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Abstract

We introduce and study the spherical partition algebras SPy for k € N, defined in general over Clz]. We
determine a basis for each SPr and hence determine the rank rkcm SPir = bpr, where (bpr) is the sequence
A002774 in the OEIS. For ¢ € C we consider the specialized algebra SPy(t). For t = n € N, we describe
the structure of SPy(n) by giving the permutation module decomposition of the k’th symmetric power of the
defining module for the symmetric group algebra C&,,. In general, we show that SPk(t) is quasi-hereditary over
C for all t € C, except t = 0. We determine the decomposition numbers for SPj(t) for every specialization ¢ € C
except ¢ = 0, (which includes semisimple and non-semisimple cases). In particular we determine the structure
of all indecomposable projective modules; and the indecomposable tilting modules.

1 INTRODUCTION

The partition algebra Py, arose around thirty years ago in the second named author’s work on the Potts model in
statistical mechanics, see [30]. Since then it has been understood that Py is in fact connected with many other
areas of mathematics and physics, including Deligne’s category Rep(S;), the Kronecker problem in the representation
theory of the symmetric group, Schur algebras, and symmetric function theory, see for example [8], [10], [34], [38].

By definition, Py is a C[x]-algebra with basis indexed by the set partitions on {1,2...,k} U{1',2" ... k'}. Tt
has a large number of ’interesting’ subalgebras (that is subalgebras with a 'name’), for example the half integer
partition algebra, the quasi-partition algebra, the Temperley-Lieb algebra, the Motzkin algebra, the Brauer algebra,
the quasi-Brauer algebra, the Rook algebra, the group algebra of the symmetric group &y, and so on, see for example
[9], [12], [42] and references therein, and it is also closely related to the bt-algebra of knot theory, see [1], [2], [5],
[17], [44], [45].

In the present paper we introduce and study yet another subalgebra of Py, that we call the spherical partition
algebra SPy.. By definition, SPy, is the Clz]-algebra given by idempotent truncation of Py, as follows

SPk = ekPkek (1.1)

where e = 1 (% Eaeek 0') and ¢ : C6j — Py is the inclusion map, and so it may be seen as the partition algebra
analogue of the spherical Cherednik algebra, considered for example in [40]. For any ¢ € C, there is a specialization
map x — t for SPy and we denote by SPy(t) the corresponding specialized algebra. We show that the SP(t)’s,
for ¢t running over C, are algebras of fundamental interest in the representation theory of diagram algebras, and
even beyond that.

A first main result of our paper, given in Theorem 2, is the determination of the rank rkcp,) SPy of SPy. We
find that rkcp,) SPr = bpr where bpy is the cardinality of bipartite partitions BiPary of k. Bipartite partitions
are classical combinatorial objects whose history goes back more than a century to the work of Macmahon and
others, see for example [28]. The sequence (bpg, bp1, bpa, bps, bps, bps, ...) = (1,2,9,31,109, 339, ...) is A002774 in
the On-Line Encyclopedia of Integer Sequences, see https://oeis.org/A002774.

Let V be a vector space of dimension n. Then the second named author and V. Jones independently proved
that P (n) is in Schur-Weyl duality with the group algebra C&,,, acting diagonally on V,#¥ see [19], [30]. This is
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an important double centralizer property that allows us to pass representation theoretic information back and forth
between the module categories for CS,, and Pg(n).

A main motivation for our work is to establish an analogous double centralizer property involving SPy(n)
and C&,,, but this time with commuting actions on the symmetric power space S¥V,,, and to study some of its
consequences. We achieve this goal in section 6 of our paper, culminating in our Theorems 6 and 7. We obtain an
isomorphism of (C&,,, SPy(n))-bimodules

SV P SN @GR (1.2)

where S(A) is the Specht module for C&,, and G ()) is a simple module for SPy(n), for Parfﬁ C Pary, a concretely

defined subset of the set of partitions of k, see (6.18). Moreover, for A € Parfl’;'; we obtain an explicit dimension
formula
dmGy(N) = > Kiaw (1.3)

<n
I/GParEn

where K ¢(,) is the Kostka number, and ® : Parf" — Par,, is a 'multiplicity’ function defined on the partitions
of k of length less than n. A key ingredient in the proof of (1.3) is a direct sum decomposition of S*V;, in terms
of permutation modules for CS,,. A related version of this decomposition was obtained by Harman in [23], but for
the reader’s convenience we provide its (simple) proof in Theorem 3.

Considering small value of n, it is clear that the G (\)’s do not exhaust all the simple SP(n)-modules, and
therefore we embark on a systematic study of the representation theory of SPy(t), for all specializations z — ¢t € C
(except t = 0 that we sometimes omit for brevity of the presentation). We find that SPy(t) is semisimple if
t¢{0,1,2,...,2k — 2} but not if t € {1,2,...,2k — 2} (although S*V,, is always a semisimple SPj(n)-module, as
can be read off from (1.2)).

A main ingredient in our study is the fact, shown for example by Xi and Doran-Wales, that Py is a cellular
algebra in the sense of Graham and Lehrer, and therefore SPy is a cellular algebra too, being an idempotent
truncation of a cellular algebra, see eg. [16], [20], [25] and [49]. The cell modules are of the form ey Ag()\) where
the Ax(\)’s are cell modules for Py, and A € A¥ = Uf:o Par;.

In section 7, we combine results due to Murphy, see [36], with specific diagrammatic calculations in order to
obtain a basis for exAg(A). In particular, in Theorem 11 we show

k
dimerAx(\) = Y Ky u)|Par_il (1.4)
i=l veEPar;
¥ (v)€Par;

where U : Par; — (J;—, Pary, is a new multiplicity function. In Corollary 12, we deduce from this that ey Ag(X) # 0

if and only if A € A’;ph where A’;ph C A¥ is another concretely defined subset of A*, see (7.25).

The set A’;ph is the natural index set for the representation theory of SPy(t). The simple SPp(t)-modules
are {exLr(A) | A € Aﬁph}, obtained via multiplication with e on the simple Pk (t)-modules Li(A). This, combined
with results by the second named author, see [31], leads to our main Theorem 20 that describes the decomposition

numbers and dimensions of the simple modules for SP(t), in all cases except t = 0.

Our proofs rely heavily on Corollary 15, stating that SPy(t) is a quasi-hereditary algebra when ¢ # 0. This
is a key property for SPg(t), that also Py (t) has. In the final section 9 of the paper, we take the opportunity to
determine the indecomposable projective modules and the indecomposable tilting modules for both algebras.

In [37], S. Narayanan, D. Paul and S. Srivastava introduced the multiset partition algebra MPj, via an explicit
combinatorial definition of its structure coefficients. It was further generalized and studied by R. Orellana and M.
Zabrocki in [39] and by A. Wilson in [47]. In [37] it was proved that MPy(n) is in Schur-Weyl duality with CS,,
on S*V,, and so it follows that SPy(n) and MPy(n) are isomorphic when n > 2k. Actually A. Wilson has kindly
informed us of a(n unpublished) proof showing that SPy(t) and MPy(¢) are isomorphic in general. Given this,
it is likely that the simple modules for MPy(n) that are described in [37], [39] and [47] in terms of semistandard
multiset tableaux, are the Gy (\)’s of the present paper. In this sense, the Schur-Weyl duality results of our section
6 may be considered as a complimentary approach to some of the results for MPy(n), developed in [37], [39] and



[47]. On the other hand, our main results in sections 7, 8 and 9, for example the complete classification of the
simple modules for SPy(n), and the description of these modules in Theorem 20, have not been obtained in the
MP(n)-setting.

Let us give a brief overview of the organization of the paper. In the following section 2 we fix the basic notation
to be used throughout the paper. This concerns integer partitions, Young tableaux and other concepts related to
the representation theory of the symmetric group. In section 3 we recall the notion of bipartite partitions BiPary,
and introduce the corresponding diagrammatic representations. For b € BiParj, we further recall the lexicographic
normal form N(b) and Garsia and Gessel’s normal form GG(b) from [21]. In section 4 we recall the partition algebra
Pr. and introduce the spherical partition algebra SPj, the main protagonist of our paper. In section 5 we show that
rkc[p)SPr = bpy, by constructing a concrete basis for SPy. This uses diagrammatic arguments involving the normal
form N(b) from section 3. In section 6 we construct commuting actions of SP(n) and C&,, on S*¥V,, and show
that they satisfy a double centralizer property. Motivated by a recent paper of Benkart, Halverson and Harman,
see [11], we find a direct sum decomposition of S¥V}, in terms of permutation modules for C&,,, which allows us to
determine the dimension of the irreducible SP}(n)-modules G ()\) that appear in S¥V,,.

Section 7 is the most technically involved section of our paper. We show in it that SPy is a cellular algebra,
determine a basis for the cell modules and determine the parametrizing poset for SPj. Using Garsia and Gessel’s
normal form for bipartite partitions, we further construct a Robinson-Schensted-Knuth type bijection for SPy.
Finally, we show that SPy(t) is quasi-hereditary when ¢ # 0.

In section 8 we obtain the main Theorems involving the decomposition numbers for SP(t) and finally, in section
9, we obtain the Loewy structure of the indecomposable projective modules and tilting modules.

The authors would like to express their gratitude to Stephen Griffeth and Luc Lapointe for insightful comments
on the results of the paper. They are especially grateful to Alexander Wilson for pointing out the connection to
the multiset partition algebra and for mentioning the references [37], [39] and [47].

2 BASIC NOTATION

In this section we quickly fix the relevant notation concerning partitions, Young tableaux, and so on.

For k € N we let Pary be the set of integer partitions of k, that is weakly decreasing positive integer sequences
A= (A1, Ag,...,Ap) such that A\; +Aa+.. .+, = k. The length of X is defined to be £(\) = p and its order is defined
as |A\| = k. The set of partitions in Pary of length less then or equal to ! is denoted Par%l and the set of partitions
in Pary of length equal to ! is denoted Paré. Using the convention Parg = (} we define Par = Ugozo Par;, and
Par<! = 3%, Par?l. We sometimes write A € Pary, in the form A = (A{*,A3%, ..., A\p?) where A\; > A\p > ... > ),
and where q; is the multiplicity of A\; in A.

More generally, for £ € N we let Comp,, be the set of compositions of k, that is positive integer sequences A =
(A1, A2,..., Ap) such that Ay +Ade+...+ X, = k. For p = (p1, po, ..., ptp) € Compy, and v = (v1,v2,...,1,) € Comp,
we define - v = (p1, pia, ..., fhp, V1,2, - .., vq) € Compy, ;. For = (1, p2, . - ., pip) € Comp,, we let ord(p) € Pary,
be the partition obtained from p by reordering the p;’s.

