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SEMINORMAL FORMS AND CYCLOTOMIC QUIVER HECKE
ALGEBRAS OF TYPE A

JUN HU AND ANDREW MATHAS

ABSTRACT. This paper shows that the cyclotomic quiver Hecke algebras of
type A, and the gradings on these algebras, are intimately related to the
classical seminormal forms. We start by classifying all seminormal bases and
then give an explicit “integral” closed formula for the Gram determinants of the
Specht modules in terms of the combinatorics associated with the KLR grading.
We then use seminormal forms to give a deformation of the KLR algebras of
type A. This makes it possible to study the cyclotomic quiver Hecke algebras
in terms of the semisimple representation theory and seminormal forms. As
an application we construct a new distinguished graded cellular basis of the
cyclotomic KLR algebras of type A.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The quiver Hecke algebras are a remarkable family of algebras that were intro-
duced independently by Khovanov and Lauda [21,22] and Rouquier [31]. These
algebras are attached to an arbitrary oriented quiver, they are Z-graded and they
categorify the negative part of the associated quantum group. Over a field, Brun-
dan and Kleshchev showed that the cyclotomic quiver Hecke algebras of type A,
which are certain quotients of the quiver Hecke algebras of type A, are isomorphic
to the cyclotomic Hecke algebras of type A.

The quiver Hecke algebras have a homogeneous presentation by generators and
relations. As a consequence they have well-defined integral forms. Unlike Hecke
algebras, which are generically semisimple, the cyclotomic quiver Hecke algebras
are typically not semisimple even over the rational field. As a result the cyclotomic
quiver Hecke algebras are rarely isomorphic to the cyclotomic Hecke algebras over
an arbitrary ring.

The first main result of this paper shows that the cyclotomic quiver Hecke alge-
bras of type A admit a one-parameter deformation. Moreover, this deformation is
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isomorphic to cyclotomic Hecke algebra defined over the corresponding ring. Before
we can state this result we need some notation.

Fix integers n > 0 and e > 1 and let I'. be the oriented quiver with vertex set
I =7/eZ and edges i — i+ 1, for ¢ € I. Given i € I let i > 0 be the smallest
non-negative integer such that i = 7 4+ eZ. For each dominant weight A for the
corresponding Kac-Moody algebra g(T'.), there exists a cyclotomic quiver Hecke
algebra R2 and a cyclotomic Hecke algebra 2. To each tuple i € I we associate
the set of standard tableaux Std(i) with residue sequence i. All of these terms are
defined in Section 3.1.

Like the cyclotomic quiver Hecke algebra, our deformation of ’RQ is adapted
to the choice of e through the choice of base ring O that must be an e-idempotent
subring (Definition 4.1). This definition ensures that the cyclotomic Hecke algebras
are semisimple over %', the field of fractions of O, and that HA(0) ®p K is a
cyclotomic quiver Hecke algebra whenever K = O/m, for m a maximal ideal of O.
For t € O and d € Z let [d] = [d]; be the corresponding quantum integer, so that
d=@"—1)/(t—-1)ift#1or[d=dift=1.

We can now state our first main result.

Theorem A. Suppose that 1 < e < oo and that (O,t) is an e-idempotent subring
of a field # . Then the algebra H2(O) is generated as an O-algebra by the elements

(e 1iermu{w® | 1<r<n}u{y® |1<r<n}

subject only to the following relations:

H (yY — [k — ) fC =0,

1<I<¢t
Kk1=t1 (mod e)
fiof_jo = 5ijfioa Zie]nfio =1, ?J?fio = iO?J?,
U2 = £y, vy = usuy s
GOy = WS+ Giyin ) Y Yo f = (W2yS + Giyin ) Y
UPyS = ySuy, if s #rr+1,
PUS = 90Uy, if Ir—sl>1,
(e — g2 I =y i S i,
(y£1+Pr(i)> - 99+1)fioa if iy = irg1,
(W) = WP —y0) e, if i 4 g,
0, if iy = iry1,
fi(9 , otherwise,
and where (w?l/’?-uw? - 9+1¢?¢?+1)fio is equal to
(yﬁHpT(i)) + %(«rgpr(i)) - yﬁﬁpr(i» - y&;pr(i»)fio if ipg2 = ip S Ury1,
—tiFer () O if ipyo =0p = iry1,
e, if o = iy 4 irga,
0, otherwise,

where pr(1) =i — 41 and gl = tdy® + [d], for d € Z.

As we explain in Corollary 2.15 by taking e large enough this result also applies
when e = 0. The appendix gives a direct treatment of this case.

To help the reader interpret Theorem A we include the following special case
of this result that gives a new presentation of the group algebra of the symmetric
group over the ring Z,), where p is an integer prime and Z,) is the localisation
of Z at the prime ideal pZ.
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1.1. Corollary. Suppose that e = p be an odd prime number and let I = Z/pZ
and A = Ag. Then the group algebra Z,S,, is generated as an Z,-algebra by the
elements

{fPliermpu{y? | 1<r<n}u{yd |1<s<n}
subject only to the relations:

(y?)Aede(i) =0, P = 0412, SiemfO =1, y2f2 = Py°,

WO P = £2 WP, ylyS = ySy?,
wa(ﬂgerrlfio = (yr w? + 67:7‘i7‘+1)fio’ yr+1w fo (wo + 6iTir+1)ina
UPyS =y, ifs#rr+1,
bPvd = vup, if [r—s| > 1,
(v9 =y ) 2 if ir = ip1 70,
(2 +p— y?ﬂ)fio, if iy = irs1 =0,
(1/)(9)2f.(9 _ (ya(?Jrl Yy )fl ) Zfo 7é ir <~ i’l“+15
" ' (y01+p yr) i Z.fOZiT%iT+1,
0, Zf ir = i’!‘-‘rla
fio , otherwise,
_fioa Zf iT-‘rQ = ir — i'r-‘,—la
(’l/)o’l/)TJrlwo - r+1wowr+l)f = ioa Zf iT+2 = iT «— i?“+1a
0, otherwise,

for all admissible r,s and i€ I™.

Except for the cyclotomic relation and the last two relations (that is, the qua-
dratic relations and the braid relations for ¥{,...9¢ ), all of the relations in
Theorem A coincide with the corresponding KLR-relations in R%. Interestingly,
only the “Jucys-Murphy like elements” y? need to be modified in order to define
a deformation of ’RQ. Over a field K = O/m, the presentation in Theorem A col-
lapses to give the KLR algebra R2 because the definition of an idempotent subring
ensures that t177r®) @ 1, =1 and yﬁlipT(i» R1lg = y? R 1y, for 1 <r <n.

As a first application of Theorem A, Corollary 4.37 gives what appears to be
tight upper bounds on the nilpotency indices of the elements y,...,y, in the
cyclotomic quiver Hecke algebras of type A. Previously such a result was known
only in the special case of the linear quiver or, equivalently, when e = 0.

To prove Theorem A we work almost entirely inside the semisimple representa-
tion theory of the cyclotomic Hecke algebras H2. We show that definition of the
quiver Hecke algebra R,/;, and its grading, is implicit in Young’s seminormal form.
With hindsight, using the perspective afforded by this paper, it is not too much of an
exaggeration to say that Murphy could have discovered the cyclotomic quiver Hecke
algebras in 1983 soon after writing his paper on the Nakayama conjecture [29].

Our proof of Theorem A gives another explanation for the KLR relations and a
more conceptual proof of one direction in Brundan and Kleshchev’s isomorphism
theorem [6] (see Theorem 2.14). In fact, we give a new proof of the Brundan-
Kleshchev isomorphism theorem by using the Ariki-Brundan-Kleshchev categorifi-
cation theorem [2,7] to bound the dimension of the algebras defined by the presen-
tation in Theorem A.

For the algebras of type A the authors have constructed a graded cellular basis
{4hst | (5,1) € Std*(P2)} for RA [14]. Here Std*(P2) is the set of all pairs of
standard tableaux of the same shape, where the shape is a multipartition of n. The
element v is homogeneous of degree deg, 5+ deg, t, where deg, : Std(P2) —7Z is
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the combinatorial degree function introduced by Brundan, Kleshchev and Wang [8].
Li [24] has shown that {15} is a graded cellular basis of R over an arbitrary ring.
In particular, the KLR algebra R2 is always free of rank dim H(K), for K a field.

One of the problems with the basis {15} is that, because the KLR generators .,
for 1 < r < n, do not satisfy the braid relations, the basis elements 1s; depend upon
a choice of reduced expression for certain permutations d(s),d(t) € &,, associated
with the tableaux s and t; see Section 2.4. As a consequence, the results of [14]
constructs different 1-bases for different choices of reduced expressions for the ele-
ments of &,,. The different 1-bases constructed in this way are closely related and
it would be advantageous to be able to make a canonical choice of basis, however,
until now it has not been clear how to do this.

Fix a modular system (", O, K) as in Chapter 6 and consider the corresponding
cyclotomic Hecke algebras (H2(#), HA(0), HD), where HA = HA(K). The alge-
bra HA () is semisimple and has a seminormal basis { for | (s,t) € Std*(P}) },
HA(O) is a free O-subalgebra of HA () and HL = HA(O) ®o K. Finally, we
recall that the set StdQ(P,’L\) comes equipped with a naturally partial order »; see
Section 2.4.

Theorem B. Suppose that K is a field of characteristic zero and that (s,t) €
Std*(PA). Then there is a unique element BS € HA(O) such that

a) BE = fo + 2w 0)m (.0 Piv (@7 1) fuw, where if (u,0) » (s,t) then pfy(z) €
zK[z] and degpsh(z) < 3(degu — degs + degv — degt).

b) BY ®0 1x = Bl + Csi, where BL, is homogeneous of degree degs + degt
and Cgt s a sum of homogeneous terms of degree strictly larger than deg Biss.

Moreover, { Bl | (s,t) € Std(P2)} is a graded cellular basis of H and

B;t = 7/’5t + Z Tutﬂ/fuu,

(w,0)p(s,1)
for some ry, € K.

There is a similar graded cellular basis of H2(0) when K is a field of positive
characteristic, however, its’ description is more complicated because the correspond-
ing polynomial p3} (z) do not necessarily satisfy the degree bound in Theorem B(a).
The construction of the B-basis is reminiscent of the Kazhdan-Lusztig basis [20].
The B-basis can depend on the choice of multicharge.

As remarked above, the basis element 15 depends upon choices of reduced ex-
pression for the permutations d(s),d(t) € &, yet for any choice B is equal to
st plus a linear combination of more dominant terms by Theorem B. The B-basis
elements depend only on the indexing tableaux, and not on choices of reduced ex-
pressions. In this sense, the B-basis corrects for a deficiency in the definition of the
1p-bases.

To prove the two theorems above, we define a seminormal basis of a semisimple
Hecke algebra to be a basis of H2 of simultaneous eigenvectors for the Gelfand-
Zetlin subalgebra of 2. Seminormal bases are classical objects that are ubiquitous
in the literature, having been rediscovered many times since were first introduced
for the symmetric groups by Young in 1900 [37].

Seminormal basis elements are a basis of eigenvectors for the action of the Jucys-
Murphy elements on the regular representation of H2(K). Eigenbases are, of course,
only unique up to scalar multiplication. This paper starts by introducing seminor-
mal coefficient systems that gives a combinatorial framework for describing the
structure constants of the algebra in terms of the choice of eigenvectors. The real
surprise is that seminormal coefficient systems encode the KLR grading.



SEMINORMAL FORMS AND QUIVER HECKE ALGEBRAS 5

The close connections between the semisimple representation theory and the
KLR gradings is made even more explicit in the third main result of this paper
that gives a closed formula for the Gram determinants of the semisimple Specht
modules of these algebras. Closed formulas for these determinants already exist in
the literature [4,16-18], however, all of these formulas describe these determinants
as rational functions (or rational numbers in the degenerate case). The theorem
below gives the first integral formula for these determinants.

In order to state the closed integral formulas for the Gram determinant of the
Specht module S*, for a multipartition A define

deg,(A) = > deg,(t) €Z,
teStd(N)
where Std(\) is the set of standard A-tableaux. Let ®.(t) € Z[t] be the eth cyclo-
tomic polynomial for e > 1. We prove the following (see Theorem 3.21 for a more
precise statement).

Theorem C. Suppose that H2 is a semisimple cyclotomic Hecke algebra over Q(t),
with Hecke parametert. Let A be a multipartition of n. Then the Gram determinant
of the Specht module S is equal to

N H o, (t)dege (A) ,

e>1
for a known integer N. In particular, deg,(X) > 0, for all e € {0,2,3,4,...}.

As the integers deg,(\) are defined combinatorially, it should be possible to give
a purely combinatorial proof that deg,(A) > 0. In Section 3.3 we give two repre-
sentation theoretic proofs of this result. The first proof is elementary but not very
enlightening. The second proof uses deep positivity properties of the graded decom-
position numbers of H2(C) to show that the tableaux combinatorics of H2 provides
a framework for giving purely combinatorial formulas for the graded dimensions of
the simple H2-modules and for the graded decomposition numbers of H2. Inter-
estingly, we show that there is a close connection between the graded dimensions
of the simple H#2-modules and the graded decomposition numbers for H2. Note
that in characteristic zero, the graded decomposition numbers of H2 are parabolic
Kazhdan-Lusztig polynomials of type A [7], so our results show that the tableaux
combinatorics leads to combinatorial formulas for these polynomials. Unfortunately,
we are only able to prove that such formulas exist and we are not able to make them
explicit or to show that they are canonical in any way.

The outline of this paper is as follows. Chapter 2 defines the cyclotomic Hecke
algebras of type A, giving a uniform presentation for the degenerate and non-
degenerate algebras. Previously these algebras have been treated separately in
the literature. We then recall the basic results about these algebras that we need
from the literature, including Brundan and Kleshchev’s isomorphism theorem [6].
Chapter 3 develops the theory of seminormal bases for these algebras in full general-
ity. We completely classify the seminormal bases of %2 and then use them to prove
Theorem C, thus establishing a link between the semisimple representation theory
of H2 and the quiver Hecke algebra R2. Using this we prove the existence of com-
binatorial formulas for the graded dimensions of the simple modules and the graded
decomposition numbers of H2. In Chapter 4 we use the theory of seminormal forms
to construct a deformation of the cyclotomic quiver Hecke algebras of type A, cul-
minating with the proof of Theorem A. Chapter 5 builds on Theorem A to give a
quicker construction of the graded cellular basis of HA(K), over a field K, which
was one of the main results of [14]. Finally, in Chapter 6 we use Theorem A to show
that HA(K) has the distinguished graded cellular basis described in Theorem B.
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2. CYCLOTOMIC HECKE ALGEBRAS

This chapter defines the cyclotomic Hecke and quiver Hecke algebras of type A
and it introduces some of the basic machinery that we need for understanding these
algebras. We give a new presentation for the cyclotomic Hecke algebras of type A,
which simultaneously captures the degenerate and non-degenerate cyclotomic Hecke
algebras that currently appear in the literature, and then we recall the results
from the literature that we need, including Brundan and Kleshchev’s isomorphism
theorem [6].

2.1. Quiver combinatorics. Fix an integer e € {0,2,3,4...} and let T, be the
oriented quiver with vertex set I = Z/eZ and edges i — i+ 1, fori e [. Ifi,j €1
and i and j are not connected by an edge in I'. then we write i - 5.

To the quiver I'. we attach the Cartan matrix (¢;;)i jer, where

2,  ifi=j,
) -1, ifi—=gori« g,
I 22, ifis g,
0, otherwise,

Let s, be the corresponding Kac-Moody algebra [19] with fundamental weights
{Ai | i € I'}, positive weight lattice Pt = 3, NA; and positive root lattice @ =
P, Na;. Let (-,-) be the bilinear form determined by

(ai,aj) = Cij and (Ai,aj) = (Sij, for i,j el.

More details can be found, for example, in [19, Chapter 1].

Fix, once and for all, a multicharge k = (k1, ..., k) € Z* that is a sequence of
integers such that if e # 0 then k; — ki41 > n for 1 <1 < £. Define A = A.(k) =
Ai, +- -+ Ag,, where K = k (mod e) . Equivalently, A is the unique element of P
such that

(2.1) A a))=#{1<I<!| k=i (mode)}, for all i € I.

All of the bases for the modules and algebras in this paper depend implicitly on
the choice of k even though the algebras themselves depend only on A.

2.2. Cyclotomic Hecke algebras. This section defines the cyclotomic Hecke al-
gebras of type A and explains the connection between these algebras and the de-
generate and non-degenerate Hecke algebras of type G(¢,1,n).

Fix an integral domain O that contains an invertible element £ € O*.

2.2. Definition. Fix integers n > 0 and ¢ > 1. Then the cyclotomic Hecke
algebra of type A with Hecke parameter & € O* and cyclotomic parameters
Q1,...,Q¢ € O is the unital associative O-algebra H,, = Hn(O,€,Q1,. .., Q) with

generators L1,..., Ly, T1,...,T,_1 that are subject to the relations
¢
[z —@) =0, (T, + 1)(T — €) =0,
=1
L.Ly=LiLy, T, =TT if |[r —s| > 1,
TTs1Ts = To 1 TsTs 1, T.Ly = LiT,, ift#rr+1,

Lr+1(TT &+ 1) =T.L.+1,

where 1l <r<n,1<s<n—1and1<t<n.
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2.3. Remark. If & = 1 then, by definition, H,, is a degenerate cyclotomic Hecke
algebra of type G(¢,1,n). If £ # 1 then H,, is (isomorphic to) an integral cyclotomic
Hecke algebra of type G(¢,1,n). To see this define Lj = (€ —1)Lx+1,for 1 < k <n,
and observe that H,, is generated by L}, T, ..., T,—1 subject to the usual relations
for these algebras as originally defined by Ariki and Koike [3]. It is now easy to
verify our claim. For each 1 < m < n, an eigenvector for L,, of eigenvalue [k]¢
is the same as an eigenvector for L/ of eigenvalue ¢¥. The presentation of H,, in
Definition 2.2 unifies the definition of the ‘degenerate’ and ‘non-degenerate’ Hecke
algebras, which corresponds to the cases where £ = 1 or £ # 1, respectively.

Let &,, be the symmetric group on n letters. For 1 <r <n let s, = (r,r+1)
be the corresponding simple transposition. Then {si,...,s,—1} is the standard
set of Coxeter generators for &,,. A reduced expression for w € &,, is a word
W = Sp,,...5 with k minimal and 1 <r; <nfor1 <j <k Hfw=s,...5,
is reduced then set T3, = T}, ...T,,. Then T, is independent of the choice of
reduced expression since the braid relations hold in H,. It follows arguing as
in [3, Theorem 3.3] that H,, is free as an O-module with basis

{LY...LenTy | 0<a,...,an < Land w € G, }.

Consequently, H,, is free as an O-module of rank ¢™n!, which is the order of the
complex reflection group of type G(¢,1,n).

