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We prove that a)A’eken\t:o, the symmetric function in the Delta Conjecture at t = 0, is a skewing
operator applied to a Hall-Littlewood polynomial, and generalize this formula to the Frobenius series
of all A-Springer modules. We use this to give an explicit Schur expansion in terms of the Lascoux-
Schiitzenberger cocharge statistic on a new combinatorial object that we call a battery-powered tableau.
Our proof is geometric, and shows that the A-Springer varieties of Levinson, Woo, and the second
author are generalized Springer fibers coming from the partial resolutions of the nilpotent cone due
to Borho and MacPherson. We also give alternative combinatorial proofs of our Schur expansion for
several special cases, and give conjectural skewing formulas for the t and t? coefficients of wlAg en.

1 Introduction and Main Results

Schur positivity is a central focus of algebraic combinatorics. One famous example is the Macdonald
Positivity Conjecture, proven by Haiman [20], which states that the symmetric Macdonald polynomials
H,(x;q,t) expand in the Schur basis with positive coefficients in Z, [q, t]. The proof uses the geometry of
the Hilbert scheme Hilb,(C?) of arrangements of n points in the plane C?, and no direct combinatorial
proof or explicit formula is yet known.

The Delta Conjecture [17], which generalizes the recently-proven Shuffle Theorem [6], motivates a
major current area of research in symmetric function theory (e.g., [2], [18],[19], [25]). It states two
combinatorial formulas, in terms of parking functions, for A, e, where A{ is a particular eigenoperator
of the Macdonald polynomials defined for any symmetric function f. One of the two Delta Conjecture
formulas has been proven in [2, 7].

The Shuffle Theorem concerns the special case when k = n,in which A}, _ e, is the bi-graded Frobenius
series (in g, t) of the diagonal coinvariant ring

DRy = Q[X1,. .+, Xn, Y1, -+, Yn]/In

where I, is generated by the Sy-invariants with no constant term under the diagonal action of S,
permuting the x’s and y’s simultaneously. While the Shuffle Theorem gives a monomial expansion for
A, ey, anexplicit formula for the Schur expansion is not known (and similarly for the Delta Conjecture).
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Fig. 1. At left, a battery-powered tableau T forn =9, » = (3,2, 1, 1), and s = 4, consisting of a device of shape
(6,2,1) and a rectangular battery to its lower right. The cocharge labels are shown at right, giving cc(T) = 12.

In particular, the decomposition of a graded S,-module R = @, Ry into irreducibles can be described
by its graded Frobenius character

grFrob(R) := » " Frob(Rs)q’,
q

where Ry is the d-th graded piece and Frob is the additive map on representations that sends the
irreducible Sy,-module V, to the Schur function s,. For a bi-graded module, we use two parameters
q,t and obtain a bi-variate generating series. This means that determining the Schur expansion for
Macdonald polynomials, the Shuffle theorem polynomials, or those of the Delta Conjecture would lead
to a deeper understanding of the S,-representation theory of the associated (bi-)graded modules.

In the one-parameter case, setting t = 0 often leads to more tractable problems. For instance, a
famous result of Lascoux and Schiitzenberger was their discovery of the cocharge statistic on Young
tableaux to give a combinatorial formula for the Schur expansion of the (modified) Hall-Littlewood
polynomials H, (x; q), which are the t = 0 specialization of the Macdonald polynomials. The polynomials
H,(x;q) are the graded Frobenius character of the Garsia-Procesi modules R,,. These S,-modules in turn
are the cohomology rings of Springer fibers %,. The cocharge statistic therefore resolved the natural
question of how R, decomposes into irreducible S,-modules.

In particular, for a partition u, define SSYT(u) to be the set of all (straight shape) semistandard Young
tableaux of content u, meaning that the tableau entries consist of u; copies of i for each i, and the
entries are weakly increasing across rows and strictly increasing up columns in French notation (as in
the “device” part of the tableau at left in Figure 1). Lascoux and Schiitzenberger showed that

gFrob®,) =H. = D a“Psanry = DKo @ss (1)

TeSSYT(u)

where sh(T) is the shape of the tableau T, that is, the partition whose i-th part is the length of the i-th
row of T from the bottom, and sg,1) is the corresponding Schur function. Above, K, ,.(q) is the g-Kostka
polynomial, and cc is the cocharge statistic as defined in Section 2.

One of the main results of this article generalizes the Lascoux-Schitzenberger formula to the
cohomology rings of the A-Springer varieties, which were recently introduced by Levinson, Woo and the
second author [15]. These graded S,-modules are denoted by R, s and simultaneously generalize both
the Garsia-Procesi modules R, and the generalized coinvariant rings Ry, that were defined by Haglund,
Rhoades, and Shimozono [18] to give an algebraic realization of the Delta Conjecture polynomial A, e,
att = 0. We obtain this result by connecting the A-Springer varieties to the theory of partial resolutions
of nilpotent varieties due to Borho and MacPherson [3].

The rings Ry, first introduced in [14], are defined for integers n, s and a partition A with [\| =k <n
and s > £(A). In the special case when n = |u|, the ring R, , s coincides with R,. When 1 = (1% and
s = k, the ring Ry, s coincides with R,i. Because the common generalization Rn;s has a geometric
interpretation as the cohomology rings of the A-Springer varieties Yy, s [15], we refer to them here
as the A-Springer modules.

1.1 New skewing, charge, and cocharge formulas for R,

We prove that the graded Frobenius character Hy, s := grFrob(Ry,.s) has the following skewing formula.
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Theorem 1. Let A = ((n — k)°) + A, where addition is computed coordinate-wise. We have

L T .
Fusts = g e

In the above statement, s+ denotes the adjoint operator to multiplication by s, with respect to the
Hall inner product on symmetric functions.

The proof of Theorem 1 relies heavily on the work of Borho and MacPherson on partial resolutions of
the nilpotent cone. We show that the A-Springer varieties Yy, s are instances of the family of varieties
studied in their work [3]. We prove a rational smoothness condition that enables us to use a result in
[3] derived using the theory of perverse sheaves to obtain the Frobenius character.

As an immediate corollary, we have the following simple formula for the symmetric function in Delta
Conjecture at t = 0. We write rev, for the operation of reversing the coefficients of the q polynomial, by
setting q — q~' and multiplying by q where d is the degree. We also write H, (x;q) = revq(H,(x; q)) for
the (transformed) Hall-Littlewood symmetric functions.

Corollary 1.1. In the R, case, we have

1 17 .
Stn_tyr1 =k (X5 4)
g(2Hm=h

SIFTOb(Ry k) = w o TeVq(A,,_ enli=0) =

Equivalently,

L .
@A enlt=0 = Sigy gyt Hinkr1yt) (X5 @)-

We now provide a combinatorial Schur expansion for grFrob(R, ;) that generalizes Equation (1). We
first make more rigorous the definition of the partition A mentioned above.

Definition 1.2. For a fixed n, 1,s with k = |A| < s, define A, s to be the partition formed by adding
an s x (n — k) rectangle at the left of the diagram of A. In other words Anys = (M —k + A1,n —
kR+Ais,...,n—k+Ar,n—k,...,n—k) where there are s parts in total. As an example, forn =5,
A=(2,1),s =4, wehave Ap;s = (5,4,3,3).

Definition 1.3. A battery-powered tableau of parameters n, A,s consists of a pair T = (D, B) of
semistandard Young tableaux, where B is rectangular of shape (s — 1) x (n — k), and the total
content of D and B is A, s. We call D the device of T and B the battery. We define the shape of
T to be the shape of its device, that is, sh*(T) = sh(D).

We write 7+ (n, A,s) to denote the set of all battery-powered tableaux of parameters n, A,s. For
T e Tt A s), we write cc(T) and ch(T), respectively to denote the cocharge and charge of the
word formed by concatenating the reading words of D and B in that order (see Section 2).

Remark 2. We will usually draw the battery down-and-right from the device, as in Figure 1, so that
the device and the battery together form a skew tableau (i.e., a tableau of shape 6/p, where
0/p is formed by deleting the diagram of a partition p from a larger partition 9). We write this
tableau as T = (D, B).

We prove the following formula for the graded Frobenius character of R,;s, which was originally
conjectured in [10].

Theorem 3. We have

~ 1
Hyss(X; @) = grFTOob(Ry ) = Hah Z qCC(T)Ss}ﬁ(T)(X)
qr? TeT+n,hs)
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We think of the battery as storing extra charge for the device. The g-exponent (*;")(n—k) is the largest
amount of cocharge that may be stored in the battery.

Example 1.4. Supposen =9, A = (3,2,1,1), and s = 4. Then An;s = (5,4, 3,3) and an example of
a battery-powered tableau is shown in Figure 1. Its cocharge is 12 and shape is (6, 2, 1), and the
normalization factor in Theorem 3 is g~()2 = q~¢, so one of the terms of the summation above
1597 - q"s621 = 9°s6.0.0)-
In order to prove Theorem 3 from Theorem 1, we apply the operator s&nik)s,” directly to Equation
(1), and in the process, we also obtain the following formula (in the Delta Conjecture case) in terms of
Littlewood-Richardson coefficients and g-Kostka polynomials.

