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1 Introduction

The current algebra associated with a simple Lie algebra is just the Lie algebra of
polynomial maps from C — g and can be identified with the space g ® C[¢] with
the obvious commutator. Another way of thinking of this is as a maximal parabolic
subalgebra in the corresponding untwisted affine Kac-Moody algebra. The Lie algebra
and its universal enveloping algebra inherit a grading coming from the natural grading
on C[t]. We are interested in the category Z of Z-graded modules for g[¢] with the
restriction that the graded pieces are finite-dimensional. Originally, the study of this
category was largely motivated by its relationship with the representation theory of
affine and quantum affine algebras associated with a simple Lie algebra g. However, it
is also now of independent interest since it yields connections with problems arising
in mathematical physics, for instance the X = M conjectures, see [1,8,13].

The category Z is a non-semisimple category and has many similarities with other
well-known categories of representations in Lie theory. However, there are many essen-
tial differences in the theory as we shall see below, which makes it quite remarkable that
one can formulate (see [3]) the famous Bernstein—Gelfand—Gelfand (BGG)-reciprocity
result for the category O. In [3], the result was proved for sl by different methods. In
the current paper, we use the combinatorics of Macdonald polynomials to extend the
result to sl 1.

The main ingredients, in the original theorem of Bernstein—Gelfand—Gelfand, were
the irreducible modules V (i) for a simple Lie algebra, the Verma module M (1) and
the projective cover P (X) of V(1) where A is a linear functional on a Cartan subalgebra
of g. The Verma modules have a nice freeness property, and it is relatively easy to
prove that the projective module has a filtration by Verma modules. Further, the Verma
modules have a Jordan—Holder series, and the BGG-theorem states that the filtration
multiplicity of the Verma module M (1) in the projective P (1) is equal to the Jordan—
Holder multiplicity of V(A) in M (u).

In our context, the irreducible objects of Z are indexed by two parameters, (X, r)
where A varies over the index set of irreducible finite-dimensional representations of
g and r varies over the integers. The category Z also contains the projective covers
P (A, r) of the simple object V (A, r). The appropriate analog of the Verma module is
the global Weyl module W (A, r) defined originally in [7] via generators and relations.
It is in fact the maximal quotient of P (A, r) with respect to the property that the
eigenvalues of f) lie in a certain finite set. At this stage, however, two points of similarity
with the object in the category O, fail: the global Weyl modules do have a nice freeness
property, but it is for a much smaller algebra than in the case of g. Thus, we have to
work much harder to prove that the projective modules have a filtration by global
Weyl modules. We use an idea from algebraic groups (see [9]) and define a filtration
on any object of Z. This filtration is canonically defined once we fix a total order on
the set of dominant integral weights of g, and so, we call this a canonical o-filtration
of the object. We show that the successive quotients of the filtration are isomorphic to
a quotient of a direct sum of global Weyl modules.

The second difficulty we encounter is that the global Weyl modules are not of
finite length. To circumvent this, we recall that they have a unique maximal finite-
dimensional quotient called the local Weyl modules (see [4,7]), and this allows us to



Macdonald polynomials and BGG reciprocity 587

formulate the desired result. Namely, we prove that the projective module P (A, r) has
a filtration by global Weyl modules, and the multiplicity of W (u, s) in P(A, r) is the
multiplicity of V (A, s) in the local Weyl module Wioc(u, r). This result was proved
in [3] in the case of sl; and conjectured to be true in general.

In this paper, we establish the conjecture sl, 1, the conjecture is true by showing
that the canonical o-filtration of P (X, r) is actually a filtration by global Weyl modules.
Our proof differs from the proof of BGG reciprocity in the category O, which relies on
homological properties of Verma modules and their duals. In our context, this approach
is problematic and needs a lot of modification. Partial results may be found in [2].

To explain the restriction to s[4 and the connection with Macdonald polynomials,
we need some further comments on local Weyl modules. It was proved in [6] that
for sl,+1, the local Weyl module is isomorphic to a Demazure module in a level
one representation of the affine Kac—-Moody algebra. In [14], it was shown that the
character of such a Demazure module is given by specialization of a Macdonald
polynomial at = 0. In Sect. 5, we use several properties of Macdonald polynomials
to establish certain combinatorial identities. In Sect. 6, we prove that these identities
have a representation theoretic interpretation, namely they give a relation between the
Hilbert series of P (X, r) and a sum of Hilbert series of global Weyl modules (with
multiplicity). This is enough to establish the reciprocity result. In the general simply
laced case, it is still true that the local Weyl modules are Demazure modules, and their
characters are given in [11] via non-symmetric Macdonald polynomials. In the non-
simply laced case, it was proved in [13] that local Weyl modules have a filtration by
Demazure modules and the characters are known. The missing piece in the case when g
is not of type sl,, 41 is thus the combinatorial problem studied in Sect. 5. It is necessary
to establish the correct version of Lemma 5, and we will return to this elsewhere.

