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Abstract

The maximal subgroup of unipotent upper-triangular matrices of the finite general linear
groups are a fundamental family of p-groups. Their representation theory is well-known to be
wild, but there is a standard supercharacter theory, replacing irreducible representations by
super-representations, that gives us some control over its representation theory. While this
theory has a beautiful underlying combinatorics built on set partitions, the structure constants
of restricted super-representations remain mysterious. This paper proposes a new approach to
solving the restriction problem by constructing natural intermediate modules that help “factor”
the computation of the structure constants. We illustrate the technique by solving the problem
completely in the case of rainbow supercharacters (and some generalizations). Along the way
we introduce a new g-analogue of the binomial coefficients that depend on an underlying poset.

1 Introductionl

Let N be a set with a total order so that we can construct the group GLy(F,) of invertible
matrices with rows and columns indexed by N and entries in the finite field F, with ¢ elements.
The supercharacter theory of the finite unitriangular groups

UTy = {ue GLy(F,) | (u—Tdy)ij # 0 implies i < 5},

where Idy is the multiplicative identity of GLy (F,), has developed into a rich combinatorics based
on set partitions. In particular, [I] showed that — taken as a family — they give a representation
theoretic realization of the Hopf algebra of symmetric functions in noncommuting variables (also
studied in [I8], for example), where the product comes from inflation and the coproduct from
restriction. Thus, the representation theory of unipotent p-groups gives a noncommuting analogue
to the classical combinatorial representation theory of the symmetric groups. The supercharacters
of these groups give a new basis for this Hopf algebra.

One obstruction to making use of this connection is that while the inflation functor is straight-
forward for supercharacters, the restriction functor is still somewhat mysterious. That is, given
a subset K < N, we want to decompose a supercharacter of UTy as a linear combination of
supercharacters of the subgroup

UTkg = {ueUTyn | (u—1Idn)sj # 0 implies 4,5 € K} < UTy.

The paper [19] gives an iterative algorithm for computing restrictions of supercharacters, but this
gives us little information about the coefficients that occur (though it does imply that they will
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be polynomial in the size of the underlying field ¢). As a preliminary step, [16] uses matchings
in bipartite graphs to give a combinatorial characterization of when such a coefficient is nonzero;
however, only a small set of examples have a direct computation of the coefficients.

The supercharacters of UT y are indexed by set partitions of the set N. In this subject, it seems
preferable to view set partitions as a set of pairs, as follows. Given a set partition bl(A) of N, we
can store the block information as a set of pairs

5\ {(Z i) ‘ i < j with ,j in the same block of bl(\), }
’ 1 < j' < 7 implies j' is in a different block |

The supercharacter x* corresponding A has a convenient factorization

= O X,
(i.)eA

where © is the pointwise product on functions. These pairs then fall into three cases:
Case 1. (i,7) € A satisfies |{i,j} n K| =0,
Case 2. (i,7) € A satisfies [{1,j} n K| =1,
Case 3. (i,j) € A satisfies [{i,j} n K| = 2.

It follows from [19] that Case 3 is easy to deal with (the pair restricts to the same pair, up to power
of q). Case 2 seems reasonably manageable (the one endpoint in K acts as an anchor). Case 1 is
the most unpredictable, and it is the goal of this paper to begin developing a theory to tackle this
case.

In particular, a natural first case to consider is the case where

N={1,2,....2m+k}={1,2,... m}uKu{m+k+1,...,2m+ k},

and A = {(1,2m + k), (2,2m + k —1),...,(m,m + k + 1)}, known as a rainbow set partition (see
the picture (II]) at £ = 1 below). In this case, it follows easily from [16] that

Resg%’\(’ (X)‘) = Z ax’,
set par‘tli/t‘igo?nz/ of K
where all the ¢, are nonzero. However, trying to compute these coefficients with the techniques of
[19] is prohibitively complicated.

This paper proposes an alternative approach by observing that as a class function of UT g, the
rainbow character y* does not distinguish well between superclasses. We can therefore find a set of
characters {¢?{, ¢}{, e ,Q/J‘I?l} with natural and explicit modules that span a subspace of superclass
functions in which the restrictions land. Conveniently, the rainbow characters decompose nicely in
this space, and these new characters also decompose nicely in terms of supercharacters. Combining
these two decompositions gives coefficients in the case of the rainbow supercharacters.

The decompositions of the 1/1%) into supercharacters leads into an apparently new variation of
g-binomial coefficients that depend on a poset (the total order on a set gives the usual g-binomial).
We define these combinatorial gadgets, and explore some of their properties.



We expand the rainbow program further and consider multi-rainbows or set partitions of the

form
Ky Ko

Kp_q Ky
12 456 8910 121314 16 —— — (1.1)
. e ® @ @ e e @ @ . 0e-- 0 0 @ - s .

where K = K1 U Ky U --- U Ky € N. We study the case £ = 3 in the most depth. In this case, we
mix metaphors and develop a notion of “peel” module. In the general ¢ case, the decomposition
will be in terms of products of peel modules (nested in a way reminiscent of an onion).

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2] we introduce our notation for set partitions, the
relevant supercharacter theory of UTy, and their corresponding modules. In Section Bl we study
the case of rainbow characters; we introduce a notion of poset g-binomial and define the modules
corresponding to the characters {1} }. We decompose the rainbow modules in terms of these new
modules, and then decompose further into supercharacters. Section [ then explores the case where
¢ =3 in ([I.I)), and indicates how one might generalize to arbitrary ¢.

Some remarks on notation. This paper has made several somewhat nonstandard notational
choices. The first choice is to study UTy for a set NV rather than UT)y, for a number |N|. There
are two reasons for this choice. First, the representation theory of UT 5 seems most natural in the
context of Hopf monoids in species, which associate sets N to groups [2]. Second, for restriction
problems it is critical to see the exact subset K < N. That is, up to isomorphism the subgroups
only depend on the cardinality of the subset, but the restriction problem depends on the actual
embedding.

The second choice is to express the main results as isomorphisms of modules, rather than
character formulas. We do this to stress that all our characters have explicit associated modules,
and these modules actually help in finding the right decompositions.

Acknowledgements. Bragg was supported in part by DMS-0854893 and Thiem was supported
in part by H98230-13-1-0203. The authors would also like to thank E. Marberg for suggesting the
example in Section 4.3l

2 Preliminaries

Fix a finite set N and a total order < on N (for example, N = {1,2,...,n} with 1 <2 < --- <n).
We say that a subset K € N is an interval if for all k,l € K with k <[, we have {ne N |k <n <
I} < K.

This section introduces the notation we will use for set partitions, the notion of a supercharacter
theory, and gives both the supercharacters and their modules for the supercharacter theory of UT y
used by this paper.



2.1 Set partitions

A set partition A of N is a set of pairs (i,7) € N x N with ¢ < j such that if (i, k), (4,1) € A, then
i =j if and only if £ = [.
Let
N = {set partitions of N}.

We typically view these set partitions diagrammatically as a family of arcs on a row of |N| nodes
so that if (i,j) € A, then there is an arc connecting the ith node to the jth node. For example,

/\:{(1,5),(2,4),(4,6)}<—>@2/§ or @E\&

Remark. There are at least two natural choices for the arcs, either above or below the nodes.
We will use both, letting set partitions with arcs above correspond to upper-triangular matrices
(superclasses) and arcs below correspond to lower-triangular matrices (supercharacters).

We typically refer to (7,7) as an arc of A and write (¢,j) =14 — j or (i,j) =i —~ j, depending
on our desired orientation. For each i — j € A, we call ¢ the left endpoint of i — j and j the right
endpoint of i — j. In general,

A={ieN|i—je \for some je N}
A={jeN|i—je A for someiec N}
give the full sets of left and right endpoints of A.

