
V = span{f(i) : i € I} € Q¥(E). By Lemma 3.14, (ii) any V € Q¥E) is
of this form. Now define

Homg (V,W/V)
:={¢ e Hom(V.W/V): ¢(E(i)NV) S (E(i) + V)/V for i € [n]}

— {¢ e Hom(V, W/ V) : ¢(f(1(a)))
C span {f(I°(b)) + V : b € [I(a) —a]} for a € [r]}

where the f(j) +V for j € I¢ form a basis of W/V. In particular,
Homg (V,W/V) is of dimension ) ,_,(I(a) —a). Using this basis, we can
identify W/V with Q :=span{f(j):j € I°}. Then W =V & Q and we can
identify Hompg (V, W/V) with

HE (V. 0) := {¢ € Hom(V, 0) : ¢( /(I ()))
C span { £ (I°(b)) : b € [I(a) —a]} for a e [r]}.

Lemma 3.1.4, (ii) shows that for any ¢ € Hg(V, Q), we obtain a distinct subspace
(id+¢)(V) in QY(E), and that all subspaces in QY(E) can obtained in this way.
Thus, Q9(E) is contained in the affine chart Hom(V, Q) of the Grassmannian
described in (3.1.1) and isomorphic to the linear subspace Hg(V, Q) of dimension
dim /. We define a corresponding unipotent subgroup,

idyp 0

Ug(V,0) :={ug =id+¢ = <¢ idg

) e GL(W) :¢ € HE(V, Q)}.

Thus we obtain the following lemma:
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Lemma 3.1.7. Let E be a flag on W, dimW = n, I C [n] a subset
of cardinality r, V € Q‘I)(E), and Q as above. Then we can parametrize
Hg(V.0) = Ug(V.Q) = QUE) = Ug(V.Q)V, hence Hg(V.Q) = TyQY(E)
and

(3.1.8)  dimQY(E) =dimQ(E) =dim Hg (V. Q) = Y (I(a) —a) =: dim .

a=1

It will be useful to rephrase the above to obtain a parametrization of Q9(E)
in terms of the fixed subspaces

Vo := span{f(1)..... f(r)} = E@),

(3.1.9 _ -
Qo :=span{f(1),..., f(n—r)},

where the /(i) := f(r—+i) for i € [n—r] form a basis of Qo. Then W = V& Q.

Definition 3.1.10. Let / C [n] be a subset of cardinality r. The shuffle permutation
o1 € S, is defined by

@ I(a) fora=1,...,r,
orla) =
Ia—r) fora=r+1,..., n.

and wy € GL(W) is the corresponding permutation operator with respect to the
adapted basis (f(1),..., f(n)), defined as wy f(i) := f(a;l(i)) for i € [n].

Then Vo = wyV, where V =span{f(i):i €I} e Q(I)(E) as before, and so
Vo € wiQYE) = Q¥w/ E)
using (3.1.3). The translated Schubert cell can be parametrized by
Hy, Vo, Qo)
= {¢ € Hom(Vo. Qo) : ¢(f(@)) € span{ /(1)....... f(I(@) — @)} for a € [1]}.

where we identify Q¢ = W/V,. We thus obtain the following consequence of
Lemma 3.1.7:

Corollary 3.1.11. Let E be a flag on W, dimW =n, I C [n] of cardinality r,
and V € Q(I’(E). Moreover, define wy; as above for an adapted basis. Then,

QYE) = w;'QY(wrE) = wi ' Uw, £(Vo, Qo)Vo.
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Example (r =3,n = 4). Let [ = {1,3,4} and E, the standard flag on W = C*4,
with its adapted basis (e(1),....e(4)). Then o7 = (1334%),

S O O =
(= =)
- o O O
S o = O

and V = w,‘lVO = span{e(1),e(3),e(4)} is indeed in position I with respect to
Ey, in agreement with the preceding discussion. Moreover,

Hu,E,(Vo, Qo) = {(0 * %)} € Hom(C? C"),

1 0 0O
01 0 O
leEo(VOv QO) = 0 0 1 0 - GL(4),
0 = x 1
and so Corollary 3.1.11 asserts that
| 0 0
0 -1 0 * *
Q[(EO) = w[ le Eo(V()’ QO) Span{e(1)7e(2)v 6(3)} = Span 0 ) 1 ) 0 )
0 0 1

which agrees with Lemma 3.1.4.

3.2. Induced flags and positions. The space Homg(V, W/ V') can be understood
more conceptually as the space of homomorphisms that respect the filtrations
E@) NV and (E@{)+ V)/V induced by the flag E. Here we have used the
following concept:

Definition 3.2.1. A (complete) filtration F on a vector space V is a chain of
subspaces

{0} =FO) S F()<---CF(i)SFi+1)<---CF(l) =V,

such that the dimensions increase by no more than one, i.e., dimF(i 4+ 1) <
dim F(i) + 1 for all i = 0,...,/ — 1. Thus distinct subspaces in a filtration
determine a flag.

Given a flag £ on W and a subspace V C W, we thus obtain an induced flag
EY on V from the distinct subspaces in the sequence E(i)NV, i =0,...,n. We



The Horn inequalities from a geometric point of view 421

may also induce a flag Ew,y on the quotient W/V from the distinct subspaces
in the sequence (E(i) + V)/V. These flags can be readily computed from the
Schubert position of V':

Lemma 3.2.2. Let E be a flag on W, dimW = n, and V C W an r-
dimensional subspace in position 1 = Pos(V, E). Then the induced flags EV on
V and Ew;y on W/V are given by

EV(a) = E(I(@)) NV,
Ew, v (b) = (E(Ic(b)) + V)/V

for a €[r] and b € [n —r], where I¢ denotes the complement of I in [n].

Proof. Using an adapted basis as in Lemma 3.1.4, (iii), it is easy to see that

dimEG) NV = |[i]NI| and therefore that dim(EG) + V)/V = |[i] N I¢|. Now
observe that |[i]N 1| = a if and only if I(a) <i < I(a+ 1), while |[]NI°]|=b
if and only if 7¢(b) <i < I°(b + 1). Thus we obtain the two assertions. O

We can use the preceding result to describe Homg (V, W/ V) in terms of flags
rather than filtrations and without any reference to the ambient space W .

Definition 3.2.3. Let V and Q be vector spaces of dimension r and n —r,
respectively, I C [n] a subset of cardinality r, F a flag on V and G a flag on
Q. We define

Hi(F.,G):={¢ € Hom(V, Q) : $(F(a)) € G(I(a) —a)},
which we note is well-defined by
(324) O0<I(@—-a<l@+1)—(@+1)<n—r (a=1,....,r—1).
It now easily follows from Lemmas 3.1.7 and 3.2.2 that
(3.2.5) Ty QY(E) = Homg (V,W/V) = Hi(EV, Ew,v).
As a consequence:
(3.2.6) Hy, £ (Vo, Qo) = Hi((wr E)"°, (wr E)g,) = Hi(E™, Eg,)

We record the following equivariance property:

Lemma 3.2.7. Let F be a flag on V and G a flag on Q. If ¢ € Hi(F,G),
a € GL(V) and d € GL(Q), then dpa™' € H;(aF,dG). In particular,
Hi(F,G) is stable under right multiplication by the Borel subgroup B(F) and
left multiplication by the Borel subgroup B(G).
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We now compute the position of subspaces and subquotients with respect to
induced flags. Given subsets / C [n] of cardinality » and J C [r] of cardinality
d, we recall that we had defined their composition 1J in Section 2 as the subset

1J={1(J()) <---<I(J))} < [n]
We also define their guotient to be the subset
1/J = {I(Jc(b))—Jc(b)—l—b :be [r—d]} C[n—d],

where J€¢ denotes the complement of J in [r]. It follows from (3.2.4) that 1/J
is indeed a subset of [n —d].
The following lemma establishes the ‘chain rule’ for positions:

Lemma 3.2.8. Let E be a flag on W, § C V C W subspaces, and
I = Pos(V,E), J = Pos(S,EY) their relative positions. Then there exists an
adapted basis (f(1),..., f(n)) for E such that {f(I(a))} is a basis of V and
{f(IJ(D))} a basis of S. In particular,

(3.2.9) Pos(S, E) = IJ = Pos(V, E) Pos(S, EV).

Proof. According to Lemma 3.1.4, (iii), there exists an adapted basis (f(1),...,
f(n)) for E such that (f(/(1)),..., f(I(r))) is a basis of V, where r = dim V.
By Lemma 3.2.2, this ordered basis is in fact adapted to the induced flag EV .
Thus we can apply Lemma 3.1.4, (i) to EV and the subspace S € V to obtain
a basis (v(1),...,v(s)) of S of the form

v(b) € f(IJ(b)) + span{f(I(a)) :a € J¢ a < J(b)}.

It follows that the ordered basis (f'(1),..., f'(n)) obtained from (f(1),..., f(n))
by replacing f(I/J(b)) with v(b) has all desired properties. We now obtain the
chain rule, Pos(S, E) = IJ, as a consequence of Lemma 3.1.4, (iii) applied to
f’and S CW. O

We can visualize the subsets /J,1J¢ C [n] and I/J C [n —d] as follows.
Let L denote the string of length n defined by putting the symbol s at the
positions in /J, v at those in 7\ IJ = IJ¢, and w at all other positions.
This mirrors the situation in the preceding Lemma 3.2.8, where the adapted basis
(f(1),..., f(n)) can be partitioned into three sets according to membership in
S, V\S,and W\ V. Now let L' denote the string of length n — d obtained
by deleting all occurrences of the symbol s. Thus the remaining symbols are
either v or w, i.e., those that were at locations (/J)¢ in L. We observe that the
b-th occurrence of v in L was at location 7J¢(b), where it was preceded by
J€(b) —b occurrences of s. Thus the occurrences of v in L’ are given precisely
by the quotient position, (I/J)(b) = 1J¢(b) — (J°(b) — D).
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Example. If n = 6, I = {1,3,5,6} and J = {2,4}, then IJ = {3,6} and
L= ,w,s,w,v,s). It follows that L’ = (v, w,w,v) and hence the symbols v
appear indeed at positions 7/J = {1,4}.

We thus obtain the following recipe for computing positions of subquotients:

Lemma 3.2.10. Let E be a flag on W and S CV C W subspaces. Then,

Pos(V/S, Ew;s) = Pos(V, E)/ Pos(S, EV).

Proof. Let I = Pos(V,E) and J = Pos(S,E"). According to Lemma 3.2.8,
there exists an adapted basis (f(1),..., f(n)) of E such that {f(I(a))} is a
basis of V and {f(/J(b))} a basis of S. This shows not only that {f(/J¢(b))}
is a basis of V/S, but also, by Lemma 3.2.2, that (f((/J)¢(d))) is an adapted
basis for Eyy,s. Clearly, 1J¢ C (I1J)¢, and the preceding discussion showed that
the location of the /J¢ in (/J)¢ is exactly equal to the quotient position 7/J .
Thus we conclude from Lemma 3.1.4, (iii) that Pos(V/S, Ew;s) =1/J. ]

One last consequence of the preceding discussion is the following lemma:

Lemma 3.2.11. Let E be a flag on W, dmW =n, S CV C W subspaces,
and I = Pos(V,E), J = Pos(S,EY). Then F(i) := ((EG)NV)+ S)/S is a
filtration on V/S, and

1J¢(b) = min{i € [n] : dim F(i) = b}
for b=1,...,dimV/S.

Proof. As in the preceding proof, we use the adapted basis (f(1),..., f(n)) from
Lemma 3.2.8. Then {f(1J€(b))} is a basis of V/S and F(i) = span{ f(/J¢(b)) :
b elq],1J¢(b) <i}, and this implies the claim. O

The following corollary uses Lemma 3.2.11 to compare filtrations for a space
that is isomorphic to a subquotient in two different ways, (S1 + S2)/S, =
S1/(S1 N S2).

Corollary 3.2.12. Let E be a flag on W, dmW = n, and S1,S, € W
subspaces. Furthermore, let J = Pos(S1,E), K = Pos(S; N Sz,ESI), L =
Pos(Sy + S, E), and M = Pos(S,, ES1T52). Then both JK¢ and LM¢ are
subsets of [n] of cardinality q := dim S;/(S1 N S3) = dim(S; + S2)/S>2, and

JK(b) < LMC(b)

for b € [q].
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Proof. Consider the filtration F(j) := ((E(j) N S1) + (S1 N 82))/(S1 N S2) of
S1/(S1 N Sz) and the filtration F'(j) := ((E(j) N (S1 + S$2)) + S2)/S, of
(S1 + 82)/8,. If we identify S;/(S1 N S2) = (S1 + S2)/S2, then F(j) gets
identified with the subspace ((E(j) N S1)+ S2)/S2 of F'(j). It follows that

JKC(b) =min{j € [n] : dim F(j) = b} > min{j € [n] : dim F'(j) = b}
= LM°(b),
where we have used Lemma 3.2.11 twice. O

We now compute the dimension of quotient positions:

Lemma 3.2.13. Let I C [n] be a subset of cardinality r and J C [r] a subset
of cardinality d. Then:

dim//J =dim/ + dimJ —dim/J

Proof. Straight from the definition of dimension and quotient position,

r—d

dim1/J = " I1(J°(b)) - ZJ (b)

b=1

(z_:l(a)—z J(b)) (Za—ZJ(b))
:Xr:(l(a)—a)—l—i(.](b) Xd:( 1(J(0)) - )

b=1

=dim/ +dimJ —dim /J.
O

Lastly, given subsets I C [n] of cardinality r and J C [r] of cardinality d,
we define

I ={1(J(b)=JBb)+b : beld]} S[n—(r—d)

Clearly, I/ = I/J¢, but we prefer to introduce a new notation to avoid confusion,
since the role of 77/ will be quite different. Indeed, 77 is related to composition,
as is indicated by the following lemmas:

Lemma 3.2.14. Let I C [n] be a subset of cardinality r, J C [r] a subset of
cardinality d. Then,

dim 7/’ K —dim K = dim I(JK) — dim JK

for any subset K C [d]. In particular, dim I’ = dimIJ —dim J .
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Proof. Let m denote the cardinality of K. Then:
dim 7/’ K —dimK = Z( (K(c)) — K(c))
1
cm
Z ( (K(c)) — (K(c))) = dim I(JK) — dim JK.

O

Lemma 3.2.15. Let I C [n] be a subset of cardinality r, ¢ € Hom(V, Q), and
F a flag on V. Let S = ker¢ denote the kernel, J := Pos(S, F) its position
with respect to F, and ¢ € Hom(V/S, Q) the corresponding injection.

Then ¢ € H;(F,G) if and only if ¢ € Hi 7 (Fyys,G). In this case, we have
for all ¥ € Hy(FS, Fy;s) that ¢y € Hys(F5,G).

Proof. For the first claim, note that if ¢ € Hy(F,G) then
B(Fyis 1) = o(F(I°1)) < G(1(71) = I*B)) = G(U/T)(B) = b).
Conversely, if ¢ € Hy 17(Fy;s,G), then this shows that

¢(F(a)) C G(I(a) — a)

for all a = J¢(b), and hence for all a, since ¢(F(JC(D))) =---=d(F(J(b+
1)—1)).

For the second, we use HJ(FS,FV/S) = Hompg(S,V/S) (Eq. (3.2.5)) and
compute

Y (FS@) =gv(FU@)nS) cd((FI@)+5)/5)
=¢(F(J@)) € 6(1(/@) ~ V@) = G’ @) —a).

