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Abstract

We present an abstract framework for the axiomatic study of diagram algebras. Algebras that fit this
framework possess analogues of both the Murphy and seminormal bases of the Hecke algebras of the
symmetric groups. We show that the transition matrix between these bases is dominance unitriangular.
We construct analogues of the skew Specht modules in this setting. This allows us to propose a natural
tableaux theoretic framework in which to study the infamous Kronecker problem.
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1. Introduction

The purpose of this article is to develop an Okounkov—Vershik-style framework in
which to study towers of diagram algebras (A,),>o over an integral domain, R, and its
field of fractions, F. The diagram algebras that fit into our framework include group
algebras of the symmetric groups and their Hecke algebras, the Brauer and Birman—
Murakami—-Wenzl (BMW) algebras, walled Brauer algebras and Jones—Temperley—
Lieb algebras, as well as centralizer algebras for the general linear, orthogonal and
symplectic groups acting on tensor spaces.

Following [4], we observe that algebras fitting into our framework possess
analogues of both the Murphy and seminormal bases of the Hecke algebras of
the symmetric groups. We prove that the transition matrix between these bases is
dominance unitriangular. In cases where the algebras have Jucys—Murphy elements,
we prove that these elements act diagonally on the seminormal basis and triangularly
with respect to dominance order on the Murphy basis. For the Hecke algebras
of symmetric groups, this provides a new and very simple proof of dominance
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triangularity of the Jucys—Murphy elements (see [14, Theorem 4.6], [11, Theorem 3.32
and Proposition 3.35]). For other diagram algebras such as the Brauer algebras, walled
Brauer algebras, BMW algebras or partition algebras, dominance triangularity is a new
result. Dominance triangularity is an extremely useful structural result that has already
found two distinct applications, which we highlight below.

There is a deeper structure of the Murphy cellular bases of diagram algebras which
underlies dominance triangularity. Elements of the Murphy basis can be written using
an ordered product of certain ‘branching factors’. There exist both ‘down’ and ‘up’
branching factors and a compatibility relation between them. Using this compatibility
relation, one obtains a certain factorizability property of the Murphy basis elements.
The compatibility and factorizability properties lead to our dominance triangularity
results, but also to strong results about restrictions of cell modules, the construction
of skew cell modules and, in [3], to a construction of a cellular basis for quotients
of diagram algebras. The compatibility and factorizability properties were already
observed in [4], but they are first exploited systematically in this paper and in [3].

The results of this paper play a crucial role in [3], where we construct new integral
Murphy-type cellular bases of the Brauer algebras which decompose into bases for the
kernels and images of these algebras acting on tensor space. This construction thus
provides simultaneously an integral cellular basis of the centralizer algebra, and a new
version of the second fundamental theorem of invariant theory. All of these results are
compatible with reduction from Z to an arbitrary field (characteristic two is excluded
in the orthogonal case).

Given two fixed points 4 and v in the sth and rth levels of the branching graph,
we provide an explicit construction of an associated skew cell module A,_ (v \ 1). We
show that these skew cell modules possess integral bases indexed by skew tableaux
(paths between the two fixed vertices in the graph) exactly as in the classical case of
the symmetric group.

In the case of the partition algebra, these skew modules provide a new setting
in which to study the infamous Kronecker problem. In an upcoming paper [1],
the first two authors and Maud De Visscher use these skew modules to provide
a uniform combinatorial interpretation for one of the largest sets of Kronecker
coeflicients considered to date (the Littlewood—Richardson coefficients and the
Kronecker coefficients labelled by two two-line partitions are covered as important
examples).

2. Diagram algebras

For the remainder of the paper, we shall let R be an integral domain with field of
fractions F. In this section, we shall define diagram algebras and recall the construction
of their Murphy bases, following [4]. We first recall the definition of a cellular algebra,
asin [9].
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2.1. Cellular algebras.

Dermition 2.1. Let R be an integral domain. A cellular algebra is a tuple (A, % A,
>, Std(+), &), where:

(1) Aisaunital R-algebra and * : A — A is an algebra involution, that is, an R-linear
anti-automorphism of A such that (x*)* = x for x € A;

2) (A\, L) is a finite partially ordered set and, for each A € Z Std(A) is a finite
indexing set;

(3) theset. & = {cg‘t | e A and s,t € Std(1)} is an R-basis for A.

Let A>! denote the R-module with basis {c‘:t | u> A and s,t e Std(u)}.
(4) The following two conditions hold for the basis <.

(a) Givende X t € Std(1) and a € A, there exist coefficients r(a;t, v) € R, for
v € Std(1), such that, for all s € Std(2),

cha= Z r(a;t,v)cd, mod A™*. 2.1
vesu(l)

(b) IfA€Aands,te Std(A), then (cX)* = () mod A™.
The tuple (A, *,A\, >, Std(-), &) is a cell datum for A. The basis <7 is called a cellular
basis of A.

If A is a cellular algebra over R, and R — S is a homomorphism of integral domains,
then the specialization AS = A ® S is a cellular algebra over S, with cellular basis

oS ={cl ®1g|1€A,ands,t e Std(1)).

In particular, A¥ is a cellular algebra. Since the map a > a ® 1z is injective, we regard
A as contained in A™ and we identify a € A with a ® 1 € AF.

An order ideal T C A is a subset with the property that if 1 € I" and u &> 4, then
u € I'. It follows from the axioms of a cellular algebra that, for any order ideal I in A,

A" = Span{c}, | 1 €T, s,t € Std(1)}
is an involution-invariant two-sided ideal of A. In particular A>* and
APt = Span{cy, | u € A,s,te Std(u) and u = A}
are involution-invariant two-sided ideals.

Derintion 2.2. Let A be a cellular algebra over R and let A € A. The cell module A(1)
is the right A-module defined as follows. As an R-module, A(1) is free with basis
indexed by Std(1), say, {ct/l | t € Std(2)}. The right A-action is given by

cfa = Z r(a;t, v)cé,

veAl

where the coefficients r(a; 1, V) are those of Equation (2.1).
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Thus, for any s € A%,
Span{cd, + A”" | t € Std(2)} € AB*/A™1

is a model for the cell module A(1). When we need to emphasize the algebra or the
ground ring, we may write A,(4) or A®(2). Note that A¥(1) = A(1) ® F is the cell
module for A" corresponding to A.

If A is an R-algebra with involution *, then = induces functors M — M*
interchanging left and right A-modules, and taking A—A bimodules to A—A bimodules.
We identify M** M via x** +— x and, for modules 4 M and N4, have (M ®g N)* = N* Qg
M*, as A—A bimodules, with the isomorphism determined by (m ® n)* — n* ® m*. For
a right A-module My, using both of these isomorphisms, we identify (M* @ M)* with
M@ M™ =M"®M, via (x*®y)" — y" ® x. Now we apply these observations with
A a cellular algebra and A(4) a cell module. The assignment

ay e + AT s () ® ()

determines an A-A bimodule isomorphism from A®1/A”% to (A(1))* ®& A(X).
Moreover, * o @, = @, o *, which reflects the cellular algebra axiom (cét)* =
cp mod A™.

