Enseign. Math. (2) 70 (2024), 533-546 © 2024 Fondation L’Enseignement Mathématique
DOI 10.4171/LEM/1064 Published by EMS Press
This work is licensed under a CC BY 4.0 license

Isotropic Kempf-Laksov flag bundles

Lionel DARONDEAU

Abstract. We introduce analogs of the Kempf-Laksov desingularizations of Schubert bundles
in (non-necessary Lagrangian) symplectic Grassmann bundles. In this setting, these are (possibly
singular) irreducible flag bundles that are birational to Schubert bundles, and can be described
as chains of zero-loci of regular sections in projectivized bundles. The orthogonal analogs are
also presented. We immediately derive universal Gysin formulas for isotropic Schubert bundles
from these very constructions.
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1. Introduction

The goal of this short paper is to derive Gysin formulas for isotropic Schubert
bundles (and for the isotropic Kempf-Laksov flag bundles introduced in this work)
from the intersection theory developed in Fulton’s book [6], using a plain line of
thought based on the very definitions. The elementary guiding idea is to obtain a
(singular) birational model of Schubert bundles, by constructing isotropic vector spaces
line by line. To desingularize Schubert bundles, it is usual to use Bott—Samelson
resolutions (see [5]), but here we will deal with a much simpler geometry, in the spirit
of Grothendieck’s construction of flag bundles. Sharing our goal of simplification,
in [7], Kazarian has also constructed an interesting birational model of Schubert bundles
using zero-loci and projective bundles of lines, in the Lagrangian case, working with
the Grassmannian as a base. It seems however that our construction is more easily
adapted to non-Lagrangian case, and it is our goal to work with base X (see [3] for
a justification for this point). In [1], Anderson and Fulton also draw inspiration from
Kempf-Laksov and Kazarian in order to prove formulas for a large class of degeneracy
loci in classical types. Some of the results of this work were announced in [4].
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The paper is organized as follows. We first deal with the symplectic setting. In
Section 2, we quickly recall a definition of Schubert bundles in isotropic Grassmann
bundles, and we fix notations. In Section 3, we define flag bundles birational to isotropic
Schubert bundles. These are analogous to the flag bundles of Kempf and Laksov in [8]
which desingularize the Schubert bundles when working with the general linear groups.
These are constructed as a chain of zero-loci in projective bundles of lines. It is
noteworthy that these are not smooth in general, but always cut out by regular sections,
which is sufficient regarding our goals. In Section 4, we derive Gysin formulas for
isotropic Kempf-Laksov bundles and isotropic Schubert bundles. In Section 5, we
indicate how to adapt the arguments in order to treat the orthogonal setting.

2. Schubert bundles

Let (E,w) — X be arank 2n symplectic vector bundle for the symplectic form
w: E ® E — L with value in aline bundle L — X, overavariety X.Ford €{1,...,n},
let G (E) be the Grassmann bundle of isotropic d-planes in the fibers of E. For a
vector space V' € E(x) let denote V¢ its symplectic complement. Let

0=EoGE G GE =(E)” G- G (E)”=E

be a reference flag of isotropic subbundles and co-isotropic subbundles of E, where
rank(E;) = i. For the sake of uniformity of notation, fori = 0, 1,...,n, denote as
well E2n—i = (Ei)w.

A partition A of a non-negative integer n € N is a decomposition of 7 as a sum of
non-negative integers. We denote by |A| the number partitioned by A. Two partitions are
identified if they are the same up to order of the summands, or if one can be obtained
from the other by adding some zeros. It is usual to sort the summands in decreasing
order and to write partitions as weakly decreasing sequences of non-negative integers. A
non-zero summand in a partition is called a part. A partition is said strict if all its parts
are distinct. The Young diagram associated to a partition A; = A, = --- = A4 > Ois the
finite collection of cells, arranged in left-justified rows, with row lengths A1, ..., A4
(from top to bottom). Inclusion of Young diagrams defines a partial order denoted C
on the set of partitions (it coincides with the restriction of the product order on N
to the set of weakly decreasing sequences).

