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GRADED SKEW SPECHT MODULES AND CUSPIDAL MODULES FOR
KHOVANOV-LAUDA-ROUQUIER ALGEBRAS OF AFFINE TYPE A

ROBERT MUTH

ABSTRACT. Kleshchev, Mathas and Ram (2012) gave a presentation for graded Specht
modules over Khovanov-Lauda-Rouquier algebras of finite and affine type A. We show that
this construction can be applied more generally to skew shapes to give a presentation of
graded skew Specht modules, which arise as subquotients of restrictions of Specht modules.
As an application, we show that cuspidal modules associated to a balanced convex preorder
in affine type A are skew Specht modules for certain hook shapes.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let O be a commutative ring with identity, and let G4 be the symmetric group on d letters.
To every partition A of d, or equivalently, every Young diagram with d nodes, there is an
associated O&-module SP called a Specht module, which has O-basis in correspondence with
standard A-tableaux. Over the complex numbers, the group algebra of &, is semisimple, and
it is well known that {S2 | A - d} is a complete set of irreducible representations. For k < d,
we consider &y, a subgroup of &, with respect to the first k letters, and denote the copy of
Sy, embedded in &, with respect to the last k letters as &),. For A —d and p + k,

(1.1) S’é/# := Home, (S&, Rese, S2)

is a C&/,_,-module. In fact, S(’C\/“ # 0 if and only if the Young diagram for p is contained
in that of A, so going forward we assume that is the case. The set of nodes A/ in the

complement is called a skew diagram, and Sé/ " is called a skew Specht module. As a C-vector

space, S’é/ " has basis in correspondence with standard \/u-tableaux, and there is an analogue
of Young’s orthogonal form for skew Specht modules, see e.g. [9, §2]. When O =T is a field of
positive characteristic, semisimplicity fails, but skew Specht modules still arise as subquotients
of restrictions of Specht modules to Young subgroups. James and Peel studied the structure
of skew Specht modules S];‘/“ over FG,, in [0].

More generally, to an l-multipartition A, one may associate a Specht module S* over a
cyclotomic Hecke algebra of level [, of which the group algebra of & is a special (level one) case.
Brundan and Kleshchev [2] showed that over an arbitrary field such algebras are isomorphic
to a certain cyclotomic quotient R} of the Khovanov-Lauda-Rouquier (KLR) algebra Ry =
(—Bht(a): 4 R Importantly, KLR algebras and their cyclotomic quotients carry a grading,
thereby allowing one to consider the graded representation theory of cyclotomic Hecke algebras
via this isomorphism. In [3], Brundan, Kleshchev and Wang showed Specht modules are
gradable. In [10], Kleshchev, Mathas and Ram gave a presentation for S* over R,, in terms
of a ‘highest weight’ generator v* and relations which include a homogeneous version of the
classical Garnir relations for Specht modules.

In this paper we define graded skew Specht modules over R, by extending, in the most
obvious way, the presentation of [10] to skew diagrams A/p. We prove that this yields a graded
Ro-module SM# with homogeneous basis in correspondence with standard A/pu-tableaux. We
show that for X of content 3+«, the Rg®R,-module Resg oS> has an explicit graded filtration
with subquotients of the form S#[x]S*#. This result may be compared with [6, Theorem 3.1],
which gives a similar result for restrictions of classical Specht modules over the symmetric
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group algebra to Young subgroups. However, the connection between the skew Specht R,-
modules defined in this paper and the skew Specht F&,,-modules considered in [6] is not as
direct as may be expected, see Remark [5.14

Our motivation for constructing graded skew Specht modules arose from the study of cuspi-
dal modules over KLR algebras of affine type A. The theory of cuspidal systems for affine KLR
algebras, described in [§], [I1], [16], building on the ideas of [I3], [15] for finite types, provides
for a classification of irreducible modules over R,, and plays a pivotal role in stratification
theory of R, and categorification of PBW bases for the quantum group [12], [16], [18].

Cuspidal modules (and semicuspidal modules) are the building blocks of this theory; to
every positive real root o € &, one associates an irreducible R,-module L, characterized by
specific properties (see §7)). We show that under a balanced convex preorder (part of the data
of the cuspidal system), L is isomorphic to SM* up to some shift, where \/p is a skew hook
diagram described by an inductive process and dependent on the chosen preorder. This gives
a presentation for cuspidal modules, along with a description of the graded character which
can be read off from the skew hook diagram. This result can be seen as an affine analogue
of a result by Kleshchev and Ram [I3], §8.4], which showed that in finite type A, the cuspidal
modules are Specht modules associated to certain hook partitions.

In Section 2] we collect combinatorial facts and notation surrounding Young diagrams, skew
diagrams, and their tableaux. In Section [B] we recall the definition of the KLR algebra R, and
some facts about its representation theory. In Section ] we define skew permutation modules
and skew Specht modules. Readers familiar with the construction in [I0] and the ‘spanning’
half of the Specht module basis theorem, and to whom the phrase ‘extend to skew diagrams
in the obvious way’ makes sense, may reasonably skip ahead to Section [Bl, as up to this point
most of the arguments from [I0] carry over to the skew diagram case with little significant
alteration. In the key Section Bl we prove that skew Specht modules arise as subquotients
of restrictions of Specht modules, and complete the ‘linear independence’ half of the basis
theorem for skew Specht modules. In Section [6, we prove some useful results on characters of
certain skew Specht modules. In Section [7] we briefly describe the theory of cuspidal systems,
along with some related notions we’ll need in Section [§] where we demonstrate the connection
between cuspidal modules and skew hook Specht modules.

Acknowledgements. This paper was written under the supervision of Alexander Kleshchev
at the University of Oregon. The author would like to thank Dr. Kleshchev for his helpful
comments and guidance.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Lie theoretic notation. We use notation similar to [10], [§]. Let e € {0,2,3,4,...} and

I =7Z/eZ. Let T be the quiver with vertex set I and a directed edge i — jif j = i—1 (mod e).
(

61_)1 if e > 0. The corresponding Cartan matriz

Thus I' is a quiver of type Ay, if e = 0 or A
C = (as,5)i,jer is defined by

2 if ¢ = j;

0 ifj#iit]l

—2 ifisg

Qi 5 =

Let (h,II,IIV) be a realization of (a; ;) jer, with root system @, positive roots @, simple
roots {a; | i € T}, fundamental dominant weights {A; | ¢ € I}, and normalized invariant form
(+,-) such that (a4, ;) = a;; and (A, ;) = ;5. Let Py be the set of dominant integral
weights, and let Q4 := @,.; Z=o0a; be the positive root lattice. For a = >, ma; € Q,
define the height of a to be ht(a) = >,.; m;. When e > 0, we label the null-root § = Y., .
Finally fix a level [ € Z~¢ and a multicharge k = (ki1,...,k) e I'.
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2.2. Words. Sequences of elements of I will be called words, and the set of all words is denoted
I). Ifi=1i1---ige ), then |¢| := o, + -+ a4, € Q4. For a € Q 4, denote

(Do = {ield) | il = a}.
If « is of height d, then &, with simple transpositions si,...,sq4—1 has a left action on {(I),

via place permutations.

2.3. Young diagrams. An [-multipartition A of d is an I-tuple of partitions (A(D), ..., A\()

such that 22:1 IND| = d. For 1 <i <1, let n(\ i) be the number of nonzero parts of A(*).

When [ = 1, we will usually write A = A = \(). The Young diagram of the partition X is
{(a,b,m) € Zug x Zng x {1,...,1} | 1 < b <A™},

We call the elements of this set nodes of A. We will usually identify the multipartition with
its Young diagram. To each node A = (a,b, m) we associate its residue

resA =res"A =k, + (b—a) (mod e).
An i-node is a node of residue i. The residue content of X is cont(X) := > 45 Oresa € Q.
Denote
PL={Ae D" | cont(A) = a}, (e Qy).
and set &) = Uht(a):d PL. For A, pe P, we say A dominates p, and write A = p, if

m—1 c m—1 c
P TIPS WG E WIS
a=1 b=1 a=1 b=1

foralll<m <landc>1.

A node A € X is removable if A\{A} is a Young diagram, and a node B ¢ X is addable if
A U {B} is a Young diagram. Define A4 := A\{A4} and A® := A U {B}.

Let X' = ()\(l)/, .. .,)\(1)/) signify the conjugate partition to X, where A" is obtained by
swapping the rows and columns of A\(%).

2.4. Tableaux. Let A € &75. A A-tableau T is an injective map T : {1,...,d} — A, i.e. a
labeling of the nodes of A with the integers 1,...,d. We also label the inverse of this bijection
with T; if T(r) = (a,b,m) we will also write T(a,b,m) = r. We set resy(r) = resT(r). The
residue sequence of T is the word

i(T) = ¢"(T) = resy(1) - - - resy(d) € (I).

A A-tableau is row-strictif T(a,b,m) < T(a, ¢, m) when b < ¢, and column-strictif T(a,b,m) <
T(c,b,m) when a < c. We say T is standard if it is row- and column-strict. Let Tab(\) (resp.
St(A)) be the set of all (resp. standard) A-tableaux.

Let Ae &%, i€ I, A be a removable i-node, and B be an addable i-node of A. We set

da(X) := #{addable i-nodes strictly below A} — #{removable i-nodes strictly below A}
dB (M) := #{addable i-nodes strictly above B} — #{removable i-nodes strictly above B}.

In [3, Section 3.5], the degree of T is defined inductively as follows. If d = 0, then T = &
and degT := 0. For d > 0, let A be the node occupied by d in T. Let T4 € St(Aa) be the
tableau obtained by removing this node, and set

degT :=da(A) + deg Tgq.
Similarly, define the dual notion of codegree of T by codeg @ = 0 and
codeg T := d*(A) + codeg Tq.

The group &4 acts on the set of A-tableaux on the left by acting on entries; considering T
as a function A — {1,...,d}, we have w-T = wo T. Let T* be the A-tableau in which the
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numbers 1,2, ..., d appear in order from left to right along the successive rows, starting from
the top. Let T)\ (T*)’, where we define the conjugate tableau in the obvious way.
For each A-tableau T, define permutations w” and wr € G4 such that

wIT» = T = wrTy.