O

3.3. The flag variety. The Schubert cells of the Grassmannian were defined by
fixing a flag and classifying subspaces according to their Schubert position. As
we will later be interested in intersections of Schubert cells for different flags, it
will be useful to also consider variations of the flag for a fixed subspace.

Let Flag(W) denote the (complete) flag variety, defined as the space of
(complete) flags on W . It is a homogeneous space with respect to the transitive
GL(W)-action, so indeed an irreducible variety.
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Definition 3.3.1. Let V € W be a subspace, dimV = r, dimW = n, and
I C [n] a subset of cardinality r. We define

Flag}(V.W) = {E € Flag(W) : Pos(V. E) = I},

and Flag; (V, W) as its closure in Flag(W) (in either the Euclidean or the Zariski
topology).

We have the following equivariance property as a consequence of (3.1.2): For
all y € GL(W),

(3.3.2) y Flagd(V, W) = Flagb(yV, W).

In particular, Flag?(V, W) and Flag;(V, W) are stable under the action of the
parabolic subgroup P(V,W) = {y € GL(W) : yV < V}, which is the stabilizer
of V.

We will now show that Flag?(V, W) is in fact a single P(V, W)-orbit. This
implies that both Flag?(V, W) and Flag, (V, W) are irreducible algebraic varieties.

Definition 3.3.3. Let £ be a flag on W, dimW =n, Vo = E(r), and I C [n]
a subset of cardinality r. We define

Gr(Vo. E) := {y € GL(W) : yE € Flag)(Vo, W)},
so that Flag?(Vo, W) = G;(Vo. E)/B(E).
Lemma 3.3.4. Let E be a flag on W, dimW =n, Vo = E(r), and I C [n]
a subset of cardinality r. Then, G;(Vy, E) = P(Vo, W)wy B(E). In particular,
Flag? (Vo, W) = P(Vo, W)w; E.
Proof. Let y € GL(W). Then,
y € G1(Vo. E) & Vo € QY(VE) = yQJ(E) = yB(E)w; 'Vo ¢ y € P(Vo, W)wr B(E).
where we have used that QY(E) = B(E)w;!Vp. O

We now derive a more precise parametrization of Flag?(Vo, w).

Lemma 3.3.5. Let E be a flag on W, dimW =n, Vy and Q¢ as in (3.1.9),
and 1 C [n] a subset of cardinality r. Then we have that G;(Vp, E) =

P(Vo, W)Uy, £(Vo, Qo)wy .
Proof. Let y € GL(W). Then,
y € G1(Vo. E) & Vo € Q1 (vE) = yQj(E) = ywr U, £(Vo. Q0)Vo
<y € P(Vo, W)Uy, E(Vo, Qo)wr,
since QY(E) = wj Uy, £(Vo. Qo)Vo (Corollary 3.111). O
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In coordinates, using W = Vy @ Qo and (3.2.6), we obtain that
Gr(W, E)

= {(g fz) (; (1)) ca € GL(Vy),d € GL(Qy).¢ € Hi(E"°, EQO)} wr

= {(i 2) ta—bd~'c € GL(Vy).d € GL(Qy).d " 'c € HI(EV07EQ0)} wr-

In particular, dim G;(Vy, E) = dim P(Vy, W) +dim I . This allows us to compute
the dimension of the subvarieties Flag?(V, W) and to relate their codimension to
the codimension of the Schubert cells of the Grassmannian:

Corollary 3.3.6. Let V C W be a subspace, dimW = n, dimV = r, and
I C [n] a subset of cardinality r. Then,
3.3.7) dim Flag?(V, W) = dimFlag; (V, W)
= dimFlag(V') 4+ dim Flag(Q) + dim /
and
(3.3.8) dim Flag(W) — dim Flag?(V, W) = dim Gr(r, W) — dim [.
Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume that V =V, = E(r) for some
flag £ on W. Then, Flag?(Vo,W) ~ Gy (Vo, E)/B(E) and hence
dimFlag)(Vy, E) = dim P(Vo, W) + dim I — dim B(E)
= dim GL(W) — dim Gr(r, W) + dim / — dim B(E)
= dim Flag(W) — dim Gr(r, W) + dim [

since Gr(r, W) =~ GL(W)/P(Vp, W) and Flag(W) = GL(W)/B(E). This estab-
lishes (3.3.8). On the other hand, a direct calculation shows that

dim Flag(W) — dim Gr(r, W) = dim Flag(V') + dim Flag(Q),
so we also obtain (3.3.7). ]

At last, we study the following set of flags on the target space of a given
homomorphism:

Definition 3.3.9. Let V, Q be vector spaces of dimension r and n — r,
respectively, and I C [n]. Moreover, let F be a flag on V and ¢ € Hom(V, Q)
an injective homomorphism. We define

Flag)(F,¢) := {G € Flag(Q) : ¢ € H/(F,G)}

where we recall that Hy(F,G) was defined in Definition 3.2.3.
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It is clear that I(a) > 2a is necessary and sufficient for Flag(} (F,¢) to be
nonempty.

Example (r=3,n=8). Let V, =~ C3, with basis e(1),...,e(3), and Q¢ = C?, with
basis e(1),...,e(5). Take ¢: Vo — Qo to be the canonical injection and let Fjy
denote the standard flag on Vy. For I = {3,4,7}, G € Flag?(Fo,q’)) if and only
if

Cé(1) € G(2), Cé(1)®Ce(2) € G(2), Cé(1) Ce(2) ® Cé(3) C G(4).

For example, the standard flag Gy on Qy is a point in Flagy(Fp, ).
On the other hand, if / = {2,3,7} then we obtain the condition Ce(1) &
Ce(2) C G(1) which can never be satisfied. Thus in this case Flag? (Fo,9) = .

In the following lemma we show that Flag(}(F ,¢) is a smooth variety and
compute its dimension.

Lemma 3.3.10. Let V', Q be vector spaces of dimension r and n—r, respectively,
and I C [n] a subset of cardinality r. Moreover, let F be a flag on V and
¢ € Hom(V, Q) an injective homomorphism. If Flag(,)(F ,¢) is nonempty, that is,
if I(a) > 2a for all a € [r], then it is a smooth irreducible subvariety of Flag(Q)
of dimension

dimFlag)(F, ¢) = dimFlag(Qo) + dim I — r(n — r).

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume that V = V, =~ C’,
Q0 = Qo= C" ", that F = Fy is the standard flag on V, and ¢ the canonical
injection C" — C"7". Then the standard flag Gy on Qp is an element of
Flag? (Fo,¢). We will show that

My := {h € GL(Qo) : h Gy € Flag}(Fo, )}

is a subvariety of GL(Qp) and compute its dimension. Note that 4 € Mj if
and only if h='¢ € H;(Fy,Go). We now identify V, with its image ¢ (V) and
denote by Ry = C"~2" its standard complement in Q. Thus Q¢ = Vo ® Ry and
we can think of 27! € GL(Qy) as a block matrix

h'=(4 B)

where A € Hom(Vy, Qg) and B € Hom(Ry, Qg). The condition h~l¢ €
Hj(Fy, Gy) amounts to demanding that A € Hj(Fy, Gy), while B is uncon-
strained. Thus we can identify M; via h — h~! with the invertible elements
in
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H](F(), Go) X HOI’II(R(), Qo),
which form a nonempty Zariski-open subset, and hence a smooth irreducible

subvariety of GL(Qp). It follows that Flag?(Fg,qb) = M;/B(Gy) is likewise a
smooth irreducible subvariety, and

Flag(}(FO, ¢) = dim M; — dim B(Gy) =dim /I + (n —r)(n — 2r) — dim B(Gy)
= dimFlag(Q¢) + dim I — (n — r)r,
where we have used Eq. (3.1.8) and that Flag(Qg) = GL(Q)/B(Gy). ]

4. Intersections and Horn inequalities

In this section, we study intersections of Schubert varieties. Recall from
Definition 2.12 that given an s-tuple £ of flags on W, dimW = n, and
7T € Subsets(r,n,s), we had defined

S S
QI(E) =)@ (Ex) and Qz(€) = () Qu, (Ep).
k=1 k=1
We are particularly interested in the intersecting Z, denoted Z € Intersecting(r, n, s),
for which Q7(£) # @ for every €£.

4.1. Coordinates. Without loss of generality, we may assume that W =
C", and we shall do so for the remainder of this article. As before, we
denote by (e(1),...,e(n)) the ordered standard basis of C"” and by E, the
corresponding standard flag. Let Vo = Eo(r) be the standard r-dimensional
subspace, with ordered basis (e(1),...,e(r)), and Q¢ the subspace with ordered
basis (e(1),...,e(n—r)), where é(b) :=e(r+b). Thus W = Vyd Qo. We denote
the corresponding standard flags on V, and Qo by Fy and Gy, respectively.
Note that Fy = Eg/o and, if we identify Q¢ = W/V,, then Go = (Eo)w,v,-
We further abbreviate the Grassmannian by Gr(r,n) := Gr(r, C"), the parabolic
by P(r,n):= P(Vy,C") and the Borel by B(n) := B(Ey). We write Flag(n) :=
Flag(W) and Flag?(r,n) = Flag?(Vo, W) for the set of flags with respect to
which V4 has position 7; Flag;(r,n) := Flag;(Vy, W) is its closure. We recall
from Definition 3.2.3 that

H;(Fo, Go) = {¢ e Hom(Vy. Qo) : phi(e(a)) C span {&(1). ....&(I(a) —a)}},
and Lemma 3.3.5 reads
idy, 0
¢ ion

where we have introduced Gy (r,n) := G;(Vy, Ep).

4.1.1) GI(r,n)zP(r,n){< ):¢EH1(F0,G0)}w1,
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4.2. Intersections and dominance. We start by reformulating the intersecting
property in terms of the dominance of certain morphisms of algebraic varieties.
This allows us to give a simple proof of Lemma 4.2.6, which states that the
expected dimension of an intersecting tuple is necessarily nonnegative.

We caution that while Qg(é‘) C Qz(&), the latter is not necessarily the closure
of the former:

Example. Let W = C2, I} = {1}, I, = {2}, and E; = E, the same flag on W .
Since the Schubert cells Q?k (€) partition the projective space P (W) = Gr(1, W),
Q&) = @ is empty, but Q7(£) = {E1(1)} is a point.

It is also possible that Q%(€) or Q7(€) are nonempty for some € but empty
for generic s-tuples &:

Example. Let W = C?, I} = I, = {1}. Then Q%(&) = Qz(£) = E1(1) N Ex(1),
so the intersection is nonempty if and only if E; = E,.

We will later show the existence of a ‘good set’ of sufficiently generic &
such that 7 is intersecting if and only if Q%(£) # @ for any single ‘good’ &
(Lemma 4.3.1). Here is a more interesting example:

Example 4.21. Let W = C®, s = 3, and Z = (Iy,1,13) where all [} =

{2,4,6}. The triple Z is intersecting. Let
2 /3 P /5
f(t) :=e1 +tex + e3+3€4+ €5+§€6

and consider the one parameter family of flags FE(f) with adapted basis
(f(t),%f(t),..., dtsf(t)) We consider the 3-tuple & = (Ei, E», E3), where
E, := E(0) is the standard flag, E, := E(1), and E3 := E(—1). Then the
intersection Q9(£) consists of precisely two points:

Vi = span {ez + «/561,64 — 24«/561 — 3x/§e3, e — 24«/§e3 + «/ges},
V> = span {ez — \/gel,e4 + 24«/561 + 3«/5(33, €6 + 24\/563 — «/ges},

and coincides with Qz(E).

To study generic intersections of Schubert cells, it is useful to introduce the
following maps: Let Z € Subsets(r,n,s). We define
o2 GL(n) x Flagj (r.n) x --- x Flag] (r.n) — Flag(n)*
(v, E1,...,Es) > (YE1,...,VES)
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and its extension
GL(n) x Flag, (r,n) x --- x Flag; (r,n) — Flag(n)*

4.2.2) wr:
(v, Ev1,...,Eg) = (YE1, ..., VEj).

The following lemma shows that the images of ®? and wz, respectively,

characterize the s-tuples &£ of flags for which the intersections Q9(£) and
Qz(€) are nonempty:

Lemma 4.2.3. Let 7 € Subsets(r,n,s). Then,

imo? = {€ € Flag(n)® : Q%) # @},
imwz = {€ € Flag(n)’ : Q7(€) # o).

In particular, T € Intersecting(r,n,s) if and only if wz is surjective.

Proof. If € € imw? then there exists y € GL(n) such that Ej € yFlag(}k (r,n)
for k € [s]. But

Ey € yFlag] (r.n) & y~'E; € Flag) (r.n) & Vo € Q) (v Ex)
&yl e Q(I)k(Ek),

and therefore yVy € Q%(€). Conversely, if V € Q%(€), then we write V = yVp
and obtain that Ej; € )/Flag(l)k (r,n) for all k, and hence that £ € imw?. The
result for imwz is proved in the same way. O

We now use some basic algebraic geometry (see, e.g., [Per]). Recall that a
morphism f: X — ) of irreducible algebraic varieties is called dominant if its
image is Zariski dense. In this case, the image contains a nonempty Zariski-open
subset )y such that the dimension of any irreducible component of the fibers
f~Y(y) for y € )y is equal to dimX — dim). Furthermore, if Xy, C X is a
nonempty Zariski-open subset then f is dominant if and only if its restriction
f to Xp is dominant.

We also recall for future reference the following results: If X and ) are
smooth (irreducible algebraic) varieties and f: X — ) is dominant then the set
of regular values (i.e., the points y such that dfy is surjective for all preimages
x € f~1(y)) contains a Zariski-open set. Also, if dfy is surjective for every x
then the image by f of any Zariski-open set in A is a Zariski-open set in ).
In particular this is the case when f:)V — B is a vector bundle.

In the present context, the maps @2 and w7 are morphisms of irreducible
algebraic varieties and so the preceding discussion applies. Furthermore, the
domain of w7 is the closure of the domain of a)g in GL(n) xFlag(n)®. Therefore,
wz is dominant if and only if @Y is dominant.
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Lemma 4.2.4. Let 7 € Subsets(r,n,s). Then I < Intersecting(r,n,s) if and only
if wr or ®¥ is dominant.

Proof. On the one hand, Lemma 4.2.3 shows that 7 is intersecting if and
only if wr is surjective. On the other hand, we have just observed that w9
is dominant if and only if wz is dominant. Thus it remains to show that wz
is automatically surjective if it is dominant. For this, we observe that the space
Flag; (r,n) x --- x Flag, (r,n) is left invariant by the diagonal action of the

parabolic P(r,n), as can be seen from (3.3.2). Thus wz factors over a map

GL(n) xp(rn) Flagy (r,n) x --- x Flag; (r,n) — Flag(n)*

4.2.5) 7
[V, E1, ..., Es] = (YE1, ..., VEs).

