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A GEOMETRIC REALIZATION OF PARTIALLY-SYMMETRIC
MACDONALD POLYNOMIALS

BEN GOODBERRY AND DANIEL ORR

ABSTRACT. We formulate a precise conjecture relating integral form partially-symmetric
Macdonald polynomials and the parabolic flag Hilbert schemes of Carlsson, Gorsky, and
Mellit. This extends, in an explicit fashion, Haiman’s realization of modified Macdonald
symmetric functions via Hilbert schemes of points in the plane. As evidence for our con-
jecture we prove that it is compatible with the action of certain elements in Carlsson and
Mellit’s algebra A; 4, including degree 1 Pieri formulas.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let A be the algebra of symmetric functions in x1, xs, ... over K = Q(q,t). A key structure
in Haiman’s geometric realization of Macdonald symmetric functions [H1] (see also [H2]) is
a vector space isomorphism

(1.1) P K (Hilb,)oe —2 A

n>0

between A and the localized equivariant K-groups of the Hilbert schemes Hilb,, of points in
the plane C2, where T is the natural two-dimensional torus acting on the plane. Under this
isomorphism, the modified Macdonald symmetric functions H . are realized as the images
®¢([1,]) of the K-theory classes corresponding to torus-fixed points I, in U,>oHilb,. It is
of great significance that the map ®( has a genuinely geometric origin—namely, the Procesi
bundle—which exhibits Macdonald positivity.

Work of Schiffmann and Vasserot [SV] offers another point of view on the map ®q: it is an
intertwining map between two irreducible representation of the elliptic Hall algebra £. While
this point of view is not strong enough to establish Macdonald positivity, it does provide a
way to uniquely characterize the map @y, up to a scalar.

By methods akin to those of [SV], Carlsson, Gorsky, and Mellit [CGM] costruct an exten-
sion of the map ®,, with Carlsson and Mellit’s algebra A, , [CM] in place of the elliptic Hall
algebra £. The extension ® maps between the following larger spaces

(1.2) @ @ Kr(PFH, 50—k )10c 2 @A@)K[ylwu;yk]

n>0 0<k<n k>0

both of which afford an irreducible action of the algebra A, ;, with a canonical generator. Here
PFH,, ,,_x is the parabolic flag Hilbert scheme, also introduced in [CGM], which parametrizes
flags of ideals I,, C I,,_y C -+ C I, in Clz, y] with the property that dim C[z,y]/I; = s and
yl,— C I,,. The action of A;, on the direct sum of K-groups of these spaces is constructed

in [CGM] by geometrically-defined operators, while the right-hand side of (1.2)) affords the
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polynomial representation of [CM]. Of course, the requirement that ® intertwine these two
actions is sufficient to uniquely characterize it, up to a scalar.

Our work is motivated by the following question: what are the images of torus fixed-point
classes in PFH,, ,,_ under the isomorphism ®? One knows that ® restricts to (1.1)) on the
k = 0 summands (up to a minor twist by a sign and a monomial in ¢,t), where the torus
fixed point-classes are sent to modified Macdonald symmetric functions H x- We propose an
explicit answer for all k£ involving a new family of modified partially-symmetric Macdonald
functions ]:I( Aly)-

Conjecture (see Conjecture . Under the A ,-module isomorphism

@ @ K’H‘(PFHmn—k)loc i} @A ® K[ylv cee ayk]a

n>0 0<k<n k>0

the fixed-point classes are sent to modified partially-symmetric Macdonald polynomials, as
follows:

X * ~
Hy s gr(sort(Am)+I(Aly) ‘jkh) (—1 | y) =1 Hpy)-

For the sake of orientation, let us describe a few pieces of the notation used above, leaving
the rest for the main body of the paper. The fixed-points I,,,, € PFH,, ,_ are indexed by
pairs (i, w) such that p is a partition of size n and w is an ordered horizontal strip of size k in
p; the classes H,, ., are explicit scalar multiples of the [I,, ,,]. The partially-symmetric integral
form Macdonald functions jMv (X |y1,--,ye) € A K[yr, ..., yx] are defined in by
partially-symmetrizing the (stable) nonsymmetric Macdonald polynomials, multiplying by
explicit scalars introduced in |G] and [L], and then performing a twist by the long element of
Sk. The J\,,(X | y)—and their cousins H ,},)—are indexed by pairs (A | ) consisting of a

partition A and a composition v € (Zs()* such that the total size |\|+]|v| is n—k. An explicit
bijection ¢ between these indexing sets, so that ¢(u, w) = (A | 7), is recalled in Section
following [CGM]. Finally, X — X/(1 —t) denotes the familiar plethystic transformation on
A from Macdonald theory, and f(X |y)* = f(X |y)|asi-1-

Thus our conjecture closely resembles—and clearly extends—the construction of modified
Macdonald functions H,, from the usual integral form Macdonald functions.

In this paper, we make substantial progress toward a proof of Conjecture by showing
that it is compatible with the action of certain A, ,-generators; see Theorem . We will
complete the proof in forthcoming work with M. Bechtloff Weising by means of the limit
Cherednik operators [IW), BW].

It is important to mention that the map ® of [CGM]|, while uniquely characterized as an
A, ;-intertwiner, has no genuinely geometric construction at present. In light of our conjec-
ture and Lapointe’s positivity conjectures [L] for partially-symmetric Macdonald polynomi-
als, it natural to hope for a geometric realization of ® exhibiting positivity.
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2. PARTIALLY SYMMETRIC MACDONALD POLYNOMIALS

2.1. Diagrams. In constructions related to compositions and their diagrams, we mostly
follow the conventions of [HHI] (except that we write dg instead of dg’ for their diagrams).
Compositions are tuples v = (v1,...,1,) € (Z>p)". A composition v is a partition (with at
most n parts) if its entries are weakly decreasing. Let Y, C (Z>()" be the set of partitions
with at most n parts. For any composition v € (Zx¢)", let sort(v) be the unique partition
in Y,, obtained by rearranging the parts of v. For v € (Zx¢)", let |[v| =v1 + -+ + 1.

