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THE EXCEDANCE QUOTIENT OF THE BRUHAT ORDER,
QUASISYMMETRIC VARIETIES AND TEMPERLEY-LIEB ALGEBRAS

NANTEL BERGERON AND LUCAS GAGNON

ABSTRACT. Let R, = Q[z1, 22, ...,2,] be the ring of polynomial in n variables and consider
the ideal (QSym.}) € R,, generated by quasisymmetric polynomials without constant term.
It was shown by J. C. Aval, F. Bergeron and N. Bergeron that dim (R, /{QSym; )) = C,, the
nth Catalan number. In the present work, we explain this phenomenon by defining a set of
permutations QSV,, with the following properties: first, QSV,, is a basis of the Temperley—
Lieb algebra TL,(2), and second, when considering QSV, as a collection of points in Q"
the top-degree homogeneous component of the vanishing ideal I(QSV,,) is (QSym,: ).

Our construction has a few byproducts which are independently noteworthy. We define
an equivalence relation ~ on the symmetric group S, using weak excedances and show that
its equivalence classes are naturally indexed by noncrossing partitions. Each equivalence
class is an interval in the Bruhat order between an element of QSV,, and a 321-avoiding
permutation. Furthermore, the Bruhat order induces a well-defined order on S, / ~. Finally,
we show that any section of the quotient S, /~ gives an (often novel) basis for TL,(2).

1. INTRODUCTION

Quasisymmetric functions originate in the work of Stanley [22], where they appear as enu-
meration series for P-partitions. Later, Gessel [10] gave a more algebraic treatment of the
ring QSym spanned by all quasisymmetric functions, establishing a beautiful analogy with
the classical ring of symmetric functions Sym. The importance of QSym has continued to
increase: [1] established QSym as a universal setting for enumerative combinatorial invari-
ants, and in recent years quasisymmetric functions have been at the center of a number of
research programs (many examples can be found in [12] 18] [19] and references therein).

There is also a striking similarity between quasisymmetric functions and the invariant
theory of finite reflections groups. Chevalley’s theorem states that each finite reflection group
W acts naturally on a polynomial ring R, and the quotient of R by the ideal (RY ) generated
by positive degree invariants is isomorphic to the regular module of W; see [I4, Chapter 3].
Similarly, the quasisymmetric polynomials QSym,, in R,, = Q[z1,...,x,] are the invariants
of an action of Temperley—Lieb algebra TL,(2) on R, introduced by Hivert [13]. Writing
(QSym,") for ideal generated by the positive degree quasisymmetric polynomials, [2, [3] show
that the dimension of the coinvariant space R,/{(QSym}) and TL,(2) agree: both are the
nth Catalan number C),. Since TL,(2) shares many nice properties with reflection groups,
one might expect a Chevalley-type theorem from this coincidence, but there is no obvious
TL,(2)-action on R,/{QSym, ): Hivert’s action is not multiplicative and (QSym.’) is not a
TL,,(2)-submodule.
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Motivated by the discussion above, we revisit two modules which afford the left regular
representation of the symmetric group S,,:

(1) the quotient Rn/<Sym:;> of the polynomial ring R, = Q[z1,...,z,] by the ideal
generated by positive-degree symmetric polynomials Sym;, and

(2) the coordinate ring R, /I(S,) for the vertices of the regular permutohedron in Q",
which are the points (o4, ...,0,) for each o € S,,.

Module (1) is a famous case of Chevalley’s theorem: the S,-invariants of R, are the sym-
metric polynomials, and R, / (Sym;") is the S,, coinvariant ring. On the other hand, module
(2) comes from the left multiplicative action of S,, on the permutahedron realized on the
coordinate ring R,,/I(S,,) where I(.S,,) is the vanishing ideal. However, as seen in the work of
Garsia and Procesi [9] and reference therein, a careful inspection reveals that these modules
determine one another! Consider the ideal

L= (o) — F(L ) | feSymdy S X(S,).

For each f € R, let h(f) denote the top-degree homogeneous component of f, and for any
ideal I in R, write gr(I) = <h(f) | f € I). Then gr(l,) 2 (Sym. ), and Grobner basis theory
gives a linear isomorphism R, / gr(l,) = R, / I,,; see Section [6.2. We therefore have

|S,| = dim (R, /(Sym;})) = dim (R, /gr(I,)) = dim (R, /I,) = dim(R,,/1(S,)) = S|,

so that I, = I(S,) and gr(I,) = (Sym;), and R,/{(Sym}) = R, /I(S,) as vector spaces.
This isomorphism respects the S,-action on each quotient: both I(.S,) and {Sym;" ) are fixed
spaces for the standard S,-action on R,, and this action coindices with the action on points
for R, /I(S,). Thus, we have an S,-module isomorphism R, /(Sym;) =~ R, /I(S,), though
the left hand side has a natural grading and the right hand side does not.

In the present paper, we attempt to apply some of the ideas presented to quasisymmetric
functions and Temperley-Lieb algebras. It is known that (Sym ) = (QSym}), and that there
is a surjective algebra homomorphism ¢ : CS,, — TL,(2). Guided by these relationships, we
search for a subset QSV,, < S,, € Q" which satisfies:

(i) [QSV,| = Ch,
(ii) the image ¢(QSV,,) is a basis of TL,(2), and
(iii) considering the vanishing ideal I(QSV,,), we have gr(I(QSV,)) = (QSym,).

Assuming such a set exists, one can define an action of TL,(2) on the space R, /(QSym,)
using Grobner basis theory and the multiplication constants for the basis obtained from
QSV,,. However, QSV,, is not readily found: it took several years of computer exploration
to find a list of candidates for small values of n. We have now found it, along with a number
of remarkable properties that should be of interest to the wider community.

The set QSV,, < S, is defined in Section [3l After our initial discovery, we noticed that the
cycle structures of these permutations determine a noncrossing partition, tying them to a
more general story about noncrossing partitions and the symmetric group [5] (see also [20]).
For example, writing (), to denote the element of QSV, indexed by the partition A,

A=, 23/_/4\>7 corresponds to Q> = (1)(72)(653)(4).

Through this connection, [I1] and [24] have studied bases of general Temperley—Lieb algebras
which specialize to ¢(QSV,,) for TL,(2), so only condition (iii) remains.
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Our initial attempts to prove condition (ii) led us to an exciting discovery about how QSV ,
sits in .S,,. In Section 4l we define an equivalence relation ~ on .S,, using the weak excedance
set of a permutation and its inverse. We call the equivalence classes of S, / ~ excedance
classes, and show that each noncrossing partition A bijectively determines an excedance
class Cy. Surprisingly, the Bruhat order induces a well-defined quotient order on excedance
classes. In the following, < denotes the order on noncrossing partitions which is dual to
Young’s lattice, described further in Section Bl

Theorem Writing < for the relation on excedance classes Sy, / ~ induced by the Bruhat
order, Cx < C,, if and only if X < p.

A similar result is given by [1I] for the set QSV,, as a sub-poset of the Bruhat order (see
Section B.]), which simplifies our proof of Theorem This leads to a kind of duality
between these sub- and quotient orders of the Bruhat poset.

Corollary 4.3l Fach excedance class Cy is an interval in the Bruhat order, with upper bound
Qx € QSV,, and lower bound given by a 321-avoiding permutation

The combinatorics of excedance classes are very rich, and there is much left to explore.

In Section B we use excedance classes of S, to explore bases of TL,(2). Using results
of [11] and [24], our Theorem .1l restates the fact that QSV,, satisfies condition (ii) above.
However, we also prove more general (and novel) theorem about bases of TL,(2) coming
from the surjection ¢ : CS,, — TL,(2).