2 Preliminaries

2.1. Throughout this paper, we denote by C the field of complex numbers and Z (resp.
Z.) the set of integers (resp. non-negative integers). For a Lie algebra, a denote by
U(a) the universal enveloping algebra of a. If ¢ is an indeterminate, let a[t] = a ® C|[]
be the Lie algebra with commutator given by,

e® f,bRgl=la,b]® fg, a,bea, f, g, eC[t]

We identify a with the Lie subalgebra a ® 1 of a[¢]. The Lie algebra a[#] has a natural
7. -grading given by the powers of ¢ and this also induces a Z, -grading on U(a[¢]),
and U(a[¢])[0] = U(a). The graded pieces of U(a[¢]) are a-modules under left and
right multiplication by elements of a and hence also under the adjoint action of a.

2.2. Throughout the paper, g denotes a finite-dimensional complex simple Lie algebra
of rank n and b a fixed Cartan subalgebra of g. Let I = {1,...,n} and fix a set
{oa; 2 i € I} of simple roots of g with respect to h and a set {w; : i € I} of fundamental
weights. Let Q (resp. Q7) be the integer span (resp. the non-negative integer span)
of {a; : i € I} and similarly define P (resp. PT) to be the Z (resp. Z.) span of
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{w; : i € I}. Let {xii, h;i : i € I} be a set of Chevalley generators of g and let n* be
the Lie subalgebra of g generated by the elements xl.i, i € 1. We have,

g=n@hdn", Ul =Un")Un o Umn).

Let W be the Weyl group of g and let wg € W be the longest element of W. Given
A, € b*, wesay that A < piff A —pu € Q7.

2.3. For any g-module M and u € h*, set
M,={meM : hm=puh)m, heb}, wt(M):{/Leb* t My, 7&0}.

We say M is a weight module for g if

M=P M,

neb*

Any finite-dimensional g-module is a weight module. It is well known that the set
of isomorphism classes of irreducible finite-dimensional g-modules is in bijective
correspondence with PT. For A € P, we denote by V(1) a representative of the
corresponding isomorphism class. Then, V (1) is generated as a g-module by a vector
v, with defining relations

ntu, =0, hvy =Aa(vs, MOy =0, heb, iel

and recall that wt V(1) C A — Q. The module V (0) is the trivial module for g, and
we shall write it as C. Let Z[ P] be the integral group ring Z[ P] spanned by elements
e(i), n € P and given a finite-dimensional g-module, let

chgM = z dime M,e(p).
nepP

The set {chg V(u) : n € P} is a linearly independent subset of Z[P].

We say that M is a locally finite-dimensional g-module if it is a direct sum of finite-
dimensional g-modules, in which case M is necessarily a weight module. Using Weyl’s
theorem, one knows that a locally finite-dimensional g-module M is isomorphic to a
direct sum of modules of the form V(1), A € P and hence wt M C P.

2.4. Let 7 be the category whose objects are graded g[t]-modules V with finite-
dimensional graded components and where the morphisms are maps of graded g[z]-
modules. Thus, an object V of Z is a Z-graded vector space V = @,z V[s], dim V[s] <
oo, which admits a left action of g[#] satisfying

(gt"HVIsICc VIs+rl, s,rel.

For all r € Z, the subspace V[r] is a finite-dimensional g-module. A morphism
between two objects V and W of 7 is a degree zero map of graded g[]-modules.
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Clearly, Z is closed under taking submodules, quotients and finite direct sums. For
any r € Zlet 7, : T — 7 be the grade shifting operator given by V +— 7, V, where
(7;V)[s] = V[s — r] for all s € Z. The graded character (resp. Hilbert series) of
V € ObZ7 is the element of the space of power series Z[ P][[q, q_l]], given by

chy V =" chg(VIrhg'. H(V) = dimV[rlg".

reZ reZ

Given V € ObZ, the restricted dual is

V* = @ VIr*, V*rl= Vi-rl*.

reZ

Then V* € ObZ with the usual action:
xtHv*(w) = —v*(xt*w),

and (V*)* = V as objects of Z. Note that if V € ObZ, then

chg V* 1= ZChg(V[r]*)u_r.

reZ

3 The main result

3.1. Letevg : g[t] — g be the homomorphism of Lie algebras, which maps x ® f +—
f(0)x. The kernel of this map is a graded ideal in g[¢], and hence, any g-module V
can be regarded in an obvious way as a graded g[¢]-module denoted evg V. Clearly,
evp V is an object of Z if dim V' < oo.

Foreachr € Z and A € PT, we abbreviate V (A, r) := 1, evp V,. Fix an element
Uy, € V(A,r) corresponding to vy. The following elementary result was proved in
[5, Proposition 1.3].

