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Abstract
For any affine Weyl group, we introduce the pre-canonical bases. They are a set of bases
{N'}i<i<m+1 (where m is the height of the highest root) of the spherical Hecke algebra that
interpolates between the standard basis N* and the canonical basis N"™**. The expansion of N***
in terms of the N* is in many cases very simple and we conjecture that in type A it is positive.

1 Introduction

This paper introduces the notion of pre-canonical bases on the spherical Hecke algebra. The motivation
comes from the study of Kazhdan-Lusztig polynomials in representation theory, and especially from
Schiitzer’s work on character formulas for Lie groups. From a computational point of view, the most
interesting feature of the definition is that these bases interpolate between the standard and the canon-
ical bases, thus dividing the hard problem of calculating Kazhdan-Lusztig polynomials (or g-analogues
of weight multiplicities) into a finite number of much easier problems.

1.1. Overlook. Before going any further let us roughly describe a simple example of the pre-canonical
bases on a spherical Hecke algebra. Let @ be a root system of type A3 with simple roots {aq, ag, a3}. Let
X7 be the set of dominant weights and let H be the spherical Hecke algebra with scalars Z[q% , q_%]. The
definition of H will come later; for now we just need to know that # has a standard basis {H : A € Xt}
and a canonical (or Kazhdan-Lusztig) basis {H, : A € X*}. In this case there are four pre-canonical

bases, namely
{N{:AeXT} forl1<i<4,
with N‘f\ being the canonical basis H, and N}\ being the standard basis Hy. Let A = aw; +bws +cws €
Xt where {w1,ws, w3} are the fundamental weights. The three “simple” decompositions mentioned
before come in very different flavors.
We use the notation a3 := a1 +as+as, aje := a;+ag and ass := as+as. The first decomposition

is rather simple.
min(a,c)

Ni= S NS (1.1)
k=0
This type of decomposition is a special case of a general phenomenon in type A,: in fact, a similar
behavior occurs in the decomposition of N“*! in terms of N? when i > n/2 + 1 (see Theorem 1.4).
For the second decomposition we need to introduce the set Iy. It is the set of u € X such that
there exist n,m,l € N with

1= X—najz —mags (in this case we consider [ to be 0)

or
A —naje — mass € Nwy + Nws and p = A — nagas — mags — lagg € X+,

For p € I we define d(p) :==n+m+ 2I.
N3 = > ¢?INZ. (1.2)
HEIN
The last decomposition is given by the formula

N3 = > AN}, (1.3)

peX™
H<A



where < is the usual order on weights (i.e. © < A means that A — u € Nay + Nas + Nas) and ht denotes
the height of a weight.

The basis N3 would be the canonical basis “if all Kazhdan-Lusztig polynomials were trivial.” Ge-
ometrically, N3 is the character of the constant sheaf on the corresponding Schubert variety. Equa-
tion (1.3) will remain valid for any root system.

1.2. Pre-canonical bases. Let us fix some notation before we can introduce the pre-canonical bases.
Let ® be a root system and X D ® be a corresponding weight lattice. We fix a system of positive roots
®+ C ® and let A be the corresponding set of simple roots. Let p be the half-sum of the positive roots.
For an integer i > 1 define ®Z° to be the set of positive roots with height at least i, or in formulas

o' .= {a € & : ht(a) > i}.

Let Wy be the finite Weyl group attached to ®. We say that a weight A € X is regular if there is
no reflection s € W; which fixes A + p. For A € X regular we define wy € Wy to be the unique element
such that wy - A is dominant (here - stands for the dot action, defined as w - A = w(A + p) — p).

Let W, = Wy x Z® be the corresponding affine Weyl group. Let H be the Hecke algebra of W, over
Zlq?,q~ 2] with standard basis {H,} and Kazhdan-Lusztig basis {H,}. For A € Z® C X, we think of
the translation ¢, as an element of W,. If A € Z& N X, let (\) = tywp and H, := ﬂe()\) € H. Then,
for A € Z®, we define

0. — { (—l)e(w*)ﬂwk_k, if A is regular;
=A 0, if X is singular.

(See Section 2.1 for how to extend the definition of ﬂ/\ to any A € X.)

Definition 1.1 (Pre-canonical bases). For i > 2 and A € X define

Nj = Z (_Q)mﬂ)\—zaga- (1.4)
ICo=t

For ¢ = 1 the definition is almost the same as eq. (1.4), only that one has to normalize by some
scalar (for details see Definition 2.12). For any fixed i > 1, the set N := {N} : X\ € X} is called the
i™ pre-canonical basis. It is a basis of the spherical Hecke algebra ’ﬁ, the decategorification of any of the
two categories appearing in the Geometric Satake equivalence (see eq. (2.2) for an easy combinatorial
definition of # and eq. (2.3) for the definition of its standard basis {H,}). The second part of the
following theorem is a g-deformation of the main result of Schiitzer’s paper [Sch12] and it is at the
origin of the definition of the pre-canonical bases.

Theorem 1.2. For A € X we have the following equations

Nyi=H, and N3= > "OWNL

pext
H<A

The fact that NTH = H, if m is the height of the highest root follows directly the definition of the
pre-canonical bases. We remark that equality N1 = Hy gives a closed formula for all inverse (spherical)
Kazhdan-Lusztig polynomials for all affine Weyl groups.

Remark 1.3. The spherical Hecke algebra is isomorphic via the Satake transform to the algebra of
symmetric functions Z[v,v~!][X]"s (cf. Remark 2.4). Under this isomorphism, the Kazhdan-Lusztig
basis {H,} corresponds to the Weyl characters and the standard basis {Hy} to the Hall-Littlewood
polynomials (see e.g. [Ste05]). It follows that, after applying Satake, the pre-canonical bases also
yield new bases of the ring of symmetric functions which interpolate between Weyl characters and
Hall-Littlewood polynomials.

1.3. Main Conjecture. Suppose now that ® is a root system of type A,,. For an integer 1 <1i < n,
let ®¢ be the set of positive roots of height i. For A\, € X+, we write u <; A if A — p can be written
as a positive integral linear combination of elements of ®°.



Theorem 1.4. Let n/2+1<i<n. For A € XT we have

N = 3 2 BN,
p<iA

The formula in Theorem 1.4 is incredibly simple, and although we hope that a formula for all ¢ will
be found in the future (cf. Remark 1.8), we do not expect it to be as simple as that. In fact, we expect
a different behavior for small ¢ much more in the vein of eq. (1.3), as the following theorem illustrates.

Theorem 1.5. The formulas for all the decompositions of N*T1 in terms of N* in type As are the ones
explained in Section 1.1. The corresponding formulas in type Ay are the ones explained in Section 5.2.

We remark that the corresponding formulas in type As were found by the first two authors of this
paper in [LP20] and in type A; they are trivial. The following is the central conjecture of this paper.

Conjecture 1.6. If ® is a root system of type A, for each i > 0 we have

Nite Y Ng N,
pneX+

Remark 1.7. The only non trivial part of the conjecture is the positivity statement. We have the
following evidence to believe in the validity of this conjecture. By Theorem 1.2 the conjecture is verified
for i =1 and all n. By Theorem 1.4 it is also verified for n/2 + 1 < 4. By Theorem 1.5 the conjecture
is verified for all ¢ when n < 4. It was proved by Shimozono [Shi01] following earlier work by Lascoux
[Las91] that in type A, the decomposition of NQLH in terms of the N? basis (that using Theorem 1.2
one proves that it is the so-called atomic decomposition) is positive. Finally, we have checked this
conjecture in several hundred cases by computer in types As and Ag using SageMath [Sag20] with the
help of the code developed in [HIS18].

Remark 1.8. Conjecture 1.6, as written, is false for a general root system. In type D, a counter-
example [LL21, Example 2.6] shows that H, is not positive in general when decomposed in terms of
N2. However, as Lecouvey and Lenart explain, the failure of this positivity seems to be mild and it
would be interesting to determine whether there exists a “stable range” where the conjecture holds.

Remark 1.9. The name “pre-canonical bases” is inspired by this conjecture. We see Lusztig gener-
ational philosophy as a conjectural set of “post-canonical bases”, this time interpolating between the
canonical basis and the p-canonical basis.

Remark 1.10. Empirical data in ranks < 8 suggest that it should be possible to find a combinatorial
formula for the polynomials appearing in the right-hand side of Conjecture 1.6. More precisely, we
believe that for ¢ > 1 the polynomials P; (A, 1) € N[g] defined by the formula

N = Y P(\u N,
peXx+

can be computed by constructing a subset £ C £4(u) so that

P = 3 glosd,

Leg

Here £5(u) is the set of all non-negative linear combinations of elements in ®¢ U ®~1 U 312 ...
(i.e., roots @ € ®T such that i — 1 divides ht(a) — 1)) equal to A — p and deg; is a function defined on
any positive root by the formula
ht(a) — 1
deg,(a) := ——————.
egl (a) Z _ 1
and extended Z-linearly to any element in £5(u).
This idea is reminiscent of Deodhar’s proposal [Deo90] for a counting formula for Kazhdan-Lusztig
polynomials recently refined by the first author and Geordie Williamson [LW21].



