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ON STATIONARY REAL MATRIX SCHUBERT VARIETIES

JAEHOON LEE, SANGWOO PARK, AND EUNGBEOM YEON

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we study when a real matrix Schubert variety is sta-
tionary with respect to the first variation. We first show that a necessary con-
dition for its open dense regular part to be a minimal submanifold is that the
corresponding partial permutation is vexillary. Among vexillary partial permuta-
tions, we establish minimality by a geometric argument when the Rothe diagram
is of Grassmannian type and has at most two connected components. We fur-
ther obtain, as a corollary, the minimality of those varieties that decompose as
products of this type. These varieties include all determinantal varieties as well
as some new minimal cones.

1. INTRODUCTION

Many known area-minimizing cones are realized as real algebraic varieties. One
of the most significant examples is the Simons cone, which is given by the zero set
of the polynomial

xf—%x%—l—x%%—mi—m%—x%—x%—x%.
Its explicit representation enabled various geometric observations and insights, and
consequently it has played a central role in the regularity theory of minimal hyper-
surfaces. On the other hand, Hsiang [6] observed that every homogeneous minimal
submanifold of the round sphere must be a real algebraic variety. Here, a minimal
submanifold is said to be homogeneous if it is an orbit of a subgroup of the isometry
group of the ambient Riemannian manifold.

These results suggest that real algebraic varieties form a promising class, pro-
viding not only area-minimizing cones but also various minimal submanifolds that
can be studied explicitly. However, algebraic varieties may contain singularities,
and it is common that the numbers of generators of their defining ideals are greater
than their codimensions, making it difficult to handle Riemannian geometric quan-
tities. Therefore a natural direction is to extend observations from examples that
are already well understood.

Recently, Bordemann, Choe and Hoppe [3], and independently, Kozhasov [8] es-
tablished that all determinantal varieties give rise to minimal submanifolds. Given
m, n, and 0 < r < min{m,n}, the set of all real m x n matrices of rank at most r,

C(m,n,r) :={A € My n(R) | rk(A) <r},
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is called the determinantal variety. Here, 9., ,(R) denotes the space of all real
m X n matrices equipped with the inner product (A, B) := tr (ATB). This is a real
algebraic variety defined by the vanishing of all (r + 1) x (r + 1) minors. It contains
an open dense regular subset C'(m,n,r) consisting of matrices of rank exactly r. In
[3] and [8], several different methods were applied to prove that every C(m,n,r) is
a minimal submanifold in 9, ,(R).

In [7], Kerckhove and Lawlor studied the area-minimizing property of C(m,n,r)
using the directed slicing method and proved that it is area-minimizing whenever
m +n — 2r > 4. Similarly, the minimality of all Pfaffian varieties was also proved
in [8], and further area-minimizing cones were identified by Cui, Jiao and Xu [4].

In this paper, we study the minimality of real matrix Schubert varieties introduced
in [5]. For a partial permutation w € M, ,(R) (see Definition 2.1), the real matrix
Schubert variety X, is defined by

X ={AeMun(R) |1k (Apqg) <tk (wpg) foralll <p<m,1<qg<n},

where A, ;1 denotes the upper-left p x ¢ submatrix of A. As mentioned in Example
2.7, these varieties naturally generalize determinantal varieties. The real matrix
Schubert variety X, also contains an open dense regular subset X,, given by

w = {A € My n(R) | rk (A[nq]) =rk (w[pyq]) foralll<p<m,1<¢< n} .

For further details on matrix Schubert varieties, see Section 2 or [5].
We first establish the following necessary condition for the open dense regular
part X, to be a minimal submanifold in 9%, ,,(R).

Theorem 1 (Theorem 4.1). If w is a non-vezillary partial permutation, then X, C
Myn.n(R) is not minimal.

Those permutations that avoid the 2143-pattern are called vexillary. The precise
definition for vexillary partial permutations is given in Definition 2.5, and an equiv-
alent characterization appears in Lemma 2.6. The idea of the proof is as follows.
We first construct a normal frame for X, in Proposition 2.10. If w is not vexillary,
we then use this pattern to construct the point @(*#) (y;,y2,73) (see (4.2)), which
lies in X,,. Using the normal frame, we show that the mean curvature vector does
not vanish at the point &(@5) (y1,y2,y3). See Section 4 for more details.

Vexillary permutations in the symmetric group were first identified by Lascoux
and Schiitzenberger [9] through pattern avoidance. They admit several equivalent
characterizations, which connect various concepts in algebraic combinatorics and
algebraic geometry. Therefore vexillary permutations in the symmetric group have
played a central role in these areas, in part due to their characterizations serving
as starting points for introducing the notion of vexillary elements in other settings.
Billey and Lam [2] extended the notion to other Lie types via Stanley symmetric
functions. Fulton [5] established a geometric interpretation through the study of
degeneracy loci, and this viewpoint was further developed by Anderson and Fulton,
extending it to vexillary signed permutations (see [1] and references therein).

The above theorem suggests that vexillary permutations, which have been stud-
ied mainly from combinatorial and algebraic perspectives, may also have analytic
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implications through the mean-curvature geometry of Schubert varieties. We expect
that the vexillary condition should also be sufficient for minimality.

Conjecture. If w is a vezillary partial permutation, then X, C My, (R) is mini-
mal.

Since determinantal varieties correspond to the vexillary case, the conjecture is
verified in this special case, while it remains widely open for other cases. We con-
firm this conjecture for a certain subclass &ty, which consists of partial permutations
whose Rothe diagrams have the same shape as those of Grassmannian permutations
and have at most two connected components. Here, a permutation is called Grass-
mannian if it has just one descent.

Theorem 2 (Theorem 5.2). Ifw € ®ty, then X, C M n(R) is minimal.

See Section 5 for the precise description of &te. The case in which the Rothe
diagram has exactly two connected components yields new examples distinct from
determinantal varieties.

For the proof, we modify the geometric argument given in [3]|, where the au-
thors proved the minimality of determinantal varieties by showing that they ad-
mit helicoidal symmetries. In our case the varieties are not helicoidal in general.
Nevertheless, by considering analogous involutive isometries, we show that certain
components of the mean curvature vector must vanish under the action of these
isometries. By iterating this procedure, we eventually obtain minimality.

If the Rothe diagram of a vexillary partial permutation contains the top-left corner
(1,1), then the corresponding matrix Schubert variety decomposes as a product of
smaller matrix Schubert varieties together with a Euclidean factor. As a corollary,
we also deduce minimality in the following case.

Theorem 3 (Corollary 5.4). Let w € My, ,(R) be a vezillary partial permutation
whose Rothidiagmm contains the top-left corner (1,1). Then X, is congruent to
Xy X x X, X RN for some N > 0 and vezillary partial permutations wy, - - - ,wg.

If all wj belong to Gry, then X, C My, n(R) is minimal.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we review the necessary back-
ground on real matrix Schubert varieties, including the notions of vexillary partial
permutations and the Rothe diagram. Then we construct a normal frame for their
open dense regular parts. Section 3 provides computational lemmas on minors that
are used in the proof. In Section 4, we prove the non-minimality of matrix Schu-
bert varieties corresponding to non-vexillary partial permutations, which gives a
necessary condition for minimality. Section 5 defines the subclass &ty of vexillary
partial permutations and establishes the minimality through a geometric argument.
We also discuss the case when the Rothe diagram of a vexillary partial permutation
contains the top-left corner, in which the variety decomposes as a product of smaller
matrix Schubert varieties together with a Euclidean factor.
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2. REAL MATRIX SCHUBERT VARIETIES

This section provides a brief review of partial permutations and the associated
real matrix Schubert varieties. See [5, 10] for further details. We then consider the
geometric properties of real matrix Schubert varieties with particular emphasis on
the mean curvature vector.

2.1. Partial permutations and the Rothe diagram. Let I, ,(R) be the R-
vector space of all real m x n matrices, equipped with the inner product (A, B) =
tr (ATB). This space is isometric to the Euclidean space R™".

Definition 2.1. A matrix w € My, »,(R) is called a partial permutation if each row
and each column contains at most one entry equal to 1, with all other entries equal
to 0. If, in addition, m = n and each row and each column contains exactly one
entry equal to 1, it is called a permutation.

Let &,, denote the symmetric group consisting of all bijections of the set [1,7n] :=
{1,2,--- ,n}. Then any element o € &,,, which is commonly called a permutation,
can be identified with a permutation matrix via the correspondence

€o(1)
oec6, : € Myn(R). (2.1)

€o(n)

Here {e;};-, is the standard basis of R” and each e; is represented as a row vector
with a 1 in the ¢-th column and 0 elsewhere. When there is no risk of confusion, we
use the same notation for a permutation and the corresponding permutation matrix.

Following [5], a partial permutation w € M, ,(R) can be extended to a per-
mutation matrix by adding appropriate rows and columns. We briefly recall this
construction below. Define a sequence {a;}"; by

Jj  ifw;; =1 for some j,
a; =
! oo otherwise.

