arXiv:2205.14835v2 [math.AG] 9 Jun 2022

A geometric approach to characters of Hecke algebras

Alex Abreu and Antonio Nigro

Abstract. To any element of a connected, simply connected, semisimple complex algebraic group G and a choice of an element of the corresponding Weyl group there is an associated Lusztig variety. When the element of G is regular semisimple, the corresponding variety carries an action of the Weyl group on its (equivariant) intersection cohomology. From this action, we recover the induced characters of an element of the Kazhdan-Lusztig basis of the corresponding Hecke algebra. In type A, we prove a more precise statement: that the Frobenius character of this action is precisely the symmetric function given by the characters of a Kazhdan-Lusztig basis element. The main idea is to find celular decompositions of desingularizations of these varieties and apply the Brosnan-Chow palindromicity criterion for determining when the local invariant cycle map is an isomorphism. This recovers some results of Lusztig about character sheaves and gives a generalization of the Brosnan-Chow [BC18] solution to the Sharesian-Wachs [SW16] conjecture to non-codominant permutations, where singularities are involved. We also review the connections between Immanants, Hecke algebras, and Chromatic quasisymmetric functions of indifference graphs.

Contents

1. Introduction 2 1.1. Symmetric functions 2 1.2. Immanants 5 1.3. Immanants and Hecke algebras 8 1.4. Chromatic symmetric functions 10 1.5. The Hecke algebra and the flag variety 11 1.6. Subvarieties of the flag varieties 15 1.7. Results 18 1.8. Outline 21 2. Decomposition theorem 21 2.1. Local invariant cycle map 25 3. Algebraic groups and Lie algebras 26 3.1. Grothendieck-Springer simultaneous resolution 29 3.2. Relative torus action 32 3.3. Flag varieties 33 4. Character Sheaves 34 5. Induced characters of Hecke algebras 36 6. Paving by affines the Bott-Samelson variety 44 7. Basic properties of Lusztig varieties 47 8. Paving by affines the variety Y_s(X) 49 9. The monodromy action on Y_w and Y_s 60 10. Proof of the main theorems 64 11. Further directions 65 11.1. Rationally smoothness 65

Date: February 2020.

2 A geometric approach to characters of Hecke algebras

11.2. Cohomology of Hessenberg varieties 65 11.3. Relation with LLT-polynomials 66 11.4. Hopf algebra of Dyck paths 67 11.5. Log-concavity of h-coefficients 67 References 67

1. Introduction

The first part of this introduction is an exposition for a general audience on several adjacent areas relating to characters of Hecke algebras and the chromatic quasisymmetric function. This includes immanants of Jacobi-Trudi matrices and how they relate to Kazhdan-Lusztig elements, and the equivalence of Stembridge’s conjecture on Schur positivity of such immanants with the Stanley- Stembridge conjecture on e-positivity of chromatic symmetric functions on indifference graphs. We then review the relation between the Hecke algebra and the flag variety (including Springer’s proof of the Kazhdan-Lusztig conjecture) and how the chromatic symmetric function can be recovered from the cohomology of Hessenberg varieties. Some historical remarks are also included but the topics are not presented in chronological order, simply in the order that the authors believe will make the material most accessible to readers of different backgrounds. Of course, specialists who find this tedious may proceed directly to Section 1.7 to see our main results.

1.1. Symmetric functions. The algebra of symmetric functions Λ is defined as:

Λ := lim_← C [x_1 , . . . , x_n]^{Sn} .

There are three important sets of generators of Λ, called the elementary, power sum, and complete symmetric functions:

e_n := ∑ i_1 <i_2 <...<i_n x_{i1} x_{i2} . . . x_{in} , p_n := ∑ i x^n_i , h_n := ∑ i_1 ≤i_2 ≤...≤i_n x_{i1} x_{i2} . . . x_{in} . Every element of Λ can be written as a polynomial in one of the sets of generators above. For a partition λ = (λ_1, . . . , λ_{ℓ(λ)}) we write

e_λ := ℓ(λ)∏

i=1 e_{λi} , p_λ := ℓ(λ)∏

i=1 p_{λi} , h_λ := ℓ(λ)∏

i=1 h_{λi} . If Λ_n is the subspace of Λ given by the homogeneous symmetric functions of degree n, then Λ_n is generated as a C -vector space by either one of {e_λ}_{λ⊢n}, {p_λ}_{λ⊢n}, {h_λ}_{λ⊢n}. Moreover, these 3 sets of generators are related by the Girard-Newton identities:

(1a) n!e_n = ∑ μ⊢n c(μ) sign(μ)p_μ,

n!h_n = ∑ μ⊢n c(μ)p_μ, where the sum runs through all partitions μ = (μ_1, . . . , μ_{ℓ(μ)}) of n, c(μ) is the number of permutations in S_n with cycle type μ, and sign(μ) = (−1)^{n−ℓ(μ)}. These identities resemble the definitions of the determinant and of the permanent of a matrix, which we now recall.

For a square n × n matrix A = (a_{ij} ) its determinant is defined as:

det(A) = ∑ w∈S_n sign(w) · a_{1w(1)}a_{2w(2)} . . . a_{nw(n)},

Alex Abreu and Antonio Nigro 3

where sign(w) is equal to 1 if w can be written as the product of an even number of transpositions and −1 otherwise. Notice that if λ(w) is the cycle type of w, then sign(w) = sign(λ(w)). If we remove the sign function in the summation above, we obtain the permanent of A:

perm(A) = ∑ w∈S_n a_{1w(1)}a_{2w(2)} . . . a_{nw(n)}.

If we consider the matrix

Z_n = p_1 p_2 p_3 · · · p_{n−1} p_n 1 p_1 p_2 · · · p_{n−2} p_{n−1} 0 2 p_1 · · · p_{n−3} p_{n−2} 0 0 3 · · · p_{n−4} p_{n−3} . . . . . . .. . . . . . 0 0 0 · · · n − 1 p_1

,

then the Girard-Newton identities can be written as

(1b) n!e_n = det(Z_n), n!h_n = perm(Z_n).

Another fundamental basis of the symmetric algebra Λ is given by the Schur symmetric functions s_λ. For each partition λ = (λ_1, . . . , λ_{ℓ(λ)}) of n, we define s_λ as the limit of the Schur polynomials s_λ(x_1, . . . , x_m), which is given by Cauchy’s bialternant formula ([Cau09, Page 111])

s_λ(x_1, . . . , x_m) := det((x^{λj +m−j} i )_{i,j=1,...,m}) det((x^{k−j}_i )_{i,j=1,...,m}) , where we set λ_j = 0 for every j > ℓ(λ). As an example

s_{2,1}(x_1, x_2) = det ( x^3_1 x^1 x^3_2 x^1_2 ) / det ( x^1 x^0_1 x^1_2 x^0_2 ) = x^2_1x_2 + x_1x^2.

We note that s_{1,...,1} = e_n and s_n = h_n.

A century after Cauchy, Schur related these symmetric functions with the representation theory of the symmetric group.

A representation of S_n (over C ) is a group homomorphism ρ: S_n → GL(V ) for some (finite) C -vector space V and we say that (V, ρ), or simply V , is an S_n-module. The representation is called irreducible if V , does not contain a proper non-trivial invariant subspace. The irreducible representations of S_n are indexed by partitions λ of n and we write ρ_λ : S_n → GL(V_λ) to denote these irreducible representations. When λ = n, we have that ρ_n : S_n → GL(C ) = C^∗ is the trivial representation ρ_n(w) = 1. On the other hand, when λ = (1, 1, . . . , 1), we have that ρ_{1,1,...,1} : S_n → GL(C ) = C^∗ is the sign representation ρ_{1,1,...,1}(w) = sign(w). Every representation of S_n can be written uniquely as a direct sum of irreducible representations.

To each representation ρ: S_n → GL(V ) there is an associated character χ: S_n → C , defined as χ(w) = T r(ρ(w)). In particular, χ is a class function of S_n, that is, a function χ: S_n → C satisfying χ(uwu^{−1}) = χ(w) for every u, w ∈ S_n. We write χ^λ for the irreducible characters of S_n, that is, those associated to irreducible representations. Notice that χ^n(w) = 1 and χ^{1,1,...,1}(w) = sign(w) for every w ∈ S_n. Every character is a positive integer linear combination of irreducible characters, while every class function is a C -linear combination of irreducible characters. Since a class function χ: S_n → C only depends on the class of each element w ∈ S_n, we define, for each partition μ of n, χ(μ) := χ(w) for any (equivalently, every) w ∈ S_n such that λ(w) = μ.

4 A geometric approach to characters of Hecke algebras

If χ^λ is the irreducible character of S_n associated to a partition λ of n, Schur proved that (see [Sch01, Equation 49])

n!s_λ = ∑ c(μ)χ^λ(μ)p_μ, (1c)

p_μ = ∑ λ⊢n χ^λ(μ)s_λ. (1d)

As we have seen above, the characters χ^{1,...,1} and χ^n are the sign and trivial characters, respectively, so that Equation (1a) is a particular instance of equation (1c).

There is also an isomorphism between class functions of S_n and Λ_n, given by the Frobenius character map

ch: {Class functions of S_n} → Λ_n f → 1 n! ∑ w∈S_n f(w)p_{λ(w)}

By Equation 1c, we have that ch(χ^λ) = s_λ. In particular, if V is an S_n-module given by a representation ρ: S_n → GL(V ) such that V decomposes into irreducible representations as V = ⨁ V^{⊕aλ}_λ , then

ch(V ) := ch(χ^ρ) = ∑ λ⊢n a_λs_λ. If S_λ := S_{λ1} × S_{λ2} × . . . × S_{λℓ(λ)} ⊂ S_n is a Young subgroup of S_n, we consider the representation i^{Sn}_{Sλ} which is the induced representation of the trivial one, defined as i^{Sn}_{Sλ} : S_n → GL ( ⨁ w∈S_n/S_λ C · w ) ,

where S_n acts on the basis S_n/S_λ via left multiplication. If χ^{iSnS}λ is the associated character, then it is well-known that ch(χ^{iSnS}λ ) = h_λ.

Every class function f : S_n → C can be extended linearly to a complex function on the group algebra C [S_n ], also called a class function. The algebra C [S_n ] has basis {T_w}_{w∈Sn} as a C -vector space and its multiplication is given by T_wT_w′ = T_{ww}′ .

Dual to the construction above, for every element a ∈ C [S_n ], we define its (dual) Frobenius character as^1 ch(a) := ∑ χ^λ(a)s_λ. By Equation (1d), we have that ch(T_w) = p_{λ(w)} for every w ∈ S_n. Via Hall’s inner product on Λ, defined as ⟨s_λ, s_μ⟩ = { 1 if λ = μ 0 otherwise,

we have that if f : C [S_n ] → C is a class function, then f(a) = ⟨ch(f), ch(a)⟩. 1In MacDonald’s book [Mac15], he writes Ψ(a) for what we write as ch(a).

Alex Abreu and Antonio Nigro 5

1.2. Immanants. In Equation (1b), we expressed e_n and h_n in terms of the matrix Z_n. In fact, the same can be done for s_λ, by using the matrix function called immanant by Littlewood-Richardson. The immanant is a generalization of the determinant and of the permanent. For each matrix A and class function χ of S_n, the χ-immanant of A is given by Imm_χ(A) := ∑ w∈S_n χ(w) · a_{1w(1)}a_{2w(2)} . . . a_{nw(n)}. With this definition, Equation (1c) can be rewritten as n!s_λ = Imm_χλ (Z_n), see [LR34].

Schur himself proved one of the first results about immanants, the so-called Schur dominance theorem which generalizes Hadamard’s inequality. It relates immanants of positive-definite matrices with its determinant.

Theorem 1.1 (Schur). If A is a Hermitian positive-definite matrix and χ is a character of S_n, then Imm_χ(A) ≥ χ(1) · det(A).

In [Ste91], Stembridge proved the same result for totally positive matrices, that is, real matrices such that each minor is non-negative.

Theorem 1.2 (Stembridge). If A is a totally positive matrix and χ is a character of S_n, then Imm_χ(A) ≥ χ(1) · det(A).

The approach used by Stembridge to compute the immanants of a matrix A is to consider the following element of the group algebra C [S_n ] I_A = ∑ w∈S_n T_w · a_{1w(1)}a_{2w(2)} . . . a_{nw(n)}.

Then we have that Imm_χ(A) = χ(I_A).

With this point of view, Stembridge proved (see [Ste91, Theorem 2.1]) that if A is a totally positive real matrix, then I_A is a non-negative linear combination of monomials in the elements^2 (1e) C^′_{[i,j]} = ∑ w∈S_{[i,j]} T_w, where S_{[i,j]} = {w ∈ S_n; w(k) = k, for every k /∈ [i, j]}. By results of Greene [Gre92], we have that χ(C^′_{[i1 ,j1 ]} · · · C^′_{[im ,jm]}) is positive for every character χ. This proves Theorem 1.2.

One way to rephrase Theorems 1.1 and 1.2, is to consider the Frobenius character ch(I_A) = ∑ λ⊢n Imm_χλ (A)s_λ.

Then Schur’s dominance theorem and Stembridge’s theorem say, respectively, that if a matrix A is Hermitian definite positive or totally positive, then ch(I_A) is Schur-positive, that is, it has positive coefficients when written in the Schur basis of Λ.

2Denoted by x

[i,j] in [Ste91].

6 A geometric approach to characters of Hecke algebras

Going back to symmetric functions, we can consider the (infinite) Jacobi-Trudi matrix H = (h_{j−i})_{i,j} ,

H = 1 h_1 h_2 h_3 · · · 0 1 h_1 h_2 · · · 0 0 1 h_1 · · · 0 0 0 1 · · · . . . . . . . . . . . .

For a partition λ, we consider the Jacobi-Trudi matrix (h_{λi +j−i})_{i,j=1,...,k}, which is a minor of the infinite matrix H. Then we have the following determinantal formula for the Schur symmetric function, known as the Jacobi-Trudi formula, s_λ = det((h_{λi +j−i})_{i,j=1,...,ℓ(λ)}). On the other hand, taking a general minor of H, we have a skew Schur symmetric function s_{λ/μ} := det((h_{λi −μj +j−i})_{i,j=1,...,max{ℓ(λ),ℓ(μ)}}). We have that s_{λ/μ} is Schur-positive.^3 This means that the matrix H is totally Schur positive, in the sense that every minor of H is a non-negative linear combination of Schur symmetric functions. In particular, every minor H_{λ/μ} is also totally Schur positive. From these, Stembridge made the following conjecture, proved by Haiman shortly after.^4 Theorem 1.3 (Conjectured by Stembridge, proved by Haiman). For every skew partition λ/μ and every character χ of the symmetric group the following symmetric function

Imm_χ(H_{λ/μ})

is Schur-positive.

More than that, Stembridge conjectured that the monomial immanants of H_{λ/μ} are Schurpositive. To give a precise definition, let n := max{ℓ(λ), ℓ(μ)} (actually, we can take any n ≥ max{ℓ(λ), ℓ(μ)}) and N := |λ| − |μ|. Consider the following element of the algebra C [S_n ] ⊗_C Λ I_{λ/μ} = I_{Hλ/μ} := ∑ w∈S_n T_w · ∏ 1≤i≤n h_{λi−μw(i) +w(i)−i}. Its Frobenius character is an element of Λ ⊗_C Λ. To avoid confusion we denote by x and y, respectively, the two sets of variables of Λ ⊗_C Λ. More precisely (keeping the notations of [SS93]), we have that

ch(I_{λ/μ}) = F_{λ/μ}(x, y) := ∑ w∈S_n p_{λ(w)}(y) ∏ 1≤i≤n h_{λi −μw(i) +w(i)−i}(x) = ∑ ν⊢n s_ν (y) ∑ w∈S_n χ^ν (w) ∏ 1≤i≤n h_{λi−μw(j) +w(j)−i}(x) = ∑ ν⊢n s_ν (y) Imm_χν (H_{λ/μ}).

Writing F_{λ/μ} in the complete symmetric basis {h_ν (y)}_{ν⊢n}, we have

F_{λ/μ}(x, y) = ∑ ν⊢n h_ν (y) Imm_ϕν (H_{λ/μ}),

which can be taken as a definition for the monomial immanant Imm_ϕν (H_{λ/μ}).

3This follows from the positivity of the Littlewood-Richardson coefficients cλ νμ and the fact that s_{λ/μ} = ∑ c^λ_{νμ}s_ν , see [LR34].

4It is also noteworthy to mention that Goulden-Jackson made a similar, but weaker, conjecture in [GJ92].

Alex Abreu and Antonio Nigro 7

Conjecture 1.4 (Stembrigde). For every skew partition λ/μ and every monomial virtual character ϕ^ν , the symmetric function Imm_ϕν (H_{λ/μ}) is Schur-positive.

The statement that Imm_ϕν (H_{λ/μ}) is Schur positive for every ν is equivalent to saying that the coefficient of h_ν (y)s_ν′ (x) in F_{λ/μ}(x, y) is non-negative for every ν ⊢ n and every ν^′ ⊢ N. Expanding F_{λ/μ}(x, y) in the Schur basis {s_ν′ (x)}_ν′_{⊢N} , we can write

(1f) F_{λ/μ} = ∑ ν^′ ⊢N E^{ν′}_{λ/μ}(y)s_ν′ (x). Then the Stembridge conjecture about monomial immanants is equivalent to the following conjecture.

Conjecture 1.5 (Stanley-Stembridge). The symmetric functions E^{ν′}_{λ/μ} are h-positive for every λ, μ and ν^′.

The easiest coefficient E^{ν′}_{λ/μ} to compute is when ν^′ = N. We know that

F_{λ/μ}(x, y) = ∑ w∈S_n p_{λ(w)}(y) ∏ 1≤i≤n h_{λi −μw(i) +w(i)−i}(x). Since the coefficient of s_N (x) in the Schur expansion of ∏ 1≤i≤n hλi−μw(i) +w(i)−i(x) is 1 if λi − μ_{w(i)} + w(i) − i ≥ 0 for every i, and 0 otherwise, we have that

(1g) E^N_{λ/μ}(y) = ∑ w∈S_{λ/μ} p_{λ(w)}(y).

where S_{λ/μ} is the subset of S_n consisting of permutations w such that λ_i − μ_{w(i)} + w(i) − i ≥ 0 for every i. Alternatively, if we define the function m: [n] → [n] by (1h) m(j) := max{i; i − λ_i + μ_j − j ≤ 0}, then S_{λ/μ} = S_m := {w ∈ S_n; w^{−1}(j) ≤ m(j) for every j ∈ [n]}.

Moreover, if S_{λ/μ} is non-empty, then m: [n] → [n] is a Hessenberg function, that is m(j) ≥ j and m(j + 1) ≥ m(j) for every j ∈ [n]. In fact, E^N_{λ/μ} only depends on the Hessenberg function m.

Following the notation in [SS93], we can actually define a partition σ = (σ_1, . . . , σ_{ℓ(σ)}) by σ_k = max{i; m(i) ≤ n−k}, and let B_σ be the board obtained from an n×n board by removing the Young diagram of σ from the upper right corner. Then the set S_{λ/μ} is precisely the set of permutations whose associated rook placements lay in B_σ . Stanley-Stembridge considered Z[B_σ] := ∑ p_{λ(w)}, the cycle indicator of B_σ , and noted that E^N_{λ/μ} = Z[B_σ].

Figure 1A. The graph of m = (2, 4, 4, 5, 6) is depicted in blue. The Young diagram of σ = (4, 3, 1, 1) is depicted as the shaded area. The bullets correspond to the permutation 214563. The board B_σ is the set of boxes below the blue line.

8 A geometric approach to characters of Hecke algebras

Alternatively, since ch(T_w) = ch(T_w−1 ) for every w ∈ S_n and ch(T_w) = p_{λ(w)}, we observe that E^N_{λ/μ} = ch(C^′_m), where C^′_m := ∑ w∈S_m Tw. Stanley-Stembridge conjectured that every symmetric function E^ν_{λ/μ} is a positive integer linear combination of cycle-indicators.

Conjecture 1.6 (Stanley-Stembridge). For every triple λ, μ, ν^′ of partitions, there exist partitions σ_1, . . . , σ_k such that E^{ν‘}_{λ/μ} = ∑ 1≤j≤k Z[B_{σj} ]. Equivalently, there exist Hessenberg functions m_1, . . . , m_k such that E^{ν′}_{λ/μ} = ∑ 1≤j≤k ch(C^′_{mj} ).

If Conjecture 1.6 holds, then Conjecture 1.5 is reduced to the case ν^′ = N.

1.3. Immanants and Hecke algebras. The elements C^′_{[i,j]} and C^′_m appearing in the previous section are actually particular instances of a more general construction due to Kazhdan-Lusztig (see [KL79]). Since every w ∈ S_n can be written as a product of simple transpositions (i, i + 1), we have that the group algebra C [S_n ] can also be described as the C -algebra generated by {T_s}, where s runs through all simple transpositions, with the following relations

T^2_s =1 for every simple transposition s, T_sT_s′ =T_s′ T_s for every s = (i, i + 1) and s^′ = (j, j + 1) such that |i − j| > 1, T_sT_s′ T_s =T_s′ T_sT_s′ for every s = (i, i + 1) and s^′ = (j, j + 1) such that |i − j| = 1.

The group algebra C [S_n ] admits a q-deformation called the Hecke algebra and denoted by H_n, constructed as follows. Since H_n will have the same generators as C [S_n ] but with slightly different relations, we will abuse the notation and still write T_s for the generators of H_n and write T_s(1) for the generators of C [S_n ]. More precisely, the algebra H_n is a C (q^{12} )-algebra^5 generated by T_s, with the following relations

T^2_s =(q − 1)T_s + q for every simple transposition s, T_sT_s′ =T_s′ T_s for every s = (i, i + 1) and s^′ = (j, j + 1) such that |i − j| > 1, T_sT_s′ T_s =T_s′ T_sT_s′ for every s = (i, i + 1) and s^′ = (j, j + 1) such that |i − j| = 1.

When we set q = 1, we recover the group algebra C [S_n ]. For elements a ∈ H_n, we write a(1) for the image of a via the specialization H_n → C [S_n ] given by sending q to 1 and T_s to T_s(1).

We know that each w ∈ S_n has a (non-unique) reduced expression w = s_1s_2 . . . s_{ℓ(w)} as product of simple transpositions. We define T_w := T_{s1} T_{s2} . . . T_{sℓ(w)} ,

which does not depend on the choice of the reduced expression of w. As a C (q^{12} )-vector space, we have that {T_w}_{w∈Sn} is a basis of H_n. We say that ℓ(w) is the length of w, and it is equal to the number of inversions of w.

Before we introduce the Kazhdan-Lusztig basis, we need to define the Bruhat order of S_n. Given z, w ∈ S_n, we say that z ≤ w if for some (equivalently, for every) reduced expression w = s_1 . . . s_{ℓ(w)} there exist 1 ≤ i_1 < i_2 < . . . < i_k ≤ ℓ(w) such that z = s_{i1} . . . s_{ik} .

5Usually the definition is over Z[q^1_2 , q−^1_2 ].

Alex Abreu and Antonio Nigro 9

The Hecke algebra H_n has an involution ι given by ι: H_n → H_n q^{12} → q^{− 12} T_w → T^{−1}_{w−1} . The Kazhdan-Lusztig basis {C^′_w}_{w∈Sn} of H_n is defined by the properties

(1i) ι(C^′_w ) = C^′_w, q^{ℓ(w)2} C^′_w = ∑ z≤w P_{z,w}(q)T_z , where P_{z,w}(q) ∈ Z[q], P_{w,w}(q) = 1, and deg(P_{z,w}) <^{ℓ(w)−ℓ(z)}_2 for every z ≠ w. The existence of such a basis is established in [KL79] and the polynomials P_{z,w}(q) are called Kazhdan-Lusztig polynomials.

We have that the elements considered in Equation (1e) satisfy C^′_{[i,j]} = C^′_{w[i,j]} (1) where w_{[i,j]}(k) = { k if k /∈ [i, j] j − k + i if k ∈ [i, j]. and the elements C^′_m = ∑ w≤m T_w satisfy C^′_m = C^′_{wm} (1) where w_m is the lexicographically greatest permutation satisfying w_m(i) ≤ m(i) for all i ∈ [n]. Definition 1.7. The permutations of the form w_m for some Hessenberg function m are called codominant permutations.

Recall that in Section 1.2 we have defined the element I_{λ/μ} of C [S_n ] ⊗ Λ associated to the Jacobi-Trudi matrix H_{λ/μ}. Haiman proved the following in [Hai93].

Theorem 1.8 (Haiman). The element I_{λ/μ} is a non-negative integer linear combination of the basis elements C^′_w(1) ⊗ s_ν′ (x), where {C^′_w(q)} is the Kazhdan-Lusztig basis of the Hecke algebra H_n.

Each irreducible C -representation of S_n lifts to an irreducible C (q^{12} )-representation of H_n (see [GP00, Theorem 8.1.7]). Hence if χ is an irreducible character of S_n and, abusing notation, χ is the corresponding character of H_n, we have that χ(a(1)) = χ(a)(1), for every a ∈ H_n. We define the (dual) Frobenius character of an element a ∈ H_n by ch(a) = ∑ χ^λ(a)s_λ(x) ∈ C (q^{12} ) ⊗ Λ.

In [Hai93, Lemma 1.1] Haiman proved that χ^λ(q^{ℓ(w)2} C^′_w) is a symmetric unimodal polynomial in q with non-negative integer coefficients. This result, together with Theorem 1.8, gives a proof of Theorem 1.3. We note that [Hai93, Lemma 1.1] says that ch(q^{ℓ(w)2} C^′_w) is Schur-positive, in the sense that its coefficients in the Schur-basis are polynomials in q with non-negative integer coefficients.

Haiman also made some conjectures. The first regarding positivity of monomial characters of Kazdhan-Lusztig elements.

Conjecture 1.9 (Haiman). For every w ∈ S_n, the Frobenius character of the Kazhdan-Lusztig elements ch(q^{ℓ(w)2} C^′_w ) is h-positive.

10 A geometric approach to characters of Hecke algebras

Conjecture 1.9 imply Conjecture 1.5 via Theorem 1.8. Before we state the others, we need a definition.

Definition 1.10. A permutation w ∈ S_n is smooth if P_{e,w}(q) = 1, or equivalently, if w avoids the patterns 3412 and 4231. A permutation that is not smooth will be called singular. Conjecture 1.11 (Haiman). If w is a smooth permutation, then there exists a codominant permutation w^′ such that ch(C^′_w ) = ch(C^′_w′ ).

Conjecture 1.12 (Haiman). Let w be a singular permutation, then there exists codominant permutations w_1, . . . , w_k such that

ch(C^′_w ) = ch(C^′_{w1} ) + ch(C^′_{w2} ) + . . . , ch(C^′_{wk} )

and^6 P_{e,w} (q) = ∑ 1≤i≤k q^{ℓ(w)−ℓ(wi )2} . Together with Theorem 1.8, Conjectures 1.11 and 1.12 imply the Stanley-Stembridge conjecture 1.6 by taking q = 1 and recalling that if w is a codominant permutation then (C^′_w)(1) = C^′_m for some Hessenberg function m. Conjecture 1.11 was first proved combinatorially by Clearman-Hyatt- Shelton-Skandera in [CHSS16]. In an upcoming work we provide a geometric proof of the same result and a counter-example to Conjecture 1.12.

1.4. Chromatic symmetric functions. Another interpretation of the symmetric functions E^N_{λ/μ} (recall equations (1f) and (1g)) can be given in terms of colorings of particular graphs.

A graph is called an indifference graph if its vertex set is [n] := {1, 2, . . . , n} for some natural number n and such that if {i, j} is an edge with i < j, then {i, k} and {k, j} are also edges for every k such that i < k < j. Indifference graphs are naturally associated with Hessenberg functions. The graph G_m induced by a Hessenberg function m is the graph with vertex set [n] and edge set {(i, j); i < j ≤ m(i)}. Every indifference graph arises in this way.

The chromatic polynomial of a graph admits a symmetric function generalization introduced by Stanley in [Sta95], called the chromatic symmetric function. Given a graph G, it is defined as

csf(G) := ∑ κ x_κ, where x_κ := ∏ v∈V (G) xκ(v) and the sum runs through all proper colorings of the vertices κ: V (G) →

N. A coloring κ is proper if κ(v) ≠ κ(v^′) whenever v and v^′ are adjacent. We have that csf(G) lies in Λ.

For m defined as in Equation (1h), the chromatic symmetric function of the graph G_m is related to the symmetric function E^N_{λ/μ} via the following equality (see [SS93, Proposition 4.1 and Section 5]) E^N_{λ/μ} = ω(csf(G_m)),

where ω : Λ → Λ is the involution defined by ω(e_n) = h_n.^7 The special case of the Stanley- Stembridge conjecture (Conjecture 1.5) corresponding to ν^′ = N can hence be restated as: Conjecture 1.13. For every Hessenberg function m, we have that csf(G_m) is e-positive.