1.4. Structure of the paper. The paper is structured as follows. We start in Section 2.1 by reviewing
root systems and (extended) affine Weyl groups (in Example 2.1 we focus on type A and give a more
elementary description of these objects). In Section 2.2 we define the spherical Hecke algebra together
with its standard and Kazhdan-Lusztig bases and in Section 2.4 we define the pre-canonical bases in
detail and prove that they are bases of the spherical Hecke algebra.

In Section 3 we prove Theorem 1.2 (i.e. give a formula for inverse Kazhdan-Lusztig polynomials and
for inverse atomic polynomials) using root system combinatorics. In Section 4 we prove Theorem 1.4
by defining several M that interpolate between N and N’;rl and behave particularly well under the
Weyl group action. Finally in Section 5 we prove Theorem 1.5 by first defining some bases Ni"’l, then
analyzing the decomposition of N* in N“*! and then checking that this decomposition is the same as
the one of N¥ in Ni+1,

1.5. Acknowledgments. We would like to thank the referee for pointing out the connection of
this work with Hall-Littlewood polynomials and several other points that improved the quality of the
exposition.

2 Definition of the pre-canonical bases

In this section we introduce the (extended) affine Weyl group and the corresponding Hecke algebras.
We refer to [Will7] and [Kno05] for more details.

2.1. Dominant weights and affine Weyl groups. The reader mostly interested in type A, can
skip this section (that is slightly technical) and read directly Example 2.1 instead. We will need the
definitions given in this section to define the spherical Hecke algebra (where the pre-canonical bases
live) in Section 2.2. Our definition is equivalent to that given on the literature (cf. Remark 2.3) but it
is more natural from the point of view of categorification (cf. Remark 2.4).

Let (X,®, XV, ®V) be a reduced root datum where X is the character lattice with roots ®, and X
is the cocharacter lattice with coroots ®¥. We fix a system of simple roots A and positive roots ®+.
We assume that our root datum is simply connected, i.e. that XV = Z®". Let p be the half-sum of
all the positive roots, and p¥ the half-sum of all the positive coroots. Let (—, —) denote the pairing
between weights X and coweights XV.

We denote by < the dominance order on X: we say that A < p if 4 — A can be written as a integral
linear combination of elements in ®¥.

Let Xg := X ®z R. For a root a € ®, let s, denote the corresponding reflection: s, : Xgp — Xg
defined as so(v) = v — (v,a”)a. Let Sy be the set of reflections s,, with & € A. The group Wy
generated by Sy is the (finite) Weyl group. We denote by wq the longest element in W.

The affine Weyl group W, is the subgroup of affine transformations of Xg generated by Wy and Z&
(acting as translations). We have W, = W} x Z®. The group W, can also be described as the group
generated by s, the reflections along the hyperplanes

Ha,m - {)\ S XR | <A7av> = m}a

for « € ® and m € Z. The connected components of the complement of the hyperplanes

XR \ U Ha,m

are called alcoves. We call Cp = {\ € Xg | =1 < (\,a") < 0 for any a € &1} the fundamental alcove.
Then the map w — wCj defines a bijection between W, and the set of alcoves.

The walls of Cy are H, o, for « € A, and Hg,_q for  the longest short root (so that 3 is the
longest coroot). We set sg := sg,—1 to be the reflection along Hg _1. Then W, is a Coxeter group with
simple reflections S = Sy U {s¢}.

We also consider the extended affine Weyl group We: this is the subgroup of affine transformations
of Xr generated by Wy and X (where X acts as translations). We have W, = Wy x X.! Although W,

'In the literature (e.g [Bou68, Kno05]) the extended affine Weyl group is often defined as the group generated by Wy
and the coweight lattice XV.



is not a Coxeter group in general, one can still define the length ¢(w) of an element w € W, by counting
how many hyperplanes separate Cy and wCj.

Let 2 be the subgroup of length 0 elements in We. In other words, this is the subgroup of elements
o € W, such that o(Cy) = Cy. Hence, every element of Q permutes the walls of Cy, therefore conjugation
by € permutes the simple reflections in W,, so ) can be seen as a group of automorphisms of the Dynkin
diagram of W,.

The group  is isomorphic to the fundamental group X/Z® of the root datum. In fact, for A € X,
let ty € W, denote the corresponding translation. Then w(Cp) + A is an alcove, so there exists a
unique element #(\) € W, such that §(\)(Co) = wo(Co) + A. The map A — O(N\) "t wo defines a
surjective group homomorphism from X to Q with kernel Z®. It follows that W,/W, & X/Z® = Q
and W, &2 W, x €.

Moreover, we have W, /Wy = X, so W \W./W; = XT, where X is the set of dominant weights.
We can actually refine this bijection. In fact, we have compatible decompositions

Xt —=— || (¢+2z2)nX*
cEX/1P

¢ lz (2.1)

WAW /Wy —=— | | WAWL/o(Wy)
geQ

where o(Wy) := W o~!. The bottom horizontal arrow sends the double coset containing ¢y, A € X,
to the double coset containing 6(\), for o = O(\)~tywg. In particular, for every o € €2, the map @
defines a bijection

0:(c+ZO)NXT = WHA\W,/a(Wy).

This bijection intertwines the Bruhat order on the right with the dominance order on the left. Moreover,
we have

L(O(N) = €(wo) +2(N, p*)
(see for example [Kno05, Eq. (2.9)]).

Example 2.1. Since an important part of this paper is devoted exclusively to type A,, we spell out
the definitions in the previous section in this case.

Assume that n > 2. Let Xr C R™*! be the subspace of vectors with coordinates adding up to zero.
The set of roots is ® := {¢; —¢; : 1 < i # j <n+ 1}. The simple roots are

A:={a; =€ —€, ag:i=€3— €3, ... , Qp ‘= €y — €nt1},

and the fundamental weights are

n+1

1
w; = (61+-'-+€i)—m26j.
j=1

The character lattice (or weight lattice) is X := Zw; +Zws+- - -+ Zw,, and the set of dominant weights
is XT := Nw; +Nwy+---+Nw,. For 1 <i < n+1, define s; to be the reflection in X that permutes
€; and €;11 (in other words, the reflection that fixes the hyperplane x; + x;11 = 0.) The Weyl group
W; C End(Xg) is the subgroup of endomorphisms of the vector space Xg generated by the s; with
1 <i<n+1. Let so be the reflection through the hyperplane with equation x1 + 2,41 +1 = 0. The
affine Weyl group W, is the subgroup of affine endomorphisms of Xg generated by S := {s; : 0 <i <n}.

The Dynkin diagram of W, can be seen as a regular (n+ 1)-gon with vertices S. Let Q 2 Z/(n+1)Z
be the group of cyclic permutations of this diagram (see also Remark 2.2). The element o; € ) for
1 <i<n+1is defined by o;(s;) = si+; (where the sub-index i + j is understood modulo n + 1).

Let wo be the longest element in Wy. We now define a function § : X+ — W, as follows. If
A € XTNZ®, then the translation ty is an element of W, and we define 8(\) := t\xwp. If A € X1\ ZP,
then there exists 1 < i < n such that A = p+w; and p € Z&8NXT. Then we define O(\) = 0(p)wob(w=;),
where 6(w;) is the longest element in Wyo,;(Wy). More explicitly, we have

wob(w;) = H S[1—kn—i—k+1]-
k=1



where, for a < b, we define s{44) := 545441 - 55 (again, the sub-indices are understood modulo n + 1).
By construction, we have that the right descent set of () is S\ {s;}.

An important property of this map is that A < p in the dominance order if and only if 6(\) < 6(u)
in the (strong) Bruhat order.

Remark 2.2. If ® is of type A,, as mentioned in Example 2.1, the group Q of length 0 element in
W, is isomorphic to the group Z/(n + 1)Z which acts on the Dynkin diagram by cycling the simple
reflections {sg, s1,...s,} of W,. We explain here how to obtain this isomorphism.

The isomorphism Q — Z/(n 4+ 1)Z is given by the map o — j, where j is the index of the simple
reflection o(sg) = 0sgo™! € S. For any 0 < j < n, we can define oj € 2, to be the unique element
which sends sg to s;. Then, an element x € W, is a maximal element in its double coset Wyzo;(Wy) €
W \W,/o;(Wy) if and only if its left descent set is S\ {so} and its right descent set is S\ {s;}.

On the other hand, the fundamental weights w;, 1 < i < n, together with 0 form a set of representa-
tives of X/Z®. So we can canonically identify X/Z® with Z/(n + 1)Z by sending w; to i € Z/(n+1)Z
(see [Bou68, Prop VI.2.3.6] for more details). Hence, if we write a weight A in the basis of fundamental
weights as A = Y"1 a;w;, then its class in Z/(n + 1)Z is given by Y ., ia;. We can summarize this
information in the following commutative diagram.