Theorem 5.3l Let n = 0 and for each noncrossing partition \ of size n, fiz an element
wy € Cx. Then the set {p(wy) | noncrossing partitions A} is a basis of TL,(2).

Finally, in Section [6.1 we show that the set QSV,, satisfies condition (iii) above. The space
of positive-degree quasisymmetric polynomials QSym,, has a homogeneous basis of monomial
quasisymmetric functions M, indexed by the compositions «a E d of a positive integer d >
0 with length ¢(a) < m. For each such composition «, we construct a nonhomogeneous
polynomial P, € R,, for which h(P,) = M, and show the following.

Theorem [6.3l. The ideal (P, | « = d with d > 0 and (o)) < n) S R, is the vanishing ideal
I(QSV,,) and

(QSym;) = gr(L(QSV,)).
From this, we obtain a linear isomorphism
Rn/I(QSVn) ~ Rn/<QSym:>.

Future work will explore the module structure on R, /(QSym, ) implicit in this result.

1.1. Acknowledgement. We thank the participants of the Algebraic Combinatorics work-
ing seminar at the Fields Institute: K. Chan, F. Gélinas, A. Lao, A. A. Lazzeroni, C. Mc-
Connell, Y. Solomon, F. Soltani, N. Wallace and M. Zabrocki. We are also grateful to
R. Gonzélez D’Léon for his inspiring discussions.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section we will recall some definitions and preliminary results about noncrossing

partitions (Section [2.1]) and partial orders on the symmetric group (Section 2.2)).
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2.1. Noncrossing partitions. Let n be a nonnegative integer. A noncrossing partition of
size n is a diagram A consisting of:

(1) the positive integers 1,...,n, placed from left to right along a horizontal axis; and
(2) a set of left-to-right arcs ¢~ i = (i,7), ¢ < j drawn above the axis with no inter-

sections or coterminal points: A contains no pair i~ “k, i~ 1 withi<j <k <.
For example,

(2.1) A=, m

2 3 4 5 6 7

is a noncrossing partition of size 7 containing three arcs: 2~ 7, 37 "5, and 57 6.
Considering a noncrossing partition A as an (undirected) graph, the connected components

of A give a partition of the set [n] = {1,...,n}, which is the origin of the term. For

example, the noncrossing partition shown in Equation (2.1]) corresponds to the set partition

{{1}.{2,7},{3,5.6}, {4}}. Let
NCP,, = {noncrossing partitions of size n}.

The number of noncrossing partitions of size n is the nth Catalan number, C,, = —- (2”) [23]

n+l\n
Exercise 6.19 pp].
Given an arc i~ j € A, say that 7 is the left endpoint and j is the right endpoint, and let

AT = {ie[n]|iis aleft endpoint in \}

and

A~ = {i€[n]|iis aright endpoint in \}.
For example, with the noncrossing partition A in ([2.I), A = {2,3,5} and A\~ = {5,6,7}.
The arcs in A give a bijection between the sets A\ and A™, so that

AT = AT,
The following lemma is classic in the literature about non-crossing partitions (for example,

see [23]). As it plays an important role in our main construction, we have included a proof
for the sake of exposition.

Lemma 2.2. Each noncrossing partition A of size n is uniquely determined by the sets \*
and A\~. Moreover, given two subsets L and R of [n] with equal size, the inequalities

[k — 1] n L| = [[k] n R forallk =1
hold if and only if we have L = \T and R = A\~ for some noncrossing partition X of size n.

Proof. Given L and R, draw the elements of [n] along the horizontal axis, increasing from
left to right, and draw a half-arc starting at each vertex in L and and half-arc ending at each
vertex in R. For example, with n =8, L = {2,4,7}, and R = {5, 6, 8}, the resulting diagram
is

x ¥ X, % ERN

o
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

These half-arcs determine a unique noncrossing partition, which can be obtained by recur-
sively connecting pairs of half-edges which have no incomplete edges between them. This
is essentially the same process as matching open and closed parenthesis, the only difference
being that our half-edges sit in prescribed positions. The assumed condition on the sets L

and R ensures that each ending half-arc in R will have a starting half arc to match with. The
4



noncrossing condition follows from our choice of connections: a crossing would imply some
connection was made between half-edges with an incomplete edge between them. Continuing
the preceding example, this algorithm successively gives the diagrams

> 4 —~a X2 —~ and then /_/—\ —~e .

[ ] [ ] ) ®
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

For the converse, if L = A™ and R = A\~ for a nonnesting partition A, the given inequalities
must hold: the left endpoint of each arc must be strictly less than the right endpoint. [

2.2. Permutations and the Bruhat order. Let S,, denote the group of permutations of
[n]. We represent elements of 5, either by using the standard one- and two-line notations
or as a product of cycles. We also write ¢ for the length function, so that for w € S, {(w)
is the number of inversions of w:
l(w) ={(i,j) |1 <i<j<nand w, > w,;}|
The Bruhat order on S, is the partial order generated by the relation
v<w if and only if ~ wwv ™! is a transposition (i j) and £(v) < £(w).

This order is ubiquitous in the study of \S,, and related objects (for examples, see the book [6]).
It is difficult to study the Bruhat order using only the generating relations above, so we will
use the so-called tableau criterion to determine its other relations. For w € S, and 1 < k < n,

let Tx(w) be the increasing re-arrangement of the set {wy, ws,...,wy}, and let T (w) be the
array with rows 7, (w), Tn—1(w), and on to T;(w). For example, 74(52314) = 1235, and
1 2 3 45 123 45
1 2 35 1 2 3 4
T(52314) = 2 3 5 and  T(41235)= 1 2 4
2 5 1 4
b} 4

Proposition 2.3 ([6, Theorem 2.6.3]). For v,w € S,, we have v < w if and only if each
entry of T (v) is less than or equal to to corresponding entry of T (w).

For example, by considering the diagrams 7 (52314) and 7 (41235) shown above, the
tableau criterion allows us to deduce that 52314 < 41235.

3. THE SET QSV,,

In this section we define the set QSV,, < S,, and establish its elementary properties. Our
treatment is essentially the standard on in the literature on noncrossing partitions and is
originally due to [5]. In Section Bl we turn to the restriction of the Bruhat order to QSV,,
and recall the combinatorial description of this order from [L1].

Let A be a noncrossing partition of size n and recall the sets AT and A\~ from Section 2.1
Define a permutation Q) € S,, by

Or(j) = i ifjeX and i7 5 e\
M= k if 7 ¢ A7 and k is the largest element connected to ¢ in A

Thus, @) sends each j € [n] to its leftward neighbor in A, if such a neighbor exists, and

otherwise sends j to the rightmost element of its connected component.
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Let
QSV, ={Q\ | » e NCP,}.

For example, the elements of QSV are:

Q .—. =321, Q ~~ =312, Q . . =213,
123 123 1923
Q. .~ =132, and @, 6 =123
123 12 3
Lemma 3.1. Let A be a noncrossing partition of size n with connected components Cy, . .., Cy,

and for 1 <r < s enumerate C,. in increasing order as {¢,1 < ¢;o < -+ < cpjc,}. We then
have the disjoint cycle decomposition

s

Q)\ = H(CT’,\C’T\ o Cr,2cr,1>-

r=1
Proof. The statement follows from the definition of @y above: [n] =A™ = {¢,1 | 1 <7 < s},
so that Qx(¢,1) = ¢, for each r, and for 1 < i < |C,|, we have c.; = ¢,i—1. O

For example, when A has a single connected component, @), is a single cycle: with
A= 1793y s T we have Q@ = (7654321) = 7123456.