We now restrict our attention to the case of integral cyclotomic parameters.
Recall that for any integer d and ¢t € O the quantum integer [d]; is

], = L+t+- 42471 if d >0,
Pl ), ifd <0

When ¢ is understood we write [d] = [d];. Set [d]} = [d]' = [1][2]...[d] when d > 0.

An integral cyclotomic Hecke algebra is a cyclotomic Hecke algebra H,, with
cyclotomic parameters of the form @, = [k,]¢, for K1,..., k¢ € Z. The sequence of
integers Kk = (k1,..., k) € Z¢ is the multicharge of H,,.

Translating the Morita equivalence theorems of [11, Theorem 1.1] and [5, The-
orem 5.19] into the current setting, every cyclotomic Hecke algebras of type A is
Morita equivalent to a direct sum of tensor products of integral cyclotomic Hecke
algebras. Therefore, there is no loss of generality in restricting our attention to the
integral cyclotomic Hecke algebras of type A.

Recall that A € PJ” and that we have fixed an integer e € {0,2,3,4,...}. We
assume that O contains an invertible element £ € O such that [e]e = 0 if e > 0
and [f]e # 0 for all f > 1if e = 0. Hence, either:

a) £ =1 and e is prime and equal to the characteristic of O,
b) e > 0 and £ is a primitive eth root of unity, or,
¢) e =0 and £ is not a root of unity.

In addition, fix a multicharge k so that A = A.(k) as in (2.1).

Let H2 = HA(O) be the integral cyclotomic Hecke algebra H, (O, ¢, k). Using
the definitions it is easy to see that, up to isomorphism, H” depends only on ¢
and A. In fact, by Theorem 2.14 below, it depends only on e and A. Nonetheless,
many of the constructions that follow, particularly the definitions of bases, depend
upon the choice of k.

2.3. Graded algebras and cellular bases. This section recalls the definitions
and results from the representation theory of (graded) cellular algebras that we
need.

Let A be a unital associative O-algebra that is free and of finite rank as an
O-module. In this paper a graded module will always mean a Z-graded module.
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That is, an O-module M that has a decomposition M = ®nEZ Mgy as an O-module.
If m € My, for d € Z, then m is homogeneous of degree d and we set degm = d.
If M is a graded O-module and s € Z let M(s) be the graded O-module obtained
by shifting the grading on M up by s; that is, M(s)q = My_s, for d € Z.

Similarly a graded algebra is a unital associative O-algebra A = @ ., Ad
that is a graded O-module such that AjA. C Agie, for all d,e € Z. It follows
that 1 € Ap and that Ay is a graded subalgebra of A. A graded (right) A-module
is a graded O-module M such that M is an A-module and MyA. C My4., for all
d,e € Z, where M and A mean forgetting the Z-grading structures on M and A
respectively. Graded submodules, graded left A-modules and so on are all defined
in the obvious way.

The following definition extends Graham and Lehrer’s [12] definition of cellular
algebras to the graded setting.

2.4. Definition (Graded cellular algebras [12,14]). Suppose that A is an O-algebra
that is free of finite rank over O. A cell datum for A is an ordered triple (P, T, C),
where (P,1>) is the weight poset, T()\) is a finite set for A € P, and
C: [T T x T(N)— A; (5, 4) = car,
AEP
is an injective function such that:
(GCq) {cst | 5, €T(N) for X € P} is an O-basis of A.
(GCq) If 5,t € T(N\), for some A € P, and a € A then there exist scalars ry,(a),
which do not depend on s, such that

Cot@ = Z Tw(a)cgo (mod AP,
veT(N)

where AP is the O-submodule of A spanned by { cqp | 1> X and a,b € T(p) }.
(GCs) The O-linear map *: A— A determined by (cs)* = cis, for all X € P and

all s,t € T(N), is an anti-isomorphism of A.
A cellular algebra is an algebra that has a cell datum. If A is a cellular algebra
with cell datum (P,T,C') then the basis {cs¢ | A € P and 5,t € T(\} is a cellular
basis of A with * its cellular algebra anti-automorphism.

If, in addition, A is a Z-graded algebra then a graded cell datum for A is a

cell datum (P, T,C) together with a degree function

deg: [[T(N)—2Z
AEP
such that
(GCy) the element cq is homogeneous of degree degcsy = deg(s) + deg(t), for all
A€P and s, t € T(N).

In this case, A is a graded cellular algebra with graded cellular basis {cs}.

Fix a (graded) cellular algebra A with graded cellular basis {cs}. If A € P then
the graded cell module is the O-module C* with basis {¢; | t € T()\) } and with

A-action
ca = Z T (a)Cy,
veT(N)
where the scalars 7, (a) € O are the same scalars appearing in (GCz). One of the
key properties of the graded cell modules is that by [14, Lemma 2.7] they come
equipped with a homogeneous bilinear form ( , ) of degree zero that is determined
by the equation

(2.5) (e, Cu)Csp = CstCyp (mod A'>)‘),
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for s,t,u,0 € T(\). The radical of this form
radC* = {z € C* | (z,y) =0 for all y € C*}

is a graded A-submodule of C* so that D* = C*/rad C* is a graded A-module. Tt
is shown in [14, Theorem 2.10] that

{D k) | NeP,D*#0and kcZ}

is a complete set of pairwise non-isomorphic irreducible (graded) A-modules when O
is a field.

2.4. Multipartitions and tableaux. A partition of d is a weakly decreasing
sequence A = (A1, A\g, ... ) of non-negative integers such that [A\| = Ay + Ao+ = d.
An /-multipartition of n is an {-tuple A = ()\(1), ..., A©) of partitions such that
XD 4 4 XD = n. We identify the multipartition A with its diagram that is
the set of nodes [A] = {(I,r,¢) | 1 <c< AD for1<i< ¢}, which we think of as
an ordered ¢-tuple of arrays of boxes in the plane. For example, if A = (3,122, 1]3,2)

T e ({REPHP)

In this way we talk of the rows, columns and components of A.

Given two nodes a = (I,r,¢) and 8 = (I',r', ') then § is below «, or « is above
B, it (I,r,c) < (I',7', ) in the lexicographic order.

The set of multipartitions of n becomes a poset ordered by dominance where A
dominates g, or A > p, if

-1 7 -1 7

l l
SUEES SRS SIEIES il
k=1 j=1 k=1 j=1

for 1<I</fandi>1. If A> pand XA # p then write A > p. Let P2 = (P2, >)
be the poset of multipartitions of n ordered by dominance.

Fix a multipartition A. Then a A-tableau is a bijective map t: [A] —{1,2,...,n},
which we identify with a labelling of [A] by {1,2,...,n}. For example,

t{2]3]]{6]7]|[9]10]11] o r213]|{6[8]|[1]3]5]
1] and 511
9|

8 12(13 10
11

are both A-tableaux when XA = (3,12]2,1|3,2) as above. In this way we speak of

the rows, columns and components of tableaux. If t is a tableau and 1 < k < n set

comp(k) =l if k appears in the {th component of t.

A A-tableau is standard if its entries increase along rows and columns in each
component. Both of the tableaux above are standard. Let Std(\) be the set of
standard A-tableaux and let Std(P2) = Unxepa Std(A). Similarly set Std*(A) =
{(s,1) | 5,t € Std(A) } and Std*(P2) = {(s,t) | s,t € Std(\) for some X € PA 1.

If t is a A-tableau set Shape(t) = A and let t;,,, be the subtableau of t that
contains the numbers {1,2,...,m}. If tis a standard A-tableau then Shape(t;,,) is
a multipartition for all m > 0. We extend the dominance ordering to the set of all
standard tableaux by defining s &> t if

Shape(s ) > Shape(t;n),

for 1 < m < n. As before, we write s > tif s > t and s # t. We extend the
dominance ordering to Std*(P2) by declaring that (s,t) > (u,v) if s > u and t > v.
Similarly, (s,t) > (u,0) if (s,t) > (u,0) and (s,t) # (u,v)
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It is easy to see that there are unique standard A-tableaux t* and ty such that
A > t D> ty, for all t € Std(A). The tableau t* has the numbers 1,2, ..., n entered in
order from left to right along the rows of t’\(l)7 and then *” Yo ,’c)‘“) and similarly,
ty is the tableau with the numbers 1,...,n entered in order down the columns of
t)‘“), . ,t)‘@),t’\(l). When A = (3,12%]2,1]3,2) then the two A-tableaux displayed
above are t* and ty.

Given a standard A-tableau t define d(t) € G,, to be the permutation such that
t = t*d(t). Let < be the Bruhat order on &,, with the convention that 1 < w for
all w € &,,. By a well-known result of Ehresmann and James, if s,t € Std(\) then
s > tif and only if d(s) < d(t); see, for example, [26, Theorem 3.8].

Recall from Section 2.1 that we have fixed a multicharge x € Z’. The residue
of the node A = (I,r,¢) is res(A) = Kk + ¢ — r (mod e) (where we adopt the
convention that ¢ = ¢ (mod 0), for ¢ € Z). Thus, res(A) € I. A node A is an
i-node if res(A) = i. If tis a p-tableaux and 1 < k < n then the residue of k
in t is res¢(k) = res(A4), where A € p is the unique node such that t(4) = k. The
residue sequence of t is

res(t) = (res¢(1),resy(2),...,res((n)) € I™.

As an important special case we set i* = res(t*), for u € PA2.

Refine the dominance ordering on the set of standard tableaux by defining s » t
if s > t and res(s) = res(t). Similarly, we write (s,t) »(u,0) if (s,t) > (u,v),
res(s) = res(u) and res(t) = res(v) and (s, t) » (u, ) now has the obvious meaning.

Following Brundan, Kleshchev and Wang [8, Definition. 3.5] we now define the
degree of a standard tableau. Suppose that g € P2. A node A is an addable node
of pif A¢ pand pU{A} is (the diagram of) a multipartition of n + 1. Similarly,
a node B is a removable node of p if B € p and p \ {B} is a multipartition
of n — 1. Suppose that A is an i-node and define integers

da(p) = #{

If t is a standard p-tableau define its degree inductively by setting deg,(t) = 0,
if n =0, and if n > 0 then

(26) dege (t) = dege (t,L(n—l)) +da (/1’)7

where A = t~1(n). When e is understood we write deg(t).
The following result shows that the degrees of the standard tableau are almost
completely determined by the Cartan matrix (c;;) of T.

addable i-nodes of p } i {removable i-nodes of u}
strictly below A strictly below A '

2.7. Lemma (Brundan, Kleshchev and Wang [8, Proposition 3.13]). Suppose that s
and t are standard tableaux such thats > t = s(r,r+1), where 1 <r <n andie I"™.
Let i =res(s). Then deg,(s) = deg,(t) + ci,i,, -

2.5. The Murphy basis and cyclotomic Specht modules. The cyclotomic
Hecke algebra H2 is a cellular algebra with several different cellular bases. This
section introduces one of these bases, the Murphy basis, and uses it to define the
Specht modules and simple modules of HA.

Fix a multipartition A € PA. Following [10, Definition 3.14] and [4, §6], if
s,t € Std(A) define mgy = Ty(5)-1maTy(r), where mx = uxwx where

XD | A0

ux = H H §"H(Ly — [Fi41]) and xx = Z T,.
r=1

1<i<e weG

Let % be the unique anti-isomorphism of ’HQ that fixes each of the generators
Ti,...,Tn—1,L1,..., L, of Definition 2.2.
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2.8. Theorem ( [10, Theorem 3.26] and [4, Theorem 6.3]). The cyclotomic Hecke
algebra HA is free as an O-module with cellular basis

{mee | 5,t € Std(N) for XA € PA
with respect to the weight poset (P2, ) and automorphism .

Proof. This theorem can be proved uniformly in all cases by modifying the argument
of [10, Theorem 3.26], however, for future reference we explain how to deduce this
result from the literature for the degenerate and non-degenerate algebras.

First suppose that ¢ = 1. Then the element my, for A € P2, coincides exactly
with the corresponding elements defined for the non-degenerate cyclotomic Hecke
algebras in [4, §6]. Tt follows that {me | (s5,t) € P2} is the Murphy basis of the
degenerate cyclotomic Hecke algebra HQ defined in [4, §6] and that the theorem is
just a restatement of [4, Theorem 6.3] when £ = 1.

Now suppose that & # 1 and, as in Remark 2.3, let L. = (£ — 1)L, + 1 be the
‘non-degenerate’ Jucys-Murphy elements for H2, for 1 < r < n. An application of
the definitions shows that if k € Z then

e % 1 e
€ (L~ W) = g7 (Lh - €,
Therefore, uy is a scalar multiple of the element u; given by [10, Definition 3.1,3.5].
Consequently, if (s,t) € Std*(P2) then myg, is a scalar multiple of the correspond-
ing Murphy basis element from [10, Definition 3.14]. Hence, the theorem is an
immediate consequence of [10, Theorem 3.26] in the non-degenerate case. g

Suppose that A € PA. The (cyclotomic) Specht module S™ is the cell module
associated to A using the (ungraded) cellular basis { ms¢ | (s,t) € Std*(P2)}. We
underline §)‘ to emphasize that ﬁ)‘ is not graded. When O is a field let QA =
S*/rad S* and set KA = { X € P2 | D* #0}. Ariki [2] has given a combinatorial
description of the set 2. By the theory of cellular algebras [12], { D* | p € KA}
is a complete set of pairwise non-isomorphic irreducible #*-modules.

The following well-known fact is fundamental to all of the results in this paper.

2.9. Lemma. Suppose that 1 <r < n and that s,t € Std(X), for X € P2, Then
met Ly = [cr(t)|ms + Z ToMsy (mod HE™),

o>t
veStd(X)

for some r, € O.
Proof. If £ =1 then this is a restatement of [4, Lemma 6.6]. If £ # 1 then
meeLl = € Omg, + Z oMt (mod HE™),
oi>t

for some 7, € O, by [17, Proposition 3.7] (and the notational translations given in
the proof of Theorem 2.8). As L, = (L. —1)/(£ — 1) the result follows. O

2.6. Cyclotomic quiver Hecke algebras. Brundan and Kleshchev [6] have given
a very different presentation of 2. This presentation is more difficult to work with
but it has the advantage of showing that H2 is a Z-graded algebra.

2.10. Definition (Brundan-Kleshchev [6]). Suppose thatn > 0 ande € {0,2,3,4,...}.
The cyclotomic quiver Hecke algebra, or cyclotomic Khovanov-Lauda—
Rougquier algebra, of weight A and type T'. is the unital associative O-algebra
RA = RA(O) with generators

{1, 1 U{yr, . unt Ufed) [ i€ 1™}
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and relations

y " e(i) =0, ( Je(i) = de(i), Siermeli) =1,
yre(i) = e()yr, re(i) = ( 1)¢r, YrYs = YsYrs
(2.11)  pyrpre(i) = (yotor + 5irir+1)€(i)a Yr+1¥re(d) = (Vryr + 6iinys Je(d),
(2.12) VrYs = Ystr, if s#rr+1,
Yrths = PYsthy, if [r —s| > 1,
0, if ir = tri1,
(Yr — Yrr1)e(i), if b = drg1,
1/136(1) = Wr+1 —yr)e(i), if i 4 Ury,
(Yrs1 — yr)(yr —yr+1)e(i), ifir Z i
e(i), otherwise,
(Vr19rri1 — De(i), if b2 = iy = dpg1,
(Vr19rri1 + 1e(i), if b2 = by & dpg1,
Vrthrrthre(i) =  (Yre1¥rPrst + Yr — 2Ur41 + yry2)e(i),
if tryo =iy Zdpg1,
Urp10rrr1e(i), otherwise,

fori,j € I"™ and all admissible r and s. Moreover, R> is naturally Z-graded with
degree function determined by

dege(i) =0, degy, = 2 and deg se(i) = —c;,
fori1<r<n,1<s<mnandiel”.

Jis4+19

2.13. Remark. The presentation of R2 given in Definition 2.10 differs by a choice
of signs with the definition given in [6, Theorem 1.1]. The presentation of R2
given above agrees with that used in [23] as the orientation of the quiver is reversed
in [23].

The connection between the cyclotomic quiver Hecke algebras of type I'. and the

cyclotomic Hecke algebras of type G(¢,1,n) is given by the following remarkable
result of Brundan and Kleshchev.

2.14. Theorem (Brundan-Kleshchev’s isomorphism theorem [6, Theorem 1.1]).
Suppose that O = K is a field, £ € K as above, and that A = A(k). Then there is
an isomorphism of algebras Eﬁ ~ HA,

Rougquier [31, Corollary 3.20] has, independently, given a quick proof of Theorem 2.14.
We prove a stronger version of Theorem 2.14 in Theorem 4.32 below. For now
we note the following simple corollary of Theorem 2.14. Recall that a choice of
multicharge k determines a dominant weight A.(k).

,ke) € Z' and that
e>max{n+ry,—r | 1<k 1<},

2.15. Corollary. Suppose that n >0, k = (K1, ...

Fiz invertible scalars & € K and & € K such that & is not a root of unity and

&e is a primitive eth root of unity. Then the cyclotomic Hecke algebras HA“ K) and
'HA (n) are isomorphic Z-graded K -algebras.
Proof. Let RA(0) = H, (K, &, k) and RA(e) = H, (K, &, k) be the corresponding

cyclotomic quiver Hecke algebras as in Theorem 2.14. By [14, Lemma 4.1], e(i) # 0
if and only if i = res(t), for some standard tableau t € Std(P2). The definition of e
ensures that if i = i* then 4, = 4,1 or i, = i,,1 £ 1 if and only if i, = i, (mod e)
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or i, =i,41 %1 (mod e). Therefore, R2(0) = RA(e) arguing directly from the pre-
sentations of the cyclotomic quiver Hecke algebras given in Definition 2.10. Hence,
the result follows by Theorem 2.14. O

Therefore, without loss of generality, we may assume that e > 0. In the appendix
we show how to modify the results and definitions in this paper to cover the case
when e = 0 directly.

Under the assumptions of the Corollary we note that the algebras H/I\(,fo and
H?(,fe are Morita equivalent by the main result of [11]. That these algebras are
actually isomorphic is another miracle provided by Brundan and Kleshchev’s iso-
morphism theorem.

3. SEMINORMAL FORMS FOR HECKE ALGEBRAS

In this chapter we develop the theory of seminormal forms in a slightly more
general context than appears in the literature. In particular, in this paper a semi-
normal basis will be a basis for H2 rather than a basis of a Specht module of H2.
We also treat all of the variations of the seminormal bases simultaneously as this
will give us the flexibility to change seminormal forms when we use them in the
next chapter to study the connections between ’H,’} and the cyclotomic quiver Hecke
algebra R2.

3.1. Content functions and the Gelfand-Zetlin algebra. Underpinning Brun-
dan and Kleshchev’s isomorphism theorem (Theorem 2.14) is the decomposition of
any H2-module into a direct sum of generalised eigenspaces for the Jucys-Murphy
elements L1, ..., L,. This section studies the action of the Jucys-Murphy elements
on HA. The results in this section are well-known, at least to experts, but they are
needed in the sequel.