A= 000"
X2 (M)~ Hawo

w; 1 o j st o(so) =s;

Z)(n+1)Z

Every fundamental weight wo; is the minimal element in the set (o + Z®) N X, hence 6(w;) is
the longest element in the double coset Wyo;(Wy). More generally, we can compute 6 recursively
as follows. Assume that we know f()\) for A € XT and let o € Q be the class of A, then (X +
@) = 0(\)o(wy 0(w;)) = O(N)owy '0(wi)o~! = tA0(w1)o L. Notice that £(wy *0(w;)) = 2(ww;, p¥) =
L(O(X + w;)) — O(N), so we obtain a reduced expression of O(\ + w;) simply by stacking together a
reduced expression of #()\) and one of o(wy '6(zww;)). By recursion, in this way one can easily obtain
reduced expressions of every O(\), for A € X .

2.2. The spherical Hecke Algebra. Let H be the Hecke algebra of W, over Z[v,v—!] with standard
basis {H,} and Kazhdan-Lusztig basis {H,}. Recall that we use the convention ¢ := v?. The action
of  on W, naturally extends to an action by algebra automorphisms on H, where o € €2 sends H,, to
H, ) for any x € W,,.

Let H, := H,,  be the Kazhdan-Lusztig basis element for the longest element wy € Wy. We define

Similarly, for 0,7 € Q we can define “H" := o(H;)H N‘H7(H;). Notice that the action by 7 induces
an isomorphism of Z[v, v™!]-modules H = TH.

For a finite subgroup H of W, we denote by 7wy (q) the Poincaré polynomial of H, defined as
() = D wen ¢"™). As in [Willl, §2.3], we can arrange all the 1, for o € €, in an Q-graded algebra

Hi=PH (2.2)
oe
where multiplication H” x H? — H"7 is defined via
7_[7' % HO’ l> HT % THTO’ - HTO

pt(wo)
(x,y) = (z,7(y)) — WW(?J)

here x7(y) is the product of x and 7(y) as elements of H). Notice that H, is the unity of the algebra
f

H (cf. [Willl, Eq. (2.2.4)]). For A € X we define

Hy= Y of00@R, (2.3)
zeWsO(N)o(Wy)



Then {H,} is the standard basis of H. For an element x € W,, we have H_ € 1 if and only if z its
maximal in its double coset Wyxo(Wy). Since §(\) is by definition maximal in its double coset, we can

define Hy := Hy(,) € H°. The set {H,} is the Kazhdan-Lusztig basis of H.

We can write
H, = Z hpa(0)Hy
159

where hy x(v) =1 and hy \(v) € vZ>o[v]. We set hy z(v) = 0 if p £ X\. The polynomials h, x(v) are
called Kazhdan-Lusztig polynomials, and coincide with the Kazhdan-Lusztig polynomials of , i.e. we
have hm)\(’U) = h@(u)}g()\) (’U)

Remark 2.3. The definition of the spherical Hecke algebra used in [Kno05] is slightly different. Knop
defines it as a subring of the extended affine Hecke algebra. It is easy to use the bijections in eq. (2.1)
to show that the two definitions are equivalent.

Remark 2.4. There is an isomorphism # 2 Z[v, v=!][X]"7, called the Satake isomorphism (see [Kno05,
Ste05] for more details). Under this isomorphism, the Kazhdan-Lusztig basis H, is sent to the Weyl
characters and the standard basis H), is sent to Hall-Littlewood polynomials of the reductive group G
associated with the root datum [Lus83].

The Satake isomorphism admits a categorification, called the geometric Satake isomorphism [MVQ7],
as an equivalence of monoidal categories between the category of finite dimensional representations of
G and the category of equivariant perverse sheaves on the affine Grassmannian of the Langlands dual
group GV.

We can define an additional basis of H as follows.

N, := Z vght()‘_“)HH — Z UZ(G(A))—Z(G(M))HH_ (2.4)
HSA 159
For x € W,, define
N, =Y o' @ WH, € A (2.5)
y<wz

It is easy to check that equations eq. (2.4) and eq. (2.5) coincide, i.e. Ny = Ny(y). We can write

H, = Z axu(v)N,
759

for some polynomials ay ,(v) € Z[v]. The polynomials ay ,(v) are called atomic polynomials and one
says that H, admits an atomic decomposition if ay ,(v) € Zso[v] for every p € XT. We remark that
we follow the convention from [LL21], but the sub-indices are inverted in the a polynomial with respect
to Kazhdan-Lusztig polynomials, i.e. in the first position one has the biggest weight.

In type A, there is an atomic decomposition, as proved by Lascoux [Las91] and Shimozono [Shi01].
In [LL21] the atomic decomposition in type A,, was reproved using crystals. In their paper, Lecouvey
and Lenart also consider other types and, even if the atomic decomposition does in general fail, they
conjecture that it still holds under some mild assumptions on .

2.3. Kostka-Foulkes polynomials. Kazhdan-Lusztig polynomials in the spherical Hecke algebra
can be reinterpreted, up to normalization, as Kostka-Foulkes polynomials K ,(¢), and in particular
they give g-weight multiplicities of the irreducible representations of the reductive group associated to
the root datum [Lus83]. To recall the definition of the Kostka-Foulkes polynomials we first need to
introduce the (g-analog of) the Kostant partition function.

Definition 2.5. Let Q* C X be the positive part of the root lattice, i.e. @ is the subset of weights
that can be written as Y. ; ¢;o, with ¢; € Z>. Let kpf, : Q% — QJq] be the function defined by

IT (D dfe™ | = 3 kof,(a)e e (2.6)

acdt+ \ k>0 aeQt

The function kpf, : Q" — Q[q| is called the g-analog of the Kostant partition function. We trivially
extend the definition of kpf, to the set of weights X by imposing that kpf, (a) = 0 if a ¢ Q.



Definition 2.6. For A\, u € X+ with u < \, the Kostka-Foulkes polynomials are defined as

Kau(a)= Y (=1 kpf (w(A+p) — u—p). (2.7)
weWy

For any A\, € X T with p < A we have K} ,,(q) € Z>0[gq]. We remark that in general Equation (2.7)
does not lead to a polynomial with positive coefficients if u ¢ X+.

Kostka-Foulkes polynomials are the Kazhdan-Lusztig polynomials in the spherical Hecke algebra.
More precisely, we have by [Kat82, Theorem 1.8]

hya(v) = KMJ(UQ).

(Kato uses the alternative parametrization hy, \(v) = vé(eo‘))_2(9(“))P9(M)’9(>\)(U_Z) of Kazhdan-Lusztig
polynomials.) We remark again that we follow the conventions in the literature and that the Kostka-
Foulkes polynomials have (as the atomic polynomials) their sub-indices inverted with respect to the
Kazhdan-Lusztig polynomials.

2.4. The pre-canonical bases. We introduce now a new set of bases of the spherical Hecke algebra

ﬁ, that we call the pre-canonical bases. Roughly speaking, one can think of these new bases as an
interpolation between the standard basis and the Kazhdan-Lusztig basis.

Definition 2.7. We say that a weight A € X is singular if there is an element s € Wy which fixes
A + p. Equivalently, A is singular if there is a root « such that (A + p,a") = 0. A non-singular weight
is called regular.

Let us recall that the dot action (also called the affine action) of the finite Weyl group Wy on the
set of weights is given by the formula

w-A=wA+p) —p.

Notice that every dominant weight is regular. In the other direction, for A € X regular we define
wy € Wy to be the unique element such that wy - A is dominant. Moreover, let A := wy - A € XT. We
extend the definition of H, to non-dominant weights.

Definition 2.8. We define

H. — (=1)* N Hy, if A is regular;
= 0, if A is singular.

For an integer i > 1 define ®2% to be the set of positive roots with height at least i. We are now
ready to define the main characters of the present paper.

Definition 2.9 (Pre-canonical bases). For i > 2 and A € X we define
i NI
Nj = > (=v?) Hy 5 o (2.8)
ICo=i

As it will follow from Part 3 of Lemma 2.11, for any i > 2, the set {N%} is unitriangular with respect
to the Kazhdan-Lusztig basis {H,}. Therefore, the set {N%} is indeed a basis of the spherical Hecke
algebra H.

Definition 2.10. For w € Wy, let @ be the subset of positive roots a such that w(a) € &+ and let
ot =t \ oF.

For a subset 1 C ® let ¥y := ) ;.
Lemma 2.11. Let A€ Xt and I C ®*. Then
1. A=Y <A\

2. X=X = X if and only if there exists w € Wy such that I = ®F, and w(\) = \.

w

3. Fori>2,ifI C ®2 and I #0, then A\ — X < \.



Proof. This is proved in [Sch12, Theorem 2.1]. We rewrite here the proof for convenience.

We have A — X7 = w(A+p—37) —p for w = wy_yx,. Since w(A) < X and w(p—X;) < p by [Kos61,
Lemma 5.9], we have A — X7 < A\. Moreover, w(p — X1) = p if and only if I = ®*_ by [Sch12, Lemma
4.8]. Hence A — X7 = ) if and only if there exists an element w € Wy such that I = &% and w(\) = A.
This shows the first two parts of the Lemma.