Corollary 1.5. We have

(Su, WA, enlt=0) = Z C/vly((n,k)hfl)Kv,((n—k+1)k)(q)-
vEk(n—k+1)

By applying rev, to Theorem 3, we can obtain the following alternative simpler expansion in terms
of the generalized charge statistic.

Theorem 4. We have

rev, (ITIM_S) = revy (grFrob(Ry.6)) = z thismm ).
TeT+(n,A,S)

Specializing to the case relevant to the Delta Conjecture, » = (1¥) and s = k, we have a new Schur
expansion for the expression in the Delta Conjecture att = 0.

Corollary 1.6 (of Theorem 4). We have

h(T’
Ag,  enlt=0 = Z 9Pt e (%),
TeT+n,(1%),k)

where sh™(T)* is the transpose of the partition sh™(T).

Since the proof of Theorems 3 and 4 that we present here is essentially geometric in nature, it is also
of interest to find a more direct combinatorial proof, using the existing expansions of grFrob(Ry ;) in
terms of monomials or sums of Hall-Littlewood polynomials. The following theorem summarizes some
of our progress towards a combinatorial proof.

Proposition 5. There is a direct combinatorial proof of Theorem 3 for the following:

e s=2and anyn,x (see Section 5); and
e The coefficient of s, in the t = 0 Delta conjecture case (see Section 6).

This proposition was stated without full proof details in the conference proceedings article [10], and
we provide the complete proofs in this paper. In the companion paper [11] to this work, the authors will
provide combinatorial proofs of two additional special cases using a new formula in terms of creation
operators and the Loehr-Warrington algorithms on abaci.

1.2 Outline

After establishing background definitions and notation in Section 2, we prove Theorem 1 in Section 3.
We then prove Theorem 3 and Theorem 4 in Section 4 and check that the highest degree terms agree
with what we would expect. In Section 5, we give a combinatorial proof of Theorem 4 ats = 2, and in
Section 6, we prove it for the s, coefficient in the Delta conjecture case. In Section 7, we give conjectural
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formulas for the Delta Conjecture symmetric function for t degree at most 2 in terms of skewing sums
of Hall-Littlewood polynomials. Finally, in Section 8, we outline potential future research directions.

2 Background

We now recall some background and definitions on tableaux operations, cocharge and charge, and
geometry related to the A-Springer varieties. We refer to [8] for the definition of the basic operation of
jeu de taquin rectification on skew semistandard Young tableaux.

2.1 Tableaux and insertion

We write partitions A = (A1, ..., Ar) With their parts nonincreasing: A1 > A > --- > A, and write r = €£(})
for the length of A. We draw them in French notation, with 2; boxes in the i-th row from the bottom,
and use the shorthand (a®) = (a,a, 4, ...,a) to denote the b x a rectangular partition with b parts of size

a. A semistandard Young tableau (SSYT) of shape A is a filling of the boxes of A that weakly increases
across rows and strictly increases up columns. As stated in the introduction, we write SSYT(u) for the
set of semistandard Young tableaux of content x (and any shape).

The reading word of a tableau is the word formed by concatenating the rows from top to bottom.
For instance, the reading word of the battery-powered tableau in Figure 1 is

433111222442311.

The RSK insertion or row bumping of a letter i into a tableau T is the tableau T’ formed by inserting i
into the bottom row R, of T, where it is placed at the end if i is greater than or equal to every element of
R; and otherwise it replaces the leftmost entry m of Ry that is greater than i. Then m is inserted into the
second row R, in the same manner, and so on until the process is complete and a new entry is added.
RSK insertion is reversible given the final bumped entry [8], and we call the reverse process unbumping.

We also say the RSK insertion of a tableau B into a tableau D (such as in the case of a battery B and
device D) is the tableau T’ formed by inserting the letters of the reading word of B one at a time into D.
We write T' = D - B. It is well known (see [8]) that D - Bis equal to the jeu de taquin rectification of the
skew tableau formed by placing B down-and-right of D. We use this equivalence implicitly in this paper.

Two words are Knuth equivalent if their RSK insertions (one letter at a time inserted into the empty
tableau from left to right) are equal.

A horizontal strip is a skew shape in which no two boxes appear in the same column. It is known that
RSK inserting a nondecreasing sequence into a tableau T extends the shape of T by a horizontal strip.

2.2 Symmetric functions
We work in the ring of symmetric functions over Q in the countably infinite set of variables x4, X2, X3, . . .,
which we often simply abbreviate as x. We refer to [26] for the definitions of the Schur functions s; (x)
and the elementary symmetric functions e; (x).

We recall that the Hall inner product is the symmetric inner product (,) on the space of symmetric
functions for which (s;, s,) = 8,,,. We write f+ for the adjoint operator to multiplication by f with respect
to the Hall inner product; that is,

(@, h) = (g.f - h.

It is known that s;is, = s,,,. We now observe a representation theoretic meaning of the operator s;;
(our statement can essentially be found in different language in [26], and we include details and proof
here for completeness). In the below statement, the V,-isotypic component of an S,-module W is the sum
of all copies of the irreducible Specht module V, in the decomposition of W into irreducibles.

Lemma 2.1. Given W an S,-module, S,_n, x Sy a Young subgroup, and a partition u + m, then

s Frob(W) = Frob(wVr)

_
dim(V,,)
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where W'« is the V,-isotypic component of the restriction of W to an Sy-module, whose
Frobenius character is taken as an S,_,-module.

Proof. By linearity, it suffices to check the lemma for W = V, where v I n. In this case,

Resy o (V) =DV @ Vs

AFm

where V,, is the skew Specht module corresponding to v/A. Then the V ,-isotypic component of V, is
(Vyy)®4m) The formula follows since spFrob(V,) = sts, = s, [ |

Also recall the omega involution on symmetric functions, which may be defined as the unique linear
operator w such that w(s;) = s;+, where A* is the conjugate partition of 1.

Given a symmetric function f(x; q) with coefficients in Q[q], we have the g-reversal operator rev, that
reverses the coefficients of f as a polynomial in q. Precisely, if f(x; q) has q degree d as a polynomial in q
with symmetric function coefficients, then revy(f(x; q)) = Qfx;1/9).

2.3 Charge and cocharge

We first define cocharge on words, using the reading word of the tableau T in Figure 1 as a running
example:

433111222442311.

The first cocharge subword is formed by searching right to left in the reading word for a 1, then
continuing from that position to search for a 2 (wrapping around the end cyclically if necessary), and
so on until we have reached the largest letter of the word:

433111222442311.

The cocharge labeling of a permutation is computed by searching right to left cyclically as before,
labeling the entries 1,2,3,... in order, and starting by labeling the 1 with a 0 and incrementing the
label if and only if the next entry is to the left of the previous:

453 3,1 11222442931 1.

We then similarly find and label the second cocharge subword among the unlabeled letters:
4:373,1 1 1 2 2 294 492¢3 1p10.

We continue to iterate this process on the unlabeled letters until all have been labeled:
433932101010202021414221301010.

In Figure 1, the cocharge labels on the reading word elements are shown in the corresponding squares
at right. The charge labels are placed in the same order as cocharge labels except we increment when
the next element is to the right of the previous.

The cocharge (resp. charge) of T, written cc(T) and ch(T), respectively, is the sum of the cocharge (resp.
charge) labels of its reading word. Therefore, the cocharge of the word above is 34+2+2+1+1+2+1 = 12.

Cocharge and charge are invariant under bumping: we have ch(D - B) = cc(T") and ch(D - B) = ch(T")
where T’ is the insertion of B into D. This is because RSK insertion preserves the Knuth equivalence class
of the reading word [8], and cocharge and charge are invariant under Knuth equivalence [22].

The maximum possible cocharge of a semistandard Young tableau of a given content v occurs in the
unique such tableau that has shape v as well. In this case, the cocharge label of each of the v; entries in
the i-th row is i — 1. This leads to the following definition, which we use frequently throughout.

Definition 2.2. We define the partition statistic

n() =Y (- D
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2.4 Hall-Littlewood polynomials

We recall the Hall-Littlewood polynomials, which are symmetric functions with coefficients in a
parameter q. Given a partition p of n, the transformed Hall-Littlewood polynomial H,(x;q) is the
symmetric function with Schur expansion given by the charge statistic,

Hexo= 2 4 Psmm. vy

TeSSYT ()

Alternatively, applying the rev, operator we get the modified Hall-Littlewood polynomial, with Schur
expansion given by the cocharge statistic,

Ho @) =revgHa ) = > q“Dsenery. 3)
TeSSYT ()

As mentioned in the introduction, the modified Hall-Littlewood polynomial H,(x;q) is the graded
Frobenius character of R, the cohomology ring of the Springer fiber %, which we define in the next
subsection.