The diagram of a composition v € (Zs()" is the subset dg(v) C (Zs¢)?* given by

dg(v) ={(,j) [1<i<n1<j<u}

We view the parts v; of v as columns in dg(v). Elements of dg(v) are called boxes of v. We
identify a composition with its diagram and write (i, j) € v to mean (i, 7) € dg(v). We also
define the following subsets of dg(v):

dg,(v) ={(i,j) ev|j=r}
The leg and arm lengths of a box O = (7, j) € v are defined by
6,(0) =vi —j,
a, D) =#{1<r<i|lj<y,<py}+#{i<r<nl|j—-1<v. <y}
We will also use the following alternate versions of arm length (see Example [2.1)):
o) =#{1<r<ilj<v,<py}+#{i<r<n|j<uv <y}

Let Y = U,>0Y, be the set of all partitions. For any v € Y, denote by v/ € Y the
transposed partition and let dg'(v) = dg(¢/). Thus dg'(v) is the usual (French) diagram of
partition v given by rows of boxes of lengths 14,15, ... in the first quadrant. Let leg, and
arm,, denote the usual leg and arm functions on dg'(v) as defined in, e.g., [HI]. (For a box
O € dg'(v), we have leg,(0J) = £,,(0J), and arm, (0) is related to the function a,_ for the
weakly increasing rearrangement v_ of v.)

For any v € Y, define n(v) = > _.(i — 1)u;.

2.2. Split diagrams. We write v = (\|) to indicate a splitting of a composition v into
two compositions A and 7, ie., v = (v,...,0) = (A, -, Ay V1, - -+, k) Where A =
Aty -o s Am) € (Zso)™ and v = (71,...,%) € (Zs0)¥ and n = m + k. In this situation,
we will often assume in addition that A is a partition or the reverse of a partition.

Starting with v = (A|y) as above and A\ a partition, we construct an augmented dia-
gram dg(v) as follows. First, we form v~ := (A7 |y), where A~ is the weakly increasing

rearrangement of . The augmented diagram associated with v is then defined as follows
dg(v) =dg(v")U{(m+1,0),...,(n,0)}.

Note that the additional boxes (m+1,0), ..., (n,0) lie directly below the columns of dg(v ™)
corresponding to 7.

We call the subsets of dg(r~) corresponding to A~ and v the symmetric and nonsymmetric
parts of the diagram, respectively. We will use different arm functions for boxes in these two
parts of dg(v~), as follows. For boxes in the symmetric part of dg(v~), we will use a,-. For
boxes in the nonsymmetric part, we will use the arm function a,-. These arm functions have

interpretations as counting certain boxes in ag(l/’), as we illustrate in the example below.



4 BEN GOODBERRY AND DANIEL ORR

Example 2.1. Let v = (3,1 2,1,3,0,1). Then v~ = (1,3]2,1,3,0,1) and the augmented
diagram dg(v™) is

where the boxes added to dg(v~) are dashed.
Let us illustrate the boxes that are counted for each of the arms and legs. For u = (3,1),

a box in the nonsymmetric part of &g(y—), the following boxes marked ¢ and a contribute
to {,-(u) =1 and a,-(u) =142 = 3:

e el ] -

For v = (2, 1), in the symmetric part of the diagram, the boxes that contribute to ¢,- (u) = 2
and a,-(v) =1+ 3 =4 are:

@?\?\‘

2.3. Nonsymmetric Macdonald polynomials. Let K = Q(q,t) and n > 0. For any
composition v € (Zso)", denote by E, = E,(z;q,t) € K[zy,...,2,] the nonsymmetric
Macdonald polynomial of type GL,, as defined in [HHL].

Let the symmetric group S,, act in the natural way on Z" and on K|xy,...,z,]. For
1 < i < n, denote by s; the simple transposition (i,7 + 1) € S,. Define the Demazure-
Lusztig operators, acting on K[z, ..., z,], by
(2.1) Ti:tsﬁ&u—si): = si—l—( ) o 1<i<n
Lit1 — T4 Lit1 — L4 Lit1 — T4

These satisfy the same braid relations as the s; and the following quadratic relations:
(2.2) (T =) (T; +1) = 0.

For any reduced expression w = s;, ---s;, € S,, we unambiguously define the operator

Ty=T, T,

Lemma 2.2 ([HHL, (17)]). If v; > v;41 for some 1 <i < n, then
1—t

1 — ¢t @+1a (@

where O = (i,v;,41 + 1) € dg(v).
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2.4. Partially symmetric Macdonald polynomials. Suppose m,k > 0and n =m+k >
0. In this situation, we regard S,, as the subgroup of S, fixing the elements {m +1,...,n}.
Define the partial Hecke symmetrizer

Pl=>" T,

wGSm

For A € (Z>o)™, let (Sim)x C Sy, be its stabilizer and

Sit)y= Y ™
’LUE(Sm)

A

Definition 2.3. For a partition A\ € Y,, and a composition v € (Zso)¥, the partially
symmetric Macdonald polynomial P,y = Py (2;¢,t) is defined by

Pl By
P(Ah) = S)\(t) .

The Py}, form a basis for the space K[y, ... , Tn]°™ of partially-symmetric polynomials.

Definition 2.4. The integral form partially symmmetric Macdonald polynomial Jiy,) =
Jo (@5 ¢, t) is the scalar multiple

Jom = JomPom

where
Iy = H (1 — ¢"Pa@+1) H(l _ OO+
OeA— Oey
and all arms and legs are taken in the augmented diagram ag(y*) where v~ = (A~ | 7).

It is shown in [G] (and asserted in [L]) that J(x) € Zlg, t][z1, ..., zy].

For later use, we record the action of T},,,; for i = 1,... k on the integral forms:
Jo) 1t
Tm i = 83 -
+id ) T Tsi) = T e Jom)
1— ql(u)+1ta(u)+1 1—¢
(2.4) = T\sit) — Tm)-

1— ql(u)—l—lta(u) 1— ql(u)—l—lta(u)

where arms and legs are taken in dg(A|y) such that v; > ;11 and w = (m + 4, v,41 + 1).

2.5. Stability. For any n = m + k with m, k > 0, we make the identification

(2.5) K[z, ... 2, 2 Kz, ..., 20)" @ Ky, - .., yi]
by mapping x1,...,x,, to themselves and x,,11,...,2, to y1,..., Yk, respectively. We will
write f(z | y) for the image of f € K[z1,...,x,]°" under this identification.