For the last part, notice that for w # id, the set @fw always contains a simple root, so it cannot be
contained in ®=* for i > 2. O

We would like to define N} similarly to eq. (2.8), but we need to take into account that Part 3 of
Lemma 2.11 does not hold for i = 1 since there exists subsets I C ®=! with I = & and w € W7.
This leads to the following definition.

w

Definition 2.12 (First pre-canonical basis). For any A € X we define
1 ~
N} = — —?)H :
A 71'W}\(’U2) Ig};r( v ) =A-D e @
where 72 (¢) is the Poincaré polynomial of W := stabyy, ().
Notice that |®F,, | = ¢(w). By Lemma 2.11(2) we see that the coefficient of H, in N} is

Z (—v?)I L0l (—1)f) =,

weW

1

T (v2)

Hence, by unitriangularity, the set {N1} is also a basis of AH.

Remark 2.13. It is easy to see that our definition of N} coincides, after applying the Satake isomor-
phism, with the definition of the Hall-Littlewood polynomials (compare e.g. with [Ste05, Eq. (1)]). This
immediately implies that N} is the standard basis element Hy, proving the first half of Theorem 1.2.
For the reader’s convenience we reprove this fact in Theorem 3.5 avoiding the recourse to the Satake
isomorphism.

Definition 2.14. We call {N¢ : A € X} the i'" pre-canonical basis.

3 The first and second pre-canonical bases

From the definition of the N it is clear that if i > m, where m is the height of the highest root in
®*, we have N4 = H,. The goal of this section is to show that also N} and N?\ are in fact familiar
(and previously introduced) objects. Namely, N}\ and Ni are respectively the standard basis and the

N-basis eq. (2.4) of 7. We start by considering N2.

Theorem 3.1. (Anti-atomic formula) For every A € X we have

Ny=N3= > (-)'H, 5. (3.1)
ICP=2

Recall Definition 2.10. Define A, := AN ®; and A_,, := AN ®T . Following [Hum78, §24.1], we
define X be the space of Q[g]-valued functions f on X whose support (defined to be the set of z € X
for which f(z) # 0) is included in a finite union of sets of the form {\ =3 4+ ko, ko € Z>0}. (Such
a set is the set of weights occurring in a Verma module Z()) ). In other words, an element of X can be
written as ) v cu(q)e’, where ¢, (q) € Q[q] and such that the set of u for which ¢, # 0 is contained in
a finite union of sets of the form {A =3 4+ ko, by € Z>o}. Then X is a commutative Q[q] algebra.
If « € T, the element (1 — ge™®) is invertible in X and we have

(1—qge ™)™t = quefka. (3.2)

k>0

Similarly, (¢ — e®) € X is also invertible and we have



(q—e) == > gre o (3.3)

k>0

For any A € X+, we consider the following element in X.

> O [eqen (1 — ge=")

) = - -
’wve Hag@;(]‘ - qe w(Oé)) HaG(I)tw (q —€ U)(OL))

For f € X, we write f|x+ for its restriction to X (i.e. if f = 3 cycuet, then flx+ =
> pex+ cuet). We will expand O(N)|x+ in two different ways, and this will lead to our theorem.
The first expansion is given by eq. (3.10).

S D D G G R D = U L

IC®=? peX+
A—X regular

The second expansion is given by eq. (3.14).

ON)|x+ = Z gM A er,

peXt
n<A

For pn € X such that u < A, by comparing the coefficient of e# in eq. (3.10) and eq. (3.14) we obtain:

qht(k—u) _ Z (_q)\l\(_ )l(w>\ ZI)h 721((1%), (3.4)

IC®=2
A—X regular

Remark 3.2. The rational function ©()\) is a g-deformation of the layer sum polynomials

cw(N)

OMe = 2 sl ooy

We also have ©(\),=1 = Y e*, where the sum runs over all weights ;1 € X lying in the convex hull of
the orbit Wy - X\. This was first obtained by Postnikov [Pos09, Theorem 4.3] using Brion’s formula for
counting lattice points in rational polytopes [Bri88] and later reproved by Schiitzer [Sch12] using root
system combinatorics.

Our strategy for proving Theorem 3.1 is based on Schiitzer’s approach. We have carefully chosen the
g-deformation in ©(\) so that, when restricted to dominant weights, it gives the desired g-deformation
of the RHS of [Sch12, Eq. (10)] (cf. Equation (3.10)).

Proof of Theorem 3.1. On the right side of eq. (3.1) we have

Z (_UQ)II‘ﬁAle = Z (_UQ)II‘(_1)6(M721)H,\—21

IC®=2 Icd>2
A—231 regular

= Y A Y ()

ICP=2 uw<x—g
A—X regular M€X+

Hence, for every p € X such that 4 < A, the coefficient of H,, in the right side is

Z (_UQ)\I\(_1)Z(w>\721)hu7m(v)_ (35)

IC®=?
A—X regular

Applying eq. (3.4) for ¢ = v? we see that eq. (3.5) is the same as v2"(A~#) | the coefficient of H, in
N,. The identity in Theorem 3.1 follows. O
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3.1. The First Expansion of ©(\). We have

[T @—ge@)= 3" (—g)Mlemmen. (3.6)

acd=2 ICd>2

Using eq. (3.6), eq. (3.2) and eq. (3.3) we can rewrite ©()\) as

@(/\) — Z (_q)|1\ Z ew()\sz) H quefkw(a) H _ew(a) quekw(a) (37)

IC®d>2 weWy acdt \k>0 (IE(I)J:“} k>0

Recall that for every w € Wy we have |®F

wl

=l(w) and w(p) —p =3  ,cp+ w(a). Hence, we have

H _ewl(e) _ (71)f(w)ew(ﬂ)*l{ (3.8)

T+
acd”

We can rewrite ©(\) once again as follows

@(}\) _ Z (711)\]\ Z ( 1) (w) (A=21+p)—p H qu —kw(a) H qu kw(a)

IC®=2 weWy acdt \k20 OLE‘I’tw k>0

Z (,q)\f\ Z( 1) L(w) gw(A=Z1+p)—p H qu —kB

Icp=2 weW; Bed+ \ k>0
— Z (_q)\f\ Z (_1)4(W)ew(>\721+p)*p Z kpfq(ﬁ)efﬁ
ICP=2 weWy BeQ+

The first equality follows from eq. (3.8) applied to the last term of the right hand side of eq. (3.7).
For the second equality replace 3 = w(a) and use the decomposition @ = w(®}) U (—w(®*,)). The
last equation follows directly from equation eq. (2.6). The next Lemma implies that in previous sum
only the subsets I such that A — X is regular need to be considered.

Lemma 3.3. Assume v € X is singular, then

Z (_1)€(w)ew(u+p) =0

weWy

Proof. Let W¥** be the stabilizer of v + p in W;. We denote by W,, the set of minimal length
representatives in Wy /W**. Multiplication induces a length preserving bijection W, 1, x W" ¢ = .

We have
Z (fl)f(w)ew(wrp) — Z (fl)f(:v)ea:(wrp) Z (fl)é(y)
weWy z€EWL 1, yeWvte
It is enough to show that Zyew,,ﬂ(fl)l(y) = 0. Notice that

> (=D =|{y e W | U(y) even}| - [{y € W | £(y) odd}|.
yEWV+P

The group W¥** is a reflection subgroup (it is generated by the reflections in Wy fixing v + p). If v is
singular then W¥** is non-trivial and contains a reflection s. Multiplication by s induces a bijection
between elements of even length and elements of odd length in W+, O

If v is now an arbitrary regular weight, we have

T (1) = (_1ye) $ L1yl ua-p

weWy weWy

11



So, if A — X; is regular, we have

Z (71)£(w)6w()\721+p)7p Z kpfq(ﬂ)efﬁ _

weWy BEQRT
— L(wr—x;) Z Z(w) w()\ Sr+p)— Z kpf
weWy BeEQRT
= (=)t =m0 3 Y (=) ™ kpf (N =1 +p) —p—p) | et (3.9)
HEX weWy
p<A=3g

The last equation is obtained by recalling that kpf,(a) is defined to be zero if @ € X \ Q7T and by
noticing that for any w € Wy we have

w-)\—Efg)\—ZI.

Finally, we restrict to O(\)|x+. Applying the definition of the Kostka-Foulkes polynomials eq. (2.7) we
obtain

OMNIx+ = Y. (="(=D =) N K (q)e”

IC®=? HEXT
A—X regular
- \1\ f(wA =;) 3
- Y (9 : h, s (47)e. (3.10)
IC$=? peX+
A—231 regular

3.2. The Second Expansion of ©()\). Let ®=2 := &+ \ A_,. We start by rewriting O(\) as

ew () HaE@;t\Aw (1 — ge=() Haequw\Aﬂu (1 — gew())

o) =
wew; Macos (1 —ae @) Tlocqr, (4 — e @)
- e [ Lo
weW; [Toea, (X —ge@) ] en (g — ) acoz2 17 e~w(@)
For every oo € T we have
1 — ge—w(®
1L —qe ™" = Zp’“ kw(a)
q—e~
k>0

where po(q) = ¢ and pi(q) = ¢*T! — ¢* =1 if k > 1. Now we can use eq. (3.2) and eq. (3.3) to rewrite:

9(}\) _ Z ew()\) H qu —kw(a) H _ew(a)zqkekw(a) H Zpk(q)ek (a)

weWy a€A, \ k>0 a€EA_y, k>0 oc€<1>32“ k>0

(3.11)
The terms e which occur in the sum for a fixed w € Wy are for p of the following form

= Y kaw(@)+ Y (kg Dw(B)+ Y kyw(y

a€A,, BEA_y, 7€¢:

with ko, kg, ky > 0.