2.5 Springer fibers and A-Springer varieties

Let G = GLk(C), let B be the Borel subgroup of invertible upper triangular matrices, and let Z(K) = G/B
be the complete flag variety, which may be identified with the space of complete flags #Z(K) = {F. =
(Fi cF) € --- ¢ Fy) | dim(F)) = i,Fx = CX}. In particular, given gB e G/B, the corresponding flag is gFst
where F5' is the flag spanned by the first i standard basis vectors. We also let A’ be the nilpotent cone
of K x K nilpotent matrices.

The group G acts on A/ via the adjoint action, Ad(g)x := gxg~*. For x € N nilpotent, we write JT(x) for
the Jordan type of x, which is the partition of K recording the Jordan block sizes of x in Jordan canonical
form. The set of all x € A" with a fixed Jordan type u is an orbit of N under the adjoint action of G, which
we denote by O,,.

Given x € NV, the Springer fiber associated to x is

By = {F, € B(K) | xF; C F; for all i}.

The isomorphism type of %, only depends on JT(x), and thus we may write %, for any x € O,,.

Springer discovered that these varieties have the remarkable property that the symmetric group Sx
acts on the cohomology ring H*(%,,; Q) and the top nonzero cohomology group is an irreducible Specht
module,

H""(%,;Q) =V,.
More generally, Hotta and Springer [21] proved that
grFrob(H*(2,; Q) = H, (x; q).

In [15], Levinson, Woo, and the second author introduced the A-Springer varieties that generalize the
Springer fibers and give a geometric realization of the symmetric function in the Delta Conjecture at
t=0.

Let n, A,s be as in Definition 1.2, and let K = |[A| = k+ n—k)s = n+ (n — k)(s — 1). Let x be a
nilpotent K x K matrix with Jordan-type A, and let P be a parabolic subgroup of G = GLx with block sizes
a = (1I",(n — k)(s — 1)), so that & = G/P corresponds to partial flags (F; C F» C --- C Fy C Fnyq1) with
dim(F;) =ifori < nand F,;; = C¥. The A-Springer varieties are defined to be

Ynas = {Fo € 2 | xF; C F; for alliand F, 2 imx""%)}.

Recall that we write k = |A|. When k = n (and s is arbitrary), Y, s = %, so these varieties generalize the
Springer fibers.
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8 | M.Gillespie and S. T. Griffin

Levinson, Woo, and the second author proved that the A-Springer varieties Y,,s have several
geometric and combinatorial properties that generalize those of Springer fibers:

* Vs 1s equidimensional of dimension n(x) + (n — k)(s — 1).

e Thereis an S, action on H*(Yy,5; Q).

* The top cohomology group is a skew Specht module H(Yy;.s; Q) =V /(n_tye-1)-

e H*(Y,.s) has a presentation as a quotient of the polynomial ring Z[x1, . .., X,], which coincides with
the ring Ry, s introduced in [14]. In the special case A = (1¥) and s = k, the cohomology ring coincides
with the generalized coinvariant rings of Haglund, Rhoades, and Shimozono, H* (Y, (3t ; Q) = Ry k.

Notably, in the special case when A = (1¥) and s = k, then

SIFIOb(H* (Y, (15 1; Q) = grFrob(Ry) = w o revg(A;, _ enli=o),

SO Yy, 1ty glves a geometric realization of the symmetric function in the Delta Conjecture at t = 0 (up
to a minor twist).

2.6 Rational smoothness and intersection cohomology

Definition 2.3. A complex variety X of complex dimension n is rationally smooth if either of the
following equivalent conditions is satisfied:

1) Forall x e X, H(X,X —x;Q) is Q for i = 2n and 0 for i # 2n.
2) For all x € X, the local intersection cohomology is trivial, meaning IH;(X; Q)=Qfori=0andO for

1#0.

Here [H? is the middle local intersection cohomology, see [12]. See [3] for a proof of the fact that (1) and
(2) above are equivalent. We do not define intersection cohomology here, but the essential property of
local intersection cohomology that we need is that for x € O,,,

S gt dimHZ*©,; Q) = ¢ ™K, . (@), S
k

which is a result due to Lusztig [23]. See also [27] for more details and related results. In particular, (4)
reflects the fact that

0,=Jo,, (5)

where < is dominance order on partitions of the same size, defined by u < vif i+ 4+ puj <vi+--- 4
for all i [24].

We will need the next fact, which follows easily from the Relative Kiinneth Formula for the local
cohomology of a product space.

Lemma 2.4. Suppose f : X — Y is a fiber bundle with fiber F such that both F and Y are rationally
smooth. Then X is also rationally smooth.

2.7 Borho and MacPherson’s partial resolutions

Let P be a parabolic subgroup, and let & = G/P be the corresponding partial flag variety. Let L be the
Levi subgroup associated to P, let M, be the nilpotent cone of L, and finally let p = [ & n be the Levi
decomposition of p = Lie(P), where [ = Lie(L) and n is the nilradical of p.

Explicitly, P is the set of invertible block upper triangular matrices with block sizes given by some
composition & of K, G/P is the variety of partial flags (V; € V, C --- € V,) of CX with dim(V;/Vi_1) = &
for all i, and L is the subgroup of invertible block diagonal matrices with block sizes given by «. The Lie
algebra n is the set of block strictly upper triangular matrices, N, is the set of nilpotent block diagonal
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matrices, p is the set of block upper triangular matrices, and [ is the set of block diagonal matrices, with
block sizes given by the parts of a.

Example 2.5. For K = 7 and P the parabolic subgroup with block sizes & = (3,1, 1,2), the Levi
decomposition p = [ @ n has the form

* ok ok ok ok ok % * x x 0 0 0 O 0 0 0 = % =% =
* ok ok ok %k ok ok * x *x 0 0O 0 O 0O 0 0 * % =x %
* ok ox ok ok k ok * x x 0 0 0 O 0 0 0 % =% *x =%
0O 0 0 * % % % |=[0 0 0 x O O 0 |[®&] O 0O O O * =x =*
0O 0 0 0 = % =% 0O 0 0O 0 = 0 O 0 0 O 0O 0 =x =«
0O 0 O 0 0 =*x = 0 0 0 0 0 =% =% 0O 0 0 0O 0 0 O
LO 0 0 0 0 % =x | LO 0 0 0 0 = = | | 0O O O O O 0 0 |

Borho and MacPherson defined the partial resolutions of the nilpotent cone, defined by

N =G xp ML +1) S N,

where £(g,x) = Ad(g)x = gxg~!. Here, the xp notation denotes that we are taking the quotient of the
product space by the right P action (g, x)-p = (gp, Ad(p~1)x). The variety N’ has the following alternative
description in terms of partial flags. We have an isomorphism

NP = {(F,,x) € G/P x N | xF; C F; for all i} (6)

(9,%)P — (gP, Ad(9)x), (7)

where ¢ is the projection onto the second factor. In particular, when P = B then A} = 0 and n are the
strictly-upper triangular matrices, and hence we recover the usual Springer resolution, which we denote

by : N =NB—> N
Given t € Ny, write L - t for the orbit Ad(L)t. Let y = (1,t) € N?. The subspaces

Oy :=Gxp(L-t+mn)
partition NP as t varies over a set of representatives of Ad(L)-orbits in V. Since Oy is a fiber bundle over
G/P with fiber L - t 4 n, taking the closure we have
Oy=Gxp(L-t+mn), (8)
which can be seen by taking the closure on each trivializing open subset of G/P.
The usual Springer resolution = : A” — A factors through &. Letting &, be the restriction of £ to Oy, and

letting » : N/ — AP be the induced map from the natural projection G/B — G/P (using the description
of N in (6)), we have the following commutative diagram:

Given x € N, the generalized Springer fiber is &) = sy*l(x) = Oy N £71(x). Note that the ordinary
Springer fibers % are recovered when P = B is the full Borel subgroup (and y = 0).
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10 | M.Gillespie and S. T. Griffin

The variety &) can alternatively be described in terms of partial flags as follows. Given (g,x) € &,
letF, € & be the partial flag corresponding to gP. Since (g,X') € 2 then by definition x = Ad(g)x’, and it
can be checked that xF; € F; for all i. Thus, x induces a nilpotent endomorphism of F;/F;_; for all i, which
we denote by x|k, ,. Letting t = t; +- - - +t, be the block decomposition of t, it then follows from (8) that

D] ={F, e P | xF; CF foralliand JT(x|gr_,) <JT(t) for all i}. (9)

Let A(L): be the Springer fiber of t in the flag variety Z(L) = %(a1) x --- x B(a,) for the group L. In
other words,

BL) = (Blar))y, x -+ x (B,

Borho and MacPherson showed that n~(y) = #(L);. We write dy = dimc(n~1(y)) = dimc(B(L)y).