Then a permutation & € &4, is defined inductively by setting

a; if i <m and a; < n,
W) = qmin{[n+1,m+n]\ {o(1), - ,0@r—1)}} ifi <m and a; = oo,
min {[1,m +n] \ {&(1),--- @@ —1)}} if i > m.
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This permutation satisfies
wi)<@(@+1) if i>m and O ') <@ HG+1) if j>n. (2.2)

The corresponding permutation matrix @ € Myy4pn m+n(R) contains w as its upper-
left m x n submatrix. Therefore w can be considered as an extension of w. Through-
out this paper, the extension of w to a permutation will refer to @.

Definition 2.2. The Rothe diagram D(®) of the extension @ is defined by
D(@) == {(i,5) € [Lm+n] x [L,m+n] | ©() > j and &' (j) > i}.

It follows from (2.2) that D(w) C [1,m] x [1,n]. Indeed, if (i,j) € D(@) and
i > m, then (2.2) implies that
@(i) <@ (@) = j.
This yields a contradiction since we must have w(i) > j. Therefore i < m, and a
similar argument shows that j < n as well.
Moreover, one can observe that the pairs in D(@) correspond to the positions that
remain after removing each 1 of w together with all entries to its right and below.

Based on these observations, the Rothe diagram of a partial permutation is defined
as follows.

Definition 2.3. The Rothe diagram D(w) of a partial permutation w € M., »(R)
is defined by D(w) := D(@).

A connected component of D(w) refers to a subset that is connected via adjacent
rows and columns.

Example 2.4. For the partial permutation w € M3 3(R) given by
010
w=1[0 0 0],
1 00

the extension @ € Mg 6(R) is

010000
0 00100
@:100000
001 00O
000010
0 00 0O0T1

The Rothe diagram is D(w) = {(1,1),(2,1),(2,3)}, which has two connected com-
ponents {(1,1),(2,1)} and {(2,3)}. These positions are precisely those not to the
right or below any 1 of w.

A certain type of partial permutations plays a significant role in the variational
approach to determining when the first variation vanishes.
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Definition 2.5. A partial permutation w € M, ,,(R) is called vewillary if its exten-
sion @ is 2143-pattern avoiding. That is, there exist no ¢; < i3 < i3 < i4 such that
(:)(22) < (Z)(Zl) < (,:)(24) < (I)(Zg)

Equivalently, one may use the following characterization. For each (i,7) € D(w),
define

R(i,j) :={r € [1,m] | wye =1 for some ¢ € [1,n]}
and
C(i,j) :=={c€[l,n] | we =1 for some r € [1,m]}.

In other words, R (7, j) consists of all rows above the i-th row that contain a 1, while
C(i,7) consists of all columns to the left of the j-th column that contain a 1. One
can observe that if (¢, j) and (k, 1) belong to the same connected component of D(w),
then R(7,j) = R(k,l) and C(i,5) = C(k,1).

Let us denote the restriction of w to R(7,7) and C(3,j) by w‘R(ij) c( We now

i?j)‘
state the following equivalent characterization.

Lemma 2.6. A partial permutation w is vexillary if and only z'fw‘R(ij) Cid) 1s the
identity matriz for every (i,j) € D(w).

Proof. Suppose that @ contains a 2143-pattern. That is, there exist i1 < 19 < i3 < i4
such that @w(iz) < @(i1) < @(i4) < @(i3). We have

G(i3) > @(ig) and &7 (@(ig)) > i3,
which imply that (i3,@(i4)) € D(w). Observe that
{i1,i2} S R (i3,w(is)) and {w(ir), w(iz)} € C (is,@(is)) -

Since i1 < dp and @(i1) > @(iz), the restriction w|g (i, (iy)),Cis,m(ia)) 1S DOt the
identity matrix.

Now assume that w’R(i (i.j) 1S mot the identity matrix for some (i,j) € D(w).

J),C (5
Then there exist k < [ in R(i,7) and ¢t > s in C(4, j) such that wg; = w;s = 1. Since

t = w(k) and s = @(I), we obtain @(l) < (k) < j. On the other hand, from the
definition of D(w) we have

(i) >j and @7'(j) > .
Therefore,
E<l<i<al(y)
and
o) <ak) <@ (@) =7 < o).

Hence @ contains a 2143-pattern, thereby completing the proof. 0
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2.2. Matrix Schubert varieties. We recall the definition of real matrix Schubert
varieties introduced in [5]. Let w € M, »(R) be a partial permutation. The real
matriz Schubert variety X, is defined by

X, = {A € My, n(R) | rk (A[nq]) <rk (wmq]) foralll<p<m,1<¢< n} .

Here Ay, 4 denotes the upper-left p x ¢ submatrix of A and rk denotes the rank. It

is known that X, is an irreducible algebraic variety of codimension equal to the size
of the Rothe diagram |D(w)|. The defining ideal of X, is generated by all minors
of size 1+ rk (wp, 4) of X, 4 for each (p,q) € D(w), where X = (zy5) is the m x n
matrix of variables.

Example 2.7 (The determinantal varieties). Given m, n, and 0 < r < min{m, n},
the set of all m x n matrices of rank at most r is called the determinantal variety.
It can be viewed as the real matrix Schubert variety X, corresponding to

I, Orx(n—r) >

w= em R),
<O(m—r)><7“ O(m—r)x(n—r) m,n( )

where I, and O, denote the r x r identity and the a x b zero matrices, respectively.

Example 2.8. Let w be the partial permutation in Example 2.4. Since D(w) =

{(1,1),(2,1),(2,3)}, the codimension of X, is |D(w)| = 3. The defining ideal of X,
is generated by x11, 21, and all 2 X 2 minors of

Ko w = (F11 12 T13
23] Ta1 Top X3/
Thus X, is the set of all 3 x 3 matrices A = (A;;) satisfying
A1 =A21 =0 and AjpAzz — ApAiz3 =0.

Hence X, can be identified with Cl3 x Ri C R” ¢ R?, where Cl3 C R* is the cone
over the Clifford torus. This implies that X, is a minimal cone in 93 3(R).

As illustrated in Example 2.8, X,, may contain singularities in general. However,
every X, contains an open dense subset consisting of regular points, defined by

X, = {A € My n(R) | rk (A[p’q]) =rk (w[p’q]) foralll<p<m,1<¢q< n} .
For A, B € M, n(R), one has
rk (A[p,q}) =rk (B[p’q]) foralll <p<m,1<qg<n
& B = My for some \ € B, € B, (2.3)

where B, denotes the group of all invertible lower triangular m X m matrices and B;"
denotes the group of all invertible upper triangular n x n matrices. It follows that
X, is the orbit of w under the left group action of B;, x B;, given by (b_,by) w =
b_wb ',

We are mainly concerned with the minimality of X, as a smooth submanifold of
M, n(R). For this purpose, we provide an explicit construction of a normal frame
of X, in the next subsection.
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2.3. A normal frame of X,. For each (o, §) € D(w), we define

Fla,p) 1= det (X‘R(a,ﬁ)U{a},C(a,ﬁ)U{ﬁ}> € Rlza, -+ s mnl,
where X = (z;5) is the m x n matrix of variables, and X‘R(a,ﬁ)U{a},C(a,ﬂ)U{ﬁ} denotes
the submatrix of X obtained by restricting to the rows in R(a, 8) U {a} and the

columns in C(a, ) U {8}, respectively. As mentioned at the beginning of Section
2.2, f(a,) belongs to the defining ideal of X, for every (o, ) € D(w). Thus,

_ Ofia
T o (A) = (f(’/”w) € Myon(R)

al’ij
is a normal vector to X, at each point A € X,. The following results show that
these normal vectors indeed form a normal frame of X,.
We first establish the following lemma.

Lemma 2.9. For every (o, ) € D(w) and A € X,,, we have

det (Al ) # 0
provided that rk (w[a,m) > 1.

Proof. Suppose (a, 8) € D(w) with k := 1k (wjq,5) > 1. Write R(«, 8) = {r1,--- ,r&}.
Then C(a, B) = {@(r1), -+ ,&(rg)}, where @ is the extension of w to a permutation.
For A € X,,, consider A" € 9y, (R) with entries given by A}, = A, 5(r,). Then

‘det (A\m 5t m)\ = |det (4")].

We may write A = Awp for some X € B, and p € B, as in (2.3). This gives
Ai@t - ()\w/’é)T‘Sc:)(T‘t) = Z )\Te'bwl,]:uj@(’rt)
1,J

Since A is lower triangular, A, ; = 0 whenever ¢ > a. For ¢ < «, there are two cases:
either @(i) > f3, in which case w;; = 0 for all j, or else i = ry, for some h, in which
case wy,; = 1 for j = @(ry,) and all other entries vanish. Thus,

Al = Z Argr M (rp)6o(re) -
1<h<k
This implies that

‘det (A')‘ = ‘det( -det(

)\|R(a,ﬁ),73(ocﬁ)> M‘ﬂ@ﬁ)ﬁ(@cﬁ)) ’
Both determinants are nonzero since A and p are both invertible triangular matrices.
Hence det (A") # 0, which proves the lemma. O

With this lemma at hand, we can prove the following proposition.
Proposition 2.10. At each point A € X, the set
{vf(a,ﬁ)(A) ‘ (0476) € D<w)}

forms a basis of the normal space to X, .
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Proof. Suppose the Rothe diagram D(w) is ordered lexicographically. Let P be the
|D(w)| x |D(w)| matrix with rows and columns indexed by D(w), whose entry in row
(a, B) and column (e, ) is

9f(ap)
81(]65

P(a,ﬁ)(ﬁyls) = (A)

Consider («, 3), (¢,0) € D(w) with («, 5) < (€,0); that is, either o < € or a« = €
and 8 < ¢§. In either case, € ¢ R(«, B)U{a} or § ¢ C(«, 3)U{B}. Hence the variable
Tes does not appear in f(, gy, and therefore

Ofap) _
81'66 N

It follows that P is lower triangular.
Moreover, the diagonal entries of P are nonzero. Indeed, if rk (w[m ﬁ]) = 0, then
f(a,8) = Tap and hence

9f(ap)
O0xap

Plag)(e.8) = (A)=1#0.