The content of the node v = (I, 7, ¢) is the integer

Cy =R —T+c
If t € Std(\) is a standard A-tableau and 1 < k& < n then the content of k in t is
ck(t) = ¢y, where t(y) =k for v € [A].

3.1. Definition. Let O be a commutative integral domain and suppose that t € O*
is an invertible element of O. The pair (O,t) separates Std(P2) if

[n]‘t H H [k1 — km + d]s € OF.

1<l<m<l —n<d<n

Fix a multicharge k € Z’ and let H2(O) be the Hecke algebra defined over O
with parameter ¢. In spite of our notation, note that H2(O) depends only on x
and not directly on A = A.(k). Let ¥ be a field that contains the field of fractions
of 0. Then HA(#) = HA(O) @0 K .

Throughout this chapter we are going to work with the Hecke algebras H2(0)
and HM(H) = HA(O)®0.# , however, we have in mind the situation of Theorem 2.14.
By assumption e > 0, so we can replace the multicharge k with (k1 + a1e, k2 +

ase, ..., k¢ + age), for any integers aq,...,a; € Z, without changing the dominant
weight A = Ac(k). In view of Definition 3.1 we therefore assume that
(3.2) Kl — Kip1 > 1, for1 <l <.

Until further notice, we fix a multicharge x € Z* satisfying (3.2) and consider the
algebra HA(0) with parameter ¢.

Although we do not need this, we remark that it follows from [1] and [4, The-
orem 6.11] that HA(# ,t) is semisimple if and only if (J#,t) separates Std(PA).
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Our main use of the separation condition is the following fundamental fact that is
easily proved by induction on n; see, for example, [17, Lemma 3.12].

3.3. Lemma. Suppose that O is an integral domain andt € O is invertible. Then
the following are equivalent:

a) (O,t) separates Std(Pp),
b) Ifs,te Std(PY) then s = if and only if [cv(s)] = [ex(8)], for 1 <r < n.

Following [30], define the Gelfand-Zetlin subalgebra of H2 to be the algebra
Z(0) = (L1,...,Ly). The aim of this section is to understand the semisimple
representation theory of . = Z(0). It follows from Definition 2.2 that .Z is a
commutative subalgebra of HA.

If O is an integral domain then it follows from Lemma 2.9 that, as an (%, .%)-
bimodule, 7—[,’}((9) has a composition series with composition factors that are O-
free of rank 1 upon which L, acts as multiplication by [c,(s)] from the left and as
multiplication by [¢,(t)] from the right. Obtaining a better description of .#, and
of HA as an (£, .%)-bimodule, in the non-semisimple case is likely to be important.
For example, the dimension of .Z over a field is not known in general.

3.4. Proposition (cf. [3, Proposition 3.17]). Suppose that (# ,t) separates Std(P2),
where K is a field and 0 # t € . Then HA(K) is a semisimple (£, .£)-bimodule

with decomposition

Ho(H)= @ Ha,
Aepp
5,t€Std(A)
where Hyg = {h € H2 | L.h = [c,(s)|h and hL, = [c, ()], for 1 <r <n} is one
dimensional.

Proof. By Lemma 2.9, the Jucys-Murphy elements L1, ..., L, are a family of JM-
elements for ’H,’} in the sense of [28, Definition 2.4]. Therefore, the result is a special
case of [28, Theorem 3.7]. O

Key to the proof of the results in [28] are the following elements that have their
origins in the work of Murphy [29]. For t € Std(P/) define

(3.5) r=11 11 %

k=1 c€¥
[ex (D)]#[c]

where € = {c,(t) | 1 <7 <nand te€ Std(P2)} is the set of the possible contents
that can appear in a standard tableau of size n. By definition, Fy € £ (%) and it
follows directly from Proposition 3.4 that if h,, € Hy, then

(3.6) FshuuFt = 65u60th5ta

for all (s, t), (u,0) € Std*(P2). Therefore, Hye = FyHAF,.

By Proposition 3.4 we can write 1 = 25 (st for unique egy € Hg¢. Since Fy =
F{, the last displayed equation implies that Fy = ew € Hy is an idempotent.
Consequently,

LX) = @ Hy = @ HF.
teStd(PA) teStd(P4)

In particular, Fy is a primitive idempotent in .Z(%). If follows that Z (%) is a
split semisimple algebra of dimension # Std(P2).
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3.2. Seminormal forms. Seminormal bases for H2 are well-known in the litera-
ture, having their origins in the work of Young [37]. Many examples of “seminormal
bases” appear in the literature. In this section we classify the seminormal bases
of /Hﬁ. This characterisation of seminormal forms appears to be new, even in the
special case of the symmetric groups, although some of the details will be familiar
to experts.

Throughout this section we assume that J# is a field, 0 # ¢t € % and that
(A ,t) separates Std(P2). Recall the decomposition H2 = D (s 0estaz(pa) Hst
from Proposition 3.4. !

Define an anti-involution on an algebra A to be an algebra anti-automorphism
of A of order 2.

3.7. Definition. Suppose that (/' ,t) separates Std(Pj) and let v be an anti-involution
on HM (). Ani-seminormal basis of HA () is a basis of the form { foi | fst = t(fis) € Hse for (s,t) € Std

Recall that * is the unique anti-involution of H2(#) that fixes each of the
generators Th,...,Tn_1,L1,...,L,. Then m’ = my, for all (s,t) € Std*(P2).
The assumption that fJ; = fis is not essential for what follows but it is natural
because we want to work within the framework of cellular algebras.

In order to describe the action of H2 on its seminormal bases, if t € Std(P2)
then define the integers

(3.8) or(t) = ¢ (t) — crp1(b), for 1 <r <n.
Then p,(t) is the ‘axial distance’ between r and r + 1 in the tableau t.

3.9. Definition. A x-seminormal coefficient system for ’H,’}(%) is a set of
scalars o = { a,(s) | 1 <7 <n and s € Std(PL) } in H such that if t € Std(PL)
and 1 <r <n then:

a) ar(t)art1(tsp)ar(tsrsrt1) = g1 (W (tsp41)app1 (t8p418r) if r <n—1,
b) ar(t)ak(ts,) = ag(t)a,(tsk) if 1 <k <n and |r — k| > 1,
c) if v =t(r,r + 1) then a,.(v) = 0 if v ¢ Std(P2) and otherwise

L+ (O] + pr(v)]
ar(t)ar(v) = [ (D)][or(0)]

We will see that conditions (a) and (b) correspond to the braid relations satisfied
by T1,...,T,—1 and that (c) corresponds to the quadratic relations. Quite surpris-
ingly, as the proof of Theorem 3.21 below shows, Definition 3.9(c) also encodes the
KLR grading on H2.

Usually, we omit the * and simply call & a seminormal coefficient system.

3.10. Example A nice ‘rational’ seminormal coefficient system is given by

lor(®)] 7

" Lter (D] 5 t(r,r + 1) is standard,
ar(t) =
0, otherwise,

for t € Std(PA) and 1 <r < n. &
3.11. Example By Proposition 3.17 below, the following seminormal coefficient
system is associated with the Murphy basis of H2: if t € Std(P2) set v = t(r,r +1)
and define

1 if v is standard and t > v,
a(t) = %, if v is standard and v > t,
0, otherwise,

for 1 <r<n. &
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Another seminormal coefficient system, which is particularly well adapted to
Brundan and Kleshchev’s Graded Isomorphism Theorem 2.14, is given in Section 5.1.

3.12. Lemma. Suppose that (. ,t) separates Std(P2) and that { foi} is a seminor-
mal basis of HY. Then there exists a unique seminormal coefficient system o such
that if 1 <r < n and (s,t) € Std*(P2) then

1

o)

fstTT - aT(t)fSU -

where v = t(r,7 + 1) and for = 0 if (s,t) ¢ Std*(PL).

Proof. The uniqueness statement is automatic, since {fs} is a basis of H2 (%), so
we need to prove that such a seminormal coefficient system o exists.
Fix (s,t) € Std*(PA) and 1 < < n and write

fﬁtTT = Z auufum

(u,0)€Std?(PL)

for some ay,, € . Multiplying on the left by F; it follows that ay, # 0 only
ifu=s. If Kk # r,r + 1 then L; commutes with 7} so it follows as, # 0 only if
[ck(v)] = [ex(V)], for k # r,r+1. Using Definition 3.1, and arguing as in Lemma 3.3,
this implies that as, # 0 only if v € {t,t(r,r + 1)}. Therefore, we can write

fstTr = ar(t)fsn + O‘;«(t)fsta

for some a,(t),a.(t) € 2, where v = t(r,r + 1). (Here, and below, we adopt
the convention that fs, = 0 if either of s or v is not standard.) By Definition 2.2,
Ty Ly = Ly1(T —t+1) — 1, so multiplying both sides of the last displayed equation

on the right by L, and comparing the coefficient of fs; on both sides shows that

[erra () (o () =t +1) — 1 = al([er ()]

Hence, ol (t) = —1/[p-(t)] as claimed. If v is not standard then we set «,.(t) = 0.
If v is standard then comparing the coefficient of fs¢ on both sides of

1 2 B
(Ozr(f)fsu - mfgt) T, = fad) = fgt((t N7, + t)

shows that a,.(t)a,(b) = W in accordance with Definition 3.9(c).

Ifl1<r<s—1<n—1and (s,t) € Std*(PL) then (foT,)Ts = for(T,Ts) =
fst(TsTy) = (fsT5)Ty. By a direct calculation, we can deduce that o, (t)as(t(r,r +
1)) = as(t)ar-(t(s, s + 1)).

Finally, it remains to show that Definition 3.9(a) holds. If 1 < r < n then
T.T.+1T, = T,41T,T-41 by Definition 2.2. On the other hand, if we set t; =
f(T,T + 1), f2 = t(T + 1,7" + 2), t12 = fl(T + 1,7’ + 2), f21 = tQ(T,T + 1) and t121 =
to12 = t(r, 7+ 2) then direct calculation shows that 0 = fo((T,Tr 41T — Trp1 T Trt1)
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is equal to
7( 1 _ 1 Ozr(t)()&r(tl) _ ar+1(t)ar+1(t2))f .
lor (O [or+2 (O] [or(O]lor2 (O] [prea(t)] [or(t2)] )
1 1 1

+QT(£)([Pr(fl)][PrH(fl)] ) [Pr+1(f)][Pr+1(f1)])f5t1
e +1(’£)( ! + L - ! )fst
" lor(2))lpr+1(t2)]  [or(D]lor1 ()] [or (D] (t2)] /7

1 1
ey ~ )

1 1
+ar+1(’t)04r(f2)([pTJrl(th)] - [pT(t)])f5t21

+ (Oér(t)aTJrl (t1)ar(t12) — app1 (B (t2)ap 41 (f21)) fotron-

By our conventions, if any tableau t- is not standard then fs¢, and the corresponding
a-coeflicient are both zero. As the coefficient of fs,,, in the last displayed equation
is zero it follows that Definition 3.9(a) holds. Consequently, & = {a,(t)} is a
seminormal coefficient system, completing the proof. (It is not hard to see, using
Definition 3.9 and identities like p,(t;) = —p,(t) and p,(t12) = pry1(t), that the
remaining coefficients in the last displayed equation are automatically zero.) (I

Lemma 3.12 really says that acting from the right on a seminormal basis deter-
mines a seminormal coefficient system. Similarly, the left action on a seminormal
basis determines a seminormal coefficient system. In general, the seminormal co-
efficient systems attached to the left and right actions will be different, however,
because we are assuming that our seminormal bases are *-invariant these left and
right coefficient systems coincide. Thus, for (s,t) € Std*(P2) and 1 < r < n we
also have T fsy = o (s) fur — mfst, where u = s(r,r + 1).

Exactly as eigenvectors are not uniquely determined by their eigenvalues, semi-
normal bases are not uniquely determined by seminormal coefficient systems. We
now fully characterize seminormal bases — and prove a converse to Lemma 3.12.

Recall that a set of idempotents in an algebra is complete if they sum to 1.

3.13. Theorem (The Seminormal Basis Theorem). Suppose that (£ ,t) separates
Std(PA) and that « is a seminormal coefficient system for HA(#). Then HA (X))
has a x-seminormal basis { fs | (5,1) € Std*(P2)} such that if (s,t) € Std*(PL)
then

(B.14)  fi=fur foln = [cx(O]fec and fgtTr:amt)fw—ﬁfﬁ,

where v = t(r,r+1) and fsu = 0 if v is not standard. Moreover, there exist non-zero
scalars ¢ € K, for t € Std(PL), such that

1
(3.15) FufstFy = 0usOto fot,  [otSuo = duvefsv, and Fy= iftt-

Furthermore, { Fy | t € Std(P2)} is a complete set of pairwise orthogonal prim-
itive idempotents. In particular, every irreducible H2(#)-module is isomorphic
to FsHA (), for some 5 € Std(PL), and FsHA(H) = FyHA () if and only if
Shape(s) = Shape(u).

Finally, the basis { fs¢ | 5,t € Std(X) for X € P2} is uniquely determined by the
choice of seminormal coefficient system o and the scalars { vy | A € PA} C o>,

Proof. For each A € P,/L‘ fix an arbitrary pair of tableaux and a non-zero element
fst € Hg. Then fq¢ is a simultaneous eigenvector for all of the elements of £,
where they act from the left and from the right.
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Now, suppose that 1 < r < n and that v = t(r,r+1) is standard. Then a,-(t) # 0
so we can set fsp, = ﬁ(t)fst(TT + m) Equivalently, fs(T, = o, (t) fso — mfgt.
Then using the relations in H2(#") and the defining properties of the seminormal

coefficient system ¢, it is straightforward to check that feo L = [ci(0)]fso, SO that
fsv € Hgp. Moreover, fsp # 0 since fqf = ﬁ(u)fsu(Tr +—).

[or(0)]
More generally, it is easy to see that if v is any A-tableau then there is a sequence
of standard tableaux vy = s,01,...,0, = v such that v, 1 = v;(r;,7; + 1), for some

integers 1 < r; < m. Therefore, continuing in this way it follows that given two
tableaux u,v € Std(A) we can define non-zero elements f,, € H,, that satisfy
(3.14). Tt follows that, once fs is fixed, there is at most one choice of elements
{ fuv | 1,0 € Std(A) }, such that (3.14) holds.

To complete the proof that the seminormal coefficient system determines a semi-
normal basis we need to check that the elements f,, from the last paragraph are
well-defined. That is, we need to show that f,, is independent of the choice of
the sequences of simple transpositions that link u and v to s and t, respectively.
Equivalently, we need to prove that the action of H*(.#") given by (3.14) respects
the relations of H(#). Using (3.14), all of the relations in Definition 2.2 are easy
to check except for the braid relations of length three that hold by virtue of the ar-
gument of Lemma 3.12. Hence, by choosing elements fq € Hyy, for (s,t) € Std?(X)
and XA € P2, the seminormal coefficient system determines a unique seminormal
basis.

Using (3.6) it is straightforward to prove (3.15) so we leave these details to the
reader; cf. [28, Theorem 3.16]. In particular, this shows that Fy; = %fgs is an
idempotent. To show that F, is primitive, suppose that a is a non-zero element
of FsHM (). By (3.14), a = X cguae) "ofov, for some ry € . Fix t € Std(A)
such that ¢ # 0. Then fo = 1/raFy € FoHM#). Using (3.14) we deduce
that F,H2 (%) has basis { fso | b € Std(A) }. Consequently, aHA = F,HA (),
showing that FyH2(#) is irreducible. Therefore, F, is a primitive idempotent
in HA ().

The last paragraph, together with Definition 3.9(c), implies that if s, u € Std(\)
then FyH2 = F,H2 where an isomorphism is given by for — fui, for t € Std(\).
Consequently, if s and u are standard tableaux of different shape then F,H} 2
F,H2 because the multiplicity of S* = F,HA(#) in HA(#) is # Std(M\) by the
Wedderburn theorem.

Finally, it remains to show that the basis { fs¢} is uniquely determined by « and
the choice of the y-coefficients { v | A € P2 }. If s, t € Std(A) then we have shown
that, once fq is fixed, there is a unique seminormal basis { fuu | u,0 € Std(A) }
satisfying (3.14). In particular, taking s = t* = t and fixing fia» determines
these basis elements. By (3.15) the choice of fixx also uniquely determines ~yex.
Conversely, by setting fixgxn = v Fia for any choice of non-zero scalars yp» € 2,
for A € #, the seminormal coefficient system a determines a unique seminormal
basis. O

The results that follow are independent of the choice of seminormal coefficient
system a, however, the choice of y-coefficients will be important — and in what
follows it will be useful to be able to vary both the seminormal coefficient system
and the vy-coefficients.

The proof of Theorem 3.13 implies that the choice of yx» determines all of the
scalars s, for s € Std(A). In what follows we need the following result that makes
the relationship between these coefficients more explicit.

3.16. Corollary. Suppose that t € Std(P2) and that v = t(r,r + 1) is standard,
where 1 <r <mn. Then a,(0)y = ar(t)yy.
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Proof. Applying (3.14) and (3.15) several times each,

1 1
v foo = foufoo = ——= for| T T 7 ) Joo = oL foo
Tofuo = foofoo = s o (T + ) Foo = s T
_ 1 1 _ ar(v)
= mfut(ar(n)ftu - mfnn) ~ )f ot /1o
_ ar(0)
= aT(t) Yefov-
Comparing coefficients, a,(t)v, = a,(b)7y; as required. (I

3.3. Seminormal bases and the Murphy basis. In this section we compute the
Gram determinant of the Specht modules of ’H,‘}, with respect to the Murphy basis,
as a product of cyclotomic polynomials when £ # 1 or as a product of primes when
& = 1. These determinants are already explicitly known [4,16-18] but all existing
formulas describe them as products of rational functions, or of rational numbers in
the degenerate case.

By Theorem 2.8, the Murphy basis {ms} is a cellular basis for H2 over an
arbitrary ring. In this section we continue to work with the generic Hecke algebra
HA = HA(O) with parameter ¢ and multicharge & satisfying (3.2).

As (. t) separates Std(P2), for 5,t € Std(A) we can define

fot = Famg Fy.

By Lemma 2.9, fst = Mot + Y. TuoMyo (mod HEA) | for some 7y, € # where
Tuo 7 0 only if (u,0) > (s, ). It follows that {fs} is a seminormal basis of H2 (%)
in the sense of Definition 3.7.

For A € P set [N} = [Tj_; T, A]} € N[t).

3.17. Proposition. The basis { fsi | 5,t € Std(X) for XA € P2} is the x-seminormal
basis of HA () determined by the seminormal coefficient system defined in Example 3.11

and the choices
Y = Al H H [k — 714 ¢ — Em),

1<i<m<L (I,r,c)E[A]
for X € PN,

Proof. This is equivalent to [27, Theorem 2.11] in the non-degenerate case and
to [4, Proposition 6.8] in the degenerate case, however, rather than translating the
notation from these two papers it is easier to prove this directly.