Let p := (2n,...,2n —d + 1) be the maximal strict partition in the partition
(2n)¢ == (2n,...,2n). For a partition A C (2n — d)?, we denote by . = AL c p the
complementary partition of A in p, i.e. the partition with parts w; := p; — Ag+1—;-
It is a strict partition with d parts. One shall consider only admissible partitions (u,
i.e. partitions such that u; + u; #2n 4+ 1forl1 <i,j <d.
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When the strict partition pu = AL is admissible, there is the Schubert open cell
Q,(E,) in G§(E) given over the point x € X by the conditions

Qi(Ee) = {V € GYE)(x) : dim(V N E,,(x)) =d + 1 —i, fori =1,....d)}.

The Schubert bundle w):2; — X is the Zariski-closure of Q 2, given over a point
x € X by the conditions

Qi(Es) = {V € GY(E)(x):dim(V N Ey,(x)) =d + 1—i, fori =1,...,d}.

Observe that the incidence conditions are trivial if A = 0, i.e. if & = p. The Schubert
bundle €2; is a subvariety of the Grassmann bundle G4 (E), that is in general singu-
lar ([5]). In the spirit of Kempf and Laksov [8], and also inspired by Kazarian [7],
we will now construct flag bundles ¢,,: F},(E.) — X birational to Schubert bundles
w2y —> X.

3. Isotropic Kempf-Laksov flag bundles

Let F®(1,...,d)(E) denote the bundle of flags of nested isotropic subspaces
with respective dimensions 1, ..., d in the fibers of E. Consider an admissible strict
partition u = (@1,..., kg) € p with d parts. We define the isotropic Kempf-Laksov
flag bundle ¥, F,,(E.) — X as the subvariety given over the point x € X by

Fu(E)@):={0}=Vo S Vi S-S Va € F(1,....d)(E)x): Var1oi S Epiy (x)).

For u = AL, the natural forgetful map F(1,...,d)(E) — GY%(E) restricts to a
map from the Kempf-Laksov bundle F), to €2;, which is invertible on the Schubert
cell - However, notice that in opposition to type A, isotropic Kempf-Laksov flag
bundles can be singular, as we shall soon illustrate (see Example 3.2).

Let us first introduce some important combinatorial quantities attached to the
partition . For an admissible strict partition i C p, introduce the d integers:

S =#j>i: i +p; <2n+1}.

For a flag Ve € F),(E,), since Vg41-j C Euj, as soon as Euj C (Ey;)?, ie.as long
as ftj + pj <2n+1,onehas Vg _; € (Ey;)?. Therefore, fori = 1,...,d one has
Vs; € Va—i N (Ey;)?. In our step-by-step construction of isotropic Kempf-Laksov
flag bundles, we will soon see that

(3.1) Vi-i N (E/L,')w = VS,‘

is an expected incidence condition.
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Let us for now study two elementary cases of singular Kempf-Laksov flag bundles,
and the role played by (3.1) in these examples. There is no such example for n < 3,
and these are the two only examples for n = 3.

Example 3.2 (n = 3). For X = {pt}, consider the vector space E = C®, equipped

with a symplectic basis (e;, e, e3) of C3 and dual vectors ( f1, f2, f3). Let E, be

the standard symplectic flag corresponding to the basis (ey, €2, €3, f3, f2, f1). Note

that the forgetful map F®(1,...,d) — F®(1,...,d — 1) induces (dominant) maps

F(Ml,»--,Md)(E') - F(Mz ,,,,, l/«d)(E')'

(1) Take u = (6, 5, 3).

e The fiber of F53(E,.) over [e;] € F3(E,) is P({e2, e3, f3, f2)), which is a 3-
dimensional projective space, whereas the fiber of Fs 3(E.) over any other line
[aer + bey + ces], with |b|? + |¢|? = 1, identifies with

P((e1.e2,e3, f3. f2)/(aer + bes + ces, T f3 + Efz)),

which is a 2-dimensional projective space.

e In both cases the fiber of F¢ 53(E.) over F53(E,) is then a 1-dimensional projec-
tive space.

