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GENERALISED HOOK LENGTHS AND SCHUR ELEMENTS FOR HECKE
ALGEBRAS

MARIA CHLOUVERAKI, JEAN-BAPTISTE GRAMAIN, AND NICOLAS JACON

ABsTrRACT. We compare two generalisations of the notion of hook lengths for partitions. We apply this in
the context of the modular representation theory of Ariki-Koike algebras. We show that the Schur element
of a simple module is divisible by the Schur element of the associated (generalised) core. In the case of
Hecke algebras of type A, we obtain an even stronger result: the Schur element of a simple module is equal
to the product of the Schur element of its core and the Schur element of its quotient.

1. INTRODUCTION

The representation theory of the symmetric group &, over a field of characteristic e and that of its
Hecke algebra H,(q) when the parameter ¢ is specialised to an e-th root of unity are closely connected. In
particular, they can both be nicely described using the combinatorics of partitions and Young tableaux.

Part of the information on the representations of these algebras can be obtained by studying a fundamental
object: the decomposition matrix. This matrix is a block diagonal matrix whose rows are indexed by the
partitions of n. These label the irreducible representations when the symmetric group algebra or the Hecke
algebra are semisimple (for example, over C or when ¢ is an indeterminate, respectively). Then the irreducible
representations of the symmetric group can be obtained from the ones of the Hecke algebra by taking ¢ = 1.
Their dimension is given by the famous hook length formula, which states that the dimension of an irreducible
representation labelled by a partition A is equal to n! divided by the product of the hook lengths associated
with A.

It turns out that the blocks of the decomposition matrix can be described using a classical combinatorial
process on partitions. One can associate to each partition a pair consisting of a single partition, the e-core,
and an e-tuple of partitions, the e-quotient. The Nakayama Conjecture (proved by Brauer and Robinson,
[BR]) then asserts that two partitions label rows with non-zero entries in the same block if and only if they
have the same e-core. In particular, if the partition is equal to its e-core (in which case we simply say that
it is an e-core), then the block is an 1 x 1 identity matrix.

The Hecke algebra of the symmetric group has a natural generalisation: the Ariki-Koike algebra, also
considered as the Hecke algebra of the complex reflection group G(I,1,n). For [ = 1, this is the symmetric
group 6, = A,_1, and for [ = 2, this is the Weyl group B,. The representation theory of Ariki-Koike
algebras has been extensively studied during the past decades and can be developed in the same spirit as in
type A. In particular, the rows of the associated decomposition matrix are indexed by the set of [-partitions
of n, that is, [-tuples of partitions whose sizes add up to n. It is then natural, from a representation theoretic
point of view but also for the sake of algebraic combinatorics, to ask for a generalisation of the notions of
e-core, e-quotient and hook lengths. We currently know of two independent generalisations of the notion of
hook lengths to multipartitions. The first one was suggested by the second author together with Bessenrodt
and Olsson in a paper of 2011, [BGO]|. Using this, the authors were able to show that the hook lengths of a
partition always contains those of its e-core, giving a combinatorial interpretation of a result by Malle and
Navarro [MN], Theorem 9.1]. The second generalisation was suggested and used by the first and third authors
in a paper of 2012, [CJI1], in order to describe the Schur elements of Ariki-Koike algebras. It was only after
it was reused in the more recent paper [CJ2] that we realised that the two notions, even though different at
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a first glance, could be compared. This is the first aim of this paper. Using the language of symbols, we are
able to obtain an injection from the multiset of CJ-hook lengths to the multiset of BGO-hook lengths which
preserves the absolute value of the hook length (Proposition ZZT.7). In the equal charge case, this injection
becomes a bijection (Corollary 2-T.]).

Now, as far as the notion of e-core (and e-quotients) is concerned, a first combinatorial generalisation was
suggested also in [BGQO], while a second one, adapted to the representation theory of Ariki-Koike algebras,
was suggested by the third author and Lecouvey in [JL]. In Section [Z3] we give a connection between the
two, but it is weaker than the one provided for generalised hook lengths. However, thanks to this connection,
we are able to deduce (Proposition Z39)) that the CJ-hook lengths of the e-core of a multipartion A are
contained in those of A (or an extension therof).

In the second part of the paper, we explore the consequences of our results on the representation theory of
Ariki-Koike algebras. Ariki-Koike algebras are symmetric algebras, that is, they are endowed with a linear
map which is a symmetrising trace; this is also true for group algebras of finite groups. To each irreducible
representation of a symmetric algebra, we can associate an element of the (integral closure of) the ring over
which the algebra is defined, the Schur element. In the case of the group algebra of the symmetric group,
the Schur element associated with a partition A is the product of all hook lengths of A. In the case of
the Ariki—Koike algebra, the Schur element associated with a multipartition A is a Laurent polynomial in
many indeterminates. There are three different descriptions of the Schur elements of Ariki-Koike algebras
[GIM| Matl [CJ1], the latter of which uses the CJ-hook lengths.

In this paper, we use our results on generalised hook lengths to prove two theorems on Schur elements.
The first one concerns the factorisation of the Schur element in type A. Theorem [B.3.1] states that, for any
e, the Schur element associated with a partition A is the product of the Schur element of its e-core and
the Schur element of its e-quotient. This points towards a remarkable and intriguing connection between
the representation theory of the Hecke algebra of type A and that of the cyclotomic Hecke algebra of type
G(e,1,n). Our second result, Proposition B4l concerns more generally the Schur elements of Ariki-Koike
algebras: we show a divisibility property which may be viewed as a generalisation of [CJ2, Proposition
3.8.3]. This property allows us to compare the Schur element of an arbitrary multipartition with that of its
generalised core (in the sense of [JLJ]).