6The condition on the Kazhdan-Lusztig polynomials is a consequence of the character equality. 7Equivalently, we could define ω by ω(pn) = (−1)n−1 pn, or alternatively, by ω(s λ) = s_λt , where λ^t is the transposed partition of λ.

Alex Abreu and Antonio Nigro 11

The conjecture above was also extended (see [Sta95]) to more general graphs, namely incomparability graphs of 3 + 1-free posets, but it was reduced to the case of indifference graphs by Guay-Paquet in [GP13].

A q-analogue of the function csf is the chromatic quasisymmetric function introduced in [SW16] by Shareshian-Wachs. For a graph G with vertex set [n], the chromatic quasisymmetric function csf_q (G) is defined as

csf_q (G) := ∑ κ q^{ascG(k)}x_κ,

where the sum runs through all proper colorings of G and asc_G(κ) := |{(i, j); i < j, κ(i) < κ(j), {i, j} ∈ E(G)}| is the number of ascents of the coloring κ. For a general graph the quasisymmetric chromatic function is usually not symmetric, however when G is an indifference graph, then csf_q (G) is symmetric. By results of Clearman-Hyatt-Shelton-Skandera [CHSS16], we have that if w_m ∈ S_n is the codominant permutation associated to the Hessenberg function m, then

(1j) ch(q^{ℓ(w)2} C^′_{wm} ) = ω(csf_q (G_m)).

In a subsequent work we will give a proof of this equality using the modular law for the chromatic quasisymmetric function.

1.5. The Hecke algebra and the flag variety. Although in the previous section we defined the Hecke algebra as a q-deformation of the group algebra C [S_n ], historically the Hecke algebra was constructed as follows.

Let G be any finite group and B a subgroup of G. We define H(G, B) as the set of B-bi-invariant functions ϕ: G → C , that is H(G, B) = {ϕ: G → C ; ϕ(hgh^′ ) = ϕ(g) for every g ∈ G, h, h^′ ∈ B}. We equip H(G, B) with a multiplication given by the convolution

(ϕ_1 · ϕ_2)(g) = 1 |G| ∑ a∈G ϕ_1(ga^{−1})ϕ_2(a).

As C -vector space, we can find a basis for H(G, B) given by the characteristic functions of the double cosets B\G/B. That is, for each g ∈ G, we consider the set BgB, and define

ϕ_g (g^′) = { 1 if g^′ ∈ BgB 0 otherwise.

Of course, ϕ_g only depends on the double coset BgB.

Iwahori described the Hecke algebra when G = SL_n(F_q ), for some finite field F_q and B the Borel subgroup of upper-triangular matrices, although with a slightly different normalization for the convolution given by

(ϕ_1 · ϕ_2)(g) = 1 |B| ∑ a∈G ϕ_1(ga^{−1})ϕ_2(a).

For each permutation w ∈ S_n, we choose a matrix M_w ∈ SL_n(F_q ) with all entries 0 except for the entries (M_w)_{w(j)j} (the matrix M_w is essentially the permutation matrix associated to w, but modified in such a way to satisfy det(M_w) = 1). Then the set {M_w}_{w∈Sn} is a complete set of representatives for B\G/B (this is the Bruhat decomposition of G). This means that for each

12 A geometric approach to characters of Hecke algebras

w ∈ S_n, we have an associated characteristic function ϕ_w := ϕ_{Mw} . Iwahori proved that H(G, B) has the following multiplication rules (see [Iwa64]).

ϕ^2_s =(q − 1)ϕ_s + q for every simple transposition s, ϕ_sϕ_s′ =ϕ_s′ ϕ_s for every s = (i, i + 1) and s^′ = (j, j + 1) such that |i − j| > 1, ϕ_sϕ_s′ ϕ_s =ϕ_s′ ϕ_sϕ_s′ for every s = (i, i + 1) and s^′ = (j, j + 1) such that |i − j| = 1, ϕ_w =ϕ_{s1} ϕ_{s2} . . . ϕ_{sℓ(w)} where w = s_1s_2 . . . s_{ℓ(w)} is a reduced expression for w.

We just point out that q in the equation above is a power of a prime number instead of being a variable as in the previous section.

Unsurprisingly, the Hecke algebra H_n is related to the general linear group G = GL_n(C ) and its Borel subgroup B of upper triangular matrices. The remainder of this section is devoted to describe this relation.

We begin by defining the flag variety B := G/B. It can be identified as the projective variety parametrizing flags of vector subspaces, that is B = {V_1 ⊂ V_2 ⊂ . . . ⊂ V_n = C^n ; dim_C (V_i) = i}, often writing V_• instead of V_1 ⊂ . . . ⊂ V_n. This identification is constructed as follows: For each matrix g ∈ G with columns (v_1 v_2 . . . v_n), we associate the flag V_• given by V_i = ⟨v_1, . . . , v_i⟩. It is clear that every matrix in gB gives rise to the same flag.

If F_• is the flag given by the identity matrix, that is F_i = ⟨e_1, . . . , e_i⟩ and V^w_• is the flag given by the permutation matrix M_w, then dim V^w_i ∩ F_j = |{k; k ≤ i, w(k) ≤ j}| =: r_{i,j} (w). Moreover, the same equality holds for every flag associated to a matrix g ∈ BM_wB. For a permutation w and a fixed flag F_•, the Schubert variety associated to w and F_• is defined as Ω_{w,F•} := {V_•; dim V_i ∩ F_j ≥ r_{i,j} (w)}. We also set Ω^∘_{w,F•} := {V_•; dim V_i ∩ F_j = r_{i,j} (w)} = BM_wB/B. We have that Ω_{w,F•} = Ω^∘_{w,F•} and Ω_{w,F•} = ⋃ z≤w Ω^∘_{z,F•} . In particular, {Ω^∘_{w,F•} }_{w∈Sn} stratify B.

There are also relative versions, which we call the relative Schubert varieties: Ω_w := {(F_•, V_•); dim V_i ∩ F_j ≥ r_{i,j} (w)} ⊂ B × B, Ω^∘_w := {(F_•, V_•); dim V_i ∩ F_j = r_{i,j} (w)} ⊂ B × B.

As before, we have that Ω_w = Ω^∘_w, Ω_{w,} = ⋃ y≤w Ω^∘_{y,}, and {Ω^∘_w}_{w∈Sn} stratify B × B.

Example 1.14. We note that the inequalities defining Schubert varieties are somewhat redundant. For example, for n = 4, we have that Ω_{3412} = {(F_•, V_•); V_1 ⊂ F_3, F_1 ⊂ V_3}, Ω_{2341} = {(F_•, V_•); V_1 ⊂ F_2, V_2 ⊂ F_3}, Ω_{4231} = {(F_•, V_•); dim V_2 ∩ F_2 ≥ 1}.

In Definition 1.10 we defined smooth permutations, terminology derived from the fact that the Schubert variety Ω_w is smooth if and only if the permutation w is smooth. More generally, the Kazhdan-Lusztig polynomial P_{z,w}(q) is a “measure” of how singular Ω_w is at each point in Ω^∘_z. This can be made precise with the following construction described in Springer’s article [Spr82].

We recall that if X is a complex algebraic variety, its singular cohomology (with complex coefficients) is the same as the (Čech) cohomology of the trivial sheaf C_X , that is H^i(X , C ) = H^i(C_X ).

Alex Abreu and Antonio Nigro 13

However, singular cohomology is not well behaved for singular varieties, for instance Poincaré duality does not hold in general. In [GM80] and [GM83], Goresky-Macpherson introduced the notion of intersection cohomology, which agrees with singular cohomology for smooth varieties and is better behaved in presence of singularities. Sheaf theoretically, this corresponds to replacing the trivial sheaf C_X with the so-called intersection cohomology complex IC_X . The intersection cohomology group IH^∗(X , C ) is then defined as the hypercohomology H^∗(IC_X ) of the intersection cohomology sheaf. We refer to Section 2 for a brief review of bounded derived categories, perverse sheaves, and intersection cohomology.

We consider the bounded derived category D = D^b_{cons}(B × B) of sheaves on B × B of C -vector spaces cohomologically constructible with respect to the stratification given by relative Schubert varieties. For each relative Schubert variety Ω_w its intersection cohomology complex IC_{Ωw} is an object of D (after pushing forward to B × B).

We have a map h: Objects(D) → H_n given by h(A_•) = ∑ w∈S_n ∑ i∈Z dim(H^i(A_•)_{(V} e_{• ,V} w_{• )})q^{i2} T_w,

where V^w_• is the flag associated to the permutation matrix M_w and H^i(A_•)_{(V} e_{• ,V} w_{• )} is the stalk at the point (V^e_• , V^w_• ) ∈ Ω^∘_w ⊂ B × B of the i-th cohomology sheaf H^i(A_•) of the complex A_•.

It is worth noticing that if

(1k) A_• = . . . 0 → C_{Ωw} → 0 → . . .

is the complex associated to the trivial sheaf C_{Ωw} supported in degree 0, then

dim H^i(A_•)_{(V} e_{• ,V} z_{• )} = { 1 if i = 0 and z ≤ w, 0 otherwise.

Consequently, h(A_•) = ∑ z≤w T_z. The right-hand side above is precisely q^{ℓ(w)2} C^′_w when w is smooth. In general, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 1.15 (Springer). If IC_{Ωw} is the intersection cohomology sheaf of the relative Schubert variety Ω_w, then

(1l) h(IC_{Ωw} ) = q^{− dim B2} C^′_w.

In particular, the Kazhdan-Lusztig polynomials P_{z,w}(q) are equal (up to multiplication by a power of q^8) to ∑ i∈Zdim(H^i(IC_{Ωw} )_{(V} e_{• ,V} z_{• )})q^{i2} .

Since the argument in the proof of Springer’s theorem plays a crucial role in our results, we will give an idea of the proof. As usual when working with singular varieties, we will consider a desingularization, which in this case is the Bott-Samelson resolution of Ω_w. It is constructed as follows. Let s = (s_1, . . . , s_{ℓ(w)}) be a reduced word for w, that is s_i = (k_i, k_i + 1) are simple transpositions and w = s_1 . . . s_{ℓ(w)}. Define

BS_s := {(V^0_• , V^1_• , . . . , V^{ℓ(w)}_• ); V^{i−1}_j = V^i_j for every i, j with j ≠ k_i} ⊂ B × B × . . . × B.

8This power of q and the one appearing in Equation (1l) vary depending on how we index the degrees on which perverse sheaves are supported. See [GM83, Section 2.3] for a list of possibilities on how to index complexes of sheaves and see Section 2 for our choice of indexing scheme.

14 A geometric approach to characters of Hecke algebras

We have a natural map α_s : BS_s → B × B given by projecting to the first and to the last factors whose image is precisely Ω_w. We will also denote by α_s the induced morphism α_s : BS_s → Ω_w. Example 1.16. If w = 2341 ∈ S_4, then we can choose s = ((1, 2), (2, 3), (3, 4)), to which it corresponds the resolution

BS_s = F_1 ⊂ F_2 ⊂ F_3, V_1 ⊂ F_2 ⊂ F_3, V_1 ⊂ V_2 ⊂ F_3, V_1 ⊂ V_2 ⊂ V_3 .

From this description we can see that the image α_s(BS_s) ⊂ B × B is precisely the set of pairs (F_•, V_•) such that V_1 ⊂ F_2 and V_2 ⊂ F_3, that is, α_s(BS_s) = Ω_{2341}.

The map α_s has a Whitney stratification given by Ω^∘_z for z ≤ w. Since the varieties Ω^∘_z are simply connected, we have that the decomposition theorem (see Theorem 2.1) reads

(1m) α_{s∗}(C_{BS s} [dim BS_s]) = ⨁ z≤w IC_{Ωz} ⊗ L_z, where C_{BS s} [dim BS_s] is the trivial complex (as in Equation (1k)) shifted dim BS_s times to the left, and L_z = ⨁ i∈ZL_{z,i} are graded vector spaces. Let

Poin(L) := ∑ i∈Z dim(L_i)q^{i2}

be the Poincaré-Hilbert series of a graded vector space L = ⨁ i∈ZL_i and define

Q_{z,s}(q^{12} ) := Poin(L_z).

Applying the map h to Equation (1m), we have

(1n) h(α_{s∗}(C_{BS s} [dim BS_s])) = ∑ z≤w h(IC_{Xz} )Q_{z,s}(q^{12} ).

Since α_s is proper and birational, we have that Q_{w,s}(q^{12} ) = 1 and Q_{z,s}(q^{− 12} ) = Q_{z,s}(q^{12} ) (see [Spr82] for more details). Moreover, the left-hand side of Equation (1n) can be explicitly computed as h(α_{s∗}(C_{BS s} [ℓ(w)])) = q^{− ℓ(w)2} ∏ 1≤i≤ℓ(w) (1 + T_{si} ).

Substituting in Equation (1n), we have that q^{− ℓ(w)2} ∏ 1≤i≤n (1 + T_{si} ) = q^{dim B2} ( h(IC_{Ωw} ) + ∑ z<w h(IC_{Ωz} )Q_{z,s}(q^{12} ) ) .

Proceeding by induction, we can assume that q^{dim B2} h(IC_{Ωz} ) = C^′_z for z < w, which gives us that

q^{dim B2} h(IC_{Ωw} ) = q^{− ℓ(w)2} ∏ 1≤i≤ℓ(w) (1 + T_{si} ) − ∑ C^′_zQ_{z,s}(q^{12} ).

This proves that q^{dim B2} h(IC_{Ωw} ) satisfies the conditions in Equation (1i), from which we conclude that q^{dim B2} h(IC_{Ωw} ) = C^′_w.

Theorem 1.15 provides a deep connection between Schubert varieties and the Kazhdan-Lusztig elements C^′_w . A natural question would be:

Question 1.17. What is the relation between the Schubert varieties and the characters ch(q^{ℓ(w)2} C^′_w)?

Alex Abreu and Antonio Nigro 15

Haiman observed that the coefficient of s_n in ch(q^{ℓ(w)2} C^′_w), which is the evaluation at q^{ℓ(w)2} C^′_w of the trivial character χ^n, satisfies

(1o) χ^n(q^{ℓ(w)2} C^′_w) = Poin(IH^∗(Ω_{w,F•} )).

In the next section we will introduce Lusztig varieties, whose geometry completely characterizes ch(q^{ℓ(w)2} C^′_w).

1.6. Subvarieties of the flag varieties. We begin with an example of how the chromatic symmetric function can be recovered from the geometry of certain varieties.

Example 1.18. Let n be a positive integer and consider Y_n the toric variety given by the Weyl chambers of S_n, the Weyl group of type A_{n−1} (see [Pro90]). Another description of Y_n is to begin with P^{n−1} = {(x_1 : . . . : x_n)} and perform a sequence of blowups in the following order.

(1) Blow up P^{n−1} along the points P_i := (0 : . . . : 0 : 1 : 0 : . . . : 0) = V (x_1, . . . , ^x_i, . . . , x_n) for i = 1, . . . , n. (2) Then blow up the resulting variety along the strict transforms of the lines ℓ_{ij} := V (x_1, . . . , ^x_i, . . . , ^x_j , . . . , x_n) for 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n. (3) Now blow up the strict transforms of planes and so on.

Since S_n acts on the Weyl chambers of S_n, we have that S_n acts on the variety Y_n and hence on its cohomology ring as well. More explicitly, S_n acts on P^{n−1} by permuting the coordinates, and all the loci we are blowing up are invariant under this action, so this action lifts to an action of S_n on Y_m(X).

Stanley in [Sta89, Proposition 12], based on a recurrence of Procesi in [Pro90], observed that the Frobenius character of the action of S_n on H^∗(Y_n) coincides with ω(csf(G_m)), where m = (2, 3, 4, . . . , n − 1, n, n) is a Hessenberg function (in this case G_m is the path graph with n vertices). Moreover Shareshian-Wachs noted that if we take the grading of H^∗(Y_n) into account we have that

ω(csf_q(G_m)) = ∑ i ch ( H^{2i}(Y_n) ) q^i. If n = 4, then Y_n is obtained by blowing up P^3 along the four points (1 : 0 : 0 : 0), (0 : 1 : 0 : 0), (0 : 0 : 1 : 0), (0 : 0 : 0 : 1), and then along the strict transforms of the six lines (∗ : ∗ : 0 : 0), (∗ : 0 : ∗ : 0), (∗ : 0 : 0 : ∗), (0 : ∗ : ∗ : 0), (0 : ∗ : 0 : ∗), and (0 : 0 : ∗ : ∗). The cohomology of Y_n has basis described in Table 1 below.

Codimension Generators Frob. Char.

0 Y_n h_4, 2 H, E_{ij} , E_i h_4 + h_{2,2} + h_{3,1} 4 L, L_{ij} , L_i h_4 + h_{2,2} + h_{3,1} 6 pt h_4.

Table 1. Generators of H^∗(Y_n) and the Frobenius character of the action of S_n in each codimension. Here H and L are, respectively, the pullback of the hyperplane and line classes of P^3. The classes E_{ij} and E_i are, respectively, the classes of the exceptional divisors over the lines ℓ_{ij} and over the points P_i. The classes L_{ij} and L_i are, respectively, the classes of lines inside E_{ij} and E_i.

16 A geometric approach to characters of Hecke algebras

The group S_4 acts on H^∗(Y_n) by fixing Y_n(X), H, L and pt and permuting the indices of E_{ij} , E_i, L_{ij} and L_i. We can decompose this action as a sum of representations i^{Sn}_{Sλ} , from which we get ∑ i ch(H^i(Y_m(X)))q^{i2} = (1 + q + q^2 + q^3)h_4 + (q + q^2)h_{3,1} + (q + q^2)h_{2,2},

while csf_q(G_{(2,3,4,4)}) = (1 + q + q^2 + q^3)e_4 + (q + q^2)e_{3,1} + (q + q^2)e_{2,2}.

The variety Y_n in Example 1.18 can be seen as a subvariety of the flag variety. Indeed, if X is any regular semisimple n × n matrix, then Y_n is isomorphic to the variety {V_•; XV_j ⊂ V_{j+1} for j = 1, . . . , n − 1}. Generalizing the definition above, a Hessenberg variety associated to the Hessenberg function m and the n × n matrix X is the subvariety Y_m(X) of the flag variety B defined by Y_m(X) := {V_•; XV_j ⊂ V_{m(j)}}.

Hessenberg varieties where introduced by De Mari-Prochesi-Shayman in [DMPS92]. When X is regular semisimple (that is, when X has distinct eigenvalues), we have that Y_m(X) is smooth.

To avoid cumbersome notations in the sequel, we will define

(1p) ch(L) := ∑ ch(L_i)q^{i2} ,

where L = ⨁ i∈ZL_i is a graded S_n-module (equivalently, a graded representation).

Given a more general Hessenberg function, we still have a natural action of S_n on H^∗(Y_m(X)) for X a regular semisimple matrix. This action was described in [Tym08] by Tymozcko and is called the dot action. The Shareshian-Wachs conjecture, now proved by Brosnan-Chow in [BC18] and by Guay-Paquet in [GP16], states that:

Theorem 1.19. For a Hessenberg function m and a regular semisimple n × n matrix X, we have that ω(csf_q(G_m)) = ch(H^∗(Y_m(X))).

Before giving a brief idea of Brosnan-Chow’s proof, we need to introduce yet another basis of Λ. The monomial symmetric functions m_λ are defined as the sum of all distinct monomials whose sequence of exponents is a permutation of λ. For example m_{211} = x^2_1x_2x_3 + x_1x^2x_3 + x_1x_2x^2_3 + x^2_1x_2x_4 + . . . .

This basis relates to the Frobenius character map and to its dual as follows: If L is a graded S_n-module and L^{Sλ} denotes the subspace of L invariant by the action of S_λ, then

(1q) ch(L) = ∑ λ⊢n Poin(L^{Sλ} )m_λ.

Moreover, if a ∈ H_n, then

(1r) ch(a) = ∑ λ⊢n χ^{iSnS}λ (a)m_λ. Brosnan-Chow’s proof of the Shareshian-Wachs conjecture has two steps. First, they prove that (see [BC18, Theorem 35])

ω(csf_q (G_m)) = ∑ λ⊢n Poin(H^∗(Y_m(X_λ)))m_λ,

where X_λ is a regular matrix with Jordan block decomposition λ, that is, each eigenvalue has a single Jordan block, and the sizes of the blocks make up the partition λ. To do that, they give a combinatorial description of the coefficients of m_λ in ω(csf_q (G_m))) and check that they agree with the Poincaré polynomial of Y_m(X_λ), which was computed by Tymoczko in [Tym06].

Alex Abreu and Antonio Nigro 17

For the second step, they prove a deep palindromicity result about invariant cycles (see Theorem 2.8), which implies the isomorphism H^∗(Y_m(X_λ)) ∼= H^∗(Y_m(X))^{Sλ} .

Via equation (1j), Theorem 1.19 gives a geometric description of ch(q^{ℓ(w)2} C^′_{wm} ). This can be extended to every permutation w. Let X ∈ GL_n(C ),^9 w ∈ S_n be an invertible matrix and a permutation, then the Lusztig variety associated to X and w is defined as Y_w(X)^∘ := {V_•; dim XV_i ∩ V_j = r_{i,j} (w)},

Y_w(X) := Y_w(X)^∘.

When w = w_m is the codominant permutation associated to m, then the Lusztig variety Y_w(X) coincides with the Hessenberg variety Y_m(X).

The varieties Y_w(X) are usually singular (even when X is regular semisimple), so it is natural to look for an analogue of the Bott-Samelson resolution. Let X ∈ GL_n(C ) and let s = (s_1, . . . , s_{ℓ(w)}) be a reduced word for w with s_i = (k_i, k_i + 1), and define

(1s) Y_s(X) := {(V^0_• , . . . , V^{ℓ(w)}_• ); V^{i−1}_j = V^i_j for every i, j with j ≠ k_i, XV^0_• = V^n_• }.

Lusztig actually considered the relative versions Y_w := {(X, V_•); dim XV_i ∩ V_j = r_{i,j} (w)}, which comes with a forgetful map f : Y_w → GL_n(C ) (X, V_•) → X. and studied how f_∗(IC_{Yw} ) decomposes into simple perverse sheaves, which are called character sheaves (see Section 4).

These varieties are characteristic 0 analogues of the so-called Deligne-Lusztig varieties. If instead of working over the complex numbers we were over an algebraically closed field K of positive characteristic p, and if instead of X we would have considered the so-called Frobenius morphism Fr, then the variety Y_w(Fr)^∘ is a Deligne-Lusztig variety introduced by Deligne-Lusztig in [DL76] to study representations of GL_n(F_q ). We briefly recall their construction.

Let q = p^r be a power of p, then the Frobenius homomorphism Fr: K → K is defined by Fr(x) = x^q . The fixed locus of Fr is precisely F_q , the finite field with q elements. We also denote by Fr the map K^n → K^n (x_1, . . . , x_n) → (x^q_1, . . . , , x^q_n). If we consider the flag variety B_n(K) = {V_1 ⊂ V_2 ⊂ . . . ⊂ V_n = K^n}, we have an induced Frobenius morphism B_n(K) → B_n(K), that takes a flag V_• to the flag Fr(V_•) obtained by applying Fr to each vector space V_i.

For a permutation w ∈ S_n, the Deligne-Lusztig variety associated to w is defined as DL_w := {V_•; dim Fr(V_i) ∩ V_j = r_{i,j} (w)}.

It is a locally closed subvariety of B_n(K). Since for each element X ∈ GL_n(F_q ), we have that Fr(XV ) = X Fr(V ) for every subspace V ⊂ K^n, we have an action of GL_n(F_q ) on DL_w. This action lifts to an action of GL_n(F_q ) on the l-adic cohomology with compact supports of DL_w, which produces virtual representations of GL_n(F_q ) (see [DL76, Definition 1.5]).

9Here it is important that X is an invertible matrix, while in the definition of Hessenberg varieties we could consider any matrix X. In general, this means that Lusztig varieties are defined for elements of the algebraic group, while Hessenberg varieties are defined for elements of the Lie algebra.

18 A geometric approach to characters of Hecke algebras

Example 1.20. As in Example 1.18, if w = 234 . . . n1 is the codominant permutation associated to the Hessenberg function m = (2, 3, 4, . . . , n − 1, n, n), then DL_w is isomorphic to the Drinfeld’s halfspace P^{n−1}_K \ ⋃ H, where the union is over all F_q -rational hyperplanes, see [DL76, Section 2.2].

Actually, the Deligne-Lusztig construction is indeed a generalization of a construction of Drinfeld for SL_2 (see [Dri74]).

Going back to Example 1.18, we can see that the open locus Y_w(X)^∘ is isomorphic to P^{n−1}_C \ ⋃_n i=1 H_i, where H_i = V (x_i).

Although the varieties Y_w(X)^∘ and DL_w are similarly defined, there is not a direct translation of results. For instance, one of the tools in the study of Deligne-Lusztig varieties is Lang’s theorem, which states that the map GL_n(K) → GL_n(K) g → g^{−1}F (g) is finite and surjective. On the other hand, the image of the map GL_n(C ) → GL_n(C ) g → g^{−1}Xg is the conjugacy class of X and its fibers are isomorphic to the centralizer Z_G(X).

Also noteworthy is that when e ∈ S_n is the identity and X unipotent (that is, X −I is nilpotent), then the variety Y_e(X) is the so-called Springer fiber at X.

1.7. Results. The purpose of this paper is to use the techniques in Brosnan-Chow’s proof of the Shareshian-Wachs conjecture to recover the relation between the Frobenius characters of the Kazhdan-Lusztig basis elements of the Hecke algebra and the geometry of Lusztig varieties.

Since some of the results hold more generally, we make the following definition. Definition 1.21. Let G be a connected, simply-connected, semisimple algebraic group, B its Borel subgroup, W its associated Weyl group W and S the set of simple reflections of W . Denote by B := G/B the flag variety of G. For each X ∈ G, w ∈ W , and s = (s_1, . . . , s_n) a word in S, define the Lusztig varieties and their Bott-Samelson resolutions by^{10} Y_w(X)^∘ := {gB; g^{−1}Xg ∈ BẇB} ⊂ B Y_w(X) := {gB; g^{−1}Xg ∈ BẇB} Y_s(X) := {(g_0B, g_1B, . . . , g_nB); g^{−1}_0 Xg_n ∈ B, g^{−1}_{i+1}g_i ∈ B ∪ Bṡ_iB} where ẇ, ṡ_i ∈ G are representatives of w and s_i respectively.

Theorem 1.22. Let G be a connected, simply connected, semisimple algebraic group over C , W its associated Weyl group, and S the set of simple reflections in W . Given X a regular semisimple element of G and w ∈ W , there exists a natural monodromy action of W on the intersection cohomology group IH^∗(Y_w (X)). Moreover we have

χ^{iW}J (q^{ℓ(w)2} C^′_w) = Poin(IH^∗(Y_w(X))^{WJ} )

for every J ⊂ S. In particular, when G = SL_n(C ) and W = S_n, we have

ch(q^{ℓ(w)2} C^′_w) = ch(IH^∗(Y_w(X)))

for every w ∈ S_n.

Note that the second part of Theorem 1.22 follows directly from the first part and from Equations (1q) and (1r). When w = w_m is codominant, we recover Theorem 1.19.

10When X is regular we have that Yw (X) = Yw (X)∘.

Alex Abreu and Antonio Nigro 19

Example 1.23. Let w ∈ S_n be a Coxeter element of S_n, that is, w is the product of all simple transpositions of S_n in some order, and let X be a regular semisimple matrix. Then Y_w(X) is isomorphic to the toric variety of Weyl chambers of S_n as in Example 1.18. In particular, for each Coxeter element, we have that Y_w(X) is isomorphic to Y_m(X) for m = (2, 3, . . . , n − 1, n, n).

For instance, assume that X is a diagonal matrix and consider w = 3142 = (2, 3) · (1, 2) · (3, 4), then Y_w(X) = {V_•; V_1 ⊂ XV_2, XV_2 ⊂ V_3}.

We consider the varieties ^Y_w (X) = {(V_1, V_2); V_1 ⊂ V_2, V_1 ⊂ XV_2}, P^3 = Gr(1, 4) = {V_1 ⊂ C^4 } and the forgetful map f_1 : ^Y_w (X) → P^3 (V_1, V_2) → V_1.

We have that f^{−1}_1 (V_1) = {(V_1, V_2); V_2 ⊇ V_1 + X^{−1}V_1}, and f_1 is an isomorphism on the locus where X^{−1}V_1 ≠ V_1, since in this case dim(V_1 + X^{−1}V_1) = 2. If X^{−1}V_1 = V_1, then f^{−1}_1 (V_1) is isomorphic to P^2 = {V_2; V_1 ⊂ V_2 ⊂ C^4 }. The locus in P^3 where X^{−1}V_1 = V_1 is precisely the set of points {(1 : 0 : 0 : 0), (0 : 1 : 0 : 0), (0 : 0 : 1 : 0), (0 : 0 : 0 : 1)} corresponding to the eigenvectors of X. This means that ^Y_w(X) is isomorphic to the blow-up of P^3 along these points.

