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FACTORIZATION OF CERTAIN MACDONALD
LITTLEWOOD-RICHARDSON COEFFICIENTS

KONSTANTIN MATVEEV AND YUCHEN WEI

ABSTRACT. We find and prove a factorization formula for certain Macdonald Littlewood-
Richardson coefficients c§ u(q, t). Namely, we consider the case that the Kostka number K, ,_x
is 1. This settles a particular case of a more general conjecture of Richard Stanely, [St89]. This
conjecture proposes that a factorization formula exists whenever the corresponding regular
Littlewood-Richardson coefficient CKN is 1.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Preliminaries.
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1.1.1. Macdonald functions. Py = P\(q,t) is a Macdonald symmetric function, [Mac99]. {P,}
with A ranging over partitions is a basis of the algebra of symmetric functions over C(q,t).
PP, = ¥, ,(¢,t)P,, where the sum ranges over partitions v with |v| = |A| +[u|. We are
interested in studying these structure constants cK“(q, t),i.e. Macdonald Littlewood-Richardson
coefficients.

1.1.2. Schur functions. Py for q =t becomes the Schur function S\, which doesn’t depend on
For n > ¢(\) polynomial Sy(z1,2s,...,2,) can be viewed as the character of the Schur
module E*, an irreducible representation of GL,(C). So for n > £(v) > £()\), (u) the coefficient
X, = cxu(q,q) is a non-negative integer that counts the multiplicity of E¥ in E* @ E#*, [F97,
chapter 8§].

q=t.
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2 KONSTANTIN MATVEEV AND YUCHEN WEI

1.1.3. Luttlewood-Richardson rule. ¢, counts the number of semistandard skew tableaux 7' of
shape v/\ with weight p and additional property that w(T) is a lattice word. Here word w(T') is
obtained by reading symbols in 1" from right to left in successive rows, starting with the top row.
A word of length N in the symbols 1,2, ...,n is said to be a lattice word if for 1 <r < N and 1 <
1 <n—1, the number of occurrences of the symbol 7 in the first r letters of w is not less than the
number of occurrences of i+ 1. This is the celebrated Littlewood-Richardson rule, [LR34], [F97,
chapter 5], [Ste02]. ¢}, also enumerates other families of combinatorial objects: Berenstein-
Zelevinsky patterns, [BZ92], Knutson-Tao honeycombs/puzzles/hives, [KT99], [KTWO04], [B0O],
Vakil checkergames, [VOG].

1.1.4. Pieri formulas. For one-row p = (r) or one-column p = 17 the corresponding Macdonald
Littlewood-Richardson coefficients are given explicitly by the Pieri formulas.

Proposition 1.1 (Mac99).

(1.1) Py-Pr= Y 4P,
A\Lb, DEDEr

where v/ is a skew shape of r bozes without any two boxes in the same row, i.e., a vertical
strip, and

P |

’ by S .. M if sel
Yoni= 1 b ( )7 ba(8) = ba(4, 5) = | 1-ghiiete ™ / ;
s, /xRy A(s) 1 otherwise.

where Cyyy (respectively R,y is the set of columns (respectively rows) in v that intersect v\,
and N denotes the conjugate partition of \. Also,

q;q)r
(12) P)\ : P(r) = Z ( ; ) Puixtv,
AGb, DEDEr (& q)r

where v| X is a skew shape of r bozes without any two boxes in the same column, i.e., a horizontal
strip, and

. bu(s) ) T i-1
SO”M'_SEI;UI/J?A(S)’ (a,Q)s~—g(1—aq )-

See [Mac99, VI.6] for more details. Note that P;» = e,, the r-th elementary symmetric
function. It follows from the Pieri formulas that the corresponding Macdonald Littlewoood-
Richardson coeffiecients are positive for —1 < ¢, < 1 and become 1 for ¢ = ¢, the Schur case.

1.1.5. Formulas for Macdonald Littlewood-Richardson coefficients. [S11] uses interpolation Mac-
donald polynomials to find an expression for ¢§ (¢,¢), [Y12] uses nonsymmetric Macdonald
polynomials and combinatorics of alcove walks to find another formula. However, both ex-
pressions are very complex. We are interested in finding special cases when the corresponding
coefficients easily factorize. More precisely, we are looking for triples of partitions (A, i, ) such

—apb+l

+1
that CKM((], t) is a product of terms (}—Z‘l—fltb) with a,b € Z. Pieri formulas show that (X, 17, v)

are such triples whenever v/ is a vertical r-strip, (A, (r),v) are such triples whenever v/\ is a
horizontal r-strip. By commutativity, same holds for (17, u,v) and ((r), u,v).
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1.1.6. Stanley’s conjecture. Setting g = t implies that triples with factorization of this kind
must satisfy ¢§, = 1. Richard Stanley conjectured in [St89, Conjecture 8.5] that the converse
is also true. More precisely, his conjecture was for Jack functions which can be obtained
from Macdonald functions by setting ¢ = t* and ¢t — 1. But it transfers to the more general
Macdonald case in a straightforward way. As far as we know, the conjecture in general remains
open. Stanley also suggested that the factorization formula must belong to a specified finite
family. However, it remains unclear how in general to chose the correct element of this family.
[N16] proved Stanley’s conjecture for the special case £(A),¢(u),¢(v) < 3. In this paper we
identify another family of special cases for which we can prove factorization.

1.2. Results.

1.2.1. Kostka numbers. The Kostka number K, for a partition p and a composition yx is
the number of semistandard Young tableaux of shape p and weight x. Suppose that A =
(A1, A2, .y A ), where some of the A;’s might be zeros. ¢(p),0(v) <n, v =(A1+x1, \a+X2, -, Ant
Xn), where all x; >0 and Y72, x; = |u|. We start with the following corollary of the Littlewood-
Richardson rule.

Proposition 1.2. S S Kux with equality, in particular, when v/ is a horizontal strip.

See section 2 for the proof of proposition 1.2. Note that A\; = A+ > £(p') for any 1 <i<n-1
guarantees that v/\ is a horizontal strip. Thus for A\ with large row gaps the Littlewood-
Richardson coefficient turns into the corresponding Kostka number.

1.2.2. Unique semistandard tableaux. [BZ92] explicitly describes pairs (u, x) with K, =1. We
prove a related result

Proposition 1.3. Given a semistandard tableau T with n boxes, the following are equivalent:
(Cn): T is unique of its shape and weight.
(C)): For any two columns in T, the later one is either obtained from the former by changing
at most one value, or is a subset of the former.

11213 11213
313 2|3

Figure 1. Left: Unique tableau of its shape and weight. Right: Non-unique tableau, a third column
is not contained in the first column.

See section 2 for the proof of proposition 1.3.

1.2.3. Macdonald Littlewood-Richardson coefficient as a rational function. Let X; := ¢it!™.
Then the Pieri multiplicity ’(/)V sy, can be expressed as

X - thq_l X — th_l

X, X.-X.gU
1sj<ksnOv;=X;, vp=Ap+1 Xk X] Xk X]q

(1.3)

Note that the denominator of (1.3) doesn’t vanish for general ¢,¢ and any composition A. If A
is a partition, then the numerator of (1.3) for general ¢,t vanishes precisely when v fails to be
a partition. Now we can express P, as a polynomial in e,’s and repeatedly use (1.3) to express
cKu(q, t) as a rational function in X, Xs, ..., X,. This approach breaks the symmetry between
A and g, but allows to study all A\’s at the same time by means of the same rational function.
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We originally encountered the folrmulas (1.4) below by studying such rational functions in
Mathematica.

1.2.4. Factorization formula. Let T be a unique semistandard tableau with entries from 1,2,

.,n. Call a triple (j,k,m) admissible if 1 < j < k < n, and the m-th column of T' contains
k but does not contain j. Denote by a(j,k,m) the number of columns of 7" among the first
(m —1) columns that also contain &, but do not contain j. Denote by b(j, k, m) the number of
columns of 7" among the first (m — 1) columns that contain j, but do not contain k. Denote
by ¥r(q,t) the ¢-weight of the tableau T" as in the formula P,(z) = Y7 ¢r(q,t)zT. Our main
result is the following.

Theorem 1.4. Suppose that K, =1. Let T be the corresponding unique semistandard tableau.
Then the Macdonald Littlewood-Richardson coefficient ciu(q,t) s given by

(1.4) &, (a.t) =¥r(q,t)- I1

(Xk - q o GhmGEmT X, X - gt ObmT X )
(,k,m) —admissible

Xy, — g0 GEmBGEm X ’ X}, — g aGkm)1 X,
where X; = gt

1.2.5. Ezample. If T is a one-column tableau, it is always unique of its shape and weight. Then
a(j, k,1) = b(j,k,1) = 0, so (1.4) becomes the vertical Pieri formula (1.3). If 7" is a one-row
tableau, it is also always unique of its shape and weight. This case corresponds to the horizontal
Pieri-formula, see subsection 3.4 for more details. Here is an example that is not a Pieri formula.
Let n=3, p=1(3,2), 11 — A1 = 2 — Aa = 1,13 — A3 = 3. The corresponding unique semistandard
tableau is shown on the left of Figure 1. The formula (1.4) in this case becomes

(1+q)(1-1) . (X3 -q71tX5) (X3 -t71X3) ' (Xo—tX;) (X2 —t71X5)
L-qt (X5-X2) (X3-¢7'X2)  (Xo-¢Xh) (Xa-q7'X7)
. (X3-q¢1tXp) (X5-t71Xy) ' (X3-¢72%tX1) (Xs-q¢ 1 Xy) ' (X3-q1tXs) (X3 -t71X3)
(Xs-X1) (X5 -¢7'X4) (X3¢ X1) (X3 -¢72X1) (X5 -X5) (X3 -¢7'X3)
1.2.6. Connection with Stanley’s conjecture. Let
U(a,l)=1-q¢"'%, L(a,l)=1-¢"!

denote the upper hook length and the lower hook length, respectively. Let s denote a box in
a partition, and let a(s)(respectively, I(s)) be the arm(respectively, leg) length at s. We show
that

Proposition 1.5. Under the assumption of Theorem 1.4, we have

(1 L(a(sm(s)))-(m (616 ) ([LU 16D )

s a polynomial in L, U, moreover, the number of factors in the form of U equals the number of
factors in the form of L.