2.5. Bruhat order. Let ¢ be the length function on &, with respect to the Coxeter generators
$1,--+,84—1. Let < be the Bruhat order on &4, so that 1 < w for all w € &4. Define a partial
order < on St(A) as follows:

S T

SUT «— wEw.
2.6. Skew diagrams and tableaux. Let A, u € &%, with p < A as Young diagrams. Then
we call A/p = A\p a skew diagram. A (level one) skew diagram is called a skew hook if it
is connected and does not have two nodes on the same diagonal. We may consider a Young
diagram as a skew diagram with empty inner tableau. With u fixed, let 5’ " 4 be the of skew
diagrams A/p such that |[A/p| = d. Let 7 = (J.7; ;- Residue and content for skew diagrams
are defined as before; for example cont()\/u) ZAE)\/# Qresa € Q4. Denote

={Ape S | cont(A/p) = a}.

For A/p,v/p e 7, we say that A/p dominates v/u, or A/p=v/u, if A =wv.

For A/p € 77 ;, a A/p-tableau is a bijection t : {1,...,d} — A/p. Let Tab(A/u) be the
set of A/ u-tableaux We define the residue sequence of z( ) in the same manner as for Young
tableaux, and t»* we define to be the A/p-tableau in which the numbers 1,...,d appear
in order from left to right, starting from the top. We will write M= i(tM®). For every
A/p-tableau t, define a A-tableau Y(t) by setting Y(t)(a,b,m) = T#(a,b,m) for (a,b,m) € p
and Y(t)(a,b,m) = t(a,b,m) + |u| for (a,b,m) € A/p. For example, if | =1, A = (4,4, 1), and

= (2,1,1), then

—_
N
at
(=)

t)\/,u _ 1(2

3al5]" and  Y(£VH) =

NEE

Let St(A/p) be the set of standard (i.e. row- and column-strict) A/u-tableaux. For t €
St(A/p), we define

degt := degY(t) — deg TH.

The symmetric group &, acts on Tab(A/u) in the obvious fashion. For t € Tab(A/u),
define w*® by wtt™* = t. Define a partial order on Tab(A/u) as follows:

s<t ifandonlyif w®<w".

Lemma 2.1. Let s,t € Tab(A/p). Then s <t if and only if Y(s) < Y(t).

Proof. Let w* be the image of w* under the ‘right side’ embedding &4 — Sy X 64— Gy
Then w'® = wbw ™) with £(w'®) = f(w?) + £(w!E™)), and similarly for w!®). Since

w® < wt if and only if w® < 17;, the result follows. O

Remark 2.2. In order to translate between the orders in the various papers cited, we provide
the following dictionary. Our partial order on partitions and tableaux agrees with that of [3].
In [10] the order on tableaux (which we’ll call <) amounts to S<Uy T < wS < w”. Asis
shown in [I0, Lemma 2.18(ii)], when S,T € St(u), we have S<Iy T <= S =T. In [14], the
reverse Bruhat order (1 > w) is used on elements of &4, and the order on tableaux (which
we'll call ) is defined (on row-strict tableaux) by the shape condition in Lemma 2.5 Thus
Lemma 2.5 will give S<j; T <« S =T when S, T are row-strict.
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For nodes A, B in A/u, we say that A is earlier than B if tY#(A) < tY#(B); ie. A is
above or directly to the left of B, or in an earlier component.

Let T be a A-tableau and suppose that r = T(ay,b1,m1) and s = T(az, ba, m2). We write
r /v sif my = ms, a1 > as and by < by; informally, if  and s are in the same component of A
and s is strictly to the northeast of r. We write r 7.5 if r /7t s or m1 > ma. Other rotations
of the symbols r and 7 have similarly obvious meanings.

The following lemmas are proved in [3] and [14] in the context of Young diagrams, but the
proofs carry over to skew shapes without significant alteration. The first lemma is obvious.

Lemma 2.3. Let t € St(A/u). Then s,t € St(A/u) if and only if r Ar + 1, or v + 17,7,

Lemma 2.4. Let s,t € Tab(A/p). Then s <t if and only if s = (a1b1) - - - (ayby)t for some
transpositions (a1b1), ..., (a.b,.) such that for each 1 < n < r we have a, < by, and by, is in an
earlier node in (ap41bni1) -+ - (arby)t than ay,.

Proof. This follows from applying Lemma [ZT] and [3, Lemma 3.4] to Y(s) and Y(t). O

Given A/p € 77 and a row-strict t € Tab(A/u), for all 1 < a < d define t<, to be the
tableau obtained by erasing all nodes occupied by entries greater than a.

Lemma 2.5. Let s,t be row-strict A/p-tableauz. Then s < t if and only if sh(Y(s)<a) =
sh(Y(t)<a) for each a = |pu| +1,...,|p| + d.

Proof. This follows from Lemma 2.1l and [14] Theorem 3.8]. O

Lemma 2.6. Let A/p e 7)) and s,t € St(A/p), andr e {1,...,d —1} such that v |y r+1 or
r—yr+1. Then s<a1s,t implies s < t.

Proof. By [3, Lemma 3.7, Y(s) < Y(s,t) = s,4,(Y(t) if and only if Y(s) < Y(t), and the result
follows by Lemma 211 O
3. KLR ALGEBRAS

3.1. Definition. Let O be a commutative ring with identity, let o € @4, and assume e > 0
(resp. e = 0). The KLR algebra R, = R, (O) of type Agl_)l (resp. Ay) is an associative graded
unital O-algebra generated by

{11. | i€ <I>a} Y {y17" '7yd} Y {wlu' "7¢d—1}

and subject only to the following relations:

1315 = 03514 D Li=1; Yrli = Liys; Yr¥t = YtYrs
i€l)a
Urly = 1s,.4tr; (Ye¥r — V¥, (1)) Li = Oiivir (Otr1 — Oer)Las
0 Qipyipyr = 2
TP @ipipiy = 0
(Gip+ 101 = =1y )(Yr — Yr+) i @ipinyy = —1
(yr - yr+1)(yr+1 - yr)li Aiyyipyr = -2
(Oir 1601 = Oip—1yipsa) i o = drg2, @iy iy, = —1
(1/}T+11/)r1/}r+1 - wrwr+1¢r)1i = (—yr + 2yr+1 - yr+2)1i Iy = i,«+2, Qi iy = —2
0 otherwise.

The grading on R,, is defined by setting
deg(1;) =0, deg(yr) = 2, deg(¥rli) = =i, iy, -

Remark 3.1. In [7], Khovanov and Lauda present a convenient diagrammatic approach to
computations in R, which will be used often in arguments in this paper.
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3.2. Properties. Let a € Q1 and ht(a) = d. For every w € &y, fix a preferred reduced

eTPression w = Sy, - -+ Sy, , and define 1, = ¥y, -+ -, € R,. In general v, depends on the

choice of reduced expression. When w is fully commutative however, i.e., when one can go

from any reduced expression for w to any other using only the braid relations of the form

$p8t = 88y for |r —t| > 1, the element v, is independent of the choice of reduced expression.
For A/p e 7 , and t € Tab(A/p), define

T/Jt 1= Py

Lemma 3.2. Let t € St(A/p). If w® = s,, -+ 8, is a reduced decomposition in Sq, then

m

degt — degtM* = deg(¢y, - - - r, 1yam).

Proof. Write ¢ = |p|. Let s¢, ---s¢, be a reduced decomposition for W) Then wt =

Spiter - Sp, te is reduced and w¥(®) = w7 = Spitc Sp, +eSty + - St, 18 reduced. Then
by [3, Corollary 3.13] we have

deg Y(t) — deg T = deg(Vry e Urpyethey - e, 140)
= deg(djrﬁrc ce 1/)rm+cliy(t>\/u)) + deg(‘/)tl ey, 11’")
= deg(¥r, -, Liam) + deg(ty, - b, 132)

and
deg Y(tMH) — deg T = deg(ty, - ¥y, 132),

which implies the result. (|

Proposition 3.3. Let f(y) = f(y1,--.,9a) € Oly1,...y4] be a polynomial in the generators
Yr Of Ry Let 1 <rq,....,7 <d—1. Then

(1) fW)r, - - r,, 14 is an O-linear combination of elements of the form gt - - -5m g(y)1;,

where g(y) € Olyi, ..., yal], each ¢; € {0,1}, and s§! ---s5m is a reduced expression.
(i) If w = sy, - -+ Sy, is Teduced, and sy, - - - sy, i another reduced expression for w, then

m m

Yry o r i = Gy e, L b Y duthugu()l,

u<iw

where each dy, € O, g,(y) € Oly1,...,ya], and each u in the sum is such that £(u) <
m — 3. Alternatively,

wn"'wrmli = wh"'wtmli + (*)7

where (x) is an O-linear combination of elements of the form gt ---bsmg(y), where

T'm

9(y) € Oly1, ..., ydal, € € {0,1}, €; = 0 for at least three distinct i’s, and s5t - - - sim is

Ty
a reduced expression.

Proof. This is proved in [3, Lemma 2.4] and [3] Proposition 2.5], for the case of cyclotomic
KLR algebras, but the cyclotomic relation is not used in the proof. O

Theorem 3.4. [7, Theorem 2.5], [I7, Theorem 3.7] Let o € Q4. Then
{Vwy™ -yl |we Sg,ma, ... ,mq € Lzo,1 € (I)a}

is an O-basis for R, .
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3.3. Representation theory of R,. Let &/ = Z[q,q']. Denote by R,-mod the abelian
category of finite dimensional graded left R,-modules, with degree-preserving module homo-
morphisms. Let [R,-mod] denote the corresponding Grothendieck group. [R,-mod] is a
of-module via ¢™[M] := [M{m)], where M{m) denotes the module obtained by shifting the
grading up by m. The graded dimension of a module M is

dimg M := Z (dim V,,)¢" € .

nez

Every irreducible graded R,-module is finite dimensional [7| Proposition 2.12], and there are
finitely many irreducible R,-modules up to grading shift [7, §5.2]. For every irreducible module
L there is a unique choice of grading shift so that L® ~ L, and in particular, the grading of L
is symmetric about zero. We often assume that the grading of irreducible modules has been
chosen in accordance with this choice.

For ¢ € {I), and M € R,-mod, the i-word space of M is M; := 1;M. We say i is a word of
M if M; # 0. We have M = @ie<]>a M;. The character of M is

chgM := ) (dimg M;)i € o/ {I)q.
i€l

The character map chy : Ro-mod — /(I factors through to give an injective <7-linear map
charg : [Ry-mod] — &7/{(I)q by [1, Theorem 3.17].