Now consider the forgetful map f_2 : Y_w(X) → ^Y_w (X) (V_1, V_2, V_3) → (V_1, V_2).

As before, we have f^{−1}_2 (V_1, V_2) = {(V_1, V_2, V_3); V_3 ⊃ V_2 + XV_2} and f_2 is an isomorphism on the locus where XV_2 ≠ V_2. Notice that V_1 ⊂ XV_2 ∩ V_2 for every (V_1, V_2) ∈ ^Y_w(X), and hence dim(V_2 + XV_2) ≤ 3 with equality if and only if XV_2 ≠ V_2. Moreover, if XV_2 = V_2, then f^{−1}_2 (V_1, V_2) is isomorphic to P^1 = {V_3; V_2 ⊂ V_3 ⊂ C^4 }. The condition XV_2 = V_2 implies that V_2 = ⟨e_i, e_j ⟩ for some distinct i, j ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4}. This means that V_1 ∈ P^3 belongs to one of the lines (∗ : ∗ : 0 : 0), (∗ : 0 : ∗ : 0), (∗ : 0 : 0 : ∗), (0 : ∗ : ∗ : 0), (0 : ∗ : 0 : ∗), (0 : 0 : ∗ : ∗) ⊂ P^3.

Moreover, the locus {(V_1, V_2); XV_2 = V_2} will be precisely the union of the strict transforms of these lines. This means that f_2 is the blow-up of ^Y_w(X) at these strict transforms.

For Coxeter elements w ∈ S_n, one can compute ch(q^{ℓ(w)2} C^′_w) as in [Hai93, Proposition 4.2]. It does not depend on the Coxeter element and agrees with ω(csf_q (G_m)) for m = (2, 3, . . . , n−1, n, n). Example 1.24. Let us make an example for a singular permutation. Let w = 3412 be a permutation in S_4 and let X be a regular semisimple diagonal matrix. Let us describe the variety Y_w(X). In this case, we have that (see Example 1.14) Y_w(X) = {V_•; XV_1 ⊂ V_3, V_1 ⊂ XV_3}.

Consider the image ^Y_w (X) of Y_w(X) in the partial flag variety {(V_1, V_3); V_1 ⊂ V_3 ⊂ C^4 }, that is ^Y_w (X) = {(V_1, V_3); XV_1 ⊂ V_3, V_1 ⊂ XV_3}.

Then the map Y_w(X) → ^Y_w(X) is a P^1-bundle.

We take a similar approach as in example 1.23 and consider the forgetful map f_1 : ^Y_w(X) → Gr(1, 4) = P^3 = {(x_1 : x_2 : x_3 : x_4)} (V_1, V_3) → V_1.

The fibers of f_1 over a point V_1 ∈ Gr(1, 4) can be described as f^{−1}_1 (V_1) = {(V_1, V_3); V_3 ⊃ X^{−1}V_1 + V_1 + XV_1}.

20 A geometric approach to characters of Hecke algebras

However, we have that dim(X^{−1}V_1 + V_1 + XV_1) ≤ 2 if and only if V_1 ⊂ ⟨e_i, e_j ⟩ for some distinct i, j ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4}. The condition V_1 ⊂ ⟨e_i, e_j ⟩ means that V_1 lies inside one of the lines ℓ_{ij}

(∗ : ∗ : 0 : 0), (∗ : 0 : ∗ : 0), (∗ : 0 : 0 : ∗), (0 : ∗ : ∗ : 0), (0 : ∗ : 0 : ∗), (0 : 0 : ∗ : ∗) ⊂ P^3. This proves that f_1 is an isomorphism outside of the lines ℓ_{ij} . We leave to the reader to see that f_1 is the blowup of P^3 along the union of all these lines. We note that the natural action of S_4 on P^3 lifts to an action of S_4 on ^Y_w (X), since we are blowing-up an invariant locus.

If w^′ = 3142 as in Example 1.23, then we have seen that Y_w′ (X) = {V_•; V_1 ⊂ XV_2; XV_2 ⊂ V_3}.

We can consider the forgetful morphism f_2 : Y_w′ (X) → {(V_1, V_3); V_1 ⊂ V_3 ⊂ C^4 }.

Then f_2(Y_w′ (X)) = ^Y_w (X), because X^{−1}V_1 ⊂ V_2 ⊂ V_3 and XV_1 ⊂ XV_2 ⊂ V_3. The fibers of f_2 can be described as f^{−1}_2 (V_1, V_3) = {(V_1, V_2, V_3); V_2 ⊃ V_1 + X^{−1}V_1, V_2 ⊂ V_3 ∩ X^{−1}V_3}, In particular, f_2 is a birational map, and it is an isomorphism outside of the locus {(V_1, V_3); X^{−1}V_1 = V_1, X^{−1}V_3 = V_3}. This locus is a finite set of points and the fibers of f_2 over these points are isomorphic to P^1. This means that f_2 is a small resolution, in the sense of [BM83, Section 1.1].

Since f_2 is a small resolution, we have that IH^∗( ^Y_w (X)) = H^∗(Y_w′ (X)), and the latter cohomology group was described in Example 1.23 and 1.18. Then

ch(IH^∗( ^Y_w(X)) = ch(H^∗(Y_w′ (X))) = (1 + q + q^2 + q^3)h_4 + (q + q^2)h_{3,1} + (q + q^2)h_{2,2}

Since Y_w(X) → ^Y_w(X) is a P^1-bundle, we have that

ch(IH^∗(Y_w(X))) = (1 + q) ch(IH^∗( ^Y_w(X))) = (1 + 2q + 2q^2 + 2q^3 + q^4)h_4 + (q + 2q^2 + q^3)h_{3,1} + (q + 2q^2 + q^3)h_{2,2}

which agrees with ch(q^2C^′_w) (see for instance [Hai93, Table 1]).

To prove Theorem 1.22, we would like to follow Brosnan-Chow’s proof of Theorem 1.19. However, several problems appear. For example, even when X is regular semi-simple we have that Y_w(X) is singular whenever w is singular. This drives us to substitute usual cohomology for intersection cohomology. Even so, we would have to find affine pavings for Y_w(X), which is simply not possible when w is singular.

To overcome these difficulties, the idea is to work with the variety Y_s(X) (which is a desingularization of Y_w(X) when X is regular semisimple). Via arguments similar to Springer’s proof of the Kazhdan-Lusztig conjecture (see Sections 1.5 and 3.3), Theorem 1.22 becomes a consequence of the following theorem.

Theorem 1.25. Let G be a connected, simply connected, semisimple algebraic group over C , W its associated Weyl group, and S the set of simple reflections in W . Let X be a regular element of G and s = (s_1, . . . , s_ℓ) a reduced word of simple reflections of W . The following hold:

(1) The variety Y_s(X) is paved by affines. In particular H^i(Y_s(X)) = 0 for every odd i. (2) If the semisimple part X_s of X has Levi subgroup G_J for some J ⊂ S, then χ^{iW}J ( ℓ∏ i=1 (1 + T_{si} )) = Poin(H^∗(Y_s(X))).

In particular, the variety Y_s(X) has palindromic Betti numbers.

Alex Abreu and Antonio Nigro 21

(3) If X is regular semisimple, then there exists a natural monodromy action of W on the cohomology group H^∗(Y_s(X)) and χ^{iW}J ( ℓ∏ i=1 (1 + T_{si} )) = Poin(H^∗(Y_s(X))^{WJ} ).

In particular, if G = SL_n(C ) and W = S_n, then ch( ℓ∏ i=1 (1 + T_{si} )) = ch(H^∗(Y_s(X))).

For Hessenberg varieties, item (1) of Theorem 1.25 is done in [Tym06] for type A and [Pre13] for general algebraic groups (the palindromicity of Betti numbers is also proved in the latter work).

To prove Theorem 1.25, we proceed as follows. In Theorem 5.11 we give a combinatorial interpretation of χ^{iW}J ( ∏ (1 + T_{si} )) as the generating function of pairs (w, b) ∈ W × {0, 1}^ℓ satisfying “good” properties (see Definition 5.9). In Theorem 8.2 we prove that the varieties Y_s(X) have a paving by affines where each affine is indexed by a “good” element (w, b), and in particular, its Poincaré polynomial coincides with χ^{iW}J ( ∏ (1 + T_{si} )). This proves items (1) and (2) of Theorem 1.25.

To prove item (3) of Theorem 1.25, we apply the same arguments in Brosnan-Chow proof of Theorem 1.19. Via the local invariant cycle theorem (see Theorem 2.7) and Brosnan-Chow’s palindromicity result (see Theorem 2.8), we have that H^∗(Y_s(X))^{WJ} ∼= H^∗(Y_s(X_J )), where X_J is a regular element of G such that its semisimple part has Levi subgroup G_J . This is done in Section 10. The last statement of item (3) of Theorem 1.25 follows from Equations (1q) and (1r).

1.8. Outline. This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we recall some results about perverse sheaves and intersection cohomology. Among other things we recall the Beilinson-Bernstein-Deligne- Graber decomposition theorem (Theorem 2.1), their local invariant cycle map (Theorem 2.7), and the Brosnan-Chow palindromicity theorem (Theorem 2.8). Section 3 is devoted to the theory of algebraic groups, including discussions about Grothendieck-Springer simultaneous resolution, torus actions, the Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff formula, and flag varieties. In section 4 we briefly review the work of Lusztig on character sheaves. In Section 5 we recall some preliminaries about Coxeter groups and Hecke algebras, and give a combinatorial interpretation for the induced characters χ^{iW}J ((1 + T_{s1} ) . . . (1 + T_{sn} )). Section 6 is devoted to describe an affine paving of the Bott-Samelson variety that closely resembles the combinatorics in Section 5. In Section 7 we introduce the varieties Y_w(X) and Y_s(X), and establish some of their basic properties. In section 8 we construct a paving by affines for the varieties Y_s(X) and prove that their Poincaré polynomial agrees with the induced characters. Section 9 is devoted to the study of the monodromy of Y_w(X) and Y_s(X), including a proof that the Weyl group acts on the intersection cohomology of such varieties. In Section 10 we use all the previous results to prove our main Theorems, 1.22 and 1.25. Finally, Section 11 is devoted to further directions.

2. Decomposition theorem

In this section we recall the basic definitions and results concerning intersection homology, perverse sheaves, and the Decomposition Theorem of Bernstein-Beilinson-Deligne-Gabber. We refer to [KW06], [BBD82], [GM83] for more details.

We will restrict ourselves to algebraic varieties over C . Let X be a scheme of finite type over C and denote by X (C ) the topological space of its geometric points with the analytic topology. We denote by Shv(X ) the abelian category of sheaves of C -vector spaces over X (C ). An object F in

22 A geometric approach to characters of Hecke algebras

Shv(X ) will simply be called a sheaf over X . As usual we will denote by F_x the stalk of F at the point x ∈ X (C ) and the support of F is defined as Supp(F ) = {x ∈ X (C ); F_x ≠ {0}}.

As usual, if f : X → Y is a morphism we have left exact functors f_∗, f_! : Shv(X ) → Shv(Y), called the direct image and direct image with compact support, and an exact functor f^∗ : Shv(Y) → Shv(X ), called the inverse image. Also, if f : Y → X is an immersion, we write F |_Y := f^∗F for F ∈ Shv(X ).

If L is a vector space, the constant sheaf L_X is the sheaf defined by L_X (∅) = {0} and L_X (U) = L for every non-empty connected open set U ⊂ X (C ). A sheaf F is locally constant if there exists a covering (U_i)_{i∈I} of X (C ) such that F |_{Ui} is isomorphic to a constant sheaf. If X is connected, we call a locally constant sheaf F a local system. If X is connected, x ∈ X (C ) and L is a vector space, we have a bijection

(2a) {Local systems F with F_x ∼= L} ↔ {homomorphisms π_1(X , x) → GL(L)}.

In particular, if X is simply connected every local system is a constant sheaf.

A sheaf F on X is constructible if there exists a stratification X = ⨆ X_i with each X_i a smooth locally closed subscheme such that F |_{Xi} is a local system on X_i for every i.

As usual, we denote by D^b_c(X ) the bounded derived category of sheaves of complex vector spaces on X with constructible cohomology. Its objects F are bounded complex of sheaves of vector spaces, that is F = . . . 0 → 0 → F_n → F_{n+1} → . . . → F_m → 0 → 0 . . . for some integers n < m. If F is a sheaf on X , we view F as the complex 0 → F → 0. As usual, we write F[n] for the shift of F to the left, H^i(F) for its i-th cohomology sheaf, and H^i(F ) for its i-th hypercohomology vector space. Moreover, if L is a vector space, we write F ⊗ L for the complex . . . 0 → 0 → F_n ⊗ L → F_{n+1} ⊗ L → . . . → F_m ⊗ L → 0 → 0 . . . . If L = ⨁ L^n is a graded vector space, we define F ⊗ L := ⨁ F ⊗ L^n[−n]. This is the same as F ⊗ L, where L = . . . → L^j_X → L^{j+1}_X → . . . is the complex of constant sheaves with every differential map being the zero map.

Let f : X → Y be a morphism. Below we list the usual functors between the categories D^b_c(X ) and D^b_c(Y). The first three are the derived functors of the usual functors between Shv(X ) and Shv(Y).

(1) The (derived) direct image f_∗ : D^b_c(X ) → D^b_c(Y).

(2) The (derived) direct image with proper supports f_! : D^b_c(X ) → D^b_c(Y). There exists a natural transformation f_! → f_∗ that is an isomorphism if f is proper.

(3) The (derived) inverse image f^∗ : D^b_c(Y) → D^b_c(X ).

(4) The extraordinary inverse image f^! : D^b_c(Y) → D^b_c(X ). The functor f^! is the right adjoint of f_!.

(5) The Verdier duality functor D_X : D^b_c(X ) → D^b_c(X ).

For simplicity we will write f_∗ instead of the usual notation Rf_∗ for the derived functor, and use R^0f_∗ : Shv(X ) → Shv(Y) for the direct image functor in the category of sheaves. Here, R^j f_∗(F) := H^j (f_∗F) for F ∈ D^b_c(X ), and similarly for f_!.

Below we list some properties of these functors: (1) H^j (F[m]) = H^{j+m}(F) (2) R^j f_∗(F[m]) = R^{j+m}f_∗(F) (3) ([KW06, Section 3.6]) If f : X → Spec(C ), we have that H^j (F) = R^j f_∗(F).

Alex Abreu and Antonio Nigro 23

(4) ([GM83, Page 92 item 13]) If we have a fiber diagramX2 X1

Y_2 Y_1

f^2g_Xf^1gY

then g^∗_Y f^1_∗ F ∼= f^2_∗ g^∗_X F for any F ∈ D^b_c(X ).

If X is smooth of complex dimension n, we have that its singular homology can be recovered as the hypercohomology of the trivial sheaf C_X [n]:

H^i(X , C ) = H^{i−n}(C_X [n]).

Since usual singular homology does not behave well for singular varieties, we resort to perverse sheaves and intersection homology.

A complex F in D^b_c(X ) is a perverse sheaf if

dim_C Supp(H^{−i}(F)) ≤ i

dim_C Supp(H^{−i}(D_X (F))) ≤ i.

Here we follow Beilinson-Bernstein-Deligne-Gabber indexing scheme. The category of perverse sheaves over X is a full subcategory of D^b_c(X ) and, moreover, an abelian category. We note that if X is smooth of dimension n then C_X [n] is a perverse sheaf. If U ⊂ X is a smooth open dense subvariety of X , then there exists a unique simple perverse sheaf IC_X such that IC_X |_U = C_U [n]. More generally, for any local system L on any smooth open dense subvariety U ⊂ X , there exists a unique simple perverse sheaf IC_X (L) such that IC_X (L)|_U = L[n]. This is called the intermediate extension of L (see [BBD82, Definition 1.4.22 and Corollaries 1.4.24 and 1.4.25]). Alternatively, if we write j : U → X for the inclusion, we have that IC_X (L) is the image of the natural morphism

j_!(L) → j_∗(L).

Moreover, we have that if U ⊂ X is an open immersion then IC_X |_U = IC_U .

If X is compact, the intersection cohomology of X with coefficients in C , denoted by IH^i(X ), is the (i − n)-th hypercohomology H^{i−n}(IC_X ). Moreover, we let IH^∗(X ) = ⨁ j IH^j (X ).

If i: Y → X is a closed immersion, U ⊂ Y an open dense subvariety, and L a local system on Y, we will abuse notation and write IC_Y (L) for i_∗(IC_Y (L)). We can now enunciate the decomposition theorem.

Theorem 2.1 (BBDG). Let X be an smooth algebraic variety of dimension n and f : X → Y a proper map to a possibly singular algebraic variety Y. Then there exists a stratification of Y = ⋃ Y_i, a local system L_{Yi ,b} on each stratum Y_i, and an integer b such that there exists an isomorphism

f_∗(C_X [n]) ∼= ⨁ Y_i ,b IC_{Yi} (L_{S,b})[−b]. Remark 2.2. If the all the strata Y_i ⊂ Y are simply connected, then the local systems are constant and we can write f_∗(C_X [n]) ∼= ⨁ Y_i IC_{Y i} ⊗ V_{Yi} . where V_{Yi} is a graded vector space.

Remark 2.3. The strata Y_i can be chosen as a stratification where the map f is a topological fibration. See [dCM05, Theorem 2.1.1 (c)].

Remark 2.4. When f : X → S is a smooth projective map of relative dimension d with S and X smooth, then f_∗(C_X ) ≃ ⨁ R^j f_∗(C_X )[−j]

24 A geometric approach to characters of Hecke algebras

and R^j f_∗(C_X ) are semisimple local systems on S. This version of the decomposition theorem was proven by Deligne in [Del68] and [Del71].

More generally if f : X → S is a proper topological fibration with S smooth, we have that

f_∗(IC_X ) ∼= ⨁ R^j f_∗(IC_X )[−j] and R^j f_∗(IC_X ) are local systems on S. Indeed, since the claim is local on S, we can assume that X = S × Y and f is the first projection. We consider the fiber diagram X = S × Y Y

S Spec(C )

p_2 f gh

By [GM83, Theorem 5.4.2] we have IC_X = p^∗_2(IC_Y )[− dim S], so that f_∗(IC_X ) ∼= f_∗p^∗_2(IC_Y )[− dim S] ∼= h^∗g_∗(IC_Y )[− dim S] ∼= h^∗( ⨁ R^j g_∗(IC_Y )[−j − dim S]) ∼= ⨁ h^∗(R^j g_∗(IC_Y )[−j − dim S]) ∼= ⨁ R^j f_∗(p^∗_2(IC_Y )[− dim S])[−j] ∼= ⨁ R^j f_∗(IC_X )[−j] and from R^j f_∗(IC_X ) ∼= h^∗(R^j g_∗(IC_Y )[− dim S]) we have that R^j f_∗(IC_X ) is a constant sheaf. We used the fact that f_∗p^∗_2 = h^∗g_∗, and that for each complex F over a point we have F ∼= ⊕H^j (F)[−j]. Proposition 2.5. Let f : X → S and g : Y → S be topological fibrations over S, with S and X smooth and let h: X → Y be an S-morphism. X Y

S hfg

Moreover, assume that h has a stratification Y_j such that Y_j → S is a fibration. Also, suppose that the local systems appearing in the decomposition theorem for h are trivial, that is

h_∗(C_X ) ∼= ⨁ IC_{Y j} ⊗ L_j , where L_j are graded vector spaces. Then for a point s ∈ S, we have

H_∗(X_s) ∼= ⨁ IH_∗(Y_{i,s}) ⊗ (L_i[−n + dim Y_i]).

Moreover the action of π_{S,s} on both sides is compatible with this isomorphism.

Proof. From h_∗(C_X ) ∼= ⨁ IC_{Y j} ⊗ L_j , we see that f_∗(C_X ) ∼= g_∗( ⨁ IC_{Yj} ⊗ L_j ).

Alex Abreu and Antonio Nigro 25

Taking cohomology, we have

(2b)

R^j f_∗(C_X ) = H^j (f_∗(C_X )) ∼= H^j (g_∗( ⨁ i IC_{Yi} ⊗ L_i)) ∼= ⨁ i H^j (g_∗(IC_{Yi} ) ⊗ L_i) ∼= ⨁ i ⨁ k H^j (g_∗(IC_{Yi} ) ⊗ L^k_i [−k]) ∼= ⨁ i ⨁ k H^{j−k} (g_∗(IC_{Yi} )) ⊗ L^k_i ∼= ⨁ i ⨁ k R^{j−k} g_∗(IC_{Yi} ) ⊗ L^k_i Where both sides are local systems by Remark 2.4. Taking the stalks at the point s ∈ S, we have H^{n+j} (X_s) = (R^j f_∗(C_X )_s) ∼= ⨁ i ⨁ k (R^{j−k}g_∗(IC_{Yi} ))_s ⊗ L^k_i ∼= ⨁ i ⨁ k IH^{dim Yi +j−k}(Y_{i,s}) ⊗ L^k_i , which implies H^∗(X_s) ∼= ⨁ IH^∗(Y_{i,s}) ⊗ (L_i[−n + dim Y_i]).

The action of π_1(S, s) on both sides is compatible with the isomorphism because Equation (2b) is an isomorphism of local systems (which are identified with representations of π_1(S, s)). □ Proposition 2.6. If f : X → S is a smooth map of relative dimension d and F a simple perverse sheaf on S, then f^∗(F)[d] is a simple perverse sheaf on X . In particular, a simple perverse sheaf F on S is a summand of a complex F^′ if and only if f^∗(F)[d] is a summand of f^∗(F^′).

Proof. This is [BBD82, 4.2.5 and 4.2.6]. □

2.1. Local invariant cycle map. We finish this section on perverse sheaves with a few results about invariant cycles.

Let f : X → Y be a smooth projective morphism between smooth varieties and y ∈ Y. The global invariant cycle map (see [Del71, Theorem 4.1.1]) says that we have a surjective map H^∗(X , C ) → H^∗(X_y, C )^{π1 (Y,y)}. There is a local version, called the local invariant cycle map, which we now state, see [[BBD82, Corollary 6.2.9], [dCM09] and [BC18, Theorem 54].

Theorem 2.7. Let f : X → Y be a proper surjective map of algebraic varieties with X smooth. Let U ⊂ Y be a Zariski open set where the restriction f^{−1}(U) → U is a smooth morphism. Let y ∈ Y \U and B_y be a small Euclidean ball centered at y and y_0 ∈ B_y ∩U. Then H^∗(X_y , C ) = H^∗(f^{−1}(B_y ), C ) and there is a surjective map H^∗(X_y , C ) → H^∗(X_{y0} , C )^{π1 (By ∩U,y0)}. We have the following characterization, due to Brosnan-Chow, of the cases where the local invariant cycle map is an isomorphism.

Theorem 2.8 ([BC18, Theorems 57 and 102]). Let f : X → Y be a projective morphism of reduced schemes of finite type over C with Y equidimensional. Let y ∈ Y be a closed point and define d := dim X − dim Y. Then the local invariant cycle maps are isomorphisms for all i if and only if the fiber X_y have palindromic Betti numbers, that is, dim H^i(X_y ) = dim H^{2d−i}(X_y) for every i = 0, . . . , n.

26 A geometric approach to characters of Hecke algebras

We refer to [BC18, Sections 5 and 6] for a more detailed discussion about the local invariant cycle map.

3. Algebraic groups and Lie algebras

In this section we review some results about algebraic groups and Lie algebras necessary to the following sections. We refer the reader to [MT11] and [Hal15] for more details.

Let G be a connected, simply-connected, semisimple algebraic group. Let T , B, and U be, respectively, a maximal torus, a Borel subgroup, and a unipotent subgroup of G such that B = T U = UT . Also, we let U^− be the opposed unipotent subgroup of U. As in the introduction we let B = G/B be the flag variety of G.

We denote by g, h, b, u, and u^− the Lie algebras associated with G, T , B, U, and U^−. Any subalgebra h^′ ⊂ g that is the Lie algebra of a maximal torus T^′ ⊂ G is called a Cartan subalgebra of g. Also, we write g_h for u ⊕ u^− (which depends only on h and not on the choice of u).

Denote by W = N_G(T )/T the Weyl group associated to T and let Φ and Φ^+ be the set of roots and positive roots, respectively, associated with the pair (T, B). Recall that there is a natural action of W on Φ. Let Δ ⊂ Φ^+ be the set of simple roots. We recall that there exists a natural bijection between Δ and the S of simple reflections of W . For each simple root α ∈ Δ we write s_α for the associated simple reflection in S and, conversely, α_s for the simple root associated to s ∈ S.

For each positive root γ ∈ Φ^+ we define its height as ht(γ) := ∑ α∈Δ a_α where γ = ∑ α∈Δ a_αα. We will, once and for all, choose representatives in N_G(T ) for each w ∈ W and call it ẇ. Moreover, for w ∈ W , we let Φ(w) := {γ ∈ Φ^+; w^{−1}(γ) ∈ Φ^−}.

For each γ ∈ Φ \ {0}, we denote by u_γ the associated root subspace in g and by U_γ the unipotent subgroup of G with Lie algebra u_γ . For every ordering of the roots in Φ^+, we have that

(3a) U = ∏ γ∈Φ^+ U_γ . If w ∈ W , we define u^w := ⨁ γ∈Φ(w) uγ and uw := ⨁ γ∈Φ^+\Φ(w) uγ and let U

w and U_w be the associated unipotent subgroups. Alternatively, we have that U^w = U ∩ ẇU^−ẇ^{−1} and U_w = U ∩ ẇUẇ^{−1}. The algebraic group G has a stratification G = ⨆ w∈W BẇB in Bruhat cells BẇB = U^wẇB, and correspondingly, the flag variety B = G/B is stratified by the Schubert strata U^wẇB/B.

Given a simple reflection s of W and its associated simple root α_s ∈ Δ, we denote by P_s the parabolic subgroup associated to s, that is the subgroup generated by B and U_{−αs} . It is well known that (3b) P_s = B ⊔ BṡB and P_s = ṡB ⊔ ṡBṡB. More generally, if J ⊂ S, we define the parabolic subgroup P_J as the subgroup generated by B and U_{−αs} for s ∈ J. The parabolic subgroup also has a Bruhat decomposition given by P_J = ⨆ w∈W_J BẇB. Here, WJ is the subgroup of W generated by J. Moreover, we define ΦJ ⊂ Φ as the

subset of roots that are linear combinations of the roots in J. We also write G_J for the subgroup of G generated by T, U_{±α}, and s_α ∈ J.

A element g ∈ G is regular if its centralizer Z_g(G) has the same rank as T . We denote by G^r the locus of regular elements, which is an open subset of G. Recall that every element g ∈ G can be written uniquely as g = g_sg_u = g_ug_s where g_s is semisimple and g_u is unipotent, in which case g is regular if and only if g_u is regular as an element of Z_{gs} (G). We write G^{rs} for the set of regular semisimple elements of G, also an open subset of G. Analogously we write B^r and B^{rs} for the regular and regular semisimple locus of B, and T^r for the regular locus of T . Example 3.1. If G = GL_n(C ), we can take T , B, U, and U^− to be the subgroups of diagonal matrices, upper triangular matrices, upper triangular matrices with all entries in its diagonal equal

Alex Abreu and Antonio Nigro 27

to 1, and lower triangular matrices with all entries in its diagonal equal to 1, respectively. In this case W = S_n, and for each w ∈ S_n, ẇ can be chosen as the permutation matrix given by ẇe_i = e_{w(i)}, where e_i is the canonical basis of C^n .

We have that g = Mat_n(C ), the space of n × n matrices with complex entries, and h, b, u, and u^− are the subspaces of g of diagonal matrices, upper triangular matrices, upper triangular matrices with all entries in its diagonal equal to 0, and lower triangular matrices with all entries in its diagonal equal to 0. The Lie bracket of g is the usual commutator [X, Y ] = XY − Y X.

The set of roots Φ lies inside the subspace x_1 + x_2 + . . . + x_n = 0 of R^n and its elements are γ_{i,j} = e_i − e_j , for i, j = 1, . . . , n. Moreover we have that Φ^+ = {γ_{i,j} ∈ Φ, i < j} and Δ = {γ_{i,i+1}; i = 1, . . . , n}, where the identification between Δ and S is given by γ_{i,i+1} → (i, i + 1). Since γ_{i,j} = γ_{i,i+1} + γ_{i+1,i+2} + . . . + γ_{j−1,j} , we have that ht(γ_{i,j} ) = j − i.

The unipotent subgroup U_{γi,j} is the set of matrices of the form I + λE_{i,j} , where E_{i,j} is the matrix with 1 in the entry (i, j) and 0 everywhere else, while the nilpotent subspace u_{γi,j} is the set of matrices of the form λE_{i,j} .