Clearly, wz and @7 have the same image. If @z is dominant, then its image
contains a nonempty Zariski-open set and therefore is dense in the Euclidean
topology. But the domain of @z is compact in the Euclidean topology and
hence the image is also closed in the Euclidean topology. It follows that @z is
automatically surjective if @z is dominant. O

A first, obvious condition for Z to be intersecting is therefore that the dimension
of the domain of w7 is no smaller than the dimension of the target space. If we
apply this argument to the factored map (4.2.5), which has the same image, we
obtain that the expected dimension introduced in Definition 2.14 is nonnegative:

Lemma 4.2.6. [f 7 € Intersecting(r,n,s) then

“4.2.7) edimZ =r(n—r) — Z(r(n —r)—dim ;) > 0.
k=1

Proof. Let X := GL(n) xXp( ) Flag,, (r,n) x---x Flag, (r,n) and Y := Flag(n)®.
If 7 is intersecting then the map @wz: X — ) in (4.2.5) is dominant, hence
dimX > dim). But

(4.2.8)

dimX —dimY = (dim GL(n)/P(r.n)) + Z (dim Flag;, (r,n) — dim Flag(n))
k=1

= dimGr(r,n) — Z (dim Gr(r,n) — dim It) = edimZ
k=1

where the first equality is obvious and the second is Eq. (3.3.8). O
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At this point, we have established all facts that we used in Section 2 to prove
Corollary 2.17. That is, the proof of Corollary 2.17 is now complete.

We conclude this section by recording the following rules for the expected
dimension,

4.2.9) edimZ/J = edimZ 4 edim J —edimZ7,
(4.2.10) edimZ7 K — edim K = edimZ(JK) — edim JK,
(4.2.11) edimZY = edimZJ — edim 7,

which hold for all Z € Subsets(r,n,s), J € Subsets(d,r,s), and K €
Subsets(m, d,s). Equations (4.2.9) to (4.2.11) are direct consequences of Lem-
mas 3.2.13 and 3.2.14. Eq. (4.2.10) in particular will play a crucial role in
Section 5.3, as we will use it to show that if Z satisfies the Horn inequali-
ties and J is intersecting then so does Z7. This will be key to establishing
Belkale’s theorem on the sufficiency of the Horn inequalities by induction (The-
orem 5.3.4).

4.3. Slopes and Horn inequalities. We are now interested in proving a strength-
ened version of Corollary 2.17 (see Corollary 4.3.11 below). As a first step, we
introduce the promised ‘good set’ of s-tuples of flags which are sufficiently
generic to detect when an s-tuple Z is intersecting: Define in analogy to (4.2.5)
the map

@2: GL(n) Xp(r,n) Flag(l)1 (r,n) x--- % Flag(}s (r,n) — Flag(n)*
[)/,El,...,Es] = ()/El,...,)/Es)

Lemma 4.3.1. There exists a nonempty Zariski-open subset Good(n, s) < Flag(n)’
that satisfies the following three properties for all r € [n]:

(a) Good(n,s) consists of regular values (in the image) of @3 for every
7 € Intersecting(r, n, s).

(b) For every T € Subsets(r,n,s), the following are equivalent:
(i) Z e Intersecting(r, n, s).
(ii) For all & € Good(n,s), Q&) # @.
(iii) There exists & € Good(n,s) such that Q%(€) # .

(c) If T € Intersecting(r,n, s), then for every € € Good(n,s) the variety Q%(E)
has the same number of irreducible components, each connected component
is of dimension edimZ, and Q%(&) is dense in Qz(E).
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Proof. Let us construct Good(n,s) satisfying the properties above. Let Z €
Subsets(r,n,s), where r € [n]. If Z ¢ Intersecting(r,n,s) then by Lemma 4.2.4
the map 2 is not dominant, and we define Uz as the complement of the Zariski-
closure of imw?. Thus Uz is a nonempty Zariski-open subset of Flag(n)®.

Otherwise, if Z € Intersecting(r,n,s) then w2 is dominant by Lemma 4.2.4.

The map ®? has the same image as w? and is therefore also a dominant map
between smooth irreducible varieties. Thus its image contains a nonempty Zariski-
open subset Uz of Flag(n)® consisting of regular values, such that the fibers
(a')g)_l(é’) for £ € Uz all have the same number of irreducible components, each
of dimension equal to edimZ, by the calculation in (4.2.8). We now define the
good set as

Good(n, s) := ﬂ Uz,
z

where the intersection is over all s-tuples Z, intersecting or not. As a finite
intersection of nonempty Zariski-open subsets, Good(#, s) is again nonempty and
Zariski-open. By construction, it satisfies property (a).

We now show that Good(n,s) satisfies (b). To see that (bi) implies (bii), note
that for any Z € Intersecting(r,n,s) and & € Good(n,s), &€ € Uz C imcbg =
im®?. Thus Lemma 4.2.3 shows that Q%(€) # @. Clearly, (bii) implies (biii)
since Good(n,s) is nonempty. Lastly, suppose that (biii) holds. By Lemma 4.2.3,
Q9(€) # @ implies that £ € imw?. But € € Good(n,s) C (imwz)® C (imw?)®
unless Z is intersecting; this establishes (bi).

Lastly, we verify c. Observe that, for any € € Flag(n)®, the fiber (#2)71(€)
is equal to the set of [y.y 'Ey.....y 'E] such that y~'E; € Flag} (r.n)
for all k € [s]. It can therefore by y +— yVp be identified with Q%(). Now
assume that 7 e Intersecting(r,n,s). As we vary £ € Good(n,s), £ € Uz and
s0 (@71(E) = QY(€) has the same number of irreducible components, each of
dimension edimZ. We still need to show that Q%(é’) is dense in Qz(&). This
will follow if we can show that Q%(£) meets any irreducible component Z of
Qz(€). Let us assume that this is not the case, so that Z € Qz(£) \ Q%(€). But

)
aze)\ 22 = (@ EnagEonNane) = U et
k=1 1#k I <y, .., I;<I;
kels]:d] #1x
by Lemma 3.L5. That is, Qz(€)\ Q%(€) is a union of varieties Q%,(€) with
edimZ’ < edimZ. If 7’ is intersecting then any irreducible component of
Qg,(ﬁ) has dimension equal to edimZ’. Otherwise, if Z’' is not intersecting,
then Q9,(6) = @. It follows that any irreducible component of Qz(€) \ Q%(€)
has dimension strictly smaller than edimZ. But this is a contradiction, since the
dimension of Z is equal to at least edimZ. O
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The following is a direct consequence of the equivalence between (bi) and (biii)
in Lemma 4.3.1:

4.3.2) Intersecting(r, n,s) = {Pos(V,€) : V € C",dimV =r}

for every £ € Good(n,s).

We now study the numerical inequalities satisfied by intersecting s -tuples more
carefully. Recall that a weight 6 for GL(r) is antidominant if 6(1) <--- < 6(r).
For example, given a subset / C [n] of cardinality r, the weight 0(a) := I(a)—a
is antidominant. It is convenient to introduce the following definition:

Definition 4.3.3. Given an s-tuple 6 = (01,...,05) of antidominant weights for
GL(r), we define the slope of a tuple J € Subsets(d,r,s) as

pa D)= 5 30 Y bula) = ékz(m,ek).
=1

k=1laeJy

For any nonzero subspace {0} # S € C” and s-tuple of flags F on C”, we
further define
15(S, F) := pg(Pos(S, F)).

Here and in the following, we write Pos(S,F) for the s-tuple of positions
(Pos(S, Fi))kels] -

Note that we can interpret u;(J) as a sum of averages of the nowhere
decreasing functions 6 for uniform choice of a € J.

The following lemma asserts that there is a unique slope-minimizing subspace
of maximal dimension:

Lemma 4.3.4 (Harder—Narasimhan, [Bell]). Let 6 be an s -tuple of antidominant
weights for GL(r), and F € Flag(r)*. Let ms := mingyxsccr 1z(S,F) and
dy := max{dim S : ,ué(S,}') = my}. Then there exists a unique subspace Sy C C”
such that pz(S«,F) = myx and dim Sy = d, > 0.

Proof. Existence is immediate, so it remains to show uniqueness. Thus suppose
for sake of finding a contradiction that there are two such subspaces, S; # S»,
such that ,ué(Sj,]-') =my and dimS; = ds for j = 1,2. We note that dy > 0
and that the inclusions S; NS>, € S1 and S, € S1 + S, are strict.

Let 7 = Pos(Sy, F) and K = Pos(S; N S,, F51). Then Pos(S;NS,, F) = JK
by the chain rule (Lemma 3.2.8). Let us first assume that S; N S, # {0}, so that
ué(j K) is well-defined. Then,

pg(TK) = pug(S1 N 82, F) = my = (51, F) = pg(J),
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where the equalities hold by definition, and the inequality holds as m. is the
minimal slope. On the other hand, note that Ji = Ji Ky U Jx K} for each k € [s],
hence we can write

d x
wg(JI) = g (TK) + ——ng(TKO).
where d :=dimS; NS, <dimS; = d,. It follows that
(43.5) me = 15(J) = pg(TK).

If S1NS; ={0} then J = JK¢ and so (4.3.5) holds with equality.

Likewise, let £ = Pos(S; + S»,F) and M = Pos(S,, F51152). Since
S» € S1+ S2, but 5S> was assumed to be a maximal-dimensional subspace
with minimal slope, it follows that the slope of S; + S, is strictly larger than
My

HG(EM) = 15(S2. F) = m < i5(S1 + $2.F) = (L),

Just as before, we decompose

/_

d, d' — d, .
Hg(L) = Tug(LM) + Hg(LMO),

d/
where now d’ := dimS; + S, > dim S, = d« > 0. Thus we obtain the strict
inequality
(4.3.6) ué(lj/\/lc) > ,ué(EM) = My.

At last, we apply Corollary 3.2.12, which shows that Jx K (b) > Lx M (b) for
all b and k, and hence
15(TKS) = g (LMO).
Together with (4.3.5) and (4.3.6), we obtain the desired contradiction:
My > g (TK) = pg(LME) > my. O

We will now use Lemmas 4.3.1 and 4.3.4 to show that the conditions in
Corollary 2.17 with edim 7 = 0 imply those for general intersecting 7.

Definition 4.3.7. Let / < [n] be a subset of cardinality r. We define A; € A4 (r)
by

Ar(a) :=a—I1(a) (a €[r).
Any highest weight A with A(1) <0, A(r) > r —n can be written in this form.
Moreover, if 1¢ denotes the complement of / in [n] then the dominant weight
Arc € A4 (n—r) can be written as

(4.3.8) Are(b) =b—I1°(b) = —#la € [r] : I(a) < I°(b)}
= —#{ae[r]: I(a) —a < b}.
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Remark. This equation has a pleasant interpretation in terms of Young diagrams.
Consider the Young diagram Y; corresponding to A}, which has I(r + 1 —a) —
(r +1—a) boxes in its a-th row. By definition, its transpose Y] is the Young
diagram such that the number of boxes in the b-th row is equal to the number
of boxes in the b-th column of 7;. Thus (4.3.8) asserts that YI’ =rl,— + Age,
i.e., the two Young diagrams Y/ and Y;c (the latter with rows in reverse order)
make up a rectangle of size r x (n —r).

Lemma 4.3.9. Let T € Subsets(r,n,s). Set Ay = Ay, +(n—r)l, for k € [s—1]
and As = Ar,. Then we have that edimZ = —Y ;_,|Ax|. More generally, for
every J € Subsets(d,r,s),

edimZJ —edimJ = — Z(Tjk,)tk) =du_;(J),
k=1

where we recall that (Ty,§) =) ;c;6(j) for any J C[r] and & € it(r).

Proof. 1t suffices to prove the second statement, which follows from

edimZJ —edimJ =d(n —r)(1 —s) + Z Z (Ix(a) —a)

k=1aely

=dn—r)1=)= Y (Tr.Ar) ==Y (Ts. M)
k=1 k=1

=du_;(J).
O

It follows that minimizing p_;(J) and %(ediij —edim J) as a function
of J are equivalent. We then have the following result:

Proposition 4.3.10. Ler 7 € Subsets(r,n,s) such that edimZ > 0 and, for
any 0 < d < r and J € Intersecting(d,r,s) with edimJ = 0 we have that
edimZJ > 0. Then we have for any 0 <d <r and J < Intersecting(d,r,s) that

edimZJ > edim J.

Proof. Suppose for sake of finding a contradiction that there exists J €
Intersecting(d, r,s) with 0 <d <r and edimZJ < edim 7, so that ,u_i(j) <0
according to Lemma 4.3.9. Fix some F € Good(r,s). Then Qf}(]-') # @ by
Lemma 4.3.1, (bii). Thus there exists a subspace {0} # S C C” such that
u_;(S,F)=p_;(J) <0.



438 N. BERLINE, M. VERGNE and M. WALTER

Now let S. be the unique subspace of minimal slope m, < 0 and maximal
dimension dx > 0 from Lemma 4.3.4 and denote by 7. := Pos(Sx, F) its s-tuple
of positions. The uniqueness statement implies that on* (F) = {S«}, since slope
and dimension are fully determined by the position. Moreover, J. is intersecting
by (4.3.2), and therefore edim J, = dim on* (F) =0 by Lemma 4.3.1. Thus we
have found an s-tuple J. € Intersecting(dy,r,s) with dyx > 0, edim 7. = 0, and

edimZ 7y = edimZJ, — edim Jyx = dsxmy < 0,

where we have used Lemma 4.3.9 once again in the last equality. Since edimZ > 0,
this also implies that d, < r. This is the desired contradiction. O

Proposition 4.3.10 will be useful to prove Belkale’s Theorem 5.3.4 in Section 5
below, since it allows us to work with a larger set of inequalities.

Remark. The proof of Proposition 4.3.10 shows that we may in fact restrict to J
such that on(]-') is a point for all s-tuples of good flags F € Good(r, s) — or also
to those for which Q 7(F) is a point, which is equivalent by the last statement
in Lemma 4.3.1. See the remark after Corollary 6.3.3 for the implications of this
on the description of the Kirwan cone.

We also record the following corollary which follows together with and
improves over Corollary 2.17.

Corollary 4.3.11. If 7 € Intersecting(r,n,s) then for any 0 < d < r and any
s-tuple J € Intersecting(d, r,s) we have that edimZJ > edim J.

We remark that for d = r there is only one s-tuple, J = ([r],...,[r]), and it is
intersecting and satisfies edim J = 0. In this case, edimZ.7 —edim 7 = edimZ,
and so we may safely allow for d = r in Corollaries 2.17 and 4.3.11 and
Proposition 4.3.10.

We conclude this section with some simple examples of the Horn inequalities of
Corollary 4.3.11. We refer to Appendix A for lists of all Horn triples Z = (I, I, I3)
up to n = 4.

Example 4.3.12 (r = 1). The only condition for Z € Intersecting(1,n,s) is
the dimension condition, edimZ > 0. Indeed, the Grassmannian Gr(1,n) is the
projective space P(C"), whose Schubert varieties are given by Q) (E) = {[v] €
P(C"):v e E(@{)}. Thus Z = ({i1},...,{is}) is intersecting if and only if for any
s-tuple of flags £, E1(iy) N---N Es(is) # {0}. By linear algebra, it is certainly
sufficient that Zi:l(” — i) < n—1, which is equivalent to edimZ > 0. This
also establishes Theorem 5.3.4 in the case r = 1.
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Example (s = 2, r = 2). Let Z = ({1, I). Then the condition edimZ > 0 is
Ii()+11(2)+ 12(1)+ 15(2) = 2n+2. However, there are two additional conditions
coming from the J € Intersecting(1,2,2) with edimJ = 0. By the preceding
example, there are two such pairs, ({1},{2}) and ({2},{1}). The corresponding
conditions are I1(1) 4+ I,(2) >n+1 and I;(2) + (1) > n + 1.

For example, if n = 4 then Z = ({1, 4}, {2,4}) satisfies all Horn inequalities.
On the other hand, Z = ({1, 4}, {2, 3}) fails one the Horn inequalities. Indeed, if
we consider 7 = ({1},{2}) then ZJ = ({1}, {3}) is such that edimZJ = —1 < 0.

