arXiv:1707.04876v3 [math.CO] 7 Sep 2018

RIGGED CONFIGURATION BIJECTION AND PROOF OF THE X = M CONJECTURE FOR NONEXCEPTIONAL AFFINE TYPES

MASATO OKADO, ANNE SCHILLING, AND TRAVIS SCRIMSHAW

Abstract. We establish a bijection between rigged configurations and highest weight elements of a tensor product of Kirillov–Reshetikhin crystals for all nonexceptional types. A key idea for the proof is to embed both objects into bigger sets for simply-laced types A^{(1)}_n or D^{(1)}_n , whose bijections have already been established. As a consequence we settle the X = M conjecture in full generality for nonexceptional types. Furthermore, the bijection extends to a classical crystal isomorphism and sends the combinatorial R-matrix to the identity map on rigged configurations.

Contents

1. Introduction 2 Acknowledgments 4 2. Background 4 2.1. Crystals 4 2.2. Kirillov–Reshetikhin crystals 6 2.3. Dualities 7 2.4. Virtual crystals 8 2.5. Rigged configurations 10 2.6. The bijection Φ for types A^{(1)}_n and D^{(1)}_n 12 3. The bijection 17 3.1. Lifted operations on paths 17 3.2. Lifted operations on rigged configurations 19 3.3. Preparatory statements 20 3.4. Main theorem 24 4. Properties of Φ and X = M 26 References 30

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 17B37; Secondary: 05A19; 81R50; 82B23. 1

1. Introduction

Kerov, Kirillov and Reshetikhin [KKR86] introduced rigged configurations as combinatorial objects to parameterize the Bethe vectors for Heisenberg spin chains. Moreover, they constructed a bijection from rigged configurations to highest weight elements of a tensor product of the vector representation of sl_2. This was generalized to tensor products of the symmetric tensor representations of sl_n in [KR86], where the generating function of rigged configurations with the cocharge statistic was shown to be the Kostka polynomials. This was generalized further to tensor products of multiples of fundamental weights (which can be interpreted as rectangles) in [KSS02], where these rigged configurations were connected with Littlewood– Richardson tableaux and generalized Kostka polynomials [KS02, Shi01a, Shi01b, Shi02, SW99, SW00].

In order to generalize this beyond type A, the notion of Kirillov–Reshetihkin (KR) crystals is needed. Let g be an affine Kac–Moody Lie algebra and U^′_q (g) be the quantum group of g^′ := [g, g]. A KR crystal is the crystal basis of a Kirillov– Reshetikhin module: a certain finite-dimensional U^′_q (g)-module that is the minimal affinization of a multiple of a fundamental weight [Cha95, CP95a, CP95b, CP96a, CP96b, CP98]. KR crystals were shown to exist for nonexceptional types in [OS08] and their U^′_q(g)-crystal structure was given in [FOS09]. A path is a classically highest weight element in the tensor product of KR crystals, where for type A^{(1)}n , this agrees with the notion above.

Paths also arise from calculations of 2D integrable lattice models using Baxter’s corner transfer matrix method [Bax89]. This method leads to the quantity X, which is the sum over the intrinsic energy statistic of paths of B, a tensor product of KR crystals. Let M denote the sum over the cocharge statistic of rigged configurations of a fixed multiplicity matrix L, which is called the fermionic formula. The X = M conjecture of [HKO^+99, HKO^+02b] states that X is equal to M when L counts the factors in B, which suggests the existence of a bijection between paths and rigged configurations that sends the intrinsic energy to cocharge.

As previously mentioned, the general case of the desired bijection was proven to be a bijection in type A^{(1)}_n [KSS02], building upon [KKR86, KR86]. Furthermore, for type A^{(1)}_n , the bijection was extended as a classical crystal isomorphism in [DS06] using the crystal structure of [Sch06a] and to a full U^′_q(g)-crystal isomorphism in [SW10]. For type D^{(1)}_n , an analogous bijection was proven in the general case in [OSSS17], building upon the special cases of [OSS13, Sch05]; the bijection was shown to intertwine with the classical crystal structure in [Sak14]. For other types, the bijection is known in a number of special cases [OSS03a, OSS03b, OSS03c, OS12, OSS13, SS06, SS15b, Scr16, Scr17].

As far as the X = M conjecture is concerned, there is an alternative proof by Naoi [Nao12] for type A^{(1)}n and D^{(1)}n using representation theory of Kirillov– Reshetikhin modules for a current algebra.

KR crystals are also known to be a reservoir of perfect crystals [KKM^+92a, KKM^+92b]. Indeed, the condition for a KR crystal to be perfect of a fixed level ℓ is proven for all nonexceptional types in [FOS10]. In particular, this allows KR crystals to be used in the Kyoto path model of [KKM^+92b], an iterative method to construct highest weight U_q (g)-crystals from the KR crystal. If all components of the tensor product of KR crystals B are perfect of level ℓ, then it is known that

X, in a suitable limit, turns our to be a branching function for the coset g/g_0, where g_0 is its underlying finite-dimensional simple Lie algebra of g. Hence, the proof of X = M conjecture implies a fermionic formula of such branching functions (see [HKO^+99, Theorem 5.4] and [HKO^+02b, Proposition 4.5]).

The goal of this paper is to give a combinatorial proof of the X = M conjecture for all nonexceptional types. Our main result is the construction of an explicit bijection Φ from paths to rigged configurations for all nonexceptional affine types. Furthermore, we show that Φ sends the combinatorial R-matrix on paths to the identity on rigged configurations and can be extended to a classical crystal isomorphism. The bijection also sends the intrinsic energy to cocharge up to a simple involution θ on rigged configurations which interchanges each rigging with its corigging. The map θ is related to the Lusztig involution. These facts were shown in type A^{(1)}_n (resp. D^{(1)}_n ) in [KSS02] (resp. [OSSS17]).

Our techniques for constructing Φ use virtual crystals [Kas96, OSS03b, OSS03c, SS15b], which are crystals constructed using diagram foldings of a simply-laced type. Explicitly, we construct Φ for nonexceptional type g by lifting to ambient type A or D, doing the type A or D bijection and then retracting back to type g. Then, using the algorithm for the bijection in simply-laced types, we give an explicit algorithm for Φ in all nonexceptional types, where the basic operation δ is given in [OSS03a].

In [FOS09], KR crystals were constructed using Kashiwara–Nakashima (KN) tableaux [KN94]. However, this does not explicitly describe the tableaux in the image of Φ^{−1} except in type A^{(1)}n . By taking the image of the bijection Φ^{−1} on a single KR crystal, a new tableau model is obtained, coined Kirillov–Reshetikhin (KR) tableau. KR tableaux have been explicitly described on classically highest weight elements for all nonexceptional types [OSS13, SS15b], type G^{(1)}_2 and D^{(3)}_4 [Scr16] and some additional special cases [Scr17]. From [OSSS17], the image of Φ^{−1} in type D^{(1)}_n for arbitrary factors is precisely described by a tensor product of KR tableaux, which gives an explicit algorithm for computing Φ. Furthermore, KR tableaux distinguish each classical component. As a consequence of our construction, we have that the image of Φ^{−1} are tensor products of KR tableaux for all nonexceptional types.

We expect our techniques to apply to the exceptional cases as well. To achieve this, the existence of KR crystals for exceptional type g needs to be established first, which is sufficient for extensions to type G^{(1)}_2 and D^{(3)}_4 , as well as the bijection for types E^{(1)}_{6,7,8} in full generality to obtain the remaining types, F^{(1)}_4 and E^{(2)}_6 .

In [Scr17], a more conceptual approach was given to describe Φ as relating to the crystal s tructure of the factors added. In [SS18], the map θ was shown to be the star involution on the rigged configuration model for B(∞) given in [SS15a, SS17]. Our results are more evidence that Φ has a natural crystal-theoretic description since Φ respects the virtualization of the KR crystals. Furthermore, our results might have applications to construct extremal level-zero crystals [Kas02] using rigged configurations, parallel to [HN06, LL15, NS03, NS05, NS06, NS08a, NS08b, PS17]. This would allow a direct description of a U_q(g)-crystal structure on rigged configuration.

Soliton cellular automata (SCA) are nonlinear discrete dynamical systems that are generalizations of the Takahashi–Satsuma box-ball system [TS90] and have been well-studied, e.g., [bM12, FOY00, HHI^+01, HKT00, HKT01, HKO^+02a, KTT04,

LS17, MOW12, MW13, TNS99, Yam04, Yam07]. The bijection Φ can be considered as a linearization of the dynamics, and hence, properties of SCA become easy to show by making the most of Φ [LS17]. In particular, the rigged configurations encode the action-angle variables of the SCA [KOS^+06, Tak05]. Moreover, the bijection Φ^{−1} in type A^{(1)}n was shown to be described by a tropicalization of the τ function from the Kadomtsev–Petviashili (KP) hierarchy [KSY07]. Our results prove the basic assumptions of [LS17] in all nonexceptional types, which gives an interpretation of [HKO^+02b, Prop. 4.10].

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we give the necessary background on crystals and rigged configurations. In Section 3, we construct the bijection Φ and prove our main results. In Section 4, we show some properties of Φ and prove the X = M conjecture for nonexceptional types.

Acknowledgments. MO was partially supported by JSPS grant 16H03922. AS was partially supported by NSF grant DMS–1500050. TS was partially supported by NSF RTG grant DMS–1148634 and JSPS grant K15K13429.

TS and MO would like to thank the University of California Davis for hospitality during their stay in March, 2017, where the majority of this work took place. TS would like to thank Osaka City University for hospitality during his visit in July, 2017. This work benefitted from computations and experimentations in Sage [SCc08, Sag17].

The authors would like to thank the anonymous referee for useful comments.

2. Background

2.1. Crystals. Let g be an affine Kac–Moody Lie algebra with index set I, Cartan matrix (A_{ij} )_{i,j∈I} , simple roots (α_i)_{i∈I} , simple coroots (α^∨_i )_{i∈I} , fundamental weights (Λ_i)_{i∈I} , weight lattice P and canonical pairing ⟨·, ·⟩ such that ⟨α^∨_i , α_j ⟩ = A_{ij} . We follow the labeling of I given in [Kac90]. For our purpose we also need the opposite labeling of I for A^{(2)}_{2n} denoted by A^{(2)†}_{2n} . The Dynkin diagrams of all nonexceptional types including A^{(2)†}_{2n} are given in Table 1. Let U_q(g) denote the corresponding quantum group, and let U^′_q(g) = U_q([g, g]) be the quantum group corresponding to the derived subalgebra of g. Let g_0 denote the canonical simple Lie algebra given by the index set I_0 := I \ {0}. Let ϖ_i (i ∈ I_0) denote the funamental weights of the weight lattice P_0 of type g_0.

Let c_i and c^∨_i denote the Kac and dual Kac labels [Kac90, Table Aff1-3]. The null root is given by δ = ∑ i∈I c_iα_i. The canonical central element is given by c = ∑ i∈I c^∨_i α^∨_i . The normalized (symmetric) invariant form (·|·): P × P → Z is defined by (α_i|α_j ) =^{c∨i}_{ci} A_{ij} .

A U_q(g)-crystal is a nonempty set B together with crystal operators e_i, f_i : B → B ⊔ {0}, for i ∈ I, and weight function wt: B → P . Let ε_i, φ_i : B → Z_{⩾0} be statistics given by

ε_i(b) := max{k | e^k_i b ≠ 0}, φ_i(b) := max{k | f^k_i b ≠ 0}.

The following conditions should be satisfied:

(1) φ_i(b) = ε_i(b) + ⟨α^∨_i , wt(b)⟩ for all b ∈ B and i ∈ I. (2) f_ib = b^′ if and only if b = e_ib^′ for b, b^′ ∈ B and i ∈ I.

We say an element b ∈ B is J-highest weight if e_ib = 0 for all i ∈ J ⊂ I.

A^{(1)}_1 : 0 1 <> A^{(2)}_2 : 0 1 <

A^{(1)}_n :

(n ⩾ 2) 1 2 n−1 n 0 A^{(2)}_{2n} :

(n ⩾ 2) < < 0 1 2 n−1 n

B^{(1)}_n :

(n ⩾ 3) > 1 2 3 n−1 n 0 A^{(2)†}_2 : 0 1 > C^{(1)}_n :

(n ⩾ 2) > < 0 1 2 n−1 n

A^{(2)†}_{2n} :

(n ⩾ 2) > > 0 1 2 n−1 n

D^{(1)}_n :

(n ⩾ 4) 1 2 n−2 n−1 0 n A^{(2)}_{2n−1}:

(n ⩾ 3) < 1 2 3 n−1 n 0

D^{(2)}_{n+1}:

(n ⩾ 2) < > 0 1 2 n−1 n

Table 1. Dynkin diagrams for all nonexceptional affine types. The labeling of the nodes by elements of I is specified under or to the right of the nodes.

