arXiv:2212.09419v1 [math.CO] 19 Dec 2022

TOWARD BUTLER’S CONJECTURE

DONGHYUN KIM, SEUNG JIN LEE, AND JAESEONG OH

ABSTRACT. For a partition ν, let λ,μ ⊆ ν be two distinct partitions such that |ν/λ| = |ν/μ| = 1. Butler conjectured that the divided difference I_{λ,μ}[X ;q,t] = (T_λ ~H_μ[X ;q,t] − T_μ ~H_λ[X ;q,t])/(T_λ − T_μ) of modified Macdonald polynomials of two partitions λ and μ is Schur positive. By introducing a new LLT equivalence called column exchange rule, we give a combinatorial formula for I_{λ,μ}[X ;q,t], which is a positive monomial expansion. We also prove Butler’s conjecture for some special cases.

1. INTRODUCTION

In his seminal paper [Mac88], Macdonald introduced the Macdonald P- polynomials P_μ[X ; q, t] which are (q, t)-extension of Schur functions indexed by partitions μ. The modified Macdonald polynomials ~H_μ[X ; q, t] are introduced as a combinatorial version of the Macdonald P-polynomials.

For a partition μ ⊢ n, the Garsia–Haiman module V_μ is defined by the subspace in

C[x_1,... , x_n , y_1,..., y_n ]

spanned by partial derivatives of the polynomial Δ_μ anaolgous to the Vandermonde determinant:

Δ_μ := det � x^{p j}_i y^{q j}_i � i,j =1,...,n , where c_j = (p_j , q_j ) runs over cells in μ and the symmetric group S_n acts diagonally permuting x and y variables [GH93]. Later, Haiman [Hai01] proved that the Garsia–Haiman module plays a role as a representation-theoretic model for the modified Macdonald polynomial, i.e., the (bigraded) Frobenius characteristic of V_μ coincides with H̃_μ[X ; q, t].

Bergeron and Garsia [BG99] studied relationships among Garsia–Haiman modules called Science Fiction conjecture. Among the variety of its implications, they studied the intersection of Garsia–Haiman modules. To elaborate, Science Fiction conjecture implies the following.

Conjecture 1.1. Let ν be a partition and μ^{(1)},... ,μ^{(k)} ⊆ ν be k distinct partitions such that |ν/μ^{(1)}| = ··· = |ν/μ^{(k)}| = 1. Then the bigraded S_n -module

�_k

i=1 V_μ(i ) is of dimension^{n!}_k , and its Frobenius characteristic is

Frob

�_k � i=1 V_μ(i ) , q, t � = k� i=1 � j ≠i

T_μ(j ) (T_μ(j ) − T_μ(i ) )

~H_{μ(i )} [X ; q, t], (1.1)

where T_μ :=

�_{(i,j )∈μ}

t^{i−1} q^{j −1}. 1

The first assertion is called^{n!}_k -conjecture, and Armon recently proved the^{n!}_2 -conjecture for hook shapes [Arm22]. The second implication of Science Fiction conjecture gives a formula for the Frobenius characteristic of the intersection of the Garsia–Haiman modules as a linear combination of the modified Macdonald polynomials. The symmetric function in the right-hand side of (1.1) is called the Macdonald Intersection polynomial and is denoted by I_μ(1)_{,...,μ}(k) [X ; q, t]. Note that I_μ(1)_{,...,μ}(k) [X ; q, t] is independent of the order μ^{(1)},... , μ^{(k)} so we usually assume μ^{(1)} ⊵ ··· ⊵ μ^{(k)} in the dominance order. In the companion paper of the authors [KLO], we study a remarkable connection between I_μ(1)_{,...,μ}(k) [X ; q, t] and ∇e_{k−1}, which is the Frobenius characteristic of the diagonal harmonics [Hai02].

In this paper, we focus more on the case when k = 2, which is related to Butler’s conjecture. In 1994, Butler observed a surprising behavior of the modified Macdonald polynomials.

Conjecture 1.2. (Butler’s conjecture [But94]) Let ν be a partition and λ,μ ⊆ ν be two distinct partitions such that |ν/λ| = |ν/μ| = 1. Then the Macdonald intersection polynomial I_{λ,μ}[X ; q, t] =^{Tλ ~Hμ[X ;q,t]−Tμ ~Hλ[X ;q,t]}_{Tλ−Tμ} is Schur positive.

Note that Science Fiction conjecture implies Butler’s conjecture, as mentioned in [BG99]. To be more precise, the Macdonald intersection polynomial I_{λ,μ}[X ; q, t] is given as a Frobenius characteristic of an S_n –module V_λ ∩V_μ, thus Schur positive. We divide the main results in this paper into three parts.

1.1. F-expansion. The first main result is to give a combinatorial formula for Macdonald intersection polynomial I_{λ,μ}[X ; q, t] as a sum of fundamental quasisymmetric functions over the Butler permutations B_{λ,μ} (see Definition 5.5).

Theorem 1.3. Let ν be a partition and λ,μ ⊆ ν be two distinct partitions such that |ν/λ| = |ν/μ| = 1. Then there is a statistic stat_{λ,μ} which is a monomial in q, t (see Definition 5.5), for permutations such that the fundamental quasisymmetric expansion of I_{λ,μ}[X ; q, t] is given by

I_{λ,μ}[X ; q, t] = � w∈B_{λ,μ}

stat_{λ,μ}(w)F_{iDes(w)}[X ].

Here, F_S is a fundamental quasisymmetric function.

Our analysis on I_{λ,μ}[X ; q, t] is based on the following combinatorial formula for the modified Macdonald polynomials given by Haglund, Haiman, and Loehr. The undefined terms are defined in Section 2 and Section 3.

Theorem 1.4. [HHL05] For a partition μ, there is a statistic stat_{(μ,f} st_{μ )} such that the fundamental quasisymmetric expansion of ~H_μ[X ; q, t] is given by ~H_μ[X ; q, t] = � w∈S_n

stat_{(μ,f} st_{μ )}(w)F_{iDes(w)}[X ].

To prove Theorem 1.3, we introduce intricate relations between two (generalized) modified Macdonald polynomials: the column exchange rule (Proposition 4.3) and Proposition 4.14. As a byproduct, we obtain (positive) monomial symmetric function expansion for I_{λ,μ}[X ; q, t] in terms of Butler words (Corollary 5.6).

It also follows that I_{λ,μ}[X ;1,1] = h_{(2,1}n−2_)[X ], which only depends on the size |λ| = |μ| = n (Corollary 5.7). Here, h_λ denotes the complete homogeneous symmetric function. This is reminiscent of the fact that for any partition μ ⊢ n, ~H_μ[X ;1,1] = h_{(1}n_)[X ]. This corollary is also consistent with^{n!}_2 -conjecture.

1.2. Schur positivity. While studying quantum affine algebras and unipotent varieties, Lascoux, Leclerc, and Thibon introduced a q-analogue of a product of skew Schur functions, now called the LLT polynomials. Lascoux, Leclerc, and Thibbon conjectured, and Grojnowski and Haiman proved the Schur positivity of LLT polynomial [GH07]. In addition, Theorem 1.4 can be translated to a (positive) LLT-expansion (indexed by tuples of ribbons) of the modified Macdonald polynomials. Therefore, one can study the linear combinations of LLT polynomials to tackle the Schur positivity of I_{λ,μ}[X ; q, t].

Recently, relations between linear combinations of LLT polynomials (called the LLT equivalence, see Section 6) are extensively studied in [Lee21; HNY20; Mil19; AS22; Tom21]. After applying the column exchange rule and series of LLT equivalences, we obtain the following theorem.

Theorem 1.5. Let ν be a partition and λ,μ ⊆ ν be two distinct partitions such that |ν/λ| = |ν/μ| = 1. Suppose that the cell ν/λ is in the first or the second row of a partition λ. Then I_{λ,μ}[X ; q, t] has a positive expansion in LLT polynomials. In particular, I_{λ,μ}[X ; q, t] is Schur positive.

As a corollary, we get Schur positivity results for I_{λ,μ}[X ; q, t] at t = 1 or q = 1 (Corollary 6.5).

1.3. Combinatorial formula for Schur coefficients. Macdonald [Mac88] conjectured, and Haiman proved [Hai01] that the Schur coefficients of the modified Macdonald polynomials is in fact, a polynomial in q and t with nonnegative integer coefficients. These Schur coefficients are called the modified (q, t)−Kostka polynomials. Haiman’s proof relies heavily on the geometry of the isospectral Hilbert scheme of n points in the plane and does not give a combinatorial interpretation for the modified (q, t)-Koskta polynomials.

We hope that Theorem 1.5 shed light on providing a combinatorial formula for the modified (q, t)- Kostka polynomials. In particular, motivated by recent result of Blasiak–Morse–Pun–Seelinger [BMPS19], we give a (2-)Schur expansion formula for the modified Macdonald polynomials of two-column shapes, which turns out to be equivalent to the Zabrocki’s formula [Zab98]. We also prove that the Schur expansion formula for the modified Macdonald polynomials of hook shapes given by Assaf [Ass18] is consistent with Butler’s conjecture (or Theorem 1.5).

1.4. Sketch of the proof of Theorem 1.3 and Theorem 1.5. We first define (generalized) modified Macdonald polynomials for filled diagrams in Section 3. Then we introduce two identities between modified Macdonald polynomials. The first one is cycling (Lemma 3.6, Figure 4), which follows from the definition. The second one is column exchange rule (Proposition 4.3, Figure 6), which is essential in the proof of Theorem 1.3 and Theorem 1.5. By applying these identities to the modified Macdonald polynomials ~H_μ[X ; q, t] and ~H_λ[X ; q, t], we reduce Theorem 1.3 to Proposition 4.14 and Theorem 1.5 to Lemma 6.1. Figure 1 pictorially describes how to apply each identity.

~H_μ[X ; q, t] ... i ... j ... column exchange rule

~H_λ[X ; q, t] ... i ... j ... column exchange rule

.........

cycling

.........

cycling

......... .........

FIGURE 1. Applying column exchange rule and cycling.

1.5. Organization. This paper is organized as follows. We start with some preliminaries in Section 2. In Section 3, we define a generalization of the modified Macdonald polynomials indexed by general shapes and statistics, called a filled diagram. In Section 4, we introduce and prove the column exchange rule, which plays a central role in our paper. We also define Butler permutations and prove an F -expansion formula for two column diagram case (Proposition 4.14). Section 5 contains a proof of Theorem 1.3. In Section 6, we provide some backgrounds for LLT polynomials and their connection to the modified Macdonald polynomials. Then, using several LLT equivalences, we prove Theorem 1.5. In Section 7, we discuss two combinatorial formulas, which are consistent with Butler’s conjecture. In the last section, we leave some future questions.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Partitions and tableaux. A partition is a nonincreasing sequence

μ = (μ_1,μ_2,... ,μ_ℓ)

of positive integers (parts), and its size is defined by μ_1 + μ_2 + ··· + μ_ℓ. We write μ ⊢ n to say that μ is a partition of size n. For a partition μ = (μ_1,μ_2,... ,μ_ℓ), we abuse our notation as

μ = {(i , j ) ∈ Z_+ × Z_+ : j ≤ μ_i }

to denote its Young diagram, whose elements are called the cells. We draw a Young diagram in the first quadrant, in the French notation; see the left of Figure 2 for an example. The conjugate partition μ^′ = (μ^′_1,μ^′_2,... ) is the partition obtained by reflecting the Young diagram of μ along the diagonal y = x.

For a cell u in a partition μ, we write u = (i , j ) where i is a row number and j is a column number. The arm of a cell, denoted with arm_μ(u), is the number of cells strictly right to u in the same row; its leg, denoted with leg_μ(u), is the number of cells strictly above u in the same column. For example, the red cell u in the right of Figure 2 is denoted with (2,1). It has three cells (denoted with a) strictly right to it in the same row, which gives arm_μ(u) = 3. With the similar reasoning we have leg_μ(u) = 2.

ℓ ℓ u a a a

FIGURE 2. The left figure shows the Young diagram in the French notation for a partition (5,4,3,1). The right figure shows the way to compute arm and leg for the red cell u.

There is a partial order ⊵ called the dominance order of partitions of n which is defined by

λ ⊵ μ if λ_1 + ··· + λ_k ≥ μ_1 + ··· + μ_k for all k.

For partitions λ and μ with μ ⊆ λ, a skew partition is a subset of Z_+ × Z_+ of the form λ/μ.

For a skew partition ν, a semistandard tableau of shape ν is a filling of ν with positive integers where each row is weakly increasing from left to right and each column is strictly increasing from bottom to top. For a tuple ν = (ν^{(1)},ν^{(2)},... ) of skew partitions, a semistandard tableau T = (T^{(1)},T^{(2)},...) of shape ν is a tuple of semistandard tableaux where each T^{(i)} is a semistandard tableau of shape ν^{(i)} . The set of semistandard tableaux of shape ν is denoted by SSYT(ν). A semistandard tableau of size n is called standard if its filling consists of 1,2,... ,n. We denote the set of standard tableaux of shape ν by SYT(ν).

2.2. Symmetric functions. We denote by Λ =

�_{d≥0}

Λ_d the graded ring of symmetric functions in an infinite variable set X = X_1, X_2,... over the ground field C(q, t). Here Λ_d denotes the subspace of Λ consisting of homogeneous symmetric functions of degree d. For a partition λ ⊢ n the monomial symmetric function m_λ[X ] ∈ Λ_n is defined by m_λ[X ] := � α X^α,

where X^α = X^{α1}_1 X^{α2}_2 ···, and the sum is over all distinct permutations α = (α_1,α_2,...,) of λ = (λ_1,λ_2,...,).

The homogeneous and elementary symmetric functions for a partition λ are defined by h_λ[X ] := h_{λ1} h_{λ2} ··· , and e_λ[X ] := e_{λ1} e_{λ2} ··· , where h_d [X ] := � i_1≤···≤i_d

x_{i1} ··· x_{id} , and e_d [X ] := � i_1<···<i_d

x_{i1} ··· x_{id} .

The most prevalent symmetric function is perhaps the Schur functions. For a partition λ ⊢ n, we define the Schur function s_λ[X ] by s_λ[X ] := � T ∈SSYT(λ)

X^T

where X^T = X^{T1}_1 X^{T2}_2 ···. Here T_i is the number of i ’s in the semistandard tableau T . Let 〈−,−〉 be an inner product on symmetric functions such that 〈s_λ, s_μ〉 = δ_{λ,μ}, that is Schur functions form orthonormal basis. We call this inner product as Hall inner product.

The modified Macdonald polynomials are defined by the unique family of symmetric functions satisfying the following triangulation and normalization axioms [Hai99, Proposition 2.6]:

(1) ~H_μ[X (1 − q); q, t] =

�_λ ⊵μ a_{λ,μ}(q, t)s_λ[X ], (2) ~H_μ[X (1 − t); q, t] =

�_λ

⊵μ^′ bλ,μ(q, t)sλ[X ], and

(3) 〈 ~H_μ[X ; q, t], s_{(n)} [X ]〉 = 1, for suitable coefficients a_{λ,μ},b_{λ,μ} ∈ Q(q, t). Here, [−] denotes the plethystic substitution.

Each of these families of symmetric functions, monomial symmetric functions, complete homogeneous symmetric functions, elementary symmetric functions, Schur functions, and modified Macdonald polynomials form bases for Λ.

2.3. Quasisymmetric functions. A function f is quasisymmetric if for every composition α and any 0 < i_1 < i_2 < ···, the coefficient of X^{α1}_1 X^{α2}_2 ··· is the same as the coefficient of X^{α1}_{i1} X^{α2}_{i2} ···. We denote the graded ring of quasisymmetric functions in an infinite variable set X = X_1, X_2,... over the ground field C(q, t) by QSym =

�_{d≥0} QSym_d . Here, QSym_d is the subspace of QSym consisting of homogenous quasisymmetric functions of degree d.

Quasisymmetric functions of degree n are usually indexed by subsets of [n − 1] := {1,2,... ,n − 1}. For a subset S = {s_1, s_2,... s_ℓ} ⊆ [n − 1], the monomial quasisymmetric functions M_S [X ] is defined by M_S [X ] := � i_1 <i_2<···<i_ℓ

X^{s1}_{i1} X^{s2−s1}_{i2} ··· X^{sℓ−sℓ−1}_{iℓ} .

The most important quasisymmetric function may be Gessel’s fundamental quasisymmetric functions [Ges84]. For S ⊆ [n − 1], the fundamental quasisymmetric function F_{n,S} [X ] is defined by F_{n,S} [X ] := � 1≤b_1≤b_2≤···≤b_n i∈S⇒b_i <b_{i +1}

x_{b1} x_{b2} ··· x_{bn} .

In other words, in terms of monomial quasisymmetric functions, we have F_{n,S} (X ) = � S⊆T ⊆[n−1]

M_T (X ).

If n is clear in the context, we denote the fundamental quasisymmetric function for S ⊆ [n−1] just by F_S [X ].

Given a permutation w ∈ S_n , we associate a fundamental quasisymmetric function in the following way. We first define Des(w) := {i : w_i > w_{i+1}}, then clearly Des(w) ⊆ [n − 1]. Now we let F_{Des(w)} = F_{n,Des(w)}. We also let iDes(w) := Des(w^{−1}) and similarly define F_{iDes(w)}.