Since (E5)® = E; and (Eg)® = Ey, in this case the expected incidence conditions
are V1 N E; = {0} and V> N Ey = {0} (the second condition is empty).

(2) Take u = (6,5, 4).

e The fiber of F54(E,.) over [e1] € F4(E,) is P({ez, e3, f3, f2)), which is a 3-
dimensional projective space, whereas the fiber of F5 4(E.) over any other line
[ae; + bes + ces + df3], with |b|? + |c|? + |d|? = 1, identifies with

P((e1,ea,e3, f3, f2)/{aer + bes + ces,des +Cf5 + b f>)),

which is a 2-dimensional projective space.

e In both cases the fiber of Fg 54(Es) over F5 4(E,) is then a 1-dimensional projec-
tive space.

In this case the expected incidence conditions are still V; N E;={0}and V, N Eq ={0}.
From these examples, one can extrapolate the role played by (3.1) in the general
case. However, in order to reduce the combinatorial difficulty, we will deal with a

strengthening of the conditions (3.1). For a flag V, € F,(E,)(x) over a point x € X,
denote by v(V,) C p the strict partition made of the d integers

{vi = 1:dim(Vg N Ey; (x)) > dim(Vg N Ey,;—1(x))}.
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The strictness follows from Gaussian elimination in a frame of V; with respect to the
reference flag Eo(x). This argument also implies that v(Vs) C w. Lastly, one also infers
from this argument that, since Vj; is isotropic, the partition v(V,) has to be admissible.
Indeed, if not, after the above Gaussian elimination, two vectors of the frame of V;
would not be symplectically orthogonal. We denote by

Fu(Ed) = {Va € Fu(Es) : v(Va) =

the set of flags with v(V,) maximal. Clearly, for a flag in F 1. (E,), the conditions (3.1)
hold.

Theorem 3.3. Let u C p be an admissible strict partition. Fix a point x € X.

o The isotropic Kempf-Laksov flag bundle F, (E.)(x) is a variety of dimension
|| + |8] — d?, that can be described as a chain of zero-loci of regular sections in
projectivized bundles.

o The subvariety F w(Ee)(x), is an irreducible open dense subset contained in the
non-singular part of F,(Ee)(xX).

Proof. Theideais to construct the isotropic flag V; < - - - C V; line-by-line (considering
quotients V;/V;_; of successive spaces), in such way that it satisfies the incidence
conditions defining F,(E,) at each step.

We proceed by double induction on d and |u|. For d = 1, the isotropic Kempf—
Laksov flagbundle F,, (E.)isP(E,,).For|u| =d +---+ 1,minimal, u=(d,. ... 1).
Therefore, F,,(E.) is a point, and § = (d — 1, ..., 1,0). In both cases, the result is
straightforward.

We now describe the step

F(/M,Mz ----- Md)(E') - F(Mz ,,,,, Md)(E°)'
Let U;_1 be the universal subbundle of rank d — 1 on F®(1,...,d — 1)(E). Note that
in restriction to F,,, .. u,)(Ee):
e the condition V;_; C E,,(x) yields: Ug_; € E;, € Eys

o the condition V;_ isotropic yields: V;_; @ £(x) isotropic < £ C (Uz—_1)® (recall
that a line £ is always isotropic).

It thus follows from the definition of F, (E,) that

Fiupng)(Ee) 2 {L € P(Ey, /Ug—1) 1 £ S (Ug—1)”}.

In the above quotient, and in the rest of the text, we only imply the restriction of E,,
and of Ug_; to F(y,, . u,)(Es), allowing the expression to make sense. We denote
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by Uz / U;z_4 the tautological subbundle of P(E,, / Ug—_1), so that U coincide with the
restriction to Fi,, ... u,)(Ee) of the universal subbundle of rank d on F*(1,...,d)(E).
Since we restrict to F,,, ... u,)(Es), one has

.....