3.4. Induction and restriction. Given o, € @4, we set Ry 3 := R, ® Rg. There is
an injective algebra homomorphism R, g — R,4p sending 1; ® 1; to 1;;, where 27 is the
concatenation of the two sequences. The image of the identity element of R, g under this map

is 1og := Zie<l>a, jers Lig-
Let Ind,, s and Res, g be the corresponding induction and restriction functors:

Indy,g := Ra+Bla;B®Ra,ﬂ? : Ry, p-mod — Rq4p-mod,
Resa,p 1= la,gRat1p®R, . 57 : Rayps-mod — R, g-mod.

The functor Ind, s is left adjoint to Res,,g. Both functors are exact and send finite dimensional
modules to finite dimensional modules. These functors have obvious generalizations to n > 2
factors. If M, € R,,-mod, for a = 1,...,n, we define

(3.1) Myo---oM,:=Ind, . ~ M K- X M,.

4. SKEW SPECHT MODULES

In this section we define the graded skew Specht module S»#. In fact, the construction is
exactly the same as the one given for graded (row) Specht modules (associated to Young
diagrams) in [I0], only applied in the more general context of skew diagrams. For the reader’s
convenience, and since the particulars will be put to use often in Section Bl we provide the
construction of skew Specht modules here. The ‘spanning’ result [10, Prop. 5.14] and the
proof given in that paper also generalize without much difficulty to the skew case.

4.1. Garnir skew tableaux. Let A = (a,b,m) be anode of A/ € /. We say A is a Garnir
node if (a + 1,b,m) is also a node of A/p. The A-Garnir belt B is the set of nodes

B4 = {(a,c,;m)eMp|c=byu{(a+1,¢,m)e N p|c<b}.
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For example, if I = 1, A = (2,6,1), A = (11,10,7,2,2), and p = (7,4,3,1), then B4 is
highlighted below:

|

The A-Garnir tableau is the A/p-tableau g# that is equal to t»* outside the Garnir belt, and
with numbers t}‘/”(a, b,m) through tA/“(a + 1,b,m) inserted into the Garnir belt, in order
from bottom left to top right. Continuing the example, we have:

1]2]3]4]

519 (10(11)|12(13
g = le[7]8]is

15
[16]17

Lemma 4.1. Suppose that A/p € 77, A is a Garnir node of A/p, and t € Tab(A/u). If
t < g?, then t agrees with t* outside the A-Garnir belt.

Proof. Since we”" fixes the entries outside the Garnir belt, w* < we" must do the same. [
4.2. Bricks. Take A/p € .7 and Garnir node A = (a,b,m) € A/p. A brick is a set of nodes
{(c,d,m)), (c,d+ 1,m),...,(c,d +e—1,m')} < BA

such that res(c,d, m’) = res(A). Let k“ be the total number of bricks in B4, and let f4 be
the number of bricks in row a of B4. Label the bricks B{}, ..., B;:‘A in order from left to right,
beginning at the bottom left.

Going back to our example, for the case e = 2, the bricks in B4 are as labeled below:

B3
1]2]3]4]
A 519 [10]11]12]13
g = le]7]s]s
15 B3
]1617 B

For 1 < r < k4, let w € &4 be the element that swaps B and B;f‘H. Define the group of
brick permutations

G = (wi, . wia ) = Gpa.

This is the trivial group if k&4 = 0, e.g. if e = 0.

Let Gar? be the set of row-strict A/p-tableaux which are are obtained by the action of
&4 on g?. All tableaux in Gar? save g? are standard. By Lemma 23] g4 is the unique
maximal element of GarA, and there exists a unique minimal element t“, which has the bricks
B, ..., B}‘.‘A in order from left to right in row a, and the remaining bricks in order from left
to right in row a + 1. By definition, if t € Gar, then i(t) = i(g?). Define i** as this common
residue sequence.

Let 24 be the set of minimal length left coset representatives of & faxXGpa_yain &4, We
have

Gar® = {wt? | w e 24}.
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Continuing the example above, the elements of Gar? are g = wf‘w?tA

and the following two tableaux:

(shown above),

1]2]3]4] 1]2]3]4]
5178 ow0f13 A 517 [s(11]1213

15 15
[16]17 [16]17

In diagrammatic notation,

0101010101010 1110

A
1/}1: 17;)\/# = B

AL A
wy t
P La = ,

A
’l/]g 1,i>\/u. =

The colors in the diagram are merely intended to highlight the action on bricks in BA.

Lemma 4.2. Suppose that A/p € 7} and A € A/p is a Garnir node. Then
Gar\{g"} = {t € St(A/p) | t < g? and 4(t) = i},
Moreover, degt = deg s,g* — a;, ;,,, for all t € Gar™\{g"}, where r = g*(A) — 1.

Proof. The first statement is clear from the preceding discussion and Lemma [£.1]

For the second statement, we instead prove that codeg(s,g?) — codeg(t) = —aj, ;,,,, which
is equivalent by [3] Lemma 3.12]. By the definition of codegree, and the fact that Y(t) and
Y(s,g*) agree outside of the bricks of the Garnir belt, it is enough to consider the case where
A/ is a two-row Young diagram, with A = A/u = (k4 —1, (k4 — f4)e)), and A = (1, (k4 —
f4e, 1). Pictorially,

N T T1T—1
C-T— 1

Each brick contributes 0 to codeg(t), and every brick contributes 0 to codeg(s,g*), except for
B,?A,fA (the rightmost brick in the bottom row), which contributes 2 if e =2 and 1 if e > 2.
Thus codeg(t) = 0 and codeg(s,g*) = —aj, ,,,, and the result follows. O
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4.3. The skew Specht module S**. Fix a Garnir node A € A/u. Define

ol = Yuwala and A= (0 + 1)1;4.

T

Write u € G4 as a reduced product w;f‘l e w;fi of simple generators in G4. If u € 24, then u

is fully commutative, and thus we have well-defined elements

{7';4 :=T;?---TT‘2 |uE@A}.

For any s € Gar”, we may can write w® = u*w®" so that £(w®) = £(u®) + £(w*") and u® € P4,

and the elements s, z/JtA and ¢° = wusth are all independent of the choice of reduced
decomposition.

Definition 4.3. Let A/u € .7} ,,
(4.1) g* = > 7yt e R

uePA

and A € A/p be a Garnir node. The Garnir element is

By Lemma [£2] all summands on the right side of ([@1l) are of the same degree.

Definition 4.4. Let o € Q4+, d = ht(a), and A/p € 7 ,. Define the graded skew row
permutation module MA# = MA#(O) to be the graded R,-module generated by the vector
m>* in degree deg t™* and subject only to the following relations:

(i) 1;mMH = 5j1ix/um)‘/” for all j € {I)u;
(ii) y,mM* =0 forall r = 1,...,d;
(iii) mM* =0 for all r = 1,...,d — 1 such that r —gx, r + 1.
Definition 4.5. Let a € Q+, d = ht(a), and A/p € 77 ,. We define the graded skew Specht

module SMH = SMm (O) to be the graded R,-module generated by the vector M in degree
deg tM* and subject only to the following relations:
(i) 1;2M0 = 5j)ix/u2)‘/“’ for all j € (I)qy;
(ii) yzM* =0forallr =1,...,d;
(iil) tp.2zM* =0 for all 7 = 1,...,d — 1 such that 7 — /. 7 + 1;
(iv) gAzM# = 0 for all Garnir nodes A € X/p.

In other words, SM#* = (Ra/JO)[/“)<deg(t)‘/“)>, where Jo/* is the homogeneous left ideal
of R, generated by the elements
(1*) 1j - 5‘7-71-)\/“ for all ] € <I>a;
(ii*) y, for allr =1,...,d;
(iii*) ¢, for all r = 1,...,d — 1 such that r >z r + 1;
(iv¥) g for all Garnir nodes A € \/pu.

The elements (i*)-(iii*) generate a left ideal K»* such that R,/K»* =~ M>*#. So we have a
natural surjection M>»# — SM# with kernel JM# generated by the Garnir relations g4m>»#* =

0. This surjection maps mMH to 2B and JME = J(i‘/“mk/“.
For t € Tab(A/p), we write

mb = wtm)‘/" e MM# and vt = 1/)tz>‘/" e SMH,
4.4. A basis for M** and a spanning set for SM#,
Theorem 4.6. The elements of the set
{m* | t € Tab(\/p) is row-strict}
form an O-basis for M#.

Proof. This is [I0, Theorem 5.6] in the Young diagram case. But since M is a permutation
module in the sense of [10] §3.6], the proof in the skew case also follows immediately from [10),
Theorem 3.23]. O
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Proposition 4.7. The elements of the set
(42) (0" | 5 e StOVp))
span SM® over O. Moreover, we have deg(v®) = deg(t) for all t € St(A\/p).
Proof. Using Lemma [3.2]
deg(v®) = deg(*1;n/mz™H) = deg(*1;am) + deg(2MH) = deg(t) — deg(tV#) + deg(22*),

which proves the second statement, as deg(z**) = deg(t**) by definition.

The proof of the first statement follows exactly as it does in the Young diagram case provided
in [10, Proposition 5.14]—there are clear skew analogues of the results in [I0, §5.5-5.6]—the
only caveat is that our preferred partial order on standard tableaux is opposite that of [10], so
one must swap the direction of ‘<’ signs when necessary, and make use of the analogous skew
dominance results in Lemmas O

5. CONNECTING SKEW SPECHT MODULES WITH RESTRICTIONS OF SPECHT MODULES

In this section we show that for A € 27, 5, the R, g-module Res,, 3S has a filtration with
subquotients isomorphic to S* [x] SM# with p € 25 and Ay € ST As a consequence,

we get that [@2) is an O-basis for SM*. For the case of Young diagrams, this was shown
in [I0, Corollary 6.24]:

Theorem 5.1. Let A€ 2%, Then S has O-basis {vT | T € St(A)}.

5.1. Submodules of Res, sS*. Let o, 3 € Q4 and ht(a) = a,ht(8) = b. Let X € Py s
pe 2. By Theorem 5.1 5’2”3 := Resa,5(S*) has O-basis {v" | T € B}, where

B = {T e St(\) | cont(sh(T<,)) = a},

since 14,gv" = T if and only if 4(T) = i1 - - - iq4p has a;, + -+ +;, = @, and is zero otherwise.
Define

B, = {Te B |sh(T<q) = p} and Cu=0{"eS*|TeB,}.
Lemma 5.2. IfU,Te B,U<T, and Te B, thenUe B,,.
Proof. f U< T, then by Lemma 25] sh(Ug,) =sh(T<,) = p. O
Lemma 5.3. C,, is an R, g-submodule of Séﬁﬁ.