We identify A € Pary, and more generally A € Comp,, with its Young diagram, for example

[ |
(5a3a2) - (2a3a5) = | | (21)

We use matrix convention to label the boxes, also called nodes, of A. Thus, (1,1),(1,2),...,(1, A1) are the nodes of
the first row of A\, etc. We write u € A if v is a node of A. For A € Comp,,, a A-tableau s is a filling of the nodes of A
with the numbers {1,2,...,k}, each number occurring exactly once. A A-tableau s, is called row/column standard
if the numbers in each row/column are increasing from left to right/top to bottom, and is called standard if it is
both row and column standard. The set of all A-tableaux is denoted Tab(A) and the set of all standard A-tableaux
is denoted Std(X). For s € Tab(\) we define shape(s) = A. Below are examples of a row standard and a standard
A-tableau, for A = (5,3, 2).

)

25 [s]o9 o] 1]3]6]9]10]
1|36 2[5 (s (2.2)
4|7 4|7




Suppose that A € Comp,,. For s,t € Tab()\) we write s ~ t if s can be obtained from t by permuting the numbers
within the rows of t. This defines an equivalence relation on Tab(A). The equivalence classes under ~ are called
A-tabloids and the tabloid represented by t is denoted {t}. We let {Tab(\)} denote the set of A-tabloids.

Let & be the symmetric group on {1,2,...,k} and let A € Parg. Then there is a natural left Gy-action on
Tab(A), with o € &, acting on the entries of s € Tab(\). For example, if A = (4,3,2) and ¢ = (1,3,2)(4,6,5) in
cycle notation, then

1]3fe]o] 3f2]5]9]
] l2]5]s =1]4]s (2.3)
4|7 617

Note that Tab(\) & &, where &) acts on &y via left multiplication. Note also that the left Gg-action on
Tab(A) induces a left Si-action on {Tab(A)}. Let M () be the free C-vector space on {Tab(A)}. Then the left
Sp-action on {Tab(X)} gives rise to a left CS,-module structure on M (A). This is the permutation module for CSy,.
We have

dimM(\) = <)\1’ Novett A ) where (/\17 Mo )\p> is the multinomial coefficient. (2.4)

The irreducible C&-modules are the Specht modules {S(X\) | A € Pary}, see for example [24]. We have dim S(\) =
Std(A).

Let A € Pary and let g = (p1, po. ..., ptg) € Compy,. Then a semistandard M-tableau s of type p is a filling of
the nodes of A\, with the number 1 occurring p; times, the number 2 occurring po times and so on, such that the
numbers in each row of s are weakly increasing from left to right, whereas the numbers in each column of s are
strictly increasing from top to bottom. For example, if A = (4,3,2) and u = (3,3,3), the following are the two
possible semistandard A-tableaux of type u

t]r]af2] t]i]a]s]
B E 2212 (2.5)
3]s 3]s

)

The set of semistandard A-tableaux of type p is denoted SStd(\, ) and its cardinality |SStd(A, )| is the Kostka
number Ky,. For example, for A = (4,3,2) and p = (3,3,3) we have K, = 2, as can be read off from (2.5).

Let [M(u) : S(M\)] be the multiplicity of S(A) in M (u). Then we have that

[M(p) = S(N)] = Kap- (2.6)

If v = (v1,...,1) € Compy, is obtained from p = (p1,..., ) € Compy, via v; = p,(;) for some o € &;, then there
exists an isomorphism M (u) = M(v) of C&p-modules. This is reflected in (2.6), since K, = K, in that case.

3 BIPARTITE PARTITIONS

In this section we recall the notion of bipartite partitions and introduce the spherical partition algebra.

For £ € N, we let BiPar; be the set of bipartite partitions of k. That is, BiPary is the set of multisets
b = {[x1, 1], [x2,92],- -, [Ta,Ya]} Of pairs [x;,y;] such that x; and y; are nonnegative integers, not both zero,

satisfying
a a
inzzyi:k~ (31)
i=1 i=1
Let bpy be the cardinality of BiPary. Then bp; = 2, since BiPar; consists of the multisets

{[1, 1]}, {[1, 01, [0, 1]} (3.2)

Similarly, bps = 9, since BiPars consists of the multisets

{[2,2]}, {[1,0], 1, 2]}, {[2,1], [0, 1]}, {[1, 1], [1, 1]}, {[2,0],[0,2]}, {[2,0],[0,1], [0, 1]} (3.3)
{[1,01, 1,01, 0, 2]}, {[1, 1], 1,01, [0, 1]}, {[1, 0], [1, 0}, [0, 1], [0, 1]} '



We use the convention that bpy = 1. The sequence
(bp(), bpl, bp2, bpg, bp47 bp5, . ) = (].7 2, 9, 3]., 109, 339, . ) (34)

is A002774 in the OEIS, see https://oeis.org/A002774.

Bipartite partitions in BiPary are also known as vector partitions of [k, k]. Their history goes back to the work
of Macmahon, and their combinatorics have been studied for example in [3], [21] and [28]. In the present paper, we
shall see that they are also the dimensions of certain interesting algebras.

For b = {[z1,v1], [x2,92],- -, [Za, Ya|} € BiPary we represent each part [z;,y;] of b via two parallel horizontal
lines of points, the top row containing x; points and the bottom row containing y; points, that are joined via a
propagating line from the leftmost top point to the leftmost bottom point, for example

[5,3] = 4:""_' (3.5)

We represent b itself diagrammatically by concatenating the diagrams of the parts [z;,y;] from left to right, for
example for b = {[3,1],2,2],[3,2],[0,4], [2, 1]} we have

S ==y auia 50

Note that since elements of BiPar, are multisets, this diagrammatic representation of b € BiPary is not unique,
since any permutation of the parts of b € BiPar; does not change b. For example we have

unn- A2 =-19 (3.7)

In order to remediate this nonuniqueness, we introduce for b € BiPary the normal form N(b), using the ap-
propriate lexicographic order. To be precise, suppose that b = {[z1,y1], [22,¥2],- .-, [Ta,Ya]}. Then we define
N() = ([x(,(l),yg(l)],[xa(g),yg(g)],...,[mg(a),yg(a)]) where 0 € &, is chosen such that if ¢ > j then either
To(i) < To(j) O (To(i) = To(j) ad Yoy < Yo(j)). For example, we have

N({[1,2,[2,1],[4,1],[0,2],(0,1], [1, 2], [1, 1], [3,21}) = ([4,1],[3,2], 2, 1], [1,2], [1,2], [1, 1], [0,2], [0,1]).  (3.8)

Using the normal form N(b), elements of BiPar; may be viewed as sequences of pairs [z;, y;] rather than multisets
of such pairs. For N(b) applied to b as in (3.6) we have

1 2 3 45 6 7 8 910
NOES Iy e o (3.9)
[ oo oumn oo I
V23 456 78 9

In [21], Garsia and Gessel gave another characterization of BiPary, that we shall need. Let A = (A1, Ag, ..., \;) €

Pary and o = (01,09,...,0;) € &; be a symmetric group element written in permutation notation, by which we
mean that o; € {1,2,...,1} and that o maps ¢ to o; for all 7. Then X is said to be o-compatible if \; = A\, 11 implies
0; < Oj41.

Suppose now that b = {[z1, 1], [x2,¥2], .., [Ta,Ya]} € BiPar; and consider a diagrammatic representation for

b as in (3.6). Define A*°P as the partition obtained from the nonzero z;’s via reordering, and define similarly A\*°*.
Next reorder the top points and bottom points of the diagram in such a way that there are no crossings between
the propagating lines leaving parts of the same length in A*°?, and similarly for A’**, and let GG(b) be the resulting
diagram. Define A\f°P:P™° to be the partition extracted from A!°P by eliminating the parts with no propagating lines,
and define similarly A\*®P7°. Then A°PP7® and A\°%PT° are partitions of the same length, say [, and so we may
define o = (01, 02,...,07) € &; by the condition that )\Z{Ot’pm is connected to AEPP7°, whereas )\gm’pm is connected
to AP and so on. With this notation, Theorem 2.1 of [21] states that Abot:pro is o_compatible whereas A\foP:PT0
is o~ !-compatible, and that BiParj is characterised by these properties. In other words, the diagram GG(b) is
another normal form for b € BiPary. For example, for b as in (3.6), we have

1 2 3 4
GG(b) — ;‘CT‘—QELS; (3.10)
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and so At°PPTOP = (3,3,2,2), \botPror — (2,2 1, 1) and o = (1,3,2,4).

We define the propagating part of GG(b) to be the diagram obtained from GG(b) by removing all components
that are completely contained in the top line or in the bottom line of points. For example, for GG(b) as in (3.10),
the propagating part is

1 2 3 4
Bt o
1 2 3 4 .

4 'THE PARTITION ALGEBRA AND THE SPHERICAL PARTITION ALGEBRA

We next recall the partition algebra Py; it was introduced by the second named author via considerations in
statistical mechanics, see [30]. Let SetPary be the set of set partitions on {1,2...,k}, that is the set of equivalence
relations d on {1,2...,k}. For even subscript 2k we shall usually think of SetParay, as set partitions on {1,2...,k}U
{1',2"...,k'}. If d € SetPary we write d = {dj,ds,...,d,} where the d;’s are the classes, or blocks, of d. If
furthermore d € SetPargy, we represent d diagrammatically using two parallel horizontal lines of points, just as for
elements of BiPar, but this time labeling the top points {1,2,...,k} and the bottom points {1’,2/,...,k'}, from
left to right. We draw lines between these points in such a way that the connected components, in graph theoretical
sense, of the corresponding graph are exactly the blocks of d, for example

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

[ ]
({11,12,3,7,8,9,6,7, 81, {4,5,6,1,2}, {3, 4, 51, {9} = ot . A (@1)

1/ 2/ 3/ 4/ 5/ 6/ 7/ 8/ 9/

Note that, just as for elements of BiParj, this diagrammatic representation of d € SetPargy is not unique.

For d = {dy,ds,...,d,} € SetParg, we say that a block d; is propagating if d; N {1,2,...,k} # 0 and d; N
{U,2,.. . K} £ 0. It d;n{1,2,...,k} # 0 we say that d; N {1,2,...,k} is an intersection top block for d and if
d; n{1,2',... k'} # 0 we say that d; N {1,2',...,k’} is an intersection bottom block for d.