5. Sufficiency of Horn inequalities

In this section we prove that the Horn inequalities are also sufficient to
characterize intersections of Schubert varieties.

5.1. Tangent maps. In Lemma 4.2.4, we established that an s-tuple Z is
intersecting if and only if the corresponding morphism wz defined in (4.2.2)
is dominant. Now it is a general fact that a morphism f: X — ) between
smooth and irreducible varieties is dominant if and only if there exists a point
p € X where the differential 7, f is surjective. This will presently allow us to
reduce the intersecting of Schubert varieties to an infinitesimal question about
tangent maps. Later, in Section 6, we will also use the determinant of the tangent
map to construct explicit nonzero tensor product invariants and establish the
saturation property.

Lemma 5.1.1. Let T € Subsets(r,n,s). Then I € Intersecting(r,n,s) if and only
if there exist g = (g1,...,8s) € GL(Vp)* and h= (h1,...,hs) € GL(Qp)® such
that the linear map
(5.1.2)

HOIIl(Vo, Qo) X Hll (F(), Go) X oo X H]S (F(), G()) —> HOIl’l(V(), Q())S

A
pe {(§,¢1,...,¢S)H(z+h1¢1gr‘,--~€+hs¢sgs_l)

is surjective.

Proof. Using the isomorphisms Flag?k(r,n) = G (r,n)Ey = Gy (r,n)/B(n)
(Definition 3.3.3 and Section 4.1) and Flag(n) =~ GL(n)/B(n), we find that »?
is dominant if and only if
(5.1.3)

GL(n) x Gy, (r.n) x -+ x G (r,n) — GL(n)*, (v, y1. ... ¥s) &> (YY1 VYs)

is dominant. This is again a morphism between smooth and irreducible varieties
and thus dominance is equivalent to surjectivity of the differential at some point
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&, v1,---,¥s). The map (5.1.3) is GL(n)-equivariant on the left and B(n)*-
equivariant on the right. By the former, we may assume that y = 1, and by the
latter that y; = prwy, for some px = (% Z’;), since Gy, (r.n) = P(r,n)wy, B(n)
according Lemma 3.3.4.

We now compute the differential. Thus we consider an arbitrary curve 14 eX
tangent to y = 1, where X € gl(n), and curves (1 + eYx)prwy, through the
Yk = prwi, where Y; € gl(n). If we write Y, = (é}’i g’l‘() with A; € gl(r)
etc., then we see from (4.1.1) that (1 4 eY;)prwy, is tangent to Gy (r,n)
precisely if h'Cigx € Hp (Fo,Go), that is, if Cp € hpHy (Fo.Go)gy'-
Lastly, the calculation (1 + eX)(1 + eY)yx = vk + e(X + Yo)yx + O(e?)
shows that the differential of (5.1.3) at (g,y1,...,¥s) can be identified with
X, 11,....Y) > (X +1,.... X+ 7).

We may check for surjectivity block by block. Since there are no constraints
on the Ag, By, and Dy, it is clear that the differential is surjective on the
three blocks corresponding to p(r,n). Thus we only need to check surjectivity on
the last block of the linear map, corresponding to Hom(Vj, Q). This block can
plainly be identified with (5.1.2), since the C; are constrained to be elements of
heHr, (Fo, Go)glzl. Thus we obtain that w7 is dominant if and only if (5.1.2) is
surjective. O

Remark 5.1.4. The map Ay can be identified with the differential of 62 at
the point [1,&], where Ej € Flag?k(r,n) is such that (Ex)"® = gx - Fy and
(Ex)oo, = hx - Go for k € [s]. This follows from the proof of Lemma 5.1.1 and
justifies calling Az,g*ji a tangent map.

By the rank-nullity theorem and using Lemma 3.1.7, the kernel of the linear
map Azg’ j defined in (5.1.2) is of dimension at least
(5.1.5)

dim(Hom(Vo, Qo) x Hy, (Fo, Go) % -+ x Hy, (Fo. Gg)) —dimHom(Vp, Qo)°

N
=rn—r)(1—s)+ Zdimlk = edimZ,
k=1

and A_ - is surjective if and only if equality holds. On the other hand, it is
8
immediate that
) S
(5.1.6) ker A, o= () hiHi (Fo, Go)gk = () Hi, (Fi. Gi),
k=1 k=1

where Fp = grFo and Gy = hpGy. As we vary g and hy, the Fr and Gy
are arbitrary flags on Vy and Qg, respectively. Thus we obtain the following
characterization:
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Definition 5.1.7. Let Z € Subsets(r,n,s). We define the true dimension of 7 as

(5.1.8) tdim7 := rjxg}gdim Hz(F.9) = r;l’i;dimker Araiv

where the first side minimization is over all s-tuples of flags F on V, and G
on Qg, the second one over g € GL(r)*, h € GL(n —r)®, and where

Hz(F,G) := (") Hi(Fx,Gx) < Hom(Vo, Q).
k=1

Corollary 5.1.9. Let 7 € Subsets(r,n,s). Then we have tdimZ > edimZ, with
equality if and only if T € Intersecting(r,n,s).

We note that for the purpose of computing true dimensions we may always
assume that F; and G, are the standard flags on Vy and Qg, respectively (by
equivariance).

Example (s=2,r=2,n=4). We verify the example at the end of Section 4 by using
Corollary 5.1.9. We first consider Z = ({1, 4}, {2,4}). Then edimZ = 1. To bound
tdimZ, we let F = (Fy, F;) and G = (G1,G,), where F; is the standard flag
on Vp, F, the flag with adapted basis (e(1) + e¢(2),e(2)), and G; = G, the
standard flags on Q. Then

wwmngj%wu&®=K8®}

is one-dimensional, which shows that tdimZ < 1. Since always tdimZ > edimZ,
it follows that, in fact, tdimZ = edimZ and so Z is intersecting.

We now consider Z = ({1,4},{2,3}). Then edimZ = 0. Let F and G be
pairs of flags on V4 and Q, respectively. Without loss of generality, we shall
assume that F; and G; are the standard flags. Then

mwm=“83%mm&®b66;)

where (C(;) := G2(1). Indeed, Hp,(F>,G,) consists of those linear maps that
map any vector in Vp into G,(1). In particular, Hz(F,G) is one-dimensional for
any choice of F, and G,. Thus tdimZ =1 > 0 = edimZ, and we conclude that
T is not intersecting.
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Example (s=2,r=3,n=06). Let Z = ({3,4,6},{2,4,5}). Then edimZ = 3. We now
establish that Z is intersecting by verifying that tdimZ = 3. Again we choose
F; and G; to be the standard flags on Vy and Qy, respectively, while F, and
G, are defined as follows in terms of adapted bases:

Foie(l) + z21€(2) + z31€(3),  e(2) + z32¢(3),  e(3),
Ga:  e(l) +uze2) +uzed), e2)+used), e@).

Then a basis for Hz(F,G) is on the open set where uz uz; # 0 given by

—Z21U32 U3z 0
¢1 = | —z21(u32u21 —u31) uzpuzy —uz; 0},
0 0 0
Z31U32 0 0 0 0 1
¢2 = | za1(uszuz1 —u3z) 0 uzp |, ¢3=10 0 upy
0 0 U3aU31 0 0 Uusq

as can be checked by manual inspection.

5.2. Kernel dimension and position. Let us consider a tuple Z € Subsets(r, 1, s),
where we always assume that r € [n]. To prove sufficiency of the Horn inequal-
ities, we aim to use Corollary 5.1.9, which states that tdimZ > edimZ, with
equality if and only if Z is intersecting.

If tdimZ = 0 then, necessarily, tdimZ = edimZ = 0, since edimZ is
nonnegative by assumption (part of the Horn inequalities). Hence in this case 7
is intersecting.

Thus the interesting case is when tdimZ > 0. To study the spaces Hz(F,G)
in a unified fashion, we consider the space

P(Z) := {(F.G.¢) € Flag(Vy)* x Flag(Qo)* x Hom(Vp, Qo) : ¢ € Hz(F.,G)}.

We caution that P(Z) is not in general irreducible, as the following example
shows:

Example. Let s = 2, n = 3, r = 1, and consider I; = I, = {2}. There
is only a single flag on Vo =~ C, while any flag G on Qp =~ C? is
determined by a line L = G(1) € P(C?). Thus we can identify P(Z) =
{(Ly,L,,¢) € P(C?)? x Hom(C',C?) : ¢(e(1)) € Ly N L,}. If we consider
the map (Li,L»,¢) — (L1,L3), then the fiber for any L; = L, is a one-
dimensional line, while for any L; # L, the fiber is just ¢ = 0. In particular,
we note that P(Z) is not irreducible.
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We now restrict to those (F,G) such that the intersection Hz(F,G) is of
dimension tdimZ. Thus we introduce

P(Z) := {(F.G.¢) € P(T) : dim H(F,G) = tdimZ},
B(Z) := {(F.G) € Flag(Vy)* x Flag(Qo)* : dim Hz(F,G) = tdimZ}.

The subscripts in Py(Z) and B((Z) stands for the true dimension, tdimZ. We use
similar subscripts throughout this section when we fix various other dimensions
and positions.

Since tdimZ is the minimal possible dimension, this is the generic case.
Moreover, this restriction makes P¢(Z) irreducible, as it is a vector bundle over
B((Z). We record this in the following lemma:

Lemma 5.2.1. The space P(Z) is a closed subvariety of Flag(Vy)* x Flag(Qg)* x
Hom(Vy, Qo), and P(Z) is a nonempty Zariski-open subset of P(Z). Moreover,
B«(Z) is a nonempty Zariski-open subset of Flag(Vy)® x Flag(Qy)*, and the map
(F,G,¢) = (F,G) turns Py(Z) into a vector bundle over B{(Z). In particular,
Pu(Z) is an irreducible and smooth variety.

In particular:
(5.2.2) dim P(Z) = s(dim Flag(Vy) + dimFlag(Qy)) + tdimZ

Belkale’s insight is now to consider the behavior of generic kernels of maps
¢ € HZz(F,G), where (F,G) € B{(Z). We start with the following definition:

Definition 5.2.3. Let Z € Subsets(r,n,s). We define the kernel dimension of T
as

kdimZ := min {dimker¢ : ¢ € H7(F.G) where (F,G) € B(T)}

There are two special cases that we can treat right away. If kdimZ = r then
any morphism in Hz(F,G) for (F,G) € B((Z) is zero, and hence tdimZ = 0.
This is the case that we had discussed initially and we record this observation
for future reference:

Lemma 5.2.4. Let T € Subsets(r,n,s) such that edimZ > 0. If kdimZ = r then
tdimZ = edimZ = 0, and hence 7 € Intersecting(r,n,s).

Likewise, the case where kdimZ = 0 can easily be treated directly. The idea
is to compute the dimension of P{(Z) in a second way and compare the result
with (5.2.2).
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Lemma 5.2.5. Let T € Subsets(r,n,s). If kdimZ = 0 then

dim P(Z) = s(dim Flag(Vy) + dim Flag(Qy)) + edimZ.

Proof. We first note that kdimZ = 0 implies that there exists an injective map
¢ € Hz(F,G) for some (F,G) € B(Z). In particular, I (a)—a > a for all k € [s]
and a € [r] (a fact that we use further below in the proof). Now define

Py :={(F.G.¢) € P(T) : dimker¢ = 0}

Then Py is a nonempty Zariski-open subset of P(Z) that intersects P{(Z). By
Lemma 5.2.1, the latter is irreducible. Thus it suffices to show that Py is likewise
irreducible and to compute its dimension.

For this, we consider the map

7. Px — Mg := Flag(Vy)* x Hom™* (Vo, Qo). (F.G,¢) — (F, )

where we write Hom™(Vy, Q) for the Zariski-open subset of injective linear
maps in Hom(Vp, Qo). The fibers of & are given by

7 N (F.¢) = | | Flag] (Fr. )

k=1

which according to Lemma 3.3.10 are smooth irreducible varieties of dimension
sdimFlag(Qo) —sr(n —r) + > 3_, dim I . It is not hard to see that = gives Py
the structure of a fiber bundle over My . Therefore, Py is irreducible. Moreover,
the space Mg has dimension s dim Flag(Vy) 4+ r(n —r). By adding the dimension
of the fibers, we obtain that the dimension of Py, and hence of P¢(Z), is indeed
the one claimed in the lemma. L

Corollary 5.2.6. Let 7 € Subsets(r,n,s). If kdimZ = 0 then tdimZ = edimZ,
and hence T € Intersecting(r, n, s).

Proof. This follows directly by comparing Eq. (5.2.2) and Lemma 5.2.5. 0

We now consider the general case, where 0 < d :=kdimZ < r. We first note
that the kernel dimension is attained generically. Thus we define

Pi(Z) := {(F.G.¢) € P(Z) : dimker ¢ = kdimZ},
Bu(Z) := {(F.9) : 3¢ s.th. (F,G,¢) € Pu(D)} < Bu(D),

where the subscripts denote that we fix both the true dimension as well as the
kernel dimension. We have the following lemma:
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Lemma 5.2.7. The set Py (Z) is a nonempty Zariski-open subset of P(Z),
hence also irreducible. Moreover, By(Z) is a nonempty Zariski-open subset of
Flag(Vo)* x Flag(Qo)°.

Proof. The first claim holds since Py (Z) can be defined by the nonvanishing
of certain minors. The second claim now follows as By(Z) is the image of the
Zariski-open subset Py (Z) of the vector bundle P(Z) — B((Z). O

Belkale’s insight is to consider the positions of generic kernels for an induction:

Definition 5.2.8. Let Z € Subsets(r,n,s). Then we define the kernel position of
Z as the tuple J € Subsets(d, r,s) defined by

Ji(b) :== min {Pos(ker ¢, Fx)(b) : (F.G.¢) € P (T)}
for b € [d] and k € [s]. We write kPos(Z) = J.

The goal in the remainder of this subsection is to prove the following equality:
tdimZ = edim J + edimZ/ 7,

where J = kPos(Z). This will again be accomplished by computing the dimension
of P{(Z) in a second way and comparing the result with (5.2.2). Specifically, we
consider the spaces

Pipt(Z) := {(F.G.$) € P(Z) : Pos(ker ¢, F) = kPos(Z)},
Bipt(Z) := {(F.G) : 3¢ s.th. (F.G.¢) € Pip(Z)} € Bi(D).

Then Py, (Z) is Zariski-open in Py (Z), since it can again be defined by demanding
that certain minors are nonzero. We obtain the following lemma, the second claim
in which is proved as before:

Lemma 5.2.9. Let 7 € Subsets(r,n,s) such that 0 < kdimZ < r. Then Py (T)
is a nonempty Zariski-open subset of Py (Z), hence also irreducible. Moreover,
Bipt(Z) is a nonempty Zariski-open subset of Flag(Vy)* x Flag(Qo)*.

Corollary 5.2.10. Let T € Subsets(r,n,s) such that 0 < kdimZ < r. Then
kPos(Z) € Intersecting(d, r, s).