Lemma Any irreducible object in I is isomorphic to V (i, r) for a unique element
(w,r)y € PT xZand V(u,r)* = V(—wou, —r). Further, V € ObZT is semisimple
iff

V=@ neptxzV )™ ) mn,r) € Zy.

O

Suppose that dim V' < oo and r is minimal such that V[r] # 0. Then, we have a
short exact sequence of g[7]-modules

0—>®V[s]—> V — 1.evgV[r] = 0.

S>r
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A simple induction on dim V now proves that for all (A, s) € P* x Z, we have
[V :V(&,s)] =dimHomg(V (), V[s]) = dim Homy4(V[s], V (1)), 3.1)

where [V : V (A, s)] is the multiplicity of V (X, s) in a Jordan—Holder series of V (the
Jordan—Holder theorem obviously holds in 7).

3.2.For A € PT and r € Z, the local Weyl module, Wi, (X, r), is the g[t]-module
generated by an element w;,_, with relations:

nt[tw;,, =0, (Xf)k(hi)+1w>~,r =0,
(h ® 1wy, = 85,0A(M)wyr,

where i € I,h € b and s € Z,. The next proposition summarizes the results on
the local Weyl module, which are needed to state our main result. A proof of this
proposition can be found in [7].

Proposition Let (A, r) € PT x Z. The g[t]-module Wiec(A, r) is indecomposable
and finite-dimensional. Moreover, dim Wioe (A, ), = dim Wi (A, r)[r]), = 1, and
V (A, r) is the unique irreducible quotient of Wioc (A, 1). O

3.3. For (A,r) € P x Z, the global Weyl module W (A, r) is generated as a g[t]-
module by an element w;_, with relations:

nt[twy, =0, )M, =0, hw,, = A()w;,.

where i € [ and h € b. Parts (i) and (ii) of the following result can be found for loop
algebras in [7, Theorem 1, Proposition 2.1]. The same proof works for the current
algebras. One can also use Theorems 4.4 and 6.1(ii) in [4]. Part (iii) is proved in
Section 3 of [3].

Proposition For (1, r) € Pt xZ, we have that W (\, r) is an indecomposable object
of T and wt W (A, r) = wt V(A, r). Further,

(i) Wioc(X, 1) is a quotient of W(X, ), and V (A, r) is the unique irreducible quotient
of W(A,r).
(ii) W(0,r) = V(0,r) and if A # 0, the modules W (A, r) are infinite-dimensional.
(iii) We have,

chgr W(h, r)=chg V(A 7)+ > D" dimHomg(WA, r)[s]: V(1)) chgr V (1, ).

S>r p<i

and {chge W(A,7) : (A, 1) € P x Z) is a linearly independent subset of
Z[P][[u, u"]]. O

3.4.In the paper, we shall be interested primarily in the subcategory of Z which consists
of objects which have only finitely many nonzero pieces with negative grade. It is not
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hard to see (and we say more about this later) that such objects obviously have a
nontrivial maximal semisimple quotient and in fact a decreasing filtration where the
successive quotients are semisimple. On the other hand, the objects could have trivial
socle. This makes it natural to consider decreasing filtrations for such modules. The
dual case was studied in [2] where one has increasing filtrations.

We say that M € ObZ admits a filtration by global Weyl modules if there exists a
decreasing family of submodules

M=My>M D, ﬂMkz{O},
k

such that

Mi/Mesi = €D WG n)™O,
(A,r)ePtXZ

for some choice of my (A, r) € Z, . Since dim M[r], < oo forall (A,r) € P+ x Z,

we see that if M has a filtration by global Weyl modules, then my (X, r) = 0 for all
but finitely many k. Further, we have

chy M =" chge My /Miy1 = D [ D mi(h.r) | chy W, r).
k>0 (A, r)eZ \ k>0

Proposition 3.3(iii) now implies that the filtration multiplicity

[M: W, )= m(,r),

k=0

is well defined and independent of the choice of the filtration.

3.5. The category Z contains the projective cover of a simple object. For (A, r) €
Pt x Z, set

P(x,r) =U(glr])) ®uig VA, 7). (3.2

Note that

POun)lrl ZgVQ), PMH,nls]l =0 s <r.

The following was proved in [5, Proposition 2.1].

Proposition For (A,r) € PT x Z, the object P(\,r) is generated by the element
Pa.r = 1 ® vy with defining relations:

0 iy =0, hpy,=r(W)ps,r, )M =0,



592 M. Bennett et al.

and is the projective cover in L of V (A, r). Moreover, if M € ObZ then
Homz(P (A, r), M) = Homg(V (), M[r]).

m}

3.6. The main result of this paper is the following. It was conjectured in [3] for all g
and proved there in the case of sl,.