Proof. We show that C}, is invariant under the action of generators of R, g. For idempotents
145 this is clear. Let T € B,,.

(1) For 1 <j <a+b, y;v" is an O-linear combination of vY € B for U< T, by [3, Lemma
4.8]. By Lemma[5.2] each v is in C,.

(2) Forje{l,...,a—1l,a+1,...,a+b—1}, where j >1 j+1orj |rj+ 1, then ¢;vT is
a linear combination of v¥ € B for U< T, by [3, Lemma 4.9], and the result follows by
Lemma (.2

(3) For j € {1,...,a—1,a+1,...,a 4+ b — 1}, where j 7. j + 1, then ¢;v" is a linear
combination of v* € B for U<t T, by [4, Lemma 2.14], and the result follows by Lemma

(4) Assume j € {1,...,a —1l,a+1,...,a+b—1}, and j + 1.4, j. Then s;T =T, and
sjw" = w*T, with {(w*") = {(w") +1. Then by Lemma[33} jv" = v*"+ 3, 1 cpv”
for some constants ¢y € O. But (s;T)<a = T<a, s0 s;T € B, and the result follows by
Lemma 5.2

This exhausts the possibilities for T and completes the proof. O
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Now define Bey, = (U, By = {T € B | sh(T<a) = p}. Then Copp = 3, Co = Ofv" €
SA | sh(T<,) > p} is an R, g-submodule of SQ,B' Define N,, = C,,/C,, and write

2" =0T+ Cop € S 3/Cups
for T € B. To cut down on notational clutter in what follows, write & for A/, £® for the
components A® /u(® of X\/u, and §§Z) for the jth row of nodes in £). Then for T € Tab(u),
t € Tab(€), define Tt € Tab(A) such that (Tt)g, = T and Tt(A) = Y(t)(A) for nodes A € &.
From the definition it is clear that NNV, has homogeneous O-basis
{27 | T € St(N\), sh(cont(T<,)) = pu} = {2 | T e St(u), t € St(£)}.
Write THS := THtS = Y(t¢), and write 2#¢ for ™.

5.2. Constructing a morphism S* [x] SM#* — N,,. Define a (graded) morphism f from the
free module R, g(degT* + degt®) to N, by f: 145 — xS,

Proposition 5.4. The kernel of f contains the left ideal KE ® Rg + Rq ®K§.

Proof. We show that the relevant generators of K¥* ® Rg, given by (i*)—(iii*) in Definition
are sent to zero by f. The proof for R, ® Kg is similar.

(i*) First we consider idempotents.

Fl(G = 05.) @ 1] = (155 — G5 am)at® = > Ligah® — 65 uat
kelf
= Z 6jk,i”i517u£ — 5j7iu17“£ = jigyiuigfbus — 5j7iu17“£ = 0
kelf
(ii*) For 1 < r < a, we have by [3, Lemma 4.8] that f(y,) = v, - z"¢ is an O-linear
combination of 2¥, where U € B and U<TH¢. But T#¢ is minimal such that sh(T<,) = u,
so each U € By, and thus f(y,) = 0.
(iii*) Note that r —u r + 1 implies 7 —que 7 + 1, so by [3, Lemma 4.9] it follows that for
1<r<a-—1, f(¥h) = ¥.z*¢ is an O-linear combination of zV, where U € B and
U< THE. But then as in (2) this implies that f(i,) = 0.

O

The goal in the rest of this section is to show that in fact, the kernel of f contains the the
left ideal J¥* @ Rg + R, ® Jé, ie., g ® 1g (resp. 1q ®gA€) are sent to zero by f, for Garnir
nodes A, € p (resp. Ag € €). As the proofs for p and £ are similar (see Remark G.10), we
focus on the former and leave the latter for the reader to verify. We will occasionally need to
make use of the following lemma, proved in [4, Lemma 2.16]:

Lemma 5.5. Suppose A € 2%, T e St(N), j1,...,7r € {1,...,d—1}, and that when 1, - - - ;. 2>
is expressed as a linear combination of standard basis elements, vT appears with non-zero co-
efficient. Then the expression s;, ---;. has a reduced expression for wT as a subexpression.

. OO IRORPO
Note that w*€ := w™" is in @afb ! mW DR D the set of minimal length double coset
representatives for

Ga X Gb\Gaer/G‘ugl) X 6&1) X X6 ) x & 0 )

Ho (a1 Enin

and as such is fully commutative. Writing n := n(A, ), in diagrammatic form we have

R T A R S LY SRR O RO
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Here we are letting ,uz(-j) in the diagram stand for (ai,...,ax), where aq,...,ay are the entries

(in order) in T* of the nodes contained in the ith row of 1), and similarly for ffj ),

Let 1 <i<1,1<j<n(\i). It will be useful to write wHé = wDJwRJ wfj, the decomposi-
tion into fully commutative elements of S, given as follows:
I R O B 1 P O S P S L OO

Hq Ho j—1 55— n 1 ;L

wl
Wi | ‘

Define 1/11-Xj :=,x for X € {L, R, D}, and set
; e

Cij = Z uéh“r Z /L](:)v

1<h<i—1 1<k<j—1
1<k<n(Ah)

P O )

1<h<i—1 1<k<j—1
1<k<n(Ah)

U=, -1, for somery,...,rs, then we will write U[c] := ¥4+ Ur, 4o for admissible
c € Z. The following lemma will aid us in translating between Garnir relations defining S*
and those defining S*.

Lemma 5.6. Assumery,...,rs are such that c; j+1 <ri,...,rs <a—1, and ¥ =1, ---,,.
Then

ué _ DL 1R A
Wk =5 i,j‘I’[dz,a] i,iT -

Proof. We go by induction on s, the base case s = 0 being trivial. By assumption we have

D L R A
\]Jx/is = 1/17‘1 T z/]’r‘sxus = w’l‘1 i,jwi.jw’l‘z-ﬁ-di,j T z/JT‘S-i-dLj i)jx .

Write z“k for the residue sequence associated with the nodes in u,(c ) in T*, and similarly for

igk' . In terms of Khovanov-Lauda diagrams, with the vector z* pictured as being at the top
of the diagram, we must show that

(1) (1) (1) (1) ) L) (@) L(9) (1) (’) ! i
H1 #‘2 R ) NP1 RLY R PR R QRS O)
djﬁj#)’7'2+di71‘. - w"'s+d7ﬁ,j W72+d17] W73+d17]
" ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
= oo
R | -
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is equal to

) : . ) .
i“(l (1) (1) 5(1) 5)1 E(ri)l L () £(L) i’L§'1) 5() 0) %1)

#‘2 e i P iHn

L
Vil Vritds i Yrstd g Yritdg, w73+d1=J

LT T
Q/JE]. ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
R

>N . D
Let j = w/jWryta, ;- Wr 4d, ;wh4". Since s, w);
0(sy,), it follows from Lemma B3] that

= wfjsrﬁdm and f(srlwfj) = f(wfj) +

(5.1) wh 0,7 wz Urivdi 15+ 2 Cuwuwrlerl]fU( )15

u<’w i
for some constants ¢, € O, polynomials fy,(y1,...,Yp+d), and €, € {0,1}. Thus it remains to
show that

wuwrlerl qu( )w"'2+di,j T ¢T3+di,j i}?jwiL,ij =0e SA/C>M

for all w in the sum in (&]). Let Stf " SeR be the preferred reduced expression for w?;

1,57
similarly for w’.. Pushing the y’s to the rlght to act (as zero) on x>, this is by lemma [33] an
O-linear combmauon of terms of the form

. €s €s+ N €s+Np+1 s+Nr+Np X\
(52) 1/)u1/):11+d”1/42+d” o djr +d1]/l/} Sy U) o Rd} R '1/};LL R Lx
N

and

for some ¢; € {0,1}. Write © for the sequence of 1’s in (5.2]). Assume v’ appears with nonzero
coefficient when ©v? is expanded in terms of basis elements. Then it follows from Lemma [5.5]
that one can write w" diagrammatically by removing crossings from the diagram

(1) (1) (1) (i) () (d) (i) () (i) ) ] 1
3 i B R T G uf) e
R
Yij
wl s .8 +d; .. +d,
i,j°r1+d; § 7 Srs+d; Sritdg i Srstdg
ij ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘

and in particular removing at least one crossing from wD the third row of the diagram, since
u< w . But in any case, this implies that there is a plnk strand that ends to the left of a
blue strand, i.e., some t < a such that (w”)~1(¢) is in §k ") for some h, k. Then sh(Ugq) # .

But since N, is an R, g-submodule, we must have U € B,,. This implies that U € B, and
hence 2V = 0 € S*/C,,. O
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Let A,, be a Garnir node in p. This is also a Garnir node of A, and when we consider it
as such, we will label it with Ax. Let B4* be the Garnir belt associated with Ay, and let

B“# be the Garnir belt of nodes in p. Assume Ay is in row j of the ith component of A. We
()

j+1 and §J(-i) in the following fashion:

subdivide the sets of nodes of ,ug Ty

(1) We subdivide ,ug-i) into three sets:

(a) Let u! be the nodes of ug-i) not contained in B4,

(b) Let 42 be the nodes of ug-i) contained in bricks in B4,
(¢) Let u“ be the nodes of ug-i) contained in B4#, but not contained in any brick.
(2) We subdivide glgi) into three sets:
(a) Let &4 be the nodes of §§i) contained in a brick in B4* which contains nodes of
- _
(b) Let €42 be the nodes of §J@ contained in a brick in B4* which is entirely contained
in &.
(c) Let ¢4 be the nodes of glgi) contained in B4*, but not contained in any brick.
(3) We subdivide “;‘21 into three sets:
(a) Let pa,1 be the nodes of “;21 contained in B4» but not contained in any brick.
(b) Let pa,2 be the nodes of :“,5'21 contained in bricks in B4«.
(c) Let pa,3 be the nodes of :“,5'21 not contained in B4+,
For example, if | = 1, p = (14,10), A = (23,18), A = (1,8,1) and e = 3, then the subdivisions
are as follows:

A I e Iltqsl Al I A2 I§A,3|
BAL I WA I A3 I o I
. " .
Now write szj ij szj , where wle, ij are given as follows:

1 1 1 (4) )
“(1) 55) ug)...“j eAl A2 A3y “AZ“ASEH—l“ +z n-1 ul 55,,1)

e
R _
w; 5 =

Let GA* = wTA* and G4 = (T4, where w € 2* and ( € 2%». Then w = wyw;, where
w1,ws € S4x are given as follows:

r ) )
ul ) £ (%)
M(11> 55” R jl—l “A,l }LA‘Q “’A,3 EA’l EA’2 EA’S HA1 FA2 FAB 5.7:'1 gﬂl) 5571)

I3
A
wGA:{ M
w2
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Then

A Apn, € /AN
(5.3) Cw ks = w1 — P wE ww® = wPwl wk

’ A
4,5 01, ] 6, 70,] 6

wlwng
This is best seen diagrammatically. On the right side of (B3]) we have

L0 (1) ) ()
nfD el G A A2 A8 A A2 (AB wa maz kas S uD €D

TAX

D
- | ‘ |

and pulling the 42, u43 strands to the left gives us the left side of (5.3):

() (%)
" G0 pAL A2 QA AL A2 (A3 nan a2 pas SGer. ) e

wh€
WTH
¢
— AN Ax _ AN Ax : Ax
Let wy = Wi Wy and wy = WSt W be reduced words for w; and ws in &>, Now
1 ny 1 ng
consider
o Axner Ax el Axye2 Axye2 Ax
(5.5) w—(wT})l---(wrhl) l(ng)l"'(wrgQ) 2 €67,

where each EZ € {0,1}. In other words, w is achieved by deleting simple transpositions in G
from w.

Lemma 5.7. Ife; = 0 for some 1 < k < no, then

1 1 2 2 A
zbszbszbf;(af}*)él ~--(cr;41* )ém (U:‘fx)el . (o—;‘;* )ragpT 2 = 0.

ni

Proof. By Lemma [3.3]

D L R'( A)\)e%...( Ak)fil( Ax)e?“

4,5 ¥i,i Wi, \O 1 Ir1

- A2>\ )6%2 ,L/]TAA o

. (Ur

no

is an O-linear combination of elements of the form vT, where a reduced expression for w? ap-
pears as a subexpression in the (not necessarily reduced) concatenation of reduced expressions
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associated with

1 2 A
wg,wﬁjwfjﬁ(wéx)el ...(w:tli)en1 (wffx)él .(w:‘i)énsz >

In other words, one can write w? by removing crossings in (5.4)), and in particular (since
ei = 0 for some k), removing at least one of the pink/blue crossings in the second row. In
any case then, there is some pink strand that w? sends to the left side, i.e., some ¢ < a such
that (wT)~1(c) € 5,(!1) for some h, k. Then sh(T<,) # p. But since w” is obtained by removing
crossings in w(GA“)tE, we have T < GA#t&. If s, is the transposition such that s,G4#t& € St(\),
then Lemma implies that T < 5,G4%t¢ € B,,, which in turn implies by Lemma [5.2] that
T € B,,. But then T € B, and thus 27 = 0 € §*/C,,. O

Every w € 2 can be written as a reduced expression of the form (5.5) for some €} € {0,1}.
If €2 = 0 for some 1 < k < no, or equivalently, if there is some node (a,b,m) in & such that
wT (a,b,m) # G4 (a,b,m), then the above lemma implies that

D L R _Ax T4 X
i.,jd}i,jd}i,ij)\d} ™ =0,

and

D L R _Ax T4 X DL R (_Axyel Ax e, TAX X\
Vi Wi Yig T VT T2t = Yt (ent) S (o ) eyt T
. : : - 1 ni

otherwise. Let f4* and f4» denote the number of bricks in the top row of B4* and B4~
1
respectively. Note that w = (wﬁ")Ei ~-~(w:‘1A )"1wy is a reduced expression for an ele-
1 nq
ment in 24> if and only if (wﬁ*)Ei e (wfl" )Eiﬁl is a reduced expression for an element in
1 ny
@I KA =X Gince kAw = kAx — (fAx — fAu) this allows us to associate 2% with 24 in
the following way. Let 24* be the set of all w € 24> such that €2 # 0 for all k. Then there
is a bijection between 24+ and 24 given by u +— u[d; j]wa.

Lemma 5.8. For all ue 2%+,

A A D L L AN A
TuwT ””w#&x =W Y iﬂjTu[di,j]z/Jwﬁ/JT €.

Proof. This is easily seen in terms of Khovanov-Lauda diagrams, with z* pictured as being at
the top of the diagram. The left side:

1 1 (i) (1) ()
i"g ) ig(l ) oot S b A2 AS e AL e A2 A3 uag mag mas S iugml) i&ng)
1/)1—'»5
wTAu
\ M/
Tu Tu
/r<\
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is by Lemma equal to

1 1 © (%) (4)
i*‘g ) 15(1 ) it S g A AS e AT eAZ eAS uan nag Az S il‘rszl) iﬁﬁf)
/
vl
’
vl
A
WU d; )
D
'U’,iljj"'u[dri,j] Tuld;]
/rv\
D
»P;

which, after an isotopy of strands, becomes the right side in the lemma statement:

(1) (1) (i (2) (i) 1 1
PSS Ly S ¥ iEj—l iHA’l iHA’Q illA’S ifA‘l ifA‘z ifA’S iHAL GHA2 GHAS i£j+1 . 1:“’51) iET('L)

TAX

Ywo

D

Tuld; 51 Tuld; ;]

/7N

oL R
ViV

completing the proof.

Lemma 5.9. Let A, be a Garnir node of p. Then f(gA“ ®1g) =0.
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Proof. We make use of Lemma [5.8 and the bijection between Z4# and DA

Jg™ ®15) = g - = ( 2 WTA“) HE A

uePAn
D ,L R TAX A
> VTl ds e, e
uePAn
D L R TAx A
Pkl > muldi e,y e
uePAn
D, L R TAX X
=Dkl Y, T e
wWEDAXN
D , L R A A
= i i i e
= 0.

O

Remark 5.10. Although we have focused on Garnir nodes in p, there are obvious analogues
(whose proofs are entirely analogous) of Lemmas (5.6 5.7 and [£.8] which imply the analogue
of Proposition

fla®g?e) =0
for Garnir nodes in &.
Proposition 5.11. The map f : Ry g{deg T* + degt®) — N,, induces a graded isomorphism
f:S*®SE = N,.
Proof. We have that f factors through to a map
Rap/(JE® Rg + Ro ® J5)(deg T# + degt&) —N,
by Lemmas [5.4] and Remark However, we also have
Rap/(J* ® Rp + Ra ® J5)(deg T* + deg t¢) = R,/ JH(deg T") ® Rp/J5(deg t®) = S* [ S¢.
Moreover, for all T € St(u), t € St(€),
FOWTEYY) = f@ToP R YPo®) = YTt[a]ztE = T [a]Pia = 2T + Z dyz’

U<Tt

for some constants dy, by Lemma Since {vT X v* | T € St(p),t € St(£)} is a spanning
set for S¥ [x] S¢ and {2™ | T € St(u),t € St(£)} is a basis for Ny, it follows that f is an
isomorphism. ([l

5.3. A basis for SM* and a filtration for Res, 3S*. Proposition [£.11] in hand, we may
now prove two theorems which complete the analogy with the definition (II]) in the semisimple
case, and justify our use of the term skew Specht module for SM#.

Theorem 5.12. Let A/pe 7 . Then SME has a homogeneous O-basis

(5.6) {v* |t e St(A/p)}.
Proof. By Propositiond.2] the set (5.6) spans S** over O, and the set is linearly independent
by Proposition (.11l O

Theorem 5.13. Let Ae P, 5. Let {py,...pp} = {p € 5| p < A} and assume the labels
are such that p; &>p; = 1 <j. Write

Vi:= Z Cu, = O{v' e S* | Te St(N),sh(T<a) = p; for some j < i}

J=1
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for all i. Then
0=Vo<Vi<Va< - <Vi=ResypS
is a graded filtration of Resa,gS™ by Ra g-submodules, with subquotients
Vi/Viey = SHi g SMHi,

Proof. The fact that Vi, = Res,,S™ follows from the fact that B = U?:l By, and {v" | T € B}
is a basis for Res, ﬁS)‘ Since Cp, = Cp, if pj = p;, we have

V;: ch’j :C/J'z@ Z C/J’j
j=1

j<i—1
Hjthp
and
i—1
= Zcuj = Z Cﬂj@ Z C“j =Cop, ® Z Cf‘j’
j=1 TS j<i—1 j<i—1
Bithp; Mg
which implies that V;/Vi_1 = Oy, /Cep, = Ny, = SHi [ SMHi, 0

Remark 5.14. Theorem [5.13 may be compared with [6, Theorem 3.1], which gives a similar
result for restrictions of classical Specht modules over the symmetric group algebra to Young
subgroups. However, the connection between our skew Specht R, (IF)-modules SMi and the

skew Specht F&,,-module S];‘é“n defined in [6] is not as direct as may be expected. Taking
e = char F, it is shown in [2] that there exists a surjection Ry, := @)=y Ba = R = TFG,,.
Inflating S’)‘/ ! along this map, we have an R,-module infl S];é” , and truncating SM* yields
an F&,, module pr SM#. However it is not the case that pr SM# ~ Sg /“ nor infl S’\/“ ~ SMn
in general, though the (ungraded) dimensions do agree in the latter case and both statements

hold when p = @ and k = (7).
For an explicit example of this difference, take e = char F > 0, and n > 1. Let

A=(ne—e+1,ne—2e+2ne—3e+3,...,n),
p=(ne—emne—2e+1lne—3e+2,...,n—1).

Then A/p consists of n disconnected nodes of some residue 7 (depending on k). The F&,,-
module S];g; is isomorphic to the regular module rg,FS,,, and thus infl S];g; is reducible.
However, S** as defined in this paper is irreducible—in fact it is the unique irreducible R,,q,-

module (up to grading shift), see [7, §2.2]. Moreover, pr S** = 0 as F&,, has no n!-dimensional
irreducible modules.

5.4. Induction product of skew Specht modules. The following theorem was proved
in [I0, Theorem 8.2] in the context of Young diagrams, but the proof is applicable with no
significant alteration to the more general case of skew diagrams.