A certain bilinear form on the cell modules plays an essential role in the theory of
cellular algebras. Let A be a cellular algebra over R and let 4 € A. The cell module A(2)
can be regarded as an A/A”* module. For x,y,z € A(A), it follows from the definition

of the cell module and the map «, that xa';l (v* ® z) € Rz. Define (x, y) by

xa;' (" ®2) = (x,y)z. (2.2)
Then (x, y) is R-linear in each variable and {(xa, y) = (x, ya*) for x,y € A(1) and a € A.
Note that
A4

— (AN A
CstCuv = <ct ’ cu>csvv

which is the customary definition of the bilinear form.

DeriniTion 2.3 [5]. A cellular algebra A is said to be cyclic cellular if every cell module
is cyclic as an A-module.

If A is cyclic cellular, 4 € A and 0(A) is a generator of the cell module A(Q), let m,
be a lift in A®* of a/;l(é(/l)* ® 0(A)).
Lemma 2.4. The element m, has the following properties.
(1) my =m} mod AP,
(2) AP =AmA + A™A
B)  (mA + A" /AP = A(Q), as right A-modules.
Proor. Lemma 2.5 in [5]. O

In examples of interest to us, we can always choose m, to satisfy m’ = m, (and,
moreover, m, is given explicitly).
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2.2. Sequences of diagram algebras. Here and in the remainder of the paper, we
will consider an increasing sequence (A,),so of cellular algebras over an integral
domain R with field of fractions F. We assume that all the inclusions are unital and
that the involutions are consistent; that is, the involution on A,,;, restricted to A,,
agrees with the involution on A,. We will establish a list of assumptions (D1)—(D6).
For convenience, we call an increasing sequence of cellular algebras satisfying these
assumptions a sequence of diagram algebras.

Let (;\\,, ) denote the partially ordered set in the cell datum for A,. For 1 € A\, let
A,(1) denote the corresponding cell module. If S is an integral domain with a unital
homomorphism R — S, write AS = A, ®; S and A% (1) for A, (1) ® S. In particular,
write AT = A, ®g F and AZ(2) for A,(1) ® F.

DermniTion 2.5. Let A be a cellular algebra over R. If M is a right A-module, a cell
filtration of M is a filtration by right A-modules

{0)=MyC M, C---CM;=M,

such that M;/M;_, = A(A?) for some 19 € A. We say that the filtration is order
preserving it A0 > 27D in A for all i > 1.

DeriniTion 2.6 [6, 7]. Let (A,),>0 be an increasing sequence of cellular algebras over
an integral domain R.

(1) The tower (A,),>q is restriction-coherent if, for each r > 0 and each u € ;\\H 1, the
restricted module Resﬁf *'(A+1(w)) has an order-preserving cell filtration.

(2) A tower (A,),>0 18 induction-coherent if, for each r > 0 and each A € A\,, the
induced module Indﬁ:” (A;(4)) has an order-preserving cell filtration.
(3) The tower (A,),>0 is coherent if it is both restriction- and induction-coherent.

RemaRrk 2.7. We have changed the terminology from [4, 6, 7], as the weaker notion of
coherence, in which the order-preserving requirement is omitted, plays no role here.

We now list the first of our assumptions for a sequence of diagram algebras.
(D1) Ap=R.
(D2) the algebras A, are cyclic cellular for all r > 0.

For all k£ and for all A € A\k, fix once and for all a bimodule isomorphism «, :
Akw /A,‘jA = (A, (D))" ®r A (A), a generator 6;(4) of the cyclic Ay-module A, (1) and
an element m, € Akw satisfying a(m, + A,‘jA) = (0x(1))* ® 0x(1). Recall the properties
of m, from Lemma 2.4. We require the following mild assumption on the elements m,.

(D3) my =m;.
Our list of assumptions continues as follows.

(D4) A is split semisimple for all r > 0.
(D5) The sequence of algebras (A, ), is restriction-coherent.
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As discussed in [4, Section 3], under the assumptions (D1)—(D5) above, there exists
a well-defined multiplicity-free branching diagram A associated with the sequence
(A;)>0- The branching diagram is an infinite, graded, directed graph with vertices A,
at level k and edges determined as follows. For A € A,y and UEe A,, there is an edge
A—> puin Aif and only if A,_;(4) appears as a subquotient of an order-preserving cell
filtration of Res‘z:_l(Ar(y)). Note that :4\0 is a singleton; we denote its unique element
by @. We can choose A (@) = R, 6o(2) = 1 and mg = 1.

DeriniTION 2.8. Given v € A\,, we /Eleﬁne a staﬂdard tableau of shape v to be a directed
path t on the branching diagram A from @ € Ay to v, given by

t=(@=10)->t1) >tR2)—> - >tr-1) - tFr)=v).

We let Std,(v) denote the set of all such paths and let Std, = | ,_+ Std,(v).

VEA,

It is shown in [4, Section 3] that there exist certain ‘branching factors’ d,_,, € A,

associated to each edge 4 — u in A, related to the cell filtration of Resﬁ:ﬁl(Ar(y)).
Given a path t € Std,(v),

2=10)—->t(l)=>t2)— - >tr-1D->tr)=v

define dy = dy—1)-t)drr-2)>t-1) * * * dyoyt(1)-
We say that two cellular bases of an algebra A with involution are equivalent if they
determine the same two-sided ideals A®* and isomorphic cell modules.

TueorEM 2.9 [4, Section 3]. Let (A,)>0 be a sequence of algebras satisfying
assumptions (D1)—(D5).

(1) Letade ;4\, The set {m,d; + A‘f’l | t € Std,(A)} is a basis of the cell module A,().

(2) The set{dgmd; | A € A\r, s,t € Std, (1)} is a cellular basis of A,, equivalent to the
original cellular basis.

(3) Forafixed A e ;1\, we let u(1) > u2) > - - - > u(s) be a listing of the u € ;1\,_1 such
that u — A. Let

M; = Spang{mady + AZ" | t € Std, (), t(k — 1) = p(j)}.

Then
OcMc---cM;=A0)

is a filtration of A.(1) by A,_\ submodules, and M;j/M;_; = A,_1(u;).

Noration 2.10. We write mg, = dgmad;. Also write my = mad; + A7* € A.(1). We refer

to the cellular basis {m;’t | A€ Zf, and s,t € Std, (1)} as the Murphy cellular basis of A,
and {mf | t € Std,(A)} as the Murphy basis of the cell module A, ().

We will now continue with our list of assumed properties of the sequence of algebra
(A,);>0 with one final axiom.
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(D6) There exist ‘u-branching factors’ u,_,, € Afﬂ such that
m,ld 1 = (M#H/l)*m’u. (23)

ExampLE 2.11. It is shown in [4] that the Hecke algebras of type A, the symmetric
group algebras, the Brauer algebras, the Birman—Wenzl-Murakami algebras, the
partition algebras and the Jones—Temperley—Lieb algebras all are examples of
sequences of algebras satisfying properties (D1)—(D6). For the Hecke algebras, the
cellular basis of Theorem 2.9 agrees with the Murphy basis from [15], up to a
normalization. In each case, the ground ring R can be taken to be the generic ground
ring for the class of algebras. For example, for the Hecke algebras, this is Z[q,q7 '],
and for the Brauer algebras it is Z[d], where ¢ and § are indeterminants.