Theorem Assume that g is of type sl,1. For (A, r) € PT x Z, the module P (A, r)
has a filtration by global Weyl modules and

[P()"vr) : W(IJ"S)] = [WIOC(HHF) : V()"’S)]

Remark 1f A is any graded commutative associative algebra, then we can set g[A] :=
g ® A and define the category Z accordingly. The global and local Weyl modules and
the projective modules have their analogs, and hence, one could ask if Theorem 3.6
remains true in this case. The graded characters of the local and global Weyl modules
which play a crucial role in our paper are not known in this generality. However, the
first step of the proof of the theorem (see Proposition 3.8 below) does go through in
this level of generality.

3.7. The proof of the theorem is in two steps, but to state these two steps we need
some additional notation and an alternative definition of W (X, r). From now on, we
fix a linear order (which is a refinement of the standard partial order) on Pt via
Pt ={Ao,Al,..., Ak, ...} sothat:

)»,—)LSGQ+ = r >s.

We shall need the following result. Versions of this have been proved in the literature
(see [4] for instance). But we include a proof here since we need it in this precise form
for this paper.

Lemma For k > 0, the global Weyl module W (A, 1) is the quotient of P( i, 1)
obtained by imposing the single additional relation n*[t]p;, , = 0, and hence,
wt Wi, r) C A — QF. Equivalently, W (A, r) is the maximal quotient of P (A, r)
whose weights lie in U*_j»; — Q.

Proof The first statement is obvious from the defining relations of W (A, r) and
P (A, r). For the second, let

W= PG/ D UG PG s,

s>k
Clearly

k
wtw c | Ja - 07,
s=0
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and W is the maximal quotient with this property. Let W € W be the image of
Pigr- Since wt W(kg, r) C A — Q7 it follows that W (A, r) is a quotient of w
via a morphism which maps @ — wy, ,. The element w’ = (xl.+ ® t*)w has weight
M +a; > Ag. Ifitis nonzero in W, then it would follow from the representation theory
of g that WAS # 0 for some s > k, which is a contradiction. Hence, n™[t]w = 0, and
there exists a well-defined surjective morphism W (it r) — W sending Wy, —> W
proving that W (i, r) = W as required. O

3.8. The first step needed to prove the main result is the following.
Proposition Let g be an arbitrary simple Lie algebra and let M € ObZ be such that

M[r] = 0 forall r << 0. There exists a decreasing filtration

M=Myo>M; D---, ﬂMk:{O},
k

and surjective morphisms

ot D W @ ED — My /My >0, k=0
r€Z+
where m(k, r) = dim Homyz (M, Wige (—wohk, —1)™).
The proposition will be proved in the next section.

3.9. The second step in the proof of the theorem is the following.

Proposition Assume that g is of type sl,, 1. We have,

H(P (2, 0) = D" D [Wioelhe, 0) : V (&, r)IH(W (A, 7)) (33)

k=0 reZ,

=D D Wioe O, 0) - VL, I | H(W (i, 0). (3.4)

k>0 \r>0

This proposition is proved in the last two sections of this paper.

3.10. Observe that we can apply Proposition 3.8 to P(A,r). Using the following
equalities which follow from Proposition 3.5 and standard properties of duals and
grade shift operators, we get

m(k, r) = dimHomz (P (X, 0), Wipe (—worg, —r)™)
= dim Homg(V (1), Wioc(—wori, —r)*[0])
= dim Hom g(Wioc (—wohri, —1)[0], V (—woA))
= dim Homg(Wioc(Ar, 0)[r], V(X))
= [Wioc(Ax, 0) - V(A, P)].
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Hence, for £ > 0, we have

dim P(\, 0)[4] < Z [Wioe Xk, 0) : V(A, r)]dim W (g, r)[£].
k,r>0

Proposition 3.9 implies that for sl,, 11, equality holds, and hence, the surjective maps
@i are actually isomorphisms for all £ > 0. This proves Theorem 3.6.

3.11. In the last section, we also establish the analog of Theorem 3.6 in certain subcat-
egories of Z. Given k > 0, let I’; be the full subcategory of Z.. consisting of objects
M such that

k
wtM C | Jr -0t
s=0

The modules V (Ag, r), Wioc(As, ) and W (Ag, r) are objects of Iﬁ forall s < k and
r € Z. Let P¥()y, r) be the maximal quotient of P (A, r), which lies in Zﬁ. Then,
P*(g.r) is the projective cover of V (Ag, r) in I’;

Theorem Assume that g is of type sl,41. Let s,k € Z with s < k. The object
PX (X, r) has a finite filtration by global Weyl modules, and

[P (hs, 7) = W (e, P)] = [Wioe(he, 1) 2 V (g, P)I.

4 The o-canonical filtration

Let Z.. be the full subcategory of Z consisting of objects M such that there exists
r € Z (depending on M) with M[p] = O for all p < r. It follows from Sect. 3.2 that
P(r,r) € ObZ. forallA € PT.

4.1. We begin this section with the following proposition which summarizes the prop-
erties of the duals of the projective, global and local Weyl modules.

Proposition For (A;,r) € PT x Z, set
I (A, 1) = P(—wohr, —1)".