If rk (W[a,ﬁ}) > 1, then by Lemma 2.9 we have

8f a,f
2 (4) = det (A"R(a,ﬁ),c(aﬁ)> 70

O0xap
Therefore P is lower triangular with nonzero diagonal entries, hence invertible.
Consequently, the set of normal vectors

{Vfia5(A) | (a,8) € D(w)}

is linearly independent and generates a space of dimension |D(w)|. Since the codi-
mension of X, is also known to be |D(w)|, the proposition follows. O

Plap)(o,8) =

It follows from Proposition 2.10 that the mean curvature vector at a point A € X,
vanishes if and only if the Hessian of f(, g) has vanishing trace in the tangent space,
for all (o, 8) € D(w). As discussed in [3], since each variable appears in f(, ) at
most once, the Hessian of f(, g) has vanishing trace in the ambient space. Hence
the above condition is equivalent to the vanishing of the trace in the normal space.
For later use, we record this in the following lemma.

Lemma 2.11. For each point A € X, the mean curvature vector of X, at A
vanishes if and only if the Hessian of f(n g) has vanishing trace in the normal space

of X, at A, for all (o, 8) € D(w).

3. COMPUTATIONS ON MINORS

The computation of the trace of the Hessian of f(, g relies on the evaluation of
its first and second derivatives, which in turn reduce to computations of minors of
certain matrices. We establish these computations in a simplified form.
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Let 0 € My, »(R) be a permutation not equal to the identity matrix. Under the
correspondence (2.1), it corresponds to an element of &,,\ {id}, which we also denote
by o. Since o # id, there exists ¢ € [1,n] with o(i) > o(i + 1). Let

lo =min{i € [1,n]|o(i) >c(i+1)}.
For nonzero real numbers y1, y2, y3, define o(y1,y2,y3) € Myt1,n+1(R) by
~ o 0
o(y1,y2,Y3) = (0 0> + 1B, nt1 + Y2 L0 1,0,) T 1Y2Ent 1041 T 3B, 1100,),

where E; ; denotes the matrix with a 1 in the (7, j) entry and zeros elsewhere. Hence,
o(y1,y2,ys) has the following form:

Co(1) o(le +1) o(ly) n+1
| ! ) I
1 -
€o(ly—1)
€o(ls) + Yint1 1
o =+ o = 3.4
€ (la+61) Y3€o(l,) L 1 " (3.4)
o(lo+2) lo+1 — 1 U3
St n+1 — Y2 Y12
Y2€0(1,) + Y1Y26n+1 - -
We first compute the (7, j)-cofactor of 7 (y1,y2,y3)-
Lemma 3.1. We have
det o if (i,j) =(n+1,n+1),
ydeto if (i) = (n+ Lo(l)),
d y1y3 det o if (1,5) =(n+1,0(l, + 1)),
& det (8(91792793) +tEZ7]) =93 Y2 det o /Lf (7’3.].) = (l07n+ 1)7
= yiyadetoif (i,5) = (o, o (lo));
—Y1Y2Yy3 det o Zf (Zv.]) - (l0'7 U<ZU + 1))7
0 otherwise.

Proof. We may use the fact that the derivative is equal to the determinant of the
matrix obtained by replacing the i-th row of o(y1,y2,y3) with e;. Observe that
the l,-th row and the (n + 1)-st row of 7 (y1,y2,y3) are linearly dependent. If
i ¢ {ly,n + 1}, these two rows remain linearly dependent after the replacement,
hence the determinant vanishes. Thus,

d R
| et (G2, y3) + tEi) =0
t t=0

for alli € [1,n]\ {l-} and j € [1,n + 1].
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The matrices obtained by replacing the (n + 1)-st row of &(y1, y2, y3) with e; and
by replacing the [,-th row with e; are given respectively by

€s(1) €o(1)
€o(ly—1) €o(ly—1)
€o(l,) T Y1€n+1 e;
M(j) := | eso41) T Useo,) | » NU) = | €o(ior1) T ¥3€o(,)
€o(ls+2) €o(ly+2)
€o(n) €o(n)
€j Y2€s(l,) T Y1Y2€n+1

Let i = n+ 1. Then the derivative coincides with det M(j). If j = n+ 1, by
applying elementary row operations to M (n + 1) we obtain det M(n + 1) = det o,
and therefore

d .
E det (O’(yl, Y2, yg) + tEn+17n+1) = deto.
t=0

For j < n, we may write j = o(k) for some k € [1,n]. If & ¢ {i,,l, + 1}, then
M(o(k)) contains two linearly dependent rows, and thus det M(o(k)) = 0. If k €
{ls,ls + 1}, then by applying row operations to M (c(k)) we obtain

det M(o(ly)) = —yrdeto, det M(o(l, +1)) = y1ys det o.

Therefore,

0 if j € [1,n]\ {o(lo), oly + 1)},
d det o ifj=n+1,

dt

det ol 9 b + tE ] =
o (a(yl Yo 3/3) n-i-L]) —y det o ifj = U(ZJ),

yiysdeto if j=o(ly +1).
Now consider the case i = [,. In this case, the derivative is given by det N(j). If
j =mn+1, a similar computation yields
d

dt

For j < m, write j = o(k). As in the previous case, we have det N(o(k)) = 0 for
k¢ {ly,ls+ 1}, while

det N(o(ly)) = y1yadet o, det N(o(ly + 1)) = —y192y3 det o.

det (0(y1,92,y3) + tE, ny1) = det N(n + 1) = —ya det o.
t=0

Hence,

0 if j € [1,n]\{o(ls),o(ls + 1)},
d N —yodet o ifj=n+1,
L det (G(yr, ya.ys) + LE, ) = _
dt|,_, et (G(y1, 92 4) lod) y1y2 det o if j=0(l,),

—y1yaysdeto  if j =o(ly +1).
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We next consider the (n — 1) X (n — 1) minors of 7(y1,y2, y3).

Lemma 3.2. For I =[1,n+ 1]\ {i1,i2} and J = [1,n+ 1]\ {1, j2},

det (a(ylay27y3)‘]’J) 70

if and only if the sets {i1,i2} and {j1, 72} take one of the following forms:

(1) {ir,i2} ={loyn+1}; {41,742} ={o(ls),n+ 1} or {o(ly +1),n+ 1}.
(2) {ir,i2} ={loylo +1}; {j1,72} ={0(ls),0(l, + 1)} or {o(ly +1),n+ 1}.
(3) For each i€ [1,n]\ {ls,l5 + 1},

{Zly(ZQ)}} = {laai}; {jij} = {U(lc)va(i)} or {U(ZU + 1),0’(2)} or {n +
(4) {ivis}t = {n+1,0o+1}; {jnsjo} = {o(lo),ollo + D)} or {o(ly +1),n+1}.
(5) For each i€ [1,n]\ {ls,1l5 + 1},

iil,(i?)}} ={n+1i}; {j,j2} = {o(ls), (i)} or {o(lc +1),0(i)} or {n+

Proof. For the following arguments, it will be useful to recall the form of 5 (y1, y2, y3)
given in (3.4). Since the l,-th row and the (n+ 1)-st row are linearly dependent, any
corresponding (n — 1) X (n — 1) minor vanishes whenever {i1,i2} N {ly,n+ 1} = 0.
The remaining cases can be divided into the following five types:

(1) {il,ig} = {lg, n—+ 1}.

(2) {i1,i2} = {lo, 1o + 1}.

(3) {i1,i2} = {ls,1}, where i € [1,n]\ {ls,l, + 1}.
(4) {insia} = {0+ 1Ly + 1.

(5) {i1,i2} = {n+1,i}, where i € [1,n]\ {ls,ls + 1}.