Let p(t, 1) be the irreducible representation of Wy = S,, x - x S4, on H?(%(L);; Q). In other words,
ot 1) = Vire,) ® -+ ® Virg,) as a Wi-module. Given a W-module V, recall that V»® is the isotypic
component corresponding to p(t, 1) of the restriction of V to a W;-module. Observe that the “partial
Weyl group” WP = Ng(L)/L of permutations of the blocks of L of equal size acts on VP®&D,

Theorem 5 ([3]). If O, is rationally smooth at all points of 27}, then there is a W* action on
H*(2);Q) and a graded isomorphism of WP-modules

H{(2): Q) ® H2Y (B(L); Q) = H+2h (8,; Q)P¢D

for all i, where W* acts trivially on the second factor of the tensor product.

3 Proof of the Main Theorem

In this section, we prove Theorem 1 using the geometry of Borho-MacPherson partial resolutions.
Readers interested in the combinatorial applications of the formula may skip to Section 4.

We begin with a technical lemma that will help us apply Theorem 5 to our setting of A-Springer
varieties.

Lemma 3.1. Let O, be the Ad(G)-orbit of elements of N with Jordan-type u. For u a rectangular
partition u = (a%) (so n = ab) then

0.,=Jo.
vkn,
v1<a

Proof. By (5), the statement of the lemma is equivalent to: v < (a) if and only if v; < a. In the forward
direction, if v < (a?), then vy < a follows by definition of dominance order. For the converse, suppose
that vy < a, so that vy < afor all i, since v is a partition. Then v; + --- +v; < a - i, which is the sum of the
first i parts of (a?), so the lemma follows. [ |

Lemma 3.2. Let x be a nilpotent K x K matrix such that JT(X) = Anas, and let F, € Yy ;6. Letting
X|cx,r, be the nilpotent endomorphism of CX/F, induced by x, we have JT(X|cx/e,) S ((n — k)®).

Proof. The statement of the lemma is independent of conjugating x by an invertible matrix. We choose
x to be of the following form: Label the Young diagram of An; s with the standard basis vectors ey, ..., ex
in order from right to left along each row, bottom to top.

For example, when n =5, 1 = (2, 1), and s = 3, then we have the labeling

€9 | €g

€7 €6 |€s

€s|€3l€ €1
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Define x to be the K x K matrix such that xe; = ¢; if ¢; is in the cell immediately to the left of ¢;, and
xe; = 0if ¢; is in the right-most cell in its row. Then im(x"~*) is the span of the k vectors in the cells of A
that are in columns > n — k from the left in the Young diagram (in this case, e1, e, €s). Since F, € Yy,
then F, 2 im(x"%). Thus, the Jordan type of x|c«r, is contained in JT(X|¢x imun-t) = (1 — R)®). |

Lemma 3.3. Let o = (1",K — n), JT(X) = Anss, and JT(t) = (1) for i < nand JT(tnr) = (0 — k)™,
Then 2] = Yy,.s.

Proof. Given F, € &, then by (9,F. € 2 if and only if JT(X|g,r_,) < JT(t) for all i. For & = (1",K — n), this
is equivalent to JT(X|cx/p,) < ((n — k)s~1), which by Lemma 3.1 is equivalent to JT(x|cx/p, )1 <1 — k.

We claim that JT(X|cx/p,)1 < n—kif and only if F, € Yp,s. Indeed, the reverse direction follows by
Lemma 3.2. We prove the forward direction by proving the contrapositive: Suppose F, ¢ Yy, s, meaning
im(x"*) ¢ F,. Then there exists some nonzero v € im(x"*) \ F,. The transpose operator x! is the linear
operator defined by x'e; = ¢; if and only if e; is in the cell immediately to the right of ¢;, and x'e; = 0 if ¢;
is in the first column. Then v, x'v, xH2v, ..., (x1)"*v ¢ F, since xF, C F,. Furthermore, it can be checked
that they are linearly independent vectors. Choosing a basis of CX/F, that includes these n—k+1 vectors
shows that JT(X|cx/g,)1 = n — k + 1. Thus, the claim is proved, and it follows that F, € 2 if and only if
Fo € Ynis. |

Lemma 3.4. Leta = (1",K—n),JT(X) = Anss, and JT(t;) = (1) fori <nand JT(th1) = (M =k~ 1. In
this case, the hypotheses of Theorem 5 hold: Oy is rationally smooth at all points of 7).

Proof. Given (g,x) € &5, then ¥’ = Ad(g~")x € L-t + n. Let F, be the partial flag corresponding to gP,
meaning F; = span{ge,...,ge;} for i < n. By Lemma 3.2, we have JT(X|cx5,) S ((n — k)®). Since X' =

Ad(g~1Hx, we have a commutative diagram

CK/F, E CX/F,
d d
CK /span{ey,...,e,} AN CK /span{ey,...,e,}

which implies that JT(X|cx/r,) =JT(X et /spanges,...e))- Thus, the Jordan type of the last diagonal block of x’
has length at most s. Thus, ¥’ € L-t\ Z + n where

Z = U Otu

t'elt,
0T, 1))>s

Note that Z is a closed subvariety of L - t.

We thus have 2] € G xp (L-t\ Z + n). We claim that, since G xp (L-t\ Z + n) is an open subset of
5y, it suffices to show that L-t\ Z is rationally smooth. Indeed, G xp (L-t\ Z 4 n) is a fiber bundle over
G xp (L-t\ Z) with fiber n, so one is rationally smooth if and only if the other is rationally smooth. By
Lemma 2.4, it suffices to check that L - t\ Z is rationally smooth.

Equivalently, we must show that O,_gy-1, \ Z' is rationally smooth, where

YARES U 0,.

v-(n—k)(s—1),
L()>s
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Since local intersection cohomology only depends on a neighborhood of u and Z' is a closed subvariety,
it suffices to show that for all u € Oy_ry-1) \ Z,

H.(© 0 Q ifi=0
—k)s-1y, =
S 0 ifizo0.
Now, by Lemma 3.1, u € O(u_py-1 \ Z' if and only if u € O,, for some u such that s <n—kand €(w) <s,
which is equivalent to u € ((n — k)*). By (4), for u € O,, we have

> q" dimIHZ (O noryr-1); @) = 47 R (gt (@ (10)
%

But for u - (n — k)(s — 1) such that u € (N — k), iy, (@ = @@ by Lemma 3.5 below. Thus,
the right-hand side of (10) is 1. Thus, On_k;-1, \ Z is rationally smooth, and Oy is rationally smooth at
all points of ). [ |

Lemma 3.5. Suppose u + ab for two positive integers a and b such that u € (a)**'. Then,
E(ab),ﬂ(q) = qn«a)b)-

Proof. There is a unique semistandard Young tableau T with content u and shape (a)’. Indeed, if T is
such a semistandard Young tableau, since ¢(x) < b+1 and the shape of T has b+ 1 rows, there is exactly
one letter from 1,...,b + 1 missing from each column of T. Since T has content u, then it has a — y;
many columns that do not have the letter i, and there is only one way of arranging these columns into
a semistandard Young tableau T (the missing letters from each column must weakly decrease from left
to right).

We now compute the cocharge of T. We claim that the cocharge subscript of each letter is equal to
one less than its row index. Each letter iis either in row i or in row i — 1 by construction; let the entries
that are in their own row be called left entries of T and let the others be right entries; notice that the left
entries are separated from the right by a down-and-right path. It follows that each cocharge subword
consists of left entries 1,2,...,1 — 1 in their respective rows for some i, followed by a sequence of right
entriesi,i+1,...,b+1inrowsi—1,..., b respectively Because the cocharge subword only wraps around
at the jump from left to right entries, each subscript is equal to the row that the entry is in at every step.

Finally, it follows that (,5°7)=%" ), and the result follows. [ |

Example 3.6. Fora =5,b =3, and u = (4,4,4,3), the tableau T in the proof of Lemma 3.5 is

3[3[4[4]4
2(2[2[3][3
11]11]2]

The left entries are shown in boldface, and the right entries are normal font. The cocharge
subscript of each letter is one less than its row, and the cocharge is 5 - @) =15.

We now can prove Theorem 1, which we restate here.
Theorem 1 7. We have
~ 1 N -
Huss(X;q) = ms(m,k)s,l)HA(x; 9 (11)
Proof. Observe that for P the parabolic of type (1", K — n), then W? = S,. Combining Theorem 5, Lemma

3.3,and Lemma 3.4, we have an isomorphism of graded S,-modules (where S, acts trivially on the second
tensor factor)

H (Ynss; Q) ® H*¥ (B(L),; Q) = H+2 (2,)P0D.
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Recall that dy = dime(n~1(y)) = dimc(%(L)y). Note that in this case, Z(L) = %,,,,. Since JT(t11) =
((n—k)*™h), then dim(HY (Z(L);; Q)) = dIM(V (gr_pys-1)).