(i) I(Ag,r) is an injective object of T with a unique irreducible submodule, which
is isomorphic to V (A, r).
(ii) The maximal submodule of I (A, r) whose weights are in the union of cones
As — QT 0 < s < kis isomorphic to W (—woh, —r)*.
(iii) Wioec (—worg, —r)* is isomorphic to the maximal submodule M of I (A, r) satis-

fying

.
wiM C | Ja—0F, Mlsh, #0 = s=r.
s=0
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By abuse of notation, we shall freely identify V (—woAx, —r) with its isomorphic copy
in Wioc (Ak, r)*, similar remarks apply for the corresponding submodules of 7 (2, r).

4.2. Given M € ObZ., let
My = ZU(g[t])M)u’ s,k eZy.

s>k

Clearly My = M, My € ObZ. forall k > 0 and

My /Mi+1 = U(g[t]) (Mg / Mi+1) 4.1)
W[ (M /Mya1), = 0, (h — () (Mi/Migs1);, =0, heb. (42)
We claim that

() M =10},

k€Z+

and call M = My D M, - - - the o-canonical filtration of M € ObZ.. .
For the claim, note that since M[s] = 0 for all s << 0, we have

#[(U th[p])ﬂ P+] < 0.

P=r

Hence, we can choose ko € Z, such that

M, C @M[p], s > ko.

p>r
Using the definition of My, we now get that My, [r] = {0} which establishes the claim.
4.3. We now prove,

Lemma For M € ObZ., and k,r € Z, we have an isomorphism of vector spaces,
Homg(My/Mj+1, V (hg, 1)) = Homz (M, Wiee(—wohk, —r)"). (4.3)

Proof Letu : My/My+1 — M /My and iy, - : V (A, r) = I (A, 1) be the canoni-
cal injective morphisms. Given s € Homg(My /M1, V (A, r)),let& M/ My —
I (Ag, r) be the map such that

Y =ty

Since
k

wiM/ Mgy C |2 — QF0 (M/Myy1)o, = (Mi/Mig1)iy
s=0
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and

V(M /Mi+D)ply) =0, p#r,
it follows from Proposition 4.1(iii) that
Iml/; C Wioe(—work, —r)*.

If m : M — M/Mjy, is the canonical projection, we see now that the assign-
ment ¥ — JT.IZ is an injective linear map Homg(My/Miy1, V (Mg, 7)) —>
Homz (M, Wioe (—work, —1)*).

For the opposite map, let ¥ € Homz(M, Wioc(—wohy, —r)*). Observe that
Y (Miy1) = 0, since wt Wioe (—wory, —r)*) C Ax — Q7. Hence, we have a nonzero
map M/ Myy1 — Wioe(—worg, —r)*, and we let & be the restriction of this map to
My /Mpy1. Since V (A, r) is the unique irreducible submodule of Wioe (—woAg, —1)*,
we have

Imy NV, r) #0 Im(M/Mip1) NV (0, 1) #0.
Since M, = (My),,, it now follows that Im 1Z = V (M, r), and the assignment
¥ — ¥, Homz(M, Wige(—work, —r)*) — Homg(My/ M1, V (hi, 1)),

is an injective map, and the Lemma is proved. O

4.4. Let head(M) be the maximal semisimple quotient of M and h : M — head(M)
be the corresponding map. If r is minimal such that M[r] # 0, then @ ., M[p]isa
proper submodule of M. The corresponding quotient is semisimple and isomorphic
to evg M[r] and hence head(M) # 0. Moreover, by Lemma 3.1, we have

head(M) = @ V (3, £)®dimHomz (M.V(.0)
(., 0)eP*XZ

The map h lifts to a surjective map

h: @ PG, oSIHmzLVEO) sy 0. (4.4)
(A,8)eP+XZ

The fact that a lift h of h exists that is obvious since the P (%, £) are projective and
we have surjective maps P(A,¢) — V(A,£) — O sending py¢ — 1 ® vy . If
M’ = M/Imh is nonzero, then head(M’) # 0 and hence is a semisimple quotient
of M as well. But this contradicts the fact that head(M) is the maximal semisimple
quotient of M and the fact that

Imh > head(M).
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4.5.Forr € Z, set m(k, r) = dim Homg(My /M1, V (Ax, r)) and notice that

head(Mk/Mk+1) =~ @ V()\]ﬁ r)@i’n(k,r)'

reZ

Using Corollary 3.5, we see that the map

B P, N ED > My /My — 0.
reZ

defined in (4.4) factors through to

P wou, n®"ED — My /Myt — 0.

reZ

Proposition 3.8 now follows by using Lemma 4.3.