Let G, be either the general linear group GL,, the orthogonal group O, or the
symplectic group Sp,,, and let V denote its natural module. The centralizer algebra
Endg, (V®") is a quotient of the symmetric group &,, the Brauer algebra B,(n) or the
Brauer algebra B,(—2n), respectively. In each case, the ground ring R can be taken to
be Z. It is shown in [3] that the algebras Endg(V®") all satisfy axioms (D 1)—(D6).

DermiTioN 2.12. Given0 < s<rand A€ Zs, Ve ;4\,, we define a skew standard tg\bleau
of shape v \ 4 and degree r — s to be a directed path t on the branching diagram A from
Ato v, given by

t=A=ts)=>ts+1)=>t(s+2)> - >tr-1) >t =v).
We let Std, (v \ 1) denote the set of all such paths with given A and v. Given0 < s <7,
we set Std, , = UAe&,veX, Std, (v \ ).

Given two paths s € Std, (u \ 4) and t € Std, (v \ 1) such that the final point of s is
the initial point of t, define s o t to be the obvious path obtained by concatenation.

REmark 2.13. Given a path t € Std, (v \ 1) of the form
A=) >ts+1)>ots+2)> - otr—1)>t(r)=v,
define
dy = dir-1)-t)dir-2)-t(-1) * * * digs)>t(s+1)
and
Ut = Ui(s)>t(s+1) " Utr-2)-tr— DU 1) >1(r) -
Then it follows from the compatibility relation (2.3) and induction on r — s that
uymy = myd. 2.4)
Because mg can be chosen to be 1, this gives, in particular, for t € Std,(v),
ui = myd. (2.5)

4

Therefore the cellular basis {m,

form

} can also be written in the apparently asymmetric

Vo p* I E
my = dgmydy = dgu;.
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Using the symmetry of the cellular basis (my)" = my, (which follows from the
assumption (D3)), we also get

my = usd.
Using (2.5), the basis {m | t € Std,(v)} of the cell module A,(v) is given by
my =u; + A",
Now, for any 0 < g < s < r, let tf, 5 denote the truncated path
Q) > tg+ D) > tg+2) > > ts = D) = 1(s).
The representative u; of m; has the remarkable property that, for any 0 < s <r,

E N *
ug =g Uy s (2.6)

and
>t(s)

M:([O'S] = mt(s)dtm € mt(_Y)AX CAT.

The compatibility relations (2.4), together with the factorizability (2.6) of
representatives u; of the Murphy basis, play a crucial role in this paper. They lead
directly to our dominance triangularity results, which, in turn, lead to strong results
about restriction of cell modules and allow the construction of skew cell modules.
In our view, these are the distinguishing properties of the Murphy bases of diagram
algebras and, even in the original context of the Hecke algebras [15], these properties
provide new insight.

3. Seminormal basis and dominance triangularity

3.1. Gelfand—Zeitlin idempotents. Consider an increasing sequence of algebras
(A,),>0 satisfying assumptions (D1)—(D6) of Section 2.2. Let us recall the following
notion pertaining to the tower (AY),so. The terminology is from Okounkov and
Vershik [16, 17].

Derinition 3.1. The Gelfand-Zeitlin subalgebra G, of AF is the subalgebra generated
by the centers of AE, Aﬂf, .. ,AI,F.

The Gelfand—Zeitlin subalgebra is a maximal abelian subalgebra of A¥ and contains
a canonical family of idempotents indexed by paths on the branching diagram A. For
each s, let {zﬁ | 1€ Zs} denote the set of minimal central idempotents in Af. For
r> 1 and t a path on A of length r, let Fy = []}_, zi(s). The elements F; for t € Std,
are mutually orthogonal minimal idempotents whose sum is the identity; moreover,
Stesia oy Ft = ). If s € Std, and t € Std, with s < r, then FsF; = 8y, Fi. Evidently,
the set {F; |t e Stdy,0 < s < r} generates G,. Let us call this set of idempotents the
family of Gelfand—Zeitlin idempotents for (A%),o.
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3.2. Seminormal bases. Let {mgt | e Z, and s,t € Std, (1)} be the Murphy cellular

basis of A, constructed in Section 2.2, and, for A € ;4\,, let {m{1 |t € Std, (1)} be the
Murphy basis of the cell module A.(1). For t € Std,, let F; be the corresponding
Gelfand—Zeitlin idempotent in A%.

DeriniTION 3.2 (Seminormal bases). Let » > 0 and A € ;1\, For s,t € Std,(1), define
ft=mlF e AJ(2) and F}, = Fsm Fy € A

We now define two partial orders on the set of paths Std, in the branching graph.

Derinition 3.3 (Dominance order). For s,t € Std; ., define s & t if s(j) & t(j) for all
0<j<r.Wewrites>tifs#tands>t.

This is evidently a partial order, which we call the dominance order on paths. In
particular, the dominance order is defined on Std, and on Std, (1) for 4 € A,.

DeriniTioN 3.4 (Reverse lexicographic order). For s,t € Std; ., define s > tif s =t or if
s(j) > 1(j) for the last index j such that s(j) # (). We write s >tif s #tand s > 1.

This is also a partial order on paths (and is defined on Std, and on Std, (1) for 1 € Z,).
Evidently, s >t implies s > 1.

THeEOREM 3.5 (Dominance triangularity). Fix A € Xr For all t € Std, (1), there exist
coefficients rs, rg € F such that

A _ pa A A _ A r A
mp = f" + Z rsfe  f =mp + Z reimyg.
seStd, (1) seStd, (1)
s>t s>t

In particular, {f* | t € Std(A)} is a basis of A (D).

Proor. The element ), 7 acts as the identity on the ideal ASW. For A € Xr and
t € Std,(1), u; has the property that uf[o . € ASBt(s) forall 0 < s<r, and uf = u;‘[m ut*mﬂ.
Therefore
Mt* = Mt* Z Z?(S).
M)

Applying this at each 0 < s < r gives

i [] 3 e 3 T]a
1<s<r u($)1(s) (u(1),u(2),..copa(r)) 1<s<r

where the sum is over all sequences (u(1),u(2),...,u(r)) such that u(s) € ;\\5 and
u(s) = t(s) for al0<s<r. If such a sequence is not an element of Std,, that is, it
is not a path on A, then the product [ ], zf;(s) is zero. On the other hand, if

s = (u(1) = p(2) = -+ = ()
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is an element of Std,, then [] <., 2" = Fs. Thus

uf=ufZFS=uth+ Z uiFs +y,
seStd, seStd, (1)
s>t s>t
Fy>A : F
where y € (A;)™*. Passing to the cell module A; (1),
| 9| l
my = f" + Z mi Fs.
seStd, (1)
s>t

But the range of F; acting on the simple module AZ(2) is of dimension one, spanned

by £, so this gives
m{l =ft/1+ Z refd,

seStd, (1)
s>t

for appropriate rs € F. This shows that the tuple [mf]testd,u) is related to the tuple
[ ft/l]teStd,( 2 by an (invertible) matrix which is unitriangular with respect to dominance
order of paths. Hence { ft” |t € Std, (1)} is a basis of Alf(/l) and the inverse change of
basis matrix is also unitriangular. O

CoROLLARY 3.6. Forr > 0:

(D {ft/l | t € Std, (1)} is a basis ofAIf(/l)for all 1€ ;1\,; and
2) {F;lt | e ;\\, and s,t e Xr} is a cellular basis of AE.