Consider case (1). After removing the two rows from o (y1,y2,ys), the (n + 1)-st
column becomes a zero vector. Moreover, the remaining vectors in columns o(l,)
and o(l; + 1) are linearly dependent. Hence, for the minor to be nonzero, {ji, j2}
must be either {o(l;),n+ 1} or {o(l; +1),n + 1}. In these cases, we obtain

—~ . 1 if {jlan} = {O'(ZU),TL+1},
’“%“%WWMMN_L%\ﬁmgﬁ:w@+nm+u

In case (2), a zero vector appears in column o(l, 4+ 1) after removing the two
rows, while the remaining vectors in columns o(l,) and n+1 are linearly dependent.
Therefore {71, jo} must be either {o(l,),0(l,+1)} or {o(l,+1),n+1} for the minor
to be nonzero, and we have

_ |lygel i 1o} = {o(lo),olls + 1)},
et (3. 12-9)] 1) | = {rm if {j1,j2} = {ollo + 1),n + 1},

For case (3), we observe that column o(i) becomes zero after deleting the two
rows. Additionally, since the three remaining vectors in columns o(l,), o(ly + 1),



ON STATIONARY REAL MATRIX SCHUBERT VARIETIES 13

and n + 1 are linearly dependent, one of them must be included in {j1,j2} to have
a nonzero minor. Hence, the nonzero minors are obtained in the following cases:

el i 1o} = {o(e), 0 ()},
et (Fun,02,98)1, )| = § lngoysl i n. o} = {0l + 1), (),
|y2] if {j1,j2} ={n+1,0(i)}.

Next, in case (4), arguments analogous to those in case (2) yield the following:

lyal i {1, J2} = {o(ls), 0 (ls + 1)},
det (F(yyesws)l ;)| =41 i {Gda} = {olls + 1)+ 1},
0 otherwise.
Lastly, in case (5), we may apply arguments analogous to those in case (3). This
gives
| i {j1s g2} = {o(s), 0 (1)},
lyiys| if {j1,J2} = {o(loc +1),0(i)},
1 if {jl,jg}:{n+170(i)},
0 otherwise.

‘det (G(yl,yz,y:a)‘I,J)‘ -

Therefore the lemma is proved. O

4. NON-MINIMALITY

In this section we prove the following theorem, which provides a necessary con-
dition for real matrix Schubert varieties to be minimal.

Theorem 4.1. Let w € M, ,(R) be a partial permutation. If w is a non-vezillary
partial permutation, then X, C My, n(R) is not minimal.

4.1. Non-minimal example. We begin by observing the smallest non-minimal
example. Consider the partial permutation

010
w=[10 0],
000

which is not vexillary by Lemma 2.6. The corresponding real matrix Schubert variety
X C M3 3(R) is defined by the equations

11 T12 T13
Tr11 = 0, det Tro1 I22 I23 =0.
31 T32 T33

For nonzero real numbers y1, y2, y3, set
0 1 Y1

w(yt,y2,y3) =1 y3 O
0 y2 12
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It is straightforward to verify that w(y1,ve,v3) € X, C Xo. We next check the
minimality of X, along these points using Lemma 2.11.

Since the Rothe diagram D(w) is {(1,1),(3,3)}, by Proposition 2.10 we have a
normal frame {ﬁf(Ll),ﬁf(g,g)}. At w(y1,y2,y3) € Xu, these are

- 100 _ NY2y3  —h1y2 Y2
vf(l,l) — 0 0 0 B Vf(3’3) — 0 O 0
000 -yys oy —1

Then the Gram matrix is given by

Q. <<Vf(1,1)7vf(1,1)> <Vf(1,1),Vf(3,3)>>
(Viea, Vi) (Viss, Vies)

— ( 1 Y1Y293 )
yivays (1+43) (1497 +yiv3))
and its inverse is

a1 1 Cl+£xl+ﬁ+y@@ mmm)_
14+ yi+ 93 +yiv3 + yiv3 —Y1Y2Y3 1

Furthermore, we have

HeSSf(3,3) (vf(l,l)vﬁf(l,l)) = HeSSf(3,3) (ﬁf(3,3)7vf(3,3)) =0,

while

Hess f(3.3) (V1) Viae)) = —vs-

It follows that the trace of the Hessian of f(33) in the normal space is

2y11293
L+ yf + 93 +yiys + yivs’
and hence nonzero. By Lemma 2.11, the mean curvature vector of X, is therefore
nonzero along the points w(y1,y2,ys3).
As we shall see, the method used in this example provides the basis for the
arguments in the proof of the theorem.

4.2. Perturbation of w in X,,. Let w € M, ,,(R) be a non-vexillary partial per-
mutation. Then Lemma 2.6 implies that there exists («, 8) € D(w) such that

rk (w[a,g]) >2 and w’R(a 8).Claf) is not the identity matrix. (4.1)
We take (a, ) € D(w) as one of the pairs that minimize the sum « + 3 so that it is
located at the top-left corner within its connected component.

Write R(a,8) = {r1 < -+ < r} and C(a, B) = {¢1 < -+ < ¢x}. Under the
identification (2.1), the restriction w’R(a 8).Cla,5) CA be viewed as an element of

S \ {id}, denoted by w(®f). As in Section 3, set
L= min {i € [1,4] ‘ @A) > W@+ 1)}
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Define &(®#) (Y1, 92, y3) € E)ﬁm,n(]R) by

&P (y1, 9, y3)

=w+ ylErL,B + yZEa,cw(aﬁ)(L) + ylyQEa,ﬁ + y3ErL+1,cw(aﬁ)(L)7 (42)

where y1, y2, y3 are nonzero real numbers, and £; ; denotes the matrix with a 1 in the
(i, 7) entry and zeros elsewhere. Restricting the rows and columns of &b (y1,Y2,93)

to R(a, B) U {a} and C(a, B) U {B}, respectively, yields
wB)(

—

Y1.92:8) | = 0 py010) cla sy = @ (U142, 93), (4.3)

where the last term is defined in Section 3. Since &%) (yy, y,y3) is obtained from
w by applying elementary column operations to the right and row operations to the
bottom, it follows that @(®?) (y1,92,93) € Xo.

In the following subsections, we will show that the trace of the Hessian of f(, g)
in the normal space does not vanish at these points. By Lemma 2.11, this implies
that the mean curvature vectors at these points are nonzero, thereby completing the
proof.

4.3. The first and second derivatives of f; ;). We consider the first and sec-
ond derivatives of f(; ; for (i,7) € D(w). The next two lemmas are immediate
consequences of Lemma 3.1 and 3.2.

Lemma 4.2. For simplicity, let us write § = det (w ’5)). Then

p

g if (a,b) = (. B).

—y10 if ((l, b) (a’ (o, m(L))
0f(0f) () Y1y30 if (a,0) = (@, ¢ y0m (1.41)):
Ozay (“’ ’ (9173127113)) = q Y20 i (a,0) = (rz, ),

Y1y20 if (a,b) = (L, Cyianr (1),

—t1y2y30 if (a,0) = (rL, Cued)(141))s

\0 otherwise.

Proof. Whenever a ¢ R(a, ) U{a} or b ¢ C(a, ) U{B}, the variable x4, does not
appear in f(, g), and therefore

Of(a
fap) _

OT g
Now suppose a € R(«,8) U{a} and b € C(a, f) U {B}. The lemma then follows
from (4.3) and Lemma 3.1 with o = w(®#), O
Lemma 4.3. The following holds for the second derivatives of f(a,g)-

9 f(a,p)
@, A(avﬁ) O
5o (012 0)) #

if and only if the sets {a1,as} and {b1,b2} take one of the following forms:
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(1) {ar, a2} ={rr,a}; {b1, b2} = {c e r); B} or {cym 41y, B
(2) {ar, a2} = {rr,roa}; {br, b2} = {c @m nr1)s Coeon )} or{Cun i1y, B}
(3) For each r; € R(c, B) \ {rr,rr+1},
{ar, a2} ={re,ri}t; {b1,ba} = {cum(r) Co@m @yt o7 {Cu@m (Li1)r Cowm iy}
or {8, Cyem iy }-
(4) {ar, a2} ={a,ra}; {b1,b2} = {cy@o (pr1)s Co@or )} or {Cuen i1y, B}
(5) For each r; € R(e, B) \{rr,rr+1},
{ar, a2} = {a,ri}; {b1, 0o} = {cu@m (1) Co@m @yt o7 {Cu@m (Li1)s Cotem (i)}
or {8, cym (i) }-
Proof. Both variables x4, and Z,p, appear in f(, g) precisely when {ai,as} C
R(a, f) U{a} and {b1,b2} C C(a, ) U {S}. In this case, Lemma 3.2 applied to
o = w@h) together with (4.3), establishes the lemma. O

For (i,7) € D(w) \ {(a, B)}, we consider the derivative

9f ) ~(a,8)
Wab (W (ylay27y3))

when a < « and b < . The derivative is trivially zero if a ¢ R(i,7) U {i} or
b¢ C(i,j) U{j} as the variable x4 is not contained in f; ;). Hence we may assume
that a € R(i,7)U{i} and b € C(4,j) U{j}. In this case, the derivative is, up to sign,
the determinant of

Q(Ohﬂ) (yla Y2, y3) (44)

(R(.5)0{i)\{a},(C(a. /) Ui H\{b}
We divide into several cases to determine when the derivative, or equivalently the
determinant, is nonzero.

Lemma 4.4. Let (i,5) € D(w) \{(e, )}, and let a < a and b < 3. Assume further
that a € R(i,j) U{i} and b € C(i,5) U{j}. Then

det @(a’ﬁ) y Y2, ):O
( (w1 2,95) (R(i,5)U{iH)\{a},(C(i,5)u{i)\{b}

unless a = 1.