For w ∈ W , we have that the action of W on Φ is given by w(γ_{i,j} ) = γ_{w(i),w(j)}. This means that for each γ_{i,j} ∈ Φ^+ we have that w^{−1}(γ_{i,j} ) ∈ Φ^− if and only if w^{−1}(i) > w^{−1}(j), or equivalently, ℓ(w^{−1}(j, i)) < ℓ(w^{−1}). If n = 4 and w = 4213, then Φ(w) = {γ_{1,2}, γ_{1,4}, γ_{2,4}, γ_{3,4}}, hence

U^w =

1 ∗ 0 ∗ 0 1 0 ∗ 0 0 1 ∗ 0 0 0 1 and U_w =

1 0 ∗ 0 0 1 ∗ 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 .

If s = (2, 3), then

P_s = 1 ∗ ∗ ∗ 0 1 ∗ ∗ 0 ∗ 1 ∗ 0 0 0 1 .

If we take J = {(1, 2), (3, 4)}, then

G_J =

1 ∗ 0 0 ∗ 1 0 0 0 0 1 ∗ 0 0 ∗ 1 .

An element g ∈ GL_n(C ) is semisimple if it is diagonalizable, and it is unipotent if g − I is nilpotent. The element g is regular if each distinct eigenvalue has a single Jordan block.

The Bruhat decomposition of GL_n(C ) is equivalent to the fact that every invertible matrix can be written as a product b_1ẇb_2, where b_1 and b_2 are upper triangular and ẇ is a permutation matrix. Moreover, this permutation matrix is unique.

We state some lemmas that will be needed later on.

Lemma 3.2. If J ⊂ S with associated parabolic subgroup P_J , we have that

U^J := ∏ γ∈Φ^+\Φ_J U_γ is a normal subgroup of P_J . In particular, if U_J = L_J ∩ U, then U = U_J · U^J and the projection U → U_J is a homomorphism of groups. Moreover, both U_J and U^J are fixed under conjugation by elements t ∈ T .

Proof. The statement that U^J is a normal subgroup of P_J is contained in [MT11, Proposition 12.6]. The fact that U = U_J · U^J follows from Equation (3a). Since U^J is normal in P_J and hence in U,

28 A geometric approach to characters of Hecke algebras

the projection U → U_J is just the quotient U → U/U^J . The last statement follows from the fact that each U_γ is fixed under conjugation by elements of T . □ Lemma 3.3. If b and b^′ are two Borel subalgebras of a Lie algebra g, then there exists a Cartan subalgebra h^{′′} inside b ∩ b^′.

Proof. This is equivalent to the fact that two Borel subgroups B^′ and B of G contain a maximal torus, which is a consequence of the Bruhat decomposition, see [BT65, Section 2.4]. □ Lemma 3.4. Let b and h^′ be a Borel subalgebra and Cartan subalgebra of g, respectively. If g = h^′ ⊕ g_h′ , then the quotient map g_h′ →^g_b is surjective.

Proof. Let b^′ be an associated Borel subalgebra of g containing h^′, and write b^′ = h^′ ⊕ u^′. By Lemma 3.3 there exists a Cartan subalgebra h^{′′} ⊂ b ∩ b^′. Since the elements of u^′ are nilpotent and the elements of h^{′′} are semisimple, we have that h^{′′} ∩ u^′ = {0}. In particular, b^′ = h^{′′} ⊕ u^′. This means that g = b^′ ⊕ u^{′−} = h^{′′} + u^′ + u^{′−} ⊂ b + g_h′ .

This proves that g = b + g_h′ and hence the quotient map g_h′ →^g_b is surjective. □ Let us write u_k := ⊕_{ht(γ)=k}g_γ . Since u = ⊕_ku_k, we define p_k : u → u_k as the projection. Also, we choose generators E_γ of g_γ , so that every element of u is of the form ∑ γ∈Φ^+ xγ Eγ . Moreover,

we define λ_{γ,β} via [E_γ , E_β ] = λ_{γ,β} E_{γ+β} if γ + β ∈ Φ^+ and λ_{γ,β} = 0 if γ + β /∈ Φ. Lemma 3.5. Let X = ∑ α∈Δ E_α. Then the map f : u_k → u_{k+1} given by f(u) = p_{k+1}([X, u]) is surjective.

Proof. The map c_X : u → u u → [X, u] satisfies c_X (u) ⊂ [u, u]. Since E_α ≠ 0 for every α ∈ Δ, we have that X is regular, and hence dim Z_g(X) = |Δ|. Since ker(c_X ) ⊂ Z_g(X), we have that dim ker(c_X ) ≤ |Δ|. Hence, we have dim(u) = dim ker(c_X ) + dim(c_X (u)) ≤ |Δ| + dim[u, u] = |Δ| + dim(u) − |Δ| = dim(u) which proves that c_X (u) = [u, u] = ⊕_{k≥2}u_k. Since c_X (u_k) ⊂ u_{k+1} for every k, the result follows. □ In the corollary below we consider linear polynomial in the polynomial ring C [x_γ ]_{γ∈Φ}+ .

Corollary 3.6. Let γ_1, γ_2, . . . , γ_{mk} be all positive roots of height k and let γ^′_1, . . . , γ^′_{mk+1} be all roots of height k + 1. Consider the following linear polynomials F_j := ∑ α∈Δ λ_{α,γ}′_{j −α}x_γ′_{j −α} for j = 1, . . . , m_{k+1}, where x_γ′_{j −α} = 0 if γ^′_j − α /∈ Φ. Then (F_j )_{1≤j≤mk+1} is linearly independent. Proof. We have that f( ∑ 1≤i≤m_k x_{γi} E_{γi} ) = ∑ α∈Δ ∑ 1≤i≤m_k λ_{α,γi+α}x_{γi} E_{γi +α} = ∑ 1≤j≤m_{k+1} F_j E_γ′_j . By the surjectivity of f proved in Lemma 3.5, we have that the F_j must be linearly independent. □

Alex Abreu and Antonio Nigro 29

Example 3.7. If G = GL_n(C ) and E_{i,j} , γ_{i,j} are as in Example 3.1, we have that λ_{γi,j ,γj,l} = 1 for i < j < l. Moreover, set X = ∑_{n−1} 1 E_{i,i+1} and f as in Lemma 3.5. Then f( ∑ 1≤i≤n−k−1 x_iE_{i,i+k} ) = ∑ 1≤i≤n−k−2 (x_i − x_{i+1})E_{i,i+k+1} which means that F_j = x_j − x_{j+1}. Clearly, these polynomials are linearly independent.

The Lie algebra g is canonically identified with the tangent space T_eG. There are also identifications T_eB = b, T_eT = h, T_eU = u, and T_eU^− = u^−. Actually, for all g_0 ∈ G, if l_{g0} : G → G is the left multiplication by g_0, we have a canonical identification T_{g0} G ∼= g given by dl_{g0} : T_eG → T_{g0} G. If we consider the map c_{g0} : G → G given by the conjugation c_{g0} (g) = g_0gg^{−1}_0 , the differential

dc_{g0} : T_eG → T_eG

induces the adjoint action Ad(g_0): g → g. Similarly, the multiplication map G × G → G induces the sum map on the Lie algebras g ⊕ g → g and the diagonal map G → G × G induces the diagonal map g → g ⊕ g.

Lemma 3.8. Let g ∈ BẇB ⊂ G. Via the natural identification T_g G = g, we have that b ⊂ T_g BẇB. Proof. Just note that gB ⊂ BẇB. Hence, via the left multiplication l_g , we have that l_g (B) ⊂ BẇB, which means that dl_g(b) ⊂ T_g BẇB. Since T_g G is identified with g via dl_g , we have b ⊂ T_g BẇB. □ The Lie algebra g also comes with an exponential map exp: g → G which is not usually algebraic.

However, on the nilpotent Lie algebra u, the restriction exp: u → U is an algebraic map, and moreover an isomorphism. The Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff (BCH) formula allows us to write the multiplication of U in terms of the commutator of u, that is, if we give u the operation

(3c) X ⊗ Y = X + Y + 1 2 [X, Y ] + 1 12 ([X, [X, Y ]] + [Y, [Y, X]]) + . . . , then (u, ⊗) is a group and exp a group isomorphism. We note that since u is nilpotent the sum above is actually finite. For the explicit definition of the BCH formula we refer to [Hal15, Chapter 5], but we will only need the terms appearing in Equation (3c).

Remark 3.9. In the case that u is the subspace of Mat_n(C ) consisting of upper triangular matrices with all entries in the diagonal equal to 0, then for X, Y ∈ u we have that X ⊗ Y is given by

exp(X ⊗ Y ) = exp(X) exp(Y ),

where exp is the usual matrix exponentiation.

3.1. Grothendieck-Springer simultaneous resolution. Here, we recall some facts about the quotient of G by its adjoint action. In this section we follow [Slo80, Chapter 4], [Ste74] and [Pop11].

It is a well known result of Steinberg that the adjoint action of G on itself has a quotient that is isomorphic to T/W . Each element semisimple element g_s ∈ G is conjugate to some element t ∈ T , and there is a map η : G → T/W which takes an element g = g_sg_u ∈ G to the class of t ∈ T , where t is conjugate to g_s.

Example 3.10. If G = GL_n(C ), then the map η : G → T/S_n takes an invertible matrix g to the diagonal matrix of its eigenvalues (even if g is not diagonalizable). Of course, this diagonal matrix is only defined up to permutation of its entries. One can think of η as the map that takes each matrix to its characteristic polynomial.

Recall that B = T U = UT and that for every t ∈ T , we have that tUt^{−1} = U. Let p: B → T be the quotient of the right action of U on B. Consider the B-action on B given by conjugation and the trivial B-action on T .

30 A geometric approach to characters of Hecke algebras

Lemma 3.11. The map p: B → T is B-equivariant, where B acts on B by conjugation and trivially on T . Moreover, we have that b ∈ B is regular semisimple if and only if p(b) is regular.

Proof. Indeed, we have to prove that given any t ∈ T , u ∈ U, and b ∈ B, there exists u^′ ∈ U such that btub^{−1} = tu^′. Writing b = u_0t_0, we have btub^{−1} = u_0tt_0ut^{−1}_0 u^{−1}_0 = u_0tu_1 for u_1 = t_0ut^{−1}_0 u^{−1}_0 ∈ U, = tu_2u_1 for u_2 = t^{−1}u_0t ∈ U, = tu^′. In particular B acts trivially on the quotient B/U. The second statement is well known, see [Ste65, Corollary 2.13]. □

Example 3.12. If G = GL_n(C ), then B and T are the subgroups of upper triangular matrices and diagonal matrices. The map p: B → T takes an upper triangular matrix b to the diagonal matrix with same diagonal as b. The diagonal of an upper triangular matrix is invariant by conjugation of upper triangular matrices, and moreover an upper triangular matrix is regular semisimple if its eigenvalues are all distinct, which is the same as saying that the diagonal matrix has distinct eigenvalues.

Since B acts on G by right multiplication and also on itself by conjugation, we write G ×^B B for the contracted product of G and B, i.e., the quotient variety (G×B)/ ∼, where (g, b) ∼ (gb^′, b^{′−1}bb^′) for every b^′ ∈ B.

We then have morphisms

(3d)

G ×^B B G ×^B T B × T (g, b) (g, p(b)) (g, t) (gB, t) ∼

Composing with the projection on the second factor, we have a smooth morphism (see [Slo80, Page 47]) θ : G ×^B B → T. Consider the map ϕ: G×^B B → G given by ϕ(g, b) = gbg^{−1}. It is well defined as ϕ(gb^′, b^{′−1}bb^′) = gbg^{−1}. We have a commutative diagram (see [Slo80, Page 50]), that is called the Grothendieck- Springer simultaneous resolution: G ×^B B G T T/W. ϕθ χψ

There are other characterizations of G ×^B B. Consider the variety Y_e ⊂ G × B given by (3e) Y_e = {(X, gB); g^{−1}Xg ∈ B}. This is the relative variety Y_e associated to the identity element e ∈ W (see Definition 1.21). Denote by Y^{rs}_e := (G^{rs} × B) ∩ Y_e.

Example 3.13. If G = GL(C , n), then Y^{rs}_e = {(X, V_•); XV_• = V_•}. This can be though as the set of regular semisimple matrices together with an ordering of its eigenvectors. Proposition 3.14. We have the following isomorphisms

Alex Abreu and Antonio Nigro 31

(1) G ×^B B → Y_e, (2) G ×^B B^{rs} → Y^{rs}_e , (3) G/T × T^r → Y^{rs}_e . Proof. The isomorphism in item (1) is given by the embedding G ×^B B → G × B (g, b) → (gbg^{−1}, gB). It is easy to see that the image of (gb^′, b^{′−1}bb^′) is the same as that of (g, b), so this map is well defined, and its image is precisely Y_e, with inverse map Y_e → G ×^B B (X, gB) → (g, g^{−1}Xg). The isomorphism in item (2) is just a restriction of the isomorphism in item (1). To prove item (3) we will show that the map G/T × T^r → Y^{rs}_e (gT, t) → (gtg^{−1}, gB) is an isomorphism. Actually, we will prove that the map G/T × T^r → G ×^B B^{rs} (gT, t) → (g, t) is an isomorphism, which is equivalent to the statement before via item (2). Since G ×^B B^{rs} is smooth, it suffices to prove that the map is a bijection. We begin with injectivity: If (g, t) ∼ (g^′, t^′) for g, g^′ ∈ G and t, t^′ ∈ T^r, then there exists b^′ ∈ B such that g = g^′b^′, t = b^{′−1}t^′b^′. By Lemma 3.11, we have that t = p(t) = p(b^{′−1}t^′b^′) = p(t^′) = t^′. This means that b^′ ∈ Z_G(t) = T (recall that G is simply connected), and hence gT = g^′b^′T = g^′T . This proves injectivity. To prove the surjectivity, note that every b ∈ B^{rs} is conjugated to p(b) ∈ T^r. Hence, every point (g, b) ∈ G ×^B B^{rs} has a representative of the form (g^′, t) with t ∈ T^r, so in particular (g, b) is the image of (g^′T, t). □ If we restrict the Grothendieck-Springer simultaneous resolution to regular semisimple elements, that is, if we consider the commutative diagram G ×^B B^{rs} G^{rs}

T^r T^r/W, ϕθ χψ

then we have a fiber diagram (see [Pop11, Lemma 5.5]). In particular, the map H^{rs}_e → G^{rs} (which is the same map as G ×^B B^{rs} → G^{rs}) is a W -Galois cover. This means that we have a surjective morphism π_1(G^{rs}, g) → W .

We now define the local monodromy groups (following the definitions and notation in [BC18, Section 7.1]): For X ∈ G^r, let B_X be a small Euclidean ball centered at X and let g ∈ G^{rs} ∩ B_x.

32 A geometric approach to characters of Hecke algebras

Choosing a path ξ from X to g, we have a homomorphism π_1(G^{rs} ∩ B_x, X) → π_1(G^{rs}, g) τ → ξ · τ · ξ^{−1}. Composing with the map π_1(G^{rs}, g) → W , we have a map π_1(G^{rs} ∩ B_X , X) → W . The image of this last map is the local monodromy group at X, which we denote by LM(X). Note that this is defined only up to conjugation.

For an element X = X_sX_u ∈ G^r, X_s is conjugate to an element X^′_s ∈ T , and we denote by W_{Xs} the stabilizer of X^′_s in the action of W on T . Again, W_{Xs} is only defined up to conjugation. Proposition 3.15. For X ∈ G^r, LM(X) and W_{Xs} are conjugate.

Proof. The proof is the same as in [BC18, Proposition 113]. We consider the Grothendieck-Springer simultaneous resolution (restricted to regular elements of G)G ×^B B^r G^r

T T/W. ϕθ χψ

and the Steinberg section ϵ: T/W → G^r of χ (see [Ste74]). Up to conjugation, we can assume that ϵ(χ(X^′_s)) = X. The result follows from [BC18, Propositions 50 and 106]. □ 3.2. Relative torus action. Consider the torus fiber bundle T → G^{rs} (see [BC18, Section 8.7] and [BC20, ]) where T = {(g, g^′) ∈ G^{rs} × G^{rs}; g^′ ∈ Z_G(g)} and projection is onto the first factor. This is indeed a torus fiber bundle as the centralizer of every regular semisimple element is a torus (recall that G is simply connected, otherwise we would have to consider the connected component of Z_G(g) containing the identity). In fact, Z_G(g) is the only maximal torus of G containing g.

Proposition 3.16. We have that H^{rs}_e ×_Grs T → H^{rs}_e is a trivial torus bundle. Proof. By Proposition 3.14, we identify H^{rs}_e with G/T × T^r, and the natural map H^{rs}_e → G^{rs} is given by G/T × T^r → G^{rs} (gT, t) → gtg^{−1}. Then we have the equality (G/T × T^r) ×_Grs T = {(gT, t, g^′)|g^′ ∈ Z_G(gtg^{−1})}. However, g^′ ∈ Z_G(gtg^{−1}) if and only if g^{−1}g^′g ∈ Z_G(t) = T , hence we have an isomorphism (G/T × T ) ×_Grs T → G/T × T^r × T ((gT, t), (gtg^{−1}, g^′)) → (gT, t, g^{−1}g^′g). This proves that H^{rs}_1 ×_Grs T ∼= H^{rs}_1 × T . □ Example 3.17. When G = GL(C , n) and X ∈ G^{rs}, we have that Z_G(X) is the set of matrices acting diagonally on the eigenvectors of X. We have seen in example 3.13 that Y^{rs}_e is the set of matrices together with an ordering with the eigenvectors. If (X, (v_1, . . . , v_n)) is a point in Y^{rs}_e then we can identify the fiber (Y^{rs}_e ×_Grs T )_{(X,(v1 ,...,vn))} = Z_G(X) with (C^∗ )^n where the i-th coordinate t_i of (C^∗ )^n acts on the i-th eigenvector of X.

Alex Abreu and Antonio Nigro 33

Proposition 3.18. Let y ∈ T^r (in Particular T_y = T ). We have an action of π_1(G^{rs}, y) on T , and hence on h (the Lie algebra of T ). This action factors through the morphism π_1(G^{rs}, y) → W , where W acts on T , and hence on h, via the adjoint action.

Proof. Let γ ∈ π_1(G^{rs}, y), and let w ∈ W be the image of γ via π_1(G^{rs}, y) → W . Let y_1 = (T, y) and y_2 = (ẇ^{−1}T, ẇyẇ^{−1}) be points in G/T × T^r over y. Note that γ lifts to G/T × T^r connecting y_1 and y_2. Via the isomorphism below T_H := (G/T × T ) ×_Grs T → G/T × T^r × T ((gT, t), (gtg^{−1}, g^′)) → (gT, t, g^{−1}g^′g), we can make the following identifications T = T_y = T_{H,y1} → T g^′ → g^′. On the other hand, we also have T = T_y = T_{H,y2} → T g^′ → ẇg^′ẇ^{−1} and therefore an induced automorphism T_y → T_y g^′ → ẇg^′ẇ^{−1}. Since the path γ lifts to a path on G/T × T^r with endpoints y_1 and y_2, and since T_H is a trivial bundle, we have our result. Taking the differential of the isomorphism above we get the action of π_1(G^{rs}, y) on h. □ Corollary 3.19. The action of π_1(G^{rs}, y) on T and h factor through the usual action of W on T and h.

3.3. Flag varieties. In this section we recall some basic results about flag varieties, Schubert varieties, and Bott-Samelson resolutions. Unlike the introduction, here we will work with any Lie type.

As in the previous section let G be a connected, simply connected, semisimple algebraic group. Denote by B := G/B the flag variety associated to G, so that G acts on B by left multiplication. Recall the definition of the relative Schubert strata Ω^∘_w ⊂ B × B Ω^∘_w := G · (B/B, ẇB/B) and let Ω_w = Ω^∘_w be the relative Schubert variety. For an element g ∈ G, we write Ω^∘_{w,g} and Ω_{w,g} for the fibers of Ω^∘_w and Ω_w over gB/B via the first projection (of course Ω^∘_{w,g} and Ω_{w,g} only depends on gB/B). In particular, if g = e, we have that Ω^∘_{w,e} = BẇB/B, the usual Bruhat strata of B.

Given a simple transposition s ∈ S and P_s := G/P_s the associated partial flag variety, there is a natural map B → P_s. For a word s = (s_1, . . . , s_n), we define the Bott-Samelson variety BS_s := B ×_{Ps1} B ×_{Ps2} . . . ×_{Psn} B, and there is a natural map α_s : BS_s → B × B given by the first and last projections. Example 3.20. When G = GL_n(C ), an element gB ∈ B = G/B is identified with a flag V_• given by V_i = ⟨v_1, . . . , v_i⟩, where the v_i are columns of g = (v_1 v_2 . . . v_n). It is clear that V_• does not depend of the representative g ∈ gB, and the Schubert varieties Ω_w are the same as those considered in the introduction.

34 A geometric approach to characters of Hecke algebras

For s = (i, i + 1) ∈ S, we have that B ×_{Ps} B = {(g_1B, g_2B); g_1P_s = g_2P_s}. The condition g_1P_s = g_2P_s is equivalent (recall Equation (3b)) to

g_1 ∈ g_2B or g_1 ∈ g_2BṡB.

Since ṡ is the permutation matrix associated to (i, i + 1), we have that V^1_• and V^2_• must satisfy V^1_j = V^2_j for every j ≠ i. Therefore the Bott-Samelson varieties are also the same as those considered in the introduction.

If s is a reduced word for w, then the image of α_s is precisely Ω_w, and we will still denote by α_s the induced morphism α_s : BS_s → Ω_w. It is known (see [Spr82]) that α_s has a Whitney stratification given by Ω^∘_u for u ≤ w. Since the varieties Ω^∘_u are simply connected, the Decomposition theorem reads (see [Spr82, Theorem 2.8])

(3f) α_{s∗}(C_{BS s} [dim BS_s]) = ⨁ IC_{Ωu} ⊗ V_u for some graded vector spaces V_u. Let P_{s,u}(q^{12} ) = ∑ q^{i2} dim V^i_u be the Hilbert-Poincaré series of V_u.

As seen in Section 1.5, we have a direct relation between Ω_w and C^′_w. We make explicit in the following proposition the results that will be needed in the sequel. Proposition 3.21 ([Spr82]). If s = (s_1, . . . , s_{ℓ(w)}) is a reduced word for w, then

(1) P_{s,u}(q^{− 12} ) = P_{s,u}(q^{12} ), (2) P_{s,w} = 1 (3) q^{− ℓ(w)2} ∏ (1 + T_{si} ) = ∑ u≤w P_{s,u}(q^{12} )C^′_u. 4. Character Sheaves

We have seen in Section 3 that the Bruhat stratum BẇB is equal to U_wẇB, and moreover every element g ∈ BwB can be written uniquely as uẇb, with u ∈ U_w and b ∈ B. Since B = T U, we have a projection p: B → T , which induces a projection p_w : BwB → T given by p_w(uẇb) = p(b). If L is a local system on T , we can pull it back via p_w to obtain a local system on BwB.

We can identify Y_w with G×^B BẇB (where B acts on BwB by conjugation) via the isomorphism Y^∘_w → G ×^B BẇB (X, gB) → (g, g^{−1}Xg). Since p^∗_w(L) is B-invariant (see [MS89, Lemma 4.1.2]), we have that p^∗_w(L) will descend to a local system L_w on Y_w.

Lusztig proved that f_!(L_w) is a semisimple complex that is a sum of shifted simple perverse sheaves. An simple perverse sheaf that is a summand of f_!(L_w) for some w and some L is called a character sheaf.

The work in [Lus85a, Lus85b, Lus86a, Lus86b] is a thorough study of these character sheaves, which includes their classification.

As an example, when w is the identity and L is the trivial sheaf, then the summands in f_!(L_w) correspond to the irreducible representations of W . In fact, by Proposition 3.18 we have a map π_1(G^{rs}, y) → W , and each irreducible representation ρ of W will induce an simple local system L_ρ on G^{rs} (recall the bijection in Equation (2a)), the intermediate extension IC_G(L_ρ) of which will be an simple character sheaf. Moreover, we have that f_!(L_w) will be induced by the regular representation of W . In the case that G = GL_n, these are the only character sheaves induced by the trivial sheaf on T .

Lusztig also noted that we could change f_!(L_w) to f_∗(IC_{Yw} (L_w)), that is, the latter sheaf is a semisimple complex which is a sum of shifted character sheaves, and each character sheaf appears as a summand of f_∗(IC_{Yw} (L_w)).

Alex Abreu and Antonio Nigro 35

The main idea behind the study of character sheaves is Grothendieck’s sheaf-function correspondence. Here, we assume that we are over a field k of positive characteristic p. If F is a bounded complex of sheaves of Q_ℓ vector spaces over a scheme X such that there is an isomorphism φ: Fr^∗(F ) → F . The characteristic function of F is defined as

χ_F : X (F_q ) → Q_ℓ x → ∑ i (−1)^iTr(φ_x, H^i(F )_x).

Grothendieck’s correspondence is the idea that an interesting function on X should be a characteristic function of some complex of sheaves. When X = G, the irreducible characters of G(F_q ) are interesting functions, and should therefore come from complex of sheaves on G.

This is precisely what Lusztig proved when G = GL_n(k): Every irreducible character of GL_n(F_q ) is the characteristic function of a character sheaf. In general, we have that the characteristic functions of character sheaves form an orthonormal basis for the class functions of G(F_q ).

Here we are mostly concerned with the case that L is trivial, and then L_w is trivial as well. So we will restrict ourselves to this case.

For each semisimple complex F = ∑ F_i[n_i] on G, with each F_i a perverse sheaf, define

χ(F ) := ∑ q^{−ni2} F_i which is an element of Z[q^{12} , q^{− 12} ] ⊗ KG where KG is the Grothendieck group of perverse sheaves on G. Lusztig considered a map

τ : H_W → Z[q^{12} , q^{− 12} ] ⊗ KG C^′_w → χ(f_∗(IC_{Yw} )) and proved that τ is a generalized trace function. Moreover, he also concludes that there exists a function c, depending on a character sheaf A and an irreducible character χ of W such that, for every a ∈ H_W , τ(a) = ∑ c(A, χ)χ(a)A, where the sum runs through all irreducible characters χ of W and all character sheaves A of G.

In the case that G = GL_n, we have that the character sheaves are in bijection with the irreducible character of S_n and c(A, χ) = 1 if A is induced by χ and 0 otherwise. In particular we have that

f_∗(IC_{Yw} ) = ∑ λ⊢n χ^λ(C^′_w)A_λ Considering the stalk at a regular semisimple point X and the appropriate shift,

IH^∗(Y_w(X)) = ∑ λ⊢n χ^λ(q^{ℓ(w)2} C^′_w)V^λ,

in particular, taking the Frobenius character, we have

ch(IH^∗(Y_w(X))) = ∑ λ⊢n χ^λ(C^′_w ) ch(V^λ) = ∑ λ⊢n χ^λ(C^′_w )s_λ

= ch(C^′_w).

36 A geometric approach to characters of Hecke algebras

5. Induced characters of Hecke algebras Let W be a finite Coxeter group with set of simple reflections S and set of transpositions Υ.

Each element w ∈ W can be written (possibly non-uniquely) as a reduced word w = s_1 . . . s_n, and we define ℓ(w) := n. The Bruhat order on W is given by w^′ ≤ w if some reduced word of w^′ is a subword of a reduced word of w. We also define the right and left weak orders as w^′ ≤_R w if w = w^′u for some u ∈ W with ℓ(w) = ℓ(w^′) + ℓ(u) w^′ ≤_L w if w = uw^′ for some u ∈ W with ℓ(w) = ℓ(w^′) + ℓ(u).

We note that if s ∈ S and w ∈ W , then either sw < w or sw > w, and either sw <_L w or sw >_L w. Moreover sw < w if and only if sw <_L w. The same holds for ≤_R.

Define also the left and right inversion set of w by Υ_L(w) := {t ∈ Υ; ℓ(tw) < ℓ(w)}, Υ_R(w) := {t ∈ Υ; ℓ(wt) < ℓ(w)}. Since we will mostly consider the set of left inversions, we write Υ(w) := Υ_L(w). Similarly, the set of left and right descents of w by: D_L(w) := Υ_L(w) ∩ S, D_R(w) := Υ_R(w) ∩ S.

We also recall a simple result on Coxeter groups:

Lemma 5.1. Let w ∈ W and s, s^′ ∈ S such that s^′w > w and ws > w. Then either (1) s^′ws = w, or (2) s^′ws > ws and s^′ws > s^′w. Proof. See [BB05, Corollary 2.2.8]. □

Given J ⊂ S we denote by W_J the induced parabolic subgroup, that is, the subgroup generated by J. We also define^J W as the set of minimal representatives of the right cosets W_J \W , that is, for each coset W_j w we choose its element with minimal length.

Example 5.2. Let W = S_4, then S = {(1, 2), (2, 3), (3, 4)}. If J = {(1, 2), (3, 4)}, then^J W is the set of permutations w such that w^{−1}(1) < w^{−1}(2) and w^{−1}(3) < w^{−1}(4). J W = {1234, 1324, 1342, 3124, 3142, 3412}.

Analogously W^J would be the set of permutations W such that w(1) < w(2) and w(3) < w(4).