Py, is the C[x]-algebra that, as a C[z]-module is free on SetPary, and that has multiplication defined as follows.
For elements d,d; € SetParg, let d o di be the concatenation of d and d; with d on top of d;. There may be
one or several ’internal’ connected components of d o; dy, that is components that do not intersect any of the top
or bottom points of d o1 dy. Let d oy d; be the diagram obtained from d oy d; by removing these N, say, internal
components. There may still one or several ’internal points’ of d oy dy, that is points that are neither top or bottom
points of d og dq, and we let d o3 d; be the diagram obtained from d o5 d; by eliminating these points. We may now
view d o3 d; as the diagram of a set partition and the product in Pj;, of d and d; is defined as dd; = £V d o3 d;. The
product of two general elements of Py, is defined as the linear extension of this.

For example, if

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
[ e [ ]
d = ._\ d, = >;\\5¢/ 4.9
SN Y @ i aradt (4.2)
1 2 3 4 5 ¢ 7 17 23 4 5 6 7

we have that
1 2 3 4 5 6 7

G0
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
G
ddr = @I = . — (4.3)
[ ] G0

1/ 2/ 3/ 4/ 5/ 6/ 7/
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
One checks that this rule gives rise to a well-defined associative multiplication on Py, in other words, dd; does not
depend on the choices of diagrammatic representations for d and d.

For any ¢ € C we define the specialized partition algebra Py (t) = Py, ®c|, C where C is made into an C[z]-algebra
via x — t.

As is well known, &y, is a Coxeter group on generators S = {s1, Sa, ..., Sx—1} where s; is the simple transposition
s; = (i, +1). Let C[z]S) be the group algebra for & over Clz]. Then there is a natural algebra inclusion



L : Clz]6) — Py given by

1 2 7 n
SiHI IXI I (4.4)
Voo n

k!

1
Let e, = ¢, ( Z cr). Then ey, is an idempotent of Px. We use it to introduce the protagonist of the present
toeBy,

paper.

Definition 1. The spherical partition algebra SPy, is defined as the idempotent truncation of Py with idempotent
ek, that is
SPk = ekPkek. (4.5)

Similarly, fort € C we define the specialized spherical partition algebra SPy(t) as SP(t) = exPr(t)ex.

Note that SPy is a subalgebra of Py, but not a unital subalgebra, since the one-element for SPy is e, and
similarly for SPy(t).

5 RANK OF THE SPHERICAL PARTITION ALCEBRA

As a Clz]-module SPy, is automatically free, since C[z] is a PID and SPy, is a submodule of the free C[z]-module
P, and hence torsion-free. Our first task is to determine the rank of SPy,.

For this, we first observe that any diagrammatic representation of b € BiPar;, may be viewed as an element of
SetPary;,. For example, for b as in (3.6), and hence N(b) as in (3.9), we have

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
b= I"“CJZ:J_'_‘ § . N(b) = I:_')‘C—J_' 'r_/’_H (5.1)
>———0 [ o s o Y
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 203 4 5 6 7 & 9 10

We next recall some results and conventions from [49]. For d € SetPary; there is a canonical diagrammatic
representation N(d) for d in which the propagating blocks all appear with only one propagating line, which connects
the leftmost points of the corresponding top and bottom blocks. For example, for d as in (4.1), we have

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
[ ] [
I= e~ L N = e 52
[ o e [ ] G L]
1/ 2/ 3/ 4/ 5/ 6/ 7/ 8/ 9/ 1/ 2/ 3/ 4/ 5/ 6/ 7/ 8/ 9/

where we indicate with red and blue the two propagating blocks of N(d). For I = 0,1,2,...,k we now let C; be the
set

_ d = (dy,ds,...,d,) is a set partition on {1,2,...,k} for p > 1
Cl_{(d’s)‘ S C{dy,do,...,dy} and |S| =1 (5:3)
Then, by [49], there is a bijection f
k
f : SetParg, = HCl x &; x (. (5.4)
1=0

For example, for d as in (5.2), we have

f(d) = fF(N(d)) = ((d1, d2, d3), (d2, d5)) x (1,2) x ((d},d2,d5, dy), (dy, di)) (5.5)

where, reading from left to right, d; = {1}, dy = {2,3,7,8,9}, corresponding to the first two intersection top blocks
of d, etc.

We define SetParlzk C SetParsy; as the set partitions whose diagrammatic representations have exactly [ propa-
gating blocks and get that f induces a bijection SetParlQ,€ > (C x G x (.

There are natural commuting left and right &y-actions on SetParlzk and so we also get left and right &y-actions
on C; x &; x Cy, via f. These &g-actions on C; x &; x C; are on the other hand not immediately ’visible’, and so
our first goal is to give another description of C; x &; x C; from which they can be read off. This will be useful for
describing a basis for SPy = erPres.



Let s,s1,t,t; be row standard tableaux whose shapes are compositions of k, such that s and t are of length r
whereas s; and t; are of length r1, where r and r; are both greater than or equal to [. We then write (s,81) ~; (t,t1)
if (s,51) = (pt, p1t1) where p and p; are row permutations of t and t;, by which we mean that p and p; permute
the rows of t and t; together with the numbers appearing in them. We further require that p and p; permute the
first [ rows of t and t; simultaneously, whereas they may permute the rows strictly below the I’th row of t and t;
independently. In other words, p € &, and p; € &,, and pl12,..1} = p1l{1,2,...;} Where plg1 o gy and pilq12,...1y
denote the restrictions of p and p; to {1,2,...,1}. Here is an example with [ = 3. We indicate with red the
separation of the top [ rows from the remaining lower rows of the tableaux.

4|9 57 1]2 o ile6

1]2 w0 1|6 3 |11 s|o
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It is easy to check that ~; is an equivalence relation on pairs of row standard tableaux of length greater than I,
and we define (s,t)., as the equivalence class represented by (s,t). Let ¢ — min(¢) be the function that gives the
minimal (first) number of the ¢’th row of the row standard tableau t. Then any class (s, t)., has a distinguished
representative (s, t"") for which minginer is increasing on the restriction to {1,...,1} and mingine- and mingner
are both increasing on the restriction to {{+1,1+2,...}. For example, in (5.6) the second pair is the distinguished
representative for its class.

Now mingne- need not be increasing on the restriction to {1,...,1}, but there exists a row permutation p such
that min,—1¢iner is increasing on the restriction to {1,...,l}. We may view p as an element of &;. For example, in
(5.6) we have p = (1,3,2) in permutation notation. But p only depends on (s, t) through its class (s,t).,, and so
we define P(s,), = P-

We next observe that any element d of SetParék gives rise to a class (s,t).,, by associating the intersection
top blocks of d with the rows of s and the intersection bottom blocks of d with the rows of {, in such a way that
intersection top and bottom blocks that are intersections of propagating blocks for d are associated with the first [
rows of § and t, and with rows of the same row number if and only they are intersections of the same propagating
block. For example, for d as in (5.2) the corresponding class is

N El K 8|9| 67 8|
456 1]2

5.7
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o ]

~o .

One notes that the association just defined is a bijection between SetParh, and the set of classes (s,t)~,. Note
also that the G-actions on SetPau"lQ,€7 under this bijection, correspond to the natural Sg-actions on s and t, as
explained in (2.3), although the action on t should be chosen as a right action.

There is however also an obvious bijection between the set of classes (s,t)~; and C; x &; x C;. It maps (s,t)~;
to (ds, Ss) X p(s,¢)., X (di, S¢) where ds is the set partition whose blocks are the rows of s, with S; being the blocks
of the first [ rows of s, and similarly for d¢ and S;. Combining this with the bijection of the previous paragraph we
have achieved our goal of describing the Gg-actions on C; X &; x C;.

We now use it to prove the following Theorem.

Theorem 2. The map F : BiPary — SPy given by b — exN(b)ey is injective. Moreover, the image of F, that is
imF = {exN(b)ey | b € BiPary}, is a Clz]-basis for SPy and so rkc(y) SPr = bpi.-

Proof: We first show simultaneously that F' is injective and that imF is a linearly independent set. Let b € BiPary
and consider N(b) as an element of SetParg,. Let (s,t)., be the class associated with N(b) under the bijection
explained in the paragraph before (5.7) and let (5", ") be its distinguished representative, as defined above.



Here is an example

5167 112
819 |10 314
o 14|15 516 ]7]
(" A"T) = 9 16|17 8|9 (5.8)
1121314 1011 12|13
111213 14|15 |16 |17
18 ' 18
Two properties can be observed in (5.8) and hold for general (57", i),
I. We have p(s ), = 1 and so <" is the row reading tableau, in which the numbers {1,2,..., k} appear in order

from left to right down the rows. Or, equivalently, mingne- is an increasing function.

II. Let A be the shape of /", Then minginer is also increasing, but only upon restriction to subsets I of the row
indices for A, for which {\;|i € I'} is constant.

Using them we may now argue as follows. Let 0,01 € &} and suppose that oN(b)oy is of the form N(b;) for
some b; € BiPary. Then, passing to the pair (5", t"") and using the properties, one sees that the only way to
obtain a element in normal form by acting ¢ on s and o on ™" is that these two simultaneous actions only
interchange numbers appearing in the same row. With this, we deduce that b = b;. In other words, N(b) is the
only element from BiParj in normal form that appears in the expansion of exN(b)er. But this implies that F' is
injective and that imF is a linearly independent set, as claimed.

incr

In order to prove that imF is a spanning set, it is enough to show that epdey belongs to imF for any d € SetParsgy,.
Let therefore (s,t)~, be the class for d under the bijection constructed before (5.7). We first choose row permutations
p and p; satisfying the conditions described in the paragraph before (5.6), such that (ps, pit) has the shape of an
element corresponding to N(b) under the bijection, for some b € BiPar,. To be precise, by (3.8) this means that,
when restricted to the top [ rows, the shape of ps is a partition, and so are the shapes of ps and p;t, when restricted
to the rows strictly below the I’th row, whereas p;t is only a partition on the restriction to the the equally sized
rows of os. Note that (s,t)~; = (ps, p1t)~;. But we may at this stage choose 0,01 € & such that (ops,o1p1t) is
the distinguished representative of N(b), for some b € BiParj, as described below (5.8), which shows the claim. The
Theorem is proved. U

6 SCHUR-WEYL DUALITY FOR SPj(n)

In this section we study the specialized spherical partition algebra SPy(n), where n € N. Our main result is a
double centralizer property involving SPx(n) and &,,, both acting on the symmetric power S*V,, where V,, is a
C-vector space of dimension n. It is an analogue of Schur-Weyl duality, see [41], [48].

