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SPECTRUM OF RANDOM-TO-RANDOM SHUFFLING

IN THE HECKE ALGEBRA

ILANI AXELROD-FREED, SARAH BRAUNER, JUDY CHIANG, PATRICIA COMMINS, AND VERONICA LANG

Abstract. We generalize random-to-random shuffling from a Markov chain on the symmetric group to one
on the Type A Iwahori Hecke algebra, and show that its eigenvalues are polynomials in q with non-negative
integer coefficients. Setting q = 1 recovers results of Dieker and Saliola, whose computation of the spectrum
of random-to-random in the symmetric group resolved a nearly 20 year old conjecture by Uyemura-Reyes.
Our methods simplify their proofs by drawing novel connections to the Jucys-Murphy elements of the Hecke
algebra, Young seminormal forms, and the Okounkov-Vershik approach to representation theory.

1. Introduction

In this paper, we generalize the well-known but mysterious shuffling process random-to-random Rn from
a Markov chain on the symmetric group Sn to a Markov chain on the Type A Iwahori Hecke algebra Hn(q).
Building on seminal work by Dieker and Saliola [25], we compute the complete spectrum of Rn in Hn(q).
Our methods simplify the proof for q = 1 by adopting the Okounkov-Vershik approach to the representation
theory of the symmetric group and Hecke algebra, and drawing connections to the Jucys-Murphy elements
and Young seminormal basis of Sn and Hn(q).

This project is motivated by a growing interest in studying random walks on Hn(q) from a combinatorial
perspective. There is a rich connection between Hn(q) and interacting particle systems, beginning with
the work of Alcaraz–Droz–Henkel–Rittenberg [1] who realized that the generators of asymmetric simple
exclusion processes (ASEPs) satisfy the algebra relations of Hn(q). Bufetov then showed in [15] that this
connection could be generalized to numerous important interacting particle systems with multiple species
arising from statistical mechanics, including ASEP, M -exclusion, TASEP, and stochastic vertex models [15].
Many of these systems have been studied using algebraic combinatorics with great success; see for example
[6, 7, 16, 17, 18, 19, 23, 24].

On the other hand, there is a beautiful theory of random walks on hyperplane arrangements (and more
generally, left regular bands) pioneered by Bidigare–Hanlon–Rockmore [11] and Brown [14], which was
originally built as a way of understanding and computing the mixing times of card shuffling processes,
i.e. Markov chains on the symmetric group. This approach forges important links between combinatorial
representation theory, probability, statistical physics and dynamic data storage; see [3, 4, 5, 9, 21, 22, 23,
24, 25, 36]. It has since been generalized to a broad class of random walks on semigroups in work of
Ayyer–Schilling–Steinberg–Thiéry [8] and Rhodes–Schilling [47].

Our work serves to unite these two perspectives, by defining and studying one of the most important
shuffling processes arising in the latter setting—random-to-random—as a Markov chain on Hn(q).

Random-to-random shuffling in the symmetric group. The random-to-random shuffling process Rn acts on a
permutation (w1, · · · , wn) ∈ Sn by removing a “card” wi with uniform probability then re-inserting it with
uniform probability to a new position in the deck. One can think of this as a two-step process:

(1) Apply random-to-bottom B∗
n, which moves wi to the end of the word;

(2) Apply bottom-to-random Bn, which moves the last letter of the word to a new position j.
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Formally, Rn is the linear map C[Sn] −→ C[Sn] acting on w ∈ Sn by right multiplication (i.e. by position):

Rn(w) := w ·

(
n∑

i=1

si · · · sn−1

)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
:=B∗

n




n∑

j=1

sn−1 · · · sj




︸ ︷︷ ︸
:=Bn

,

where sk denotes the transposition (k, k+1) in Sn swapping k and k+1. To obtain a random walk on C[Sn],
normalize both B∗

n and Bn by 1
n ; after normalization, the coefficient [u]Rn(w) of u ∈ Sn is the probability

of obtaining u from w after one iteration of Rn.
Random-to-bottom shuffling B∗

n is very well-studied and has numerous interesting connections to com-
binatorics. Bidigare–Halon–Rockmore showed in [11] that the eigenvalues of B∗

n acting on C[Sn] are
0, 1, · · · , n − 2, n, recovering a result of Phatarfod [43]. The multiplicity of the eigenvalue j is

(
n
j

)
dn−j ,

where dn−j is the (n− j)-derangement number counting the number of permutations in Sn−j with zero fixed
points. The kernel of B∗

n carries the so-called derangement representation introduced by Désarménien and
Wachs [20], which is related to well-loved objects such as Gessel’s fundamental quassisymmetric function
[29], the free left regular band [13], the complex of injective words [46], and the configuration space of n
points in R3 [33].

Random-to-random shuffling is significantly harder to understand. It was first defined by Diaconis (see [49,
p100]), and studied by Uyemura-Reyes in his thesis [49]. Uyemura-Reyes conjectured that the eigenvalues
of Rn were non-negative integers, and proved this to be true in several cases. The full conjecture was open
for almost two decades, until it was resolved by Dieker and Saliola in 2018 [25]. Random-to-random is a
special case of a broader family of “symmetrized shuffling operators” whose spectral properties are still quite
mysterious; see [36, 45].

To state Dieker and Saliola’s solution, recall that a skew shape λ \ µ is a horizontal strip if it has at most
one box in each column. The content cλ\µ of a skew shape λ \ µ is defined by summing the difference of the
row and column number for each box in λ \ µ. Formally, letting (i, j) indicate the coordinates of the box in
the i-th row (ordered top-to-bottom, in English notation) and j-th column (ordered left-to-right),

cλ\µ :=
∑

(i,j)∈λ\µ

(j − i).

Dieker and Saliola showed that the eigenvalues of Rn acting on C[Sn] are indexed by horizontal strips
λ \ µ, where |λ| = n and µ ⊆ λ. The horizontal strip λ \ µ corresponds to the eigenvalue

(1.1) Eλ\µ := cλ\µ +

n∑

k=|µ|+1

k.

Equation 1.1 implies that, remarkably, Eλ\µ ∈ Z≥0, thereby proving Uyemura-Reyes’s conjecture. Using
(1.1), Bernstein–Nestoridi [10] proved that Rn exhibits cutoff behavior at

3

4
n log(n)−

1

4
log(log(n)).

At the heart of the Dieker–Saliola’s proofs in [25] is the representation theory of the symmetric group,
which they use to inductively construct eigenvectors of Rn from the kernels of Rj for j < n. Our work
will follow a similar strategy, but utilize different tools that both simplify their arguments and deepen the
connections between Rn and fundamental concepts in representation theory.

Generalization to the Hecke algebra. Given q ∈ C, the Type A Iwahori Hecke algebraHn(q) is the associative
C-algebra on the generators Ts1 , · · · , Tsn−1 , subject to the relations

(1) T 2
si = (q − 1)Tsi + q for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1,

(2) TsiTsj = TsjTsi when |i− j| ≥ 2, and
(3) TsiTsi+1Tsi = Tsi+1TsiTsi+1 for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 2.

Note that Hn(q) is a q-deformation of the symmetric group algebra C[Sn], where Hn(1) = C[Sn]. As in the
case of C[Sn], the Hecke algebra has a C-basis given by {Tw} for w in Sn.

We define the following q-deformation of Rn.
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Definition 1.1. For any q ∈ C, define q-random-to-random shuffling Rn(q) : Hn(q) −→ Hn(q) by linearly
extending

Rn(q)(Tw) := Tw ·

(
n∑

i=1

Tsi · · ·Tsn−1

)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:B∗

n(q)




n∑

j=1

Tsn−1 · · ·Tsj




︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:Bn(q)

.

Putting additional assumptions on q allows us to define a random walk R̃n(q) on Hn(q) using a construc-
tion by Diaconis–Ram [23, Theorem 4.3]. Assume q ≥ 1 ∈ R, so that q−1 ∈ (0, 1] ⊂ R can be understood

as a probability. Define T̃si := q−1Tsi , and more generally let T̃w := q−ℓ(w)Tw, where ℓ(w) is the Coxeter

length of the reduced word w ∈ Sn. Then T̃si acts by right multiplication on T̃w:

(1.2) T̃w · T̃si :=

{
T̃wsi ℓ(wsi) > ℓ(w)

q−1T̃wsi + (1− q−1)T̃w ℓ(wsi) < ℓ(w),

thereby defining a Markov chain on Hn(q).
Recall that the q-integer [n]q is defined for any n ∈ Z by

[n]q :=
1− qn

1− q
=





1 + q + · · ·+ qn−1 n > 0

0 n = 0

−q−1 − q−2 − · · · − qn n < 0.

We can thus define a random walk R̃n(q) by rewriting Rn(q) in terms of the T̃si and normalizing:

(1.3) R̃n(q)(T̃w) := T̃w ·

(
1

[n]q

n∑

i=1

qn−i T̃si · · · T̃sn−1

)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
:=B̃∗

n(q)


 1

[n]q

n∑

j=1

qn−j T̃sn−1 · · · T̃sj




︸ ︷︷ ︸
:=B̃n(q)

.

The goal of our work is to characterize the spectrum of Rn(q) acting by right multiplication on Hn(q).

Observe that the eigenvalues of R̃n(q) can be obtained immediately from those of Rn(q) by restricting to
the case where q−1 ∈ (0, 1] ⊂ R and dividing by ([n]q)

2.
Our spectral formula for Rn(q) uses two combinatorial statistics. First, given a skew shape λ \ µ, we

define the q-content

cλ\µ(q) :=
∑

(i,j)∈λ\µ

[i− j]q.

Note that cλ\µ(q) ∈ Z(q) may be a Laurent polynomial; however, q|λ|cλ\µ(q) is a genuine polynomial in q.
Second, a standard Young tableau t has a descent at position i ∈ [n− 1] if i+1 appears south and weakly

west of i in t. Let Des(t) be the set of descents of t. A tableau of size n is a desarrangement tableau if the
minimum element of [n] \ Des(t) is even. Let dµ be the number of desarrangement tableaux of shape µ and
fµ be the number of standard Young tableaux of shape µ.

Our main result is Theorem 1.2.

Theorem 1.2. For any q ∈ C, the right action of Rn(q) on Hn(q) has the following properties:

(1) All eigenvalues of Rn(q) are of the form

Eλ\µ(q) = qncλ\µ(q) +

n∑

k=|µ|+1

qn−k [k]q

where λ \ µ is a horizontal strip with |λ| = n and 0 ≤ |µ| ≤ n.

(2) The (algebraic) multiplicity of a fixed eigenvalue E(q) is given by
∑

λ\µ a horizontal strip

Eλ\µ(q)=E(q)

fλ dµ.

(3) Every eigenvalue Eλ\µ(q) is a polynomial in q with non-negative integer coefficients.
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Theorem 1.2 has the following special cases.

Corollary 1.3. Letting λ = (n) and µ = ∅ gives the eigenvalue

E(n)\∅(q) = ([n]q)
2.

The corresponding stationary distribution for R̃n(q) is the Mallows measure of Sn:

M(Sn, q
−1) =

∑

w∈Sn

qℓ(w)T̃w.

Corollary 1.4. The case λ = (n− 1, 1) and µ = (1, 1) gives the eigenvalue

E(n−1,1)\(1,1)(q) = [n− 2]q [n+ 1]q,

which recovers the second largest eigenvalue of Rn when q = 1.

Note that Theorem 1.2 does not imply that Rn(q) is diagonalizable for arbitrary q. We show that Rn(q)
is diagonalizable when q ∈ R>0 by constructing an eigenbasis from bases of the kernels of Rj(q) for j < n
(Theorem 6.9 and Remark 6.5). Our analysis also has implications for B∗

n(q) and Bn(q).

Theorem 1.5. For any q ∈ C, the right actions of B∗
n(q) and Bn(q) on Hn(q) have characteristic polynomial

χ(y, q) given by

χ(y, q) =

n∏

j=0

(y − [j]q)
(nj)dn−j ,

where dn−j is the (n− j)-derangement number counting permutations of Sn−j with zero fixed points.
Moreover, when q ∈ R>0, both B∗

n(q) and Bn(q) are diagonalizable.

Methods. Our overall strategy is similar in spirit to [25], in that we inductively construct eigenvectors for
the action of Rn(q) on the irreducible representations of Hn(q) when Hn(q) is semisimple, using the kernels
of Rj(q) for j < n as the base case. However, our approach differs from [25] in technique.

The novelty of our method is to recursively relate Rn(q) to the Jucys-Murphy elements of Hn(q)

Jk(q) :=

k−1∑

i=1

qi−k T(i,k)

and their many wonderful properties1 In particular, we prove the following recursion for Rn(q).

Theorem 1.6. For any q ∈ C, the following recursion holds in Hn(q):

Bn(q)Rn(q) =

(
qRn−1(q) + [n]q + qnJn(q)

)
Bn(q).

This connection with Jk(q) unlocks a wealth of tools put forth by Dipper–James [26], Mathas [39] and
others, which develops the Okounkov-Vershik approach to the Hecke algebra as a parallel to that of the
symmetric group. Chief among these are Young’s seminormal units which give an elegant basis for the
irreducible representation Sλ ofHn(q) in terms of standard Young tableaux of shape λ. The seminormal units
are a simultaneous eigenbasis for the Jucys-Murphy elements J1(q), · · · , Jn(q), with eigenvalues determined
by the q-contents of the standard Young tableau indexing each element.

We briefly summarize how our argument for Theorem 1.2 builds from Theorem 1.6:

(1) When Hn(q) is semisimple, for each λ ⊢ n we construct a set Bλ of eigenvectors of Rn(q) that span
the irreducible Specht module Sλ of Hn(q), as follows. First, we explain in Theorem 4.4 how, given
an eigenvector of Rn−1(q) with eigenvalue E , one can use Theorem 1.6 to obtain an eigenvector for
Rn(q) with eigenvalue

q Eλ′\µ(q) + [n]q + qncλ\λ′ (q).

We show in Theorem 4.13 that all eigenvectors of Rn(q) can be obtained by iterating this process,
starting with kernel eigenvectors of Rj(q) for j < n. In particular, the eigenvalue Eλ\µ(q) in Theorem

1.2 corresponds to an eigenvector in Sλ constructed from a R|µ|(q)-kernel eigenvector in Sµ. Our
proof relies on a Straightening Lemma (Lemma 4.12) that draws upon the remarkable properties of

1Sometimes these elements are referred to as the additive Jucys-Murphy elements, see [27].
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Young’s seminormal units. We prove and later apply a Horizontal Strip Lemma (Lemma 3.12) to
show in Lemma 4.14 that the only non-zero elements of Bλ are indexed by horizontal strips.

(2) We prove a connection between B∗
n(q) and a Markov chain on the space of flags of the finite field

Fn
q studied in [13, 14] (Proposition 5.10). We use this connection to show that when q is a power of

a prime pm, the kernels of B∗
n(q) and Rn(q) have dimension given by the derangement number dn

(Proposition 5.13), and prove in Section 5.4 that having this nullity is sufficient to conclude that Bλ

is a basis for Sλ (Theorem 6.4). This allows us to compute the characteristic polynomial of Rn(q)
acting on Hn(q) whenever q = pm.

(3) In Theorem 6.6 we compute the characteristic polynomial of Rn(q) acting on Hn(q) for any q ∈ C,
using the fact that we know the characteristic polynomial for infinitely many values of q.

The remainder of the paper proceeds as follows. In Section 2 we explain the necessary semisimple repre-
sentation theory of Hn(q), including the construction of the Young idempotents and seminormal forms. In
Section 3 we describe branching rules for Hn(q), and prove the Horizontal Strip Lemma (Lemma 3.12). We
prove Theorem 1.6 and construct the spanning set of eigenvectors in Section 4, as outlined in (1) above. In
Section 5, we specialize to the case that q = pm, as detailed in (2) above, and prove the first part of Theorem
1.5. Finally, in Section 6, we obtain an Rn(q)-eigenbasis for Sλ when q = pm (Theorem 6.4). We use this
to prove Theorem 1.2, the second part of Theorem 1.5, and Corollaries 1.3 and 1.4. Data for Rn(q) up to
n = 5 can be found in Appendix A.
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2. (Semisimple) Representation theory of Hn(q)

In this section we review the representation of the Type A Iwahori Hecke algebra Hn(q), with a view
towards the Okounkov-Vershik perspective. For an excellent contextual overview of this approach, see Elias–
Hogancamp [27, §1]. We assume for the remainder of this section that Hn(q) is semisimple, which occurs if
and only if q 6= 0 or a nontrivial root of unity. For a treatment of the non-semisimple case, see [39].