Proor. The first statement was verified in the proof of Theorem 3.5. The second
statement follows from [7, Lemma 2.3], since F2 is a lift of &' (f{ ®= f). !

We note that the cell module Af(1) embeds in the algebra AF as a right ideal.

LevMa 3.7. Let r > 0 and let A € Xr.

(1)  Spang{u; Fy | t € Std, ()} is a right ideal of A]f and ft/l = uy Fy determines an
isomorphism of AZ(Q) onto this right ideal.
(2) Likewise, for any fixed s € Std, (1),

AE(Q) = Spang{m% Fy | t € Std, (1)} = Spang{FZ | t € Std, (1)},
with isomorphisms determined by f' — mLF, respectively, f* — F2.

Proor. Recall that 6, is a generator of the cell module AZ(2) and m, is a lift in (AT)>4
of @' ((6,)" ®r 6,). For any fixed x € A] such that §,x # 0,

e o (62" @ £1) = x'madiFy + (AD)™

determines an isomorphism of Af(1) onto a submodule of (Af)>*/(AL)>*. Therefore,
for b € A}, if f'b = Y Bs f2, then

X mudiFib = ) Bsx mydsFs +y,
)
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where y € (A7)™. Now for all s € Std,(2), Fsz} = Fs, but yz} = 0. Thus multiplying
by z; on the right gives

x*mydiFib = Zﬁsx*mldst,
S

which shows that Spang{x*m,diF; |t € Std,(4)} is a right ideal and f; = x*m,diFy
determines an isomorphism of A],f(/l) onto this right ideal. Taking x =1 yields
statement (1), and taking x = dg, respectively, x = dsFg, gives the isomorphisms in
part (2). O

Lemma 3.8. Let r> 0, A, u € A,, s,t € Std, (1) and u, v € Std, ().

(D) A FL = 60 TR

() FAFl = 60, FOFS,

() (A f5 #0ifand only ift = u.

@ (L FL =P

(5)  The set of elements E%, = (fZ, fsl>_1F§tf0r A€ A, and s,t € Std, (1) is a complete
SJamily of matrix units with

ELEL, =01,00,ES, and ELEL = EX =Fs.

Prook. If A # p, then fUFY, = fAF{F F}, = 0 and, similarly, F4F}, = 0. We have
FAFL = (L fih 1} by the definition of the bilinear form (2.2), since FY, is a lift of
a; ' ((fH* ® f;1). This proves part (1) and part (2) follows from Lemma 3.7 part (2). If
t # u, then

LD = AFG fIFD) = (U FFy, fy = 0.

Suppose that (f*, ) = 0 for some t € Std.(1). Then it follows from part (2) and the
orthogonality of the elements £, which was just established, that ftlF tv =0 for all u
and all u, v € Std,(u). But, by Corollary 3.6, the identity element of AT is in the span of
the set of F',, so it follows that ftﬂ = 0, which is a contradiction. This proves part (3).
By part (2), G; = (ftd,ft”)_lFft is an idempotent such that G{F; = G;. Since F; is a
minimal idempotent, it follows that G; = Fy, which proves part (4). Part (5) follows
from parts (2), (3) and (4). O

3.3. Restriction of the seminormal representations. For 0 < s < r, write AX N
(AEY for the set of x € AT that commute pointwise with AE.

ProposiTION 3.9. Let 1 < s < r. Let v € A, and t € Std,(v). Write 1 =1(s), t; =t €
Std,(A) and ty =t € Stdy, (v \ A).

(1) Let x € A and suppose that f{'x = Yscsu ) @sfs'- Then

Rx= ) asfly,

seStd, (1)
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(2)  In particular, for u € Zs and u,v € Std,(w),

R Fhu = 008y uChil i) fuoy-

(3) Forxe A]f N (A]SF)’, fx=2s rsftfos, where the sum is over s € Std, (v \ 1) and
the coefficients depend only on x and t, and are independent of t;.

Proor. We can embed the cell module Af(v) in A%, identifying S with uf Fy, using
Lemma 3.7. We can write Fy = Fy, Fy,, where Fy, € AZ 0 (AY). Thus

V ae — % ¥ *
S x = ug Frx = ug Frug Fy x.

Applying Lemma 3.7 part (1) to AF(1) we find that this equals
ut*thz Z asugFs = Z asut*zu:Fsth = Z aSu;otzFSOtz = Z asfsvotz'
s S s s

This proves part (1) and part (2) is an immediate consequence. We now consider
part (3). Given x € A7 N (A]), we let fx = Yycsia, 0 Fufy- Since x commutes with A%,

Rx=fFox=fxFy = ) rfiF,

u

which shows that r, = 0 unless ujo s = t;. Thus, we can rewrite this as fix = 3¢ s fi, os»
where now the sum is over s € Std, (v \ 4). It remains to show that the coefficients are
independent of t;. If v € Stdy(4), then

A A 1 A
Joo® = S, Bt X = fUEq X = [UXEQ, = Z IsfoosEty = Z Fsfyoss

S S

where we have applied part (2). O

3.4. Dominance triangularity and restriction rules for the Murphy basis. For
0 < s < r, we now show that the Murphy basis is compatible with restriction to the
subalgebra A; C A,, and also to the subalgebra A, N A’. This is a first step towards
constructing skew cell modules in the next section.

Lemva 3.10. Let 1 < s<r, vE ;4\, e XS and t € Stds (v \ 1). Suppose that y €
myAg; N A‘;’l. Then there exist coefficients r; € R such that

wy= > ru; mod AT
zeStd, (v)
Z[l\-yrjl>t
z(s)>A

Proor. Recall that the element }’ ). 4 29 acts as the identity on the ideal A>* and that
y € A%, By the assumption that y € m,A; and t(s) = A,

B

*
Uy, v € mypAj S A;
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for each j with s < j<r. In fact, if y = m,x, then uf{ Y= u;‘[ max = myjdy, , X,

using (2.4). It follows that ufy = u y(3(jyst(j) zj(j)). Finally, for j < s, we can write

1=3 AeR,; zj(j). Arguing as in the proof of Theorem 3.5,

uy = Z uiyF, = Z ujyF, mod (A))™.

zeStd, zeStd, (v)
Zp5n >t 2y >t
z(s)>A z(s)>A

Now, because the range of F, on the cell module Af(v) is F{f,} = F{u;F,}, we have
uiyF; = a;u; F, for some a, € F. Thus
uy = Z auiF, mod (AD)™.
zeStd, (v)
Zl.\,rlbt

z(s)>A
By dominance triangularity (Theorem 3.5),

uy = Z ray +y,
zeStd, (v)
Z[:,r] l>t,
z(s)>A
with coefficients r, € F, and with y’ € (A})™”. But, since u;y € AX, we have that r, € R
andy’ € AY". O
The following proposition is an immediate consequence of the lemma.