Proof. Suppose a # i. Then the i-th row of &(®#) (y;,ys,ys) is contained in the
restriction (4.4). Observe that all entries in the i-th row of w are zero in columns
1,---,7, since (i,j) € D(w).

If i ¢ {rp,r4+1,a}, it follows from (4.2) that all entries in the i-th row of
&(@P) (41,92, y3) in the columns (C(7,7) U {j}) \ {b} are also zero, and consequently
the determinant is zero.

If i = rp, then since Wrie (a0, = 1 and (i,5) = (r1,j) € D(w), we must have
J < ¢y@pry- This gives j < B, which implies 3 ¢ C(i,j) U{j}. As a result, the
row i of the restriction (4.4) is entirely zero. Similarly, if ¢ = r74;, the conditions
WrLi1e, (08 (a1 1 and (i,5) = (rr+1,5) € D(w) imply j < ¢@p(g41)- Thus
J < €yem (1), and again all entries in the row ¢ of the restriction (4.4) are zero. In
both cases, the determinant vanishes.
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If i = a, for the row i of the restriction (4.4) to contain a nonzero entry, we must
have j > Cooled) (L) In this case (4, j) also satisfies (4.1), and by assumption we obtain
a+p<i+j=a+j. Since (i,7) = (o, j) # (o, ), this gives j > 5 > b, so that
the j-th column of &(®#) (y;, 4o, ys) is contained in the restriction (4.4). However,
as j > f3, it follows from (4.2) that the j-th column of &) (y1,ys2,y3) coincides
with that of w. Since (i,7) = (o, j) € D(w), all entries in the j-th column of w are
zero in rows 1,---, . Therefore the restriction (4.4) contains a zero column, and
the determinant vanishes. Thus, the lemma follows. ]

We next consider the case where a =i and b # j.

Lemma 4.5. Let (i,5) € D(w) \ {(a, 8)}, and let i < o and b < . If b € C(i,7),
then

det { &) (yy, yo, ) ’
( (Y1, 92, 93) R(i,5),(C6HU{H\{b} 7
if and only if rp, <t <rpy1, j =B, and b= ¢ 8 (L)

Proof. Since b € C(i,7), the j-th column of @(®#) (y;,ys,y3) is contained in the
restriction (4.4). From (7, j) € D(w), all entries in the j-th column of w are zero in
rows 1,--- 1. Therefore, if j ¢ {cw(a,[g)(m,ﬁ}, the j-th column of @(*# (y1, y,y3)
coincides with that of w. Then the restriction (4.4) contains a zero column, and the
determinant vanishes.

If j = c,@8)(1), the conditions Wrre (o p ) = 1 and (7,7) = (i,cw(a,g)(L)) € D(w)
give i < rr. It follows that {rz1,a} NR(i,j) = 0, and once again all entries in the
column j of the restriction (4.4) are zero.

On the other hand, if j = §, for the column j of the restriction (4.4) to contain
a nontrivial entry we must have ¢ > rp. Since i < «a, we deduce i < « as (7,7) =
(1,8) # (a, B). If i > rp4q, then (i, ) satisfies (4.1), contradicting the assumption
that a + £ is minimal among such pairs. Hence r; < i < rp41.

Ifb # c a8 (L) then the restriction (4.4) contains two linearly dependent columns,
namely CooleB) (L) and (8. Therefore, we must have b = Cooled) (L) In this case, the

determinant is, up to sign, y; det (w(o"ﬁ)) (# 0). Hence the lemma is proved. O

Finally, if @ = i and b = j, then since &%) (y1,y2,y3) € X,,, Proposition 2.10
implies that the derivative

9f6) ~(cv,3)
Wij (W (yl,yz,yg))

does not vanish. Combining these observations, we obtain the following lemma.

Lemma 4.6. Let (i,j) € D(w) \ {(®, 8)}. For a < a and b < 3, the derivative

9 (i) ~(a,B)
8Tab (W (ylay2yy3))

does not vanish if and only if either
(a,b) = (i, 4),
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or, if in addition j = B and r, < i < rp4q,
(a,b) = (i, Cyam)(1))-
If these additional conditions are not satisfied, then only the first case can occur.

4.4. The Hessian of f(, 3. We evaluate the Hessian of f(, g) with respect to the
normal frame obtained in Proposition 2.10.

Lemma 4.7. For all (e1,m), (e2,1m2) € D(w) \ {(«, B)},
Hessf(avﬁ) (vf(€17771)7§f(627772)) = 0
at every point &P (y1,y2,y3) € Xo.

Proof. Expanding the Hessian gives

Z 8f(€1:771) ) 82f(075) ) 8f(€2,712) .

HeSSf(aﬂ) (ﬁf(q,?n) ’ ﬁf(qﬂm)) - 8$a1b1 65Ua1b1 a-ﬁUazbz al’azlm

1<ai,a2<m,

1<bi,b2<n
Observe that all cases {a1,az2} and {b1,ba} for which the second derivative of f(, g
at @A) (y1,y,y3) is nonzero, as identified in Lemma 4.3, satisfy a1,a2 < o and
b1, by < B, respectively. Moreover, none of them satisfies the additional conditions
in Lemma 4.6. Applying Lemma 4.6 to the first derivatives, the only remaining term
in the above expansion is

Oftam)  Pfap)  Ofcam)

OTeyny  OTeyny OTeyny  OTeqyy

provided that ¢; # €2 and 1 # m2. To complete the proof, we show that for
(617771)7 (62a 772> S D(w) \ {(aaﬁ)}a the pairs {617 62} and {7717 772} are not among the
cases listed in Lemma 4.3, and hence the above second derivative vanishes.

Consider the rows rr,7r+1,a and the columns cw(a,g)(LH),cw(a,g)(L),B. Among
the pairs formed by these rows and columns, the only one contained in D(w)\{(«, 5)}
i8 (7L; Cye8)(£41)), Since there are 1’s located at (rr, ¢y ap (1)) and (L1, Cyep) (£41))-
It follows from this observation that such (e1,n1), (e2,72) € D(w) \ {(e, 8)} cannot
occur in cases (1), (2), or (4) of Lemma 4.3.

Case (5) of Lemma 4.3 is excluded as well, since (o, c,@n () ¢ D(w) and
(Tis Capr (iy) & P(w). If such (e1,m), (e2,m2) € D(w) \ {(e, B)} were to occur in
case (3), then as (r;, ¢ ep ;) ¢ P(w) we would need (rr, ¢, 0.0(;)) € P(w), and
this must be included in such a pair. This can only happen when r; > ry.

If r; > rp, then since there are 1’s located at (rr, Cw(aﬁ>(L)) and (rp+1, Cw(a,ﬁ)(L+1)),
the only remaining possibility is (r;, ) € D(w) so that the pair would necessarily
consist of (rr, ¢,y(.5 ;) and (r;, 3). However, in this case (r;, 8) satisfies (4.1), which
contradicts the assumption that « + 3 is minimal. Hence case (3) is also excluded,
thereby completing the proof. O
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Lemma 4.8. For all (e,n) € D(w) \ {(, 8)},

(_1)L+w(°"5)(L+1)y3 if (e,m) = (rg, Cw(a,ﬁ)(LJrl))?

0 otherwise,

Hess f(a,8) (Vf(a,8): Viiem) = {

at every point &5 (Y1, y2,v3) € Xo-

Proof. By arguments similar to those in the proof of Lemma 4.7, the Hessian expands
as

Of@p)  Pfap  Ofen
6xa1b1 8.73'(111,1(93?@21)2 8$a2b2

Hess f(a,8) (V) Viiem) = D

1<ai,a2<m,
1<b1,b2<n

= Z af(a’ﬁ) . a2f(a,ﬂ) . af(€7,r])
1<a1<m, OZayhy  OTayh, a$6,7 6956,]
1<b1<n

at @A (y1,y2,y3). Further application of Lemma 4.2 gives
Hess f(a.p) (Vfia.5): Viiem)
_ 3 Ofap) Pfap  en

0%q1, 0%q,5,0Tey  O%ey

a1€{rp,a},
b1€{e, (0,8) (1 41)C0(@B) ()P}
We now determine the cases in which the second derivative among the terms in the
above summation does not vanish.

Suppose that {a;,e} and {b1,n} correspond to case (3) or (5) of Lemma 4.3.
Then, apart from the admissible possibilities for (a1, b;1) in the summation, the only
remaining candidate for (e,n) is (ri,cwm,m(i)). Since this position does not belong
to D(w), it cannot coincide with (e,7) € D(w) \ {(«, 8)}.

As noted in the proof of Lemma 4.7, among the pairs formed by the rows
L, TL41, & and the columns ¢,a,8) (1 41), Co(@5) (L) B, the only one contained in D(w)\
{(c, B)} is (rr, €.p) (1 41)). Hence, for the second derivative to be nonzero, we must
have (e,1) = (r, €, (r41)) in cases (1), (2), or (4). This further implies a; = o
since a1 € {rr,a} and a; # e.