Proof. According to Lemma 5.2.9, By (Z) is a nonempty Zariski-open subset
of Flag(Vp)* x Flag(Qy)®, hence Zariski-dense. It follows that its image under
the projection (F,G) — F is likewise Zariski-dense. For any such F, there
exists a G and ¢ such that (F,G,¢) € Py (Z), and hence ker¢ € Q]‘(’POS(I)(}");
in particular, Ql(zPos(I) (F) is nonempty. Thus Lemmas 4.2.3 and 4.2.4 show that

kPos(Z) is intersecting. O
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We now compute the dimension of Pyp(Z). As in the proof of Lemma 5.2.5,
it will be useful to consider an auxiliary space where we do not enforce the true
dimension:

Pip(Z) := {(F.G.$) € P(T) : Pos(ker ¢, F) = kPos(Z))

Note that constraint on the position of the kernel implies that its dimension is
kdimZ.

Lemma 5.2.11. Let 7 € Subsets(r,n,s) such that 0 < kdimZ < r. Then Py, (T)
is nonempty, smooth, irreducible, and satisfies

dim P, (Z) = s(dim Flag(Vy) + dimFlag(Qo)) + edim 7 + edimZ/.7,

where J := kPos(Z).

Proof. Clearly, Py,(Z) is nonempty since it contains Py (Z). We now introduce
My, := {(F. ¢) € Flag(Vy)* x Hom(Vp, Qo) : Pos(ker ¢, F) = kPos(Z)}
and consider the map
7: Pp(Z) > Myp, (F.G,9) = (F,9).

Its fibers are given by

N

7 N (F.¢) = [ [ {Gk € Flag(Qo) : ¢ € Hy, (Fr, Gi)}
k=1

To understand the right-hand side, define S :=ker¢ and let ¢: Vy/S — Qo the
corresponding injective map. By Lemma 3.2.15, ¢ € Hy, (Fy, Gy) if and only if
¢ € Hy 15, (Fi)vy/s,Gk), that is, Gy € Flag(l)k/Jk ((Fx)vy/s,¢) as introduced in
Definition 3.3.9. Thus we find that the fibers of 7 can be identified as

7 N(F.¢) = [ | Flag] ;. (Fvy/s- )-
k=1

By Lemma 3.3.10, the k-th factor on the right-hand side is a smooth irreducible
variety of dimension dimFlag(Q¢) — (r —d)(n —r) + dim I/ Ji, where d :=
dimker¢ = kdimZ. It is not hard to see that 7 is a fiber bundle, and we will
show momentarily that My, is irreducible. Hence

N
(5.2.12) dimPy,(Z) = dim Myp+s dimFlag(Qo)—s(r—d)(n—r)—i-Z dim Iy / J.
k=1
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It remains to show that My, is smooth and irreducible and to compute its
dimension. For this, we consider the map
T Myp — Gr(d, Vo), (F,$) — ker .

Since ¢ can be specified in terms of the kernel S := ker¢ and the injection
¢: Vo/S — Qo, it is clear that the fibers of ¢ are given by

S
©7'(S) = Hom™(Vo/S. Qo) x [ | Flag§, (5. Vo).
k=1
Since 7 is likewise a fiber bundle, we obtain that My, is smooth and irreducible
and, using (3.3.7), that

S
dim My, = dimGr(d. Vo) + (r —d)(n —r) + Y _ dimFlag} (S, Vo)

k=1
=d(r—d)+ (r —d)(n —r) + s(dimFlag(S) + dimFlag(V,/5))
+ > dim Jy
k=1

)
=d(r—-d)Y(1—s)+ ( —d)(n—r)+ sdimFlag(Vp) + Z dim Jg.
k=1
By plugging this result into (5.2.12) and simplifying, we obtain the desired
result. 0

Corollary 5.2.13. Let 7 € Subsets(r,n,s) such that 0 < kdimZ < r, and
J = kPos(Z). Then,
(5.2.14) tdimZ = edim J + edimZ/J

Proof. Recall that Py,(Z) C P(Z) 2 P(Z). Moreover,
Pipt(Z) = Pip(Z) N PU(T) < P(D).

All three varieties Py (Z), Pxp(Z), P(Z) are irreducible (Lemmas 5.2.1, 5.2.9
and 5.2.11). Moreover, Pyp(Z) is nonempty and Zariski-open in P(Z), hence in
both Pyp(Z) and Py(Z). It follows that

dim Py, (Z) = dim Py (Z) = dim Py(Z).
We now obtain (5.2.14) via Lemma 5.2.11 and Eq. (5.2.2). ]

Remark. Purbhoo [Pur2] asserts that if J denotes the kernel position of Z
then Z/J is intersecting. However, we believe that the proof given therein is
incomplete, as it is not clear that the map (F,G,¢) — (Fys,G) is dominant
(cf. the remark at [Purl]). The following argument suggests that the situation is
somewhat more delicate.
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5.3. The kernel recurrence. To conclude the proof in the case that 0 < kdimZ <
r, we need to understand the right-hand side of (5.2.14) some more. We start
with the calculation

(8.3.1) tdimZ —edimZ = edim J — (edimZJ — edim J) = edim J — edimZY,

where the first equality is due to Egs. (4.2.9) and (5.2.14) and the second is
Eq. (4.2.11).

The last missing ingredient is to understand the expected dimension of the
kernel position, edim 7.

Lemma 5.3.2. Let 7 € Subsets(r,n,s) such that 0 < kdimZ < r, and let
J = kPos(Z). Then we have edim J < tdimZ7 .

Proof. For any (F,G.,¢) € Py, (Z), the space H 7 (FX9 Fyokery) injects into
H;7(F*r% G) by composition with the injective map ¢: Vy/ ker¢ — Qo induced
by ¢ (Lemma 3.2.15). Thus,

edim 7 < tdim 7 < dim H 7 (F*, Fy xerp) < dim Hyo (FX%,G),

where the first inequality is always true (Corollary 5.1.9), the second holds by
definition of the true dimension and the third follows from the injection. It thus
suffices to prove that there exists (F, G, ¢) € Pip(Z) such that dim Hzz (F 5.6) <
tdimZ7 .

For this, let K(d,Vy) denote the fiber bundle over Gr(d, Vp) with fiber over
S € Gr(d, Vp) given by Flag(S)* xFlag(Qy)*. It is an irreducible algebraic variety
and we denote its elements by (S, F,G). We consider the morphism

7: Pep(@) — K(d, Vo), (F.G,¢) > (kerp, F*'¢ G).

For any (F.G,¢) € Pxp(Z), dimker¢p = d and Pos(ker¢, F) = 7, hence m is
indeed a morphism.

We first prove that 7 is dominant. Note that, as a consequence of Lemma 5.2.9,
the map Pyp,(Z) — Flag(Qo)®, (F,G.¢) = G contains a nonempty Zariski-
open subset U C Flag(Qp)*. We now show that the image of = contains all
elements (S,F,G) with S € Gr(d,V,), F € Flag(S)* and G € U. For this, let
(F0.G,¢o) € Pxp(Z) be the preimage of some arbitrary G € U. Let Sy := ker ¢
and choose some g € GL(Vp) such that g-Sy = §. Using the corresponding
diagonal action, F := g-Fp and ¢ := g-¢o, we obtain that (F,G,¢) € Py, (7)
and ker¢p = S. Given F € Flag(S)*, we now choose h e GL(Vp)® such that
heS € S, hy- FkS = F;, and h; acts trivially on V,/S for all k € [s]. Then
Pos(S,fz-]—") = Pos(S,F) = J, which shows that (ﬁ-]—")s =h-FS = F.
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Moreover, (E'f)vo/s = Fy,/s - Thus ¢ € H7(F,G) implies that ¢ € HI(l;-]-", G)
by Lemma 3.2.15. Together, we find that the triple (f; - F.G,¢) is in Pyp(Z) and
mapped by 7 to (S,F.G). We thus obtain that 7 is dominant.

To conclude the proof, we note that the subset W C K(d, V) consisting
of those (S,F,G) with dim H;7(F,G) = tdimZ7 is a nonempty Zariski-open
subset, and hence Zariski-dense since K(d,Vy) is irreducible. For each fixed
choice of §, this is the claim in Lemma 5.2.1 for B,(Z), with Z7 instead of .
The ‘parametrized version’ is proved in the same way. Since n is dominant, the
preimage 7~ '(W) is a nonempty Zariski-open subset of Piy(Z). In particular,
any (F,G,m) € i~ Y(W) C Pyp(Z) satisfies dim Hys (F5,G) < tdimZ7 . O

We thus obtain the following fundamental recurrence relation, due to Sher-
man [She], as a consequence of Eq. (5.3.1) and Lemma 5.3.2:

(5.3.3) tdimZ — edimZ < tdimZY — edimZ7

Now we have assembled all ingredients to prove Belkale’s theorem:

Theorem 5.3.4 (Belkale [Bel3], restated).
For r € [n] and s > 2, Intersecting(r,n,s) = Horn(r,n,s).

Proof. We proceed by induction on r. The base case, r = 1, is Example 4.3.12.
Thus we have Intersecting(1,n,s) = Horn(1,n,s) for all n > 1.

Now let r > 1. By the induction hypothesis, Horn(d,n’,s) =
Intersecting(d,n’,s) for all 0 < d < r and d < n’. In particular, Horn(r,n, s)
from Definition 2.18 can be written in the following form:

Horn(r, n, s)
={Z:edimZ >0, VJ € Intersecting(d,r,s),0 <d <r,
edim 7 =0 :edimZJ > 0}
={Z:edimZ >0, VJ € Intersecting(d,r,s),0 <d <r, edimZJ > edim J}
where the second equality is due to Proposition 4.3.10. Hence it is a direct
consequence of Corollary 2.17 that Intersecting(r,n,s) € Horn(r,n,s). We now
prove the converse.
Thus let Z € Horn(r,n,s). Let d := kdimZ. If d = 0 or d = r then we

know from Lemma 5.2.4 and Corollary 5.2.6, respectively, that Z is intersecting.
We now discuss the case where 0 < d < r. By Eq. (5.3.3), we have that

tdimZ — edimZ < tdimZY — edimZ7,

where J := kPos(Z) denotes the kernel position of Z. If we can show that Z7
is intersecting then the right-hand side is zero by Corollary 5.1.9, hence so is the
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left-hand side, since tdimZ —edimZ > 0, and thus Z is intersecting, which is
what we set out to prove.

To see that Z7 is intersecting, we note that Intersecting(d,n —r + d,s) =
Horn(d,n —r +d,s) by the induction hypothesis, hence it remains to verify that
77 satisfies the Horn inequalities. Let K € Horn(m, d, s) = Intersecting(m, d, s)
for any 0 <m < d, where we have used the induction hypothesis one last time.
Thus JK € Intersecting(m, r,s) by Corollary 5.2.10 and Lemma 2.16. It follows
that

edimZ7 K — edim K = edim Z(JK) — edim JK > 0

where the first step is (4.2.10) and the second step holds because by assumption
Z € Horn(r,n,s) and JK e Intersecting(m,r,s) = Horn(m,r,s), as explained
above. We remark that these inequalities include edimZ7 > 0 (corresponding to
m = d). Thus we have shown that Z7 satisfies the Horn inequalities. This is
what remained to be proved. O

6. Invariants and Horn inequalities

In this section, we show that the Horn inequalities not only characterize
intersections, but also the existence of corresponding nonzero invariants and,
thereby, the Kirwan cone for the eigenvalues of sums of Hermitian matrices.

6.1. Borel-Weil construction. For any dominant weight A € A4 (r) there exists
an irreducible representation L(A) of GL(r) with highest weight A, unique up
to isomorphism. Following Borel and Weil, it can be constructed as follows:

For any weight © € A(r), let us denote by x,: B(r) — C* the character
of B(r) such that y,(t) = t* = t()*D ...t (r)*") for all + € H(r) C B(r).
Here, we recall that B(r) is the group of upper-triangular invertible matrices and
H(r) € B(r) the Cartan subgroup, which consists of invertible matrices ¢ € GL(r)
that are diagonal in the standard basis, with diagonal entries 7(1),...,z(r). Lastly,
we write 1, = (1,...,1) € A(r) for the highest weight of the determinant
representation of GL(r), denoted det,. It is clear that L(A +k1,) = L(A) ® detlrc
for any A € A4 (r) and k € Z.

Definition 6.1.1. Let A € A, (r). Then we define the Borel-Weil realization of
L(A) as

Lgw(A) = {s: GL(r) — C holomorphic : s(gb) = s(g)xa+(b)
Vg € GL(r),b € B(r)}
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with the action of GL(r) given by (g -s)(h) := s(g7'h). We recall that
A = (=Ar),...,—A(1)).

The Borel-Weil theorem asserts that Lpw (A) is an irreducible GL(r)-
representation of highest weight A . Note that, by definition, a holomorphic function
is in Lpw(A) if it is a highest weight vector of weight A* with respect to the
right multiplication representation, (g x s)(h) := s(hg).

The space Lpw(A) can also be interpreted as the space of holomorphic
sections of the GL(r)-equivariant line bundle Lpw(A) := GL(r) xp¢-) C_p» over
Flag(r) = GL(r)/B(r), where we write C,, for the one-dimensional representation
of B(r) given by the character y,.

It is useful to observe that we have a GL(r)-equivariant isomorphism

(6.1.2) L) — Lgw (X)), [+ (Sf: GLr)—>C, g~ f(g- v,x))

where v, denotes a fixed highest weight vector in L(A4).
The tensor product of several Borel-Weil representations can again be identified
with a space of functions. E.g., if A € Ay (r) and A’ € A4 (+') then

Lpw(A) ® Lpw (1)
>~ {s: GL(r) x GL(r") — C holomorphic, s(gb, g'b") = s(g.&") xax(b) x (b
Vg € GL(r),g' € GL(r').b € B(r).b" € B(r')}.
We will use this below to obtain a nonzero vector in a tensor product space by

exhibiting a corresponding holomorphic function with the appropriate equivariance
properties.

6.2. Invariants from intersecting tuples. Let us consider the tangent map (5.1.2),
A . Hom(Vo, Qo) X HIl (F(), Go) X oo X H]S (Fo, Go) —> HOTI](V(), Q())S
T.8:h & P1,....05) = (C+ h1¢1g1_1, S+ hs¢sgs_l)

If edimZ = 0 then (5.1.5) implies that the dimension of the domain and target
space are the same. Thus we may consider the determinant of Az z-;, as in the
following definition:

Definition 6.2.1. Let Z € Subsets(r,n,s) such that edimZ = 0. Then we define
the determinant function as the holomorphic function

5. [OLOY xGL =y > C.
U@ e deta

where the determinant is evaluated with respect to two arbitrary bases.
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Here, and throughout the following, we identify Vp = C” and Q¢ = C*™", so
that GL(Vp) =~ GL(r) and GL(Q¢) = GL(rn—r) and the discussion in Section 6.1
is applicable.

If Z is intersecting then also tdimZ = edimZ by Corollary 5.1.9. Hence
by (5.1.8) there exist grl; such that 8I(§,ﬁ) # 0. That is, §7 is a nonvanishing
holomorphic function of GL(r)* xGL(n—r)%. Our goal is to show that 7 can be
interpreted as an invariant in a tensor product of irreducible GL(r) x GL(n —r)-
representations.

We now consider the representation of GL(r) x GL(n —r) on Hom(Vp, Qg)
given by (a,d)-¢ := dpa~'. Since Hom(Vy. Qo) = V" ® Qo, it is clear that for
g € GL(V), &' € GL(Qo),

(6.2.2) det(Hom(Vo, Qo) > ¢ > g'pg~" € Hom(Vo, Qo))
= det(g)"" " det(g’)".