5 A combinatorial interlude

S5.1. Let {x; : 1 < j < r} be a set of indeterminates. The symmetric group S, acts
naturally on the polynomial ring Z[x1, ..., x,], and we let A, be the corresponding
ring of invariants. Set |x| = xj - - - x, and denote by A/, the localization of A, at |x|.
Equivalently, A is the ring of invariants for the action of S, on the integer valued ring
of Laurent polynomialsinthe x;,1 < j < r.Let A, bethe ring of all symmetric power
series in xp, ..., X,; thus, elements of f\r are of the form D, p¢ Where py € A, is
homogeneous of degree £. -

X7
f* be given by f*(x1,...,x,) = f(xl_l, ..., x1). The Macdonald inner product
(,") 1 AL x Al. —> Z is defined by

5.2. Given any f € Z[xli, o XEL et [f]o be the constant term of f and let

_l * _ﬁ _ﬁ /
Go=xlre T (1-2)(-2)| . reean
0

I<i<j<r

Since (f, g) = 0 for homogeneous f, g € A, of different degrees, one can extend
(-, -) naturally to a pairing A, x A, — Z. The following is not hard to prove and can
be found in [12].

Lemma (i) Forany f, g, h € A} one has

(fg. hy=(f, g*h).
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(ii) Forany f € Ay and {1, ...,L, € Z, one has:

1
[T (I—x¢))

I<i,j<r

1 = flr,....¢).

]

5.3. Let Par(r) be the set of all partitions & = (§; > --- > & > 0) with at most r
parts. Given § = (§1 > & > -+ & > 0) € Par(r) let

_ él sr
me =D Xy g € Ar.

oES,

The set {m¢ : & € Par(r)} is an integral basis of A, called the symmetrized monomial
basis.

The basis of A, consisting of Newton polynomials is given as follows. For 0 <
Jj <randanpartition& = (§; > --- > & > 0), set

pi=x{+xj+-+xl. pe=ps... ps.

The basis of Schur functions s¢ is defined as follows. Givenm = (my, ..., m;,) €
N7, let
Xt
dm = det
my my
XXy

Then, it can be shown that for a partition &, the polynomial d(g, 1,—1,&4r—2,... &) 18
divisible by d(—1,r—2,....1,0), and the ratio is the Schur function s¢. If § = (§; > --- >
&), we have

Ise (1o ) = S (0 Xn), E=E Lz 2 g D).

In particular, this means thatif & € Par(r) and A € Par(r — 1) is such that Ay = & —&,,
1<s<r—1,then

se(x1, o x) = s (e, x). (5.1)
Moreover, it is well known that the elements
sp0 = |x|%su(x1, ..., x), AePar(r—1), LeZ,

form an orthonormal (with respect to) Z-linear basis of A/, and

A=A xS A =AY Ixl",

LeZ >0



Macdonald polynomials and BGG reciprocity 599
where A9 is the Z-linear span of {s; (x1,...,x,) : A € Par(r — 1)}.
5.4. Define elements R,, R, € A, by
1 1—x1---x
R, = , R = A —
(T=xp)"- - (1= x)" A =xp) (=)
Lemma We have
Ry= > se(l,... Dsg(xr,....xp),
gePar(r)
Ri= > sl Ds(.....x).
A€Par(r—1)
Proof Let yy, ..., y, be another set of indeterminates. Then, setting y; = --- =y, =

1 in the Cauchy identity [12, I, (4.3)]:

-3

1
[T ad—xiyp

1<i,j<r

gives the first identity of the Lemma. To

Sé(xla~-~’xr)sé(y1’~--,Yr)

EcPar(r)

prove the second one, we use (5.1) to get

1
_— = Z Se(x1, .o X))Se(V1s ey Vr)
[T d—xiyp ccbmtr
1<i,j=<r
= > sGn.oxn0n e D Ikl
rePar(r—1) lely
_ z SA(xl,~--»xr)s)»()’1~-~er)
rePar(r—1) 1- |x||y|
Hence,
l_xl"'.x yl...y
St = > s s O )
[T A=xiy)) AePar(r—1)
1<i,j<r
Now, setting y; = - -- = y, = 1 completes the proof of the second identity.

5.5. We now prove,

Proposition Let A € Par(r — 1), £ € Z. If f € A, is such that £ > deg(f), then

(a6 FRr) = f(

L...,Dsy(1,..., D)
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Proof By Lemma 5.2 (i), we have

(s)»,@ s er) = (s)»,ef* 5 R )

Since £ > deg f, we have s, ¢ f* = sk,g,deg<f)(|x|d°g(f)f*) € A, and we can now
use Lemma 5.2(ii) with £ = --- = £, = 1 to get

Gaef", RY=(aefH(A,....H)=s5.1,...,Df,..., 1)
as required. O

5.6. Define the element Q € Z[[¢]] ® f\r by

o (gx1 X g)oo
(13 @)% - (s @)%

where (@; @)oo = [[720(1 — aq").
Our goal is to find an asymptotic expansion of Q based on the expansion