We obtain the more traditional version of set partitions by defining the blocks bl(\) of X € SN
to be the set of equivalence classes on N given by the transitive closure of ¢ ~ j if i — j € A. For
example,

bl< REPSS ) ~ {15}, {2.4,6}, 3},

There is an involution { : ¥y — N given by flipping the diagram across the middle, or if
wo € Sy is the permutation of N that reverses the order of the elements, then

T(A) = {wo(j) — wo(i) [ i — j € A}, (2.1)

so for example,

There are a number of natural statistics on set partitions, and they turn out to have a nice
algebraic structure [I1]; the most important ones for us come from nestings and crossings. A
crossing in a set-partition A is a pair of arcs ¢ — k,j — [ € A such that i < j < k <. A nesting
in a set partition A is a pair of arcs i — [,j — k € X such that i < j < k <. For \,u € .5 and
AC N, let

nsty = {(i—Lj—k)eAxpuli<j<k<l}
nsth = {(i—Lj)eAxAli<j<l}
crs(A) ={(i—k,g—DelxA|i<j<k<l}



Define the set of noncrossing set-partitions to be
IN ={ e In|cs(A) = T}
Define a function
= Iy — Iy
A A

where A is the unique set partition in .y that has the same left endpoints and the same right
endpoints as A (in A, the first right end-point from the left must be connected to the closest left
endpoint, etc.). For example,

T

2374 5 6 _
M_w’

where we have marked the left endpoints with = and the right endpoints with .

Remark. One can also obtain A from A by iteratively uncrossing each crossing {i — k,j — 1} into

a nesting {i — [,j — k}. Since this map changes neither the set of left endpoints nor the set of
right endpoints, the order in which we “resolve” the crossings does not matter.

For A,C € N, let
thC(A) = #{ceCla<cac Al =wth(O).

Note that for A <€ N and )\ € .y,
st} = wth (4) — wtl (4). (2.2)

~r —

It follows that nsti; only depends on the left and right endpoints of A, so

A A
nsty = nst;.

2.2 Supercharacters of UTy

Supercharacter theories were originally developed to study the representation theory of UTy. The
first such theory was developed by [3], and it was generalized to algebra groups in [12]. The theory
we use below is slightly coarser (and more combinatorial), and it was first used in [10]. The study
of supercharacters has seen a fair amount of interest from a variety of point of views in recent years,
including the Hopf structure [2, 9], 7], good supercharacter theories for unipotent groups [5l [7],
and generalizations to structures other than finite groups [6} [14].

A supercharacter theory scf(G) of a finite group G is a subspace of the space of class functions
cf(G) of G such that scf(G) is a C-subalgebra under the two products

o: cf(G)®cf(G) — cf(G)
xoy:G — C
ey - g S (W)
|G| heG
and
O: d(G)®cf(G) — cf(Q)

XY



Remark. This definition gives a supercharacter theory as a special kind of Schur ring ([13] has a
nice description of the relationship). There is an alternate definition by Diaconis—Isaacs [12] which
stresses the partitions of G and Irr(G) that arise out of the two distinguished bases, described
below.

Every such a supercharacter theory has two distinguished bases (up to scaling) given by
scf(G) = C-span{k4 | A € K}

= (C—span{z (1) | Y € X},
ey

where K is a partition of G, X is a partition of the irreducible characters Irr(G), and for g € G,

1 ifge A,
"‘A(g)_{o, ifg¢ A

We typically call the blocks of K superclasses. For each Y € X we choose constants ¢y € Q~q such
that

¥ =ey Z 6(1)6
ey

is a character. The resulting characters y¥ are called supercharacters.

Remark. In representation theory, there is always a tension between working with the full Wed-
derburn component of an irreducible module or the irreducible module itself. The choice of ¢y can
be thought of a choice along this spectrum for each supercharacter xY .

Let UTx be the subgroup of unipotent upper-triangular matrices of the general linear group
GLn(F,) over the finite field F, with ¢ elements, and let UTny < By < GLn(F,) be the Borel
subgroup of uppertriangular matrices. While there are many supercharacter theories of UTy,
we will focus on the supercharacter theory scf(UTy) that is a slight coarsening of the canonical
supercharacter theory for algebra groups given by [12]. Let

uty = UTy — Idy (2.3)

be the nilpotent F,-algebra of strictly uppertriangular matrices. Then the superclasses of scf(UT )
are given by the two-sided orbits
Idy + BN\qu/BN.

The dimension of scf(UT ) turns out to be Bell number |#x|. In fact, for every superclass of
UTy there exists p € v and a distinguished element u,, in the superclass such that

(up)ij = {

We will construct the supercharacters explicitly in the next section. However, the following
character formula gives them explicitly and will be useful, below. It was first proved for a slightly
finer supercharacter theory (indexed by labeled set partitions) for char(F,) sufficiently large in [4]
and then for general ¢ in [§].

1, ifi~jepori=j,
0, otherwise.

Proposition 2.1. For A\, u € Sy,

ifi<j<k,i—kel
implies i —~ 7,5 ~ k ¢ u,
0 otherwise.

A A
A\ <q _ 1)|>\f,u| (_1)\)\m,u,\qnstN—nstu
X (uu) =



In particular, note that the trivial character 1 is the supercharacter y< associated with the
empty set partition of IV, and

A
(1) = (g = DPg™,

It also follows from the formula that

Let
A = {multi-sets of arcs with endpoints in N}.

For \ € .#x we define the character

= (O .

P—jEX
In general, if K < N, then

UTg =~ {u e UTyn ‘ (u - IdN)ij # 0 implies ¢, j € K} c UTy.

An explicit restriction formula for restricting supercharacters from UTy to UTg seems to be
difficult. The paper [19] gives iterative algorithms for both computing restrictions and pointwise
products of supercharacters; heuristically, arcs with illegal endpoints shrink in all possible ways.
The following lemma gives the first steps of this algorithm.

Lemma 2.2. Let N be a set

(a) If N = K U {n} with K < {n}, then for ke K,

UT - -
Resyr (X" ") = (¢ — 1)(><g + X l)-
leK
k<l

(b) If i < j <1, then
Xox ' =(¢- 1)<XM + ) X{M’jv’“})-

j<k<l

Remark. In Section 2.3] below we discuss a natural involution { on the supercharacters of UTy,
corresponding to the combinatorial { on set partitions. Using this involution one can also obtain a
“flipped” version of the above lemma.

2.3 The supercharacter UT y-modules

Fix a nontrivial homomorphism
9 : F;r — C*.

The F,-vector space of [N| x |N| matrices gly with entries in [F, decomposes in terms of uppertri-
angular matrices by and strictly lower triangular matrices lty, so

gly =ty Dby.

Define the C-vector space
Vi = C-span{lty}.



We can define several left UT y-module structures on Vi using the fact that [ty is a canonical set
of coset representatives in gly/by. For v € gly, define

() = (v + by) N Ity

We use the left multiplication action on gly /by to confer a UT y-module V' n structure on the
space Vi by defining

wov="9(tr((u—1)v)) (W) forue UTy, v e lty. (2.4)

Similarly, the right multiplication action on gly /by gives a UTy-module V' n structure on the
space Vy by
uov = 19(‘51?(21(2F1 —1)))(vu=t) for ue UTy, v € lty. (2.5)

Remark. In constructing the supercharacters of UT y it is more common to construct a module
structure on uty;, where uty < gly is as in ([2.3) [12]. The two actions above correspond to the
two canonical actions on uty. This paper translates this picture to matrices to make studying
submodules more straight-forward.

Let 1 : glyy — gly be the anti-involution obtained by transposing across the anti-diagonal, or
for g € gly,
0 1
g" = woTranspose(g)w, where wo = r
1 0
Note that f restricts to an anti-involution 1 : lty — It which we may extend linearly to V. While

N = 74 ~ are always isomorphic to the regular module of UTy, subspaces are not necessarily
invariant under both actions. However, we get a bijection

. Submodules Submodules
’ of V N of ‘_/N
M — T(M).

