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Abstract

We study asymptotics of Tesler matrices using Kostant pictures, as well as partial orders
on these. We show that the Lusztig data partial order on Kostant pictures refines the ‘merge’
partial order on Kostant pictures, and that the merge partial order on Kostant pictures is
equivalent to a partial order on Tesler matrices. This equivalence requires integral flow graphs.

Using Kostant pictures we find logarithmic asymptotics of some families of Tesler matrices.

1 Introduction

This paper is broadly concerned with Kostant’s partition function (or KPF for short), which counts
the number of ways an element of a semigroup known as the positive root cone (in type A) can
be decomposed (or partitioned) as a sum of distinguished generators known as positive roots. It is
divided into three parts:

In part 1 (Section [2) we introduce Lusztig data and Kostant pictures (Section , followed
by Tesler matrices and integral flows (Section . Each of these sets has cardinality described by
the KPF. We draw on their connections to answer the question of asymptotics of the number of
regular Tesler matrices, improving the previous benchmark, Conjecture In the process, we find
logarithmic asymptotics for a broad family of generalized Tesler matrices (Theorem [2.5)).

In part 2 (Section , we compare Tesler matrices and Lusztig data as posets, again relying
on integral flows and Kostant pictures. The partial order on Tesler matrices is due to Armstrong,
[Dreld], while the partial order on Lusztig data is due to Lusztig, [Lus90]. We show that the Tesler
poset is equivalent to a natural partial order on Kostant pictures which we call merge (Lemma.
We also prove (Theorem that these posets are refined by the Lusztig data poset. Lusztig data
arises naturally in the representation theory of quantum groups and the theory of crystal bases.
In particular, “multisegments”, which have been shown to model the B(co) crystal [CT15], are
essentially Kostant pictures rotated 90 degrees. An important question, which we do not explore
here, is whether this inherited crystal structure can be leveraged to study Tesler matrices in their
more representation theoretic context — the diagonal harmonics module.

One goal for the future is to better understand KPF posets. With this in mind, in part &
(Section , we study Markov chains in the Tesler poset. The statistics that arise can give us

characteristic values for each poset structure. In addition, we consider ideas to partially generate



the poset in order to reduce computing time, while still estimating certain values, for example the

Mébius function, which can be used to study asymptotics [O’N1§].

2 Tesler matrices, Lusztig data, and their asymptotics

2.1 Lusztig data and Kostant’s partition function

First of all, we shall define roots and Lusztig data.

Definition 2.1. Let (eq, e2, ..., e,11) be the standard vector basis of R*™!. A sum o ciji; = v,
where a;; = €; —ej11, 1 <1 < j < nis called a weight. We will sometimes abbreviate a;; = «;.

We consider weights v with ¢;; € N. A Lustzig datum for v is any tuple

n+1
a= (a1, a12, ..., Qin, 22, 423, -y A2y -, App) € N("2")

such that ) a;ja;; is again v. This order on coefficients is the standard order; it corresponds to the
standard reduced word for the longest element of S,41, the symmetric group on n + 1 elements.

The set of all possible Lusztig data for a given v is denoted as A (v).
A more intuitive representation of a decomposition of a weight v due to [AK04] is as follows.

Definition 2.2. A Kostant picture for v =) c¢;joy; is a diagram on n ordered vertices. In it,
each term «y; is represented by a loop around (or a bar above) vertices ¢ through j. The set of all
possible Kostant pictures for a given v is denoted by K (v), while their number KPF (v) defines the

Kostant partition function.

Example 2.1. For clarity, we shall tabulate every Lusztig data and its corresponding Kostant
picture for v= (1, 1, —1, —1) in Table[l]

Lusztig data Kostant picture v Decomposition
(1,0,0,2,0,1) FFF (a1) + 2(az) + (a3)
(0,1,0,1,0,1) FEF (a12) + () + (a3)
(1, 0,0, 1,1, 0) FEF (041) + (052) + (agg)
(0,1, 0,0, 1, 0) e (c12) + (a23)
(0,0, 1,1, 0, 0) e (c13) + (a2)

Table 1: A(v) and K (v) for v=(1, 1, -1, —1)

It will be convenient for us to describe Kostant pictures not by their weight v, but their height
n = (1, ..., Ny) where 1; are such that v = > n;a;. Note that if v = (v1,...,v,41) € R*! then
n = (vi, Vi + V2, ..., Y p_y Vk). We denote the set of Kostant pictures of height n by K[n] putting
height in square brackets. For example, we have (1, 1, =1, —1) = K[1, 2, 1].