By Deodhar’s lemma [BB05, ], we have that if s ∈ S and w ∈^J W then either ws ∈^J W or W_J w = W_J ws. We define the right action ·_J of W on^J W given by w ·_J s = { ws if ws ∈^J W w otherwise

for every w ∈^J W and for every s ∈ S. This is equivalent to the right action of W on W_J \W . Example 5.3. Keep the notation in Example 5.2 and take w = 1342 ∈^J W . Then w ·_J (1, 2) = 3142, w ·_J (2, 3) = 1342, w ·_J (3, 4) = 1324.

Alex Abreu and Antonio Nigro 37

The Hecke algebra H_W is the algebra over C (q^{12} ) with basis {T_w, w ∈ W } satisfying the following multiplication rules T_u · T_w = T_{uw} if ℓ(uw) = ℓ(u) + ℓ(w), T^2_s = (q − 1)T_s + q if s ∈ S.

The Hecke algebra H_W has an involution i: H_W → H_W q → q^{−1} T_w → T^{−1}_{w−1} . The Kazhdan-Lusztig elements C^′_w of H_w are defined by i(C^′_w) =C^′_w, q^{ℓ(w)2} C^′_w = ∑ u≤w P_{u,w}T_u, where P_{u,w} ∈ Z[q], P_{w,w}(q) = 1 and deg(P_{u,w} ) < (ℓ(w) − ℓ(u))/2 for u ≠ w. The existence of such elements C^′_w and polynomials P_{u,w} is given by [KL79]. Example 5.4. If W = S_4, we have

q^2C^′_{3412} =(1 + q)T_{1234} + (1 + q)T_{1324} + T_{2134} + T_{1243} + T_{1342} + T_{1423} + T_{2143} + T_{3124} + T_{2314} + T_{1432} + T_{3142} + T_{2413} + T_{3214} + T_{3412}, which means that P_{1234,3412}(q) = 1 + q.

Given a set J ⊂ S, we can define a right action (also called ·_J ) of H_W on V_J := C (q^{12} )^{J W} = ⨁ w∈^J W C (q^{12} )w by w ·_J T_s := q max(w ·_J s, w) + min(w ·_J s, w) − w.

Example 5.5. Keep the notation in examples 5.2 and 5.3. We have that w ·_J T_{(1,2)} = [3142], w ·_J T_{(2,3)} = q[1342], w ·_J T_{(3,4)} = q[1324] + (q − 1)[1342].

This is indeed an action as can be seen in [GP00, Page 287]. More precisely, the action in loc. cit. is defined as

w ⊗_J T_s = qw if ws ∈ W_J w ws if ws ∈^J W and ℓ(ws) > ℓ(w) qws + (q − 1)w if ws ∈^J W and ℓ(ws) < ℓ(w) Our action can be obtained from ⊗_J simply by a base change. If w =^w_{qℓ(w)} , then w ⊗_J T_s = qmax(w ·_J s, w) + min(w ·_J s, w) − w. The action ⊗_J is the induced representation i^{HW}_{HJ} . In particular, we have that χ^i HW Hj (a) = T r((−) ⊗_J a) = T r((−) ·_J a). For simplicity, we will write c_J (a) := T r((−) ·_J a).

38 A geometric approach to characters of Hecke algebras

Remark 5.6. Let W = S_n be the symmetric group, and χ^λ the irreducible characters of S_n and, abusing notation, of H_n. Recall that for every a ∈ H_n we have defined ch(a) = ∑ λ⊢n χ^λ(a)s_λ. By [Ram91, Theorem 3.8], we have that (5a) ch(a) = ∑ λ⊢n c_λ(a)m_λ. More precisely, in [Ram91, Equation (3.2)] there is defined the action

w ⊠_J T_s = qw if ws ∈ W_J w q^{12} ws + (q − 1)w if ws ∈^J W and ℓ(ws) > ℓ(w) q^{12} ws if ws ∈^J W and ℓ(ws) < ℓ(w). Again, we have to change basis. As usual we write w_0 for the maximal element of W and w_0(J) for the maximal element of W_J . Let w = w_0(J)ww_0 q^{ℓ(w)}2 . By [BB05, Proposition 2.5.4] and the fact that w_0s = sw_0 for every s ∈ S, we have that

w ⊠ T_s = qw if ws ∈ W_J w ws + (q − 1)w if ws ∈^J W and ℓ(ws) < ℓ(w) qws if ws ∈^J W and ℓ(ws) > ℓ(w), which is precisely the action ·_J .

We are now interested in the elements (1+T_{s1} )(1+T_{s2} ) . . . (1+T_{sn} ), which correspond to the Bott- Samelson resolution of the Schubert varieties (see Section 3.3). For each sequence s = (s_1, s_2, . . . , s_n) we define

c_J (s) = c_J ((1 + T_{s1} )(1 + T_{s2} ) . . . (1 + T_{sn} )) = T r((−) ·_J (1 + T_{s1} )(1 + T_{s2} ) . . . (1 + T_{sn} )). Note that for each w ∈^J W , we have w ·_J (1 + T_s) = q max(w ·_J s, w) + min(w ·_J s, w).

Alternatively we can compute c_J (s) as follows. Define ϕ_{J,s,i} :^J W →^J W for i = 0, 1 as ϕ_{J,s,1}(w) = max(w ·_J s, w) ϕ_{J,s,0}(w) = min(w ·_J s, w). Moreover, for each binary word b = (b_1, . . . , b_n), define (5b) ϕ_{J,s,b} = ϕ_{J,sn,bn} ∘ . . . ∘ ϕ_{J,s1 ,b1} . Then we have (5c) c_J (s) = ∑ w∈^J W ∑ b∈Bin_{J,s} (w) q^{|b|} where |b| := ∑ b_i and Bin_{J,s}(w) := {b ∈ {0, 1}^n; ϕ_{J,s,b}(w) = w}. When J = ∅, we will write ϕ_{s,b} instead of ϕ_{∅,s,b}.

Alex Abreu and Antonio Nigro 39

Example 5.7. Keep the notation in Examples 5.2 and 5.3, and consider s = ((1, 2), (2, 3)). Then [1234] ·_J (1 + T_{(1,2)})(1 + T_{(2,3)}) =(q + 1)[1234] ·_J (1 + T_{(2,3)}) =q(q + 1)[1324] + (q + 1)[1234]), [1324] ·_J (1 + T_{(1,2)})(1 + T_{(2,3)}) =(q[3124] + [1324]) ·_J (1 + T_{(2,3)}) =q(q + 1)[3124] + q[1324] + [1234], [1342] ·_J (1 + T_{(1,2)})(1 + T_{(2,3)}) =(q[3142] + [1342]) ·_J (1 + T_{(2,3)}) = =q^2[3412] + q[3142] + (q + 1)[1342], [3124] ·_J (1 + T_{(1,2)})(1 + T_{(2,3)}) =(q[3124] + [1324]) ·_J (1 + T_{(2,3)}) = =q(q + 1)[3124] + q[1324] + [1234], [3142] ·_J (1 + T_{(1,2)})(1 + T_{(2,3)}) =(q[3142] + [1342]) ·_J (1 + T_{(2,3)}) = =q^2[3412] + q[3142] + (q + 1)[1342], [3412] ·_J (1 + T_{(1,2)})(1 + T_{(2,3)}) =(q + 1)[3412] ·_J (1 + T_{(2,3)}) =q(q + 1)[3412] + (q + 1)[3142].

Hence c_J (L) = (q + 1) + q + (q + 1) + q(q + 1) + q + q(q + 1) = 2q^2 + 6q + 2.

Alternatively, we have the following words b ∈ {0, 1}^2 satisfying ϕ_{J,s,b}(w) = w for each w ∈^J W . Bin_{J,s}(1234) ={(1, 0), (0, 0)} Bin_{J,s}(1324) ={(0, 1)} Bin_{J,s}(1342) ={(0, 0), (0, 1)} Bin_{J,s}(3124) ={(1, 1), (1, 0)} Bin_{J,s}(3142) ={(1, 0)} Bin_{J,s}(3412) ={(1, 1), (0, 1)}.

which recovers c_J (L).

Proposition 5.8. If the sequence s = (s_1, . . . , s_n) is such that for each simple reflection s ∈ S there exists i = 1, . . . , n with s_i = s, then c_J (s) = q^n + [lower degrees].

Proof. By Equation (5c) it suffices to prove that there exists exactly one element w ∈^J W such that ϕ_{J,s,b}(w) = w for b = (1, 1, . . . , 1). Let w_0 ∈^J W be such that ϕ_{J,s,b}(w_0) = w_0, and define w_{i+1} := ϕ_{J,s|i,b|i} (w_i) for i = 0, . . . , n − 1. Since w_{i+1} = max(w_i ·_J s_{i+1}, w_i) and w_0 = w_n, we must have that w_{i+1} = w_i for all i = 0, . . . , n − 1. This means that w ≥ w ·_J s_i for every i = 1, . . . , n, which implies that w ≥ w ·_j s for every s ∈ S (by the hypothesis that each element s ∈ S appears in the sequence s). This happens if and only if w is the unique maximal element of^J W , which finishes the proof. □ Definition 5.9. Fix J ⊂ S, and define D_{s,J} (w) := D_s(w) ∩ J. Moreover, for s = (s_1, . . . , s_n) and b = (b_1, . . . , b_n) let us define s|_i = (s_1, . . . , s_i) and b|_i = (b_1, . . . , b_i). We say that a word b is (L, J)-good for w if the following holds:

(1) ϕ_{s,b}(w) = w, and (2) for each s ∈ D_{s,J} (w), there exists i ∈ {1, . . . , n} such that ϕ_{s|i−1 ,b|i−1} (w) · s_i = s · ϕ_{s|i−1,b|i−1} (w). The intuition behind this definition is Theorem 8.2.

40 A geometric approach to characters of Hecke algebras

Example 5.10. Consider W = S_4, w = 4213, s = ((2, 3), (1, 2), (3, 4), (2, 3), (1, 2), (3, 4)), and J = S. Then D_s(w) = {(1, 2), (3, 4)}, and we claim that the word b = (1, 0, 1, 1, 1, 0) is a (L, J)- good word for w. For simplicity let w_i := ϕ_{s|i,b|i} (w).

• Since s_1 = (2, 3) and b_1 = 1, we have ws_1 = 4123 < w and w_1 = max(ws_1, w) = w = 4213.

Moreover, it holds that (1, 2)w = 4123 = ws_1.

• Since, s_2 = (1, 2) and b_2 = 0, we have w_1s_2 = 2413 < w_1 and w_2 = min(w_1s_2, w_1) = w_1s_2 = 2413. Moreover, it holds that (2, 4)w_1 = 2413 = w_1s_2.

• Since, s_3 = (3, 4) and b_3 = 1, we have w_2s_3 = 2431 > w_2 and w_3 = max(w_2s_3, w_2) = w_2s_3 = 2431. Moreover, it holds that (1, 3)w_2 = 2413 = w_2s_3.

• Since, s_4 = (2, 3) and b_4 = 1, we have w_3s_4 = 2341 < w_3 and w_4 = max(w_3s_4, w_3) = w_3 = 2431. Moreover, it holds that (3, 4)w_3 = 2341 = w_3s_4.

• Since, s_5 = (1, 2) and b_5 = 1, we have w_4s_5 = 4231 > w_4 and w_5 = max(w_4s_5, w_4) = w_4s_5 = 4231. Moreover, it holds that (2, 4)w_4 = 4231 = w_4s_5.

• Since, s_6 = (3, 4) and b_6 = 0, we have w_5s_6 = 4213 < w_5 and w_6 = min(w_5s_6, w_5) = w_5s_6 = 4213. Moreover, it holds that (1, 3)w_5 = 4213 = w_5s_6.

Then we have that the conditions of Definition 5.9 are satisfied. Indeed, we have that w_6 = w and for each simple reflection s ∈ {(1, 2), (3, 4)} = D_{s,J} (w) there exists i ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4} such that w_{i−1}s_i = sw_i. If s = (1, 2), then i = 1, and if s = (3, 4), then i = 4.

Let Good(L, J, w) be the set of all (L, J)-good words for w and define

c^′_J (L) = ∑ w∈W ∑ b∈Good(L,J,w) q^{|b|}. The main goal of this section is to prove the following theorem.

Theorem 5.11. Let J be a subset of S and s = (s_1, . . . , s_n) a sequence of simple reflections. We have that c^′_J (L) = c_J (L).

See also [KLS19] for combinatorial characterizations of the induced sign characters. Example 5.12. Keeping the notation in Examples 5.2, 5.3 and 5.7. We have that Good(J, s, 1234) ={(0, 0)}, Good(J, s, 1324) ={(0, 1)}, Good(J, s, 1342) ={(0, 0)}, Good(J, s, 1432) ={(0, 1)}, Good(J, s, 2134) ={(1, 0)}, Good(J, s, 3124) ={(1, 0)}, Good(J, s, 3142) ={(1, 0)}, Good(J, s, 3214) ={(1, 1)}, Good(J, s, 3412) ={(0, 1)}, Good(J, s, 4312) ={(1, 1)}.

While the other good sets are empty. This tells us that c^′_J (L) = 2q^2 + 6q + 2, which agrees with c_J (L).

We will need a few results before we are able to prove Theorem 5.11. We begin with the following lemma.

Lemma 5.13. Let s, s^′ ∈ S and b = 0, 1. Then ϕ_{s,b}(s^′w) = { ϕ_{s,b}(w) if s^′w = ws s^′ϕ_{s,b}(w) otherwise.

Moreover, if s^′w >_s w, then ϕ_{s,b}(s^′w) ≥_s ϕ_{s,b}(w). This means that ϕ_{s,b} : W → W is a weak-left order preserving map.

Proof. First we will assume that s^′w > w and ws > w (in particular s^′w >_L w). By Lemma 5.1, we have two cases. In the first case we have s^′ws = w, so that ϕ_{s,1}(s^′w) = max(s^′ws, s^′w) = max(w, ws) = ϕ_{s,1}(w).

Alex Abreu and Antonio Nigro 41

The same argument holds for b = 0. In the second case, we have s^′ws > ws and s^′ws > s^′w, so ϕ_{s,1}(s^′w) = max(s^′ws, s^′w) = s^′ws = s^′ max(ws, w) = s^′ϕ_{s,1}(w) ϕ_{s,0}(s^′w) = min(s^′ws, s^′w) = s^′w = s^′ min(ws, w) = s^′ϕ_{s,0}(w) Since s^′ws >_L ws, we have ϕ_{s,1}(s^′w) >_s ϕ_{s,1}(w), and since s^′w >_L w, we have ϕ_{s,0}(s^′w) >_s ϕ_{s,0}(w).

The case s^′w < w follows from the result above for w^′ = s^′w, and the case ws < w from the fact that ϕ_{s,b}(w) = ϕ_{s,b}(ws). □ Corollary 5.14. For every s = (s_1, . . . , s_k), s^′ ∈ S and binary word b, we have that ϕ_{s,b}(s^′w) = { ϕ_{s,b}(w) if s^′ϕ_{s|i−1,b|i−1} (w) = ϕ_{s|i−1,b|i−1} (w)s_i for some i s^′ϕ_{s,b}(w) otherwise.

Moreover, ϕ_{s,b} : W → W is a weak-left order preserving map of posets.

Proof. This follows from successive applications of Lemma 5.13. □ Lemma 5.15. Consider J ⊂ S, w ∈^J W , s = (s_1, . . . , s_n) and b ∈ {0, 1}^n. Then ϕ_{s,b}(W_J w) = W_J ϕ_{J,s,b}(w). In particular, if ϕ_{J,s,b}(w) = w we have that ϕ_{s,b}(W_J w) = W_J w. Proof. Let w ∈ W_J w. That means that there exists u ∈ W_J such that w = uw with u ∈ W_J and ℓ(w) = ℓ(u) + ℓ(w). Let s ∈ S, then we have two cases: Either ws ∈^J W or W_J w = W_J ws, so that either ws = uws or ws = u^′w for u^′ ∈ W_J . In the first case we have ϕ_{s,b}(w) = uϕ_{J,s,b}(w), while in the second case we have ϕ_{J,s,b}(w) = w, hence ϕ_{s,b}(w) = { uϕ_{J,s,b}(w) u^′ϕ_{J,s,b}(w). This proves that ϕ_{s,b}(W_J w) = W_J ϕ_{J,s,b}(w). With successive applications we get the result of the Lemma. □ For each J ⊂ S, consider the sets F_1 :={(w, b); b ∈ Good(L, J, w)} ⊂ W × {0, 1}^n, F_2 :={(w, b); ϕ_{J,s,b}(w) = w} ⊂^J W × {0, 1}^n, and define the function κ_J : F_1 → F_2 (w, b) → (w, b). where w is the minimal representative of W in W_J w.

Example 5.16. Keep the notation in Examples 5.2, 5.3, 5.7, and 5.12. Then

F_1 = { (1234, (0, 0)), (1324, (0, 1)), (1342, (0, 0)), (1432, (0, 1)), (2134, (1, 0)), (3124, (1, 0)), (3142, (1, 0)), (3214, (1, 1)), (3412, (0, 1)), (4312, (1, 1)) }

and F_2 = { (1234, (0, 0)), (1234, (1, 0)), (1324, (0, 1)), (1342, (0, 0)), (1342, (0, 1)), (3124, (1, 0)), (3124, (1, 1)), (3142, (1, 0)), (3412, (0, 1)), (3412, (0, 1)) } .

42 A geometric approach to characters of Hecke algebras

Moreover, we can see that

1234, 2134 ∈ W_J [1234], 1324 ∈ W_J [1324] 1342, 1432 ∈ W_J [1342] 3124, 3214 ∈ W_J [3124] 3142 ∈ W_J [3142] 3412, 4312 ∈ W_J [3412].

We can see that κ_J is a bijection. Proposition 5.17 below proves that this is always the case. Proposition 5.17. The function κ_J is a bijection.

Proof. Fix w ∈^J W and b ∈ {0, 1}^n with ϕ_{J,s,b}(w) = w. Let us prove that exists exactly one w ∈ W_J w such that b ∈ Good(L, J, w). Consider ϕ_{s,b} : W → W . Since ϕ_{J,s,b}(w) = w, we have by Lemma 5.15 that ϕ_{s,b}(W_J w) = W_J w. Note that ϕ_{s,b}|_{WJ w} still is weak-left order preserving on W_J w. By Tarski’s fixed point theorem ([Tar55]), the set of fixed points of ϕ := ϕ_{s,b}|_{Wj w} is non-empty and has a minimal element w. We will prove that this w satisfies b ∈ Good(L, J, w) and is the unique element of W_J w with this property.

Choosing s^′ ∈ D_{s,J} (w), we have s^′w <_s w and s^′w ∈ W_J w. Since w is minimal, we have ϕ(s^′w) ≠ s^′w. On the other hand, by Corollary 5.14, we have that ϕ(s^′w) = ϕ(w) = w or ϕ(s^′w) = s^′ϕ(w) = s^′w, and therefore ϕ(s^′w) = ϕ(w). Again by Corollary 5.14, there exists i such that s^′ϕ_{s|i−1} , b|_{i−1}(w) = ϕ_{s|i−1} , b|_{i−1}(w)s_i. This proves that b ∈ Good(L, J, w).

Choose a fixed point ^w ∈ W_J w that it is not minimal. By Lemma 5.18 below there exists s^′ ∈ D_{s,J} ( ^w) such that s^′ ^w is a fixed point of ϕ.

Repeating the argument above, we have that, in order for s^′ ^w be a fixed point, it must hold that s^′ϕ_{s|i−1} , b|_{i−1}(w) ≠ ϕ_{s|i−1} , b|_{i−1}(w)s_i for every i. This means that b /∈ Good(L, J, ^w). □

Lemma 5.18. Let w be the minimal fixed point and let ^w be a fixed point. Choose a maximal chain w <_L w_1 <_s . . . <_s w_k <_s ^w in W_J w. Then w_i is a fixed point for every i. In particular, there exists s^′ ∈ D_{s,J} ( ^w) such that s^′ ^w is a fixed point.

Proof. Since ϕ is order preserving we have that w ≤_s ϕ(w_1) ≤ . . . ≤ ϕ(w_k ) ≤ ^w. Since w_{i+1} = s^′_iw_i, by Lemma 5.13 we have that ℓ(ϕ(w_{i+1})) = ϕ(w_i) or ℓ(ϕ(w_{i+1})) = ϕ(w_i)+1. Since ℓ(ϕ( ^w)) = ℓ( ^w) = ℓ(w) + k + 1 = ℓ(ϕ(w)) + k + 1, we have that ℓ(ϕ(w_{i+1})) = ϕ(w_i) + 1 holds for all i = 1, . . . , k. In particular ϕ(w_{i+1}) = s^′_iϕ(w_i), which proves that ϕ(w_i) = w_i for all i. Moreover, w_k = s^′ ^w for some s^′ ∈ D_{s,J} (w). □ This proves Theorem 5.11.

To finish this section we restrict ourselves to the case where W is a Weyl group. In this case, we have bijections between S and Δ (as seen in Section 3) and between Υ and Φ^+. For a transposition t ∈ Υ we write γ_t for the induced positive root, and conversely if γ ∈ Φ^+ is a positive root, we write t_γ for the induced transposition. This bijection between Υ and Φ^+ induces a bijection between Φ(w) and Υ_s(w) for every w ∈ W .

Definition 5.19. Let δ := (δ_i)_{i=1,...,m} be a sequence of positive roots. We say that δ is a good sequence for w if for every γ ∈ Φ(w) at least one of the following holds:

(1) There exists i such that γ = δ_i.

(2) For all α ∈ Δ such that γ − α ∈ Φ \ Φ(w), there exists i such that γ − α = δ_i and δ_j ≠ α for every j < i.

Definition 5.20. Let s = (s_1, . . . , s_n) be a sequence of simple reflections, J ⊂ S, w ∈ W and b ∈ Good(L, J, w). Write w = uw with u ∈ W_J and w ∈^J W , and define w_i := ϕ_{si,b|i} (w). Let j_i be the unique integer such that b_{ji} = 1 and ∑_{ji} l=1 b_l = i. Let t_i ∈ Υ be the transposition such that t_iw_{ji −1} = w_{ji −1}s_{ji} . Define the sequence δ = δ(L, J, w, b) = (δ_1, . . . , δ_{|b|}) by δ_i = γ_{ti} . Example 5.21. Let W , w, s and b as in Example 5.10. Then the sequence δ defined in Proposition 5.22 is γ_{1,2}, γ_{1,3}, γ_{3,4}, γ_{2,4} corresponding to the transpositions (1, 2), (1, 3), (3, 4), (2, 4).

Alex Abreu and Antonio Nigro 43

Proposition 5.22. Let s = (s_1, . . . , s_n) be a sequence of simple reflections (roots), J ⊂ S, w ∈ W and b ∈ Good(L, J, w). Write w = uw with w ∈^J W , then the sequence δ = δ(L, J, w, b) is a good sequence for u in W_J .

Proof. As in Definition 5.20, write w_i = ϕ_{s|i,b|i} (w). Choose γ ∈ Φ(u) ⊂ Φ_J such that γ ≠ δ_i for every i = 1, . . . , |b|. We claim that γ ∈ Φ(w_i) for every i. Indeed, we have that γ ∈ Φ(w) because ℓ(t_γ w) = ℓ(t_γ uw) ≤ ℓ(t_γ u) + ℓ(w) < ℓ(w) + ℓ(w) = ℓ(w). Assume by contradiction that there exists i such that γ /∈ Φ(w_i) and choose k := max{i; γ /∈ Φ(w_i)}. Clearly, k ≠ n because w_n = w. Moreover, since γ ∈ Φ(w_{k+1}) \ Φ(w_k), we have w_{k+1} = w_ks_{k+1}. By Lemma 5.23 below, w_{k+1} > w_k and t_γ w_k = w_{k+1}s_{k+1}. This means b_{k+1} = 1 (because w_{k+1} > w_k ) and hence γ = δ_{k+1}, a contradiction. This proves that γ ∈ Φ(w_i) for every i.

Let s ∈ J be such that γ − α_s ∈ Φ (and hence γ − α_s ∈ Φ_J ). Since both Φ(w) and Φ^+ \ Φ(w) are closed by sums, and since γ ∈ Φ(w), we have that if α_s /∈ Φ(w), then γ − α_s ∈ Φ(w).

Assume that α_s ∈ Φ(w) (equivalently, s ∈ Υ_s(w)). By Lemma 5.23, either s ∈ Υ_s(w_k ) for every k or there exists k such that s ∈ Υ_s(w_{k+1}) \ Υ_s(w_k ).

Let us assume first that s ∈ Υ_s(w_k) for every k. Since b is a (L, J)-good word for w, we have that there exists k such that sw_k = w_k s_{k+1}. Moreover, since s ∈ Υ_s(w_k ), we have that ℓ(w_ks_{k+1}) = ℓ(sw_k) < ℓ(w_k), so by Lemma 5.23 and the fact that s ∈ Υ_s(w_{k+1}), we must have b_{k+1} = 1.

In the second case, there exists k such that Φ(w_{k+1}) = Φ(w_k ) \ {α_s}. Since w_n = w, we must have that there also exists some k such that Φ(w_{k+1}) = Φ(w_k) ∪ {α_s}. In that case, we have that w_{k+1} = αw_k = w_k s_{k+1}, b_{k+1} = 1 and w_{k+1} > w_k.

Let k be the minimum i such that b_{i+1} = 1 and sw_i = w_{i+1}s_{i+1}, which exists by the discussion above. In particular, we have that δ_j ≠ α_s for every j < k + 1.

Let us proceed by contradiction and assume that γ − α_s /∈ Φ(w) and that there does not exist j ≤ k with γ − α_s = δ_j . By Lemma 5.23, this means that γ − α_s /∈ Φ(w_j ) for every j ≤ k. Since γ ∈ Φ(w_j ) for every j, we must have that α_s ∈ Φ(w_j ) for every j ≤ k. In particular, we have that α_s ∈ Φ(w_k ), γ − α_s /∈ Φ(w_k), γ ∈ Φ(w_k ) and that w^{−1}_k sw_k = s_{k+1}. This contradicts Lemma 5.24 □

Lemma 5.23. Let w ∈ W and s ∈ S, and assume that ws > w. Then Υ_s(ws) = Υ_s(w) ∪ {t}, where t ∈ Υ is such that tw = ws. Conversely, if ws < w then Υ_s(ws) = Υ_s(w) \ {t}.

Proof. We first prove that t ∈ Υ_s(ws). Since t(ws) = w < ws, then t ∈ Υ_s(ws). Now let t^′ ∈ Υ_s(w), so that ℓ(t^′w) < ℓ(w), which means ℓ(t^′ws) ≤ ℓ(t^′w) + 1 ≤ ℓ(w) < ℓ(ws). Then t^′ ∈ Υ_s(ws), hence Υ_s(w) ∪ {t} ⊂ Υ_s(ws). But these sets both have cardinality ℓ(w) + 1, so Υ_s(ws) = Υ_s(w) ∪ {t} as desired. The second statement follows directly from the first. □

Lemma 5.24. Let w ∈ W , α ∈ Φ(w) and β /∈ Φ(w) be such that α+β ∈ Φ(w). Then w^{−1}(α) /∈ −Δ, or, equivalently, w^{−1}s_αw is not a simple transposition.

Proof. By the hypothesis we have that

w^{−1}(α) ∈ Φ^−, w^{−1}(β) ∈ Φ^+ and w^{−1}(α + β) ∈ Φ^−.

Since w^{−1}(α) = w^{−1}(α + β) − w^{−1}(β) we have that w^{−1}(α) /∈ −Δ. □

44 A geometric approach to characters of Hecke algebras

6. Paving by affines the Bott-Samelson variety

In this section we will describe an affine paving of the Bott-Samelson variety. Usually, these affine pavings are described in terms of Tits buildings and galleries, see [Tit13], [Gau01, Section 3] and [CC17, Chapter 14]. We will avoid defining such objects and give instead an explicit construction.

Our construction will be done inductively. Let s = (s_1, . . . , s_n) be a word in S. When n = 0, then BS_s = B and the paving will simply be the paving given by Schubert stratification, that is, Ω^∘_{w,e} = BẇB/B ⊂ B. We have the following isomorphim (see Section 3) U^w → Ω^∘_{w,e} u → uẇB. Example 6.1. Consider w = 4213 ∈ S_4. We saw in example 3.1 that

U^w =

1 ∗ 0 ∗ 0 1 0 ∗ 0 0 1 ∗ 0 0 0 1 .

This means that Ω^∘_{w,e} is the set of flags associated to matrices of the form

1 x_1 0 x_2 0 1 0 x_3 0 0 1 x_4 0 0 0 1 · 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 = x_2 x_1 1 0 x_3 1 0 0 x_4 0 0 1 1 0 0 0

=: (v^1, v^2, v^3, v^4).

The flag V_• can be recovered from the above matrix by setting V_1 = ⟨v_1⟩, V_2 = ⟨v_1, v_2⟩, V_3 = ⟨v_1, v_2, v_3⟩ and V_4 = C^4 (recall Example 3.20). We will usually abuse notation and write V_• = (v_1, v_2, v_3, v_4).