See section 4 for the proof of proposition 1.5.

Note that Stanley’s conjecture is about the Jack polynomials and requires the weaker assump-
tion that A= 1. However, the Jack case can be viewed as a specialization of the Macdonald
case by letting ¢ = t® and ¢t - 1. If we apply the L’Hopital’s rule in the limit of CKM(ta,t) as
t — 1, and replace U(a,l)(respectively, L(a,l)) by a(a+ 1) + [(respectively, a(a) + 1+ 1), then
we get the Stanley’s conjecture.
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The proof of proposition 1.5 follows directly from theorem 1.4. The idea is to rewrite factors
in 1.4 into the form of lower and upper hook lengths and cancel the repeated factors.

1.2.7. Exzample.

1|1 1112
112

— 313

21213 sTal1
313

An example with A =(3,2,1,1),u = (3,3,3),v = (5,4,4, 3).

Consider the above partitions and tableaux. Theorem 1.4 tells us that

& (q t):(L(0,0) U(1,0) L(0,0) U(2,O)).(L(>\2—/\3—1,1)‘U()\Q_)\S_LO))

U(0,0) L(1,0) U(0,0) L(2,0) ) \ U\ - s-1,1) L(Xa-A3—1,0)

Yr(g;t)
. L()\Q_A472).U(A2_)\4_1,1) ‘ L()\l—)\g,]_)'U(Al—/\Q—]_,O)
UN=Ag,2) L(Aa=A—1,1) UM =X, 1) LA =X2-1,0)

UM -As-1,1)) [ LOw = Ay, 3)
( 'L(Al—A3—1,1))'(U(A1—A4,3)' )

where the fractions with the same color are reciprocals of each other. Now we can give a possible
way of realizing ciu(q, t) as a product of upper and lower hook lengths as follows

L Ly\L1L uiu|u
— L
L] uiu|\u

This picture shows how to flip lower hooks in A, u and upper hooks in v.
. Ua=Aa—1,1)

Note that the fraction IO TiD)
section 4) in the sense that there is no box in the second row of A with leg length one, however,
LOo-X3-1,1)
U(2—A3-1,1)"
correspond to a “fictitious flipper” since there is no box in the first
UA1-A3-1,1)
L(\1—A3—-1,1) "

Likewise, the fraction is a “fictitious flipper” since there is no box in the first row

corresponds to a “fictitious flipper” (to be discussed in

we can pair it with its reciprocal

The fraction %

row of v with leg length one, however, we pair it with its reciprocal

of A with leg length two, however, we pair it with its reciprocal

All the section 4 is devoted to showing that whenever we have a “fictitious flipper”, it is
guaranteed to find its reciprocal in the expression of ¢ “(q,t). The way that we examine this
fact is by comparing for each fixed triple of integers (7,7 — 1,7) such that i < j — 1, the number
of “fictitious flippers” in the form of % with leg length (j—1) - 1(respectively, % with leg length
(j—1)-1) is no more than the number of their reciprocals with leg length (j—1) —i(respectively,

(j-1)-1).
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j-1 B
j ]

This picture demenstrates that all the potential “fictitious flippers” located in the i-th row with “fic-
titious leg length” (j—1) -4 in v, or (j —4) — 1 in A, correspond to some of the colored boxes.

1.2.8. Proof outline of Proposition 1.3. We do induction on the total number n of boxes in a
given semistandard tableau T

To show that (C,) = (C,)), for arbitrary two columns in 7', we identify seven different
cases characterized by the relative positions of the lowest boxes in these two columns as well as
the appearances of the largest integer [ of T in these two columns. By the induction hypotheses,
we can quickly go through the first five cases.

When the sixth case happens, we use induction to argue that (C;) must hold, namely, [)\]]
is a subset of [\;] in this particular case. It turns out that this further boils down to showing
that when \; = A} + 1, we must have [\;] = [A\;] {I} for any i < j satisfying Case 6. Proceed by
proving by contradiction. Assume on the contrary that A\; = \;+1 and [A}] # [\;]~ {I} for some
i < j in Case 6, then after doing a counterclockwise shift of a sequence of boxes(the notations
are defined in the proof):

(T(\;=h,S), TN, =h+1,5)T(\;=h+2,s),...T(N,s), T(\,s+1), ...,
T(A;,m),T(X;,S), T(X;-1,5),....T(\; -h+1,5))

we will get a new tableau. This contradicts (C,,).
It remains to show that Case 7 is impossible. After ruling out the simple case where T'(\;, i) >
T(A;~1,7) we claim that doing a clockwise shift of the boxes:

(T(A; —-h+ 172)7T(>\; - (h - 1) + 172.)7 7T()‘;7Z)aT(>\;>j)vT(>‘; - 17j)7 aT()‘; —h+ 1?]))

yields a new tableau, contradicting (C),).

To show that (C)) = (C,,), we prove by contradiction. Assume that we have two distinct
tableaux with the same shape and weight, we first show that the weights of each corresponding
vertical rectangular blocks must be the same. This implies that the positions of [ are fixed.
Then we observe that C;_mmholds which implies that the rest of the tableaux are also the
same. This concludes the proof.

Suppose tableau T is unique of its shape and weight. It is comprised of a sequence of
rectangular blocks of decreasing heights. Each of these blocks must also be unique of its shape
and weight by proposition 1.3. Consider such block of size k x m. Then proposition 1.3 implies
that weights of its columns are sets of size k and any two of these sets differ by at most one
element.

Proposition 1.6. Suppose Si, 5, ..., Sy, are sets of cardinality k such that |S;AS;| <1 for all
1<i,j <m. Then either Sy = Sy =+-=S,, (call it first kind), or ‘HSI‘ =k-1 (call it second
i=1

kind), or |\ JS:| =k +1 (call it third kind).
i=1
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See section 3 for the proof of the proposition 1.6. Note that some rectangular blocks can be
both of the second kind and the third kind. One row tableau is either of the first kind, or of
the second kind. The idea is to prove theorem 1.4 individually for rectangular blocks of each
kind and then put everything together with the help of induction. The main tool is vertical
Pieri formulas 1.1.

1.2.9. Acknowledgements. The authors would like to thank Siddhartha Sahi and Vadim Gorin
for fruitful discussions connected to the subject of the paper.

2. UNIQUE SEMISTANDARD TABLEAU

Proof of Proposition 1.2. Consider a Littlewood-Richardson tableau T" of shape v/\ and weight
w. For 1<k <j<nlet ui denote the number of entries equal to k£ in the first j rows of T.
Then p}! = pp. Clearly, uiﬂ > ,ui for j < n - 1. Lattice word condition is equivalent to
u{;i < ,u{c for j <n-1. Ziﬂ ,u{; - Zf; /ﬂ;l is the total number of entries in the j-th row, so
is v; = A\j. So {ufc} | <hsisn is an interlacing Gelfand-Tsetlin array with top row p and weight
v—A. It corresponds to a semistandard tableau with shape pu and weight v — . So we have con-
structed an injective map from {Littlewood-Richardson tableau of shape v/A and weight u} to
{Semistandard tableau of shape y and weight v — A}. Thus ¢}, < K),,-». This map in general
is not a bijection, since there are additional constraints coming from columns of 7" that we have
not taken into account. However, if v/\ is a horizontal strip, there are no such constraints. So

in this case the map is a bijection and = K, -x. 0

[1]1]2]1 5 5 1 0 ]
— 5 4 0 —
5 2

An example of the bijection when X has 4 rows, pu=(5,5,1), [ = (4,3,2,2).

Proof of Proposition 1.3. (Notations: Let A" denote the conjugate partition of a partition A =
(A1 > Xg 22 N\ >0), where k is the length of A. Let [);] denote the set of boxes in the i-th
column of \". Since the column is filled with different integers, we identify the integers with
their corresponding boxes in the same column. For example, if [ is an integer appeared in the
i-th column, we write [ € [\;]. Let T'(r,¢) denote the box in the r-th row and the ¢-th column.)

Clearly, it is true if 7" has only one box. Proceed by doing induction on the number of boxes
of T and assume that it holds for all integers less than n.

(C,) = (C,) : Let [ be the largest integer in T'. The boxes filled with [ form a horizontal
strip in 7. Let L denote this horizontal strip with |L| boxes. It follows that T := T'\ L is
unique of its shape and weight.
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By induction, T satisfies (C" _ oy we verify that T satisfies (C,). For any two columns in T,
there are seven cases, illustrated below, to consider:

Case 1 Case 2 Case 3

Case 4 Case 5 Case 6 Case 7

Let [A;] and [A}] denote the column on the left and the column on the right, respectively, in
the pictures above.

Case 1: \; = A}, Le [\], L€ [A}]. By induction, [A;]\ {I} is obtained from [A;]~ {l} by changing
at most one value. Tt follows that the same is true for [A;] and [A}].

Case 2: Nj =\, L¢ [\, Le [A}]. By induction, [A;]\ {I} is a subset of [\]]. It follows that
[A;] is obtained from [A;] by changing its unique element not in [A;]\ {I} to .

Case 8: \;=\,, 1 ¢ [\], 1 ¢[)\;]. By induction, [A}] is obtained from [X;] by changing at most
one value.

Case 4: A\, > X, e [N], L e [A]. By induction, [A;]~ {I} is a subset of [A;] ~ {I}. Tt follows
that [A}] is a subset of [A].

Case 5: \;> N, L¢[\], 1¢[)\;]. By induction, [\}] is a subset of [\;].
Case 6: N\;> N, Le [N], L€ [N]. TEA; > \) + 1, then by induction, [A}] is a subset of [\;] ~ {l}.
It follows that [A}] is a subset of [\;].

If X; = A} +1, then by induction, there are two possibilities: [X;] = [A\;]\{l} or [A}] is obtained
from [A;]\ {I} by changing one value. If [X;] = [A\;]~ {I}, then [A}] is a subset of [\;]. We show
that this is the only possibility.