0= > de@sie

rePar(r—1),£>0

where

$re(@) = (s, Q) =D a 4" € ZlIq]l. (5.2

5>0

Define integers c,, by requiring,

1 _Zcmq

(4 @)oo m=0
Proposition For A € Par(r — 1) and £ > 0 we have
a)’f[ =cusy(1,..., 1), if £>rm.
Proof Setting,

; (gx1... % @)oo
(Gx15 @l - - - (gXr5 @)

it is clear that

o (gx1 X g)oo
(15 Q)5 - - (s @

=Rr'Q/~



Macdonald polynomials and BGG reciprocity 601

Expanding Q" = >, - 0;,¢™ withall Q;, A, we obtain from (5.2):

$r.0(@) = (5.0, Q) = | s1.0. R D Qhg™ | = D afl g™

m>0 m>0

that is, a)’ffe = (5.0, R-Q),).
Since deg(Q),) < rm, Proposition 5.5 implies that

a', = 0,(1,....Ds;(1,..., 1), if £>mr.

The proposition follows by noticing that if we set x; = --- = x, = 1, we have
1
———=01,....)= >0, Dg" =" cwg™.
( 5 00 m>0 m>0
O

5.7.For A € Par(r — 1) and £ > 0 define power series ¥ ¢ = >, - b} ,q" € Z[[¢]]
by: -

Vie(q@) = ¢30(@) — re-1(q), b}y =a),—al, 4,

where we adopt the convention that ¢, _; = 0. Clearly,

4
$re(@) = D Vir(@),
k=0

and moreover, we see from Proposition 5.6 that bf\" ¢ = 0 when £ > mr. This means

that
m
z bx,e < 00,
>0

and hence
PRTNOEDIOILATEED I DIV L
>0 £>0 m>0 m=>0 \ £>0
is a well-defined element of Z[[¢]]. Using Proposition 4.6 again, we see that

~ lim e = w s D)
Zl/f)»,k —le)rgoff’k,ﬁ = zcmsk(l, .o, D" = ——.

k=0 m=0 (45 Do
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Together with the fact that

D D i @sie= D, D dre@(sne—sie)

r€Par(r—1) £>0 re€Par(r—1) £>0

= > D> @~ Ixhsie.

A€Par(r—1) €0

we have now proved,

Proposition We have an equality of symmetric power series,

(1 X5 @)oo _ Z Zm,l(q)s,\,g,

N L O\
05 Qoo (ri oo 1) 120

where ;. ¢(q) € q -Z[[q]] and

>0 q;9)co

1
Zl/fxl( ) = sz(—ﬂl)

O

5.8. Let ¢, t be indeterminates, and let Q(g, t) be the field of rational functions in
q and t over the field Q of rational numbers. The Macdonald scalar product on
Ar(q,1) = Ar ® Q(g, t) is defined on the Newton polynomials by

€y e
(g Py) qr—fSle"’”r'H T

for &, ¢ € Par(r), where n; = |{k : & = i}| and £(£) is the number of nonzero parts
of £&. The Macdonald polynomial P¢(x; g, ) in x = (x1, ..., x,) is the orthonormal
basis of A, (g, t) obtained by applying the Gram—Schmidt process to the lexicograph-
ically ordered basis of monomial symmetric functions. Thus,

Pe(xiq.t) =mg + D ugyme(x), uzy € Q(g.1).

<&
Proposition Forr > 1 one has:
1 _ P:(x;q9,0)P:(y; ¢,0) (5.3)
[T Giviideo £ @ Der-& (@ D645 D,

1<i,j<r

where (a; @)m = [[]Lo(1 — aq') denotes the (shifted) q-Pochhammer symbol.
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Proof Ttis shown in [12, VI,(4.19)] that

r

Xy
I1 M= > be(q. P q. 0 Pe(yiq. 1), (5.4)
XiYjs> 4)oo EePar(r)

ij=1
where bg (g, 1) = (P:(x,q,1), P:(x,q, t)),;} is computed by the following recursive
formula in [12, VI (6.19)],

—1 41—

LU IR
bolg.0) =1, belq.) =ber(q.0) [[ —— 55)
i=1

1 — qéiﬂ’—l‘

foré = (5 > --- > &) € Par(r) with & > 0,and &' = (5 — 1 > --- > & — 1).
If we set + = 0 in the above formulas, we see that the left-hand side of (5.4) is
precisely the left-hand side of (5.3). Also, the recursion (5.5) simplifies:

b (q.0) = bg/(q,0
£(q,0) = b (q )l_q&

and gives by induction:
be(q,0) = (¢: Dy, e, @ D5 e (@ D)5
The proposition is proved. O

5.9. We now prove the following result.

Proposition We have,

(X1 X3 q)oo Z P(1,...,1;9,00Py(x1,...,xr;4,0)

Misjer s Do, pEet @ D (@5 Dy (65D

Proof Using the fact that
Pg(x; qvt) = |x|%‘rP)\,(x;q9t)7 A= (El _si" =z Er—l _‘i'_r = 0)7
we get,