Fix a basis {vi,vs,...,v,} for V;,. We consider V,, as a left C&,-module via ov; = v,(;) for 0 € &,,. Let
k

Ve =V, @V, ®---®V,. Then also V.2 is a left C&,,-module, via the diagonal action, that is
(Vi @iy @ -+ @ Vi) = Vg(iy) @ Vo(in) @ -+ @ Vg(y,) for o € &y (6.1)

There is however also a natural C&j-module structure on V,®*, given by place permutation. To distinguish it from
the previous C&,,-module structure on V,¥*  we choose it to be a right module structure, in formulas:

(Vi) ®Viy @+ @V, )0 = Wi, () RV, @ By, foroec 6. (6.2)

In general, the two actions commute and so V,®* is a (C&,,,C&},)-bimodule.

We next define the k'th symmetric power of V,, via
S*V, = (Ve (6.3)

where e, € C&}, is the idempotent defined just below (4.4). It follows from the (CS,,,C&y)-structure on V,* that
SkV., is a left C&,,-module.



For simplicity, we write

Uiy Vig *** Vg = (vil QUi &+ & ’Uik)ek: (64)
and also .
ay az P
—_—~
U;llly?; ...p?pp = (Uh ®~~~®U1‘1®U1’2 ®"'®Uz‘2®"‘®vip ®"'®Ui,,>ek~ (6.5)
Then we have that
v?fleQ---vZ:ﬂlgil<i2<...<ik§n,2mi:k} (6.6)

is a basis for S*V,, and so dim S*V,, = (kﬁkﬁl)-

Our first aim is to give a decomposition of the C&,,-module S*V,, in terms of permutation modules. Surprisingly,
this appears to be new, and even the related C&,,-decomposition of V¥ was determined only recently in [11], see
also [6] and [32].

Suppose that v = (V{*,v52,...,1p") € Paur,?”7 that is a1 + a2 + ... + a, < n. Then, setting ®(v) =
ord(aq,as,...,ap,d) where d=mn — (a1 + a2 + ... + a,), we obtain a function

® : Pary" — Par,,. (6.7)
The following Theorem gives the promised decomposition of the C&,,-module S*V,.
Theorem 3. a) There is an isomorphism of C&,,-modules
SV, @ M(@(v) (6.8)
veEPars"
where M (®(v)) is the permutation module as in the paragraph before (2.4).
b) The following multiplicity formula holds
SV SN = Y. Kaow) (6.9)
vePars"
where Ky o(,) is the Kostka number.
Proof: In view of (2.6), b) of the Theorem follows immediately from a) of the Theorem, so let us show a).

Choose v = v"'v"* - v;"” an element of the basis for S*V,,, given in (6.6), and let M be the C&,-module

ip

generated by v. Note that the i;’s are distinct and so there is 0 € &,, such that

o(v) = v vy? - --v,? where ny > ng > ... > ny,. (6.10)
Define now v = (n1,ng,...,n,) and write v = (v{*,v22, ..., v%) with 11 > 15 > ... > v,. Then one quickly checks
that o(v) generates the CS,,-permutation module M (a) where o = ord(ay, az, ..., as,d) ford =n— (a1 +az+...+
as), that is M = M(«a) for o = ®(v) and v = (n1,ng,...,ns). This proves the Theorem. O

Let us illustrate the argument of the proof of the Theorem using k = 17, n = 15 and
v = 101 (V2v2) VU303 (V1) V5V V5 (V66 )7 (Vg )V10V10V1I0 € STV (6.11)
where we use parenthesis to group equal indices. Using the notation of the proof of the Theorem, this gives
o(v) = v1v1v1 (V2V2V2 )V3V3 (V4V4 ) V5V5 (Ve Ve ) U7 (Vs ) Vg (6.12)

andsov = (3,3,2,2,2,2,1,1,1) = (32,2%,1%) and d = 15— (2+4+3) = 6, and hence o = ord(2,4,3,6) = (6,4, 3,2).
According to the Theorem we should therefore have C&15v = M («).

On the other hand, the subgroup of &5 stabilizing o(v) is the Young subgroup
G112 X 63456 X Grgo X 610,11,12,13,14,15 (6.13)
corresponding to the multiplicities (2,4, 3) of v and to d. Moreover, C&150(v) is spanned by the elements
Viy Uiy Uiy (0in0in Vi )Vig Vig (Vi Viy )Vig Vig (Vig Vig )Vin (Vig )Vig (6.14)

for distinct ¢; € {1,2,...,15}. But the elements in (6.14) are invarlant under permutations of i; and i3, permutations

of i3,14, 15,76 and permutations of i7,ig, 79 and hence there are (2 43, 6) of them, as there should be.
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Remark. Note that the proof of Theorem 3 does not use any special properties of C and so the Theorem is valid for
any ground field. Note also that, in view of the observation following (2.6), the omission of ord from the definition
of @ in (6.7) does not change the validity of Theorem 3.

To the best of our knowledge, the formula for the multiplicity [S*V;, : S()\)] in Theorem 3 is new, but in the
theory of symmetric functions there is another approach to [S¥V,, : S(\)], going back to the work of Aitken. We
also need this approach, so let us briefly explain it. It uses power series.

Following the notation used in [29], we let Ag be the ring of symmetric functions in infinitely many variables
x1,%2,..., defined over Q. Any basis for Ag is indexed by Par and one prominent basis is {s)|A € Par} the
basis of Schur functions. Let R* be the Q-vector space with basis given by the irreducible characters for &; and
set R = @ZOZO R* with the convention that R = Q. Let ch : R — Ag be the characteristic map. It satisfies
ch(x}) = s\ where x* is the character of S(\).

Letting ¥ be the character of the &,-module S*V;,, we now have that

D ch(@f)th = > sa(1t 1%, )sh. (6.15)

k=0 AePar,

This is the formula showed by Aitken in [4], see also [46] and exercise 7.73 in [43]. For our purposes, the usefulness
of it derives from the following expression for s)(1,t,2,...), see for example Corollary 7.21.3 of [43].

(1,t, ¢ )—L (6.16)
SRS | NI '

Here [h(u)] = 1 — t"(") where h(u) is the hook length of u € ), and b(\) = Zf(:)‘l) (¢ — 1)\; for example

b =7 (6.17)

X
In the notation of symmetric function theory the expression in (6.15) is the plethystic transformation hn(l—t)
of the complete symmetric function h,, where X = z1 + x5 + ..., see for example Proposition 3.3.1 of the survey

X
paper [22]. Since h,, = s,, it is also equal to s, (ﬁ) Recall that plethystic transformation plays an important

role in the theory of integrality and positivity of Macdonald polynomials. Indeed, these integrality and positivity
properties only hold for the plethystically transformed Macdonald polynomials, not for the original Macdonald
polynomials.

Combining the two formulas (6.15) and (6.16), one gets an expression for the multiplicity [S*V,, : S(\)] by
picking up the coefficient of t* in the power series expansion of (6.16). This is less concrete than our closed formula
in Theorem 3, but, as we shall now see, it allows us to determine exactly when [S¥V;, : S(\)] # 0.

Lemma 4. In the above setting we have that [S¥V;, : S(\)] # 0 if and only if k > b(\).

Proof: 1f k < b()\), it follows immediately from (6.15) and (6.16) that [S¥V;, : S(\)] = 0. Conversely, if k& > b()) it

follows from (6.15) and (6.16) that [S*V,, : S(A\)] # O since any partition A € Par,, has at least one node u of hook
length 1 which gives a contribution % =t" N (1+t+t>+...) to (6.16) that cannot be cancelled out. a

In view of the Lemma we now define

Par®" — {\ € Par,, | b(\) < k}. (6.18)

sph =
For k big enough, we have Parfﬁb = Par,,. The next Lemma makes this statement precise.

(n—1)

Lemma 5. We have Par®" = Par, if and only if n

sph = < k

D) <
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Proof: For X\ € Par,, we interpret b(A) as the sum of all the entries of the semistandard A-tableau ton {0,1,2,...,n—
1}, obtained by inserting 0 in all the nodes of the first row of A, 1 in all the nodes of the second row of A, and so
on. For example, for A as in (6.17) we have that

(=]

ofo 0]o]
t=[1]1]1 (6.19)
2] 2

In view of this interpretation, it is clear that for A running over Par,,, the maximal value of b(\) is obtained for the

n(n—1)

one column partition A = (1"). But for this A we have b(\) = , which shows the Lemma. O

We now turn to our Schur-Weyl duality statement. It was shown in [19] and [30] that V.®* is a right module
for Py (n), with action commuting with the left C&,,-action on V¥ and so V,®* is a (C&,,, C&})-bimodule. We do
not need the actual formulas that define this Py (n)-action, only the facts that the induced algebra homomorphism

Y : Pr(n) — Endce, (V.EF), T(p)(v) = vp, where p € Pi(n),v € V.ZF (6.20)

is surjective and is an isomorphism if n > 2k. The Py (n)-action on V¥ induces an SP}(n) = e;,Py(n)ex-action on
SkV,, = (V2™)ey, and hence an algebra homomorphism

Topn : SPr(n) — Endcgn(SkVn), T opn(erper)(v) = vegpey, where egxper, € SPi(n),v € Skv,,. (6.21)
On the other hand, there is also an algebra homomorphism
=:C6, —» Endpk(n)(Vn®k), E(x) = 2v, where z € &,,,v € V,&* (6.22)

which is surjective, as follows from the surjectivity of T and Burnside’s density Theorem, see for example [27] or
Theorem 5.4 in [18], and Maschke’s Theorem for CS,,. It induces a homomorphism

Esph : C8p, — Endsp, (n)(S*Vh), E(z) = zv, where z € &,,,v € S*V,. (6.23)
The algebra surjections in (6.20) and (6.22) express the statement that the commutating actions of Py(n) and
C&,, on V2% centralise each other, and therefore are in Schur-Weyl duality on V,F.

Note that in the statistical mechanical model underpinning the partition algebra Pk (n), that is the Potts model,
the Py (n)-module V.2* is the n-state Potts representation, see [30, §8.2]. In this setting, the commuting action of
G, is the Potts symmetry.