Otherwise, suppose that A; = \; + 1 and [A}] # [A;] \ {} for some i < j. We first look at an

example:
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1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
111 1]1 6 I A O 6

313 313
3131133 313133

A N \_

-

Tableau 1 Tableau 2

It is clear that the above tableaux have the same shape and weight. Also, note that the
Tableau 1 restricted to the shape (8,7,7,7,7,1,0) satisfies Cg,rpryriris-

Let i =2, j =5, then \j =6 = X\, + 1 and [A;] ~ {7} # [A\5]. Observe that moving the circled
integers (5,6,7,7,6) in Tableau 1 counterclockwise leads to Tableau 2.

To carry this out in general, let the s-th column be the leftest column of length A} such that
T(A;,s) = 1. Let the S-th column be the rightest column of length A} such that T'(\},S) <.
By our assumptions, both s and S exist. Moreover, s <i and S > j. Let the m-th column be
the rightest column of length A.. So, i <m < j.

If (X}, s) <T(X;,S), then moving the integers

(T(X;,8),T(N,s), T(N\,s+1),...T(\;,m))
|l| |l| |l|
in the tableau counterclockwise will generate a new tableau. One can easily check that we
are simply interchanging T'()},S) and T();,s) = I in this case. To see that this gives us a
new tableau, it suffices to show that T(\;,s — 1) < T(A},S) if s > 1, as T(A}, S +1) = 1 if
Ags1 = Aj, ensures the validity of replacing T'(), S) by I. By induction, the definition of S, and
TN, )< T(N,, 8), we have [N] & [N, ], [N~ {1} 8 [Noy] and Card([Ny] 0 ([X]~ {11) 2 X,
However, max{[Ag]u ([A;]~ {1})} = T(N}, S). Tt follows that T();,s - 1) <T (A}, S).

In general, since [\;] # [A]~ {l}, there must exist a smallest 2 € {0,1,...,A; — 1} such
that T(\; = h,s) < T(A\; - h,S). We have just shown that when h = 0, doing the above
counterclockwise shifting leads to a new tableau. For h > 0, we will show that moving the
integers:

(T(X; =R, S), TN, =h+1,8),T(X; = h+2,s),...,T(X;,s), T(\,s+1),...,
T()\;,m),T(/\;, S),T()\; -1,9), ...,T(/\; -h+1,5))
in the tableau counterclockwise leads to a new tableau.

Note that
{T(\,s),T(N,s+1),..,T(A,m)} = {1},
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it suffices to show that the new tableau is weakly increasing from the S-th column to the
(S +1)-th column if there are more than S columns, and from the (s—1)-th column to the s-th
column if s > 1.

By induction, [Ng,,]~ {l} & [Ag] if there are more than S columns. If Ag,; < A} - h, then
we are done. Otherwise, we claim that T()\ -h+1,9) < T()\ -h',S+1) for all maX{X -
Ng+1, 1} < B < h. Indeed, by induction, [A S+1] {l} ¢ [Nl [ s+1] {1} ¢ [N~ {13, and
by our assumption, [Ag] # [A;] ~ {l}, and by the definition of h, we have T(X; - h,S) ¢ [X[]
and T(X; = h,S) > max{T(1,s),T(2,5),.... T(\; = h,s)}. So, T()\;. - h,8) <T(\;=h,S+1)
and T(\; = h, S +1) € [Ag]u{l}. Tt follows that T(\; ~h+1,8) < T(\; - h,S+1). Since
TN, =h+1,5+1) > T\, = h,S+1) and T(\; -h+ 1,5+ 1) € [Ag]u {l}, it follows that
T(A;=h+2,8) < T\, —h+1,5+1). Similarly, T(\; -~ +1,8) < T(\; - &', S + 1) for
all max{)\; — ANgsps 1} < A" < h. And we have shown that the new tableau is indeed weakly
increasing from the S-th column to the (S + 1)-th column.

Moreover, by definition we have

T(N;=h,s)<T(X;=h,S)<T(\;—=h+1,8)=T(\;-h+1,s),

and the fact that [Ag] € [N, ], [N;]N {1} € [N, ], it follows that T(X;~h+1,5-1) < T(\;~h,S).
Similar to our argument above, one can see that T(X; —h+h',s =1) <T(X; = h+h' ~1,s) for
all 2 < h' < h+1. Hence, we have shown that the new tableau is weakly increasing from the
(s —1)-th column to the s-th column.

Case 7: \;> X, 1 ¢ [\], Le [Aj]. We show that this is impossible.

Suppose not, by induction, we know that [ AN AL e [A] Write [A)] = (er < ea <o < <)
and write [A\;] N [Aj] = (21 <22 <. <), M S 0.

We first study the case where j =i+ 1. If x,,» > ¢,,, then interchanging x,,, and [ gives a new
tableau. Contradiction.

Otherwise, @,y < ¢,. If we take out z,,» from [\;] with other integers in [A;] undisturbed,
move every integer below the previous x,, one level up, move the [ in [)\]] to the last box
of [\;], and finally insert x,, into an appropriate position in [A;]. One can easily check that
this new arrangement is compatible with the remaining tableau. And we have a new tableau.
Contradiction.

@ ®
R ®
© @

An example where j = 2 = i+ 1, This tableau is obtained from
{c1,ccyem} = {2,4,6}, {z1,...,xp} = the left by moving the circled
{1,3,5}, I = 7. Note that the 6 in the first integers (5,6,7,6) clockwise.

column is three levels below the 6 in the
second column. In general, x,,s is at least
two levels below the least integer greater
than x,, in the second column.
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Now we study the case where j > i+ 1. Proceed by doing induction on the distance (5 —1) of
two columns. Suppose we have shown that Case 7 is impossible for all pairs of (7,7) such that
0 < j—1<qin any tableau of n boxes, then we can assume without loss of generality that the
cardinality of the set {\}, A}, ..., /\J} is two, the j-th column is the leftest column of length )\;
containing [, and every column of length \; to the right of the i-th column contains [. Again,
we look at an example:

6 6)| 6

Tableau 3 Tableau 4

In the above tableaux, i = 1,7 =4 and [ = 6. Every column to the right of column 1 is a subset
of [\;Ju{6}. Tableau 4 is obtained from Tableau 3 by moving the circled integers (4,5,6,5)
clockwise.

To carry this out in general, if T()\;,i) > T()\; - 1,7), then interchange T'(\},j) = [ and
T'(\;,7). By induction, the result is still a tableau. Contradiction.

Otherwise, set 7(0,7) = 0 and let h be the smallest integer such that T'(\; - h,j) < T(A; -
h+1,i). Then we move the integers:

(T()‘; -h+ 172)7T()‘; - (h_ 1) + 17i)7 7T()‘;7Z)7T()‘;7J)7T()‘; - 17j)7 7T()‘; -h+ 17]))

in the tableau clockwise. By induction, [A ]\ {l} ¢ [A;,,] for all ¢ > j. It follows that our
construction gives another tableau. Contradiction.

Hence, Case 7 is impossible and we have proved the necessity.

(C,) = (C,) : Prove by contradiction. Suppose that there exists a tableau T satisfying
(C)) but there is another tableau T" # T with the same shape A and weight.

Group the 'columns of A in terms of therzir lengths, say A} = = Xgl > Ao =0 = Xg1+92 > >
Agiailigy 1 > Ngy 4y 41 = = Agi+iig, = My,- Consider the rectangular tableau Ty formed by
the last g4 columns of T'. Let gy be the weight of T'|(q). We claim that 14y is also the weight
of T’|(d).

Suppose not, there must exist an integer z that appears in 7T'|s more often than it does in
T'|(ay, as T'|(ay and T"|¢4) have the same shape. Since T satisfies (C),), z also appears in the first

’

Z?z_ll g; columns. But there are at most Z?z_ll gi 2’s in the first Z?z_ll g; columns of T, since T" is
also a tableau. Contradiction. We conclude that T|¢4 and T"|(4y have the same weight 4.
Similarly, we conclude that the i-th rectangular tableaux T'|;y and T"|(;y have the same weight
forall2=1,---,d. And we conclude from this fact that all the positions of [ are fixed, since [ can
only appear in the last few boxes of the last row of each rectangular tableau. If we consider the
tableau without all the s, then it is trivial to check that (C' _,) is satisfied by this smaller
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tableau with (n - |L||) boxes. It follows that this smaller tableau is unique of its shape and
weight. So, T'=T", contradiction. Therefore, T" is uniquely determined.
O

3. PROVING FACTORIZATION

3.1. Three kinds of rectangular tableaux. A rectangular tableau 7" with m columns and
k rows is unique of its shape and weight if and only if one of the following is true:

(1) All columns of T" are identical.(first kind)
(2) The intersection of all columns of 7" has cardinality (k —1).(second kind)
(3) T has (k + 1) distinct integers in total.(third kind)

This follows directly from proposition 1.3 and proposition 1.6 whose proof is the following.
Once theorem 1.4 is proved for each of the three kinds of the rectangular tableaux, the general
case follows from doing induction on the number of rectangular blocks in .