We define the tensor product of abstract U_q(g)-crystals B_1 and B_2 as follows. As a set the crystal B_2 ⊗ B_1 is the Cartesian product B_2 × B_1. The crystal operators are defined as:

e_i(b_2 ⊗ b_1) := { e_ib_2 ⊗ b_1 if ε_i(b_2) > φ_i(b_1), b_2 ⊗ e_ib_1 if ε_i(b_2) ⩽ φ_i(b_1) ,

f_i(b_2 ⊗ b_1) := { f_ib_2 ⊗ b_1 if ε_i(b_2) ⩾ φ_i(b_1), b_2 ⊗ f_ib_1 if ε_i(b_2) < φ_i(b_1) ,

ε_i(b_2 ⊗ b_1) := max(ε_i(b_1), ε_i(b_2) − ⟨α^∨_i , wt(b_1)⟩) , φ_i(b_2 ⊗ b_1) := max(φ_i(b_2), φ_i(b_1) + ⟨α^∨_i wt(b_2)⟩) , wt(b_2 ⊗ b_1) := wt(b_2) + wt(b_1) .

Remark 2.1. In this paper we use the convention for tensor products of crystals as in [BS17], which is opposite to the convention used by Kashiwara [Kas91].

For abstract U_q(g)-crystals B_1, . . . , B_L, the action of the crystal operators on the tensor product B := B_L ⊗ · · · ⊗ B_2 ⊗ B_1 can be computed by the signature rule.

Let b := b_L ⊗ · · · ⊗ b_2 ⊗ b_1 ∈ B, and for i ∈ I, we write − · · · − φ_i(b_L) + · · · + ε_i(b_L) · · · − · · · − φ_i(b_1) + · · · + ε_i (b_1) . Then by successively deleting consecutive +−-pairs (in that order) in the above sequence, we obtain a sequence

sgn_i(b) := − · · · − φ_i(b) + · · · + ε_i(b) , called the reduced signature. Suppose 1 ⩽ j_− ⩽ j_+ ⩽ L are such that b_{j−} contributes the rightmost − in sgn_i(b) and b_{j+} contributes the leftmost + in sgn_i(b). Then, we have e_ib := b_L ⊗ · · · ⊗ b_{j++1} ⊗ e_ib_{j+} ⊗ b_{j+−1} ⊗ · · · ⊗ b_1 , f_ib := b_L ⊗ · · · ⊗ b_{j−+1} ⊗ f_ib_{j−} ⊗ b_{j−−1} ⊗ · · · ⊗ b_1 . Let B_1 and B_2 be two U_q(g)-crystals. A crystal morphism ψ : B_1 → B_2 is a map B_1 ⊔ {0} → B_2 ⊔ {0} with ψ(0) = 0 such that the following properties hold for all b ∈ B_1:

(1) If ψ(b) ∈ B_2, then wt ( ψ(b) ) = wt(b), ε_i ( ψ(b) ) = ε_i(b), and φ_i ( ψ(b) ) = φ_i(b).

(2) We have ψ(e_ib) = e_iψ(b) if ψ(e_ib) ≠ 0 and e_iψ(b) ≠ 0. (3) We have ψ(f_ib) = f_iψ(b) if ψ(f_ib) ≠ 0 and f_iψ(b) ≠ 0.

An embedding (resp. isomorphism) is a crystal morphism such that the induced map B_1 ⊔ {0} → B_2 ⊔ {0} is an embedding (resp. bijection). A crystal morphism is strict if it commutes with all crystal operators.

For further details regarding crystals, see [BS17, HK02].

2.2. Kirillov–Reshetikhin crystals. Let g be of nonexceptional affine type. A Kirillov–Reshetikhin (KR) crystal is a U^′_q(g)-crystal corresponding to a Kirillov– Reshetikhin (KR) module [HKO^+99, HKO^+02b, OS08]. KR crystals are finite crystals since KR modules are finite-dimensional. Specifically, the KR crystal B^{r,s} (where r ∈ I_0 and s ∈ Z_{>0}) have a multiplicity free decomposition as U_q(g_0)- crystals: B^{r,s} ∼= ⨁ λ B(λ) (as U_q(g_0)-crystals)

for certain (distinct) λ ∈ P^+_0 . Here B(λ) is the highest weight U_q(g_0)-crystal of highest weight λ ∈ P^+_0 . An explicit combinatorial construction of B^{r,s} for all nonexceptional types was given in [FOS09] except for type A^{(2)†}_{2n} . For type A^{(2)†}_{2n} , we can construct B^{r,s} from the corresponding KR crystal in type A^{(2)}_{2n} by relabeling the nodes i ↔ n − i, but we need to be careful about the weight. In particular, g_0 is type B_n for type A^{(2)†}_{2n} , and so we need twice ϖ_n of type B_n. Hence κ_r = 1 unless g = A^{(2)†}_{2n} and r = n, in which case κ_n = 2.

We note that there is a unique element u_{sκr ϖr} ∈ B(sκ_rϖ_r) ⊂ B^{r,s} of weight sκ_rϖ_r, called the maximal element. Furthermore, it is known that tensor products of KR crystals ⨂_N i=1 B^{ri,si} are connected [FSS07, Oka13] with a unique maximal element u_{s1κr1 ϖr1} ⊗ · · · ⊗ u_{sN κr1 ϖrN} . Therefore, there exists a unique U^′_q(g)-crystal isomorphism R : B ⊗ B^′ → B^′ ⊗ B called the combinatorial R-matrix defined by R(u⊗u^′) = u^′⊗u, where u and u^′ are the maximal elements of B and B^′ respectively.

2.3. Dualities. Denote by τ : I_0 → I_0 the (classical) diagram automorphism given by −w_0α_i = α_{τ (i)} (equivalently −w_0ϖ_i = ϖ_{τ (i)}), where w_0 is the longest element of the Weyl group of g_0. Explicitly, we have

τ(i) = n + 1 − i (g_0 = A_n),

τ(i) = i i ≠ n − 1, n, n i = n − 1, n − 1 i = n, (g_0 = D_n for n odd),

τ(i) = i (g_0 = D_n for n even, B_n, C_n).

Define the Lusztig involution ⋆: B(λ) → B(λ) as the unique involution satisfying (2.1) (e_ib)^⋆ = f_{τ (i)}b^⋆, (f_ib)^⋆ = e_{τ (i)}b^⋆, wt(b^⋆) = w_0 wt(b). We note that the Lusztig involution sends highest weight elements to a lowest weight element. It can be extended to ⋆: B^{r,s} → B^{r,s} by defining τ(0) = 0 and requiring that ⋆ satisfies (2.1).

Let B^∨ denote the contragredient dual crystal of B. As a set B^∨ = {b^∨ | b ∈ B} with the crystal structure given by

(e_ib)^∨ = f_ib^∨, (f_ib)^∨ = e_ib^∨, wt(b^∨) = − wt(b). For the highest weight U_q (g_0)-crystal B(λ), we note that B(λ)^∨ is naturally isomorphic to B(−w_0λ).

We can also extend the Lusztig involution and the contragredient dual to tensor products by a natural isomorphism (2.2) (B_2 ⊗ B_1)^□ ∼= B^□_1 ⊗ B^□_2 given by (b_2 ⊗ b_1)^□ = b^□_1 ⊗ b^□_2 , where □ ∈ {∨, ⋆}.

Next, for g of type A^{(1)}_n or D^{(1)}_n , we consider the diagram automorphism σ given by σ(i) = n + 1 − i (mod n + 1) (g = A^{(1)}_n ),

σ(i) = i i ≠ n − 1, n, n i = n − 1, n − 1 i = n, (g = D^{(1)}_n ).

This induces a twisted crystal isomorphism from B^{r,s} to B^{σ(r),s} given by (f_ib)^σ = f_{σ(i)}b^σ, (e_ib)^σ = e_{σ(i)}b^σ, Λ_i → Λ_{σ(i)}.

By abuse of notation, we denote this twisted crystal isomorphism by σ. We can extend σ to tensor products by a natural isomorphism (B_1 ⊗ B_2)^σ ∼= B^σ_1 ⊗ B^σ_2 .

For type A^{(1)}_n , we have σ(b) = b^{∨⋆} [SS06]. In type D^{(1)}_n for nonspin columns, we have σ(b) by interchanging the letters n ↔ n, which follows from considering the map on the highest weight U_q(g_0)-crystal B(Λ_1). For the spin columns in type D^{(1)}_n , we have σ : B(ϖ_{n−1}) ↔ B(ϖ_n) with σ(b) = (s_1, . . . , s_{n−1}, −s_n) for b = (s_1, . . . , s_{n−1}, s_n) in the ±-vector description of [KN94].

A^{(1)}_{2n−1} 0 12n − 1nn + 1 2n − 2 2n − 1 C^{(1)}_n , D^{(2)}_{n+1},

A^{(2)}_{2n} , A^{(2)†}_{2n} 012n − 1n

Figure 1. The diagram folding of type ^g = A^{(1)}_{2n−1} onto type g = C^{(1)}_n , D^{(2)}_{n+1}, A^{(2)}_{2n} , A^{(2)†}_{2n} .

D^{(1)}_{n+1}01 23n − 1n + 1

B^{(1)}_n , A^{(2)}_{2n−1} 01 23n − 1n

Figure 2. The diagram folding of type ^g = D^{(1)}_{n+1} onto type g = B^{(1)}_n , A^{(2)}_{2n−1}.

2.4. Virtual crystals. Virtual crystals were introduced in [OSS03b, OSS03c] as a way to realize crystals for nonsimply-laced types as embeddings into simplylaced types. At the time these papers were written, the existence of some of the KR crystals had not yet been established, explaining the choice of name “virtual crystals.” In the meantime, the existence of all KR crystals of nonexceptional types was established in [Oka07, OS08] and explicit combinatorial realizations were constructed in [FOS09]. Even though this means that virtual crystals are now true realizations of crystals, we will stick with the terminology virtual crystals for historical reasons.

We consider the Dynkin diagram folding that arises from the natural embeddings g −→ ^g given in [JM85]:

(2.3)

C^{(1)}_n , A^{(2)}_{2n} , A^{(2)†}_{2n} , D^{(2)}_{n+1} −→ A^{(1)}_{2n−1},

B^{(1)}_n , A^{(2)}_{2n−1} −→ D^{(1)}_{n+1}.

Let I^X denote the index set of ambient type X (i.e., ^g is of type A^{(1)}_{2n−1} or D^{(1)}_{n+1}). We denote the corresponding map on the index sets by ϕ: I^X ↘ I as in Figure 1 (resp. Figure 2) for ^g of type A^{(1)}_{2n−1} (resp. D^{(1)}_{n+1}). For ease of notation, if Z is an object for type g, we denote the corresponding object for type ^g (type A^{(1)}_{2n−1} or D^{(1)}_{n+1}) by Z^X . For example, the weight lattice P is an object for type g, and we denote the corresponding weight lattice for type ^g by P^X . We define the scaling factors γ = (γ_a)_{a∈I} by

γ_a =

(2, 2, . . . , 2, 1) for type B^{(1)}_n , (2, 1, . . . , 1, 2) for type C^{(1)}_n , (1, 1, . . . , 1, 1) for type A^{(2)}_{2n−1}, D^{(2)}_{n+1}, (1, 1, . . . , 1, 2) for type A^{(2)}_{2n} , (2, 1, . . . , 1, 1) for type A^{(2)†}_{2n} .

Note that if |ϕ^{−1}(a)| ≠ 1, then γ_a = 1.

Furthermore, we have a natural embedding Ψ: P → P^X given by Λ_a → γ_a ∑ b∈ϕ^{−1}(a) Λ^X_b , α_a → γ_a ∑ b∈ϕ^{−1}(a) α^X_b , where the map on simple roots is induced from the embedding of the root lattice into the weight lattice. Note that this implies that δ → c_0γ_0δ^X .

Definition 2.2. Let B^X be a U^′_q(^g)-crystal and ^B ⊂ B^X . Let ϕ and (γ_a)_{a∈I} be the folding and the scaling factors given above. The virtual crystal operators (of type g) are defined as

^e_a := ∏ b∈ϕ^{−1}(a) (e^X_b )^{γa} , ^f_a := ∏ b∈ϕ^{−1}(a) (f^X_b )^{γa} .

A virtual crystal is the quadruple ( ^B, B^X , ϕ, (γ_a)_{a∈I} ) such that ^B has a U^′_q(g)- crystal structure defined by

(2.4) e_a := ^e_a, f_a := ^f_a, ε_a := γ^{−1}_a ε^X_b , φ_a := γ^{−1}_a φ^X_b , (b ∈ ϕ^{−1}(a)) wt := Ψ^{−1} ∘ wt^X .

Consider a set ^B ⊂ B^X with a fixed ϕ and (γ_a)_{a∈I} . If for all v ∈ ^B and a ∈ I, we have

• ε^X_b (v) = ε^X_b′ (v) for all b, b^′ ∈ ϕ^{−1}(a) and • ε^X_b (v)/γ_a ∈ Z for all b ∈ ϕ^{−1}(a), then we say that B^X is aligned. Note that in particular Definition 2.2 requires that virtual crystals are aligned.

When there is no danger of confusion, we simply denote the virtual crystal by ^B. We say that a type g crystals B is realized as a virtual crystal ^B if there exists a U^′_q(g)-crystal isomorphism χ: B → ^B. We denote the composition of χ with the natural inclusion ^B ⊂ B^X by emb: B → B^X , which we call the virtualization map. Furthermore, we will also denote ^λ = Ψ(λ).