(2.6)

For A € %y, we define a canonical basis element vy € [ty given by

1 ifj— kel
0 otherwise.

(v )kj = {

Then
lty = {avab | a,be By, \ € SN}

In this notation, for a fixed by € By, the character of the submodule
VA =~ C-spanf{avyby | a € By}

is the supercharacter

B

= VAL S ()

| NU}‘ N‘ UEBN’UABN

of UTy (though the formula in Proposition 2] is more useful for our purposes).

The notation of {: .y — “n in (2]]) now matches up with the (2.6]).



Proposition 2.3. We have

M= &P m\V* < Vi if and only if (M) = @ ma\VI® < Vy.
)\EyN )\EyN

Proof. Since f(vy) = vi(y), the definition of VA gives the result. O

Remark. Since most of our work will be studying submodules of % ~, we will typically omit the
arrow from the notation. However, in Section [4 we will require both kinds of submodules, so in
that case we will use the arrows to help differentiate the actions.

3 Rainbow supercharacter restrictions

This section studies the special case where we have N < N’, where N' = N_ u N u N, with
N_ < N < N, and |[N_| = |[N;| = /. Let w: N_ — N, be the unique bijection such that ¢ < j if
and only if w(j) < w(i) for all 7,5 € N_. Then the set partition

{i —w(i)|ie N_} =

looks a little like an upside-down rainbow, so we’ve informally dubbed the corresponding superchar-
acter a rainbow supercharacter. For our purposes, however, it is essentially equivalent to contract
N_ and N into single points {n_} and {n4} and have a multi-set of arcs passing between these
two points. In fact, by comparing their values on UTy using Proposition 2.1l we see that

, L e ¢ utrT oin_.m = _
Resgpy (OB — 26)Resyp ) "™ ('™ @ @ X)),
¢ terms
We will write
n_7n+:{n_vn+,...,n_vn+}e///Nu{nﬂn+}. (3_1)
V4 t;;ms

The fundamental idea of this paper is to construct intermediate modules to make the restriction of
supercharacters more manageable. This section is meant to serve as a model for this approach. We
begin in Section 3] by developing a poset analogue of g-binomial coefficients that will be helpful
in understanding the modules we construct in Sections and B3l Section B4 then uses the
intermediate modules to decompose the rainbow supercharacters.

3.1 Poset g-binomial coefficients

For n, k € Zxo, let

B [n]! 4 { dimension k }

subspaces of Fy

be the usual g-integer and ¢-binomial.



Let P be a (finite) poset. Given a subset A < P, let
wt” (A) = Z wt” (a), where  wt”(a) = #{be P | b>p a}.
acA
For n, k € Z~q, the P-binomial coefficient is

HEDT 02

AcCP
|Al=k

Note that wt” (a) can also be expressed in terms of the size of the upper ideal containing a, and if
T is the usual order on N, then wt}V(A) =wt” (A).

Examples.

o If P is the poset with no relations on n elements, then

- 2= ()

|A|=k

e If P is a total order (say 1 <2 < --- < n), then

[7;] :q1+2+~~~+(k—1) Z qn—a1—(k—1)+n—a2—(k—2)+---+n—ak—0:q(§)|:|7]j:| ‘
q q

I<ar<az<---<ap<n

Note that this is also e (1,q, ..., q" '), where ex (X1, ..., X,,) is the kth elementary symmetric
polynomial [15, Exercise 1.2.3].
ol

Remark. In general [i]q # [n—k - though the coefficient sequences of the polynomial of one is

the reverse coefficient sequence of the other. That is, if

bp(n,k,r,s) = Z pt(A) gwt(B)

AuB={1,2,..., n}
|Al=k,|Bl=n—k

then P P
|: :| = b’f)(n7k7q71) and [ :| = b’p(’l’L,k,l,(]).
k q n—=k q
The usual method of defining a multinomial coefficient turns out to be less useful in our case,

since

{ P ] _ 3 i) _ ( |P| >qwtp(73)‘

ki, ko, ... kel A A d, =P ki,ko, ... ke

[Ajl=k;

However, there is a different way to pick multiple disjoint subsets of a poset that is more useful.
Fix subsets Py 1Py i --- 1Py =P, and defining

P wtP (A;
3.3
[k‘1§P1,/€2§732,---,k‘5—197’@—1,1@@} <H Z ) &

j=1 A;cP;
IAIk

Now, if A B =P, then we obtain a kind of symmetry

P - P
ke APl —k], [IPI-k< Bk,

These coefficients satisfy a family of recursive relations.

10



Proposition 3.1. Let a€ P, P = P — {a} and let P, be the restriction of P to the set P, = {d’ |

a’ < a}. Then
k
Pl oS (g P’ P’
- q]<qm (a)[' P ' ] +[' ] >
|:k:|q j=0 jg (Mk_j_l q jgpluk_j q

Proof. We sort subsets of P into k-subsets that contain a and k-subsets that do not contain a. If
a k-subset a € A < P then A — {a} € P’ is a subset of size k — 1. In this case,

wt”(A) = |A A P,| + wtT (A A Py) + wt” (a) + wt” (A — P,).
If a k-subset a ¢ A < P, then A < P/, and
wt” (A) = |A A Py| + wtT (A~ P,) + wt” (A —P,).
The result now follows from summing over possible cardinalities of A N P,. O

Perhaps the most useful recursion corresponds to removing some minimal element in the poset.

Corollary 3.2. Let a be a minimal element of a poset P. Let P’ =P — {a}. Then

i, =l 1
klp k-1, k],

Example. For the posets with nearly no relations we have

[ ]
e N
1 2 n—1 _ k—1 k _ k-1 - -
PR e ey () (M)
q = =
|A|=k,neA |A|=k,n¢A
and
23 n
\\°/ n—1 n—1
1 _ qn—l_l_ qozqn—l< >_|_< )
|A|=k,1eA |A|=k,1¢ A

3.1.1 Main example

Let A € /5. Since there are no crossings in A, we can define a poset depending on A based on
whether blocks are nested or not. Let P(\) be the poset on bl(\) given by a < b if either

e |a| > 1 and there exist j,k € a and i,l € b such that i < j < k <, or
e a = {j} and there exist i,k € b such that i < j < k.

For example,

11



Note that for each A € .75 the poset P()) is a forest where each connected component has a unique
maximal element. In fact, all such forests arise in this way (as N and X vary).
Thus, we obtain a function

forests where each
= = P
SN — SN —> { connected component has
a unique maximal element

3.2 Column set submodules

For K < N, the submodule
V& = C-span{lt{} < Wy, where Wl = {velty | vj; # 0 implies i € K},
decomposes completely into super-modules.

Proposition 3.3. For K € N,

A A
nsty+nsty o

Vi VA

12

@D q
AeS N
ACK

—

Proof. The proof takes every basis element in VNK and finds it as a basis element for some copy of
V. Note that
V& = C-span{avyb | a € By,be Bg, A < K}.

For a fixed by € B and A,
C-span{avybg | a € By} =V,
so for each A it suffices to determine the size of

|BNuABK| | Bnua||uaBi| B |uaBk|

|BNU)\| B |BN’U>\||BNU)\GU)\BK| B |BNU)\(W’U>\BK|'

The elements of K fall into two categories:

Case 1. ke K — ),

Case 2. ke Kn A. If k—je)Xand ! — i€ X\ with [ > k > i, then either kK — j crosses or is

nested in [ — 1.
Therefore, we conclude that

A
nst A A
K nsty+nstz_ o

loABK| q
q 2,

= g#li<i<k<lli—kj—le ek} =

|Byux nxBk|
as desired. n

By the previous proposition the trace of VJ\I,( will be a superclass function
Ui = te(, VA

of UT . We can easily compute its trace directly on superclass representatives.

12



Proposition 3.4. For K € N and € &N,

K
)= 9 © dlpoK=0,

0 otherwise.