Ug—1 € (Ug-1)® and Us; S Uz N (Ey,)”.
Hence, there is a well-defined global section s of the vector bundle
Hom(Ug/Ug—1, L ® (Ug—1/Us,)") ~ L ® (Ug/Ug-1)" ® (Ug—1/Us,)"
defined at the point £ = Vz/ V1 € Ey, /Va—1 by
s() = {t el wlt, -)|Vd71}.

We denote by Z; the zero-locus of s in P(E,, /Ugz—1). Overapoint Vy;_; 2 --- 2 V7,
the lines in Z; are these lines that are (symplectically) orthogonal to V;_; or equiva-
lently the lines £ such that the vector space V; = £ & V;_; is isotropic. Indeed, both
¢ and V;_, are already isotropic. Therefore, F(, ... ,.,)(Ee) = Zg.

Over a point Vz_; 2 --- 2 V] above a point x € X, the zero-locus Z; consists of
the common zeros of the linear forms

() By, (x)/ Va—1 — L(x),

for {’ C Vz_1. Such a linear form is trivial if and only if £’ € V1 N (E,)?(x). Asa
consequence the codimension codim(Z4, P(E, /Ui—1)) of the fibers of Z; is given
atapoint Vg_y 2 -+ 2 V1 € Fu,,... u,) (Ee)(x) by

codim(Zg4,P(Ey, /Ug—1)) = dim(Vy—1) — dim(Vz—1 N (Ey,)® (x)).

Now, recall that Us, € Uy N (E,,)®. One infers the following upper bound on the
codimension of Z; at a point V,:

(x)  codim(Zg4,P(Ey, /Ugs—1)) < dim(Vg—1) — dim(Vs,)
<rank(L ® (Ug/Ug-1)" ® (Ua—1/Us,)Y).

Note that this inequality is an equality if and only if Vy_; N (Ey,)®(x) = Vs,. This
is condition (3.1) fori = 1.

The flags in F w(E.) satisfy all conditions (3.1), for i < d. One infers inductively
that the dimension of F w(Ee) is

(i —d) = ((d =1 =8) + ((p2 + -+ pa) + G2 + -+ 8a) — (d = 1)*)
= |ul + 18] — a>.
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Moreover, it follows from () that the dimensions of the irreducible components of
F (Es) >~ Zg4 are all at least equal to the dimension of Igu (E,).

Now, consider an admissible partition v & u, for which there are p elements in
the chain of admissible partitions from v to p, with respect to the partial order C. On
the one hand, by Lemma 3.5 below, one has

dim({Ve € Fu(Ee) - v(Va) = v}) < p + dim(F,(Ea)) = p + [v] + [8(v)| — d>.
On the other hand, by Lemma 3.4, one has
dim({Ve € Fu(Es) : v(Va) = p}) = dim(F,,(E.))
= |ul + 18w —d? = p + v[ + [8(v)| - d>.
Putting these facts together, one infers that
dim({Va € Fu(Eo) - v(Va) = v}) < dim({Ve € Fy(Ea) : v(Va) = ).
Thus
dim({Vs € Fu(Es) 1 v(Va) G 1}) < dim({Va € Fu(Es) 1 v(Va) = p}).

Therefore, IE’M(E.) = {Ve € F(Es):v(Ve) = pu} is dense in F), (E,).

Let us now prove by induction on d that F w(Ee) is irreducible. The regularity of s
will follow. The same argument also gives the smoothness of F},(E,). For d = 1, one
has .

Fu,(Es) = Fyu, (Ee) = P(Ey,).