As noted above, (O, t) separates Std(P2) and fo¢ = Mo+ TuoMup (mod HEA) |
for some 1y, € £ where ry, # 0 only if (u,v) > (s,t). Therefore, in view of (3.15),
{ fst | (5,¢) € Std*(P2)} is a #-seminormal basis of #2(#). By Theorem 3.13,
this basis is determined by a seminormal coefficient system o and by a choice
of scalars {7y | A€ PAY. If t > v = t(r,r + 1) then, by definition, meT, =
Mey. The transition matrix between the {ms} and {fs¢} is unitriangular so, in
view of Theorem 3.13, fo(T), = fso — 0 (t) fgt Therefore, by Definition 3.9(c), the
seminormal coefficient system corresponding to the basis { fs¢} is the one appearing
in Example 3.11.

It remains to determine the scalars { v | A € P2} corresponding to {fei}. It
is well-known, and easy to prove using the relations in H2, that 23 = [Ajxa.
Therefore, by Lemma 2.9,

A = Nimaux = [N} H H [k — 74 ¢ — km] - ma (mod HE™) .
1<l<m<L (L,r,c)E[AN]

Hence, v = [A]} [li<icm<e I e)eplse = 7+ ¢ — &m] by (3.15). O
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As noted after Theorem 2.8, the Murphy basis { mg¢ | (s,t) € Std*(P2)} of HA
gives a basis {my | t€ Std(A)} of each Specht module S*, for A € PA. For
example, we can set m¢ = mpg + HEA, for t € Std(M). By (2.5), the cellular basis
equips the Specht module S* with an inner product (', ). The matrix

G = ((ms, mt))s,tEStd(A)

is the Gram matrix of S* with respect to the Murphy basis. Similarly, the
seminormal basis yields a second basis { f¢ | t € Std(A)} of S*(#), where f, =
mFy = fiag +HEA, for t € Std(A). The transition matrix between these two bases
is unitriangular, so by (3.15) we have

(3.18) det G} = det ((fs, f0) = [ e

teStd(N)

This ‘classical’ formula for det G* is well-known as it is the cornerstone used to
prove the formula for det G* as a rational function in [17, Theorem 3.35]. The
following definition will allow us to give an ‘integral’ closed formula for det g*.

3.19. Definition. Suppose that e € {0,2,3,4,...}, p is a prime integer and that
X € PA is a multipartition of n. Define

deg.(A\) = > deg.(t) and  Deg,(A) = deg,(N)
testd(X) k>1

By definition, deg,(A) and Deg,, (M) are integers that, a priori, could be positive,
negative or zero. In fact, the next result shows that they are always non-negative
integers, although we do not know of a direct combinatorial proof of this. By
definition, the integers deg.(A) and Deg, () depend on & and e. Our definitions
ensure that the tableau degrees deg,(t), for t € Std(A), coincide with (2.6) when
A=A (R).

For k € N, let &), = P (¢) be the kth cyclotomic polynomial in ¢. As is well-
known, these polynomials are pairwise distinct irreducible polynomials in Z[t] and

(3.20) n =TT @utt
1<d|n

whenever n > 1.

3.21. Theorem. Suppose that k; — ki1 > n, for 1 <1< {, and that O = Z[t,t71].

Then
det g>\ — f) H o, (t)dege(k)’

e>2
where L(A) = ZteStd(A) 2(d(1)).

Proof. As remarked above, det Q)‘ = [I; 7. Therefore, to prove the theorem it is
enough to show that if t € Std(A) then

yy = tHd0) H q)e(t)dege(t)_
e>1
We prove this by induction on the dominance ordering.

Suppose first that t = t*. Then Proposition 3.17 gives an explicit formula for v
and, using (2.6), it is straightforward to check by induction on n that our claim is
true in this case. Suppose then that t* > t. Then we can write t = s(r,r + 1) for
some s € Std(A) such that s > t, and where 1 < r < n. Therefore, using induction,
Corollary 3.16 and the seminormal coefficient system of Proposition 3.17,

— t@(d(s)) [1 + pr( 1 + pT H (I) dege(s)-

" or@)lp
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By definition, [k] = —t*[—k], for any k € Z. Now p,(s) = —p,(t) > 0 by (3.2), so

L+ @1+ o], [+ pr()=pr() = 1] _ .
@l @le@ 0"

where, according to (3.20), the integer d, is given in terms of the quiver I, by

e>1

-2, if i, = ir-i—la

d 2, if 40 Sty

e — . . . .
1, if 4 <= 4pq1 O 2 —> Gpyq,
0, otherwise.

Applying Lemma 2.7 now completes the proof of our claim — and hence proves the
theorem. O

3.22. Remark. We can remove the factor /™ from Theorem 3.21 by rescaling the
generators 11,...,7T,—1 so that the quadratic relations in Definition 2.2 become
(T, — t2)(T, +t~2), for 1 < r < n. Note that the integer de in the proof of
Theorem 3.13 is equal to the degree of the homogeneous generator ,e(i) in the
cyclotomic KLR algebra R2.

Setting ¢ = 1 gives the degenerate cyclotomic Hecke algebras. As a special case,
the next result gives an integral closed formula for the Gram determinants of the
Specht modules of the symmetric groups.

3.23. Corollary. Suppose that k; — Ki+1 > n, for 1 <1 < ¥, and that O = Z and

t=1. Then
detg* = [ "=,
0<p€EZ
p prime
for X € PN,

Proof. This follows by setting ¢ = 1 in Theorem 3.21 and using the following well-
known property of the cyclotomic polynomials:

p, if e = p* for some k > 1,
(I)e(l) = {1

, otherwise.

O

3.24. Corollary. Suppose that e € {0,2,3,4,5,...} and that p > 0 is an integer
prime. Then deg.(A) > 0 and Deg,(X) > 0, for all X € PA.

Proof. As the Murphy basis is defined over Z[t,#~1], the Gram determinant det G*
belongs to Z[t,t~1]. Therefore, deg,(A) > 0 whenever e > 1 by Theorem 3.21.
Consequently, Deg,(A) > 0. Finally, if e > 0 then degy(t) = deg,(t) for any
t € Std(P2), so deg,(A) >0 for e € {0,2,3,4,...} as claimed. O

The statement of Corollary 3.24 is purely combinatorial so it should have a direct
combinatorial proof. We now give a second representation theoretic proof of this
result that suggests that a combinatorial proof may be difficult.

A graded set is a set D equipped with a degree function deg : D —7Z. Let ¢
be an indeterminate over Z and define the ¢g-cardinality and degree of D to be

|D|q = Z q1®? € N[g,¢7'] and degD = Z degd € Z.
deD deD
If D is a graded set and z € Z let ¢°*D be the graded set with the same elements

as D but where the shifted degree function is shifted so that d € D now has degree
z + degd. More generally, if f(q) € N[g,q7!] let f(q)D be the graded set that is
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the disjoint union of the appropriate number of shifted copies of D. For example
(24 q)D = DU D UgD. By definition, |f(¢)D|, = f(¢)|D|,-

If e € {0,2,3,4,...} let Std.(A) be the graded set with elements Std(A) and
degree function t — deg,(t), for t € Std.(A).

Fix e € {0,2,3,4,...} and consider the Hecke algebra H2 (C) over C with Hecke
parameter &, a primitive eth root of unity if e > 0 or a non-root of unity if e =
0. Let S* be the graded Specht module introduced in [8] (see Section 5.2), and
let D¥ = S¥/rad S* be the graded simple quotient of S¥, as in [14]. Let K2
be the set of Kleshchev multipartitions so that { D*(k) | p € K2 and k € Z}
is a complete set of non-isomorphic graded simple ’H,’}—modules. As recalled in
Section 5.2, S* comes equipped with a homogeneous basis { 1 | t € Std.(A) }. Let
dxu(q) = [S*:DH], be the corresponding graded decomposition number.

Fix a total ordering < on Std.(\) that extends the dominance ordering, such
as the lexicographic ordering. Suppose that pu € K2. By Gaussian elimina-
tion, there exists a graded subset DStd.(u) of Std.(u) and a homogeneous basis
{C, | t€ DStde(p) } of D* such that

Co=1p+ Y cuwihy + rad S¥,
b=t
for some ¢, € C such that ¢, # 0 only if deg v = degt and res(v) = res(t). In par-
ticular, dimq D* = |DStd.(\)|,. Repeating this argument, with the composition
factors that appear in successive layers of the radical filtration of S*, shows that
there exists a bijection of graded sets

Ox : Stde(N) > | | dan(q) DStde ().
peKh

Now if g € K2 then D* = (D*)® so that degDStd.(u) = 0. It follows that
deg ¢* DStd.(p) = zdim D*, for z € Z. Therefore, using the bijection O,

deg,(A) = degStde(A) = Y dan(q)degDStde(p) = > dj,, (1) dim D¥,
peks peKh
where d , (1) is the derivative of the graded decomposition number dy,(q) evaluated
at ¢ = 1. As we are working with the Hecke algebra H2(C) in characteristic zero,
dapn(q) € N[g] by [7, Corollary 5.15]. Consequently, deg,.(X) > 0. Hence, the (deep)
fact that dau(g) € N[g] leads to an alternative proof of Corollary 3.24.

In characteristic zero the graded cyclotomic Schur algebras is Koszul by [15, The-
orem C] when e = 0 and by [25] and [32, Proposition 7.8,7.9] in general. This implies
that the Jantzen and grading filtrations of the graded Weyl modules, and hence of
the graded Specht modules, coincide. Therefore, Corollary 3.24 is compatible with
this Koszulity Conjecture via Ryom-Hansen’s [33, Theorem 1] description of the
Jantzen sum formula; see also [38, Theorem 2.11].

The construction of the sets DStd.(u) given above is not unique because it in-
volves many choices. It natural to ask if there is a canonical choice of basis for S*
that uniquely determines the sets DStd.(u) and the bijections © . For level 2 such
bijections are implicit in [9, §9] when e = 0 and [15, Appendix] generalizes this to
include the cases when e > n. It is interesting to note that the sets DStd. (), to-
gether with the bijections ©, determine the graded decomposition numbers. More
explicitly, if s € DStd.(p) then

d)\lt Z qdegt degs
teey L(s)

where we abuse notation and let ©5'(s) be the set of tableaux in Std.(A) that are
mapped onto a (shifted) copy of s by ©x. In particular, we can take s = t* because
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it is easy to see that we must have t* € DStd.(u) whenever u € KA. Hence,
we have shown that the KLR tableau combinatorics leads to closed combinatorial
formulas for the parabolic Kazhdan-Lusztig polynomials dx,(¢), and the graded
simple dimensions dimy D*: both families of polynomials can be described as the
g-cardinalities of graded sets of tableaux.

4. INTEGRAL QUIVER HECKE ALGEBRAS

The Seminormal Basis Theorem 3.13 compactly describes much of the semisim-
ple representation theory of H2(#). For symmetric groups, Murphy [29] showed
that seminormal bases can also be used to study the non-semisimple representation
theory. Murphy’s ideas were extended to the cyclotomic Hecke algebras in [27,28].
In this section we further extend Murphy’s ideas to connect seminormal bases and
the KLR grading on H2.

4.1. Lifting idempotents. As Section 3.2, we continue to assume that k satisfies
(3.2) and that (¢, t) separates Std(P2), where % is a field and 0 # ¢t € . If O is
a subring of %" then we identify H2(0) with the obvious O-subalgebra of HA (%)
so that HA () =2 HA(O) @0 H as H -algebras.

Let J(O) be the Jacobson radical of O, the intersection of all of the maximal
ideals of O.

4.1. Definition. Suppose that O is a subring of & and t € O*. Then (O,t) is an
e-tdempotent subring of & if the following hold:

a) (O,t) separates Std(PR);

b) [k]: is invertible in O whenever k £ 0 (mod e), for k € Z; and

¢) [k]s € J(O) whenever k € eZ.

When e and t are understood, we simply call O an idempotent subring. Note
that # contains the field of fractions of O, so Definition 4.1(a) ensures that H2 (.¢")
is semisimple and that it has a seminormal basis. Until further notice, we fix such
a x-seminormal basis { fs¢}, together with the corresponding seminormal coefficient
system a and ~y-coefficients.

Let (O,t) be an e-idempotent subring and suppose ¢ # d (mod e), for ¢,d € Z.
Then [¢] — [d] = t?[c— d] is invertible in O. We use this fact below without mention.

4.2. Examples The following local rings are all examples of idempotent subrings.

a) Suppose that # = Q and t = 1. Then (J#,t) separates Std(P2) and
O = Zp) is a p-idempotent subring of Q for any prime p.

b) Let K be any field and set .# = K(z), where z is an indeterminate over K,
and t = z+¢, where § is a primitive eth root of unity in K. Then O = K|[z],)
is an e-idempotent subring of JZ .

c) Let & = Q(z,§), where z is an indeterminate over Q and ¢ = exp(2wi/e)
is a primitive eth root of unity in C. Let ¢t = x + £. Then (%, t) separates
Std(Pj) and O = Z[z, ], is an e-idempotent subring of %".

d) Maintain the notation of the last example and let p > 1 be a prime not di-
viding e. Let ®.,(z) be a polynomial in Z[z] whose reduction modulo p
is the minimum polynomial of a primitive eth root of unity in an alge-
braically closed field of characteristic p. Then O = Z[x,&](4p,5. ,(¢)) IS an
e-idempotent subring of C(z).

<&
Suppose that i € I"™ and set Std(i) = {t € Std(P2) | res(t) =i}. Define the
residue idempotent fC by

(4.3) =Y F.
)

teStd(i
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By Theorem 3.13, fio is an idempotent in H2(#"). In the rest of this section, we fix
a seminormal basis {fs} of H2(#') that is determined by a seminormal coefficient
system {a,.(s)} and a choice of 4. Then we have that f© = 2 testd() %f&.

4.4. Lemma. Suppose that O is an idempotent subring of & and thati € I™. Then
e € £(0). In particular, f° is an idempotent in HX(O).

Proof. This result is proved when O is a discrete valuation ring in [28, Lemma 4.2],
however, our weaker assumptions necessitate a different proof. Motivated, in part,
by the proof of [29, Theorem 2.1], if t € Std(i) define

’ - Ly — [C]
r=ll 1 gge
ci(t)Zc (mod e)

Since O is an e-idempotent subring, F/ € Z(0) c HA(0O). By Theorem 3.13,
> sestapay Fs is the identity element of HA () so, using (3.14), we see that

Fl= ) FFE= ) aub,
seStd(PL) seStd(PA)
where as¢ =[], .([ck ()] =[c])/([ex (V)] —[c]) € O. In particular, ay = 1. If 5 ¢ Std(i)
then there exists an integer k such that resg(s) # resg(t), so [ck(s)] — [ck(t)] € OF
and agy = 0. Therefore, F{ = desm(i) astFs. Consequently, fOF] = F| = F|f°
by (3.15). Notice that F{F, = F.F| because .Z (%) is a commutative subalgebra
of HA (). Therefore,

H (f° = F)=f° + Z (—V)FF F, . FY
tesStd(i) t1,...,tp €Std(i)
distinct with k>0

On the other hand, since f° = Esesm(i) F; and ay =1,

H (fio_Ftl): H Z (1 —as)Fs =0,

testd(i) teStd(i) seStd(i)
s#t

because F, Fy = 0 whenever s # t by (3.15). Combining the last two equations,

O _ k41 o0 1of 1
7o = > (ESSLany 0 S
ty,...,t, €Std(i)
distinct with k>0

In particular, f© € Z(0) as we wanted to show. O

4.5. Corollary. Suppose that O is an idempotent subring of # . Then{ fC | i€ I"}
is a complete set of pairwise orthogonal idempotents in H2(O).

Proof. By Theorem 3.13, { Fy | t € Std(P2)} is a complete set of pairwise orthog-
onal idempotents in H2(#). Hence, the result follows from Lemma 4.4. O

If ¢ € O[X4,...,X,] is a polynomial in indeterminates X7, ..., X,, over O then
set ¢(L) = ¢(Lq,...,Ly,) € Z(0). If s is a tableau let ¢(s) = ¢([c1(9)], - -, [cn(s)])
be the scalar in O obtained by evaluating the polynomial ¢ on the contents of s;
that is, setting X1 = [c1(5)],..., Xn = [cn(8)]. Then, ¢(L)fst = &(s)fst, for all
(s,1) € Std*(PL).

Ultimately, the next result will allow us to ‘renormalise’ intertwiners of the
residue idempotents fio, for i € I™, so that they depend only on e rather than
on £.
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4.6. Proposition. Suppose thati € I"™ and ¢ € O[X1,...,X,] is a polynomial such
that ¢(t) is invertible in O, for all t € Std(i). Then

= Y d)( )Fte,ﬁf((’))

testd(i
In particular, fi(ls € HA(0).

Proof. By assumption, ¢(s) is invertible in O for all s € Std(i). In particular, fid)
is a well-defined element of £ (.#"). It remains to show that fi¢ € Z(0).
As in Lemma 4.4, for each t € Std(i) define

Ly — ]
F = ——— € Z(0),
S | O
ck(t)Zc (mod e)
and write F| = Zﬁestd(i) aseFs for some ags € O. Recall from the proof of
Lemma 4.4 that ay = 1.
Motivated by the definition of FY, set FY = %F{ Then FY € £(0) and
L 5
FP= 3% agt—q;(( t)) Fo=F+ Y as(;?{() )k,
seStd(i) s€Std(i)
s#t

by (3.14). Consequently, F¢f(9 = Fd) fOFd) The idempotents { F; | s € Std(i) }
are pairwise orthogonal o)

fi¢F‘¢:( 2 qﬁ) )( 2 aﬁﬁ) ) 2 ast) ¢2t)Ffl'

seStd(i) seStd(i) seStd(i)

Therefore, f{FY € £(0), for all t € Std(i). By (3.14), f2f2 = f2 = 217, so
this implies that fi‘b(fi(9 —F)) = f.¢ (mod £(0)) . Hence, working modulo Z(0),

= I w-r=5 11 % ““‘b —o,

teStd(i) teStd(i) seStd(i)
s#t

where the last equality follows using the orthogonality of the idempotents F once

again. Therefore, fld) € Z(0), completing the proof. O

Let ¢ be a polynomial in O[ X7, ..., X,,] satisfying the assumptions of Proposition 4.6.
Then ¢(L)fP = fO = fP6(L) by (3.14). Abusing notation, in this situation we
write . )

— 17 = i Fy = fP— € £(0).

o(D) SZ( e o(D)
Note that, either by direction calculation or because .Z is commutative, we are
justified in writing f1 ¢(1L) = ﬁfio.