Proof. Let ve Vj\[f . Then

||

Z(Uu)jlvu]

uy, O v =Y(tr((u, — 1)1)))[
=1

IN|<j>iz1

Thus, u, © v = 9(tr((u, — 1)v))v if and only if for all j ~1 € p, we have vy; = 0 for all i < j. The
trace then is

URw) = Y 90 wy)

veltf Jlep

N .
j—lep implies jeK
vy =0,i<j
=2 L 2 o)
EHK j—~lep vy elR
vENN jex WTTd

j—~lep implies
vy;=0,i<j

=0,

unless |u N K| =0. If |u n K| =0, then

W)= S 1 iR kO () el ()
a B o - )
veltII\g

j—lep implies
v1; =0,i<j

as desired. O
Example. Proposition B.4] implies that

) V]? is the trivial module of UTy,

° ij,v is isomorphic to the regular module of UT y.

We can also use Proposition B.4] to connect these modules with the restriction problem, as
follows.

Corollary 3.5. Let N' = N u {n4} with N < {n,}. For K < N,

Resyrt (@ VF=™) = (g — )IFIV.
ke K

Proof. Take traces using Proposition 2.1l on the left and Proposition [3.4] on the right. O

Remark. Corollary implies that the left module VNK is isomorphic to the right module
C-span{UTX} where UTR = {ue UTy | (u—Idy)ij # 0 implies i € K},

under right multiplication.

13



3.3 Core modules

We can clump the Vi based on the size of |K| to obtain the following new modules. For 0 < k <
|NY, let
VE= @ V¥ (3.4)

KSN
|K|=k

Note that VZQ, = VNQ and V]|VN‘ = VJGT , so these modules also interpolate between the trivial module
and the regular module.

Remark. In the context of Section [l it will make sense to call these modules core modules.
Proposition 3.6. For 0 < k < |N|,
P(A)
VE >~ anti{ = ] VA
)‘@N k - |)\| q
A<k
Proof. By Proposition B3] the multiplicity of V?* is

nst +nst A A
A K— X nst nst
P SR VR

ACKCSN KSN— X,
|K|=Fk |K|=k—|A|

Since each block in 73(/\) has a unique point that is not in )\ each element in j € N — )\ uniquely
determines a block bl; € 73()\) Furthermore, /\ = /\ and )\ = )\ so for each j € N — /\

nst?‘:#{leé\j<l}—#{keé\j<k}
=#{le Mi<li—gHke A<k

~ ~

= Wt})(é)(blj).
Thus,
P(A)
nst nst? nst —
qg qg K =q ’\[ - } s
Kg;&, k— |>‘| q
|K|=k—|A|
as desired. O

For 0 < k < |N|, let
T/)?v = tr(')‘/](gf)‘
Corollary 3.7. For 0 < k <|N| and p € Sy,
N| —
tun) = o)W

q
Proof. If Ty is the fixed total order on the set N, then by Proposition 3.4]

O o ]

Observe that |u| = |ul. O
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By Corollary B.7, wé‘t\,(uu) only depends on the number ||, and in fact these functions span the
space
bscf(UTn) = {6 € scf(UTn) | O(u,) = 0(u,) if |p] = |v]}.

It is also clear that this subspace is closed under pointwise products; however, while it is tempting
to think it might give a coarser supercharacter theory, it does not, since the bscf(UTy) does not
have a basis of orthogonal characters.

However, the decomposition of pointwise products is of some interest, and we will use the base
case of the following theorem in the next section.

Theorem 3.8. For 0 < j <k < |N|,

. J iem
V&@V/\?; @q( ")

m=0

k+m Vk-l—m
k+m—jm,j—m]|, N
Remark. The j = 1 case can be derived using Corollary and Lemma above. However, it is
less involved to just check that the answer is correct (as we do in the proof below).

Proof. Induct on j.
If j = 0, then since we are tensoring with the trivial module the result is clear. If j = 1, then
by taking traces we use Proposition B.7] to compare for pu € Sy,

vy o RONT =Ll ey T+ 10N~ )
o)+ e 10087 ) = o) i o e I — - -
) [N =] [ &
gt v )
k — | &
= oM+ O[N]~ ) 4]

[ETTINT = [l — A]
_ qQ[IN| = )N — ]
[IN] =[] — KJU[AT

T/J}V(uu) © w?\/(uu)

If 7 > 1, then rewrite the base case,

vhoul = o (vhoul ok - i - vl o k).

so that we can use induction to get

_ T "
wmwﬁv—ﬁ( A )[k+m—j+f;1j—1—m} (1 + e o+ 1)
m=0 s 1y q
I k+m
37127m s k+m
_n;oq {k+m—j+1,m,j—1—m]q[‘7 vy )
Y s & i k
_[j](q )[k—jJrl,O,j—lL([k] - 11) vk

n Z (Q(jz’")[ tm—1 L[erk]

k+m—jm—1,7—m

15



j=1=m) [ k+m

k+mfj+&ﬂmj—1—qum+k}_U_”»wx%

O Al I P
+q\2 ki —1.0 q[ +Jj =1y ).

By inspection, coefficient of 1/15@ is

U2 ) (k] - [j - 1]){ 2 ] ¢ R =+ 1 [ K ]
[7] k—j+1,05-1], [1] k—j+1,0j-1],

) [k ) f O,jL,

k+j :q(g) k+7
k,5.0], k5.0,

For 1 < m < j — 1, the coefficient of w]n\,Hj is

The coefficient of zbg\fk simplifies to

U757 [k + m]! <W“11 [m+k}—u—1])
Ul e+m=jlim =105 =1 =m]!\[j—m] * [m][k+m—j+1]
(757 [k + m]! jmm=l - gil
_ 4 q q
-l w+m—ﬁmfuw—1—mmu—mr*mﬂ
g("2") [k + m]!

U M+m—ﬂmﬂw_mp@ﬂ+fﬁ—mm
=q("2’”){ ktm ] |

k+m—j,m,57—m

as desired.
We get a family of ¢g-binomial identities by evaluating the traces at elements u, € UT y.

Corollary 3.9. For0<j<k<nand0<l<n-—-1,

000" ] - IR Ll

m=0

3.4 The connection to restriction problems

Following [15] (up to a sign), we will let

7j=1
For 0 < k < n, let
n QDZ((]) T n—j k | n
vila) = =~ = [ (@7 =1 = (¢ D[R
(pn—k<q) 7=0 q



Armed with core modules, we can now decompose the rainbow supercharacters with relative

ease. As in ([B.1]), let

n_~—n

vV —m *;Ynf\”H@...@V"fvnt‘

m terms

Theorem 3.10. Let N' = N u{n_,ny} with {n_} < N < {ny}. Then

m
ResUTN’(V T x> (-1 )™ P it
k=0

Remark. Note that V§ = {0} when k > |N]|.

Proof. We take traces for the proof, and induct on m. If m = 0, then

oY (62) = X2 = @)

ResUTN'(Xn ") = Res

For m = 1, by Lemma [2.2] (a) and Corollary [3.5]

uT uin y
ReSUTNI X" 7") = (¢ — 1)<X + Z Resyr,, N +}(X]vm))
JEN

=(q—1) (wﬁ)v + o1 (q)w}v)-

If m > 1, then
ReSUTN/ (X" V"Jr) Res UTN/ (Xn vn+) ® ReSUTN/ (X 7m\:1n+)
= (q— DX+ (¢— Dy @ (g — 1) Z G
by induction. By Theorem [3.8]
uT n n j=
ResypY (x ™ ) q—lmZSD WY @ UK + (¢ — ooy @ ¥R

k=0
m—1

= (=" ), ef QWK + (g = DIEWR + (¢ = D[k + Loy)

e
|
o

= (¢ —=D™ X, e ) N + (¢ = D[k + o).

3

Collect coefficients to get

Resyry (") = (= 1™ Y ((a = Depi @Ik + ¢~ (@) )y

k=0
— (=" Y op o) (6 = 1+ g (e = 1)k
k=0
= (=)™ el (@vh,
k=0
as desired. n

17



Combine Theorem [3.10] with Proposition 3.6 to get the following corollary.