With this notation in place, we can formulate the stability of partially symmetric Mac-
donald polynomials, which is proved in [L] and [G].

Proposition 2.5. For any A € Y,, and v € (Z>o)*, we have

P()\,0|’y)($70 ly) = P(Alv)(x ly).
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Since jx0(y) = Joy), the integral forms J(y,) have the same stability property. Taking
m — 00, we write Py = Po (X |y) and Ty = Ty (X |y) for the corresponding
elements of A @ K[y, ..., yx), where A is the K-algebra of symmetric functions in z1, zo, . . ..
As X ranges over all partitions and v € (Zs0)*, these form bases of A ® K[y, ..., yz].

By slight abuse of notation, we now denote by 7; for i = 1, ..., k—1 the Demazure-Luzstig
operators acting on the variables yy, ...,y in AQKJy, ..., yx]. Under the identification
(2.5)), this T; corresponds to T,,.; in the variables x,, ;, ..., Ty.

We define the following variant of the integral form Macdonald functions in A@K][y, . . ., yxl:

(2.6) T (X |y) = 7 weT T (X |y)

where wy € Sy is the long element.

3. CARLSSON-MELLIT ALGEBRA
All material from this section is due to [CM| and [CGM].

3.1. The algebra. Let A;, be the Carlsson-Mellit algebra as defined in [CGM]; note that
compared to [CGM]| we swap the roles of ¢ and ¢. By definition, A;, is an associative
K-algebra generated by orthogonal idempotents ey, e1,... and elements

*
d_,d+,d+,T1,T2,...,yl,yg,...721722,...

subject to certain relations. We only state two of the relations in order to make our difference

in conventions clear: z;d e, = —qtkﬂyldjek and (T, — 1)(T; +¢) = 0 for all 4.
Let A, C A, be the subalgebra generated by the elements d_,d;, Ty, To,...,y1,y2,...
and the orthogonal idempotents ey, eq,.... (In fact, the y,ys, - -+ are expressible in terms of

the other generators.)

3.2. Polynomial representation. The polynomial representation of A;, was introduced
in [CM]. We use the conventions of [CGM], where it was shown that the polynomial repre-
sentation is isomorphic to the geometric representation described in the next subsection.

Recall that A is the K-algebra of symmetric functions in zq,9,.... The polynomial
representation space is V' = @y>0V; where Vi, = A ® K|yy, ..., yx]. The idempotent e, acts
by the natural projection e, : V. — Vi. On Vi, = €.V, the operators Tq,...,Tp_1 and
Yi,--.,Yk are given by

(t =Dy Yit1 — Ly
T f(X|y) = 4+t s
Yi+1 — Yi Yi+1 — Yi

Yi- f=uif

where f = f(X |y) and s; permutes y; and y;,1. Note that T; are closely related to (but not
the same as) the Demazure-Lusztig operators T;; we will make the relation between these
operators precise in Section below.

The operators d_ : Vi1 — Vi and d, : V}, — V1 are given by

d- - f =~y (F(X = (0= D), X))
diy - F=Ti-- T (X +(t = Dypy),

if
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where [y*]A(y) = A, for a formal series Y, Asy®, and Q(—yX) = >~ (—y)'e;(X) in terms
of the elementary symmetric functions e;. We use plethystic notation for the Klyi, .. ., y]-
linear automorphism f — f(X £ (t — 1)ygy1) of Vi, which is determined by its values on
power sums p;:

pi(X £ (a—0b)) =pi(X) £ (a' = V).

These formulas define V' as an A;-module; in fact, V' = Asey as A;-modules by [CM]|. For
the action of the remaining generators, we refer the reader to [CGM].

One easily checks that the operator of multiplication by the symmetric function e;(X) on
f=f(X]y) € Vi is expressed in terms of the generators of A; as follows:

e(X)f=d T ' Ty, - f.
Remark 3.1. We have corrected a minor typo in the action of T, on V' made in [CGM].

3.3. Parabolic flag Hilbert schemes. For any integers k£ and n such that 0 < k < n,
let PFH,,,,_x denote the parabolic flag Hilbert scheme of points in C? introduced in [CGMI].
The points of PFH,, ,,_j are flags of ideals

I,CIl,1C- - Cl,y CClx,yl,
such that I has codimension s in C[z,y| for all s, and
yl, . C I,.

The space PFH,, ,_; has the structure of a smooth algebraic variety of dimension 2n — k.
We note that PFH,, ,, is the usual Hilbert scheme Hilb,, of n points in C?, while PFH, is
isomorphic to C".

The group T = C* x C* acts on C[z,y|, Hilb,,, and PFH,, ,_ via its natural action on
C2%. Let q,t € Hom(T,C*) be the T-weights of y and x, respectively; a monomial y"z¢ has
T-weight ¢"t¢. We visualize y"2¢ as being located in row r and column ¢ of an infinite array
of unit boxes in the first quadrant, with indices beginning at 0. We also refer to ¢"t¢ as the
T-weight of the box O = (¢, 1), denoted wt(J) = ¢"t°.

The T-fixed points of Hilb,, are precisely the monomial ideals

I, = (m“lyo,x“2y1, c ),

where = (py, ft2,...) € Y is a partition of size |u| = n. The T-fixed points of PFH,, ,,_
are given by flags of monomial ideals

Iﬂ(n) - IM(n—l) C---C ]H(n—k) C C[Jj,y]

where ©®) is a partition of size s for each s and Yyl -ty C I,m. In order to satisfy these
conditions, the indexing partitions must satisfy

(3.1) dg'(u'™) > dg' (") 5 -+ D dg/ (u" M),

with O, = dg’(u®) \ dg’(u*~Y) having size 1 for each s, and with dg’(u™) \ dg’(u"=*))
being a horizontal strip (i.e., having at most one box in each column.)