We need the following three special cases of Proposition 4.6. For 1 < r < n
define M, =1 — L, +tLy41 and M =14 tL, — Ly11, for 1 < r < n. Applying
the definitions, if (s,t) € Std*(P2) then

(4.7) M, for =t 1 — po(8)]for and M/ for = t O+ pr(s)] for.

Our main use of Proposition 4.6 is the following application that corresponds to
taking ¢(L) be to L, — Lyy1, M, and M), respectively.

4.8. Corollary. Suppose that O is an e-idempotent subring, 1 <r <n andie I™.
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1 t—cr1(b)
a) Ifi, # iy then ————f0 = Fi e Z(0)
) e EL S 2 T e
b) If i, # Lthen —f0 = 3 L Y e 20)
i # gy + 1 then — f© = L _Re .
" M tGStd(i)[ —or(O]
1 t—cr+1(t)
If i, #ir41—1th e ——F € Z(0).
C) fl 7&2 +1 en M;fl teszt;(i)[ + r(t)] t ( )

4.2. Intertwiners. By Theorem 2.14, if K is a field then the KLR generators
of HA(K) satisty ¥,.e(i) = e(s, -i)1,. This section defines analogous elements
in HA(O) that intertwine the residue idempotents £, for i € I™.

4.9. Lemma. Suppose that i, = i,41, for somei € I" and 1 < r < n. Then
Trfio = inTT'

Proof. This follows directly from the Seminormal Basis Theorem 3.13. In more
detail, note that if t € Std(i) then r and 4+ 1 cannot appear in the same row or in
the same column of t. Therefore,

1 o (t ar(b
L0 = Y S(nfe-far) = Y (o),
testd(i) 't poestd@) To
v=t(r,r+1)
by (3.14). By Corollary 3.16, if v = t(r,r + 1) then a,(t)y, = a,(v)y;. Hence,
T.f€ = fOT, as claimed. g

4.10. Remark. In the special case of the symmetric groups, Ryom-Hansen [34, §3]
has proved an analogue of Lemma 4.9.

Using (3.14), it is easy to verify that T, f© # fJ.OTT ifj=s,-i#iforl<r<n
and i € I™. The following elements will allow us to correct for this.

4.11. Lemma. Suppose that (s,t) € Std*(PL) and 1 <r < n. Let u = s(r,r +1).
Then (T, Ly, — L, T;) far = ar(8)t 1) [p,(5)] fur.

Proof. Using (3.14) we obtain
(TTLT - LTTT)fst - ar(s)([cr(5)] - [Cr-l-l(s)])fut - aT(s)tCT+1(5) [pT(s)]futa

where, as usual, we set fy,; = 0 if u is not standard. O
Applying the * anti-involution, feo¢(T)L,—L,T,) = —a,. ()t [p,.(t)] fso, where

o=t(r,r+1).

4.12. Lemma. Suppose that i, # iy41, for somei€ I™ and1 <r < n. Setj= s,-i.

Then (T, L, — L, T,) f€ = fO(T,L, — L, T;,).

Proof. By definition, f° = ZseStd(i) 'v_lrf” so, by Lemma 4.11,

1
(T,Ly — LT = Y, —(ToLy = LT, fos

seStd(i) Vs
a(s)to+1C) [p, (5)]
= Z fus-

Vs

s€Std(i)
u=s(r,r+1)€Std(P2)

Note that if s € Std(i) and u = s(r,r 4+ 1) is standard then s € Std(j). Similarly,
(Wt Wp, (u)]

ij(TrLr - L’I“TT) = Z ~
u

uestd(j)
s=u(r,r+1)eStd(i)

fuﬁ'
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By (3.14), the tableaux in Std(i) and Std(j) that have r and r + 1 in the same
row or in the same column do not contribute to the right hand sides of either of
the last two equations. Moreover, the map s — u = s(r,r + 1) defines a bijection
from the set of tableaux in Std(i) such that r and r + 1 appear in different rows and
columns to the set of tableaux in Std(j) that have r and r + 1 in different rows and
columns. In particular, (T;.L, — L,T,) f = 0 if and only if f°(T,.L, — L,T;) = 0.

To complete the proof suppose that s € Std(i) and that u = s(r,r + 1) € Std(j).
Now, a,(u)vs = ay(8)yu, by Corollary 3.16, and p,-(u) = —p,(s), by definition. So

—a, (Wt Wp ()] —an(s)trD[—p.(s)] _ an(s)t D] (s)]

Tu B Vs B Vs -
Hence, comparing the equations above, (T.L, — LTTT) fio = fjo (T.L, — LTTT) as
required. (I

Recall the definitions of M, and M/ from (4.7), for 1 < r < n. We finish this
section by giving the commutation relations for the elements M,, M/, (1+T,) and
(T.L, — L,T,). These will be important later.

4.13. Lemma. Suppose that 1 <r < n. Then
(T.L, — L, T,)M, = M.(T.L,, — L,T,.) and (T, —t)M, = M/ (1+T).

Proof. Both formulas can be proved by applying the relations in Definition 2.2.
Alternatively, suppose that (s,t) € Std*(P2) and set v = t(r,7 + 1). Then, by (4.7)
and Lemma 4.11,

fol(To Ly — LT )My = — o ()2 [p, (O][1 + pr ()] foo
= fﬁfo;(TTLT - LTTT)a

where the last equality follows because ¢,(0) = ¢,41(t) and c¢,41(v) = ¢-(t). As
the regular representation is a faithful, this implies the first formula. The second
formula can be proved similarly. (I

4.3. The integral KLR generators. In Lemma 4.9 and Lemma 4.12, we have
found elements in H2(O) that intertwine the residue idempotents fC. These in-
tertwiners are not quite the elements that we need, however, because they still
depend on ¢, rather than just on e. To remove this dependence on t we will use
Proposition 4.6 to renormalise these elements.

By Lemma 4.4, if h € H}(O) then h = D icrn hfC, so that h is completely
determined by its projections onto the spaces H2(0O) fio. We use this observation
to define analogues of the KLR generators in H2(0O).

Recall from (4.7) that M,, =1 — L, + tL,;. By Corollary 4.8, if i, # i,41 + 1
then M, acts invertibly on fOHA(0) so Mir 1L is a well-defined element of H2(O).

As in the introduction, define an embedding I < Z;i + i by defining ¢ to be
the smallest non-negative integer such that ¢ = 7 4 eZ, for i € I.

4.14. Definition. Suppose that 1 < r < n. Define elements 1/)9 =D iern 1/19in
in HA(O) by

(TTJrl);CTTTina ifir:irJrla
w?fio = (TTLT - L’I‘TT)t_iniO) Zf ir = ir-i—l + 1;

(T L, — LTTT)MLTin, otherwise.

O _

If 1 <r <n then define y;, =3 i t (L — i) 2

The order of the terms in the definition of 9@ matters because M, does not
commute with 7T, + 1 or with T;.L, — L, T, (see Lemma 4.13), although M, does
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commute with fio. Notice that ¥@ is independent of the choice of seminormal coef-
ficient system because the residue idempotents fio are independent of this choice.

One subtlety of Definition 4.14, which we will pay for later, is that it makes use
of the embedding I < Z in order to give meaning to expressions like ¢+

4.15. Remark. Unravelling the definitions, the element 1/© ®o 1k is a scalar multiple
of the choice of KLR generators for #(.#) made by Stroppel and Webster [36,
(27)]. Similarly, y© ®o 1 is a multiple of the KLR generator y, defined by Brundan
and Kleshchev [6, (4.21)].

4.16. Proposition. The algebra ’H,’}(O) is generated by the elements
{fPliermiu{y’ [ 1<r<n}u{y’ [1<r<n}.

Proof. Let H be the O-subalgebra of H2(O) generated by the elements in the
statement of the proposition. We need to show that H = HA(0). Directly from
the definitions, if 1 < 7 < n then L, = > ,(#"y® + [i;])f® € H. Therefore,
the Gelfand-Zetlin algebra Z(0O) is contained in H. Consequently, M, € H, for
1 <r < n. By Definition 2.2, L, T, — T L.=T.-(Lry1—L.)—14(1—1t)L,41. By
Corollary 4.8(a), if i, # ir41 then —— L fo € Z(0) C H. Therefore, since M,

and fio commute, we can write
(t7rp@ M, — 1) fC, if iy = dpy1,
T f8 = (=t + 1+ (t — 1)LT+1)ﬁfioa ifip =441 +1
(=P My + 1+ (t = 1)Lr1) = /0, otherwise.

by Definition 4.14. Hence, T, = ), T.f € H. AsTy,...,Ty_1,L1,..., L, gener-
ate H2(O) this implies that H = H2(O), completing the proof. O

We now use the seminormal form to show that the elements in the statement of
Proposition 4.16 satisfy most of the relations of Definition 2.10.

4.17. Lemma. Suppose that 1 < r < n and i € I". Then Y2 f° = foi/}T , where
j=s-1i.

Proof. By Lemma 4.4 and Proposition 4.6, respectively, M, and f both belong
to Z(0), which is a commutative algebra. Therefore, MLT 1O and f€ commute. If
ir = ir+1 then

(@]
fl ra

= (T + )P

tr tir
0 (O o

O — (T, +1 (T, +1
VLS = (T4 D fS Y Ry
where the third equality comes from Lemma 4.9. The remaining cases follow simi-
larly using Lemma 4.12. O

As we will work with right modules we need the right-handed analogue of
Definition 4.14. Note that if i, # i,41 + 1 then O3 = §-f° € HM(O) by

Proposition 4.6. Similarly, if i, # i,41 — 1 then fP4- = - f° € HA(0). It

follows that all of the expressions in the next lemma make sense.

4.18. Lemma. Suppose 1 <r <mn andie€ I™. Then
fIOt;C;I( T*t% if i = Urt1,
foU7 = FO(To L LrTr)t—W, if iy = i1 — 1,
f1 M/( - L, T,), otherwise.
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Proof. By Lemma 4.17, fiozb? = fiowf?fjo where j = s, - i. Therefore,

FOA+T) 5 f2, if 4 = dp1,
fio’l/)f? = in(TTLT - LTTT)t_iTJrl fjoa lf ir = ir-{-l - 1;
(L, — LT 5 1P otherwise.

To complete the proof apply Lemma 4.13. O

4.19. Lemma. Suppose thati,j € I™ and 1 <r,s <n. Then
SR =1 1212 =052 v FC =10y and yPy? =yl
ieln

Moreover, if s # r,r + 1 then YOy = yOyC, for 1 <r <n and 1 < s < n.

Proof. The elements fio, for i € I, form a complete set of pairwise orthogonal
idempotents by Lemma 4.4, which gives the first two relations. Since y,, fC €
Z(0) and £(0) is a commutative algebra, all of the elements £, y© and y©
commute.

Now suppose that s # r,r + 1. Then y? commutes with ]%hfio and with T;..

Hence, 92 Py = yOy@ fO, for any i € I". Therefore, pOy® = y942. O
4.20. Lemma. Suppose thati e I™. Then

[T & —lm—-u)f=o0.

1<1<¢
K1=11 (mod e)

Proof. By Definition 2.2, Hle(Ll — [xi1]) = 0 so that Hlézl(Ll — [k f€ =0, for
alli € I. If ki # i1 (mod e) then [i1] # [ki] so that (L1 — [k]) acts invertibly
on in’Hﬁ by Proposition 4.6. Consequently, by Definition 4.14,

0= H "y + [ia] — () 2 = ¢ Do) H (WY — [ — 0 £
1<i<e 1<i<¢
K1=%1 (mod e) Kk1=%1 (mod e)
As t is invertible in O, the lemma follows. O

Suppose that s is a standard tableau, i = res(s) € I and 1 < r < n. Define

tir*CT(g)ar(s) T
T — 'r b

1—p(s)]
(4.21) Br(s) = tcr+l(5)ﬂrar(5)[pr(5)]a if iy =irp1 +1,
—pr(s)
r 0 aT;f()ﬁ[s]r (5)], otherwise,
and
firi—ers1()g, (s) L
_ Ttps] i = e,
(4.22) Br(s) = { —tert1)=trtrgy (8)[pp(s)], if iy = ipg1 — 1,
*M otherwise.
[1+pr(s)]

These scalars describe the action of 1€ upon the seminormal basis.

4.23. Lemma. Suppose that 1 < r < n and that (s,t) € Std*(P2). Set i = res(s),
j=res(t), u=s(r,r+1) and o =t(r,r +1). Then

tirr1—crya(s)

@] _ —_ 45 R
1/}7« fst - ﬂr(s)fut 5zrzr+1 [pT(s)] fﬁt;
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and
o = 5 tirt1—cria(t)
= Bo(t) fov — 0,5, ———— fa.
fﬁtw’r /B ( )fﬁll Jrdr+ [pr(t)] fst
Similarly, y? foo = [ (8) — i) fs, and foy? = [er(t) = Grl for, for 1 <r <n.
Proof. Applying Definition 4.14 and (3.14),
Y2 for =t ([er(8)] = [ir]) for = [cr(8) — 2] fat.
The proof that foy® = [c-(t) — j.] fs¢ is similar. We now consider 1©.
By (3.15), if k € I"™ then fC fsi = Jifst. We use this observation below with-
out mention. By Lemma 4.11, (T}.L, — L, T}) fsi = a,(5)t+1 ) [p,.(s)] fur. Hence,

YO for = Br(8) fur When 4, # i,41 by Definition 4.14 and (4.7). Now suppose that
ir = ip41. Then, using (4.7) and (3.14),

o B tz_r B tir—cr(s) N B 1
WS = (AT o= g (2@ (= )

tirt1—crra(s)

——— 7 Jst,

lor(s)] 7*
as required. The formula for fs® is proved similarly using Lemma 4.18 in place
of Definition 4.14. O

Note that, in general, Y@ for # (fist®)*.
The next relation can also be proved using Lemma 4.13 and Lemma 4.18.

4.24. Corollary. Suppose that |r —t| > 1, for 1 < r,t <n. Then PP = P,

Proof. Tt follows easily from Lemma 4.23 that 1,9 fsr = i), far, for all (s,t) €
Std?(P2). Hence, by Lemma 4.4, O f€ = PO fO, for all i € I". O

= ﬂr(5)fut -

4.25. Lemma. Suppose that 1 <r <mn andie€ I™. Then
Oyt = W + 0,0, )0 and y2a el 10 = W0y + 60 I

Proof. Both formulas can be proved similarly, so we consider only the first one.
We prove the stronger result that ¥Cy<, , foe = WCYE + 84,1 ) fst, Whenever
(s,t) € Std*(P2) and res(s) = i. By (4.3) this implies the lemma.

Suppose first that ¢, = ¢,41. Then, using Lemma 4.23,
tirt1—crya(s)
frosen®

¢?yf+1f5t = [er41(8) — Tr41] (5r(5)fut - [or(5)]

On the other hand, by Lemma 4.23 and (4.21),

) fir=er1(®) e, (s) — 4]
(y?"/%(? + 1>f5t = [Cr(u) - Zr+1]ﬂr(5)fut + (1 o [pr S ] )fst

A [irt1 — crya(s)]
= [er(u) = brga]Br(8) fue + ——— <7 fat.
! [or(s)] )

Therefore, YOy, for = (yC1C + 1) for since ¢, (1) = ¢ 41(s) and 4, = ipy1.

If 4, # i,41 then the calculation is easier because

7/)9y?+1f5t = [Cr+1(5) - ir+1]ﬂr(5)fut = y?d’?fﬁh

where, for the last equality, we again use the fact that ¢, (1) = ¢,11(s). O

The following simple combinatorial identity largely determines both the qua-
dratic and the (deformed) braid relations for the ¢&, for 1 < r < n. This result

can be viewed as a graded analogue of the defining property Definition 3.9(c) of a
seminormal coefficient system.
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4.26. Lemma. Suppose that 1 <r < n and s,u € Std(X\) with u = s(r,7 + 1) and
res(s) = i€ I", for A € P2, Then

ter @ ern @it (L= p, @[+ po (), if ir S e,

tertr @1 4 py(s)], if ir = vt
Br(5)Br(u) = { 171 — pi(s)], if i i1,
_t2iT72cT+1(ﬁ) zf@ —
TR = bt
1, otherwise.

Proof. The lemma follows directly from the definition of 8, (s) using Definition 3.9(c).
(I

It is time to pay the price for the failure of the embedding I < Z to extend to
an embedding of quivers. Together with the cyclotomic relation, this is place where
the KLR grading fails to lift to the algebra H2(O). Recall from Definition 4.14
that y@ fO =t~ (L, — [i,]) f©, where 1 <r < n and i € I". For d € Z define

1

(4.27) I =17 (L = [ = d) P = () + [d) £
In particular, y§0> = y? and y,@ Ro lg = y? ®o 1 whenever e divides d € Z,

As a final piece of notation, set p,.(i) =4, —i,41 € Z,fori€ I" and 1 <r < n.

4.28. Proposition. Suppose that 1 <r <n andié€ I"™. Then

(e T~y I =y i S i,
(O — g0 ) £O, if i = i,
WP = (yﬁ_lm(i» -y 1L, if iy 4 irg1,
0, if iy = iry1,
1o, otherwise.

Proof. Once again, by (4.3) it is enough to prove the corresponding formulas for
(19)? for, where (s, 1) € Std*(P2) and i = res(s).
Suppose that i, = i,41. Let u =s(r,7 + 1) and j = res(u). By Lemma 4.23,

B $2ir—2cr41(s) BT(s)tiT—cT(s) ﬁT(s)tjr—cT(u)
(¥7)? for = (W + ﬂr(5)ﬂr(u)) fst — ( o ()] + [or(5)] ) ut-
Note that p,(s) = —p,(u) and i, = j,, so that tIr=cW[p,(u)] = —tr=E)[p,.(s)].

Hence, using Lemma 4.26, (1©)? fs = 0 when i, = i, as claimed.
Now suppose that i, # i,41. Then, by Lemma 4.23 and Lemma 4.26,

(7/)9)2f5t = ﬂr(5>ﬂr(u)f5t
ter(rtera(@=in=irn[1 — o (8)][1 4 pp(8)] for, if br S drp1,

B tert1 ()=t 1[1 + p,(5)] fat, if 4 — 4rqa,
) ger(s)—in [1 — pr(5)]f5t7 if 4y < Gpq1,
fst, otherwise.

As in Lemma 4.23, if d € Z then y\¥ for = [¢,(s) — i + d] for. So, if i, — 11 then

(@) — 4O ) for = ([er(8) + 1 —dpia] = [crp1(5) — Grs1]) ot
=t T L 4 p(s)] far = (7)) for.

The cases when ¢, — 7,41 and i, & 4,4, are similar. O

Set 37(? = 7/’97/’7%11/19 - 1/}7(“9+11/}7(?1/}7(“9+15 for1<r<n-1
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4.29. Proposition. Suppose that 1 <r <n and s,t € Std ()\), with s € Std(i) for
ielI™. Then

(y7<“1+Pr(1)> + yf‘ijgpr(ln _ yiipr(lﬁ _ yf‘i_;pT(l)>)f5ta Zf ir+2 — ,L'T = ir-i—la
o, _ )t s, if iry2 = ir = drg1,
BT f5f - ep . . .
fsh Zf Yp42 = Up < Up41,
0, otherwise.