It is straightforward to see that virtual crystals are closed under direct sums. Moreover, they are closed under tensor products.

Proposition 2.3 ([OSS03b, Prop. 6.4]). Virtual crystals form a tensor category.

Next, we provide explicit virtual crystal realizations for all nonexceptional types. We distinguish the cases that embed into type A^{(1)}_{2n−1} (denoted ambient type A) and those that embed into type D^{(1)}_{n+1} (denoted ambient type D).

We are using the embeddings of types C^{(1)}_n , A^{(2)}_{2n} , A^{(2)†}_{2n} , D^{(2)}_{n+1} into type A^{(1)}_{2n−1} as in [OSS03b]:

(2.5a) ^B^{r,s} = B^{r,s}_A ⊗ B^{2n−r,s}_A if r < n, B^{n,s}_A if r = n for type D^{(2)}_{n+1}, (B^{n,s}_A )^{⊗2} if r = n for type A^{(2)}_{2n} , A^{(2)†}_{2n} , B^{n,2s}_A if r = n for type C^{(1)}_n .

It was shown in [Oka13, Thm. 5.1] that these crystals are aligned, proving [OSS03b, Conj. 6.6]. Hence they give realizations for the corresponding KR crystals.

For types B^{(1)}_n and A^{(2)}_{2n−1}, we use the realizations

(2.5b) ^B^{r,s} =

B^{r,s}_D if r < n for type A^{(2)}_{2n−1} B^{r,2s}_D if r < n for type B^{(1)}n , B^{n,s}_D ⊗ B^{n+1,s}_D if r = n for type A^{(2)}_{2n−1}, B^{(1)}_n .

The realization of the first two lines are given in [SS15b, Thm. 5.14]. The last realization is given in [Oka13, Thm. 5.1(2-ii)].

For B = ⨂_N k=1 B^{rk ,sk} , we will use the notation ^B = ⨂_N k=1 ^B^rk^{,s}k . 2.5. Rigged configurations. Fix a tensor product of KR crystals B. Let L(B) := (L^{(r)}s )_{r∈I0 ,s∈Z>0}, where L^{(r)}s equals the number of tensor factors B^{r,s} occurring in B. When B is clear, we denote this simply by L.

A rigged configuration (ν, J) ∈ RC(L) is a sequence of partitions (ν^{(a)})_{a∈I0} , where to each row of ν^{(a)} we associate an integer^1 x, called rigging. The pair (i, x), where i is the length of a row and x is the associated rigging, is called a string. Let J^{(a)}_i denote the multiset of riggings of rows of length i in ν^{(a)}. The rigging x ∈ J^{(a)}_i needs to satisfy the condition 0 ⩽ x ⩽ p^{(a)}_i (ν; L), where p^{(a)}_i (ν; L) is the vacancy number

p^{(a)}_i (ν; L) = ∑ j∈Z_{>0} L^{(a)}_j min(i, j) − ∑ b∈I_0 A_{ab} γ_b ∑ j∈Z_{>0} min(γ_ai, γ_bj)m^{(b)}_j except when g is of type A^{(2)}_{2n} or A^{(2)†}_{2n} , where

p^{(a)}_i (ν; L) = ∑ j∈Z_{>0} L^{(a)}_j min(i, j) − ∑ b∈I_0 A_{ab} 1 + δ_{xn} ∑ j∈Z_{>0} min(i, j)m^{(b)}_j ,

with x = b, a for type A^{(2)}_{2n} , A^{(2)†}_{2n} respectively. If g is of simply-laced type, we set γ_a = 1 for all a ∈ I. Here m^{(a)}_i is the number of parts of size i in ν^{(a)}. When ν and L (or B) are clear from context, we simply write p^{(a)}_i . As usual for partitions, we identify two rigged partitions ν^{(a)} and ~ν^{(a)} if their parts (with their riggings) are

1For type A(2)† 2n , we require riggings for odd length rows of ν^{(n)} to instead be in Z+ 1/2.

permuted. Let (ν, J)^{(a)} be the partition ν^{(a)} with all of its associated riggings. We say a string of (ν, J)^{(a)} is singular if it is of the form (i, p^{(a)}_i ).

Example 2.4. Let B = B^{2,4} ⊗ B^{1,2} ⊗ B^{5,1} ⊗ B^{3,2} in type C^{(1)}_5 . The following is a rigged configuration in RC(L(B), ϖ_1 + ϖ_2 + ϖ_4): (ν, J) = 0010 0101 0000 0000 011001 .

Here the vacancy number p^{(a)}_i is written to the left of each part of length i in the partition ν^{(a)} and the riggings in J^{(a)}_i appear to the right of the parts of length i in ν^{(a)}.

Remark 2.5. The rigged configurations that we give here differ slightly from those given in [OSS03a]. In particular, for type B^{(1)}_n (resp. type C^{(1)}_n ), our rigged configurations use full-width boxes instead of half-width boxes (resp. double width boxes) for ν^{(n)}. To go to the rigged configurations of [OSS03a], simply half (resp. double) the partition ν^{(n)} for type B^{(1)}_n (resp. type C^{(1)}_n ).

Note that for i ≫ 1, we have p^{(a)}_i = p^{(a)}_{i+1}, and hence p^{(a)}_∞ := p^{(a)}_i for some i ≫ 1. This can also be seen by directly substituting i = ∞, which results in min(∞, j) = j. Define the weight of a rigged configuration

wt(ν, J) = k_0Λ_0 + ∑ a∈I_0 κ_ap^{(a)}_∞ Λ_a,

where k_0 is such that ⟨c, wt(ν, J)⟩ = 0. There exists an extension of rigged configurations to a U_q(g_0)-crystal that was given in [Sch06a, SS15b]. When restricting to a given weight space, we write RC(L, λ) = {(ν, J) ∈ RC(L) | wt_0(ν, J) = λ}, where wt_0(ν, J) is the g_0-weight. The complement rigging involution θ : RC(L) → RC(L) is defined by replacing every rigging x ∈ J^{(a)}_i with its corresponding corigging p^{(a)}_i − x.

Rigged configurations are known to be well-behaved under the embeddings given by (2.5) [OSS03b, OSS03c, SS15b]. We can explicitly construct the embedding emb: RC(L) → RC(^L), where ^L(B) := L( ^B) and the embedded rigged configuration (^ν, ^J) := emb(ν, J) is given by ^m^{(b)}_{γai} = m^{(a)}_i , (2.6a) ^J^{(b)}_{γai} = γ_aJ^{(a)}_i , (2.6b)

where ^m^{(b)}_j = 0 when j /∈ γ_aZ_{>0}, for all b ∈ ϕ^{−1}(a), except for a = n in types A^{(2)}_{2n} and A^{(2)†}_{2n} , where

^m^{(n)}_i = m^{(n)}_i ,

(2.7a) ^J^{(n)}_i = 2J^{(n)}_i .

(2.7b)

Moreover, this completely characterizes emb ( RC(L) ) . Also note that

(2.8) ^p^{(b)}_i = { 2p^{(n)}_i if a = n for type A^{(2)}_{2n} , A^{(2)†}_{2n} , γ_ap^{(a)}_i otherwise,

for all a ∈ I_0, i ∈ Z_{>0} and b ∈ ϕ^{−1}(a).

2.6. The bijection Φ for types A^{(1)}_n and D^{(1)}_n . Let g be of type A^{(1)}_n or D^{(1)}_n , and let B be a tensor product of KR crystals. The set of paths corresponding to B consists of all I_0-highest weight elements in B: P(B) = {b ∈ B | e_ib = 0 for i ∈ I_0}. When also restricting to a given weight space, we write P(B, λ) = {b ∈ P(B) | wt_0(b) = λ}, where wt_0 is the g_0-weight.

For type A^{(1)}_n , a bijection Φ: P(B) → RC(L) was established in [KSS02], generalizing ideas in [KKR86, KR86]. Moreover, the paths P(B) are described using the usual semistandard tableaux whose entries are in {1, 2, . . . , n + 1}. For type D^{(1)}_n , a bijection Φ: P(B) → RC(L) was established in [Sch05, OSS13, OSSS17]. In this case, the KR crystals are described in terms of Kirillov–Reshetikhin (KR) tableaux [Sch05, OSS13] rather than Kashiwara–Nakashima tableaux [KN94] that were previously used to describe B^{r,s} [FOS09]. In the KR tableau formulation, the elements in B^{r,s} are represented by rectangular tableaux of width s and height r with entries in B^{1,1}.

For both types A^{(1)}n and D^{(1)}n , the bijection Φ: P(B) → RC(L) is defined recursively. Let B^• be a tensor product of KR crystals. On the path side, the composition of the following maps is used:

lh: P(B^{1,1} ⊗ B^•) → P(B^•), b ⊗ b^• → b^•, lh_{sp} : P(B^{r,1} ⊗ B^•) → P(B^•) (r = n − 1, n, g = D^{(1)}_n ) b ⊗ b^• → b^•,

lb: P(B^{r,1} ⊗ B^•) → P(B^{1,1} ⊗ B^{r−1,1} ⊗ B^•) ( 1 < r ⩽ n, g = A^{(1)}_n 1 < r < n − 1, g = D^{(1)}_n ) , b_1 . . b_{r−1} b_r ⊗ b^• → b_r ⊗ b_1 . . b_{r−1} ⊗ b^•,

ls: P(B^{r,s} ⊗ B^•) → P(B^{r,1} ⊗ B^{r,s−1} ⊗ B^•) (s ⩾ 2), b_{11} b_{12} · · · b_{1s} . . . . .. . . . b_{r1} b_{r2} · · · b_{rs} ⊗ b^• → b_{11} . . b_{r1} ⊗ b_{12} · · · b_{1s} . . . . . . . b_{r2} · · · b_{rs} ⊗ b^•, until the empty path is reached.

The analogous maps on the rigged configuration side are denoted by: δ : RC(L) → RC ( lh(L) ) , (2.9a) δ_{sp} : RC(L) → RC ( lh_{sp}(L) ) (r = n − 1, n, g = D^{(1)}_n ),

(2.9b) β : RC(L) → RC ( lb(L) ) ( 1 < r ⩽ n, g = A^{(1)}_n 1 < r < n − 1, g = D^{(1)}n ) , (2.9c) γ : RC(L) → RC ( ls(L) ) (s ⩾ 2), (2.9d)

where lx ( L(B) ) := L ( lx(B) ) for x = h, h_{sp}, b, s.

The map δ : RC(L) → RC ( lh(L) ) can be constructed by the following recursive procedure. Start with the highest weight crystal element b_0 = u_{ϖ1} and set ℓ_0 = 1. Suppose b_i and ℓ_i have been constructed for 0 ⩽ i < j. Consider step j. Let ℓ_j denote a minimal i_a ⩾ ℓ_{j−1} for all a ∈ I_0 such that f_ab_{j−1} ≠ 0 and (ν, J)^{(a)} has a singular string of length i_a that has not been previously selected.^2 If no such string exists, terminate, set all ℓ_j′ = ∞ for j^′ ⩾ j and return b_{j−1}. Otherwise set b_j = f_ab_{j−1} and ℓ_j = i_a and repeat. We form a new rigged configuration by removing a box from each string selected by the algorithm above, making the resulting rows singular and keeping all other strings the same.

The map δ_{sp} : RC(L) → RC ( lh_{sp}(L) ) is analogous to δ but using B(ϖ_r), for r = n − 1, n, instead of B(ϖ_1).

We note that δ was first described for type A^{(1)}n in [KR86, KKR86] and for type D^{(1)}n in [OSS03a]. The map δ for the other nonexceptional types was described in [OSS03a]. The map δ_{sp} as given here was first described in [OS12, Scr17], where it was shown to be equivalent to the definition given in [Sch05].

The map β is given for all nonexceptional types by adding a length 1 singular string to (ν, J)^{(a)} for all a < r. The map γ is the identity map, but we note that some vacancy numbers will change. In the sequel, we will need to indicate the left factor when applying γ, and so we denote this by γ_{r,s} : RC ( L(B^{r,s} ⊗ B^•) ) → RC ( L(B^{r,1} ⊗ B^{r,s−1} ⊗ B^•) ) . We also have right analogs of the maps given above. Let ↑(b) denote the map which takes an element b ∈ B(λ) ⊂ B to the corresponding I_0-highest weight element u_λ ∈ B(λ). We define ~δ := θ ∘ δ ∘ θ, rh := ↑ ∘ ⋆ ∘ lh ∘⋆ = ⋄ ∘ lh ∘ ⋄, ~δ_{sp} := θ ∘ δ_{sp} ∘ θ, rh_{sp} := ⋆ ∘ lh_{sp} ∘⋆ = ⋄ ∘ lh_{sp} ∘ ⋄, ~β := θ ∘ β ∘ θ, rb := ⋆ ∘ lb ∘⋆ = ⋄ ∘ lb ∘ ⋄, ~γ := θ ∘ γ ∘ θ, rs := ⋆ ∘ ls ∘⋆ = ⋄ ∘ ls ∘ ⋄, where ⋄ := ↑ ∘ ⋆.