Considering the noncrossing partition shown in Equation (Z1I) gives a more complicated
example: with

A=, N we have Q) = (1)(72)(653)(4) = 1764352.

2 3 4 5 6 7

Remark 3.2. Given any n-cycle ¢ € S, [5] gives a bijection between NCP,, and the interval
between the identity and c in the absolute order on 5,,. Our construction of QSV,, realizes
this bijection for the n-cycle ¢ = (n---21).

3.1. The Bruhat order on QSV,. The Bruhat order on .S,, described in Section re-
stricts to a partial order on the set QSV,. This order turns out to be very natural, as is
described in the paper [I1], and in this section we recall the description for use in later
sections.

Define a partial order < on the set NCP,, of noncrossing partitions as the extension of the
covering relation: A is covered by p if and only if A is obtained from g in one of the following
ways:

(1) removing an arc of the form ~ “i+1 from p, or
(2) replacing any arc i~ "k in g with two arcs i~ i and ;7 "k for some i < j < k
which do not intersect or share a left or right endpoint with any other arc in p.

It is difficult to describe the non-covering relations of < on NCP,,—and of the Bruhat order
on QSV,—in a direct and intuitive manner. Instead, these relations are best understood
through an intermediary object. A ballot sequence of length 2n is a sequence b € {£1}*" for
which each partial sum of b is nonnegative and the final sum is 0. A well-known bijection
between noncrossing partitions is used in [11, Section 5.1]: for A € NCP,, define a ballot
sequence b* = (b}, b3, ..., by ) by

1 ifhe A 1 ifke)t
B d b=
Z-1 {—1 ifrex 0 2 {—1 if k¢ At
6



321 172 s 111 — ——

312 1772773 11-1——
213 132 1772 3 1 2773 11— -1— 1—11——
123 1 2 3 1—1—1—

FI1GURE 1. The Hasse diagrams of: QSV, with the Bruhat order; NCP3 with
<; and ballot sequences (for which each —1 is represented as —) with the
term-wise order on partial sums.

foreach 1 <k < n.

Proposition 3.3 ([11, Theorem 1.1 and Corollary 7.5]). Let A\ and p be noncrossing parti-
tions of size n. The following are equivalent:

(1) A< p,
(2) Qx < Q, in the Bruhat order, and
(3) for all1 <k <2n, S by < 305 be.

For n = 3 the (isomorphic) orders on QSV,,, NCP,,, and ballot sequences of length 2n are
shown in Figure [l

The final result of the section is an easy consequence of the results of [I1], but is not stated
explicitly in this source. For the sake of completeness, a proof is included.

Corollary 3.4. Let A and p be noncrossing partitions of size n. Then A < p if and only if
A alk=1] = A n[k]] < |t Alk=1]|— | n[K]|
and
AT Ak =[N Akl < [pf (k]| = | A [F])]
foralll <k <n.

Proof. By Proposition [3.3], it is sufficient to show that for all 1 < k < n,

2%k—1 2%

DMur = 1420 A k—1][=2A k] and > b} = 2AT A k]| —2]A" A [K]|-
i=1 =1

This will be established inductively: for k = 1 the equations can be verified directly, and for
k > 1, we consider the differences between the k — 1st expression and the kth:

(1 +2AT ATk — 1] = 2]A n [k]\) - (QW ATk 1]+ 2\ A k- 1]\) —1-2]\ (k)

which is b, |, and
(2 A ] =22 A TRl = (1420 A [k = 1]+ 20 A [K]]) = 2% o fk}] - 1,

which is b3 . O
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Remark 3.5. We make several additional remarks about Proposition B.3] below.

(1) The results of [I1] describe the Bruhat order of the set {woww, ' | w € QSV, } rather
than QSV,,, where wy € S,, denotes the Bruhat-maximal element wy € S,,. In the
terminology of Remark [3.2] these are the non-crossing partitions associated with the
cycle (12...n) instead of (n...21), but conjugation by wy is an automorphism of the
Bruhat order so the results are equivalent. Many of our results have counterparts
under this bijection, and we revisit this equivalence throughout the paper.

(2) The results of [IT] use Dyck paths rather than ballot sequences for item 3. in Pro-
postition 3.3l One can translate between the two by interchanging each 1 in a ballot
sequence with an up step in a Dyck path, and likewise each —1 with a down step.

(3) Another realization of the order in item 3. of Propostition B.3] can be found in the
dual of the interval between the empty diagram and the staircase in Young’s lattice.
This follows from the straightforward order isomorphism between Dyck paths and
the aforementioned dual interval [23, Solution 6.19 vv].

4. THE EXCEDANCE QUOTIENT OF THE BRUHAT ORDER

In this section we describe a novel equivalence relation ~ on S,, and show that it induces
a quotient of the Bruhat order. This equivalence relation is defined in a simple way using
the weak excedances of a permutation. We have discovered a number of nice properties of
the equivalence classes in S, / ~, which we summarize after our initial definition.

Given a permutation w € S,, a weak excedance of w is a pair (i,w;) for which i < w;.
Disaggregating, we define the excedance values E,q(w) and excedance positions Epys(w) to
be the sets

Epu(w) = {w; | (i,w;) is a weak excedance of w}, and

Eos(w) = {i| (i,w;) is a weak excedance of w}.

Weak excedances and the sets E,,(w) and E,.s(w) are most easily seen using two-line
notation for permutations. For example, marking the non-excedances of a permutation in
red,
12345678
w = 35142658, E,os(w) ={1,2,4,6,8}, and E,u(w) ={3,4,5,6,8}.
We define the ezcedance relation ~ on S,, by:
(4.1) v~ w if and only if  Eu(v) = Eyu(w) and Epps(v) = Epes(w),

and say that each equivalence class of S, / ~ is an excedance class.
We now summarize the main results of the section. Each noncrossing partition \ of size
n determines an excedance class: recall the sets AT and A~ defined in Section 2.1l and let

Cr={weS, | Eu(w)=[n] — A" and E,s(w) = [n] — A"}

In Section .1, we show that this construction is bijective, so that the excedance classes are
counted by the Catalan numbers. For example, the five excedance classes of S3 are:

123 123 123 123
123 123 123
123 123
C. .~ =1{132}, and C. .. ={123}
123 123
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The Bruhat order induces a relation on S,,/~, and in Section [£.3] we show that this relation
is a partial order by way of the following result. Recall the order < from Section B.1l

Theorem 4.2. Writing < for the relation on excedance classes Sn/~ induced by the Bruhat
order, Cy < C,, if and only if A < .

Two key intermediate results in the proof of Theorem appear in Section we
show that each excedance class C, contains unique Bruhat-minimal and Bruhat-maximal
elements, and moreover that these are respectively a 321-avoiding permutation and the
element Q) € QSV,,. Combined with Theorem [£.2] this implies the following corollary.

Corollary 4.3. Each excedance class Cy is an interval in the Bruhat order, with upper bound
Q» € QSV,, and lower bound given by a 321-avoiding permutation

Remark 4.4. Two alternative notions of “excedance classes” are worth mentioning.

(1) Our definition of excedance class is one of two obvious choices: one can instead
consider the equivalence classes determined by sets E,,(w) and E;  (w) of values
1 and positions w; for which ¢ < w;, known as strict excedances. This choice is
equally viable and would lead to results equivalent to the ones presented here. This
equivalence is directly related to the automorphism described in Remark (1).

(2) The excedance relation refines an equivalence relation defined in [§], for which permu-
tations are related if they share the same excedance position set. The authors of [§]
prove several enumerative and statistical results about their “excedance classes,” and

it is worth considering how these results extend to our notion of excedance class.