Let P* be the set of weights of an irreducible representation of highest weight A of the reductive
group G associated to the root datum. In other words, P* is the set of weights u € X such that
w(p) < A for every w € Wy.

The following Lemma is an adaptation of [Sch12, Lemma 4.2].

12



Lemma 3.4. Let A € X+. Assume that there is an element i € P> such that

= > kaw(e)+ Y (ks Dw(B) + Y Ky (3.12)

aEA,, BEA_,, .yeq;.iw

for some ko, kg, ky > 0 and w € Wy. Then w = id.

Proof. Since p € P*, we have A > w1 (i), so A — w1 (u) = > aea Nat, for some n, € Z>o. Applying

w we obtain
—pn= Z now(a). (3.13)

Now assume by contradiction that w # id. Then A_,, # () and we choose § € A_,,. When we write
w(A) — p in the basis {w(a)}aea of X, by eq. (3.13) the coeflicient of w(g) is ng > 0.
On the other hand, using eq. (3.12) we see that the coefficient of w(5) in w(A\) — p is

—kg—1— Y k] <0,

>2
yeEP=,

where [y]g denotes the coefficient of 5 when -~y is written in the basis of simple roots (clearly [y]g > 0).
We get a contradiction, hence w = id. O

We restrict ourselves to consider ©(\)|x+. Thanks to eq. (3.9) we know that all the weights e
occurring in ©(\)|x+ satisfy u < X\ — X for some I C @22 and therefore, by Lemma 2.11, they satisfy
<\ Since u € Xt we also have pu € P>,

Finally, from Lemma 3.4 it follows that only the term for w = id contribute in eq. (3.11) to the
coefficient of e# in O(\), for € P*. Notice that for w = id we have A_,, = ®=2 = (). It follows that

( ‘X* — )\ H qu —ka — Z qht(k—u)eu. (314)

a€A \ k>0 v+ pext
n<A

3.3. The First Pre-Canonical basis. We can employ similar techniques to those of Section 3 to
show that the first pre-canonical basis coincides with the standard basis, as mentioned in the first part
of Theorem 1.2. As pointed out in Remark 2.13, this can be deduced via the Satake transform, using
the definition of the Hall-Littlewood polynomials. Here we give a proof which does not pass through
Satake.

Theorem 3.5. For every A € X+ we have N%\ =H,.

We start by considering the following element of X.

Z e [loca+(1— ge= ()

) = - o
weW; [acas (1 —ge(®) Haedﬁw(q —emvla))

We have

H (1 o qefw(a)) — Z (_q)\l\efw(zf)

acedt ICot

The functions ©1(\) and ©()) share the same denominator, so working as in Section 3.1 we obtain

OMlxr = > (=) ) ST (et (3.15)

Icot pex+
A—X1 regular

On the other hand, we have

_ ge—w(a)
O1(\) = Z eV H 161_‘1667_1”@: Z ) H Zp’“ Jeku(a)

weWy acdt weWy acdt =~ \k20
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For a fixed w € Wy, the terms e which occur in the sum are for u of the form

+ Y kaw(e) with ko € Zso.

acdt

We need a slight modification of Lemma 3.4.

Lemma 3.6. Let A € X+. Assume there exists u € P* N X+ such that

Z kow(c)
a€<I>+

—w

for some ko >0 and w € Wy. Then p=w(A\) =\ and ko =0 for all a € T

Proof. Let p1 be as in the statement. If w = id then ®* = ), and the lemma follows. Assume now that
w # id and that k, > 0 for some v € ®*, . Then there exists 3 € A_,, such that the coefficient [y]s
is strictly positive (otherwise v € >, ca. Z>oa and w(y) € ®T). Now, as in the proof of Lemma 3.4,
by looking at the coefficient of w(8) in w(A) — p (again, in the basis {w(a)}aea of Xg), we deduce
that it must be non-negative and negative, so we obtain a contradiction. It follows that k, = 0 for all
o € ®F,. Hence, we have u = w()\) € X*. But ) is the only dominant weight in its W-orbit, so
w(A) =\ O

Let W* be the stabilizer of A in W;. We want to compute the coefficient of e# in ©;()) for
4 € XT. By eq. (3.15) and Lemma 2.11 we know that it is non-zero only if © < A. Notice that
P*Nn Xt ={ue X | pu< A}, so, by Lemma 3.6 we deduce that the coefficient of e in ©1(})) is
non-zero only if u = A. Recall that po(q) = ¢. We conclude that

Mxr = 3 ¢ = mya(g)e, (3.16)
weW
Proof of Theorem 3.5. Comparing the coefficient of e* in eq. (3.15) and eq. (3.16) we see that for any

u € XT we have

5M,A7TW>\((]) = Z( )m é(wk =) Z WITST 21 q2). (3.17)

ICodt pneX+

Then we conclude in a similar vein as in the proof of Theorem 3.1 (just after eq. (3.4)), i.e. the left
hand side of eq. (3.17) (divided by myx(q)) gives the coefficient of H,, in Hy and the right hand side
(divided by mya(q)) gives the coefficient of H,, in Nj. O

The following corollary is the second part of Theorem 1.2 and it is an easy consequence of Theo-
rem 3.1 and Theorem 3.5.

Corollary 3.7. For A € X+ we have the equation
N2 — Z qht()\—,u,)Nt.
pEXT

pn<

Remark 3.8. It seems natural to define for every ¢ > 1 the rational function

o) (A) . ew()\) Hae@zi(l - qe_w(a))
i = Haeq,$ (1 _ qe—w(a)) HaE‘I’tw ((] — e—w(a)) )

so that ©(\) = ©(\) However, although the first expansion easily generalizes to every i > 1, and we

have )
Oi(N)|x+ = > (=g(=D)f =0 3 b e (g?)e”,

Ico? peEX+
A—31 regular

we do not have any interpretation for the second expansion when 7 > 2.
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4 Upper half decompositions in type A

In this section we provide a closed formula for the decompositions of N4t in terms of Nj for all
n/2+ 1 <i<nin type A,, thus proving Theorem 1.4. For the rest of this section we fix n and i.

Definition 4.1. Let us define, for A C ® and p € X the element

M= 3 (-0, s, €
ICA

Lemma 4.2. For A € X and s € Sy a simple reflection of Wy we have the equation

E)\ - 7H€~)\'

Proof. If X is singular, then s - A is also singular. Then, by definition, both EA and ﬁs_ » vanish and
the lemma follows.

Assume now that A is regular. Then s - A is also regular. We have ws.n = wys since (wys) - (s- ) =
wy - A € XT. Hence, £(ws.\) = £(wy) £ 1 and we conclude by using the definition of EA. O

We introduce two notations.
Let w1, po, - .., iy, be the coordinates of 1 € X when expressed in the basis of fundamental weights, i.e.
we have = > pjo;. It is not hard to prove that s; - p = p if and only if p; = —1.
For 1 < j <k < ndefine o1 := aj + aj41 + - - - + o (all positive roots are of this form in type A,).
Notice that when written in the basis of fundamental weights, a; ; has a 1 in positions j and k, a —1
in positions j —1 (if 1 <j—1) and k41 (if £+ 1 < n) and 0 elsewhere.

Proposition 4.3. Let A C ® and p € X. We have the equality

sk (A
M4 = MY

for all 1 <k <n. In particular, if A= sx(A) and pr = —1, we have Mﬁ‘ =0.
Proof. The proposition is a direct consequence of Lemma 4.2 and the definition of the element Mﬁ. O

For 1 <j<n—i+1 wesety :=aj;+i—1. We define I'; := &> U {y1,72,...,7;} and Iy := &%,

To shorten notation we define

) r,
Mg\ =M,’.