Hence, F 1. (E,) is irreducible (and smooth). The forgetful map
F°(1,...,d)(E) > F°(1,...,d — 1)(E)

gives a smooth fibration from IglL(E.) C Fu(E.)to Ig(M,m,Md)(E.) C Fus,...ug)(Ee).
Assuming that F{, .. .,)(Es) is irreducible (and smooth), one gets that F}, (E,) as
well is irreducible (and smooth). [ ]

It remains to prove the following combinatorial lemmas on admissible strict parti-
tions in order to conclude.

Lemma 3.4. Let (1t and v be two admissible strict partitions in p. If v is a direct
predecessor of | for the product order among all admissible partitions, then

W+ 160)] = |ul +18Gu)| - 1.
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Proof. In order to be more synthetic, for an admissible strict partition u € p we
represent {1, ...,2n} by 2n balls. We colorize the ball i in black if 7 is a part of p, in
gray if (2n 4+ 1 — i) is a part of u, and in white otherwise. Then there are three ways
to obtain a direct predecessor v of u:

ey
or
here [v] = il = 1, 150)] = [0
(2a)
N n n+1 o v n n+1 o

here [v| = |u| =1, [6(v)| = [§(w)I;
(2b) Fori =1,...,n—1,

- - N - -
(n—=1) (n+1) (n—1) (n+1)
here  [v] = |u| =2, [6()] = [§(w)| + 1.
Each one of these transformations decreases || + |5 by 1. [

Lemma 3.5. Let X be a point. Let v C u be an admissible partition. The flags Ve €
F, (E.) with v(V,) = v form a smooth fibration over Ig,, (Es). Moreover, if there are p
elements in the chain of admissible partitions from v to u with respect to the partial
order C, then the relative dimension of this fibration is strictly less than p.

Proof. By Gaussian elimination with respect to the reference flag E,, the flag 1,
is generated by some vectors {vy,...,vq} Withvg41—; € Ep,; \ Ep,—1 for pairwise
distinct integers n;. Since V; = (vy,...,vg4), one has {ng,...,n1} ={vg,...,v1}.
However, the order of the terms may differ. This allows us to define a map

(Vo € Fu(Es) : v(Va) = v} — Fy(E.),

given by
Vo > We = (Vd N Evd+1_i)i=l,...,d'
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The fiber of this map over a flag W, is then given by a tower of projectivized bundles
PWe,/Sa-1) = - = P(Wi,/S1) = P(Wy,) — {We},

where we denote by S;/S;_; the tautological subbundle at step i, and where for
Jj =1,...,d, the integer k; is the largest i for which vg11_; < jt44+1—;. Note that
kj = j,since v € . The relative dimension of the fibration is

(ky = 1)+ + (kg — d).

If v = u, this quantity is of course 0. As in the proof of the Lemma 3.4, the
partition v being fixed, let us consider the three ways to get an immediate predecessor
of an admissible partition u (we keep the numerotation of Lemma 3.4).

(1) The integers k; will be unchanged unless the black dot on the left hand side is a
part of v, in which case one of the integers k; decreases by 1.

(2a) The integers k; will be unchanged unless n + 1 is a part of v, in which case one
of the integers k; decreases by 1.

(2b) The integers k; will be unchanged unless (n + 1 —i) or (n + 1 + i) is a part
of v, in which case one or two of the integers k; decreases by 1.

In particular, if w is a direct successor of v, then the quantity (k1 — 1) +---+ (kg — d)
does not change when passing from p to v. Therefore, if there are no occurrences of
step (2b), where it decreases by 2, the result is proven.

Assume now that in the chain from u to v, there are occurrences of step (2b), where
both (n + 1+ i) and (n + 1 — i) are parts of v. Notice that by admissibility of the
partition v, in that case neither (n — i) nor (n + i) is a part of v. Consider the next steps
in the remaining chain to v involving (n —i) and (n + i). Since (n —i) + (n + i) <
2n + 2 the parts are not symmetric with respect to (n + 1), and there should be two
separate steps.

Consider one of these steps, form =n +1i:

o Either it is a step of type (1), (2a), or (2b), where the quantity (k; —1) 4+ --- +
(kg — d) does not vary;

e Oritis a step of type (2b), where 2n + 2 —m) € v.