Theorem 5.15. Suppose that A/p € .%F. Then

(1) ()
[©]

g e~ gAY/ o SN/

<d>\/u>a

as graded Ro-modules, where

dA/l‘« — deg(t)‘/“) o deg(t)‘(l)/“(l)) o deg(t)‘(l)/“(l)),
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6. JOINABLE DIAGRAMS

In this section we present a useful, albeit rather technical, result regarding the graded charac-
ters of skew Specht modules whose associated component diagrams jibe with each other in a
specific sense. This result, together with Theorem [5.15] will make it possible for us to identify
cuspidal modules in §8] while operating solely at the level of characters.

Definition 6.1. Let | = 2, k = (k1, k), and A = (A, A®)) e 2% Write 2; := n(A, i), and
yi = A If (21,1,1) (the bottom left node in V) and (1,ys,2) (the top right node in A(?))
are such that res(z1,1,1) = res(1, y2,2) + 1, we call X joinable.

In this section we will assume that A is joinable. Define the one-part multicharges k* :=
(k2 + 21) and ky := (k2 + 21 — 1). We now define \*/u* € 5% and As/ s € 1% by setting:

A= AW gy =1, A £y — 1A AD), p* o= ((yo — 1)),

» Mo

and

Ao i= AW pyo D g AP AR, ps = (5.

» Yy )y o

In other words, \*/u* is achieved by shifting the Young diagram associated with A(") until
its bottom-left node lies directly above the top-right node of A(?), and then viewing this as a
one-part skew diagram. Similarly, A, /u4 is achieved by shifting the Young diagram associated
with A(Y) until its bottom-left node lies directly to the right of the top-right node of A\(2).

There is an obvious bijection 7% (resp. i) between nodes of A and A*/u* (resp. Ai/pix),
given by

7_*

MDD 5 (a,b,1) —— (a,b+ yo — 1) € \*/p*

*
A2 5 (a,b,2) — (a + x1,b) € X*¥/u*

and, respectively,

Tx
AD 3 (a,b,1) —— (a,b + y2) € A/ pts
T,
A2 3 (a,b,2) — (a+x1 —1,b) € As/pix
Note that the charges k* and k4 are chosen so that residues of nodes are preserved under this

bijection. Let T € St(A). Viewing the tableau as a function {1,...,d} — A, then composing
with 7% (resp. 74) gives a A\*/u*-tableau (resp. Ay/us-tableau). Define

T*:=7%0T and Ty:=T40T.

Then we have bijections

*

{TeSt(A) | T(z1,1,1) < T(1, y2,2)} —— St(\*/p*)

and

(TeStA) | T, 1,1) > T(1,y2,2)} — > St(As/sts)

Example 6.2. Let e = 3, k = (0,1), A() = (3,2,2) and A®) = (2,2). Then A is joinable since
res(3,1,1) =1 =0+ 1 =res(1,2,2) + 1. Then, with respect to the row- and column-leading
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tableaux, we have:

1]2]3] 1]2]3 5 |8 ]11] 5811
415 45 6|9 6|9
A ANk _ _
" =151~ (TH)* = 6|7 Ix =771 (TA)*_13710
8|9 2|4
8|9 10(11 13
10[11 204

Lemma 6.3. Let A € &2* be joinable, res(1l,y2,2) =i, and let T € St(X). Then
deg T* = deg T — (Ai,cont(/\(l))>
if T(x1,1,1) < T(1,y2,2), and
deg Ty = degT — (Ai+1,COnt(A(l))>
if T(x1,1,1) > T(1,y2,2).

Proof. We prove the first statement. The second is similar. Let U = T<; for some t. We’ll
show that the claim holds for U:

(6.1) deg(U*) = deg(U) — (A, cont(sh(v) V).

going by induction on the size of sh(U).

For the base case we have sh(U) = (&, @), so that deg(U) = 0 = deg(U*) = 0.

Now we attack the induction step. By the inductive definition of degree for tableaux, we
just need to show that for every removable node A in U,

—1 Ae XM and res(A) =i,
0 otherwise.

(6.2) () (sh(Y(U¥))) — da(shi(V)) = {

By the construction of U*, it is clear that for 1 < » < 27y — 1 and j € I, the r-th row of
sh(U)(l) has an addable (resp. removable) j-node if and only if the corresponding r-th row in
sh(Y(U*)) has an addable (resp. removable) j-node. Similarly, for 2 < r < x5, the r-th row
of sh(U)® has an addable (resp. removable) j-node if and only if the corresponding (z; + r)-
th row in sh(Y(U*)) has an addable (resp. removable) j-node. Thus it remains to compare
addable/removable nodes of rows z1,2; + 1 in sh(U)® and row 1 in sh(U)® with the rows
x1,x1 + 1 in sh(Y(U*)).
For simplicity, we label
e B:= (1 —1,1,1), the bottom-left node in A(). Write B* := 7*(B). Both B and B*
have residue 7 + 1.
e C:=(1,2—1,2), the node to the left of the top-right node in A(?), Write C* := 7*(C).
Both C and C* have residue i — 1.
e D := (1,32,2), the top-right node in A?), Write D* := 7*(D). Both D and D* have
residue i.

For instance, in these labels correspond to the nodes shown below:

A A*/u*
Row z1 of AV ——5 | B Row x1 of )\*//,1,* -—3 B¥*
Row z1+1 of AL s Row x1+1 of >\*//,L* --» |C*|D*
Row 1 of A® -5 |C | D

There are five cases to consider.
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(1) {B,C,D} nsh(U) = 2.
e Row ; of sh(U)(") has addable node B iff B* is addable in sh(Y(U*)). Row z; of
sh(U)™") has no removable nodes.
e Row z; + 1 of sh(U) has no addable/removable nodes.
e Row 1 of sh(U)® has an addable (resp. removable) j-node iff row x; + 1 of
sh(Y(U*)) has an addable (resp. removable) j-node.
e Row z; of sh(Y(U*)) has a removable i-node (the bottom-right node of p, to be
precise).
From this (6.2)) follows.
(2) {B,C,D} nsh(U) = {B}.
e Row z; of sh(U)(") has an addable (resp. removable) j-node iff row z; of sh(Y(U*))
has an addable (resp. removable) j-node.
e Row z; + 1 of sh(U)") has an addable i-node, and no removable nodes.
e Row 1 of sh(U)® has an addable (resp. removable) j-node iff row x; + 1 of
sh(Y(U*)) has an addable (resp. removable) j-node.
From this (6.2)) follows.
(3) {B,C, D} nsh(U) = {C}.
e Row ; of sh(U)(") has addable node B iff B* is addable in sh(Y(U*)). Row z; of
sh(U) has no removable nodes.
e Row z; + 1 of sh(U)) has no addable/removable nodes.
e Row 1 of sh(U)® has an addable i-node D. Row 1 of sh(U)(®) has removable node
C iff C* is removable in row x; + 1 of sh(Y(U*)).
e Row z; of sh(Y(U*)) has no removable nodes.
e Row z1 + 1 of sh(Y(U*)) has no addable nodes.
From this ([6.2)) follows.
(4) {B,C,D} nsh(U) = {B,C}.
e Row z; of sh(U)(") has an addable (resp. removable) j-node iff row x1 of sh(Y(U*))
has an addable (resp. removable) j-node.
e Row z; + 1 of sh(U)?) has an addable i-node and no removable node.
e Row 1 of sh(U)® has an addable (resp. removable) j-node iff row x; + 1 of
sh(Y(U*)) has an addable (resp. removable) j-node.
From this (6.2)) follows.
(6) {B,C,D} nsh(U) = {B,C, D}.
e Row z; of sh(U)") has an addable (resp. removable) j-node to the right of B
iff row x; of sh(Y(U*)) has an addable (resp. removable) j-node to the right of
B*. The (i + 1)-node B is not removable in row z; of sh(U)™M) iff row 21 + 1 of
sh(Y(U*)) has an addable (i + 1)-node to the right of D*.
e Row z; + 1 of sh(U)M) has an addable i-node and no removable node.
e Row 1 of sh(U)®® has an addable (i + 1)-node. Row 1 of sh(U)(?) has removable
node D iff D* is removable in row z1 + 1 of sh(Y(U*)).
From this ([G2)) follows.

Thus in all cases, ([@.2)) is satisfied, and the lemma follows by induction. (]

Definition 6.4. We say that an arbitrary skew diagram X\/p is minimal if ugi) < /\gi) and
MS())\ By = 0 for all 4. Less formally, a skew diagram is minimal if, in each component, it has

nodes in the top row and in the leftmost column.
Definition 6.5. Let [=2. We say that A/p € " is joinable if it is minimal and A is joinable.

Assuming A/p is joinable, define k*, k4, x;,y; as before, with respect to A. In the same vein
as before we construct a skew tableau \*/u* by shifting the skew diagram A" /u™) until the
lower left node lies above the upper right node of A(?) / 1®, and we construct a skew tableau
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M*/p* by shifting the skew diagram A /u(Y) until the lower left node lies directly to the right
of the upper right node of A /u(?). Specifically, define \*/u* € % and Ase/ s € L% by
setting:
A= A 4o =1, AL £y — 10D AD),

p o= Y by =) e - 1),
and

M= O 4o, AL £y AP AP,

g = (8 oy D) g, n ).
With 7 and 7* defined as before with respect to A, we define

Tab(A*/p*)at* :=7% 0t and Tab(Ay/pg) 2ty =Ty 0t

for u € Tab(A/p). We have bijections

*

{t e StA/p) | t(a1, 1, 1) < (1,y2,2)} ——> St(A*/u*)

and
£ e SUVM) | t(o1 1, 1) > £(1, 2, 2)} —— StA*/4*)
Proposition 6.6. Let A/p € % be joinable, with the top right node in A®) having residue i.
Let t € St(A/p). Then
degt* = degt — (Ai,cont(/\(l)/u(l)))
if t(z1,1,1) < t(1,y2,2), and
degty = degt — (Ai+1,cont()\(1)/u(1)))
if t(z1,1,1) > t(1, 99, 2).