ProposiTionN 3.11. Let 1 < s<r, v e X,, A€ :4: and t € Std; (v \ ). Let x € m A, and
write
x= Z sy + Y,
seStd (1)

with'y € A, Then there exist coefficients r, € R, such that

Uy x = Z sty ug + Z rouy;  mod A7,
seStdg(2) zeStd,(v)
Z[Jvr]Dt,
z(s)>A
The following corollary is a restriction rule for the Murphy-type basis of a tower of
diagram algebras.

CorOLLARY 3.12. Letr>1,v e ;\\r andt e Std,(v). Let 1 < s < randwrite A =1(s). Let
a € A; and suppose that
Uy, A= Z rsui mod A%,
seStd, (1)
Then there exist coefficients r, € R such that

* — * * * >v
u/a = E Fsity, U + E rau, mod A

seStd, (1) zeStd,(v)
2[5, >t
z(s)>A
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Proor. Apply the previous proposition with x = ut*[ oy O

Remark 3.13. Corollary 3.12 is an improvement of the restriction rule for ‘path bases’
obtained in [7, Proposition 2.18].

We now consider restriction to A, N A}, C A,.

ProrosiTioNn 3.14. Let0< s<r, v e A\r and t € Std,(v). Write A =1(s). Let x € A, N Al.
Then there exist coefficients ry € R such that

ux = Z rwiy, mod A%,

weStd, (v)

Wio0,s1 210,51
Proor. Using Theorem 3.5, write m} = f” + Y01 @ufy, with coefficients ay € F, so
that mx = f'x + Xt @ufjx. Now applying Proposition 3.9 part (3), we see that m;'x
is an F-linear combination of seminormal basis elements f; with vjg ¢ = tjo . Using
Theorem 3.5 again, each such f is an F-linear combination of Murphy basis elements
my,, with w &> v, and thus wyo g & Vjo 5 I tjo,¢. Therefore

uix = Z Fwlly, + Y,

weStd, (v)
Wio,s12tj0.5]

with coefficients r, € F and with y € A7 ®; F. Since ujx € A, the coefficients are
necessarily in R and y € A>". O

4. Jucys—Murphy elements

We recall the definition and first properties of families of Jucys—Murphy elements
for diagram algebras. The action of Jucys—Murphy elements on cell modules for
diagram algebras was first considered systematically in Goodman and Graber [7],
motivated by work of Mathas [12]. In this section, we use Theorem 3.5 to strengthen
the results of [7] by replacing the reverse lexicographic order on tableaux with the
dominance order on tableaux.

The treatment of Jucys—Murphy and the seminormal basis in [7] proceeds as
follows. From the definition of Jucys—Murphy elements (Definitions 4.1 and 4.3),
one concludes that the Jucys—Murphy elements act triangularly with respect to
reverse lexicographic order on the Murphy basis. Therefore, Jucys—Murphy elements
in the sense of [7] are also Jucys—Murphy elements in the sense of Mathas
[12, Definition 2.4]. When the ground ring is a field F and Mathas’ separation
condition [12, Definition 2.8] is satisfied—which is true for standard examples of
diagram algebras over the field of fractions of the generic ground ring—then, by
[12, Corollary 2.9], the algebras AF are split semisimple. Moreover, following
[12, Section 3], one can define a family of orthogonal idempotents Fy labelled
by t € Std,, using interpolation formulas for the Jucys—Murphy elements. By [7,
Proposition 3.11], the idempotents F; coincide with the Gelfand—Zeitlin idempotents
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F for the tower (A],F)r>0. Finally, one defines the seminormal bases as in Definition 3.2.
Since the F; are polynomials in the Jucys—Murphy elements, it follows that the
transition matrix between the Murphy basis and the seminormal basis is unitriangular
with respect to reverse lexicographic order.

Here we reverse the logic. We consider a tower of diagram algebras, that is,
a tower (A,),»o satisfying (D1)-(D6). Then we already have the Gelfand—Zeitlin
idempotents at our disposal and can define the seminormal bases as in Definition 3.2.
Moreover, the transition matrix between the Murphy basis and the seminormal basis
is dominance unitriangular by Theorem 3.5. In cases where Jucys—Murphy elements
in the sense of Definitions 4.1 and 4.3 exist, we will show that they act diagonally
on the seminormal basis. It then follows from Theorem 3.5 that the Jucys—Murphy
elements act triangularly on the Murphy basis with respect to dominance order.
Assuming Mathas’ separation condition holds—as it does in standard examples—
one can then take up the theory in [12, Section 3], defining orthogonal idempotents
by interpolation formulas using the Jucys—Murphy elements, and these must coincide
with the Gelfand—Zeitlin idempotents by [7, Proposition 3.11].

For the rest of this section, assume that (A,),so is a tower of diagram algebras over
an integral domain R with field of fractions F, satisfying (D1)—(D6).

DeriniTion 4.1. We say that a family of elements {L, | r > 1}, is an additive family of
Jucys—Murphy elements if the following conditions hold.

(1) Forallr>1,L,€A,, L,isinvariant under the involution of A,, and L, commutes
with A,_;. In particular, L;L; = L;L; forall 1 <i< j<r.

(2) Forallr>1and A€ A\, there exists d(1) € R such that Ly + - -- + L, acts as the
scalar d(A) on the cell module Af(/l). For A € Ay, we let d(1) = 0.

ExampLE 4.2. The group algebras of symmetric groups, Temperley—Lieb, Brauer,
walled Brauer and partition algebras all possess additive families of Jucys—Murphy
elements.

DermviTion 4.3. We say that a family of elements {L, | r > 1}, is a multiplicative family
of Jucys—Murphy elements if the following conditions hold.

(I) Forallr > 1, L, is an invertible element of A,, L, is invariant under the involution
* and L, commutes with A,_;. In particular, L;L; = L;L; forall 1 <i< j<r.

(2) Forallr>1landAe :4\,, there exists d(/lle R suchthat L; - - - L, acts as the scalar
d(A) on the cell module AX(1). For A € Ay, we let d(2) = 1.

ExawmpLE 4.4. The Hecke algebras of finite type A and the Birman—Murakami—Wenzl
algebra possess a multiplicative family of Jucys—Murphy elements.