In the latter case, by admissibility, the part (m — 1) in the output is again not a part
of the partition v. One can look further in the remaining chain to v withm = m — 1.
Since there cannot be an infinite sequence of steps where one obtains parts that are not
in v, at some point the first case will eventually occur.

Now, one can separate (n 4+ i) and (n — i) in the reasoning, because step (2b) can
involve only parts m’ and m” such that m’ + m” = 2n + 2, whereas in our case, all
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parts at stake satisfy m’ + m” < (n —i) + (n + i). In the end one gets £ + 3 steps
where the quantity (k; — 1) 4+ --- + (kg — d) increases by £ + 2.

Furthermore, our proof never involved another step (2b), where both parts are
parts of v. So one can apply the reasoning to all such steps separately. This analysis
yields that in a chain of length p from u to v, the quantity (k; — 1) +--- + (kg — d)
decreases by strictly less than p. u

4. Gysin formulas

To sum up the construction in the proof of Theorem 3.3, for a strict partition u C p,
we get a sequence of Kempf—Laksov flag bundles

F(Ml,u-,ud)(E') - F(Mza-n,ud)(E') o F(Md—laﬂd)(E°) - F(Md)(E°) - X,

induced by forgetful maps, which is the same as the chain of zero-loci in projective
bundles:

Zg —————— Zgq ~————————- yZy —— 71 — X

-1
(4]) Ld[ pd Ldl[ //,’// Lz[ /L] /

P(5_ Euy/Ui-1) P L Eu,/Ui—s) PWEu, ,/U) P(Eu)

where fori = 1,...,d, the subvariety Z; := {{ C (U;_1)“} is the zero-locus of a
regular section of the vector bundle

L® Ui/Ui-1)" ® Ui-1/Us,,,_;)".

In the spirit of [2, 3], we shall deduce a Gysin formula for #,,: F;,(Es) — X from this
description.

We fix an integer d and we denote by U  the universal subbundle on G (E), as well
as its pullback to F®(1, ..., d)(E) by the natural forgetful map F*(1,...,d)(E) —
G%(E). We still denote bu U the restrictions of these respective bundles to Schubert
bundles in G§ (E) or to Kempf-Laksov bundles in F*(1, ..., d)(E). For a symmetric
polynomial f in d variables, we write f(U) for the specialization of f with Chern
roots of U"Y.

For a Laurent polynomial P in d variables 1, ..., s, and a monomial m, we
denote by [m](P) the coefficient of m in the expansion of P. Clearly, for any second
monomial m’, one has [mm']|(Pm’) = [m](P).
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Theorem 4.2 (Gysin formula). For a strict partition u < p and ¥,: F,,(Es) = X,
one has
d

s @) = | T (e

J=1

< [] -1 [ (a@+u+1) ] Sl/t_,-(EMj))'

1<i<j<d 1<i<j<d 1<j<d
witu;>2n+1

Proof. We will prove this formula by induction on d. With the notation of (4.1), for
i=1,...,d,let
& = c1((Ugs1-i/Ua=i)") € A(Zg41-1).

Then (the pullbacks of) &1, ..., &; form a set of Chern roots for UY on Z; ~ F,(E.,).

We want to compute ()« f(§1,...,§z). If d = 1, this is the Gysin formula
along projective bundles of lines (see [2]). Assume that the formula holds for d — 1.
Since Zg—1 == Fju,,...,u, (Ee), we know the Gysin formula A*(Z,_;) — A®(X), itis
thus sufficient to study the Gysin map A*(Z;) — A*(Z4—1). Considering (4.1), we
decompose this map as

. (ta)= ° (Pa)« °
ANZg) =55 AP(_ Eyy /Ug—y) —> A*(Zg_y).

The Gysin formula for (p;)« is the formula for projective bundles of lines. It remains
to study the Gysin formula for (7).
Recall that the zero-locus Z; is cut out by a regular section of the vector bundle

L® Uz/Uz—1)" @ (Ug—1/Us,)".