Proof. We prove the first statement. The second is similar. Let v = A*\sh((t*)*). Then by
definition,

(6.3) degt® = deg Y(t*) — deg (™)
(6.4) degt = degY(t) — deg T#
(6.5) degY(t)* = deg Y(Y(t)*) — deg T

Lemma gives us
(6.6) deg Y(t)* = deg ¥(t) — (A, cont(A1))
Note that Y(Y(t)*) and Y(t*) agree outside of u*, so
degY(t)* + deg T — deg Y(t*) = deg Y(Y(t)*) — deg Y(t™)
= deg Y(Y(t)*)<|px| — deg Y(t7) <|p|
=degY ((T*)*) — degT(”*)
= deg(T*)* + deg TV — deg (™)
(6.7) = deg TV — (Ai, cont(u(l))> + deg T — deg T,

using (@) in the last step. Combining equations ([G3)—(@7) yields the result. O
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Lemma 6.7. Let A/u € % be a joinable skew diagram, and assume the top right node in
X2 has residue i. With \* /u* e S and As/ i € L% defined as above, we have

Chq(SA/u) _ qd*chq (S’\*/#*> n qd*chq (S’\*/“*> _ qdk/“chq (SA(I)/#(U o S,\<2>/#<2)> 7

where

d* = (Ai,cont(/\(l)/,u(l)))

dy = (Ai+17COnt()\(l)/u(l))>
dA/,L — degtA/” _ degt)‘(l)/“(l) _ degtA(z)/“(z),

Proof. The first equality follows from Corollary [5.12] and Proposition [6.6, via the bijections
that 7* and 7, induce on basis elements. The second equality is Theorem [5.15] ([

7. CUSPIDAL SYSTEMS

Our primary motivation in developing the theory of skew Specht modules was to describe
an important class of R,-modules called cuspidal modules. In this section we very briefly
describe the notion of cuspidal systems for KLR algebras of type Agl)l. See [§], [16] for a
thorough treatment.

7.1. Convex preorders. For the rest of this paper, we consider the case e > 0 and O = F,
an arbitrary ground field. Recall from §2.1] the set of positive roots ®,. It is known that
P, = O L I, where O are real roots, and O = {nd | n € Z-(} are the imaginary roots,
where § = ag + a1 + -+ - + @e—1 is the null root. Write ¥ := ®1° U {6}. Take a convex preorder
on @, i.e., a preorder < such that for all o, 5 € & :

(1) axporf=<a;

(2) ifa<xpfanda+ e d,, thena<a+ < 0;

(3) a < B and 8 < a if and only if @ and 8 are proportional.
Then @ = & 1 P, where P := {a € @' | a > 0} and T := {a € O | a < }. Let
C’ be the Cartan matrix of finite type corresponding to the subset of vertices I’ = I'\{0}, and
let @ be the corresponding root system with positive roots ®/_. In what follows we make the
additional assumption that the convex preorder is balanced:

P ={méb+alaed®, meZzo}={mé+oi+ i1+ - +a; | meZsp,1<i
P ={mé—a|aed® meZs}={mé—a;— a1 — - —a; | meZLz,1<
Balanced convex preorders exist, see [I].

7.2. Cuspidal systems. Let « € ®,.. Given an R,-module M, we say M is semicuspidal
(resp. cuspidal) if Resj .M # 0 implies that § is a sum of positive roots less than or equal to
(resp. less than) «, and +y is a sum of positive roots greater than or equal to (resp. greater
than) . The following is proved in [8/11118]:

Theorem 7.1.

(1) For every o€ ®F, there is a unique simple cuspidal R,-module L.
(2) For every n > 0, the simple semicuspidal Ry,s-modules may be canonically labeled
{L(v) | v - n}, where v = (v, ... v D) ranges over (e — 1)-multipartitions of n.

Let @ € Q4. Define the set II(a) of root partitions of « to be the set of all pairs (M, v),
where M = (ng)gew is a tuple of nonnegative integers such that » 5.y ng8 = o, and v is an
(e — 1)-multipartition of ns. There is a bilexicographic partial order < on IT(«), see [8]. Given
(M,v) € II(«), define the proper standard module

A(M,v) := L;Tﬁl 0---0 L;Zﬁk oL(v)o L;Zi?“ 0---0 L;Tﬁt (shift(M, v)),
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where (i, ..., B are the real positive roots indexing nonzero entries in M, labeled such that

B1> > Bk >8> PBry1-- > B, and shift(M,v) = Zi:l;&t(ﬂi?ﬁi)nﬁi (ng, —1)/4.
Much of the importance of cuspidal systems lies in the following classification theorem:

Theorem 7.2. [8, Main Theorem|

(i) For every root partition (M,v), the proper standard module A(M,v) has irreducible
head, denoted L(M,v).
(ii) {L(M,v) | (M,v) € II(«)} is a complete and irredundant system of irreducible Ro-
modules up to isomorphism.
(iii) [A(M,v): L(M,v)], =1, and [A(M,v) : L(M,¢)], # 0 implies (N,v) < (M, ().
(iv) L(M,v)® =~ L(M,v).
7.3. Minuscule imaginary representations. The ‘smallest’ simple semicuspidal imaginary

modules, those in Rs-mod, are of particular importance. By the above, they are in bijection
with (e — 1)-multipartitions of 1. We label them Ls;, for i € I\{0}.

Proposition 7.3. For each i € I\{O}, Ls; can be characterized up to isomorphism as the
unique trreducible Rs-module such that i1 = 0 and i, = i for all words © of Ls ;.

Proof. This is [8, Lemma 5.1, Corollary 5.3]. O

7.4. Minimal pairs. Let p € ®'°. A pair of positive roots (5,7) is called a minimal pair for
p if

(i) B+~ =pand B> p;

(ii) for any other pair (8,~") satisfying (i) we have 8’ > 8 or v/ < 7.

Lemma 7.4. Let p € ®'° and (3,7) be a minimal pair for p. If L is a composition factor of
A(B,7) = Lgo L, then L = L(B,v) or L = L,, up to shift.

Proof. This follows from the minimality of (5,+) € II(p)\{p} and Theorem [T.2iii). O

One can be more precise in the case that (3, ) be a real minimal pair for p; i.e., when 3, v € ®*¢.
Define

(7.1) DB,y 1= max{n € Zzo | B —nye P}
Lemma 7.5. [8, Remark 6.5]. Let p € ®'¢, and let (§,7) be a real minimal pair for p. Then
[Ls o Ly] = [L(B,7)] + qm”i(ﬁﬁ)[l’p]a
and
[Ly 0 Lg) = ¢~ VLB, )] + a7 [Ly).
Lemmas [7.4] and are useful in inductively constructing cuspidal modules.
7.5. Extremal words. Let ¢ € I. Define 6} : {I) — {I) by
)= {3 e

Extend 6F linearly to a map 0 : &/(I) — &/(I). Let x € &/{I), and define

gi(z) := max{k = 0| (6¥)*(z) # 0}.
Definition 7.6. A word i{* ---i;* € (I), with a1, ..., ay € Zxo, is called extremal for = if

ay = €4, (), ap—1 = &4,_, ((6},)* (2)), ..., a1 = &4, ((6},)* -+~ (07,) " (x)).-

A word ¢ € (I) is called extremal for M € Ro-mod if it is an extremal word for ch,M € </I.

We have the quantum integer [n] := (¢" — q¢~")/(q — q¢~1) € & for n € Z, and the quantum
factorial [n]' := [1][2] - -[n]. The following lemma is useful in establishing multiplicity-one
results for R,-modules.
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Lemma 7.7. [8 Lemma 2.28]. Let L be an irreducible R,-module, and © = i{" ---iy* € {I)qo
be an extremal word for L. Then dim, L; = [a1]' -+ [ap] .

8. CUSPIDAL MODULES AND SKEW HOOK SPECHT MODULES

Take a balanced convex preorder < on ®,, as described in Section [.J] In this section we
prove that the cuspidal modules L, for p € ®I° are skew Specht modules associated to certain
skew hook shapes, and provide an inductive process for identifying them as such.

8.1. Cuspidal modules for a balanced convex preorder. Throughout this section we
work with Young diagrams and skew diagrams of level | = 1. Let k = (¢). For i € I, Let
1 = (1) e 27 . The following is clear:

Lemma 8.1. Foriel, L,, = S".

Let k = (0), and n; € . be the hook partition of content § with a node of residue ¢ in the
bottom row, depicted below with residues shown:

o[1] - [2H]

Let Xy = 0 and define X;_; := F{vT € §™

resy(e) =i —1} < S for 1 <i<e—1.

Lemma 8.2.

(1) X1 is a submodule of S™:.
(2) Xi—1 = Lsi—1(1) ifi > 1.
(3) S"/Xi—1 = Ls,.

Proof. For ¢ > 1, it is easy to see that
[TeSt(n) | ress(e) =i — 1} = {T e St(n,) | deg T = 1}
and
{T € St(n;) | resr(e) =i} = {T € St(n;) | deg T = 0},

give a partition of St(7);), and hence X;_1 is the span of degree 1 elements in S. As there
are no repeated entries in words of S, it follows that every negatively-graded element of Rs
acts as zero on S™, and hence X;_1 is a submodule. Moreover all words of X; 1 are of the
form (0, ...,i—1), and all word spaces are 1-dimensional and in degree 1. Thus it follows from
Proposition [[3] that X,_; = Ls;—1{1). Then all words of S /X,;_; are of the form (0, ...,%)
and all word spaces are 1-dimensional and in degree 0, so again it follows from Proposition [7.3]
that Sm/Xi,1 = L(;yl'. O

For 1 <i <e—1, me Zsg, let \™/u™" be the skew hook diagram in .7 where

I=1,k=((1—m)i (mod e)),

ot

A= (mi+ 1, ((m—1)i+ 1) .. (i + 1) 1977
and

f = (((mo— 1)i)°, L (20)°7, o).
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In other words, A™*%/u™ is the minimal (in the sense of Definition [6.4) skew hook diagram
with residues shown below, with the 0-node appearing on the inner corners m times, and the
i-node appearing on the outer corners m + 1 times.

o[1] - [4]i]

1| 4

(8.1) 1]
ofr] ~ [
=
i+1]

Lemma 8.3. For1<i<e—1, meZso, L(md+ ;) = QAT

Proof. We prove this by induction on m. As \%¢/u%% = ;, the claim follows by Lemma Bl
Now assume that L(md + ;) = SA™"/W™" Tt is easy to see that (md + a;,d) is a minimal
pair for (m + 1) + «; (see [8 §6.1]). By LemmaB2] the factors of S are Ls; and Ls;—1{1).
Thus by Lemma [74] the only possible factors (up to shift) of AT o G are

(8.2) L((m +1)8 + a;) and L(mé + o, 09), for j e I\{0},

where we write §() for the (e — 1)-multipartition of 1 which is (1) in the jth component and
empty elsewhere.