Z Pe(x; q,0)Pe(y; q,0)
(@ Dej—&r (@5 Dty —£,(q5 D,

EePar(r)

S eyl S P OP(vig.0)
@D, pa_yy @ Dr (@ Dry

_ 1 P(x5 4, 0)Py(y5 4, 0)
(Ixyl; @)oo ) (@D @Dy

£>0

rePar(r—1
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where we have used the fact that for any indeterminate a, we have

iak 1

@k @

Setting y; = - - -y, = | and using Proposition 5.8 complete the proof. O

5.10. The following is now an immediate consequence of Propositions 5.7 and 5.8.

Lemma For u € Par(r — 1), write

Pu(xi,.xiq, 00 =D > 0l @se(xi, ., x),

£>0 AePar(r—1)

Then,

(1.1 D3 i (@ Pu(l, ..., 1:q,0)

(q’ 4);71 uePar(r—1) €0 (q’ q)#l_l'LZ e (q’ q)ﬂr72_llvr—l (q’ q)llrfl .

6 Proof of Proposition 3.9

The proof involves putting together known results on the Hilbert series of the pro-
jective, global Weyl and local Weyl modules with the combinatorial identities, which
were established in the previous section. We will use the notation of the previous
sections freely.

6.1. The Hilbert series of P (A, 0) is easily calculated by using the Poincare Birkhoff
Witt theorem. Thus, we have

P, 0) =U(glr]) Quig V(1) = Uglr]4) @ V(A),
where g[t]+ = g ® tC[¢] and the isomorphism is one of vector spaces. In particular,
P, 0)s]=U(glr]4)[s1® V (1), and U(glr]4)[s] = S(glr]+)[s],

where S(g[?]+) is the symmetric algebra of g[¢];, and the isomorphism is again one
graded of vector spaces. It follows that

i dim V(&)
H(P (4, 0)) = dim VA)H(S(gl7]4+) = ——7-
’ [e¢)
In the special case when g is of type sl itis well known that dim V(&) = s, (1, ..., 1)

where we identify P with the set Par(r —1) by sending A = > ;11 Ajw; to the partition
whose jth part is er;} Ajw;. Hence, we have
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Lemma Suppose that g is of type sl,.. Then,

sy, ..., D)

r2—1 °

(45 oo

H(P(A,0) =

O

6.2. We now recall the relationship between the graded characters of global and local
Weyl modules. This was established in [3, Proposition 3.7], using results proved in
[6,7,10,13].

Proposition For . = >} | Aijw; € P, we have

Chgr Wioe (2, 0) H(Wiec (2, 0))

PO G Y T Mo

O

6.3. The final piece of information we need is on the graded character of the local Weyl
modules. We restrict our attention to the case of sl, (but refer the interested reader to
[13] for the general case). There is a well-known family of Z -graded modules for
the subalgebra n™ ® C[t] ® (n~ @ h) ® tC[¢] of g[¢] called the Demazure modules
(see [11] or [14] for a quick introduction). In the case of sl, it was proved in [14] that
the characters of certain Demazure modules which are indexed by P are given by
specializing the Macdonald polynomials at t = 0. Moreover, these Demazure modules
actually admit the structure of a g[#]-module. The main result of [6] establishes that
Wioc (1) is graded isomorphic to such a Demazure module and can be summarized as
follows.

Theorem Assume that g is of type s\, and let . = Y _; Aiw; € PT. Then

D [(Wioe(h, 01K : V(g =D " (@),

k>0 >0
Chgr Wic (1, 0) = D" D 0 (@) chg V (1),
nePt £>0
where the 77;)2, ¢ are as defined in Lemma 5.10. O

Using Lemma 5.10, we have the following corollary.

Corollary

H(Wioe (2, 0)) = Pr(1, ..., 1;4,0).
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6.4. We now have

D> HW (i, 0)[Wioe (1, 0) = V(, K)lgk

k>0 uep+
=3 (St @) | e Wec(r. O)
ueP+ \£>0 e H?=1(61§61)u,-
Pl 159,00 s(1,..., 1)
B Z Zﬂf{,g(q) MH” (q:q) - 21
pePt \£=0 i=159) p; (q: Do

where the last equality is by using Lemma 5.10. Together with Lemma 5.1, we have
now established that

H(P (., 0) = > > HW (i, 0)[Wioe(1t, 0) : V (&, k)lu,

k>0 pept

which is precisely the statement of Proposition 3.9.

6.5. It remains to prove Theorem 3.11. Set M = P(A,, r) and let My, £ € Z, be the
o-canonical filtration of M. Then, it is clear that

MK = PR, r) = M/ My,

which proves that the o-canonical filtration of M* is finite and in fact is given by the
submodules My /Mj+1 where 0 < £ < k. Moreover

(Me/Mip1)/(Mega My 1) = Mo /My,

and Theorem 3.11 is proved.
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