In view of (6.20) and (6.22), one may now hope that SPy(n) and CS,, are in Schur-Weyl duality on S¥V;,, via
the maps Y, and Zgpp, given in (6.21) and (6.23). Our next result is that this indeed is the case.

Theorem 6. a) The algebra homomorphism Y pp, is surjective for all k,n and it is an isomorphism if n > 2k.

b) The algebra homomorphism Zspy, is surjective for all k,n.

Proof: Let us first show that T, is surjective. Suppose that f € Endce, (S¥V,,). Since e, is an idempotent
in Py.(n) we have that S*V,, is a C&,-summand of V,%¥ that is V¥* = S*V,, @ M where M is the C&,-module
M = VZk(1 — eg). Hence f can be extended to an endomorphism f.,; € Endcg, (V,¥"), via ferr = (f,0) along
this decomposition. But then, by (6.20), there is p € Px(n) such that fe,r = T(p) from which we deduce that
f = Y(egper). This shows surjectivity of Typp,.

We next assume n > 2k and calculate dim Endcg,, (S*V;,). Using the basis in (6.6), an element f of Endc(S*V;,)

can be described as a (“777") x (*777") matrix A = (azlli;]z’;) for increasing sequences i; < io < ... <ip < n
and j; < jo < ... < jr <n. The condition that f is C&,-linear corresponds to requiring additionally that
Jisdaedn ) _ [ ord(o(41),0(52)...,0(jx))
(azfzfﬁ) = (aord(a(ill),a(i;),...,g(i’;))) for all 0 € &, (6.24)

where ord is the function that reorders the elements of a sequence to produce a weakly increasing sequence. For
weakly increasing sequences (ri,7sa,...7;) and (s1,S2,...8x) over {1,2,...,n} we define the matrix A%1:525k =

T1,72,..3Tk
J15325- 5Tk :
(ai17i27~~~7ik) via

N 1 if there exists ¢ € &,, such that: (Z.I’Z.Q’ o ’%) = ord(o(r1),0(r2),...,0(rx)) and
gl _ (tsdzs- - -2d0) = ord((s1),7(53)s -+ () (6.25)