2.2 Tesler matrices and integral flows

Now, we shall define Tesler matrices. Let U, be the set of n x n upper-triangular matrices with

non-negative integer entries.

Definition 2.3. For a matrix A = (a;;) € U, we define its k" hook sum hy, 1 <k <n as

n k-1
hie = ar — > ai
ik i=1

and its hook sum vector as h = (hy, ha, ..., hy).

Definition 2.4. The set of all U, matrices with given hook sum vector h is called the set of

(generalized) Tesler matrices with hook sum h and is denotes as 7 (h).

Example 2.2. When the hook sum is (1, 1, ..., 1) = 1™, then 7 (1") is called the set of regular

Tesler matrices. For n = 2 we have only two regular Tesler matrices:

SRS

At first glance, Tesler matrices have little to do with Lusztig data or Kostant pictures. There

is a representation that links both, though.

Definition 2.5. For a vector h = (hy, ha, ..., hy,) with integer entries, we let Z (h) denote the set
of the integral flow graphs on n + 1 vertices with the net flow (h, —>_ hy) such that every flow

on the edges is non-negative (Figure [1)).

@ @
h1 hg h3 —hl - h? - h3

Figure 1: Integral flow graph for n = 3

It has been shown [MMRI16] that |7 (h)| = |Z (h)| = KPF (h, — ) h;). This can be illustrated
with a bijection between the three structures.

Firstly, given a Tesler matrix A = (a;;), we construct an integral flow with an edge from the 7't
vertex to the j* vertex assigned the value a;; for each 1 < i < j < n, while an edge from the ith
vertex to the last vertex is assigned the value a;; (Figure . Secondly, we draw a Kostant picture
with the number of loops around vertices i through j being the flow value from the i*" vertex to

the j* vertex.



Figure 2: A Tesler matrix and an integral flow correspondence, h = (3, 2, 1)

2.3 Asymptotics

The question of cardinality asymptotics was raised in [O’NI18| in the context of Tesler matrices.
Thus, we shall consider sequences of type |7 (h(n))| where the hook length depends on n. Since
such sequences tend to grow exponentially, it is preferred to use L (h) = In |7 (h)|.

For example, it is easy to verify that L (1, 0") = nln2. More importantly for us, it was shown

(by a clever appeal to the Morris identity) in [Zei99)] that

L(1,2,...,n) :ZlnC’i ~n?n2,
=1

where C; denotes i*" Catalan number %ﬂ(?) and the asymptotics notation is from Section
Regarding the regular Tesler matrices 7 (1™), Conjecture was posited by Jason O’Neill. If

true, it would imply directly the limit L (17) < n?.

Conjecture 2.1 (JO'N1g|). Let A € T (1™) and let  be the M6bius function for the corresponding
Tesler poset (Definition [3.1)). Then
|1 (0, A)| < n!

To exploit the connection between Tesler matrices and the KPF, we introduce a visually intuitive
representation for a weight v called a height diagram. The height diagram of a Kostant picture
for v =>n(i) a; is simply the graph of y = n (z) in the plane. It is a discrete function that is zero
on its entire domain except for a finite number of arguments. That being said, we shall draw in
continuously for the sake of clarity.

The utility of height diagrams lies in the following easy observation. If a height diagram for
v = > n(i)a covers a height diagram for v/ = > 7/(i)c; in the sense that there exists a € N such
that (i — a) > n(i) for all i € R, then KPF(v) > KPF(V/). Thus, we can approximate complex
height diagrams with simpler ones, such as n = n" the height diagram of h = (n, Om_l). Let us

introduce the notation 7 [n, m| =T (n, Omfl). The next proof demonstrates an application.
Proposition 2.2. L (1,2, ..., n) < L [n? n| and L (1") < L[n, n].

Proof. For L (1,2, ..., n) we have n(z) = % (22 + ), while for L[ (n®>+n),n] it is n(z) =
% (n2 + n) Therefore (Figure , L(1,2,..,n) <L [% (n2 + n) , n] < L(1, 2, ..., 2n), implying
the first equation since L [% (n2 + n) , n] =L [nQ, n] The same can be stated for the second one

(Figure [3b)). O
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(a) L(1, 2, ..., n) < L [n? n] (b) L(1™) < L[n, n]

Figure 3: Basic examples of height diagrams

Now, we are ready to prove an important statement everything else will be based on.