We have p(y,1) = Vi) ® -+ ® Va) ® Vg_qynk @s Wy = S X -++ X S x Sis_1ymn—ky-modules. Thus, since
dy =n((n - k> = (°;)(n — k), we have

dim (Vg _gys-1)) grFrob(H* (Ya s, Q) = q(551)(“‘k)ngrob(VX”“"*’s’l’ ). (12)

Theorem 1 then follows by rearranging and applying Lemma 2.1. |

Remark 8. In the proof of Theorem 1 above, we have implicitly used the fact that the S, action on
H*(Yn,.s; Q) here is the same as the one in [15]. The action defined in [15] was by permutations
of the first Chern classes of the tautological quotient line bundles F;/F;_; fori < n. The fact that
this matches the action of W* on H*(Yy,.s; Q) follows from the fact that it is compatible with
the W = Sk action defined by Borho and MacPherson on the Springer fiber H*(%y; Q), which
in type A is well known to be the same as the action of Sy by permutations of the first Chern
classes of the tautological line bundles; see [4].

As an immediate corollary of Theorem 1, we see how the formula in [15] for the top cohomology of
Yy, follows immediately from the skewing formula.

Corollary 3.7 ([15, Theorem 1.3]). We have an isomorphism of S, modules,
HP (Y5, Q) = SMO070,

where S&/(=0" is the skew Specht module corresponding to the skew partition A/((n — k)*™1).

Proof. By Theorem 1, the top degree of Hy, s(x; Q) = grFrob(H* (Yy,..5; Q) is
Sitn—br-1)SA = Sa/nb-1),
which is the graded Frobenius character of $A/(=0", |

4 Proofs of the Cocharge and Charge Formulas

In this section, we use Theorem 1 to prove Theorems 3 and 4.

4.1 Proof of Theorem 3

We now deduce the cocharge formula (Theorem 3) from Theorem 1. In particular, we wish to show that

L I S) — cc(T)
Siin_ty-HHA X ) = Z 9“8+ (- (13)
TeT+(M,A,S)

Recall also the following skewing formula for applying an adjoint Schur operator to another Schur
function:

S)%Su = Su/ (14)

We will prove the following more general lemma, from which Equation (13) immediately follows.
Define a generalized battery-powered tableau with (not necessarily rectangular) battery shape p and
content u to be a pair (D, B) of semistandard Young tableaux such that sh(B) = p and the total content
of DUB s u. Write T+ (p, ) to be the set of all such pairs T = (D, B), and write sh*(T) = sh(D).
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Lemma 4.1. We have

177 Ca) — cc(T)
ssHa D= D 4 Psgeg
TeT*(p,n)

where cc(T) = cc(D - B) = cc(D U B) where D U B is formed by placing B down-and-right of D.

Proof. Let SSYT(u) be the set of semistandard Young tableaux of content u (of any shape), and let
SSYT(v, u) be the set of semistandard Young tableaux of shape v and content p. From the Lascoux-
Schiitzenberger formula (1) for Hall-Littlewood polynomials, the left-hand side above expands as

s >, T Psan =2 > a<Psy, (15)

TeSSYT (1) v TeSSYT(v,u)

=2 2 2.4 (16)

v TeSSYT(wu) 1

where c; | is the Littlewood-Richardson coefficient. For any fixed SSYT T of shape v, we may interpret

¢, , as the number of pairs (D, B) of semistandard Young tableaux of shapes n and p respectively such
that D-B =T (see [8]). Since cc is invariant under jeu de taquin and RSK insertion, we have cc(D UB) =
cc(D - B) = cc(T). Thus, the sum above becomes

Z Z Z qcc(DuB)Ssh(D) — Z qcc(DuB)Ssh(D)

v TeSSYT(v,u) D-B=T (D,BYET*(p.1)
sh(B)=

7
_ cc(T)
= 2 4" "Ssn*(t)

TeT*(p,1)

as desired. [ |
From line (16) above, setting u = A, 11y, and p = ((n — k)k-1), we can also deduce

1
!
(Su, woTevg(Ag,  en)li=0) = —heh 2 oKk @
q+2 vFk(n—k-+1)

Corollary 1.5 follows immediately by applying the rev, operator.

4.2 Proof of Theorem 4

We now deduce the charge version of the main result, Theorem 4, from Theorem 3. For any partition v,
recall that n(v) = >>;(1 — Dv;.

Proposition 9. The maximum value of cc(T) for T € T+(n, A,5) is
S
n) + (2) n—=k.

Moreover, there is precisely one battery-powered tableau T with this value of cc for each device
shape v with ¢(v) < s and where v/A is a horizontal strip (and no tableaux with this value of cc
for other device shapes).

Proof. The maximal cocharge among all words of a given content A occurs when each cocharge subword
hasitsletters appearing in order from right to left, and in that case the cocharge is n(A). For this to occur,
the battery columns must be filled with 1, 2, ..., s—1 from bottom to top, for otherwise some entry of the
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battery B would be to the right of the previous element in its cocharge subword. The subwords starting
at the 1's in the bottom of B will then contain 1, 2,...,s from right to left, with the s being in the device.

For the cocharge subwords starting at 1’s in the device D to be in right to left order, D must contain
the unique tableau D’ of content A and shape A (with A; entries i in the i-th row for all i). So, D is formed
by adding a horizontal strip of length n — k labeled by s to D" such that the result is semistandard. Thus
there is one tableau of maximal cocharge for each shape of height < s formed by adding a horizontal
strip to A.

For such pairs (D, B), we have cc(D, B) = n(A) = n(d) + (5)(n — k), as desired. [ ]

Dividing out by the factor q("2)"=% we obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 4.2. The top g-degree of the polynomial on the right-hand side of Theorem 3 is d =
n() + (s — 1)(n — k), and the coefficient of q? is 3 s, where the sum ranges over all partitions v
of n with ¢(v) < s and v/ a horizontal strip.

The value d matches with the formula given for the top degree of grFrob, (Rn,.¢) in [14]. In [15], it was
shown that the coefficient of q? is the skew Schur function s, m_ky-1). A straightforward application of
the Littlewood-Richardson rule shows that this agrees with our formula in Corollary 4.2, and we refer
to [10] for details.

Finally, we show that Theorems 3 and 4 are equivalent. Taking the g-reversal of both sides of
Theorem 3, we have

7 n()+n—k)s—1)—cc(M+(5;1) (n—k
rev, (Hn,/\,s) — z q ()+(n=R) =D —cc(D+(*;)( >Ssh*(T)'
TeT+n,A,8)

Then the exponent (** #0701 e+

of charge. This gives Theorem 4.

) is equal to n(A) — cc(T), which is simply ch(T) by the definition

5 The Cases=2

In this section, we give a second proof of Theorem 3 in the case when s = 2 using combinatorial bijections
and previously known formulas for Hy, s. We start by recalling the Hall-Littlewood expansion of Hy .

5.1 Hall-Littlewood expansion

In [13], it is shown that H,; s has the following expansion in terms of Hall-Littlewood polynomials.

Hn,x,s(X§ q = rev, Z qn(#/)») z qcomv(m)H#(X; D1, (17)
ukn, a=(a1,...,as)En,
WD, aDdrsort(a)=pn
L(p)=s

where « = (a1, ...,as) E nindicates that « is a weak composition of n with s parts, (“(,‘4‘,/_‘;,:22‘) and coinv(a)
is the number of pairs i < j with ; < ¢;.
Note that if @ is a composition such that « O A, then since A is a partition we also have sort(a) D .

Thus, we can rearrange the summation above as

ﬁn,)\,s(x; q) =rev, Z q“("‘/'\HCOinV(“)Hsomq)(X; q) (18)

where the quantity n(e/) above is defined to be n(u/1) where u = sort(«).
Substituting (2) into (18) yields

rev, (ﬁn,x,s(X; q)) — Z Z qn(a/A)+coinv(a)+ch(T)Sshm_ (19)

a=(a1,...,a5)En, TeSSYT(sort(a))
adDi
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Thus, to prove Theorem 4 it suffices to show that

Z qch(T) St o= Z Z qn(a/A)Jrcoinv(a)Jrch(U) Seh(U)- (2 O)

TeT+(n,A,S) a=(a1,...,as)=n, UeSSYT(sort(a))
aDA
In particular, it suffices to find a shape-preserving bijection from 7+(n, 2,s) to

A, A,8) = {(a, U)|a = (a1, ...,a5) =n,a DA, U e SSYT(sort(a))}

such that, if T € 7" (n, A,s) maps to («, U) € A1, 1,5), then ch(T) = ch(U) + n(a/1) + coinv(x). In the next
subsection, we find such a bijection in the case s = 2.

5.2 Combinatorial proof for s = 2

For the remainder of this section, let A = (A1,12) be a partition of size k with A1 > 1, > 0, and let
Alpha(n, 1, 2) be the set of all (weak) compositions & = (a1, @) of size n such thata O A.