11,8250k
0 otherwise.
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Then, by (6.24), the distinct matrices Aj1:j2* form a basis for Endce,, (S¥V,,). We arrange pairs of weakly

~~~~~
81,82 ...8k
r1,r2...Tg

increasing sequences (r1,72,...7) and (81, S2,...8;) over {1,2,...,n} in the form ( ) and then get an

T1,T2...Tk ord(o(r1),o(r2)...o(rk)) TLiT250 5Tk

G,-action on them via o <81’52 o Sk) = <0Td(a(sl)’g(82) ’ "U(Sk))> Then each matrix A1>52-% only depends

S182...8k

on the G,,-orbit of ( , " and these orbits are in bijection with bipartite partitions in BiParj by letting equal
rire...

numbers belong to the same part. For example, for £k = 16,n = 5 we have that
111122334445555
<112223333335555> ~ £ Yl . (6.26)
Moreover, by the assumption n > 2k, each b € BiPary arises this way from such an &,-orbit, and hence
dim Endcg, (S*V;,) = bpy. Combining this with Theorem 2 we get that dim SPy(n) = dim Endcs, (S*V;,) and

so Yspn is an isomorphism if n > 2k. This proves a) of the Theorem, and b) follows from Burnside’s density
Theorem, once again, and Maschke’s Theorem for C&,,. O

Define now Zf}’)z as the image of Y, that is as the centralizer algebra Zfz’)z = Endcs,, (SkVn). By joining the
results of this section we get the following Theorem.

Theorem 7. a) The irreducible Zk »-modules are indezed by Par®"  see (6.18).

aph’
b) For \ € PaulrS s let Gi(X) be the irreducible Zfz;z-module given in a). Then there is an isomorphism of
(CS,,SPr(n )) bimodules

= @ S eG (6.27)

k,n
AePar’ sph

where Gi(X) is viewed as an SPi(n)-module via inflation along SPr(n) — prz

c) For A € Par®” | we have dim G(\) = 3 <n K\ o)

sphf vePar;;

d) z" oo 18 @ semisimple algebra and dim prz ZAEParlg;ﬁl (dim G (\))2.

Remark. The Theorem should be contrasted with Theorem 3.22 in [18], describing the decomposition of V,®* as

a (C6,,, Pi(n))-bimodule. In that ’classical’ setting the role played by our Par’j}ﬁ is replaced by Par];aﬁ defined as
Par par = {)\ = ()\1,)\2,...,)\5) S Parn|)\2—|—/\3—|—...—|—)\l < k} (6.28)

Note however that the proofs from the classical situation do not carry over to our setting.

Let us 1llustrate d) of Theorem 7, using n = 6 and k = 3. In that case n > 2k: and so by Theorem 2 and Theorem 6
we have dim Z° z’)h = dim §P3 = 31. On the other hand, from (6.18) we get ParSph = {(6),(5,1),(4,2),(3,3),(4,1,1)}

S

and since Pars® = Parg = {(3),(2,1), (1%)} we have via the definition of ® in (6.7) that {®(v)|v € Pary }
{(5,1),(4,1,1),(3,3)}. The table in (6.29) gives the Kostka numbers K ¢(,) and hence dim G3()) for A € Par®
via c) of the Theorem.

sph7

Summing the squares of the numbers of the last row of the table we get 32 442422412+ 12 = 31, as we should.
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A HEEEEE HEE [ ] [ 1]
[Std(N)] | ||
o(v) 1 5 9 5 10
[ 1] 1 1 0 0 0
[ 1]
1 2 1 0 1
|| (6.29)
1 1 1 1 0
dim G3(\) 3 4 2 1 1

Similarly, we can use the table to illustrate b) of the Theorem, at least at dimension level. Indeed, summing the
products of the numbers of the first and the last row we get 1 X 3+5x4+9x2+5x 1+10x 1 = 56 = dim S°V3.

Remark. As already mentioned in the introduction, A. Wilson has shown that SPj coincides with the multiset
partition algebra MPj(x) that was introduced in [37]. The definition of MPy(z) is quite different from the
definition of SPy, but in Lemma 5.12 of [37] the authors prove that MPy(x) arises from Pj via idempotent
truncation with respect to a certain idempotent e}, defined in terms of the orbit basis for P. Wilson shows that
the two idempotents e} and ey, in fact coincide.

7 CELLULARITY OF SPy(t)

In this section we initiate the study of the representation theory of SPy(t), for arbitrary ¢ € C.

It was shown in [31] that Pk (t) is semisimple if and only if ¢ ¢ {0,1,2,...,2k — 2}. This gives us immediately
the following Theorem.

Theorem 8. Suppose that t ¢ {0,1,2,...,2k —2}. Then SP(t) is a semisimple algebra.

Proof: Let J and SJ be the Jacobson radicals for Py (t) and SPy(t), respectively. Then, by definition, a € Ji
if and only if aL = 0 for all irreducible Py (t)-modules, and similarly for SJy.

Since t ¢ {0,1,2,...,2k — 2} we have that Pg(¢) is semisimple, which by definition means that J; = 0. On the
other hand, it is known that the irreducible SPy(t)-modules are the nonzero ey L’s for L running over irreducible
P (t)-modules, see (iv) of Theorem (4) of Al of the appendix to [13]. Suppose now that egae, € SJTk. Then
eraeg(er L) = 0 and hence eraei L = 0 for all irreducible Py (¢)-modules L. But this means that egyaey, € Ji, and so
eraer, = 0, as claimed. O

In general, even when Py (t) is not semisimple, it is always a cellular algebra in the sense of [20], as was shown
in [16] and [49], and so SPy(t) becomes a cellular algebra as well, since it is an idempotent truncation of Py ().

Let us give the details of this statement, starting with the definition of a cellular algebra from [20].

Definition 9. Suppose that A is a k-algebra over the domain k. Suppose moreover that (A, <) is a poset such that
for each A € A there is a finite set T(X) and elements Cs € A such that

C={Cst | A€ A and s, t e T(\)} (7.1)

is a k-basis for A. Then the pair (C,A) is called a cellular basis for A if
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(i) The k-linear map * : A — A determined by (Cs)* = Cis for all X € A and s,t € T(\) is an algebra
anti-automorphism of A.

(ii) For any A € A, t € T'(\) and a € A there exist elements rqey € k such that for all s € T(X)

aCst= Y 7asuCu mod A~ (7.2)

ueT ()
where A>? is the free k-submodule of A, given by {Cyy | € A, ju > X and u,0 € T(p)}.
If A has a cellular basis we say that it is a cellular algebra with cell datum (A, T,C).

Suppose that A is a a cellular algebra with cell datum (A, T, C). With each s € T(\) we associate a symbol Cs
and next define A(X) as the free k-module with basis {Cs|s € T(A)}. Then A(A) becomes a left A-module, called
the cell module, via

aCs = Y rasuCl (7.3)

ueT ()
where 746y is as in (7.2). We shall call {Cs|s € T(\)} the cellular basis for A(X).

We now state the cell datum for Py (¢), using a small variation of the constructions given in [16] and [49]. For
A we use

k
AR = U Par;. (7.4)
1=0

For the order relation <0 on A* we use the usual dominance order on each Par;, and extend it to all of A* via A <1 p
if X\ € Par; and p € Par; where [ > I. Suppose that A € Par; C A*. Then for T()\) we use Tj(\) = Std(\) x C;
where C; is as in (5.3). Thus, the elements of Ty (\) are of the form ¢ = (s, ¢, S) where s € Std(\) for A € Par;, and
¢ is a set partition on {1,2,...,k} with S being a subset of the blocks of ¢, such that |S| = .

Finally, in order to give the cellular basis itself, we need to recall Murphy’s standard basis for C&;. For A € Pary,
we denote by t* the row reading tableau that was already used in the proof of Theorem 2. In t*, the numbers

{1,2,3,...,1} are filled in increasingly along the rows of A and down the columns, for example for A = (5,3,2) we
have
t]2]sfafs]
t=T6[7[s (7.5)
9 |10

Let &5 < &; be the Young subgroup for \, that is the row stabilizer of £, and define zy) € C&; via xx\ =
> wes, w- For s € Tab()), let d(s) € &; be defined by the condition that d(s)t* = s, and for s,t € Tab()) let
Tor = d(8)xxnd(t) 1. Then it was proved in [35] and [36] that the set {zs|s,t € Std(\), A € Par;} is a cellular basis
for C&;: Murphy’s standard basis. (In fact, in [35] and [36] the authors work in the more general setting of Hecke
algebras of type A;_1).

Let ZP* = span{zs|s,t € Std(u), u > A} C C&; be the cell ideal in C&; corresponding to A and let z, =
ZTgen mod Il'>)‘ C CG; /IID)‘. When t* appears as a subscript, we sometimes write A instead of ¢!, for example
Tgy = Tg and 75 = vx. Then the Specht module S()) for C&; is the submodule of C&;/ZP* generated by z. It
is the cell module associated with Murphy’s standard basis and {x|s € Std(\)} is a cellular basis for S()\).

Returning to Py (t) we finally obtain its cellular basis. For ¢ = (s,¢,5) and 9 = (t,d,T) in Ti(\) we define
Cca S Pk(t) via
Ci = g((c, S) @ ze¢ @ (d, T)) (7.6)
where g is the isomorphism induced by f~! for f as in (5.4). Then {Ce |c,0 € Ti(A) for A € A*} is the cellular
basis for Py (t). A typical basis element C,p has the diagrammatic form

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11

V23 45 ¢ 78 9101
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For A € A¥, we now give a description of the cell module Ay () for Py (t). For A € Par; € AF we let 0 € T'()\) be
the element defined via 9, = (t*,d, T) where T' = {{1},{2},...,{l}} and d = {{1},{2}, ..., {I}, {{+1,1+2,...,k}}.
For ¢ = (s,¢,S) € T(\) we set

C. = Ce, mod PEt) (7.8)

where PP (t) = span{Ce | ¢,d € T(p1), p > A} and have then Ag(\) = span{C;|c € Ty(\)}. Then, by definition,
Ay ()) is the submodule of Py (t)/PF*(t) generated by {C. | ¢ € Tj(\)}. We represent a typical basis element C; for
Ag(N) as a half diagram as follows

Na e’

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 1011
*—o—o

thus leaving out 9, from the diagram. The action of a € Py (t) on C. € Ag(N), that is aC. € Ag(N), is given by
concatenation with a on top of C., followed by the elimination of internal blocks as in Pj(t), and of terms involving
{C5 |0 & Ti(N\)} that are set equal to 0.

By construction we have
dim Ar(A) = [T (A)] = [Std(A)[|C1] (7.10)

where Cj is as in (5.3). This formula can be explicitly expressed in terms of Stirling numbers of the second kind, as
explained in [16].

We now pass to SPy(t). With the preparations just made we are in position to formulate and prove the promised
cellularity of SPy(t).

Theorem 10. The spherical partition algebra SPy,(t) is cellular on the poset A*. The cell modules for SPy(t) are
{exAr(A) [ A € AF}.

Proof: Defining ¢ = (s,d, S) € T(\) where A = (k), s = t* and d = S = {{1},{2},...,{k}}, we have ¢, = ;Ck..
From this it follows that e} = e, and so we may apply Proposition 4.3 of [25]. This proves the Lemma. O

Note that Proposition 4.3 of [25] does not give rise to a basis for e A (A) and in fact our next goal is to construct
such a basis.

For this we need several new notational ingredients. Suppose first that v = (v, v52,...,1,") € Par;. We then

define the function
U : Par; — Par, U(v) = ord(aq,as, ..., ap) (7.11)

which may be considered as a variation of the function ® defined in (6.7). Define also p; = |Par;|; this is just the
classical partition function.

Suppose that s is a semistandard A-tableau of type p. Following section 7 in [36], we now set

Ty = Z Tper € S(N). (7.12)

wed,

wt*€Std(N)
1]1]2]
For example, for s = [2[3 we have
3
T =2 +x +z +z . (7.13)
1]2]3] 1]2]4] 1]2]3] 1]2]4]
415 315 416 316
6 6 5 5

Moreover, for any 7 € Comp, we define d, € SetPar; as the set partition whose blocks are the rows of t". For
example, if 7 = (3,2,1,3) we get d, = {{1,2,3},{4,5},{6},{7,8,9}}.

Suppose now that A € Par; € A* and that v € Par; with U(v) € Par; for | < i < k. Suppose furthermore
that s is a semistandard A-tableau of type ¥(v) and that p € Parg_;. Using this information we define an element
ZTuspu € exrAp(A) as follows

Tysp = kg ((dyp, dy) @ T4 ®0)) (7.14)
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where 0, is as below (7.7) and g is the isomorphism induced by f~! for f as in (5.4). For example, for k = 17,
I1=6,v=(3%2%1?%), p=(2%1) and X and s as in (7.13), we have

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17

Fran = ern IT“F’/'K:/'——/'_’ﬁ/_—‘_// o | (7.15)

With this notation we can now state and prove the following Theorem.

Theorem 11. a) Let A € Par; C AF. Then the set
By ={zvs,.|v € Par; forl <i <k such that ¥(v) € Par;, s € SStd(\, ¥(v)), u € Parg_;} (7.16)

is a cellular basis for exAg(N).

b) Suppose that A € Par; C A*. Then we have the following dimension formula

k
dim ekAk()\) = Z Z Kqu,(,,)pk,Z' (7.17)
i=l vePar;
W (v)€ePar;

where Ky y(,) is the Kostka number.