Proof of Proposition 1.6. Deleting one of the repeated sets doesn’t change kind. So we can
without loss of generality assume that (S, Ss,...,S,,) are all distinct. If m =1, it is the case
of the first kind. If m = 2, it is the case of both the second kind and the third kind. Suppose
m>3.|S1nS|=k-1and |S;USs|=k+1. There are two cases: Sz ¢ S;U Sy and S5 ¢ S; U Ss.
Suppose S3 ¢ S;USs. Then S;n Syn S3 =51\{a} = So\{b} = S3\{c} for some distinct a,b,c,
so [S1nSyn Ss| =k —1. If any other S; was to miss an element of S; NSy N S3, then it would
have to contain all a,b,c and would have size > (k - 2) + 3 > k. Contradiction. So in this case

m
DL
i=1
If there was any other S; ¢ S7 U Ss, then we would arrive to contradiction as in the previous

USZ =|81USQ|=,I{Z+1,
=1

hence it is the case of the third kind. OJ

=[51nS3nS3| = k-1, hence it is the case of the second kind. Suppose now that S5 c S3US5.

case by switching S5 and S;. So in this case any S; ¢ S; U Sy, hence

3.2. Pieri formulas. Recall that e, for a partition 1 denotes []e,. Partitions admit domi-
i=1
nance partial order: xy 2 pif x1 +xo+--+X; 2 p1+p2 +--+p; for any i > 1. x > p means that
X > p and x # p. Repeated application of the vertical Pieri formulas (1.1) leads to
e'ul = Pﬂ + Z CnPn
nUn’ Lul
for some coefficients ¢,. Therefore, we can write
PM = 6“/ + Z (_Cn)Pn.
nUn’ Ll
However, for any n > 1 we have
By = ey + Z (—co) P,
¢O¢’
we can rewrite
PH =ey + Z (_077) |:€,7/ + Z (—Cc)Pc] .
ntn' Ll ¢0¢' A

Continue substituting as above until the right side becomes a linear combination of elementary
symmetric functions after finite steps. This yields
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(3.1) P,=e,+ Z dyyeyy

ntn’ Ll
for some other coefficients d,;. We say that f ~,, ¢ for symmetric functions f, g if Py(f - g)
doesn’t have P, in its expansion in the Macdonald basis. It follows from the vertical Pieri
formulas 1.1 that f ~,, f+e, whenever 7, is larger than the number of non-zero rows of v\\.

3.3. Rectangular tableaux with identical columns. Let u(= (MX)) be the rectangular
partition with M columns and K rows. Consider the case where the tableau T is on shape u
with identical columns.

By formula 3.1, we have

Porxy=ex + ) Coen,
Nl >K
where ¢, are coefficients. From now on, we use “(j, k,m) ad” to represent “(j, k, m) admissible”,
use affy (respectively b7 ) for a(j, k m) (respectlvely b(j,k,m)) for brevity. It follows that

1_(] j_>‘k_7'Ltk_j+1
_ A '“Ak_m"’ltk—j

v _ 1-q"
C/\(MK)(q’ t) = G kl;l) I

1_q)\j—)\k—m+1tk_j_1

On the other hand, theorem 1.4 claims that

~ Xk _ _a’"L +b7n _1tX Xk _ ;nkt—lX )
c\ 1) = b -
A(MK)((] ) =vr(q )(jklr_nl) ad( X, — g b X, Xk_ T X

1-q° af e tOT R TIHA TA 1k 1 q_“jk")‘ Akt—l’fk—j)

G ad( | A B s

1= q—m+>\j—/\kt1+kz—j 1= q—m+1+>\j—/\kt—1+k—j)

Gikim) ad ( 1= g m A== 1 g A Ak

Thus, c/\(MK)(q, ) = CK(MK)(q,t). It follows that theorem 1.4 is true for all rectangular
tableaux with identical columns.

3.4. Horizontal strips. Let T be a horizontal row of n boxes with weight (0 < d; < ds <
d,). Equivalently, we can write the weight as (1¢1,..., NeV), ey > 0.
By the horizontal Pieri formula 1.2, we have

(¢;9)r
Py - Pgy = > (tq) ounby,
AGE, BEREr \Ud)r

where v/ is a skew shape of r boxes without any two boxes in the same column, i.e., a horizontal
strip, and

o b,(s) N T i-1
Pulx = SKl:V[/Am’ (a7Q)s = g(l_aq )

Meanwhile,

(32) P)\P(n) = Zci(n)(Qat)Pu
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Since P,’s form a basis, we conclude that S (g,t) is not zero only when P, appears in (3.2)
and

v M (1-¢™)
Ky (@:t) = m%/x-

By the definition of ¢,/,, we compute the Macdonald Littlewood-Richardson coefficient cor-
responding to the original partition A and the horizontal tableau T" as follows

v (G9)n (559 L-g¢'t
C)\(n)(q> t) (t )n ﬂ ]ITO 1- qj+1
n d;—1 1= q)\ +b(4,d; 1)~ (/\d +a(j,d;,i))— 1td —j+1 1 q)\ ()\d +a(y, dul))td —j—1

H 1 NGO raGdiiDdi=j ] = POy raGdiD) 1y

st L j=1 -q7
(ﬁ ehl 1- th ) H (Xk; _ q—a;?wb;’fk—lth X, - q—a;?kt—lXj)
(t Q)n =1 j=0 (,k,m) ad Xp — q_a;r’ik-'-b;?k Xj X - q_a;?k_lXj

where in the last line we substitute k for d; and m for .
In theorem 1.4, it is claimed that

Xy — ¢ T X Xi-q ?kt—lx)
m 1

Ci(n)(qjt)sz(qﬂf) H (Xk— m+kaX Xp—q 9 X

@.k,m) ad

It suffices to show that

wT(q,t (q Q)n ) (IJ_V[ —1 1- q It ) 3 (q;q)n H (t Q)ez

tD)e \lis L") (50 i1 (60)e

Notice that

(t;q)zé:1 .
N-1 ; i
(g q)zz j

wT(%t) = H (t; q)zl+1

=1 ==Y i
(t:9)e; 1
(4:9) it1
Xil1%

=

-1 (¢ Q)z e (& @ein (4 Q)z”{e]
(a; Q)z e ( Q)z“l (@6 Dein

I
—_

(a:9)e; 41

One can easily check that

(G5 e, GDean(GDsite,  (g9)n H (t;@)es
=1 (G D5 e, (,q)z;.;llej(q,q)e”1 (tDn =1 (G De;

It follows that theorem 1.4 holds for all tableaux with a single row.
3.5. Rectangular blocks of the second kind. Now we study rectangular tableaux 7" with

m columns and k rows, and the intersection of weights of all columns has cardinality (k- 1).
For example, in the following tableau, {1,3} is the intersection of weights of all columns.
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11171
2121313
313145

A rectangular tableau with

m=4,k=3
Definition 3.1 (Intrinsic). Suppose that T is an arbitrary rectangular tableau. If a box of T
contains an integer that appears in every column of T', then delete it and move every box below
it one level up. The resulting rectangular tableau is called the intrinsic tableau of T and we
denote it by Int(T).

Example.

111]2
11113

2123
= 314 |4

314 |4
Int(T)

T

Claim 3.2. The homogeneous degree m component of Pguey(1, ..., 1,2k, ..., Tpam-1) @5 equal to
P(m)(xlm -"7~Tk+m—1)-

Proof. Suppose that

Py (@15 Bhomet) = B 0r(a, )27 i
T

where T ranges over all semistandard tableaux on shape (m*), and (171, ..., (k + m — 1)Tksm-1)
is the weight of tableau T. Then we have

(3.3) Pty (Lo L, Ty ooy Tpame) = 907 (q ) gk kimd
T

Note that Y™ T; = m implies Y5 T} = m(k - 1). Moreover, since T; < m for all i, we know
that 77 = Ty = -+ = Ty—1 = m in order to have degree m in the right side of (3.3). Hence, the
intersection of weights of all columns of T" corresponding to terms of degree m in (3.3), which is
{1,2,...,k -1}, has cardinality (k—-1). It follows that the intrinsic tableau Int(7") of 7" must be
a horizontal strip with weight (k7. ..., (k+m—1)Tsm-1). By the definition of 1/(q,t), it is clear
that ¥7(q,t) = Ymeery (g, t). Therefore, we conclude that the homogeneous degree m component
of Piniy(1, ..., 1, g, oo, Tham—1) is equal to Peyy (g, .y Tpam—1)- O

Suppose that

Py (21, oy Tham-1) = Zcueu(:vl, ooy Thtm—1)
n

is the elementary symmetric polynomial expansion of P,xy (21, ... Trem-1)-

Claim 3.3. For each p+ (m¥) such that the least monomial degree in e, (1,...,1, Tk, ..., Tpsm-1)
is m, ¢, s equal to the coefficient of ey in the elementary symmetric polynomial expansion of

Pony(x1, ..., xm), where fu= (g1 = (k=1), ..., ptm — (k= 1)).
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Proof. By formula 3.1, we may assume that p = (g1 > pig > -+ > pi, > 0). If the least monomial
degree in e, (1,...,1, %k, ..., Tx+m-1) is m, then we claim that s, > k—1, since otherwise the least
monomial degree in e, (1, ..., 1, Z, ..., Tx+m-1) would be no less than mk—[(m-1)(k-1)+(k-2)] =
m+1. Thus, fi = (1 — (k—=1),...,0m — (k= 1)) is a valid expression. Notice that the least
homogeneous degree component in e, (1,...,1, 2y, ..., Tg+m-1) is exactly ey (g, ..., Trsm-1), which
is of degree m. For a p + mk such that it contains a term of degree m in the elementary
symmetric polynomial expansion of P,y (1, ..., 1,2k, ..., Tg+m-1) implies that the least monomial
degree in e, (1, ..., 1,2y, ..., Tg+m-1) is m. Thus, by claim 3.2 we know that

P(m)(xk7 "'7xk:+m—1) = Zcueﬂ(xk7 ceey xk+m_1)7
o

where the summation ranges over u + (m*) such that the least monomial degree in
eu(l, .1, Thy o, Tham—1)

is m. Since the map that sends p to fi is a bijection between the set of partitions of (mF) with
exactly m parts and each part being no less than (k- 1) and the set of partitions of m, the
claim follows once we change the variables x; = 2;-(4-1y, k <i <k +m —1. O

Vertical Pieri’s formulas as Quadruples

Notice that if we multiply P, by a sequence of elementary symmetric polynomials and apply
the vertical Pieri’s formula 1.1 repeatedly, then the desired coefficient in the final expansion is
completely determined by a set of quadruples such as (4,7, q;,q;)", @ < j, representing the hook
whose arm lies in the i-th row and whose leg ends in the j-th row. g;(respectively g¢;) is the
number of boxes already attached to the i(respectively 7)-th row of the original tableau, before
the vertical strip to be attached(to the j-th row). Hence, we may use quadruples to represent
the corresponding 1"’s.