Proof. We mimic the proof of the braid relations from Lemma 3.12.

Define (not necessarily standard) tableaux uy = s(r,r + 1), up = s(r + 1,7 + 2),
U = ul(r + 1,r + 2), Uy = ug(r,r + 1) and U1 = u12(7“,7“ + 1) = us1a. To
ease notation set ¢ = 4, j = i¢,41 and k = 4,42. The relationship between these
tableaux, and their residues {res;(u) | r < s <r+2} = {4, j, k}, is illustrated in
the following diagram.

s ~ (i, ], k)
S/ %)
ul~(j7i7k) uQN(iakaj)
ST-‘r].J/ lsr
U ~ (]a k,l) Uy ~ (k,Z,])

x%

Uj21 = U212 ~ (kaj7i)

Note that if any tableau u € {uy,ug, 112,11, U121} is not standard then, by defini-
tion, fy¢ = 0 so this term can be ignored in all of the calculations below.

We need to compute B?fgt. To start with, observe that by Lemma 4.23, the
coefficient of f,,,,¢ in B fs¢ is equal to

Br (5)5r+1 (u1)5r (u12) — Br+1 (S)ﬁr (u2)5r+1 (u21)-

By definition, the scalars [p,(s)] and [1 — p,(s)] are determined by the positions of r
and r + 1 in s, so it is easy to see that

Pr(ﬁ) = Pr+1(u21), Pr(ul) = Pr+1(u121), pr(uz) = Pr+1(u1),
pr(wiz) = prya(s),  pr(u2n) = prya(wz),  pr(uizn) = praa(uz).
Observe that o, (8)a,+1 (1) (U12) = ary1(8)ar (U2) a1 (w21 ) by Definition 3.9(a).
Keeping track of the exponent of ¢, (4.21) and (4.30) now imply that 8, (s)Br+1(u1) 8- (1t12) =
Br+1(8)Br(u2)Br+1(u21). Note that Definition 3.9(a) is crucial here. Therefore, the
coefficient of fy,,,¢ in BY fe is zero for any choice of 4, and k. As the coefficient
of fuyoyt in BY for is always zero we will omit f,,,, ¢ from most of the calculations

that follow.
There are five cases to consider.

(4.30)

Case 1. i, j and k are pairwise distinct.
By Lemma 4.23 and the last paragraph,

B fot = (Br(8)Bra1(u1)Br(w12) — Bri1(8)Br(u2) Brr1(U21)) furare = 0,
as required by the statement of the proposition.

Case 2. i=j+#k.
In this case, using Lemma 4.23,

ti—crr1(s)  pi—crpa(uzr)
) U1 t-

o0, _ —
By fst = ﬁT-‘rl(s)BT(uQ)( [pr(s)] " [or41(u21)]
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Now pr(ﬁ) = pr+1(u21) and CT+1(5) = CT+2(u21)7 as in (430) Hence, B,’Qfgt =0
when ¢ = j # k.

Case 3. i#£j=k.

This is almost identical to Case 2, so we leave the details to the reader.

Cased. i=k#j.
Typographically, it is convenient to set ¢ = ¢,.(s), ¢ = ¢,41(s) and ¢/ = ¢, 42(s).
According to the statement of the proposition, this is the only case where B? fst #0.
Using Lemma 4.23, we see that
50 fi—crra(ur) ti—cry1(uz)
Pla= (= O], ) + B oy

1"

ﬂr+1(u2))fst-

= (= BB ) + 616 2) o

[c

Expanding the last equation using Lemma 4.26 shows that

te[1 — pr(8)][1 + pr(s)] =t [1 — pr 1+ p, U
=l @l =g @ @] e
¢ =< +ie — C”]

[L+pr(8)] — [L — prea(s)] o
B,,(?fst _ - tcu_i_c/_;’_j[c — C”] fﬁtv if i — Js
tc 1 - Fr - tc” 1 r e - .
=@l =t pen(e)] S
t<" [c — ¢
0, otherwise.

(Note that, by assumption, the case i = j does not arise.) If ¢ = j then a straight-
forward calculation shows that in this case

BOfo=—(I¢ =i+ 2+ [ ——le+1-—[¢" +1- 1)

— () )

i ¢ (4p- (1)) _ yﬁljf“‘”)fst,

—Yr
where the last equality uses Lemma 4.25 and the observation that, because e = 2,
we have {1 £ p,.(i)} = {0,2} and {i,7} = {0,1}. A similar, but easier, calculation
shows that if i — j then BOfo = —t'*7if = —t!*rr(f and if i + j then
B fot = fsi. If i # j and i -/ j then we have already seen that BY fs = 0, so this
completes the proof of Case 4.

Case 5. i=j=k.

We continue to use the notation for ¢, ¢/, ¢’ from Case 4. By Lemma 4.23 (compare
with the proof of Lemma 3.12), B? fs is equal to

,( g3 —2e =" _ §8i—e’ 2" + tiic//ﬁr(ﬁ)ﬁr(ul) _ tii(:”ﬂ?“#’l(ﬁ)BT‘Fl(uQ))f
[or($)Plprt1(s)]  [prs1(8)]*[or(5)] [ort1(u1)] [or (u2)] st

tfc”fc tfclfc” tizc”

2
i BT(s)([w(ul)ngr(g}ﬂ MO ) [pTH(a)Mpzﬂgul)])fulf
—c'—c Ed t—¢—e

27
+ 5T+1(5)([m<s>npr<uz>1 T )iy [pr+1<s>1[pr<s>})fu2f
11 B0 ()Br01.080) (G — e e

7 Bra (8)8 (u2) ( ey — gy ) Fun

Using (4.30) it is easy to see that the coefficients of fy,,¢ andfy,,¢ are both zero.
On the other hand, if ¢ # 1 then the coefficient of t2’3,.(s) fu,« in BY fs is

t—1 . t—1 t—1
=) ) e ) () )
The case when ¢t = 1 now follows by specialisation. Similarly, the coefficient of fy,¢

in BO fy is also zero. Finally, using Lemma 4.26 and (4.30), the coefficient of fs
in BO f. is zero as the four terms above, which give the coefficient of fo¢ in the

=0.
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displayed equation, cancel out in pairs. Hence, B fos = 0 when i = j = k, as
required.
This completes the proof. (I

4.4. A deformation of the quiver Hecke algebra. Using the results of the last
two sections we now describe H2(O) by generators and relations using the ‘O-KLR
generators’ of H2(0O).

Let R, (O) be the abstract algebra defined by the generators and relations in
the statement of Theorem A. We abuse notation and use the same symbols for the
generators of R, (O) and the corresponding elements in #2(O) that we defined in
Section 4.3. The previous section shows that there is a surjection R, (0) — H2(0).
We want to prove that this map is an isomorphism.

The next lemma, which is modelled on [6, Lemma 2.1], will be used to show that
R, (0) is finitely generated as an O-module.

4.31. Lemma. Suppose that 1 < r <mn and i € I™. Then there exists a multiset
X, (i) C eZ such that

ceX, (i)

Proof. We argue by induction on r. If r = 1 then the relations in R,,(O) say that
we can take X; (i) to be the multiset with elements k; — i1, where x; = i1 (mod e)
for 1 <1 < ¢. By induction we assume that we have proved the result for 4 and
use this to prove the result for yf?H. There are three cases to consider. Throughout,
let j = s, -1i.

Case 1. iy41 7 ip.

Set X,41(i) = X,(j). Then, using the relations in R, (0O),

[T W= 11 @—hed) s
c€Xry1(i) c€EXry1(i)

o I WP = e ffee =0,

ceXr(j)

where the last equality follows by induction.

Case 2. @ —> Gpy1 OT bp < Tpg1-
We consider only the case when ¢, — %,41. The case when ¢, < ¢, is similar.
Using quadratic relation for /¢ in R, (O),
(y’l(?+1 - [C])fio = 1Frid) (?/f? —fe—1- Pi(i)])fio - (1/’?)2in-
Let X,11(i) be the disjoint union X, (j) U X, (i), where X, (i) is the multiset

r+1
{e+1+4p:(3) | c€ Xp(i)}. Ifd = c+14p,(i) € X, (i) then, by the last displayed

equation,

IT e2-1enf= I @2 - O —ld) — @)?)f°

c'eXry1(i) c’€Xry1(D)\{d}

=02 ) [T @ - D
c€Xrp1(i)\{d}
N | B i
c'eXrp1(D)\{d}
The second summand is zero by induction because X, (j) is contained in X, 1(i).
Therefore, arguing this way for every d € X’ 1 (i), there exists N € Z such that

[T @lh-enf=" T wla-1D- I @’ -1 =0,

c'€Xpry1(i) ceXr(j) ceX (i)
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where we again use induction for the last equality. This completes the proof of the
inductive step when ¢, — 2,41

Case 3. iy Sipy1.

This is similar to Case 2 but slightly more involved. Define X,41(1) = X,(j) U

X () U X, (31), where X5 = {c+1+p.(1) | c€ X,.(i) }. If c € X, (i) set
cti=c+1+p.30), c =c—1+p.(3).

Using the equality

@) = @ Dy? + [+ pp (D] = 9) (¢ Dyl + 1= pr (D] = y)

we see that
W2 ==t D0 — [N — [ DFE+ WP = [ F(y, ),

where F.(y, c) is a polynomial in y© and yﬂl with coefficients in Z[t,t~!]. Hence,

I[I @l —1Dse

C’€X7«+1(i)

= 11 (W2 = 1D - 7O (2 = [Py, 0) — (W9)* )

CeXr1(\{etem)

kA (el VR | (N (R GO 2HOND)

c€Xrp1(i)\{ct,cm}
— 1y 0 II (=[N
€Xrp1(i)\{ct,cm}

The second summand is zero by induction because X, (j) is contained in X, 1(i).
Therefore, arguing this way for every ¢ € X,.(i), there exists N € Z such that

[T w2-ne=t" I 6S%i-1eD [ e°-Prw =o,
¢ EXppa (i) ceX,(j) ce X, (i)

where F.(y) is a polynomial in y©, - - - , 4 with coefficients in Z[t,t~!] and we again
use induction for the last equality. This completes the proof of the inductive step
when @, S t41.

Case 4. i,41 = ip.

Let ¢ = O (yQ — y@ 1) fC. Then ¢, 9° = —2¢2fL, so that (1 + ¢,)2fC = fC.
Moreover, an easy albeit uninspiring calculation reveals that

(1 + (br)ya(?(l + ¢T)fio = (yf? + d)ry? + yf«g(br + d)rya(?(br)fio = yf?Jrlin-
Therefore, setting X,11(i) = X, (i),
I @ —-(ehP=0+6) [] W2 =[P +¢r) =0,
c€X,41(i) ceX, (i)

where the last equality follows by induction. This completes the proof. ([

Suppose that (O, t) is an idempotent subring of .#". So far we have not used the
assumption that [de] € J(O), for d € Z. This comes into play in the next theorem,
which is Theorem A from the introduction.

4.32. Theorem. Suppose that (O,t) is an e-idempotent subring of # . Then
R, (0) 2 HA(O) as O-algebras.



36 JUN HU AND ANDREW MATHAS

Proof. By the results in the last two sections, the elements given in Definition 4.14
satisfy all of the relations of the corresponding generators of R, (O). Hence, by
Proposition 4.16, there is a surjective O-algebra homomorphism 6:R,,(O) — H2(0),
which maps the generators of R,,(O) to the corresponding elements of H2(O).

If w € G, then set 7,/11(3 = 1/)91 . ..1/)3, where w = s, ...5,, is a reduced ex-
pression for w. In general, ¢ will depend upon the choice of reduced expres-
sion, however, using the relations in R, (O) it follows that every element in R, (O)
can be written as a linear combination of elements of the form f(y)ie(i), where
fly) € OWP,....y9], w € G, and i € I". Therefore, R, (0O) is finitely generated
as an O-module by Lemma 4.31.

Now suppose that m is a maximal ideal of O and let K = O/m = On/mOy,
and ( =t+m. Then 1 +(+---+ ¢! =0 in K, since [¢] € J(O) C m. Note
also that 14+ ¢ +--- +¢F 1 £ 0if k ¢ eZ since O is an e-idempotent subring.
Consequently, y,éde) ®R1lg = y? ® 1k, for all d € Z. Tt is easy to see that all of the
shifts 1 & p,.(i) appearing in the statement of theorem are equal to either 0 or to e.
Therefore,upon base change to K the relations of R,,(On)®0e,, K coincide with the
relations of the quiver Hecke algebra R (K), see Definition 2.10 and Theorem 2.14.
Consequently, R,,(On)®0,, K =2 RA(K), so that dim R,,(On) ®0,, K = dim HA (K)
by [7, Theorem 4.20].

By the last paragraph, if K = O/m, for any maximal ideal m of O, then
dim R,,(On) ®0,, K = dimHA(K) = ¢"n!. Moreover, by the second paragraph
of the proof, R, (Oy) is a finitely generated Oy-algebra. Therefore, Nakayama’s
lemma applies and it implies that R,,(On) is a free Oy-module of rank ¢"n!. Hence,
the map O : Ry(Om) — H2(On) is an isomorphism of Op-algebras. It follows
that 6 is an isomorphism of O-algebras, as required. O

The proof of Theorem 4.32 gives the following.
4.33. Corollary. Suppose that K = O/m, where m is a mazimal ideal of O. Then
RA(K) = R,(0) @0 K = HA(K).

4.34. Remarks. (a) The proof of Theorem 4.32 uses [7, Theorem 4.20] to bound
the rank of R,,(O). The proof of [7, Theorem 4.20] does not depend on Brundan-
Kleshchev’s isomorphism Theorem 2.14 ( [6, Theorem 1.1]). Instead, [7, Theo-
rem 4.20] depends on the Ariki-Brundan-Kleshchev Categorification Theorem [7,
Theorem 4.18]. Consequently, Theorem 4.32 gives a new proof of Brundan and
Kleshchev’s Isomorphism Theorem 2.14. It should be possible to prove Theorem 4.32
directly, without appealing to [7, Theorem 4.18], by adapting the arguments of [6,
Theorem 3.3].

(b) In proving Theorem 2.14, Brundan and Kleshchev [6] construct a family
of isomorphisms R: = HA (%) that depend on a choice of polynomials Q, (i)
that can be varied subject to certain constraints. In our setting this amounts to
choosing certain ‘scalars’ ¢,(i), which are rational functions in L, and L1, such
that ¢.(i) fC € H2(O) and then defining

w@f_@ — (TT + 1)}6\:[_1.]010 if 7:"“ = 7:T+1,
n (T Ly — L,T,)q, (1) fC, otherwise,

such that the corresponding S-coefficients still satisfy the constraints of Lemma 4.26
and Definition 3.9(a). To make this more precise, as in Lemma 4.23 write

tirr1—crra(s)

(@] — A —0: N
lﬂr fst ﬁr(5)fut Tplrtl [pr(5)] )
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where u = s(r,r + 1), B.(s) € #, s € Std(i), i € I" and 1 < r < n. (Explic-
itly, f.(s) = t+1)[p,.(s)]q-(5) by Lemma 4.11, where g,.(s) € J# is the scalar
such that ¢ (i)fs¢ = ¢r(8)fse.) Then we require that the scalars (..(s) satisfy
Lemma 4.26 and the “braid relation” of Definition 3.9(a). If the ¢,.(i) are cho-
sen so that these two identities are satisfied then it is easy to see that argument
used to prove Theorem 4.32 applies, virtually without change, using these more
general elements. The key point is that Lemma 4.26 still holds. The corresponding
identities in Brundan and Kleshchev’s work are [6, (3.28), (3.29), (4.34) and (4.35)].

We end this section by using Theorem 4.32 to give an upper bound for the
nilpotency index of the KLR generators y1,...,y,. f 1 <r <nandie€ I” set

2-(1) ={cr(t) — 2, | teStd(i)}
and define d,(i) = #%.(i). For example, 2,(i) C {k1 — #1,...,k¢ — i1} so that
di(i) = (A, aiy).

Two nodes v = (I,r,¢) and 7' = (I',r',¢') are on the same diagonal if they
have the same content. That is, v and +' are on the same diagonal if and only if
Il =10and ¢c—r = ¢ — 1. The set of diagonals is indexed by pairs (I,d), with
1 <1l </ andd € Z, and where the corresponding diagonal is the set of nodes
Dy g ={(rec)| k+c—r=d}. Hence d.(i) = #2,(i) counts the number of
different diagonals that r appears on in Std(i). More precisely, we have:

4.35. Lemma. Suppose that 1 <r <mn andie€ I™. Then
d-(i)=#{(,d) | d=i, (mode) and t~'(r) € Dy 4 for some t € Std(i) } .

That is, d, (1) is equal to the number of distinct diagonals that r appears on for some

tableau t € Std(i).

The next result is a stronger version of Lemma 4.31. We do not know how to
prove this result using only the relations in R, (O).

4.36. Proposition. Suppose that 1 <r <n andi€ I". Then
II @’ —hre =o.
€D, (i)
Proof. By Lemma 4.4 and Lemma 4.23,

H (7 —[Dff = Z H ftt

c€Dr(i) teStd( 1) c€Dr (i)
S LT (e =i = (e fu =,
tEStd(l) 06@ (i)

where the last equality follows because ¢, (t) — i, € Z,(i), for all t € Std(i). O

Even though Proposition 4.36 is very easy to prove within our framework, it gives
strong information about the nilpotency index of y,e(i), for i € I" and 1 < e < n.
By Proposition 4.36, and Corollary 4.33, we have the following.

4.37. Corollary. Suppose thatie€ I" and 1 <r <n. Then yd () e(i) =0 in RA.

When e = 0 Brundan and Kleshchev [6, Conjecture 2.3] conjectured that y = 0,
for 1 < r < n. Hoffnung and Lauda proved this conjecture as the main result of
their paper [13]. Using Corollary 4.37 we obtain a quick proof of this result and, at
the same time, a generalization of it to include the cases when e > n.

4.38. Corollary. Suppose that e =0 or e >n. Then y’ =0, for 1 <r <n.
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Proof. If e = 0 then we may assume that e > 0 by Corollary 2.15, so the results of
this section apply. Hence, we may assume that e > n.