Proof: The right hand side of (7.17) is just the cardinality of By from a) and so we only have to show a).
For this we first recall the set C; defined in (5.3). For (¢, S) € C; we define

M(c,S) =erg((c,S) @CE; @0,). (7.18)

We consider M (¢, S) as a right C&;-module, with action coming from the right &;-multiplication in the factor
C&; of M(c,S). For the special element exg((c,S) @ 1 ®05) € M(c, S) we let (s,t)~, be the equivalence class of
pairs corresponding to ¢g((c,S) ® 1 ® ) under the bijection described in the paragraphs from (5.6) to (5.7). The
Gy-left action on these classes is faithful and transitive and so in the expansion of exg((c,S) ® 1 ® 0)) there is a
class represented by a distinguished pair (517’((11”“_1)) satisfying that the numbers {1,2,...,k} below the red line
of 51 are all bigger than the numbers above the red line. Moreover, the numbers above the red line of s; are filled
in along rows, starting with the longest row, followed by the second longest row and so on, and similarly for the
numbers below the red line. In the case of rows of equal lengths, the numbers are ﬁlleld in along these rows starting
1 ,k—l))

with top one and finishing with the bottom one. Below we give an example of (s, t( ~, and its distinguished

representative (s1, t(1'+=0),

[10] [1] 5] 1]

2 |11 2 12 2]

7 B 3[4 B

1 n 6 0 (7.19)
3]5 | 5[6]7]s]oTw]u1] 7|8 | 5 6] 7[s]o]uo]u1]

6 11

slo] : 9 [10]

~4

On the other hand, under the bijection described in the paragraphs from (5.6) to (5.7), the &;-action on
M(e, S) is given by row permutations of the top [ rows of the first component of the classes (s,t)~;, Using this
and the description of the distinguished representative for (5,t(1l7k*l))~l just obtained, we conclude that M (c, S)
is isomorphic to the right C&;-permutation module given by W(v), that is M(¥(v)) = 2y )w)CE where v =
ord(shape(syy,...;)) for 511, ; the restriction of s, to the first [ rows.

We now recall the fact, shown in [36], that the set {z, |s € SStd(\, ¥(v))} is a basis for 2g(,)w)S(A). Finally
taking into account y = ord(shape(sy|;41,...)), where s1;1 1 . is the restriction of s; to the rows below the red line,
we arrive at the basis given in (7.16), which shows that By indeed is a basis for ez Ag(A).

17



Finally, since we already know that the ey Ag(A)’s are the cell modules for the cellular algebra SPy(t), we get
that By is even a cellular basis for ey A (), which shows the Theorem. O

By cellularity of SPy(t) we have dim SPy(t) = > pr (dim e, Ag(N))?, which via Theorem 2 and Theorem 11
becomes the following identity involving bpy

k 2
bpr. = Z ( Z K/\,\I/(u)pk—i)~ (7.20)

AePar;CA* “i=l wvEPar;
¥ (v)ePar;

It may be surprising that the identity (7.20) can in fact be proved with combinatorial tools, as we shall now briefly

explain.

Fix v € Par;, p € Par; such that ¥(v), ¥(u) € Par; for some [ € {0,1,...,k} and consider their contribution to
(7.20), that is

Z Ky B o) (7.21)
A€Par;

The sum in (7.21) has a combinatorial interpretation, which is a consequence of the RSK algorithm.

Indeed, let Ny, w() be the set of non-negative integer valued matrices with row sum ¥(u) and column sum
U(v). For example, if p = (2%,1%) and v = (32,22, 1) we have ¥(u) = (3,2) and ¥(v) = (2,2, 1) and then Ny () w()

consists of the matrices
1 1 1 0 2 1 2 0 1 1 2 0 2 1 0
{1 1 O] ’ [2 0 O] ’ {O 2 0} ’ {1 0 1} ’ {0 1 1} ’ (7.22)

With this notation we have the following formula for (7.21), see for example Corollary 7.13.2 in [43], or Wikipedia
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Robinson-Schensted-Knuth_correspondence.

> EKnwKaww) = Nag.wwl (7.23)
A€Par;

Now each matrix in My (,) w(,) corresponds to the propagating part of an element of BiPary, in the normal form
GG(b) given by Garsia and Gessel, as in (3.10), with the entries of the matrix giving the number of propagating
lines that connect equally sized parts. For example, for ;1 and v as above, the five matrices in qu(#%qj(u) given by
(7.22) correspond to the diagrams

L=t LR S -

in that order. Using this, and taking into the account the possibilities for the non-propagating part, we obtain our
combinatorial proof of the identity (7.20).

We next draw a couple of consequences of Theorem 11. We first define Aﬁph C AF via

Al ={A= (A1, A2, ) € AP [D(N) < k) (7.25)
where l
b\ =ik (7.26)
i=1
This definition should be contrasted with the definition of Par’;ﬁ in (6.18). We get

Corollary 12. With the above notation we have exAg(X) # 0 if and only if A € Afph.
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Proof: 1f X e A’S“ph we consider v = (1™, (I—1)=1, ... 1*). Then |v| < k and ¥(v) = X and so Kyg(,) = Kxx # 0
which implies exAg(A) # 0, by Theorem 11.

Suppose now that exAx(A) # 0. Then, by Theorem 11, we have K g,y # 0 for some partition v with [v| <k,
which implies A\> W (v). Let v = (11", v57,...,1)") where v; > vy > --- > vj and suppose that ord(ay,as,...,a;) =
(b1,ba,...,b;), in other words U (v) = (b1, bs,...,b;). Then from |v| < k we get

viay +1veas + ...+ ya < k= v1b+uvob_1+...+vby <k=1b + (l— l)bl_l + ...+ 1b; <k. (727)

Let now t be the semistandard A-tableau of type W(v) that exists because K y(,) # 0. In t the number 1 appears
b1 times, the number 2 appears b, times etc, and so the sum of the numbers appearing in t is 16y + 2bs + ... + b
which is less than k by (7.27). Let now s be the semistandard A-tableau that is obtained from t by replacing each
number in t by the row index of its node. The numbers in the ¢’th row of t cannot be strictly less than ¢, and so
also the sum of the numbers in s is smaller than k. On the other hand, s is the unique semistandard A-tableau
of type A that has 1 in the nodes of the first row, 2 in the nodes of the second row, etc, and therefore the sum of
numbers in s is b(A\). This proves the Corollary. O

It follows from the Corollary that A’S“ph is a natural parametrizing index set for the representation theory of
SPyr(t). Let A be a cellular algebra with cell datum (A, T,C) as in Definition 9 and let {A(M\)|A € A} be the
associated set of cell modules. Each A()) is endowed with a k-valued bilinear form (-,-), which is important
for the representation theory of A. To explain (-,-)5 one first chooses arbitrarily ty € T'(\). For basis elements
Cs,C¢ € A(N) one considers the expansion of Cy,{Cs¢, in the cellular basis for A and then defines

(Cs,C)x = coeffe, , (CiytClsty) (7.28)

where coeffc, (Ct,1Csy,) is the coefficient of Cy¢, in the above expansion.

Suppose now that k is a field. We define rad(A) = {v € A(X) | (v,w) = 0 for all w € A(N)}. Then rad()) is a
submodule of A(\) and moreover, by the general theory of cellular algebras developed in [20], the quotient module
L(X\) = A(X\)/rad(\) is either zero or irreducible, and the set of nonzero L(A)’s forms a complete set of isomorphism
classes for the irreducible A-modules.

We get the following Theorem.

Theorem 13. Suppose that t ¢ {0,1,2,...,2k — 2}. Then SPy(t) is semisimple and {exAr(A) | € A’;ph} is a
complete set of representatives for the isomorphism classes of irreducible SPy(t)-modules.

Proof. We know from Theorem 8 that SPy(t) is semisimple. It then follows from Theorem 3.8 of [20] that the
nonzero cell modules, that is {exAr(A)| A € Afph}7 are irreducible and pairwise inequivalent. This shows the

Theorem. O

In the following we shall use the language of quasi-hereditary algebras, see for example the appendix to [13] for
a good introduction to it. In our setting, the following Theorem is useful for us.

Theorem 14. A is quasi-hereditary if and only if (-,)x # 0 for all A € A.

For t # 0 it is known that Pi(t) is a quasi-hereditary algebra, see [14] or [26]. In Theorem 13 we showed that
SPy(t) is semisimple and determined its irreducible modules if ¢ ¢ {0,1,2,...,2k — 2}. Combining Theorem 11
with Theorem 14, we now obtain the quasi-heredity of SP(t) in the remaining cases, except when ¢ = 0.

Corollary 15. Suppose thatt € {1,2,...,2k—2}. Then SPy(t) is quasi-hereditary on the poset Als“ph with standard
modules {ex A(N) |\ € Ak, Y.

sph

Proof: Let A= (A1, Aa,...,Ap) € Afph with |A\| = [. We then construct a special cellular basis element z, 5, for

Ag(N) asin (7.14). For v we use v = (p*r, (p — 1)*»=1, ... 1*) which satisfies |v| < k and ¥(v) = X. For 5 we use
the unique semistandard A-tableau of type ¥(v), which has 1 in the nodes of the first row, 2 in the nodes of the
second row, and so on. Note that x; = zx). Finally, for p we use the one-row partition pu = (k — i) where |v| = i.
For these choices we set Cy, = x5, and, in view of (7.28) and Theorem 14, we must calculate the coefficient of
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Ciot, In the expansion of Cy,,Cl,¢, in terms of the cellular basis for SPy(t). For example, for k = 9, A = (2,2),
v =(22,1%) and pu = (3) we have diagrammatically

(ig

23456789

*~—o—o
€9
/—\
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
*——0 "’

1’ 2 3 4 5 ¢
Cioto = Tax ) CiotoCioto = 59 (7.29)
*—o—o 7 8 9
172 3 4 5 ¢ 7 8 9 —o—0o
\T/ @
1’ Yy ¥ 5 7o
59

and must calculate the coefficient of Cy,, in the expansion of Cy¢,Cyyt,. For this we first observe that z3, =
(IT= AdDzan,

We next consider the contribution to the coefficient of Cl¢, given by o € &, from the expansion of the middle ey,
of Clyt,Clyt, in terms of the group element basis of C&. We divide the elements 0 € &y in three types, according
to their contribution to the coefficient of Cl¢, in Cyy ¢, Ctot,- A key point for what follows is the observation that
this division is exhaustive.

1. We say that o is of type 1 if it has the form o = 0702 where o7 is a permutation of the numbers within blocks
of d,., and o9 is a permutation of the blocks of d, induced by an element from &y. In the example (7.29),
this means that o1 € &1 9 >< G3.4 x G789 < &g and that o3 € ((1,3)(2,4), (5,6)) < Sg. Each element of type
1 has a contribution of ( Y 1A% to the coefficient of Cyyy, in the product Cyy¢,Clyt,- Below we give two
examples of elements of type 1, the first of the form o = o7 and the second of the form o = 0.

(7.30)

1 9 3 4 5 ¢ 7 & ¢ 9o 3 4 5 ¢ 7 8§ 9°
S— _____—

€9 €9

2. We say that o is of type 2 if it has contribution ([T}, )\i!)% to the coefficient of Cl,¢,, in other words, the
factor ¢ appearing in the contribution coming from type 1 elements is no longer present. Type 2 elements arise
the same way as type 1 elements, except that the blocks coming from d, are merged into the other blocks.
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Below we give an example of an element of type 2.

€9

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
*—o—se

(7.31)

[ e o ]
1 9o 3 4 5 ¢ 7 8§ 9°
S— ____—

€9

3. Finally, we say that o is of type 3 if it gives rise to a diagram with no contribution to Cl,¢, in the expansion
of C,t,Ciyto, in other words, the diagram in question has strictly fewer than [ propagating blocks. Here is an
example.

€9

—
123456789
—o—o

o I:I:] (7.32)

[ e o
1/ o 3 o4 5 G T8 9
S— _____—

€9

Let A1, Ay and Ag be the cardinalites of type 1, type 2 and type 3 elements, respectively. The numbers A;, As and
Ajs can be calculated using combinatorial methods, but we do not need their exact values and shall therefore not
do so. On the other hand, one easily checks that if A # () then A; > 0 whereas Ay > 0 if A = ().

Finally, to conclude the proof of the Corollary we now note that the coefficient of Cy,, in Cii,Ciyt, 1S
(I, /\i!)%(Alt + As) and this is nonzero by the hypothesis on t. O

8 THE DECOMPOSITION NUMBERS FOR SPj(n) WHEN SPy(n) IS NON-SEMISIMPLE.

In this section we shall use the results of the previous sections to determine the decomposition numbers for SPy(n)
when SPy(n) is quasi-hereditary and non-semisimple, that is when n € {1,2,...,2k — 2}.

Our arguments depend crucially on [31] in which the decomposition numbers for Pj(n) are determined. The