2. GENERALISED HOOK LENGTHS

In this section, we introduce two notions which generalise the notions of hook and hook lengths for
partitions to the case of multipartitions (and of their associated symbols). We then investigate the connection
between these objects.

2.1. Symbols. Let | € Z~(. By definition, a S-set of charge m is a collection X = (ay,...,a;) of strictly
increasing elements in N. An [-symbol is a collection of | S-sets X = (Xy,...,X;). The multicharge of the
symbol is the I-tuple (m1,...,m;) where, for all j = 1,...,1, the integer m; is the charge of the S-set X;.

Example 2.1.1. The 3-symbol X = ((0,2,4,6), (0,3,4),(0,2,5)) has multicharge (4, 3, 3).

An [l-symbol X = (X1,...,X;) can be conveniently represented using its abacus configuration. The [
B-sets X1, ..., X; are represented by [ horizontal runners, labelled from bottom to top. Each runner is full
of beads, numbered by the natural integers, and a bead numbered by a € N = Zx is coloured black if and
only if a € X;. Thus the charge of X; is the number of black beads in the associated runner. For each
1<j<l wealsolet I'; = N\ X;.

Example 2.1.2. If [ = 3 and X = ((0,2,4,6),(0,3,4),(0,2,5)), then the abacus representation of X is
| HON NONCN NONONOEONONCHNONCHONCHNONCHONCONO)
| HONON N NONCHONOEONONCHONCHONCHNONCHONCONO)
| HON NON NON NONOHEONOHNCHNONCHONCHNONCHONCONO)
01 2 3 45 6 7 8 91011121314 1516 17 18 19 20
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2.1.1. Generalised hooks. We have two types of generalisation of the notion of hook. A (general) hook in the
I-symbol X is the datum of a quadruple (a,b,4,j) with a, b € N and 1 <4, j <, and where a € X; and
be Fj.

(1) A BGO-hook is a hook (a,b,,j) such that a > b and, if a = b, then i > j.

(2) A CJ-hook is a hook (a, b, 1, j) such that

t{veTlila>y}>t{yel;|b>n~}.
BGO-hooks were defined in [BGO], and CJ-hooks in [CII] (with the abacus interpretation given in [CJ2]).

Example 2.1.3. Let X = ((0,2,4,6),(0,3,4),(0,2,5)). Then (2,2,3,2) is a BGO-hook in X, but it is not
a CJ-hook, whereas (3, 3,2, 3) is a CJ-hook but not a BGO-hook.

We will denote by HPC(X) and HE7 (X)) the sets of BGO-hooks and CJ-hooks in X respectively. When
I = 1, the two notions coincide. Moreover, for all i = 1,...,1, we have (a,b,i,i) € HEFC(X) if and only if
(a,b,i,7) € HY7(X). We obviously have
HEOX) = | HPOOUX: X)) and HYY(X)= | HO(X:, X))
1<i<j<l 1<i<j<l
Let now i,j € {1,...,1}. If a € X;, then we denote by HEJ-GO(a) (resp. Hfjj(a)) the set of all BGO-hooks
(resp. CJ-hooks) of the form (a,b,4, 7). We have

M/ (a) =t{y € Tila >~}
If : < j, then
tHP7O(a) = t{y € Tjla >~}
If i > 7, then
tHP7O(a) = t{y € Tjla >~}
Proposition 2.1.4. Let X = (X1,...,X;) be an l-symbol with multicharge (m1,...,my). If m; = m; for
some 1 <i < j<lI, then
FHPCO (X, X)) = tHE (X6, X))
Proof. Let X; = (a1,...,am) and X; = (b1,...,by), where m = m; = m;. If ay, < by, let k € {1,...,m}
be minimal such that a,, < by, and set a := a,,, and b := by. If a,, > by, let k € {1,...,m} be minimal such
that ax > b,,, and set a := a; and b := b,,,. In both cases, we have
FHT (a) +4HST (0) = #{yeTila>~}+#{yel;[b>~}
= #{y €T;|min(a,b) >~} + t{y € T'; | min(a,b) > v} + |a — b|
and
(HEFC(a) +EHPFO(D) = H{yeTjla>~}+i{yeTi[b>17}
#{v € I'; |min(a, b) > v} + #{y € I'; | min(a,b) > v} + |a — b|.

So it is enough to show that
HPCO (X, X))\ (M0 (a) UHFTO (1)) = 1H (X, X)) \ (K () UHSTT () -

We go on in a similar way until we have paired off each element of X; with an element of X; so that
the total number of BGO-hooks starting with these two elements is equal to the total number of CJ-hooks

starting with these two elements. g
Corollary 2.1.5. Let X = (X1,...,X;) be an l-symbol with multicharge (mq,...,m;). If my = ... =my,
then

RO (X) = e (X).

Now the hook length associated with the hook (a,b,1,7) is bl(a,b,4,j) := a — b. As the set of hooks are
different in both cases in general, the associated hook lengths will be denoted by HLPY? (X)) and HLE (X).
Note that the elements of the former are all non-negative integers whereas this is not the case in general for
the latter. The following lemma establishes a connection between CJ-hooks of the same length, which will
be useful in the proof of the subsequent proposition.
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Lemma 2.1.6. Let X = (X1,..., X)) be an l-symbol. Let h € Z, and let (a + h,a,i,7), (a' + h,a’,i,7) be
hooks in X with a < a’. Assume that, for all k with a < k < a’, we have either (k + h, k) € X; x X; or
(k+h,k)el; xT;. Then (a+ h,a,i,j) is a CJ-hook if and only if (a' + h,d’,i,7) is a CJ-hook.