ProrosiTioN 4.5. Assume that the tower (A,),>0 has additive or multiplicative Jucys—
Murphy elements L;. Then the Jucys—Murphy elements act diagonally on the
seminormal bases. More precisely, there exist scalars k,_,) € R associated to edges

u— din A such that, forall r, A € ;{\,, teStd, (D) andi<r,

1 1
JLi = kG- fi -
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Proor. We consider the case of additive Jucys—Murphy elements. The proof for
multiplicative Jucys—Murphy elements is nearly identical. Let k,_, = d(1) — d(u),
where d(-) is as in Definition 4.1. For i > 1 and u eXi, the sum Ly +---+ L;
acts as the scalar d(u) on A/(u). It follows from the restriction rule for the

seminormal representations (Proposition 3.9) that, for all » > i, 1 € Zfr and t € Std, (1),
ALy + -+ + L) = d(t()) 1. Hence f'L; = (d(t(i) — d(t(i — 1)) f;*. o

Nortation 4.6. We will also write k(i) for ii—1)—t)-

THeEOREM 4.7. Assume that the tower (A,),>o has additive or multiplicative Jucys—
Murphy elements L;. Then the Jucys—Murphy elements act triangularly with respect
to dominance order on the Murphy basis of the cell modules, that is, forr > 1, 1 € A,
andt € Std, (1),

miLi = k(iym) + ) rem, (4.1)

s>t

where the coefficients are in R.

Proor. Using Proposition 4.5 and Theorem 3.5, one obtains (4.1) with coefficients in
F. But, since L; € Af, the coefficients are necessarily in R. ]

The dominance triangularity results Theorems 3.5 and 4.7 apply to the following
examples.

(1) The symmetric group algebras and the Hecke algebras of finite type A. This
example is discussed at length in Section 5 below.

For the remaining examples, dominance triangularity of the Jucys—Murphy
elements, and of the transition matrix from a path basis or a Murphy-type basis to
the seminormal basis, are new results.

(2) The towers of Temperley—Lieb algebras, partition algebras, Brauer algebras and
Birman—Murakami—Wenzl algebras [4].

(3) The towers of centralizer algebras on tensor space discussed in Example 2.11, [3].

5. Application to the Hecke algebras of the symmetric groups

The arguments of Sections 3 and 4, applied to the Hecke algebras of the symmetric
groups, result in some modest simplifications of the theory of these algebras, as
presented, for example, in [11].

Let S be an integral domain and g € S a unit. The Hecke algebra H,.(S;q) is
the unital S-algebra with generators 71, ..., T, satisfying the braid relations and
the quadratic relation (7; — ¢)(T; + 1) = 0. For any S, the specialization H,.(S; 1) is
isomorphic to S S,. The generic ground ring for the Hecke algebras is the Laurent
polynomial ring R = Z[q,q~'], where ¢ is an indeterminant. Let F denote Q(q), the
field of fractions of R.

We will write H,(q) for H,(R;q). The algebra H,(q) has an R-basis {T), | w € S,},

defined as follows. If w=s; s;, ---s; is a reduced expression for w in the usual
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generators of &,, then T, = T;T;, --- T;,, independent of the reduced expression.
Define T, = T,,-1; then * is an algebra involution on H,(q).

LetA@, denote the set of Young diagrams or partitions of size r. Dominance order

> on &, is determined by A &> pif ¥/ ;> ¥ 1 i f for all 1 < j < r. Young’s graph
or lattice, S, is the branching diagram w1th vertices S, on level r and a directed edge
A — pif p is obtained from A by adding one box. We can identify standard tableaux
of shape A with directed paths on € from @ to A. For 4 € &,, denote the set of standard
tableaux of shape A by Std,(4).

Let A be a Young diagram and let @ = (i, j) be a box in A. The content of « is
cla) =j—i. IfteStd,(v) and k < r, define ci(k) = c(a), where a = t(k) \ t(k — 1).
When t is regarded as an array with the boxes of the Young diagram v filled with the
numbers from one to r, cy(k) is the content of the box containing the entry k.

For A a partition of r, let x; = 3z, T\ Let t! be the row reading tableaux of shape
A. For any A-tableau t, there is a unique w(t) € S, with t = t'w(t). For A a partition of
rand s,t € Std,(1), let

x4 = (Twe) AT

THeEOREM 5.1 (The Murphy basis, [15]). The set X = {chlt | e @, and s,t € Std, ()} is
a cellular basis of H,(R; q), with respect to the involution * and the partially ordered
set (6)”7 /)

We let xt denote the basis element of the cell module A,(1) corresponding to
te Std, (), ! = )Ty + HZ* If 1 < a < i, define

Ta,i =T, Tgs1---Tiq,
and T;, =T, If Ari—1land p i, with = 2U{(j,u}, leta= izl . Define

4

d/l—»y = Ta,i and Uy = Ti,a Z Ta,a—k-
k=0

Given a path t € Std,(v),
2=t0)->1t(1)>t2)—>--->t(r-1)—>tr) =
define
dr = dyr— 1)t dir-2)—tr—1) * * * A o)—t(1)-
ProposiTION 5.2 [4].
(1) ForteStd,(v), di = Ty
(2) Ford—uinG, Xy = Uy, X0

Thus the Murphy cellular basis is recovered from the ordered products of

branching factors: xgt = (ds)*x,d;. Moreover, Remark 2.13 regarding factorization of
representatives of the Murphy basis of cell modules applies to the Hecke algebra. We

want to stress that Proposition 5.2 is established by computation and does not rely on

https://doi.org/10.1017/51446788717000179 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/S1446788717000179

30 C. Bowman, J. Enyang and F. Goodman [18]

the connection, established in [4], between the branching factors d,_,, and u,_,, and
cell filtrations of restricted and induced cell modules.

Next, we recall the Jucys—Murphy elements for the Hecke algebras (see [11,
Section 3.3 and Exercise 6, page 49]). The Jucys—Murphy elements in H,(q) are
defined by

Li=1 and Li=¢"*Ty_y---T\T,---Tioy fork>1.

ProrosiTION 5.3.

(1) LyLy---L, is in the center of H.(q).
(2) The elements L, are multiplicative Jucys—Murphy elements in the sense of
Definition 4.3.

See [11, Section 3.3] for the proof. Again, the proof is computational and does not
depend on deeper results on the Hecke algebras. We will now list several properties
of the Hecke algebras and afterwards sketch two logical routes through this material,
both using the ideas of Sections 3 and 4.

(H1) The Hecke algebras H,(F, q) are split semisimple.

(H2) The branching diagram for the sequence (H,(F,q)),»o of split semisimple
algebras is Young’s lattice.

(H3) The sequence of Hecke algebras over R is restriction-coherent, with A’f_l(/l)
appearing as a subquotient of ResZ: E‘]Izq)(AIf (w)) if and only if A C u.

(H4) More precisely, statement (3) of Theorem 2.9 holds.

Since the sequence (H,(F, q)),>o is a multiplicity free sequence of split semisimple
algebras over F, one can define Gelfand—Zeitlin idempotents as in Section 3.1 and
seminormal bases as in Definition 3.2 using the Gelfand—Zeitlin idempotents and the
Murphy basis.

(H5) The set { ftﬂ |t € Std, (1)} is a basis of Alf(l) and the transition matrix between
this basis and the Murphy basis is dominance unitriangular.