We generalize the above construction to any n > 0. Let s = (s_1, . . . , s_n) be a word in S, w any element of W (not necessarily the one given by s), and b = (b_1, . . . , b_n) a binary word of length n. Recall the definition of the function ϕ_{s,b} : W → W in Equation 5b. We write w_i = ϕ_{s|i,b|i} (w) and, as usual, ẇ_i for the chosen representative of w_i in G. Moreover, let γ_i be the positive root such that t_{γi} w_{i−1} = w_{i−1}s_i.

For γ ∈ ϕ^+ and b = 0, 1 define U_{γ,b} := { U_γ if b = 1 {1} if b = 0,

and consider the map g^w_{s,b} defined by

(6a) U^w × U_{γ1,b1} × · · · × U_{γn,bn} → BS_s (u_0, u_1, . . . , u_n) → (u_0ẇB, u_0u_1ẇ_1B, . . . , u_0u_1 . . . u_nẇ_nB).

To motivate this definition we give an example.

Example 6.2. As in example 6.1, consider w = 4213 ∈ S_4 and let s = (s_1), with s_1 = (2, 3). Then

BS_s = {(V^1_• , V^2_• ); V^1_j = V^2_j for every j = 1, 3, 4}.

Assuming that V^1_• ∈ Ω^∘_{w,e}, we have V^1_1 = ⟨v_1⟩, V^1_2 = ⟨v_1, v_2⟩, V^1_3 = ⟨v_1, v_2, v_3⟩ and V^1_4 = C^4 for v_1, v_2, v_3, v_4 as in Example 6.1.

If we fix V^1_• , we have a P^1 of choices for V^2_• , in fact, we just have to choose V^2_2 satisfying

< v_1 >= V^1_1 = V^2_1 ⊂ V^2_2 ⊂ V^2_3 = V^1_3 = ⟨v_1, v_2, v_3⟩.

Which means that V^2_2 = ⟨v_1, λ_1v_2 + λ_2v_3⟩. In particular if

BS^w_s := {(V^1_• , V^2_• ) ∈ BS_s; V^1_• ∈ Ω^∘_{w,e}},

Alex Abreu and Antonio Nigro 45

then BS^w_s = Ω^∘_{w,1} × P^1.

The idea is to stratify P^1 as P^1 = A^1 ∪ A^0 . There are two natural choices for accomplishing this:

P^1 = {(1 : λ_2)} ∪ {(0 : 1)},

(6b)

P^1 = {(λ_1 : 1)} ∪ {(1 : 0)}.

(6c)

Let us take a closer look at each of these options, defining in both cases BS^w_{s,0} := Ω^∘_{w,1} × A^0 and BS^w_{s,1} := Ω^∘_{w,e} × A^1 .

Let us begin with the first possible stratification (6b). If we have (V^1_• , V^2_• ) ∈ BS^w_{s,1}, then V^2_2 = ⟨v_1, v_2 + λ_2v_3⟩, V^2_3 = ⟨v_1, v_2 + λ_2v_3, v_3⟩, and we can write the matrix associated to V^2_• as

(6d) V^2_• = x_2 x_1 + λ_2 1 0 x_3 1 0 0 x_4 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 .

If (V^1_• , V^2_• ) ∈ BS^w_{s,0}, then V^2_2 = ⟨v_1, v_3⟩ and V^2_3 = ⟨v_1, v_3, v_2⟩, which means

(6e) V^2_• = x_2 1 x_1 0 x_3 0 1 0 x_4 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 .

On the other hand, if we choose stratification (6c) and consider (V^1_• , V^2_• ) ∈ BS^w_{s,1} then, V^2_2 = ⟨v_1, λ_1v_2 + v_3⟩ and V^2_3 = ⟨v_1, λ_1v_2 + v_3, v_2⟩, so we can write

V^2_• = x_2 λ_1x_1 + 1 1 0 x_3 λ_1 0 0 x_4 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 .

If we have (V^1_• , V^2_• ) ∈ BS^w_{s,0}, then V^2_2 = ⟨v_1, v_2⟩ and V^2_3 = ⟨v_1, v_2, v_3⟩, thus

V^2_• = x_2 x_1 1 0 x_3 1 0 0 x_4 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 . Among these two choices, note that only stratification (6b) has the property that the matrix associated to V^2_• has a permutation of columns which turns it into an upper triangular matrix with all diagonal entries equal to 1. That is to say, this matrix is of the form uẇ_1 for some u ∈ U and w_1 ∈ W . (In this case w_1 = w, but that is not so in general.) For this reason, this is the stratification we will choose.

More precisely, the matrices in Equations (6d) and (6e) can be rewritten as

(6f) x_2 x_1 + λ_2 1 0 x_3 1 0 0 x_4 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 = 1 x_1 0 x_2 0 1 0 x_3 0 0 1 x_4 0 0 0 1 · 1 λ_2 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 · 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 and x_2 1 x_1 0 x_3 0 1 0 x_4 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 = 1 x_1 0 x_2 0 1 0 x_3 0 0 1 x_4 0 0 0 1 · 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 · 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 .

46 A geometric approach to characters of Hecke algebras

Note that the permutation matrices appearing above are, respectively, the matrices of 4213 = w and 4123 = ws_1 =: w_1 (see also the first item in Example 5.10). Moreover, we have that t_{γ1} := ws_1w^{−1} = (1, 2), so

U_{γ1,1} =

1 λ_2 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 and U_{γ1,0} =

1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 .

This means that an element of BS^w_{s,1} can be written as (u_0ẇ, u_0u_1ẇ) for u_0 ∈ U^w and u_1 ∈ U_{γ1} , while an element of BS^w_{s,0} is of the form (u_0ẇ, u_0ẇ_1). It is also worth noting that w_1 < w, hence w_1 = ϕ_{s,0}(w) and w = ϕ_{s,1}(w). Finally, we have isomorphisms U^w × U_{γ1,1} → BS^w_{s,1} and U^w × U_{γ1,0} → BS^w_{s,0}. If s = (s_1, . . . , s_n) is a longer word, we can repeat the process above. Assuming that we have found matrices for V^1_• , . . . , V^j_• , we start with the matrix associated to V^j_• and find the possible matrices associated with V^{j+1}_• and choose the stratification such that this matrix associated with V^{n+1}_• can be made upper-triangular after a permutation of the columns.

Remark 6.3. It is also possible to write the map g^w_{s,b} is in terms of braid matrices, that is, matrices of the form

Br_i(λ) =

1 . . . . . . 0 . . .. . . . 0 . . . 0 1 . . . 0 0 . . . 1 λ . . . 0 . . .. . . . 0 . . . . . . 1

.

For instance, Equation (6f) can be written as

x_2 x_1 + λ_2 1 0 x_3 1 0 0 x_4 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 = x_2 x_1 1 0 x_3 1 0 0 x_4 0 0 1 1 0 0 0

· Br^2(λ^2) ·

1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 . Lemma 6.4. The map g^w_{s,b} is well defined, that is, g^w_{s,b}(u_0, . . . , u_n) ∈ BS_s for every (u_0, . . . , u_n) ∈ U^w × U_{γ1,b1} × · · · × U_{γn,bn} . Proof. It is enough to check that

(u_0u_1 . . . u_iẇ_i)^{−1}(u_0u_1 . . . u_{i+1}ẇ_{i+1}) ∈ P_{si+1} .

However, we can simplify the expression to

ẇ^{−1}_i u_{i+1}ẇ_{i+1} ∈ P_{si+1} .

We have that either w_{i+1} = w_i or w_{i+1} = w_is_{i+1}. Since u_{i+1} ∈ U_{γi+1} and t_{γi+1} = w_is_iw^{−1}_i , we have U_{γi+1} = w_iU_{±αsi+1} w^{−1}_i , where α_{si+1} is the simple root associated to s_{i+1}. Since w_iU_{±αsi+1} w^{−1}_i ⊂ w_iP_{si+1} w^{−1}_i and ṡ_{i+1} ∈ P_{si+1} , then

w^{−1}_i u_{i+1}w_{i+1} ∈ w^{−1}_i w_iP_{si+1} w^{−1}_i w_{i+1} = P_{si+1} ,

which finishes the proof. □

We will now prove that g^w_{s,b} is an immersion. Let BS^w_{s,b} be the image of the map g^w_{s,b}. Proposition 6.5. The maps g^w_{s,b} are isomorphisms onto their images, and the variety BS_s is paved by the collection BS^w_{s,b} as b varies in {0, 1}^n and w in W .

Alex Abreu and Antonio Nigro 47

Proof. We proceed by induction on n. The case n = 0 follows from the Bruhat decomposition. Assume that n ≥ 1, let s^′ := (s_1, . . . , s_{n−1}) be a truncation of s, and suppose that g^w_s′_{,b}′ is an isomorphim onto its image for each w ∈ W and b^′ ∈ {0, 1}^{n−1}. Moreover assume that (X^w_s′_{,b}′ )_{w,b}′ pave BS_s′ . Fix w and b, and define as before w_i = ϕ_{s|i,b|i} and γ_iw_{i−1} = w_{i−1}s_i. Also, let b^′ = b|_{n−1}. Let p: BS_s → BS_s′ and q : U^w × U_{γ1,b1} × . . . × U_{γn,bn} → U^w × U_{γ1,b1} × . . . × U_{γn−1,bn−1} be the projections. It is clear from the definition that p ∘ g^w_{s,b} = g^w_s′_{,b}′ ∘ q, U^w × U_{γ1,b1} × . . . × U_{γn,bn} BS_s

U^w × U_{γ1,b1} × . . . × U_{γn−1,bn−1}BS_s′ . q gw_{s,b}pg^w_s′_{,b}′

Let b_0 := (b^′, 0) and b_1 := (b^′, 1). We have that BS^w_{s,b0} , BS^w_{s,b1} ⊂ p^{−1}(BS^w_s′_{,b}′ ). Define w^′ := ϕ_s′_{,b}′ (w) and let x ∈ BS^w_s′_{,b}′ be a point with last coordinate u_xẇ^′B for some u_x ∈ U. Then p^{−1}(x) = {(x, gB); g ∈ u_xẇ^′P_{sn} }. Recall that, if α_{sn} is the simple root associated to s_n, then (see Equation 3b) P_{sn} = U_{αsn} ṡ_nB ∪ B and P_{sn} = ṡ_nU_{αsn} ṡ_nB ∪ ṡ_nB. Now we consider two cases. The first is when w^′s_n > w^′. In this case we have that ϕ_{s,b1} (w) = w^′s_n and ϕ_{s,b0} (w) = w^′. Moreover ẇ^′U_{αsn} ẇ^{′−1} = U_{γn} , thus u_xẇ^′P_{sn} =u_xẇ^′(U_αṡ_nB ∪ B) =u_xẇ^′U_αẇ^{′−1}ẇ^′ṡ_nB ∪ u_xẇ^′B =u_xU_{γn}ẇ^′ṡ_nB ∪ u_xẇ^′B =u_xU_{γn}ẇ^′ṡ_nB ∪ u_xẇ^′B The second case is when w^′s_n < w^′. In this case we have ϕ_{s,b1} (w) = w^′ and ϕ_{s.b0} (w) = w^′s_n. Moreover ẇ^′ṡ_nU_{αsn} ṡ_nẇ^{′−1} = U_{γn} , so that u_xẇ^′P_{sn} =u_xẇ^′(ṡ_nU_αṡ_nB ∪ ṡ_nB) =u_xẇ^′ṡ_nU_{sn}ṡ_nẇ^{′−1}ẇ^′B ∪ u_xẇ^′ṡ_nB =u_xU_{γn}ẇ^′B ∪ u_xẇ^′ṡ_nB. The result follows. □

7. Basic properties of Lusztig varieties In this section we give basic results about the varieties Y_w(X) and Y_s(X) defined in Definition 1.21. We keep the notation of Section 3 and consider the variety Y ⊂ G × B × B given by Y := {(X, g_1B, g_2B); g^{−1}_1 Xg_2 ∈ B} = {(X, g_1B, g_2B); X ∈ g_1Bg^{−1}_2 }.

Note that the projection Y → B × B is a B-bundle (i.e., a smooth morphism with fibers isomorphic to B). Moreover, Y is isomorphic to G × B via the map G × B → Y (X, gB) → (X, XgB, gB).

48 A geometric approach to characters of Hecke algebras

Also we have that G acts on Y by conjugation on the first coordinate and left multiplication on the other coordinates: G × Y → Y (g, (X, g_1B, g_2B)) → (gXg^{−1}, gg_1B, gg_2B). Let w ∈ W and s = (s_1, . . . , s_{ℓ(w)}) a reduced word for w. We define the variety Y_w (and its associated strata Y^∘_w) and the variety Y_s as Y_w := Y ×_{B×B} Ω_w Y^∘_w := Y ×_{B×B} Ω^∘_w Y_s := Y ×_{B×B} BS_s. More explicitly we have Y_w := {(X, gB); g^{−1}Xg ∈ BwB} ⊂ G × B, Y^∘_w := {(X, gB); g^{−1}Xg ∈ BwB} ⊂ G × B, Y_s := {(X, (g_0B, g_1B, . . . , g_{ℓ(w)}B)); g^{−1}_0 Xg_{ℓ(w)} ∈ B} ⊂ G × BS_s. As before, G acts on these 3 varieties by conjugation on the first coordinate and left multiplication on the other coordinates.

We have the following commutative diagram

Y_s BS_s

Y_w Ω_w

Y B × B.

Via the first projection Y → G, we have induced maps Y_w → G and Y_s → G. These maps are equivariant when we consider the adjoint action of G on itself. For X ∈ G, we denote by Y_w(X) and Y_s(X) the fibers of Y_w → G and Y_s → G over X. Set theoretically, these fibers can be described as (see Definition 1.21)

(7a) Y_w(X) = {gB; g^{−1}Xg ∈ B} ⊂ B Y_s(X) = {(g_0B, g_1B, . . . , g_{ℓ(w)}B) ∈ BS_s; g^{−1}_0 Xg_{ℓ(w)} ∈ B}. Remark 7.1. We can define Y_s and Y_s(X) for every word s, not just the reduced ones.

Recall that G^{rs} denotes the open subset of G consisting of the regular semisimple elements, and denote by Y^{rs}_w , Y^{rs,∘}_w , and Y^{rs}_s the restrictions of Y_w, Y^∘_w and Y_s to G^{rs}. Example 7.2. Let G = GL(C , 4) and take

X_1 :=

1 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 4 and X^2 :=

1 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 . Also consider w = 2413. Then Y_w(X) = {V_•; XV_1 ⊂ V_2, V_2 ⊂ XV_3}.

We try to give a more geometric description of Y_w (X_1) and Y_w(X_2). First, we consider the forgetful map Y_w(X) → Gr(2, 4).

Alex Abreu and Antonio Nigro 49

Then it is clear that its image is given by {V_2 ⊂ C^4 ; dim(XV_2 ∩ V_2) ≥ 1}.

Recall the Plücker coordinates of Gr(2, 4): choose a basis v_1, v_2 of V_2, and let M_{V2} = (v_1, v_2) be the 4 × 2 matrix with columns v_1 and v_2. Then the 2 × 2 minors p_{ij} given by lines i and j of M_{V2} define an embedding Gr(2, 4) → P^5 V_2 → (p_{12} : p_{13} : p_{14} : p_{23} : p_{24} : p_{34}).

The image of Gr(2, 4) has equation p_{12}p_{34} − p_{13}p_{24} + p_{14}p_{23} = 0. The condition dim(XV_2 ∩ V_2) ≥ 1 is equivalent to the vanishing of the determinant det(v_1, v_2, Xv_1, Xv_2). It is not hard to write this determinant in terms of p_{ij} . For X = X_1, the ideal of the image of Y_w (X) in P^5 is

I_1 = (p_{13}p_{24} − 4p_{12}p_{34}, p_{14}p_{23} − 3p_{12}p_{34}),

while for X = X_2 it is

I_2 = (p^2_4 − p_{14}p_{34} − p_{23}p_{34}, p_{14}p_{23} − p_{13}p_{24} + p_{12}p_{34}).

It is not hard to see that V (I_1) is singular precisely at the 6 points (1 : 0 : . . . : 0), . . . , (0 : . . . : 0 : 1). These points correspond to the vector spaces V_2 such that X_1V_2 = V_2. For example at (0 : 1 : 0 : 0 : 0 : 0), the affine equation for V (I_1) becomes (in the affine chart p_{13} = 1)

(p_{24} − 4p_{12}p_{34}, p_{14}p_{23} − 3p_{12}p_{34}).

This means that V (I_1) ∩ {p_{13} = 1} is isomorphic to the cone Spec(^{C[x,y,z,w]}_{(xy−zw)} ).

We claim that Y_w(X_1) is V (I_1) blown up at the 6 singular points. Indeed, the map Y_w(X_1) → V (I_1) is one-to-one outside the singular points, while if XV_2 ≠ V_2 the only possible choices for V_1 and V_3 are V_1 = V_2 ∩ X^{−1}_1 V_2 and V_3 = V_2 + X^{−1}_1 V_2. Over the points such that X_1V_2 = V_2, the fiber of Y_w(X_1) → V (I) is P^1 × P^1, since we are free to choose V_1 ⊆ V_2 and V_3 ⊇ V_2. The preimages of the singular points are Cartier divisors, and the blow-up of a cone on its singular point has a P^1 × P^1 as its exceptional divisor, so we have proved our claim.

Upon a rescaling of the variables p_{ij} , we could assume that

I = (p_{13}p_{24} − p_{12}p_{34}, p_{14}p_{23} − p_{12}p_{34}),

and now V (I) carries an action of S_4, where wp_{ij} = p_{w(i)w(j)}. Since the singular points are invariant points in this action, we have that this action of S_4 lifts to an action of S_4 on Y_w(X_1).

The unipotent case X = X_2 is more complicated (for instance, it is known that regular nilpotent Hessenberg varieties are not even normal []). We have that only the point (1 : 0 : 0 : 0 : 0 : 0) (which corresponds to V_2 = ⟨e_1, e_2⟩) corresponds to a point where X_2V_2 = V_2. However, the map Y_w(X_2) → V (I_2) is not the blowup of this special point, but the blowup of a more sophisticated subscheme.

8. Paving by affines the variety Y_s(X)

In this section we will construct an affine paving of Y_s(X) for a regular element X ∈ G^r. The idea is to prove that for each BS^w_{s,b} ⊂ BS_s constructed in Section 6, we have that Y_s(X) ∩ BS^w_{s,b} is either empty or isomorphic to an affine space. In order to do that, we will need a technical result.

Let A be a C -algebra and consider A[x_1, . . . , x_N ] the polynomial ring in N variables over A. Assume that the variable x_i has weight k_i ∈ Z. We consider a finite set of polynomials F = {F_{k,j} } where k ∈ Z and j ∈ {1, . . . , m_k} (note that m_k = 0 except for a finite number of values k). Proposition 8.1. Assume that we can write F_{k,j} = G_{k,j} + H_{k,j} where G_{k,j} is a linear polynomial with complex coefficients in variables of weight k and H_{k,j} is a polynomial in variables of weight less than k. Moreover, assume that for each k the polynomials {G_{k,j} }_{j∈{1,...,mk }} are linearly independent.

50 A geometric approach to characters of Hecke algebras

In that case, we have that V (F ) = Spec(^{A[x1,...,xN ]}_{⟨F ⟩} ) is isomorphic to an affine space over A of expected dimension N − ∑ k∈Zm_k (over spec(A)). Proof. The proof is done by induction. Consider X_k = {x_i; wt(x_i) ≤ k} and let A_k = A[X_k] and F_k := {F_k′_{,j} }_k′_{≤k}. Clearly F_k is a set of polynomials in A_k. For k sufficiently small, we have X_k = ∅ and F_k = ∅, and in this case the result holds trivially. Assume, by the induction hypothesis, that V (F_k) is isomorphic to an affine space of dimension |X_k|− ∑ k^′ ≤k mk^′ . Since Gk+1,1, . . . , Gk+1,mk+1 are linearly independent, upon change the variables of weight k with suitable linear combinations, we can assume that G_{k+1,j} = x_j . Hence, there is an isomorphism V (F_k) × A^{αk −mk+1} → V (F_{k+1}) given by A^{Xk} × A^{αk −mk+1} → A^{Xk} × A^{αk} (y, (x_{mk +1}, . . . , x_{αk} )) → (y, (−H_{k+1,1}(y), −H_{k+1,2}(y), . . . , −H_{k+1,mk+1} (y), x_{mk +1}, . . . , x_{αk} ) where α_k = |X_{k+1} \ X_k|. By the induction hypothesis, we have our result. □

Let exp : g → G be the exponential map. As we saw in Section 3, the restriction exp : u → U is an isomorphism of schemes (see also Equation (3c)). Moreover, given w ∈ W , we have exp(u^w) = U^w and exp(u_w) = U_w. To fix notation, for each γ ∈ Φ^+ we will choose E_γ a generator of u_γ . Moreover, for β, γ ∈ Φ^+, we define constants λ_{β,γ} by the formula

(8a) [E_β , E_γ ] = λ_{β,γ} E_{β+γ} .

The equation above only makes sense if β + γ is a root, otherwise we define λ_{β,γ} := 0. It is worth noting that λ_{β,γ} = −λ_{γ,β}.

Let X ∈ B a regular element. Recall that we can pave BS_s by affines isomorphic to U^w ×U_{δ1 ,b1} × . . . × U_{δn,bn} via the map g^w_{s,b} defined in Equation (6a). Also recall Equation (7a). Then we have that

(8b) (g^w_{s,b})^{−1}(Y_s(X)) = {(u_0, u_1, . . . , u_n); ẇ^{−1}u^{−1}_0 Xu_0u_1 . . . u_nϕ_{s,b}(ẇ) ∈ B}.

Or, equivalently,

(g^w_{s,b})^{−1}(Y_s(X)) = {(u_0, u_1, . . . , u_n); u^{−1}_0 Xu_0u_1 . . . u_nϕ_{s,b}(ẇ) ∈ ẇB}.

Since u^{−1}_0 Xu_0u_1 . . . u_n ∈ B for every (u_0, . . . , u_n) ∈ U^w × U_{δ1,b1} × . . . × U_{δn,bn} , we have that if (g^w_{s,b})^{−1}(Y_s(X)) is non-empty, then Bϕ_{s,b}(w)B ∩ BwB ≠ ∅. This implies that ϕ_{s,b}(w) = w. In this case, we can rephrase Equation (8b) as

(8c) (g^w_{s,b})^{−1}(Y_s(X)) = {(u_0, u_1, . . . , u_n); u^{−1}_0 Xu_0u_1 . . . u_n ∈ B ∩ ẇBẇ^{−1}}.

For simplicity, we will write Y^w_{s,b}(X) := Y_s(X) ∩ BS^w_{s,b}.

Theorem 8.2. Let X ∈ B be a regular element such that X = X_sX_u and Z_G(X_s) = G_J for some J ⊂ S. Then Y_s(X) is paved by the affines Y^w_{s,b}(X) where w ∈ W and b ∈ Good(L, J, w), and dim Y^w_{s,b}(X) = |b|. Corollary 8.3. If s = (s_1, . . . , s_n) is a word in S, we have the equality

P oin(H^∗(Y_s(X_J ))) = χ^{iW}J ((1 + T_{s1} )(1 + T_{s2} ) . . . (1 + T_{sn} )).

Alex Abreu and Antonio Nigro 51

Proof. Since Y_s(X_J ) is paved by affines, we have

P oin(H^∗(Y_s(X_J ))) = ∑ w∈W ∑ b∈Good(L,J,w) q^{dim(Y ws,b (XJ ))} = ∑ w∈W ∑ b∈Good(L,J,w) q^{|b|} = χ^{iW}J ((1 + T_{s1} )(1 + T_{s2} ) . . . (1 + T_{sn} )).

The first and second equalities follow from Theorem 8.2, the third equality from Theorem 5.11. □

Corollary 8.4. The Betti numbers of Y_s(X) are palindromic for every regular element X.

Proof. This follows from Corollary 8.3 and the fact that χ^{iW}J ((1 + T_{s1} )(1 + T_{s2} ) . . . (1 + T_{sn} )) is palindromic. □

Corollary 8.5. Consider G = SL_n(C ) and W = S_n. Let s = (s_1, . . . , s_n) be a word in S, then we have the following equality

ch((1 + T_{s1} )(1 + T_{s2} ) . . . (1 + T_{sn} )) = ∑ λ⊢n P oin(H^∗(Y_s(X_λ)))m_λ, where each X_λ is a regular matrix with Jordan decomposition λ.

Proof. This follows directly from Corollary 8.3 and Equation (5a). □

Corollary 8.6. Let s be a sequence such that every s ∈ S appears in s. Then the variety Y_s(X) is irreducible for every regular element X. In particular, Y_w (X) is irreducible for every w ∈ W .

Proof. The proof is the same as [Pre18, Corollary 14]. By proposition 5.8 and Theorem 8.2 we have that Y_s(X) has only one stratum of top dimension. By the Theorem of dimension of fibers applied to Y^r_s → G^r, the dimension of each irreducible component of Y_s(X) is at least n, in particular Y_s(X) is equidimensional and hence irreducible (since it has only one stratum of top dimension). □

The proof of Theorem 8.2 will take the rest of the section. We begin with an example to fix the main ideas.

Example 8.7. As in Examples 5.10, 5.21, 6.1 and 6.2, let G = GL(4) then W = S_4. If w = 4231 then Υ(w) = {(1, 2), (1, 4), (2, 4), (3, 4)} and D_s(w) = {(1, 2), (3, 4)}. Let b = (1, 0, 1, 1, 1, 0), and s = ((2, 3), (1, 2), (3, 4), (2, 3), (1, 2), (3, 4)). We have that the sequence δ (defined in 5.20) is given by δ_1 = (1, 2), δ_2 = (1, 3), δ_3 = (3, 4) and δ_4 = (2, 4). This means that

u_0 =

1 x_{12} 0 x_{14} 0 1 0 x_{24} 0 0 1 x_{34} 0 0 0 1

, u^1 =

1 y_1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1

, u^2 =

1 0 y_2 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 ,

u_3 =

1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 y_3 0 0 0 1

, u^4 =

1 0 0 0 0 1 0 y_4 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 , X := 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 . Then

u^{−1}_0 Xu_0 =

1 1 −x_{12} −x_{12}x_{34} + x_{24} 0 1 1 x_{34} 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 .

52 A geometric approach to characters of Hecke algebras

Moreover, we have that

M :=u^{−1}_0 Xu_0u_1u_2u_3u_4

= 1 y_1 + 1 −x_{12} + y_2 −x_{12}x_{34} − x_{12}y_3 + y_2y_3 + y_1y_4 + x_{24} + y_4 0 1 1 x_{34} + y_3 + y_4 0 0 1 y_3 + 1 0 0 0 1 . The condition that M ∈ ẇBẇ^{−1} says that M_{12} = 0, M_{14} = 0, M_{24} = 0 and M_{34} = 0 (these are the same entries that are non-zero in u_0 ∈ U^w). Therefore, we have that the subscheme (g^w_{s,b})^{−1}(Y_s(X)) ⊂ U^w × U_{δ1} × U_{δ2} × U_{δ3} × U_{δ4} = Spec(C [x_{12} , x_{14}, x_{24}, x_{34}, y_1, y_2, y_3, y_4]) is given by the following equations 0 = y_1 + 1, 0 = −x_{12}x_{34} − x_{12}y_3 + y_2y_3 + y_1y_4 + x_{24} + y_4, 0 = x_{34} + y_3 + y_4, 0 = y_3 + 1.

It is not hard to see that (g^w_{s,b})^{−1}(Y_s(X)) ∼= A^4_C .

We note that if we had omitted u_1 in the product defining M, then M_{12} would be just 1, in which case (g^w_{s,b})^{−1}(Y_s(X)) would be empty. The same holds for δ_3. This is the main motivation behind the definition of a good sequence, to exclude that the matrix M could have an entry M_{i,i+1} = 1 for some (i, i + 1) ∈ D_s(w).

Fix s = (s_1, . . . , s_n), w ∈ W and b. We begin, restricting ourselves to the case that X ∈ U is a regular unipotent element. In this case, Equation 8c becomes (g^w_{s,b})^{−1}(Y_s(X)) = {(u_0, u_1, . . . , u_n); u^{−1}_0 Xu_0u_1 . . . u_n ∈ U_w}, hence we have the fiber diagram

(8d)

(g^w_{s,b})^{−1}(Y_s(X)) U_w

U^w × U_{δ1,b1} × . . . × U_{δn,bn}U,

where the bottom map is given by (u_0, u_1, . . . , u_n) → u^{−1}_0 Xu_0u_1 . . . u_n.