Proof. Set r:=#{a <k <d'|(k+hk)el; xT;}. Then {ye;|a >~} =r+t{yeljla>~}and
fH{lyeli|la +h>~}=r+t{y€Tl;la+h >~} Hence,

tlveTild +h>t—t{yveljld >yt =t{yelilath>v}-#{yel;la>}.
O

Proposition 2.1.7. Let X = (X1,...,X;) be an l-symbol. There exists an injective map f : HE7(X) —
HBGEO(X) such that, if f(a,b,i,7) = (a’,,4',5"), then |a—b| = a’ —=b" and {i,j} = {i’,j'}. More specifically,
if (a,b,4,7) ¢ HBCO(X), then (a/,b',i',5") ¢ HCI(X) and (i',5') = (j,1), while the restriction of f on
HET(X)NHBEO(X) is the identity map.
Proof. First of all, if (a,b,i,7) € HE/(X) N HEFO(X), then we set f(a,b,4,7) := (a,b,i,j). Therefore, it is
enough to show that there exists an injective map

f . HCJ(X) \ HBGO(X) N HBGO(X) \ HCJ(X)
such that, if f(a,b,4,j) = (a’,V',i’,j'), then [a—b| =b—a=a —¥ and (¢/,j) = (j,i). Note that a CJ-hook
(a,b,4,7) is not a BGO-hook if and only if a —b < 0 or a = b and i < j.

Ifi,j € {1,...,1} with i = 4, then (a,b,4,5) € HE'(X) N HPEO(X), so there is nothing to do.

Now let 4,7 € {1,...,1} with ¢ < j. Let h € Z>¢ and let a1 < --- < a, be all the elements of X; such that
(ag,ar + h,i,7) € HE7(X) (1 < k < r). These hooks have length —h, and so (ax,ar + h,i,5) ¢ HEFO(X)
for 1<k <r.

We start with (a1,a1 + h,,j). By definition,

H{yeTlilar >~} >t{yeTljlar+h>~}>0.

Let ¢; > --- > ¢5 be the elements of {y € I';| a1 > ~v}. If ¢; + h € T}, then
H{rvelilaa >t >Hyeljla+h>9} 21,

and so s > 1. Now, if cp + h € I';, then
tH{lyeTlilar >y} >#{yveljlai+h>7} > 2,

and so s > 2, and so on. Since s is finite, this procedure must stop, and so there exists t € {1, ..., s} minimal

with respect to the property ¢; +h € X;. Then (¢; + h, ¢, j,7) € HPYO(X) and has hook length equal to h.

We will now show that (c; + h, ¢, §,i) ¢ HE/(X). If not, then, by definition,

H{yeljla+h>vt>8{yelila>~v}>0.

Set u = t{y € I'j|et + h > v}. We have u > s —t. By Lemma and because of the minimality of
a1, we have that f{y € T'j|ai + h >~y > ¢+ h} =t —1. Hence, t{y € Tj|lar +h >~} =t -1+ u.
Since s > #{y € I';|a1 + h > v}, we deduce that s —¢ > u — 1, which yields a contradiction. Therefore,
(Ct + h,Ct,j,i) ¢ HCJ(X) and we set f(alual + h,l,]) = (Ct + huctajui)'

We now move on to (az,as + h,i,j). By definition,

H{yelilaa >} >t{veljlax+h>y>t{yeTl;lar+h >~} >0.

Let di > --- > d, be the elements of {y € I'; | a2 > v} \ {¢:}. We have v > 0. Using the same argument as
before, if we take w € {1,...,v} minimal with respect to the property d,, + h € X;, then (dy + h, dw, j,7) €
HBGO(X) \ HCJ(X) and we set f(a27a/2 + h,l,]) = (dw + hud’wuj7i)‘

We continue like this for as, ..., a,.

Now let 4,5 € {1,...,1} with i > j. Let h € Z~g and let b1 < --- < by, be all the elements of X; such that
(bg, b + hyi,75) € HEY(X) (1 < k < m). We define f for these elements exactly as in the previous case.

Because of the way we defined f, it is clearly injective. O
Corollary 2.1.8. Let X = (X1,...,X;) be an l-symbol with multicharge (mq,...,m;). If my = ... =my,
then the map f is a bijection.

Proof. The result follows from Corollary 2.1.5 and Proposition Z.1.7 O

4



Example 2.1.9. The map f is not bijective in general. Let [ = 2 and X = ((0,5), (0,1,4)).

00 OO0OO@O0OOOOOOOOOLOLOOLOOOOO

| HONORONON NONOHONOHONOHONCHONCONONORONONE,

01 23456 7 8 910111213141516 171819 20
Then HLBCC(X) = {1,1,2,2,3,4]0,0,1,2,3,2,3} and HLE/ (X) = {1,1,2,2,3,4| —1,0,2,3,2,3}.
Example 2.1.10. The map f can be bijective even when the charges are unequal. Let [ = 2 and X =
((0,1,2,5),(0,3,4)).

| HONON N NONOHNONOROHONOHONCHONCONONONONONE,

000 OO0 O00O0O0OO0OOOOOLOLOOLOLOLOOO

01 23456 7 8 910111213141516 171819 20

Then HLPYC(X) = {1,1,2,2,2,3]0,0,1,1,3,4} and HL7 (X) = {1,1,2,2,2,3| —1,0,0,1,3,4}.

2.1.2. Scaled hooks. Let k € Zso. If X = (a1,...,a,) is a (-set, then we denote by kX the [-set
(kay, ..., kany), and if X = (Xq,...,X;) is an l-symbol, then we denote by kX the l-symbol (kX71,...,kX;).