We now restrict to the subspaces Hj(Fy, Go):

Lemma 6.2.3. Let I C [n] be a subset of cardinality r. Then Hy(Fy, Go) €
Hom(Vy, Q¢) is B(r) x B(n — r)-stable. Furthermore, for b € B(r) and
b’ € B(n —r) we have

det(H; (Fo. Go) > ¢ — b'¢b~' € Hi(Fy, Go)) = x3, D) Xa,c+rin_, (B,

where we recall that A; was defined in Definition 4.3.7.

Proof. For the first claim, we use Lemma 3.2.7: Since the flag F, is stabilized
by B(r) and the flag Gy is stabilized by B(n —r), it is clear that Hj(Fp, Go)
is stable under the action of B(r) X B(n —r).

For the second claim, we note that unipotent elements always act by
representation matrices of determinant one. Hence it suffices to verify the formula
for the determinant for r+ € H(r) and t' € H(n — r). For this, we work in the
weight basis of Hj(Fy, Go) given by the elementary matrices Ej, that send
e(a) — é(b), where a € [r] and b € [I(a) — a], and all other basis vectors to
zero. Then:

det (H](F(), Go)>¢+— l/(]bl_l € Hy(Fy, Go))

r I(a)—a r ner
= 1_[ l_[ t/(b)t(a)_l — ( 1_[ t(a)a—l(a)) ( l_[ [/(b)r—#{a:l(a)—a<b})
a=l b=1 a=1 b=1
— [A]t/rlnfr'i'/\[c

’

where we have used (4.3.8) in the last step. ]
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We now show that the §z can be interpreted as an invariant:

Theorem 6.2.4. Let 7 € Subsets(r,n,s) such that edimZ = 0, and let 57 denote
the corresponding determinant function (Definition 6.2.1). Then 8z belongs to
Ry (LBW(/X}kk)®LBW(/X’;]§ —r1,_,)). Moreover, it transforms under the diagonal

action of GL(r) x GL(n —r) by the character det" "¢~ g det;(_lr_s).

Proof. For the first claim, we note that if §’ € B(r)*, W e B(n —r)® then we
can write Az,ggfj,;? as a composition of Az,g»j, with the automorphisms on
Hi, (Fo.Go) that send ¢y > R} ¢r(g;)~". Using Lemma 6.2.3, we obtain

s
Sr(@g’, hh') = 8z(Z.h) [ | 02, (€0 xasg +r1,r (-
k=1

In view of the discussion at the end of Section 6.1 this establishes the first claim.
For the second claim, let g € GL(r) and g’ € GL(n —r). Thus A
maps (¢, ¢1,...,¢s) to

Z.e7 8.8 'h

C+ g "gigrle ... L+ g hipsgr ' g)
=g gtg + gl ... 807" + hsosgi g

Thus we can write A as a composition of three maps: The auto-

T,.g~1g.g' "'k
morphism ¢+ g’¢g™! of Hom(Vy, Qp), the map Az,g,}; and the automorphism

¢ g'1¢g on Hom(Vy, Qo)*. Thus, using Eq. (6.2.2),
((8.8))62)@.h) = 82(g7' 8. g'~"h) = det(g)" "= det(¢") 1 =)52(5. h),
which establishes the second claim. O

If Z is intersecting then we had argued before that §7 is nonzero. By dualizing
and simplifying, we obtain the following corollary of Theorem 6.2.4:

Corollary 6.2.5. Let 7 < Intersecting(r,n,s) and edimZ = 0. Then,

)GL(n—r) 7& 0.

(detlD0 " g ® L(Azk))GL(r) £0 and (det;_, ® ® L)
k=1 k=1

Let us correspondingly define
)GL(")

s
e(T) = dim(detgs—n("—’) ® &) L(u1,)
k=1
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Then Corollary 6.2.5 states that, if 7 is intersecting and edimZ = O then
¢(Z) > 0. This relationship between generic intersections of Schubert cells and
tensor product multiplicities can be made quantitative. While we do not use this
in the following Section 6.3 to describe the Kirwan cone and prove the saturation
property for tensor product multiplicities, we will give a brief sketch later on in
Section 6.4 and use it to establish the Fulton conjecture.

6.3. Kirwan cone and saturation. We now show that the existence of nonzero
invariants is characterized by the Horn inequalities. For this, recall that we defined
c(i) as the dimension of the space of GL(r)-invariants in the tensor product
Ry L(Ak). Thus, if we define Ay = Ay, + (n —r)1, for k € [s — 1] and
As = Ay, then Corollary 6.2.5 shows that

(6.3.1) c()=c(T)>0

whenever 7 is intersecting and edimZ = 0. Here, we have somewhat arbitrarily
selected the first s — 1 highest weights A;,...,As_; to have nonnegative entries
no larger than n — r, while Ay has nonpositive entries no smaller than r —n.
Conversely, any s-tuple of highest weights A with these properties can be
obtained in this way from some Z € Subsets(r,n,s) (recall discussion below
Definition 4.3.7).

Proposition 6.3.2. Let Ae A4(r)S be an s-tuple such that Y ;_,|Ax| =0, and
for any 0 <d <r and any s-tuple J € Horn(d,r,s) with edimJ = 0 we have
that Y p_(Ty,, Ax) < 0. Then c(X) > 0.

Proof. By adding/removing suitable multiples of 1,, the highest weight of the
determinant representation, we may assume that A{(r),...,As—1(r) > 0 and
As(1) <0. Let n:=r+q, where g := max{A;(1),..., As_1(1),—As(r)}. Then i
is associated to an s-tuple Z € Subsets(r,n,s) as in Lemma 4.3.9.

We now show that edimZ = 0 and that Z is intersecting. The former follows
from the first statement in Lemma 4.3.9, which gives that edimZ = — "3 _,|Ax| =
0. To see that 7 is intersecting, we may use Theorem 5.3.4 and show instead that
7 satisfies the Horn inequalities edimZJ > 0 for any J € Horn(d,r,s) with
edimJ = 0 and 0 < d < r. But the second statement in Lemma 4.3.9 implies
that these are equivalent to the linear inequalities Y y_;(T7,.Ax) < 0, which
hold by assumption. Thus Z is indeed intersecting and satisfies edimZ = 0.
Now (6.3.1) shows that ¢(1) = ¢(Z) > 0. O

At last we can prove the saturation property and characterize of the Kirwan
cone in terms of Horn inequalities.
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Corollary 6.3.3 (Knutson-Tao, [KT], restated). (a) Horn inequalities: The Kir-
wan cone Kirwan(r, s) is the convex polyhedral cone of § € C4+(r)’ such that
Yi_1lé| =0, and for any 0 < d < r and any s-tuple J € Horn(d,r,s)
with edim J = 0 we have that Y 3 _,(Ty, &) <O0.

(b) Saturation property: For a dominant weight A e A4 (r), the space of
invariants (L(A1) ® -+ ® L(As))SY) s nonzero if and only if A €
Kirwan(r, s).

In particular, c(i) = dim(L(A1) ® --- ® L(As)M) > 0 if and only if
c¢(NA) >0 for some integer N > 0.

Proof. The two statements are closely interlinked. For clarity, we give separate
proofs that do not refer to each other.

(a) Any § € Kirwan(r, s) satisfies the Horn inequalities (Corollary 2.13). We now
observe that Kirwan(r,s) is a closed subset of C,(r)* which, moreover, is
invariant under rescaling by nonnegative real numbers. Thus it suffices to
prove the converse only for 1e A (r)*. For this, we use that if A satisfies the
Horn inequalities then c()I) > 0 by Proposition 6.3.2, hence Ae Kirwan(r, s)
by Proposition 2.3.

(b) Let A € Ay(r)*. If ¢(1) > 0 then X e Kirwan(r,s) by Proposition 2.3.
Conversely, if A € Kirwan(r,s) then it satisfies the Horn inequalities by
Corollary 2.13, hence c(A) > 0 by Proposition 6.3.2.

O

Remark 6.3.4. As follows from the discussion below Proposition 4.3.10, the
Kirwan cone is in fact already defined by those 7 such that Q ;(G) is a point
for all G € Good(r, s). Ressayre has shown that the corresponding inequalities are
irredundant and can be computed by an inductive algorithm [Res2]. Demanding
that Q7(G) is a point for all good G is a more stringent requirement than
edim 7 = 0, and indeed the set of inequalities edimZJ > 0 for 7 € Horn(d, r, s)
with edim 7 = 0 is in general still redundant. However, from a practical point of
view we prefer the latter criterion since it is much easier to check numerically.

6.4. Invariants and intersection theory. We now explain how the relationship
between generic intersections of Schubert cells and tensor product multiplicities
can be made more quantitative. Specifically, we shall relate the dimension c(Z)
of the space of GL(r)-invariants to the number of points in a generic intersection
Qz(€), as in the following definition:



456 N. BERLINE, M. VERGNE and M. WALTER

Definition 6.4.1. Let 7 € Subsets(r,n,s) such that edimZ = 0. We define the
corresponding intersection number as

cine(Z) 1= #QY(E) = #Q1(E),

where £ is an arbitrary s-tuple of flags in Good(n, s). By Lemma 4.3.1, the right-
hand side is finite and independent of the choice of £ in Good(n, s). Moreover,
¢int(Z) > 0 if and only if Z is intersecting.

In Section 6.2 we showed that if Z is intersecting then c¢(Z) > 0. Indeed, in
this case the determinant function §7 on GL(r)* x GL(rn —r)* is nonzero, so that
for some suitable & € GL(n — r)® the function

(6.4.2) 8,70 GL()* > C, 8, () = 82(&.h)

is a nonzero vector in @j_, Lpw(A7,) that transforms as the character

det" =D with respect to the diagonal action of GL(r).

In the following we show that, as we vary h , the functions 81,}; span a
vector space of dimension at least ciy(Z), which will imply that ¢(Z) > cin(Z).
More precisely, we shall construct elements (§a,ﬁa) € GL(r)* x GL(n —r)* for
@ € [cim(T)] such that 87(Za.he) # 0 while 87(Z4.7) = 0 if « # B. The
construction, due to Belkale [Bel2], depends on a choice of good flags £ and
goes as follows.

Let £ be an s-tuple of good flags and consider the intersection

QUE) =1, Ve )

Let yo, € GL(n) such that V, = y, - Vo for each o € [cin(Z)], and consider
the s-tuple of flags & = (Eq1,..., Eas) defined by Egx = y,' - Ex. Then
@2([Va, E4]) = €. According to Lemma 4.3.1, £ is a regular value of @2, since Z is
intersecting. Since edimZ = 0, this implies that the differential of @; is bijective
at [y«, ], and, by equivariance, so is its differential at [1,&,]. By Remark 5.1.4,
its determinant is precisely 87(3a. o), Where o = (ga1s---»8as) € GL(r)
and hy = (ha1.....has) € GL(n —r) are such that gy - Fo = (Eqx)" and
hak - Go = (Eqx)o, for all a and k. In particular, 87(Zq.he) # 0.
Using edimZ = 0, Egs. (5.1.5) and (5.1.6) imply that

(6.4.3) §7(8.h) #0 & dim Hz(3 - Fo.h - Go) = 0.

Then we have the following lemma:

Lemma 6.4.4. Let T be intersecting, edimZ = 0, and £ € Good(n, s). As above,
choose vy, go and hy for o € [cin(Z)]. Define §14(g) := det AL i Then

87,0(8a) # 0 for all «, while §7,5(g4) =0 for all a # .
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Proof. We only need to consider the case that o # f. In view of (6.4.3), it
suffices to show that Hz((Ey)"0, (€8)0,) # {0}. For this, we define the map

bap: Vo= C"/Vo= Qo, vi> (va) " vpv + Vo,

which is nonzero since y, Vo = Vo # Vg = ygVo. Then ¢, g is a nonzero element
in Hz((Ex)"°,(Ep)g,), since

bap (Ega) @) = bup (Ep (k@) = Eage (I(@)+Vo = (Ea )0y Ik (@)—a)
for all a € [r] and k € [s], using that Z = Pos(Vp, &y) - O

Lemma 6.4.4 shows that the functions 871,...,87,,,(z) are linearly indepen-
dent. If we identify them with GL(r)-invariants as before, we obtain the following
corollary:

Corollary 6.4.5. Let edimZ = 0. Then, c¢(Z) > c¢in(Z).

In fact, it is a classical result that
(6.4.6) c(Z) = cim(2)

(see, e.g., [Full]). Thus Corollary 6.4.5 shows that we can produce a basis of
the tensor product invariants from Belkale’s determinants 81’5(57) = det Az,gv, FE
These invariants can be identified with the construction of Howe, Tan and
Willenbring [HTW], as described in [VW].

7. Proof of Fulton’s conjecture

We now revisit the conjecture by Fulton which states that if C(X) =1 for
an s-tuple of highest weights then c(N 1) =1 for all N > 1. We note that its
converse is also true and holds as a direct consequence of the saturation property
and the bound c(N 1) > c(jt), which follows from the semigroup property of
the Littlewood-Richardson coefficients. Fulton’s conjecture was first proved by
Knutson, Tao and Woodward [KTW]. We closely follow Belkale’s geometric
proof [Bel2, Bel3, Bel4], in its simplified form due to Sherman [She], which in
turn was in part inspired by the technique of Schofield [Sch].

7.1. Nonzero invariants and intersections. Let c(i) = 1. Equivalently, c()i*) =
1 and so there exists a nonzero GL(r)-invariant holomorphic function f in
Lpw(A}) ® ... ® Lpw(A}), which is unique up to rescaling.
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Suppose for a moment that there exists a nowhere vanishing function g in
Lpw(AT)®...® Lpw(Ay) (not necessarily GL(r)-invariant). In this case, if g’ is
any other holomorphic function in Lpw (A])®...® Lpw(A]), then g'/g is right
B(r)® -invariant and therefore descends to a holomorphic function on Flag(r)®.
But this is a compact space, hence any such function is constant. It then follows
that each L BW(AZ) is one-dimensional and hence that the A; are just characters,
ie., Ax = mil, and L(Agx) = det’* for some my € Z. In this case, Fulton’s
conjecture is certainly true.

We now consider the nontrivial case when f has zeros. For any function in
Lgw(AT) ® ... ® Lpw(A}), the zero set is right B(r)®-stable. Accordingly, we
shall write f(F) = 0 for the condition that f(g) = 0, where F = g - Fy, and
consider

Zy := {F € Flag(r)* : f(F) = 0}.

Without loss of generality, we may assume that there exists an s-tuple Z with
edimZ = 0 that is related to A as in Lemma 4.3.9, i.e.,

(7.1.1) A=A, + (n—r)l, for kel[s—1], Ay =Ap,

(otherwise we may add/remove suitable multiples of 1,, as in the proof of
Proposition 6.3.2). Now recall from (6.4.2) that the functions 81}; = 6z(—,h)
are in @p_; Lpw(A;) and transform as the character det™ 6D with

respect to the diagonal action of GL(r). It follows that each 515(57) =
detr_("_')(gl)~~detr_(”_r)(gs_1)8ﬂ—;(§) must be proportional to f. Hence,

(7.1.2) 82(8,h) = det™ ™ (g1) -+ det" " (g5—1) £(2) f (h),

for some function f : GL(n—r)* — C, which is nonzero due to (6.4.6). In view
of (6.4.3), we obtain the following lemma:

Lemma 7.1.3. Let f, I as above. If F € Zy then Hz(F,G) # {0} for all
G € Flag(Qo)*. Conversely, if f(G) # 0 then Hz(F,G) # {0} implies that
F e Zf.

For sake of finding a contradiction, let us assume that c¢(N :\) > 1 for some
N . Then there exists an invariant [’ € Lpw(NA]) ® ... ® Lpw(NA}) that is
linearly independent from f%.