Recall that subsets of [n −1] are in one-to-one correspondence with compositions of n in a natural way. We denote this bijection from compositions to 2^{[n−1]} by Set Set : (β_1,β_2 − β_1,...,n − β_{ℓ−1}) �→ {β_1 < ··· < β_{ℓ−1}}.

For a composition α, we abuse our notation to refer F_α and M_α as F_α[X ] = F_{Set(α)}[X ] and M_α[X ] = M_{Set(α)}[X ].

3. GENERALIZATION OF MODIFIED MACDONALD POLYNOMIALS

A (general) diagram D is a collection of points (cells) in Z_+ ×Z_+, and a bottom cell of D is a cell located in the lowest position on each column. A filled diagram (D, f ) is a diagram together with a filling f : D \ {bottom cells of D} → F that assigns a scalar in F for each cell of D that is not a bottom cell. Throughout this paper, we let F = C(q, t). We visualize (D, f ) by writing the corresponding value of f for each cell, for example, see the left of Figure 3.

q^2q^3tt 12345 6 FIGURE 3. The left figure shows an example of a filled diagram (D, f ), and the the right figure shows the total order N_D on each cell of D.

We denote a diagram by its row numbers for each column: D = [D^{(1)},D^{(2)},... ,], where D^{(j )} is the set of i^′s such that (i , j ) ∈ D. Throughout this paper, we assume that for every diagram D, each column D^{(i)} is an interval [a,b] = {a, a + 1,... ,b} for some a ≤ b. For example, the diagram in Figure 3 can be represented as D = [[1,3],[2,3],[2,2]], and the Young diagram for a partition μ = (μ_1,... ,μ_ℓ) can be written as μ = [[μ^′_1],... ,[μ^′_{μ1} ]], where μ^′ is the conjugate of μ.

Definition 3.1. We give a total order on cells in D row by row, top to bottom, and left to right within each row. We denote such total order with N_D : D → [|D|]; see the right of Figure 3 for an example. For a filled diagram (D, f ), we define functions inv_D : S_{|D|} → F, maj_{(D,f )} : S_{|D|} → F as follows:

For a permutation w ∈ S_{|D|}, we say that a pair (u, v) of cells in D is an inversion with respect to w if w_{ND (u)} > w_{ND (v)} and either

• u = (i , j ), v = (i , j^′) and j < j^′ or • u = (i , j ), v = (i − 1, j^′) and j > j^′.

Then we define inv_D (w) := � (u,v) q, where the product is over all pairs (u, v) of cells in D that are inversions with respect to w. For a permutation w ∈ S_{|D|}, we say that a cell u = (i , j ) in D is a descent with respect to w if w_{ND (u)} > w_{ND (v)} where v = (i − 1, j ) is the cell just below u. Then we define maj_{(D,f )}(w) := � u f (u) where the product is over all cells that are descents with respect to w. Finally we define a function stat_{(D,f )} : S_{|D|} → F as follows:

stat_{(D,f )}(w) := inv_D (w)maj_{(D,f )}(w).

We defined stat_{(D,f )}(w) for a permutation w ∈ S_{|D|}. However, we note that stat_{(D,f )}(w) can be defined in the same way for any length |D| word of positive integers w.

Example 3.2. For the filled diagram (D, f ) in the left of Figure 3 and a permutation w = 254316, inversions with respect to w are ((3,2),(2,1)),((2,1),(2,2)),((2,1),(2,3)), and ((2,2),(2,3)), and the only descent with respect to w is the cell (3,2). Therefore, we have inv_D (w) = q^4 and maj_{(D,f )}(w) = t, which gives stat_{(D,f )}(w) = q^4t.

Following the spirit of Haglund–Haiman–Loehr formula (Theorem 1.4), we define a generalization of the modified Macdonald polynomial for a filled diagram.

Definition 3.3. The (generalized) modified Macdonlad polynomials ~H_{(D,f )}[X ; q, t] for a filled diagram (D, f ) is ~H_{(D,f )}[X ; q, t] = � w∈S_n

stat_{(D,f )}(w)F_{iDes(w)}.

Given a partition μ, we define the standard filling of μ, f^{st}_μ : μ \ {bottom cells of μ} → F by f^{st}_μ (u) = q^{−armμ(u)} t^{legμ(u)+1}.

Then the modified Macdonald polynomial for the filled diagram (μ, f^{st}_μ ) is the usual modified Macdonald polynomial ~H_{(μ,f stμ )}[X ; q, t] = ~H_μ[X ; q, t], by Theorem 1.4.

Remark 3.4. Several generalizations of modified Macdonald polynomials for general diagrams are studied in [BBGHT99; Ban07; CM18]. Our definition (Definition 3.3) is different from the lattice diagram polynomial in [BBGHT99] and generalizes C_L [X ; q, t] in [Ban07]. Under a suitable modification, the modified Macdonald polynomials ~H_{(D,f )}[X ; q, t] for filled diagram (D, f ) is actually the same as the weighted characteristic polynomials for (corner) weighted Dyck paths studied in [CM18]. Example 3.5. Let (D, f ) be a filled diagram as depicted below: 0 α ,

where α ∈ F. The table below shows the necessary statistics to compute ~H_{(D,f )}[X ; q, t]. w ∈ S_3 123 132 213 231 312 321 iDes(w) � {2} {1} {1} {2} {1,2} inv_D (w) 1 1 q 1 q q maj_{(D,f )}(w) 1 α 1 α 1 α Thus, the modified Macdonald polynomial for (D, f ) is given by ~H_{(D,f )}[X ; q, t] = F_� + (q + α)F_{{1}} + (q + α)F_{{2}} + qαF_{{1,2}}.

Two distinct filled diagrams (D, f ) and (D^′, f^′) can give the same modified Macdonald polynomials. For example, given a filled diagram (D, f ) where D = [D^{(1)},D^{(2)},...,D^{(ℓ)}].

Consider a diagram D^′ = [D^{(2)},... ,D^{(ℓ)},D^{(1)} + 1], where I +1 = {a+1 : a ∈ I} for an interval I. In other words, D^′ is a diagram obtained by moving the leftmost column of D to the end of the right and placing it one cell up. Cells in D and in D^′ are naturally in bijection and we give a filling f^′ on D^′ inherited from the filling f on D. We define cyc(D, f ) := (D^′, f^′). See Figure 4 for an example. Then the following is well-known.

Lemma 3.6. (Cycling rule) Let (D, f ) be a filled diagram and (D^′, f^′) = cyc(D, f ). Then we have ~H_{(D,f )}[X ; q, t] = ~H_{(D′,f ′)}[X ; q, t].

Proof. For any w ∈ S_{|D|}, we simply have inv_D (w) = inv_D′ (w), maj_{(D,f )}(w) = maj_{(D}′_{,f} ′_)(w), which gives stat_{(D,f )}(w) = stat_{(D}′_{,f} ′_)(w). □

abcd cyccdab FIGURE 4. Applying the operator cyc.

In Section 4 and Section 6, a variety of relations between the modified Macdonald polynomials (or LLT polynomials) are provided. We end this section with the definitions that we will use for the rest of the paper.

Definition 3.7. Let w = a_1 ··· a_n be a word consisting of positive integers. A standardization std(w) of w is defined to be the unique permutation σ ∈ S_n such that w_i < w_j or (w_i = w_j and i < j ) if and only if std(w)_i < std(w)_j .

For example, we have std(3155) = 2134. Given a map ϕ : S_n → S_n , we abuse the notation and refer to ϕ(w) as b_{ϕ(σ)1} ···b_{ϕ(σ)n} , where σ = std(w) and the word b_1 ···b_n is the rearrangement of w in an weakly increasing order.

For a permutation w ∈ S_n and C = {c_1 < ··· < c_r } a subset of [n] we define w|_C := w_{c1} ··· w_{cr} .

Let D be a diagram and E ⊆ D be its subdiagram. Given a permutation w ∈ S_{|D|}, we define w↓^D_E := w|_{{ND (u):u∈E}}.

Now given a map ϕ : S_{|E|} → S_{|E|}, we define ϕ↑^D_E : S_{|D|} → S_{|D|} to be the (unique) map satisfying � ϕ↑^D_E (w) � ↓^D_E = ϕ(w↓^D_E ), � ϕ↑^D_E (w) � ↓^D_{\E} = w↓^D_{\E} .

In other words, the map ϕ↑^D_E preserves the restriction w↓^D_{\E} of the word w on D\E and changes the restriction w↓^D_E of w on E via the map ϕ.

Example 3.8. Figure 5 shows a diagram D and a total order N_D written on each cell. A subdiagram E is denoted with a blue boundary. We have {N_D (u) : u ∈ E} = {3,5,7,8}. Therefore, given a permutation w = w_1 ··· w_9 ∈ S_9, we have w ↓^D_E = w_3w_5w_7w_8. If a map ϕ : S_4 → S_4 sends 1234 to 3124, we have ϕ ↑^D_E (123456789) = 127436589.

12 4635789 FIGURE 5. A diagram and its subdiagram.

4. COLUMN EXCHANGE RULE AND BUTLER PERMUTATIONS In this section, we prove Proposition 4.3 and Proposition 4.14 which will be central tools for the proof of Theorem 1.3 and Theorem 1.5. We also describe the permutations, which we call Butler permutations, that appear in the F -expansion for I_{λ,μ}[X ; q, t].

4.1. Column exchange rule. In this subsection, we introduce column exchange rule (Proposition 4.3). Given a filled diagram (D, f ) satisfying a certain (local) condition (4.1), Proposition 4.3 enables to find another filled diagram (D^′, f^′) = S_j (D, f ) (see Definition 4.1) such that ~H_{(D,f )}[X ; q, t] = ~H_{(D′,f ′)}[X ; q, t] and the diagram D^′ is obtained by exchanging two adjacent columns of D.

Definition 4.1. For positive integers n > m, We define V (n,m) to be the set of all filled diagrams (μ, f_μ) such that μ = [[n],[m]] and a filling f_μ on it satisfying the following condition:

f_μ(i ,1) = q^{−1} f_μ(m + 1,1)f_μ(i ,2), for 1 < i ≤ m. (4.1)

For (μ, f_μ) ∈ V (n,m), we let S(μ, f_μ) to be the filled diagram (λ, f_λ) such that λ = [[m],[n]] and:

f_λ(i ,2) = f_μ(i ,1), for i > m + 1 (4.2)

f_λ(m + 1,2) = q^{−1} f_μ(m + 1,1) (4.3)

f_λ(m + 1,2)f_λ(i ,1) = f_λ(i ,2) = f_μ(i ,1), for 1 < i ≤ m.

See Figure 6 for the generic (μ, f_μ) ∈ V (n,m) and the corresponding S(μ, f_μ).

(μ, f_μ) = b_1 . . b_{n−m−1}

qα

αa_1 a_1 . . . . αa_{m−1} a_{m−1}

S(μ, f_μ) = b_1 . . b_{n−m−1}

α

a_1 αa_1 . . . . a_{m−1} αa_{m−1}

FIGURE 6. Any (μ, f_μ) ∈ V (n,m) is of the form in the left figure for suitable a_i ’s, b_i ’s and α in F. The right figure shows the corresponding S(μ, f_μ).

Let (D, f ) be a filled diagram such that the restriction to the j and j +1-th columns is in V (n,m) for some n and m. We define S_j (D, f ) to be the filled diagram obtained from (D, f ) by applying the map S to the two columns (j and j + 1-th columns).

Example 4.2. Consider the partition λ = (3,3,2,1). The left of Figure 7 shows the fille diagram (λ, f^{st}_λ ). The restriction to the first two columns of (λ, f^{st}_λ ) is in V (4,3) so we can apply the operator S_1 and get the filled diagram in the middle. Now the restriction to the second and third columns of S_1(λ, f^{st}_λ ) is in V (4,2), applying S_2 we get the filled diagram on the right.

tq^{−1}t^2 q^{−2}t^3 tq^{−1}t^2 t (λ, f^{st}_λ ) q^{−1}t q^{−1}t^2 q^{−2}t^3 tq^{−1}t^2t

S_1(λ, f^{st}_λ ) q^{−1}t q^{−2}t^2 q^{−2}t^3 tq^{−1}t^2 t S_2S_1(λ, f^{st}_λ )

FIGURE 7. Applying the operator S_j ’s.

Proposition 4.3. For positive integers n > m, let (μ, f_μ) ∈ V (n,m) and (λ, f_λ) = S(μ, f_μ).

Then there is a bijection ϕ_{n,m} : S_{n+m} → S_{n+m} satisfying the following three conditions:

(ϕ1) stat_{(μ,fμ )}(w) = stat_{(λ,fλ)}(ϕ_{n,m} (w)), (ϕ2) iDes(w) = iDes(ϕ_{n,m} (w)), and (ϕ3) denoting w^′ = ϕ_{n,m} (w), we have {w_{n−m+2i−1}, w_{n−m+2i} } = {w^′_{n−m+2i−1}, w^′_{n−m+2i} } for 1 ≤ i ≤ m, and w_i = w^′_i for 1 ≤ i ≤ n − m.

In particular, this bijection is local: for a filled diagram (D, f ) such that the restriction to the j and j +1-th columns is in V (n,m), we have ~H_{(D,f )}[X ; q, t] = ~H_{S j (D,f )}[X ; q, t]. (4.4) Remark 4.4. Note that if there is a bijection ϕ_{n,m} : S_{n+m} → S_{n+m} only satisfying the first two conditions (ϕ1) and (ϕ2), then we still have ~H_{(μ,fμ )}[X ; q, t] = ~H_{(λ,fλ )}[X ; q, t].

However, the existence of such bijection is not enough to imply (4.4). We used the word ‘local’ to describe that the bijection also satisfies the condition (ϕ3), which ultimately yields (4.4). In Section 6, it will be clear that this locality is an example of LLT equivalence, the concept studied in [Mil19].

The following definition and lemma will be used in the proof of Proposition 4.3. We omit the proof of Lemma 4.6 as it is straightforward to check. Definition 4.5. For a permutation w ∈ S_n , we define

iDes(w) = � iDes(w) \ {w_n } if w_n = w_{n−1} − 1 iDes(w) otherwise . For example, we have iDes(14532) = {2,3} and iDes(14532) = {3}.

Lemma 4.6. For permutations w ∈ S_n and σ ∈ S_{n−2} such that {n − 3,n − 2} = {σ_{n−3},σ_{n−2}}, consider w^{(1)} = w_{σ1} ··· w_{σn−2} w_{n−1}w_n , w^{(2)} = w_{σ1} ··· w_{σn−2} w_n w_{n−1}.

Then:

(1) If iDes(std(w_1 ··· w_{n−2})) = iDes(std(w_{σ1} ··· w_{σn−2} )), we have

(a) iDes(w) = iDes(w^{(1)}), (b) iDes(w) = iDes(w^{(2)}), and (c) iDes(w) = iDes(w^{(2)}) if |w_n − w_{n−1}| > 1.

(2) If iDes(std(w_1 ··· w_{n−2})) = iDes(std(w_{σ1} ··· w_{σn−2} )) and |w_{n−2} − w_{n−3}| > 1, we have (a) iDes(w) = iDes(w^{(1)}), (b) iDes(w) = iDes(w^{(2)}), and (c) iDes(w) = iDes(w^{(2)}) if |w_n − w_{n−1}| > 1.

Proof of Proposition 4.3. Once we have constructed ϕ_{m+1,m} with the desired properties (ϕ1), (ϕ2) and (ϕ3), we simply let

ϕ_{n,m} = ϕ_{m+1,m} ↑^{[[n],[m]]}_{[[m+1],[m]]},

then ϕ_{n,m} satisfies (ϕ1), (ϕ2) and (ϕ3) due to (4.2). From now on we fix m = n − 1. It is enough to show the claim for (μ^{(n)}, f_μ(n) ) and (λ^{(n)}, f_λ(n) ) as in Figure 8, where α ∈ F and a_i ∈ F. In other words, we argue there is a bijection ϕ_n := ϕ_{n,n−1} : S_{2n−1} → S_{2n−1} satisfying the following three conditions:

(ϕ1) stat_{(μ}(n)_{,fμ(n) )}(w) = stat_{(λ}(n)_{,fλ(n) )}(ϕ_n (w)),

(ϕ2) iDes(w) = iDes(ϕ_n (w)), and (ϕ3) denoting w^′ = ϕ_n (w), we have {w_{2i} , w_{2i+1}} = {w^′_{2i} , w^′_{2i+1}} for 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1, and w_1 = w^′_1.

(μ^{(n)}, f_μ(n) ) = qα

αa_1 a_1

αa_2 a_2 . . . . αa_{n−2} a_{n−2}

(λ^{(n)}, f_λ(n) ) = α

a_1 αa_1

a_2 αa_2 . . . . a_{n−2} αa_{n−2}

FIGURE 8. Filled diagrams (μ^{(n)}, f_μ(n) ) and (λ^{(n)}, f_λ(n) ).