Obviously, (a,b,4,7) is a hook of X if and only if (ka, kb,,j) is a hook of kX. Moreover, (a,b,i,7) is a
BGO-hook of X if and only if (ka, kb, ,j) is a BGO-hook of kX. The same does not hold for CJ-hooks in
general (even though, by using the definition of CJ-hooks, we can show that it is true if a > b):

Example 2.1.11. Let I =2 and X = ((0,2,3),(0,1,2)).

N N NONONONOCHONONONCHONONONOHNONONONCONONS)

| HON N NONCNCHONONONCHONONONCHNOHONONCONONS

01 2 3 45 6 78 9 1011121314 1516 17 1819 20
Then HLPYO(X) = {1,2]0,1} and HLC/(X) = {1,2]0,—1}. More specifically, (3,3,1,2) and (2,3,1,2)
are CJ-hooks. Now, for k = 2, we have kX = ((0,4,6), (0,2,4)).

| HON NON NONCHONONONCHONONONONONONONONONG

| HONOCHON NON NONONONCHONONONONORONONONONG

01 2 3 45 6 7 8 9 1011121314 1516 17 18 19 20
We have HLPYC (kX)) = {1,1,1,1,2,3,3,3,4,5|1,3,1,3,5,0,1,1,2,3} and HL (kX)) = {1,1,1,1,2,3,3,3,4,5 |
-1,1,3,0,1,3,5,1,2,3}. Here, (6,6,1,2) is a CJ-hook, but (4,6, 1,2) is not. However, we now have a new
CJ-hook with hook length equal to 2, the hook (4,2,2,1). This is to be expected by Corollary ZT.8

Set Hi(X) := {h € H*(kX)|hl(h) = 0mod k} where x € {BGO,CJ} (for k =1, Hi(X) = H*(X)). By

definition of kX, the elements of Hj (X) are of the form (ka, kb, 1, j) for some (a,b) € X; x I';. Following
the discussion in the beginning of the subsection we have

(2.1) HEGO(X) = {(ka, kb,i,7) | (a,b,4,5) € HPCO (X))
Therefore, there exists a bijection
(2.2) HECO(X) — HECO(X), (a,b,4,5) — (ka, kb, i, 7).

Now, if X = (Xi,...,X;) is an l-symbol with multicharge (mq,...,m;), and m; = ... = my, then
Corollary 2T yields the following bijections (since the map f preserves the absolute value of hook lengths):
(2.3) HO(X) +— HPCO(X) and HPOO(X) +— HI(X).

Combining these with ([2.2]), we obtain a bijection
(2.4) HO(X) — HE (X)), (a,b,4,§) — (ka', kb, 4’ 5)

such that |[a — b| = |a’ — V| and {i,5} = {¢’,5'}. At the level of the corresponding hook lengths, we have
bijections:
HLO(X) — HLOOOX) — HLPOO(X) —  HLY(X)

(2:5) x — || — k|x| — kx or — ku.

Example 2.1.12. In Example LTI above, we have HLPC(X) = {2,4]0,2} = HLS ' (X).
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2.1.3. Charged hooks. Let s € N. If X = (ay,...,a,) is a S-set, then we set X[s] := (0,1,...,s8 — 1,
ar+8,...,0, +5)if s #0, and X[0] := X. Let s = (s1,...,5) € N. If X = (Xy,..., X)) is an [-symbol,
then we denote by X[s] the l-symbol (X1[s1],...,X;[si]). Obviously, (a,b,4,7) is a hook of X if and only if
(a+s;,b+sj,1,7) is a hook of X[s]. This in fact characterizes all the hooks of X[s|. Moreover, we obviously
have that (a,b,1,j) is a CJ-hook of X if and only if (a + s;,b + s;,1,7) is a CJ-hook of X[s], because the
translation does not affect the number of empty spots in the abacus. This is of course not the case for
BGO-hooks:

Example 2.1.13. Let I =2 and X = ((0,2,3),(0,1,2)).

' ¥ N NeNeoNoNoNeloNoNoNoNoNeNoNoNoNoNoNoNe!

' JoNt X NeoNoNoNecNoNoNoNoNoNeNoNoNoNoNoNoNe!

01 23456 7 8 91011121314 1516 17 18 19 20
Then HLC7(X) = {1,2|0,—1} and HLBYC(X) = {1,2]0,1}. Now, for s = (1,4), we have X[s] =
((0,1,3,4),(0,1,2,3,4,5,6)).

000000000000 0ODODOOOOOOO

' X NN N NoNoNeNoNoNoNoNeNeNoNoNoNoNoNoNe!

01 23456 7 8 91011121314 1516 17 18 19 20

We have HLEY (X[s]) = {1,2] — 3,—4} and HLPYC(X[s]) = {1,2]0,0,0,1,3,4}.

O
O
8

Therefore, there exists a bijection

(2.6) HON(X) — HO(X[8]), (a, by, 5) — (a + si,b+ 55,1, 5),
which, at the level of hook lengths, yields a bijection
(2.7) HLE(X) — HLE(Xs]), bl(a, by, ) —> Bl by, 5) + si = 5.

2.1.4. Charged scaled hooks. Let k € Z~q and s € N'. Let X = (X1,..., X;) be an [-symbol with multicharge
(my,...,my) and m; = ... =my. Set
Hy o(X) :={(a,b,i,5) € H*((kX)[s]) | (a — si) — (b~ s;) = 0mod k},

where * € {BGO,CJ}. We have Hj o(X) = H*(X), where 0 = (0,...,0) € N'. Combining Z2), 23),
24) and ([26), we deduce that we have a bijection

(2.8) HET(X) «— HPGO(X).
In particular, at the level of hook lengths, this induces a bijection
(2.9) HLEL(X) — HLYSO(X)[kis],  ©+— £,

where HL] o(X)[k;s] := {k(a —b) + 5, — 55| (a,b,i,7) € Hi o(X)}.