Among cases (1), (2), and (4) of Lemma 4.3, the only one containing ¢, 41
arises from case (1). In this case, we must have b; = (8 for the second derivative to
be nonzero. Consequently, provided that (e,n) = (r, cw(a,g)(LH)), we obtain

Hessf(avﬁ) <vf(a”8) ? vf(rlz:cw(a,ﬁ) (L+1>)>

_ 8f(a75) ‘ 82f(a”3) ‘ 8f(rL,cw(a75)<L+l>)
0zap 83301,3693@@“}(&7@(“1)

‘TTLCW(a»B) (L+1)

= (—)Er Iy,

at @A) (y1, 9, y3). Otherwise, the Hessian vanishes. This completes the proof. [
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Lemma 4.9. At every point @(a’ﬁ)(yl,yg, y3) € Xu,

Hess f(a,8) (Vf(a,8): V(,p)) = 0.

Proof. By Lemma 4.2 and Lemma 4.6, the only nonzero terms in the expansion of
the Hessian at &(®?) (y1, 2, y3) arise from case (1) of Lemma 4.6. Thus, we obtain

1 < Vi 9f(a.8) 0 f(a,8) f(a,p)
,H — ’ . ) . s
sHessfa.6) (VS0 Vi) OTrpe oy, OFric ias,,0%as  OTap
RGN 0*f(a,p) Of(ap)
a%‘cw(a,fﬂ(m axo‘%(a,m(max%ﬂ Oy
" 9f(a.p) ' O fap) Ofap

0% p

8ercw(a,ﬁ)<L+1) aercw(ayﬁ)(LJrl)axaB

Ofp) 7 fap) Of(ap)

+ amacw(&’ﬁ)(L+1) 3$acw<a,ﬁ)(“1)5$m6 Ot 5
Since
Plap  _ fap
axm%(aﬁ)mamaﬁ N 8%%(&@@)3%57
9 flap) Py
89571%(&,@(“1)3370:6 N 8xacw(a’ﬁ>(L+1)axTL,87

it follows that
1 _
sHessfiap) (Vs Viias)
_ Pfap 0fwp  Ofwp = Ofap  Ofap
0%

8xTLCw(a,5>(L) O0zap axacw(aﬁ)@) 0z, g

w(eB) (L)

N P fla.) ( Ofwpy  Ofap  Ofwp _8f(a76)>‘

a$mcw(a,5)@+l)8xaﬁ ax?‘LCu(a,ﬁ)(LH) 8$a5 8macw(a,6)(L+1) 8$TL5

We recall from [3, Section 4] that if y is the determinant of an n X n matrix of
variables, then the matrix of its derivatives has rank 1 on x = 0. Therefore,

Oij >ieR(a,ﬁMa}JeC(a,muw}
has rank 1 at &(®#) (y, 2, y3). Hence, we deduce that
Hess f(a,8) (Vf(a,) Vfia8) =0

at ('/J(aﬁ)(yl’y%y?))' 0
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4.5. Proof of the theorem. To compute the trace of the Hessian of f, g) in the
normal space, we begin by considering the Gram matrix and its inverse with respect
to the normal frame provided in Proposition 2.10. We decompose the normal frame
as

{Vfuj | G,5) € Dw)} = BiUBs,
where
B = {vf(rL’cw(a,ﬁ)(LH))’vf(aﬁ)} )
By = {Vf(i,j) (i,5) € D)\ {(rL, Cutem(z 1) (e 5)}}'

It follows from Lemma 4.2 and 4.6 that By L Bs.
On the other hand, by Lemma 4.6 we have

oy (fv(“’ﬁ ) (y1, 9o, y3))

af(?" € (a )
L€, (asB8) (L+1) a(0[”3)(

a,B) (L+1))

o y17y273/3)> ) E’"chw(a,ﬁ)(Lﬂ)'
TLC,(aB) (L+1)

Observe that (rr, ¢ s r4+1)) € P(w) cannot satisfy (4.1) since (a, 8) € D(w) is a
one that satisfies (4.1) and minimizes the sum « + . This implies that

af(’r‘L,Cw<a75)(L+1))

) (a(ayﬁ)(ylay%yi%)) = 17
ercw<a’B)(L+l)

and therefore

vf(mcw(aﬁ) ) (('A‘)(aﬁ)(ylay%y?))) =FErp e

(L+1) B) (L41) "

Moreover, Lemma 4.2 gives

V fap) (@(a’ﬁ)(yl,yz,yz)))

=0 Eoc,,B — 410 - Ea,cw(aﬁ)(m +y1y30 - Ea,cw(a,ﬂ>(L+1)

— Y20 - Erp g+ 41920 - E'rb%(a,ﬂ)(L) ~ Y1y2ys0 ETL’Cw(a,B)(LH)’

where § = det (w(a’ﬁ)).
Putting these computations together, the Gram matrix G with respect to By LI B
at (@A) (y1,y2,y3) is block diagonal of the form

(G O
a=(3 &)

where each O denotes a zero matrix of the appropriate size,

Gy = < 1 —Y1Y2Y30 >
—yiyay3d (1 +y3) (1 +yi+viv3))’
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and Gy is the Gram matrix corresponding to By at &(®f) (y1,Y2,ys3). Consequently,

its inverse is given by
-1
—1 — G]. O
¢ < O G51> ’

Gl = ((1 +y3)(L+yi + yiv3) y1y2y36> '

where

Y132y30 1

We are now in a position to prove the theorem.

Proof of Theorem 4.1. Let w € M, (R) be a non-vexillary partial permutation.
Take (a, ) € D(w) and consider &(*#) (y1,y,y3) € X, as in Section 4.2. Then, it
follows from Lemma 4.7, 4.8, and 4.9, together with the above computations on the
Gram matrix G, that the trace of the Hessian of f(, g) in the normal space of X,

at o(@h) (y1,y2,y3) is given by
trp. x Hessf(q 5 (@(a’ﬁ) (Y1, Y2, y3))
71 fr— ~—
=92 (G )12 HeSSf(a’g) (Vf(a’ﬁ), vf(TL’CW(avﬁ)(LH)))

—1 ~ X~
=2(G1),, Hessfla ) (Vf(aﬁ)’ vf(T‘Lanw,m(Hl)))
_ 2(_1)L+w(a’ﬁ>([ﬂr1)
# 0,

since y1,y2,y3 are nonzero real numbers and § = det (w(aﬁ)) # 0. Therefore, by

6y1ygy§

Lemma 2.11, the mean curvature vectors of X,, along the points &(*#) (y;, y2,73) do
not vanish. This completes the proof. O

5. MINIMALITY

In this section, we establish the minimality of real matrix Schubert varieties for
certain subclasses of vexillary partial permutations. These subclasses include deter-
minantal varieties and yield new examples of minimal submanifolds.

Let &ty denote the set of vexillary partial permutations of the following forms:

I,, O1 Oq

I, O Ly O1 Oy O O3 04 Os
02 03 or 04 05 ITQ 06 or 06 I 07 5 (5. 1)

O7 Og Oy O Os 6; O10

where I, denotes the r x r identity matrix and each O; denotes a zero matrix of
appropriate size. We further define &ty to be the set 9£ partial permutations p such

that D(u) = D(w) for some w € Gry. Clearly, Bty C Bry. As the following example
shows, this inclusion is proper.
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Example 5.1. Let w and p be partial permutations given by
1 00 0O

g

Il
O O =
o O O
S = O
o O O

(oo 100
P = 10 00 0 1
01000

Then w € Bty and D(w) = D(u). Hence p € &y, while g ¢ Gro.

A permutation with only one descent , is called Grassmannian. One can observe
that the Rothe diagrams of elements in Gty have the same shape as those of Grass-
mannian permutations (i.e., they are of Grassmannian type) and have at most two
connected components.

We first state the following theorem.

Theorem 5.2. Let w € My, n(R) be a vezillary partial permutation. If w € &2,
then X, C My, n(R) is minimal.

Since the determinantal varieties correspond to partial permutations in ®tg (see
Example 2.7), this theorem extends the result in [3]. We also remark that the
partial permutation w given in Example 5.1 provides the simplest non-determinantal
example among the new minimal submanifolds established by the above theorem.

Remark 5.3. Let w and p be the partial permutations given in Example 5.1. As
mentioned at the beginning of Section 2.2, the defining ideal of a real matrix Schu-
bert variety depends only on the elements of the Rothe diagram and the correspond-
ing upper-left submatrices of variables. Since D(w) = D(u), the varieties X, and
Yu share the same defining equations. Consequently, the variables corresponding to
the fourth row and the fifth column in Yu are free, and hence X, x R® ¢ R12 x R®
is congruent to Yu C R?°. Therefore, they are essentially equivalent from the view-
point of minimality.

We now consider a vexillary partial permutation w such that (1,1) € D(w). The
corresponding real matrix Schubert variety X, can be decomposed as a product of
smaller real matrix Schubert varieties and a Euclidean factor.