4.1. Excedance classes and noncrossing partitions. This section will establish some
basic results which relate excedance classes to noncrossing partitions.

Proposition 4.5. Forn > 0, the map

NCP,, — S,/~
A o— G

s a bijection.

Proof. We will first show that every excedance class has the form C, for some A € NCP,,. By
Lemma [2.2] this is equivalent to showing that for any w € S,,, the following criterion holds:

{iclk—1]1i¢ B(w)}| = [{j€ k1] ¢ Bps(w)}| forall 1<k <n,

We will establish the above inequality directly. Fix 1 < k < n and suppose that j € [k] is
not an excedance position, so that that w; < j. By assumption, w; < k and w; is not an
excedance value. Thus,

{ilielk—1]andi¢ Eu(w)} 2 {w;|je[k] and j ¢ Eps(w)},

giving the claim. Now, we must show that each C, is nonempty. This is established by
Lemma below, which completes the proof. O

Lemma 4.6. Let A be a noncrossing partition of size n. Then QQy € Cy, so that
Euu(Qy) = [n] = A" and ELos(Q)) = [n] — A

Proof. By definition, @,(j) < j if and only if the arc Q.\())” ~j appears in A, in which case

je A and Q\(j) € AT; this establishes the claim. O
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The final result relates certain properties of the elements of Cy to the partial sums of the
ballot sequence b* defined in Section 3.1, by way of Corollary B.4l This will be key to a
number of arguments in subsequent sections.

Lemma 4.7. Let A\ be a noncrossing partition of size n = 0 and take w € Cy. For all
1<k <n,

{wi |n=i>kandw, <k} = | AT n[k—1]| = |~ n[K]|
and
{w; |1 <i<kandw; >k} = | A" k]| = A" [£]).

Proof. To show the first equation, note that by definition
ATk =10 = A A k] = |{wie k=111 wi¢ Buaw)}] = [{i€ [K] |7 ¢ Ep(w)}

The permutation w gives a bijection between the i € [k] with i ¢ E,.s(w) and the w; € [k—1]
with both w; ¢ E,u(w) and ¢ € [k]. Therefore, the right hand side above counts the
w; € [k — 1] for which w; ¢ E,(w) and i ¢ [k], which is exactly {w; | n =i > k and w; < k}.

The second equation follows from a similar but somewhat more complicated argument.
We begin by manipulating the right side into a more suitable form:

A Akl =tk = (k= A alkl]) - (k |A+ A [k]])
= ‘EpOS(w) M [k” - ‘Eval N [k ‘

For each w; € Eyq(w) n [k] we have i < w;, and therefore i € Epos(w) A [k]. Thus, w™?
gives a bijection between E,, (w) n [k] and the subset of i € E,,s(w) N [k] for which w; < k.
Therefore, the equation above counts the positions i € E,.s(w) N [k] for which w; ¢ [k]; this
set is equinumerous to {w; | 1 <1i < k and w; > k}. O

4.2. Minimal and maximal elements. This section will show that each excedance class
contains a unique Bruhat minimum and maximum. This is a key intermediate step to
showing that excedance classes are Bruhat intervals with a well-defined quotient order. We
will begin with the maximal elements, which are the elements of QSV,,, while the minimal
(321-avoiding) elements are discussed after the proof of Proposition .8 below.

Proposition 4.8. For all noncrossing partitions X, @y is the Bruhat maximum element of
Cy.

Proof. Lemma shows that @, € C,, so we only need to show that (), is an upper bound
for Cy; to this end, fix w € C,. Using the tableau criterion (Proposition 2.3)), it is sufficient
to show that each entry of 7Ty (w) is bounded above by the corresponding entry of 7;(Q)) for
each 1 <k <n.

The argument consists of two distinct parts, first conducting an element-by-element com-
parison of the entries of 7x(w) and 7x(Q,) which are strictly greater than &, and then doing
the same for the elements which are at most k. The validity of this approach relies on the
fact that these collections of entries have the same cardinality for w and @Qy: by Lemma [4.7],

‘{wz|1 k:andw,>k}‘—‘)\+ |—|)\ m[]\

:‘{Q)\ 1<i<kandw >k}
10



We begin with the first part. Enumerate the entries of 7x(w) and T (Q») which are greater
than k in increasing order as x1 < 29 < -+ < x, and ¢; < ¢u < ... < ¢, respectively. We
aim to show that z; < ¢; for each 1 < ¢ < r. Fixing one such i, Lemma [4.7] gives that

{we |1 <t <gq and wy > g}| = AT [q]] — A [g]]-

It is sufficient to show that the above expressions are equal to  — ¢, as this implies that each
of &1, xs,...,2; is not contained in the set {w; | 1 <t < ¢; and w; > ¢;}, and therefore that
T; < q;-

Let C denote the connected component of A containing the value ¢;. Since ¢; € Tr(Q»)
and ¢; > k, we have that t; = Q,'(¢;) < k < ¢;. From the definition of Qy, ¢ must be
the maximal element of C', and t; the minimal element. Combinatorially, the difference
AT A [¢]| = [\~ [g:]] counts the number of arcs in A with left endpoint in [¢;] and right
endpoint in [n] — [¢;], and as ¢; € E,q(w), this is the number of arcs in A which are above
q;- Every arc in A which lies above ¢; must have all elements of C' between its left and right
endpoints, so that the left endpoint of any such an arc is contained in [k] and the right
endpoint is greater than ¢;. Thus, each such arc belongs to the connected component of one
of the elements ¢;,1,...,q,, and there are precisely r — ¢ such connected components.

For the second part of the argument, we aim to show that each entry of 7;(w) which is
at most k is less than or equal to the analogous entry of 7x(Q,), and we establish this in
an indirect manner described below. Writing s = |AT n [k — 1]| — A\~ n [k]|, Lemma BT
states that there are exactly s elements of [k] which do not appear in Ty (w), and likewise for
Tr(@»). Respectively enumerate these elements in increasing order as y; < ys < - -+ < ys and
P < p2 < --- < ps. We will show that p; < y; for each 1 < i < s, as this implies the opposite
comparison for the remaining elements of [k] — {p1,pe,...,ps} and [k] — {y1,y2, ..., ys} as
desired.

Fixing 1 < i < s, Lemma [4.7 gives that

‘{wt|n t>kandwt<pl}}—‘>\+ pl—l‘—})\ mpl]‘

It is therefore sufficient to show that the above quantity is ¢ — 1, so that p; is bounded above
by each of y;,yii1,.-.,ys, and in particular p; < y;.

Combinatorially, the difference |A* n [p; — 1]| = |\~ N [p;]| counts the number of arcs in
A with a left endpoint [p; — 1] and a right endpoint in [n] — [p;], or equivalently, the arcs
above p; in A. Writing C' for the connected component containing p;, each such arc must
contain C' between its left and right endpoints, so the left endpoint is less that p; and the
right endpoint lies somewhere in [n] —[k]. Thus, each such arc must belong to the connected
component of one of py,ps,...,p;_1, and there are ¢ — 1 such connected components. O

We now turn to the minimal element of each excedance class. For a noncrossing partition
A of size n, enumerate the sets A*, A7, [n] — A, and [n] — A~ in increasing order as

T ={a; <ay < <asl, AT ={b <by<---<by},
[n] = A" ={1) <29 <+ <wp_s}, and [n] = A" ={y1 <y2 < < Yn_s}.
Let T € S,, be the permutation with

, a, ifie X and i =0b,
T\(i) = e .
x, ifi¢ A7 and i = y,.