Example 2.6. Let B = B^{4,1} ⊗ B^{2,2} in type D^{(1)}_4 . We begin with a rigged configuration in RC(L(B), ϖ_4) and the corresponding element under Φ and apply the

2If there are multiple such a ∈ I 0, then the resulting rigged configuration is independent of this choice.

14 M. OKADO, A. SCHILLING, AND T. SCRIMSHAW

following sequence of maps:

ℓ_1 ℓ_2 ℓ_3 ℓ_4 ℓ_5

00 00 00 11δ^{sp}

00 00 00 00γ

00 10 00 00β

ℓ_1

00 10 00 00δ

00 10 00 00δ

00 00 00 00β

ℓ_1 ℓ_2 ℓ_3ℓ_4ℓ_5 ℓ_6

00 00 00 00δ ∅ ∅ ∅ ∅ − − + + ⊗ 1 1 2 1 lh_{sp} 1 1 2 1 ls 1 2 ⊗ 1 1 lb2 ⊗ 1 ⊗ 1 1 lh1 ⊗ 1 1 lh 1 1 lb1 ⊗ 1 lh1

We need an additional operation lb^{(s)} on P(B) and β^{(s)} on RC(L) for type D^{(1)}n .

Definition 2.7. For 1 < r ⩽ n − 2, the map lb^{(s)} : P(B^{r,s} ⊗ B^•) → P(B^{1,s} ⊗ B^{r−1,s} ⊗ B^•) is defined by

lb^{(s)}(b ⊗ b^•) = b^′ ⊗ b^{′′} ⊗ b^•.

For b = u_λ, the I_0-highest weight element of weight λ = (s − N)ϖ_r + ϖ_{r−kN} + · · · + ϖ_{r−k1} with 0 < k_N ⩽ · · · ⩽ k_1, b^′ ⊗ b^{′′} ∈ B^{1,s} ⊗ B^{r−1,s} is given by

lb^{(s)}(u_λ) = r · · · r r − k_N + 1 · · · r − k_1 + 1 ⊗ u_{λ−} , where λ_− = (s − N)ϖ_{r−1} + ϖ_{r−kN +1} + · · · + ϖ_{r−k1+1}.

For other elements b, the map lb^{(s)} is determined by assuming that lb^{(s)} commutes with f_i for i ∈ I_0.

Definition 2.8. For a rigged configuration (ν, J) ∈ RC ( L(B^{r,s} ⊗ B^•) ) , the operation β^{(s)} adds a singular string of length s to ν^{(a)} for all 1 ⩽ a < r. Proposition 2.9. The operation β^{(s)} preserves vacancy numbers and [β^{(s)}, ~δ] = [β^{(s)}, ~δ_{sp}] = [β^{(s)}, ~β] = [β^{(s)}, ~γ] = 0.

Proof. It is straightforward to see that β^{(s)} preserves vacancy numbers. It immediately follows that [β^{(s)}, ~β] = [β^{(s)}, ~γ] = 0.

We show [β^{(s)}, ~δ] = 0 by a similar argument to [OSSS17, Prop. 3.16], which is based on [Sch05, Lemma 5.4]. Let (ν, J) ∈ RC ( L(B) ) , where B = B^{r,s} ⊗ B^• ⊗ B^{1,1}. Let ℓ^{(a)} and ℓ^{(a)} (resp. k^{(a)} and k^{(a)}) be the cosingular strings, that is, rows with rigging 0, selected by ~δ in (ν, J) (resp. β^{(s)}(ν, J)). Since β^{(s)} preserves vacancy numbers and riggings, we must have k^{(a)} ⩽ ℓ^{(a)} and k^{(a)} ⩽ ℓ^{(a)}. If k^{(a)} = ℓ^{(a)} and k^{(a)} = ℓ^{(a)} for all a ∈ I_0, the claim follows. We show k^{(a)} = ℓ^{(a)} as the case for k^{(a)} = ℓ^{(a)} is similar.

Assume b is minimal such that k^{(b)} < ℓ^{(b)}, where 1 ⩽ b < r. Therefore, we must have k^{(a)} = ℓ^{(a)} ⩽ s for all 1 ⩽ a < b, k^{(b)} = s < ℓ^{(b)}, m^{(b)}_s = 0 and p^{(b)}_s = 0. Note that (2.10) − p^{(a)}_{i−1} + 2p^{(a)}_i − p^{(a)}_{i+1} = − ∑ b∈I_0 A_{ab}m^{(b)}_i + L^{(a)}_i .

Since m^{(b)}_s = 0 and p^{(b)}_s = 0, by (2.10) at i = s, we have

(2.11) − p^{(b)}_{s−1} − p^{(b)}_{s+1} = m^{(b−1)}_s + m^{(b+1)}_s + L^{(b)}_s .

Since p^{(a)}_i ⩾ 0, this implies all quantities in (2.11) must be zero. For b > 1, we must have k^{(b−1)} = ℓ^{(b−1)} ⩽ s − 1 as ℓ^{(b−1)} = s contradicts m^{(b−1)}_s = 0. Recall that p^{(b)}_{s−1} = 0, and so any row of length s − 1 must be cosingular since all riggings are nonnegative. Therefore, we must have m^{(b)}_{s−1} = 0 as otherwise ℓ^{(b)} = s − 1, but this implies that m^{(b−1)}_{s−1} = 0 since

−p^{(b)}_{s−2} = m^{(b−1)}_{s−1} + m^{(b+1)}_{s−1} + L^{(b)}_{s−1} from (2.10) at i = s − 1. Hence, we must have k^{(b−1)} = ℓ^{(b−1)} ⩽ s − 2. Therefore, by iterating the previous argument, we can show that m^{(b−1)}_i = 0 for all i ⩽ s, which is a contradiction. For b = 1, similar to the previous case, we must have m^{(1)}_i = 0 and p^{(1)}_i = 0 for all 1 ⩽ i ⩽ s. Moreover, we must have L^{(1)}_1 = 0, but this is a contradiction. Therefore, we have [β^{(s)}, ~δ] = 0.

Let emb_{2×} be the doubling map: the virtualization (or similarity) map given by ^g = g and γ_a = 2 for all a ∈ I [Kas96]. Recall from [Sch05, Scr17] δ_{sp} = emb^{−1}_{2×} ∘(δ ∘ β)^{n−2} ∘ δ ∘ β ∘ δ ∘ β_{[r]} ∘ emb_{2×}, where β_{[r]} (resp. β) adds a singular row of length 1 to ν^{(a)} for all a ∈ I_0 \ {r} (resp. a ⩽ n − 2). Define ~β := θ ∘ β ∘ θ and ~β_{[r]} := θ ∘ β_{[r]} ∘ θ. It is clear that emb_{2×} ∘β^{(s)} = β^{(2s)} ∘ emb_{2×} and

[β^{(s)}, ~β] = [β^{(s)}, ~β_{[r]}] = [emb_{2×}, θ] = 0

from [OSSS17, Lemma 3.15]. Since ~δ_{sp} = emb^{−1}_{2×} ∘(~δ ∘ ~β)^{n−2} ∘ ~δ ∘ ~β ∘ ~δ ∘ ~β_{[r]} ∘ emb_{2×}, we have [β^{(s)}, ~δ_{sp}] = 0. □

Proposition 2.10. For type D^{(1)}n , the operation lb^{(s)} corresponds to β^{(s)} under Φ.

Proof. By Proposition 2.9, it suffices to consider the I_0-highest weight elements of B = B^{r,s}. Consider an I_0-highest weight element u_λ ∈ B^{r,s}. From [OSS13, Prop. 3.3], we have Φ(u_λ) given by

ν^{(a)} = λ^{[r−a]} if 1 ⩽ a < r, λ if r ⩽ a ⩽ n − 2, λ^o if a = n − 1, n, and all riggings are 0, where λ is the complement partition of λ in a r × s box, μ^{[k]} is the partition obtained by removing the k longest rows of μ and μ^o is the partition consisting of only the odd rows of μ. Suppose λ^t = (k_1, . . . , k_N ). Note that all strings in β^{(s)}(ν, J) are singular by the definition of β^{(s)} and Proposition 2.9. Furthermore, the application of γ makes all strings of length i < s nonsingular in ν^{(1)}, but keeps all other strings singular. Hence δ starts by selecting the singular string of length s added by β^{(s)} and continues selecting them until it reaches ν^{(r)}, where we have two main cases.

We first consider the case N < s. In this case δ terminates and returns r, and similarly for each subsequent application of δ until the leftmost factor is B^{1,N} . In this case, we continue selecting rows until we return again to the r-th partition, at which point there is a second singular string of length N − 1 we can select since k_N > 0. We continue selecting singular strings until we reach the (r − k_N )- th partition, at which point there are no other singular strings and we return r − k_N + 1. The next application of δ is similar to the previous application except it terminates at the (r − k_{N−1} + 1)-th partition and returns r − k_{N−1} + 1. By iterating this argument, the claim follows.

Since the remaining factor is multiplicity free and determined by the weight, the claim follows. □

Define the involution ς : RC(L) → RC(L^σ) by ς ( (ν, J)^{(a)} ) = (ν, J)^{(σ(a))}.

Proposition 2.11. For types A^{(1)}_n and D^{(1)}_n , the diagram

P(B)^Φ // σ fflffl RC(L) ς fflffl P(B^σ)_Φ // RC(L^σ)

commutes.

Proof. For type A^{(1)}_n , this was shown in [OSS03b, Thm. 5.7]. Thus, let g be of type D^{(1)}n . Recall that σ interchanges n ↔ n. It is straightforward to see that σ intertwines with lh, lb and ls. Because β and γ affect neither ν^{(n−1)} nor ν^{(n)} (since γ is the identity map and β only applies to ν^{(a)} for a < n − 1), the map ς intertwines with β and γ. It remains to show that ς intertwines with δ and δ_{sp}.

We first consider the case when δ does not terminate with n or n. In this case, the choices of ν^{(n−1)} and ν^{(n)} are done independently, and so the same rows are selected in ς(ν, J) := (ν_ς , J_ς ). If δ terminates at n or n, then the algorithm selected a row in ν^{(n−1)} or ν^{(n)}, respectively, but not both. Therefore, we select the same row in ν^{(n)}_ς or ν^{(n−1)}_ς , respectively, and terminate with n or n, respectively. Hence, the map ς intertwines with δ.

For δ_{sp}, we note that σ : B^{n−1,1} ↔ B^{n,1}. From the description of δ_{sp}, every f_a arrow that would normally be applied when doing δ_{sp}, is replaced by an f_{σ(a)} arrow. However, we have (ν_ς , J_ς )^{(a)} = (ν, J)^{(σ(a))} and the claim follows. □

3. The bijection

In this section, we show that there exists a bijection Φ from paths to rigged configurations for any nonexceptional type g. We construct Φ as a generalization of the map Φ: P(B) → RC(L) of types A^{(1)}_n and D^{(1)}_n of Section 2.6 to nonexceptional types using generalizations of the maps (2.9) (the maps for paths remain the same). In order to do this, we will define Φ by using the map Φ^X in ambient type X and lifted versions of the maps on paths and rigged configurations. Afterwards, we will show that Φ can be computed by using generalizations of (2.9).

We begin by defining the generalizations of the rigged configuration operations (2.9). The map δ in (2.9) is defined in [OSS03a] and β and γ are the same maps as in (2.9). For type D^{(2)}_{n+1}, we define

δ_{sp} := emb^{−1}_{2×} ∘δ ∘ (δ ∘ β)^{n−1} ∘ emb_{2×},

(3.1a)

lh_{sp} := emb^{−1}_{2×} ∘ lh ∘(lh ∘ lb)^{n−1} ∘ emb_{2×} .

(3.1b)

For type B^{(1)}_n , we define δ_{sp} and lh_{sp} by (3.1) except emb_{2×} is the virtualization map with ^g of type A^{(2)}_{2n−1} and γ_a = 1 + δ_{an} for all a ∈ I. The KR tableaux used for P(B) are defined in [SS15b] and precisely characterize the image of Φ under this bijection.

We also need the fact emb ( P(B) ) = P ( emb(B) ) , where B is a tensor product of KR crystals, which is a consequence of Proposition 2.3 and emb ( P(B^{r,s}) ) = P ( emb(B^{r,s}) ) . In this section, we continue with the notation of Section 2.4, where f^X denotes a map f in ambient type X.

3.1. Lifted operations on paths. We define the operations ^lh, ^lh_{sp}, ^lb and ^ls on paths for the ambient types.

3.1.1. For ambient type A. Let B^• be a tensor product of KR crystals of type A^{(1)}_{2n−1}. We define ^lh as a composition of the following maps B^{1,1}_A ⊗ B^{2n−1,1} A ⊗ B^{• lhA}−−−−−→ B^{2n−1,1}_A ⊗ B^{• σ}−−−−−→ B^{1,1}_A ⊗ σ(B^•) lh^A −−−−−→ σ(B^•)^σ−−−−−→ B^•. (3.2)

For D^{(2)}_{n+1}, the operation ^lh_{sp} is defined by (3.3) ^lh_{sp} := lh^A ∘(lh^A ∘ lb^A)^{n−1}.