Example 2.1.14. Let [ = 2 and X = ((0,2,3),(0,1,2)) as before. We have HLP§(X) = {1,2]0,1}. For
k=2ands = (1,4), we have HLY GO (X)[k;s] = {2,4]3,5} and HLY(X)[k;s] = {2,4| —3,—5}. Moreover,
we have (kX)[s] = ((0,1,5,7),(0,1,2,3,4,6,8)).

00000 000000000 ODOODOOOO

L X NoNoNoN NoN NoNoNoNoNoNoNoNoNoNoNoNoNe)

0123456 7 8 9101112131415 1617 18 19 20

Then HEZ(X) = {(5,3,1,1),(7,3,1,1),(7,10,1,2),(8,3,2,1)}, and so HL I (X) = {2,4] - 3,5}.

2.2. Multipartitions. A partition of (rank) n is a sequence of integers (\1,..., ;) such that Ay > ... >
Ar > 0 and such that ), ... A\ = n. We consider that adding 0’s to the partition does not change the
partition. To each f-set X = (ay,...,a,) we can canonically associate a partition A(X) = (A1,...,Am)
such that, for all ¢ = 1,...,m, we have \; = a;—;+1 + % — m. In the abacus configuration of X, \; equals
the number of empty spots on the left of a,,—;41.

Example 2.2.1. If X = (0,3,4,6,8), then we have A(X) = (4,3,2,2).
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Conversely, to any partition A = (Ay,...,\.), we can associate a fS-set X(\) = (a1,...,am), where
m :=min{i > 0 | \; = 0} and such that, for all i = 1,...,m, we have a;,—;+1 = A\; — i+ m. Now, for any
s € N, we have that A(X(\)[s]) = A

Now, let | € Z~¢. An l-partition (or multipartition) of n is an [-tuple of partitions (A, ..., A!) such that
the sum of the ranks of the M’s is n. To each [-symbol X = (X1,..., X;), we can associate a multipartition
A(X) = (A(Xy),...,A(X})) together with a multicharge s(X) € N! which is the multicharge of the symbol.
Example 2.2.2. Let X = ((0,1,2,5),(0,3,4)) then we have A(X) = ((2),(2,2)) and s(X) = (4,3).

Conversely, to any I-partition A = (A, ..., A!), we can associate an I-symbol X (A) = (X(A\1),..., X(\})).
Everything we proved in §2.1] about hooks and hook lengths applies to X (X). As before, for each s € N', we
have A(X(X)[s]) = A. For the empty l-partition @, we will take X (@) to be empty.

If now (myq,...,my) is the multicharge of X (), set m := max(m;) and m := (m —mq,...,m —my). The
I-symbol X (A)[m] represents the I-partition A and has multicharge (m,m,...,m). It will be denoted by
X1O(N). We thus have X'O(X); = (0,1,...,m —m; — L, N, —mj +m,..., Xy —2+m,\{ — 1 +m) for
all j = 1,...,1. Equivalently, X"°(\); = (aJ,d},...,al,) where afnﬂ-ﬂ = M — i+ m. Generalising this
notation, we will denote by X*$(X) the I-symbol (kX1%(X))[s] for any k € Z~q and s € N
2.3. Cores and quotients. Fix e € Zso. Let n € N and let A be a partition of n. Let X(A) denote the
corresponding set of S-numbers. We can now associate to A an e-symbol Y'(\) = (Y1, ...,Y.) where, for all
je{l,... e}, Y; is the set of increasing integers obtained by ordering the set

{keN|j—1+kee X(\)}.

The abacus configuration of Y(\) is the e-abacus presentation of .

Let A be the e-partition such that X (A) = Y (A). Then A is the e-quotient of A. If now s = (s1,...,5.) is
the multicharge of Y (\), then the e-core of A is the partition A\° such that Y/ (A°) = X (0)[s], where @ denotes
the empty e-partition (this amounts to pushing all beads of Y () to the left).

Example 2.3.1. Let A =(3,2,1,1,1) and e = 3. Then X () = (0,2, 3,4,6,8) and thus

Y(A) =((0,1,2),(1),(0,2)).
Thus, the 3-quotient of X is (@, (1), (1)). The multicharge of Y'()\) is s = (3,1,2) and so the 3-core is the
partition A° such that

Y(3°) = ((0,1,2), (1), (0, 1)),
that is, \° = (1,1).

Now, the multiset #L()\) of hook lengths of a partition A is the multiset #LZ%C(X(A)). By [BGO),
Theorem 4.4], we have:

Proposition 2.3.2. Let § = (es1,eso+ 1,...,es. + (e — 1)). As multisets, we have
HL() = HLO) UIHLTG? (X)) [es ],
where | - | means that we take the absolute value of each element in the multiset.

Using (Z9), we deduce:

Corollary 2.3.3. Let s = (esy,esa+1,...,esc + (e — 1)). As multisets, we have
HLO) = HLO) U HLT (X)),
where | - | means that we take the absolute value of each element in the multiset.