Note that two quadruples (4,7, ¢, ¢;)* and (1, J,qr,qs)* represent the same element in

Q(Q7ta Xla X2a )

if and only if 0=i¢—1=j-.J = (¢ —q;)— (¢ —¢qs). This can be easily verified by the definition
of Y.

Claim 3.4. Theorem 1.4 holds for all rectangular T with m columns and k rows, and the
intersection of weights of all columns has cardinality (k- 1).

Proof. Suppose that ry < --- < rp—; are the common integers throughout all columns in 7', and
Int(7) has weight (171 W) where [ is the largest integer in T. Define the sets
L i= {1 € [[]: Int(T); > 0}; Ly = {r1,...,m-1}; Lo =[]~ (Ling U Ly).

For tableau T', by extra quadruples (7, J,¢;,¢q;) we mean quadruples satisfying {i,j} ¢ Ly
and (4,7) ¢ Lo x Liyg.

When we are multiplying Py by Pk, we can write P,y in its elementary symmetric
function expansion. Similarly, we can do this for P,). By corollary 3.3, we are able to identify
the common factors as well as comparing the unique factors in these two related processes of
multiplying a sequence of elementary symmetric functions, or the two processes of attaching
vertical strips. And it boils down to keeping track of the extra quadruples induced by e, from
P,y and the corresponding ez from Py, respectively since the quadruples are the same if the
quadruples are not extra. Clearly, Z§=1 Int(7T"); = m.

For tableau T', the extra quadruples (i, 7,q;,¢;) can be classified into the following disjoint
classes
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(1) i€ Ly, j € Ly

m—Int(7),;-1

Jl = U U {(273707Qj)}'
tLhrng q;=0
J o
1<j

(2) i€ Lo, jeL,:

m—

1
Jo = U {(Z7J707Qj)}'
imo quO
J Lo
i<j

For tableau Int(7"), the extra quadruples (4,7, g;,q;) are:
(a) i€ L,,j€ Ly:

Int(T)j—l
K := U U {(ZaJaO7QJ)}
imr q]-=0
jmlpt
1<7

Now we consider the extra admissible triples for tableau T'
(1) i€ Ly, J € Ly
Ll = U U {(Zajvh)}a

i A (Tin] LCX)
Jj
i<j

where C'(7) is the set of columns in 7" containing i.
(2') i€ Lo, jeL,:

L2 = U U{(Zvjah)}
imohzl
J U
i<j

Similarly, the extra admissible triples for tableau Int(7") are
(a’) i€ Lraj € LInt:

QD: U U {(Z,],h)},
i RIA®)
jmlpt
1<)

where C'(j) is the set of columns in Int(7") containing j.

It is easy to see that Jy,Jo and Ly, Ly represent the same factors on the right side of 1.4,
respectively, and so do K and (). Since we have proved that theorem 1.4 holds for all horizontal
strips, and ¥7(q,t) = Yy (¢, t), the claim follows. O

3.6. Rectangular blocks of the third kind. Consider the case where the rectangular tableau
has m columns and %k rows and there are (k + 1) distinct integers in the tableau.

To get the Macdonald Littlewood-Richardson coefficient in this case, we adopt the idea of
“truncated” Macdonald polynomial expression: P(mk) = ¥, cuew, where 1 is the conjugate
partition of p, ¢, are coefficients and the summation ranges over all partitions of (m*) with
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py < k+1, since all e,’s with gy > &+ 1 will not contribute to the Macdonald Littlewood-
Richardson coefficient in this case by vertical Pieri’s formula 1.1. Formally, we do the following
computation:

If we change the variables z; — y;! for 1 <i <k +1 and set x; = 0 for all i > k + 1, then by
formula 3.1 we have

2(u")
P(mk)(yf17 ---;%21)6211(91; s Ykt1) = Zcu’ H €k+1—ug(y17 oo Yht1)
1 j=1

— Zcﬂleﬂ'(yl’ ...,yk;+1)7
n

where I(z) is the number of parts in ', and " denotes the set-theoretic complement of " in
(m**1).
So, we get

P(mk)(ylv "'7yk+1) = ezil(yla "'7yk+1) Z Cﬂ'e/;’(yl_lﬂ 7yl;11)
W

On the other hand, if we consider the monomial expansion of P~y and do the same change
of variables as above, we get

T

v

where the summation ranges over all semi-standard tableaux on shape (m*) and y;, (v, > -
i, ) represents the missing element of column (m -7+ 1).

Claim 3.5. The right side of equation (3.4) is equal to Puny(y1, ..., Yk+1)-

Proof. It suffices to show that ¢r(g,t) is equal to the coefficient of y; ,---y;, in Pgy).
Recall that([Mac99])

P/\/,u = Z ¢T(Qa t)xT7 wT(Q7 t) = H ¢A(i)/>\(i*1) ((L t))
T =1

where 1, ¢)/\-1) is the i-th horizontal strip in 7. For a horizontal strip A/u, we have

Yary = H bu(s)

Sm)\/H—C)\/u b)\(s) ’

where

1 — g+

br(s) = 11— g hG)’
1, otherwise.

SEN;
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1{11]1]2
2121313
3131414
415

6|6 |66

A rectangular tableau with
m=4,k=5

By the definition of 11 (q,t), we can rename all distinct integers u; < ---<wuy as 1 <--- < h in
T without changing the value of 11 (q,t). Particularly, in the case that we are considering, we
may assume without loss of generality that an integer ¢ can only appear either in the ¢-th row
or in the (¢ — 1)-th row. As a result, we only need to keep track of the number of boxes to the
right of a particular box, since at each step of attaching a horizontal strip, there are no boxes
below any box in the horizontal strip which implies that by(s) is completely determined by the
arm length.

In the following computation, suppose that there are z; y;,’s such that y;; = k. And we use
the arm lengths to represent the corresponding by(s). Let “a ~b” denote

1-q*t
[1

+1°
asz<b 1- q*

Compute that

L 0~ (7w - 1)
35 7t = ; T+ Y
39 vr(e) Q Slia~(Th a-1)

J

and

k 0~ (Zj_ 2] — 1)
(36) ¢( iq 0¥ )(Q7t) = = .
o JI':{ZJ‘H“(Z{:ZPD

We compare the corresponding terms in (3.5) and (3.6). If zj41 < Z{zl z;—1, then canceling out
the repeated terms in (3.6), we get the corresponding term in (3.5). Likewise, if zj11 -1 > Y7, 2,
then canceling out the repeated terms in (3.5), we get the corresponding term in (3.6). If
neither happens, then Y'7_, 2z = ;41 and the corresponding terms in (3.5) and (3.6) are obviously
equal. O

Corollary 3.6. The coefficient of any e, in the ewpansion of Py (y1,...,Yr+1) 5 equal to
the coefficient of the elementary polynomial of the set-theoretic complement shape of k in the
rectangle (m**t) in the expansion of Puny(Y1, ..., Yr+1)-

Proof. In claim 3.5, we have proved that

Pony(Wn, ooy Y1) = Py (U1 oo U ) €l (Y1, ooy Yr)-

With the same notations as claim 3.5, we have

(37) P(m)(yb "‘Jyk+1) = (Zculeu'(yl_17 791;11)) : eZﬂ-l(yla "'7yk+1) = Zcﬂ'eﬂ’(yla "'7yk+1)7
n 1
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where the summation is over all possible partitions that appear in the truncated elementary
symmetric polynomial expansion of Py, and 1 is the set-theoretic complement shape of '
in the rectangle (m**1).

On the other hand, we have the elementary symmetric polynomial expansion of Pg,y (1, ..., Yk+1):

(38) P(m)(yh "'ayk+1) = Zdﬂ'eﬂ'(ylv "7yk+1)a
n

where d, are coefficients, the summation ranges over all partitions y = mxk with py < k+1due
to the bijection between all such partitions and partitions of m given by taking the set-theoretic
complement of each other in (m**!). Compare the coefficients of e on right sides of (3.7) and
(3.8), we conclude that

di = e,

due to the fact that the set of elementary symmetric polynomials forms a basis of the space of
symmetric polynomials. Thus, the corollary follows. U

All rectangular tableaux T considered below are unique of its weight and shape with m
columns and k rows.

Definition 3.7 (Complement). If a rectangular tableau T has m columns and k rows with
(k + 1) distinct integers, then each column misses exactly one of the (k + 1) integers. Suppose
that 1 is the largest integer in T', and the column j misses integer y;, 1 < j < m, then the
horizontal tableau with weight (I+1 -y, l+1—=1vyo,...,0 + 1 =vy,,) is called the complement of T.
We denote it by TC.

Definition 3.8 (Reversal). Let A = (A\1,..., \,) be a partition. Suppose that a rectangular tableau
T has m columns and k rows whose largest integer is [. For any N > \{, define the reversal of

A relative to T and N to be \N(T) = (N = X\, ..., N = A\p).

Claim 3.9. If the (k+1) distinct integers in T are exactly: 1,2,....k+1, then the Macdonald
Littlewood-Richardson coefficients ¢(\,T,q,t) and c(AN(T), T, q,t) are equal for any given
N > )\1.