Next, we define ^lb for 1 < r < n in types C^{(1)}_n and D^{(2)}_{n+1} and 1 < r ⩽ n in types A^{(2)}_{2n} and A^{(2)†}_{2n} by B^{r,1}_A ⊗ B^{2n−r,1}_A ⊗ B^{• lbA}−−−−−→ B^{1,1}_A ⊗ B^{r−1,1}_A ⊗ B^{2n−r,1}_A ⊗ B^• R^A −−−−−→ B^{2n−r,1}_A ⊗ B^{1,1}_A ⊗ B^{r−1,1}_A ⊗ B^• σ∘lb^A∘σ −−−−−→ B^{2n−1,1}_A ⊗ B^{2n−r+1,1} A ⊗ B^{1,1}_A ⊗ B^{r−1,1}_A ⊗ B^• R^A −−−−−→ B^{1,1}_A ⊗ B^{2n−1,1}_A ⊗ B^{r−1,1}_A ⊗ B^{2n−r+1,1}_A ⊗ B^•.

(3.4a)

Recall that in type D^{(2)}_{n+1}, we use ^lh_{sp} in the case r = n, so ^lb is not needed in this case. For r = n in type C^{(1)}_n , we define ^lb by B^{n,2}_A ⊗ B^{• lsA}−−−−−→ B^{n,1}_A ⊗ B^{n,1}_A ⊗ B^• lb^A −−−−−→ B^{1,1}_A ⊗ B^{n−1,1}_A ⊗ B^{n,1}_A ⊗ B^• R^A −−−−−→ B^{n,1}_A ⊗ B^{1,1}_A ⊗ B^{n−1,1}_A ⊗ B^• σ∘lb^A∘σ −−−−−→ B^{2n−1,1}_A ⊗ B^{n+1,1}_A ⊗ B^{1,1}_A ⊗ B^{n−1,1}_A ⊗ B^• R^A −−−−−→ B^{1,1}_A ⊗ B^{2n−1,1}_A ⊗ B^{n−1,1}_A ⊗ B^{n+1,1}_A ⊗ B^•.

(3.4b)

Finally for s > 1, we define ^ls for 1 ⩽ r < n in types C^{(1)}n and D^{(2)}_{n+1} and 1 ⩽ r ⩽ n in types A^{(2)}_{2n} and A^{(2)†}_{2n} by B^{r,s}_A ⊗ B^{2n−r,s}_A ⊗ B^{• lsA}−−−−−→ B^{r,1}_A ⊗ B^{r,s−1}_A ⊗ B^{2n−r,s}_A ⊗ B^• R^A −−−−−→ B^{2n−r,s}_A ⊗ B^{r,s−1}_A ⊗ B^{r,1}_A ⊗ B^• ls^A −−−−−→ B^{2n−r,1}_A ⊗ B^{2n−r,s−1} A ⊗ B^{r,s−1}_A ⊗ B^{r,1}_A ⊗ B^• R^A −−−−−→ B^{r,1}_A ⊗ B^{2n−r,1}_A ⊗ B^{r,s−1}_A ⊗ B^{2n−r,s−1}_A ⊗ B^•.

(3.5a)

For r = n in type D^{(2)}_{n+1}, we define (3.5b) ^ls := ls^A .

For r = n in type C^{(1)}_n , we define ^ls by B^{n,2s}_A ⊗ B^{• lsA}−−−−−→ B^{n,1}_A ⊗ B^{n,2s−1}_A ⊗ B^• R^A −−−−−→ B^{n,2s−1}_A ⊗ B^{n,1}_A ⊗ B^• ls^A −−−−−→ B^{n,1}_A ⊗ B^{n,2s−2}_A ⊗ B^{n,1}_A ⊗ B^• R^A −−−−−→ B^{n,1}_A ⊗ B^{n,1}_A ⊗ B^{n,2s−2}_A ⊗ B^• (ls^A)^{−1} −−−−−→ B^{n,2}_A ⊗ B^{n,2(s−1)}_A ⊗ B^•.

(3.5c)

3.1.2. For ambient type D. Let B^• be a tensor product of KR crystals of type D^{(1)}_{n+1}. We define

(3.6) ^lh := { lh^D ∘ lh^D ∘ ls^D for type B^{(1)}_n , lh^D for type A^{(2)}_{2n−1}.

For type B^{(1)}_n , we define ^lh_{sp} : ^B^{n,1} ⊗B^• → B^• as the composition ^lh_{sp} := lh^D_{sp} ∘ lh^D_{sp}. Note that the first lh^D_{sp} applies to B^{n,1}_D and the second to B^{n+1,1}_D .

Next, the operation ^lb is defined by

(3.7) ^lb := { lb^{(2)D} if 1 < r < n for type B^{(1)}_n , lb^D if 1 < r ⩽ n for type A^{(2)}_{2n−1},

where lb^{(2)D} is given by Definition 2.7. For r = n in type B^{(1)}n , we use ^lh_{sp}, so we do not need this case. For r = n in type A^{(2)}_{2n−1}, we define ^lb by considering the natural U^′_q(g)-crystal isomorphism [Sch05, Thm. 3.3] between B^{n,1}_D ⊗ B^{n+1,1}_D and the crystal of tableaux of height n, where the crystal operators are given by the usual D^{(1)}_n tableaux rules of [FOS09]; the usual lb^D map is then applied to the height n tableaux.

Finally, for type B^{(1)}n , we define ^ls for 1 ⩽ r < n (resp. for r = n) by the same composition of maps as (3.5c) (resp. (3.5a)) with ls^A and R^A replaced by ls^D and R^D, respectively. For type A^{(2)}_{2n−1}, define ^ls := ls^D for 1 ⩽ r < n. For r = n in type A^{(2)}_{2n−1}, we define ^ls as the same sequence of maps as (3.5a) with ls^A and R^A replaced by ls^D and R^D, respectively.

3.2. Lifted operations on rigged configurations. We define the operations ^δ, ^δ_{sp}, ^β and ^γ on rigged configurations for the ambient types.

3.2.1. For ambient type A. Here we restrict ourselves to ambient type A. First, for a rigged configuration with multiplicity array L( ^B^{1,1} ⊗ B^•), we define ^δ by (3.8) ^δ = ς ∘ δ^A ∘ ς ∘ δ^A. On a rigged configuration with multiplicity array L( ^B^{n,1} ⊗ B^•) for type D^{(2)}_{n+1}, we define ^δ_{sp} by

(3.9) ^δ_{sp} = δ^A ∘ (δ^A ∘ β^A)^{n−1}.

Next we define ^β on a rigged configuration with multiplicity array L( ^B^{r,1} ⊗ B^•) for 1 < r < n in type D^{(2)}_{n+1} and 1 < r ⩽ n for all other types as

(3.10) ^β = { ς ∘ β^A ∘ ς ∘ β^A ∘ γ^A if r = n for type C^{(1)}_n , ς ∘ β^A ∘ ς ∘ β^A otherwise.

Finally, we define ^γ on a rigged configuration with multiplicity array L( ^B^{r,s} ⊗B^•) with s > 1 as follows:

(3.11) ^γ = γ^A_{n,2s} if r = n for type D^{(2)}_{n+1}, (γ^A_{n,2})^{−1} ∘ γ^A_{n,2s−1} ∘ γ^A_{n,2s} if r = n for type C^{(1)}_n , γ^A_{2n−r,s} ∘ γ^A_{r,s} otherwise. 3.2.2. For ambient type D. Now we restrict ourselves to ambient type D. On a rigged configuration with multiplicity array L( ^B^{1,1} ⊗ ^B^•), we define ^δ by

(3.12) ^δ = { δ^D ∘ δ^D ∘ γ^D for typeB^{(1)}_n , δ^D for type A^{(2)}_{2n−1}.

For type B^{(1)}_n , we define ^δ_{sp} := δ^D_{sp} ∘ δ^D_{sp}, where the first δ^D_{sp} is for B^{n,1} and the second is for B^{n+1,1}.

For type A^{(2)}_{2n−1} and 1 < r ⩽ n, we define

(3.13) ^β := { β^{(2)D} if 1 < r < n for type B^{(1)}_n , β^D if 1 < r ⩽ n for type A^{(2)}_{2n−1}.,

where β^{(2)D} is given by Definition 2.8. Note that for r = n in type A^{(2)}_{2n−1}, the map β^D is still well-defined. For type B^{(1)}_n and r = n, this case does not apply as we use ^δ_{sp}.

Finally, we define

(3.14) ^γ = γ^D_{r,s} if 1 ⩽ r < n for type A^{(2)}_{2n−1}, (γ^D_{r,2})^{−1} ∘ γ^D_{r,2s−1} ∘ γ^D_{r,2s} if 1 ⩽ r < n for type B^{(1)}_n , γ^D_{n+1,s} ∘ γ^D_{n,s} if r = n. 3.3. Preparatory statements. In order to prove our main theorem, we begin by proving some facts about the maps given in Sections 3.1 and 3.2. Lemma 3.1. Suppose g has ambient type A. We have ^δ(emb(RC(L(B^{1,1} ⊗ B^•)))) ⊂ emb(RC(L(B^•))). Moreover, we have ^δ ∘ emb = emb ∘δ.

Proof. We show that ^δ is well-defined and that ^δ ∘ emb = emb ∘δ. We explain the most fundamental case g = D^{(2)}_{n+1} as the rest of the cases are similar. The involution σ is given by σ : B^{1,1}_A −→ B^{2n−1,1}_A , i −→ (2n − i)^∨.

Here a^∨ stands for the element of B^{2n−1,1}_A , which is naturally isomorphic to (B^{1,1}_A )^∨, without letter a. Hence, the embedding emb: B^{1,1} → ^B^{1,1} ⊂ B^{1,1}_A ⊗ B^{2n−1,1}_A is realized as a → a ⊗ (2n − a + 1)^∨ (1 ⩽ a ⩽ n), a → (2n − a + 1) ⊗ a^∨ (1 ⩽ a ⩽ n), 0 → n ⊗ n^∨, ∅ → 2n ⊗ (2n)^∨. By [SS06], the composition ς ∘δ^A ∘ς is similar to δ^A except we start at the rightmost rigged partition (ν, J)^{(2n−1)} and proceed to the left. Therefore, doing ^δ means that we apply the usual box-removing procedure δ^A from the leftmost rigged partition moving right first and then perform the same procedure from the rightmost one moving left after.

Let us consider 2n⊗(2n)^∨ ∈ B^{1,1}_A ⊗B^{2n−1,1}_A as an example and see what happens on the rigged configuration side. The fact that the left factor is 2n means that in the first lap, a box is removed from ν^{(a)} for all a = 1, . . . , 2n−1. If the length of the string ℓ^{(2n−1)} from which a box is removed is larger than 1, then a box in ν^{(2n−1)} can be removed in the second lap, which contradicts that the second component is (2n)^∨. Hence, we have ℓ^{(2n−1)} = 1, which forces that ℓ^{(a)} = 1 for all a in the first lap. This case corresponds to (P) in [OSS03a, §4.6].

Let us take n ⊗ n^∨ for next example. In this case, a box is removed from ν^{(a)} for a = 1, . . . , n−1 and stop in the first lap, and then a box is removed from ν^{(2n−a)} for a = 1, . . . , n and stop in the second lap. Since the box in ν^{(n)} removed in the second lap was not removed in the first lap, it should have been quasi-singular before the procedure. This case corresponds to (Q) in [OSS03a, §4.6].

Finally let us take n+1⊗n^∨ (which corresponds to n in type D^{(2)}_{n+1}). In this case, a box is removed from ν^{(a)} for a = 1, . . . , n and stop in the first lap, and then a box is removed from ν^{(2n−a)} for a = 1, . . . , n and stop in the second lap. At ν^{(n)} there are two possibilities. The first one is that the string from which a box is removed in the second lap coincides with the one in the first lap. This corresponds to case (S) in [OSS03a, §4.6]. The second one is that the string from which a box is removed in the second lap is strictly smaller than the one in the first lap. Since the former string should have been quasi-singular before the procedure, this corresponds to case (QS) in [OSS03a, §4.6].

From [OSS03c, §3.4], we have ^δ ∘ emb = emb ∘δ. □

Remark 3.2. The map ^δ was shown to be well-defined in [OSS03b, Thm. 7.1] for types C^{(1)}_n , A^{(2)}_{2n} , D^{(2)}_{n+1}, but not A^{(2)†}_{2n} . Thus, we have given an alternative proof, which includes type A^{(2)†}_{2n} .

Lemma 3.3. Suppose g has ambient type D. We have ^δ(emb(RC(L(B^{1,1} ⊗ B^•)))) ⊂ emb(RC(L(B^•))). Moreover, we have ^δ ∘ emb = emb ∘δ.

Proof. The proof is essentially done in [OSS03a, §4]. We check for each g with ambient type D that the operation δ is consistent with the one given there.

Consider g of type A^{(2)}_{2n−1}. In this case ^B^{1,1} = B^{1,1}_D . Just by ignoring (^ν, ^J)^{(n+1)} since (^ν, ^J)^{(n+1)} = (^ν, ^J)^{(n)} (so ^δ = δ^D selects the same row in both rigged partitions), we obtain the algorithm in [OSS03a, §4.5].