Since U_{δ,0} = {1}, we consider only the roots δ_i such that b_i = 1. Renaming then, we write δ_1, δ_2, . . . , δ_n′ for such roots. Then U^w × U_{δ1,b1} × . . . × U_{δn,bn} becomes U^w × U_{δ1} × . . . × U_{δn′} . Of course, we have that n^′ = |b| = ∑ 1≤i≤n bi. Alternatively, via BCH formula, the bottom map in

Equation (8d) can be viewed as the map u^w × u_{δ1} × . . . × u_{δn′} → u (u_0, . . . , u_n′ ) → (−u_0) ⊗ X ⊗ u_0 ⊗ u_1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ u_n′ . Via the (inverse of the) exponential map, we can assume that X ∈ u, and since X is regular, we can also assume that X = ∑ α∈Δ E_α (up to conjugation).

Alex Abreu and Antonio Nigro 53

Example 8.8. We will repeat Example 8.7 using BCH formular. Everything stays the same except that

u_0 =

0 x_{12} 0 x_{14} 0 0 0 x_{24} 0 0 0 x_{34} 0 0 0 0

, u^1 =

0 y_1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

, u^2 =

0 0 y_2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ,

u_3 =

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 y_3 0 0 0 0

, u^4 =

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 y_4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 , X := 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 . Then

(−u_0) ⊗ X ⊗ u_0 =

0 1 −x_{12} −x_{12}x_{34} + x_{24} 0 0 1 x_{34} 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 , see Lemma 8.10 below. Moreover, we have that

M :=(−u_0) ⊗ X ⊗ u_0 ⊗ u_1 ⊗ u_2 ⊗ u_3 ⊗ u_4 =

0 y_1 + 1 −x_{12} −^1_2 y_1 + y_2 M_{14} 0 0 1 x_{34} +^1_2 y_3 + y_4 0 0 0 y_3 + 1 0 0 0 0 , where

M_{14} = −x_{12}x_{34} − 1 2 x_{34}y_1 − 1 2 x_{12}y_3 − 1 6 y_1y_3 + 1 2 y_2y_3 + 1 2 y_1y_4 + x_{24} + 1 12 y_1 − 1 2 y_2 + 1 12 y_3 + 1 2 y_4

see Corollaries 8.13 and 8.14 below.

In view of Proposition 8.1, it is convenient to give weights to the variables we are considering. Assume that we have variables x_{γ,i} for each γ ∈ Φ^+ and each integer i. Recall that we have a partial ordering ≤ in Φ^+. For β, γ ∈ Φ^+, we write β ⋖ γ if there exists α ∈ Δ with γ = β + α and write β << γ if β ≤ γ and ht(β) ≤ ht(γ) − 2.

Given a property P on the set Φ^+ we will write g(x_{β,i}, P (β)) to mean a polynomial in the variables x_{β,i} such that β ∈ Φ^+ and β satisfies P . Consider the elements of C [x_{γ,i} ] ⊗_C u given by

(8e) Y = ∑ γ∈Φ^+ E_γ (f_γ (x_{γ,i}) + g_γ (x_{β,i}, (β ⋖ γ) ∨ (β ∈ Δ ∩ Υ_γ )) + h_γ (x_{β,i}, β << γ)), where g and h have no constant terms. In particular, if γ ∈ Δ, then g_γ = h_γ = 0. Proposition 8.9. If Y^1, Y^2 and Y^3 are elements as above with

Y^i = ∑ γ∈Φ^+ E_γ (f^i_γ (x_{γ,i}) + g^i_γ (x_{β,i}, (β ⋖ γ) ∨ (β ∈ Δ ∩ Υ_γ )) + h^i_γ (x_{β,i}, β << γ))

and Y^3 = Y^1 ⊗ Y^2, then

f^3_γ = f^1_γ + f^2_γ ,

g^3_γ = g^1_γ + g^2_γ + 1 2 ∑ α∈Δ λ_{α,γ−α}(f^1_αf^2_{γ−α} − f^2_αf^1_{γ−α}) if ht(γ) ≥ 3,

g^3_γ = g^1_γ + g^2_γ + 1 2 ∑ α∈Δ λ_{α,γ−α}(f^1_αf^2_{γ−α}) if ht(γ) = 2,

where λ_{α,γ−α} are the structure constants defined in Equation (8a).

54 A geometric approach to characters of Hecke algebras

Proof. We have that

Y^1 ⊗ Y^2 = Y^1 + Y^2 + 1 2 [Y_1, Y_2] + [higher commutators].

Since all variables in the coefficient of E_γ are of the form x_{β,i}, with β ≤ γ, the higher commutators term will belong entirely to h^3_γ and can therefore be ignored. Continuing with the computation, we have Y^1 + Y^2 = ∑ γ∈ϕ^+ E_γ (f^1_γ + f^2_γ + g^1_γ + g^2_γ + h^1_γ + h^2_γ ).

(8f) and [Y^1, Y^2] = ∑ γ E_γ ( ∑ β_1,β_2∈ϕ^+ β_1+β_2=γ

λ_{β1 ,β2} (f^1_{β1} + g^1_{β1} + h^1_{β1} )(f^2_{β1} + g^2_{β2} + h^2_{β2} ) ) . (8g)

If neither β_1 nor β_2 is a simple root, then the coefficient λ_{β1,β2} (f^1_{β1} + g^1_{β1} + h^1_{β1} )(f^2_{β2} + g^2_{β2} + h^2_{β2} ) also belongs in h^3_γ , so we can consider only the summands where either β_1 ∈ Δ or β_2 ∈ Δ.

Now we are ready to prove the statements in the Proposition. The first follows directly from Equations (8f) and (8g). Let us prove the second statement, considering first the case where ht(γ) ≥ 3. In this case, precisely one of the β_i is in Δ, and we assume without loss of generality that β_1 ∈ Δ. In particular, we see that β_1 << γ. Moreover g^1_{β1} = h^1_{β1} = 0, and the coefficient above becomes λ_{β1,β2} (f^1_{β1} f^2_{β2} + f^1_{β1} g^2_{β2} + f^1_{β1} h^2_{β2} ).

It is easy to see that f^1_{β1} g^2_{β2} +f^1_{β1} h^2_{β2} belongs in h^3_γ and f^1_{β1} f^2_{β2} belongs in g^3_γ . Since λ_{β1,β2} = −λ_{β2,β1} , the case β_2 ∈ Δ is analogous and we get the second statement.

If ht(γ) = 2, then both β_1, β_2 ∈ Δ, so g^i_{βi} = h^i_{βi} = 0 for i = 1, 2 and the coefficient above becomes λ_{β1 ,β2} f^1_{β1} f^2_{β2} .

The result follows. □

Each of the spaces u^w and u_{δi} are affine, and we write u_0 = ∑ β∈Υ(w) xβ Eβ and ui = yiEδi . As before, we will have a root associated to each variable. From now on, we will write the elements of C [x_β , y_i] ⊗_C u as in Equation 8e, abusing notation, omit the variables and write simply f_γ , g_γ , h_γ . Recall that [E_α, E_β ] = λ_{α,β} E_{α+β} , where λ_{α,β} ≠ 0 if and only if α + β ∈ Φ^+. Lemma 8.10. We can write (−u_0) ⊗ X ⊗ (u_0) = ∑ γ∈Φ^+ E_γ (f^0_γ + g^0_γ + h^0_γ )

where

f^0_γ = { 1 if γ ∈ Δ 0 otherwise, and g^0_γ = ∑ α∈Δ γ−α∈ϕ_w λ_{α,γ−α}x_{γ−α}

for every γ ∈ ϕ^+ \ Δ.

Alex Abreu and Antonio Nigro 55

Proof. We could use Proposition 8.9, but it is more informative to compute directly:

(−u_0) ⊗ X ⊗ u_0 =(−u_0) ⊗ (X + u_0 + 1 2 [X, u_0] + [higher commutators])

=(−u_0) + X + u_0 + 1 2 [X, u_0] + [higher commutators] + 1 2 [ − u_0, X + u_0 + 1 2 [X, u_0] + [higher commutators] ] + [higher commutators]

=X + 1 2 [X, u_0] + 1 2 [−u_0, X] + [higher commutators] =X + [X, u_0] + [higher commutators] = ∑ α∈Δ E_α + ∑ γ /∈Δ E_γ ( ∑ α∈Δ,β∈Υ(w) α+β=γ λ_{α,β} x_β + h^0_γ ) .

This finishes the proof. □ Example 8.11. In the notation of Example 8.8, we have g^0_{13} = −x_{12}, g^0_{24} = x_{34}, g^0_{14} = x_{24}, and h^0_{24} = 0, h^0_{13} = 0, h^0_{14} = −x_{12}x_{34}.

In the proposition we have defined polynomials f^0_γ , g^0_γ , h^0_γ in the variables x_β for β ∈ Υ_w. Define inductively f^i_γ , g^i_γ , h^i_γ by the formula (recall Equation (8e)) ∑ γ∈Φ^+ E_γ (f^{i+1}_γ + g^{i+1}_γ + h^{i+1}_γ ) = ( ∑ γ∈Φ^+ E_γ (f^i_γ + g^i_γ + h^i_γ ) ) ⊗ y_{i+1}E_{δi+1} . Moreover, we set f_γ := f^{n′}_γ , g_γ := g^{n′}_γ and h_γ := h^{n′}_γ for the final polynomials. The next result follows directly from Proposition 8.9.

Proposition 8.12. We have the following relations.

(1) If γ ≠ δ_{i+1}, δ_{i+1} /∈ Δ and γ − δ_{i+1} /∈ Δ, then f^{i+1}_γ = f^i_γ , g^{i+1}_γ = g^i_γ .

(2) If γ ≠ δ_{i+1}, δ_{i+1} ∈ Δ or γ − δ_{i+1} ∈ Δ, then f^{i+1}_γ = f^i_γ ,

g^{i+1}_γ = g^i_γ + 1 2 λ_{γ−δi+1,δi+1} y_{i+1}f^i_{γ−δi+1} . (3) If γ = δ_{i+1}, then f^{i+1}_γ = f^i_γ + y_{i+1}, g^{i+1}_γ = g^i_γ .

Proof. Write y_{i+1}E_{δi+1} = ∑ γ∈Φ^+ Eγ ( ~fγ ). By Proposition 8.9, we have that

f^{i+1}_γ =f^i_γ + ~f_γ

g^{i+1}_γ =g^i_γ + 1 2 ∑ α∈Δ λ_{α,γ−α}(f^i_α ~f_{γ−α} − ~f_αf^i_{γ−α}). if ht(γ) ≥ 3 g^{i+1}_γ =g^i_γ + 1 2 ∑ α∈Δ λ_{α,γ−α}(f^i_α ~f_{γ−α}). if ht(γ) = 2 Since ~f_γ = 0, unless γ = δ_{i+1}, we get our results. □

56 A geometric approach to characters of Hecke algebras

Corollary 8.13. For every α ∈ Δ, we have f^i_α =1 + ∑ j∈{1,...,i} δ_i=α y_j ,

while for every γ /∈ Δ, f^i_γ = ∑ j∈{1,...,i} δ_i =γ y_j .

Proof. This follows directly from Proposition 8.12. □

Corollary 8.14. It holds that

(8h) g_γ = g^{n′}_γ = g^0_γ + 1 2 ∑ 1≤j≤n^′ γ−δ_j ∈Δ λ_{γ−δj ,δj} y_j + 1 2 ∑ 1≤i≤n^′−1 (δ_i∈Δ)∨(γ−δ_i∈Δ) λ_{δi ,γ−δi} y_i( ∑ i+1≤j≤n δ_j =γ−δ_i y_j )

Proof. By Proposition 8.12, we see that

g^{n′}_γ =g^0_γ + 1 2 ∑ 1≤j≤n^′ (γ−δ_j ∈Δ)∨(δ_j ∈Δ) λ_{γ−δj ,δj} y_j f^{j−1}_{γ−δj}

=g^0_γ + 1 2 ∑ 1≤j≤n^′ (γ−δ_j ∈Δ)∨(δ_j ∈Δ) λ_{γ−δj ,δj} y_j ( [γ − δ_j ∈ Δ] + ∑ 1≤i≤j−1 δ_i=γ−δ_j y_i )

=g^0_γ + 1 2 ∑ 1≤j≤n^′ γ−δ_j ∈Δ λ_{γ−δj ,δj} y_j + 1 2 ∑ 1≤i<j≤n^′ δ_i +δ_j =γ (δ_i∈Δ)∨(δ_j ∈Δ) λ_{δi,δj} y_j y_i

=g^0_γ + 1 2 ∑ 1≤j≤n^′ γ−δ_j ∈Δ λ_{γ−δj ,δj} y_j + 1 2 ∑ 1≤i≤n^′−1 (δ_i∈Δ)∨(γ−δ_i∈Δ) λ_{δi ,γ−δi} y_i( ∑ i+1≤j≤n δ_j =γ−δ_i y_j )

□ Example 8.15. Using the notation of Example 8.7 and restricting attention to γ ∈ Υ(w) = {(1, 2), (1, 4), (2, 3), (2, 4)}, we have f_{12} = y_1 + 1 f_{13} = y_2 f_{34} = y_3 + 1 f_{24} = y_4 f_{14} = 0

g_{24} = x_{34} + 1 2 y_3

g_{13} = −x_{12} − 1 2 y_1

g_{14} = x_{24} − 1 2 y_2 + 1 2 y_4 + 1 2 y_1y_4 + 1 2 y_2y_3

h_{14} = x_{12}x_{34} − 1 2 x_{34}y_1 − 1 2 x_{12}y_3 − 1 6 y_1y_3 + 1 12 y_1 + 1 12 y_3

Alex Abreu and Antonio Nigro 57

in agreement with Corollaries 8.13 and 8.14. Indeed, let us compute g_{14} via Corollary 8.14: We have γ = (1, 4), δ_1 = (1, 2), δ_2 = (1, 3), δ_3 = (3, 4), and δ_4 = (2, 4), so γ − δ_i ∈ Δ only for i = 2, 4. Moreover, only for the pairs (i, j) = (1, 4), (2, 3) do we have that δ_i + δ_j = γ and either δ_i ∈ Δ or δ_j ∈ Δ, so

g_{14} = x_{24} + 1 2 (λ_{(3,4),(1,3)}y_2 + λ_{(1,2),(2,4)}y_4) + 1 2 (λ_{(1,2),(2,4)}y_1y_4 + λ_{(1,3),(3,4)}y_2y_3).

Since λ_{(i,j),(j,k)} = 1 for i < j < k, we have

g_{14} = x_{24} − 1 2 y_2 + 1 2 y_4 + 1 2 y_1y_4 + 1 2 y_2y_3

as expected.

We are interested in the space (g^w_{s,b})^{−1}(Y_s(X)) := V (f_γ + g_γ + h_γ )_{γ∈ϕ(w)}. First note that if there exists α ∈ Δ ∩ ϕ_w such that δ_j ≠ α for every j, then Y^{w,b}_{s,X} = ∅. This is because f_α + g_α + h_α = 1 by Corollary 8.13 and the fact that g_α = h_α = 0. In particular, if b is not a good word for w, then Y^{w,b}_{s,X} = ∅. We now assume that b is a good word for w. In particular we can apply Proposition 5.22, and see that for every γ ∈ Υ_s(w), one of the following conditions hold

(1) There exists i such that γ = δ_i.

(2) For all α ∈ Δ such that γ − α ∈ ϕ \ Υ(w), there exists i such that γ − α = δ_i and δ_j ≠ α for every j < i.

For every β ∈ {δ_1, . . . , δ_n′ }, let y_β := y_{kβ} , where k_β = min{i, δ_i = β}. Let us give weights to the variables according to wt(x_β ) := ht(β)+1 and wt(y_β) := ht(β)+^1_2 if β ∈ Υ(w), or wt(y_β ) = ht(β)+1 otherwise. For every other y_i we define wt(y_i) := 0.

Proposition 8.16. Let γ ∈ Υ(w) be a root such that γ ≠ δ_i for every i. Then

g_γ = ∑ α∈Δ,γ−α∈Υ(w) λ_{α,γ−α}x_{γ−α} + ∑ α∈Δ,γ−α /∈Υ(w) λ_{α,γ−α}y_{γ−α} 1 2 (2 − f_α) + h^′_γ

where h^′_γ has only variables of weight less than ht(γ).

Proof. Since γ ≠ δ_i for every i, condition (2) above holds. Fix α ∈ Δ such that γ − α ∈ Φ^+. If γ − α /∈ Υ(w), then δ_j ≠ α for every j < k_{γ−α}. In particular the variable y_{γ−α} = y_{kγ−α} only appears in the following summand in Equation 8h 1 2 λ_{α,γ−α}y_{γ−α} + 1 2 λ_{γ−α,α}y_{γ−α}( ∑ k_β +1≤j≤n^′ δ_j =α y_j )

Now we check that every other variable y_i appearing in g_γ has weight less than ht(γ). If γ − α ∈ Υ(w), then all variables y_i with δ_i = γ −α either have weight 0, ht(γ)−1, or ht(γ)−^1_2 . If α ∈ Υ(w), then all variables y_i with δ_i = α have weight either 0, 1, or^3_2 , and if α /∈ Υ(w), then either α = γ−α^′ for some α^′ ∈ Δ and we are in the case of the previous paragraph, or ht(γ) ≥ 3 and all variables y_i with δ_i = α have weight either 0 or 2.

We finish by noting that ∑ i+1≤j≤n^′ δ_j =α y_j = f_α − 1,

since there is no j < k_β with δ_j = α. Since λ_{α,γ−α} = −λ_{γ−α,α} the result follows. □

58 A geometric approach to characters of Hecke algebras

Example 8.17. In Example 8.15 we saw that

f_{12} = 1 + y_1 , f_{34} = y_3 + 1 and g_{14} = x_{24} − 1 2 y_2 + 1 2 y_4 + 1 2 y_1y_4 + 1 2 y_2y_3.

This means that g_{14} =x_{24} + (−1)y_2 1 2 (2 − (y_3 + 1)) + y_4 + y_1y_4

=x_{24} + λ_{(3,4),(1,3)}y_2 1 2 (2 − (y_3 + 1)) + (y_4 + y_1y_4)

which agrees with Proposition 8.16, since (1, 4) − (3, 4) = (1, 3) = δ_2 /∈ Υ(w) and (1, 4) − (1, 2) = (2, 4) ∈ Υ(w).

We are finally in a position to use Proposition 8.1 and prove Theorem 8.2. Proof of Theorem 8.2. Assume first that X is regular unipotent, so that J = S.

We have three cases (1) If α ∈ Δ ∩ Υ(w), then g_α = h_α = 0 and the coefficient of E_α is f_α = 1 + ∑ δ_j =γ y_j . (2) If γ ∈ Υ(w) \ Δ and there exists j such that γ = δ_j , then the coefficient of E_γ is f_γ + g_γ + h_γ = ∑ δ_j =γ y_j + g_γ + h_γ .

(3) If γ ∈ Υ(w) \ Δ and there does not exists j such that γ = δ_j , then the coefficient of E_γ is

g_γ + h_γ = ∑ α∈Δ,γ−α∈Υ(w) λ_{α,γ−α}x_{γ−α} + ∑ α∈Δ,γ−α /∈Υ(w) λ_{α,γ−α}y_{γ−α} 1 2 (2 − f_α) + h^′_γ + h_γ .

The variety Y^w_{s,b}(X) is isomorphic, via g^w_{s,b} to (g^w_{s,b})^{−1}(Y_s(X)), the latter being the locus where all the polynomials in items (1), (2), and (3) above vanish. It is straightforward to see that we can change the polynomials in case (3) to

(3’) If γ ∈ Υ(w) \ Δ we consider the polynomial ∑ α∈Δ,γ−α∈ϕ(w) λ_{α,γ−α}x_{γ−α} + ∑ α∈Δ,γ−α /∈ϕ(w) λ_{α,γ−α}y_{γ−α} + h^′_γ + h_γ . This is because α + (γ − α) ∈ Υ(w) and γ − α /∈ Υ(w), hence α ∈ Υ(w), which will force f_α to vanish.

The only thing left is to see that the linear polynomials ∑ α∈Δ,γ−α∈ϕ(w) λ_{α,γ−α}x_{γ−α} + ∑ α∈Δ,γ−α /∈ϕ(w) λ_{α,γ−α}y_{γ−α} for γ ∈ Υ(w) \ (Δ ∪ {δ_1, . . . , δ_n′ }) are linearly independent, but this follows from Corollary 3.6. □ Since we need a slightly more general result for the non-unipotent case, we state the following Proposition, which is what we actually prove above.

Proposition 8.18. Let X ∈ U be a regular unipotent element, w ∈ W , and δ = (δ_1, . . . , δ_n′ ) a good sequence for w of positive roots. Then the locus

U^w_δ (X) := {(u_0, u_1, . . . , u_n′ ) ∈ U^w × U_{δ1} × . . . × U_{δn′} ; u^{−1}_0 Xu_0u_1 . . . u_n′ ∈ U_w} is isomorphic to an affine space of dimension n^′.

Alex Abreu and Antonio Nigro 59

Proof of Theorem 8.2, the general case. Let X = X_sX_u, where X_s is semisimple and X_u is unipotent. We know (by [Ste65]) that X is regular if and only if X_u is regular in Z_G(X_s). Up to conjugation, we can assume that there exists J ⊂ Δ such that Z_G(X_s) = G_J and X_u ∈ U_j is regular in G_J .

The main idea is to reduce to the regular unipotent case and use Propostion 8.1. As before, for each b ∈ {0, 1}^n and w ∈ W we define Y^w_{s,b}(X) = BS^w_{s,b} ∩ Y_s(X). Via the isomorphism g^w_{s,b}, we have that Y^w_{s,b}(X) is isomorphic to (g^w_{s,b})^{−1}(Y_s(X)) ⊂ U^w × U_{δ1} × . . . × U_{δn′} . Moreover, recalling Equation (8c) we have (g^w_{s,b})^{−1}(Y_s(X)) = {(u_0, u_1, . . . , u_n′ ); u^{−1}_0 Xu_0u_1 . . . u_n′ ∈ ẇBẇ^{−1}}.

Since X_s ∈ T ⊂ ẇBẇ^{−1}, we have that u^{−1}_0 Xu_0u_1 . . . u_m ∈ ẇBẇ^{−1} if and only if X^{−1}_s u^{−1}_0 Xu_0u_1 . . . u_m ∈ ẇBẇ^{−1}.

By Lemma 3.2 the projection p_J : U → U_J is a group homomorphism. Define U_{δi,J} := U_{δi} ∩ U_J = { {1} if δ_i /∈ Φ_J U_{δi} if δ_i ∈ Φ_J , and let w_J ∈ W_J and^J w ∈^J W be such that w = w_J ·^J w. We let q_J be the projection map q_J : U^w × U_{δ1} × . . . × U_{δn′} → U^{wJ} × U_{δ1,J} × . . . × U_{δn′ ,J} (u_0, u_1, . . . , u_n′ ) → (p_J (u_0), p_J (u_1), . . . , p_J (u_n′ )).

Then by Lemma 3.2, we have that p_J is a homomorphism, p_J (tut^{−1}) = tp_J (u)t^{−1}, and p_J (u) ∈ U_J ⊂ Z_G(X_s) for every u ∈ U. Thus p_J (X^{−1}_s u^{−1}_0 X_sX_uu_0u_1 . . . u_n) =p_J (X^{−1}_s u^{−1}_0 X_s)X_up_J (u_0)p_J (u_1) . . . p_J (u_n) =X^{−1}_s p_J (u_0)^{−1}X_sX_up_J (u_0)p_J (u_1) . . . p_J (u_n) =p_J (u_0)^{−1}X_up_J (u_0)p_J (u_1) . . . p_J (u_n), and in particular we have q_J ((g^w_{s,b})^{−1}(Y_s(X)) = U^{wJ}_{δJ} (X_u), where δ_J is the sequence of positive roots obtained from δ by removing the entries δ_i such that δ_i ∉ Φ_J . By Propositions 8.18 and 5.22 we have that U^{wJ}_{δJ} (X_U ) is isomorphic to an affine space of dimension |δ_J |. Moreover, (g^w_{s,b})^{−1}(Y_s(X)) ⊂ U^{wJ}_{δJ} (X_u) ×_{(U} wJ_{×Uδ1,J ×...Uδn′ ,J )} (U^w × U_{δ1} × . . . × U_{δn′ ,J} ), and the right-hand side is isomorphic to U^{wJ}_{δJ} (X_u) × ∏ γ∈Υ(w)\Φ_J U_γ × ∏ i,δ_i /∈Φ_J U_{δi} . Let A be the C -algebra such that U^{wJ}_{δJ} (X_u) = Spec(A). Then U^{wJ}_{δJ} (X_u) ×_{(U} wJ_{×Uδ1 ,J ×...Uδn′ ,J )} (U^w × U_{δ1} × . . . × U_{δn′ ,J} ) = Spec(A[x_γ , y_i]_{γ∈Υ(w)\ΦJ ,δi /∈ΦJ} ). Via the exponential map, we can preform the computation in (u, ⊗), since X^{−1}_s u^{−1}_0 X_s ∈ U, X_u ∈ U, and log(X^{−1}_s u^{−1}_0 X_s) = Ad(X_s)(− log(u_0)). Therefore we have

(g^w_{s,b})^{−1}(Y_s(X)) = {(u_0, u_1, . . . , u_n′ ); (Ad(X_s)(−u_0)) ⊗ X_n ⊗ u_0 ⊗ u_1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ u_n′ ∈ u_w.} As before, write u_0 = ∑ γ∈Υ(w) xγ Eγ and ui = yiEδi . However, if γ, δi ∈ ϕJ , we consider xγ and y_i as elements of A. Then only x_γ for γ ∈ Υ(w) \ Φ_J and y_i for δ_i /∈ ϕ_J are variables in

60 A geometric approach to characters of Hecke algebras

A[x_γ , y_i]_{γ∈Υ(w)\ΦJ ,δi /∈ΦJ} . If γ /∈ Φ_J then γ + β /∈ Φ_J for every β, so by Proposition 8.12 we have that the coefficient of E_γ in Ad(X_s)(−u_0)) ⊗ X_n ⊗ u_0 ⊗ u_1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ u_n′ is constant for γ ∈ Φ_J . Thus we can restrict attention to coefficients of E_γ for γ /∈ Φ_J . As in Equation 8e, we write some elements of A[x_γ , y_i]_{γ∈Υ(w)\ΦJ ,δi /∈ΦJ} ⊗_C u as Y = ∑ γ∈Φ^+\Φ_J

E_γ (f_γ (x_{γ,i}) + g_γ (x_β , β < γ, y_i)).

By Lemma 8.19 below and Proposition 8.12, we can write the coefficient of each E_γ for γ ∈ Υ(w)\ϕ_J in (Ad(X_s)(−u_0)) ⊗ X_n ⊗ u_0 ⊗ . . . ⊗ u_n as f_γ + g_γ = (1 − γ(X_s))x_γ + ∑ δ_j =γ y_j + g^0_γ

where g_γ is a polynomial in variables x_β , y_{β,i} with β < γ. Since γ /∈ Φ_J , we have (1 − γ(X_s)) ≠ 0, so applying Proposition 8.1, we see that Y^w_{s,b} is an affine space over U^{wJ}_{δJ} (X_u) of the expected dimension, and hence it is an affine space of the expected dimension n^′ = |b|. □ Lemma 8.19. We can write (Ad(X_s)(−u_0)) ⊗ X_u ⊗ (u_0) = ∑ γ∈Υ(w)\Φ_J E_γ (f^0_γ + g^0_γ ) + ∑ γ /∈(Υ(w)\Φ_J ) E_γ (g^0_γ )

where f^0_γ = (1 − γ(X_s))x_γ for every γ ∈ Υ(w) \ Φ_J and g^0_γ is a polynomial in variables x_β with β < γ. Proof. Recall that Ad(X_s)u_0 = ∑ β∈ϕ(w) β(Xs)xβ Eβ . Moreover, we have that if γ ∈ ΦJ and

α + β = γ, then α, β ∈ Φ_J which means that α(X_s) = β(X_s) = 1.

(Ad(X_s)(−u_0)) ⊗ X_u ⊗ u_0 =(Ad(X_s)(−u_0)) ⊗ (X_n + u_0 + [higher commutators]) =(Ad(X_s)(−u_0)) + X_u + u_0 + [higher commutators] =(I − Ad(X_s))(u_0) + X_u + [higher commutators] = ∑ γ∈Υ(w)\Φ_J E_γ ((1 − γ(X_s))x_γ + g^0_γ ) + ∑ γ /∈(Υ(w)\ϕ_J ) E_γ (g^0_γ ) □ 9. The monodromy action on Y_w and Y_s The goal of this section is twofold. First, we use using Ehresmann’s lemma and Thom’s first isotopy lemma to prove that both Y^{rs}_w → G^{rs} and Y^{rs}_s → G^{rs} are topological fibrations. Second, we study the monodromy action of Y_w and Y_s. We begin with the following proposition. Proposition 9.1. The map Y^{rs,∘}_w → G^{rs} is a submersion.