Proposition 2.3. Let h, w, wg : ZT — ZT such that wg = w = 1. Then

max (@L [h, w], Li%° [h, @D < L[k wo] X LA, w] + L [h, @} :
w w w w
where T% [1)] denotes the maximal number of colorings a Kostant picture with height 7 can have if

every loop is colored by one of k distinct colors.

Proof. We can decompose 1 = [h, wo] into ¢ independent [h, w] (Figure {)). If we ignore all

w
possible loops a;; that are contained within several such divisions, we have L [h, wo] 77 %2 L [h, w].

Now, consider all such missing «;; as determined by two parameters: the set of divisions the
loop covers and the relative positions of its ends in the first and the last divisions. Note that in order
to produce a lower bound, this situation can be modeled by K [h, %} with each loop having one
of (%)2 possible colors (%4 possible choices of each loop end so that the loops with disjoint division
sets do not cross). Moreover, since L [h, %} < wlL [h, %} = L [h, wo|, we are only concerned with

the maximal number of colorings a picture can have. If we allows all w possible choices per end,

we achieve the upper-bound. O
h
0
w 2w 3w wo

Figure 4: Decomposition of T' [h, wp]



Lemma 2.4. Let h, w, k : ZT — Z* such that k = 1. Then

hwln (2) ifh <k

L* [h, w] < { wVhk if k < h < kw?
h
2 . 2
kw” In <kw2> if h = kw

Proof. We shall consider every Kostant picture ) ¢;jc; with n = [h, w] as matrix C' = (¢;5) € U,.

Note that every such matrix is determined by

Spn — E Cij = Mn.

i<n<j

Crucially for us, we can now approximate L* [h, w]:
k—1 k
Lk[h7w]=maXZln<C—;_l )wmax Z <cln<1+c>+kln(l+z>>.
c=cij —

Note that we are asymptotically (in terms of <) allowed not to consider the entries ¢;; with
either i > w—Aw+1, j < Aw ,or j—i > Aw = % x w for a constant k = 3, for example.
This leaves us with a trapezoid matrix, which we can divide into diagonals indexed 1 through Aw
(Figure. Consider 3 s,, < hw. Every entry on n'' diagonal goes into this sum with the coefficient

n, meaning that we can fill the maximum of D =< min (w, \/E) first diagonals by non-zero entries.

* * ok ox ok x %
INF k% ok %

2 [3N\* x *x %

1 2 |3N\* * %

1 12 3 \x

1 2 3N«

* ok %

* ok

L *

Figure 5: Three diagonals of a trapezoid matrix

Now, consider the matrix which maximizes the sum we are interested in. Bring every non-zero
entry to a vacant place on a lower diagonal if there are any left, and replace every entry with the

arithmetic average on its diagonal. Not only does this have no impact on the asymptotics, it also



preserves s, < h. Let ¢, be the value all entries we now have on n'* diagonal, then

L [h, w] xwicnln <1+k> —l—l{:wiln (1—1—6—").
’ Cn — k

n=1

It is easy to check that the right-hand side is maximized iff In (1 + %) =nln (1 + %) Let us

denote a =1 + %, then ¢, = an—k’;l, allowing us to rewrite the sum as

1—a P

1 D n h
Lk[h,w]xhwlna+kw2—x — ,Z — =—.
=n a” —1 f=a -1 k

What is left is to work through all possible variants.

(i) If h < E, then

D
ey
n=1 ar —
Substituting this, we get L* [h, w] < hwIn (%)
(ii) If h < k, then by similar analysis a — 1 < 1, leading to L* [h, w] < hw.

(iii) If k < h < kw?, then we shall impose the following bounds:
/D+1 x dx i /D xdx
1 ot a® —1

This leads to Ina =< \/% and LF [h, w] < wv/hk.

(iv) If h = kw?, then D < w and

D
D
z::" 1 lna
7).

?r
‘;“ Pr\b

This leads to L* [h, w] < kw?In (2

O]

Theorem 2.5. Let h, w : ZT — Z7T such that h, w > 1. If w < v/h, then L[h, w] ~ w?In (%)
If w > vh, then L [h, w] ~ v wv/h, where ~, is universal constant.