11



Thus, the two-line notation for T can be obtained by placing the elements of A™ in increasing
left-to-right order below the elements of A~, and placing the elements of [n] — A* below the
elements of [n] — A~ in the same manner. For example, with n = 8 and

A= 1m5/€\7 8

we have At = {1,2,5}and A~ = {3,5,7}, [8] =T = {3,4,6,7,8}, and [8] -\~ = {1,2,4,6, 8},

and consequently
12345678
T\ = 34162758,

where non-excedances are marked in red, as at the beginning of Section [l

Proposition 4.9. For all noncrossing partitions A, T € Cx, and T is the Bruhat-minimum
element of Cy.

Proof. To see that T\ € C,, recall the elements a;, b;, z;, and y; defined above for A. For
1 < r < s, our enumeration of AT and A~ ensure that

arzmin{k|r>}[k]m)\+‘} and brzmin{k|r>}[k]m)\_‘}.

By Lemma 22 it is always the case that [k — 1] n A*| = |[k] n A7|, and so a, < b,. Thus
the pair (b, a,) = (b, Tx(b,)) is not a weak excedance of 7. A similar argument shows that
every pair (y,,x,), 1 <7 <n— s is a weak excedance of T\, so we conclude that

AN =[n]—Eu(T\) and A =[n]— Es(Th).

To see that T\ < w for all w € Cj, recall the tableau criterion (Proposition 2.3]). For
1 < k < n, the row T;(Ty) will consist of the |[k] n A~| smallest elements of E,,(w) along
with the k& — |[k] n A\™| smallest elements of [n] — E,q(w). For w, the row Tx(w) will also
consist of |[k] n A7| elements of E,,(w) and k — |[[k] n A7| elements of [n] — E,u(w), but
these elements need not be the smallest ones. Thus, by assumption of minimality, each entry
of Tx(T)) is bounded above by the corresponding entry of Ty (w). O

Finally, recall that a permutation w € S, is 321-avoiding if there do not exist indices
i < j < k for which w; > w; > wy. The number of 321-avoiding permutations is known
to be the nth Catalan number, so the following result establishes that each excedance class
contains a unique 321-avoiding permutation.

Proposition 4.10. For all noncrossing partitions A, the permutation Ty s 321-avoiding.

Proof. Let i,j,k € [n] and assume without loss of generality that i < j < k. Since any
element of [n] must be contained in either A* or its complement, we must have two elements
of {7, j, k} which belong to one of A* or [n] — A*. Since T) restricts to an order-preserving
bijection from A* to A7, and from [n] — A" to [n] — A, this implies that no 321-pattern can
exist in T}, completing the proof. U

4.3. Comparing excedance classes. In this section we give a proof of Theorem This
proof follows a final intermediate result; recall the order < on noncrossing partitions defined

in Section B.1I
Proposition 4.11. Let yu be a noncrossing partition of size n. Then

fwe S, [w<Qu=[]C

A<p
12



Proof. To begin, assume that A < p, so that by Proposition B.3] @y < @,. Proposition [A.§]
states that w < @), for any w € C), so by transitivity we have

fwe S, lw<Qu} 2| ]
A=<p
To see the opposite containment, suppose that w is a permutation with w < @, and let
A be the unique noncrossing partition for which w € Cy. By Corollary 3.4 the statement
A < p is equivalent to the inequalities
})\Jr N[k - 1]} — })F N [l{:]‘ < },u* N[k - 1]‘ —|um [l{:]‘
and
N A K] = A Akl < |pt k] = o [F]

for all 1 < k < n. We will establish this equivalent formulation of our claim using the
characterization of each side given in Lemma .7l From the assumption that w < @, the
tableau criterion (Proposition 2.3]) states that the tableau T (w) is entry-wise less than or
equal to 7(Q,). Thus, for each 1 < k < n,

{w;|1<i<kand w; >k} < [{Qu(i)|1<i<kandQu(i)> k}|,
since each entry of Ty (w) is bounded above by the corresponding entry of 7;(Q),,), and likewise

{w; |n=i>kand w; <k} < [{Qu(i)|n>=i>kand Qi) <k},

since each entry of 7,(Q,) is bounded below by the corresponding entry of 7i(w). This
completes the proof. O

We now prove Theorem Recall the elements T) defined in Section
Proof of Theorem[{.2. The relation < on excedance classes is defined by:
C\<C, if and only if v < w for some v € Cy and w € C,,.

As Lemma states that @) € C, for each noncrossing partition A, Proposition implies
that Cy < C, whenever A < . It is therefore sufficient to show the converse: C, < C, only
if A < p. To this end, suppose that v < w for some v € C and w € C,. By Proposition (8]
w < @, so the transitivity of the Bruhat order on S, implies that v < @Q,,. Proposition [A.11]
now implies that A < u, completing the proof. O

5. BASES FOR THE TEMPERLEY-LIEB ALGEBRA TL,(2)

The Temperley—Lieb algebra TL,(2) is the C-algebra generated by elements ey, ..., e, 1
subject to the following relations for each 1 <i,7 <n

el =2
e;e; =eje; if[i—j[>1
€:,€;€; = € if |Z —j| = 1.

There is a surjective algebra morphism from the symmetric group algebra CS,, to TL,(2)
given by
¢:CS, — TL,(2)
S; = 1-— €;.
In particular TL,(2) = S, /ker(¢).
It is well-known that the images of all 321-avoiding permutations under ¢ forms a basis
for TL,(2). Another basis, due to Zinno [24] can be obtained via the map ¢ using the
13



combinatorics of noncrossing partitions described in Remark B.2] This basis is precisely the
set {Pp(wowwy) | w € QSV, }. Since the kernel

ker(¢) = {(13) — (123) — (132) + (12) + (23) — €)

is invariant under the C-linear map w — wowwy (as in Remark [B.0), the following result is
an immediate consequence of [24, Theorem 2].

Theorem 5.1. For alln = 0, the set $(QSV,,) is a basis for TL,(2).

Remark 5.2. Theorem [5.1] also follows from the work of Gobet and Williams in [I1]: their
results imply a generalization of Zinno’s in which each Coxeter element of S,, determines a
basis of TL,(2) under ¢ (see also Remark 3.2). However, [I1] does not explicitly state this
result about bases, so the theorem is more easily deduced from Zinno’s earlier work.

5.1. More Bases for the Temperley—Lieb Algebra TL,(2). In our investigation of
excedance classes we found an application of their structure the problem of computing sets
of permutations which give bases of TL,(2) under ¢. We include it here with its proof as it
is a nice result of our current investigation.

Theorem 5.3. Let n > 0 and for each noncrossing partition X\ of size n, fix an element
wy € Cx. Then the set {p(w,) | noncrossing partitions A} is a basis of TL,(2).

A proof of Theorem [5.3]is given in Section (5.3l Here, we discuss its implications: taking
wy = @, in the theorem gives yet another proof of Theorem [B.I] confirming the results
of [I1] and [24] discussed above. In general, however, many bases obtained via Theorem [5.3]
are novel. The smallest novel example can be found with n = 4: the set

1234 1234 1234 1234 1234 1234 1234 1234 1234 1234 1234 1234 1234 1234
{4312, 4231, 4213, 3142, 1432, 4123, 3214, 3124, 2143, 1323, 2134, 1324, 1243, 1234}
meets the criteria of Theorem 5.3, and accordingly maps to a basis of TL,(2) under ¢. This
set is neither QSV, nor the set of 321-avoiding permutations (4312 ¢ QSV, and is not 321-
avoiding). Moreover, the set above is not described in [I1l 24]: each subset of S; in these
sources which is not QSV, contains more than one element from certain excedance classes
and none from others.