Lemma 7.1.4. Let L be a holomorphic line bundle over a smooth irreducible vari-
ety. Then two linearly independent holomorphic sections f1, f» are automatically
algebraically independent.
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Proof. Let us suppose that f; and f, satisfy a nontrivial relation }_; ; ¢; fi fzj =
0. Bach fif; is a section of the line bundle £®¢+/) . The relation holds degree
by degree, and so we may assume that i + j is the same for each nonzero c¢; ;.
But any homogeneous polynomial in two variables is a product of linear factors.
Thus we have [];(a; fi + bi f2) =0 for some a;,b; € C, and one of the factors
has to vanish identically. This shows that f; and f, are linearly dependent, in
contradiction to our assumption. O

Lemma 7.1.4 implies that fV and f’, and therefore f and f’ are
algebraically independent. As a consequence, there exists a nonempty Zariski-
open subset of F € Zy such that f'(F) # 0.

Our strategy in the below will be as follows. As before, we consider the
kernel position J of a generic map 0 # ¢ € Hz(F,G), with now F varying in
Zy. Although J is not necessarily intersecting, the condition f'(F) # 0 will
be sufficient to show that the tuple Z7 is intersecting. In Section 7.2 we will
then prove Sherman’s refined version of his recurrence relation (5.3.3), which
will allow us to show that Hz(F,G) = {0} for generic F € Z;. In view of
Lemma 7.1.3, this will give a contradiction.

We first prove a general lemma relating semistable vectors and moment
maps. Let M be a complex vector space equipped with a GL(r)-representation
and U(r)-invariant Hermitian inner product (-,-), complex linear in the second
argument, and denote by pas: gl(r) — gl(M) the Lie algebra representation. We
define the corresponding moment map ®pr: P(M) — iu(r) by

(m, ppr (A)ym)

(@ (] 4) = =0

for all A € gl(r); cf. Eq. (2.2).

Lemma 7.1.5. Let Aciu(r) and 0 #m e M. If exp(At)-m 4 0 as t - —o0
then
lim tr(Pp ([exp(Ar) - m])A) < 0.
t—>—00

Proof. Write m = Zle m; where the m; are nonzero eigenvectors of ppr(A4),
with eigenvalues 6; < --- < 6. Then,

k
exp(At) -m = Zeeitmi 40

i=1
as t — —oo if and only if 6; <0. In this case,

S il _,

li tr(® At) - A) = 1li ~ 900.110 110
Jm w(@a (exp(dn) -mDA) = lim S5 e
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We now relate the position of subspaces to components of the moment map:

Lemma 7.1.6. Let A € Ay(r), F =g-Fy aflag on Vy, S a nonzero subspace
of C", and Ps the orthogonal projector. Then,

tlir_nootr(@L(A)([eXP(Pst)g 0] Ps) = (Ts,A),
where J = Pos(S, F).

Proof. Let d = #J. We may assume that S = Sy is generated by the first d
vectors e(1),...,e(d) of the standard basis of Vp, and also that g = u is unitary.
Thus Pg, is the diagonal matrix with d ones and r —d zeros, and we need to
show that

Jimtr(®p ) ([exp(Psy)u - val) Psy) = (Ts.4) .

Let Ry denote the orthogonal complement of Sy in V. The action of U(Sp) x
U(Ro) commutes with Pg, and hence we can assume that F So is the standard
flag on Sp, while Fy,/s, has the adapted basis e(J¢(b)) + Sp for b €
[r — d]. Thus we see that lim;_exp(Ps,t)F = wyFy. It follows that
lim;_ _oo[exp(Ps,t)u - v)] = [wys - v)] and hence, using (2.2), that

(vr. pa(wy! Psywy)vy)
lvall?

We now use the preceding lemma to obtain from any nonzero invariant an
s-tuple of flags with nonnegative slope:

im tr(®r ) ([exp(Psytu - v;]) Psy) = =(Ts,4). O

Lemma 7.1.7. Let p € (L(NA1)®---QL(N XAs))* a GL(r)-invariant homogeneous
polynomial such that p(gi-vny, ® -+ ® gs - vNa,) # 0, and define F =
(g1Fo,...,85Fp). Then Zizl(TJk,Ak) < 0 for all J = Pos(S,F), where S
is an arbitrary nonzero subspace of C’.

Proof. Consider the representation M = L(NA;) ® --- ® L(NA;) with its
moment map Py, and m = g - vy, ® - ® g - Uyy, . Let Ps denote
the orthogonal projector onto the subspace S. As p is GL(r)-invariant,
p(exp(Pst) -m) = p(m) # 0, which implies that exp(Pst)-m 4 0 as t — —oo.
Thus Lemma 7.1.5 implies that

lim tr(®p ([exp(Pst) - m])Ps) < 0.
t—>—00
On the other hand, Lemma 7.1.6 shows that the left-hand side of this inequality

is equal to

S S
kX: Jim tr(Prvay) ([exp(Pst)gr - vna ) Ps) = kX: tl}gloo(TJk,/\k)- O
=1 =1
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Corollary 7.1.8. Let A and T as in (7.1.1), f' € (Lgw(NAH) ® - ®
Lew (NA)CGLO) | Let F e Flag(Vy)®, {0} # S € C’, and J = Pos(S,F).
If f'(F)#0 then IV is intersecting.

Proof. Write F = (g1 - Fo,...,gs - Fp) for suitable g;,...,gs € GL(r). Then,
using (6.1.2), there exists a GL(r)-invariant homogeneous polynomial p €
(LINA1)®---®L(NAs))* such that p(g1-vnr, ® - ®gsVna,) = f'(g1.....8s) #
0. Thus the assumptions of Lemma 7.1.7 are satisfied.

We now show that 77 is intersecting. For this, we use Theorem 5.3.4
and verify the Horn inequalities. Thus let 0 < m < d = dimS and K €
Horn(m, d, s) = Intersecting(m, d,s): Since K is intersecting, there exists some
subspace S’ € Qi (F5). Hence S’ € Q7x(F) by the chain rule (3.2.9). According
to Lemma 3.1.5, J’ = Pos(S’, F) is such that J;(a) < JiKy(a) for all k € [s]
and a € [m]. Thus we obtain the first inequality in

edimZ7 K — edim K = edimZ(JK) — edim JK
s s
== > Tk ) = — ) (Tyy ) = 0;
k=1 k=1

the first equality is (4.2.11), the second is Lemma 4.3.9, and the last inequality
is Lemma 7.1.7, applied to S’. This concludes the proof. O

7.2. Sherman’s refined lemma. We now study the behavior of dim Hz(F,G)
in more detail. We proceed as in Section 5, but for a fixed s-tuple of flags
F € Flag(Vy)®. Specifically, we consider the following refinement of the true
dimension (5.1.8) for fixed F:

tdimzZ := mgindim Hz(F,G)
Thus we study the variety

Pr(Z) := {(G.¢) € Flag(Qo)* x Hom(Vo, Qo) : ¢ € Hz(F,G)}.

Restricting to those G such that dim Hz(F,G) = tdimzZ, we obtain open sets
Br(Z) € Flag(Qo)* and Pr(Z) € Pxr(Z). Let kdimxz(Z) denote the minimal
(and hence generic) dimension of ker¢ for (G, ¢) € Pr(Z). The following lemma
is proved just like Corollary 5.2.6:

Lemma 7.2.1. If kdimzZ = 0 then tdimrZ = edimZ.

Let us now assume that kdimzZ > 0. Let kPos=(Z) denote the kernel position,
defined as in Definition 5.2.8 but for fixed F. We thus obtain an irreducible
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variety Pr pi(Z) over a Zariski-open subset Bz xp(Z) of Bx(Z). To compute its
dimension, we again define Pry,(Z) € Px(Z), where we fix the kernel dimension
and position, but not the dimension of Hz(F,G). In contrast to Lemma 5.2.11,
the variety Pryp(Z) is in general neither smooth nor irreducible. However, we
can describe it similarly as before: We first constrain S = ker¢ to be in on(}")
(which may not be irreducible), then ¢ is determined by ¢ € Hom*(Vy/S, Qo)
and G by Gy € Flag?k /I ((Fk)VO/s,q_ﬁ). Thus we obtain for each irreducible
component C C on(]-") a corresponding irreducible component Pz, c(Z).
In particular, there exists some component Cr such that Pz, c-(Z) is the
closure of Prypi(Z) in Pz ky(Z), namely the irreducible component containing
the elements S = ker¢ for (¢,G) varying in the irreducible variety Pryp(Z).
As a consequence, dimPryp(Z) = dimPzyy c-(Z), and so we obtain, using
completely analogous dimension computations, the following refinement of (5.3.1):

(7.2.2) tdimr Z — edimZ = dim Cx — edimZ7

Indeed, when we apply (7.2.2) to generic F € Flag(Vp)® then J is intersecting
and dim Cr = edim [J, so we recover (5.3.1). We now instead apply the above to
generic F in a component of the zero set Zy of the unique nonzero invariant f .
Thus we obtain the following variant of the key recursion relation (5.3.3):

Lemma 7.2.3 (Sherman). Let f,Z as above in Section 71, and Z C Zy an
irreducible component such that kdimxZ # 0 for all F € Z. Then there exists
J and a nonempty Zariski-open subset of F € Z such that kPosxZ = J and

tdimr Z — edimZ < tdimZ7 — edimZ” .

Proof. We choose d and J as the kernel dimension and position for generic
F e Z. We note that d < r, since d =r would imply that Hz(F,G) = {0}, in
contradiction to Lemma 7.1.3. Let U € Z denote the Zariski-open subset such
that kPoszZ = J for all F € U. We proceed as in Lemma 5.3.2. Let

X = {(]:’ g’ ¢) VNS U’ (g’ ¢) € P]:,kp,C]:(I)}’
V:={(S,F.6): S € Gr(d, V), F € Flag(S)*, G € Flag(Qo)*}.

Both X and Y are irreducible varieties and we have a morphism
X =V (F.G,¢) > (kerg, F?.G).

As before, we argue that m is dominant. By construction, the image of X
by the map (F,G,¢) — G contains a Zariski-open subset U’ of Flag(Qy)*.
We may also assume that f (G) # 0 for all G € U’, where f is the map
from (7.1.2). We now show that the image of 7 contains all elements (S ,F, G)
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with S € Gr(d,V,), F € Flag(S)*, and G € U’. For this, let (Fo,G,¢o) € X
be the preimage of some arbitrary G € U’. Let Sy := ker¢ and choose some
g € GL(Vp) such that g-Sp = S. Using the corresponding diagonal action,
define F := g-Fp and ¢ := g-¢o. Then (F,G,¢) € X, since Z is stable
under the diagonal action of GL(Vp), and ker¢p = S. Now consider the group
G < GL(Vp)® consisting of all elements he GL(Vy)* such that hpS € S and
hy acts trivially on Vy/S for all k& € [s]. Note that G is an irreducible algebraic
group. By construction, ¢ € Hz(i_i-]-' ,G), while d < r implies that ¢ # 0. This
means that Hz(ﬁ-}", G) # 0, and so we obtain from Lemma 7.1.3 that h-Fe Zs.
It follows that, in fact, h -F € Z, as it is obtained by the action of the irreducible
algebraic group G on F € Z, and so stays in the same irreducible component.
For given F € Flag(S)*, we now choose h € G such that hy - FkS = F for
k € [s]. Then (l;-]-",g,q’)) € X is a preimage of (S,]:", G), and we conclude that
7 is dominant.

As before, the dominance implies that we can find a nonempty Zariski-open
set of (F.G.$) € X such that dim H;7 (F*'® G) = tdimZY . We may assume
in addition that ker¢ € Cx is a smooth point. For any F in this set, ¢ injects
H7(F9 Fy/kery) into Hzg (F*'¢ G) (Lemma 3.2.15). Thus,

dim Cr = dim Tyery Cr < H7 (F*®, Fy jxerg) < dim Hyz (F*T? G) = tdimZ7

where in the first inequality we have used that the intersection 9?7(]-') is not
necessarily transversal at S and so the tangent space of the intersection is in
general only a subspace of the intersection of the tangent spaces (3.2.5). In view
of (7.2.2), we obtain the desired inequality. O

Theorem 7.2.4 (Belkale). Let ¢c() = 1. Then ¢(NA) =1 for all N > 1.

Proof. Let f, T as in Section 7.1 and recall that edimZ = 0. Assume for sake
of finding a contradiction that c(N 1) # 1 for some N > 0. Then there exists
another invariant f’, as in Section 7.1, such that f’(F) # 0 for a nonempty
Zariski-open subset of some irreducible component Z C Zy. If kdimzZ = 0
for some F € Z then tdimrZ = 0 by Lemma 7.2.1. Otherwise, we may apply
Lemma 7.2.3 to the component Z. We find that there exists some J and another
Zariski-open subset of F in Z such that kPosxZ = 7 and

(7.2.5) tdimr Z — edimZ < tdimZ7 — edimZ” .

As a consequence, there exists some F € Zy for which all three of the properties
f'(F)#0, kPosxZ = 7 and (7.2.5) hold true. By Corollary 7.1.8, the first two
properties imply that Z7 = 0, and hence the right-hand side of (7.2.5) is equal
to zero by Corollary 5.1.9. This again implies that tdimzZ = 0.
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It follows that in either case there exist some G such that Hz(F,G) = {0}.
According to Lemma 7.1.3, this can only be if F ¢ Z¢. But F € Z¢. This is the
desired contradiction. 0

Remark. It likewise holds that c(i) = 2 implies that c¢(N 1) = N +1 [Ike, She].
However, in general it is not true that c(1) = ¢ implies ¢(NA) = O(N¢71).
Belkale has a found a counterexample for ¢ = 6.

A. Horn triples in low dimensions

In this appendix, we list all Horn triples J € Horn(d,r,3) for d < r < 4,
as defined in Definition 2.18, as well as the expected dimensions edim .. The
triples with edim J = 0 are highlighted in bold.

Example A1 (d = 1). As discussed in Example 4.3.12, only the dimension
condition edim J > 0 is necessary. The following are the triples in Horn(l1,r, 3)
(up to permutations):

T J1 Jo J3 edim J
2 {1y {2} {2} 0

2y 2y 2} 1
31 3 {3 0
2y {20 {3 0
2r B3y 3 1
3y B3y B3 2
4 1y 4 @ 0
2y 3 4 0
{2 4 4 1
3y {3 {3 0
3 3 4 1
(B3 4 4 2
4y 4 4 3

Example A.2 (d = 2). The dimension condition edim J > 0 reads
(J1(D) + J1(2) + (2(1) + J2(2)) + (J3(1) + J3(2)) = 4r + 1.

In addition, we have to satisfy three Horn inequalities, corresponding to
K = ({1},{2},{2}) and its permutations, which are the only elements in
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Horn(1, 2, 3) with dim K = 0. The resulting Horn inequalities, edim J/C > 0, are

Ji(1) + J2(2) + J3(2) = 2r + 1,
J1(2) + J2(1) + J3(2) = 2r + 1,
1)+ 2(2) + J5(1) = 2r + 1.