In what follows, we will write SYT(λ) to be the set of standard Young tableaux of shape λ, and

SYT(n) :=
⋃

λ⊢n

SYT(λ), SYT :=
⋃

n≥0

SYT(n).

Given a tableau t ∈ SYT(λ), the shape of t will be written sh(t) = λ. We will also work with skew
diagrams λ \ µ, and many of our definitions above can be adapted in this case. Write

SYT(λ \ µ)

to be the set of skew tableaux of shape λ \ µ filled with the letters |µ| + 1, · · · , |λ| with entries increasing
across rows and down columns.

2.1. Basics of the Hecke algebra and conventions. As discussed in the introduction, for any q ∈ C,
the Hecke algebra Hn(q) is defined as the associative C-algebra on Ts1 , · · · , Tsn−1 , subject to the relations

(1) T 2
si = (q − 1)Tsi + q for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1,

(2) TsiTsj = TsjTsi when |i− j| ≥ 2, and

(3) TsiTsi+1Tsi = Tsi+1TsiTsi+1 for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 2.
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The elements Tsi should be thought of as q-deformations of the simple transpositions si := (i, i + 1), which
generate Sn. Recall that a reduced word w ∈ Sn is a minimal expression of w in the generators s1, · · · , sn−1.
The number of generators si used to write a reduced word (counting multiplicity) is independent of the choice
of reduced word, and is called the length ℓ(w) of w.

It is well known that Hn(q) has a linear basis indexed by w ∈ Sn which we shall write as

Tw := Tsi1
· · ·Tsiℓ

,

where si1 · · · siℓ is any reduced expression for w.
Using the generating relations for Hn(q), one can deduce the right action of Hn(q) on itself:

(2.1) TwTsi =

{
Twsi ℓ(wsi) > ℓ(w)

qTwsi + (q − 1)Tw ℓ(wsi) < ℓ(w).

Recall from the introduction that our operator of interest is the element Rn(q) = B∗
n(q)Bn(q) of Hn(q),

where B∗
n(q) and Bn(q) are defined to be:

q-bottom-to-random := Bn(q) :=

n∑

i=1

Tsn−1Tsn−2 · · ·Tsi ,(2.2)

q-random-to-bottom := B∗
n(q) :=

n∑

j=1

TsjTsj+1 · · ·Tsn−1 .(2.3)

Before proceeding, we make a few remarks on conventions for the remainder of the paper.

Remark 2.1. In the introduction, we also introduced T̃w := q−ℓ(w)Tw. Diaconis and Ram show [23, Theorem

4.3] that one can deduce the right action of T̃si on T̃w given in equation (1.2) using (2.1). Everything that

follows can be rephrased in terms of the T̃w by assuming q 6= 0 and substituting Tw with qℓ(w)T̃w.

Remark 2.2 (Anti-isomorphism ∗). There is an anti-isomorphism on Hn(q) defined by:

∗ : Hn(q) −→ Hn(q)

Tw 7−→ (Tw)
∗ := Tw−1 .

The map ∗ is useful in studying properties of random walks on Hn(q) (see [15]). The right action of any
ϕ ∈ Hn(q) on Hn(q) can be realized as an n!× n! matrix, and the corresponding matrix realization of ϕ∗ is
the transpose of ϕ. As the notation suggests, B∗

n(q) is the image of Bn(q) under ∗.

Remark 2.3 (Bottom versus Top). We have made the choice to let the end of a word or permutation be its
bottom (read left to right), and the beginning be its top. In some of the literature [11, 13, 43] the authors
prefer to use random-to-top and top-to-random, defined in Hn(q) as

q-top-to-random := Tn(q) :=
n∑

i=1

Ts1Ts2 · · ·Tsi ,

q-random-to-top := T ∗
n (q) :=

n∑

j=1

TsjTsj−1 · · ·Ts1 .

We can move between these perspectives by applying the C-algebra isomorphism τ : Hn(q) −→ Hn(q), which
sends

τ(Tsi) = Tsn−i
, τ(Tn(q)) = Bn(q), τ(T ∗

n (q)) = B∗
n(q).

It is straightforward to check that τ preserves the eigenvalues and multiplicities an element in Hn(q) acting
via multiplication on Hn(q). Hence studying the spectrum of B∗

n(q) is equivalent to studying that of T ∗
n (q).

Note that we make the choice to study B∗
n(q) rather than T ∗

n (q) because its indexing is more compatible
with our recursion (Theorem 1.6). We will need to use the equivalence of T ∗

n (q) and B∗
n(q) to understand

the kernel of Rn(q) in Section 5.1.

Recall that in the representation theory of the symmetric group, the irreducible representations—called
Specht modules—are indexed by partitions λ of n. The Specht module indexed by λ has dimension given by
fλ, the number of standard Young tableaux of shape λ. The number fλ also appears when decomposing
C[Sn] into irreducible representations: there are fλ copies of the Specht module indexed by λ inside C[Sn].
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In the case that Hn(q) is semisimple, these facts remain true:

• the irreducible representations of Hn(q) are indexed by λ ⊢ n, and will be denoted by Sλ;
• the dimension of each Sλ is fλ; and
• for every λ ⊢ n, the multiplicity of Sλ in Hn(q) is f

λ.

As in the case of the symmetric group, one way of understanding the second and third points is by
decomposing Hn(q) as a (Hn(q),Hn(q))-bimodule, where Hn(q) acts on itself by multiplication on both the
right and left. In this case, we obtain that

(2.4) Hn(q) ∼=
⊕

λ⊢n

(Sλ)∗ ⊗ Sλ,

where Sλ is an irreducible right module of Hn(q) and (Sλ)∗ is an irreducible left module of Hn(q); see [32]
for more details on this perspective.

The bimodule decomposition of Hn(q) in (2.4) will be essential for our analysis. Given an element
ϕ ∈ Hn(q), suppose the right action of ϕ on Hn(q) is diagonalizable (i.e. ϕ acts semisimply) with eigenspaces
V (E1), · · · , V (Ek) corresponding to eigenvalues E1, · · · , Ek. Each V (Ej) is a left Hn(q)-module, since

y · (x · ϕ) = (y · x) · ϕ

for any x, y, ϕ ∈ Hn(q). The decomposition in (2.4) can be used to deduce the left module structure of each
V (Ej) from the spectrum of ϕ acting on Sλ.

Corollary 2.4. Let Hn(q) be semisimple and suppose ϕ ∈ Hn(q) acts semisimply Hn(q) by right multipli-
cation with eigenvalues E1, · · · Ek.

(1) Then the Ej-eigenspace is a left Hn(q)-module V (Ej); and

(2) The (representation) multiplicity of (Sλ)∗ in V (Ej) is mEj
(λ) if and only if the (eigenvalue) multi-

plicity of Ej in Sλ is mEj
(λ).

Corollary 2.4 assumes that ϕ is diagonalizable. However, under certain assumptions, if ϕ is diagonalizable
for infinitely many values of q, we may deduce the characteristic polynomial of ϕ for any q ∈ C.

Proposition 2.5. Suppose ϕ : Hn(q) −→ Hn(q) is a linear transformation that can represented by an n!×n!
matrix with entries in Z[q]. Let χ(y, q) be a polynomial in Z[x, q]. If the characteristic polynomial

(2.5) det (y · 1− ϕ) = χ(y, q)

for infinitely many q ∈ C, then det (y · 1− ϕ) = χ(y, q) for all q ∈ C.

Proof. Both sides of (2.5) belong to Z[y, q]. By comparing coefficients the coefficients of yi on both sides, it
suffices to prove the following polynomial identities in Z[q] hold for all i :

[yi] det (y · 1− ϕ) = [yi]χ(y, q)

By assumption, these identities are true for infinitely many q. Hence, the “polynomial identity trick” (see,
for instance, [31, Corollary 7.5.7]) implies it holds for all q. �

In what follows, we will let ϕ = Rn(q) and study its right action on Sλ. We will show that Rn(q) is
diagonalizable when q ∈ R>0 by constructing an eigenbasis for each Sλ, and then appeal to Proposition 2.5
to deduce the characteristic polynomial of Rn(q) for any q ∈ C.

2.2. Explicit constructions of Specht modules using the Jucys Murphy elements. As in the case
of the symmetric group, there are several ways to explicitly construct Specht modules of Hn(q). Here, we
will adopt what is sometimes referred to as the “Okounkov-Vershik approach” described in the influential
paper [42], which reframes tools developed earlier by Murphy [40] and Jucys [34] for Sn, and Dipper–James
[26] for Hn(q); see [27, §1] for a nice overview of this story. While we only discuss Hn(q), setting q = 1
recovers the classical Sn-theory.

We will be interested in explicit presentations of right Specht modules Sλ, but the corresponding left
module (Sλ)∗ can be constructed analogously. Note that there is also a way to realize (Sλ)∗ ⊗ Sλ inside
Hn(q); this is the perspective taken in Mathas [39] (see Remark 2.25).

The key ingredient will be the Jucys-Murphy elements of Hn(q), defined below.
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Definition 2.6 (Jucys-Murphy elements). For 1 ≤ k ≤ n, the k-th Jucys-Murphy element of Hn(q) is
defined as

Jk(q) :=

k−1∑

i=1

qi−k T(i,k).

Example 2.7. In H6(q),

J4(q) = q−3T(1,4) + q−2T(2,4) + q−1T(3,4) = q−3Ts1s2s3s2s1 + q−2Ts2s3s2 + q−1Ts3.

The Jucys-Murphy elements satisfy several miraculous properties. First, they pairwise commute (see
[39, Proposition 3.26(iii)]). Second, an element x is in the center of Hn(q) if and only if it is a symmetric
polynomial in the Jk(q). The forwards direction of this fact is a result of Francis–Graham [28], solving a
conjecture of Dipper–James [26]; the converse appeared much earlier (see, for example, [39, Corollary 3.27]).
Finally—and most importantly for us—the Jucys-Murphy elements have a simultaneous eigenbasis known
as Young’s seminormal basis, which is a particularly nice basis for the Specht modules Sλ. The first step in
constructing the seminormal basis is to define Young’s idempotents.

2.2.1. Young’s idempotents. For any semisimple algebra A one can define canonical projectors onto the
isotypic components of A; these projectors form a family of mutually orthogonal, central idempotents in A.
In the case of Hn(q), these projectors will be written as

{pλ ∈ Hn(q) : λ ⊢ n}.

However, in general there is no canonical way to project from A onto a single, irreducible representation of
A. As discussed in Section 2.1, the λ-isotypic component of Hn(q) contains f

λ-many copies of Sλ.
Remarkably, when A = C[Sn] or Hn(q), there exists a family of idempotents that project onto the

individual Specht modules in Hn(q): these are Young’s idempotents, which we shall write as

{pt ∈ Hn(q) : t ∈ SYT(n)}.

Right multiplication by pt projects onto a copy of the left module (Sλ)∗ in (2.4). Since there are fλ distinct
pt, this gives a method of projecting onto each copy of (Sλ)∗ in Hn(q).

The Young idempotent pt will also be—by design—a projector onto a simultaneous eigenspace of the
Jucys-Murphy elements. The q-content of k in t determines the eigenvalue with which each Jk(q) acts.
Write xk(t) to be the index of the row of t containing the box k (counting from top to bottom), and yk(t) to
be the column containing k (counting from left to right).

Definition 2.8. Given a tableau t ∈ SYT(λ), the q-content of t at k is

ct,k(q) := [yk(t)− xk(t)]q.

Setting q = 1, recovers the classical content ct,k := ct,k(1). We will see soon that the Young idempotent
pt is an eigenvector of Jk(q) with eigenvalue ct,k(q) for every 1 ≤ k ≤ n.

Example 2.9. Consider the standard Young tableau t ∈ SYT(3, 3, 1, 1):

t = 1 3 4
2 5 8
6
7

.

Then,

ct,7(q) = [−3]q, ct,6(q) = [−2]q, ct,2(q) = [−1]q, ct,1(q) = ct,5(q) = [0]q, ct,3(q) = ct,8(q) = [1]q, and ct,4(q) = [2]q.

Denote by C(m) the set of all possible values ct,m for any t ∈ SYT:

C(m) :=

{
{k : −m < k < m} m 6= 2, 3

{k : −m < k < m} \ {0} m = 2, 3.

We will use C(m) to define the Young idempotents2 via a process called Lagrange interpolation.

2The pt are written as Et in [41], but there is a minor typo in the definition in [41, p504]: in the product index, the set C(n)
should be replaced by C(m).
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Definition 2.10. Given a standard Young tableau t ∈ SYT(n) define the Young idempotent pt to be

pt :=

n∏

m=1

∏

d∈C(m)\{ct,m}

Jm(q)− [d]q
ct,m(q)− [d]q

.

Lagrange interpolation guarantees the following properties, which can be found in [41, p. 506].

Proposition 2.11. The Young idempotents pt for t ∈ SYT satisfy the following properties:

(1) The collection of pt for t ∈ SYT(n) form a family of mutually orthogonal, complete idempotents,
meaning that

pt pq = δt,qpt and
∑

t∈SYT(n)

pt = 1.

(2) Each pt for t ∈ SYT(n) is a simultaneous (right) eigenvector for Jm(q) for 1 ≤ m ≤ n:

pt Jm(q) = ct,m(q) pt.

(3) The collection of pt for all t ∈ SYT(m) diagonalize Jm(q), so that Jm(q) can be written as

Jm(q) =
∑

t∈SYT(m)

ct,m(q) pt.

The Young idempotents beautifully encode the connection between representations of Hn(q) and SYT(n)
as follows. For t ∈ SYT(n), let t|k be the subtableau of t obtained from restricting t to the boxes labeled
1, · · · , k of t, and let sh(t|k) be the shape of t|k. Then

t|k ∈ SYT (sh(t|k)) ⊂ SYT(k),

and we will think of each t ∈ SYT(n) as being built by a nested sequence of tableaux:

t|1 ⊂ t|2 ⊂ · · · ⊂ t|n = t.

Crucially, each pt ∈ Hn(q) can be built from a tower of inclusions in the same way. Algebraically, the
nested tableaux correspond to the containment Hk(q) ⊂ Hk+1(q). This idea is encapsulated in the Tower
Rule (Proposition 2.12) below, which will allow us to move between Hecke algebras of different sizes in a
precise way. This is essential to our inductive arguments.

Recall that {pλ : λ ⊢ n} is the collection of canonical central orthogonal idempotents that project onto
the Sλ-isotypic component of Hn(q). We sketch the proof of the Tower rule for completeness, though the
result is not new; see for instance [27, §1].

Proposition 2.12 (Tower rule). For any λ ⊢ n, we have that

pλ =
∑

t∈SYT(λ)

pt,

and for t ∈ SYT(λ),

pt = psh(t|1) psh(t|2) · · · psh(t|n−1) psh(t|n).

Proof. Since the isotypic decomposition of semisimple algebras is unique, the corresponding complete, or-
thogonal idempotent projectors pλ are unique. It is straightforward to check that

∑

t∈SYT(λ)

pt

form a family of complete, orthogonal idempotents, which implies that Hn(q)
∑

t∈λ pt is a left submodule of
Hn(q) isomorphic to ⊕

t∈SYT(λ)

Hn(q)pt ∼=
⊕

t∈SYT(λ)

(
Sλ
)∗

,

which must be the λ-isotypic subspace. For the second claim, by induction on n it suffices to show

pt′ · pλ = pt
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where t ∈ SYT(λ) and t′ = t|n−1. By definition of pt, we can rewrite

pt =




n−1∏

m=1

∏

d∈C(m)\{c
t′,m}

Jm(q)− [d]q
ct′,m(q)− [d]q



 ·




∏

d∈C(n)\{ct,n}

Jn(q)− [d]q
ct,n(q) − [d]q





= pt′




∏

d∈C(n)\{ct,n}

Jn(q)− [d]q
ct,n(q)− [d]q


 .