Remark 5.4. Like other results in this paper, Theorem [5.3] implies a similar statement in-
volving the alternate excedance classes in Remark 4] (1). This statement should give even
more bases of TL,(2), and is obtained by conjugating all permutations in the theorem by
wWo-

5.2. A presentation of the Temperley—Lieb algebra. In this section we describe the
Temperley—Lieb algebra TL,(2) as the quotient of the symmetric group algebra CS,, by the
kernel of the map ¢. To begin, recall that a 321-pattern in a permutation w € .S, is a triple
t < j < k for which w; > w; > wy. Given such a pattern, we can write

w = aw;bw,cwd,
where a, b, ¢, and d are (possibly empty) subwords of w in one-line notation. The quotient
CS,./ ker(¢) is then defined by the relations
(5.5) w = aw,;bw;cw;d + aw;bwicw;d — aw,;bwicw;d
— awibw;cw;d + aw,bw,cw,d (mod ker(¢))

for each 321-pattern in each permutation w € S,,.
14



Lemma 5.6. Let w € S,, be a permutation with a 321-pattern in positions i < j < k. Then
w > w' for each permutation w' in the set

{aw;bw;cwyd, aw;bw,cw;d, aw;bwicw,d, aw,bw;,cw;d, aw,bw;cw,;d}
The lemma is well known, but we sketch a proof for the sake of completeness.

Proof. We consider the case w' = aw;bw;cwyd, with all other cases following from a similar
argument. Direct computation shows that w(w’)™" = (w; w;), which is a transposition. It is
then straightforward to verify that every inversion of w’ is an inversion on w, and moreover
that w has at least one inversion that w’ does not: 7 < j and w; > w;. We therefore conclude
that ¢(w') < f(w), so that w' < w. O

5.3. Proof of Theorem [5.3l This section proves Theorem [5.3] which follows from the
triangularity established by the next result. Recall the 321-avoiding permutations T defined
in Section for each noncrossing partition A € NCP,,. Further note that the set of all 321-
avoiding permutations in .S, form a basis of TL,,(2) under ¢; this can be deduced (for example
from Equation (5.5) and Lemma 5.6l

Proposition 5.7. Let A be a noncrossing partition of size n. For each w € Cy, we have

w="T\+ Z a, T, (mod ker(¢))

B<A
Jor some coefficients a;] € 7.

A proof of Proposition 5.7 follows the next lemma.

Lemma 5.8. Suppose that w € S,, has a 321-pattern. Then w has a 321-pattern i < j < k
with i € Epos(w) and k & Epps(w). Moreover exactly one element of the set

{aw,;bw;cwd, aw;bwicw;d, aw;bwicw,d, awybw;cw;d, awybw;cw;d}
belongs to the same excedance class as w.

Proof. By assumption, w has a 321-pattern, which we will denote by iy < jo < ko. For the
first claim, we proceed in cases based on iy and ko. If ig € E,os(w), then either kg ¢ Epps(w),
in which case we have the desired 321-pattern, or kg € E,.s(w), in which case we have
ip < jo < ko < wy, < wj, < w;,. Proceeding with the assumption that kg € E,,s(w), the set
w([ky — 1]) does not contain g, jo, or kg, so there is at least one k > ko with wy, < ko,
and ig < jo < k is a 321-pattern for which iy € Epps(w) and k ¢ E,os(w). On the other hand,
if iy ¢ Epos(w) then wy, < wj, < wy, < ip < jo < ko, so that kg ¢ Ep,s(w). In this case
w([ip — 1]) does not contain wy,, w;,, or wg,, so there is at least one i < iy for which w; > 1o,
and i < jo < ko is a 321-pattern for which i € E,os(w) and ko ¢ Epos(w).

For the second claim, we write ¢ < j < k for the 321-pattern described in the first claim.
There are two cases, depending on whether j is an excedance position or not, and we will
only consider the first case, as the second follows from a similar argument. Assuming that
J € Epos(w), we first show that with v’ = aw;bw;cwd,

Epos(w') = Epps(w) and  Euu(w') = Eyu(w).
For all s € [n] — {i,7}, we have w] = w;, so the above statement reduces to i, j € Epys(w’)

and w;, w; € Eyy(w'); to see this, observe that i < j < w; < w;, and so w, = w; > ¢ and
wj = w; > j. To complete the proof, we verify that each element w” in the set

{aw;bwicw,d, aw;bwicw;d, aw,bw;cw,d, aw;bw;cw;d}
15



belongs to a difference excedance class than w: either & < wy, in which case E,, (w") #
Epps(w), or wy € {w;, w;} is a not excedance value for w”, in which case Eyq(w”) # Eyq(w).
O

Proof of Proposition[5.7]. We proceed by induction on the Bruhat order of S,,. If w is 321-
avoiding, then w = T}, and the claim clearly holds. If w is not 321-avoiding, we have T\ < w,
so we assume for the sake of induction that for each v < w the claim holds. As w has a
321-pattern, Equation (5.5), Lemma [5.6, and Lemma 5.8 allow us to express

w=uw + Z by (mod ker(¢)),

w" <w

w//¢c/\

where w’ < w is an element of C,, and each coefficient b, belongs to {1,0,—1}. We may
now apply the inductive hypothesis to the elements w’ and w” in the expression above; by
Proposition .11}, each w” in the sum above belongs to an excedance class C,, with ;1 < A, so

this gives
w=Th+ Y al'T, + Y, > (bwnTH + ] bw,,ag”Ty>

<A <A w’eCy, v<p

UJI

u/ € Z. Combining like terms, the proof is complete. 0J

. ’
for some coefficients a;; , a

6. THE QUASISYMMETRIC VARIETY

In this section we prove our final main result, Theorem The proof rests on a number of
intermediate technical results, which we summarize before stating the theorem below. The
complete details or each intermediate step are given in subsequent subsections.

As in the introduction, let QSym,, denote the quasisymmetric polynomials in R, =
Q[za, ..., z,] and write M, for the monomial quasisymmetric function indexed by the com-
position «. In Section [6.1], we define a family of non-homogeneous polynomials P, which are
also indexed by compositions and we show that

(6.1) P, = M, + lower degree terms.

For a permutation o € S,,, we write P, (o) for the evaluation of P, at x1 = 01, 3 = 09, and
so on. Recall the set QSV,, defined in Section [3l

Theorem 6.2. For each non-empty integer composition o with at most n parts and any
o€ QSV,, we have P,(c) = 0.

We will assume Theorem until Section [6.1] which contains a proof of the theorem.
Now recall that for any f € R,, h(f) denotes the homogeneous top-degree component of
f, and that for any ideal I < R,,, we write

gr(l) = <h(f) [ fe D).
In Section 6.2, we show how standard results in Grobner basis theory produce a linear
isomorphism R,,/I = R,,/gr(I), which we also assume in order to prove the following result.

Theorem 6.3. The ideal (P, | non-empty compositions « of length {(a) < ny S R, is the
vanishing ideal 1(QSV,,) and

(QSym,) = gr(I(QSV,)),

where QSym denotes the set of positive-degree quasisymmetric functions.
1



Proof. Throughout the proof, write
I, = (P, | non-empty compositions « of length ¢(«) < n).
We consider the dimension of the quotient of R, by each of I,,, I(QSV,), and {QSym ).