For g of type B^{(1)}_n , we have ^B^{1,1} = B^{1,2}_D . As an illustration let us look at the case when nn̄ ∈ B^{1,2}_D corresponding to 0 ∈ B^{1,1} is removed and compare it with the algorithm of [OSS03a, §4.2] as the other cases are similar. Note that all the configurations ^ν^{(a)} in the ambient rigged configurations are doubled from the ones there for all a < n. The first case of (Q) occurs exactly when a box is removed from a string of length 2ℓ^{(a)} in ^ν^{(a)} for a = 1, . . . , n−1 and stopped in the first application of δ^D and a box is removed from a string of length 2ℓ^{(a)} − 1 for a = 1, . . . , n − 1 and also from a string of length 2ℓ^{(n−1)} − 1 and stopped in the second application. The second case of (Q) is the same as the previous one except that in the second application of δ^D the box is removed from a string of length not less than 2ℓ^{(n−1)}. This box was not removed in the first application of δ^D , since it was quasi-singular.

From [OSS03c, Prop. 3.9], we have ^δ ∘ emb = emb ∘δ. □

Proposition 3.4. Let g be of type B^{(1)}_n . Consider an element (s_1, . . . , s_n) ∈ B^{n,1} given by the ±-vector from [KN94]. Denote the elements in B^{r,1}, for r = n, n + 1, of type D^{(1)}_{n+1} by ±-vectors from [KN94] as well. Define emb: B^{n,1} → ^B^{n,1} = B^{n,1} ⊗ B^{n+1,1} by emb(s_1, . . . , s_n) = (s_1, . . . , s_n, s^−_{n+1}) ⊗ (s_1, . . . , s_n, s^+_{n+1}),

where s^±_{n+1} is such that s_1 · · · s_ns^±_{n+1} = ±1.

Then emb is the virtualization map and the image is characterized by σ(b) = R(b).

Proof. This is straightforward from the definition of the (virtual) crystal operators. The uniqueness comes from the fact that tensor products of KR crystals are generated by the (unique) maximal vector. The characterization of the images comes from the fact that the maximal vector must map to the maximal vector, which has the desired property. □

Proposition 3.5. The operations ^δ, ^β and ^γ for ambient types A and D as well as ^δ_{sp} for types D^{(2)}_{n+1} and B^{(1)}_n have the following properties: (1) ^δ ( emb(RC(L(B^{1,1} ⊗ B^•))) ) ⊂ emb ( RC(L(B^•)) ) , (1’) ^δ_{sp} ( emb(RC(L(B^{n,1} ⊗ B^•))) ) ⊂ emb ( RC(L(B^•)) ) , (2) ^β ( emb(RC(L(B^{r,1} ⊗ B^•))) ) ⊂ emb ( RC(L(B^{1,1} ⊗ B^{r−1,1} ⊗ B^•)) ) , (3) ^γ ( emb(RC(L(B^{r,s} ⊗ B^•))) ) ⊂ emb ( RC(L(B^{r,1} ⊗ B^{r,s−1} ⊗ B^•)) ) . Proof. The proof of (1) is given by Lemma 3.1 (resp. Lemma 3.3) for ambient type A (resp. ambient type D). For (1’) in type D^{(2)}_{n+1}, this follows from [Scr17, Lemma 3.9] and the fact that there exists a virtualization map (see also [Scr17, Prop. 8.3]). For (1’) in type B^{(1)}_n , this is given by [Scr17, Thm. 6.1]. For (2), this is a straightforward computation. For (3), this is the identity map on rigged configurations and a straightforward computation of the changes in vacancy numbers shows that ^γ is well-defined. □

Remark 3.6. For r < n in type A^{(2)}_{2n−1}, we note that Proposition 3.5 was shown in [SS15b, Thm. 6.2].

Proposition 3.7. The operations ^lh, ^lb and ^ls for ambient types A and D as well as ^lh_{sp} for types D^{(2)}_{n+1} and B^{(1)}_n have the following properties:

(1) ^lh ( emb(P(B^{1,1} ⊗ B^•)) ) ⊂ emb ( P(B^•) ) , (1’) ^lh_{sp} ( emb(P(B^{n,1} ⊗ B^•)) ) ⊂ emb ( P(B^•) ) , (2) ^lb ( emb(P(B^{r,1} ⊗ B^•)) ) ⊂ emb ( P(B^{1,1} ⊗ B^{r−1,1} ⊗ B^•) ) , (3) ^ls ( emb(P(B^{r,s} ⊗ B^•)) ) ⊂ emb ( P(B^{r,1} ⊗ B^{r,s−1} ⊗ B^•) ) . Proof. The proofs of (1) and (1’) follow immediately from the fact emb is defined component-wise. Next, we show (2) by induction on r, where the base case r = 1 is trivial. Recall that Φ^X intertwines lh^X , lb^X , ls^X and R^X with δ^X , β^X , γ^X and id^X respectively for ambient type A [KSS02] and ambient type D [OSSS17], as well as lb^{(s)D} with β^{(s)D} by Proposition 2.10. Moreover, recall that Φ^X intertwines σ and ς by Proposition 2.11. Hence, the bijection Φ^X intertwines ^lb with ^β. From Proposition 3.5, the map ^β is well-defined and, thus, so is the map ^lb. Since ^lb only affects the leftmost factor(s) and is a composition of strict U_q(g_0)-crystal embeddings, it is sufficient to consider ^p ∈ emb ( P(B^{r,1}) ) . We note that emb(B^{r,1}) is multiplicity free as a U_q(g_0)-crystal, and therefore (ν^X , J^X ) = Φ(^p) ∈ emb ( RC(L(B^{r,1})) ) . Next, we note that ^β(ν^X , J^X ) ∈ emb ( RC(L(B^{1,1} ⊗ B^{r−1,1})) ) by Proposition 3.5. Therefore, we have ^lb(^p) ∈ emb ( P(B^{1,1} ⊗ B^{r−1,1}) ) by induction.

The proof of (3) is similar to (2) by using induction on s. Additionally note that (ls^A)^{−1} in (3.5c) can indeed be applied because of the previous two applications of ls^A and the corresponding rigged configuration is never changed. □

Lemma 3.8. We have

^lx ∘ emb = emb ∘ lx

for lx = lh, lh_{sp}, lb, ls.

Proof. Since emb is applied component-wise and B^{r,s} is multiplicity free as a U_q(g_0)- crystal, we have ^lx ∘ emb = emb ∘ lx. □

Lemma 3.9. We have

^ξ ∘ emb = emb ∘ξ

for ξ = δ, δ_{sp}, β, γ.

Proof. For ξ = δ, the claim was shown in Lemma 3.1 (resp. Lemma 3.3) for ambient type A (resp. ambient type D). For ξ = β, this is a straightforward computation on the change in vacancy numbers and that β and ^β do not change the vacancy numbers. For ξ = γ, this is a straightforward computation on the vacancy numbers. For ξ = δ_{sp}, the statement for type D^{(2)}_{n+1} (resp. type B^{(1)}_n ) was shown in [Scr17, Prop. 8.3] (resp. [Scr17, Thm. 6.1]). □

3.4. Main theorem. We now give our main results. We will use diagrams of the following kind:

•^A //

C

fflffl

ØØ@ @@ @@ @@ •

B

fflffl

¨¨¨¨ ¨¨ ¨¨ ¨ • // fflffl • fflffl • // •

•_D // ??¨ ¨¨ ¨¨ ¨¨ • ι ˙˙@@ @@ @@ @

We regard this diagram as a cube with front face given by the large square. Suppose that the square diagrams given by the faces of the cube except for the front face commute and ι is the injective map. Then the front face also commutes since we have ι ∘ B ∘ A = ι ∘ D ∘ C by diagram chasing [KSS02, Lemma 5.3].

Theorem 3.10. Let B be a tensor product of KR crystals with multiplicity array L. Then there exists a unique family of bijections Φ: P(B, λ) → RC(L, λ) such that

Φ^X ∘ emb = emb ∘Φ,

and the empty path maps to the empty rigged configuration. It satisfies the following commutative diagrams.

(1) Suppose B = B^{1,1} ⊗ B^′. Let lh(B) = B^′ with multiplicity array lh(L).

Then the diagram

P(B, λ)^Φ // lh fflffl RC(L, λ) δ fflffl ⋃ μ P(lh(B), μ)_Φ // ⋃ μ RC(lh(L), μ) commutes.

(1’) For type D^{(1)}_n , B^{(1)}_n and D^{(2)}_{n+1} when the left-most factor is B^{n,1} (or B^{n−1,1} in type D^{(1)}_n ), the diagram

P(B, λ)^Φ //

lh_{sp} fflffl RC(L, λ) δ_{sp} fflffl ⋃ μ P(lh_{sp}(B), μ)_Φ // ⋃ μ RC(lh_{sp}(L), μ)

commutes.

(2) Suppose B = B^{r,1} ⊗ B^′ with 2 ⩽ r ⩽ n. Let lb(B) = B^{1,1} ⊗ B^{r−1,1} ⊗ B^′ with multiplicity array lb(L). Then the diagram

P(B, λ)^Φ // lb fflffl RC(L, λ) β fflffl P(lb(B), λ)_Φ // RC(lb(L), λ)

commutes.

(3) Suppose B = B^{r,s} ⊗ B^′ with s ⩾ 2. Let ls(B) = B^{r,1} ⊗ B^{r,s−1} ⊗ B^′ with multiplicity array ls(L). Then the diagram

P(B, λ)^Φ // ls fflffl RC(L, λ) γ fflffl P(ls(B), λ)_Φ // RC(ls(L), λ)

commutes.

Proof. For type A^{(1)}n (resp. D^{(1)}n ), the claim was shown in [KSS02] (resp. [OSSS17]), where we consider emb as the identity map. The other cases are shown by embedding both P(B) and RC(L) into those of type A^{(1)}_{2n−1} (resp. D^{(1)}_{n+1}) for ambient type A (resp. D).

Consider the following diagram:

(3.15)

P(B)^Φ //

lx

fflffl

´ s emb &&MM MMM MMM MM RC(L)

ξ

fflffl jJ emb wwppp ppp ppp pp P( ^B)^{ΦX} // ^lx fflffl RC(^L) ^ξ fflffl P( ^B^′)_{ΦX} // RC(^L^′)

P(B^′)_Φ // +ff emb 88qq qqq qqq qqq RC(L^′) T4 emb ggNNN NNN NNN NN

where lx = lh, lh_{sp}, lb, ls and ξ = δ, δ_{sp}, β, γ respectively, B^′ = lx(B) and L^′ = lx(L). Thanks to Proposition 3.7, the left face is well-defined, and it commutes by Lemma 3.8. The right face is also well-defined due to Proposition 3.5 and commutes by Lemma 3.9. The back face commutes since ^lx and ^ξ are compositions of maps, as defined in Section 3.1, intertwining with Φ^X by [KSS02, OSSS17]; Proposition 2.10; and Proposition 2.11.

We first show that there exists an injective map Φ from P(B) to RC(L). We use an induction on B such that the application of any lx on B decreases its order. Suppose in the bottom of (3.15) that there exists an injective map from P(B^′) to RC(L^′) and take p ∈ P(B) such that lx(p) ∈ P(B^′). Let (ν^′, J^′) = Φ ( lx(p) ) . Then from the commutativity of the left, right and back faces of diagram (3.15) and the bijectivity of Φ^X , there must exist (^ν, ^J) such that ^ξ(^ν, ^J) = emb(ν^′, J^′).

However, from the explicit algorithm of ^ξ, the rigged configuration (^ν, ^J) belongs to emb ( RC(L) ) . Hence, to p ∈ P(B) one can associate (ν, J) ∈ RC(L) such that emb(ν, J) = (^ν, ^J). One can thus define Φ(p) = (ν, J).

To show that Φ is a bijection, we make (3.15) left and right reversed and replace Φ^X with (Φ^X )^{−1}. Moreover, the top and bottom faces commute by the definition of Φ. Hence, we have Theorem 3.10. □

Remark 3.11. Proposition 2.11, Proposition 3.4 and [KSS02, OSSS17] imply Theorem 3.10 for types D^{(2)}_{n+1} and A^{(2)}_{2n−1} since emb ( P(B) ) (resp. emb ( RC(L) ) ) is characterized by being invariant under σ (resp. ς) [OSS03c].

4. Properties of Φ and X = M

In this section, we show that the intrinsic energy function and cocharge are related by the bijection Φ, which results in a (combinatorial) proof of the X = M conjecture [HKO^+99, HKO^+02b] for all nonexceptional types.

Proposition 4.1. Let g be of nonexceptional type with any embedding emb from ^g. (1) For □ ∈ {⋆, ∨, ⋄}, the diagram

P(B, λ)^{emb} // □ fflffl P( ^B, ^λ) □ fflffl P(B^□, λ)_{emb} // P( ^B^□, ^λ)

commutes.

(2) The diagram

RC(L, λ)^{emb} // θ fflffl RC(^L, ^λ) θ fflffl RC(L, λ)_{emb} // RC(^L, ^λ) commutes.