Combining this observation with the fact that pt′ is idempotent, we rewrite

pt = pt′ · pt′




∏

d∈C(n)\{ct,n}

Jn(q)− [d]q
ct,n(q)− [d]q


 = pt′ · pt.(2.6)

Equation (2.6) and orthogonality imply that

pt′ · pq = pt · pq|n−1
· pq = 0

for any q ∈ SYT(λ) with q|n−1 6= t′. Since the only q ∈ SYT(λ) with q|n−1 = t′ is q = t, we can again apply
equation (2.6) to show

pt′ · pλ = pt′
∑

q∈SYT(λ)

pq = pt′pt = pt.

�

Example 2.13. Let

t = 1 2 5
3 4

.

Then, the shapes of the restricted tableaux t|k are as follows.

k 1 2 3 4 5

t|k 1 1 2 1 2
3

1 2
3 4

1 2 5
3 4

sh (t|k) (1) (2) (2, 1) (2, 2) (3, 2)

Hence, by the tower rule:

pt = p(1) p(2) p(2,1) p(2,2) p(3,2).

We use the tower rule to extend our definition of Young idempotents to skew diagrams λ \ µ. For
t ∈ SYT(λ \ µ), let

pt := psh(t||µ|) psh(t||µ|+1) · · · psh(t||λ|).

It will also be useful to build a standard tableau in SYT(λ) from elements of SYT(λ \ µ) and SYT(µ).

Definition 2.14. Given a tableau s ∈ SYT(µ) and a skew tableau t ∈ SYT(λ \ µ), define t(s) ∈ SYT(λ) to
be the unique tableau for which

t(s)||µ| = s and t(s) \ s = t.

Example 2.15. If

s = 1 2 5
3 4

and t = 7 9
8 10

6 11

,

then

t(s) = 1 2 5 7 9
3 4 8 10
6 11

.
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2.2.2. Specht modules and the seminormal basis. We will now use the Young idempotents to construct the
seminormal basis for Specht modules of Hn(q).

In order to describe this basis and its properties, we will define a partial order on SYT(λ) as follows.
Recall the dominance partial order on partitions of a fixed size, given by µ E ν if for all j,

j∑

i=1

µi ≤

j∑

i=1

νi

Definition 2.16 (Dominance order on SYT(λ)). For any t, q ∈ SYT(λ) we say q E t if

sh (q|k) E sh (t|k) for all 1 ≤ k ≤ |λ|.

There is always a unique maximal element in SYT(λ) with respect to E, which we denote by tλ.

Example 2.17. We draw Hasse diagram for dominance order on SYT(3, 2). The top tableau is t(3,2).

1 2 3
4 5

1 2 4
3 5

1 2 5
3 4

1 3 4
2 5

1 3 5
2 4

Definition 2.16 can easily be extended to an ordering on SYT(λ \ µ) by E. We will use tλ\µ to denote the
largest element of SYT(λ \ µ) with respect to E.

Given any t ∈ SYT(λ), one can define a word, word(t), in the alphabet {1, 2, · · · , ℓ(λ)} as follows.

Definition 2.18. Given t ∈ SYT(λ) with |λ| = n, define word(t) to be the word

w1 w2 · · · wn,

where wi ∈ [n] has value given by the row in which i appears in t.

Example 2.19. For λ = (λ1, · · · , λk), we have that

word(tλ) = (1, · · · , 1︸ ︷︷ ︸
λ1

, 2, · · · , 2︸ ︷︷ ︸
λ2

, · · · , k, · · · , k︸ ︷︷ ︸
λk

).

By construction word(t) has content λ. There is a natural right symmetric group action on any word
w = w1 w2 · · ·wn by position, where si swaps the positions of wi and wi+1. Importantly, [39, Chapter 4,
Exercise 19, pg 67] shows this action generalizes to a right action by Hn(q) as well, defined as follows:

w · Tsi :=






qw, wi = wi+1,

wsi, wi < wi+1,

qwsi + (q − 1)w, wi > wi+1.

(2.7)

Let Wλ denote the C-span of all words of length n with content λ. Note that by (2.7), the Hn(q) action on
words preserves content, and so Wλ is a Hn(q)-module.

We are at last ready to define Young’s seminormal units

Definition 2.20 (Young seminormal units). Given t ∈ SYT(λ), define the Young seminormal unit:

wt := word(t) pt.

The importance of the seminormal units is that they provide a particularly nice basis for the irreducible
representations Sλ of Hn(q).
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Theorem 2.21 (Dipper-James). Suppose Hn(q) is semisimple. Then the following holds:

(1) The collection

{wt : t ∈ SYT(λ)}

give an orthogonal basis for an irreducible representation Sλ of Hn(q).

(2) For every 1 ≤ m ≤ n,

wt Jm(q) = ct,m(q) wt.

(3) For q = t · si and ρi := ct,i − cq,i,

wtTsi =






q wt i and i+ 1 are in the same row in t

−wt i and i+ 1 are in the same column in t

− 1
[ρi]q

wt + wq q ∈ SYT(λ) and q ⊳ t

qρi

[ρi]q
wt +

q[ρi+1]q [ρi−1]q
([ρi]q)2

wq q ∈ SYT(λ) and t ⊳ q.

Remark 2.22. Theorem 2.21(3) as stated in Mathas [39, Thm 3.36 (ii), pg 44] has a minor typo in the final
case, which we correct above.

Example 2.23. The one-dimensional representation S(n) of Hn(q) has basis element wt(n) and

wt(n) · Tw = qℓ(w)wt(n) .

We can see this as an example of Theorem 2.21 (3), since i and i+ 1 are always in the same row in

t(n) = 1 2 · · · n

Thus the character of Tw acting on S(n) is qℓ(w); see [44] for more on characters of Hn(q).
Similarly, the one-dimensional representation S(1n) has basis element wt(1

n) , and the character of Tw ∈
Hn(q) on S(1n) is given by wt(1

n) :

wt(1
n) · Tw = (−1)ℓ(w)wt(1

n) .

This can also be deduced from Theorem 2.21(3), since for any i, one always has i and i + 1 in the same
column in t(1

n).

Example 2.24. Consider i = 2, with

t = 1 3 4
2 5

so that t · s2 = q = 1 2 4
3 5

.

We see that t ⊳ q, and ρ2 = ct,2 − cq,2 = −1− 1 = −2. Thus the final case of Theorem 2.21 gives

wt · Tsi =
q−2

[−2]q
wt +

q[−1]q[−3]q

([−2]q)
2 wq.

Remark 2.25. Our presentation of Sλ is slightly different (though equivalent) to the one presented by
Mathas in [39, Chapter 3]. While we use wt = word(t) pt, Mathas defines the corresponding basis elements
of Sλ as mt pt, where

mt = mλ Tw,

with w ∈ Sn being the minimal length permutation such that t = tλ · w and

mλ :=
∑

w∈Sλ

Tw

for the Young subgroup Sλ
∼= Sλ1 ×Sλ2 × · · · ×Sλk

.
It is not hard to check that Wλ is isomorphic to the right Hn(q)-module generated by the mt for all row

strict tableaux t, i.e. t whose entries increase across rows.
The advantage of Mathas’s approach is that the Specht modules he defines are actually in Hn(q), and

because of this he can construct a basis for the bimodule (Sλ)∗ ⊗Sλ. The advantage of our approach is that
the elements word(t) are quite concrete, and work well with our inductive arguments.
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Example 2.26. The element

m(1j,n−j) =
∑

w∈S(1j ,n−j)

Tw

will appear many times in subsequent sections. Note thatS(1j ,n−j)
∼= Sn−j in the generators sn−j+1, · · · , sn−1.

Thus, as in Example 2.23, for any w ∈ S(1j ,n−j),

m(1j ,n−j)Tw = qℓ(w)m(1j ,n−j).

3. Branching rules for Hn(q) and the Horizontal Strip Lemma

We review the branching rules of Hn(q). When Hn(q) is semisimple, one can define a Frobenius charac-
teristic map (Section 3.1). We prove the horizontal strip lemma (Lemma 3.12) in Section 3.2.

3.1. Branching rules and the Frobenius characteristic map. In the semisimple case, the branching
rules (i.e. behavior of restriction and induction) for Hn(q) mirror the symmetric group, as we now explain.

Suppose V is an Hn(q)-module. Then one can define Res(V ), the restriction of V to Hn−1(q), as the
module V viewed as an Hn−1(q) module inside Hn(q).

The induction of V to Hn+1(q) is the Hn+1(q) module

Ind(V ) := V ⊗Hn(q) Hn+1(q).

Given a partition λ, we say µ⋖ λ if µ is a partition obtained from removing a single box from λ.

Theorem 3.1 (Dipper-James). When Hn(q) is semisimple, for any irreducible Sλ in Hn(q),

Res(Sλ) ∼=
⊕

µ⋖λ

Sµ Ind(Sλ) ∼=
⊕

λ⋖ν

Sν .

More generally, for a subalgebra B of an algebra A, one can define the induction of a B-module V to an
A-module as

IndAB (V ) := V ⊗B A.

We will be most interested in the case B = Hj(q)⊗Hn−j(q) and A = Hn(q).
Note that Hj(q)⊗Hn−j(q) can be realized explicitly in Hn(q) as the algebra generated by Tsi for i 6= j;

write this realization as Hj,n−j(q). Write Sµ ⊗ Sν to be an irreducible representation of Hj,n−j(q), where
Sµ is a Specht module of Hj(q) and Sν is a Specht module of Hn−j(q).

3.1.1. Frobenius characteristic map. One of the most powerful tools to study the representation theory of the
symmetric group is the Frobenius characteristic map from the ring of virtual symmetric group representations
to the ring of symmetric functions. When Hn(q) is semisimple, there is an analogous map ([35, §3.2]). Let

Rep[H(q)] =
⊕

n≥0

Rep[Hn(q)]

be the graded ring of isomorphism classes of Hn(q)-modules, where addition corresponds to direct sum of
representations, and the product of M ∈ Rep[Hm(q)] and N ∈ Rep[Hn(q)] corresponds to induction

Ind
Hm+n(q)

Hm,n(q)
(M ⊗N) .

Write Λ for the ring of symmetric functions, sλ for the Schur function indexed by a partition λ, and hn for
the homogeneous symmetric function.

Proposition 3.2 (Frobenius characteristic map). When Hn(q) is semisimple, the map

ch : Rep[H(q)] → Λ

Sλ 7→ sλ

S(n) 7→ hn

is a ring isomorphism.

We thus immediately obtain Pieri rules for Hn(q); see also [37, §1] or [30, Prop 1.2].
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Corollary 3.3 (Pieri rules for Hn(q)). When Hn(q) is semisimple,

Ind
Hn(q)
Hj,n−j(q)

(
Sµ ⊗ S(n−j)

)
∼=

⊕

ν⊢n
ν\µ a horizontal strip

Sν .

.

3.1.2. The operator Φ. Our proofs in Section 4 build concrete realizations of Res(Sλ) and Ind(Sλ). We define
an operator Φa that will facilitate these constructions.

Definition 3.4. Given a word w = w1, · · · , wn and letter a ∈ [n+ 1], we append a to w by

w · Φa = w1 · · ·wn a.

Suppose t ∈ SYT(λ \ µ) and s ∈ SYT(µ). Then define

word(s) · Φt := word (t(s))

word(s) · Φλ\µ := word(s) · Φtλ\µ




∑

s∈SYT(µ)

cs word(s)



 · Φλ\µ :=
∑

s∈SYT(µ)

cs
(
word(s) · Φλ\µ

)
.

Example 3.5. Consider

s = 1 2 5
3 4

and t = 7 9
8 10

6 11

.

Then,

word(s)Φt = word (t(s)) = 11221312123,

whereas

word(s)Φ(5,4,2)\(3,2) = word
(
t(5,4,2)\(3,2)(s)

)
= 11221112233.

The following lemma is straightforward to check and will be used throughout our paper.

Lemma 3.6. Given a word w = w1, · · · , wn, letter a ∈ [n+ 1], and element x ∈ Hn(q),

w Φa · x = (w · x) Φa.

Importantly, the operator Φ behaves well with restriction.

Proposition 3.7. Let t ∈ SYT(λ) and t′ = t|n−1. Then, wt can be rewritten as

wt = wt′ Φλ\sh(t′) pλ.

Thus, any u ∈ Sλ can be expressed as

u =
∑

t′∈SYT(λ′):
λ′

⋖λ

ct′ wt′ Φλ\sh(t′) pλ

for scalars ct′ ∈ C.

Proof. The first claim follows from the fact that

wt = word(t) pt = word(t′) Φλ\sh(t′) pt

= word(t′) Φλ\sh(t′) pt′ pλ(Proposition 2.12)

= word(t′) pt′ Φλ\sh(t′) pλ(Lemma 3.6)

= wt′ Φλ\sh(t′) pλ.

For the second claim, note that any u ∈ Sλ can be written as

u =
∑

t∈SYT(λ)

ct wt.
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Since each t restricts uniquely to a t′, letting ct′ = ct we can use the first claim to write

u =
∑

t∈SYT(λ)

ct wt =
∑

t′∈SYT(λ′):
λ′

⋖λ

ct′ wt′ Φλ\sh(t′) pλ.

�

The map Φ also provides a method of constructing induced representations, as we will see in Section 3.2.

3.2. The horizontal strip lemma. Our Rn(q)-eigenvectors will be constructed from products of Bi(q) for
i ∈ (j, n] as j varies. Write such a product as

C
(n)
j := Bj+1(q) · · · Bn(q).

We will first show that C
(n)
j can be factored in a useful way (Proposition 3.8). We will apply this factorization

to prove the Horizontal Strip Lemma (Lemma 3.12, which will be used later to characterize when certain
eigenvectors in our recursive construction in Section 4 are zero.

For a permutation w ∈ Sn, recall that ℓ(w) is the Coxeter length of w. It is well-known (see, for instance,
[12, Section 2.4]) that each right coset Sαw ∈ Sα \ Sn has a unique representative w′ ∈ Sαw such that
ℓ(w′) < ℓ(u) for all other u ∈ Sαw. We denote the set of these minimal-length coset representatives as Xα

and define the corresponding sum

xα :=
∑

w∈Xα

Tw.

Our first goal is to prove the following:

Proposition 3.8. The element C
(n)
j := Bj+1(q) Bj+2(q) · · · Bn−1(q) Bn(q) factors as

C
(n)
j = m(1j ,n−j) x(j,n−j).

We record here a few Coxeter-theoretic facts from [12] which will be useful for this goal, translated to be
statements about right cosets, since this is the setting relevant to us.

Proposition 3.9. Let w ∈ Sn.

(1) [12, Proposition 2.4.4]: For any composition α of n, we can uniquely factor w as

w = u · v,

where u ∈ Sα, v ∈ Xα. For this factorization, ℓ(u) + ℓ(v) = ℓ(w).
(2) [12, Corollary 2.4.6]: Furthermore, w can be written uniquely in the form

w = y1 · y2 · · · yn−1,

where yi ∈ X(i,1) and ℓ(w) = ℓ(y1) + ℓ(y2) + · · ·+ ℓ(yn−1).

The elements of Xα have a nice characterization in terms of descents. Recall that 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1 is a right
descent of a permutation w ∈ Sn if w(i) > w(i+1). In contrast, i is a left descent of w if ℓ(siw) < ℓ(w); note
that i is a left descent of w precisely if i is a right descent of w−1. Define a subset J(α) ⊆ [n− 1] associated
to the composition α = (α1, α2, · · · , αk) as

J(α) := {α1, α1 + α2, · · · , α1 + α2 + · · ·+ αk−1}.

As explained in [12, p41], the elements in Xα are precisely the permutations in Sn whose left descents are

contained in the set J(α). We will use this characterization to first realize C
(n)
j as the element x(j,1n−j).