First, the result [3, Theorem 1.1] states that dim(R,, /(QSym.!)) is the nth Catalan number
C, = = (2") Equation (6.]) shows that h(P,) = M, for all compositions «, so that we

n+l\n
have

(QSym,;) < gr(Iy),
and thus dim(R,/{QSym, )) > dim(R, /gr(I,)). Grobner basis theory then gives a linear
isomorphism

R,/gr(I,) = R,/I,,
so the dimensions of the two quotients agree. Furthermore, using Theorem[6.2], P, € I(QSV,,)
for each composition «, so that

I, < I(QSV,),

and consequently dim(R,/1,) > dim(R, /I(QSV,,)). Finally, because I(QSV,,) is the vanish-
ing ideal for a finite set of points, dim(R,, /I(QSV,,)) is also the size of the set |QSV,| = C,,.
We therefore have the sequence of inequalities

C, = dim(R, /(QSym,’)) > dim(R, /gr(I,)) = dim(R,/I,) = dim(R, /I(QSV,)) = C,.

Therefore, all of the dimensions above are equal to C,,. With the containments (QSym;’ ) =
gr(l,) and I,, < I(QSV,,), this competes the proof.

Using Grobner basis theory again, we obtain the following corollary.
Corollary 6.4. We have R, /{QSym;}) =~ R, /I(QSV,,) as vector spaces.

Remark 6.5. The Tamari lattice, defined on binary trees or any associated combinatorial
objects, is a well-known order (see [I7]). It can also be defined on noncrossing partitions
and has the following property: for any noncrossing partition A, we define () as the length
of the shortest path from the identity to A in the Tamari lattice. In a subsequent paper, we
will study the polynomial m, of degree ¢()), such that for any @, € QSV,,, we have

1 it A=y,
mx@ﬂz{o it <y A

Furthermore, the Hilbert series

Hy(q) = > q"Y
A

corresponds to the (graded) quotient R, / (QSym}).

Remark 6.6. In light of Remark [£4] one should expect the vanishing ideal of the set
{wowwy | w e QSV,,} in Remark to have similar properties to I(QSV,,), and this turns
out to be the case. In particular, the polynomials P, can be modified to polynomials P/ that
vanish on every permutation woww, for w e QSV,,. The top homogeneous component of P/,
is also M, leading to an analogue of Theorems [6.2] and [6.3] for this set. This is closely related
to the automorphisms of the ring of quasisymmetric functions (see, for example, [15]).

The remainder of the section fills in the gaps of the proof of Theorem Section
gives a complete account of the polynomials P,, and Section describes the isomorphism
R, /gr(I,) = R,/1, used in the proof.
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6.1. The vanishing polynomial FP,. In this section we define the polynomials P, and
prove Theorem [6.21 We begin with a short review of compositions and the refinement order
as they relate to QSym.

A composition is a sequence of positive integers o = (aq,...,ax). We refer to k as the
length of a and to d = Zle «; as the size of a. Compositions are partially ordered by
refinement: the composition « refines another composition g = (51, ..., f) if there exists a
sequence 1 = f; < fo <--- < fy41 = k + 1 for which 3; = oy, + a1 + - +ay,, 1, and in
this case we write § > «. Whenever we have a refinement relation § > «, we will use the
notation fi, fa,..., fry1 to refer to the sequence of indices in the definition.

For each composition of length &£ > 1, the monomial quasisymmetric function M, € R, is
defined by

1 )

— a1 Q2 ay
M, = E Ty T
1<t <t2<---<ip<n

where the sum is over subsets {i1, ..., i} of [n], enumerated in increasing order. Using the
same convention we define the vanishing polynomial P, € R, to be

V4 fiv1—1

Po= % TI(e =6 TT i),

BZQ’ 1<i1<i2<~~~<zj<n j=1 8=fj+l

While this formula appears to be quite dense, expanding it reveals an intuitive combinatorial
structure. We compute one example in its entirety for the sake of exposition:

Paon (@, xg) =(x1 — 1) (23 — 2*) (x5 — 3) + (21 — 1)(25 — 2%) (w4 — 4)
+ (21— 1)(a3 = 3°) (24 — 4) + (w2 — 2)(23 — 3%) (24 — 4)
— (2 — 1)(23 —2%)2 — (21 — 1) (23 — 3%)3 — (2, — 1)(2F — 4*)4
— (g — 2)(23 — 3%)3 — (w3 — 2) (2} — 4%)4 — (23 — 3)(2] — 4*)4

— (21 — D1% (g — 2) — (21 — 1)1%(23 — 3) — (21 — 1)1%(24 — 4)
— (29 — 2)2%(w3 — 3) — (mg — 2)2% (x4 — 4) — (23 — 3)3%(x4 — 4)

+ (11 — D1 + (29 — 2)2° + (23 — 3)3% + (w4 — 4)4%,

(
where summands corresponding to the same index ﬁ > (1,2, 1) are grouped horizontally and
by alignment. These values of 8 are respectively (1,2,1), (1,3), (3,1), and (4).

Proposition 6.7. For all compositions o, h(P,) = M,,.

Proof. The top-degree term in the summand of P, indexed by § > « has degree equal to
the length ¢ of 3, so we may immediately discard all summands except for the 8 = « one.
Expanding this summand, the top-degree terms have the form z{'z;? - - - 27*, with one such

term for each subset of indices 1 <4y < iy < -+ < @} < N. O

This proves Equation (6.1 from the previous section. We now begin our proof of Theo-
rem [6.2] which states that P, (o) = 0 for each composition o and permutation o € QSV,,.
We first prove a special case, with the full proof coming after the proof of Lemma [6.8.

Lemma 6.8. Suppose that o € QSV,, has at most one cycle of length greater than 1. Then

for all compositions o, P,(c) = 0.
18



Proof. We begin with a simple but significant reduction using the observation that for any
exponent e, the expression (2§ — i) vanishes at x; = ¢. If o is the identity, the claim follows
from this observation and the definition of P,. Assuming the contrary, write C' = {a; <
ag < -+ < ap,} for the elements of the unique long cycle in . By Lemma B.I], we know that
o0 = (am ... aza;). We then have

fi+1—1
af; QS S\
(6.9) Pe)=% Y TI(@=a" TT i)
B>a 1<ij<ig<--<ij<n  j=1 s=fi+1

ij € C for all j € [£]

where the second sum is over indices 1 < iy < iy < -+ < iy < n not fixed by o.
For the remainder of the proof, we adopt the convention that ay = a,,, so that o,, = a;_1
for each 1 < i < m. We now expand the formula for P, (o) above, from which we obtain

= _1)XZE Lo az Ok
(6.10) P,(o) = Z Z (1) 25t 252 e 20
<J1<jo << < €1:€2;-:Ek
1<j1<Jo<o g 200y
g;=11if j;_1=4;

where we write zj, ., = a;,_14¢,, 0 that

- . Qj,—1 if g = 0,
Jir€i .
A, if g = 1.

We complete the proof by showing that Equation (6I0) is equal to zero. We do by way of
a sign-reversing involution on the summands of the right side of the equation. To this end,
fix two sequences 1 < j; < jo < -+ < jp < m and €1,¢69,...,6; € {0,1} for which ¢; = 1
whenever 7;,_1 = j;, as in the sum.