Given a filled diagram (D, f ), we define maps stat^{(1)} and stat^{(2)} from S_{|D|} to F as follows:

stat^{(1)}_{(D,f )}(w) := � � � q stat_{(D,f )}(w) if w_{|D|−1} < w_{|D|} αstat_{(D,f )}(w) if w_{|D|−1} > w_{|D|}

, stat^{(2)}_{(D,f )}(w) := � � � qαstat_{(D,f )}(w) if w_{|D|−1} < w_{|D|} stat_{(D,f )}(w) if w_{|D|−1} > w_{|D|}

. (4.5)

To recursively construct ϕ_n , we need an auxiliary bijection ψ_n : S_{2n−1} → S_{2n−1} satisfying the following three conditions:

(ψ1) stat^{(1)}_{(μ(n) ,fμ(n) )}(w) = stat^{(2)}_{(λ(n),fλ(n) )}(ψ_n (w)), (ψ2) iDes(w) = iDes(ψ_n (w)), and (ψ3) denoting w^′ = ψ_n (w), we have {w_{2i} , w_{2i+1}} = {w^′_{2i} , w^′_{2i+1}} for 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1, and w_1 = w^′_1.

We proceed by induction on n. We will construct ϕ_{n+1} and ψ_{n+1} from ϕ_n and ψ_n . For the initial case n = 2, we set ϕ_2 and ψ_2 by

ϕ_2(123) = 123, ϕ_2(132) = 132, ϕ_2(213) = 231, ϕ_2(231) = 213, ϕ_2(312) = 312, ϕ_2(321) = 321, and ψ_2(123) = 132, ψ_2(132) = 123, ψ_2(213) = 213, ψ_2(231) = 231, ψ_2(312) = 321, ψ_2(321) = 312.

The table below shows that ϕ_2 and ψ_2 indeed satisfy all desired properties (ϕ1),(ϕ2) and (ϕ3) and (ψ1),(ψ2), and (ψ3).

w stat_{(μ}(2)_{,fμ(2) )} stat_{(λ}(2)_{,fλ(2) )} stat^{(1)}_{(μ(2) ,fμ(2) )} stat^{(2)}_{(λ(2),fλ(2) )} iDes iDes 123 1 1 q qα � � 132 q q qα q {2} � 213 qα q q^2α q^2α {1} {1} 231 q qα qα qα {1} {1} 312 qα qα q^2α q^2α^2 {2} {2} 321 q^2α q^2α q^2α^2 q^2α {1,2} {2}

Now assume that we have constructed bijections ϕ_n : S_{2n−1} → S_{2n−1} and ψ_n : S_{2n−1} → S_{2n−1} satisfying (ϕ1),(ϕ2) and (ϕ3) and (ψ1),(ψ2) and (ψ3), respectively.

(Construction of ϕ_{n+1} from ϕ_n and ψ_n ) Consider the filled diagrams (μ^{(n+1)}, f_μ(n+1) ) and (λ^{(n+1)}, f_λ(n+1) ), from the definition of stat we have stat_{(μ}(n+1)_{,fμ(n+1) )}(w) stat_{(μ}(n)_{,fμ(n) )}(w_{[2n−1]})

= q^{χ(w2n−1 >w2n )+χ(w2n >w2n+1)}(αa_{n−1})^{χ(w2n−2 >w2n )}(a_{n−1})^{χ(w2n−1 >w2n+1)},

stat_{(λ}(n+1)_{,fλ(n+1) )}(w) stat_{(λ}(n)_{,fλ(n) )}(w_{[2n−1]})

= q^{χ(w2n−1 >w2n )+χ(w2n >w2n+1)}(a_{n−1})^{χ(w2n−2 >w2n )}(αa_{n−1})^{χ(w2n−1 >w2n+1)}, where

χ(P) = � 1 if P is true, 0 if P is false.

In particular, the ratios stat_{(μ}(n+1)_{,fμ(n+1) )}(w)

stat_{(μ}(n)_{,fμ(n) )}(w_{[2n−1]}) and stat_{(λ}(n+1)_{,fλ(n+1) )}(w) stat_{(λ}(n)_{,fλ(n) )}(w_{[2n−1]}) only depends on std(w_{[2n−2,2n+1]}),

see Table 1 for the exhaustive list.

std(w_{[2n−2,2n+1]})

stat_{(μ(n+1),fμ(n+1) )}(w)

stat_{(μ(n),fμ(n) )}(w_{[2n−1]} ) std(w[2n−2,2n+1]) stat_{(λ(n+1),fλ(n+1) )}(w) stat_{(λ(n),fλ(n) )}(w_{[2n−1]} )

(Case1) 1234 1 1234 1 2134 1 2134 1 (Case2) 1243 q 1243 q 2143 q 2143 q (Case3) 1324 q 1324 q 3142 q 3142 q (Case4) 1342 qa_n 1342 qαa_n 3124 αa_n 3124 a_n (Case5) 1423 qa_n 1423 qαa_n 4123 αa_n 4123 a_n (Case6) 1432 q^2a_n 1432 q^2αa_n 4132 qαa_n 4132 qa_n (Case7) 2314 qαa_n 2341 qαa_n 3214 qαa_n 3241 qαa_n (Case8) 2341 qa_n 2314 qa_n 3241 qa_n 3214 qa_n (Case9) 2413 qαa^2_n 2413 qαa^2_n 4231 qαa^2_n 4231 qαa^2_n (Case10) 2431 q^2a_n 2431 q^2αa_n 4213 qαa_n 4213 qa_n (Case11) 3412 qαa^2_n 3412 qαa^2_n 4312 qαa^2_n 4312 qαa^2_n (Case12) 3421 q^2αa^2_n 3421 q^2αa^2_n 4321 q^2αa^2_n 4321 q^2αa^2_n TABLE 1. Ratios of stat.

Each case of Table 1 has two possible std(w_{[2n−2,2n+1]}), which we denote w^{(1)} and w^{(2)}, in the second column and w^{(3)} and w^{(4)}in the fourth column. Now we construct ϕ_{n+1} such that for each case of Table 1, ϕ_{n+1} sends the elements in {w ∈ S_{2n+1} : std(w_{[2n−2,2n+1]}) = w^{(1)}, or std(w_{[2n−2,2n+1]}) = w^{(2)}} bijectively to the elements in {w ∈ S_{2n+1} : std(w_{[2n−2,2n+1]}) = w^{(3)}, or std(w_{[2n−2,2n+1]}) = w^{(4)}}.

Construction of such ϕ_{n+1} is given in Table 2. It remains to show that ϕ_{n+1} satisfies (ϕ1), (ϕ2) and (ϕ3).

ϕ_{n+1} (Case1) ϕ_{n+1}(w) = (ϕ_n (w_{[2n−1]}), w_{2n}, w_{2n+1}) . (Case2) ϕ_{n+1}(w) = (ϕ_n (w_{[2n−1]}), w_{2n}, w_{2n+1}) .

(Case3) ϕ_{n+1}(w) = � � � (ϕ_n (w_{[2n−1]}),r, s) if ϕ_n (w_{[2n−1]})_{2n−2} < ϕ_n (w_{[2n−1]})_{2n−1}, (ϕ_n (w_{[2n−1]}), s,r ) if ϕ_n (w_{[2n−1]})_{2n−2} > ϕ_n (w_{[2n−1]})_{2n−1}, where r = mi n(w_{2n}, w_{2n+1}) and s = max(w_{2n} , w_{2n+1}).

(Case4) ϕ_{n+1}(w) = � � � (ψ_n (w_{[2n−1]}), s,r ) if ψ_n (w_{[2n−1]})_{2n−2} < ψ_n (w_{[2n−1]})_{2n−1} (ψ_n (w_{[2n−1]}),r, s), if ψ_n (w_{[2n−1]})_{2n−2} > ψ_n (w_{[2n−1]})_{2n−1}, where r = mi n(w_{2n}, w_{2n+1}) and s = max(w_{2n} , w_{2n+1}).

(Case5) ϕ_{n+1}(w) = (ψ_n (w_{[2n−1]}), w_{2n} , w_{2n+1}) . (Case6) ϕ_{n+1}(w) = (ψ_n (w_{[2n−1]}), w_{2n} , w_{2n+1}) . (Case7) ϕ_{n+1}(w) = (ϕ_n (w_{[2n−1]}), w_{2n+1}, w_{2n} ) . (Case8) ϕ_{n+1}(w) = (ϕ_n (w_{[2n−1]}), w_{2n+1}, w_{2n} ) .

(Case9) ϕ_{n+1}(w) = � � � (ϕ_n (w_{[2n−1]}),r, s) if ϕ_n (w_{[2n−1]})_{2n−2} < ϕ_n (w_{[2n−1]})_{2n−1}, (ϕ_n (w_{[2n−1]}), s,r ), if ϕ_n (w_{[2n−1]})_{2n−2} > ϕ_n (w_{[2n−1]})_{2n−1}, where r = mi n(w_{2n}, w_{2n+1}) and s = max(w_{2n} , w_{2n+1}).

(Case10) ϕ_{n+1}(w) = � � � (ψ_n (w_{[2n−1]}), s,r ) if ψ_n (w_{[2n−1]})_{2n−2} < ψ_n (w_{[2n−1]})_{2n−1}, (ψ_n (w_{[2n−1]}),r, s) if ψ_n (w_{[2n−1]})_{2n−2} > ψ_n (w_{[2n−1]})_{2n−1}, where r = mi n(w_{2n}, w_{2n+1}) and s = max(w_{2n} , w_{2n+1}).

(Case11) ϕ_{n+1}(w) = (ϕ_n (w_{[2n−1]}), w_{2n} , w_{2n+1}). (Case12) ϕ_{n+1}(w) = (ϕ_n (w_{[2n−1]}), w_{2n} , w_{2n+1}). TABLE 2. Construction of ϕ_{n+1}.

Note that the condition (ϕ3) is obvious from the construction and the induction hypothesis for ϕ_n and ψ_n . We will show that ϕ_{n+1} satisfies (ϕ1) and (ϕ2) for (Case1) and (Case4). The remaining cases follow with a similar argument.

(Case1): Clearly, we have

stat_{(μ}(n+1)_{,fμ(n+1) )}(w) = stat_{(μ}(n)_{,fμ(n) )}(w_{[2n−1]}) = stat_{(λ}(n)_{,fλ(n) )}(ϕ_n (w_{[2n−1]})) = stat_{(λ}(n+1)_{,fλ(n+1) )}(ϕ_{n+1}(w)),

verifying the condition (ϕ1). The condition (ϕ2) follows from Lemma 4.6 (1a).

(Case4): From Table 1, we have

stat_{(μ}(n+1)_{,fμ(n+1) )}(w) = � � � a_n q stat_{(μ}(n)_{,fμ(n) )}(w_{[2n−1]}) if w_{2n−2} < w_{2n−1},

a_n αstat_{(μ}(n)_{,fμ(n) )}(w_{[2n−1]}) if w_{2n−2} > w_{2n−1},

stat_{(λ}(n+1)_{,fλ(n+1) )}(w) = � � � a_n qαstat_{(λ}(n)_{,fλ(n) )}(w_{[2n−1]}) if w_{2n−2} < w_{2n−1},

a_n stat_{(λ}(n)_{,fλ(n) )}(w_{[2n−1]}) if w_{2n−2} > w_{2n−1}.

std(w_{[2n−2,2n+1]})

stat^{(1)}_{(μ(n+1),f}

μ(n+1) ) (w) stat_{(μ(n),fμ(n) )}(w_{[2n−1]} ) std(w[2n−2,2n+1]) stat^{(2)}_{(λ(n+1),f}

λ(n+1) ) (w) stat_{(λ(n),fλ(n) )}(w_{[2n−1]} )

(Case1) 1234 q 1243 q 2134 q 2143 q (Case2) 1243 qα 1234 qα 2143 qα 2134 qα (Case3) 1324 q^2 1324 q^2α 3142 qα 3142 q (Case4) 1342 qαa_n 1342 qαa_n 3124 qαa_n 3124 qαa_n (Case5) 1423 q^2a_n 1432 q^2αa_n 4123 qαa_n 4132 qa_n (Case6) 1432 q^2αa_n 1423 q^2α^2 a_n 4132 qα^2a_n 4123 qαa_n (Case7) 2314 q^2αa_n 2314 q^2αa_n 3214 q^2αa_n 3214 q^2αa_n (Case8) 2341 qαa_n 2341 qαa_n 3241 qαa_n 3241 qαa_n (Case9) 2413 q^2αa^2_n 2413 q^2α^2 a^2_n 4231 qα^2a^2_n 4231 qαa^2_n (Case10) 2431 q^2αa_n 2431 q^2αa_n 4213 q^2αa_n 4213 q^2αa_n (Case11) 3412 q^2αa^2_n 3421 q^2αa^2_n 4312 q^2αa^2_n 4321 q^2αa^2_n (Case12) 3421 q^2α^2a^2_n 3412 q^2α^2 a^2_n 4321 q^2α^2a^2_n 4312 q^2α^2 a^2_n TABLE 3. The ratios stat^{(i)} /stat for i = 1,2.

In other words, we can write

stat_{(μ}(n+1)_{,fμ(n+1) )}(w) = a_n stat^{(1)}_{(μ(n) ,fμ(n) )}(w_{[2n−1]}), stat_{(λ}(n+1)_{,fλ(n+1) )}(w) = a_n stat^{(2)}_{(λ(n),fλ(n) )}(w_{[2n−1]}).

Thus, we obtain

stat_{(μ}(n+1)_{,fμ(n+1) )}(w) = a_n stat^{(1)}_{(μ(n) ,fμ(n) )}(w_{[2n−1]}) = a_n stat^{(2)}_{(λ(n),fλ(n) )}(ψ(w_{[2n−1]})) = stat_{(λ}(n+1)_{,fλ(n+1) )}(ψ_{n+1}(w)), which is the condition (ϕ1). Since std(w|_{[2n−2,2n+1]}) is 1342 or 3124, we have |w_{2n−2} − w_{2n−1}| > 1 and |w_{2n} − w_{2n+1}| > 1. Now the condition (ϕ2) follows from Lemma 4.6 (2a) and (2c).

(Construction of ψ_{n+1} from ϕ_n and ψ_n ) Table 3 shows the ratios stat^{(1)}_{(μ(n+1) ,fμ(n+1) )}(w) stat_{(μ}(n)_{,fμ(n) )}(w_{[2n−1]}) and stat^{(2)}_{(λ(n+1),fλ(n+1) )}(w) stat_{(λ}(n)_{,fλ(n) )}(w_{[2n−1]}) according to std(w_{[2n−2,2n+1]}).

We will construct ψ_{n+1} for each case in a similar way as we did in the construction for ϕ_{n+1}. See Table 4 for the construction. The proof that ψ_{n+1} satisfies (ψ1), (ψ2) and (ψ3) can be done in the similar way.

ψ_{n+1} (Case1) ψ_{n+1}(w) = (ϕ_n (w_{[2n−1]}), w_{2n+1}, w_{2n} ) (Case2) ψ_{n+1}(w) = (ϕ_n (w_{[2n−1]}), w_{2n+1}, w_{2n} )

(Case3) ψ_{n+1}(w) = � � � (ψ_n (w_{[2n−1]}),r, s) if ψ_n (w_{[2n−1]})_{2n−2} < ψ_n (w_{[2n−1]})_{2n−1}, (ψ_n (w_{[2n−1]}), s,r ) if ψ_n (w_{[2n−1]})_{2n−2} > ψ_n (w_{[2n−1]})_{2n−1}, where r = mi n(w_{2n}, w_{2n+1}) and s = max(w_{2n} , w_{2n+1}).

(Case4) ψ_{n+1}(w) = � � � (ϕ_n(w_{[2n−1]}), s,r ) if ϕ_n (w_{[2n−1]})_{2n−2} < ϕ_n (w_{[2n−1]})_{2n−1}, (ϕ_n(w_{[2n−1]}),r, s) if ϕ_n (w_{[2n−1]})_{2n−2} > ϕ_n (w_{[2n−1]})_{2n−1}, where r = mi n(w_{2n}, w_{2n+1}) and s = max(w_{2n} , w_{2n+1}).

(Case5) ψ_{n+1}(w) = (ψ_n (w_{[2n−1]}), w_{2n+1}, w_{2n} ) (Case6) ψ_{n+1}(w) = (ψ_n (w_{[2n−1]}), w_{2n+1}, w_{2n} ) (Case7) ψ_{n+1}(w) = (ϕ_n (w_{[2n−1]}), w_{2n} , w_{2n+1}) (Case8) ψ_{n+1}(w) = (ϕ_n (w_{[2n−1]}), w_{2n} , w_{2n+1})

(Case9) ψ_{n+1}(w) = � � � (ψ_n (w_{[2n−1]}),r, s) if ψ_n (w_{[2n−1]})_{2n−2} < ϕ_n (w_{[2n−1]})_{2n−1}, (ψ_n (w_{[2n−1]}), s,r ) if ψ_n (w_{[2n−1]})_{2n−2} > ψ_n (w_{[2n−1]})_{2n−1}, where r = mi n(w_{2n}, w_{2n+1}) and s = max(w_{2n} , w_{2n+1}).

(Case10) ψ_{n+1}(w) = � � � (ϕ_n(w_{[2n−1]}), s,r ) if ϕ_n (w_{[2n−1]})_{2n−2} < ϕ_n (w_{[2n−1]})_{2n−1}, (ϕ_n(w_{[2n−1]}),r, s) if ϕ_n (w_{[2n−1]})_{2n−2} > ϕ_n (w_{[2n−1]})_{2n−1}, where r = mi n(w_{2n}, w_{2n+1}) and s = max(w_{2n} , w_{2n+1}).