Corollary 3.11. Let N' = N u {n_,ny} with {n_} < N <{ny}. Then

_ n P\

UT s n——mn m nst m =

Resprd (V' 7" ) = (g -0 @ (¢ ) ella)|, 5 [ )V
?fi” k=|A| k—Al q

4 An onion peel approach to restriction

This section studies the next generalization where N’ = {n__,n_,n,,ny}u N satisfies
o N # (.
® N SN SNy SNy,
en__ <N<ngy,
e n_ < N implies n_ =n__ and N < n, implies ny = ny ;.

We let N = No U No u No where {n__} < No < {n_} < No < {n4} < N. < {nyy}. This
allows us to also use the conventions N¢ = N. u N_ and N> = N_ u N.. We are interested in
the multisets of the form

Nz v {ny}

=
|
1
|
1

N<u{n_}

| 1
{ n— I

As with the rainbow case, this “double” rainbow comes from a supercharacter restriction problem.
That is, we note that if N = N__ ON_ U Ny UN;; UN with [N__| = |Ny4|, |[N—| = |N4| and

N__<N.<N_<N_<N; <N. <Nyy,

then if w: N_._UN_ — N uUN,, is the unique bijection such that ¢ < j if and only if w(j) < w(3),
then

R688¥Z1/ (V{i\—/w(i”iGN,,UNf})

~ ("5 )2 2NN - RegU T (v TN gy N *)

is easy to establish by taking traces and comparing the character values on UTy.

Remark. The generic case is where N, N_— and N- are all nonempty; however, the notation
allows for several degenerate cases. In particular, if No U No = J or N_ = (J, then we reduce to
the rainbow case of Section Bl

18



4.1 Right-endpoint submodules

Instead of clumping together the VJ\[,{ as in Section B3], we can instead decompose them further, so

Vi =@ Vi, (4.2)
JCN

where

V& =/ — C-span{avyb | a € By,b € By, AS K A=}
nst nst?
= @ R (4.3)

AeS N
ACK, A=J

Note that VE <=7 directly specifies what the right endpoints will be in the set partitions appearing
in the decomposition. We can additionally specify the left endpoints by considering subsets of the
appropriate size of K.

Proposition 4.1. For JJ K € N,

KeJ _ witl (K—I)—wt} (K—I)y IJ
VT = @ gy
ICK
11|=17|

Proof. Note that if A\ € .y, then

nsty_; = wth (K —I) —wth (K —I) = wth (K — ) — wtl(K — I).

Now use ([£3)). O

In the following sections, we will make use of the “flipped” modules (as in (2.6])) coming from

the action (2.5])
Et(PR0) T (TR0,

where wg : N — N is the order flipping involution as in (2.I]). Note that we can use Proposition
2.3l to decompose these alternate modules using the f-versions of results already proved.

4.2 Peel modules

Let N' = {n__,n_,ny,ny+} U N be as in [@I). For 0 < b < min{|N_|,|N~|} and b < f <
IN- U N-|, let

b; 1 FAN<)<—R L—(FnN;
W= @ T o)
B LSNs,REN
FcN<U(N>—R)
|F|=f,|RNN>|=b

To understand what is going on with these modules, it is perhaps easiest to consider an example.
Let N = {1,2,...,12} and N_ = {4,...,8}. Then we are considering a subset of the matrices of
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the form

0
* 0
* % 0

These matrices are not closed under left multiplication by UTy, so we instead let u € UT  act by

FOK K K| X K X X O X[*x x O
¥ K X XX X X X x| x O

¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ |[¥ ¥ % x % |O
* Ok ¥ ¥ | O O O OO
* Ok O* ¥ | O O OO

* X X ¥ | O OO

* X X ¥ | O O

* * ¥ % |O

* * % O

0
* 0
* % 0
® % %
® % % 0 0 Of=* = = = =0
* k% 0 0 O=* * * % =*|=*% 0
uo***®u0000*******0
* k% 0 0 Of=* * * =% *|% % %= 0
® % %
® % %
® % %
® % %
In V]S,lzfc) ~ we further specify
® % %
b:rank***,
® % %
® ok k

and bound the rank of the whole matrix by f.
Example. In the degenerate cases,

o If N_ = ¢, then we do not see n_ = n,, but they identify a distinguished spot (which
becomes important when decomposing into supercharacters).

o If N. U N- =, then b = f = 0 and these modules are uninteresting (aka trivial).
o If No. = J or No = J (but not both), then b = 0. If, for example, N. # ¢, the module is

isomorphic to
P Vi (4.4)
FCS N«
|F|=f

o If N« = @ or Ny = &, then b = 0 and we get a core module

0f)
VR = V.

20



By construction, it is easy to decompose the peel modules into supercharacters. For v € .y,
let

avg ={i—jev|ie Ny, je Ng}. (4.5)
Recall that P(v) is a poset on the blocks bl(v) of v. For K € N let

blE(V) = {{21 — e \/ig € bl(l/) | ig € K}
blic(v) = {{i1 — -+ — ig e bl(v) | i1 € K}

or the set of blocks with right-most (resp. left-most) endpoints in K.
Let

b; b;
T/JZ(V:f;N = tr(,, V]ST:QN)‘
Proposition 4.2. For 0 < b < min{|N.|,|N>|} and b < f < |N. u N-|,
V(be) ~ @ nstlu’|: P(Z) :|
N-_cN = q
vesy lvl<s f—=Ivl = bly_(v) ubly. (v),0

|<v>|=b|=v=|=> =

Proof. Take traces and use (4.3)) to get

v

q

A A nsth +nstk
bf) wth (FAN-) NS Y Y0 nIOStEANS —
N_cN = q q X q
LEN>,REN AeSL N HESL N
FcN<u(N>—R) K/_\/QF(‘\N<,2\":R p=L,pnSFAN>
|F|=f,|RAN>|=b ~ ~
_ nst? nstY, v
SN (s
veZ N, IvISS FQ(N<—£/)><(N>7\1;)
l<v>|=b|=v=|=> |F|+|v|=f

’ P(v)
= > ant“[ = } X’
veZ N,V S f - |V| < bl]\\fj (V) (¥ b1N> (3)7 0

l<v>|=b|=v=|=J = = = q

as desired. O

The main theorem of this section decomposes the double rainbow module in terms of peel
modules.

Theorem 4.3. Let N' = {n__,n_,ny,ni }UN be asin ({{.1), and fixm,l € Zso. If p = {n__ —

Moty e ny} € My, then as a UT y-module

nsth, o _ b; n— ~— N4
Vi g D) (g D) gDV @ v r
0<b<min{|N<|,|N>|}
b< f<min{m,[N<c UN> |}
Unfortunately, the proof of Theorem [£.3]lacks a certain elegance; rather, it employs the following
slight generalization of Theorem [B.I0] repeatedly. Essentially, we want to know how the relevant

modules decompose when there are disallowed positions.