Following [CGM], we will denote by I, the T-fixed point of PFH,, ,,_; determined by a
chain of partitions (3.1), where p = ™ and w = (wy,...,wy) with w, = wt(0,_441) for
1 <t < k. Thus p is the biggest partition in the chain, and the w; are the weights of the
boxes whose removal determines the rest of the flag, in the order of removal.
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Example 3.2. The T-fixed point /(31 2,4, in PFHy; is given by the flag I(51) C 21y C
Iy C Iqy.

t | ¢2

3.4. Geometric representation. The localized T-equivariant K-theory
K’JT(PFHn,nfk)loc = KT(PFHn,n7k> ®Z[qi1,ti1} K

is a K-vector space with basis given by the classes [I,, ] of skyscraper sheaves at the T-fixed
points I, ,, € PFH,, ,_x. The space @, Po<r<n Kr(PFH,, 1k )10c affords an action of the
algebra A, , by geometrically-defined operators [CGM]|. Here we recall only the action of the
As-generators on the fixed-point basis:

k
L — qW;

(3.2) di - Upu] = =" > wdyren [ | i, el

DeA(p) im1 A

z:=wt(0)
(3'3) d_ ' [Iﬂﬂuw] = [I/'l/ijl

(t — 1w w; — twiq1

3.4 T, Ul =—, 0l + —————1,, s.(w
(3.4) 10 wi_le[u,]"’wi_le[u,z()]

where A(p) is the set of p-addable boxes (relative to dg'(u)), u+ 2z = pu + 0O for z = wt(OJ)
with O € A(p) is the partition obtained by adding OJ to x4, and d,,4, ,, is the Macdonald-Pieri
coefficient

tarmH(EI) _ qlegu(lj)—i—l tarmH(D)—l—l _ qlegu(D)

b= ]]
BT, tarm, (O)+1 _ qlegu(D)-&-l tarm, (O)+1 qleg“(D)-i—l
DERu+a,u 0eCliap

where Ry, resp. C 14, is the set of boxes in the row resp. column of dg'(u) corresponding
to O € A(p) such that x = wt(OJ). We also have
(1 — t’l)wi t’lwi — Wi41

] +

W; — Wip1 W; — Wit

(3.5) T L] =

(2

I

55 (w)]-

3.5. Isomorphism. As shown in [CGM], there exists a unique isomorphism of A;-modules

@ @ Kr(PFH, - )0c — @A @ Kly1, .., yx]
n>0 0<k<n k>0
sending Iy € Kr(PFHgp)ioe to 1 € A = V;. Moreover, it is shown that ®([,]) = H, for

any [, € Hilb, = PFH,,,, where H . is the modified Macdonald symmetric function. We
note that the As-equivariance of ® can be upgraded to A;, by means of an involution N on

Ay, (see [CGM] for details).

4. CONJECTURE

4.1. Bijections between indexing sets. We recall a bijection introduced in [CGM, Proof
of Theorem 7.0.1]. Starting with a pair (y,w) indexing a T-fixed point in PFH,, ,,_j, we
define ¢(p,w) = (X | ) with A € Y and v € (Zx)" as follows:
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o Let 7, = I'(0;) for 1 < i < k, where [J; is the box of p with weight w;; note that
I'(00;) + 1 is the height of the column in p containing [J;.

e Form a partition x by removing all columns from g which contain a box [J; for
1<i<k. Let A\ =kl

It is easy to see that ¢ defines a bijection between the set of (u,w) indexing fixed points
in PFH,, ,,_x and the subset (A | ) in Y x (Zs0)* such that |A| +|y| = n — k. The inverse is
given is as follows. Starting with (A | ), we reconstruct (i, w) by the following steps:

o Let k =\
To form p, insert k labeled columns into x, with heights v, +1, ..., 9 +1 and labels
1,..., k, respectively, so that each labeled column lies to the right of any unlabeled
column in ¢ which has the same height and the labeled columns with the same height

have increasing labels from right to left.
e For each 1 < ¢ < k, define w; to be the weight of the box at the top (French) or
bottom (English) of the column labeled 7 in p. That is

w; = ¢t
where
(4.1) =i NZzvu+1+{i>iy =+ {7 >l
4.2. Conjecture. We are now ready to formulate:

Conjecture 4.1. Under the A, -module isomorphism

@ @ K’H‘(PFHn,n—k)loc g @A & K[yla cee ayk]7

n>0 0<k<n k>0

the fixed-point classes are sent to modified partially-symmetric Macdonald polynomials, as
follows:

n n(w n(sor X *
(4.2) (— 1)l g7, ] s oA HAM o0 ( — |y>

where ¢(p, w) = (A7), T} (X |y) is defined in (2.6), and f(X [y)* = f(X )]st

Here f(X |y) — f(35 |y) denotes the K[y, ..., yx]-linear automorphism of V; given by
the plethysm

() =15
PT—7) 1
on the first tensor factor A. Conjecture is known to hold on the & = 0 summands, as
shown in [CGM]; the right-hand side of is the modified Macdonald symmetric function

H, in this case.
Following [CGM], let us introduce the notation

(4'3) Hyoy = (_1)\u\qn(u)tn(u/)[[#,w].
We also define

~ ~ X *
n(sort(A A
Hiy = Hoy (X [y) = et OOl 7 (t T ’y>
and call these the modified partially-symmetric Macdonald functzons. The assertion of (4.2))
is then simply that ®(H, ) = Hp).
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The goal of this paper is to begin a proof of this conjecture by matching matrix elements
for the action of A, on both sides. More precisely, our main result is as follows:

Theorem 4.2. Let @' be the linear map defined by assignment (4.2)) on basis elements. Then
O’ respects the action of the following elements of Ay ,:
(1) Ty, To, ...,
(2) for any k > 0, the element d_T;'---Ty'd ey, which acts on A @ K[y, ...,y as
multiplication by the elementary symmetric function e;(X).

Since ® and @’ agree at k = 0, and in particular on the element I (), it suffices to verify
that @ is A, ,equivariant in order to establish ® = ®'. In fact, it suffices to establish
equivariance for A;, the subalgebra generated by d,,d_ and Ty,.... However, it is difficult
to compute the action of di directly in terms our elements on the right-hand side of .
We will complete the proof of Conjecture in forthcoming work with M. Bechtloff Weising
using a variant of this idea—mnamely, by combining our Theorem with his results on limit
Cherednik operators [BW].

An explicit example is given in the next subsection. We also show for this example that
@’ respects the action of the y;. It should be possible to prove this in general using the same
type of argument as the one we give for e;(X), based on results of [G], though we will not
need it in the sequel.

Let us comment on the normalization given on the right-hand side of . The factor
{r(sert QM+ g required for the e;(X)-equivariance, as our proof will show. The factor
t=4wo) in (2.6)) is also forced upon us, as we explain below (see .