(H6) The Jucys—Murphy elements act diagonally on the seminormal basis, ftALk =
th(k) f/l-

(H7) The Jt ucys—Murphy elements act triangularly on the Murphy basis,

)c’l C‘(k) ’l + Z rsx

s>t

We now sketch two logical paths through statements (H1)—(H7). Of course, there
are many logical arrangements of this material, and these are just two possibilities.

First path. One can first establish that the Hecke algebras H,(F, ) are split semisimple.
One easy way to do this is as follows. Let (-, -) denote the bilinear form on each cell
module arising from the Murphy basis. Let ¢, be the determinant of the Gram matrix
[(mgl, m{l)]s,t. Then ¢; € R = Z[q,q"']. Since the specialization of the Hecke algebra
at g = 1 is the symmetric group algebra over Q, which is semisimple, it follows that
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¢1(1) # 0 and hence ¢, # 0. Now it follows from the general theory of cellular algebras
that H,(F, q) is split semisimple (see [11, Corollary 2.21]).

The next step, which is more substantial, is to show that (H3) holds. This is proved
in [8] or [13]. This implies that (H2) holds as well, using [6, Lemma 2.2], which is
elementary.

Taking into account Proposition 5.2, we now have verified axioms (D1) through
(D6) for the Hecke algebras, as well as statements (1) and (2) of Theorem 2.9. A
subtle point here is that we have not verified and do not need to verify at this point
that the d-branching coefficients actually arise from the cell filtrations of restricted cell
modules, that is, that statement (3) of Theorem 2.9 holds.

We are now entitled to plug into the arguments of Sections 3 and 4, which give
us the conclusions (HS5) through (H7), but without revealing that the eigenvalues
of the Jucys—Murphy elements are ¢*®. This additional information must come
from an additional analysis, for example, by extending the analysis of Okounkov and
Vershik [16] to the Hecke algebras. Moreover, we obtain (H4) from Corollary 3.12.

Second path. The second path follows the analysis in [11, Ch. 3] and its abstraction
in [12]. Start with [11, Theorem 3.32], which proves (H7). This implies that the Jucys—
Murphy elements L; are Jucys—Murphy elements in the sense of [12] and, moreover,
satisfy the ‘separating condition’ of [12, Section 3] over F. One can therefore
define idempotents F;, indexed by standard tableaux using interpolation formulas
involving the Jucys—Murphy elements as in [11, Section 3.3] or [12, Section 3], and
the seminormal basis of the cell modules by ftl = xtAF t. From the general theory in
[12, Section 3], one obtains (HS5) and (H6). Moreover, the separating condition also
implies (H1). The restriction rule (H2) results from actually computing the seminormal
representations as in [11, Theorem 3.36]. We are now left with the task of verifying
(H3) and (H4).

Note that we have (D1)-(D4) as well as (D6) at our disposal in addition to
statements (1) and (2) of Theorem 2.9. Moreover, by [7, Proposition 3.11], the
idempotents F; obtained from the Jucys—Murphy elements have to coincide with the
Gelfand—Zeitlin idempotents. This is all we need to follow through the arguments of
Section 3, and we end up with Corollary 3.12, which implies (H3) and (H4).

Remark 5.4. The net result of this discussion is that if one uses the result from the
literature on the restriction-coherence of the tower of Hecke algebras, one can avoid
some of the work involved with showing dominance triangularity of the Jucys—Murphy
elements; on the other hand, if one uses the results on dominance triangularity, one
can avoid some of the work involved in proving restriction-coherence (which was only
recently proved in [8, 13]).

6. Skew cell modules for diagram algebras

In this section, we construct skew cell modules for diagram algebras and provide
integral bases of these modules indexed by skew tableaux. We begin by constructing
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skew cell modules for A, N A} when 0 < s < r, and afterwards we introduce a final
axiom which allows us to view t,llese modules as A,_; modules.

LetO<s<r,veA,and 1 € A,. Lett! € Std,(1) be maximal in Std,(1) with respect
to the dominance order on paths. Define

A(v;>Q) = Spang{my | t € Std,(v) and t(s) > A}

and

Av;th = Spang{m;, , |t € Std,_;(v\ D},
which are both R-submodules of Af ).
Levma 6.1. A(v; Q) and A(v; 1Y) + A(v; Q) are A, N A, submodules of AR(v).
Proor. This follows from Proposition 3.14 and maximality of t*. O

Let A(v \ 1) denote the A, N A, module

AW\ D) = (AW 1Y) + A(v; > ) /A(v; > Q).

LEmMMA 6.2.

(1) AW\ Q) is, up to isomorphism, independent of the choice of the maximal element

th.
2) A(v;tHFu C A],F(V) is an A, N A}, submodule, and A(v \ 1) = A(v; tYFo.
(3) For any choice of s € Stdy(Q),

AT\ ) := A\ D) @ F = Af(v)F;

as AL N (AYY -modules.
Proor. The first statement in part (2) follows from Lemma 6.1 because A(v; >A)Fn = 0.
Now there is an A, N A}, module homomorphism m - mFy from A(v; tY + A(v;>A) to
A(v; 1Y Fyu with kernel A(v; >1), which gives the isomorphism in part (2). If t; and t,
are two maximal elements in Std,(1), then right multiplication by Et/ttz isan A, N A’-
module isomorphism from A(v; ;) Fy, to A(v; tp)Fy,, which proves part (1).

For part (3), using Theorem 3.5 and Proposition 3.9 part (3), first note that given any

S, § € Std(4), we have that AZ(v)Fs = Af(v)Fs as R-modules, with the isomorphism
realized by right multiplication by Egé. This map preserves the AT N (AY)’-module

structure, since A7 N (AT)’ commutes with E%. In particular, we can set s = t* without
loss of generality. Now, it follows from Theorem 3.5 that

AF(v; ) = A(v;pA) @ F = Spang{f{" | t € Std,(v) and t(s) > A}
and
At @ F + A™(v; >A) = Spang{f), | t € Std,—,(v \ D)} + A"(v;>1).
Arguing as for part (2),
AF(v\ ) = Spang{f};,, | t € Std,_(v \ D)}Fy.
Now one easily verifies that Spang{ tﬁot [teStd,_s(v\ D}Fu = A]f(v)th. O
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Now we introduce one final axiom for towers of diagram algebras, which allows us
to regard A(v \ 1) as an A,_s-module.

(D7) There is a an automorphism, f,, of order two of each A, such that, for each s
with 0 < s < r, f,(A,—;) commutes with A; C A,.

Using this final axiom, we can define a homomorphism ¢, : A; ®g A,_s = A, by

¢rsla®b) = af(fr-s()),

where both A and A,_; are regarded as subalgebras of A, via the usual embeddings.
We can restrict any A,-module to A; ®g A,_g, by composing with ¢, .