Proof. We first show (1) for □ = ⋆. Let u_λ denote the lowest weight vector in B(λ). We have ( emb(u_λ) )_⋆ = u^⋆_{^λ} = u_{^λ} = emb(u_λ) = emb(u^⋆_λ).

We also have ( emb(e_ib) )_⋆ = ( ^e_i emb(b) )_⋆ = ∏ j∈ϕ^{−1} (i) (e^X_j )^{γi} emb(b) ⋆

= ∏ j∈ϕ^{−1} (i) (f^X_{τ (j)})^{γi} ( emb(b) )_⋆ = ^f_i ( emb(b) )_⋆ , since the orbits of τ are contained in the orbits of ϕ, and similarly interchanging e_i and f_i. Recall that u_λ generates B(λ), thus the claim follows from (2.2) and Proposition 2.3. The proof for □ = ∨ is similar. The proof for □ = ⋄ follows from [Oka13, Thm. 5.1] and the □ = ⋆ case.

For (2), the claim follows from (2.8). □

Proposition 4.2. Let g be of nonexceptional type. The diagram

P(B, λ)^Φ // ⋄ fflffl RC(L, λ) θ fflffl P(B, λ)_Φ // RC(L, λ) commutes.

Proof. Consider the cube:

(4.1)

P(B, λ)^Φ // emb %%JJ JJJ JJJ J

⋄

fflffl

RC(L, λ)

θ

fflffl

emb yyrrr rrr rrr P( ^B, ^λ)^{ΦX} // ⋄ fflffl RC(^L, ^λ) θ fflffl P( ^B, ^λ)_{ΦX} // RC(^L, ^λ)

P(B, λ)_Φ // emb 99tt ttt ttt tt RC(L, λ) emb eeLLL LLL LLL L

The left face commutes by Proposition 4.1(1). The right face commutes by Proposition 4.1(2). The top and bottom faces commute by Theorem 3.10. The back face commutes when ^g is of type A^{(1)}_n by [KSS02] and of type D^{(1)}_n by [OSSS17, Prop. 4.1(7)]. Hence, the front face commutes and the claim follows. □

Proposition 4.3. When there are at least two KR crystals in the tensor product B, the left operation lx commutes with the right one ry for any pair of (x, y), where x, y = h, h_{sp}, b, s, as long as they are well-defined.

Proof. This follows from Proposition 4.1, Theorem 3.10 and the corresponding statements in types A^{(1)}n [KSS02] and D^{(1)}n [OSSS17, Prop 3.12]. □

Proposition 4.4. Let g be of nonexceptional type. The operation ξ commutes with the operation ~ζ for all ξ, ζ = δ, δ_{sp}, β, γ as long as they are well-defined. Proof. This follows from Proposition 4.1, Theorem 3.10 and the corresponding statements in types A^{(1)}_n [KSS02] and D^{(1)}_n [OSSS17, Prop 3.12, Prop 3.16]. □

Proposition 4.5. Let g be of nonexceptional type. Then under Φ, the maps rx correspond to ~ξ, where x = h, h_{sp}, b, s and ξ = δ, δ_{sp}, β, γ respectively. Proof. This follows from Theorem 3.10 and Proposition 4.2 by using a cube similar to (4.1). □

Proposition 4.6. Let g be of nonexceptional type. Then the diagram

P(B, λ)^Φ // R fflffl RC(L, λ) id fflffl P(B^′, λ)_Φ // RC(L, λ) commutes.

Proof. Consider the cube:

(4.2)

P(B, λ)^Φ // emb %%KK KKK KKK K

R

fflffl

RC(L, λ)

id

fflffl

emb yyrrr rrr rrr P( ^B, ^λ)^{ΦX} // ^R fflffl RC(^L, ^λ) id fflffl P( ^B^′, ^λ)_{ΦX} // RC(^L, ^λ)

P(B^′, λ)_Φ // emb 99ss sss sss ss RC(L, λ) emb eeLLL LLL LLL L

where ^R is the corresponding combination of combinatorial R^X -matrices to obtain ^R : ^B → ^B′. The right face trivially commutes. The top and bottom faces commute by Theorem 3.10. The back face commutes in type A^{(1)}_{2n−1} by [KSS02] and D^{(1)}_{n+1} by [OSSS17, Thm. 5.11]. To show the left face commutes, we first let u, u^′, ^u and ^u^′ denote the maximal elements of B, B^′, ^B and ^B^′ respectively. Note that emb(u) = ^u and emb(u^′) = ^u^′. By (2.5), Proposition 2.3, [Oka13, Thm. 5.1] and that the combinatorial R-matrix (resp. R^X -matrix) is defined by u → u^′ (resp. ^u → ^u^′), the left face commutes. Therefore, the front face commutes as desired. □

Let cc: RC(L) → Z denote the cocharge statistic on rigged configurations and is defined, following [Sch06b, (3.3)], by

cc(ν, J) = 1 2 ∑ a∈I_0 ∑ i∈Z_{>0} t^∨_a m^{(a)}_i ∑ j∈Z_{>0} L^{(a)}_j − p^{(a)}_i + ∑ x∈J^{(a)}_i t^∨_a x,

where t^∨_a = max(c^∨_i /c_i, c_0).^3

Next, we recall the definition of the intrinsic energy statistic D : P(B) → Z on paths [OSS03b, (2.13)] (alternatively [HKO^+02b, (3.8)], but the tensor factors are reversed from our tensor product convention). For KR crystals B^{r,s} and B^{r′,s′} , the local energy function H : B^{r,s} ⊗ B^{r′,s′} → Z is defined by

(4.3) H ( e_i(b ⊗ b^′) ) = H(b ⊗ b^′) +

−1 if i = 0 and (LL), 1 if i = 0 and (RR), 0 otherwise,

where, for ~b^′ ⊗ ~b = R(b ⊗ b^′), we have the conditions:

(LL) e_0(b ⊗ b^′) = e_0b ⊗ b^′ and e_0(~b^′ ⊗ ~b) = e_0~b^′ ⊗ ~b; (RR) e_0(b ⊗ b^′) = b ⊗ e_0b^′ and e_0(~b^′ ⊗ ~b) = ~b^′ ⊗ e_0~b.

3If we consider the t∨ a as given [Sch06b], we additionally require t^∨_a = 1 for all a when g is of type A^{(2)†}_{2n} .

It is known that H is uniquely defined up to an additive constant [KKM^+92a]. We normalize H by the condition H(u_{sκr ϖr} ⊗ u_s′_{κr′ ϖr′} ) = 0.

Next consider B^{r,s}, and define D_Br,s : B^{r,s} → Z as follows. Consider b ∈ B(λ) ⊆ B^{r,s} and the classical weights λ and μ = sϖ_r as partitions. Then, we define D_Br,s (b) = {_1 2 ( |μ| − |λ| ) if g = D^{(1)}_n , B^{(1)}_n , A^{(2)}_{2n−1}, C^{(1)}_n , A^{(2)†}_{2n} , |μ| − |λ| otherwise. Let B = ⨂_N i=1 B^{ri,si} . We define the energy [HKO^+99] D : B → Z by D = ∑ 1⩽i<j⩽N H_iR_{i+1}R_{i+2} · · · R_{j−1} + N∑ j=1 D_B^rj^{,s}j R_1R_2 · · · R_{j−1}, where R_i and H_i are the combinatorial R-matrix and local energy function, respectively, acting on the i-th and (i + 1)-th factors and D_B^rj^{,s}j acts on the rightmost factor. Note that D is constant on classical components since H is and R is a U^′_q(g)-crystal isomorphism.

Theorem 4.7. Let g be of nonexceptional type. Then D = cc ∘θ ∘ Φ. Proof. We first note that the claim was shown for type A^{(1)}_n in [KSS02] and D^{(1)}_n in [OSSS17]. For the remaining nonexceptional types g, it is sufficient to show that cc(^ν, ^J) = γ_0 cc(ν, J), (4.4a) D ( emb(b) ) = γ_0D(b),

(4.4b)

as the claim follows from the corresponding ^g case. We have (4.4a) from [OSS03c, Thm. 4.2]. To show (4.4b), it is sufficient to show that

(4.5) H ( emb(b_1 ⊗ b_2) ) = γ_0H(b_1 ⊗ b_2),

where H : B^{r,s} ⊗ B^{r′,s′} → Z is the local energy function [KKM^+92a]. From [Oka13, Thm. 5.1] and the fact that the left face of the cube (4.2) commutes, we have (4.5). □ Corollary 4.8. Let g be of nonexceptional type. Then the X = M conjecture of [HKO^+99, HKO^+02b] holds: X(B, λ; q) = ∑ b∈P(B,λ) q^{D(b)} = ∑ (ν,J)∈RC(L,λ) q^{cc(ν,J)} = M(L, λ; q).

Theorem 4.9. The map Φ: B → RC(L) is a U_q (g_0)-crystal isomorphism, where RC(L) is the closure of RC(L) under the crystal operators of [Sch06a, SS15b].

Proof. It is known that the claim holds in type A^{(1)}n [DS06, KSS02] and in type D^{(1)}_n [OSSS17, Sak14]. By Theorem 3.10 and [SS15b, Prop. 6.4], the map Φ commutes with the crystal operators. Therefore, the claim follows from Theorem 3.10. □

References

[Bax89] Rodney J. Baxter. Exactly solved models in statistical mechanics. Academic Press Inc. [Harcourt Brace Jovanovich Publishers], London, 1989. Reprint of the 1982 original.

[bM12] Mahathir bin Mohammad. Scattering rules in soliton cellular automata associated with U_q (D^{(1)}_n )-crystal B^{n,1} . J. Phys. A, 45(7):075208, 22, 2012.

[BS17] Daniel Bump and Anne Schilling. Crystal bases. World Scientific Publishing Co. Pte. Ltd., Hackensack, NJ, 2017. Representations and combinatorics.

[Cha95] Vyjayanthi Chari. Minimal affinizations of representations of quantum groups: the rank 2 case. Publ. Res. Inst. Math. Sci., 31(5):873–911, 1995.

[CP95a] Vyjayanthi Chari and Andrew Pressley. Minimal affinizations of representations of quantum groups: the nonsimply-laced case. Lett. Math. Phys., 35(2):99–114, 1995.

[CP95b] Vyjayanthi Chari and Andrew Pressley. Quantum affine algebras and their representations. In Representations of groups (Banff, AB, 1994), volume 16 of CMS Conf. Proc., pages 59–78. Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1995.

[CP96a] Vyjayanthi Chari and Andrew Pressley. Minimal affinizations of representations of quantum groups: the irregular case. Lett. Math. Phys., 36(3):247–266, 1996.

[CP96b] Vyjayanthi Chari and Andrew Pressley. Minimal affinizations of representations of quantum groups: the simply laced case. J. Algebra, 184(1):1–30, 1996.

[CP98] Vyjayanthi Chari and Andrew Pressley. Twisted quantum affine algebras. Comm. Math. Phys., 196(2):461–476, 1998.

[DS06] Lipika Deka and Anne Schilling. New fermionic formula for unrestricted Kostka polynomials. J. Combin. Theory Ser. A, 113(7):1435–1461, 2006.

[FOS09] Ghislain Fourier, Masato Okado, and Anne Schilling. Kirillov-Reshetikhin crystals for nonexceptional types. Adv. Math., 222(3):1080–1116, 2009.

[FOS10] Ghislain Fourier, Masato Okado, and Anne Schilling. Perfectness of Kirillov- Reshetikhin crystals for nonexceptional types. Contemp. Math., 506:127–143, 2010.

[FOY00] Kaori Fukuda, Masato Okado, and Yasuhiko Yamada. Energy functions in box ball systems. Internat. J. Modern Phys. A, 15(9):1379–1392, 2000.

[FSS07] Ghislain Fourier, Anne Schilling, and Mark Shimozono. Demazure structure inside Kirillov-Reshetikhin crystals. J. Algebra, 309(1):386–404, 2007.

[HHI^+01] G. Hatayama, K. Hikami, R. Inoue, A. Kuniba, T. Takagi, and T. Tokihiro. The A^{(1)}_M automata related to crystals of symmetric tensors. J. Math. Phys., 42(1):274–308, 2001.

[HK02] Jin Hong and Seok-Jin Kang. Introduction to quantum groups and crystal bases, volume 42 of Graduate Studies in Mathematics. American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2002.

[HKO^+99] G. Hatayama, A. Kuniba, M. Okado, T. Takagi, and Y. Yamada. Remarks on fermionic formula. In Recent developments in quantum affine algebras and related topics (Raleigh, NC, 1998), volume 248 of Contemp. Math., pages 243–291. Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1999.

[HKO^+02a] G. Hatayama, A. Kuniba, M. Okado, T. Takagi, and Y. Yamada. Scattering rules in soliton cellular automata associated with crystal bases. In Recent developments in infinite-dimensional Lie algebras and conformal field theory (Charlottesville, VA, 2000), volume 297 of Contemp. Math., pages 151–182. Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2002.