Proof. By corollary 3.6, it suffices to find for each partition x of (m*), a bijection between
each summand in the coefficient of P,(ry, from the expansion of Py - Py, originating from
successively applying the vertical Pieri’s formula 1.1 to the sequence of elementary symmetric
polynomials: e, é,, ..., €,,, and each summand in the coefficient of P, (rcy, from the expansion
of Pyn(ry - P(my, originating from successively applying the vertical Pieri’s formula 1.1 to the
sequence of elementary symmetric polynomials: €j+1—x,, €k+1-rgs - Ck+1rop, -

Suppose that at step s € [m], the vertical strip with length k4 is missing rows of A\ with
indices vy < +++ < V—,. Let Vi :={v1,...,0-,}. Let I(= k+ 1) be the largest integer in 7. The
set of quadruples induced by this vertical strip is

S1={(i.5,qi,q;)* i € Vo, j e 1]\ Vi i <

On the other hand, at step s € [m], suppose that ej+i—., is not missing rows of \N(7') with
indices [+1-vj—, <+ <l+1-vy. Let Wy = {{+1-v,,...,l+1-v1}. Then the set of quadruples
induced by this vertical strip is

82 = {(IN]apI?pJ))\N(T) I [l] N W87 J € Wsaj < J}
Since (I, J,pr, ps)N @ represents the factor
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N _(\N _ _ —(N- _
1 — g Mirrpr=AN (D) s +ps)p-1+1 ~ 1 — N M-retpr=(N=A g tpy 1) J 141

1 — N D =N @) s+p) -1 11— N Aratpr=(N=Ai g +py) =1

1 — gh-ser = A-rtpr=py =1y J=I+1

1-— q)\Z—J+1—>\z—1+1 +tpr=pstJ—1

1- q>\i—)\j+pz+1—j—pl+1—z‘—1tj—i+1

(change the variables J=1l+1-4,I=1+1-j) T e g

1 — gri—ditaimg—1gg=itl

(Pr+1-i = 8= ¢, Prv1-5 = $ = q5) L= o rara i
which is the same factor represented by the quadruple (i, j, ¢, ¢;)*. Hence there is a bijection
between S and Ss. Since we have assumed that the (k+ 1) distinct integers in T are exactly
1,2,....,k+1, S can be viewed as the set of quadruples induced by a summand in the elementary
symmetric polynomial expansion of P, in the specified way.

Remark: The reason that this bijection only works when | =k + 1 is that Yo (k+1—-Ks) =m
when l=k+1. If I >k+1, then ;2 (Il - ks) > m and we are not able to claim that ‘Sy can be
viewed as the set of quadruples induced by a summand in the elementary symmetric polynomial
expansion of Py, ”, since there would be more than m add-ons attached to AN (T'), but each e,y
in the elementary symmetric polynomial expansion of Py satisfies n' +m. O

Corollary 3.10. Theorem 1.4 holds for all rectangular tableauz T with m columns and k rows
with (k+ 1) distinct integers.

Proof. Suppose that the (m —i + 1)-th column of the tableau T misses integer y;, i € [m],
then claim 3.5 shows that ¢7(q,t) = ¥, ..y,.)(¢: ). Since Py is a symmetric polynomial, it
follows that 1/’(y¢1,...,yim)(qat) = w(l+1_yim7,,,7l+1_yi1)(q,t). If we add rows of identical integers less
than [ that have never appeared in T, such that this new tableau satisfies the premise of claim
3.9, then i is in column ¢ of T if and only if (I +1-4) is not in column ¢ of T¢ for any i € [I].
Denote this new tableau by T'"Moreover, each factor on the right of 1.4 corresponding to the
admissible triple (7, 7,t)* for T'™s the same as the factor corresponding to the admissible triple
(I+1-4,1+1—-i, )@ for TC. Tt follows that we can keep track of those admissible triples or
quadruples originated from attaching vertical stripes to A exclusively without involving AV (T).
We are interested in the additional and missing admissible triples of T' compared to T s well
as quadruples. Though we may state “compared to T¢” below, the reader should keep in mind
that this is the same thing as “compared to T2

Partition the set [I] = Lou L- where L_ is the set of integers that never appear in T. Note
that if L- = @, then we are done by claim 3.9. Compared to T¢, T has the additional admissible
triples

o= U {G1},
1L ¢ [in] LeQly)
JWo
1<)

where () is the set of columns of T where j does not appear. Note that if (¢,7,t) € Hy, then

t-1, t <mine(y)

b(i, j.t) = 0.
{1 Card(e(})), t>maxe(y)’ 04

a(irj. 1) {
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Meanwhile, compared to T¢, T is missing the following admissible triples
Hy = U {(yim+1—t7j7t) ‘te [m]7yim+l—t < J}7
fiin
where y; .., is the unique missing integer among the (k + 1) distinct integers in column ¢ of 7T'.
Note that if (i,7,t) € Ho, then

a(i,j,t) =t -min(c(i)), b(i,7,t)=0.
Note that, however, if we examine the quadruples induced in the process of attaching vertical
strips, then compared to T¢, T has the additional quadruples
m—1-Card(c(j))

Gy = U U {(iaj’07QJ)}'

- quO
Jto
1<)
Meanwhile, compared to T¢, T' is missing the following quadruples
Card(c(i))-1

G2 = U U {(Z,],O,q])}

iy q;=0

f{von

i<j
It is easy to see that H;(respectively Hs) and G;(respectively Gs) represent the same factors
on the right side of 1.4. We are through. U

3.7. The general case. Suppose that the shape of the conjugate partition p of partition

p(=p > pro > -+) s
(kpy oy kit kg, oy Ky oo Koy o Keg).

—_——— — — —_—
mi ma mq

Let p!' be the rectangular block with m; columns and k; rows, and let u® = p N p! be the
set-theoretic complement of p! in .

Claim 3.11. Theorem 1.4 is true in general.

Proof. We have already proved the case where the number of rectangular blocks in p is d =1
and we proceed by induction on d.
By formula 3.1, Pieri’s formulas 1.1 and the idea of truncated expressions, we know that
Pa-Po=P,+ Z cZOMl(q,t)P,7
ny>k1
which can be viewed as multiplying P, by P,:, where ! has the longest column k;. By
applying formula 3.1 for the special case where the partition is u!, a rectangle, we have 7, > k;

in the summation above. We also note that 1" > " by formula 3.1.
So,

PM = PMI 'PMO - Z CZOMI(%t)PW'
ny>k1
It follows from proposition 1.3 and the definition of 11 (q,t) that for a tableau T'(x), unique
of its shape and weight, 11 (q,t) is multiplicative in terms of the rectangular blocks of T'(11):
Y1y (4, 1) = 1oy - Yreay (g, t).
We first compute the coefficient of P, in Py - P, - Po = (Py- P,u) - Po. We claim that
the intermediate Macdonald polynomial P, from the product P, - P, must correspond to the
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tableau 7T'(u!) in order to get P, in the expansion of P, - P,. Otherwise, since there will be
(mq x k1) add-ons in total compared to A after multiplying P,:, by proposition 1.3, there must
exist either an integer I contained in T'(u®) such that the I-th row of x has more than m4’s
add-ons compared to A, or an integer J contained in 7T'(u') N T'(u%) such that the J-th row of
has more than Card(.J) add-ons compared to A, where Card(.J) is the number of times that J
has appeared in T'(u!), which is also equal to the number of times that J appears in T'(x). We
know that the latter case will not yield P, in the end, but the former case contradicts formula
3.1.

Let the weight of tableau T'(u') be (171,272 ... ), where for any i € Zsq, n; is the number of
times that ¢ has appeared in T'(u').

Therefore, by induction and the fact that ¢r(q,t) is multiplicative in terms of rectangular
blocks whenever T is unique of its shape and weight, we compute the coefficient N of P, in
the expansion of Py - P, induced by Py - P, - Po:

Aula.t) =vreny(a.t) ]

G ad
ms<m

Xi =g TN Xy - g X
Xy —q X X - ¢“X

nj—ng—a’ +b™ -1 ni—ng+a’ -1
Xk—qj gk gk th'Xk—qJ ikt X])

(u )( ) r m)l;[(uo) » Xk: . q’ﬂ] Nk aj,k+bj,kX~ Xk _ an nEta;y lXj

J
ms<mg+ [fnby

Xi =g TN X - gt X
Xk _ q—a;?k+b;.?k Xj Xk _ qa;’fkﬂXj .

reo@d) 1 (

Gkem) TG ad

To conclude the proof, we argue that 6§\M(q,t) = ciu(q,t).
Recall that

P,=P,u-Ppo- Z CZOMI(%t)PU'
m >k
It suffices to show that there is no P, in the Macdonald polynomial expansion of Py - P, for any
71 such that CZOMI (¢,t) # 0 in the above identity.

Indeed, since 7; > k;, and every n must contain u', we deduce that

d
j=2

>my

Notice that by formula 3.1, we have

P77 = Z Cy/€xly
K g1

where ¢, are coefficients. In particular, k] > k; for all &", since n; > k;. In order to get P, in
P, -e., we argue that
mi+ C*nby

Z ﬁ; = kgmyg.
i=mi+ [*nby 1 +1
By proposition 1.3, we know that every integer appearing in the rightmost block of ;1 must also
appear in every column with greater length in . Moreover, by the vertical Pieri’s formula 1.1,
k;'s where mq + -+ mg-1 +1 <7 <mq + -+ +my must be able to provide enough boxes so that
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the resulting shape is v, this translates as
m1+ [Fnbg
K; 2 kgmyg.
i=my+ [fnbg 1 +1

On the other hand, ' >n & ', it follows that
mi1+ [Fnhy

Z H; < kgmyg.

i=my+ [Fnbgy 1 +1
Thus, we know that the number of boxes that en;’s, mi+-+mg-1+1<i<mg+--mygadd to A

in each row is exactly given by the weight of the rightmost block (msd) of u.
Likewise, one can argue successively that for any 2 < j <d, we have
my+ (b
Ii; = ]{ijj.
i=ma+ b 1 +1

It follows that
d
D ki= ) km.
sm =2
Since k' > 7" and they are all partitions of |u|, we know that
d 14 r
D kjmy= Y ki< Y
7j=2 >mq >my

However, this contradicts (3.9). Therefore, we conclude that & ,(q,t) = c§,(q,t).

4. CONNECTION WITH STANLEY’S CONJECTURE

Recall that
U(a,l)=1-q¢"', L(a,l)=1-¢*"!
are the upper hook length and the lower hook length, respectively. Then equation (1.4) can be
rewritten in the following form

(4.1) Kula:t) = 1 (g((;bll)) ' 5%23%)

7 ]r
a,l,a’\l

where the product is over wherever applicable. Note that one of the interesting features of (4.1)
is that we have the same number of fractions in the form U/L with those in the form L/U.