Lemma 3.10. For any q ∈ C the element C
(n)
j = Bj+1(q) Bj+2(q) · · · Bn−1(q) Bn(q) can be rewritten as

C
(n)
j = x(j,1n−j).

Proof. Observe that X(k,1) = {sksk−1 · · · si : 1 ≤ i ≤ k + 1}. Hence, Bk+1(q) = x(k,1) and the terms in

the expansion of C
(n)
j = Bj+1(q) · · · Bn(q) biject with tuples (yj , · · · , yn−1) where yk ∈ X(k,1). Notice that

1 ∈ X(k,1) for any k, so by Proposition 3.9(2), the expressions of the form yjyj+1 · · · yn−1 are all distinct and
length-additive, implying that

Tyj···yn−1 = Tyj
Tyj+2 · · ·Tyn−1.
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To complete the proof, it suffices to explain that there is an equality of sets
{
yj . . . yn−1 : (yj , . . . , yn−1) ∈ X(j,1) × . . .×X(n−1,1)

}
= X(j,1n−j).

Since
|Sn|∣∣S(j,1n−j)

∣∣ = n · (n− 1) · · · (j + 1),

the two sets have the same size, so it is enough to show that the left descent set of each yj · · · yn−1 is contained
in J(j, 1n−j) = {j, j + 1, · · · , n− 1}. This is equivalent to proving that for i < j, the element si is not a left
descent of yj · · · yn−1.

To this end, fix i < j. Since si is a minimal length (right) coset representative of S(i−1,1), it follows from
Proposition 3.9(2) that

ℓ(siyj · · · yn−1) = 1 + ℓ(yj · · · yn−1).

Thus, si is not a left descent of yj+1 · · · yn, as desired. �

We are now able to prove Proposition 3.8.

Proof of Proposition 3.8. By Lemma 3.10, it suffices to prove that

x(j,1n−j) = m(1j,n−j) · x(j,n−j).

Using the descent interpretation of X(j,1n−j), note that

X(j,1n−j) = {w ∈ Sn : w−1(1) < w−1(2) < · · · < w−1(j)}.

Suppose w ∈ X(j,1n−j). By Proposition 3.9(1), there is a unique way to factor w = u·v where u ∈ S(1j,n−j),
and v ∈ X(1j ,n−j) with ℓ(w) = ℓ(u) + ℓ(v). Since v ∈ X(1j ,n−j), the left descents of v are contained in

J(1j , n− j) = {1, 2, · · · , j}, meaning v has the property that

v−1(j + 1) < v−1(j + 2) < · · · < v−1(n).

However, since w−1(1) < · · · < w−1(j) and u fixes the set {1, 2, · · · , j} it follows that v also satisfies

v−1(1) < v−1(2) < · · · < v−1(j).

Therefore, v ∈ X(j,n−j). Thus each element w ∈ X(j,1n−j) can be factored uniquely as u·v where u ∈ S(1j,n−j)

and v ∈ X(j,n−j).
Since |X(j,1n−j)| = |S(1j ,n−j)| · |X(j,n−j)|, we can conclude that

x(j,1n−j) =
∑

u∈S(1j ,n−j)

v∈X(j,n−j)

Tuv =




∑

u∈S(1j ,n−j)

Tu


 ·




∑

v∈X(j,n−j)

Tv



 = m(1j ,n−j) · x(j,n−j).

�

We will use Proposition 3.8 to prove that when Hn(q) is semisimple, the element C
(n)
j behaves like the

induction operators discussed in Section 3.1. This will eventually explain why our eigenvectors in Theorem
1.2 are indexed by horizontal strips.

We will use the following lemma, whose proof is straightforward.

Lemma 3.11. Let A be a semisimple algebra and let M and N be A-modules. If there is a surjective
A-module morphism

f : N ։ M,

then M is isomorphic to a submodule of N.

We can now prove the Horizontal Strip Lemma.

Lemma 3.12 (Horizontal strip lemma). Assume Hn(q) is semisimple. Let λ be a partition of n and µ a
partition of 0 ≤ j ≤ n such that µ ⊂ λ. Then for any t ∈ SYT(λ \ µ),

(Sµ) Φt C
(n)
j
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is contained in a Hn(q)-module isomorphic to a submodule of
⊕

ν⊢n
ν\µ is a horizontal strip

Sν .

Thus, if λ \ µ is not a horizontal strip, then for any u ∈ Sµ

u Φt C
(n)
j pλ = 0.

Proof. We shall prove the first statement by

(1) Showing Sµ Φt C
(n)
j is contained in a certain Hn(q)-module we call M,

(2) Defining an Hn(q)-module N which is isomorphic to
⊕

ν⊢n
ν\µ is a horizontal strip

Sν ,

(3) explaining that M is isomorphic to a submodule of N.

We begin with item (1). Observe that Sµ Φt m(1j ,n−j) is closed under the right action of Hj,n−j(q). In
fact, it is straightforward to check that as right Hj,n−j(q)-modules,

(3.1) Sµ Φt m(1j ,n−j)
∼= Sµ ⊗ S(n−j).

This follows by noting that any element of Hj,n−j(q) can be written as TuTv where u ∈ S(j,1n−j) and
v ∈ S(1j ,n−j). Since Tu commutes with Φt m(1j ,n−j), by Example 2.23,

Sµ Φt m(1j ,n−j) · TuTv = (Sµ · Tu)
(
Φtm(1j ,n−j) · Tv

)
= (Sµ · Tu)

(
Φt m(1j ,n−j) q

ℓ(v)
)
.

Define a right Hn(q)-module M by the C-vector space sum

M :=
∑

v∈Xj,n−j

Sµ Φt m(1j ,n−j) Tv.

Let u ∈ Sµ. Using Proposition 3.8 to write C
(n)
j = m(1j ,n−j)x(j,n−j) gives

u Φt C
(n)
j =

∑

v∈Xj,n−j

u Φt m(1j ,n−j) Tv ∈ M,

completing item (1).
We now explain item (2). Set N to be the following right-module:

N :=
⊕

v∈X(j,n−j)

Sµ Φt m(1j ,n−j) ⊗Hj,n−j(q) C Tv.

One can use Proposition 3.9(1) to see that Hn(q) is free as a left Hj,n−j(q)-module, with basis

{Tv : v ∈ Xj,n−j},

from which it follows that

(3.2) Hn(q) =
⊕

v∈Xj,n−j

Hj,n−j(q) Tv.

Then combining the Pieri rules (Corollary 3.3) with equations (3.1) and (3.2) above, we obtain:
⊕

ν⊢n
ν\µ is a horizontal strip

Sν ∼= Ind
Hn(q)
Hj,n−j(q)

Sµ ⊗ S(n−j) ∼=
(
Sµ Φt m(1j ,n−j)

)
⊗Hj,n−j(q) Hn(q) = N.

It now suffices to prove item (3): that M is isomorphic to a submodule of N. Observe that the map
linearly extending

N −→ M

x⊗ Tv 7−→ x · Tv

is surjective and commutes with the left action of Hn(q). Hence, by Lemma 3.11, N is isomorphic to a
submodule of M, completing item (3) and thus the first claim.
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For the second claim, if λ \ µ is not a horizontal strip, then Sλ does not appear in the irreducible

decomposition of N . Since pλ is the projector onto the λ-isotypic component, this forces u Φt C
(n)
j pλ = 0.

�

4. A spanning set of eigenvectors for Rn(q)

In this section we will construct a spanning set of eigenvectors for the action of Rn(q) on Sλ in the
case that Hn(q) is semisimple. In Section 4.1 we prove Theorem 1.6, which gives a recursive formulation of
Rn(q) in Hn(q). We use this recursion in Section 4.2 to construct eigenvectors of Rn(q) from eigenvectors of
Rn−1(q), and in turn, apply this to obtain eigenvectors of Rn(q) from ker Rj(q) for j < n. We then prove
that this construction yields a spanning set Bλ of Sλ in Section 4.3, and give a simplified description of Bλ

in Section 4.4. In what follows, we denote by

ker (Rn(q) |Sλ) ⊂ Sλ and im (Rn(q) |Sλ) ⊂ Sλ

the kernel and image from the action of Rn(q) on Sλ, respectively. We will fix a basis of the former space,
and construct explicit vectors of the latter.

Definition 4.1. Let Hn(q) be semisimple. For any Sµ, define κµ to be a basis for ker
(
R|µ|(q) |Sµ

)
.

In general, it is an open problem to determine explicit expressions for the elements of κµ, even when
q = 1. However for our arguments, the existence of a basis inside of Sµ is sufficient. Later, we will be able
to determine the size of each κµ when q is a power of a prime number (Section 5) and a positive real number
(Section 6), which will allow us to construct an eigenbasis of Sλ in those cases.

4.1. Proof of Theorem 1.6: the recursion. Recall that Rn(q) = B∗
n(q)Bn(q), with the definitions of

Bn(q) and B∗
n(q) given in equations (2.2) and (2.3).

Our goal is to prove a recursion for Rn(q) using the Jucys-Murphy elements3

Theorem 4.2 (Theorem 1.6). For any q ∈ C, the following holds in Hn(q):

Bn(q) Rn(q) =

(
q Rn−1(q) + [n]q + qnJn(q)

)
Bn(q).

To do so, we first need the following lemma.

Lemma 4.3. For any q ∈ C,

B∗
n−1(q) Tsn−1 Bn−1(q) Bn(q) = q Rn−1(q) Bn(q).

Proof. We claim that

(4.1) Tsn−1 Bn−1(q) Bn(q) = q Bn−1(q) Bn(q).

To see why, note that by Proposition 3.8,

Bn−1(q) Bn(q) = m(1n−2,2) x(n−2,2) = (1 + Tsn−1) x(n−2,2).

Combining this equality with the fact that Tsn−1(1 + Tsn−1) = q (1 + Tsn−1), we obtain

Tsn−1 Bn−1(q) Bn(q) = Tsn−1(1 + Tsn−1) x(n−2,2) = q(1 + Tsn−1) x(n−2,2) = qBn−1(q) Bn(q).

Using Equation (4.1) then gives

B∗
n−1(q) Tsn−1 Bn−1(q) Bn(q) = qB∗

n−1(q) Bn−1(q) Bn(q) = qRn−1(q) Bn(q).

�

We are now ready for the Proof of Theorem 4.2

3Note that while Jm(q) is not defined for q = 0, qnJm(q) is defined for any q ∈ C (and is simply 0 when q = 0).
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Proof of Theorem 4.2. Scaling Jn(q) by qn removes all negative exponents of q, making both sides of the
equation defined for all q. Note that if

(4.2) Bn(q) B
∗
n(q) = B∗

n−1(q) Tsn−1 Bn−1(q) + [n]q + qnJn(q),

then the claim follows by multiplying both sides by Bn on the right and applying Lemma 4.3. Hence, it
suffices to prove Equation (4.2), which we do by induction on n.

First, we rewrite Bn(q) B∗
n(q) :

Bn(q) B
∗
n(q) =

n∑

i=1

n∑

j=1

Tsn−1Tsn−2 · · ·TsiTsj · · ·Tsn−2Tsn−1

=

n∑

j=1

Tsj . . . Tsn−1 +

n−1∑

i=1

Tsn−1Tsn−2 . . . Tsi + Tsn−1




n−1∑

i=1

n−1∑

j=1

(Tsn−2 . . . Tsi)(Tsj . . . Tsn−2)



Tsn−1

=

n∑

j=1

Tsj . . . Tsn−1 +

n−1∑

i=1

Tsn−1 . . . Tsi + Tsn−1

(
Bn−1(q) B

∗
n−1(q)

)
Tsn−1 .

We rewrite Bn−1(q)B∗
n−1(q) with the induction hypothesis:

n∑

j=1

Tsj . . . Tsn−1 +

n−1∑

i=1

Tsn−1 . . . Tsi + Tsn−1

(
B∗
n−2(q)Tsn−2Bn−2(q) + [n− 1]q + qn−1Jn−1(q)

)
Tsn−1

=

n∑

j=1

Tj . . . Tsn−1 +

n−1∑

i=1

Tsn−1 . . . Tsi + [n− 1]qT
2
sn−1︸ ︷︷ ︸

v1

+

n−2∑

i=1

qiTsn−1T(i,n−1)Tsn−1

︸ ︷︷ ︸
v2

+

n−2∑

i=1

n−2∑

j=1

Tsn−1Tsi . . . Tsn−3Tsn−2Tsn−3 . . . TsjTsn−1

︸ ︷︷ ︸
v3

.

We expand v1, v2, and v3 separately. First,

v1 = [n− 1]q
(
q + (q − 1)Tsn−1

)
= [n]q − 1 + [n− 1]q(q − 1)Tsn−1 = [n]q − 1 + (qn−1 − 1)Tsn−1 .

Next, since (i, n− 1) has reduced expression

(i, n− 1) = si si+1 · · · sn−3 sn−2 sn−3 · · · si+1 si,

we have (i, n) = sn−1 · (i, n− 1) · sn−1 is a reduced expression and so

v2 :=

n−2∑

i=1

qiTsn−1T(i,n−1)Tsn−1 =

n−2∑

i=1

qiT(i,n).

Finally, we use the generating relations for Hn(q) to rewrite v3:

v3 :=

n−2∑

i=1

n−2∑

j=1

Tsn−1Tsi . . . Tsn−3Tsn−2Tsn−3 . . . TsjTsn−1

=

n−2∑

i=1

n−2∑

j=1

Tsi . . . Tsn−3Tsn−1Tsn−2Tsn−1Tsn−3 . . . Tsj(TsiTsj = TsjTsi when |i− j| ≥ 2)

=
n−2∑

i=1

n−2∑

j=2

Tsi . . . Tsn−3Tsn−2Tsn−1Tsn−2Tsn−3 . . . Tsj .(TsiTsi+1Tsi = Tsi+1TsiTsi+1)
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Substituting these simplifications into our full expression and rearranging, we obtain

Bn(q) B
∗
n(q) =


1 +

n−1∑

j=1

Tsj . . . Tsn−1


+

n−1∑

i=1

Tsn−1 . . . Tsi +
(
[n]q − 1 + qn−1Tsn−1 − Tsn−1

)
+

n−2∑

i=1

qiT(i,n)

+
n−2∑

i=1

n−2∑

j=1

Tsi . . . Tsn−2Tsn−1Tsn−2 . . . Tsj

= [n]q +

(
qn−1Tsn−1 +

n−2∑

i=1

qiT(i,n)

)
+

n−1∑

i=1

n−1∑

j=1

Tsi . . . Tsn−2Tsn−1Tsn−2 . . . Tsj

= [n]q + qnJn(q) + B∗
n−1(q) Tsn−1Bn−1(q).

�

4.2. Eigenvector construction. Our next task is to turn the recursion in Theorem 1.6 into a method for
constructing eigenvectors ofRn(q). The idea behind Theorem 4.4 below is to use the Tower Rule (Proposition
2.12) and the properties of the seminormal units to build an eigenvector for Rn(q) from one of Rn−1(q).

Theorem 4.4. Let Hn(q) be semisimple and λ′ ⋖ λ with |λ| = n. If u′ ∈ Sλ′

is an eigenvector for Rn−1(q)
with eigenvalue E, then

u := u′ Φλ\λ′ Bn(q) pλ

is either zero or an eigenvector for Rn(q) with eigenvalue

qE + [n]q + qncλ\λ′ (q).

Proof. Consider u Rn(q), with u defined above. Since pλ is central in Hn(q), by Theorem 4.2

u Rn(q) = u′ Φλ\λ′ Bn(q) pλ Rn(q)

=

(
u′Φλ\λ′

)(
qRn−1(q) + [n]q + qnJn(q)

)
Bn(q) pλ

= q
(
u′ Φλ\λ′ Rn−1(q) Bn(q) pλ

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:v1

+ [n]q
(
u′ Φλ\λ′Bn(q) pλ

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:v2

+ qn
(
u′ Φλ\λ′Jn(q) Bn(q) pλ

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:v3

.