Lemma 4.4. Let k_,k, € N with k_ < ky and let K be the interval in N between k_ and k.. .
Let K € K and A € AN with A\g = & and X = (A n K). Then as a UT g -module

k_—k o wt e (J)+(e—|J])X]

JCK—-X
=
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Proof. Note that if j — k is an arc with j, k € K, then

UTz ik nstj —k i~k
ReSUTK X)) =q Ky’

follows from Proposition 2.1l Since restriction is transitive, we see that

uT
{k_,ki}UK
Res SUTk (x

So WLOG, we will assume that K = K.
Induct on ¢, and let L = X Let £=1. If L n ,u # (, then x (u“) = 0 implies the result holds

in this case. WLOG, assume L N u = . Then the LHS gives

k_—ky NWR—K UT¢k_k yor , k——ky
¢ ):q| lReSUTK x )

- im —|u])—nst)
X () xE= 7 ()L = (g — 1)PI+Lgim)+ (K =l —nsti)
On the other hand, by Proposition 3.4] the RHS gives

(a = ) (dHeb@e ) + Y Dk @wl ()
jeK—L

1)L+ geim(3) nsﬂ< ol (q_1)qwt2(j)qwt}((j)—wt£(j)>

]GK L— ,u

=(q—

i Wtl 'fth j [
:(q_1)1+\)\|qd1m()\ —ns \L\_I_ q—l Z q L) !_‘/(])thK(_])>
jeK—L— ,u
(|K\*|ﬁ|*1)*(\K|*\L\*|ﬁ\)+1)

o
= (¢ — 1)1+Pg dim(\)—nst}) (\L\Jr (q— DK = L — ullq
("

Y gdim(3) —ns |K L=pl )q|L|>

=(¢—1
. K-
_ (q _ 1)1+\)\|qd1m()\)—nstﬁq‘ r’i‘

Suppose £ > 1. Then by induction and Corollary B.5]

Yo e X’“*gj’“ © -k

_ wtt e
_ (q_l)f 1 Z ty (J)+(0—1— \J|)\L\(p‘£ |1( )XAGTpIJ(QXk ki

JSK—L

|J]<e—1
— _ i _ _
“ (=D Y (= ) Wl ()X @ (27 R @k h
e s
J|<é-1

By adding {j — k4 | j € J} as a multiset to A and then applying induction,
(XA@ OF% vk*) O xF ke
jed

- (CoOX M) o@-n( Ha@uE + Y, OO gul!)
jed

ieK—L—J

e 0 Uit
—Vog- 1)<<q _ Mg IHELL 4 Z (q— 1)|J\+1qth(z)+th(z)w}]{ { })_
eK—L—J
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Thus, the coefficient of 1/1[% is

(g — 1) g DIEFIZIGEL (g) = (g — 1) qOE R (g).

On the opposite extreme, the coefficient of w[]{ for some f-subset J € K — L is
! ~ | ~ s
)44_1 Z thL(‘]_{Z})J’_WtJ—{i}(Z)J’_WtL(Z) (pg:%(q) _ (q qth (J Z qth {Z}
ieJ ieJ

= (g — 1)’ " Dgl(q).

For the intermediate cases, fix J € K — L with 1 < |J| < £ — 1. Then the coefficient of 17, is

(q -1 1)54—1

!
(q—1)é<q B A=D1 () 4 S (g g eV O+ (= IDIL A (q))
eJ

= (g - Dfg"rHEIDIZIGEL (g )<qu|(qé—u\ 1)+ (g - 1))

wtl
= (¢ — 1)4(1 tr (J)+ (- \JI)\L\ ‘ |( ),
as desired. n

As mentioned above, the proof of Theorem [43] uses Lemma [£.4] repeatedly. The result is
somewhat technical, so we give a brief outline of the proof before we begin. The first observation
is that it suffices to consider the case when ¢ = 0. We can visualize the steps as follows. We first
show that

n_._. .“‘.n._.. ".n.+. .“‘:t+ ~ n;_. ."'.n._. ."'.n.+. ."':t+ @ n_._ .n;wt_'— Y (4‘6)
\/ w _

where term labeled with [ is the sum over all Vﬁ where K © N_ is an [-subset. Then we note that

Meeeeiee eiee abt A "seeeise eiee et O "see.eiee eiee ot (47)

where the term labeled with r is the sum over all 7 N> where K © N is an r-subset. Now the
terms labeled with [ and the r form the peel modules and the left-overs go to rainbow modules.

Proof of Theorem[{.5 We prove the generic case where N., N— and N- are all nonempty. The
general case follows by omitting the steps (6] and/or (IZ:ZI) as necessary.

As usual, we take traces. Note that since tensoring by X BT straightforward, it suffices to
show that as elements of scf(UTy),

s B b; n_ ~ 4
memt  gmit(nona ) (q — I gm= D@ oy

0<b<min{|N<[,|N>|}
b<f<min{m,|N<UN>|}

X

where we also note that nst’,, = m#{n_,n.} in the generic case.

By Lemma £4] with K —Nu {n_,ny}and A = &,

n—__~—n
Y M :qm#{n n+} Z 90\L1

LicN
|Lil<m

23



Each subset L; < N, breaks up into LT = L; n Nco < N<_ and le = L1 n N> € N->. Use this
observation and then Lemma 4] “in reverse” on N> with K = {ny} u N> and A\ = &J to get

X' = g S (g = )T gm ()

L1<CN<
|L1<\<m
_|L< —|L<| m—|LT| Lz
@ ¢ IETD#{n ) Z (q— 1)1 . (@)t
LT CSN>
LT |<m—|LT|
< < n,m7v< Tt +
= ¢m#in-} Z (q— 1)\L1 lglt1 I#{m}(’p (o (q )¢N Oy L5
L1<gN<
|LT|sm
< < L —R n,miv N+
qm#{nf} Z (q _ 1)‘L1 |q‘L1 |#{"+}(p‘ |< ) 1 Ox IZT ,

LTEN<,R1EN
ILT|sm

where the last equality is by (£.2)).

We will now begin to use the action © in addition to ¢. We will therefore use the arrows (QZ
and z_b) to indicate which kind of the module the trace is coming from.

Let RY = Ry n N>. By the ¢ -version of Lemma L4 with K = N> and X = R7,

N—  ~— _Nit

%LVFHRl@X m—|L5| :‘JJLVT‘_’Rl@q(mf\LFI)#{m}
17| Ve (B (o LF -ReDIRT| o iLg| R
S (g 1y lElg el @ TN

=
RoCS N> —R7
\Rg\é'mf\[/f\

Let R = R{ n N> and Rf = R{ n N_. Break up each subset Ry into Ry = Rs n N_ and
R = Ry n N~. We again employ Lemma [£.4] “in reverse” with K = N_ and X = RT to get

FU R Gy ol
«—L7—R: LE)) Rz Wt > (RZ)+(m=|LT =R DIRT| m—|LF|, \—R3
=N ® gt I # Z ‘ i PRz | (Q)¢N2

R>CN> R>
|RS |<m—|L{]
1 = < > = = < > =
m—|L<|—|RZ| Wtr= (B3 )+(m—|LT|=|RF [=|RFDIRT| m—|L7|-|R7|, \—7R3
© Y (gl . ()9 N
RS SN=—RT
2= 1
|RS |<m—|LT|—|R3 |

LRy Ly > | wtl o (R3)+(m—| L5 |—| B3 |)| RY | LT, \—7R3
= YN @gmIEEDR M (g — )zl el @ T N
RZ SN>—R;
|RZ |<m—|LT|

n— ny
o m—|LT|=|RF |
X
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We can plug this back into the original computation to get

<« LT<—R;

anfyn/nwr _ qm#{nf} Z (q— 1)|L1<\q\L1<\#{n+}(p1‘vzl<|(q) VN
LTSN<,RIEN
L5 I<m

m—|L=)4#{n = wtl_(R3)+(m—|LT|~|R5 DIRT| m—|L=
O gm—ILTD#{n+} Z <q_1)|R2\q Ry 2 1 2 IRy (P\R2>|\ 1‘(Q)¢N2

Ry SN>—Ry
|Ry |[<m—|L5|
m—|LF|~|R3 |

Ox

1 > < > >
t o> (R3)+(m—|LT |=|R5 )| RT |
_ o m#{n_n; LE|+|Rs| ViR U2 1 2 11 m
— gt N (g IRl PlLz+irz|(@)
LTEN<,R1EN
R SN>—R;
\L1<|+\R2>|sm
- n

< +
gL m—|L |- IR |

—R> -
YN QYN Ox

1 > < > >
_ m#{n_n L=|+|R> WtR>(R2 )+ (m—|LT|—|R5 )| RT | m
= ¢m#{n-ni} Z (q—l)‘ TR | R 90\L1<|+\R§|(Q)
L1<gN<,R1<;N
LoSN>,R5 SN>—Ry
ILT I+ Rg [<m

< > n— = n4
<LyeR | —pLa—R; m—|LT|~|R5 |

where the last equality is by ([4.2]). We simplify to get

o 1 _
TR o gmtineng Z (¢ — 1)\F|thRnN>(FﬁN>)+(m \Fl)\RﬂN>|¢rI}‘(q)

LSN>,REN
FCN<O(N>—R)
|Fl<m

«—FnN<<—R —L<—>FAN~ n— ~— ny

Uy OTxn Oy ™
= gt 3 (¢ = D gDy ox” =,

O0<b<min{|N<|,|N> |}
b<f<min{m,[Nc UN=>|}

X

as desired.