(Case11) ψ_{n+1}(w) = (ϕ_n (w_{[2n−1]}), w_{2n+1}, w_{2n} ) (Case12) ψ_{n+1}(w) = (ϕ_n (w_{[2n−1]}), w_{2n+1}, w_{2n} ) TABLE 4. Construction of ψ_{n+1}.

□

Remark 4.7. Bijections similar to ϕ_n and ψ_n in (the proof of) Proposition 4.3 can be applied to prove

~H_{(μ̂(n) ,fμ̂(n) )}[X ; q, t] = ~H_{(λ̂(n) ,fλ̂(n) )}[X ; q, t],

where (μ̂^{(n)}, f_{μ̂}(n) ) and (λ̂^{(n)}, f_{λ̂}(n) ) are the filled diagrams as depicted below. Although we do not use this identity in this paper, we leave it as a remark for a possible application.

(μ̂^{(n)}, f_{μ̂}(n) ) = αa_1 a_1

αa_2 a_2 . . . . αa_{n−1} a_{n−1}

(λ̂^{(n)}, f_{λ̂}(n) ) = a_1 αa_1

a_2 αa_2 . . . . a_{n−1} αa_{n−1}

4.2. Butler permutations. In this subsection, we define Butler permutations which consist of a ‘half’ of all permutations. Butler permutations are the main object in the F -expansion of I_{λ,μ}[X ; q, t] (See Theorem 1.3).

Before we define Butler permutations, we set some terminology for directed perfect matchings. For a directed perfect matching M = {(a_1, a_2),... ,(a_{2n−1}, a_{2n} )}, we say an arc (a,b) is in the forward direction if a < b and the reverse direction otherwise. An arc (a,b) is nested by the other arc (c,d) if min{c,d} < a,b and max{c,d} > a,b. We say that the pair of two arcs (a,b) and (c,d) is crossing if min{a,b} < min{c,d} < max{a,b} < max{c,d} or min{c,d} < min{a,b} < max{c,d} < max{a,b}. If not, we say the pair is noncrossing.

Definition 4.8. For a permutation w = w_1 ... w_n ∈ S_n . Consider a directed perfect matching M(w) on {0,1,... ,n + 1} if n is even ({0,1,... ,n} if n is odd) with directed arcs α_1(w),α_2(w),... as follows:

(1) if n is even,

• α_1(w) is a directed arc from w_n to n + 1, • α_i (w) is a directed arc from w_{n−2(i−1)} to w_{n−2(i−1)+1} for 2 ≤ i ≤^n_2 , and • α n_{2 +1}(w) is a directed arc from 0 to w_1.

(2) if n is odd,

• α_i (w) is a directed arc from w_{n−2(i−1)−1} to w_{n−2(i−1)} for 1 ≤ i ≤^{n−1}_2 , and • α n+1_2 (w) is a directed arc from 0 to w_1.

Let k(w) the smallest integer k such that the pair of arcs α_k (w) and α_{k+1}(w) is noncrossing if exists. We say that w is a Butler permutation if either

• α_{k+1}(w) is nested by α_k (w) and α_k (w) is in the reverse direction, or • α_{k+1}(w) is not nested by α_k (w) and α_k (w) is in the forward direction.

If there is no such k, we let k(w) to be^n_2 when n is even (^{n−1}_2 when n is odd). We say that w is a Butler permutation if α_{k(w)} is in the reverse direction. We denote the set of Butler permutations of length n by B_n .

Example 4.9. We construct M(w) for w = 2413,3214, and 1423. For each M(w), we draw each arc α_1(w),α_2(w), and α_3(w) by red, blue, and green, respectively.

M(2413) = , M(3214) = , M(1423) = .

For each matching M(w) we find the smallest integer k such that the pair α_k (w) and α_{k+1}(w) is noncrossing. For M(2413), there is no such k and since α_2(w) is in the reverse direction, 2413 is a Butler permutation. For M(3214), such k is 1. Since α_2(w) is not nested by α_1(w) and α_1(w) is in the forward direction, 3214 is also a Butler permutation. For M(1423), such k is 2. Since α_3(w) is not nested by α_2(w), and α_2(w) is in the reverse direction, 1423 is not a Butler permutation.

The following lemma is direct from the definition.

Lemma 4.10. The following statements hold:

(1) For a permutation w ∈ S_{2n+1}, if the pair of directed arcs α_1(w) = (w_{2n}, w_{2n+1}) and α_2(w) = (w_{2n−2}, w_{2n−1}) is crossing, then w ∈ B_{2n+1} if and only if std(w_{[2n−1]}) ∈ B_{2n−1}.

(2) For a permutation w ∈ S_{2n} , if the pair of directed arcs α_1(w) = (w_{2n},2n + 1) and α_2(w) = (w_{2n−2}, w_{2n−1}) is crossing, then w ∈ B_{2n} if and only if std(w_{[2n−1]}) ∈ B_{2n−1}.

For a permutation w ∈ S_n , we require a certain directed arc, which is α_{k(w)}(w), to be the reverse direction or the forward direction to decide whether w is a Butler permutation. Therefore, we deduce that the number of elements in B_n equals^{n!}_2 . We prove the stronger result, Proposition 4.12. Before the proof, we state a lemma that follows from shuffle-compatibility of the descent set [Sta72] and product formula for fundamental quasisymmetric functions [GR20, Proposition 5.2.15].

Lemma 4.11. For any positive integers k,m, consider a subset A ⊆ [k +m] such that |A| = m. Then for a permutation v ∈ S_m , we have � w∈S_{k+m} std(w|_A )=v

F_{iDes(v)} = (h_1)^k F_{iDes(v)}.

Proposition 4.12. Let I_n [X ] be the sum of the fundamental quasisymmetric functions F_{iDes(w)} over all Butler permutations of length n: I_n [X ] := � w∈B_n

F_{iDes(w)}[X ].

Then I_n [X ] = h_{(2,1}n−2_)[X ].

Proof. We proceed by induction on n. We treat n = 2 and 3 as the initial cases. If n = 2, we have B_2 = {12}, which gives F_{iDes(12)} = F_� = h_2. If n = 3, we have B_2 = {123,213,312}, which gives

F_{iDes(123)} + F_{iDes(213)} + F_{iDes(312)} = F_� + F_{{1}} + F_{{2}} = h_{(2,1)}.

We define S^′_n ={w ∈ S_n : the pair α_1(w) and α_2(w) is noncrossing} S^{′′}_n ={w ∈ S_n : the pair α_1(w) and α_2(w) is crossing} and let B^′_n = B_n ∩ S^′_n and B^{′′}_n = B_n ∩ S^{′′}_n .

It is direct to see that w ∈ B^′_{n+2} if and only if std(w_{[3,n]}) ∈ B^′_n . Thus we have h_{(1}2_) � w∈B^′_n

F_{iDes(w)}[X ] = � w∈B^′_{n+2}

F_{iDes(w)}[X ] (4.6)

by Lemma 4.11. Similarly, we get h_{(1}2_) � w∈S^{′′}_n

F_{iDes(w)}[X ] = � w∈S^{′′}_{n+2}

F_{iDes(w)}[X ]. (4.7)

On the other hand, there is a map from B^{′′}_n to S^{′′}_n \B^{′′}_n by sending w to w^′ obtained from w by reversing the arc α_{k(w)}(w). Clearly, this map is a bijection. Moreover α_{k(w)−1}(w) must form a crossing with α_{k(w)}(w) so α_{k(w)}(w) does not consist of adjacent integers, which implies iDes(w) = iDes(w^′). In particular, we deduce 2 � w∈B^{′′}_n

F_{iDes(w)}[X ] = � w∈S^{′′}_n

F_{iDes(w)}[X ].

Together with (4.7), this proves a recursive relation, namely h_{(1}2_) � w∈B^{′′}_n

F_{iDes(w)}[X ] = � w∈B^{′′}_{n+2}

F_{iDes(w)}[X ]. (4.8)

By combining (4.6) and (4.8), we have h_{(1}2_) I_n [X ] = I_{n+2}[X ], which completes the proof. □ For the remainder of this subsection, our goal is to prove Proposition 4.14. To state Proposition 4.14 we need the following definition.

Definition 4.13. For positive integers n > m, We define V̄ (n,m;α) to be a set of all filled diagrams (μ̄, f_{μ̄}) such that μ̄ = [[n],[m] \ {1}] and a filling f_{μ̄} on it satisfying the following conditions: q^{−1} f_{μ̄}(m + 1,1) = α, f_{μ̄}(i ,1) = αf_{μ̄}(i ,2), for 2 < i ≤ m. (4.9) For (μ̄, f_{μ̄}) ∈ V̄ (n,m;α), we let S̄(μ̄, f_{μ̄}) to be a filled diagram (λ̄, f_{λ̄}) such that λ̄ = [[m],[n] \ {1}] and: f_{λ̄}(i ,2) = f_{μ̄}(i ,1), for i > m + 1 f_{λ̄}(m + 1,2) = α αf_{λ̄}(i ,1) = f_{λ̄}(i ,2) = f_{μ̄}(i ,1), for 2 < i ≤ m f_{λ̄}(m + 1,2)f_{λ̄}(2,1) = f_{μ̄}(2,1).

See Figure 9 for the generic (μ̄, f_{μ̄}) ∈ V̄ (n,m;α) and corresponding S̄(μ̄, f_{μ̄}).

(μ̄, f_{μ̄}) = b_1 . . b_{n−m−1}

qα

αa_1 a_1 . . . . αa_{m−1}

S̄(μ̄, f_{μ̄}) = b_1 . . b_{n−m−1}

α

a_1 αa_1 . . . . a_{m−1}

FIGURE 9. Any (μ̄, f_{μ̄}) ∈ V̄ (n,m;α) is of the form in the left figure for suitable a_i ’s, b_i ’s in F. The right figure shows the corresponding S̄(μ̄, f_{μ̄}).

Let (D, f ) be a filled diagram such that the restriction to the j and j + 1-th columns is in V̄ (n,m;α) for some n,m and α. We define S̄_j (D, f ) to be the filled diagram obtained from (D, f ) by applying the map S̄ to the two columns.

Proposition 4.14. For positive integers n > m, let (μ̄, f_{μ̄}) ∈ V̄ (n,m;α) and (λ̄, f_{λ̄}) = S̄(μ̄, f_{μ̄}).

Then there is a bijection ζ_{n,m} : S_{n+m−1} → S_{n+m−1} satisfying the following three conditions:

(ζ1) � � � stat_{(μ̄,fμ̄)}(w) = stat_{(λ̄,fλ̄)}(ζ_{n,m} (w)) for w ∈ S_{m+n−1} such that std(w|_{[n−m,n+m−1]}) ∈ B_{2m} stat_{(μ̄,fμ̄)}(w) = αstat_(¯_{λ,fλ̄)}(ζ_{n,m} (w)) for w ∈ S_{m+n−1} such that std(w|_{[n−m,n+m−1]}) ∉ B_{2m} (ζ2) iDes(w) = iDes(ζ_{n,m} (w)), and (ζ3) denoting w^′ = ζ_{n,m} (w), we have {w_{n−m+2i−1}, w_{n−m+2i} } = {w^′_{n−m+2i−1}, w^′_{n−m+2i} }] for 1 ≤ i ≤ m − 1, and w_i = w^′_i for 1 ≤ i ≤ n − m or i = n + m − 1.

In particular, we have ~H_{(μ̄,fμ̄)}[X ; q, t] − α ~H_{(λ̄,fλ̄)}[X ; q, t] 1 − α = � w∈S_{n+m−1} std(w|_{[n−m,n+m−1]} )∈B_{2m}

stat_{(μ̄,fμ̄)}(w)F_{iDes(w)}.

Moreover, for a filled diagram (D, f ) such that the restriction (D^′, f^′) to the j and j + 1-th columns is in V̄ (n,m;α), we have

~H_{(D,f )}[X ; q, t] − α ~H_{S̄ j (D,f )}[X ; q, t] 1 − α = � w stat_{(D,f )} F_{iDes(w)}, (4.10)

where the sum is over all w ∈ S_{|D|} such that std � (w ↓^D_′ � � �_{[n−m,n+m−1]}) � ∈ B_{2m} .

To prove Proposition 4.14, we first prove the following lemma as we need two auxiliary maps η^{(1)}_n and η^{(2)}_n for the construction of ζ_{n,m} .

Lemma 4.15. Recall the filled diagrams (μ^{(n)}, f_μ(n) ) and (λ^{(n)}, f_λ(n) ) in Figure 8. Then there are bijections η^{(1)}_n : {w ∈ S_{2n−1} : w_{2n−2} < w_{2n−1}} → {w ∈ S_{2n−1} : w_{2n−2} < w_{2n−1}} η^{(2)}_n : {w ∈ S_{2n−1} : w_{2n−2} > w_{2n−1}} → {w ∈ S_{2n−1} : w_{2n−2} > w_{2n−1}} satisfying the following three conditions:

(η1) � � � stat_{(μ}(n)_{,fμ(n) )}(w) = stat_{(λ}(n)_{,fλ(n) )}(η^{(1)}_n (w)), if w ∈ B_{2n−1} stat_{(μ}(n)_{,fμ(n) )}(w) = αstat_{(λ}(n)_{,fλ(n) )}(η^{(1)}_n (w)), if w ∉ B_{2n−1} � � � αstat_{(μ}(n)_{,fμ(n) )}(w) = stat_{(λ}(n)_{,fλ(n) )}(η^{(2)}_n (w)), if w ∈ B_{2n−1} stat_{(μ}(n)_{,fμ(n) )}(w) = stat_{(λ}(n)_{,fλ(n) )}(η^{(2)}_n (w)), if w ∉ B_{2n−1} (η2) iDes(w) = iDes(η^{(1)}_n (w)) and iDes(w) = iDes(η^{(2)}_n (w)) (η3) denoting w^′ = η^{(j )}(w), we have {w_{2i} , w_{2i+1}} = {w^′_{2i} , w^′_{2i+1}} for 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1, and w_1 = w^′_1 when j = 1,2.

Proof. We proceed by induction on n. For the base case n = 2, maps η^{(1)} and η^{(2)} are given as the identity maps. Assume that we have constructed the desired η^{(1)}_n and η^{(2)}_n . We also need maps ϕ_n and ψ_n in the proof of Proposition 4.3 to construct η^{(1)}_{n+1} and η^{(2)}_{n+1}.

(Construction of η^{(1)}_{n+1} from η^{(1)}_n ,η^{(2)}_n , ϕ_n and ψ_n ) Table 5 shows the ratio stat_{(μ}(n+1)_{,fμ(n+1) )}(w) stat_{(μ}(n)_{,fμ(n) )}(w_{[2n−1]}) and stat_{(λ}(n+1)_{,fλ(n+1) )}(w) stat_{(λ}(n)_{,fλ(n) )}(w_{[2n−1]}) according to std(w_{[2n−2,2n+1]}) such that w_{2n} < w_{2n+1} and Table 6 shows the construction of η^{(1)}_{n+1} for each case divided in Table 5. The condition (η2) follows from Lemma 4.6 (1a) and (2a). The condition (η3) is straightforward from the induction hypothesis and the construction. It remains to show (η1) and we will give proof for (Case1), (Case2), (Case3) and (Case4). The rest cases can be done with a similar argument.

(Case1): We have

stat_{(μ}(n+1)_{,fμ(n+1) )}(w) = stat_{(μ}(n)_{,fμ(n) )}(w_{[2n−1]}) = stat_{(λ}(n)_{,fλ(n) )}(ϕ_n(w_{[2n−1]})) = stat_{(λ}(n+1)_{,fλ(n+1) )}(η^{(1)}_{n+1}(w)), and std(w_{[2n−2,2n+1]}) = 1234 or 2134 implies w ∈ B_{2n+1}.

std(w_{[2n−2,2n+1]})

stat_{(μ(n+1),fμ(n+1) )}(w)

stat_{(μ(n),fμ(n) )}(w_{[2n−1]} ) std(w[2n−2,2n+1]) stat_{(λ(n+1),fλ(n+1) )}(w) stat_{(λ(n),fλ(n) )}(w_{[2n−1]} )

(Case1) 1234 1 1234 1 2134 1 2134 1 (Case2) 1324 q 1324 q (Case3) 3124 αa_n 3124 a_n (Case4) 1423 qa_n 1423 qαa_n 4123 αa_n 4123 a_n (Case5) 2314 qαa_n 2314 qa_n 3214 qαa_n 3214 qa_n (Case6) 2413 qαa^2_n 2413 qαa^2_n (Case7) 4213 qαa_n 4213 qa_n (Case8) 3412 qαa^2_n 3412 qαa^2_n 4312 qαa^2_n 4312 qαa^2_n TABLE 5. Ratios of stat when w_{2n} < w_{2n+1}

η^{(1)}_{n+1} (Case1) η^{(1)}_{n+1}(w) = (ϕ_n (w_{[2n−1]}), w_{2n} , w_{2n+1}) (Case2) η^{(1)}_{n+1}(w) = (η^1_n (w_{[2n−1]}), w_{2n} , w_{2n+1}) (Case3) η^{(1)}_{n+1}(w) = (η^2_n (w_{[2n−1]}), w_{2n} , w_{2n+1}) (Case4) η^{(1)}_{n+1}(w) = (ψ_n (w_{[2n−1]}), w_{2n} , w_{2n+1}) (Case5) η^{(1)}_{n+1}(w) = (ϕ_n (w_{[2n−1]}), w_{2n} , w_{2n+1}) (Case6) η^{(1)}_{n+1}(w) = (η^{(1)}_n (w_{[2n−1]}), w_{2n} , w_{2n+1}) (Case7) η^{(1)}_{n+1}(w) = (η^{(2)}_n (w_{[2n−1]}), w_{2n} , w_{2n+1}) (Case8) η^{(1)}_{n+1}(w) = (ϕ_n (w_{[2n−1]}), w_{2n} , w_{2n+1}) TABLE 6. Construction of η^{(1)}.