Proof. Using the first two cases of Lemma we can deduce L [nQ, w] ~ yywn, w > n for some

V4 (Proposition from L [n?%, n] < n% From this follows L [h, w] ~ y4wvh, w = Vh = 1.
Consider w = v/h = 1. The third case of Lemmaleads to w?1n (%) < L[h, w] % wvh. Let

T5 [h, w] denote the maximal number of ways to split a Kostant picture with height [k, w] into two

Kostant pictures with heights [%, w]. Assume Ly [h, w] < L[h, w], then L [2h, 2w] Z 4L [h, w],

J



which is impossible. Thus, L [h, w] < Ls [h, w] 3 L? [h, w]. Note that we can approximate L? [h, w]

much like we did in Lemma In fact, the same manipulations with the trapezoid matrix lead to

L% [h, w] < w?In <%) , C1 xﬁ
So we have w? In (@) < Lh, w] < L? [h, w] < w?In (@)

Now, let L [h, w] 3 v_w?In <\[> for some height n = [h, w]|. Denote the number of Kostant
pictures with this height such that for every a;j either i = j or j —¢ > k holds as T [h, w]zk.
Similarly defining T [h, w];, we have

Lh, w] € Lk, wlsy e + L[k wley,e S w?ln <\fh>+3 ( )
= = w
for every positive integer c. Since L [h, w] = w?In ({f) we have L [h, w] ~ w?In (%) O

Corollary 2.6. Let n : Z — Z* be a non-decreasing function such that n = /n(n) = 1 and

> A/n (%) = n(n). Then
L, =LMQ), 72, o nm@)]~v > v/n(i).
i=1

Proof. For n > w > y/n(n) we have

Yw i Vi (iw) 3 L), 3 'V+wi 0 (iw).
i=1 ;

We shall choose such w that Y /1 (i) = w+/n (n), then we get the proposed asymptotics. O

Corollary 2.7. L(1") ~ %’H_n\/ﬁ.

3 Partial order on KPF-sets

3.1 Merge order

Definition 3.1 (J[O’N18]). To define a poset on Tesler matrices, first fix a hook sum vector h

and define a covering relation (b;;) < (a;;) in 7 (h) iff they have the same entries except

a;j = bij + 1, ajr = bj + 1, a; = by, — 1 for a unique triple ¢ < j < k

or a;; = bj; + 1, aj; = bj; + 1, a;; = b;; — 1 for a unique pair 7 < j.

An example can be seen in Figure [6al Since Z(h) is in bijection with 7 (h), we can transport

this partial order to the integer flow setting where it becomes the order defined by the covering



relation seen in Figure [7] We refer to this partial order (in either setting) as the merge order.

K © @06
/N —

[0 @ @ [0 1 0]
g i o0 o@D
L 1 i 0] l l
1 0 0} [0 0 1] ><
0 | 0]

(a) The 7 (1, 1, —1) poset (b) The K (1, 1, —1, —1) poset

Figure 6: Merge order on Tesler matrices and Kostant pictures

Figure 7: The corresponding integral flow poset

Now we shall define the merge order on Kostant pictures.

Definition 3.2. We define the poset on Kostant pictures by letting one picture be covered by

another iff it can be acquire from the second one by merging two of its loops into one (Figure .

We consider these partial orders because they are ranked, which makes them comfortable to

work with. For example, the rank functions, mobius functions, and etc. can all be calculated.

Lemma 3.1. The merge order on Z(h) and K (h, — > hg) are isomorphic.

Proof. By construction there is already a bijection. However, it is not obvious whether the partial

order will hold.

Let ¢, k, and j be any natural numbers such that 1 <7 < k < 57 < n. Then consider the diagram

for the integral flow with its partial order on Z(h). Now we construct the corresponding diagrams

as Kostant pictures As we can see, the two extra loops disappear and create a larger one. This is

equivalent to the partial order on K (h, — 3" hy) (Figure [3).



Note that it is important to check the other way around (some other posets might not work),
however, in this case it’s analogous. Also, consider the case j = n + 1 as the same except in the

diagrams a;; is a;; and ag; is agy. ]

Figure 8: The merge flow covering relation correspondance

3.2 Two-sided dictionary order, how is it different?

Definition 3.3 ([Tinl7]). In order to introduce the poset on Lusztig data, the two-sided

dictionary partial order on A (v) is defined by a < a’ if there can be found two integers | < r such
that

° a) > ay,
e a. > ay,

e a,=aq;foralli<landi>r.