Let T be a rectangular unique tableau of the second kind on shape p with m columns and &
rows. For any integer z, let ¢, be the number of times that z has appeared in T'. Suppose that
the corresponding Littlewood-Richardson coefficient ¢(A,T") = 1. Note that z € Int(7") if and
only if 0 < ¢, <m. Also, ¢, = m is equivalent to z appearing in every column of T. We have the
following lemma.

Lemma 4.1. Under the above assumptions, assume that both j—1 and j have appeared as the
second entry of some admissible triple of T and i,j € Int(T') such that i< j—1. Then

(Njc1+m) = (N\j+¢j) 2¢, when cj—y =m
Aj-1—(Aj+¢) >0, when 0< cjo <m

The following example illustrates this lemma.
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1]

1
111121313
11|2|22 — 31415
23|3|33 5|/5(5|5|6
3

An example with ¢1 =2,c2=1,¢3 =5,¢c4 =1,¢5 =5,¢6 =1 and Int(T) = ﬂ

Assume that ¢(A, T'(1)) =1 >0 and T is unique of its shape and weight, then the Littlewood-
Richardson tableau is uniquely determined by 7'(x). In particular, the weight of each row is
exactly the same as if we assume rows of A are far apart. Namely, from left to right in each
row and from top to bottom, we first fill the boxes with integer 1 until 1 is used up, then we
fill the boxes with integer 2 until 2 is used up,......

Proof. If j — 1 € Int(T), then both the (j — 1)-th row and the j-th row in v/\ are filled with
the same integer. In order that ¢(\,7) = 1 > 0, there should be no overlap. We deduce that
)\j—l - ()\] + Cj) > 0.

If j -1 ¢ Int(T), then the last »,.;_; ¢; boxes in the (j - 1)-th row of v/A and the j-th
row of v/\ are filled with the same integer. In order that ¢(\,T") = 1 > 0, there should be no
overlap in the last },;_; ¢, boxes of the (j — 1)-th row with the j-th row. We deduce that
()\j—l + Cj—l) - ()\] + Cj) > Zt<j—1 Ct 2 G- OJ

Let T be a rectangular unique tableau of the third kind on shape p with m columns and
k rows. For any integer z, let x, be the number of columns of 7' that miss integer z among
the total k£ + 1 distinct integers in T". Suppose that the corresponding Littlewood-Richardson
coefficient ¢(\,T") = 1. Similarly, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 4.2. Under the above assumptions, if both j—1 and j are in T, then
>\j—1 - )\j > Zj-1-

The following example illustrates this lemma.
1[1]1]1]
11111122 —

[2]2

An example with 1 = 3,22 =2,2z3=2and A1 — X2 =3>xz1, 2 — A3 =2 2> xo.

Proof. The number of integers that are less than j — 1 in the (j — 1)-th row of v/ is equal to
=2 =2 =2
Zm— Z(m—xt) = th.
t=1 t=1 t=1
=

Notice that Y727 x, < m—x-1, we conclude that the last m — Y.J_! x, boxes in the (j —1)-th row
are filled by integer j — 1.

Replacing j -1 by j, we know that the number of integers that are less than j in the j-th row
of v/\ is equal to Zi;ll zy, and the last m — Y7_; z; boxes are filled by j. Since ¢(A\,T) =1> 0,

there should be no overlap in the last m — ¥.J_; x; boxes of the (j - 1)-th row with the j-th row.
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We deduce that
j-1 =2
Z Ty — (>\j—1 — )\]) < Z Tt.
t=1 t=1
Hence, )\j—l - )‘j > Xj-1- O

Remark: We have actually proved that each row of v\ are filled by at most two consecutive
integers under the assumptions of either Lemma 4.1 or Lemma 4.2.

Proof of Proposition 1.5. Since |v| = |A|+|p/, it suffices to show that each fraction in the form of
U/ L(respectively, L/U) in (4.1) flips a hook in A and pu(respectively, v) from L to U(respectively,
from U to L).

First, we study the case where p is rectangular with m columns and k rows.

Let T be a tableau on p which is unique of its shape and weight. Note that by the definition
of ¥r(q,t), Claim 3.5 and Proposition 1.6, we can find a tableau H with continuous entries in
1<2< - <u, u<m, with only one row and m columns, such that ¢r(q,t) = g (q,t).

Let n; be the number of integers less than or equal to 7 in H. By the definition of ¥y (q,t),
we write

r(a.0) = vu(a.0) = 1 (H % H _(ng 85)

(M LGL0) (e 1GL0) (e UGL0)
’(HU(j,m)'(g I U(j,o>)'( 1 L(.@O))'

j:o j:nu Ny-1

(4.2)

Note that ny + Y15 (n; —ni-1) = ny—1 < m. This suggests flip the boxes in the last row of ;1 whose
arm lengths equal n, — ny—1, My —Ny-1 +1,---,n, — 1 and flip some boxes in v whose leg length is
zero with corresponding arm lengths increasing from zero.

We also have

I1

(4,5,w) —admissible

X, - g Ciw)+bGw)-1E X X; - g el X
Xj _ q_a(i’j’w)+b(i’j’w)Xi . Xj _ q_a(i’j’w)_lXi

(4.3)

_ 1_[ (L()\i—)\j—a;‘jj+b§‘jj—1,j—i)'U()\i—)\j—a;ri’j—l,j—i—l)).
(4,j,w) —admissible U(/\’L - /\j - a?,)j + b’?Lljj - 17] - Z) L(/\l - /\j - a?,)j - 1’j —l- 1)

If a pair (4,7) appears in an admissible triple, then by proposition 1.6, the associated by, is
the same for all admissible triples containing (i,7). Denote the number of admissible triples
containing (4, j) by NV; ;. Note that a;’; continuously takes values 0,1, ..., N; j—1. The first factor
in the parenthesis of the expression 4.3 suggests flip the NNV, ; consecutive boxes: (i,v; — N; ; +
1), (i,v;— N;j+2),--,(i,v5) in the i-th row of v. At the same time, the second factor suggests
flip the N;; consecutive boxes: (i,A; +1),(i,\; +2),---, (4, \; + N;;), in the i-th row of A. In
particular, we note that the leg lengths (7 — i) appeared in the first factor is never equal to
zero. This hints that the flips in v caused by factors from ¢r(q,t) does not conflict with those
caused by the first factor in 4.3.

Indeed, by Lemma 4.1 and Lemma 4.2, it is easy to see that we are guaranteed to flip the
¢, when T is of the second kind(respectively, z,+1, when T is of the third kind.), boxes in the
r-th row(or boxes in rows directly under the r-th row if there is any overlap) of v where ¢,, z,
are defined below. We elaborate as follows:
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If T is of the second kind, and if every row are far apart, then obviously we are done.
Otherwise, if 0 < ¢;, ¢,+1 < m, then by the second inequality of Lemma 4.1, we have ¢, boxes
with zero leg length. It remains to check for ¢,+; = m while 0 < ¢, < m. Since r + 1 does
not contribute factors in ¥ (q,t), we can freely flip boxes in rows under the r-th row with m
add-ons until we reach the first row with less than m add-ons under the r-th row. Denote this
row by row f. The first inequality of Lemma 4.1 tells us that (A1 + m) — (Af +¢;) > ¢, if we
let i be r. So, we can flip the boxes located in the lower right corners of those rows with m
add-ons under the r-th row.

If T is of the third kind, and again, if every row are far apart, we are done. Otherwise, it
follows from Lemma 4.2 that for r,r+1 €T,

(Ar+m = 2,) = (At + M = Tpa1) 2 Ty

which enables us to flip x,+; boxes with zero leg length in the r-th row of v.

Ifr+1¢7T, and row f is the first row below the r-th with at least one add-on and less than
m add-ons(since if an integer appears throughout columns, then it will not contribute factors
in ¢r(q,t)), then since zy < m — x,, we are able to flip xy boxes of zero leg length in the r-th
row of v.

Thus, we can keep our discussion of ¥7(q,t) to a minimum from now on.

Now we are ready to work out all the details based on the above ideas. It suffices to show that
only those fractions in 4.2 and 4.3 that correspond to real arm and leg lengths combinations in
A, p, v will survive. We study the three kinds of rectangular tableaux.

o7 is of the first kind. Suppose that 7" is on shape y with m columns. Let ¢ be an integer that
has never appeared in T. Then elements in {(i,j,w) : j € T,j > i,w € [m]} are all admissible
triples whose first entry is i.

Because of ¥r(q,t) =1, we do not flip any box in p.

For boxes in A, we can naturally regard factors in the form of U/L in 4.3 as flippers of boxes
from lower to upper. Unless the desired arm-leg lengths combination does not exist in A, then
we call a fraction in 4.3 fictitious if there is no box in A with the corresponding arm and leg
lengths combination. A necessary condition for a fraction with leg length j—i—1 being fictitious
is that there are add-ons in both the (j — 1)-th and the j-th row. We can write down all the
fictitious flippers of A as

U(aaj_i_l)
N -\ —m<a<Ai-Aog -1y
{Lm,j—z‘—l) pomesd ! }

Note that j—1 must also belong to T if there exists a fictitious flipper of A whose corresponding

admissible triple has (4,7) as the first two entries.
However, the following factors whose leg lengths are j — 1 —¢ have appeared in 4.3

L(amj_l_i)
AL AR Vi S <a<hi—MNi_1—17%.
{U(a,j—l—i) Ai=Ajmi—m<as =N }

Since
/\i—/\j_l—mé)\i—)\j—m and )\i_)\j—l_lz)\i_)\j—l_la

we know that there is no fictitious flipper in the form of U/L in the reduced form of 4.3.
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For boxes in v, to argue that there is no fictitious flipper in the reduced form of L/U , we
notice that the possible fictitious flippers are

M:/\i—/\j—méas&—/\j_l—l .
U(a,j-1-1)
However, the following factors appear in 4.3
i1
M:)\i—)\j—mSGS)\i—)\j—l .
L(a,j-i-1)
Since
)\i—)\j—m:)\i—)\j—m and )\i_)\j—l_lg)\i_)\j_L

we know that there is no fictitious flipper in the form of L/U in the reduced form of 4.3. Thus,
we proved the claim for p being the first kind rectangular tableau.

o7 is of the second kind. Suppose that 7" is on shape u with m columns. Let ¢, be the number
of times that z has appeared in T

By the expression 4.2 and the discussion above, we flip the corresponding boxes in p and v
without any further justification needed.