Thus we obtain the following triples in Horn(2,7,3) (up to permutations):

r J1 Jo J3 edim J

30{L2) (2,37 {2.3) 0
1.3} {13} {23}
(1.3} (2.3} (2.3}
2,30 {2.3} {2.3)

4 {1,2} {3.4} {3.4}
1,3y {2.4y {3.4}
{1,3} {3.4} {3.4}
1.4 {1.4 {3.4)
1.4y {2.4y {2.4)
{1,4y {2,4} {3.4}
{1,4y {3.4} {3,4}
2,3} {2,3} {3.4}
2,3} {2.4} {2.4}
{2,3} {2.4} {3.4}
2,3} {3.4} {3.4}
2.4} {2.4} {2.4)
{2,4} {2.4} {3.4}
{2,4} {3.4} {3.4}
{3,4y {3,4} {3.4}

ST O R S — N — T O R I R —— I ) N -

Example A.3. We find the following triples in Horn(3, 4, 3) (up to permutations):

T J1 J> J3 edim J

4 {1,2,3} {2.3.4) {2.3.4} 0
(1.2.4) {1.3.4) {2.3.4}
(12,4} {2.3.4) {2.3,4)
(1.3.4) {1.3.4) {134
(1,3.4)  {1,3.4} {2.3.4)
(1.3.4)  {2.3.4) {2.3.4)
(2.3.4) {2.3.4) {2.3,4)

SN R S
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Remark. It is not an accident that both Horn(1,4,3) and Horn(3,4,3) have
the same number of elements. In fact, we can identify Intersecting(d,r,s) =
Intersecting(r — d,r,s) via Jp = {r + 1 —a : a € J¢}. This can be seen by
using the canonical isomorphism Gr(d,C") =~ Gr(r — d, (C")*). However, the
corresponding Horn inequalities are distinct (see below).

B. Kirwan cones in low dimensions

In this appendix, we list necessary and sufficient conditions on highest weights
A v € Ap(r) such that (L(A) ® L(w) ® L(v))Y® # {0}, up to r = 4. That
is, these conditions describe the Kirwan cones as in Corollary 6.3.3. We use the
abbreviation Horng(d, r,s) for the set of Horn triples in 7 € Horn(d, r,s) such
that edim J = 0 (highlighted bold in Appendix A).

Example B.1 (r = 1). Clearly, the only condition is A(1) + w(1) + v(1) = 0.

Example B.2 (r = 2). We always have the Weyl chamber inequalities A(1) >
A(2), (1) = u(2), and v(l) > v(2), and the equation

(A + A(2) + (1(1) 4+ u(2)) + (v(1) +v(2)) = 0.
Using Example A.l, we obtain three Horn inequalities, namely
A() 4+ 1(2) +v(2) =0,

corresponding to the triple ({1},{2},{2}) € Horng(d,r,s), and its permutations.
These are the well-known conditions for the existence of nonzero invariants in
a triple tensor product of irreducible U(2)-representations. We remark that the
Weyl chamber inequalities are redundant.

Example B.3 (r = 3). In addition to the Weyl chamber inequalities and
|A| + || + |v| = 0, we obtain the following two inequalities from Horng(1, 3, 3)
and Example A.l,

A1) 4+ pn(3) +v(3) =0,
A(2) + n(2) +v(3) =0,
and the following from Horng(2, 3,3) and Example A.2,
(A + 1) + (1) + 1)) + (»(©2) +v(3)) <0,
(A(D) +A(3)) + (1() + 1(3) + (1(2) +v(3)) <0,

as well as their permutations.
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Example B.4 (r = 4). Again we have the Weyl chamber inequalities and
Al + ||+ [v] = 0. We have the following two inequalities and their permutations
from Horng(1,4,3) and Example A.l,

A1) + p(d) + v(d) <0,
AQ2) +p(3) +v(4) <0,
A(3) +un(3)+v(3) <0,

the following six and their permutations from Horng(2,4,3) and Example A.2,

(A1) + A(2)) + (1(3) + 1(4) + (v(3) + v(4)) <O,
(A1) +A(3)) + (1(2) + n(@) + (v(3) + v(4)) =

(A1) +A(4) + (1(D) + n@) + (v3) +v(4)) <0,
(A(D) +A4) + () + n@) + (v(2) +v(4) <0,
(A(2) + A(3)) + (1(2) + 1(3)) + (v(3) + v(4)) <0,
(A2) + 2(3) + (1(2) + n@) + (v(2) + v(4)) <0,

and the following three and their permutations from Horng(3,4,3) and Exam-
ple A.3,

A +A©2) +A2(3)) + (12 + nB) + u@) + (v(2) +v(3) +v(4)) <0,
(A +22) + 2(4) + (1(1) + nB3) + n@) + (v(2) + v(3) +v(4) <0,
(A +23) + A(4) + (1(D) + nB3) + @) + (v(1) +v(3) +v(4)) <0.

Remark. In low dimensions, all Horn triples with edim 7 = 0 are such that the
intersection is one point, i.e., ¢(Z) = cin(Z) = 1. This implies that the equations
are irredundant [Bel3, Resl] (cf. Remark 6.3.4), and it can also be explicitly
checked in the examples above. In general, however, this is not the case, and so
the Horn inequalities are still redundant. An example of such a Horn triple is the
one given in Example 4.2.1.

Acknowledgements

We would like to thank Velleda Baldoni and Vladimir Popov for interesting
discussions. We also thank Prakash Belkale and Cass Sherman for their helpful
remarks. We would also like to thank an anonymous referee for their suggestions.
MW acknowledges financial support by the Simons Foundation and AFOSR grant
FA9550-16-1-0082.



468

[BCM]

[Bell]

[Bel2]

[Bel3]

[Bel4]

[BLMW]

[DW]

[Full]

[Ful2]

[Hor]

[HTW]

[Ike]

[IMW]

[Kly]

N. BErRLINE, M. VERGNE and M. WALTER

References

P. BURGISSER, M. CHRISTANDL, K. D. MuLMULEY, and M. WALTER, Membership
in moment polytopes is in NP and coNP. SIAM Journal on Computing
46 (2017), 972-991. arXiv:1511.03675. Zbl1371.68105 MR 3662037

P. BeLkALE, Local systems on P! — S for § a finite set. Compositio
Mathematica 129 (2001), 67-86. Zb11042.14031 MR 1856023

—— Invariant theory of GL(n) and intersection theory of Grassmannians.
International Mathematics Research Notices 2004 (2004), 3709-3721.
7Zb11082.14050 MR 2099498

—— Geometric proofs of Horn and saturation conjectures. Journal of Alge-
braic Geometry 15 (2006), 133-173. arXiv:math/0208107. Zb11090.14014
MR 2177198

—— Geometric proof of a conjecture of Fulton. Advances in Mathematics 216
(2007), 346-357. arXiv:math/0511664. Zbl11129.14063 MR 2353260

P. BURGISSER, J. M. LANDSBERG, L. MaNIvEL and J. WEYMAN, An Overview
of Mathematical Issues Arising in the Geometric Complexity Theory
Approach to VP#VNP. SIAM Journal on Computing 40 (2011), 1179-
1209. arXiv:0907.2850. Zb11252.68134 MR 2861717

H. DerkseN and J. WEYMAN, Semi-invariants of quivers and saturation for
Littlewood-Richardson coefficients. Journal of the American Mathemati-
cal Society 13 (2000), 467-479. Zbl 0993.16011 MR 1758750

W. FurroNn, Young tableaux: with applications to representation theory and
geometry, vol. 35. Cambridge University Press (1997). Zbl 0878.14034
MR 1464693

—— Eigenvalues, invariant factors, highest weights, and Schubert calculus.
Bulletin of the American Mathematical Society 37 (2000), 209-249.
arXiv:math/9908012. Zbl 0994.15021 MR 1754641

A. Horn, Eigenvalues of sums of Hermitian matrices. Pacific Journal of
Mathematics 12 (1962), 225-241. Zbl 0112.01501 MR 0140521

R. E. Howge, E.-C. Tan and J. F. WIiLLENBRING, A basis for the GL,
tensor product algebra. Advances in Mathematics 196 (2005), 531-564.
arXiv:math/0407468. Zbl1072.22007 MR 2166314

C. IkeNMEYER, Small Littlewood-Richardson coefficients. Journal of Algebraic
Combinatorics 44 (2012), 1-29. arXiv:1209.1521.

C. IkenmEYER, K. D. MuLmuLeEy and M. WALTER, On vanishing of Kro-
necker coefficients. Computational Complexity 26 (2017), 949-992.
arXiv:1507.02955. Zb11382.68093 MR 3723353

A. A. KryacHko, Stable bundles, representation theory and Hermitian opera-
tors. Selecta Mathematica, New Series 4 (1998), 419-445. Zbl 0915.14010
MR 1654578


https://arxiv.org/abs/1511.03675
http://zbmath.org/?q=an:1371.68105
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3662037
http://zbmath.org/?q=an:1042.14031
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1856023
http://zbmath.org/?q=an:1082.14050
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2099498
http://arxiv.org/abs/math/0208107
http://zbmath.org/?q=an:1090.14014
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2177198
http://arxiv.org/abs/math/0511664
http://zbmath.org/?q=an:1129.14063
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2353260
http://arxiv.org/abs/0907.2850
http://zbmath.org/?q=an:1252.68134
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2861717
http://zbmath.org/?q=an:0993.16011
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1758750
http://zbmath.org/?q=an:0878.14034
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1464693
http://arxiv.org/abs/math/9908012
http://zbmath.org/?q=an:0994.15021
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1754641
http://zbmath.org/?q=an:0112.01501
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0140521
http://arxiv.org/abs/math/0407468
http://zbmath.org/?q=an:1072.22007
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2166314
http://arxiv.org/abs/1209.1521
http://arxiv.org/abs/1507.02955
http://zbmath.org/?q=an:1382.68093
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3723353
http://zbmath.org/?q=an:0915.14010
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1654578

[KN]

[Knu]

[KT]

[KTW]

[MNS]

[Mul]

[Per]

[Purl]
[Pur2]

[Res1]

[Res2]

[Res3]

[Sch]

[She]

[VW]

The Horn inequalities from a geometric point of view 469

G. Kempr and L. Ness, The length of vectors in representation spaces.
In Algebraic geometry. Springer (1979). pp. 233-243. Zbl0407.22012
MR 0555701

A. Knutson, The symplectic and algebraic geometry of Horn’s problem. Linear
Algebra and its Applications 319 (2000), 61-81. arXiv:math/9911088.
Zbl 0981.15010 MR 1799624

A. Knutson and T. Tao, The honeycomb model of GL, tensor products I:
Proof of the saturation conjecture. Journal of the American Mathemat-
ical Society 12 (1999), 1055-1090. arXiv:math/9807160. Zbl 0944.05097
MR 1671451

A. Knutson, T. Tao and C. Woopwarp, The honeycomb model of GL,
tensor products II: Puzzles determine facets of the Littlewood-Richardson
cone. Journal of the American Mathematical Society 17 (2004), 19-48.
arXiv:math/0107011. Zb11043.05111 MR 2015329

K.D. MurLmuLEY, H. NarRAYANAN and M. Sononi, Geometric complexity the-
ory III: on deciding nonvanishing of a Littlewood—Richardson coefficient.
Journal of Algebraic Combinatorics 36 (2012), 103-110. Zb11271.03055
MR 2927658

K.D. MuLmuLEY, On P vs. NP and geometric complexity theory. Journal of
the ACM (JACM) 58 (2011). Zb11327.68111 MR 2786586

D. PerrIN, Algebraic Geometry: An Introduction. Springer Science & Business
Media (2007).

K. PurBHOO, http://www.math.uwaterloo.ca/~kpurbhoo/papers/.

—— Two step flag manifolds and the Horn conjecture. arXiv:math/0603131
(2006).

N. REessayre, Geometric invariant theory and the generalized eigenvalue
problem. Inventiones mathematicae 180 (2010), 389-441. arXiv:0704.2127.
Zbl11197.14051 MR 2609246

—— A cohomology-free description of eigencones in types A, B, and C.
International Mathematics Research Notices 2012 (2011), 4966-5005.
arXiv:0908.4557. Zb11270.14026 MR 2993441

—— A short geometric proof of a conjecture of Fulton. L’Enseignement Mathé-
matique 57 (2011), 103-115. arXiv:0901.3633. Zbl1234.14035 MR 2850586

A. ScHorIELD, General representations of quivers. Proceedings of the London
Mathematical Society 3 (1992), 46—-64. Zbl0795.16008 MR 1162487

C. SuErMmAN, Geometric proof of a conjecture of King, Tollu, and Toumazet.
arXiv:1505.06551 (2015).

M. VerGNE and M. WAaLTER, Inequalities for moment cones of finite-

dimensional representations. Journal of Symplectic Geometry 15 (2017),
1209-1250. arXiv:1410.8144. Zbl 06865057 MR 3734613

(Regu le 3 juin 2017)


http://zbmath.org/?q=an:0407.22012
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0555701
http://arxiv.org/abs/math/9911088
http://zbmath.org/?q=an:0981.15010
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1799624
http://arxiv.org/abs/math/9807160
http://zbmath.org/?q=an:0944.05097
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1671451
http://arxiv.org/abs/math/0107011
http://zbmath.org/?q=an:1043.05111
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2015329
http://zbmath.org/?q=an:1271.03055
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2927658
http://zbmath.org/?q=an:1327.68111
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2786586
http://www.math.uwaterloo.ca/~kpurbhoo/papers/
http://arxiv.org/abs/math/0603131
http://arxiv.org/abs/0704.2127
http://zbmath.org/?q=an:1197.14051
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2609246
http://arxiv.org/abs/0908.4557
http://zbmath.org/?q=an:1270.14026
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2993441
http://arxiv.org/abs/0901.3633
http://zbmath.org/?q=an:1234.14035
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2850586
http://zbmath.org/?q=an:0795.16008
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1162487
http://arxiv.org/abs/1505.06551
http://arxiv.org/abs/1410.8144
http://zbmath.org/?q=an:06865057
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3734613

470 N. BERLINE, M. VERGNE and M. WALTER
Nicole BErLINE, Centre de Mathématiques Laurent Schwartz, Ecole Polytechnique,
13 avenue de Tresum, 74000 Annecy, France

e-mail: nicole.berline @math.cnrs.fr

Michele VerGNE, Université Paris-Diderot Paris 7, IMJ-PRG,
Batiment Sophie Germain, Case 7012, 75205 Paris Cedex 13, France

e-mail: michele.vergne @imj-prg.fr

Michael WALTER, Korteweg-de Vries Institute for Mathematics, Institute for
Theoretical Physics, and Institute for Logic, Language and Computation,
University of Amsterdam, P.O. Box 94248, 1090 GE Amsterdam, The Netherlands;
QuSoft, Amsterdam; Stanford Institute for Theoretical Physics, Stanford University,
USA

e-mail: m.walter@uva.nl

© Fondation L”ENSEIGNEMENT MATHEMATIQUE


mailto:nicole.berline@math.cnrs.fr
mailto:michele.vergne@imj-prg.fr
mailto:m.walter@uva.nl

	Introduction
	A panorama of invariants, eigenvalues, and intersections
	Subspaces, flags, positions
	Schubert positions
	Induced flags and positions
	The flag variety

	Intersections and Horn inequalities
	Coordinates
	Intersections and dominance
	Slopes and Horn inequalities

	Sufficiency of Horn inequalities
	Tangent maps
	Kernel dimension and position
	The kernel recurrence

	Invariants and Horn inequalities
	Borel–Weil construction
	Invariants from intersecting tuples
	Kirwan cone and saturation
	Invariants and intersection theory

	Proof of Fulton's conjecture
	Nonzero invariants and intersections
	Sherman's refined lemma

	Horn triples in low dimensions
	Kirwan cones in low dimensions
	References