(Case2): We have

stat_{(μ(n+1),fμ(n+1) )}(w)

stat_{(λ(n+1),fλ(n+1) )}(η^{(1)}_{n+1}(w)) = q stat_{(μ(n),fμ(n) )}(w_{[2n−1]} )

q stat_{(λ(n),fλ(n) )}(η^{(1)}_n (w_{[2n−1]} )) = stat_{(μ(n),fμ(n) )}(w_{[2n−1]} )

stat_{(λ(n),fλ(n) )}(η^{(1)}_n (w_{[2n−1]} )) , and Lemma 4.10

(1) implies w ∈ B_{2n+1} if and only if std(w_{[2n−1]}) ∈ B_{2n−1}. Therefore the condition (η1) follows from the induction hypothesis (η1) for η^{(1)}_n .

(Case3): We have

stat_{(μ(n+1),fμ(n+1) )}(w)

stat_{(λ(n+1),fλ(n+1) )}(η^{(1)}_{n+1}(w)) = αstat_{(μ(n),fμ(n) )}(w_{[2n−1]} )

stat_{(λ(n),fλ(n) )}(η^{(2)}_n (w_{[2n−1]} )) , and Lemma 4.10 (1) implies w ∈ B2n+1

if and only if std(w_{[2n−1]}) ∈ B_{2n−1}. Therefore the condition (η1) follows from the induction hypothesis (η1) for η^{(2)}_n .

(Case4): Recall the definition of stat^{(1)} and stat^{(2)} in (4.5). We have stat_{(μ}(n+1)_{,fμ(n+1) )}(w)

stat_{(λ}(n+1)_{,fλ(n+1) )}(η^{(1)}_{n+1}(w)) = a_n stat^{(1)}_{(μ(n) ,fμ(n) )}(w_{[2n−1]})

a_n stat^{(2)}_{(λ(n),fλ(n) )}(ψ_n (w_{[2n−1]}))

= 1,

and std(w_{[2n−2,2n+1]}) = 1423 or 4123 implies w ∈ B_{2n+1}.

(Construction of η^{(2)}_{n+1} from η^{(1)}_n ,η^{(2)}_n , ϕ_n and ψ_n ) Table 7 shows stat_{(μ}(n+1)_{,fμ(n+1) )}(w) stat_{(μ}(n)_{,fμ(n) )}(w_{[2n−1]}) and stat_{(λ}(n+1)_{,fλ(n+1) )}(w) stat_{(λ}(n)_{,fλ(n) )}(w_{[2n−1]}) according to std(w_{[2n−2,2n+1]}) such that w_{2n} > w_{2n+1}. Table 8 shows the construction of η^{(2)}_{n+1} for each case divided in Table 7. One can similarly prove that η^{(2)}_{n+1} satisfies (η1), (η2) and (η3).

std(w_{[2n−2,2n+1])}

stat_{(μ(n+1),fμ(n+1) )}(w)

stat_{(μ(n),fμ(n) )}(w_{[2n−1]} ) std(w[2n−2,2n+1]) stat_{(λ(n+1),fλ(n+1) )}(w) stat_{(λ(n),fλ(n) )}(w_{[2n−1]} )

(Case1) 1243 q 1243 q 2143 q 2143 q (Case2) 1342 qa_n 1342 qαa_n (Case3) 3142 q 3142 q (Case4) 1432 q^2a_n 1432 q^2αa_n 4132 qαa_n 4132 qa_n (Case5) 2341 qa_n 2341 qαa_n 3241 qa_n 3241 qαa_n (Case6) 2431 q^2a_n 2431 q^2αa_n (Case7) 4231 qαa^2_n 4231 qαa^2_n (Case8) 3421 q^2αa^2_n 3421 q^2αa^2_n 4321 q^2αa^2_n 4321 q^2αa^2_n TABLE 7. Ratios of stat when w_{2n} > w_{2n+1}.

η^{(2)}_{n+1} (Case1) η^{(2)}_{n+1}(w) = (ϕ_n (w_{[2n−1]}), w_{2n} , w_{2n+1}) (Case2) η^{(2)}_{n+1}(w) = (η^1_n (w_{[2n−1]}), w_{2n} , w_{2n+1}) (Case3) η^{(2)}_{n+1}(w) = (η^2_n (w_{[2n−1]}), w_{2n} , w_{2n+1}) (Case4) η^{(2)}_{n+1}(w) = (ψ_n (w_{[2n−1]}), w_{2n} , w_{2n+1}) (Case5) η^{(2)}_{n+1}(w) = (ϕ_n (w_{[2n−1]}), w_{2n} , w_{2n+1}) (Case6) η^{(2)}_{n+1}(w) = (η^{(1)}_n (w_{[2n−1]}), w_{2n} , w_{2n+1}) (Case7) η^{(2)}_{n+1}(w) = (η^{(2)}_n (w_{[2n−1]}), w_{2n} , w_{2n+1}) (Case8) η^{(2)}_{n+1}(w) = (ϕ_n (w_{[2n−1]}), w_{2n} , w_{2n+1}) TABLE 8. Construction of η^{(2)}_{n+1}.

□

Proof of Proposition 4.14). It suffices to show the claim when m and n differ by one. Let (μ̄^{(n)}, f_{μ̄}(n) ) and (λ̄^{(n)}, f_{λ̄}(n) ) be the filled diagrams as depicted below, where a_i ∈ F for i = 1,2,... ,n − 1.

(μ̄^{(n)}, f_{μ̄}(n) ) = qα

αa_1 a_1

αa_2 a_2 . . . . αa_{n−1}

(λ̄^{(n)}, f_{λ̄}(n) ) = α

a_1 αa_1

a_2 αa_2 . . . . a_{n−1}

It is enough to construct a bijection ζ_n := ζ_{n+1,n} : S_{2n} → S_{2n} satisfying the following three conditions:

(ζ1) � � � stat_{(μ̄}(n)_{,fμ̄(n) )}(w) = stat_{(λ̄}(n)_{,fλ̄(n) )}(ζ_n (w)), for w ∈ S_{2n} such that w ∈ B_{2n} stat_{(μ̄(n),f} (n)_{μ̄ )}(w) = αstat_{(λ̄(n),f} (n)_{λ̄ )}(ζ_n (w)) for w ∈ S_{2n} such that w ∉ B_{2n} , (ζ2) iDes(w) = iDes(ζ_n (w)), and (ζ3) denoting w^′ = ζ_n (w),we have{w_{2i} , w_{2i+1}} = {w^′_{2i} , w^′_{2i+1}} for 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1 and w_1 = w^′_1 and w_{2n} = w^′_{2n}.

Recall the filled diagrams (μ^{(n)}, f_μ(n) ) an (λ^{(n)}, f_λ(n) ) in Figure 8. We have stat_{(μ̄}(n)_{,fμ̄(n) )}(w) stat_{(μ}(n)_{,fμ(n) )}(w_{[2n−1]})

= q^{χ(w2n−1 >w2n )}(αa_{n−1})^{χ(w2n−2 >w2n )}

stat_{(λ̄}(n)_{,fλ̄(n) )}(w) stat_{(λ}(n)_{,fλ(n) )}(w_{[2n−1]})

= q^{χ(w2n−1 >w2n )}(a_{n−1})^{χ(w2n−2 >w2n )}.

Table 9 shows the ratios stat_{(μ̄}(n)_{,fμ̄(n) )}(w) stat_{(μ}(n)_{,fμ(n) )}(w_{[2n−1]}) and stat_(¯_λ(n)_{,fλ̄(n) )}(w) stat_{(λ}(n)_{,fλ(n) )}(w_{[2n−1]}) according to std(w_{[2n−2,2n]}). Recall the maps ϕ_n in Proposition 4.3 and η^{(1)} and η^{(2)} in Lemma 4.15. Table 10 shows the construction of ζ_n for each case divided in Table 9. The condition (ζ3) follows from (ϕ3) for ϕ_n and (η3) for η^{(1)}_n and η^{(2)}_n . The condition (ζ2) follows easily from the fact that the maps ϕ_n , η^{(1)}_n and η^{(2)}_n preserve iDes. Now we show that ζ_n satisfies (ζ1).

(Case1): We have

stat_{(μ̄}(n)_{,fμ̄(n) )}(w) = stat_{(μ}(n)_{,fμ(n) )}(w_{[2n−1]}) = stat_{(λ}(n)_{,fλ(n) )}(ϕ_n (w_{[2n−1]})) = stat_(¯_λ(n)_{,fλ̄(n) )}(ζ^{(1)}_n (w)), std(w_{[2n−2,2n])}

stat_{(μ̄(n),fμ̄(n) )}(w) stat_{(μ(n),fμ(n) )}(w_{[2n−1]} ) std(w[2n−2,2n]) stat_{(λ̄(n),fλ̄(n) )}(w) stat_{(λ(n),fλ(n) )}(w_{[2n−1]} )

(Case1) 123 1 123 1 213 1 213 1 (Case2) 132 q 132 q (Case3) 312 αa_{n−1} 312 a_{n−1} (Case4) 231 qαa_{n−1} 231 qa_{n−1} 321 qαa_{n−1} 321 qa_{n−1} TABLE 9. Ratios of stat.

ζ_n (Case1) ζ_n (w) = (ϕ_n (w_{[2n−1]}), w_{2n} ) (Case2) ζ_n (w) = (η^{(1)}_n (w_{[2n−1]}), w_{2n} ) (Case3) ζ_n (w) = (η^{(2)}_n (w_{[2n−1]}), w_{2n} ) (Case4) ζ_n (w) = (ϕ_n (w_{[2n−1]}), w_{2n} ) TABLE 10. Construction of ζ_n .

and std(w_{[2n−2,2n]}) = 123 or 213 implies w ∈ B_{2n} .

(Case2): We have stat_{(μ̄}(n)_{,fμ̄(n) )}(w) stat_{(λ̄}(n)_{,fλ̄(n) )}(ζ_n (w)) = q stat_{(μ}(n)_{,fμ(n) )}(w_{[2n−1]}) q stat_{(λ}(n)_{,fλ(n) )}(η^{(1)}_n (w_{[2n−1]})) = stat_{(μ}(n)_{,fμ(n) )}(w_{[2n−1]}) stat_{(λ}(n)_{,fλ(n) )}(η^{(1)}_n (w_{[2n−1]})) ,

and Lemma 4.10 (2) implies w ∈ B_{2n} if and only if std(w_{[2n−1]}) ∈ B_{2n−1}. Therefore the condition (ζ1) follows from (η1) for η^{(1)}_n .

(Case3): We have stat_{(μ̄}(n)_{,fμ̄(n) )}(w) stat_{(λ̄}(n)_{,fλ̄(n) )}(ζ_n (w)) = αstat_{(μ}(n)_{,fμ(n) )}(w_{[2n−1]}) stat_{(λ}(n)_{,fλ(n) )}(η^{(2)}_n (w_{[2n−1]})) ,

and Lemma 4.10 (2) implies w ∈ B_{2n} if and only if std(w_{[2n−1]}) ∈ B_{2n−1}. Therefore the condition (ζ1) follows from (η1) for η^{(2)}_n .

(Case4): We have stat_{(μ̄}(n)_{,fμ̄(n) )}(w) stat_{(λ̄}(n)_{,fλ̄(n) )}(ζ_n (w)) = αstat_{(μ}(n)_{,fμ(n) )}(w_{[2n−1]}) stat_{(λ}(n)_{,fλ(n) )}(ϕ_n (w_{[2n−1]}))

= α,

and std(w_{[2n−2,2n]}) = 231 or 321 implies w ∉ B_{2n} . □

5. COMBINATORIAL FORMULA FOR I_{λ,μ}[X ; q, t] 5.1. Proof of Theorem 1.3. Let ν be a partition and μ,λ ⊆ ν be two distinct partitions such that |ν/λ| = |ν/μ| = 1. Without loss of generality, we may assume that λ ⊵ μ, i.e., μ is a partition obtained from λ by moving a single cell to the upper row. Then there exist i < j , that λ and μ are of the form μ = [[a_1],[a_2],... ,[a_{j −1}],[a_j − 1],[a_{j +1}],... ,[a_ℓ]], λ = [[a_1],[a_2],... ,[a_{i−1}],[a_i − 1],[a_{i+1} ],... ,[a_ℓ]].

We first deform (μ, f^{st}_μ ) and (λ, f^{st}_λ ) by applying the operators S_k ’s and cyc to get D_{λ,μ}(μ, f^{st}_μ ) and D_{λ,μ}(λ, f^{st}_λ ) (Definition 5.1). Then we show that D_{λ,μ}(μ, f^{st}_μ ) and D_{λ,μ}(λ, f^{st}_λ ) are related by the operator S̄_{ℓ−1} (Lemma 5.3). Finally, we prove Theorem 1.3.

Definition 5.1. Let λ and μ be partitions of the form

μ = [[a_1],[a_2],... ,[a_{j −1}],[a_j − 1],[a_{j +1}],... ,[a_ℓ]], λ = [[a_1],[a_2],... ,[a_{i−1}],[a_i − 1],[a_{i+1} ],... ,[a_ℓ]], for some i < j . We let D_{λ,μ}(μ, f^{st}_μ ) to be the filled diagram obtained by performing the following steps to (μ, f^{st}_μ ).

• (Step1) We apply the sequence of operators (S_{ℓ−1} ...S_{i+1})(S_1 ...S_{j −1}) to (μ, f^{st}_μ ). In other words, we move the j -th column of (μ, f^{st}_μ ) to the far left and the i + 1-th column (used to be the i -th column of (μ, f^{st}_μ )) to the far right.

• (Step2) We apply the operator cyc.

We let D_{λ,μ}(λ, f^{st}_λ ) to be the filled diagram obtained by performing the following steps to (λ, f^{st}_λ ).

• (Step1) We apply the sequence of operators (S_1 ...S_{i−1})(S_{ℓ−1} ...S_j ) to (λ, f^{st}_λ ). In other words, we move the j -th column of (λ, f^{st}_λ ) to the far right and the i -th column of (λ, f^{st}_λ ) to the far left.

• (Step2) We apply the operator cyc. See Figure 1 for the pictorial description.

Lemma 5.2. While performing (Step1) in Definition 5.1, the condition (4.1) is always satisfied. Proof. We will give a proof when we perform (Step1) to (λ, f^{st}_λ ). The remaining case can be proved in a similar way.

Assume we moved the j -th column of (λ, f^{st}_λ ) to the right n-times by applying the sequence of operators (S_{j +n−1} ...S_j ) and denote the resulting filled diagram with (D^{(n)}, f_D(n) ). Then the j -th column of (λ, f^{st}_λ ) now corresponds to the (j + n)-th column of (D^{(n)}, f_D(n) ) and by (4.3), we have f_D(n) (x, j + n) = q^{−cx} f^{st}_λ (x, j ) where c_x is the number of (x − 1) in the multi-set {a_{j +1},... , a_{j +n} }. It is easy to check c_{a j +n+1+1} + arm_λ(a_{j +n+1} + 1, j ) = n, c_x = 0, if 1 < x ≤ a_{j +n+1} arm_λ(x, j ) = arm_λ(x, j + n + 1) + n + 1, if 1 < x ≤ a_{j +n+1}.

We conclude for 1 < x ≤ a_{j +n+1},

f_D(n) (x, j + n) = q^{−armλ(x,j )} t^{a j −x+1} = � q^{−n−1}t^{a j −a j +n+1} � q^{−armλ(x,j +n+1)} t^{a j +n+1−x+1} �

= � q^{−1} f_D(n) (a_{j +n+1} + 1, j + n) � f_D(n) (x, j + n + 1) � . The condition (4.1) is satisfied so we can apply the operator S_{j +n} to (D^{(n)}, f_D(n) ).

With the same argument, we can show that the condition (4.1) is always satisfied while moving the i -th column of (λ, f^{st}_λ ) to the far left. □

Lemma 5.2 shows the validity of (Step1) in Definition 5.1.

Lemma 5.3. Let λ and μ be partitions in Definition 5.1. Then the restriction to the last two columns of D_{λ,μ}(μ, f^{st}_μ ) is in V̄ (a_i , a_j ;^{Tμ}_{Tλ} ) and we have D_{λ,μ}(λ, f^{st}_λ ) = S̄_{ℓ−1} � D_{λ,μ}(μ, f^{st}_μ ) � . Proof. It is easy to check that for y ≠ i , j we have � � � � � q f^{st}_μ (x, y) = f^{st}_λ (x, y), if x = a_i and y < i

f^{st}_μ (x, y) = q f^{st}_λ (x, y), if x = a_j and y < j f^{st}_μ (x, y) = f^{st}_λ (x, y), otherwise.

(5.1)

Denoting D_{λ,μ}(μ, f^{st}_μ ) = (D_μ, f_{Dμ} ) and D_{λ,μ}(λ, f^{st}_λ ) = (D_λ, f_{Dλ} ), we have

D_μ = [[a_1],... , ^[a_i ],... , ^[a_j ],... ,[a_ℓ],[a_i ],[a_j ] \ {1}]

D_λ = [[a_1],... , ^[a_i ],... , ^[a_j ],... ,[a_ℓ],[a_j ],[a_i ] \ {1}].