4.3. Example. One may compute directly that

1
er(X) Tz (X |y) = _—qt\7(2|0,o) (X |y) + (

g7(1|0,1)(X ’ ?J)

l—gq
1 1—1)(1—qt)

This implies
e (X) T

and hence

X st X s 1-g X :
- =  qwo - - 1 wo -
11 |y> = T g1ebo) (t*l —1 |y> g Jaby (t*l —1 |y>

~ t—1~ 1-—
e1(X) Hiopy = 7= Hetoo) + —H<1|o -

We note that the operator w7y, from the definition of J\,) commutes with multipli-
cation by e (X).

For p = (2,1) and w = (¢, q), which satisfies ¢(u, w) = (210, 1), we have
(t-¢)1-q) (—agt)(—¢)
(= @)~ q) (2~ ) — o) 0 )
= —t?[I3.0),(2 1.0))

PP t—1 1
T, 1T1 1d+ ) [1(2,1),(15,(1)] = _tQt — g [1(3,1)7(t2,t,Q)] t [[(3 1),(t2,q:t )]

dy - [T, g) = —2

and hence

t—1 1—g¢q
—qH(3 1,20 EH(?’ 1),(t2,9)

d-Ty'Tr'dy - Hon g = 5=



A GEOMETRIC REALIZATION OF PARTIALLY-SYMMETRIC MACDONALD POLYNOMIALS 11

where Hion g = (=1)%at[len),0ol Honey = (1D'a[ls1,ep) and Heneg =
(=D)L 31, 2.0)]-

We note that if we had started with Jz1,0), the Pieri formula would have three terms;
the index (&]1,0) corresponds to A = (2,1), w = (g, t).

Let us also consider the operator y; acting on H s 1),(q). Using y, = T, o where (t—1)p =
[dy,d_], we find by [CGM, (6.2.1)] that

1 t—1)t 1
o Henwo = 7 Heawo + 1 _( t)<t2>_ gHeneo + T Hen e

On the other hand, we compute TgolewaoTwO = Tfllel on J(g|1,0) as

t=t 1—t 1
Ty T = - 1 - )
1 N 1~7(®\1,0) 11— qtj(z\l,l) (1 — qt)(l — th) \7(1|0,1) 1— gt? \7(1\1,0)
This implies that y» - Jgf, o) (=1 y)* is the sum of the terms
1 2 rwo X *
t—q ! ‘7(@“71)(#1 -1 ’y>
(t—1)t 9 X *
(1
a-ow—g i E=T
1 9w X *
e Do (t—l 1 ’y>
and therefore that
8 1 - t—1t - 1 -
- H = —H H —H
Y2 H(gz1,0) P— (@]1,1) T -0 =9 (10,1) T P (1/1,0)>

in exact agreement with the computation of ys- H(a1),(4,r), according to the assignment in our
conjecture. (We note that multiplication by y, on J(z|1,0) does not give matching coefficients;
the twist by w7, is essential.)

4.4. Normalization. The reader may wonder if the operator t=“(“0)w,T,, from is
correctly normalized, since one could multiply this by any nonzero scalar (depending on k)
to achieve the same effect on operators via conjugation. Let us briefly justify this choice,
by considering the case of u = (k) and w = (t*71,... ¢,1), which satisfies ¢(u,w) =
(10,...,0).

We have J(go,..0) = 1 and

Hzpo,..00 = Tz, o) = L
thanks in particular to the factor t=(*o) in ([2.6)).
A necessary condition for Conjecture to be true is that

d_ Hep,..0) = Hapo,...0) € Vi1,

since d_ - H(k),(tkfl,...,l) = g—[(k),(tkfl,...,t)'

We clearly have d_ - Higp,.0p = d— -1 = e;(X). Also, ‘7(1f|00,...,0) is easily seen to be

(1 —t)ey(X). Hence ]fI(1|0,m70) = e1(X), and this shows that our normalization is consistent
with Conjecture [4.1}
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5. DEMAZURE-LUSZTIG OPERATORS

Our goal in this section is to prove assertion (1) from Theorem[1.2] We assume throughout
this section that (p,w) indexes a fixed point in PFH,,,,_ and that ¢(u,w) = (A ]7). Also
let m =n — k and regard A as an element of Y,,, C (Zx()™.

5.1. Special arms and legs. Suppose v; > ;11 and let u = (m + 4,741 + 1) € dg(A~|7).
Then we have v; — v;41 = {(u) + 1 and, using (4.1),

Ciyr—Ci =7 2N =y U+ <i:v > > %+ 1}
+H{i>i+1:79 >y > vad +1
= a(u)

with arms and legs taken in dg(A~|7y). Therefore, under the assumption 7; > v;11, we have

(5.1) Wi _ Jw+1y—au)
Wi+1

5.2. Converting 7; to T,. Continuing to assume ~; > 7,11, we now appeal to (2.4) to see
that

g~ (D) galw)+1 _

1 . t—1
q—(l(u)—f—l)ta(u) -1 ‘7()\|8i(7))(X | y) + (

T T (X y)™ = T —alw) — 1

j@\h)(X | ?J)*

where

1—t)y, by, 1—t)y,
( )y+1(1—SZ):y y+18'+( )y-‘rl

T = S + 7
Yit1 — Yi Yi — Yit1 Yit1 — Yi

)

for 1 <i < k— 1. More generally, we let T* = t/(*)(x o T,, o *) where # is the automorphism
sending ¢ — t~! and fixing everything else. Then

woT s T (woTy )~

agrees with the operator T; from the polynomial representation of A, ,; this follows from the
relation T, T;T,, ! = Tj—; (see, e.g., M, (3.1.8)]). Hence we have

—((uw)+1) pa(u)+1 _ _
~ q t 1~ t—1 -
Ti- Hiyy = g~ (w+Dga(w) — 1 Hxjsiy)) +

g w1 ¢—au) — 1H(AW)'
On the other hand, by (5.1)), we see that

(t — 1w w; — twiqq
T Ly = ——— L) + ———[Lpsitw
t—1 qf(l(u)Jrl)ta(u)Jrl -1
- [],u,w] + q—(l(u)+1)ta(u) -1 []l"‘vsi(w)]'

ql(u)+1t—a(u) -1

This completes the proof of Theorem [4.2(1) in this case when 7; > 7;41. Using the Hecke
algebra action, the case v; < 7,11 automatically follows. When ~; = 7,11, the assertion
follows immediately from T;7(xy) = tT () (see, e.g., [C, (3.3.40)]) and w; = tw;4q, so we
are done.
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6. PIERI FORMULAS

In this section, we prove assertion (2) from Theorem which is significantly more
difficult than assertion (1). We use a Pieri formula for the partially-symmetric integral
forms 75, established in [G] using interpolation polynomials.