We will go through each summand in turn. For v1, note that Rn−1 commutes with Φλ\λ′ since Rn−1 ∈
Hn−1(q). Since u′ is an eigenvector for Rn−1 by assumption, we thus have

v1 = q
(
u′ Rn−1Φλ\λ′ pλ

)
= (qE) u′ Φλ\λ′ Bn pλ = (qE)u.

The second term is v2 = [n]qu.
The third term is the most interesting. Write u′ as

u′ =
∑

t′∈SYT(λ′)

ct′wt′

for scalars ct′ . Since pλ is central in Hn(q), we can write

v3 = qn




∑

t′∈SYT(λ′)

ct′wt′Φλ\λ′ pλ


 Jn(q) Bn(q) = qn




∑

t′∈SYT(λ′),
t∈SYT(λ)

ct′wt′Φλ\λ′ pt


 Jn(q) Bn(q).

Using the tower rule (Proposition 2.12),

wt′ Φλ\λ′ pt = word(t′) Φλ\λ′ pt′ pt|n−1
pλ =

{
0 t|n−1 6= t′,

wt t|n−1 = t′.
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Hence, we continue to simplify v3 as

v3 = qn




∑

t∈SYT(λ):
sh(t|n−1)=λ′

ct|n−1
wt


 Jn(q) Bn(q)

= qncλ\λ′ (q)




∑

t∈SYT(λ):
sh(t|n−1)=λ′

ct|n−1
wt


 Bn(q)(Theorem 2.21 (2))

= qncλ\λ′ (q)




∑

t′∈SYT(λ′)

ct′ wt′ Φλ\λ′ pλ



 Bn(q)

= qncλ\λ′ (q) u.

Thus in total we can conclude that

uRn = v1 + v2 + v3 = (qE) u+ [n]q u+ qncλ\λ′ (q) u =
(
qE + [n]q + qncλ\λ′ (q)

)
u.

�

Theorem 4.4 gives an inductive method of constructing eigenvectors of Rn(q). The base case of this
inductive process are the 0-eigenvectors of Rn(q), i.e. the elements of κµ. Theorem 4.5 below iterates the
construction in Theorem 4.4, starting with this base case.

Theorem 4.5. Suppose Hn(q) is semisimple and for a fixed λ, let µ ⊂ λ be a partition of j. Then for
u ∈ κµ and t ∈ SYT(λ \ µ), the element

u Φt pt C
(n)
j

is either zero or is an eigenvector for Rn with eigenvalue

qncλ\µ(q) +
n∑

k=j+1

qn−k[k]q.

Proof. Let u =
∑

s∈SYT(µ) csws ∈ κµ for some scalars cs and let ri be the row in which i appears in t. For

any s ∈ SYT(µ) and j ≤ k ≤ n define λ(k) := (t(s)|k) , so that

µ = λ(j) ⊂ λ(j+1) ⊂ · · · ⊂ λ(n) = λ.

We may rewrite

u Φt pt C
(n)
j = u Φt pλ(j+1) pλ(j+2) · · · pλ Bj+1(q) Bj+2(q) · · · Bn(q)

= u
(
Φrj+1 Bj+1(q) pλ(j+1)

) (
Φrj+2 Bj+2(q) pλ(j+2)

)
· · · (Φrn Bn(q) pλ) .

For j ≤ m < n, define vm as

vm := u
(
Φrj+1 Bj+1(q) pλ(j+1)

)
· · · (Φrm Bm(q) pλ(m)) ,

so that u Φt C
(n)
j = vn. Assume by induction that vm is an eigenvector for Rm(q) with eigenvalue

qmcλ(m)\µ(q) +
m∑

k=j+1

qm−k[k]q.

(Note this holds trivially in the base case m = j.) By Theorem 4.4, if

vm+1 = vm
(
Φrm+1 Bm+1(q) pλ(m+1)

)

is non-zero, it is an eigenvector for Rm+1(q) with eigenvalue
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q



qmcλ(m)\µ(q) +
m∑

k=j+1

qm−k[k]q



+ [m+ 1]q + qm+1ct,m+1(q)

= qm+1
(
cλ(m)\µ(q) + ct,m+1(q)

)
+

m+1∑

k=j+1

qm+1−k[k]q

= qm+1cλ(m+1)\µ(q) +

m+1∑

k=j+1

qm+1−k[k]q.

�

Example 4.6. Suppose we begin with µ = (1, 1). Then d(1,1) = 1, so κ(1,1) contains one element. One

choice of such an element is u = 12− 21 ∈ S(1,1). To build an eigenvector in S(2,1,1), take

t(2,1,1)\(1,1) = 3

4

.

One can check that the element

(4.3) (12− 21) Φt(2,1,1)\(1,1) pt(2,1,1)\(1,1) C
(n)
2 = (1213− 2113) p(2,1) p(2,1,1) B3(q) B4(q) 6= 0.

Hence, by Theorem 4.5, it is an eigenvector for R4(q) with eigenvalue

q4c(2,1,1)\(1,1)(q) +

4∑

k=3

q4−k[k]q = q4 ([1]q + [−2]q) + q[3]q + [4]q = [5]q + q.

We will see in Section 4.3 why the vector in (4.3) is a “good” choice of eigenvector.

4.3. A spanning set of eigenvectors when Hn(q) is semisimple. Finally, we will use the recursive
construction of eigenvectors of Rn(q) acting on Sλ in Theorem 4.5 to define a spanning set of Sλ.

Recall that κµ ⊂ Sµ is a basis of ker (Rn(q)|Sµ ). We also have from Section 3.2 that

C
(n)
|µ| := B|µ|+1(q) · · · Bn(q),

while the definitions of ptλ\µ and Φtλ\µ can be found in Definitions 2.10 and 3.4.
We define the set Bλ as follows.

Definition 4.7. For a fixed λ ⊢ n, µ ⊆ λ, and u ∈ κµ define the element

xλ
µ(u) := u Φtλ\µ ptλ\µ C

(n)
|µ| ∈ Sλ,

and the set of all such xλ
µ(u) as

Bλ := {xλ
µ(u) : u ∈ κµ, µ ⊆ λ}.

Our goal in this section is to prove that Bλ spans Sλ (Theorem 4.13). Recall that the general construction
in Theorem 4.5 showed that for any u ∈ κµ with |µ| = j and t ∈ SYT(λ \ µ),

(4.4) u Φt pt C
(n)
|µ| ∈ Sλ

was either 0 or an eigenvector for Rn(q). The idea behind this construction was to build the element in (4.4)
iteratively via the Tower Rule (Proposition 2.12) using the chain of inclusions

(4.5) µ \ µ ⊂ sh(t|j+1) ⊂ sh(t|j+2) · · · ⊂ sh(t) = λ \ µ.

An element xλ
µ(u) of Bλ is a special cases of an element of the form (4.4). The key difference is that for

xλ
µ(u) we have fixed a specific tableau tλ\µ, and thus chosen a specific inclusion chain of the form in (4.5).

At the heart of proving that Bλ spans Sλ is showing that this is possible; namely, that at every step in
the inductive process given in Theorem 4.5, we can straighten our tableau to ensure that we are using the
tableau of largest dominance order tsh(t|k)\µ. We demonstrate this idea in Example 4.8 below.
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Example 4.8. We illustrate the ideas of the proof of Theorem 4.13, showing that Bλ spans Sλ for λ =
(5, 3, 1). We first decompose Sλ into the image and kernel of R9(q):

Sλ = ker (R9(q)|Sλ)⊕ im (R9(q)|Sλ) .

By construction ker (R9(q)|Sλ) is spanned by the elements xλ
λ(u) ∈ κλ of Bλ. So, it suffices prove that Bλ

spans im (R9(q)|Sλ) , or sufficiently im (B9(q)|Sλ) , since

im (R9(q)|Sλ) ⊂ im (B9(q)|Sλ) .

By Proposition 3.7, any v ∈ im (B9(q)|S(5,3,1) ) can be written as a sum

v =
∑

t′∈SYT(4,3,1)

ct′wt′ · Φ1 p(5,3,1) B9(q)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

+
∑

t′∈SYT(5,2,1)

ct′wt′ · Φ2 p(5,3,1) B9(q)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

+
∑

t′∈SYT(5,3)

ct′wt′ · Φ3 p(5,3,1) B9(q)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

.

Our task is to show that each of these summands can be written as a linear combination of elements of Bλ,
which we will do by example on the first summand, where λ′ = (4, 3, 1).

By induction, for t′ ∈ SYT(λ′), the element wt′ can be rewritten as a linear combination of xλ′

µ(u):

(4.6) wt′ =
∑

xλ′

µ(u)
∈Bλ′

αµ(u) x
λ′

µ(u).

Suppose µ = (3, 1). Then for u ∈ κ(3,1) one such xλ′

µ(u) appearing in (4.6) above is

xλ′

µ(u) = u Φtλ
′\µ ptλ′\µ C

(8)
4 where tλ

′\µ = t(4,3,1)\(3,1) =
5

6 7
8

.

Thus the corresponding term in v above is

xλ′

(3,1)(u) · Φ1 p(5,3,1) B9(q) =
(
u Φtλ

′\µ ptλ′\µ C
(8)
4

)
Φ1 p(5,3,1) B9(q) = u Φt pt C

(9)
4

where

t =
5 9

6 7
8

6= t(5,3,1)\(3,1) =
5 6

7 8
9

.

Since t 6= t(5,3,1)\(3,1), it is not obvious that xλ′

(3,1)(u) · Φ1 p(5,3,1) B9(q) is in the span of B(5,3,1). The goal

of our Straightening Lemma (Lemma 4.12) is to show that it actually is.
To this end, note that t is related to t(5,3,1)\(3,1) by a cycle, namely

t(5,3,1)\(3,1) = t · s8s7s6.

Our straightening lemma (Lemma 4.12) will be used to explain that this implies u Φt pt C
(9)
4 is a constant

multiple of u Φtλ\µ ptλ\µ C
(9)
4 , and thus in the span of Bλ.

Remark 4.9. The straightening process is missing from [25]. In particular, the proof of [25, Proposition
58] assumes they can inductively construct an eigenvector that is already “straightened,” but without an
argument as in Lemma 4.12, this assumption is not valid, as illustrated in Example 4.8. By setting q = 1,
our Lemma 4.12 thus corrects this mistake.

We will now formalize the straightening performed in Example 4.8 in Lemmas 4.10, 4.11 and 4.12. Though
these arguments are somewhat technical, the key idea behind them is that the miraculous properties of the
seminormal units given in Theorem 2.21(3) provide a way straighten our tableau.

Lemma 4.10. Assume Hn(q) is semisimple. Suppose t, q ∈ SYT(λ) are such that

• t · si = q so that t|i−1 = q|i−1, and
• q ⊲ t.
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Then wq (1 + Tsi) is a scalar multiple of wt (1 + Tsi). Specifically:

wq (1 + Tsi) ·
[ρ+ 1]q
[ρ]q

= wt (1 + Tsi) ,

where ρ := ct,i − ct,i+1 = cq,i+1 − ct,i+1.

Proof. By Theorem 2.21(3),

wt (1 + Tsi) = wt +
qρ

[ρ]q
wt +

q[ρ− 1]q[ρ+ 1]q
[ρ]2

wq

=
[ρ] + qρ

[ρ]
wt +

q[ρ− 1]q[ρ+ 1]q
[ρ]2

wq

=
[ρ+ 1]q

[ρ]
wt +

q[ρ− 1]q[ρ+ 1]q
[ρ]2

wq.

Using Theorem 2.21(3) again on q gives

wq (1 + Tsi) = wq −
1

[ρ]q
wq + wt

=
[ρ]q − 1

[ρ]q
wq + wt

=
q[ρ− 1]q

[ρ]q
wq + wt.

We thus deduce that

wq (1 + Tsi) ·
[ρ+ 1]q
[ρ]q

= wt (1 + Tsi) .

�

In order to use Lemma 4.10, we will need to factor the term (1 + Tsi) out of C
(n)
j = m(1j ,n−j) x(j,n−j);

this is the goal of Lemma 4.11.

Lemma 4.11. Let n− j ≥ 2. Then for any j < i < n, the element m(1j ,n−j) factors as

m(1j ,n−j) = (1 + Tsi)
∑

w∈S(1j ,n−j):

w−1(i)<w−1(i+1)

Tw.

Proof. We have

m(1j ,n−j) =
∑

w∈S(1j ,n−j)

Tw =
∑

w∈S(1j ,n−j):

w−1(i)<w−1(i+1)

Tw +
∑

w∈S(1j ,n−j):

w−1(i+1)>w−1(i)

Tw.

Observe that for any w, u ∈ Sn, as sets
{
w S(1j ,n−j) : w

−1(i + 1) > w−1(i)
}
=
{
si u : u ∈ S(1j ,n−j), u−1(i) < u−1(i + 1)

}
.

Further, if u−1(i) < u−1(i+ 1), then TsiTu = Tsiu. Hence, we can continue rewriting of m(1j ,n−j) as

m(1j ,n−j) =
∑

w∈S(1j ,n−j):

w−1(i)<w−1(i+1)

Tw +
∑

u∈S(1j ,n−j):

u−1(i)<u−1(i+1)

TsiTu = (1 + Tsi)
∑

w∈S(1j ,n−j):

w−1(i)<w−1(i+1)

Tw.

�

Finally, we will combine Lemma 4.10 and Lemma 4.11 to give our straightening procedure.
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Lemma 4.12 (Straightening Lemma). Assume Hn(q) is semisimple. Fix λ ⊢ n and µ ⊂ λ with |µ| = j
such that n− j ≥ 2. Suppose for t ∈ SYT(λ \ µ) there exists an i > j, and k such that i− 1 < k < n and

t · sksk−1 · · · si+1si = tλ\µ.

Then there exists a constant α ∈ C such that for any s ∈ SYT(µ),

wt(s) C
(n)
j = α wtλ\µ(s) C

(n)
j .

Proof. We induct on k. The base case (k = i− 1) is vacuously true since in this case t = tλ\µ.
Now, assume that k ≥ i so that t · sksk−1 · · · si+1si = tλ\µ. By Proposition 3.8 and Lemma 4.11

wt(s) C
(n)
j = wt(s) m(1j ,n−j) x(j,n−j) = wt(s) (1 + Tsk)




∑

w∈S(1j ,n−j):

w−1(k)<w−1(k+1)

Tw


x(j,n−j).

The fact that t · sksk−1 · · · si+1si = tλ\µ implies that in t, the box k + 1 appears in a row north of box k.
Letting q := t · sk, we see that this implies that q ⊲ t.

Since k > j, the contents ct(s),k and ct(s),k+1 do not depend on s. Hence, Lemma 4.10 implies there exists
a constant β ∈ C for which

wt(s) (1 + Tsk) = β · wq(s) (1 + Tsk)

for all s ∈ SYT(µ). Hence,

wt(s) C
(n)
j = wt(s) (1 + Tsk)




∑

w∈S(1j ,n−j):

w−1(k)<w−1(k+1)

Tw


 x(j,n−j)

= β wq(s) (1 + Tsk)




∑

w∈S(1j ,n−j):

w−1(k)<w−1(k+1)

Tw


 x(j,n−j)

= β wq(s) C
(n)
j .

Since tλ\µ = q · sk−1 · · · si, by induction there exists a constant α′ ∈ C for which

wq(s) C
(n)
j = α′ wtλ\µ(s) C

(n)
j .

Setting α = βα′ completes the proof. �

We are finally ready to prove that Bλ spans Sλ.

Theorem 4.13. When Hn(q) is semisimple, the set Bλ spans Sλ.

Proof. We proceed by induction on |λ| = n, where the base case |λ| = 1 is trivial. For |λ| > 1, note that
Sλ can be decomposed as a direct sum into the image and kernel from the action of Rn(q) on Sλ. By
construction, κλ ⊂ Sλ is a basis for ker(Rn(q) |Sλ). Consider the subset of Bλ where |µ| < |λ|:

B◦
λ := {xλ

µ(u) : µ ( λ, u ∈ κµ} ⊆ Bλ,

Then
Bλ = κλ

⊔
B◦

λ.