We first claim that the fillings f_{Dμ} and f_{Dλ} are same on the first (ℓ − 2) columns.

For 1 ≤ y ≤ i −1, y-th column of μ (respectively λ) swaps with j -th column (respectively i -th column) of μ (respectively λ) in (Step1). By (4.3), we obtain � f_{Dμ} (x, y) = q^{−1} f^{st}_μ (x, y), if x = a_j f_{Dμ} (x, y) = f^{st}_μ (x, y),otherwise , � f_{Dλ} (x, y) = q^{−1} f^{st}_λ (x, y), if x = a_i f_{Dλ} (x, y) = f^{st}_λ (x, y),otherwise . For i ≤ y ≤ j −2, y-th column of D_μ (respectively D_λ) corresponds to (y +1)-th column of μ (respectively λ). Note that (y +1)-th column of μ swaps with i -th column and j -th column of μ in (Step1), but the filling on (y+1)-th column only changes when it swaps with a column of smaller length, which is the j -th column of μ. On the other hand, (y +1)-th column of λ does not swap with other columns in (Step1). Therefore we get � f_{Dμ} (x, y) = q^{−1} f^{st}_μ (x, y), if x = a_j f_{Dμ} (x, y) = f^{st}_μ (x, y),otherwise

, f_{Dλ} (x, y) = f^{st}_λ (x, y).

For j −1 ≤ y ≤ ℓ−2, y-th column of D_μ (respectively D_λ) corresponds to (y +2)-th column of μ (respectively λ). In (Step1), (y +2)-th column of μ (respectively λ) does not swap with a column whose length is smaller than that of (y + 2)-th column of μ (respectively λ). We simply have

f_{Dμ} (x, y) = f^{st}_μ (x, y), f_{Dλ} (x, y) = f^{st}_λ (x, y).

In conclusion, combining above three cases and (5.1), we have f_{Dμ} (x, y) = f_{Dλ} (x, y) when 1 ≤ y ≤ ℓ − 2. Let (D_1, f_{D1} ) (respectively (D_2, f_{D2} )) be the filled subdiagram of D_{λ,μ}(μ, f^{st}_μ ) (respectively D_{λ,μ}(λ, f^{st}_λ )) obtained by restricting to the last two columns. It remains to show that (D_1, f_{D1} ) ∈ V̄ (a_i , a_j ;^{Tμ}_{Tλ} ) and (D_2, f_{D2} ) = S̄(D_1, f_{D1} ). Note that in (Step1), i -th column of μ swaps with i + 1,...,ℓ-th columns of μ and j -th column of μ only swaps with columns that are longer than j -th column. Therefore we have,

f_{D1} (x,1) = q^{−cx} f^{st}_μ (x,i ), f_{D1} (x + 1,2) = f^{st}_μ (x, j )

where c_x is the number of (x − 1) in the multi-set {a_{i+1},..., a_j − 1,... , a_ℓ}. Similarly, we have

f_{D2} (x,1) = q^{−dx} f^{st}_λ (x, j ), f_{D2} (x + 1,2) = f^{st}_λ (x,i )

where d_x is the number of (x − 1) in the multi-set {a_{j +1},... , a_ℓ}.

For x > 1, we have c_x + arm_μ(x,i ) = arm_μ(x − 1,i ). Since a_{j −1} ≥ a_j as λ is a partition, we obtain

q^{−1} f_{D1} (a_j + 1,1) = q^{−1−armμ(a j ,i)} t^{legμ(a j +1,1)+1} = q^{i−j} t^{ai −a j} =

T_μ T_λ

. (5.2)

Now for 2 < x ≤ a_j it is easy to check that arm_μ(x − 1,i ) = j − i + arm_μ(x − 1, j ). We conclude

f_{D1} (x,1) = q^{−armμ(x−1,i)} t^{ai −x+1} = � q^{i−j} t^{ai −a j} � q^{−armμ(x−1,j )} t^{a j −x+1} � = q^{−1} f_{D1} (a_j + 1,1)f_{D1} (x,2). (5.3)

Since (5.2) and (5.3) are conditions in (4.9), we have shown that (D_1, f_{D1} ) ∈ V̄ (n,m;^{Tμ}_{Tλ} ). The claim (D_2, f_{D2} ) = S̄(D_1, f_{D1} ) follows with the similar argument. □ Example 5.4. Let μ = [[4],[4],[3],[1],[1]] and λ = [[4],[3],[3],[2],[1]]. First of all, the filled diagram (μ, f^{st}_μ ) is

q^{−1}t t

q^{−2}t^2 q^{−1}t^2 t

q^{−2}t^3 q^{−1}t^3 t^2

.

After applying the sequence of operators (S_4S_3)(S_1S_2S_3) to move the fourth column to the far left and the second column to the far right, we obtain the filled diagram

q^{−1}t q^{−1}t

q^{−2}t^2 t q^{−1}t^2

q^{−3}t^3 q^{−1}t^2 q^{−3}t^3

.

Then by applying cyc, we have the filled diagram D_{λ,μ}(μ, f^{st}_μ )

q^{−1}t q^{−1}t

q^{−2}t^2 t q^{−1}t^2

q^{−3}t^3 q^{−1}t^2 q^{−3}t^3

.

On the other hand, the filled diagram (λ, f^{st}_λ ) is

t

q^{−2}t^2 q^{−1}t t

q^{−3}t^3 q^{−2}t^2 q^{−1}t^2 t

.

After applying the sequence of operators (S_1)(S_4) to move the second column to the far left and the fourth column to the far right, we obtain the filled diagram

q^{−1}t

q^{−1}t q^{−2}t^2 t

q^{−2}t^2 q^{−3}t^3 q^{−1}t^2 q^{−1}t

.

Then by applying cyc, we have the filled diagram D_{λ,μ}(λ, f^{st}_λ )

q^{−1}t q^{−1}t

q^{−2}t^2 t q^{−2}t^2

q^{−3}t^3 q^{−1}t^2 q^{−1}t

.

We can check that the first three columns of D_{λ,μ}(μ, f^{st}_μ ) and D_{λ,μ}(λ, f^{st}_λ ) coincide, and the last two columns of D_{λ,μ}(μ, f^{st}_μ ) is in V̄ (4,2; q^{−2} t^2), where q^{−2}t^2 =^{Tμ}_{Tλ} . In addition, the last two columns of D_{λ,μ}(λ, f^{st}_λ ) is obtained by applying T̄ to the last two columns of D_{λ,μ}(μ, f^{st}_μ ).

Definition 5.5. Let ν be a partition and λ,μ ⊆ ν be two distinct partitions such that |ν/λ| = |ν/μ| = 1. Without loss of generality, we let μ be a partition obtained from λ by moving a single cell to the upper row and write

μ = [[a_1],[a_2],... ,[a_{j −1}],[a_j − 1],[a_{j +1}],... ,[a_ℓ]], λ = [[a_1],[a_2],... ,[a_{i−1}],[a_i − 1],[a_{i+1} ],... ,[a_ℓ]],

for some i < j . We denote the shape of D_{λ,μ}(μ, f^{st}_μ ) with D_μ and let D^′ be its subdiagram obtained by restricting to the last two columns. We define

B_{λ,μ} : = � w ∈ S_{|μ|} : std � (w ↓^{Dμ}_{D′} � � �_{[ai −a j ,ai +a j +1]}) � ∈ B_{2a j} �

stat_{λ,μ} : = statD_{λ,μ(μ,f} st_{μ )} .

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Without loss of generality, we let μ be the partition obtained from λ by moving a single cell to the upper row. By Lemma 3.6 and Proposition 4.3, we have ~H_μ[X ; q, t] = ~HD_{λ,μ(μ,f stμ )}[X ; q, t], ~H_λ[X ; q, t] = ~HD_{λ,μ(λ,f stλ )}[X ; q, t].

Therefore, we obtain I_{λ,μ}[X ; q, t] =

T_λ ~H_μ[X ; q, t] − T_μ ~H_λ[X ; q, t]

T_λ − T_μ = ~HD_{λ,μ(μ,f stμ )}[X ; q, t] −^{Tμ}_{Tλ} ~HD_{λ,μ(λ,f stλ )}[X ; q, t] 1 −^{Tμ}_{Tλ} . Now Lemma 5.3 and (4.10) complete the proof. □ 5.2. Butler words and monomial symmetric function expansion. In this subsection, based on Theorem 1.3 we provide a monomial symmetric function expansion for I_{λ,μ}[X ; q, t]. A weight of a word w is (m_1,m_2,... ), where m_i is the number of i ’s in w. Now, for a partition ϵ, we say that w is a Butler word of type λ,μ with weight ϵ if the weight of w is ϵ and std(w) ∈ B_{λ,μ}. We define B^ϵ_{λ,μ} to be the set of Butler words of type λ,μ with weight ϵ.

Recall that F_α = � α⪰β M_β, m_λ = � α: permutation of λ

M_α,

where α ⪰ β means that we can obtain α by adding together adjacent parts of β. For a partition ϵ, it is straightforward to see that F_{iDes(w)} contains M_ϵ if and only if w = std(w^′) for some word w^′ of weight ϵ. Since we know that I_{λ,μ}[X ; q, t] is the symmetric function, to get the coefficient of m_ϵ it is enough to compute the coefficient of M_ϵ. Therefore we have the following monomial symmetric function expansion of I_{λ,μ}[X ; q, t].

Corollary 5.6. Let ν be a partition and λ,μ ⊆ ν be two distinct partitions such that |ν/λ| = |ν/μ| = 1. Then we have I_{λ,μ}[X ; q, t] = � ϵ⊢n � w∈B^ϵ_{λ,μ}

stat_{λ,μ}(w)m_ϵ[X ],

where |λ| = |μ| = n.

5.3. Specialization at q = t = 1. Recall that the modified Macdonald polynomial ~H_μ[X ; q, t] for any partition μ ⊢ n at q = t = 1 gives h_{(1}n_)[X ], which is the Frobenius characteristic of the regular representation C[S_n ] of S_n . We give an analogous result for I_{λ,μ}[X ; q, t].

Corollary 5.7. Let ν be a partition and λ,μ ⊆ ν be two distinct partitions such that |ν/λ| = |ν/μ| = 1.. Then we have I_{λ,μ}[X ;1,1] = h_{(2,1}n−2_)[X ], which only depends on the size |μ| = |λ| = n.

Proof. Note that the set B_{λ,μ} can be described as {w ∈ S_n : std(w|_A′ ) ∈ B_{|A}′_|} for some subset A^′ ⊆ [n]. We conclude I_{λ,μ}[X ;1,1] = � w∈B_{λ,μ}

F_{iDes(w)} = � {w∈S_n :std(w|_A′ )∈B_{|A}′_|}

F_{iDes(w)} = (h_1)^{n−|A′|}( � v∈B_{|A|}′

F_{iDes(v)}).

Here, the last equation follows from Lemma 4.11. Now the proof follows from Proposition 4.12. □

6. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.5

6.1. LLT polynomials. This subsection covers the background for LLT polynomials. The original definition of LLT polynomials involves ribbon tableaux and spin statistics. After that, another model was discovered by Haiman and Bylund (See [HHLRU05]) and two models can be directly related via Littlewood quotient map (sometimes called the Stanton–White correspondence [SW85]). Later, Assaf found a fundamental quasisymmetric function expansion of LLT polynomials [Ass07], which we take as a definition.

Let ν = (ν^{(1)},ν^{(2)},...) be a tuple of skew partitions. For a standard tableau T = (T^{(1)},T^{(2)},...) of shape ν, an inversion of T is a pair of cells u ∈ ν^{(i)} and v ∈ ν^{(j )} such that T^{(i)}(u) > T^{(j )}(v) and either

• i < j and c(u) = c(v), or • i > j and c(u) = c(v) + 1,

where c(u) is a content of the cell u = (i , j ) which is i − j . Denote by inv(T ) the number of inversions in T . For a tuple of skew shapes, the reading order is a total order on cells such that u < v if c(u) < c(v) or c(u) = c(v) and u is at the left of v. A reading word for a semistandard tableau of a tuple of skew shapes is a word recording the filling according to the reading order. We denote the reading word of a tablaeu T by rw(T ). Finally, the LLT polynomial LLTν [X ; q] is defined by

LLTν [X ; q] := � T ∈SYT(ν) q^{inv(}T^)F_{iDes(rw(T ))}.

Here, we summarize properties of LLT polynomials. By specializing q = 1, LLT polynomials are the product of the skew Schur functions:

LLT_ν[X ;1] = � i≥1 s_ν(i ) [X ].

Thus, LLT polynomials are q-analogues of the product of the skew Schur functions. Although it is not direct from the definition, LLT polynomials are indeed a symmetric functions [LLT97; HHL05]. The prominent result of Haiman and Grojnowski [GH07] shows that LLT polynomials are Schur positive. Their proof rely on Kazhdan-Lusztig theory of Hecke algebra of affine type A_n . However, their proof does not provide a combinatorial formula for the Schur coefficients.

Two F-linear combinations � ν aν (q, t)LLTν [X ; q] and � μ bμ(q, t)LLTμ[X ; q] of LLT polynomials are called

LLT equivalent, which we denote � ν aν (q, t)LLTν [X ; q] ≡ � μ bμ(q, t)LLTμ[X ; q], if for every tuple of skew

partitions λ, we have � ν aν (q, t)LLT_(ν_,λ_)[X ; q] = � μ bμ(q, t)LLT_(μ_,λ_)[X ; q].

Here, for a tuple ν of skew partitions, (ν,λ) indicates a tuple of skew partitions obtained by concatenating λ after ν. We will frequently abuse the notation to denote the LLT equivalence by: � ν aν (q, t)ν ≡ � μ bμ(q, t)μ.

To prove LLT equivalence, it suffices to construct a bijection Φ : ∪_ν SYT(ν) → ∪_μ SYT(μ) satisfying the following:

(Φ1) aν (q, t)inv(T ) = bμ(q, t)inv(Φ(T )) (Φ2) iDes(rw(T )) = iDes(rw(Φ(T ))), and (Φ3) {T (u) : c(u) = m} = {Φ(T )(u) : c(u) = m} for all m.

6.2. LLT expansion of the (generalized) modified Macdonald polynomials. A ribbon is a connected skew partition containing no 2 × 2 block of cells. Note that the contents of the cells of a ribbon are consecutive integers. The descent set of a ribbon R is the set of contents c(u) of those cells u = (i , j ) ∈ R such that the cell v = (i − 1, j ) directly below u also belongs to R. For an interval I = [r,r + s], there is a natural one-to-one correspondence between ribbons of content I and subsets S ⊆ I \{r } by considering the descent set of each ribbon. We denote the ribbon with a content set I and a descent set S by R_I (S). For the special case, a ribbon of size 1 is called a cell. We denote a cell of content a by C_a = R_{{a}}(�).

For a diagram D, and a subset of cells S ⊆ {(i , j ) ∈ D} \ {bottom cells of D}, let S^{(j )} := {i : (i , j ) ∈ S}.

For a diagram D = [D^{(1)},D^{(2)},...,] and a subset S of D without bottom cells of D, R_D (S) is a tuple of ribbons defined by R_D (S) := (R_D(1) (S^{(1)}),R_D(2) (S^{(2)}),...).

This allows us to give an expansion of the modified Macdonald polynomials for a filled diagram into LLT polynomials indexed by tuples of ribbons: For a filled diagram (D, f ), we have ~H_{(D,f )}[X ; q, t] = � S f (S)LLTR_{D (S)}[X ; q], (6.1)

where the sum is over all subsets S ⊆ D which contains no bottom cell, and f (S) := � u∈S f (u).

With the notations in Proposition 4.3, the identity ~H_{(μ,fμ )}[X ; q, t] = ~H_{(λ,fλ)}[X ; q, t]

can be written in terms of LLT polynomials using (6.1). Moreover, the map ϕ_{n,m} serves as a bijection satisfying (Φ1), (Φ2), and (Φ3) (which corresponds to (ϕ1), (ϕ2), and (ϕ3), respectively). Thus we have ~H_{(μ,fμ )}[X ; q, t] ≡ ~H_{(λ,fλ )}[X ; q, t],

which implies (4.4).

6.3. Proof of Theorem 1.5. Let μ be a partition obtained from λ by moving a single cell in the first or the second row to the upper row. Then the last two columns of D_{λ,μ}(μ, f^{st}_μ ) is in V̄ (n,m;^{Tμ}_{Tλ} ) for m = 1 or 2. It suffices to show the following lemma.

Lemma 6.1. Let (D, f ) ∈ V̄ (n,m;α) and (D^′, f^′) = S̄(D, f ). Then ~H_{(D,f )}[X ; q, t] − α ~H_{(D′ ,f ′)}[X ; q, t] 1 − α is LLT equivalent to a positive linear combination of LLT polynomials, for m = 1 or 2.

Proof of Theorem 1.5). By Lemma 6.1, we can write I_{λ,μ}[X ; q, t] as a positive linear combination of LLT polynomials, implying the Schur positivity. □

To prove Lemma 6.1, we need various LLT equivalences. We use Proposition 6.2, whose proof is straightforward, to show Lemma 6.1 for m = 1. Then we use Proposition 6.3 to show Lemma 6.1 for m = 2. See Figure 10 for the pictorial description of Proposition 6.3.