Remark 6.3. Condition (D7) is satisfied by the group algebras of symmetric groups,
the Hecke algebras, and the Brauer, BMW, partition and Temperley-Lieb algebras.
For each of these examples, the involution f, is given by flipping a diagram or tangle
through its vertical axis (whereas * is given by flipping a diagram through its horizontal
axis). Also, in each of these genuine diagram or tangle algebras, one can define a
tensor product operation, that is, a homomorphism from A ®g A,_; to A,, which, on
the level of diagrams or tangles, is just placing diagrams side by side. Taking f, to
be the flip through a vertical axis, the homomorphism ¢, ; defined above agrees with
the homomorphism determined by placing diagrams side by side. Note that f, o f,_
is the shift operation on A,_; determined on the level of diagrams by adding s vertical
strands to the left of a diagram in A,_;.

Denote by A,_(v\ 1) the A, N A}, module A(v \ 1), when regarded as an A,_s-
module by composing with the homomorphism f,. o f,_; : A, = A, N AL

Dermvirion 6.4. Let (A,)0 denote a tower of algebras satisfying conditions (D1)—(D7).
Givend € Agandv € A,, the A,_;-module Af_x(v \ 1) described above is called the skew
cell module associated to A and v.

RemMark 6.5. The definition of skew cell modules generalizes the definition of skew
Specht modules for the tower of symmetric group algebras (ZS,),»0. The skew Specht
module S\ for a skew shape v \ 1 is defined as the span of polytabloids of shape v \ 1
(see [10, Section 4] for the definition of polytabloids and [19] for the definition of skew
Let t, be the column reading standard tableau of shape 4, so t, is the unique maximal
tableau in column dominance order >, on standard tableaux of shape A. Consider
the following subsets of the Specht module S,

S (v; >eoid) = Spang{e; | t € Std.(v) and t(s) >co A}

and
S (v;ty) = Spang{eyos | S € Std,_(v \ D},

where e; denotes a polytabloid. Using the Garnir relations [10], one can verify that
S (v;>eoid) and S (v; 1)) + S (v Beoid) are Sgyq,..) Submodules of S, and the quotient

.....
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of these modules is isomorphic to the skew cell module S"\*. A more general statement
is proved in [19, Theorem 3.1]. Modulo the identification of cell modules of S, with
classical Specht modules—which involves both transpose of diagrams and twisting by
the automorphism s; — —s;; see [15, Section 5]—this shows that the classical skew
Specht modules agree with the skew cell modules defined here.

PROPOSITION 6.6. Given A € Ay, v € A, and an A% -module M,
Hom,rg (A5() @ M, Resﬁﬁ@AF (A7(v) = Homy= (M, A7 (v \ ).

Proor. Identify AI,F,S(V \ 1) with A]f(v)Fta, using Lemma 6.2 part (3). For ¢ €
F
Homyrgsr (AS(1) & M,Res’._ . (AZ(v)), define g by

Bm) = p(f} @ m) = p(f1Fu ® m) = ¢(f} ® m)Fy.

It follows that ¢ € Hom,r (M, AE_ (v\ A)). We have to check that the map ¢ — @
is an isomorphism. For injectivity, suppose that ¢ = 0. Then, for all m € M and all
x € AT, ¢(fix ® m) = g(m)x = 0. Hence ¢ = 0, since f1AY = A7(1). For surjectivity,
let € Homy= (M, A7(v)Fy). Define ¢ by (f1x ® m) = ys(m)x = y(m)Fux for x € A7,
Then ¢ is well defined because tfx =0 & Fux =0. Now one can easily check that ¢
is an AT ® AT -homomorphism and that g = . O

Finally, let (A,),>o denote a tower of algebras satisfying (D1)~(D7). Let 4 € ;fs,
vEA,, u €A, and define associated multiplicities

A, = dimg Homys (m, A7_, A7 (v \ D), 6.1)

ay,, = dimz Homy= (A7 (), A, (v\ D). (6.2)

We recall that m,A,_;/(m,A—s N A':f‘ ) 18 isomorphic to the cell module A,_ (1) and

therefore a’ u S A;,u’ by definition.

RemARrk 6.7. Consider the tower of the group algebras of symmetric groups (S,),so.
Recall that a partition u is defined to be a finite weakly decreasing sequence of
nonnegative integers. We define the degree of the partition y to be the sum, |ul, over
all nonzero terms in this sequence. Recall that S,_; is the set of partitions of degree
r — s (see [4]). Given u a partition of r — s, the module m,, @f_s is isomorphic to the
so-called Young permutation module, that is, the module obtained by induction from
the subgroup &, which stabilizes the set {1,...,p} X {ug +1,..., 4 + o} X -+ C
{1,...,r — s}. Therefore, the coefficients defined in (6.1) and (6.2) above are the skew-
Kostka and Littlewood—Richardson coefficients, respectively [20, pages 311 and 338].

6.1. The stable Kronecker coefficients. Given A = (4, 1,,..., A,) a partition and
n € N sufficiently large, we set

/l[”] = (n - |/l|,/lls /12, . e ,A{).
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Given n € N, we recall that S,, denotes the symmetric group on #n letters. The tower
of algebras (ZS,),s¢ satisfy conditions (D1)—~(D7). Given r € %N, we let P>,.(n)
denote the partition algebra on r strands with parameter n € N. The tower of algebras
(P,(n)),so satisfy conditions (D1)—(D7). The representation theories of the symmetric
groups and partition algebras are intimately related via a generalization of classical
Schur—Weyl duality. Through this duality, we obtain the following theorem.

THEOREM 6.8. Let A be a partition of degree s, let u be a partition of degree r — s and
let v be a partition of degree less than or equal to r.

Homgg, (Ags, (A1) ® Age, Win), Ags, (Vin))
= HomPQ (n)(APQ (n)(/'l)’ AP}Q_S(n)(V \ /l))’
for n sufficiently large (n > 2r will suffice).

Proor. This follows immediately from Proposition 6.6 and [2, Corollary 3.4]. O

Given A+ r—s,ut+ sand v+ r and n > 2r, we are interested in the multiplicities
Py, = dimg Hompgx(n)(mﬂP L), AL (v \ ),

p;,y = dlmQ HomP‘%x(n)(Ags(ﬂ)s A(%S(V \ )

for a cell quasi-idempotent m,, € Pg_s(n). By Theorem 6.8 and [2], the coeflicients
p;’ﬂ are equal to the stable Kronecker coefficients. These coefficients have been
described as ‘perhaps the most challenging, deep and mysterious objects in algebraic
combinatorics’ [18]. On the other hand, the coefficients P’ do not seem to have
been studied anywhere in the literature. Motivated by the classwal case, we ask the
following questions.

e  Can one interpret the coefficients P, and pY, i in terms of the combinatorics of
skew tableaux for the partition algebra”

e Do there exist natural generalizations of the semistandard and lattice permutation
conditions in this setting?

e Do the coeflicients P, provide a first step towards understanding the stable
Kronecker coefficients p’ u?

The first two authors shall address these questions in an upcoming series of papers with
Maud De Visscher. In particular, we use the above interpretation to provide a positive
combinatorial description of the stable Kronecker coefficients labelled by an infinite
family of triples of partitions (including the Littlewood—Richardson coefficients and
Kronecker coeflicients indexed by two two-row partitions as important examples).
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