By [6, Proposition 14.1], the map (tg)«(t4)* is given by the cup-product with the top
Chern class

Cop(L ® (Ua/Ug-1)" ® (Uag—1/Us))")
= [] (@ +&+§)= [T (a@+&+8).

1<j<d—6; J>Lipg+up;>2n+1

Composing the Gysin formulas for (ps)« (see [2]) and (t4)« (and using the projec-
tion formula), we get

(P)+ ) (fErbnr. . E0)) = [rf‘“d](f(zl,sz, kD)

X 1_[ (cr(L) + 11 + &)s1/1 (Em/Ud—l))-

Jj>Liu+u;>2n+1
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Now
s1/t(Epy /Ua—1) = s1/6,(Epy)erye (Ua-1)

=51 (Ep) [T =&/00) = sy (Eu) [ ]

1<j 1<j

(11 )'

Thus (multiplying the extracted monomial and the polynomial by l{i 1y
(Pa)+ ()« (f (1. 620 E2)) = [11" ](f(tl, §2,....8a)

« ] -8 I (cl(L)+z1+s,~)s1m(Em>).

1<j<d 1<j<d
w1tu;>2n+1
Composing the map A*(Z4_1) — A®*(X) known by induction with this expression
for A*(Z4) — A*(Z;-1), one gets the stated formula for A*(Z;) — A*(X). ]

Note that the formula and its proof also hold for general polynomials f(&1,...,&4),
without symmetry.

As a corollary, one gets the following pushforward formula, that was announced
in [4].

Theorem 4.3. For a partition . € 2n — d)%, and wy: 2, — X, let y be the com-
plementary partition of A in p, then

d
s @) = [ TTo ™| (01

j=1
< [] @w-1 ] (a@+u+y) [] Sl/tj(Euj))-
1si<j<d 1si<j<d 1<j<d

Wi+u;>2n+1

5. Orthogonal case

The arguments are easily adapted to the orthogonal setting, replacing the projective
bundles by quadric bundles of isotropic lines and modifying mutadis mutandis.
In this case, we get a sequence of Kempf-Laksov flag bundles

Fluysna)(Ee) = Fuy,..ng)(Ee) = - = Fuuy gy (Ee) = Fuy(Ee) > X,
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induced by forgetful maps, which is the same as the chain of zero-loci in quadric
bundles:

Zg —————5 Zg_y ————mmmmm y Zy —— 71 — X

-1
Pa e
td[ Ld—l[ e Lz[ /L1 /

Qi _1En /Ua—1) Qy_,Eu,/Ui—2) QUEL,_/U) Q(Eu,)
where fori = 1,...,d, the subvariety Z; := {{ C (U;_1)®} is the zero-locus of a
regular section of the vector bundle
L® (Ui/Ui—l)v ® (Ui—l/U8d+1_i)V'

For the sake of completeness we state the general Gysin formula for Kempf-Laksov

bundles ¥, in the orthogonal setting. Notice the change “i < j” in the part of the
formula related to isotropy; the contribution i = j appears when passing from the
projective bundle of lines to the quadric bundle of isotropic lines. It reflects the fact
that a line is not always isotropic: recall that the quadric bundle of isotropic lines is cut
out in the projective bundle of lines by a section of the line bundle

L® (Ui/Ui—1)" ® Ui/ Ui—1)".

Theorem 5.1. For a partition . € 2n — d)%, and wy: 2, — X, let u be the com-
plementary partition of A in p, then

d
s @) = [ TTo7 | (010
j=1

< [] -1 ] (@+u+4) [] sl/tj(EMj))'

1<i<j<d 1<i<j<d 1<j<d
witu;>2n+1

Note that, if the rank is 2n and d = n, we consider both of the two isomorphic
connected components of the flag bundle. Thus, if one is interested in only one of the
two components, the result should be divided by 2.
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