Proposition 6.2. Let V be a vertical strip, and H be a horizontal strip of content 1,2. Then we have the following LLT equivalence: (C_1,C_2) ≡ q(V ) + (H).

Proposition 6.3. [Mil19] Let V_1 = (1,1) be a vertical strip of contents 1,2, V_2 = (1,1,1)/(1) be a vertical strip of contents 2,3, H_1 = (2,2)/(2) be a horizontal strip of contents 1,2, H_2 = (2,2,2)/(2,2) be a horizontal strip of contents 2,3, and S = (2,2,2)/(2). Then we have the following LLT equivalences:

(1) (R_{[3]}({3}),C2) ≡ q(S) + q^{−1}(H_1,V_2). (2) (R_{[3]}({2}),C2) ≡ q(S) + (V_1, H_2). (3) (H_1, H_2) ≡ q^2(S) + (R_{[3]}(�),C2). (4) (V_1,V_2) ≡ q(S) + q(R_{[3]}({2,3}),C_2).

Proof of Lemma 6.1 for m = 1). It suffices to show when n = m + 1 = 2. Consider the filled diagrams (D, f ) and (D^′, f^′) as below:

(D, f ) = qα , and (D^′, f^′) = .

Now, let V = R([2],{2}) be the vertical strip and H = R([2],�) be the horizontal strip. By (6.1), we have ~H_{(D,f )}[X ; q, t] = qαLLT_{(V )}[X ; q] + LLT_{(H)}[X ; q],

and by (6.1) and Proposition 6.2, we have ~H_{(D′,f ′)}[X ; q, t] = LLT_{(C1 ,C2)}[X ; q] ≡ q LLT_{(V )}[X ; q] + LLT_{(H)}[X ; q].

Therefore we conclude ~H_{(μ,fμ )}[X ; q, t] − α ~H_{(λ,fλ )}[X ; q, t] 1 − α

≡ LLT_{(H)}[X ; q]. □ Proof of Lemma 6.1 for m = 2). Let n = m +1 = 3 and consider the filled diagrams (D, f ) and (D^′, f^′) as below:

(D, f ) = qα

αβ , and (D^′, f^′) = α

β .

Now, let R_1 = R([3],�), R_2 = R([3],{3}), R_3 = R([3],{2}), and R_4 = R([3],{1,2}). By (6.1), we have ~H_{(μ,fμ )}[X ; q, t] = LLT_{(R1,C2 )}[X ; q] + qαLLT_{(R2,C2 )}[X ; q] + αβLLT_{(R3,C2)}[X ; q] + qα^2βLLT_{(R4,C2)}[X ; q], ~H_{(λ,fλ)}[X ; q, t] = LLT_{(H1,H2)}[X ; q] + αLLT_{(H1,V2)}[X ; q] + βLLT_{(V1,H2)}[X ; q] + αβLLT_{(V1,V2)}[X ; q].

Applying Proposition 6.3 (1) and (2) to LLT_{(R2,C2)}[X ; q] and LLT_{(R3,C2 )}[X ; q], we have ~H_{(μ,fμ )}[X ; q, t] ≡ LLT_{(R1,C2)}[X ; q] + qα(q LLT_{(S)}[X ; q] + q^{−1} LLT_{(H1,V2)}[X ; q]) + αβ(q LLT_{(S)}[X ; q] + LLT_{(V1,H2)}[X ; q]) + qα^2βLLT_{(R4,C2)}[X ; q].

Now we apply Proposition 6.3 (3) and (4) to LLT_{(H1,H2)}[X ; q] and LLT_{(V1,V2)}[X ; q] to get ~H_{(λ,fλ)}[X ; q, t] ≡ (q^2 LLT_{(S)}[X ; q] + LLT_{(R1,C2)}[X ; q]) + αLLT_{(H1,V2)}[X ; q] + βLLT_{(V1,H2)}[X ; q] + αβ(q LLT_{(S)}[X ; q] + q LLT_{(R4,C 2)}[X ; q]).

Therefore we conclude ~H_{(μ,fμ)}[X ; q, t] − α ~H_{(λ,fλ )}[X ; q, t] 1 − α

≡ LLT_{(R1,C2 )}[X ; q] + αLLT_{(H1,V2)}[X ; q] + qαβLLT_{(S)}[X ; q]. □ Remark 6.4. One might hope to show Theorem 1.5 for the general case, i.e. ν/λ is in the m-th row, where m ≥ 3 by showing Lemma 6.1 for m ≥ 3. However, Lemma 6.1 is no more true when m ≥ 3. For example, let μ = (2,2,2) and λ = (2,2,1,1) then λ is obtained from μ moving a cell on the third row to the upper row. Then the coefficient of t^5 of I_{λ,μ}[X ; q, t] is s_{(3,2,1)}[X ]+qs_{(2,2,1,1)}[X ] which cannot be written as a positive linear combination of LLT polynomials of a tuple of skew partitions where there is one, two, two, and one cells of content 1, 2, 3, and 4.

We end this section with a proof of Butler’s conjecture for t = 1 (or q = 1).

Corollary 6.5. Let ν be a partition. Let λ,μ ⊆ ν be two partitions such that |ν/λ| = |ν/μ| = 1. Then I_{λ,μ}[X ; q,1] (or I_{λ,μ}[X ;1, t]) is Schur positive.

= q^2 +

= q + q

= q + q^{−1}

= q +

FIGURE 10. LLT equivalences in Proposition 6.3.

Proof. It is well known that at t = 1, the modified Macdonald polynomials have a factorization formula: for a partition ν = (ν_1,ν_2,... ) ~H_ν[X ; q,1] = � i≥1 ~H_{(νi )}[X ; q, t]

(See [DM08] for example). Suppose μ and λ differ only at the i th and the j th row. Then we have

I_{λ,μ}[X ; q,1] = � k≠i,j

~H_{(μk )}

T_λ ~H_{(μi ,μj )}[X ; q,1] − T_μ ~H_{(λi ,λj )}[X ; q,1] T_λ − T_μ , where we abuse our notation for T_λ to denote its value at t = 1. By the above identity, to show Schur positivity of I_{λ,μ}[X ; q,1], we only need to prove the claim for two-row partitions μ and λ which is direct from Theorem 1.5 (even for general t). By (q, t)-symmetry of modified Macdonald polynomials: ~H_μ[X ; q, t] = ~H_{μ′} [X ; t, q], the q = 1 case follows. □

7. COMBINATORIAL FORMULAS FOR (q, t)-KOSTKA POLYNOMIALS

Butler’s conjecture (or Theorem 1.5) hints a way to predict the Schur expansion of a modified Macdonald polynomial from another modified Macdonald polynomial whose Schur expansion is well understood. To explain it, let ν be a partition and μ,λ ⊆ ν be two distinct partitions such that ν/μ = (i − k, j + ℓ) ν/λ = (i , j ). Suppose we are given a combinatorial formula for the modified (q, t)-Kostka polynomial ~K_{μ,ρ} (q, t) for a partition ρ. Then Butler’s conjecture suggests that we may obtain the ~K_{μ,ν}(q, t) by changing some of the monomials of the form t^a q^b in ~K_{λ,ν}(q, t) by t^{a+k} q^{b−ℓ}. This section deals with such combinatorial formulas for the Schur expansion of the modified Macdonald polynomials that is consistent with Butler’s conjecture.

Any two-column partition is obtained by moving the cell at the top in the first column one by one to the second column as described at the top of Figure 11. This proposes that there might be a formula for the Schur expansion for the modified Macdonald polynomials indexed by a two-column shape, which is consistent with Butler’s conjecture. In subsection 7.1, we give such a desired formula for the (2-)Schur expansion of the modified Macdonald polynomials indexed by two-column partitions (Theorem 7.4), motivated by vertical dual Pieri rule and shift invariance in [BMPS19]. While working on this paper, we found that our formula is equivalent to Zabrocki’s formula [Zab98].

Meanwhile, one can get any hook shape from one column partition by moving the cell at the top in the first column one by one to the first row as depicted at the bottom of Figure 11. This proposes that there might be a formula for the Schur expansion for the modified Macdonald polynomials indexed by hooks, that is consistent with Butler’s conjecture. In subsection 7.2, we review a formula for the Schur expansion of the modified Macdonald polynomial indexed by a hook, discovered by Assaf [Ass18], and prove that this formula is consistent with Butler’s conjecture.

→ →

→ → → →

FIGURE 11. Obtaining two-column partitions hooks from (1^5).

7.1. Two-column case. A partition is k-bounded if its first part is no larger than k. The set of k-bounded partitions is denoted by Par^k . For a k-bounded partition μ, Lapointe, Lascoux, and Morse discovered the symmetric function called k-Schur functions s^{(k)}_μ [X ; t] [LLM03] in the study of Macdoanld polynomial. More precisely, they suggested a strengthened version of Macdonald positivity conjecture.

Conjecture 7.1. Let ω be the conjugate map on the symmetric function ring given by h_n → e_n for n ≥ 1. Then for k-bounded partition μ, let k−Schur expansion of ω-image of the modified Macdonald polynomials ~H_μ[X ; q, t] is given as ω � ~H_μ[X ; q; t] � = � λ ~K ′_{λ,μ}(q, t)s^{(k)}_λ [X ; t].

Then the (q, t) k-Kostka polyomial ~K^′_{λ,μ}(q, t) lies in Z_{≥0}[q, t].

Lee [Lee21] resolved Conjecture 7.1 for k = 2 by showing that any LLT polynomials for a tuple of skew partitions of bandwidth ≤ 2 are 2-Schur positive. For k = 3, Conjecture 7.1 is resolved by Miller [Mil19].

Recently, Blasiak, Morse, Pun, and Summers [BMPS19] proved remarkable properties of k-Schur functions, including Schur positivity of k-Schur functions. Their result combined with the Conjecture 7.1 would give another proof of Schur positivity of the modified Macdonald polynomials. In this subsection, we give a combinatorial formula for the 2-Schur expansion of (omega-image of) the modified Macdonald polynomials for two-column partitions (Theorem 7.4).

Before dealing with the formula, let us recall combinatorics and properties of k-Schur functions. For details, we recommend [LLMSSZ14]. A (k +1)-core is a partition without a cell of hook length (k +1). There is a bijection p from the set of (k +1)-cores to the set of k-bounded partitions, sending a (k +1)-core κ to the partition whose r -th part is the number of boxes in the r -th row of κ with hook length less than (k + 1). A strong cover τ ⇒ κ is pair of (k +1)-cores such that τ ⊆ κ and |p(τ)|+1 = |p(κ)|. A strong marked cover τ^r=⇒ κ is a marked tableau τ ⇒ κ with a positive integer r which is the smallest row index of a connected component of κ \ τ. For a strong marked cover τ^r=⇒ κ, the spin is defined to be c(h − 1) + N, where c is the number of connected components of κ \ τ, h is the height of each component, and N is the number of connected components contained in the rows > r . Let η = (η_1,η_2,... ) ∈ Z^∞_{≥0} with m = |η| =

�_i η_i finite. A vertical strong marked tableau T is a sequence of strong marked cover

κ^{(0) r1}=⇒ κ^{(1) r2}=⇒ ···^{rm}==⇒ κ^{(m)}

such that r_{νi +1} < r_{νi +2} < ··· < r_{νi +1} for all i ≤ 1, where ν_i = η_1 + η_2 + ··· + η_{i−1}. We define inside(T ) := p(κ^{(0)}) and outside(T ) := p(κ^{(m)}). We denote the set of vertical strong marked tableaux T of weight η with outside μ by VSMT^k_η(μ). Now we are ready to state the ‘vertical dual Pieri rule’ and the ‘shift invariance’ of the k-Schur functions.

Theorem 7.2. [BMPS19, Theorem 2.3] Let μ be a k-bounded partition with length ℓ(μ) ≤ ℓ. The k-Schur functions s^{(k)}_μ satisfy the following propoerties.

(1) (Vertical dual Pieri rule) e^⊥_d s^{(k)}_μ = � T ∈VSMT^k_{(d)}(μ) t spin(T ) s(k) inside(T ).

(2) (Shift invariance) e^⊥_ℓ s^{(k)}_μ = s^{(k+1)}_{μ+(1ℓ)}.

Here e^⊥_n denotes the adjoint operator to the multiplication by e_n with respect to the Hall inner product.

By applying the shift invariance and the vertical dual Pieri rule, we have 2-Schur expansion of the modified Macdonald polynomial of one-column partition ω( ~H_{(1}n_)[X ; q, t]): ω( ~H_{(1}n_)[X ; q, t]) = s^{(1)}_{(1n )}[X ; t] = e^⊥_n s^{(2)}_{(2n )}[X ; t] = � T ∈VSMT^2_{(n)}(2^n )

t^{spin(T )} s^{(2)}_{inside(T )}[X ; t]. (7.1)

A vertical strong marked tableau T in VSMT^2_{(n)}(2^n ) is of the form

T = κ^{(0) 1}=⇒ κ^{(1) 2}=⇒ ···^n=⇒ κ^{(n)},

where κ^{(n)} = p^{−1}(2^n ). For such T , one can observe that κ^{(n−j )} is of the form (2^{n−j +m} ,1^{j −2m} ) for 0 ≤ m ≤ ⌊^j_2 ⌋. In addition for even j , a strong marked cover κ^{(n−j −1) n−j}===⇒ κ^{(n−j )} is of the form

(2^{n−j +m−1},1^{j −2m+1})^{n−j}===⇒ (2^{n−j +m} ,1^{j −2m} ),

and the spin for this strong marked cover is m. For odd j , a strong marked cover κ^{(n−j −1) n−j}===⇒ κ^{(n−j )} is of the form (2^{n−j +m} ,1^{j −2m−1})^{n−j}===⇒ (2^{n−j +m} ,1^{j −2m} ), (7.2) or (2^{n−j +m−1},1^{j −2m+1})^{n−j}===⇒ (2^{n−j +m} ,1^{j −2m} ), (7.3) and the spin for these strong marked covers are^{j +1}_2 and m, respectively. For odd j , we say a vertical strong marked tableau T used left step at level (n − j ) if κ^{(n−j −1) n−j}===⇒ κ^{(n−j )} is of the form (7.2) and right step at level (n − j ) if κ^{(n−j −1) n−j}===⇒ κ^{(n−j )} is of the form (7.3).

We may define a (hexagonal) directed weighted graph G(n) on 2-bounded partitions p of size between n and 2n, where there is a directed edge from p to q if p =⇒ q is a strong marked cover. We assign spin statistic for each strong marked cover as a weight for the corresponding edge. Then one may think of vertical strong marked tableaux of (2^n ) as paths of this (hexagonal) graph, defined on 2-bounded partitions with edges corresponding to strong marked cover, from top to bottom. For a path P, we define the end partition end(P) of P as the 2-bounded partition corresponding to the end point of P and weight w(P) of the path P as the sum of weights of the edges in P.

Example 7.3. Figure 12 describes the graph associated to (2^4) and there are four paths P_1,P_2,P_3 and P_4. The spin statistics of each strong marked cover is drawn next to the corresponding edge.

Now, in the right-hand side of (7.1), vertical strong marked tableaux can be replaced with paths. In our running example, we have ω � ~H_{(14)}[X ; q, t] � = 4� i=1 t^{wt(Pi )}s^{(2)}_{end(Pi )}[X ; t] = t^4s^{(2)}_{(2,2)}[X ; t] + (t^3 + t^2)s^{(2)}_{(2,1,1)}[X ; t] + s^{(2)}_{(1,1,1,1)}[X ; t].

0 10 1 0 2120

P_1P_2P_3P_4

FIGURE 12. Vertical strong marked tableau of (2^4)

For each path (of length n) of the graph G(n) and m ≤^n_2 , define L_m (P) as the set of heights of left steps in P greater or equal to n − 2m. Here the height of the step is counted from the bottom by 1,2,... .

In our running example, L_1(P_1) = {3},L_1(P_2) = {3},L_1(P_3) = �,L_1(P_4) = �, L_2(P_1) = {1,3},L_2(P_2) = {3},L_2(P_3) = {1}, and L_2(P_4) = �.

We now state the 2-Schur expansion formula for the modified Macdonald polynomials for two-column partitions.

Theorem 7.4. Let n and m be positive integers with n ≥ 2m. Then we have ω � ~H_{(2m ,1n−2m )}[X ; q, t] � = � P wt(P) � i∈L_m (P ) q t^i s^{(2)}_{end(P )}[X ; t]. (7.4)

In particular, this formula is consistent with Butler’s conjecture.

Proof. Corollary 2.7 and Corollary 2.8 in [Zab98] is equivalent to Theorem 7.4. To see this, note that Zabrocki’s work provides the following creation operator for ω � ~H_{2m ,12n−2m} [X ; q, t] � . Let H^{qt}_2 := B_2 + qB_{1,1} where B_λ is Jing’s operator (See the book [LLMSSZ14]), then we have H^{qt}_2 (ω � ~H_{2m ,12n−2m} [X ; q, t] � = ω � ~H_{2m+1,12n−2m} [X ; q, t] � . Then (7.4) follows from induction on m, and B_2s^{(2)}_{(2m ,12n−2m )}[X ; t] = s^{(2)}_{(2m+1,12n−2m )}[X ; t] B_{1,1}s^{(2)}_{(2m ,12n−2m )}[X ; t] = t^m s^{(2)}_{(2m ,12n+2−2m )}[X ; t], by k-rectangle property of k−Schur functions. □

As an example, Table 11 summarizes how (q, t)-statistics changes step by step while moving cells from (1^4) to get two-column partitions of size 4.