Remark. If N. u N. = (J, then Theorem [4.3] reduces to the uninsightful

n—_— —n n— —n
V m4£L ++;V m-+4 +

On the other hand, N_ = (J gives a family of equations

VIR g (g™ @ (D VSR

0<b<f<m

that each depend on relative order of ny = n_ in N’. For example, if N¢ = & or N> = ¢, then
we recover Theorem B0l Alternatively, if |[N| = 2¢ and N< is the first £ elements of N, then the
coefficient of the full rainbow supercharacter



is
L] =it
q

which simplifies to

4.3 The multirainbow case

For a sequence of subsets N = Ny 2 Ny 2 --- N 2 ), let

k
N’ =N u Ny, where U n;, ] (4.8)
and for each 1 < j < k, {n, ;r} U Nj is an interval in N’ with {n;} < N; < {nj} For
b= (b1,...,bp_1,0) and f= (fl, .+, fx), a corresponding onion module is given by

&) (b33 fe
VNkC SNt T <® V ]JHJCN ) ®VN2'
For any sequence (aq,as,...,ay), let
a2<2a1++ak and agi:al_’_""l'ai.

The iterated version of Theorem [1.3]is as follows.

Corollary 4.5. Let N = Ny O --- D N © J be a sequences of nested subsets with N’ as in ({{.8).
Form = (my,...,mg) € Zl;b define the multiset

e - ot
p={ng My = Ny Ty, mknk},
and the set
Iy ={(b, f) € ZEy | 0 < bj < fj < mej— f<jo1,1 < <k, by = 0}
Then

J

k
UT nst U mi—f)bie M<i—f<j— bif
R‘eSUT]]:rT (V;U') I #(q_ 1) @ <Hq( J f])bJ\SDf_ i—f<j l(q)) V]E/kg)___g]vl-

One basic application of this result is to decompose UT y-module
C-span{uty},

under left multiplication. The decomposition into supercharacters is not obvious (unlike in the
case of the regular module C-span{UT y}). The following proposition implies that this module falls
within the framework of Corollary

Proposition 4.6. Let N’ = Nu{n,,nf,...,nr;v‘}, wheren_ <ni <nj <mng < - <njy| < nIJ;V\‘
Then
uT INI-1 +
C-spanfuty} = (¢ — 1)V IResy N’< X Vn,vnj>.
j=1
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Proof. Let p e %N and consider

= #{veuty | u,v = v}.
v

tr(uy,, uty) = Z Uy

veuty

Since,
Vik + Vjk ifi—jeupu,
(uuv)ik, = » therwi
ik otherwise,

we may conclude
o
tr(uy, uty) = q H g ViU

I —JEN
On the other hand, by Proposition 2.1]
e (31 1
@Xn vn uu <q_1|N\1 qut (‘]'
i—jeu
Comparing class function values gives the result. O
We can apply Corollary to the module
|N] N
® VTL, vnj
j=1

to decompose it into more reasonable modules.

Corollary 4.7. For

||

RV = (") (g - )N @ (g - DML + wely_ (@]

j=1 ASN acA

+
J

Proof. We prove a stronger statement by induction on |N|: for m > 1,

|N|—1

m ‘N|® @ X

onf _ qm(\N|*1)+(|N‘271)<q — )INEm=L (D (g — 1)l H m+ wiy_a(@)]eh-
ACSN acA

When |N| =1, then by Theorem [3.10]

n_—nf m m
XN = (g = )" ey + (g - DR
as desired. Assume |[N| > 1. Then by Corollary L5 and (4.4)),

|N|—1 |N|-2

m \NIQ @ X" ;:qurn*l(q—l)z[m]"L/J]{\?‘Nl}@X Py \NI O @ X" ";r
7=1
IN|-2 .
O XN o ()
Jj=1
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Apply induction to the first sum to get
|N|—2

qurnfl(q ) [ ]w{nlN\} \N| o) @ X" n;r

_ IN|-1 m— n
:qm(\N| 1)+( 5 )(q )\N|+ 1 { \NI}Q Z 1)\A|+1 H[m'i_WthAf{n‘m}(a)]w]éf

ACN acA
(N =14 (NI m—
= DR g = )W tm) YT (g = DA T I+ wine (@)l
{n|N‘}§A§N acA
Apply induction to the second sum to obtain
[NV|-2 N
[]'¢N®X m+1 ‘N| 1@ @ X nj
7j=1
m+(m - INv]—2 m—
= N () g Vet ST (g A war-a(a) o
AQN—{?”N‘} acA
o IN1—1)4 (111 —
= g™l D+(1] )(q_l)INH 1 Z (q—l)‘A|H[m+th,A(a)]1/)f\‘,.
Ang{TL“\”} acA
Set m =1 to get the main result. O

We apply Proposition B3] to get a decomposition into supercharacters.

Corollary 4.8. If n' is the mazimal element in N, then

tr(-, C-spanfuty}) = ¢("3 ) 3 qn5t§< 3 antQ*é H(thg\f—A(Q) _ 1));@.

AEeF N ACACSN—{n'} acA
n/¢é,, ~

4.4 The further decomposition into supercharacters

This section returns to the problem of restricting to supercharacters. The final decomposition is
given in Corollary 41Tl below, which essentially unpacks Theorem [£.3l However, we first need a
result that takes Lemma 4] further into a decomposition of supercharacters. Note that if v =
in the following lemma, then (a) reduces to Proposition [4.1] and (b) reduces to Corollary B.I11

Lemma 4.9. Let {k_,ki} u K ¢ N be an interval with {k_} < K < {ki}. Letv € N with
vk = . Then

(a) Let X = (v n K). As a UTg-module

wile (D) +wtly (J=T) 4wt (T-T")
v J ~ 1V —]
vevivve @ L — — Vit
ISK-X thJ’(JfJ )
J'eJ,|J=|1|

(b) Suppose v e SN, and let X = (v n K). As a UT g-module

¢ (=DIX] P\
v k——ky v 14 nst}“Y q ¢ ( < V) A
Vet T 2 1e - @ e Y L) - v,
( )WK I_ZM PEIIC I— |\l € blg(A U v),0
AvveS N — = q

IA|<e

where V' = {i — jev|{i} < K <{j}}.
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Proof. (a) By Corollary [3.5] as elements of scf(UTg),
UTxo -
(4= ) = Respry = (O ).
jedJ
The decomposition in Proposition A1l implies that it suffices to show that if u € i with p < J
and p € K — X, then the coefficient of ¥ ® x* in

nsth 4wt () +wtly (J*,u)ertT&(Jf,u)

N [

(4.9)

W OResyrs (O ) s (g- M

-
» tp (J—p)
J A
JE q

To prove ([A9) we induct on |J|. If |J| = 1, then we apply the f-version of Lemma [£4] to obtain

Vo ek, 5 wtle (7) & wtle (1) i
X’ Ox =X ®<(q—1)q e U VD D Y )
J<i<ky
l¢\)g

and all the summands satisfy (£9)).
Suppose |J| > 1. Let jo € J be minimal. Then by first restricting x70 %+,

b0 <®vak+) — ' O(g—1) <QWt%(jO)X® n Z qwtgg(l)XjO\/l) o ( @ valu).