Definition 5.1. For « € Alpha(n, 4, 2), define ¢(«) to be the composition formed by taking n(a/A) +
coinv(e) boxes from the bottom row of sort(e) and moving them to the top row.

As a running example, let n = 11, 2 = (3,1), s = 2, and @ = (5, 6). Then n(a/*) + coinv(e) =2+ 1 = 3.
Since sort(a) = (6, 5), then ¢(a) = (3, 8).

Proposition 10. The map ¢ on compositions is a bijection from Alpha(n, 4, 2) to itself.

Proof. We first show that if & € Alpha(n, 4,2) then ¢(«) € Alpha(n, 1, 2). Indeed, we have coinv(a) = 0
or 1 according to whether a1 > &y Or a1 < ay, and n(a/2) is the number of columns of « to the right of
column A4 containing two squares. Thus, n(a/A) + coinv(a) is at most max(a, a). Since ¢(e) is formed
by moving n(«/A) + coinv(a) from sort(e); = max(xq, a) to sort(a)z, we have ¢(«)1 > A1, and so ¢(«) still
contains A.

We now show that ¢ : Alpha(n,A,2) — Alpha(n,1,2) is surjective (and hence bijective). Let 8 €
Alpha(n, ,2). If B, < 1, then ¢(B) = B. Otherwise, let d = B, — 1.

Ifdiseven,say d = 2r, then seta = (n—(A1+7), A1 +7). Notice that the first A, columns of g contain 2,
squares, and there are atleast 2r squares in the remaining columns, son > 2i1+2r. Thus, n—A1—1 > A1 +T,
and so « is a partition, with coinv(e) = 0. The same inequality also shows that « D A. Thus, n(e/A) =71
and it follows that ¢(a) = B.

If dis odd, say d = 2r + 1, then set @ = (A1 +1,n — A1 — 7). The same calculation as above shows that
« D A and « is not a partition, so coinv(a) = 1. Furthermore, we again have n(e/») =1,50 (@) = . M

We now construct a bijection from .A(n, 4,2) to 7+ (n, 4,s) as follows.
Definition 5.2. Let (¢, U) € A(n, 1, 2). Define ¥ («, U) to be the tableau formed by changing 1's to
2’s in the bottom row of U, starting with the rightmost 1 and moving leftwards, until we obtain

a tableau of content ¢(«).

Continuing our running example with a = (5, 6), letting U be the following tableau with ch(U) = 2,
then v (a, U) is as below:

u=l2]2]2 , v U =[2]2]2
1\1\1\2\2\ 101

[y
-
-
-

2]2[2]2]2]

Remark 9. The tableau ¢ («, U) is not necessarily semistandard; it may have columns containing
two 2’s.
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Definition 5.3. Let (a, U) € A(n, A, 2). Define @ (a, U) as follows. First, compute ¢ (a, U), and append
1's to the left of the bottom row and 2’s to the left of the top row until the resulting tableau S
has content A (and then left-justifying). Then, unbump a horizontal strip of size n — k from S
from right to left to form a tableau T of the same shape as U, and an unbumped row of length
n — k that acts as the battery of T. We set ®(a,U) =T.

For our running example, we have A, = (10,8) and

0@, Uy =|2]2]2
1)1

[N

1\1\1\1\1

1122222\

so that ch(®(«, U)) =5 = ch(U) + n(a/1) + coinv(a).
Lemma 5.4. The tableau T = ®(«, U) is always well defined and in 7+ (n, 4, 2).

Proof. We first note that the intermediate tableau S in Definition 5.3 is semistandard, even though
¥ (a, U) does not have to be; since S has partition content A and all of the 1’s are in the bottom row, this
follows immediately. Now, since the shape of S contains the shape of U, we can unbump the appropriate
horizontal strip from right to left to form T. The resulting letters that were bumped out are in weakly
decreasing order from right to left, and therefore form a valid 1 x (n — k) battery for T. Finally, since S
has content A by default, the conclusion follows. |

Lemma 5.5. If T = ®(«, U) then ch(T) = ch(U) + n(a/A) + coinv(a).

Proof. Note that ch(U) is the number of 2's on the bottom row of U. Therefore, the charge of the tableau
S formed from U in Definition 5.3 is equal to

ch(S) = ch(U) + n(a/A) + coinv(a)

since this is the total number of 2’s on the bottom row. When we unbump, the charge of the tableau T
union with the battery is the same as ch(S) since charge is invariant under Knuth equivalence. Thus,
ch(T) = ch(S) and the conclusion follows. [ ]

Theorem 12. The map @ is a bijection from A(n, 2,2) to T+ (n, 1, 2).

Proof. We reverse @ as follows. Given a tableau T € 71(n, 1,2), insert its battery to form a tableau S.
Then remove 1's from the bottom row and 2's from the top row so that the remaining letters in each
row, when left justified, forms a (not necessarily standard) tableau U’ of shape sh™(T). Now, if g is the
content of U’, we change 2’s to 1’s in the bottom row to form a tableau U of content & = ¢~*(8). The pair
(e, U) is our output.

Once we show that this process is well defined, it is clear that it reverses each step of ®. The insertion
process to form S is known to be well defined. For the next step, to show there are enough 1's and 2’s
to remove from S to form a tableau U’ of shape sh™(T), certainly the top row is long enough since it is
at least as long as the top row of T. For the bottom row, since the battery that we inserted had length
n—k, we have to remove at most n — k squares containing 1 from S, and since A = M —k+x1,n—k+1y),
there are at least n — k such squares.

For the last step, by Proposition 10 it suffices to show that g € Alpha(n,,2), that is, that the
composition B contains . Since there are n — k + A, squares labeled 1 in S and we remove at most
n — k of them to form U’, we have that gy, the number of 1’s in U, is at least A;. Similarly, 8, > A,, and
we are done. ]

6 The s, Coefficient in the R, , Case

We now consider the setting in which 1 = (1%) and s = k, so that Ry, s = Rnr and ITIM,S = grFrob(Rny),
and give a direct combinatorial proof of Theorem 3 for the coefficient of s, in this setting. We recall the
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positive Schur expansion of grFrob(R, ;) given in [1]. An ordered set partition, or OSP, of n is a partition
of {1,2,...,n} into a disjoint union of subsets called blocks, along with an ordering of the blocks from
left to right. For instance, (45|367]28|19) denotes an OSP of 9.

A descent of a permutation « is an index d such that my > 7441, and the major index of = is the sum
of its descents. The minimaj of an OSP, first introduced in the context of the Delta conjecture in [17], is
the major index of the minimaj word formed by ordering each block’s entries from least to greatest and
then reading the letters in the OSP from left to right. For instance, the associated word to (45]367|28|19)
is 453672819, and it has descents in positions 2, 5,7, so the minimajis 2 + 5+ 7 = 14.

The reading word rw(P) of an OSP P (different from its minimaj word) is formed by reading the
smallest entry of each block from right to left, and then the remaining entries from left to right. For
instance, the reading word of (45|367|28|19) is 123456789.

It was shown in [18] (using the work of [17]) that there is a more general set of ordered multiset partitions
into k blocks, OPy, and a minimaj statistic on them such that

i eyt
® 0 TeVy(GIFIObR, ) =  »_  gminimatm x i
TeO Py

where wt() is the tuple whose i-th term is the number of i’s in #. In [1], a crystal structure is given on
ordered multiset partitions that is compatible with the minimaj statistic, thereby grouping the terms of
the above monomial expansion into a Schur expansion:

l’qu (gl’Fl’ObRnyk) = wo Z qmmlmaj(n)swt(”) — Z qmmlma](71)Swt(”)*y
TEO Pk TEOPnk
Bi(m)=0 Vi Bi(m)=0 Vi

where g; are the raising operators of the crystal, which we define below.
In particular, the coefficient of sy, in the above expansion (taking into account the conjugation via
w) is equal to

minimaj(P) __ minimaj(P)
DI D D

PeOPp ., wt(P)=(1") PeOSP(n,k)
% (P)=0 Vi &(P)=0 Vi

where OSP(n, k) is the set of ordered set partitions with entries 1,2,...,n and k blocks.

The crystal raising operators g; were defined in [1] via the reading word described above. In particular,
€(P) = 0if and only if, in the reading word, the number of i’s is always greater than or equal to the
number of i+ 1’s as we read the word from left to right. Thus, if P has content (1"), we have ¢;(P) = O for
all 1if and only if the reading word of P is 123 - - - n. Thus, the coefficient of s, in revy(grFrob(Ry,)) is

minimaj(P
z q J(P) (21)
PeOSP(n,k)
rw(P)=123---n

On the other hand, the coefficient of su, in the charge formula of Theorem 4 is

> At (22)

TeT*+(n,(1%),k)
sh* (D)=

To prove that (21) and (22) are equal via combinatorial methods, we first prove a lemma about charge,
and then we define a bijection f from the set of tableaux T appearing in the sum (22) to the OSPs in (21)
as follows.