Note that A/p := (A™% n;)/(p™* @) is joinable, with Ay /us (as defined in §6) equal to
AmtLifmELi g0 by Lemma [6.7 we have

1,

chq(S)‘m’i/“m o S™) = q"chq(Scm+ )+ qbchq(S)‘*/“*)

for some a,b € Z. By injectivity of the character map [7l Theorem 3.17], it follows that the
only factors of SA™ /" are those in (BZ), up to some shift. If t € St(A™+1i/ym+Li),
with 4(t) = 4y - - - ix, note that ay,__ , + -+ + oy, # J, i.e., there is no sequence of removable
nodes in [B] whose residues add up to 4, as is easily seen. Thus Resm[prai,5SAm+1’i/“m+1’i = 0.
But by adjointness and Theorem [T2(i), ReSmsta; 6L(md + a;,60)) # 0 for all j e I1\{0}.
Hence L(md + a;, 6@) is not a factor of A" /™"
is L((m + 1)¢ + «;) some number of times, with shifts.
Consider the extremal word

i = Om+11m+1 .. (l _ 1)m+l(e _ 1)m+1 .. (Z + 1)m+1im+2

for any j, and the only possible factor

>\7n+1,i/p‘m+1,i

of S

#(t) = 1, so this is the (ungraded) dimension of the ¢-word space of . By Lemma
[T the dimension of a module with extremal word 7 must be exactly ([m + 119 m + 2],

. There are ((m + 1))¢"L(m + 2)! distinct t € St(A™+1¢/u™T1) such that
S)\m+1,i/um+l,i

which implies that L((m + 1)d + «;) can only appear once in S’\mﬂ’l/"mﬂ’l, with some shift.

Let t'°P € St(A™+1i/ymTLY) be the tableau achieved by entering 1,...,m in the 0-nodes
of Am*Li/m+Lé from top to bottom, then m + 1,...,2m in the 1-nodes from top to bottom,
and so forth, until the (i — 1)-nodes are filled, then fill the nodes with residue e —1,e—2,...,14
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in the same fashion, working from top to bottom. Then t'P has residue sequence %, and

dog £17 — (e —1)ym(m + 1) N (m+1)(m+ 2)'
2 2
Let tP°* be constructed in the same fashion, except with nodes filled from bottom to top.

Then

ob (e—1m(m+1) (m+1)(m+2)
deg tPot = — 5 — 5 .

As these degrees are the greatest and least in the expression ([m + 1]')~![m + 2]' it follows
that S/ g symmetric with respect to grading, and hence AR L((m+
1)6 + «;) with no shift. O

Forl<i<e—1,meZsy,letl=1 k= (1-m)i (mode)), and let Ay, i/ttm,; be the
skew hook diagram in ", where
Amyi = (mi, (m —1)i+ 1) ... (i + 1), 1771
iy = (((m — 1))~ . (20)77, 877,
In other words, Ap, i/ tim,; is the minimal skew hook diagram with residues shown below, with

the 0-node appearing on the inner corners m times, and the i-node appearing on the outer
corners m — 1 times.

o]1] -
e—1
i1

=4

(8.3) 1]
o[1] - []a
e
2|
E

Lemma 8.4. For 1 <i<e—1, meZzy, L(md — a;) = S*mi/kmi(1 —m).

Proof. We go by induction on m, and the proof proceeds in the same manner as Lemma
The base case is slightly different however. S*1#/#1: is the following hook partition, with
residues shown:

o[1] - [2H]

e—1

[i+2|
i1

By [8, Lemma 5.2], L(§ — «;) factors through the cyclotomic quotient to become the unique
irreducible R?ﬂai—module. Consideration of the words of S*1i/#1.+ shows that it factors through
the cyclotomic quotient as well. Moreover, all of its word spaces are 1-dimensional and in
degree 0, so it follows that S 1#/H1i > L(§ — o).
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The induction step proceeds as in Lemma B3] with (§, md — ;) used as a minimal pair for
(m + 1)6 — a;. Considering the induction product S o S*#/k1i and using Lemma [6.7] one
sees that the only possible factor of SAt#/#1i is L((m + 1)d — «;), some number of times, with
shifts. Consideration of the extremal word

i = Om+11m+1 .. (l _ 1)m+l(e _ 1)m+1 .. (Z + 1)m+1im

shows that L((m + 1)d — a;) appears but once as a factor of S #/#1i with some shift.
L((m+1)d — ;) must have i-word space of graded dimension ([m +1]")¢~![m]'. As before, we
define two standard Ay ;/pq ;-tableaux; £%P_ where the nodes are filled in from top to bottom
according to their order in 4, and tP°!, where the nodes are filled similarly from bottom to
top. Then

-1 1 -1
togsor [ Um0 ),
deg 7 — | — (e—1)m(m+1) _ (m—1)m .
2 2 '
On the right we have the greatest and least degrees in the expression ([m+1]')*~![m]', shifted
by —m, hence L((m + 1)§ — o) = S 1#/#1i(1 — (m + 1)), completing the proof. O

8.2. Identifying cuspidal modules as skew hook Specht modules. We now present an
inductive process for identifying cuspidal modules as skew hook Specht modules with a certain
shift.

Proposition 8.5. Let a be a real positive root, and assume that for all real positive roots 3
with ht(B8) < ht(a), we have Lg = S*/1s{cg) for some skew hook diagram \g/us € S5, where
k = (k) for some k € I and cg € Z. Then the following process gives a skew hook diagram
Ao/ the and co € 7 such that Lo = S*/Fa{c,).
(1) If « = mé + o, for some m € Zsqo and i € I\{0}, then A\o/pte = A™* /™" and c, = 0.
(2) If « = md — oy for some m € Zs1 and i € I\{0}, then Ao/tha = Am.,if/tim,i and
Co =1—m.
(3) Else there is a real minimal pair (8,7v) for a.
(a) If M= (Mg, Ay)/ (s, tby) is joinable, then Ao/pia = As/ts, and

Ca =g+ Cy—psny+ (B,7) +ds —dxju;
(b) else A/ = (Ay, Ag)/ (v, 118) is joinable, Ao/pa = N*/u*, and
Ca =C3+Cy+pay+d* —dyp,
where dy,d* are as in Lemma[6.7, dx/, as in Lemmal5.13, and pg .~ as in (7.1).

Proof. (1) and (2) are Lemmas B3] and 84 so assume we are in case (3). There exists
a real minimal pair (3,7) for a by [8, Lemma 6.9]. By assumption L(3) =~ S*3/#5(cg), and
L(7y) = SM/v{c,). We have B = md+(—1)%(a;+- - -+a; ) forsome s € {0,1}, 1 <i < j<e—1
and y = m'6 + (—1)% (s + - - - + ) for some ' € {0,1}, 1 <7’ < j' < e—1. Since S+ is a
real root, one of the following must be true:

s=s,j+1=43d o s=s5j+1=i or s=-s§,7=5 o s=-5,i=71.

Note that since Ag/pg (resp. Ay/py) is a skew hook diagram, s = 0 (resp. s’ = 0) implies that
the lower left node of A\g/us (resp. Ay/py) has residue ¢ (resp. i'), and the top right node has
residue j (resp. j'). If s =1 (resp. s’ = 1), then the lower left node of A\g/pg (resp. Ay/p)
has residue j + 1 (resp. j' + 1), and the top right node has residue ¢ — 1 (resp. ' —1). In any
case then, we see that one of (Ag, Ay)/(1s, fty) Or (Ay, Ag)/(fty, 13) must be joinable.

Assume the former, and set A/ := (Ag, Ay)/(1g, pty). Then, using Lemma [T5]

[S/\a/uﬁ ° S/\w/uw] =q % [Lgo Ly =q  “[L(B7)] + q—05—0w+pa,w—(ﬂ,v)[La].
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Using Lemma [6.7 and the fact that ch, is injective on [Ry-mod], we also have

[SAs/ms o §A/Hn] = g8 —dam [GN /] 4 gw—dasn ghw/mx ],

Thus, L, must be (a shift of) S**/#* or §¥#/ks. But 15.,2*"/"* 0, so Resg S /1" % 0,
and thus the cuspidality property of L(«) implies it must be the latter, proving the validity
of step (3)(a). If instead, A/p := (Ag, Ay, ug, i) is joinable, we use the second statement in
Lemma [(5] and a similar argument to prove the validity of step (3)(b). O

Corollary 8.6. For a balanced convex preorder, all real cuspidal modules of R, are skew hook
Specht modules up to some shift.

Proof. Apply Proposition inductively, with base case given by Lemma Rl O

Remark 8.7. In [13] §8.4], Kleshchev and Ram showed that in finite type A, the cuspidal
modules (associated to a convex lexicographic order) are Specht modules associated to hook
partitions. Thus one can view Corollary 8.6 as an affine analogue of this fact.

8.3. Cuspidal modules for a special preorder. To give a complete picture, we explicitly
describe the skew Specht modules corresponding to real positive roots in the case of a certain
balanced e-row preorder (in the sense of [5]) on @, where the associated skew hook diagrams
take on a very regular pattern. Take

(1) mé+a>m'd >m"0 — o, for all m e Zxo, m',m" € Z>y, a € 9.
(2) mé+a; 4+ +a; >m'é+ay+-+aj if

i<i; or i=1,m<m]; or i=i,m=mj<j.

, .

By mé—a;—--—a;>md—ay—--—ayif
. ./, . ./ /. . ./ ;. ./
i>4 or i=14,m>m; or i=i,m=mj<j.

Under this preorder, it is easy to see that for any « > § not of the form md + «ay, the positive
root B > a immediately preceding « in the order constitutes the lefthand side of a real minimal
pair (8, — ) for a. Similarly, for & < ¢ not of the form md — «;, the positive root o >
immediately succeeding « in the order constitutes the righthand side of a real minimal pair
(a — 8, B) for a. Then, applying the inductive process in Proposition B3] we arrive at:

(1) For 1 <i<j<e—1and me Zsg, L(md + c; + -+ + a;j) = SV, where A/ is the
minimal skew hook diagram with residues shown on the left below, with the 0-node
appearing on the inner corners m times, and the ¢-node appearing on the outer corners
m + 1 times.

(2) Fr1 <i<j<e—1landme Zsy, L(md — a; —--- — aj) = SV*{1 — m), where
A/ is the minimal skew hook diagram with residues shown on the right below, with
the 0-node appearing on the inner corners m times, and the i-node appearing on the
outer corners m — 1 times.
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