(1,0,0,2,0,1)

N\

(0,1,0,1,0,1)  (1,0,0,1,1,0)

(0,1,0,0,1,0)

|

(0,0,1,1,0,0)

Figure 9: Poset on A (1, 1, —1, —1)

Conjecture 3.2 ([Wil24]). The partial order from Definition and the partial order from Defi-
nition are equivalent.

10



Theorem 3.3. The poset coming from Lusztig data is a refinement (the cardinalities are equal,

however, the edges are preserved only in one direction) of the poset from KC(v).

Proof. Let’s consider the merge order on Kostant pictures and read off its Lusztig data. We get
that (..., uj, ooy Qi ooy ik, ) = (i —1, i+ 1, ik —1, ...) under KC(v). Additionally,
the partial order holds under A(v) (Figure . That means every covering in the Kostant pictures

is a covering in the Lusztig data. However, the reverse isn’t true. An example can be shown for

= (1,1,-1,-1) (Figure[L1). O

K(v)

(..., Qj jpenes Xifporer Xjyl kpee- ) > (, i =1, i+ 1.,k — 1,...)

Figure 10: Merge order induced on Lusztig data

'oX©0)Jo; (1,0,0,2,0,1)
/\ /\

C 90 @@ D L0101  (1,001,10)

> l><¢
COD 001100 01001

Figure 11: Hasse diagrams for v = (1,1, —1,—1)

Corollary 3.4. The partial order on A (h, — > hy) refines the partial order on 7 (h).

Naturally we would like to upgrade the merging order so that it will be equivalent to the two-
sided dictionary order. Although an intuitive new order hasn’t been made, there were some ideas

below.

e The excess-merge order works on cases similar to Figure 11| by allowing any two intersecting
loops cover two replaced loops — one is the intersection and the other is the union. However,
there exists a counterexample, for example h = (1,1, —1, —1) (Figure .

e Taking into account Figure the excess-merge-shift order also allows three (or more)
adjacent loops shifting to form two (or more) adjacent loops. In this case, there also exists a

counterexample, h = (2,1,2,1) .

11



(1,0,0,0,2,0,0,1,0,2)

A

\
/

(0,1,0,0,1,0,0,1,0,2)  (1,0,0,0,1,1,0,0,0,2) (1,0,0,0,2,0,0,0,1,1)

|

(0,1,0,0,0,1,0,0,0,2)  (0,1,0,0,1,0,0,0,1,1) (1,0,0,0,1,0,1,0,0,1)

A

A A

X
X

A

/
\

(0,0,1,0,1,0,0,0,0,2) (0,1,0,0,0,0,1,0,0,1)

N\

(0,0,0,1,1,0,0,0,0,1)

N

Figure 12: Excess-merge order counterexample with covering in red

Additionally, it should be noted that, unlike the merge orders, the two-sided dictionary order is
global. In other words, each covering relation depends on other values (in this case — the outermost
elements), which are not changed during the covering.

In the representation theory of canonical bases (which are in particular crystals and therefore
indexed by Lusztig data) the two-sided dictionary order is used to show that Lusztig’s canonical
basis is in fact a basis. This is done by showing that the change of basis from a standard (PBW) basis
{F%} to Lusztig’s canonical basis {F°} is unitriangular with respect to the two-sided dictionary
order (Theorem [3.5)).

Theorem 3.5 ([Tinl7]). For every Lusztig data a,
Fa = Fa + Zpg/(q)Fa/,
a'<a
where the p% (q) are Laurent polynomials in g.

The orders we consider lead us to ask if the change of basis holds true for any coarsening of the

two-sided dictionary order.

4 Probabilistic Tesler Matrices

4.1 Introduction to Markov chains

Consider a system of n states and probabilities ¢;; (going from state i to j) connecting them. The
sum of all probabilities going from a state is equal to 1. A step consists of going from one state to

another randomly. This system is otherwise known as a Markov chain.

12



Definition 4.1. The Markov property states that the probability for the next state after the

s + 1 step is solely based on its position after s steps.
A Markov chain can be represented as a graph and matrix (Figure .

0.4

04 0.2 04

C/ '_Q «— |03 06 0.1
MC)? 0.1 0.4

Figure 13: Graph and matrix representations of a Markov chain

Definition 4.2. Matrix T', otherwise known as the transition matriz, has elements ¢;;, which

are the same as the probabilities, that are located in row ¢ and column j.