To prove the corollary it is enough to show that y‘e(i) = 0, whenever i = res(t)
for some standard tableau t € Std(P2). By Corollary 4.37, this will follow if we
show that each component contains at most one diagonal with content congruent
to i, upon which r can appear in any standard tableau s with res(s) = i. Suppose
by way of contradiction that there exists a standard tableau s, with res(s) = i, and
such that r appears in the same component of s and t but on different diagonals.
Then the axial distance between the nodes s~1(r) and t~1(r) is at least e, so every
residue in I must appear in any connected path between these two nodes. As
res(s) = i = res(t) it follows that {é1,...,4,} = I. This is a contradiction, however,
because |[I| =e>n>r. O

5. INTEGRAL BASES FOR H2(0O)

Now that we have proved Theorem A, we begin to use the machinery of semi-
normal forms to study the cyclotomic quiver Hecke algebras R%. In this chapter
we reconstruct the ‘natural’ homogeneous bases for the cyclotomic Hecke algebras
HA(K) and their Specht modules over a field.

5.1. The 1-basis. Theorem 4.32 links the KLR grading on H2 = R2 with the
semisimple representation theory of H2(.#). We next want to try and understand
the graded Specht modules of H2 [8,14,23] in terms of the seminormal form. We
start by lifting the homogeneous basis {5} of HA to HA(O). This turns out
to be easier than the approach taken in [14]. Throughout this section, O is an
e-idempotent subring of JZ".

By Theorem 4.32, there is a unique anti-isomorphism ¢ of H2(0) such that

@) =v?, )=y and (f°)°=f°,

for 1 <r<n, 1<s<nandie€I” Lemma 4.23 shows that, in general, the
automorphisms * and ¢ do not coincide.

Recall from Definition 3.7 that a ¢-seminormal basis of H2 (%) is a basis { fs¢}
of two-sided eigenvalues for £ such that fo = f&, for all (s,t) € Std*(P2). We
define a o-seminormal coefficient system to be a set of scalars {f,.(t)} that
satisfy the identity in Lemma 4.26 and the “braid relations” of Definition 3.9(a)
(with « replaced by 3) as well as the relation Definition 3.9(b) (with « replaced
by ). The reader may check that the o-seminormal coefficients correspond to the
more general setup considered in Remark 4.34(b).

The main difference between a *-seminormal basis and a ¢-seminormal basis is
that T, fs = (feT})* for a *-seminormal basis whereas 0 foy = (fis00?)° for a
o-seminormal basis.

5.1. Lemma. Suppose that {fs} is a o-seminormal basis of HA(H). Then there
exists a unique o-seminormal coefficient system {5, (4)} such that if 1 <r <n and

(s,) € Std*(P2) then

tirri—crpa(t)

———[st,
e ()]

where v = t(r,r + 1) and t € Std(i), for i € I". Conversely, as in Theorem 3.13, a
o-seminormal coefficient system, together with a choice of scalars { vy | X € P},
determines a unique o-seminormal basis.

fstb® = Br(t) foo — Oiyirgn
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Proof. By (4.21), a set of scalars {,(t)} is a o-seminormal coefficient system if and
only if {a, (1)} is a *-seminormal coeflicient system, where

ﬁT(t)tcT(t)_iT (1 —pr()], ifip =i,

B (t)tir—cr+1(f)

wO=\""pEr et
M otherwise
O thenvise

Therefore, as seminormal coefficient systems are determined by the action of the
corresponding generators of H2 on its right regular representation, the result follows
from Theorem 3.13 and Lemma 4.23. O

Henceforth, we will work with ¢-seminormal bases. Lemma 5.1 also describes
the left action of 1) on the o-seminormal basis because ¥® for = (fis10)°.

Exactly as in Theorem 3.13, if {fs} is a o-seminormal basis then there exists
scalars y; € J# such that fs(fuv = SutVifsu, for (s,1), (u,0) € Std2(’Pfl\). Repeat-
ing the argument of Corollary 3.16, these scalars satisfy the following recurrence
relation.

5.2. Corollary. Suppose that t € Std(P2) and that v = t(r,r + 1) is standard,
where 1 < r < mn. Then Br(0)v = Br(t)Vo.-

Motivated by [14], we now define a new basis of H2(0O) that is cellular with
respect to the anti-involution o. Fix A € P2 and let i* = (i,...,i}), so that

i* = resp (r) for 1 < 7 < n. Following [14, Definition 4.7], define

T

AA(r) = { ’ a is an addable i}-node of the multipartition}
A= Shape(t}),) that is below (£*)~!(r) ’
forl <r<n.
Up until now we have worked with an arbitrary seminormal basis of H2(.#"). In

order to define a ‘nice’ basis of H*(O) that is compatible with Theorem 4.32 we
now fix the choice of y-coefficients by requiring that

(5-3) vo =11 II [en(#) —ecal,

r=1aca/)\(r)

for all A € P,’L\. Together with a choice of seminormal coefficient system, this
determines 7 for all t € Std(P2) by Corollary 5.2. By definition, v is typically
a non-invertible element of O. Nonetheless, if i € I" then f° = desm(i) %ﬁf%
belongs to HA(O) by Lemma 4.4.

We also fix a choice of seminormal coefficient system by requiring that S,(s) = 1
whenever s > t = s(r,7 + 1), for s € Std(P2) and 1 < r < n. More precisely, if
i€l ands € Std(i) then we define

1, if 5> tori, 7/ ipi1,
e if t> 5 and i, = ip1,
(5.4) Br(s) =  ter@terma()=ir=irt1[1_p, (5)][14p,(s)], if t> s and i, S ipy1,
ter (&)=t [1—p,.(s)], if > 5 and i, < ip41,
ter+1(8)=tr+1[14p,.(s)], if t > 5 and i, — ipp1.

where s € Std(P2) and t = s(r,7 + 1) is standard, for 1 < 7 < n. The reader is
invited to check that this defines a ¢-seminormal coefficient system. As the defini-
tion of 7,/19 is independent of the choice of seminormal coefficient system this choice
is not strictly necessary for what follows but it simplifies many of the formulas.
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By Lemma 5.1, this choice of ¢-seminormal coefficient system and ~y-coefficients
determines a unique o-seminormal basis { fs¢} of HA(#). We will use this basis to
define new homogeneous basis of H2. The first step is to define

=11 TI @ -l /S

r=1aecg/x(r)

n
=II II " —lea -2,
r=1aecg/x(r)

where the second equation follows by rewriting Ly fC in terms of y, fC as in the
proof of Proposition 4.16. In particular, these equations show that yé fi(g Rolgisa
monomial in y1, . ..,y, and, further, that it is (up to a sign) equal to the element y*
defined in [14, Definition 4.15].

The next result is a essentially a translation of [14, Lemma 4.13] into the current
setting for the special case of the tableau t*.

5.5. Lemma. Suppose that X\ € P2. Then there exist scalars as € X such that
yéfl(?\ = ft"t" + Z asfss-
sht>

In particular, yéfl(g is a non-zero element of H2(O).

Proof. By Lemma 4.4, f =", ,Yisfgs, so that y3 fS = ZggStd(i") asfss, for some
as € A, by (3.14). Tt remains to show that ax = 1 and that as # 0 only if 5 » t*.
Using (3.14), and recalling the definition of v from (5.3),

LA AA:L - —er(t) A — oy = foaa
oo == I T ) - o) - fones = fore

r=1acd(r)

To complete the proof we claim that there exist scalars aq(k) € £, 1 < k < n,
such that

k
[T I @ —leDiS = > aslk)fes

r=1laeax(r) s€Std(it)
51k P ti\k

where ax (k) = 1. We prove this by induction on k. If &k = 1 then the result is

immediate from (3.14). Suppose that & > 1. By induction, it is enough to show
that

(L = [ca]) fss = ([ca] = [cr(8)]) fos = 0
whenever s ,_1) » ti‘(k_l) and s ¥ ti‘k, for 5 € Std(i*). Fix such a tableau s.
Since 5| (k1) » ti‘(k_l) we must have (s5,;)") = @) whenever I > compyx (k), so the
node o = s~ 1(k) must be below (t*)~!(k). Therefore, o € @y (k), and ci(s) = cq
for this «, and forcing as(k) = 0 as claimed. This completes the proof. O

For each w € 6,, we now fix a reduced expression w = s,, ...s,, for w, with
1 <r; <nforl <j <k, and define P9 = 1/),(?1 1/)2 By Theorem 4.32 the
elements ¢ do not satisfy the braid relations so, in general, )¢ will depend upon
this (fixed) choice of reduced expression.

5.6. Definition. Suppose that A € P2. Define
wﬁ = (7/’;9(5))0y()5f1(27/’¢(19(t)7
for s, t € Std(X).
We can now lift the graded cellular basis of [14, Definitions 5.1] to H2(0).
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5.7. Theorem. Suppose that O is an idempotent subring. Then
{9 | s,t € Std(p) for pe Py}
is a cellular basis of H2(O) with respect to the anti-involution o.

Proof. In view of (3.14) and Lemma 4.23, Lemma 5.5 implies that

(58) 1/{2 = fst + Z aunfum
(u,0)p(s,t)

for some ay, € . Therefore, {98 | (s,t) € Std*(PL)} is a basis of H2(#). In
fact, these elements are a basis for H2(O) because if h € H2(O) then we can
write b = Y Typ fuw, for some ry, € . Pick (s,t) to be minimal with respect to
dominance such that 74 # 0. Then roy € O because h € H2(O). Consequently,
h — rebS € HA(O) so, by continuing in this way, we can write h as a linear
combination of the 1-basis.

It remains to show that the 1)-basis is cellular with respect to the anti-involution ©.
By definition, if A € P,/L‘ then yé and f commute and they are fixed by the
automorphism ¢. Therefore, (wﬁ) = @, for all 5,t € Std(A). By Lemma 5.1,
the o-seminormal basis {fs} is a cellular basis with cellular anti-involution o. It
remains to verify (GCsz) from Definition 2.4. As in Theorem 3.13, the seminormal
basis {fuo} is cellular. Therefore, if (s,t) € Std*(A) and h € HA(O) then, using
(5.8) twice,

Z/Jgh = W,?@))O%At = (7/4(19(5))0 (ft’*t + Zauft*u)h = (1/1((19(5))<> Z ay firo

o>t veStd(A)
= (W3e)° D b, = > betS  (mod HEY),
veEStd(A veStd(A

where ay,a;, € % and b, € O with the scalars b, being independent of s. Hence,
(GC2) holds, completing the proof. O

If K = O/m for some maximal ideal m of O then HA(K) = HA(O) ®p K. Set
Yot = w?t ®l1k.
5.9. Corollary ( [14, Theorem 5.8]). Suppose that K = O/m for some mazimal
ideal m of O. Then { s | 5,t € Std(u) for u € P2} is a graded cellular basis of
HAMK) with degipsy = degs + degt, for (s,t) € Std*(P2).

5.2. Graded Specht modules and Gram determinants. By Theorem 5.7,
{8} is a cellular basis of H2(O) so we can use it to define Specht modules for
HA(O) that specialise to the graded Specht modules in characteristic zero and in
positive characteristic.

5.10. Definition. Suppose that X € PX. The Specht module SM(O) is the right
HA(O)-module with basis { ¢ | t € Std(X) }, where vP = 3, + HEX(O).

By Theorem 5.7 and [14, Corollary 5.10], ignoring the grading, S*(0) ®o K
can be identified with the graded Specht module S* of ’H,’} defined by Brundan,
Kleshchev and Wang [8]. The action of H2(.#) on a graded Specht module is
completely determined by the relations for these modules that are given in [23]. In
contrast, in view of (5.8) and Theorem 4.32, the action of H2(O) on the Specht
module S*(0O) is completely determined by the (choice of) seminormal form.

We now turn to computing the determinant of the Gram matrix

» = (05 90)), esianny-

A priori, it is unclear how the bilinear form on S*(O) is related to the usual
(ungraded) bilinear from on the Specht module that is defined using the Murphy
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basis that we considered in Theorem 3.21. The main problem in relating these two
bilinear forms is that the cellular algebra anti-involutions * and ¢, which are used
to define these bilinear forms, are different.

Note that the cellular algebra anti-involutions * and ¢ on H2 (0) naturally extend
to anti-involutions on the algebra H2(#"). The key point to understanding the
graded bilinear form is the following.

5.11. Lemma. Suppose that t € Std(P2). Then (F)° = F.

Proof. By definition, Fy is a linear combination of products of Jucys-Murphy ele-
ments, so it can also be written as a polynomial, with coefficients in ¢, in y? , iO’
for 1 <r<mandie " As (y9)° =y2, (fO)° = fC,for 1 <r <nandie€ "
the result follows. (I

Recall that if t € Std(X) then ¥ = ¢3, + HE> is a basis element of the Specht
module S*(0). In order to compute det G*, set f; = YO Fy, for t € Std(X). Recall
that S*(#) = SMO) ®e X .

5.12. Lemma. Suppose that X\ € P, Then { fi | t € Std(X) } is a basis of S*(¥).
Moreover, det G* = det ((fs, f¢)) = [sestacn) V-

Proof. By definition, fi = fo + (HA(#))>*. Therefore, fi € S #) and f( =
PP + Zwtrww? by (5.8), for some scalars ry, € #. Set 1y = 1 and U = (Tw).
Then { f¢ | t€ Std(X)} is a -basis of S*#) and G* = (U1 ((fs, f))U !
Taking determinants shows that det G* = deg (< fs, ft)) since U is unitriangular. To
complete the proof observe that (fs, fo) foin = fosfur = Ost¥sfirer (mod HEA)
where we are implicitly using Lemma 5.11. The result follows. (]

Lemma 5.12 is subtly different from (3.18) because, in spite of our notation,
the v’s appearing in the two formulas satisfy different recurrence relations. It is
not hard to show that the quotient of ¢, as defined in this section, by the ¢ defined
in Section 3.3 in a unit in O, for all t € Std(PL).

5.13. Lemma. Suppose that t € Std(\), for X € P2, Then v, = u®,(t)3& ) | for
some unit ug € O*.
Proof. We argue by induction on the dominance order on Std(\). If t = t* then

(5.3) ensures that vy = utAq)e(t)dege(tA), for some unit upx € O. Now suppose
that t* > t. Then there exists a standard tableau s € Std(A) such that s > t and
t =s(r,r + 1), where 1 < r < n. Arguing exactly as in Corollary 5.2 shows that

Br(8)7ye = Br(t)vs. Therefore, v¢ = g:g;)) ~vs = Br(t)7s. Hence, the lemma follows by
induction exactly as in the proof of Theorem 3.21. O

5.14. Remark. Looking at the definition of a ¢-seminormal coefficient system shows

that the quantities éh((;;, which are used in the proof of Lemma 5.13, are indepen-

dent of the choice of ¢-seminormal coefficient system. This shows that the choice
of o-seminormal coefficient system made in (5.4) really is only for convenience.

By general nonsense, the determinants of G* and Q)‘ differ by a scalar in JZ.
The last two results readily imply the next theorem, the real content of which is
that this scalar is a unit in O.

5.15. Theorem. Suppose that A € P2. Then det G* = u®,(t)4°8<N | for some unit
u € O%. Consequently, det G* = u/ det G*, for some unit u' € O

Ific 1™ and A € P2 let Std;(A) = {t € Std(X\) | res(t) =i}.

The Specht module S over @ decomposes as a direct sum of generalised eigenspaces
as an Z(0)-module: S* = @,;_;. S, where S = S*fP. The weight space S}

ieln
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has basis { ¥/ | t € Stdi(A\) } and the bilinear linear form ( , ) on S* respects the
weight space decomposition of S*. Set

deg, ;(A) = Z deg t.
teStd;i(A)
and let G be restriction of the Gram matrix of S* to S, for i € I". Then we
have the following refinement of Theorem 5.15 (and Theorem 3.21).

5.16. Corollary. Suppose that X € P2 and i€ I™. Then deg G} = u; @, (t)de8ea ),
for some unit u; € O*. Moreover, deg, ;(A) > 0.

6. A DISTINGUISHED HOMOGENEOUS BASIS FOR H.

The v-basis of #2(0), the homogeneous bases of H2 constructed in [14], and the
homogeneous basis of the graded Specht modules given by Brundan, Kleshchev and
Wang [8], are all indexed by pairs of standard tableaux. Unfortunately, unlike in
the ungraded case, these basis elements depend upon choices of reduced expressions
for the permutations corresponding to these tableaux. In this section we construct
new bases for these modules that depend only on the corresponding tableaux.

6.1. A new basis of H(0). To construct our new basis for H2 we need to
work over a complete discrete valuation ring. We start by setting up the necessary
machinery.

Recall that the algebra ’H,’} is defined over the field K with parameter ¢ and that
e > 1 is minimal such that [e]¢ = 0. Let x be an indeterminate over K and let
O = K[z](3) and t = 2+&. Then (O, 1) is an idempotent subring by Example 4.2(b)
and K(z) is the field of fractions of O. Note that O is a local ring with maximal
ideal m = z0O. R

Let O be the m-adic completion of @. Then O is a complete discrete valuation
ring with field of fractions K((x)) Let H = K((x)) be the m-adic completion
of K(x). Then O is an idempotent subring of A .

Define a valuation on .# ¥ by setting v,(a) = n if a = uz™, where n € Z
and u € O% is a unit in ©. We need to work with a complete discrete valuation
ring because of the following fundamental but elementary fact that is proved, for
example, as [35, Proposition I1.5].

6.1. Lemma. Suppose that a € . Then a can be written uniquely as a convergent
series

a= Zanac", with a, € K,
n€e”Z
such that if a # 0 then a, # 0 only if n > v,(a). Moreover, a € O if and only
if ap, =0 for all n < 0.

In particular, 2~ K[z~] N O = 0, where we embed z~'K[z~!] into A in the
obvious way.

6.2. Theorem. Suppose that (s,t) € Std*(PL). There exists a unique element
BS € HA(O) such that
Bi=fut Y bl w,

(u,0)€Std?(P2)
(u,0)p(s,t)

where pit(x) € xK[r]. Moreover, { B | (s,t) € Std*(P2)} is a cellular basis
of HA(0).
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Proof. The existence of an element Bg with the required properties follows di-
rectly from (5.8) and Lemma 6.1 using Gaussian elimination. (See the proof of
Proposition 6.4, below, which proves a stronger result in characteristic zero.) To
prove uniqueness of the element Bﬁ, suppose, by way of contradiction, that there
exist two elements BG and B., in HA(O) with the required properties. Then
B9 — B, = Y ruofu € HMO) and, by assumption, ry € 2z K[z~!] with
ruwe # 0 only if (u,0) » (s,t). Pick (a,b) minimal with respect to dominance
such that r4p # 0. Then, by Theorem 5.7, if we write Bg — B!, as a linear
combination of -basis elements then w‘?b appears with coefficient r,,. Therefore,
rao € 27 K[z~ N O = 0, a contradiction. Hence, BG = B, as claimed.

By (5.8), the transition matrix between the B-basis and the )-basis is unitrian-
gular, so {B9} is a basis of HA(O). To show that the B-basis is cellular we need to
check properties (GC1)—(GCs) from Definition 2.4. We have already verified (GCy)
Moreover, (GC3) holds because (BS)° = B by the uniqueness of BY since {fuv}
is o-seminormal basis. It remains to prove (GCs), which we do in three steps.