For instance, let w € M7 g(R) be given by

0

S
|
SO, OO OO
DO OO O OO
O OO OO
SO OO O OO
SO OO OO
—_ oo oo oo
DO OO OO
SO OO OO
=
=

The Rothe diagram is
D(w) = {(17 1)7 (17 2)7 (17 3)7 (17 4)’ (17 5)7 (17 6)7 (27 1)’ (27 2)7 (27 3)’ (27 4)7 (27 5)7 (27 6)7
(3,1),(3,2),(3,3), (3,4),(4,1),(4,2), (4,3), (4,4)}
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U{(2,8)} U{(4,6)} U{(6,2),(7,2)} U{(7,4)},

which is decomposed into connected components.
The defining equations coming from the first connected component are

T11 = T12 = T13 = T14 = T15 = T16 = L1 = T22 = T23 = T24 = T25 = L6
= T3] = T32 = T33 = T34 = T4] = T42 = T43 = T44 = 0.

These define a subspace P of dimension 36 in M7 g(R) (codimension 20), and we

have X, C P.
The equations from the second component correspond to the vanishing of all 2 x 2
minors of

Xip g = 11 T12 13 T14 T15 T1e T1r T18
[2,8] To1 T2 T3 T4 Tas Toag Ty Tag)

which, in the subspace P, are equivalent to
det Tir T8 0.
To7 T28
This defines a real matrix Schubert variety in 9t 2(R), with variables z17, z1s, 27,
T9g, corresponding to

o (1 0
1=l e = (0 o)
Similarly, the equations from the third component are equivalent in P to
det (735 T36) — 0,
T45 T46
giving a real matrix Schubert variety in 9t o(R), with variables xss, 36, T45, T46,
corresponding to

B (10
w2 '—“‘{3,4}7{576}— 0 0)"

Finally, the equations from the fourth and fifth components are equivalent in P to
the vanishing of all 2 x 2 minors of

51 T52
Te1 L62
71 X72

and all 3 x 3 minors of

Ts51 X552 53 T4
L6l L62 T63 Te4 | ,
71 Tr2 T3 T4
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defining a real matrix Schubert varieties in M3 4(R), with variables xs51, =52, 53,
T54, T61, T62, T63, T64, T71, L72, LT3, T74, COrresponding to

1000
“3 ‘:w‘{576,7},{1,2,3,4}: 8 8 (1) 8

The remaining variables I37, 38, T47, 48, T55, 56, 57, L58, L5, L66, L6675 L68,
75, T76, T77, T7g are not contained in the upper-left submatrices corresponding to
any elements of the Rothe diagram. Hence they are free variables, giving rise to a
Euclidean factor R16.

By grouping the defining equations in P into algebraically independent subsets,
one can deduce from the above observations that the real matrix Schubert variety

X, C P decomposes as
X = Xy X Xy X Xy X RIS
The same type of decomposition can be easily seen to hold for any vexillary partial
permutation w satisfying (1,1) € D(w).
Combining the above observation with Theorem 5.2, we immediately obtain the
following corollary.

Corollary 5.4. Let w € My, n(R) be a vezillary partial permutation such that
(1,1) € D(w). Then X, is congruent to X, X -+ x X, X RY for some N > 0
and vezillary partial permutations wy,--- ,wi. If all w; belong to &2, then X, C
My.n(R) s minimal.

By the above corollary, the partial permutation w given in (5.2) gives rise to
a minimal submanifold in M7 g(R). Since its Rothe diagram has more than two
connected components, w does not belong to Bra.

In the remaining of this section, we provide the proof of Theorem 5.2.

5.1. Involutive isometries. Motivated by the geometric proof given in [3], we
consider involutive isometries. Let w € My, »(R) be a partial permutation of the
form
I'f'l 01”1 Xni Orl XTr2 Orl XMno
w= Oryxr; Oryxny I, Oryxny | € Gra, (5.3)
Om1 Xry Om1 Xni Om1 XTro Om1 Xng
where m = mq +r1 + 19 and n = nq + no + r1 + ro, and where I, and O,y; denote
the r x r identity and the a x b zero matrix, respectively.
Suppose Q € X,,. Let us denote by C(Q) the column space of @, and let Ug €
O(m) be the unique element of the orthogonal group satisfying

Uoleg) = s Uglogyr = —id-
Define ¢ : M, (R) = My, »(R) by

Dq(4) = (Ug- A1 | -

UQ-A,L), VA = <A1 ‘ ‘An> € My n(R).
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Since Ugg = id, we have &g o @ = id. As Ug € O(m), it follows that the map ®¢
is an involutive isometry of M, ,(R) fixing Q.

Lemma 5.5. For each Q) € X,,, the map ®q induces a symmetry of X, such that
Q) = Q.

Proof. 1t suffices to show that ®¢ (X,,) C X,. Then, since X,, is open dense in X,
the continuity of ®¢ implies that ®¢ (X,,) = X..

w
Suppose A € X,,. To prove that ®g(A4) € X, we verify

rk ((I)Q(A)LP,Q]) <rk (w[p’q]) (5.4)
forall 1 <p <mand 1 < g <n (see Section 2.2 for the notation). We divide all
possible pairs of p and ¢ into the following six cases:

(1) 1<g<p<m.

)1<p<r,1<q<n,p<q
) ri+1<p<ri+ry,ri+m+1<qg<n,p<qg—mn.
Hri+1<p<m,1<qg<r;+n.
5) rm+r+1<p<m,rm+n+1<qg<n.
6) rm+1<qg—ni <p<ri+ro.
case (1), since ®q(A)p q
rk (wmq]). Similarly, in cases (2) and (3), the matrix ®g(A), 4 has p rows. Hence,
its rank is at most p = rk (w[p,q]).

For cases (4) and (5), we observe that

rk (2Q(A)pq) < 1k (PQ(A)jm,q)
:rk<UQ-A1 ‘ ’UQ-A)
| 4) i)

Since A € X, we have rk (A[m q]) =rk (w[m q]) Moreover, rk (w[m q]) =rk (W[M])
holds for these cases. Thus, the inequality (5.4) follows.
Finally, in case (6), we use the inequality

tk (PQ(A)p.q) < 1k (PQ(A)pryn]) + (@ — 11— 1)
By case (4), the first term is bounded by rk (W[p,n—l—m]) =ry. A direct computation

has g columns, its rank is at most g, which equals

gives 1 + (¢ —r1 —ny) =rk (w[pyq]), which yields the desired inequality.
Thus, the inequality (5.4) holds in all cases. Since this holds for every A € X,,,
we obtain ®¢ (X,,) C X,,. This completes the proof. O

Remark 5.6. We remark that the above map was first introduced in [3] to show
that the determinantal varieties have helicoidal symmetries. In our case the map
@ does not necessarily induce a helicoidal symmetry.

Similarly, for Q € X, let us denote by R (Q[m,r1+n1]) the row space of Qi 4n,]-
Consider Vi € O(r1 + n1) the unique element of the orthogonal group satisfying

Valr(qy,, any) = Vel
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and extend Vg to Vo € O(n) by setting

‘/}Q . (U1> = <VQ ' 1}1> , Yup € Rrﬁ_nl,vg € Rtz

V2 U2

Define ¥ : My, n(R) = My n(R) by

Vo B By
Uo(B) = ; , VB=| : | e Mun(R).
Vo - Bm By,

Since ‘75 = id and ‘A/Q € O(n), it follows that Wq is an involutive isometry of
M, n(R) fixing Q.

Lemma 5.7. For each Q € X,,, the map ¥ induces a symmetry of X, such that
V(@) = Q.

Proof. As in the proof of Lemma 5.5, we show ¥ (X,,) C X,, by verifying that for
every B € X,

rk (\I/Q(B)[pvq}) <rk (w[p,q}) (5.5)

forall 1 <p<mand 1l <q <n. All possible pairs of p and ¢ can be divided into
the following six cases:

() 1<p<m,1<qg<r,qg<p.
(2)1<p<r,1<q<n,p<q
B)rm+l1<p<r+mr,nmnt+m+l1<qg<n p<qg—n.
(4) rm+l1<p<mri+1<qg<r+n.
BG)rm+1<p<m,ri+n+1<qg<ri+n+ryqg—ni <p.

(6) rm4+r+1l1<p<m,r4+n+ro+1<qg<n.

In case (1), since W(B)p,, has ¢ columns, its rank is at most ¢ = rk (wp,q))-
Similarly, in cases (2) and (3), the matrix Wq(B)(, 4 has p rows so that its rank is
at most p. In these cases, we have p = rk (W[p,q})7 and the inequality (5.5) follows.

For case (4), we have

tk (PQ(B)jpg) < 1k (PQ(B)prytni]) < vk (Bjpry4n))

as in cases (4) and (5) in the proof of Lemma 5.5. Since B € X,,, it follows that
rk (B[p,m—i-nl]) =rk (w[p7r1+nl]). Moreover, rk (W[p,r1+n1]) =rk (W[PH]) holds, yielding
the inequality (5.5).

In case (5), we observe that

tk (V(B)pg) < 1k (PQ(B)pry+n]) + (¢ =1 —m).