We make the following notational adjustments in order to match [G] as closely as possible:
we work in PFHx n_j and use (€, w) instead of (4, w) to index a typical fixed point in this
space, so |£] = N and the length of w is k. Also, when ¢(§,w) = (A | y), we may regard A
as an element of Y,,, C (Z>0)™ and (XA | 7) as an element of (Z>o)", where m = n — k and
n > N is arbitrary. Our computations will show that the Pieri formula for J,) in n total
variables does not depend on n in this range.

To state formulas for e;(X)J(5},), we need several definitions. Starting with the eigenval-
ued] we have

(6.1) 7, =gt v, 1<i<n,
(6.2) L) =4 <i| v > b+ 80 > 1|y > )

We now take (A |7) and build several new compositions. Let I} := {t1,...,t.} with
0=ty <ty < -+ <t, <t.y1 =k+1. Define n by choosing some entry of A to be \,_; and
then setting,

(6.3) M, = Y, for 1 <4 <7 where 7, = P

Next we build z by rearranging all entries of A except Xn,k, which is replaced with a
new column of height -, + 1. Choose g such that all columns of height +;, + 1 are to the
right, starting with the entry in position h, so f, = -+ = fip—r = Y%, + 1 , and the other
columns are weakly increasing, p; < -+ < p5—1. Finally, we build the rest of A by setting

G Auciot) = (fins o P,
We also require that I; satisfy the following two properties:

o #mn, foranyuwe{l,...,r} and j € {t,-1 +1,...,t, — 1}, and
® 1) # flp_— 1forany je{t,+1,...,k}
Such an [ is called maximal with respect to (i | 7). This can be used to define the support
of the expansion,

My = |n) | € Snit), 1 > -+ > m, 1 is as defined above for some maximal I; }
Theorem 6.1 ([G], Theorem 5.7). One has an expansion

A
el(X)j()\Iv) = Z Agumj(uln)

(Llm)EM(|+)
with coefficients given as follows:
(6.4)
iy (D) ag - (D)1
) t—q O IaCkd ) , 1 Tt =
’A(u\n) o H o @1 ya -, O+ RASHE T i) (@) - (A V)i

1 —
Dedgz, o) 4

IThese are the eigenvalues of Cherednik-Dunkl operators on the nonsymmetric Macdonald polynomials.
Even though we will not use these operators directly in this paper, we still refer to the 7; as eigenvalues.
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where
. 1= r—1 (t - 1)— k t r ty—1 m —
o, = (t—1)g iy, H Mt H (¢~ Nh 773 H H ( M, — )
L=l = - ,
1 O =T, ) i \ Moy = Tew ) 570 \ a7y — it ity N, =T

forO=toy<ti1 <---<t, <ty1=k+1, and
1 — g'o-m @ o= O+

Jo = Del;[ ] — o m O an ) O im0
—

where Cy- is the rightmost column in dg(A~) of height Mok and mj_1(n) is the number of
columns in n of height 7 — 1.

6.1. p}, vs. coefficient of T,'---T;'. To compare pp, and the coefficient resulting from
T,;l - T, we first rewrite P, using the eigenvalues 7, replacing their respective 7;:

— r—1 — t1—1 r tu 1 —
(6 5) P = (t - 1)'7t1 ) H (t - 1)7tu+1 ) i—[ t77t1 % H ﬁ t'Ytu
. L= ———— — — —
1 ’Ytl - ntl u=1 rytu+1 - ,)/tu j=1 77 u=1j=ty+1 ’Ytu - /y]

Comparing the formulas for the eigenvalues in (6.1)) and ) to the weights in (4.1)) gives a

simple conversion,
(Vi)ts—1 = w; and (ﬁn)twt—l = .

This allows us to rewrite,

(6 6) [p/ }* - <t71 — 1)wt1 ﬁ (t_l _ 1)wt“+1 tﬁ tr — w; ﬁ tuﬁ 1 i wt U Wy, — Wy
' L =" '
| Yo =@ d When W0 G0 W S e T ’

where * is the automorphism of K sending g + ¢ and ¢ > ¢ 71

We want to match the coefficients in the expansion of e;(X) with d_T_'---T;*d,. Since
diH, is a linear combination of some H¢,, 4, the product T,;l . -Tl_1 acts on Heig g
where zw = (x, w1, ..., wg).

We will use,
(1 — t‘l)wi t‘lwi — Wit1

Hé-?w + —HE,Si(w)'
W; — Wit1 W; — Wiyl

(6.7) T, (Heo) =

Lemma 6.2. Letv = s+ 5, -+ Sy, -+ 1. The full action T,;l o Ty Hey g o can be written

(68) lel te T1_1H§+x,:cw = Z ﬁh ’ H§+w7v(zw)
Ilg[lak]
where
_ r—1 _ t1—1 1 r tut1—1
_ (1—t Nz yr (1 —tHuwy ] t~twy
(6.9 P = - ——
! T — Wy };[1 Wy, — Wiy JIJI Wy }_[13 I;IH - w]

Proof. In the expansion of T, -+ T7 ' Heyy 2w, an additive term can be identified by a choice
for each i € [1,k] of either the left rational function in (6.7, which does not include the
transposition s;, or the right function which does. Fix a particular summand in the expan-
sion, and denote by v := sg -5, -+ -5, - -+ §1 the associated product of transpositions. The
hats indicate absence of that simple transposition. We choose the left function of for



A GEOMETRIC REALIZATION OF PARTIALLY-SYMMETRIC MACDONALD POLYNOMIALS 15

e I :={ty,..., 1}, and the right function for ¢ ¢ I;. Call f, the coefficient contributed
by each T, ! acting on T,, - -+ T{ ' Hey 4 o, SO in total,
T T Heroww = (fe- e f1)Sk-+ 80 80+ S1Hermww = fo - fi Hesa(ow)

Then the following are computations of the coefficients f,.
Case 1: Let ¢ < t1, and define o := sp_1 - - - s71.