[HKO^+02b] Goro Hatayama, Atsuo Kuniba, Masato Okado, Taichiro Takagi, and Zengo Tsuboi. Paths, crystals and fermionic formulae. In MathPhys odyssey, 2001, volume 23 of Prog. Math. Phys., pages 205–272. Birkhäuser Boston, Boston, MA, 2002.

[HKT00] Goro Hatayama, Atsuo Kuniba, and Taichiro Takagi. Soliton cellular automata associated with crystal bases. Nuclear Phys. B, 577(3):619–645, 2000.

[HKT01] Goro Hatayama, Atsuo Kuniba, and Taichiro Takagi. Simple algorithm for factorized dynamics of the g_n-automaton. J. Phys. A, 34(48):10697–10705, 2001. Symmetries and integrability of difference equations (Tokyo, 2000).

[HN06] David Hernandez and Hiraku Nakajima. Level 0 monomial crystals. Nagoya Math. J., 184:85–153, 2006.

[JM85] Michio Jimbo and Tetsuji Miwa. On a duality of branching rules for affine Lie algebras. In Algebraic groups and related topics (Kyoto/Nagoya, 1983), volume 6 of Adv. Stud. Pure Math., pages 17–65. North-Holland, Amsterdam, 1985.

[Kac90] Victor G. Kac. Infinite-dimensional Lie algebras. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, third edition, 1990.

[Kas91] Masaki Kashiwara. On crystal bases of the q-analogue of universal enveloping algebras. Duke Math. J., 63(2):465–516, 1991.

[Kas96] Masaki Kashiwara. Similarity of crystal bases. In Lie algebras and their representations (Seoul, 1995), volume 194 of Contemp. Math., pages 177–186. Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1996.

[Kas02] Masaki Kashiwara. On level-zero representations of quantized affine algebras. Duke Math. J., 112(1):117–175, 2002.

[KKM^+92a] Seok-Jin Kang, Masaki Kashiwara, Kailash C. Misra, Tetsuji Miwa, Toshiki Nakashima, and Atsushi Nakayashiki. Affine crystals and vertex models. In Infinite analysis, Part A, B (Kyoto, 1991), volume 16 of Adv. Ser. Math. Phys., pages 449–484. World Sci. Publ., River Edge, NJ, 1992.

[KKM^+92b] Seok-Jin Kang, Masaki Kashiwara, Kailash C. Misra, Tetsuji Miwa, Toshiki Nakashima, and Atsushi Nakayashiki. Perfect crystals of quantum affine Lie algebras. Duke Math. J., 68(3):499–607, 1992.

[KKR86] S. V. Kerov, A. N. Kirillov, and N. Yu. Reshetikhin. Combinatorics, the Bethe ansatz and representations of the symmetric group. Zap. Nauchn. Sem. Leningrad. Otdel. Mat. Inst. Steklov. (LOMI), 155(Differentsialnaya Geometriya, Gruppy Li i Mekh. VIII):50–64, 193, 1986.

[KN94] Masaki Kashiwara and Toshiki Nakashima. Crystal graphs for representations of the q-analogue of classical Lie algebras. J. Algebra, 165(2):295–345, 1994.

[KOS^+06] Atsuo Kuniba, Masato Okado, Reiho Sakamoto, Taichiro Takagi, and Yasuhiko Yamada. Crystal interpretation of Kerov-Kirillov-Reshetikhin bijection. Nuclear Phys. B, 740(3):299–327, 2006.

[KR86] A. N. Kirillov and N. Yu. Reshetikhin. The Bethe ansatz and the combinatorics of Young tableaux. Zap. Nauchn. Sem. Leningrad. Otdel. Mat. Inst. Steklov. (LOMI), 155(Differentsialnaya Geometriya, Gruppy Li i Mekh. VIII):65–115, 194, 1986.

[KS02] Anatol N. Kirillov and Mark Shimozono. A generalization of the Kostka-Foulkes polynomials. J. Algebraic Combin., 15(1):27–69, 2002.

[KSS02] Anatol N. Kirillov, Anne Schilling, and Mark Shimozono. A bijection between Littlewood-Richardson tableaux and rigged configurations. Selecta Math. (N.S.), 8(1):67–135, 2002.

[KSY07] Atsuo Kuniba, Reiho Sakamoto, and Yasuhiko Yamada. Tau functions in combinatorial Bethe ansatz. Nuclear Phys. B, 786(3):207–266, 2007.

[KTT04] Atsuo Kuniba, Taichiro Takagi, and Akira Takenouchi. Factorization, reduction and embedding in integrable cellular automata. J. Phys. A, 37(5):1691, 2004.

[LL15] Cristian Lenart and Arthur Lubovsky. A generalization of the alcove model and its applications. J. Algebraic Combin., 41(3):751–783, 2015.

[LS17] Xuan Liu and Travis Scrimshaw. A uniform approach to soliton cellular automata using rigged configurations. Preprint, arXiv:1706.02443, 2017.

[MOW12] Kailash C. Misra, Masato Okado, and Evan A. Wilson. Soliton cellular automaton associated with G^{(1)}_2 crystal base. J. Math. Phys., 53(1):013510, 21, 2012.

[MW13] Kailash C. Misra and Evan A. Wilson. Soliton cellular automaton associated with D^{(1)}_n -crystal B^{2,s}. J. Math. Phys., 54(4):043301, 2013.

[Nao12] Katsuyuki Naoi. Fusion products of Kirillov-Reshetikhin modules and the X = M conjecture. Adv. Math., 231(3-4):1546–1571, 2012.

[NS03] Satoshi Naito and Daisuke Sagaki. Path model for a level-zero extremal weight module over a quantum affine algebra. Int. Math. Res. Not., (32):1731–1754, 2003.

[NS05] Satoshi Naito and Daisuke Sagaki. Crystal base elements of an extremal weight module fixed by a diagram automorphism. Algebr. Represent. Theory, 8(5):689–707, 2005.

[NS06] Satoshi Naito and Daisuke Sagaki. Path model for a level-zero extremal weight module over a quantum affine algebra. II. Adv. Math., 200(1):102–124, 2006.

[NS08a] Satoshi Naito and Daisuke Sagaki. Crystal structure on the set of Lakshmibai- Seshadri paths of an arbitrary level-zero shape. Proc. Lond. Math. Soc. (3), 96(3):582–622, 2008.

[NS08b] Satoshi Naito and Daisuke Sagaki. Lakshmibai-Seshadri paths of level-zero shape and one-dimensional sums associated to level-zero fundamental representations. Compos. Math., 144(6):1525–1556, 2008.

[Oka07] Masato Okado. Existence of crystal bases for Kirillov-Reshetikhin modules of type D. Publ. Res. Inst. Math. Sci., 43(4):977–1004, 2007.

[Oka13] Masato Okado. Simplicity and similarity of Kirillov-Reshetikhin crystals. In Recent developments in algebraic and combinatorial aspects of representation theory, volume 602 of Contemp. Math., pages 183–194. Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2013.

[OS08] Masato Okado and Anne Schilling. Existence of Kirillov-Reshetikhin crystals for nonexceptional types. Represent. Theory, 12:186–207, 2008.

[OS12] Masato Okado and Nobumasa Sano. KKR type bijection for the exceptional affine algebra E^{(1)}_6 . In Algebraic groups and quantum groups, volume 565 of Contemp. Math., pages 227–242. Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2012.

[OSS03a] Masato Okado, Anne Schilling, and Mark Shimozono. A crystal to rigged configuration bijection for nonexceptional affine algebras. In Algebraic combinatorics and quantum groups, pages 85–124. World Sci. Publ., River Edge, NJ, 2003.

[OSS03b] Masato Okado, Anne Schilling, and Mark Shimozono. Virtual crystals and fermionic formulas of type D^{(2)}_{n+1}, A^{(2)}_{2n} , and C^{(1)}_n . Represent. Theory, 7:101–163 (electronic), 2003.

[OSS03c] Masato Okado, Anne Schilling, and Mark Shimozono. Virtual crystals and Kleber’s algorithm. Comm. Math. Phys., 238(1-2):187–209, 2003.

[OSS13] Masato Okado, Reiho Sakamoto, and Anne Schilling. Affine crystal structure on rigged configurations of type D^{(1)}_n . J. Algebraic Combin., 37(3):571–599, 2013.

[OSSS17] Masato Okado, Reiho Sakamoto, Anne Schilling, and Travis Scrimshaw. Type D^{(1)}_n rigged configuration bijection. J. Algebraic Combin., 46(2):341–401, 2017.

[PS17] Jianping Pan and Travis Scrimshaw. Virtualization map for the Littelmann path model. Transform. Groups, 2017. To appear.

[Sag17] The Sage Developers. Sage Mathematics Software (Version 8.0), 2017.

http://www.sagemath.org.

[Sak14] Reiho Sakamoto. Rigged configurations and Kashiwara operators. SIGMA Symmetry Integrability Geom. Methods Appl., 10:Paper 028, 88, 2014.

[SCc08] The Sage-Combinat community. Sage-Combinat: enhancing Sage as a toolbox for computer exploration in algebraic combinatorics, 2008.

http://combinat.sagemath.org.

[Sch05] Anne Schilling. A bijection between type D^{(1)}_n crystals and rigged configurations. J. Algebra, 285(1):292–334, 2005.

[Sch06a] Anne Schilling. Crystal structure on rigged configurations. Int. Math. Res. Not., pages Art. ID 97376, 27, 2006.

[Sch06b] Anne Schilling. Virtual crystal structure on rigged configurations. Formal Power Series and Combinatorics, San Diego, CA, 2006.

[Scr16] Travis Scrimshaw. A crystal to rigged configuration bijection and the filling map for type D^{(3)}_4 . J. Algebra, 448C:294–349, 2016.

[Scr17] Travis Scrimshaw. Uniform description of the rigged configuration bijection. Preprint, arXiv:1703.08945, 2017.

[Shi01a] Mark Shimozono. A cyclage poset structure for Littlewood-Richardson tableaux. European J. Combin., 22(3):365–393, 2001.

[Shi01b] Mark Shimozono. Multi-atoms and monotonicity of generalized Kostka polynomials. European J. Combin., 22(3):395–414, 2001.

[Shi02] Mark Shimozono. Affine type A crystal structure on tensor products of rectangles, Demazure characters, and nilpotent varieties. J. Algebraic Combin., 15(2):151–187, 2002.

[SS06] Anne Schilling and Mark Shimozono. X = M for symmetric powers. J. Algebra, 295(2):562–610, 2006.

[SS15a] Ben Salisbury and Travis Scrimshaw. A rigged configuration model for B(∞). J. Combin. Theory Ser. A, 133:29–57, 2015.

[SS15b] Anne Schilling and Travis Scrimshaw. Crystal structure on rigged configurations and the filling map. Electron. J. Combin., 22(1):Paper 1.73, 56, 2015.

[SS17] Ben Salisbury and Travis Scrimshaw. Rigged configurations for all symmetrizable types. Electron. J. Combin., 24(1):Paper 1, 30, 2017.

[SS18] Ben Salisbury and Travis Scrimshaw. Rigged configurations and the ∗-involution. Lett. Math. Phys., 108(9):1985–2007, 2018.

[SW99] Anne Schilling and S. Ole Warnaar. Inhomogeneous lattice paths, generalized Kostka polynomials and A_{n−1} supernomials. Comm. Math. Phys., 202(2):359–401, 1999.

[SW00] Mark Shimozono and Jerzy Weyman. Graded characters of modules supported in the closure of a nilpotent conjugacy class. European J. Combin., 21(2):257–288, 2000.

[SW10] Anne Schilling and Qiang Wang. Promotion operator on rigged configurations of type A. Electron. J. Combin., 17(1):Research Paper 24, 43, 2010.

[Tak05] Taichiro Takagi. Inverse scattering method for a soliton cellular automaton. Nuclear Phys. B, 707(3):577–601, 2005.

[TNS99] T. Tokihiro, A. Nagai, and J. Satsuma. Proof of solitonical nature of box and ball systems by means of inverse ultra-discretization. Inverse Probl., 15(6):1639–1662, 1999.

[TS90] Daisuke Takahashi and Junkichi Satsuma. A soliton cellular automaton. J. Phys. Soc. Japan, 59(10):3514–3519, 1990.

[Yam04] Daisuke Yamada. Box ball system associated with antisymmetric tensor crystals. J. Phys. A, 37(42):9975–9987, 2004.

[Yam07] Daisuke Yamada. Scattering rule in soliton cellular automaton associated with crystal base of U_q (D^{(3)}_4 ). J. Math. Phys., 48(4):043509, 28, 2007.

(M. Okado) Department of Mathematics, Osaka City University, 3-3-138, Sugimoto, Sumiyoshi-ku, Osaka, 558-8585, Japan

E-mail address: okado@sci.osaka-cu.ac.jp

(A. Schilling) Department of Mathematics, University of California, One Shields Avenue, Davis, CA 95616-8633, U.S.A.

E-mail address: anne@math.ucdavis.edu URL: http://www.math.ucdavis.edu/~anne

(T. Scrimshaw) School of Mathematics and Physics, University of Queensland, St. Lucia, QLD 4072, Australia

E-mail address: tcscrims@gmail.com URL: https://sites.google.com/view/tscrim/home