We will show that B◦
λ spans im(Rn(q) |Sλ). Note that since im (Rn(q) |Sλ) ⊆ im (Bn(q)|Sλ) , it suffices to

show that B◦
λ spans im (Bn(q)|Sλ).

Take v ∈ im (Bn(q)|Sλ). Proposition 3.7 implies that v can be written as

v =
∑

t′∈SYT(λ′)
λ′

⋖λ

ct′ wt′ Φλ\sh(t′) pλ Bn(q) =



∑

λ′⋖λ




∑

t′∈SYT(λ′)

ct′ wt′


 Φλ\λ′


 pλ Bn(q).
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For a fixed λ′ in the above sum, write v′ :=
∑

t′∈SYT(λ′) ct′wt′ ∈ Sλ′

. By induction, v′ can be written as

a linear combination of elements in Bλ′ :

v′ =
∑

xλ′

µ(u)
∈Bλ′

cµ(u)x
λ′

µ(u).

Consider xλ′

µ(u) = u Φtλ
′\µ ptλ′\µ C

(n−1)
|µ| . If |µ| = |λ′| then xλ′

µ(u) = u, and u Φλ\λ′ pλ Bn(q) ∈ Bλ.

Suppose |λ| − |µ| ≥ 2 and fix j = |µ|. Then

xλ′

µ(u) Φλ\λ′ pλ Bn(q) =
(
u Φtλ

′\µ ptλ′\µ C
(n−1)
j

)
Φλ\λ′ pλ Bn(q)

= u Φtλ
′\µ Φλ\λ′ ptλ′\µ pλ C

(n−1)
j Bn(q)

= u Φt pt C
(n)
j

where t is the skew tableau obtained from tλ
′\µ by adding the box n at λ \ λ′.

If t = tλ\µ, then xλ′

µ(u) Φλ\λ′ pλ Bn(q) = xλ
µ(u) and we are done. Otherwise, since t|n−1 = tλ

′\µ, we

necessarily have that

t · sn−1sn−2 · · · si = tλ\µ

for some i > |µ|. Hence, Lemma 4.12 applies. Rewriting u ∈ Sµ using the basis ws for s ∈ SYT(µ):

u Φt pt C
(n)
j =

∑

s∈SYT(µ)

csws Φt pt C
(n)
j

=
∑

s∈SYT(µ)

cs wt(s) C
(n)
j

= α
∑

s∈SYT(µ)

cs wtλ\µ(s) C
(n)
j(Lemma 4.12)

= α
∑

s∈SYT(µ)

cs ws Φtλ\µ ptλ\µ C
(n)
j

= α u Φtλ\µ ptλ\µ C
(n)
j

= α xλ
µ(u) ∈ Bλ.

�

4.4. A simplified description of Bλ. Recall that we defined Bλ as

Bλ := {xλ
µ(u) := u Φtλ\µ ptλ\µ C

(n)
|µ| : u ∈ κµ, µ ⊆ λ}.

We now show that the elements of Bλ are either zero, or can be rewritten as follows.

Lemma 4.14. Assume Hn(q) is semisimple. Fix λ ⊢ n and let µ ⊆ λ. For any u ∈ κµ,

xλ
µ(u) := u Φtλ\µ ptλ\µ C

(n)
|µ| =

{
0 λ \ µ is not a horizontal strip

yλµ(u) := u Φtλ\µ C
(n)
|µ| pλ λ \ µ is a horizontal strip.

Recall that by Lemma 3.12, when λ \ µ is not a horizontal strip and u ∈ Sµ, we have

u Φt\µ C
(n)
|µ| pλ = 0.

To prove Lemma 4.14, we would like to apply Lemma 3.12. However, in order to do so, we must first

transform the xλ
µ(u) to be of the form u Φtλ\µ C

(n)
|µ| pλ rather than u Φtλ\µ ptλ\µ C

(n)
|µ| . This is the purpose of

the Lemma 4.16, whose proof also uses the following fact, given in [39, Exercise 19, p50].

Lemma 4.15 (Mathas). If q ⊲ t, then word(q) pt = 0.

Lemma 4.16. For u ∈ Sµ and µ ⊆ λ,

u Φtλ\µ ptλ\µ = u Φtλ\µ pλ.



SPECTRUM OF RANDOM-TO-RANDOM SHUFFLING IN THE HECKE ALGEBRA 27

Proof. Let |µ| = j and |λ| = n. Write u =
∑

s∈SYT(µ) csws with scalars cs. By the tower rule (Proposition

2.12) and orthogonality of the pt,

u Φtλ\µ pλ =
∑

q∈SYT(λ)

u Φtλ\µ pq

=
∑

q∈SYT(λ)

∑

s∈SYT(µ)

cs ws Φtλ\µ pq

=
∑

s∈SYT(µ)

∑

q∈SYT(λ)

cs word(s) Φtλ\µ ps pq.

=
∑

s∈SYT(µ)

∑

q∈SYT(λ)
q|j=s

csword(s) Φtλ\µ pq

=
∑

s∈SYT(µ)

∑

q∈SYT(λ)
q|j=s

cs word(tλ/µ(s)) pq.

Note that for all q 6= tλ\µ(s) with q|j = s, we have tλ\µ(s) ⊲ q. By Lemma 4.15, the sum thus becomes

u Φtλ\µ pλ =
∑

s∈SYT(µ)

csword(t
λ\µ(s)) ptλ\µ(s)

=
∑

s∈SYT(µ)

csword(s) Φtλ\µ ps ptλ\µ

=
∑

s∈SYT(µ)

csws Φtλ\µ ptλ\µ

= u Φtλ\µ ptλ\µ .

�

Lemma 4.14 easily follows from Lemma 4.16.

Proof of Lemma 4.14. By Lemma 4.16,

u Φtλ\µ ptλ\µ = u Φtλ\µ pλ.

Using the fact that pλ is central, we have

xλ
µ(u) = u Φtλ\µ ptλ\µ C

(n)
|µ| = u Φtλ\µ pλ C

(n)
|µ| = u Φtλ\µ C

(n)
|µ| pλ.

Thus by Lemma 3.12, if λ \ µ is not a horizontal strip,

u Φtλ\µ C
(n)
|µ| pλ = 0.

�

Having shown that xλ
µ(u) = 0 if λ \ µ is not a horizontal strip, we will now slightly abuse notation and

remove the copies of 0 from Bλ, so that

Bλ := {yλµ(u) := u Φtλ\µ C
(n)
|µ| pλ : u ∈ κµ for λ \ µ a horizontal strip}.

5. The derangement representation and flags of Fn
q

The goal of this section is to relate the Rn(q) and B∗
n(q) to Markov chains on flags over a finite field Fn

q ,
and to use this connection to describe the kernels of both operators when q is the power of a prime number.
This will serve as the essential base case of our analysis of the full spectrum of Rn(q) in Section 6.

We first define in Section 5.1 the derangement representation of Hn(q). We then explain the general
connection between Hn(q) and flags over a finite field in Section 5.2, and use this in Section 5.3 to link
q-random-to-top T ∗

n (q) (and thus also B∗
n(q), see Remark 2.3) to a Markov chain on flags introduced by

Brown [14] and studied in [13]. Finally, we apply this analysis in Section 5.4 to show that the kernel of B∗
n(q)

carries the derangement representation, and compute the characteristic polynomials of B∗
n(q) and Bn(q).
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5.1. The Derangement representation. Recall that an integer i ⊂ [n− 1] is a descent of t ∈ SYT if i+1
appears south and weakly west of i, with Des(t) the set of descents of t. Then t ∈ SYT(n) is a desarrangement
tableau if the smallest element of [n] \ Des(t) is even. Write

Dn := {t ∈ SYT(n) : t is a desarrangement tableau}.

We will keep track of the number of desarrangement tableaux of shape µ by

dµ := #{t ∈ Dn : sh(t) = µ}.

Let dn be the number of derangements permutations, or permutations with no fixed points, of Sn. Then
work of Désarménien and Wachs [20] shows that

dn =
∑

µ⊢n

dµfµ.

Example 5.1. The desarrangement tableaux in D5 are shown below.

1 3 4 5
2

1 3 4
2 5

1 3 5
2 4

1 3 4
2
5

1 3 5
2
4

1 3
2 4
5

1 3
2 5
4

1 3
2
4
5

1 5
2
3
4

d(4,1) = 1 d(3,2) = 2 d(3,1,1) = 2 d(2,2,1) = 2 d(2,1,1,1) = 2.

Hence, in total,

d5 =
∑

µ⊢5

dµfµ = 1 · 4 + 2 · 5 + 2 · 6 + 2 · 5 + 2 · 4 = 44.

We define a representation from the set Dn as follows.

Definition 5.2 (Derangement representation). Let Hn(q) be semisimple. The derangement representation
of Hn(q) is the left-module

Dn(q) :=
⊕

t∈Dn

(
S sh(t)

)∗
.

Equivalently, Dn(q) is the representation satisfying

(5.1)

n∑

j=0

ch (Dj(q)) hn−j = h1n , ch (D0(q)) = 1.

In addition to the characterizations in Definition 5.2, there are several other equivalent ways to describe
Dn(q) in terms of symmetric functions; see [13, Prop. 3.1].

By construction, the multiplicity of (Sµ)∗ in Dn(q) is dµ and the total dimension of Dn(q) is dn. We
will soon show that when q is the power of a prime number, the kernel of Rn(q) carries the derangement
representation. Hence, in this case |κµ| = dµ for every µ.

5.2. Connection between Hn(q) and flags over a finite field. We will now discuss an alternative
perspective of the Hecke algebra—in fact its original motivation—which realizes Hn(q) as the centralizer of
the action of GLn(Fq) on the space of complete flags over Fn

q , where Fq is the field with q elements. We will
summarize the relevant aspects of this story; for a comprehensive study, see Halverson–Ram [32].

When working in this setting, we set q to be the power of a prime number, which we shall denote by
q = pm. Let

F• = (F1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ Fn−1 ⊂ Fn = Fn
q )

be a complete flag of Fn
q with dim(Fi) = i, and write the collection of all such flags as Fn. We will be

interested in their C-span C[Fn], upon which GLn(Fq) acts diagonally:

g · F• = (g · F1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ g · Fn−1 ⊂ g · Fn = Fn
q ).

There is a GLn(Fq)-equivariant bijection between Fn and the coset space GLn(Fq)/B, where B is the
Borel subgroup of upper triangular matrices of GLn(Fq); see [32, §1] for details. This induces an isomorphism
C[Fn] ∼= C[GLn(Fq)/B] of GLn(Fq)-representations.
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The subset of irreducible representations of GLn(Fq) which appear as the irreducible constituents from
the action of GLn(Fq) on C[Fn] were studied by Steinberg [48] and are called the unipotent representations ;
more explanation can be found in [13, §3.2]. Each irreducible unipotent representation is indexed by a
partition, denoted as Gλ, with dimension fλ(q) := dim(Gλ) given by the q-hook formula, see [38, Equation
(4.2)]. In fact, the space C[Fn] decomposes as GLn(Fq)-representation in an analogous way to Hn(q):

C[Fn] ∼=
⊕

λ⊢n

(
Gλ
)fλ

.

In this setting, one can define Hn(q) in terms of B-double cosets of GLn(Fq). We omit this description,
but note that it implies there is an Hn(q) action on C[GLn(Fq)/B] ∼= C[Fn] as follows.

Definition 5.3. When q = pm, there is a right action of Hn(q) on C[Fn] by

F• · Tsi =
∑

G 6=Fi

dim(G)=i

(F1 ⊂ F2 ⊂ · · · ⊂ Fi−1 ⊂ G ⊂ Fi+1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ Fn = Fn
q ).

Importantly, the right action by Hn(q) on C[Fn] commutes with the left action by GLn(Fq), and so we
obtain a bimodule decomposition of C[Fn], see [32, p.253-254]. Write

EndGLn(Fq)(C[Fn])

to be the centralizer algebra of the action of GLn(Fq) on C[Fn].

Corollary 5.4 (Double centralizer Theorem). When q = pm,

Hn(q) ∼= EndGLn(Fq)(C[Fn]).

Moreover, there is a GLn(Fq)×Hn(q)-bimodule decomposition of C[Fn]

C[Fn] ∼=
⊕

λ⊢n

Gλ ⊗ Sλ,

where Gλ is an irreducible unipotent representation of GLn(Fq) and Sλ is a Specht module of Hn(q).

Example 5.5 (Derangement representation of GLn(Fq)). Just as one can define Dn(q) as a representation
of Hn(q), there is a natural derangement representation of GLn(Fq), defined as the analogous sum over
unipotent representations: ⊕

t∈Dn

G sh(t).

This will become relevant in Section 5.4, when we study a Markov chain on C[Fn] whose kernel carries the
derangement representation of GLn(Fq).

As in the case of the bimodule decomposition of Hn(q) in (2.4), Theorem 5.4 allows us to deduce infor-
mation about the actions of elements of Hn(q) on C[Fn].

Corollary 5.6. Consider ϕ̃ ∈ EndGLn(Fq)(C[Fn]), and suppose that for ϕ ∈ Hn(q),

ϕ̃ · F• = F• · ϕ

for every F• ∈ Fn. Then, if ϕ̃ acts semisimply on C[Fn], Corollary 5.4 implies the following:

(1) The element ϕ acts semisimply on Hn(q).
(2) If the E-eigenspace of ϕ̃ acting on C[Fn] has irreducible decomposition as a GLn(Fq)-module

⊕

λ⊢n

Gλ ⊕Gλ ⊕ · · · ⊕Gλ

︸ ︷︷ ︸
mE(λ)

then the right E-eigenspace of ϕ acting on Hn(q) decomposes as a left Hn(q)-module

⊕

λ⊢n

(Sλ)∗ ⊕ (Sλ)∗ ⊕ · · · ⊕ (Sλ)∗︸ ︷︷ ︸
mE(λ)

.
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(3) The set of eigenvalues of ϕ̃ acting on C[Fn] will equal those of ϕ acting by right multiplication on
Hn(q). The multiplicity of the eigenvalue E in ϕ acting on Hn(q) will be

∑

λ⊢n

fλ mE(λ) =
∑

λ⊢n

dim(Sλ) mE(λ),

while the multiplicity of E from ϕ̃ acting on C[Fn] is
∑

λ⊢n

fλ(q) mE(λ) =
∑

λ⊢n

dim(Gλ) mE(λ).

We will use Corollary 5.6 in Section 5.3 to translate properties between our operators in Hn(q) and a flag
analog of random-to-top introduced by Brown [14] and studied in [13].

5.3. Random-to-top on flags. In [14], Brown introduced a q-analogue of B∗
n which acts on C[Fn].

Definition 5.7. For F• ∈ C[Fn], define x(q) ∈ EndGLn(Fq)(C[Fn]) to be the C-linear map

x(q)(F•) =

n∑

i=1

∑

Li

(Li ⊂ Li + F1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ Li + Fi−2 ⊂ Fi ⊂ Fi+1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ Fn) ,

where the second sum is over one-dimensional subspaces (or lines Li) for which Li ⊆ Fi but Li * Fi−1.

Example 5.8. Let q = n = 2. Use 〈v〉 to express the Fq-span of the vector v ∈ Fn
q and let e1, e2 be the

standard basis vectors of Fn
q . Suppose F• =

(
〈e1 + e2〉 ⊂ Fn

q

)
. Then

x(q) (F•) =
(
〈e1 + e2〉 ⊂ Fn

q

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

i=1

+
(
〈e1〉 ⊂ Fn

q

)
+
(
〈e2〉 ⊂ Fn

q

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

i=2

.

Work of Reiner, the second and fourth author in [13] compute the characteristic polynomial of x(q).

Theorem 5.9 ([13]). The action of x(q) on C[Fn] is semisimple, with characteristic polynomial χ(y, q) given
by

χ(y, q) =

n∏

j=0

(y − [j]q)
mj ,

where mj =
(
n
j

)
dn−j. The kernel of x(q) carries the derangement representation of GLn(Fq).