(o (aw)), = (o(@w))es
(@) — (@)
The permutation o moves x into position ¢, so ((o(zw)), = z, and (o(zw))e1 = we. So

explicitly,

TZI (T;_l1 .. 'Tl—ngﬂ,m) = S (fz_l e f1H£+x7J($w)) ,

t~tr —wy
fo=
T — Wy
Case 2: Let £ =t; and 0 := s4,_1---51. Then like in Case 1,

(1—t71) - (o(zw))s,
(o(zw))y, = (o(2w))i 1
(1—tHa

T — Wy

Tt—ll (Tt—ll_1 e Tl—lHEHM) = (ft1—1 e f1H£+x,cr(acw))

ftl =

Case 3: Let £ =t; with i > 1, and write o := (s,—1 - St,_,+1)St;_, - - - 1.

1=t (o(zw))y,
T (T, T'H _ R N : A
o T T ) = Gy = (oaw)y Vet Hsseotow)
The missing transposition §;,_, in o leaves wy, , in the (¢;_1 + 1)st position, and the product
St;—1 - St;_,+1 moves wy, , into the (¢;)th position. So (o(zxw)), = wy,_,. And the (¢; + 1)st
position is untouched, so (o(zw))e1 = wy,. As a result,

(1 B t_1>wt¢71

wti_l — Wy,

3

fr. =

Case 4: Let t;_1 < ¢ < t; for i > 1, and again let 0 := (Sp—1 -+ St,_,+1)St,_, - - $1. Like in
Case 1, we have,

o (@w))s — (o(zw))eny
(o(zw))e — (o(zw))et1
The relevant portion of o is the product sg_y - - - s¢,_, +1, which moves wy, to the (¢)th position,
making (o(zw)), = wy,_,. And the simpler part is (o(xw))er1 = wy, as it has not yet

permuted in the Tzl coefficient formula. So we obtain

Tzl (T;_l1 .. 'TI1H£+:v,zw) = Sy (fH e f1H£+$7O_(W)) _

= wy, | — wy
fom i 0,
W,y — Wy
Combining all the coefficients, p;, = fx - - - f1, gives the desired formula . O

Remark 6.3. A priori, the formula includes all subsets I; C [1, k], which would include
those which swap labels of boxes in the same row. That cannot be allowed, as v(zw) would
no longer correspond to a flag of ideals. However, any such term will vanish, as adjacent
boxes being swapped causes either (t~'z —w;) or (¢ 1w, —w;) to be 0. This coincides with
the maximality condition on [; in the support My}, of e1(X)T(x})-
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Corollary 6.4.

(6.10) pn =[] - (w,) ™!
Proof. This comes immediately from comparing terms in with , which only differ
in the numerators in the leftmost two rational functions. O

6.2. Remaining pieces. First we must address some internal cancellation from terms
in [CGM]J. We recall the formula for d; H,, and Pieri coefficients dg, ¢ from [CGM]| here:

k
T — qu;
d+H§,w = tk Z d§+m,§ H x—zHé-l-m,ww
T =1

— qtw;
parme () _ glege(D)+1 parme() 1 _ lege (1)
deso g = H farme (@)1 _ glege(@)+1 farme (D)1 _ gloe()+1
O€Re 4 4¢ DeCeae
We split R¢y¢ into two groups,
(6.11) Rs(z) == {0 € Reyye | O1is not in a labeled column}
(6.12) Rns(z) := {0 € Reyye | Ois in a labeled column},

which are the boxes in the same row as x that are in ‘symmetric’ and ‘nonsymmetric’ columns
respectively. We break up the column labels [1, k] as well,

(6.13) LL(z) :={i € [1,k] | The column labeled 7 is to the left of x}
(6.14) RL(x) :={i € [1,k] | The column labeled i is to the right of z},
the ‘left-labeled’ and ‘right-labeled’” columns respectively.

Example 6.5. The following is the diagram for He,, = H(10,9,6,4,3,2),(¢*2,qt%,q5t,¢>t5,49), and
He o aw = H10,9,7,4,3,2),(265,¢42,g15,¢5t,¢2t5 1) Yellow boxes belong to Rg(z), and blue belong to
Rns(z). The labeled columns are LL(x) = {1, 3,4} and RL(z) = {2,5}.

()

O

)

()

Lemma 6.6. Ifi € LL(z) and O is the unique boz in Rey,¢ in the column labeled i, then
tarmE(D) _ qlegg(D)—l—l ' T — qu; _ t—l
tarmg(lj)-i-l o qlegE(D)Jrl T — thz‘ :

Proof. We will write u to indicate the coordinate of [, u = ¢"t¢. Then we have

(6.15) L e (0) Wi Jege(0)
u ’ u
and hence
T — qu; % — q% farme (D) _ qleg§+z(D)+1 _ltarmg(D)Jrl _ qlegE(D)—&-l
(6.16) T — qtw; Tz qt% - tarme o (0) _ tqlegg+z(‘3)+1 B arme (0) _ qlegg(D)—i-l
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since armg 4, (0) = arm¢(0) + 1 and leg,, . (O) = leg,(0). O
Cancelling terms from every nonsymmetric column, we have the resulting equation,

(6.17)
tarmg(D) . qlegg(D)—‘rl T — qu; tarmg(D) . qlegE(D)-‘rl

11 | '
armg (O)+1 _ lege (L)+1 H — . arme (0)+1 __ leg. (0)+1
DeRepoe b0 a L £ T Wi OcRs(@) b g

We now do something similar with the column terms, which behaves differently since a
box in the same column as x may have multiple labeled boxes to its right.