Lemma 4.4. Let A\ € XT. For j > 1, if \j1;—1 =0 then
. -
M =M . (4.1)
Proof. The disjoint union I'; = T';_; U {v;} give us

MY =M - My (4.2)

On the other hand, we have s;4;_1(I'j—1) =Tj_1 forall 1 < j <n—i+1. As by hypothesis A\;;—1 =0,
we can use Proposition 4.3 to conclude that Mf\:lw = 0. Therefore, eq. (4.2) reduces to eq. (4.1) and
the Lemma is proved. O

Lemma 4.5. Let A € X*. For j > 1, if A\j1;-1 > 0 then
R

where j <1 <n—1i+ 1 is the smallest integer such that A\, > 0. If such an integer does not exist then
M, =M,
A A
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Proof. Let us first assume that the integer r does exist. If r = j then A —v; € X (recall that
by hypothesis Aj1;—1 > 0) and we conclude by eq. (4.2). Thus we assume that r > j. We define
B; =T _1\{aj +i} and for j < k < n — i we define recursively By, = Bj_1 \ {ak k+i}. At first
glance, this definition might seem odd, but By, is defined in such a way in order to satisfy the equation
si(By) = By, for every k satisfying j < k < r (the proof of that equality is elementary but lengthy, and
is left to the reader). If = Z;:j ~t, we have

j—1 _ B; B;
M%ﬂl — Mgﬂl qM/\gﬂfaj’Hi
i — i+l j+1
MABW - Mg# qMABWWMHM
j+1 _ i+2 j+2
MA*# - MA*# qM}\*#*%‘+2,_7‘+2+z‘
Br72 _ Brfl Brfl
M)\*ll - MA*# qM)\*#*ar—Lr—H-i

We sum all the equations above and after cancelling out similar terms we obtain

A—p—0k kti”

r—1
j—l _ Br—l Bk
ML =M - qZM
k=j

Let k be an integer satisfying j < k < r. By minimality of r, the k-th coordinate of A — 1 — o g+
when written in terms of the fundamental weights is equal to —1. Therefore, as s (Bjy) = By we use
Proposition 4.3 to conclude that Mk = 0. It follows that

A—p—k k4i
j—1 B,_
ij—u = MAﬂj. (4.3)
Since A; = 0 and s;(B;) = Bj, using Proposition 4.3 one can prove the second equality:

j—1 _ wgBj B;  aaBj B;
MA—“/J' B MAJ—%' B qM}\i%‘—%’,jﬂ - MAJ—%' + qM}\i“/j—Wﬂ' (4.4)
Similarly, since A\, = 0 and s (By) = By, for all j < k < r, Proposition 4.3 implies
Br_1 _ By o By — By By
MA*ZLJ = MA*Zf:j " qMAfak‘kJri*Zf:j . MAfzf:j 5t qMA*Zfi} . (4.5)
Therefore, eq. (4.4) and a repeated application of eq. (4.5) yields

r—1
i—1 —jngBr-1 k—jingB
M =q¢"’M E TMCF .
Ay T4 A T : x A=Th e
=J

Once again, we can use Proposition 4.3 to conclude that Mf kZ’“ 5
i S

that

=0forall j <k <r. It follows

i—1 —jngBr—
Mg\—’Yj = qT J1V_[>\_‘u1 .
Finally, we obtain

J i1 j—1 _ agqi—1 r—j+ipngBr-1 _ ngi—1 r—j+1ngi—1
My =M, —¢M,_ =M, —g¢ Mo, =My —q¢ M,

where the last equality is eq. (4.3). We have proved the lemma when the integer r exists.
We now assume r does not exist. This means that A\ =0 for all j <k <n —i+ 1. Arguing as before,
we get
i1 p—itl—jpngBn-i
ML = g
where v = ?:_ji'H ~:. It is again a lengthy but easy problem to prove that s,_;41(Bn—;) = Bpn_.
Furthermore, the (n — i + 1)-th component of A — v when written in terms of the basis of fundamental

weights is —1. By applying again Proposition 4.3 we conclude that Mfﬁ;i = 0. Finally, we have

J _n\pI L j—1 _ -1 n—i+2—jpngBn—i _ pnpi—1
M;, = M; —qM)\iw—MA —q M," =My -,

as required. 0
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We recall a definition given in the introduction.

Definition 4.6. Let 1 <i <n. Let \,u € XT. We write A >; p if A — p can be written as a positive
integral linear combination of the elements of ®*.

Theorem 4.7. Let n > 2 and n/2 4+ 1 <1i < n. We have the equation

NiH = 30 . N
p<iA

forall X e X+.

Proof. Let i = n —i+1 and A € X*. The hypothesis ensures that 7 < i. Let 1 < j < . Suppose
that there exists j < r < n1 such that A — E::j v € XT. In this case we define R;()\) := A — Z::j Vi
where r is minimal with the above property. If such an r does not exist then R;(A) is not defined. We
stress that R;(\) is defined if and only if A;4;_1 > 0 and at least one of the integers \j, A\j11,..., A5 is
greater than zero. With these notations Lemma 4.5 can be restated as follows

Mg;l _ Mf\ gt ht(/\—Rj(A))Mg(l/\), (4.6)

If k£ is the maximal integer such that R? () is defined then Lemma 4.4 and eq. (4.6) (applied k times)

imply
k

j—1 L ht(A—R3(A j
M=) g MM,
s=0
Since M§ = N4 and M} = N} we have that N/, occurs in the decomposition of N4t with coefficient
ex(p)qi M1 where ¢ (1) is the number of tuples (a1, ag, . . .,ar) € (Zso)™ such that

Ry RPRE () = .

It is clear that if p Z; A then c¢x(x) = 0. Thus in order to prove the Theorem it is enough to show that
if p <; A then such a sequence exists and it is unique.

Uniqueness. Assume there are two sequences (a1, as,...,as) and (a},dh, ..., al) such that
Ry - Ry*R{*(N) = Ry™ -~ Ry’ Ry (V). (4.7)

By explicitly calculating Y ;_ ;¢ in the basis of fundamental weights, we see that (R;(A))x (i-e. the kth
component in the decomposition of R;(\) in the fundamental weights) can only differ from X if

ke{j—-1,4,j+1,...;,aU{j+i—-1,5+4,j+i+1,...,n}

Remark that the union is disjoint because 7 < ¢ and that (R;(\));j+i—1 = Aj4i—1 — 1. Using this we
can compare the coefficient of w; on both sides of eq. (4.7) and obtain \; — a; = A\; — af, and therefore
a1 = a}j. Now assume that for some 1 < j < 7 we have a, = a/, for all 1 < s < j. Then, by comparing
the coefficient of @, ; on both sides of eq. (4.7) we obtain ¢ —a;41 = ¢ —a’;,;, where c is the (i + j)-th

coordinate of R}’ -+ R?R{*(\) = R}’ -+ Rp>RY*(\). Thus a1 = aj,,. By induction we conclude
that both sequences are the same.

Ezistence. We will prove existence by induction in ht(A — p). In the base case ht(A — p) = 0 (i.e.
A = ) there is nothing to prove.

Let A\ —p = Z;'L:1 m;vy; and suppose that existence is proved for any X,y such that ht(N — p') <
ht(A — ). Let A # p and let s be minimal such that ms > 0. We have

A= miv =g (4.8)
Jj=s

Since u € X T the above equality implies that A\, ;_; > 0 and that at least one of the following integers
Asy Ast1, -+ -5 Ap I8 greater than zero. In particular, Rs()\) is defined.
We claim that p <; Rs(A). Indeed, if

RN =A=)
Jj=s
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for some s < r < 7, then the minimality of 7 implies Ay = As41 = -+ = A._1 = 0. Since p is dominant,
the above equalities and eq. (4.8) imply that m; > 0 for all s < j < (by observing the st component,
ms > 0 and \; = 0 imply that m,y; > 0. Then observe the (s + 1) component and so on). Hence

T

RN —p= (RN =N+ A=) =D (mj— Dy + > my;

j=s Jj=r+1

and the claim follows.
We notice that ht(Rs(A) — ) < ht(A — p). Then, by induction hypothesis, there exists a sequence
(b1,b2,...,bs) € Z%, such that

Ry - Ry R (R,(\)) = p. (4.9)
By eq. (4.8) we have A\, = py, for all i < k < s +14 — 1 (notice that substracting ; for s < j < n does
not affect the k" component for i < k < s +i — 1). Then eq. (4.9) implies b; = by = --- = by_; = 0.
Therefore, the desired sequence is given by as = bs + 1 and a; = b; for j # s. O

5 Explicit decompositions in types As and A,

5.1. Type 1213. Throughout this section we fix n = 3. Let A = aw; + bwy + cws € XT. Theorem 4.7
gives the decomposition of Hy, = N3 in terms of {N3 | u € Xt} (see eq. (1.1)). Furthermore,
Corollary 3.7 provides the decomposition of N3 in terms of {N}L | © € XT}. Therefore, to complete
the description of all the decompositions we need to explain the decomposition of N?/{ in terms of
{Ni | w € XT}. We proceed indirectly by first finding the inverse decomposition. It follows from
Definition 2.9 that

N3 = Ni - qu—am - qN:;\—agg + q2N3 (51)

A—aiz—a23

fora >1,b > 2 and ¢ > 1. We refer to the above as the generic decomposition and to any other

case as non-generic. The following lemma provides the non-generic decompositions for Ni in terms of
{N} pe Xt}

Lemma 5.1. Let A\ = aw; + bws + cws € X+. In type As the non-generic decomposition for Ni m
terms of {N? | p € X} is given in Table 1.

H Row H a \ b \ c H Decomposition
1 0 [>1][>1] N3 —¢N3__
2 0 0 [>0] N}
3 0 1 0 N3
4 0 |[>2] 0 N;; - q21\§§_a12_a23
5 >1(>1| 0 Ny —gN3_ .,
6 >0 0 0 N3
7 >1 1 >1 Ni — qu—alz — qu—am
8 [[>1] 0 [>1] N3 —¢’N3_
Q13

Table 1: Decomposition of N3 in terms of {N? | u € X*} for As.

Proof. The result follows by a case-by-case analysis. We only prove here the decomposition given by
Row 1 in Table 1. So we are in the case a = 0, b > 1 and ¢ > 1. Let A = ®22\ {a15}. Notice that
s1(A) = A. By applying Proposition 4.3 we obtain N3 = M4 — qu_am = M4 = N3 — qu_a237

which coincides with the decomposition predicted by Row 1 in Table 1.
Given A € Xt we define N3 as the right hand side of eq. (1.2).