For a pair (7,7) that has appeared as the first two entries in an admissible triple of 7. We
discuss eight cases according to ¢; = m or 0 < ¢; <m; ¢j-1 = m or 0 < c¢j-y <m; ¢; =0 or
0<¢ <m.

(I) If ¢; = 0, all the fictitious U/L flippers are

U(avj 1= 1)
However, the following factors appear in 4.3
L(a,j-1-1)
{m:)\i_)\j_l_cj_l S&S/\i—/\j_l—l}.
Since Aj +¢; < A\j-1 +¢j-1, we have
>\i_>\j—1_cj—1 S/\i—()\j-i'Cj) and Ai_Aj—l_]-:)\i_)\j—l_ly

and we know that there is no fictitious flipper in the form of U/L in the reduced form of 4.3.
Meanwhile, all the fictitious L/U flippers are

L(aaj_l_i)
{m:)\i_()\j+cj)SaS/\i_/\j—l_l}-
However, the following factors appear in 4.3

U(amj_i_l)

—— LN - A —ci<a< - A -1,

{L(a,j—i—l) iTA TG Atk }
Since

)\i_)\j_cj:)\i_)\j_cj and )\i_)\j—l_lsAi_)\j_l-

We know that there is no fictitious flipper in the reduced form of 4.3.
(II) If 0 < ¢; < m,0 < ¢j-1 <m,0 < ¢j <m, all the fictitious U/L flippers are

U(a,j-1-1)
N =N <a<h-Ao -1y,
{L<a,j—z’—1> imaRa ! }
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However, the following factors appear in 4.3

L(a,7-1-1
{%3)\i—)\j_1—Cj_1+CZ‘Saﬁ)\i—)\j_l—]_}.
By Lemma 4.1, we know that

)\i_)\j—l_cj—l"'cig)\i_)\j_cj and >\i_)\j—1_1S)\i_)\j—l"'cj—l_l-

We know that there is no fictitious flipper in the form of U/L.
Meanwhile, the fictitious L/U flippers are

{L(a,j—l—i)
U(a,j-1-1)

However, the following factors appear in 4.3

{W»J——Z—U:Ai—&—cjsaﬂf%‘l}'

:/\i_>\j_cj+ciSag/\i"'ci_/\j—l_]-}-

L(a,j-1-1)
By Lemma 4.1, we know that
)\i_)\j_cjs)\i_)\j_cj‘i'ci and )\i+ci_>\j—1_1g)\i_)\j_1-

So, there is no fictitious flipper in the reduced form of 4.3.
(IIT) If 0 < ¢; < m, 0 < ¢j—1 < m,c; =m, all the fictitious U/L flippers are

U(a7j — 1= 1)
———L NN -(m-c¢)<a<< - -1;.

{L(a,j—i—l) J (m C) a j—1
However, the following factors appear in 4.3

{L(a,j—l—z’)
U(a,j-1-1)

Since Aj—1 +¢j-1 > A\j +m, we have

3)\i—)\j_1—Cj_1+CiSCLS/\Z‘—/\j_l-FCi—l}.

)\i—>\j_1—Cj_1+CiS)\i—)\j—(m—Ci) and )\i—)\j_1—1§>\i—>\j_1+0i—1.

We know that there is no fictitious flipper in the form of U/L.
Meanwhile, the fictitious L/U flippers are

L(a,j-1-1i)
{m:>‘Z’+Ci—Aj—mSas)\i—>\j_1_1}_

However, the following factors appear in 4.3

U((l,j—i—l)
{m:)\i_)\j_(m_ci)SaS)\i—)\j_l}_
Since

)\i+ci—/\j—m:)\i—)\j—(m—ci) and )\i_)\j—l_lg)\i_)\j_ly

we know that there is no fictitious flipper in the reduced form of 4.3.
(IV) If 0 < ¢; <m, ¢j—1 =m, all fictitious U/L flippers are

U(a,j-1-1)
LN — N <a<h-Ao -1y,
{L<a,j—z’—1> imaRa ! }

29
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However, the following factors appear in 4.3
L(a,j-1-1)
{m:)‘i_)‘j—l_(m_c’i)Sas}\i_)\j—l_l}'
By Lemma 4.1, we know that
)\i—)\j_l—(m—c,-)g)\i—)\j—cj and )\i_)\j—l_lz)\i_)\j—l_l-

We know that there is no fictitious flipper in the form of U/L.
Meanwhile, the fictitious L/U flippers are

{%:Ai+ci—Aj—cj SaS/\i—/\j_l—l}.
However, the following factors appear in 4.3
{%:Ai—Aj—cjgagAi—Aj—1}.
Since
Ai=Aj—c;<hi+c—Aj—¢j and Ai= Ao —1< A=A -1,

we know that there is no fictitious flipper in the reduced form of 4.3.

o7 is of the third kind. Suppose that T is on shape p with m columns. Let x, be the number
of columns of T' that miss integer z among the total k + 1 distinct integers in T. Write (i, j, w)
for any admissible triple. We discuss two cases according to whether ¢ has ever appeared in 7T'.
(I) i has appeared in T. We find that all the fictitious U/L flippers are

U(avj_i_l)
— N A <as N Ao -1},
{L<a,j—z’—1> o ! }

However, the following factors appear in 4.3

{L(a,j—l—i)
Ua,j—1-1)

By Lemma 4.2, we know that

:)\i_)\j—l_xi+xj—1Sas}\i_)\j—l"'xj—l_l}-

)\i_)\j—l_xi"‘xj—lg)\i_)\j_xi and )\i—>\j_1—1S)\i—)\j_1+xj_1—1.

And we know that there is no fictitious flipper in the form of U/L.
Meanwhile, the fictitious L/U flippers are

{L(a, j—1-1)
U(a,j-1-1)
However, the following factors appear in 4.3

{%:/\i—/\j—fﬁiﬁaé/\i—/\j—l}.
By Lemma 4.2, we know that

iAi—)\j—Ii-i-fL‘j—lS(IS)\i—)\j_l-i-l’j_l—]_}.

>\i_>\j_l‘i$/\i_/\j_l'i+xj—l and )\i—>\j_1+l'j_1—1g>\7;—>\j—]_

Thus, there is no fictitious flipper in the reduced form of 4.3.
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(IT) 7 has never appeared in 7. We find that all the fictitious U/L flippers are
U(a7.j 1= 1)
——2: =N -(m-z) <a< - Ao - 1.
{L(a,j_i_l) J (m .’L') a j—1 }

However, the following factors are in 4.3

L(G,j—l—i)
{m:Ai_Aj‘l_(m_xi)SaS)xi—)\j_l_l}_

It follows that

Ai = Ajmr = (M=) <A = Ay = (m - ;) and Ai= Ao —1=X =X - 1.

We know that there is no U/L flippers in the reduced form of 4.3.
Meanwhile, the fictitious L/U flippers are

U(a,j—-1-1)

However, the following factors are in 4.3

Lo i1
{M:Ai—Aj‘(m—iﬁi)SGS)‘i_)‘j‘l_l}'

U(a,j-1-1)
2T m ) N~ (m—x) <a< A A -1}
{L(a,j—i—l) ] (m I‘) a j—1 }

So,
)\i—/\j—(m—xi)=>\i—>\j—(m—xi) and )\i_)\j—l_lz)\i_)\j—l_L

We conclude that there is no fictitious flipper in the reduced form of 4.3.

Now we study the general case where T" that is not necessarily rectangular.

In order to show that the Proposition 1.5 is true, we use induction on the number of vertical
blocks in p.

Since we have already settled the case where i only has one block, assuming that we have
shown Proposition 1.5 for all u with less than d blocks, it suffices to argue that Proposition 1.5 is
true for pu with d blocks. Denote the rightest block in p by g and the set-theoretic complement
of g in g1 by p17. Denote the corresponding unique tableau on shape ju(respectively, pq, 1) by
T(p)(respectively, T'(uq), T(1e;)). Denote by v the larger partition corresponding to T'(y;).
The induction hypothesis tells us that

an  (rene): ( I L<a<s>,z<s>>) - ( ) U<a<s>,z<s>>) (4.0

is a polynomial in L, U and the number of factors in the form of U equals the number of factors
in the form of L and the last factor in 4.4 is assimilated into the first three factors as a sequence
of flippers characterized by their arm and leg lengths. Compare 4.4 and 1.5 as well as Theorem
1.4, since we have pointed out in the proof of the general case of Theorem 1.4 that 1 (q,t) is
multiplicative in terms of the rectangular blocks whenever T is unique of its shape and weight,
we only need to manage to realize the remaining factors of 4.3 as flippers in A and v and make
sure that they do not clash with the existing flippers, and finally, migrate the existing flippers
from v} to v.

To work this out, we notice that there are two cases for an admissible triple (7,7, w) in T'(1q)
determined by either i is in T'(pq).

If i € T'(j1q), then both 7, j appear in every column of T'(x;) which implies that 7 and j cannot
appear as the first entry of any admissible in 7'(y;), therefore the new flippers will not clash
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with the existing flippers. Moreover, both a(i, j, w)T®a) and b(i, j, w)T*a) take the same values
as their counterparts a(i, j,w)T® and b(i, j,w)T | respectively. Thus, we can flip the hooks
in A\,v as if we are doing this for a rectangular p discussed above, and migrate the existing
hooks without any trouble.

If i ¢ T'(pq), then the i-th row of v has the same length as the i-th row v. So, we do not have
any trouble migrating the existing hooks in the i-th row of ;. We note that b(¢, j,w)T®a) =
b(i,j, w)T®W. Moreover, since the smallest a(i,j,w)T® is equal to the largest a(i,j,w)T#a)
plus one, we know that we can just keep flipping the corresponding hooks in the i-th row of v
as well as A from where they are left towards the right. And this finishes the proof.

O
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