A consequence of the above result in terms of Schur elements will be given in the next section.
Example 2.3.4. In the previous example of A = (3,2,1,1,1), we have HL(\) = {1,1,1,2,3,3,5,7} and
HL(A) = {1,2}. Moreover, m = (0,2,1) and § = (9,4,8). The abacus configuration for X*°(\) is:

0 OO0 O0OO0OOOOOOOLOLOOOOOOO

0@ OO0 O0OO0OOOOOOOOLOOOOOOO

00 O0OO00O0OO0OOLOOOOOOLOOOOOOO

0123456 7 8 9 1011121314 151617 1819 20
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Then HEGO(A) = {(3,2,2,2),(3,3,2,1),(3,2,2,3),(3,2,3,3),(3,3,3,1),(3,2,3,2)},and so HLEFO (\)[e; 8] =
{3, -5, —i, 3,—1,7}. On the other hand, X3%(X) has abacus configuration ’
0 0000000 OOOOOOLOOEO OO
00000 000000 OOOOOOOOOO
0 0000000000 OCOOOOOOOO
01 23456 7 8 9 1011121314 1516 17 18 19 20

Then HSZ(X1O(N)) = {(13,10,2,2), (13,18,2,1), (13, 14,2,3), (17, 14,3,3), (17,18,3,1), (17, 10,3,2)}, and
S0 Hﬁgg(Xl)o(A)) = {33 _53 _1a 37 _17 7}

Let now X = (X,...,X;) be an [-symbol and let ¢ € Z~¢. Let d € {0,1,...,l—1}. Then the [d, t]-core of
X is an [-symbol, denoted by X|[d,t], obtained as follows. For each hook (a,b,,j) such that i — j = dmod!

and a — b = t, we replace X’ by X*\ {a} and X7 by X7 U {b}. We say that we “remove” the hook
(a,b,4, 7). Continuing this process as long as necessary, the resulting symbol has no hook (a, b, %, j) such that

t—j = dmodl and a — b = ¢, and it does not depend on the order we choose to remove the hooks (see
[BGQ)).

Example 2.3.5. Let [ =2 and X = ((0,2,4,7),(0,2,3,4,6,8)).

| HON N N HON NON HNONCHORONCOHCHORONONCHON

| OGN NON NONON NONCHOHONONCOHCHONONONCHONC

01 23456 7 8 9 1011121314 151617 1819 20

Then X[0,3] = ((0,1,2,4),(0,1,2,3,5,6)) and X[1,3] = ((0,1,2,3,5,7), (0,1,2,3)).
Remark 2.3.6. For any e € Zsg, it is easy to see that X[0,e] = (A(X1)°, ..., A(X7)°).

On the other hand, in [JLJ, for e € Z~q and s € N, we have a notion of an (e, s)-core for a multipartition
A which can be defined in terms of the symbol X1$(X). For a general I-symbol X, this e-core is obtained as
follows:

(1) If (a,a,i,7) is a hook with i < j, then X is replaced by X*\ {a} and X7 by X7 U {a}.
(2) If (a,a —e,1,1) is a hook, then X! is replaced by X'\ {a} and X! by X' U {a — e}.

Continuing this process as long as necessary, the resulting symbol is the e-core of X and is denoted by X°,
while its multicharge is denoted by s°. Note that the above process for calculating the e-core can be replaced
by the following one:

(1) Applying Step (1) of the Jacon—Lecouvey algorithm.
(2) Taking the [l — 1, e]-core.
(3) Repeating this process as long as necessary.
Moreover, note that
e Step (1) does not affect the non-zero BGO-hook lengths.
e X° has only non-zero CJ-hook lengths, that is, 0 ¢ HLE7 (X°).
If X = X15(X), then the [-partition A(X°) is the (e, s)-core of A and is denoted by A°.

We now compare our two notions of hook lengths in the general case. Let A be an [-partition. First, we
need a useful result ([BGOL Theorem 3.3]): for & € N and s,x € N', as multisets we have

HLPCO (XT3 (N)[k; x] = HLPGO (X VO (X)) [k; x| U HLPCO (X15(0)) [k; x]

where x' = (21 + s1k, ..., 7 + sik) and we take X15(0) to have the same multicharge as X1:5(X). If we now
take x =0 and k =1, we get

HLPCO(XT3(N)) = HLPCO(XO(N))[1;8] U HLPCC (X 15(0)),

which in turn yields the following.



Proposition 2.3.7. Let X be an l-partition and s € N'. As multisets, we have
HLEO(X (V) = ML (X15(N))| UHLEOO (X (0),
where | - | means that we take the absolute value of each element in the multiset.

The following proposition is a reformulation of [BGO, Theorem 5.4].

Theorem 2.3.8. Let t € Zwgand d € {0,1,...,1 —1}. The non-zero elements of HLPYC(X[d,t]) are
contained in the non-zero elements of HLZYC(X).

From this theorem and the above discussion, we obtain:

Proposition 2.3.9. Let X be an l-partition and s € N'. Set X := XV$(X). Then the non-zero elements of
(HLET (X)) UHLEYO (X5 () are contained in [HLE (X)|UHLECC(X13(0)). In particular, fors = 0,
the elements of |HLS” (X°)| are contained in |HLE” (X)).

2.4. The a-function. For any [-symbol X, if we write the elements of X as (k1, ..., k) in decreasing order,

then we define
aX):= > (i— 1k
1<i<m
Let A = (A\L,..., A\l) be an [-partition. Let s = (s1,...,s;) € Nl and let k¥ € N. Recall that if X1:°(\) has
multicharge (mx,max, - ..,mx), then X*3(X) has multicharge (mx + s1,...,mx + 57).
The a-value of A is [GJl, Proposition 5.5.11]:
as £ (A) = a(X"3(X)) — a(X*3(0))

where we take X*(@) to have the same multicharge as X*$(\).

We will simply write a(A) for ag1(A). Note that for [ = 1, the charge does not affect the value of the
a-function. Moreover, we have ag 1 (A) = kas1(A).

We will now use the notation in the beginning of the last subsection. Fix e € Z~(. Let n € N and let A
be a partition of n. Let A be the e-quotient of A and let A\° be the e-core of A\. Let s = (s1,...,8.) be the
multicharge of X (A) and § := (esy,esa+1,...,es.+ (e — 1)).

Proposition 2.4.1. We have
(2.10) a(X) = a(A°) + ag e (N).