Definition 4.3. Our state vector, V;, is the distribution between the states after s steps. When

s = 0, the state vector is initial. Each state vector follows the condition
Vs=Vo-T°.

Definition 4.4. In some cases, when s — 0o, all of the elements in 7% converge. We call this the

equilibrium matriz E. As a corollary,
E =FET.

Example 4.1. Consider Figure [I3] The equilibrium matrix E is equal to

4 13 3
15 30 10
4 13 3
15 30 10
4 13 3
15 30 10

4.2 Markov chain on the Tesler poset

To establish probabilities on the elements, we need to define the probabilities of doing a step. Also,
to effectively go through the entire poset, it is best to start at the maximal element (since there is
only one) and do a covering only downwards, if possible.

The algorithm (Section inputs the size of the matrix s, the number of random steps r, the
number of overall trials ¢, and the hook sum h. Each random step allows the matrix to go down

a covering or stay. The output consists of: the probability distribution over all ranks, the

13



average ranks, the rank ratios (f‘;ﬁg‘;), and the average step efficiency (a step that goes

down is effective and we count until a minimum element is reached) after s steps.

Each step in the algorithm first consists of taking a random element in the upper-right part
of the matrix. If it is on the main diagonal, then another element is chosen on the same diagonal
and a downward covering is checked. Otherwise, we record the coordinates of the initial element
(az, ay) and then choose a number from the range 1 < --- < ay < --- < az < --- < s. Those 3
numbers are the same as 4, j, k in definition Definition from which we can decide whether a
downward covering will work.

Let us consider the matrices (1, 1, 1), (1, 2, 1), (3, 1, 2) as examples. Overall, the rank dis-
tribution should go to 1 when r, the number of random steps, goes to infinity. Figure shows
us how this would look like when r is increased linearly. Since the distribution gets shifted to 1,
when r — oo, the average step efficiency reaches a certain limit. For the earlier used matrices, we
get 0.404788, 0.359631, and 0.428762, respectively. Lastly, different matrices can be compared by
looking at their rank ratio graphs. Each of these graphs start at 1, when r = 0, and a larger poset
corresponds to a “higher” graph. This can all be seen on Figure Also, each of these graphs
grow similar to logarithmic graph.

LI [ ] LI [ ]
1.00 1.00

Probabilty
[= [=]
] wm
(] (=}
Probabilty
= = = £
(=3 ] wm
(=} (] (=}
y

1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4 [}
Rank Rank
2,4, , 8 random steps 3, 6, ', 12 random steps
o0 °

=
~
o

Probabilty
[ =]

b =
w o
?

[=]

Rank

5,10, , 20 random steps

Figure 14: Rank distributions of matrices (1,1,1), (1,2,1), and (3,1, 2), from top to right bottom
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Figure 15: Rank ratio graphs with their logarithmic trends

Future questions

Finally, we shall formulate some questions that lack exploration in the paper.

An obvious one is the problem of finding .. It is probable that there is a cunning trick to find
it at least for some height, expanding for every other. What about the case when w < Vh? We
know L [h, w] < h <x un/ﬁ), but is there a constant 7 as we have for other cases? Does the answer

lie in the unification of v, wv/h and w?In (%)‘? And if we can complete the [h, w] asymptotics,
can we generalize Corollary

Another question that arrises two-sided dictionary order is whether can be intuitively changed
on the Kostant pictures in order to be equivalent to the Tesler poset. Or, whether the two-sided
dictionary order can be reduced while still showing that Lusztig’s canonical basis is a basis.

From the Markov chain on the Tesler matrices, an important question is how can we easily
predetermine this data, such as the average step efficiency limit and the rank ratio graph? In other

words, given the Tesler poset for a fixed h, is there is a simple way to figure out these values?

-2 -1
1 1 1 0
 ——_—
-1 -1 -1 -1
1 1

Figure 16: max; ‘,u (0, A)‘ = maxsg ‘,u (0, A)‘ =2

It has been proposed [O’N18] to use the M&bius function (its maximum absolute value) in order

to analyze cardinality of 7 (1"). A question one may ask is whether this characteristic can be
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computed efficiently without generating the entire poset. Specifically, one can see that some edges,
when removed, barely influence it (these would be more “isolated”, Figure . Is it possible to
create an algorithm that would generate only an important part of a poset, leaving the “isolated”

edges out of sight?
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Appendix A: Asymptotics
Definition 4.5. Let f, g be two integer/real-valued positive functions. As = — oo, we write
(i) f~giff flg—1;
(i) f =g (g f)iff f/lg—0;
(iii) f =g iff ag < f < bg for some a, b € RT;
(iv) fZg (9 f)iff f <agfor every a > 1;