Lemma 5.2. Let A € XT. The decomposition of N3 in terms of {Ni | uw € Xt} is the same as the
decomposition in terms of {N?% | p e X*}.
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Proof. We only need to check that the decomposition of N3 in terms of {Ni | n € Xt} coincides with
the one given in eq. (5.1) and Table 1. This requires a case-by-case analysis. We leave the details to
the reader since in §5.2 we treat in full detail the similar but harder situation in type Ay4. O

Theorem 5.3. For all A € Xt we have N3 = N3. Therefore, eq. (1.2) provides the decomposition of
N3 in terms of {N?, | p € X*}.

Proof. This is a direct consequence of Lemma 5.2. O

5.2. Type A,. In this section we fix n = 4. We stress that H, = N§ for all A € XT. Theorem 4.7
provides the decomposition of N3 in terms of {N7, | x € X} and of N} in terms of {N? | p € Xt}
On the other hand, the decompsition of N3 in terms of {N}L | n € Xt} is covered by Corollary 3.7.
Thus, such as in the previous section, we only need to specify the decomposition of N:;’\ in terms of
{NG Jpe Xt}

Let A\, in XT. We write u <2 X if A — p can be written as an integral non-negative linear combination
of the elements of ®22. Given u <2 A we denote by £ (1) the set of all non-negative linear combinations
of the elements of ®=? equal to A — . We denote a linear combination L € £ () by L = (I;;), where
l;j € N is the coefficient of «;; in L. Given L = (I;;) € L(u) we define its degree as

deg(L):= > ly(ht(az;) —1).

1<i<j<4

On the other hand, we set 19(L) = A and for k = 1,2, 3 we recursively define

I/k(L) = l/kfl(L) — Z lijaij.

j—i=k
We define integers v (L) by the equation vy (L) = v (L)w + v} (L)ws + v} (L)ws + vi(L)w,.
Definition 5.4. We say that an element L € £y (u) is admissible if it satisfies the following conditions
o v (L)e XT forall 1 <k <3;
e If [13 # 0 then v?(L)

0;
o If l24 7é 0 then V?(L) = 0;

e If 14 # 0 then v3(L) = v3(L) = 0;

We denote the set of all admissible L by £$(x) and define ry(p) = Z q%°&) | Finally, we define
LeLs(n)

N3 = > ra(w)N;. (5.2)

B2

Theorem 5.5. For all A € X we have N‘;’\ = Ni’\ Consequently, eq. (5.2) provides the decomposition
of N3 in terms of {N? | p € X*}.

The proof of Theorem 5.5 will follow the same lines as the proof of Theorem 5.3, this is, we will
eventually show that the expansion of N3 in terms of {N? | u € X} is the same as the expansion in
terms of {Ni | p € Xt}. As in type Az we have a generic case.

Proposition 5.6. Let A = aw; + by +cw3 +dwy, € XT. Assume thata>1,b>2,¢>2 andd > 1.
Then, we have

N2 — Z (—g)"IN3_y., (5.3)
JC P2

N2 Z (—g)VIN3_, . (5.4)
JC P2
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Proof. The conditions imposed on a,b,c and d, are equivalent to asking that A — $; € X™* for all
J C ®2. Therefore, eq. (5.3) follows easily from Definition 2.9.
We now prove eq. (5.4). We define elements m,, € Z[v,v'] by the equation

> CoVINS 5, = Y0 muNG.

JCc®? pEX+

By eq. (5.2) it is clear that my = 1 and that m,, = 0 if g £2 A\. We fix p <o A with p # A

Assume that £ (p) # 0. Let J C ®. Given L = (ly) € La—x,(u) we define L' = (I};) € La(u) as
lj; = lij +1if az; € J, and l}; == l;;, otherwise. This defines a map F': L)_x, (1) = Lx(p). Moreover,
as J C ®? one has that deg(L’) = deg(L) +|J|. Notice that, since J C ®?, we have that vy (L) = v (L)
for 1 < k < 3 and that l13 = li3, log = l5, and 14 = 17,. It follows that F preserves admissible elements,
Le. it restricts to a map F : L 5 (p) = L{(p) that is clearly injective. The image FI(LS _y (p)) is
the set

L’i(u)J = {L = (lij) S E(/{(/,L) | lij 7é 0 for all Q5 € J}
From this it follows that
> gt =gVl s, (g). (5.5)
LeL§(u)”

On the other hand, by definition of admissibility we have

g = U £am. (5.6)

aedP2

If in eq. (5.6) one takes the g-graded degree on both sides we obtain by eq. (5.5) and the inclusion-
exclusion principle:

0= (-9)"lrrx, (). (5.7)
JC P2

(We use here that £$(u)”t N LY ()72 = LS ()12 for any Jy, Jo C @2.)
The right-hand side of eq. (5.7) is equal to m,,. Therefore, we have shown that m, = 0 if £$ () # 0.

We now assume that £$(u) = 0. In this case we have £§_y (u) = 0 for all J C ®? (recall that
LSy (p) injects in L§(1)). We conclude that m,, = 0 in this case as well.
Summing up, we have proved that m, = 0, (where ) , is a Kronecker delta). By the definition of
m,, this is equivalent to eq. (5.4). O

Before we prove the non-generic decomposition of N3, we record in the following five lemmas some
useful computations which are later needed several times. The proofs of all these lemmas are routine
computations using Proposition 4.3 and the definition of the relevant N and M elements. For this
reason we omit the proofs.

Lemma 5.7. Let A = aw; + by + cw3 + dwy € XT. Suppose that a = 0. Then

>3 >3 >3
N} = N§ —gM3Y-,,,, —gMY_,,, +¢’MY (5.8)

A—ao23 A—aa3—a3q”

Remark 5.8. By definition, if A € X, we have N’}\ = Mf’zk for every k. To avoid confusion, we have
defined N’f\ only for A € X*. On the other hand, Mfzk is defined for every A € X. This explains why

. . . >3
in eq. (5.8) we cannot write, for example, N3__ - instead of M$~, .

Lemma 5.9. Let A\ = aw; + bwy + cws + dwy € X and suppose that ¢ = 0. Then

2 _ N3 =3 2n P23 3n P22
N3 = N)\ - (_ZM)\,QH —q Mkfazél + q M)\*O(1270&24'

Lemma 5.10. Let A = aw; +dwy € XT. Then:

>3 >3 >3
N3 =N3 - ¢’ MY, +qM3_,,, —¢"M3

A—aa3
Lemma 5.11. Let A = aw; + dwy € X+. Then, we have

0, if min(a,d) = 0;
MY ,,, = —CHy ., if min(a,d) = 1;
*QQE,\_Q14 + qgﬂ)\_2a14, otherwise.
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Lemma 5.12. Let A\ = awy +dwy € XT. Then,

Ng = | Hy—dH, ,,, if min(a,d)>0;
H,, if min(a,d)=0.

Proposition 5.13. Let A\ = aw; + bws + cwz +dwy € XT. In type Ay the non-generic decomposition
Jor N3 in terms of {N3 | p € X} is given in Table 2.

‘ Row H a ‘ b ‘ c ‘ d H Decomposition H
1 0 [>1]>1]| 0 Ni—qNA o
2 0 >2 0 0 Ni —q NA oo — s
3 0 [>1|>2]|>1 N?\—qN/\ s —qu_a34+q2N§\ -
4 0 > 1 1 > 1 Ni — qN)\—Oé23 — qu—OtM 3N§\ 0412 OézS Qg
5 0 =2 0 > 1 Ni —4q N/\ Qaog q4N)\ Qia—a3 +4q N/\—Oél —aoy
6 0 1 0 >2 Ni—qN/\ a24+qN)\ ou—as
7 0 1 0 1 Ni —q N/\ 24
8 0 1 0 0 Ni
9 0 [ 0 [>1[>1]|N3—¢gN3__,
wiloJo[o][>0]N
3 3 2WN3 23
1 > 1 L 22| >1 Né — qN/\ ajp qé\]-)\?) Qo3 qN)\ 034 N>\ aja— 0434 N)\ Qo3 —a3g
12 ||>11>2] 0 |>1 Né — qN/\ a — (12Né n +q¢° N/\ a1a—cing
13 >1 1 0 1 N§ — qN/\ o1n (]21\1‘%\7024 -
14 >1 1 0 >2 NA—qN/\ alz_q N)\_a%-i-q N3_ 14—
15 [[>1] 0 0| 1 [[N3—(q +q NS ..,
A O A ) G i
3 2N\3 3N 3
17 > 1 1 1 > 1 N)\ — qN)\ a2 qN)\*Oézz qN)\ 0t34 N>\ Qjo— 034 N)\ Qia—a3—asy
18 0 0 22 0 Ni —4q Nz\fazsfnm
19 = 1 = 2 = 1 0 Ni — qN/\*(XQ; — qufum QNi Qa1o—Qo3
20 [[>1] 1 [>1] 0 INJ—¢gN3_, . —gN3_ o1 +¢*N3 _ S
21 >1 0 >2 0 Ni—qQN?)’\_alS—q N)\ opg—aay T4 NA—a s
22 [[>2[ 0 [ 1T ] 0 INJ—-¢’N3 . +¢"NJ_ . o,
23 L0 ][ 1] 0 [[NS—¢N3_,.
24/ 0 | 0] 1|0 ||[N3
25 >1|1>1 0 0 Ni qN/\ oo
26 || >1] O 0 0 N}
3 3 23 2T\ 3
27 >21]1>2 1 >1 Ng\ — qNé—alg — qé\l)\ii as q:Ng-)\ a34 N/\ ag —a34 N)\ alz—a
28 >1 0 >2|>1 N)\qu)\—aM q“Ny_ o T4 I\I)\70£137O[34
29 1 0 1 >1 N?)’\ — qu—aM —q N3
30 > 2 0 1 2 1 Nz — qNPA’ (¥34 3 2N§ @13 4N§ 13 —x14
31 1 0 >1 NA — ( )N)\ 014

Table 2: Decomposition of N3 in terms of {N? |z € X*} for Ay.