We now take d be be the maximal index for which z;, ., is neither 0 nor m, if such an
index exists, or d = 1 otherwise. We define two new sequences 1 < j;i < jh < --- < j. <m
and g,¢),...,¢, € {0,1} by stipulating that j; = j; and €, = ¢; if i # d, along with the

following formulas:
. 1 if Ed = 0
|0 ifey=1

From this definition, one can verify that zj, ., = 2zj; .+, as in all cases

ja+1 ifeg=1and jz #n
1 if e4=1and j; =
‘ %gd anc Ja =1 and &
Ja—1 ifeg=0and jg; # 1

n ifeg=0and j3 =1

Ji—l+e=j—-1+¢ (mod n).
This also shows that the operation described above is an involution: it does not change the
value of d, and the for a fixed d the description above is clearly an involution. Finally,

1\ o Lok (1 \XE oa a2 Ok
(=1)=% 2525 it el (=1)=% 2 e 2y Fien

Thus, all terms in P,(0) cancel with their image under this involution, completing the

proof. O

In the remainder of the section, we will show how the general case follows from Lemma [6.8
To begin, let A\ be a noncrossing partition and fix a subset {i1,1s,...,4} of [n]. Define
the leftmost nested component of A with respect to {iy,1s,...,is} as the leftmost connected

component of A which contains some element ¢; and furthermore has no other connected
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component with this property “nested” between its arcs. Formally, if we write C for this
component, C'is defined by the properties

(1) C'n {ilvi%’ . 77:5} # @7
(ii) for all j € [¢] with min(C) < i; < max(C), we have i; € C, and
(iii) if D # C is a connected component satisfying (i) and (ii), then max(C') < min(D).

For example, using the noncrossing partition

the leftmost nested component of A with respect to the set {1,3,4,5,8} is {5}, and with
respect to the set {1,2,8,10} the leftmost nested component of X is {2, 7}.

Proof of Theorem[6.2. The noncrossing structure of the cycles of o will be essential in the
proof. Let A be the noncrossing partition for which o = @), as defined in Section [l
We will carefully examining the expression

¢ fir1—1
(6.11) INGED YD W | [(CRETAO N ) CAL ]
BZO& 1Si1<i2<"'<lj$n j=1 S=fj+1

and show that it can be divided into summands which each have a factor of the form
P,/ (7), where o’ is another composition and 7 € QSV,, is one of the cycles of o, taken as a
permutation that fixes all other points. Lemma states that each P,/ (7) = 0, so this will
complete the proof.

We now analyze P, (0); recall the definition of a leftmost nested component given before
the proof. Each summand in the formula (6I1]) corresponds to the choice of a composition
B > « and a subset {iy,ia,...,9} of [n]. Let C be the leftmost nested component of A
with respect to this subset, and let p and ¢ count the respective number of indices 7; which
appear left and right of the component C' in A. Thus, i, < min(C), iy—_441 > max(C), and
{ip41,...,90—¢} < C. Record the specifics of this configuration with four additional sets:

Fiete = {f1,- -+ for o1}
Fiight = {fr—g+1,- -, fes1},
Lege = {i1,...,1y}, and

Light = {to—qs1, -+ -y ic}

The assignment of each summand to a tuple (C, Fieg, Fright, Jiefts Lright) 1S uniquely determined,
and therefore gives a partition of the summands of P, (o). Using this partition, we write

O, Fiott, Frignt s Defts Iri
Pa(0'> — Z Po(c left »d'right,41eft rlght)

tuples

where P& et Frishefierolish) qonotes the sum of all terms in Py (o) which determine the tuple

(C, Fiett, Fright, lieft, Liight) in the above process, and the sum is over all tuples which corre-

spond to some summand of P, (o).
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C, Frett, Fright: Tiett. . .
We now show that each summand PLC et sl visi) o} oo factors in a predictable way.

Respectively enumerate the elements of Fiegr, Fright, Jieft, and Lyghe in increasing order as
Eoft = {il""’ip’ip+l}’
Fright = {f17f2>"'afq+1}’

Degy = {4y, - - -,1,}, and
Iright = {El, [N ,Eq}.
In order for these sets to come from an actual summand of P, (), it must be the case that
1=i1 <...<ip<ip+1 <71 <?2<...<7q+1 =k +1,

and
1

N

iy <1, <min(C) < max(C) <iy < --- <ig < n.

. . O, ot Frigho:Trofe i
In fact, each summand of P,(c) which appears in O et Fuigne: Tt Trighe)

composition 5" which is refined by

corresponds to a

o = (a az )
LT
and to a set of indices 1 < 7; < -+ < iy < n contained in C, where ¢ is the length of 3.
This correspondence is one-to-one, and we have
S
P(CvFleftvFright7IIeft7]right) _ z aij -Oéij s - \ag
o =11 (03,7 =47) 11 (-4
j=1 s=f +1
—J
_—
q ag. o f]+1 -
J y J
[T =5 TT i)
Jj=1 S:?jJrl
o fi+1—1
afj 'afj y L\ Qs
2, > T =4 11 i)
B'=a 1<ii<io<-<ig<n j=1 s=f;+1

ij € C for all j e [¢]

where the numbers f; appearing in the final factor above correspond the the refinement
relation 3 > «o'.

In conclusion, let 7 be the permutation defined by 7, = o; for ¢« € C and 7, = ¢ for all
other i € [n]. Then 7 € QSV,, and 7 has a single cycle of length more than 1. Furthermore,

the final factor of PLC e Fratlelian) 41 oue is exactly the expression for P (r) given in
Equation (6.9). Lemma [6.8 states that P, (7) = 0, so this completes the proof. O

6.2. Grobner basis theory and top-degree homogeneous ideals. In this section we use
Grobner basis theory to show that for all ideals I < R,,, there is a vector space isomorphism

R,./I ~ R, /gr(I).

This result and the others in this section are not novel and can be found in many standard
texts (for example, see [7]). However, we include a streamlined account here so that our

proof of Theorem is more readily accessible to a wide audience.
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For any f € R,, let It(f) denote the leading term of f with respect to the graded lexico-
graphic term order. For an ideal I < R,,, define the initial ideal of I to be

in(1) = Ct(f) [ fel).
Proposition 6.12. Let I be an ideal of R,. Then in(gr(I)) =in(I).

Proof. 1t is straightforward to verify that for any f € I we have It(f) = It(h(f)), and therefore
in(gr(Z)) 2in(I). To show the other direction of containment, note that

gr(l) = Q-span{h(f) | f € I}.

Now fix a monomial x{*z3? - - - 2% € in(gr(I)), so that

k
ayteyt et =t (Z Cih(fi))
i=1
for some fi1,...,fr € [ and c,...,¢, € Q. As our term order respects degree, we assume
without loss of generality that each f; has degree a; + as + - - - + a,. Therefore

<Z Cih(.fi)> =h (Z Cz’fi) )

and together with our previous remarks this completes the proof. O]

The desired isomorphism follows from a sequence of isomorphisms R, /gr(I) = R, /in(]) =
R,,/I which are guaranteed to exist by Proposition [6.12] the next result, which is a classical
statement in Groobner basis theory.

Proposition 6.13. For all ideals I of R, there is a linear isomorphism R, /I = R, /in(I).
In particular, the monomials in R, —in(I) descend to a linear basis of both quotients.

Proof. Write M for the set of monomials in R,, which are note contained in in(I). To see
that M descends to a basis of R, /in(I), note that the set of all monomials is a basis of R,
and
in(1) = Q-span{lt(f) | f eI}

To show the analogous statement R,,/I, we first remark the existence of a Grébner basis of
I: a generating set gy, ..., g of I for which {It(g1), It(g2), ..., It(gx)) = It(I). For any f € R,
applying the division algorithm with this Grobner basis will produce a representative of
f (mod I) which is a linear combination of the elements of M, so we have a spanning
set. Moreover, M (mod I) is linearly independent: the leading term of any nonzero linear
combination from M will belong to M, so any such linear combination cannot be contained
in /. Therefore M descends to a basis of the quotient R/I. O

Remark 6.14. Using the method of Proposition [6.13] [3, Theorem 4.1] gives an explicit basis
for the quotient R,,/(QSym), and therefore also for R,/I(QSV,,).
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