results in [31] are formulated in terms of the notion of n-pairs of partitions, which we need to explain. For this, let
A € Par; and let u € A be the (4, )th node of A\. For @ € Z we then define the Q-content of u as c?(u) =Q+j—1
and let the Q-content diagram of A be the diagram obtained from the Young diagram of A by writing cg (u) in each
node u € A. For example, for A = (5,3, 3,2,2) the 2-content diagram is as follows

2|3 |4]5]6]|

1]2]3

ol1]2 (8.1)
1] 0

o1
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Definition 16. Let (A, i) be a pair of partitions of different orders. We then say that (\, ) is an n-pair if \ C p and
the Young diagram for u is obtained from the Young diagram for A by adding nodes in exactly one row. Furthermore,
the rightmost of these nodes should be of |\|-content n.

Below we give two examples of n-pairs, in the first we choose n = 4 and in the second n = 15.

[ 1 | ] [2ls]ua]ishe 17|18 ]
< 0, llllll'!l'!ll!l > , 111213 )14 |15 (8.2)
. 0] 11

Note that there exists an alcove geometric description of n-pairs, see [7].

The following Lemma is immediate from Definition 8.1.
Lemma 17. Suppose that n € Z and X € Par. Then there exists at most one u € Par such that (A, ) is an n-pair.

Proof. Let A = (A{*,\52,...,\p") € Par;. If u € Par is obtained from A by adding nodes to the i’th row, then
we must have i € {1,a1 + 1,61 +a2+1,...,a1 + a2+ ...+ a, + 1}. Since the |A|-contents are constant along the
diagonals of A, we conclude from this that the possible values of n are all distinct, which shows the Lemma. Below
we illustrate on the example A = (91,53, 32), where we have indicated with red the possible values of n.

30 |31 [32]33 ]34 |35 |36 |37 ]38 ]9 .
203031 [32]33]34 35 36 37

2829 [30 [31 32
27|28 |29 [30 |31
26 |27 28|29 30
25 | 26 [27
24 25 26

=

In [31] the following important Theorem was proved.

Theorem 18. Letn € {1,2,...,2k —2}. For A\ € A* let Li(\) = Ag()\)/rad(\) be the irreducible Py (n)-module
associated with X. Then the following statements hold.

a) Let A\, € A with X\ # p. Then there is a nonzero homomorphism of Py(n)-modules Ap(p) — Ar(N) if and
only if (A, p) is an n-pair.

b) Let A € AF. If there is no u € A* such that (A, i) is an n-pair then Ay (\) is irreducible. Otherwise, Ag()\) has
decomposition factors L (X) and Ly (u) where (X, p) is the unique n-pair with A in the first factor.

c) Let A € A¥ and suppose that (\',\2,..., \P) is a chain of partitions in A* such that A = \' and such that each
(AL, XYY s an n-pair fori =1,2,...,p—1. Furthermore, assume that the chain is maximal in the sense that
there is no n-pair (AP, ) with p € A*. Then there is a resolution of Py (n)-modules

0= Ap(NP) = - = AL(V?) = Ar(AY) = Lp(N\) — 0. (8.4)

Note that (8.4) gives rise to the formula

dim L,(A) = > _(=1)"* dim A (A"). (8.5)

i=1
In view of (7.10), this is an explicit formula for dim Ly ().

In order to apply Theorem 18 we need the following Lemma.

Lemma 19. Suppose that A\ € Al;ph' Then exLi(\) # 0. It is an irreducible SPy(n)-module and the set
{exLr(\) | X € A% .} is a complete set of representatives for the isomorphism classes of irreducible the SPy(n)-

sph
modules.
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Proof. In follows from Corollary 15 that exLi(A) # 0 when A € A’;ph. From this the remaining statements of the
Lemma follow from the general cellular algebra theory, see [20]. O

Combining, we obtain the following Theorem.

Theorem 20. a) {exLi(\) |\ € Afph} is a complete set of representatives for the isomorphism classes of irre-
ducible the SPy(n)-modules.

b) Let A € A’S“ph. If there is no p € Als“ph such that (A, ) is an n-pair then e Ak (N) is an irreducible SPy(n)-module.
Otherwise, e Ak(N\) has decomposition factors ex Ly () and ey Ly (1) where (A, ) is the unique n-pair with A

in the first factor.

c) Let A € Afph and suppose that (AN, N2, ... \P) is a chain of partitions in Afph such that A\ = \' and such that
each (A, \**1) is an n-pair fori = 1,2,...,p—1. Furthermore, assume that the chain is maximal in the sense

that there is no n-pair (AP, u) with p € Afph. Then there is a resolution of SPy(n)-modules

0— ekAk()\P) — s = ekAk()\Q) — ekAk(/\l) — ekLk(/\) — 0. (8.6)

Proof. The statement in a) has already appeared in Lemma 19. The statement in c¢) follows from c¢) of Theorem
18 and the fact that left multiplication with ey is an exact functor. To show the first statement of b), we observe
that under the hypothesis on A the resolution (8.6) becomes

0 — exAr(\Y) = exLr(\) — 0 (8.7)

which shows that exAg(\) is irreducible, as claimed. Finally, the second statement of b) follows from the corre-
sponding statement in b) of Theorem 18 and exactness of left multiplication with ey. O

As above, we note that the resolution (8.6), combined with (7.17), gives rise to an explicit formula for the
dimensions of the irreducible SP(n)-modules, as follows

dimegLi(A) = Y (=1)""" dim ex Ag(N). (8.8)

i=1
Let us consider the example A = (1) € A2, with k = n = 3. Then the chain in ¢) of Theorem 20 has the form

{21 A2} where A = X and A? = (3) and so the resolution in (8.6) becomes
0— 63A3()\2) — 63A3(}\1) — 63L3(A) — 0. (89)

Using b) of Theorem 11 we get dim e3A3(A) =4 and dim e3A3(A\?) = 1 and so we find that dim e3L(A\') = 3.
It is interesting to compare this with dim G3(u) where p = (2,1) € Par‘:’fh. Note that @ = A\ where @ is
defined by @ = (pe,...,u) for u = (p1, pe, ..., ). Using c) of Theorem 7 we obtain dim G3(u) = 3, that is

dim G3(p) = dimeg L (A).
We think that this equality is no coincidence. To be precise, for A € Parl;’;;I we think that it should be true that
dim G(A\) = dim eg L (N). (8.10)
We note that we have verified (8.10) for £ < 11 using SageMath. We also note that for Py(n) the statement

corresponding to (8.10) should be true as well but appears not to have been proved in the literature.

9 TILTING MODULES FOR Pi(n) AND SP(n)

We already saw that Py (n) are quasi-hereditary algebras when n # 0 and therefore, in particular, they are endowed
with families of tilting modules, see the appendix to [13]. In this section we take the opportunity to describe the
structure of these tilting modules, using standard arguments from the theory of quasi-hereditary algebras. We
observe that the same arguments also provide us with a description of the tilting modules for SP(n).

We assume n € {1,2,...,2k — 2} in which case Pg(n), as we already saw, is non-semisimple quasi-hereditary on
the poset A* defined in (7.4). Correspondingly, the category Py(n)-mod of finite dimensional P (n)-modules is a
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highest weight category where the standard modules {Ax(\) | A € A*} are as described in the paragraphs between
(7.7) and (7.9) and the irreducible modules {Lj(\)| A € A*} as described in ¢) of Theorem 18.

Pr(n)-mod is equipped with a duality M — M* via M* = Homc(M, C) where the Py (n)-structure on M* is
given by
af(m) = f(a*m) for a € Py(n),f e M*, me M (9.1)
for a — a* the anti-automorphism coming from the cellular structure on Pi(n). Note that the Li(\)’s are self dual
Lk(>\) = Lk(A)* via
Li(A\) = LN 0 = (-, 0)a. (9.2)
The costandard modules {V(\) | A € A*} for Py(n) are defined by Vi(A) = Ag(A)*.

The following definitions and results are part of the general theory of quasi-hereditary algebras. Let Fi(A) be
the subcategory of Pr(n)-modules whose objects have A-filtrations, in other words, a Py (n)-module M belongs to
Fi(A) if there is a filtration of Py(n)-modules 0 C My C My C ... C M, = M such that for each i = 1,2,...,r
there is a \; € A¥ such that M;/M; 1 = Ar()\;). We define (V) in a similar way, that is M € F(V) if and only
if M* € Fr(A).

For A € A* we let Py(\) be the projective cover of Li()\) in Pg(n)-mod. Then Py()\) € F(A) and for any
A-filtration 0 C My C My C ... C M,—1 C M, = Py(\) with M;/M;_1 = Ag(\;) we have A\, = X whereas A\; > A
for j <r. For M € Fj(A) we define (M : Ag(\)) = dim Homp, () (M, V(X)) which is the number of times Ay (A)
occurs as a subfactor in a A-filtration of M. We then have the Brauer-Humphreys reciprocity formula

(PeV) : Ax(p)) = [Ag(p) : L) for A, p € A* (9.3
where [Ag(p) : Lg(A\)] denotes decomposition number multiplicity.

For A € A* we let Pj(n)-mod=* be the subcategory of Pj(n)-mod consisting of modules with composition
factors in {Ly(x) | # < A}. Then Py (n)-mod=" is a highest weight category with standard modules {Ay(p) | < A}
and costandard modules {V (1) | p < A} and so we deduce from the description of projective covers that Ag(\) is
the projective cover of Li(\) in Pg(n)-mod=*. If 4 < X we then get from b) of Theorem 18 and Proposition A3.3
in [13] that

1 if (A p) is an n-pair

. 1 o 1 _
dim Extpk(n)_mod(Lk()\),Lk(u)) = dim EXth(n)—modSA(Lk()‘)’ Li(p)) = { 0 otherwise (9.4)
and if A < u we get
dim Ext’ (Li(\), Li(p)) = dim Ext’ (Lo(u), Lun)) = 4 L i (A dsan ppair g o
Pi(n)-mod \ RN B Pr(n)-mod R s Lk 0 otherwise '

since Ly (p)* = Li(un) and Li(N)* = Li(N).

We now fix a chain of partitions C = {\', A2, ..., AP} in A¥ such that (A%, \**1) is an n-pair fori = 1,2,...,p—1.
Suppose furthermore that the chain is maximal in both directions, in other words there is no u € A* such that
(g, A1) is an n-pair or such that (AP, 1) is an n-pair. By Lemma 17, each A € A* belongs to a unique such maximal
chain C. Defining

Pr(n)-mod® = {M € Py(n)-mod | [M : Lp(\)] #0 = X eC} (9.6)

we get from (9.4) and (9.5) that Py(n) = ®cPr(n)-modC is the block decomposition of Py (n)-mod where C runs
over maximal chains in the above sense.

A Pj(n)-module T is called a tilting module if T € Fi(A) N F(V). For each A\ € A* there exists a unique
indecomposable tilting module Ty (A) satisfying [T (A) : Lp(A\)] = 1 and that [Tx(A) : Ly(p)] #0 = p <. Each
tilting module T is a direct sum of such T} (A)’s.

Part a) of the following Theorem was obtained already in [31], but still we include it for completeness.
Theorem 21. With the above notation, we have the following results.

a) If j =2,3,...,p— 1 then the Loewy structure for P,(N) is as follows

L (M)
PuN) = LNl LyAH) (9.7)
Li(N) .
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b) If j = 1 then the Loewy structure for Pi(A\') is as follows

1 1 Li(A")
ROV) = A = (9.5)
c) If j = p then the Loewy structure for Py(AP) is as follows
Li(AP)
PV) = L) 9.9
Li(\?) .

Proof: To prove a) we first observe that b) of Theorem 18 together with (9.3) imply that (Py(\) : Ap(\)) =1
for j = i or j = i+ 1 and otherwise (Pi(\) : Ax(A)) = 0. Therefore there are two A-factors in the A-
filtration for P (M), namely Ag(N) and Ax(M~1). On the other hand, defining Qx(A\) = ker(Pi(A\) — Li(N))
we get from (9.4) and (9.5) that dimHomp, (,,)(Qr(MN),Li(A\))) = 1if ¢ = j —1 or i = j + 1 and otherwise
dim Homp, (,,)(Qx (N ), Lx(\')) = 0. Hence the Loewy structure for Px()\’) must be as indicated in a).

To prove b) we once again use Theorem 18 and (9.3), but this time we find that Ay (\!) is the only A-factor of
Pp(\1), which shows b).

Finally, to show c) we first note that b) of Theorem 18 gives Ag(N\P) = Li(AP). Since Py(A\P) has A-factors
Ap(AP) and Ag(AP~1), as one sees from Theorem 18 and (9.3), the structure of Py (A\?) must be the one indicated
in ¢). This proves the Theorem. O

We now get the following Theorem, describing the indecomposable tilting modules for P (n).
Theorem 22. The tilting module Ty,(\*) for i =1,2,...,p are given by the following.
a) If j=1,2,...,p—1 then Tp(N) = P(MT1).
b) T (A) = Ap(AP).

Proof:  The modules in a) are described in a) and c) of Theorem 21. They are self-dual and therefore tilting
modules. The missing tilting module is T} (AP) = Ag(AP), given in b). O

We finally mention that there are versions of Theorem 21 and Theorem 22 for SPj(n) instead of Py (n). In view
of Theorem 20 the statements and proofs are here exactly the same as for Theorem 21 and Theorem 22.
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