Step 1. We claim that if h € HA(O) and t € Std(A) then

Bh= > bBR, (modHI*),
vEStA(X)

for some scalars b, € O that depend only on t, v and h (and not on t*).
To see this first note that 13, = fix(+>_ 51 @ fixo by (5.8), for some a, € K ().
Therefore, it follows by induction on the dominance order that if t € Std(A) then

B = fouc+ Y pufos  (mod H?),

opt

for some py, € 271 K[r~1]. As the seminormal basis is cellular, and the transition
matrix between the seminormal basis and the B-basis is unitriangular, our claim
now follows.

Step 2. As the Specht module S is cyclic there exists an element DO € HA(O)
such that B, = B » DY (mod HE*). We claim that

BE = (D2)°BE » DP (mod HE),

st —
for all 5,t € Std(A).
To prove this claim, embed HA2(O) in HA(#). Note that fe fup = 0 if u # 2,
so we may assume that DY = Y i fir, (mod HE™), for some g, € #. Then
BR = BRaDf = Y Ypqwfo, (mod HEY).
pEStd(A)
Therefore, g = ﬁpw, where py, € 6 + 2~ K[z71] is as in Step 1. In particular,

qu = = and g # 0 only if v B t. Consequently,

Yer
(D?)°339D? = Z Gsufeo fur frer fro = Z 'Y?AQEqufuu
(u,0) B (s,t) (u,0) B (s,t)
u,0eStd(A)
= fst + Z PsuPtofuo  (mod HEA) .
(w,0)>(s,t)

By construction, (DP)°BS D¢ € HQ(@) Consequently, our claim now follows
using the uniqueness property of B since psypio € 2~ K[z 7] when s # u or t # v.
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Step 3. We can now verify (GCs). If h € HA(O) then, using steps 1 and 2,

BGh=(DO)BRh= > b(DP)BR,= Y bBS  (mod HY),
pEStd(X) veStd(A)

where b, depends only on t, v and h and not on s. Hence, the B-basis satisfies all
of the cellular basis axioms and the theorem is proved. (Il

By Theorem 6.2, if (s,t) € Std?(P2) then BY € H2(0), however, our notation
suggests that BG € HA(0), where O = K[z](;). The next result justifies our
notation and shows that we can always work over the ring O.

6.3. Corollary. Let O = Klz],). Then {BS | (s,t) € Std*(P2)} is a graded
cellular basis of HA(O).

Proof. Fix (s,t) € Std*(P)). Then it is enough to prove that BY € HA(O).
First note that by construction the ¢-seminormal basis is defined over the ratio-
nal function field K (z), so BY is defined over the ring R = K(z) N O since if
(u,0) € Std*(P2) then pit(z~!) € K[z~'] € K(z) by Theorem 6.2. Every ele-
ment of K(z) can be written in the form f(z)/g(z), for f(z),g(z) € K[z] with
ged(f,g) = 1. Expanding f/g into a power series, as in Lemma 6.1, it is not diffi-
cult to see that if f/g € O then g(0) # 0. Therefore, R C O so that BS] is defined
over O as claimed. O

By similar arguments, DY € HA(0), for all t € Std(P2).
If K is a field of characteristic zero then we can determine the degree of the
polynomials pSt # 0, for (u,v) B (s,t) € Std*(PL).

6.4. Proposition. Suppose that K is a field of characteristic zero. Suppose that
(u,0) > (5,t) for (s,1), (u,0) € Std*(PL). Then ps(z) € xK[z] and

degpit(z) < L(degu — degs + degv — deg ).
In particular, pil(z) # 0 only if degu + degv > degs + degt.

Proof. We argue by induction on the dominance orders on P2 and Std(P2). Note
that degp(z) = d if and only if v, (p(#™')) = —d. For convenience, throughout
the proof given two tableaux s,u € Std*(P2) set deg(s,u) = degs — degu. There-
fore, the proposition is equivalent to the claim that v, (p3h(z™")) > £ (deg(s,u) +
deg(t, v)).

Suppose first that A = (n|0]...|0). Then s = t* = t and ¥3Q » = fixe so there
is nothing to prove. Hence, we may assume that A # (n|0|...]|0) and that the
proposition holds for all more dominant shapes.

Next, consider the case when s = t* = t. By the proof of Lemma 5.5, if 5 €
Std(i*) and s B t* then y fos = ulyx fss for some unit u,, € O*. Therefore, by
Lemma 5.13, there exist units us € O so that in HA (K (z))

!
wg\p\ = Z Mfss = foe + Z Usq)e(t)deg(tx’s)fss-
5Bt s s X
Since t = x + &, the constant term of ®.(t) is P.(§) = 0, so z divides P.(t) and
Vi(@e(t)deg(‘kvg)) = deg(t*, 5) since the coefficient of x in ®,(¢) is non-zero. (If K is
field of positive characteristic this may not be true.) Expanding each unit ug into a
power series, as in Lemma 6.1, the coefficient of fs;s can be written as bs + ¢s where
bs € 271 K[z~ and ¢, € O. In particular, if by # 0 and ¢ # 0 then v, (cs) > 0 >
v (bs) and vy (cs) > v, (bs) > deg(t*, ). Pick t minimal with respect to dominance
such that ¢ # 0. Note that v, (c¢) > deg(t*,t), with equality only if by = 0. Using
induction, replace wg » with the element A = wg >~ cBY. By construction
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At)\t)\ S Hﬁ

(u,0) > (&, 1) then,

ve (pit(z71)) > 1(deg(t,u) + deg(t,v)). Therefore,
)

= 1 (deg(t*,u) + deg(t*,v)).

It follows that if f,, appears in Ax with non-zero coefficient ayy, then v, (ayy) >
%(deg(t)‘,u) + deg(t*, U)) If Apxgx now has the required properties then we can
set Bagn = Apr. Otherwise, let (s,t) be a pair of tableau that is minimal with
respect to dominance such that the coefficient of fs¢ in A is of the form bg¢ + cs¢
with cst # 0, v(cst) > 0, bsy € 27 K [271] and v, (bst) > %(deg(t*,s) + deg(t*,t)).
Replacing Apx with A — 5B and continuing in this way we will, in a finite
number of steps, construct an element Biy with all of the required properties.
By the uniqueness statement in Theorem 6.2, Bg > = Bi’*t’* so this proves the
proposition for the polynomials pfi,tA (x71).

Finally, suppose that (s,t) € Std*(\) with (£*,¢*) > (s,t). Without loss of
generality, suppose that s = a(r,r + 1) where a € Std(i), for i € I", and a > s.
Using Lemma 4.23,

WWBR = Y @)Y fu

(u,0) > (a,t)
_ tirr1—crr1(w)
= Z pﬁ; (x 1) (ﬁr(u)fu(r,wrl),u - 6’L’7«7:7‘+1 [ (u)] un)-
(1,0) - (a,1) pr

By induction, v, (pgt) > 3(deg(a,u) + deg(t,v)). Therefore, using Lemma 5.13 (as
in the proof of Theorem 3.21), it follows that if ¢,, # 0 is the coefficient of fy, in
the last equation then v, (cyo) > % (deg(s,u) + deg(t,v)). Hence, the proposition
follows by repeating the argument of the last paragraph. (I

6.2. A distinguished homogeneous basis of 4 (K). This section uses Theorem 6.2
to construct a new graded cellular basis of 2 (K). The existence of such a basis is
not automatically guaranteed by Theorem 6.2 because the elements Bg ® 1k, for
(s,1) € Std*(P2), are not necessarily homogeneous.

The isomorphisms K = 0/z0 = 0/x0 extend to K-algebra isomorphisms

HA(K) = HE(0) @0 K = HE(O) @5 1.
We identify these three K-algebras.

6.5. Lemma. Suppose that (s,t) € Std*(P2). Then
Bg@lK = st + Z Ao Pup,
(u,0)p(s,t)
for some ayy € K. In particular, the homogeneous component of Bg ® 1 of degree
degs + degt is non-zero.

Proof. This is immediate from Theorem 6.2, (5.8) and Corollary 5.9. (I

Recall from Step 2 in the proof of Theorem 6.2 that for each v € Std(X) there
exists an element DO € HA(0) such that BG = (D?)°BaxDP (mod HE?) .

6.6. Definition. Suppose that XA € PA.

a) If v € Std(X) let D, be the homogeneous component of DS ® 1y of degree
degv — deg t*.
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b) Define Bixx to be the homogeneous component of BgtA ® 1g of degree
2degt*. More generally, if 5,t € Std(X\) define Bsi = DS B Dy.

By Theorem 6.2, (B3 »)° = B3 x which implies that B . = Bag. Conse-
quently, if s,t € Std(A) then BS, = By. If Bg # 0 then, by construction, B
is homogeneous of degree degs + degt. Unfortunately, it is not clear from the
definitions that Bs; is non-zero.

6.7. Proposition. Suppose that (s,t) € Std*(P2). Then
Bst = wst + Z buuwun (mOd HEA) B}
(u,0)p(s,t)

for some by, € K. In particular, Bsy # 0.

Proof. Fix A € P} and suppose that s,t € Std(A). If s = t = t* then B is
the homogeneous component of Bg & ® 1 of degree 2 deg t*, so the result is just

Lemma 6.5 in this case. Now consider the case when s = t* and t is an arbitrary
standard A-tableau. Then, since B x = %3 x (mod HE?),

B2, @1k = (Y3 @ 1) (D @ 1) (mod HE?).
Looking at the homogeneous component of degree deg t* + deg t shows that

B¢ =BopDi= Yo+ Y apythp,  (mod HEY),

opt

by Lemma 6.5. Set by, = agn, with bag = 1. Similarly,

Dg'[/]txtx = DgBtAtA = BstA = Z but”/’ut’\ (mod HEA),

ups

where by = agpn, with byx = 1. By Corollary 5.9, {1y} is a graded cellular basis
of HA(K) so, working modulo H>™,

By = DgBt*tth = Z bt’\uDg"/)t*u = Z Z bxybyer up

vpt voptups
= Vot Y, bupbayte  (mod M)
(u,0)p(s,t)
Setting by, = bgabx, completes the proof. O

Combining these results gives us a new graded cellular basis of HA.

6.8. Theorem. Suppose that K is a field. Then { Bs | (s,t) € Std*(P2)} is a
graded cellular basis of HA(K) with cellular algebra automorphism o.

Proof. By Proposition 6.7 and Corollary 5.9, { Be | (s,t € Std*(P2)} is a basis
of HA(K). By definition, if (s,t) € Std?(P2) then By is homogeneous of degree
degs + degt and B, = Bys. Therefore, the basis {Bs¢} satisfies (GCy), (GC3) and
(GCyq) from Definition 2.4. Finally, since Bsg = DB D¢ (mod HEX), (GCy)
follows by repeating the argument from Step 3 in the proof of Theorem 6.2. O

The graded cellular basis { Bs¢ | (5,1) € Std*(P2)} of HA(K) is distinguished
in the sense that, unlike 15, the element Bs; depends only on (s,t) € Std2(’Pfl\)
and not on a choice of reduced expressions for the permutations d(s) and d(t).

6.9. Example We give an example to show what B-basis elements look like. Sup-
pose that K is a field of characteristic zero, that e > 2, and let A = 2A¢ + A;. Fix
a multicharge k = (K1, k2, k3) such that kK = (0,1,0) (mod e) and k satisfies (3.2).
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We use the notation of the last two sections, so we work over the rings (¢, (5, K)
andt=z+¢e€O.

Let A = (1/1]1) and set t = ([3]|/[Z|[@). The permutation d(t) has two re-
duced expressions: s15251 and s2S152. Let ¥ and @txt, respectively, be the -
basis elements corresponding to these two reduced expressions. By Deﬁr}ition 2.10,
Y1P2atpae(0,1,0) = thoi11h2e(0,1,0) —e(0,1,0), 50 pix¢ = herg —Yirex # Pir, where
0 # Ypex = y1€(0,1,0). The set of standard tableau with residue sequence (0, 1, 0)
and which are dominant than or equal to t is {t¥,t”,t* t}, where pu = (2| — [1)
and v = (1]12|]-). Of these tableaux, only t and t* have degree 1, so it follows
that Bpgx = Yppr and By = Y + cvpngrn, for some ¢ € K. To compute c it is
enough to work with the seminormal basis { fs | s € Std(A) } of the Specht module
S over 0. Using Lemma 5.1 and (5.4),

trz—l-rs [1 + K1 — Fag]t

[Hl - Hs]t

vC = foarfvfvy = fi- for.
Since k = (0,1, 0) we can write 1 + k1 — ke = ae and k1 — k3 = be, for some a,b € Z.
Moreover, a,b # 0 by (3.2). It is straightforward to check that when & = 0 the
coefficient of fix above is equal to —7, so this coefficient is invertible in 0. Hence,
Bgt = fo + cifwwn + cafer € HAO), for some cp,co € 7 K[z, Since
degt’ = degt” = 2 > 1, we conclude that B¢ = Y + $¥pen. <&

We have not yet proved Theorem B from the introduction because it is not clear
that Bg is the homogeneous component of BY ® 1 of degree deg s +degt. In fact,
there is no reason why this should be true.

Asin Theorem B, suppose that K is a field of characteristic zero. Using Proposition 6.4,
it follows by induction on the dominance ordering that the homogeneous compo-
nents of BY ® 1x have degree greater than or equal to degs + degt. Moreover, if
B!, is the homogeneous component of BS ® 1 of degree degs + deg t then

Bl = Bs (mod HE)‘)

by the proof of Theorem 6.2 (specifically the definition of D€ and DP). In par-
ticular, B, # 0. As B., is the minimial homogeneous component of BY ® 1,
Theorem 6.2 readily implies that { B., | (s,t) € Std*(P2)} is a graded cellular ba-
sis of HA. Hence, all of the claims in Theorem B now follow.

If K is a field of positive characteristic it is not clear if BS ® 1 has homogeneous
components of degree less than degs + degt. It is precisely for this reason that we
need the elements D; and D¢ in Definition 6.6.

APPENDIX A. SEMINORMAL FORMS FOR THE LINEAR QUIVER

In this appendix we show how the results in this paper work when e = 0 so that
¢ € K is either not a root of unity or £ = 1 and K is a field of characteristic zero.
In order to define a modular system we have to leave the case where the cyclotomic
parameters Q1,...,Qq are integral, that is, when Q; = [k;] for 1 < [ < ¢. This
causes quite a few notational inconveniences, but otherwise the story is much the
same as for the case when e > 0. We do not develop the full theory of “0-idempotent
subrings” here. Rather, we show just one way of proving the results in this paper
when e = 0.

Fix a field K and 0 # £ € K of quantum characteristic e. That is, either £ = 1
and K is a field of characteristic zero or £¢ # 1 for d € Z. The multicharge k € Z*
is arbitrary.

Let O = Z[x,](,) be the localisation of Z[x,£] at the principal ideal generated
by z. Let # = Q(z,€) be the field of fractions of O. Define H2(O) to be the
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cyclotomic Hecke algebra of type A with Hecke parameter ¢ = £, a unit in O, and
cyclotomic parameters

Q=12"+[r], forl1<i<y,

where, as before, [k] = [k]; for k € Z. Then HA () = HA(O) ®o A is split
semisimple in view of Ariki’s semisimplicity condition [1]. Moreover, by definition,
HAMK) = HMO) ®0 K, where we consider K as an O-module by setting = act
on K as multiplication by zero.

Define a new content function for H2(0) by setting

Cy =t + [k +c—rl,
for a node v = (I, 7, ¢). We will also need the previous definition of contents below.
If t € Std(P2) is a tableau and 1 < k < n then set Ci(t) = C,, where 7 is the
unique node such that t(y) = k.

As in Section 2.5, let {mg | (5,t) € Std*(P2)} be the Murphy basis of H2(O).
Then the analogue of Lemma 2.9 is that if 1 < r < n then

MetLr = Cy (t)mst + Z TuoMyv,
(u,0)>>(s,t)

for some ry, € O. As in Section 3.1 define a *-seminormal basis of HA(#) to
be a basis {fs} of simultaneous two-sided eigenvectors for Lq,..., L, such that
f:t = [ts-

Define a seminormal coefficient system for H2(O) to be a set of scalars a =
{a,(s)} satisfying Definition 3.9(a), Definition 3.9(b) and such that if s € Std(P2)
and u = s(r,r + 1) € Std(P2) then

(1 = Cr(s) +tC () (1 + tCy(s) — Cr (1))
(Al) OCT(S)CYT(U) - Pr(ﬁ)Pr(u) )
where P, (s) = C,.(u) — Cy(s), and where a,.(s) = 0 if u ¢ Std(P2).

As in Theorem 3.13, each seminormal basis of H2 (%) is determined by a semi-
normal coefficient system e = {c..(s)}, such that

1+ (t — 1)Crp(s)
P.(s)
together with a set of scalars { v | A € PA}. Notice that I = Z, since e = 0, so if

i € I" then t € Std(i) if and only if ¢.(t) = 4, and, in turn, this is equivalent to the
constant term of C,.(t) being equal to [i,], for 1 < r < n. Arguing as in Lemma 4.4,

=Y Lhenio.

testag)

Trfot = ar(s) fur + fsts where u = s(r,r + 1),

With these definitions in place all of the arguments in Chapter 4 go through with
only minor changes. In particular, if 1 < r < n and i € I"™ then Definition 4.14
should be replaced by

(Tr + V)31 12 if i = dpp1
wf?fio = (T’I‘LT - L’I‘TT)in) if 'L'r = 'L'r-l-l + 1;
(Ty Ly — L, Ty) 5 €, otherwise,

and yof.o = (L, — C,(t f.o where, as before, M, =1 — L, + tL,11. With these
1 +

T 1

new definitions, if s € Std(i), for i € I, and 1 < r < n then Lemma 4.23 becomes

Oiirs
wgza®m+é@ﬂh
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where u = s(r,r + 1) and

ar(s)

I-Cr(5)HtCri1(s)’ it iy =i,
Br(s) = ar(5)PT(5)a if iy =drq1 + 1,
ar(s)Pr(s)

=0, (o) F 013 otherwise.

Observe that if u = s(r,r+1) is a standard tableau then, using (A1), the definitions
imply that

Pr(s)lP—r(u)’ if 4 =441,
(1 - Cr(5) + tcr(u))(l + tCr(5) - OT(U)), if ir = ir+1a
B.(5)Br(u) = { (1 +tC(s) — Cr(w)), if i = Gy,
(1—=Cr(s) +tCr(u)), if iy g1,
1, otherwise.

Comparing this with Lemma 4.26, it is now easy to see that analogues of Proposition 4.28
and Proposition 4.29 both hold in this situation. Hence, repeating the arguments

of Section 4.4, a suitable modification of Theorem A also holds. Similarly, the con-
struction of the bases in Chapter 5 and Chapter 6 now goes though largely without
change.
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