Lemma 6.7. Let O = (i,5) € Ceyae, and let €1 < --- < £, € RL(x) be the labels of all
labeled bozes in row j, the same row as L. Then we have

tarmg(D)—l—l _ qlegE(D) b T — quy, tarm§+z(D)+1—b _ qleg5+z(D)—1
parme (O)+1 _ qlegg(D)—Fl : L1 . théi - farme o (O)+1 _ qleg@rz([l)
1=
Proof. Since the labels /1, ..., ¢, must appear in adjacent columns, with ¢; the farthest to
the right, we can write wy, = twy, = - -+ = t*“lw,,. Therefore we can simplify,
ﬁ T —quy ﬁ =t quw,  x =t quy,
ST qlwg, LT — t=*2qwy, x — tquy,

Once again writing u for the coordinate of [, we compare arm and leg counts,

wgl

L _ Jorer=@) — parmesa()

u
which allows us to simplify,

% _ t—b—&-lq% qleg5+z(D) _ qtarm§+z(D)+1—b tarm§+z(D)+1—b _ qleg§+z(D)—1

pale T — th@z % _ tq% qleg5+z(|j) o qtarmf+I(D)+1 tarmE(D)—s—l _ qlegg([l) )

where in the last equality we use,
arme,,(0) = arme(0), lege, () = lege () + 1. O
Taking all of these terms together, we have the following identity:

(6.18)
$arme O)+1 _ qlegs (O)

T — qu;
H tarmE(D)—l—l - qlegg(D)+1 ’ H I‘——th)Z - H

D€C§+(L-7§ iGRL(w) D€C§+w’£

tarmE_Ht(D)-‘rl—b(D) _ qlegg_,_x(El)fl

tarmg_;,_w(D)-ﬁ-l — qleg§+x(D) ’

where b(0) is the number of labeled boxes in the same row as OJ.

Theorem 6.8. Consider the expansion

(6.19) (d-T;t-- Tiidy) Heo = chﬂ oy Hete oizw)

T

v(wz) is removed. The coefficients satisfy

s ey = N [A(MW) . (1 _ t)} :

&ty ( (uln)

where v is the permutation v = Sg -+ Sy, -+ Sy, + -+ 51, and (v(zw))’ indicates the last entry of

where &, w corresponds to (X | v) and &+, (v(zw))' corresponds to (1 | 1) as in Section [4.1]
the column index of wy, 1is c., and * is the K-automorphism firing q and sending t — t~1
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Proof. Applying (6.17)) and (6.18]), we have a simplified formula for d; He ,,

tarmg(D) _ qlegE(D)qu tarmg_;,_x(lj)—s—l—b(ﬂ) _ qlegﬁ_w(D)fl

[RL(z)]
Zt H tarmg(D)—&-l _ qlegé(lj)—i-l
x OeRg(z)

H, .
farme o (O)+1 _ qleg5+I(D) Etz,aw
O€Cepe

Combining this form with and (3.3)) gives a formula for Cf_f;’(v(m)),,

2fammg(lj) _ qlegg(D)—I—l tarm§+z(|:|)+1—b(|:|) _ qleg§+I(D)—1

o, . ¢RL@)
pr -t H farme (O)+1 _ qlegE(D)-l-l
OeRs(x)

tarm§+z (D)+1 —_ qleg§+z (D)
U€Ce+tae

On the other side, from (6.4)),

t — o OFLan- @O+ TN
Tt ao @t Je P (@) A )

(b) N
A - (1 =1) = 11

7
—dloam
Dedg 5 I—q

k+1)(>\7)

It therefore remains to prove the following correspondences, where * is again the K-
automorphism fixing ¢ and sending ¢ — ¢ 7L

*

t— qK(A*M)(D)‘Hta()ﬁ\W)(D)*‘l tarmg(D) . legg(D)+1

| | | | q
i @+1a,— ., (@O)+1 armg (O)+1 _ ,leg(O)+1
1—qg o m 401 Dera) b ¢®) qleee

tarm§+m(|:|)+lfb(|:l) _ qleg§+z(D)—1

tarme o (O)+1 _ qleg.§+x (=)

Starting with (1), begin with the following:

*
t — gtomm O an— ) O+ t2o-m @ — gfomim O+

H 1 qE(A,H)(D)—Hta(A,M(D)—H - H o O qzww(m)ﬂ'
(X'nkafl)()\ ) Dedg<xn7k+1)()\

Oedg

For a box 0 = (i, \y_j, + 1) in di5, . +1)(A), notice that An_ + 1 is the height of the added

box z. So this product is over all boxes in A, the symmetric part of the diagram, of the same
height as z, each of which corresponds to a box [ € Rg(z). The arm and leg counts for the
corresponding boxes are easily compared using the respective definitions to get,

lege(O') = lpn-1p(0),  arme(0T) = a1 (D).

The conversion of the products to the form on the right side of (1) follows immediately.
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For (2), we begin in the same way,

1 — o Oo-1n O+

el = DEI;[ 1 — gfomm Oy O Fm -1 ()
-

Aoy @+ _ qf(k_lv)(lj) A p—pt1

— . $mi—1(n)
Ay — O mi_ 0,y — O
5611 3o @HEm )l @)+ jlj[l

(6.20) =

The t-product counts the columns in 1 which are lower than the newly-added box x, which
are equivalently those boxes in RL(z), so the product can be simplified to ¢*®)!. Consider
O = (4,4) in Cy- and the corresponding ' = (h, j) in C¢ipe. Before we compare arm and
leg counts, we note that m;_;(n) = b(0J'), since the labeled boxes in row j are in the same
columns that are nonsymmetric and have height exactly j — 1 when considered in (A~ | 7).
It is straightforward to see that

lege.o () = Loy (0) + 1,
since lege, ,((0') also counts the box . For the arms,
-ty (B) = arme (L) = mj(n),

as both arms count symmetric columns of height 7, .. ., (X | ¥),,_, and nonsymmetric columns

of height j,..., (A | 7)n—k — 1, but only arm¢,(00') counts nonsymmetric columns of height
j — 1. Thus (6.20)) can be converted to

arme 1. (0)+1-b6(0) _ lege, . (O0)—1
L C | grmer q ot

L'eCeyae

tarme o (0)+1 _ qlegg_,_x (=)

which completes (2).
For (3), we need to account for the remaining missing monomials. According to (6.10)),

*

pn=[p)] @ (w,)" . We also use [(X | y)n_k} = z. Then comparing everything,

g (X ’Y)nfk:| — wy, - gL,
= tcr . ﬁ]17
as —pup, + 1 is equal to the row index of wy, . O

Finally, we observe that in the setting of Theorem [6.8]

¢, = n(sort(y1, 1)) — n(sort(A,7)).
and this completes the proof of part (2) of Theorem
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