Proof. First note that, for j = 1,...,e, we have z € Y/()); if and only if ex + j — 1 + emx € X*5(X);.

On the other hand, by definition of Y()), we have z € Y()\); if and only if ex + j — 1 € X1%()\). Note
that the function x — ex + j — 1 is a strictly increasing function.

Similarly, we have y € Y (A\°); if and only if ey + j — 1 4+ emx € X*5(0);.

On the other hand, by definition of Y(A\°), we have y € Y/(\°); if and only if ey +j — 1 € X *(\°), where
t is taken so that #X1t(\°) = #Y(\°).

Therefore, we obtain

a(A) —a(\?) = a(X (X)) — a(X(A%)) = a(X*(A)) — a(X**(@))

because the terms emy cancel out (since their number is equal to #Y (\) = #Y(A°)), and the same holds
for all remaining (smallest) elements of X¢S(X) and X*5(0). O

Example 2.4.2. Let us revisit Example 234 Let A = (3,2,1,1,1) and e = 3. Then \° = (1,1) and
A= (0,(1),(1)). Moreover, § = (9,4,8). The abacus configuration of X1:%()\) is

HON N N NON NON NONOCHONONCHONCOHONCORONONO

01 2 3 45 6 7 8 9 1011121314 1516 17 18 19 20

The abacus configuration of Y'(\) is
| NON HONONONONORONONONONONONONONONONONONGT
ON NONORONONONORONONONONONONONONONONONONGT
000 O O0OO0OO0OOOOOOOODOOLOLOLOOO
01 23456 7 8 9 1011121314 151617 1819 20
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Thus, the abacus configuration of Y/(A\°) is
L N _NONORONONONORONONONONONONONONONONONONGT
| NONOHNORONONONORONONONONONONONONONONONONGT,
000 O O0OO0OO0ODODOOLOOODOOLOLOLOLOOO
01 23456 7 8 91011121314 1516 17 1819 20

and the corresponding abacus configuration of X3(\°) is
0000 O0O0OOOOOOLLOLOLLOLLOLOLOOO
012345 6 7 8 91011121314 1516 17 18 19 20
Soa(\)=(6—-4)+2-4-3)+3-(3—2)4+4-(2—-1)=11and a(N\°)=5—-4=1.
Now, the abacus configuration of X%5(X) is

0000000000 0CO0O0OOOOOOOOO
00000000000 LOLOLOOOOOOLOO
00000000000 0COOOOOOOLOO
0123456 7 8 9 1011121314 1516 17 1819 20

and the abacus configuration of X35(@) i

~
—
wn

0000000000000 0000ODODOOO

0000000000000 0ODOOOOOO

00000000000 000000000OO0

0123456 7 8 9 1011121314 151617 1819 20
whence az o(A) = (15 — 14) + 2 (13— 12) + 3 (12— 11) + 4 - (11 — 10) = 10.

3. SCHUR ELEMENTS OF ARIKI-KOIKE ALGEBRAS

3.1. Generic Ariki-Koike algebras. Let q := (@1, ..., Q1; ¢) be a set of I + 1 indeterminates and
set R := Z[q,q"']. The Ariki-Koike algebra H2 is the associative R-algebra (with unit) with generators
To, T1, ..., T, 1 and relations:
(To —Q1)(To —Q2) - (To — Qi) =0
(T —¢)(T; +1)=0 for1<i<n-1
TyThWToTh = Th ToTh T
LT Ty =T TiTi for1<i<n-—2

It follows from [AK] and Ariki’s semisimplicity criterion [Ar] that the algebra Q(q)H2 is split semisimple.
We have a bijection II}, — Irr(Q(q)H2), A — x>, where I}, denotes the set of [-partitions of n and
Irr(Q(q)H2) denotes the set of irreducible characters of Q(q)H4.

There exists a canonical symmetrising trace 7 on H2 in the sense of Broué-Malle-Michel [BMM]. This

trace was defined by Bremke and Malle [BM] over a field, and then it was shown to be a symmetrising trace
over R by Malle and Mathas in [MM]. We have

1

E : A

T = S_X )
Aelll, A

where sy € R is the Schur element of x* with respect to 7.

Two independent descriptions of the Schur elements of H2 have been given by Geck-Iancu-Malle [GIM]
and Mathas [Mat]. In both articles, the Schur elements are given as fractions in Q(q). However, since the
Schur elements belong to the Laurent polynomial ring R, we know that the denominator always divides the
numerator. In [CJ1] we have given a cancellation-free formula for these Schur elements, that is, we have
explicitly described their irreducible factors in R. This formula uses the CJ-hook lengths and, following our
work in [CJ2], it can be read as follows:

1The extra condition needed for the trace to be canonical is supposed to be settled by [GIM) Theorem 5.2].
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Theorem 3.1.1. Let A= (A1, A2 ... \) € II

n’

sa= ()" Vg™ I @@ - 1)

(a,b,i,j)eHCI(X)

and set X := XVO(X). The Schur element sy is given by

where X is the partition of n obtained by reordering all the numbers in X and N(\) := s (i — DA

Note that the term (¢ — 1)~™ can be cancelled-out by the terms corresponding to the classical hook
lengths (a, b,1,%). Following Proposition[2Z.I.7 and Corollary[2.T.8 we can rewrite the above formula in terms
of BGO-hook lengths:

Theorem 3.1.2. Let A = (A, )2, )\ e II!

L, and set X := X O(X). Then there exists ux € R* such
that

sx=ux(g—1)7" H (@**QiQ; " —1).

(a,bi,j)eHBCO(X)

From now on, we set 5x := (¢ — 1)"sx.