Lemma 6.1. Given T € 7+ (n, (1¥),k) such that sh™(T) = (n), the charge labels of the battery of
T are always either 0 or 1, with the 1 labels being precisely on the entries of the battery that
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[1[1]2]2]2]3]3]4]4 —  (45]367/28[19)

1112

Fig. 2. A battery-powered tableau T of shape (9) for A = (1*) and s = 4, and the corresponding ordered set partition
P. We have ch(T) = minimaj(P) = 14.

are larger than their row index. Furthermore, all charge labels in the device are 0 except in the
final charge word thatis 123 .-k in order.

Proof. We proceed by induction on n — k. In the base case when n —k = 0, the battery is empty, so T has
content A = (1") in this case, so there is only one charge word that consists of the entire row labeled
12---n1in order (where n = k), so the base case holds.

Lettingn —k > 0 and T € T*(n, (1%),k) such that sh*(T) = (n), let i be minimal such that i does not
appear in row i of the battery, or i = k if such an i does not exist. Then since sh*(T) = (n), the first charge
word of T consists of the last j entry of row j of the battery for each j < i, together with the right-most
1in the device, and the right-most j of the battery in row j — 1 for i < j < k. Thus, the charge labels for
j<iareOand forj > itheyareall 1.

Deleting i from the device and left-justifying, and deleting the other entries of the first charge word
from the battery and left justifying each row of the battery, we get a battery-powered tableau T' €
T+m—1, (1%, k) with sh*(T") = (n — 1). The charge labels for the entries of T’ are the same as the charge
labels of the corresponding cells of T. By our inductive hypothesis, we are done. |

Definition 6.2. Given T € 7+ (n, (1), k) with shape (n), define f(T) to be the ordered set partition
constructed as follows. Let f(T) have exactly k blocks By,...,Bg in that order, which initially
containk,k—1,k—2,..., 1 respectively. Then let m; be the number of i’s in the device of T, and
place the numbers k+1,k+2,...,ninto the blocks from left to right in the unique way so that
each block B; has size m; for all i. The resulting OSP is f(T).

An example of f(T) is depicted in Figure 2.

Proposition 13. The assignment T +— f(T) is a bijection from the set of all tableaux T €
T+(n, (1%, k) such that sh™(T) = (n) to the set of P € OSP(n) such that rw(P) = 123---n. The
map f is weight preserving, meaning that ch(T) = minimaj(f(T)).

Proof. To show f is well defined, observe that A, 41y, = (nM—k+ 1)¥), and so T has exactly n—k+1 copies
of each letter from 1 through k. Since the battery of T has n—k columns, then there must be at least one
of each i < nin the device of T. In the notation of Definition 6.2, we thus have m; > 1 foralli,so f(T)is a
well-defined OSP. By its construction, the reading word of f(T) is 123---n, and the process is reversible
since there is a unique way to fill the one-row device and the battery for any sequence of block sizes
m;. Thus, f is a bijection.

We now prove that f is weight-preserving, sending ch to minimaj. Indeed, by Lemma 6.1, the final
charge subword, which is 123 - -k in order, has charge (,,). This is the minimaj value formed by placing
k,k —1,...,11n the blocks from left to right. For each iin the device of T that is not in the final charge
subword, the charge labels of the i + 1,...,k in the charge subword of i are all 1, so i contributes k — i
to charge. In terms of minimaj, adding an extra element to B; increases the minimaj corresponding to
blocks Bi,q, ..., B, and thus results in an increase of k — i. Thus, placing the remaining letters in the
blocks increases the minimaj by precisely the amount of charge stored in the battery. |

7 Skewing Formulas for the Delta Conjecture at Low t Degrees

It is natural to ask whether our skewing formula for the Delta Conjecture at t = 0 extends to the full
Delta Conjecture symmetric function. In this section, we give several conjectures of such expansions
below. Each formula may be expanded in order to obtain a positive Schur expansion.
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Example 7.1. In the case n = 4, k = 3, the skewing formula generalizes to the following skewing
formula for the full Delta Conjecture symmetric function.

wA, eq = Sé_l) (H(2,2,2> Q) + L+ + tHHE1) (X q)
+ A+ + 28 + thHuo (5 q) + (& + t* + ) He 1 (x; q)),

which in turn gives a Schur-positive expansion for A} e, after expanding each Hall-Littlewood
polynomial in terms of charge.
Similarly, for n =5 and k = 3, we have

wA,es = S(J}Q) (H(3,3,3) +t(14+ QHuzo + A+ q) + 2 + tHHss1) + CHuean
+ (B 4+ t* + °)Ha) + PHeo) + (£ + 2t +2t° + % He s

+(t* 2+ 0+ t7)H(7,2))»

Alternatively, the terms t*(He 2.1, + He 3) may be replaced with 3((q + 2)H3) + Hy 2)-

Remark 14. In general, wA), e, does not have an expansion as a single s;- applied to a positive sum
of Hall-Littlewood polynomials. For instance, the t* coefficient in wA}, es is not Hall-Littlewood
positive (and it is known that s;- applied to a Hall-Littlewood polynomial is Hall-Littlewood
positive). That being said, in the conjectures below we find some formulas of this form for the
coefficients of low-degree powers of t.

Let[nly=14+qg+---+q"and ( m, ) be the usual g-analogues.

m]q [n—mlq

nmq:[

Conjecture 15. The coefficient of t* in wA}, e, (as a polynomial in t with coefficients in symmetric
functions over Q[q]) is

1 .
[k — g - Sty Hmks2,0kr1t-2 1k (%5 )

where (n—k+2, (n—k+1)"2, n—k) is shorthand for the partition n—k+2,n—k+1,n—k+1,...n—
k+1,n — k) with k — 2 copies of the partn —k + 1.

Conjecture 16. The t? coefficient of wA;, ey is
n k—2
S{(n—kyk-1) [k — 2]gHm k42,0 k120 (X5 D) + 9 H k422 k14 -ty (X; @)
q

+[k - 1]qH(n—k+3,(n—k+1)k*2,n—k—l) x; 01))

We have checked both Conjectures 15 and 16 computationally up to n = 8 for all k < n. In the case of

k = 2, we have the following formula for the full Delta Conjecture symmetric function.

Before we state the formula, we recall the Littlewood-Richardson rule for skew Schur functions in

the case of two-row partitions. Given A = (A1, 12) and u = (u1, uo) partitions,

1 A
SySn = Siu = Z cwsv(x)
VAl

where ¢* | is the number of semistandard Young tableaux T of skew shape A/u with content v whose

v

reverse reading word is Yamanouchi, meaning that if one reads the labels of T in reverse reading order,

there are never more 2s than 1s up to any given point.
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Proposition 17. For k = 2, we have

n-1

oAy en =Ny 5 D Hpo1pin1-5(X QL. (23)
i=0
Proof. By [17, Proposition 6.1],
n/2]
wAélen = wA¢ €y — wey = —Sp) + Z Stn—iiy(X) z p]q t (24)

where [plg: = Zf:ol g1

Notice that the Hall-Littlewood term Hp_14in-1-1)(X;@) on the right-hand side of (23) expands as
Z)” 01 T s 1+i4jn-1-i-j In the Schur basis, by examining the charge expansion version of (1) in this two-
row case. Starting from the right-hand side of (23),

n-1 n—1n-1-i
h#72 Z H(n—1+i,n—1—i)(x; q)tI = h#72 Z t qjs(n—l+i+j,n—‘l—i—}) (25)
i=0 i=0 j=0
n—-1
=si, (Zsm Tren-1-0(@ + g7+ + tl)) (26)
=0

n—-1
=5y, (Z Stn-1+en-1-0[€ + 1]q,t) . (27)

=0

We now examine the coefficient of s¢,_;; in (27). Applying the Littlewood-Richardson rule to compute
St ,Sm-1+en-1-¢ Over all ¢, we have that [¢ + 1], appears once in the coefficient of s(,_;; if and only if
there exists a Littlewood-Richardson tableau of skew shape n — 1+ ¢,n — 1 — ¢)/(n — 2) and content
(n—1,1) (and note that since we are in the two-row case, there can only be one such tableau if it exists).
There are two inequalities that govern the existence of such a tableau in the case when i > 1 and
hence there is at least one 2. First, the number of 2s cannot exceed the number of entries in the bottom
row (which must all be 1) by the Yamanouchi condition, so we havei < (n—1+¢) —(n—2) = £+ 1. Second,
the number of 2s naturally cannot exceed the size of the top row, and soi < n—1 — ¢. Solving these two
inequalities for ¢, we find i — 1 < ¢ <n — 1 —1i. Finally, all such fillings are semistandard, since the only
shape that has a vertical domino is when ¢ = 0, and it has a unique vertical domino, so having at least
one 2 (due to our assumption thati > 1in this case) guarantees the existence of the desired Littlewood-
Richardson tableau. It follows that the coefficient of s,_i; is equal to 22;-1:1" (€ + g = 202 [Plas-
Finally, we examine the coefficient of s«,). The same analysis as above goes through, except in the
case that ¢ = 0, when the constructed tableau would not be semistandard. Thus, the coefficient of s,
is =1+ >7_¢[plqs, and we are done. |

Remark 18. Alternatively, all of the formulas in this section may be written as formulas for A, en
in terms of g-Whittaker polynormals wH,(x;q) by applying o to both sides and replacing the

operator s; st with st

(n—R)*=1) ((R=1)"k)"

8 Next Directions
The new results and connections to geometry in this paper open up several natural directions for further

investigation.