(v) f<g (g f)iff f <ag for some a € RT.
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Appendix B: Pseudocode

Algorithm 1: One way random Tesler matrix

Data: Size of the matrix s, number of random steps 7, the hook sum vector h.
Result: Rank distribution, average rank ratio and average step efficiency.
1 8 < size of the matrix;
2 1 < number of random steps;
3 t < number of trials; /* t is large in order to have accurate data */
4 for1<i<sdo
5 L h; < corresponding hook value input;

6 Calculate hook_sum and max_sum (sum of the elements in the maximal matrix);
7 Initialize rank_array[i] that holds the number of times the final element was at each rank;
s for t trials do
9 for r random steps do
10 current_sum < the sum of all the elements in the matrix;
11 if current_sum = hook_sum then
12 L The current trial reached the bottom of the poset;
13 ag < x coordinate of randomly chosen element;
14 a, < y coordinate of randomly chosen element; /% ag > ay */
15 if a, = a, then
16 b, < x coordinate of a different randomly chosen element on the diagonal;
17 by < y coordinate of a different randomly chosen element on the diagonal;
18 if covering does not work then
19 if we have not reached the end then
20 | unsuccessful_attempts++;
21 Go back and do the next random step;
22 | Do the covering and do the next random step;
23 Randomly choose a number from 1 < -+ <ay < - <az <--- < s;
24 Rename coordinates a,, a, and the number as i, j, k;
25 if covering does not work then
26 if we have not reached the end then
27 L unsuccessful_attempts—++;
28 Go back and do the next random step;
29 | Do the covering and do the next random step;
30 final_sum < the sum of all the elements in the matrix after r randoms steps;
31 useful_steps = max_sum — final_sum;
. ful_steps .
32 step,efﬁmency = uscfuLstcpsiien‘slucq(:ss;fuLattcmpts’
33 current_rank = final_sum — hook_sum + 1;
34 rank_array[current_rank]|++;

35 Calculate the average step efficiency over ¢ trials;

36 for 1 <i < (maz_sum — hook_sum+ 1) do
37 t rank i probability < mnk’;w,
ss Calculate average rank_value;

average rank value—1 |
max-sum—hook_sum ’

39 average rank ratio

17



References

[AKO4] Jared Anderson and Mikhail Kogan. Mirkovié-Vilonen cycles and polytopes in Type A.
Int. Math. Res. Not., pages 561-591, 2004.

[CT15] John Claxton and Peter Tingley. Young tableaux, multi-segments, and PBW bases, 2015.
[Drel4] Drew Armstrong. Tesler matrices, 2014. Talk slides at Bruce Saganfest.

[Lus90] G. Lusztig. Canonical bases arising from quantized enveloping algebras. J. Amer. Math.
Soc., 3(2):447-498, 1990.

[MMR16] Karola Mészédros, Alejandro H. Morales, and Brendon Rhoades. The polytope of tesler
matrices. Selecta Mathematica, 23(1):425-454, May 2016.

[O’N18] Jason O’Neill. On the poset and asymptotics of Tesler matrices. Electron. J. Combin.,
25(2):Paper No. 2.4, 27, 2018.

[Tinl7] Peter Tingley. Elementary construction of Lusztig’s canonical basis. In Groups, rings,
group rings, and Hopf algebras, volume 688 of Contemp. Math., pages 265-277. Amer.
Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2017.

[Wil24] Nathan Williams. Open Problems in Algebraic Combinatorics, volume 110 of Proceedings of
Symposia in Pure Mathematics. American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, (€)2024.

[Ze199] Doron Zeilberger. Proof of a conjecture of Chan, Robbins, and Yuen. volume 9, pages
147-148. 1999. Orthogonal polynomials: numerical and symbolic algorithms (Leganés,
1998).

18



	Introduction
	Tesler matrices, Lusztig data, and their asymptotics
	Lusztig data and Kostant's partition function
	Tesler matrices and integral flows
	Asymptotics

	Partial order on KPF-sets
	Merge order
	Two-sided dictionary order, how is it different?

	Probabilistic Tesler Matrices
	Introduction to Markov chains
	Markov chain on the Tesler poset