λ paths (1,1,1,1) (2,1,1) (2,2) (2,2) P_1 t^4 → qt → q^2 (2,1,1) P_2 t^3 → q q P_3 t^2 t^2 → qt (1,1,1,1) P_4 1 1 1 TABLE 11. Table for ~K^{′(2)}_{λ,μ}(q, t) for two-column partitions μ.

7.2. Hook case. For a permutation w with iDes(w) = {i_1,i_2,... }, the de-standardization of w is defined to be the word obtained by changing 1,2,... ,i_1 to 1, i_1 + 1,i_1 + 2,...,i_2 to 2, and so on. We denote dst(w) for the de-standardization of w. A permutation w is called super-standard if its de-standardization dst(w) is Yamanouchi, i.e. for every k ∈ [n], the dst(w)_k ···dst(w)_n has at least as many i − 1’s as i ’s for every i . For a super-standard word w, we say that w has weight λ if dst(w) is of weight λ. For example, 41523 is super-standard of weight (3,2) since its de-standardization dst(41523) = 21211 is Yamanouchi word of weight (3,2). The set of super-standard words of weight λ is denoted by SS(λ).

For a word w and a letter x not in w, define a partitioning Γ_x (w) as follows. Break before each index i such that � � � w_i < x if w_1 < x; w_i > x if w_1 > x.

The map γ_x is defined by sending the first letter in each block of Γ_x to the end of the block. For example, Γ_4(5613782) = |5|613|7|82, and γ_4(5613782) = 5136728.

For k ∈ [n], Assaf defined the bijections A_k on S_n by A_k (w_1 ··· w_n ) = w_1 ··· w_k γ_{wk} (w_{k+1} ··· w_n ).

Using this map, Assaf gave a combinatorial formula for the Schur expansion of the modified Macdonald polynomials indexed by hook partitions.

Theorem 7.5. [Ass18, Corollary 4.5] For μ = (n − k,1^k ) a hook partition, set A_μ = A_{k+1} ···A_{n−1}. Then we have

~H_μ[X ; q, t] = � λ⊢n � � w∈SS(λ)

q^{inv(μ,f stμ )(Aμ(w))} t^{maj(μ,f stμ )(Aμ(w))} � s_λ[X ],

We will show that Assaf’s formula, or the maps A_μ is indeed consistent with Butler’s conjecture. By showing this, we provide the following formula which only involves super-standard words and ‘ordinary’ major statistic maj. This should not be confused with the statistic maj_{(D,f )} in Definition 3.1.

Theorem 7.6. For μ = (n − k,1^k ) a hook partition, we have

~H_μ[X ; q, t] = � λ⊢n � w∈SS(λ)

� � � � 1≤i≤k−1, i∈Des(w)

t^{maj(w|[k])} � k≤i≤n−1, i∈Des(w)

q^{n−i} t^i � � � s_λ[X ],

where w_{[k]} is the first k prefix of w. In particular, this formula is consistent with Butler’s conjecture.

Proof. Let μ = (n − k,1^k ) and λ = (n − k + 1,1^{k−1}). It is sufficient to show the following property of A_k : For w ∈ A_μ(SS(μ)),

(1) if w_k > w_{k+1} then we have � � � maj_{(μ,f} st_{μ )}(w) = maj_{(λ,f} st_{λ )}(A_k (w)) + k inv_{(μ,f} st_{μ )}(w) = inv_{(λ,f} st_{λ )}(A_k (w)) − (n − k)

, and

(2) if w_k < w_{k+1} then we have � � � maj_{(μ,f} st_{μ )}(w) = maj_{(λ,f} st_{λ )}(A_k (w)) inv_{(μ,f} st_{μ )}(w) = inv_{(λ,f} st_{λ )}(A_k (w)) . Note that the above statistics for hook shape are indeed the usual maj and inv statistics for a restriction of words: maj_{(μ,f} st_{μ )}(w) = maj(w|_{[k+1]}), inv(μ, f^{st}_μ )(w) = inv(w|_{[k+1,n]}), maj_{(λ,f} st_{λ )}(w) = maj(w|_{[k]}), and inv(λ, f^{st}_λ )(w) = inv(w|_{[k,n]}).

Suppose w_k > w_{k+1}. It is straightforward to see that maj_{(μ,f} st_{μ )}(w) = maj_{(λ,f} st_{λ )}(A_k (w)) + k. Let I be the set of indices of the first letter of each block of Γ_{wk} (w_{k+1} ··· w_n ), i.e. I = {k + 1 ≤ i ≤ n : w_k > w_i }. Say I = {k + 1 = i_1 < ··· < i_ℓ}. Then

Γ_{wk} (w_{k+1} ··· w_n) = |w_{k+1} ··· w_{i2−1}|w_{21} ··· w_{i3−1}|···|w_{iℓ} ··· w_n , and A_k (w) = w_1 ··· w_k γ_{wk} (w_{k+1} ··· w_n )

= w_1 ··· w_k w_{k+2} ··· w_{k+1}w_{i2+1} ··· w_{i2} ··· w_{iℓ+1} ··· w_{iℓ}

For each i ∈ I, (w_k , w_i ) forms an inversion pair in the last (n −k +1) suffix of A_k (w). These give ℓ inversion pairs. In addition, there are (n−k−ℓ) inversion pairs of the form (x, w_i ) in the last (n−k+1) suffix of A_k (w), where i ∈ I and x and w_i are in the same block of Γ_{wk} (w_{k+1} ··· w_n ). Except for these (n −k) inversion pairs, the others are the same for the last (n − k) suffix of w and the last (n − k + 1) suffix of A_k (w). This proves inv_{(μ,f} st_{μ )}(w) = inv_{(λ,f} st_{λ )}(A_k (w)) − (n − k).

To prove (2), suppose w_k < w_{k+1}. It is straightforward to see that maj_{(μ,f} st_{μ )}(w) = maj_{(λ,f} st_{λ )}(A_k (w)). Let I be the set of indices of the first letter of each block of Γ_{wk} (w_{k+1} ··· w_n ), i.e. I = {k + 1 ≤ i ≤ n : w_k < w_i }. Say I = {i_1 < ··· < i_ℓ} (Here, i_1 = k + 1). Then Γ_{wk} (w_{k+1} ··· w_n ) = |w_{k+1} ··· w_{i1−1}|w_{i1} ··· w_{i2−1}|··· |w_{iℓ} ··· w_n , and A_k (w) = w_1 ··· w_k γ_{wk} (w_{k+1} ··· w_n )

= w_1 ··· w_k w_{k+2} ··· w_{k+1}w_{i1+1} ··· w_{i1} ··· w_{iℓ+1} ··· w_{iℓ} For each i ∈ I, (w_k , w_x ) forms an inversion pair in the last (n − k + 1) suffix of A_k (w). These gives (n − k − ℓ) inversion pairs. On the other hand, there are also (n − k − ℓ) inversion pairs of the form (x, w_i ) in the last (n − k) suffix of w, where i ∈ I and x and w_i are in the same block of Γ_{wk} (w_{k+1} ··· w_n ). Except for these inversion pairs, the others are the same for the last (n −k) suffix of w and the last (n −k +1) suffix of A_k (w). This proves inv_{(μ,f} st_μ (w) = inv_{(λ,f} st_{λ )}(A_k (w)). □

As an example, Table 12 summarizes how (q, t)-statistics changes step by step while moving cells from (1^4) to get hook shapes of size 4.

λ w (1,1,1,1) (2,1,1) (3,1) (4) (4) 1234 1 1 1 1 (3,1) 12˙43 t^3 → q q q 1˙423 t^2 t^2 → q^2 q^2 ˙4123 t t t → q^3 (2,2) ˙31˙42 t^4 → qt qt → q^4 3˙412 t^2 t^2 → q^2 q^2 (2,1,1) 1˙4˙32 t^5 → qt^2 → q^3 q^3 ˙41˙32 t^4 → qt qt → q^4 ˙4˙312 t^3 t^3 → q^2t → q^5 (1,1,1,1) ˙4˙3˙21 t^6 → qt^3 → q^3t → q^6 TABLE 12. Table for ~K_{λ,μ}(q, t) for hook partitions μ.

8. FUTURE QUESTIONS

There are various questions that naturally arise from this work.

Question 8.1. Construct a dual equivalence graph on Butler permutations to prove Butler’s conjecture.

Assaf introduced dual equivalence graphs to provide a universal method for establishing Schur positivity of a quasisymmetric function [Ass15]. It is our hope that looking at^{n!}_2 permutations rather than the whole n! permutations, give a hint to construct desired dual equivalence graph. Constructing dual equivalence graphs on Butler permutations will give Schur positivity of I_{λ,μ}[X ; q, t] by Theorem 1.3.

Question 8.2. Let ν be a partition and μ^{(1)},... ,μ^{(k)} ⊆ ν be k distinct partitions such that |ν/μ^{(1)}| = ··· = |ν/μ^{(k)}| = 1. Find a positive F -expansion formula for the Macdonald intersection polynomial I_μ(1)_{,...,μ}(k) [X ; q, t], for k ≥ 3.

In the companion paper [KLO], we show 1 T^�k_{i =1 μ(i )} e^⊥_{n−k} � I_μ(1)_{,...,μ}(k) [X ; q, t] � = D_{k−1}[X ; q, t] (8.1)

where D_n [X ; q, t] := � λ∈δ_n � T ∈SYT(λ+(1^n )/λ)

t^{|δn /λ|}q^{dinv(T )}F_{dd(T )}[X ]

is the F -expansion formula for ∇e_n by the Shuffle theorem [CM18]. Equation (8.1) shows that the Shuffle formula D_{k−1}[X ; q, t] arises in certain F -coefficients of the Macdonald intersection polynomial I_μ(1)_{,...,μ}(k) [X ; q, t], which suggests that finding a full F -expansion is challenging.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

The authors are grateful to François Bergeron for letting us know about the Science Fiction conjecture. We would also like to thank James Haglund and Brendon Rhoades for helpful conversations. The authors also appreciate to Foster Tom for sharing his SAGE code for computing LLT polynomials. D. Kim was partially supported by Science Research Center Program through the National Research Foundation of Korea(NRF) Grant funded by the Korean Government. S. J. Lee was supported by the National Research Foundation of Korea (NRF) grant funded by the Korean government (MSIT) (No. 2019R1C1C1003473). J. Oh was supported by KIAS Individual Grant (CG083401) at Korea Institute for Advanced Study.

REFERENCES

[Arm22] Sam Armon. “A proof of the^{n!}_2 conjecture for hook shapes”. In: arXiv preprint, arXiv:2203.15146 (2022).

[AS22] Per Alexandersson and Robin Sulzgruber. “A combinatorial expansion of vertical-strip LLT polynomials in the basis of elementary symmetric functions”. In: Advances in Mathematics 400 (2022), p. 108256.

[Ass07] Sami Hayes Assaf. Dual equivalence graphs, ribbon tableaux and Macdonald polynomials. University of California, Berkeley, 2007.

[Ass15] Sami H Assaf. “Dual equivalence graphs I: A new paradigm for Schur positivity”. In: Forum of Mathematics, Sigma. Vol. 3. Cambridge University Press. 2015.

[Ass18] Sami Assaf. “Toward the Schur expansion of Macdonald polynomials”. In: The Electronic Journal of Combinatorics 25.2 (2018), pp. 2–44.

[Ban07] Jason Bandlow. Combinatorics of Macdonald polynomials and extensions. University of California, San Diego, 2007.

[BBGHT99] François Bergeron, Nantel Bergeron, Adriano M Garsia, Mark Haiman, and Glenn Tesler. “Lattice diagram polynomials and extended Pieri rules”. In: Advances in Mathematics 142.2 (1999), pp. 244–334.

[BG99] Francois Bergeron and Adriano M Garsia. “Science Fiction and Macdonald’s Polynomials”. In: CRM Proceedings & Lecture Notes, American Mathematical Society 22 (1999), pp. 1–52.

[BMPS19] Jonah Blasiak, Jennifer Morse, Anna Pun, and Daniel Summers. “Catalan functions and k-Schur positivity”. In: Journal of the American Mathematical Society 32.4 (2019), pp. 921–963.

[But94] Lynne Butler. “Subgroup Lattices and Symmetric Functions”. In: Mem. AMS (1994). [CM18] Erik Carlsson and Anton Mellit. “A proof of the shuffle conjecture”. In: Journal of the American Mathematical Society 31.3 (2018), pp. 661–697.

[DM08] François Descouens and Hideaki Morita. “Factorization formulas for Macdonald polynomials”. In: European Journal of Combinatorics 29.2 (2008), pp. 395–410.

[Ges84] Ira M Gessel. “Multipartite P-partitions and inner products of skew Schur functions”. In: Contemp. Math 34.289-301 (1984), p. 101.

[GH07] Ian Grojnowski and Mark Haiman. “Affine Hecke algebras and positivity of LLT and Macdonald polynomials”. In: preprint (2007).

[GH93] Adriano M Garsia and Mark Haiman. “A graded representation model for Macdonald’s polynomials.” In: Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 90.8 (1993), pp. 3607–3610.

[GR20] Darij Grinberg and Victor Reiner. Hopf algebras in combinatorics. Mathematisches Forschungsinstitut Oberwolfach gGmbH, 2020.

[Hai01] Mark Haiman. “Hilbert schemes, polygraphs and the Macdonald positivity conjecture”. In: Journal of the American Mathematical Society 14.4 (2001), pp. 941–1006.

[Hai02] Mark Haiman. “Vanishing theorems and character formulas for the Hilbert scheme of points in the plane”. In: Inventiones mathematicae 149.2 (2002), pp. 371–407.

[Hai99] Mark Haiman. “Macdonald polynomials and geometry”. In: New perspectives in algebraic combinatorics (Berkeley, CA, 1996–97) 38 (1999), pp. 207–254.

[HHL05] Jim Haglund, Mark Haiman, and Nick Loehr. “A combinatorial formula for Macdonald polynomials”. In: Journal of the American Mathematical Society 18.3 (2005), pp. 735–761.

[HHLRU05] James Haglund, Mark Haiman, Nicholas Loehr, Jeffrey B Remmel, and Alexander Ulyanov. “A combinatorial formula for the character of the diagonal coinvariants”. In: Duke Mathematical Journal 126.2 (2005), pp. 195–232.

[HNY20] JiSun Huh, Sun-Young Nam, and Meesue Yoo. “Melting lollipop chromatic quasisymmetric functions and Schur expansion of unicellular LLT polynomials”. In: Discrete Mathematics 343.3 (2020), p. 111728.

[KLO] Donghyun Kim, Seung Jin Lee, and Jaeseong Oh. “Shuffle formula in Science Fiction”. in preparation.

[Lee21] Seung Jin Lee. “Linear relations on LLT polynomials and their k-Schur positivity for k = 2”. In: Journal of Algebraic Combinatorics 53.4 (2021), pp. 973–990.

[LLM03] Luc Lapointe, Alain Lascoux, and Jennifer Morse. “Tableau atoms and a new Macdonald positivity conjecture”. In: Duke Mathematical Journal 116.1 (2003), pp. 103–146.

[LLMSSZ14] Thomas Lam, Luc Lapointe, Jennifer Morse, Anne Schilling, Mark Shimozono, and Mike Zabrocki. k-Schur Functions and Affine Schubert Calculus. Vol. 33. Springer, 2014.

[LLT97] Alain Lascoux, Bernard Leclerc, and Jean-Yves Thibon. “Ribbon tableaux, Hall–Littlewood functions, quantum affine algebras, and unipotent varieties”. In: Journal of Mathematical Physics 38.2 (1997), pp. 1041–1068.

[Mac88] Ian G. Macdonald. “A new class of symmetric functions.” In: Séminaire Lotharingien de Combinatoire 20 (1988), B20a–41.

[Mil19] Christopher R. Miller. “On the k-Schur positivity of k-bandwidth LLT polynomials”. PhD thesis. UC Berkeley, 2019.

[Sta72] Richard P Stanley. “Ordered structures and partitions”. In: Memoirs of the American Mathematical Society 119 (1972).

[SW85] Dennis W Stanton and Dennis E White. “A Schensted algorithm for rim hook tableaux”. In: Journal of Combinatorial Theory, Series A 40.2 (1985), pp. 211–247.

[Tom21] Foster Tom. “A horizontal-strip LLT polynomial is determined by its weighted graph”. In: arXiv preprint arXiv:2110.07984 (2021).

[Zab98] Mike Zabrocki. “A Macdonald Vertex Operator and Standard Tableaux Statistics”. In: the electronic journal of combinatorics (1998), R45–R45.

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, SUNGKYUNKWAN UNIVERSITY, SUWON, KOREA

Email address: hyun923010@g.skku.edu

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICAL SCIENCES, RESEARCH INSTITUTE OF MATHEMATICS, SEOUL NATIONAL UNIVERSITY, SEOUL 151-747, KOREA

Email address: lsjin@snu.ac.kr

SCHOOL OF COMPUTATIONAL SCIENCES, KOREA INSTITUTE FOR ADVANCED STUDY, SEOUL 02445, KOREA

Email address: jsoh@kias.re.kr