We will use the bimodule decomposition in Section 5.2 to relate x(q) to our operator B∗
n(q). By Corollary

5.6, studying the spectrum of x(q) is equivalent to studying that of an element ϕ ∈ Hn(q) for which

x(q) · F• = F• · ϕ

for all flags F• ∈ Fn. We will show that this element is q-random-to-top T ∗
n (q), and use this to deduce

information about q-random-to-bottom B∗
n(q) using Remark 2.3.

Proposition 5.10. For any flag F• ∈ Fn,

x(q) (F•) = F• · T
∗
n (q).

Proof. Let E• = (E1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ En), where each Ei is the span of the first i standard basis vectors of Fn
q . Since

GLn(Fq) acts transitively on C[Fn] and x(q) commutes with the action of GLn(Fq), it suffices to prove that

x(q)(E•) =

n∑

i=1

E• · Tsi−1Tsi−2 · · ·Ts1 .

We will show that for a fixed i,

E• · Tsi−1Tsi−2 · · ·Ts1 =
∑

Li

(Li ⊂ Li + E1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ Ei−2 ⊂ Ei−2 + Li ⊂ Ei ⊂ · · · ⊂ En) ,

where the sum is over lines Li contained in Ei but not contained in Ei−1. Using Definition 5.3, we have that

E• · Tsi−1Tsi−2 . . . Ts1 =
∑

F•,(5.2)

where the sum is over all flags F• ∈ Fn for which both:
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(i) Fj 6= Ej for all 1 ≤ j ≤ i− 1, and
(ii) Ej−1 ⊂ Fj for all 1 ≤ j ≤ i− 1.

We claim these conditions force Fj = F1+Ej−1 for all 2 ≤ j ≤ i−1. Indeed, since E1 and F1 are two distinct
one-dimensional subspaces of the two-dimensional subspace F2, we must have F1 +E1 = F2. Inductively, for
j > 2, assume Fj−1 = F1 + Ej−2. Since Ej−2 ⊂ Fj−1 6= Ej−1, the vector ej−1 is not contained in Fj−1, so

Fj−1 ( Fj−1 + 〈ej−1〉 = Ej−2 + F1 + 〈ej−1〉 = Ej−1 + F1 ⊆ Fj .

Hence, Fj = Ej−1+A1, as desired. This also forces that F1 * Ei−1 (since otherwise Fi−1 = F1+Ei−2 would
equal Ei−1). Thus, each flag F• appearing in the sum (5.2) is determined by the line F1 which is contained
in Ei but not Ei−1. Conversely, any choice of such a line gives rise to a flag in (5.2). �

5.4. Analysis of B∗
n(q). Finally, we will use the connection between x(q) and T ∗

n (q) to compute the spectrum
of B∗

n(q). The techniques used to study B∗
n(q) are similar (but far simpler) to what is needed to study Rn(q):

(1) We inductively construct eigenvectors of B∗
n(q) from ker(B∗

j (q)) for j ≤ n;
(2) We compute the dimension of ker(B∗

j (q)) for certain values of q, and use a dimension counting
argument to show we that all eigenvectors are obtained from the construction above.

We first construct eigenvectors of B∗
n(q) using elements of kerB∗

j (q) for j ≤ n.

Proposition 5.11. Let q ∈ C. Suppose u ∈ kerB∗
j (q) for 0 ≤ j ≤ n. Then

(
m(1j ,n−j) u

)
is eigenvector for

B∗
n(q) with eigenvalue [n− j]q:

(
m(1j ,n−j) u

)
B∗
n(q) = [n− j]q

(
m(1j ,n−j) u

)
.

Proof. Using the fact that u ∈ Hj(q) commutes with Tsi for i > j, we have

(
m(1j ,n−j) u

)
B∗
n(q) =

(
m1j ,n−j u

) n∑

i=1

Tsi · · ·Tsn−1

=

j∑

i=1

(
m(1j ,n−j) u

)
Tsi · · ·Tsn−1 +

n∑

i=j+1

(
m(1j ,n−j) u

)
Tsi · · ·Tsn−1

=

j∑

i=1

(
m(1j ,n−j) u

)
TsiTsi+1 · · ·Tsj−1Tsj · · ·Tsn−1 +

n∑

i=j+1

(
m(1j ,n−j) u

)
Tsi · · ·Tsn−1

= m(1j ,n−j)

(
u B∗

j (q)
)
Tsj · · ·Tsn−1 +

n∑

i=j+1

m(1j ,n−j) Tsi · · ·Tsn−1 u.

The discussion in Example 2.26 then implies that

m(1j ,n−j)

(
u B∗

j (q)
)
Tsj · · ·Tsn−1 +

n∑

i=j+1

m(1j ,n−j) Tsi · · ·Tsn−1 u =

n∑

i=j+1

qn−i
(
m(1j ,n−j) u

)

=

(
n−j−1∑

i=0

qi

)
(
m(1j ,n−j) u

)

= [n− j]q
(
m(1j ,n−j) u

)
.

�

Proposition 5.11 provides a set of eigenvectors of B∗
n(q). We next show that if the kernel of every B∗

j (q)
has the appropriate dimension, the method in Proposition 5.11 produces a full eigenbasis of B∗

n(q).

Lemma 5.12. Let Hn(q) be semisimple and suppose that for all 0 ≤ j ≤ n, one has

dimkerB∗
j (q) = dj .

Then

(1) Both B∗
n(q) and Bn(q) act semisimply on Hn(q) with eigenvalues [0]q, [1]q, · · · , [n]q,
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(2) The [n− j]q-eigenspace of B∗
n(q) carries the left Hn(q)-representation

ker (B∗
n(q)− [n− j]q) ∼= Ind

Hn(q)
Hj,n−j(q)

(
Dj(q)⊗

(
S(n−j)

)∗)
.

Proof. For each 0 ≤ j ≤ n, define

(5.3) Nj := spanC{m(1j ,n−j) u : u ∈ kerB∗
j (q)}.

Observe that eachNj is closed under the left action of the subalgebraHj,n−j(q) and carries the representation

kerB∗
j (q)⊗

(
S(n−j)

)∗
.

Define Vj to be the left Hn(q)-module
Vj := Hn(q)Nj .

Since each eigenspace ker (B∗
n(q)− [n− j]q) is closed under the left action of Hn(q), Proposition 5.11

implies there is a containment

Vj ⊆ ker (B∗
n(q)− [n− j]q) .(5.4)

Recall from the proof of Lemma 3.12 that Hn(q) is free as a left Hj,n−j(q)-module with basis

{Tv : v ∈ Xj,n−j}.

Similarly, Hn(q) is free as a right Hj,n−j(q)-module with basis {Tv−1 : v ∈ Xj,n−j}.
Since Nj ⊆ Hj,n−j(q) and

(5.5) Hn(q) =
⊕

v∈Xj,n−j

Tv−1Hj,n−j(q),

it follows that Vj can be written as

(5.6) Vj =
⊕

v∈Xj,n−j

Tv−1 Nj .

We will construct an isomorphism

γ : Ind
Hn(q)
Hj,n−j(q)

(Nj) −→ Vj

as follows. By the definition of induction and (5.5), the domain can be written as

Ind
Hn(q)
Hj,n−j(q)

(Nj) := Hn(q)⊗Hj,n−j(q) Nj =
⊕

v∈Xj,n−j

CTv−1 ⊗Hj,n−j(q) Nj.

Using the description of Vj as in (5.6), we define γ as

γ : Tv−1 ⊗ n 7−→ Tv−1n,

which is an isomorphism by the above discussion of {Tv−1 : v ∈ Xj,n−j} as an Hj,n−j(q)-basis for Hn(q).
Hence, as left Hn(q)-modules

(5.7) Vj
∼= Ind

Hn(q)
Hj,n−j(q)

(Nj) ∼= Ind
Hn(q)
Hj,n−j(q)

(
kerB∗

j (q)⊗
(
S(n−j)

)∗)

and

dim Vj =

(
n

j

)
· dimkerB∗

j (q) =

(
n

j

)
dj .

Thus

(5.8) n! =

n∑

j=0

(
n

j

)
dj =

n∑

j=0

Vj ≤
n∑

j=0

dim (B∗
n(q)− [n− j]q) ≤ n!,

forcing the containments in (5.4) to be equalities. This proves that B∗
n(q) acts on Hn(q) semisimply with

eigenvalues [j]q for 0 ≤ j ≤ n. Noting that Bn(q) is the transpose of B∗
n(q) by Remark 2.2 then gives the

analogous claim for Bn(q).
To prove (2), it suffices to show that Dj(q) ∼= kerB∗

j (q) as left Hj(q)-modules. To do so, we make use of
the Frobenius characteristic map introduced in Section 3.1. Let

Kj = ch
(
kerB∗

j (q)
)
.
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Observe that
⊕n

j=0 Vj
∼= Hn(q), which has Frobenius characteristic h1n . Taking the Frobenius character-

istic of (5.7) and summing over all j implies that

n∑

j=0

Kjhn−j = h1n .

By the characterization of Dn(q) in (5.1), we conclude that Dj(q) ∼= kerB∗
j (q). �

Finally, we are able to combine Proposition 5.10 and Lemma 5.12 in the case that p = qm. We will be
able to improve upon this result by taking q ∈ R>0 in Section 6 (Theorem 6.9) after proving Theorem 6.6.

Proposition 5.13. Let q = pm. Then the conditions of Lemma 5.12 are satisfied.

Proof. Since the C-algebra isomorphism τ is dimension preserving, we have for any 0 ≤ j ≤ n

dimkerB∗
j (q) = dimkerT ∗

j (q).

Combining Theorem 5.9 and Corollary 5.6 with Proposition 5.10, shows that kerT ∗
j (q) ∼= Dj(q), and therefore

dimkerB∗
j (q) = dj . �

One immediate consequence of Proposition 5.13 is the following:

Corollary 5.14. For any q ∈ C, the characteristic polynomials of B∗
n(q) and Bn(q) are

χ(y, q) =
n∏

j=0

(y − [n− j]q)
(nj)dj .

Proof. Observe that the matrix representing the action of B∗
n(q) on Hn(q) with respect to the Tw basis has

entries in Z[q]. Hence, by Lemma 2.5, it suffices to prove the characteristic polynomial

det (y · 1−B∗
n(q)) =

n∏

j=0

(y − [n− j]q)
(nj)dj

holds for infinitely many q, e.g. for all q = pm. This follows immediately by Proposition 5.13. �

6. Proof of the Main Theorem: Spectrum for random-to-random

Our final task is to apply our work in Sections 4 and 5 to compute the full spectrum of Rn(q) for any
q ∈ C. We show in Section 6.1 that when q = pm, the set Bλ defines an eigenbasis of Sλ for every λ ⊢ n.
We use the q = pm case to compute the spectrum of Rn(q) for any q in Section 6.2, thereby proving our
main result, Theorem 6.6. Finally, in Section 6.3.1, we use Theorem 6.6 and properties of real matrices to
make stronger claims about Rn(q) and B∗

n(q) when q ∈ R>0. We also discuss special cases of Theorem 6.6,
including Corollaries 1.3 describing E(n)\∅(q) and 1.4 describing E(n−1,1)\(1,1)(q) from the introduction.

6.1. Sufficient conditions for an Rn(q)-eigenbasis. The goal of this section is give sufficient conditions
to describe when Bλ is a basis for Sλ, and show that these conditions are satisfied when q = pm. We have
already shown in Theorem 4.13 that when Hn(q) is semisimple, Bλ spans Sλ. In Lemmas 6.1, 6.2 and 6.3
below, we show that the only additional ingredients needed to produce a genuine basis are that q ∈ R and

dim kerRj(q) = dj for 0 ≤ j ≤ n.

Lemma 6.1. When q ∈ R, one has kerRn(q) = kerB∗
n(q).

Proof. Note that since Rn(q) = B∗
n(q)Bn(q), there is a containment of left kernels: kerB∗

n(q) ⊂ kerRn(q).
For a fixed q ∈ R, the right actions of B∗

n(q), Bn(q) and Rn(q) can be realized as real n!× n! matrices, and
by Remark 2.2, the matrix Bn(q) is the transpose of B∗

n(q). The result then follows from the general fact
that for any real, square matrix M with transpose MT, the following left kernels are equal:

kerM ·MT = kerM.

�
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Lemma 6.2. Suppose q 6= 0,−1 ∈ R and for all 0 ≤ j ≤ n one has

dimkerRj(q) = dj .

Then kerRj(q) ∼= Dj(q), and thus for any partition µ ⊢ j

dimker (Rj(q)|Sµ) = dµ.

Proof. Since q ∈ R, by Lemma 6.1, kerRj(q) = kerB∗
j (q). By assumption, dimkerRj(q) = dj for 0 ≤ j ≤ n.

Thus the same must be true for B∗
j (q), so the hypotheses of Lemma 5.12 are satisfied. Thus

kerRj(q) = kerB∗
j (q)

∼= Dj(q) ∼=
⊕

t∈Dj

Ssh(t).

�

Recall that for a fixed λ of size n, by Lemma 4.14 the nonzero elements of Bλ are of the form
{
yλµ(u) = u Φtλ\µ C

(n)
|µ| pλ : u ∈ κµ and λ \ µ is a horizontal strip

}
,

where κµ is a basis for ker
(
R|µ|(q)|Sµ

)
. We will now show that whenever Hn(q) is semisimple and |κµ| = dµ,

the elements yλµ(u) define a basis for Sλ.

Lemma 6.3. If Hn(q) is semisimple and for any partition µ

dimker
(
R|µ|(q)|Sµ

)
= dµ,

then the set Bλ defines an eigenbasis for the right action of Rn(q) on Sλ.

Proof. By Theorem 4.13 the set Bλ spans Sλ and by Lemma 4.14 consists of elements

Bλ = {yλµ(u) : u ∈ κµ for λ \ µ a horizontal strip}.

Thus it remains to prove that the yλµ(u) are linearly independent. We will show that |Bλ| = fλ, from which

the result will follow. Since Bλ spans Sλ,

dim(Sλ) = fλ ≤ |Bλ|.

By assumption, dimker
(
R|µ|(q)|Sµ

)
= dµ, and thus Bλ has at most dµ nonzero yλµ(u) for each horizontal

strip λ \ µ of λ, so

|Bλ| ≤
∑

λ\µ a horizontal strip

dµ.

Summing over all j in [45, Proposition 6.25] gives
∑

λ\µ a horizontal strip

dµ = fλ,

and so |Bλ| = fλ. �

Using Lemmas 6.1, 6.2 and 6.3, we obtain an eigenbasis for Sλ in the case where q = pm, where the kernel
of Rn(q) is well-understood by Proposition 5.13.

Theorem 6.4. When q = pm, the set Bλ gives an eigenbasis for the right action of Rn(q) on Sλ.

Proof. By Lemmas 6.2 and Lemma 6.3, it suffices to show that dimkerRj(q) = dj for 0 ≤ j ≤ n. When
q = pm, by Proposition 5.13 we have dimkerB∗

j (q) = dj for all 0 ≤ j ≤ n, and so the same must be true for

Rj(q) by Lemma 6.1. �

Remark 6.5 (Eigenbasis for Hn(q)). Note that it is not difficult to construct an Rn(q)-eigenbasis of Hn(q)
using the eigenbasis for each Sλ by embedding each yλµ(u) in Hn(q).

For any composition ν, define the injective linear map

ι : W ν →֒ Hn(q)

w1w2 · · ·wn 7−→ mνTσw
,
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where σw is the unique element in Xν for which w = word(tν)σw. We abuse notation and write

ι(yλµ(u)) := ι(u · Φtλ\µ) · C
(n)
|µ| · pλ ∈ Hn(q).

Then using the construction in [39] (see Remark 2.25) a basis for the Sλ-isotypic component of Hn(q) is
{
pt ·mλ · ι(yλµ(u)) : t ∈ SYT(λ) and yλµ(u) ∈ Bλ

}
.

Varying over all λ gives a Rn(q)-eigenbasis of Hn(q).