Proof. The proof follows by a case-by-case analysis. Notice that Rows 18-31 are symmetric to Rows
2-15. So we need to consider only the first 17 rows. We will make use of the following sets:

B .= (1322 \ {0412,0134}, C .= @23 \ {0413} and D := @23 \ {O[24}.
Notice that B = s1(B) = s4(B), C = $1(C) = s3(C) and D = s9(D) = s4(D).

R1. We have N3 = MJ — qMP_ — ¢ME +P2MP

A a12 asq”

Since s1(B) = s4(B) = B and

A— x12

a = d = 0 we can use Proposition 4.3 to conclude that M)\ oy = Mfiam = Mf—alz—am =0
Therefore, N3 = M = N3 —¢N§___ .
R2. Arguing as in the proof of Row 1 we arrive to N2 = M% = N3 — Mf g USING set C to

decompose the elements M% s ;md 1;T>\ a1s—ags a0d applying Proposition 4.3 we obtain M)\ 023 =
gN3 _ a1o—ans- Lherefore, N§ = Ny — ¢ N3 _ P

R3. This case is a direct consequence of Lemma 5.7.
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R4. By Lemma 5.7 we have
N2 - N3 - qNA o3 qu—aM + q MA Qo3 —34 " (510)

We have s3(C') = C, thus Proposition 4.3 implies that M$~ ;23 ams = qu*am*Otzg*Ot?A' By plugging
this in eq. (5.10) we obtain the desired decomposition.

R5. Lemma 5.7 implies

>3 >3 >3
N3 =N} —gM3_,,, —aMS_,, + M3 (5.11)

A—ao3 A—ae3—ags”

Arguing as in the previous case, using the fact that s1(C) = s3(C) = C, we obtain

P23 H=3 H=3

MA*azs = qN)\ a1z—a23) M)\*a34 =0, M = _N?\*Oézz; + qN)\ ara—aog” (5'12)
Then plugging eq. (5.12) in eq. (5.11) we obtain the desired decomposition.
R6. This case is similar to Row 5

R7, R8. These rows provide a specific value for X\. Therefore, they follow by a direct computation.

R9. By Lemma 5.7 we have
>3
N2 — N3 - qN)\ Q3 qM;i\)*a23 + q M)\ Qo3 —Q34 " (513)

We use the set D to expand the M-elements above. Since so(D) = D, Proposition 4.3 shows that
eq. (5.13) reduces to the decomposition predicted by the table.

R10. Arguing as in the proof of Row 9 we obtain N3 = N3 — Mfzi . Using Proposition 4.3 and
the fact that s1(C) = s3(C) = C we obtain Mfii =M, — M i—ar, =
R11. By definition of N3 we have

2 3 3 2 2 2
N3 = N - qN)\ a2 qN)\—azg qN)\ a3q +4q N)\ 12 —034 +4q N)\ Q23— 034 +q Z’

_ nfP2?
where Z = M/\_Cm_a23

we obtain Z = 0.

—qN3 _ 1o —crgs—asy - USING the set D to further decompose Z, since s2(D) = D

R12. This is a direct consequence of Lemma 5.9.

R13. Using Lemma 5.9, it remains to show that M?\’jm s, = 0. This follows after decomposing it
using D, since so(D) = s4(D) = D.

R14. Using Lemma 5.9, it remains to show that M§>>le 0za = qu_aM_aﬂ. This follows after
decomposing both sides using D, since s3(D) = D.

R15. Using Lemma 5.10 and Lemma 5.11 we obtain Ni = N3 ¢*N3

3—ay, —¢*H,_,,,. We conclude
by noticing that Lemma 5.12 implies that N3 E)\faM

)\()tl

R16. Let us first assume that min(a,d) > 2. Arguing as in Row 15, by Lemmas 5.10 and 5.11 we
obtain

N2 - N3 - QQN)\ 14 ngA 14 + q4H)\ 2a14 + qu/\ 20014 q6ﬂ/\_3a14. (514)
Then, Lemma 5.12 implies that N3 = N3 — (¢* +¢*)N3_,  + q5N‘§ 90,4» Which is the desired decom-

position. Assume now min(a,d) = 2. In this case, the term ¢°H,_s, does not appear in eq. (5.14).
However, Lemma 5.12 also implies the desired decomposition in this case.

R17. By definition of N3 we have
2 3 3 3 2 3 2

Ny = N - qN/\ a1z qN)\—Oézs - qN)\—OlM t4q N/\ arg—azs 4 N/\ Q12 —Q23—034 +4q7Y, (515>

=3 =3 —

where Y = MY, . +M;y_ az—ass Using the set D, we obtain M/\ cra—ces = AN

By symmetry, we also have MA os—vs = ¢N3 Therefore, Y = 2qIN3
eq. (5.15) reduces to the desired decomposition.

3
—Qr12—Qi23— 34"

and

A—ai2—a3—aszs’ A—a12—23—Q34
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Having checked all 17 cases, the proof is complete. O

We now move to proving “hat” version of the proposition above. As before, we start by record-
ing in the following Lemmas some useful computations. Both lemmas follow using the definition of
admissibility. We leave the proofs to the reader.

Lemma 5.14. Let A\ = aw, +dwy € XT. Then,
A min(a,d)
M-S () N
=0
Lemma 5.15. Let A\ = awy + bwoy +dwy € XT.
1. If a,b > 1 then

Z qzzN)\ iy Zf b Z d,
N?i - qu’ s (5.16)
min(aer,dfb)
2t 2b+33 .
Z q N/\ wc24 Z q ]NA boos —jara? Zf b < d.
Jj=1

2. Ifa=0,b>2andd>1 thenN‘i—qud

A—aiz—ass

is equal to the right-hand side of eq. (5.16).

Proposition 5.16. Let A = aw; + bws + cw3 + dws € X+, In type Ay the non-generic decomposition
for N3 in terms of {N3, | p € X} is given in Table 2 (replacing N3, with N3 ).

Proof. As in the proof of Proposition 5.13 we only need to consider the first 17 rows of Table 2. We
first notice that the argument given in the proof of Proposition 5.6 carries over for the decomposition
in Rows 1, 2, 3, 4, 9, 11 and 17. On the other hand, Rows 7 and 8 provide a specific value for A and
therefore these cases follow by a direct computation. Furthermore, Lemma 5.14 gives us the result for
Rows 10, 15 and 16. This leaves us with five cases to be checked.

R5. Using Lemma 5.15(2) for A and Lemma 5.15(1) for A — ag4 we obtain, as required:
N3 = (N3 _qN/\ a1z — 0423) (NX Q24 qN)\ Q24— alz)'

R6. Using the definition of N:;’\ and noticing which g are such that £5(u) # 0, one obtains
NS =N3+¢*N3_,, + " N3 oL an (5.17)
On the other hand, using Lemma 5.14 twice, we obtain
N)\ agq QQN)\ Qo4 —Q1g Ni—am + qu/\ Qoqa—aig” (518)
Combining eq. (5.17) with eq. (5.18) we get the desired decomposition.
R12. Using Lemma 5.15(1) for A and A — aia4 we obtain the required decomposition

2 3
N3 = (N *QNA 0412) (N)\ Qog qN)\ Q24— 0412)'

R13. By Lemma 5 lo( ) we have N3 — ¢N3 _ a, = N3 +¢?N3_,,.. Since A — agy = (a + 1)wy,

Lemma 5.14 implies N)\ T = N3_ asy- We conclude that N2 = N3 — qN)\ P q2N§’\ oy B8 WE
wanted to show.
R14. Using Lemma 5.15(1) we obtain
min(a+1,d—1)
N _qN/\ a1z N§+q2 Z 3]N)\ Qag—jag” (5'19)
§=0
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On the other hand, Lemma 5.14 implies

min(a+1,d—1)

N:;)\—ozu - qui—a24—a14 = Z q3jN§\—o¢24—ja14' (520)
7=0

By combining eq. (5.19) with eq. (5.20) we obtain the desired decomposition.

This finishes the proof of the Proposition. O
Proof of Theorem 5.5. The result follows by combining Proposition 5.6, Proposition 5.13 and Proposi-
tion 5.16. O
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