3.2. Specialised Ariki—Koike algebras. Let L be a field and let § : R — L be a specialisation of R. Set
& =0(Q;) for 1 <i <, u:=0(q) and u:= (&, ..., &; u). Assume that the algebra LHY is split. By
some general results on symmetric algebras (JGP, Theorem 7.5.11], [GR] Proposition 4.4]) we have that the
block of LHY containing x> is an 1 x 1 identity matrix if and only if §(sx) # 0. In particular, the algebra
LHY is semisimple if and only if 6(sy) # 0 for all A € TI!, (|[GP, Theorem 7.4.7]). In [CJ1, Theorem 4.2,
we have shown that this criterion in combination with the form of the Schur elements given by Theorem
BI T allows us to recover Ariki’s semisimplicity criterion for Ariki-Koike algebras, which is the following [Ar]
Main Theorem)]:

Theorem 3.2.1. The algebra LH} is semisimple if and only if

IT a+ut-+u ] [ w'é-&) #o.

1<i<n 1<a<b<l —n<h<n

In any case, we have a well-defined decomposition matrix Dy = ([V* : M])xemt (n), Menr(Lmy)- There is a
useful result by Dipper and Mathas [DM] which allows us to restrict ourselves to a very specific situation in
order to study Dy. In order to do this, we set U := {1,...,1} and we assume that we have a partition

U=U UUs ... UU;

which is the finest with respect to the property
(3.1) I1 11 I w'ée-g)#o.
1<a<B<t (a,b)eUa xUg —n<h<n

Fori=1,...,t, write U; := {aiyl, c.. ,aiymi} with ajq < - < Qjm,- Whenever f = (fl7 ey fl) is a sequence
indexed by U, we will write f[i] for the sequence (fa, -, fa;.,)-

Theorem 3.2.2. (The Morita equivalence of Dipper and Mathas) For i = 1,...,t, we set u; :=
(&1, ..., &)[i]; w). The algebra LM} is Morita equivalent to the algebra

P ILHIeLLHZ L. .0 LHY.
n1,..0,me >0

nit..tng=n

Remark 3.2.3. Recently, Rostam [Ros| has produced an explicit isomorphism between LHY and

P Mat_.  (LHE @LLHY @r ... 0L LHE),

which implies the Morita equivalence of Dipper and Mathas.
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Therefore, we can restrict ourselves to the study of specialisations of the form where & = u® for some
s; € N (we do not need negative powers, because we can always add the same integer to all the s;’s and
the algebra does not change). This also covers the case of cyclotomic Ariki-Koike algebras, as studied in
[CJ2, §3.4]. However, note that without the restriction imposed by property ([B), the algebra LHY is not
necessarily semisimple (whereas cyclotomic Ariki-Koike algebras always are).

More generally, let K € N and s € N'. Let 655 : R — Q(q) be a specialisation such that 6 s(q) = ¢* and
Oks(Qi) = ¢% for all i = 1,...,1. Set q:={g*,...,q*;¢"}. Then, for all X € IT,,

(3.2) Ors(3r) = (—1)"0-Dg kN I1 (¢" —1).
REHLTI(X1O(N)

Therefore, the algebra Q(q)HJ is semisimple if and only if 0 ¢ HLG (X 0(X)) for all A € I, More
specifically, by [GP) Theorem 7.2.6], the simple module of character xy* remains irreducible and projective
after specialisation if and only if 0 ¢ HLEZ(X1O(X)). Moreover, it is known (see [(J, 5.5.3]) that the
valuation of the above Laurent polynomial is equal to —as (). We thus have

(3.3) Ors(3x) = £q "=+ H (¢" = 1)
helHEST (X1O(N))]

where the sign is equal to (—1)"(""1) times the number of negative elements in HLg 7 (X10(X)).
If now we take ¢ to be a primitive e-th root of unity, the definition of (e, s)-core naturally generalises the
following two facts from type A to all other types:

e the block containing x™ is an 1 x 1 identity matrix if and only A is an (e, s)-core [JI, Corollary 4.1];

e two characters x> and x* are in the same block if and only if A and p have the same (e, s)-core [JTI,
Corollary 4.4].

3.3. Factorisation of Schur elements in type A. One of the main results of this paper is the following
formula that makes a connection between the Schur elements of a partition, its core and its quotient. It is
derived directly from Formula (B3], using Corollary 2:373] and Proposition 2411

Theorem 3.3.1. Let e,n € Z~q and let \ be a partition of n. Let \° be the e-core of A and X its e-quotient.
Let s = (s1,...,5:) be the multicharge of the e-symbol of X and § = (es1,es2+1,...,es. + (e —1)). Then

§x =+ 8x0 - 0e5(3n).

From the above theorem, one can easily deduce several block-theoretic connections between the partition
A, its e-core A\° and its e-quotient A. For example, if A is an e’-core for some e’ # e, then \° is also an
e’-core (this was first proved in [Ol] for ¢’ coprime to e, and the general case was proved in [GN]) and A is
an (e’, §)-core.

3.4. Divisibility of Schur elements in other types. For [ > 1, we have Proposition 2.3.9] which implies
the following at the level of Schur elements:

Proposition 3.4.1. Let e,l,n € Zsy and s = (s1,...,8) € N'. Let X be an l-partition and let X° be the
(e,s)-core of X. Then 01 so(5x0) divides

lsi—s;|—1

(3.4) 01.5(5x) - (" —1).
1<i<j<l  h=1

Unfortunately, we often have 67 s(5x) = 0. In fact, we have 6; s(5x) # 0 if and only if X is an (oo, s)-core.
For example, for s = 0, this is equivalent to having A\' = A2 = ... = A, Nevertheless, if A is an (00, s)-core,
the above proposition implies that, for any e € Z~(, the Schur element of the e-core of A divides the Schur
element of A (modulo the right-hand term of ([B4])).
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