6.2. Proof of Theorem 1.2: Spectrum of Rn(q). Theorem 6.4 gives a complete understanding of how
Rn(q) acts on Sλ when q = pm. We will at last apply this knowledge to compute the full spectrum fo Rn(q)
for any q ∈ C.

Theorem 6.6 (Theorem 1.2). For q ∈ C, the action of Rn(q) on Hn(q) has the following properties:

(1) All eigenvalues of Rn(q) are of the form

Eλ\µ(q) = qncλ\µ(q) +

n∑

k=|µ|+1

qn−k [k]q,

where λ \ µ is a horizontal strip with |λ| = n and 0 ≤ |µ| ≤ n.

(2) The (algebraic) multiplicity of a fixed eigenvalue E(q) is given by
∑

λ\µ a horizontal strip

Eλ\µ(q)=E(q)

fλdµ,

where dµ = |κµ| is the number of desarrangement tableaux of shape µ.

(3) Every Eλ\µ(q) is a polynomial in q with non-negative integer coefficients.

Note that when λ = µ, the formula Eλ\λ(q) is vacuous, and so Eλ\λ(q) = E∅(q) = 0 .

Proof. We will prove each claim in turn. Observe that the matrix representing the action of Rn(q) on the
Tw basis of Hn(q) has entries in Z[q]. Hence, by Lemma 2.5, it suffices to prove (1) and (2) for infinitely
many q. We will do so in the case that q = pm.

(1) Let q = pm. By Theorem 6.4, for any λ ⊢ n the set Bλ is a basis of Sλ. By Proposition 4.5, each
yλµ(u) is an eigenvector of Rn(q) with eigenvalue Eλ\µ(q). The bimodule decomposition of Hn(q) and

Corollary 2.4 then gives the claim.
(2) Again let q = pm. For a fixed Sλ, the construction of the eigenbasis Bλ from Theorem 6.3, combined

with Proposition 5.13 says that the eigenvalue Eλ\µ(q) has multiplicity dµ in Sλ. Thus by Corollary

2.4, the multiplicity of (Sλ)∗ in the Eλ\µ(q) eigenspace ofRn(q) is d
µ. Since each (Sλ)∗ has dimension

fλ, this gives a single summand in the expression for (2). Summing over all λ\µ where E(q) = Eλ\µ(q)
then gives the claim.

(3) Finally, we will prove that for all q ∈ C

(6.1) qncλ\µ(q) +

n∑

k=|µ|+1

qn−k [k]q ∈ Z≥0[q].

Since

qncλ\µ(q) +

n∑

k=|µ|+1

qn−k [k]q =

n∑

k=|µ|+1

qn−k
(
qkctλ\µ,k(q) + [k]q

)

=
n∑

k=|µ|+1

qn−k
[
ctλ\µ,k + k

]
q
,

the claim follows by observing that ctλ\µ,k ≥ −k for all k.

�
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Remark 6.7. Note that Theorem 6.6 neither claims that Rn(q) acts semisimply on Hn(q) nor explains
the left Hn(q)-representation structure on eigenspaces for general q ∈ C. In fact, one can check that even
when n = 4, Rn(q) is not always diagonalizable, even when Hn(q) is semisimple. However, as we will see in
Theorem 6.9, when q ∈ R>0, we can make stronger claims, including constructing eigenbases for the Specht
modules Sλ and the describing the representation structure of each eigenspace.

Remark 6.8 (Degree of Eλ\µ(q) as a polynomial in q). For µ ⊂ λ, define

Cλ\µ = max
|µ|+1≤k≤n

{
ctλ\µ,k

}
,

and set Cλ\λ = −n+ 1. Write deg(Eλ\µ(q)) to be the q-degree of Eλ\µ(q). Then Theorem 6.6 implies that

deg(Eλ\µ(q)) = n+ Cλ\µ − 1.

6.3. Special cases of Theorem 1.2 and analysis when q is a positive real number. We will use
Theorem 6.6 and properties of real matrices to say more about Rn(q),B

∗
n(q) and Bn(q) in the case that

q ∈ R>0. Note that this includes the setting that q−1 ∈ (0, 1] ⊂ R of probabilistic interest.

Theorem 6.9. Suppose q ∈ R>0. Then the following holds:

(1) The right actions of Rn(q),B∗
n(q) and Bn(q) on Hn(q) are diagonalizable.

(2) The set Bλ is an Rn(q)-eigenbasis of Sλ.

(3) The E(q)-eigenspace of Rn(q) carries the left Hn(q)-representation

⊕

λ\µ a horizontal strip:

Eλ\µ(q)=E(q)

((
Sλ
)∗)

⊕ · · · ⊕
((

Sλ
)∗)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
dµ copies

.

(4) The [j]q-eigenspace of B∗
n(q) carries the left Hn(q)-representation

Ind
Hn(q)
Hj,n−j(q)

(
Dj(q)⊗

(
S(n−j)

)∗)
.

Proof. We will first show that dim kerRn(q) = dn when q ∈ R>0, from which all of the claims will follow.
To this end, note that since q ∈ R and Rn(q) = B∗

n(q)Bn(q), the right action of Rn(q) on Hn(q) can be
represented as a real symmetric matrix, so it is diagonalizable. It follows that the dimension of the kernel of
Rn(q) is equal to the algebraic multiplicity of E(q) = 0 in Theorem 6.6.

Since Eλ\µ(q) is a polynomial in q with coefficients in Z≥0, by Descartes’ rule of signs (see for instance
[2]), if µ 6= λ, then Eλ\µ(q) has no positive real solutions. Thus the only zero eigenvalues of Rn(q) are of the
form Eλ\λ(q) = E∅(q), and so by Theorem 6.6(2),

dim kerRn(q) =
∑

λ⊢n

fλdλ = dn.(6.2)

Note that this argument holds for any 0 ≤ j ≤ n. We are thus in the setting of Lemmas 6.2 and 6.3, which
gives (2). Corollary 2.4 then gives (3).

Moreover, since q ∈ R, we have kerB∗
n(q) = kerRn(q) by Lemma 6.1, so by equation (6.2) dimkerB∗

n(q) =
dn. Hence, we are also in the setting of Lemma 5.12, which implies the remaining parts of (1) and (4). �

Theorem 6.9 implies that the construction in Remark 6.5 gives an Rn(q)-eigenbasis of Hn(q) whenever
q ∈ R>0. Note that when q ∈ R is negative, we still have that Rn(q) is diagonalizable, since it can be
represented as a real, symmetric matrix. However, we can no longer ensure that Eλ\µ(q) 6= 0 for λ 6= µ,
and thus cannot conclude that the kernel of Rn(q) has dimension dn in this setting. For example, this is
certainly not the case when q = −1.

6.3.1. Special cases of Theorem 6.6. We conclude by applying Theorem 6.6 to compute the eigenvalues
Eλ\µ(q) in some special cases of interest.
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The eigenvalue E(n)\∅(q). Though it is not obvious from Theorem 6.6(1), the eigenvalue λ = (n) and µ = ∅
has the following simple expression.

Corollary 6.10. For any q ∈ C, when λ = (n) and µ = ∅, we have

E(n)\∅(q) = ([n]q)
2,

which has left and right eigenvector

m(n) =
∑

w∈Sn

Tw.

Proof. Applying Theorem 6.6(1), E(n)\∅ can be written as

qn
n−1∑

i=1

[i]q +
n∑

k=1

qn−k[k]q =
n−1∑

i=0

qi
(
qn−i[i]q

)
+

n−1∑

i=0

qi[n− i]q

=
n−1∑

i=0

qi
(
qn−i[i]q + [n− i]q

)

=
n−1∑

i=0

qi[n]q = [n]q[n]q = ([n]q)
2.

It is not hard to check that for any q ∈ C, the element m(n) is always an eigenvector of Bn(q),B∗
n(q)

and Rn(q) with eigenvalues [n]q and E(n)\∅(q) = ([n]q)
2, respectively. This follows from the fact that

Rn(q) = B∗
n(q)Bn(q), the element m(n) is central in Hn(q) and by Example 2.23

m(n)B
∗
n(q) = [n]qm(n) = B∗

n(q)m(n) m(n)Bn(q) = [n]qm(n) = Bn(q)m(n).

�

Recall from the introduction that we defined in (1.3) the random walk R̃n(q) when q−1 ∈ (0, 1]. In
the theory of Markov chains, the stationary distribution is the unique eigenvector for eigenvalue 1 (after

normalization). In the case of R̃n(q), this corresponds to the eigenvalue E(n)\∅(q).
Bufetov showed that any random walk on Hn(q) has stationary distribution given by the Mallows measure

[15, Prop 2.3], defined below.

Definition 6.11 (Mallows Measure). The Mallows measure of the symmetric group is

M(Sn, q
−1) :=

∑

w∈Sn

qℓ(w)T̃w.

That R̃n(q), B̃
∗
n(q) and B̃n(q) define random walks on Hn(q) thus immediately implies the following.

Corollary 6.12. The stationary distributions of B̃∗
n(q), B̃n(q) and R̃n(q) are M(Sn, q

−1).

Note that in our earlier notation,

M(Sn, q
−1) = m(n) =

∑

w∈Sn

Tw.

Thus Corollary 6.12 is consistent with Corollary 6.10.
While it no longer makes sense to describe the “largest” eigenvalue for q ∈ C, note that

deg(E(n)\∅(q)) = 2n− 2 > deg(Eλ\µ(q))

for any other horizontal strip λ \ µ.
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The case λ \ µ = (n − 1, 1) \ (1, 1). The second largest eigenvalue of a Markov chain is of interest when
computing the mixing time of the process. In [25], Dieker–Saliola show that the second largest eigenvalue is
E(n−1,1)\(1,1) = (n− 2)(n+ 1). We show that this formula generalizes to Hn(q) as follows.

Corollary 6.13. For any q ∈ C, when λ = (n− 1, 1) and µ = (1, 1), we have

E(n−1,1)\(1,1)(q) = [n− 2]q [n+ 1]q.

Proof. Applying Theorem 6.6(1),

E(n−1,1)\(1,1)(q) = qn ([1]q + [2]q + · · · [n− 2]q) +

n∑

k=3

qn−k [k]q

=

n−2∑

j=1

qn[j]q + qj−1 [n+ 1− j]q

=

n−2∑

j=1

qj−1[n+ 1]q

= [n− 2]q [n+ 1]q.

�

The multiplicity of E(n−1,1)\(1,1)(q) is n− 1 if we treat q as an indeterminate. To see why, note first that

by Theorem 6.6(2), we have d(1,1) = 1 and f (n−1,1) = n − 1. Second, we claim there are no other Eλ\µ(q)
with eigenvalue [n− 2]q [n+ 1]q as a polynomial in q. This follows from observing that

(1) By Remark 6.8,

deg(E(n−1,1)\(1,1)(q)) = 2n− 3 > deg(Eλ\µ(q))

when λ 6= (n) and λ \ µ /∈ {(n− 1, 1) \ (n− j, 1) : 1 ≤ j ≤ n− 1}
(2) By the eigenvalue formulas in Theorem 6.6,

E(n−1,1)\(1,1)(q)− E(n−1,1)\(n−j,1)(q) ∈ Z≥0[q] \ {0}

for 1 ≤ j ≤ n− 2.

Observations (1) and (2) also suggest E(n−1,1)\(1,1)(q) is the still the second largest eigenvalue of Rn(q) as
q ∈ R>0 becomes large.

The kernel of Rn(q). When λ = µ, both sums in the formula for Eλ\µ(q) in Theorem 6.6(1) are empty,
hence Eλ\λ(q) = E∅(q) = 0 for all q ∈ C. However, any solution to Eλ\µ(q) = 0 will also contribute to the
kernel of Rn(q). As discussed in Theorem 6.9, Eλ\µ(q) cannot have positive real solutions when µ 6= λ, and
so when q ∈ R>0 we can conclude that the multiplicity of 0 is dn.

The eigenvalue on S1n. When n is even, the unique t ∈ SYT(1n) is a desarrangement tableau, since
Des(t) = {1, · · · , n− 1}, so [n] \ Des(t) = {n}. Thus in this case E(1n)\(1n)(q) = 0.

When n is odd, t ∈ SYT(1n) is not a desarrangement tableau. The only horizontal strip of (1n) is
(1n) \ (1n−1). By Theorem 6.6(1),

E(1n)\(1n−1)(q) = qn[−(n− 1)]q + [n]q = [n− (n− 1)]q = [1]q = 1.

Since n− 1 is even in this case, d(1
n−1) = 1, so E(1n)\(1n−1)(q) occurs with multiplicity 1.

Eigenvalues with multiplicity zero: dµ = 0. The eigenvalue Eλ\µ(q) is constructed from u ∈ κµ. Hence
if κµ = ∅, the eigenvalue Eλ\µ(q) will appear with multiplicity 0. This is reflected in Theorem 6.6(2), since
if κµ = ∅, then dµ = 0.
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Appendix A. Data

Below we include the spectrum of Rn(q) for n = 2, 3, 4, 5, where:

• Each row in the table corresponds to an eigenvalue Eλ\µ(q) of Rn(q) in Sλ. For the important cases
of λ \ µ explained in Section 6.3.1, we write Eλ\µ(q) as computed in that section.

• The first column shows the corresponding λ with µ ⊂ λ shaded in gray. The boxes in λ \µ are filled
with the content they contribute to cλ\µ.

• The third column indicates the (algebraic) multiplicity of the eigenvalue from Rn(q) acting on Sλ

as indicated by Theorem 6.3.
• The last column indicates the (algebraic) multiplicity of the eigenvalue from Rn(q) acting on Hn(q),
as explained by Theorem 6.6.

n = 2.

Horizontal strip λ \ µ Eλ\µ(q) Multiplicity in Sλ: dµ Multiplicity in Hn(q): d
µfλ

0 1 ([2]q)
2 1 1

0 1 1

n = 3.

Horizontal strip λ \ µ Eλ\µ(q) Multiplicity in Sλ: dµ Multiplicity in Hn(q): d
µfλ

0 1 2 ([3]q)
2 1 1

0 1 2
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1
q3[1]q + [3]q = [1]q · [4]q 1 2

−2

1 1 1

n = 4.

Horizontal strip Eλ\µ(q) Multiplicity in Multiplicity in

λ \ µ Sλ: dµ Hn(q): d
µfλ

0 1 2 3 ([4]q)
2 1 1

0 1 3

2
q4[2]q + [4]q 1 3

1 2
q4 ([1]q + [2]q) + (q[3]q + [4]q) = [2]q · [5]q 1 3

0 1 2

0
q4[0]q + [4]q 1 2

0 1 3

−2

q4[−2]q + [4]q 1 3
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1

−2

q4 ([−2]q + [1]q) + (q[3]q + [4]q) 1 3

0 1 1

n = 5.

Horizontal strip Eλ\µ(q) Multiplicity in Multiplicity in

λ \ µ Sλ: dµ Hn(q): d
µfλ

0 1 2 3 4 ([5]q)
2 1 1

0 1 4

3
q5[3]q + [5]q 1 4

2 3
q5 ([2]q + [3]q) + (q[4]q + [5]q) 1 4

1 2 3
q5 ([1]q + [2]q + [3]q) +

(
q2[3]q + q[4]q + [5]q

)
= [3]q · [6]q 1 4

0 2 10

0
q5 ([0]q) + [5]q 1 5
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2
q5 ([2]q) + [5]q 1 5

2

0
q5 ([0]q + [2]q) + (q[4]q + [5]q) 1 5

0 2 12

−2

q5[−2]q + [5]q 1 6

2

q5[2]q + [5]q 1 6

2

−2

q5 ([−2]q + [2]q) + q[4]q + [5]q 1 6

1 2

−2

q5 ([−2]q + [1]q + [2]q) +
(
q2[3]q + q[4]q + [5]q

)
1 6

0 2 10

−2

q5[−2]q + [5]q 1 5

0 q5[0]q + [5]q 1 5
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0

−2

q5 ([0]q + [−2]q) + q[4]q + [5]q 1 5

0 2 8

−3

q5[−3]q + [5]q 1 4

1

q5[1]q + [5]q 1 4

−4

1 1 1
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