Question 19. Are the A-Springer varieties the only family of Borho-MacPherson £} varieties
that have sufficient rational smoothness properties to obtain a simple Schur expansion for
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the graded Frobenius of their cohomology rings? If not, which others may lead to useful
combinatorial formulas?

This paper rests in type A, but the Borho-MacPherson paper is type independent, so we also ask the
following.

Question 20. Is there a natural extension of A-Springer varieties to all Lie types that has
combinatorial meaning?

On the combinatorics side, since Corollaries 1.1 and 1.6 give formulas for the t = 0 specialization of
the Delta Conjecture, and Section 7 gives conjectures for other t degrees, we also ask whether we can
extend these formulas to the full Delta Conjecture symmetric functions for all t degrees.

Question 21. Can A, e, be obtained by applying a t-analogue of a skewing operator to a

Macdonald polynomial, generalizing Corollary 1.1? Does Corollary 1.6 have a g, t-analog that
gives a Schur expansion or other formula relevant to the Delta Conjecture?

Finally, the proofs in this paper rely heavily on the deep geometric, topological, and representation-
theoretic machinery developed by Borho and MacPherson. We would like to see a combinatorial proof
along the lines of the Lascoux-Schiitzenberger proof of the Hall-Littlewood cocharge formula (see [5]
for a modern exposition of this proof).

Question 22. s there a more direct combinatorial or algebraic proof of Theorem 3?

In particular, in Section 6, we used the known Schur expansion of [1] for the R, case in terms of
minimaj to give a second proof that the formula of Theorem 3 holds for the s, coefficient. Is
there a generalization of the minimaj Schur expansion to the setting of Hy, s that would allow
us to obtain a combinatorial proof for the s, coefficient in the general case?

The companion paper [11] will also investigate combinatorial routes towards Theorem 3 via a new
formula in terms of Compositional Shuffle Theorem creation operators [6, 16].

Combining Theorem 1 and (17), our result gives a formula for the symmetric function sénfk)s,l)fl A as
a positive sum of Hall-Littlewood polynomials. Furthermore, by [9] there is also a formula for e).iHv for
any j and v as a sum of Hall-Littlewood polynomials.

Question 23. Is there a combinatorial formula for sjﬁv in terms of Hall-Littlewood polynomials
that generalizes the expansion (17) to all x and v?

Acknowledgments

We thank Brendon Rhoades for inspiring conversations at the start of this work, and Jim Haglund for
helpful feedback after a talk on this material. We also thank William Graham and Amber Russell for
helpful conversations on partial resolutions.

References

1. Benkart, G, L. Colmenarejo, P. Harris, R. Orellana, G. Panova, A. Schilling, and M. Yip. “A minimaj-
preserving crystal on ordered multiset partitions.” Adv. App. Math. 95 (2018): 96-115.

2. Blasiak, ], M. Haiman, J. Morse, A. Pun, and G. Seelinger. “A proof of the Extended Delta Conjecture.”
(2021): arXiv:2102.08815.

3. Borho, W, and R. MacPherson. “Partial resolutions of nilpotent varieties.” Analysis And Topology On

Singular Spaces, II, III (Luminy, 1981) 101 (1983): 23-74.

Brundan, J., and V. Ostrik. “Cohomology of Spaltenstein varieties.” Transform. Groups 16 (2011): 619-48.

Butler, L. “Subgroup lattices and symmetric functions.” Mem. Amer. Math. Soc. 112 (1994).

Carlsson, E., and A. Mellit. “A proof of the shuffle conjecture.” J. Amer. Math. Soc. 31 (2018): 661-97.

D’Adderio, M., and A. Mellit. “A proof of the compositional Delta conjecture.” Adv. Math. 402. Paper no.

108342, 17 (2022).

N o Vo

$20Z AInr 61 uo 1s8nb Aq /££899//0608BUIJUIWI/ESE0 L 0 /I0P/3|01LE-80UBAPE/UIWI/WOD dNo-dlwapese//:sdiy Wo.l papeojumod



10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.
18.

19.
20.

21.
22.
23.
24.
25.

26.

27.

Cocharge and Skewing Formulas | 23

. Fulton, W. Young Tableaux: With Applications to Representation Theory and Geometry. London Mathematical

Society Student Texts. Cambridge University Press, 1996.

. Garsia, A, and C. Procesi. “On certain graded S_n-modules and the g-Kostka polynomials.” Adv. Math. 94

(1992): 82-138.

Gillespie, M., and S. Griffin. “A cocharge formula for the A-Springer modules.” Sém. Lothar. Combin. 89B
pp. Art. 65, 12 (2023).

Gillespie, M., and S. Griffin. “A creation operator formula for the A-Springer modules.” (2024): Preprint.
Goresky, M., and R. MacPherson. “Intersection homology theory.” Topology 19 (1980): 135-62.

Griffin, S., A- Springer varieties and hall-Littlewood polynomials. Forum of Mathematics, Sigma, Vol. 12:
e19, pp. 1-23 (2024).

Griffin, S. “Ordered set partitions, Garsia-Procesi modules, and rank varieties.” Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 374
(2021): 2609-60.

Griffin, S, J,, Levinson and A., Woo. “Springer fibers and the Delta conjecture at t = 0.” Adv. Math., 439,
2024, 109491.

Haglund, J., J. Morse, and M. Zabrocki. “A compositional shuffle conjecture specifying touch points of
the Dyck path.” Canad. J. Math. 64 (2012): 822-44.

Haglund, J., . Remmel, and A. Wilson. “The Delta conjecture.” Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 370 (2018): 4029-57.
Haglund, J., B. Rhoades, and M. Shimozono. “Ordered set partitions, generalized coinvariant algebras,
and the Delta conjecture.” Adv. Math. 329 (2018): 851-915.

Haglund, J,, and E. Sergel. “Schedules and the Delta conjecture.” Ann. Comb. 25 (2021): 1-31.

Haiman, M. “Hilbert schemes, polygraphs and the Macdonald positivity conjecture.” J. Amer. Math. Soc.
14 (2000): 941-1006.

Hotta, R., and T. Springer. “A specialization theorem for certain Weyl group representations and an
application to the green polynomials of unitary groups.” Invent. Math. 41 (1977): 113-28.

Lascoux, A., and M. Schiitzenberger. “Sur Une conjecture de H. O. Foulkes.” C. R. Acad. Sci. Paris Sér. I Math.
288 (1979): 95-8.

Lusztig, G. “Green polynomials and singularities of unipotent classes.” Adv. Math. 42 (1981): 169-78.
McGovern, W. Representation Theory and Geometry of the Flag Variety. Berlin: Boston (De Gruyter, 2023.
Pawlowski, B., and B. Rhoades. “A flag variety for the Delta conjecture.” Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 372 (2017).
Sagan, B. The Symmetric Group: Representations, Combinatorial Algorithms, and Symmetric Functions. Graduate
Texts in Mathematics, Vol. 203. New York: Springer, 2001.

Shoji, T. “Springer correspondence for symmetric spaces.” (2019). arXiV:1909.06744.

$20Z AInr 61 uo 1s8nb Aq /££899//0608BUIJUIWI/ESE0 L 0 /I0P/3|01LE-80UBAPE/UIWI/WOD dNo-dlwapese//:sdiy Wo.l papeojumod



	 Cocharge and Skewing Formulas for <0:tex-math 0:notation="LaTeX" 0:id="ImEquation1A" > D   -Springer Modules and the Delta Conjecture
	 1Introduction and Main Results
	 2Background
	 3Proof of the Main Theorem
	 4Proofs of the Cocharge and Charge Formulas
	 5The Case <0:tex-math 0:notation="LaTeX" 0:id="ImEquation758" > s=2 
	 6The <0:tex-math 0:notation="LaTeX" 0:id="ImEquation949" > sn  Coefficient in the <0:tex-math 0:notation="LaTeX" 0:id="ImEquation950" > Rn,k  Case
	 7Skewing Formulas for the Delta Conjecture at Low <0:tex-math 0:notation="LaTeX" 0:id="ImEquation1102" > t  Degrees
	 8Next Directions
	Acknowledgments