By case (4), the first term is bounded by rk (W[p,r1+n1}) = r1. A straightforward
computation gives r14(q—r1—n1) = rk (wp, 4). Hence, tk (Yo (B)p,q) < 1k (wip.q)-
Finally, in case (6), by applying an argument similar to that of case (4), we have

rk (Vo (B)p.g) <1k (PQ(B)pm) <1k (Bpn) = 1k (W) = vk (wpq) -
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Thus, the inequality (5.5) holds in all cases, and therefore ¥(B) € X,,. Since
this holds for every B € X, we obtain ¥¢ (X,,) C X,. By continuity, it follows
that Wq (Yw) = X,,, which completes the proof. ]

5.2. Action of the isometries on normal vectors. We continue to consider the

partial permutation w given in (5.3). We modify the argument in [3] to analyze the

action of the isometries introduced in the previous subsection on normal vectors.
Let Q € X,,. For A € My, ,(R), we write

A= (40| | An),
where each A; is a column vector. Define t.(4) € M, »(R) by

te(A) = (Omx(r1+n1) ‘ Pre(Q) (Arni+1) ‘ ‘ PIo(Q) (An)),

where prg () denotes the orthogonal projection onto the column space C (Q) of Q,
and Oy, (ry4n,) denotes the m x (r1 + n1) zero matrix.

Lemma 5.8. The vector t.(A) is tangent to X, at Q.

Proof. We prove the lemma by showing that Q + s - t.(A) € X, for every s € R.
This implies that @ + s - t.(A) € X,, for all sufficiently small s, and hence ¢.(A) is
tangent to X, at Q.

We check whether the following inequality holds:

k ((Q + 5 te(A)p ) < 1k (wpg) (5.6)
foralll1 <p<mand 1 < q <n. We divide all possible pairs of p and ¢ into the
following cases:

() 1<p<r,m+nm+1<g<n.
2)rm+1<p<r+rnmnt+mn+l1<qg<n p<qg—ng.
(3)1<p<m,1<g<r +ni.
(4 m+1<p<m,rm+m+1<qg<ri+n+reyqg—n <p.
B)ri+re+1<p<m,ri+n+ra+1<qg<n.
In cases (1) and (2), the matrix (Q + s - tc(A))}, , has rank at most p since it has
p rows. Asrk (w[p’q]) = p in these cases, the inequality (5.6) follows.

For case (3), we have t.(A)p,q = O. Hence,

rk ((Q +s- tc(A))[p,q]) =rk (Q[p,q]) =rk (w[p,q]) .

In case (4), we observe that

k ((Q+ 5 te(A)p ) <1k ((Q+ 5+ oAy iy ) + (g =71 = 1)
=rk (w[p,rﬁm}) + (¢ —7r1—n1),
where the equality follows from case (3). A direct computation gives
rk (w[p7r1+nl]) +(g—r—mn1)=qg—ny =1k (w[p,q]) ,
which confirms the inequality (5.6).
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Finally, in case (5), we have

rk ((Q Y tc(A))mq]) < 1k <(Q Y5 tC(A))[m’qO .

Since all columns of (Q + s - t.(A)) lie in the column space C(Q), it follows that

[m.d]
k ((Q + 5+ e(A) gy ) < T(Q).
Given that Q € X,,, we have
rk(Q) =tk (Qpm,n)) = 1k (Wimm)) = 71 + 72
As tk (w;

p7q]) = r1 + ro in this case, the inequality (5.6) holds.

Thus, (5.6) holds in all cases, and therefore Q + s - t.(A) € X, for every s € R.
This completes the proof. ]

Lemma 5.9. Let N € M,;, ,(R) be a normal vector to X, at Q, written as
N = (N1 ‘ ‘ Nn>.

Then the isometry ®q reverses the sign of Ny 4ni4+1, -+, Nn. That is,

(), N = (UQ-N1 ‘ ’ Uo Neyemy | = Noysmst ’ —Nn>.
Proof. Since t.(N) is a tangent vector by Lemma 5.8, we have
n 2
Jj=ri+ni1+1

which implies that N; € C’(Q)J- for all r1 +n1 +1 < j < n. It then follows from the
definition of Ug that

Ug - Nj = —Nj
for all 71 +n1 + 1 < j < n, which completes the proof. O

In a similar manner, we introduce another tangent vector associated with the row
spaces. Consider a matrix B € M, ,,(R) of the form

B, O
B=| : [, (5.7)
B, O
where each Bj is a row vector in R™ ™ and O denotes the zero vector in R™217"2,
Since Q € X, the row space R(Q[Th,ﬂﬁnl]) of Qppyri4n,) and the row space
R (Q[m,n]) of Q) are of full rank. Using the rows of Q. v 4n,) and Q. , as
bases for their respective row spaces, we can associate to each v € R (Q[mernl]) =
R (Q[rl,r1+n1]) a unique row vector f(v) € R™%"2 guch that (v f(v)) € R (Q[m,n])-
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Define t.(B) € M, »n(R) by

P (@) B T (Pa(y, ) (BY)
2% (B) = )

er(Q[m’TH”l]) (Bn) f <er(Q[myT1 +n1]) (Bn)>

where DI is the orthogonal projection onto the row space R (Q[m,r1+n1])-

Qmry+n1])
Lemma 5.10. The vector t,(B) is tangent to X, at Q.

Proof. As in the proof of Lemma 5.8, it suffices to prove that for every s € R,

tk ((Q+ 5 1(B))jy g ) < 1k (g) (5.8)

forall 1 <p<mand 1l < q <n. All possible pairs of p and ¢ can be divided into
the following cases:

(1) 1<p<r,1<q¢g<n,p<q.

2)r+1<p<ri+ryrm+n+1<q¢g<n,p<qg—n.
B)1<p<m,1<q<r1,q<p.

(4) rm+1<p<m,r+1<qg<r;+n;.
BG)r+1<p<m,ri+n+1<qg<ri+ny+ryqg—ni <p.
(6) ri+r+1l1<p<m,r+n+ro+1<qg<n.

In cases (1) and (2), the matrix (Q + s - £,(B)),  has p rows so that its rank is
bounded above by p = rk (wp, ). Likewise, in case (3), the matrix (Q + s - t,(B))

has ¢ columns, which implies that its rank is at most ¢ = rk (W[pvq])'
In case (4), we have

rk ((Q Y- tT(B))[p,qO <1k ((Q ts- tr(B))[perm]) .

Since @ € X,,, the two row spaces R (Q[p,rﬁm]) and R (Q[m,r1+n1]) coincide. Con-
sequently, all rows of (Q + s - tr(B))[p7rl+n1] lie in R (Q[m,rl—f—nl])v and hence

ke ((Q+ 5 1r(B))pyypn)) < 1K (Qmritns]) =71 = 1k ()
This yields the inequality (5.8).
In case (5), we obtain

tk ((Q+ 5 t(B))jyg ) 1% ((Q+ 5 6(B))jpyy i) + (a =71 = m1)

< g—m =rk(wpg),
where the second inequality follows from case (4).

Finally, in case (6), an argument similar to that of case (4) yields (5.8).
Therefore, the inequality (5.8) holds in all cases, completing the proof. O

[p.q]

Lemma 5.11. Suppose that a normal vector N to X, at Q has the form given in
(5.7). Then the isometry Vg satisfies
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Proof. We write
Ny O
N = : :
N, O
as in (5.7). Since t,.(N) is tangent to X, at @ by Lemma 5.10, we obtain

0= (N6 (N)) = 3 [pragq,. .y ()]
j=1

This implies that V; € R (Q[ )J' for all 1 < 57 < m. It then follows from the

definition of V that

m,r1+n]

Vo-N1 O —-N; O
(¥q), N = E | = : S| =N
Vo Nm O —N,, O
Therefore the lemma, is proved. ]

5.3. Proof of the theorem. We now state the proof of Theorem 5.2.

Proof of Theorem 5.2. As observed in Remark 5.3, if two partial permutations have
the same Rothe diagram, then their corresponding real matrix Schubert varieties
differ only by a Fuclidean factor. Hence, the minimality of one implies that of the
other, and vice versa. Therefore, it suffices to prove the theorem for the class Grs.

Let w € My, n(R) be a vexillary partial permutation in &vy. The minimality of
determinantal varieties, which correspond to the first form in (5.1) (see Example
2.7), was established in [3]. By taking transposes, the second and third forms in
(5.1) are equivalent. Thus, we may assume that w is given as in (5.3).

Let Q € X, and let H(Q) € My, »n(R) denote the mean curvature vector of X,
at @), written as

HQ) = (HQ) |+ | HQ)n).
Consider the isometry ®¢g defined in Section 5.1. By Lemma 5.5, we have
(@), H(Q) = H(Q).
On the other hand, applying Lemma 5.9 to H(Q) gives
((I)Q)* H(Q) = (UQ ' H(Q)l ’ T } UQ ' H(Q)m-‘rnl - H(Q)r1+n1+1 ‘ - H(Q)n) .

Comparing these two equalities, we deduce that H(Q); = 0 for all mi+n;+1 < j < n.
This implies that H(Q) is of the form (5.7).
Next, consider the isometry Wq defined in Section 5.1. By Lemma 5.7, we have
(o), H(Q) = H(Q).
It follows from Lemma 5.11 that

(Vo) H(Q) = —H(Q).
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Therefore, H(()) must vanish. Since this holds for every @ € X,,, we conclude that
X C My, n(R) is minimal. d

(1]
2l
B8l
(4]
[5]
(6]
(7]
(8]
(9]
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