jeJ Jo<i<kg jeJ
1¢gX J#do

Proposition (b) implies that the set partition p only appears in the decomposition of at most
one of the middle terms of the sum. That is, if jo ¢ u then x¥ ® x* only appears in the expansion

of
wT 1 .
X' ©(q—1)q RERV:IO ( ©O) XJV’H)

jeJ
J#jo

so by induction the coefficient of x* ® x* is

nstf +wth () +wth (J—p—{jo})+wth, (J—n—{jo})

=R

wtly (jo) _14q
—1g < — =t
(¢q—1)q (q—1) qwtz,i (J—n—{io})

The minimality of jy implies WtL(jo) = WtL (Jo), and so this expression simplifies to the desired

~1

term.
If, on the other hand, jo — [ € u, then the coefficient x* ® x* only appears in the expansion of

wtlo (1) . -
X' O(q—1)qg = x° l@<@ X! k+)‘
jeJ
J#Jo
Reorganize slightly so that we can use induction to show that the coefficient of y*~ o=t @yr—{io—1}
in

W 1 . .
(g—1)q 20 ooty ( ® vam)

jeJ
J#Jo
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is
u—{jo—1}
wth (1) msty, 0+ Ly (4

l)+wtg<u{l}(J—u)+th7l(J—u)
q X ) Z
(q—1q = (g—1V

th NOEIN)

q s
where the minimality of jg again gives us the desired coefficient.

(b) Since vg = &, we can use Lemma 4 with X = v n K and (a) with X = v n K to
decompose

Lo ke—ky wi (L)+(¢—[L])IX]|
X'Ox T =x"® ) (a—-1)q “ ol (@vk
LgKfr{(/
|L|<e
wik (L)+(—ILDIX] )
= Z( 1)'q V@\ZL\(Q)X
EER-X
|L|<e

qwt&(R)+wt§{(L—L’)+wt}2(L—L’)

X X -
© 2 o
wil (L—L) VK
REK*\{(’ q L

L'cL,|L'|=|R|

By (43]), Proposition [4.1] and then collecting terms,

ko ks wtbe (L) +(e—|L])|X|
X'Ox T = Y (g-Dfq * “ o (@x”
LEcK—-X
|L|<¢

wt (R)+Wt (L—-L") nst +nsty _
© > g2 D A

REK-X eSS
L/'CL,|L'|=|R] A=L/,A=R
wte X )+wtl (A)+nst§ ¢ ) (=DIX|
=X'0 > g = dia-Dq¢ ()
AeF g =]l
AvveS N
[N<t
wtd (L)+wtl (L)+nst)
doa * & . (4.10)
LCK— X /\
ILI+\>\I .
Note that
Wtﬁ((A)+Wt&(A)+nst)\—nst’\u" where v={i—jev|{ij}n K #J},
and since K is an interval, i
nstaY” — nstav” = |\[|v/]. (4.11)

Fix a point y € K — X — A. Then by (2.2)),
A A
nst,”" = nsty + Wtf,i(y) - Wté(y).

With respect to y, the elements of ¢ € v with ¢ < y fall into 4 categories:

(1) i — kevwith k <y,
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(2) i— kevwithy<kandkeK,
(3) i—kevwithy<kandieK,
(4) i — kevwithy <kandiké¢K.

Thus,

wt, (y) — wt, (y) = 0+ wt' (y) + wis (y) + V'] - 1,

and we obtain

Z Wtﬁ((L)—FWtE((L)—’_nSt? Z nstzwj—nstzl 1 |: P<)‘ Y V) :|
7 = - = q = — P = .
LEK-X-) LEK—X— A gU=hy |A| € blr (A U v),0
|L|+|A|=1 |L|+|x|=1 = - q
Plug this last observation and (£I1]) into (4.I0) to get the desired result. O

Remark. There is an inherent asymmetry in the construction in Theorem [£3] but in theory that
asymmetry should disappear again when we express the module in terms of supercharacters as in
Lemma In particular, the coefficients may be simpler if one uses the 5 -version of Lemma [£.3]
rather than the © -version given above. Computational evidence suggests the coefficients have a
slightly simpler symmetric expression.

However, from this asymmetry, we get the following corollary.

Corollary 4.10. Let K < N be an interval and let \,v € SN satisfy (a) A\vve Sy, (b) Ak = A,
(c)v={i—jev||{i,j} n K|=1}. Then for e Zx,

SR e 1] AN I YRl 7 N AR B
1=\ g VDY S blg(Auv),0 frpy i DY S blg(Auv),0
= - =~ - q

Example. If, for example, K = {4,...,12} € N = {1,2,...,13}, £ = 3,

then this corollary says that
(@ = 1)@+ (¢ = Dalg + 6> +3¢* + ¢) + (@ = (g~ 1)(a* + 3¢" + 4¢° + 4¢° + 3¢")
= (¢’ - 1)<q6 +(¢® = 1D)a’(3¢” + ") + (¢* = 1)(g — 1)(3¢° + 3q7)>-
Vis-a-vis the remark, the “correct” expression may be the even simpler
(@ = 1)(a"+ (@ - Ve’ (20") + (@ = Vg - Da°).

For v € #n, let
Y===7= and  yr=7-—17-,

and recall the notation (5] that selects a subset of the arcs based on where their endpoints lie.
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Corollary 4.11.
nst, o — D)< _ —f+L
Vixg (g1t @ g Y gl ()T )

VeI N [vel<f<m
[y=|<I<m—f+¢

{ P(v) ]
. VY.
f—m\gblzgf( )UblN>< )l = |n=| = bly_ ( ),0

q

Proof. By Theorem [£3] we have
N n_—n nstt, U
XTL mn++®x L +:q ﬁx& (q_
<b< f<m

Use the decomposition in Proposition to write

1) gD (@) Cox T (412)

N P(l/) n—. ~— n
(bf " m*f+£n+ — nStV|: = :| v m—f+2€ +
NoEN O = qr X Ox
= ueyNZ I<f f - ‘V‘ = blN<(Z) Y b1N> (5)70
<v>|=b,|=v=|= =T = = q
By Lemma [A.9] (b),
n - \ m—f+4 q(mff+€fl)\umN:|
- = vu _ ~ ¢
XOX T =x"e 3 ¢t Y (g -y P o g)
NeS N I=|A|

AvveS N

[A|[Sm—f+20

| PO g) v

— Al € bly_(A U v),0
- = q
Combine the two expressions by setting v = A u v, to get
n m—f+4 q(mferZfl)\umN:\
~ + Y _ ~ _ Y
TZ)N CN mft = Z q]ﬂSt’Y Z ((]— 1)m J+t b (’D;n A (Q)
YeF N VIS I=|y=| q
[<y>I=blv|sm—f+L
[ P(v) }
. = X'Y

f =zl by (1) wbly. (7). = =] € bly_(1),0

q

Combine with (£12]) to get
Mooy — Mg nst o p m+4 nst? (m=f=Dl<v>|+(m—f+=1)|=7>]
Ox =g t(q-1) D i R SR -

X
YESLN [v2l<f<sm
|[y=|<l<m—f+¢£
. P(v)
o7 (a)e fH(Q){ = } X
f—|%é|§b1N<( )Ub1N>( )5l —|y= |Cb1N ( ),0

q

nstl o m+L nst? (m—f—=1)|<v>|+L]=">]
(@=1™ > g™ Y g <t=l ==

YESN [vel<fsm
|y=I<I<Sm—f+¢

P(v)

o)) H(Q){ = } X7,
e f = 12l € bl (3) U bly. (7). = =] € Bly_(1),0
= q

as desired.
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For the coefficient of the trivial character x*Z, we have a more pleasing expression.

Corollary 4.12. The coefficient of X2 € scf(UTy) in the decomposition of YR Xn77n+
18
) g ety (1IN = NZ\ (1N
g1 D WP (Q)< )
o< f<m f
o<i<m—f+L
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