Proof. First, consider ~Y^∘_w = {(X, g); g^{−1}Xg ∈ BwB} ⊂ G × G. We have a map ~Y^∘_w → Y^∘_w (X, g) → (X, XgB, gB), which is smooth with fibers isomorphic to B. Since we are interested in the projection onto the first factor, it is enough to prove that (9a) T_{(X0 ,g0)} ~Y^∘_w → T_{X0} G

Alex Abreu and Antonio Nigro 61

is surjective for every pair (X_0, g_0) ∈ G^{rs} × G. Since ~Y^∘_w → G is G-equivariant, we can assume that g_0 = e. Consider the composition G × G G × G G G (g^′, g) (X_0g^′, g) g^{−1}X_0g^′g X^{−1}_0 g^{−1}X_0g^′g.

It is clear that (e, e) is taken to (e, e) and that the differential map is given by g × g → g × g (Y, Z) → Ad(X_0)^{−1}(−Z) + Y + Z.

Hence T_{(X0 ,1)} ~H_w = {(Y, Z); Ad(X_0)^{−1}(−Z) + Y + Z ∈ T_{X0} BwB}.

Thus the surjectivity of map (9a) is equivalent to the fact that for every Y ∈ g, there exists Z ∈ g such that Ad(X_0)^{−1}(−Z) + Y + Z ∈ T_{X0} BwB. In turn, this is equivalent to the surjectivity of the map g → g T_{X0} BwB Z → (1 − Ad(X^{−1}_0 ))(Z) + T_{x0} BwB, which we will now establish.

Since X_0 is regular semisimple, it lies inside a maximal torus T^′ ⊂ G (with associated Cartan subalgebra h^′). If Φ^′ is the set of roots associated to T^′, then g = h^′ ⊕ ⨁ γ∈Φ^′ gγ , and if Eγ is a

generator of g_γ , and since X_0 is regular, we have (1 − Ad(X^{−1}_0 ))(E_γ ) = (1 − γ(X^{−1}_0 ))E_γ ≠ 0 (see [Ste65, Proposition 2.11]). Hence, the image of the map f : g → g Z → (1 − Ad(X_0)^{−1}))(Z) is g_h′ := ⨁ γ∈Φ^′ gγ .

Now, each map below is surjective

g^f−→ g_h′ → g b → g T_{x0} BwB , the second by Lemma 3.4 and the third by Lemma 3.8. This finishes the proof. □

Proposition 9.2. The map Y^{rs}_w → G^{rs} is a topological fibration.

Proof. For z ≤ w, Y^{rs,∘}_z is a Whitney stratification of Y^{rs}_w . Indeed for z ≤ w, Ω_z is a Whitney stratification of Ω_w, and since Y_w → Ω_w is a smooth morphism, we have that Y^∘_z is a Whitney stratification of Y_w . Since Y^{rs}_w is an open subset of Y_w, Y^{rs,∘}_z is a Whitney stratification of Y^{rs}_w . By Proposition 9.1, the restriction Y^{rs,∘}_u → G is a submersion for every u, so the result follows by Thom’s first isotopy lemma. □

Proposition 9.3. Let w ∈ W , and let s be a reduced word for w. Then the map Y^{rs}_s → G^{rs} is a topological fibration.

Proof. Since Y_s is smooth, it is sufficient, by Ehresmann’s lemma, to prove that Y^{rs}_s → G^{rs} is a submersion. Take Q a closed point in Y^{rs}_s and denote by β_s : Y_s → Y_w the natural map. Then Q belongs in some strata β^{−1}_s (Y^∘_u ). Moreover, β^{−1}_s (Y^∘_u ) → Y^∘_u is a topological fibration since α^{−1}_s (Ω_u) → Ω_u is a topological fibration, hence T_Qβ^{−1}_s (Y^∘_u ) → T_{βs(Q)}Y^∘_u is surjective. However,

62 A geometric approach to characters of Hecke algebras

we already know that T_{βs(Q)}Y^∘_u → T_{f (βs(Q))}G is surjective, so the map T_Qβ^{−1}_s (Y^∘_u) → T_{f (g(Q))}G is surjective, which proves that T_QY_s → T_{f (βs(Q))}G is surjective.

Y_s BS_s

Y_w Ω_w

Y B × B

□ The remainder of this section is devoted to proving the following result.

Proposition 9.4. Let X ∈ T^r be a regular element of T , w an element of W , and s = (s_1, . . . , s_{ℓ(w)}) a reduced word for w. Then

(1) The action of π_1(G^{rs}, X) on H^∗(Y_s(X)) factors through an action of W on H^∗(Y_s(X)). (2) The action of π_1(G^{rs}, X) on IH^∗(Y_u(X)) factors through an action of W on IH^∗(Y_u(X)) for every u ∈ W .

(3) The actions of W are compatible with the isomorphism

H^∗(Y_s(X)) ∼= IH^∗(Y_w(X)) ⊕ ⨁ IH^∗(Y_u(X)) ⊗ L_u[−ℓ(w) + ℓ(u)] given by the decomposition theorem, where W acts on L_u trivially.

As in [BC18], the idea is to prove the results for the equivariant cohomology and then restrict to the usual cohomology. We begin with a few definitions.

Let s = (s_1, . . . , s_{ℓ(w)}) be a reduced word of an element w ∈ W . Recall the torus fiber bundle T defined in Section 3.2. There is an action of T on G^{rs} × B, given by m: T ×_Grs (G^{rs} × B) → G^{rs} × B ((X, g^′), (X, gB)) → (X, g^′gB). Since g^′ ∈ Z_G(X) we have that m preserves each stratum Y^{rs,∘}_w ⊂ G^{rs} × B. Hence m will also be considered as an action of T on Y^{rs}_w for every w ∈ W .

Since BS_s = B ×_{Ps1} B × . . . × ×_{Psn} B, we have an action of T in G^{rs} × BS_s given by the action of m on each of the factors of BS_s, that is, m^′ : T ×_Grs (G^{rs} × BS_s) → G^{rs} × BS_s ((X, g^′), (X, g_0B, g_1B, . . . , g_nB)) → (X, (g^′g_0B, g^′g_1B, . . . , g^′g_nB)). Again, since g^′ ∈ Z_G(X), we have that this action stabilizes Y_s. Clearly the map Y^{rs}_s → Y^{rs}_w is T -equivariant.

We now turn our attention to the fixed locus of m. A point (X, gB) ∈ G^{rs} × B is a fixed point of m if and only if gB = g^′gB for every g^′ ∈ Z_G(X). The latter occurs if and only if g^{−1}Z_G(X)g ⊂ B, which is the same as Z_G(g^{−1}Xg) ⊂ B. Since X is regular semisimple, then so is g^{−1}Xg. In particular, we have that Z_G(g^{−1}Xg) ⊂ B if and only g^{−1}Xg ∈ B. This proves that the fixed locus of the action m is precisely Y^{rs}_e (defined in Definition 1.21, Section 7 and Equation (3e)).

The fixed locus of m^′ is little more involved. Since the action m^′ is simply the action m on the factors of BS_s, we have that fixed locus of m^′ is (9b) (G^{rs} × BS_s)^T = Y^{rs}_e ×_Grs_{×Ps1} Y^{rs}_e ×_Grs_{×Ps2} . . . ×_Grs_{×Psn} Y^{rs}_e .

Alex Abreu and Antonio Nigro 63

It is easier to see this fixed locus on a fiber over X ∈ T^r. We know that Y^{rs}_e (X) = {ẇB; w ∈ W }, in particular, we have BS^{TX}_s = {(ẇ_0B, ẇ_1B, . . . , ẇ_nB); w^{−1}_i w_{i+1} ∈< s_i > for every i = 0, . . . , n − 1}. This gives a bijection between the set of fixed points BS^{TX}_s and the set W ×{0, 1}^{ℓ(w)}. Explicitly, this bijection is given by W × {0, 1}^{ℓ(w)} → BS^{TX}_s (w_0, b) → (ẇ_0B, ẇ_1B, . . . , ẇ_{ℓ(w)}B), where w_i = ϕ_{s|i,b|i} (w_0). We will abuse notation and say that a pair (w_0, b) is a fixed point in BS^{TX}_s . Moreover, we have that a fixed point (w_0, b) ∈ BS^{TX}_s is in Y_s(X) if and only if ϕ_{s,b}(w_0) = w_0. Meanwhile, the Weyl group W acts on BS^{TX}_s by W × BS^{TX}_s → BS^{TX}_s (w^′, (ẇ_0B, . . . , ẇ_{ℓ(w)}B)) → (ẇ^′ẇ_0B, ẇ^′ẇ_1B, . . . , ẇ^′ẇ_{ℓ(w)}B) which can be restricted to Y_s(X)^{TX} . Since T → G^{rs} and Y^{rs}_s → G^{rs} are fibrations, we have that π_1(G^{rs}, X) acts on H^∗_T (Y_s(X)) and H^∗_T (Y_s(X)^{TX} ). By localization we obtain an injective map (9c) H^∗_T (Y_s(X)) → H^∗_T (Y_s(X)^{TX} ) that is π_1(G^{rs}, X)-equivariant.

Lemma 9.5. The action of π_1(G^{rs}, X) on H^∗_T (Y_s(X)^{TX} ) factors through an action of W on H^∗_T (Y_s(X)^{TX} ).

Proof. We have that Y_s(X)^{TX} is a union of points, and the the action of π_1(G^{rs}, X) on these points factors through W . This follows from Equation (9b) and the fact that Y^{rs}_e → G^{rs} is a W -Galois cover.

On the other hand, we have that the action of π_1(G^{rs}, X) on the Lie algebra h of T = T_X factors through W , which is the content of Corollary 3.19. Since H^∗_T (Y_s(X)^{TX} ) = ⨁ pt∈Y_s(X)^{TX} H^∗_T (pt) = ⨁ pt∈Y_s(X)^{TX} C [h]

we have our result. □ Corollary 9.6. The action of π_1(G^{rs}, X) on H^∗_T (Y_s(X)) factors through an action of W on H^∗_T (Y_s(X)).

Proof. This is a direct consequence of Lemma 9.5 and Equation (9c). □ Proof of Proposition 9.4. We begin by proving item (1). The result follows from Corollary 9.6 and the fact that H^∗(Y_s(X)) is a quotient of H^∗_T (Y_s(X)). Since the fiber diagram Y^{rs}_s BS_s

Y^{rs}_w Ω_w β_sα_s

is a smooth base change, we have that the decomposition theorem for Y^{rs}_s → Y^{rs}_w reads (β_s)_∗(IC_{Ys (X)}) = IC_{Yw} ⊕ ⨁ z≤w IC_{Yz} ⊗ L_z, where L_u are the same graded vector spaces appearing in Equation (3f).

64 A geometric approach to characters of Hecke algebras

Recalling that IH^i(X ) = H^{i−dimC(X )}(IC_X ), dim(Y_s) = dim(G)+ℓ(w), and dim(Y_z ) = dim(G)+ ℓ(z), we have that (see also Proposition 2.5) (9d) H^∗(Y_s(X)) ∼= IH^∗(Y_w(X)) ⊕ ⨁ z≤w IH^∗(Y_z (X)) ⊗ L_z[−ℓ(w) + ℓ(z)]. By Propositions 2.5, 9.2 and 9.3, the isomorphism in Equation (9d) is compatible with the action of π_1(G^{rs}, X). Since the action of π_1(G^{rs}, X) on the left-hand side factors through W , we have that the action on the right-hand side will also factor through W . This proves items (2) and (3). □ 10. Proof of the main theorems Now we have all the ingredients to prove Theorems 1.22 and 1.25.

Proof of Theorem 1.25. Items (1) and (2) follow from Theorem 8.2 and Corollary 8.3.

Item (3) follows from items (1) and (2), Theorems 2.7 and 2.8, and Propositions 3.15 and 9.4. Now we prove item (3). By Proposition 3.15, Theorems 2.7 and 2.8 and Corollary 8.4 we have that H^∗(Y_s(X))^{WJ} ∼= H^∗(Y_s(X_J )), for some X_J = X_sX_u with Z_G(X_s) = G_J . In particular (10a) Poin(H^∗(Y_s(X))^{WJ} ) = Poin(H^∗(Y_s(X_J ))). By Corollary 8.3, (10b) Poin(H^∗(Y_s(X_J ))) = χ^{iW}J ( n∏ i=1 (1 + T_{si} ))),

proving the first equality in item (3). To finish the proof, we just notice that, in the case of G = SL_n(C ) and W = S_n, we have ch( n∏ i=1 (1 + T_{si} ) = ∑ λ⊢n χ^{iSnS}λ ( n∏ i=1 (1 + T_{si} )))m_λ,

ch(H^∗(Y_s(X))^{Sλ} ) = ∑ λ⊢n Poin(H^∗(Y_s(X))^{Sλ} )m_λ □ Proof of Theorem 1.22. Let s be a reduced word for w. The first statement of the theorem follows directly from Proposition 9.4 item (2). By Proposition 9.4 item (3), we have that H^∗(Y_s(X))^{WJ} ∼= IH^∗(Y_w(X))^{WJ} ⊕ ⨁ z<w IH^∗(Y_z (X))^{WJ} ⊗ L_z[−ℓ(w) + ℓ(u)]. In particular, (10c)

Poin(H^∗(Y_s(X))^{WJ} ) = Poin(IH^∗(Y_w (X))^{WJ} ) + ∑ z≤w Poin(IH^∗(Y_z (X))^{WJ} )q^{ℓ(w)−ℓ(z)2} P_{s,z}(q^{12} ),

where P_{s,z}(q^{12} ) are the polynomials in Proposition 3.21. By Proposition 3.21, ℓ(w)∏

i=1 (1 + T_{si} ) =q^{ℓ(w)2} C^′_w + ∑ z<w q^{ℓ(w)2} P_{s,z}(q^{12} )C^′_z .

=q^{ℓ(w)2} C^′_w + ∑ z<w q^{ℓ(w)−ℓ(z)2} P_{s,z}(q^{12} )q^{ℓ(z)2} C^′_z .

(10d)

Alex Abreu and Antonio Nigro 65

Combining Equations (10c), (10a), (10b), and (10d), with an inductive argument yields

Poin(IH^∗(Y_w (X))^{WJ} ) = χ^{iW}J (q^{ℓ(w)2} C^′_w),

as desired. The last statement of the theorem follows from the observation that

ch(IH^∗(Y_w (X))) = ∑ λ⊢n Poin(IH^∗(Y_w (X))^{Sλ} )m_λ,

ch(q^{ℓ(w)2} C^′_w) = ∑ λ⊢n χ^{iSnS}λ (q^{ℓ(w)2} C^′_w)m_λ, which finishes the proof of Theorem 1.22. □

11. Further directions

11.1. Rationally smoothness. One class of varieties that has palindromic Betti numbers and whose intersection cohomology is isomorphic to its singular cohomology are rationally smooth varieties, that is, varieties X such that IC_X = C_X [dim(X )]. In [Pre18], Precup asks if regular Hessenberg varieties are rationally smooth. We conjecture the same should hold for the varieties Y_s(X).

Conjecture 11.1. When X is regular the varieties Y_s(X) are rationally smooth.

Notice that if X is regular semisimple, then the varieties Y_s(X) are smooth and hence rationally smooth.

We note that Y_w(X_λ) is not rationally smooth in general, since already the Schubert variety Ω_w is not rationally smooth. Nevertheless it seems reasonable to expect that the intersection cohomology sheaf of Y_w(X_λ) is not so different from the intersection cohomology sheaf of the Schubert variety Ω_w. More precisely, we conjecture that:

Conjecture 11.2. For X ∈ G a regular element and w ∈ W , we have that IC_{Yw (X)} = i^!(IC_{Ωw} ), where i: Y_w(X) → Ω_w is the natural map i(gB) = (XgB, gB).

11.2. Cohomology of Hessenberg varieties. Since the varieties Y_w(X) are generalizations of Hessenberg varieties, we believe that these varieties may help to understand the cohomology of Hessenberg varieties (see [HP19], [HHM^+21] and [HPT22] for results about the cohomology ring of Hessenberg varieties). More precisely, since Y_w(X) is a subvariety of Y_m(X) for every w ≤ m, we have natural geometric classes [Y_w(X)] ∈ H^∗(Y_{m(X)}). In the case that X is unipotent, we have that the number of codimension i subvarieties that appear in this way agrees with the known dimension of H^{2i}(Y_{m(X)}). We therefore conjecture:

Conjecture 11.3. Let w ∈ S_n be a smooth permutation and X ∈ SL(n) a regular element. Then the classes [Y_u(X)] ∈ H^∗(Y_w(X)) (for u ≤ w) are linearly independent. If X is semisimple, then these classes are fixed by the action of S_n. If X is regular unipotent, then the [Y_u(X)] will form a basis of H^∗(Y_w(X)).

When X is regular semisimple and w ∈ S_n is a smooth permutation, then Y_w(X) is a GKMspace and the equivariant cohomology ring H^∗_T (Y_w (X)) has an explicit description in terms of the moment graph of Y_w(X) (see [Tym08]).

Question 11.4. For each u ∈ S_n, u ≤ w, compute the class [Y_u(X)] in terms of the moment graph of Y_w(X).

66 A geometric approach to characters of Hecke algebras

11.3. Relation with LLT-polynomials. Given a Hessenberg function m, besides the chromatic quasisymmetric function csf_q (G_m) there are other interesting symmetric functions associated to it. For example, the unicellular LLT-polynomial^{11} associated to m is defined as (11a) LLT(m) = ∑ κ q^{asc(κ)}x_κ,

where the sum runs through all vertex colorings of G_m (not necessarily proper). The chromatic quasisymmetric function and the LLT-polynomial are related via a plethystic relation (see [HHL05, Section 5.1], [CM18, Proposition 3.5] and [Ale20, Lemma 12]):

csf_q(m)) =

LLT (m)[x(q − 1)] (q − 1)^n . Or, equivalently LLT(m) = (q − 1)^n csf_q (m) [ x q − 1 ] . We could ask:

Question 11.5. We can define LLT-like polynomials for non-codominant permutations w via

LLT(w) := (q − 1)^n(ω(ch(q^{ℓ(w)2} C^′_w))) [ x q − 1 ] . Do these symmetric function have an interesting combinatorial definition?

For example, we have that LLT(3412) = (q^4 + q^3)s_{1,1,1,1} + (3q^3 + 3q^2)s_{2,1,1} + (q^3 + 2q^2 + q)s_{2,2} + (3q^2 + 3q)s_{3,1} + (q + 1)s_4. Since for codominant permutations w we have that LLT(w) is Schur-positive (see [HG09] and [GP16]) and shifted e-positive (see [D’A20], [AS22] and [AN21b]), the same properties would be enjoyed by LLT(w) for every permutations w ∈ S_n, if (some modification of) Conjecture 1.12 was true.

Conjecture 11.6. For every w ∈ S_n we have that LLT(w) is Schur-positive and shifted e-positive.

In [AN21b], for each Hessenberg function m, a weight function wt_m : {u ∈ S_n; u ≤ m} → Z_{≥0} was defined such that LLT(m) = ∑ u≤m (q − 1)^{n−ℓ(λ(u))}q^{wtm(u)}e_{λ(u)}.

Question 11.7. For each permutation w ∈ S_n, we may ask if there is a function wt_w : {u ∈ S_n; u ≤ w} → Z_{≥0} such that

(11b) LLT(w) = ∑ u≤w (q − 1)^{n−ℓ(λ(u))}q^{wtw (u)}P_{u,w}(q)e_{λ(u)}, where P_{u,w} is the Kazhdan-Lusztig polnomial.

The above equation is equivalent to

ch(q^{ℓ(w)2} C^′_w) = ∑ u≤w q^{wtw (u)}P_{u,w}(q)ρ_{λ(u)}, where ρ_λ is defined by ρ_i := q^{j−1}P_i(q^{−1}), ρ_λ := ∏ ρ_{λi} and P_j is the Hall-Littlewood polynomial (see [AN21b, Proposition 2.1]).

11The LLT-polynomials are defined in a more general setting, see [LLT97]. The definition we are giving was introduced in [CM18] and [AP18].

Alex Abreu and Antonio Nigro 67

11.4. Hopf algebra of Dyck paths. In [GP16] a proof of the Shareshian-Wachs conjecture was given by means of a Hopf algebra of Dyck paths. Since each Dyck path corresponds to a codominant permutation, we ask:

Question 11.8. Does there exist a Hopf algebra S of permutations extending the Hopf algebra of Dyck paths considered in [GP16]? Does there exist a multiplicative map ζ : S → C (q) inducing a Hopf algebra morphism Ψ_ζ : S → QSym such that ch(q^{ℓ(w)2} C^′_w) = Ψ_ζ (w) (or for some other power of q). Can we give a proof of Theorem 1.22 using this Hopf algebra as in [GP16]? Are the LLT-polynomials LLT(w) induced from a different multiplicative map ζ^′ as is the case in [GP16]?

11.5. Log-concavity of h-coefficients. Finally, motivated by computational results for the codominant case (see [AN21a, Section 5]), we make one last conjecture:

Conjecture 11.9. The h-coefficients of ch(q^{ℓ(w)2} C^′_w) are log-concave polynomials in q for every w ∈ S_n. References

[Ale20] Per Alexandersson, LLT polynomials, elementary symmetric functions and melting lollipops, Journal of Algebraic Combinatorics (2020). (cit. on p. 66)

[AN21a] Alex Abreu and Antonio Nigro, Chromatic symmetric functions from the modular law, J. Combin. Theory Ser. A 180 (2021), 105407, 30. MR 4199388 (cit. on p. 67)

[AN21b] , A symmetric function of increasing forests, Forum Math. Sigma 9 (2021), Paper No. e35, 21.

MR 4252214 (cit. on p. 66)

[AP18] Per Alexandersson and Greta Panova, LLT polynomials, chromatic quasisymmetric functions and graphs with cycles, Discrete Math. 341 (2018), no. 12, 3453–3482. MR 3862644 (cit. on p. 66)

[AS22] Per Alexandersson and Robin Sulzgruber, A combinatorial expansion of vertical-strip LLT polynomials in the basis of elementary symmetric functions, Adv. Math. 400 (2022), Paper No. 108256, 58.

MR 4385139 (cit. on p. 66)

[BB05] Anders Björner and Francesco Brenti, Combinatorics of Coxeter groups, Graduate Texts in Mathematics, vol. 231, Springer, New York, 2005. MR 2133266 (cit. on pp. 36 and 38)

[BBD82] A. A. Beilinson, J. Bernstein, and P. Deligne, Faisceaux pervers, Analysis and topology on singular spaces, I (Luminy, 1981), Astérisque, vol. 100, Soc. Math. France, Paris, 1982, pp. 5–171. MR 751966 (cit.

on pp. 21, 23, and 25)

[BC18] Patrick Brosnan and Timothy Y. Chow, Unit interval orders and the dot action on the cohomology of regular semisimple Hessenberg varieties, Adv. Math. 329 (2018), 955–1001. MR 3783432 (cit. on pp. 1, 16,

25, 26, 31, 32, and 62)

[BC20] Ana Balibanu and Peter Crooks, Perverse sheaves and the cohomology of regular hessenberg varieties, 2020. (cit. on p. 32)

[BM83] Walter Borho and Robert MacPherson, Partial resolutions of nilpotent varieties, Analysis and topology on singular spaces, II, III (Luminy, 1981), Astérisque, vol. 101, Soc. Math. France, Paris, 1983, pp. 23–74.

MR 737927 (cit. on p. 20)

[BT65] Armand Borel and Jacques Tits, Groupes réductifs, Inst. Hautes Études Sci. Publ. Math. (1965), no. 27, 55–150. MR 207712 (cit. on p. 28)

[Cau09] Augustin Louis Cauchy, Œuvres complètes. Series 2. Volume 1, Cambridge Library Collection, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2009, Reprint of the 1905 original. MR 2848660 (cit. on p. 3)

[CC17] Carlos Contou-Carrère, Buildings and Schubert schemes, CRC Press, Boca Raton, FL, 2017. MR 3586468

(cit. on p. 44)

[CHSS16] Samuel Clearman, Matthew Hyatt, Brittany Shelton, and Mark Skandera, Evaluations of Hecke algebra traces at Kazhdan-Lusztig basis elements, Electron. J. Combin. 23 (2016), no. 2, Paper 2.7, 56.

MR 3512629 (cit. on pp. 10 and 11)

68 A geometric approach to characters of Hecke algebras

[CM18] Erik Carlsson and Anton Mellit, A proof of the shuffle conjecture, J. Amer. Math. Soc. 31 (2018), no. 3, 661–697. MR 3787405 (cit. on p. 66)

[D’A20] Michele D’Adderio, e-positivity of vertical strip LLT polynomials, J. Combin. Theory Ser. A 172 (2020), 105212, 15. MR 4054520 (cit. on p. 66)

[dCM05] Mark Andrea A. de Cataldo and Luca Migliorini, The Hodge theory of algebraic maps, Ann. Sci. École Norm. Sup. (4) 38 (2005), no. 5, 693–750. MR 2195257 (cit. on p. 23)

[dCM09] , The decomposition theorem, perverse sheaves and the topology of algebraic maps, Bull. Amer. Math. Soc. (N.S.) 46 (2009), no. 4, 535–633. MR 2525735 (cit. on p. 25)

[Del68] P. Deligne, Théorème de Lefschetz et critères de dégénérescence de suites spectrales, Inst. Hautes Études Sci. Publ. Math. (1968), no. 35, 259–278. MR 244265 (cit. on p. 24)

[Del71] Pierre Deligne, Théorie de Hodge. II, Inst. Hautes Études Sci. Publ. Math. (1971), no. 40, 5–57.

MR 498551 (cit. on pp. 24 and 25)

[DL76] P. Deligne and G. Lusztig, Representations of reductive groups over finite fields, Ann. of Math. (2) 103 (1976), no. 1, 103–161. MR 393266 (cit. on pp. 17 and 18)

[DMPS92] F. De Mari, C. Procesi, and M. A. Shayman, Hessenberg varieties, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 332 (1992), no. 2, 529–534. MR 1043857 (cit. on p. 16)

[Dri74] V. G. Drinfeld, Elliptic modules, Mat. Sb. (N.S.) 94(136) (1974), 594–627, 656. MR 0384707 (cit. on p. 18)

[Gau01] Stéphane Gaussent, The fibre of the Bott-Samelson resolution, Indag. Math. (N.S.) 12 (2001), no. 4, 453–468. MR 1908873 (cit. on p. 44)

[GJ92] I. P. Goulden and D. M. Jackson, Immanants of combinatorial matrices, J. Algebra 148 (1992), no. 2, 305–324. MR 1163738 (cit. on p. 6)

[GM80] Mark Goresky and Robert MacPherson, Intersection homology theory, Topology 19 (1980), no. 2, 135–162. MR 572580 (cit. on p. 13)

[GM83] , Intersection homology. II, Invent. Math. 72 (1983), no. 1, 77–129. MR 696691 (cit. on pp. 13, 21,

23, and 24)

[GP00] Meinolf Geck and Götz Pfeiffer, Characters of finite Coxeter groups and Iwahori-Hecke algebras, London Mathematical Society Monographs. New Series, vol. 21, The Clarendon Press, Oxford University Press, New York, 2000. MR 1778802 (cit. on pp. 9 and 37)

[GP13] Mathieu Guay-Paquet, A modular relation for the chromatic symmetric functions of (3+1)-free posets, 2013, arXiv:1306.2400. (cit. on p. 11)

[GP16] , A second proof of the Shareshian–Wachs conjecture, by way of a new Hopf algebra, 2016, arXiv:1601.05498. (cit. on pp. 16, 66, and 67)

[Gre92] Curtis Greene, Proof of a conjecture on immanants of the Jacobi-Trudi matrix, Linear Algebra Appl. 171 (1992), 65–79. MR 1165445 (cit. on p. 5)

[Hai93] Mark Haiman, Hecke algebra characters and immanant conjectures, J. Amer. Math. Soc. 6 (1993), no. 3, 569–595. MR 1186961 (cit. on pp. 9, 19, and 20)

[Hal15] Brian Hall, Lie groups, Lie algebras, and representations, second ed., Graduate Texts in Mathematics, vol. 222, Springer, Cham, 2015, An elementary introduction. MR 3331229 (cit. on pp. 26 and 29)

[HG09] Mark Haiman and Ian Grojnowski, Affine Hecke algebras and positivity of LLT and Macdonald polynomials, 2009, Available at authors page. (cit. on p. 66)

[HHL05] J. Haglund, M. Haiman, and N. Loehr, A combinatorial formula for Macdonald polynomials, J. Amer. Math. Soc. 18 (2005), no. 3, 735–761. MR 2138143 (cit. on p. 66)

[HHM^+21] Megumi Harada, Tatsuya Horiguchi, Satoshi Murai, Martha Precup, and Julianna Tymoczko, A filtration on the cohomology rings of regular nilpotent Hessenberg varieties, Math. Z. 298 (2021), no. 3-4, 1345–1382. MR 4282132 (cit. on p. 65)

[HP19] Megumi Harada and Martha E. Precup, The cohomology of abelian Hessenberg varieties and the Stanley-Stembridge conjecture, Algebr. Comb. 2 (2019), no. 6, 1059–1108. MR 4049838 (cit. on p. 65)

Alex Abreu and Antonio Nigro 69

[HPT22] Megumi Harada, Martha Precup, and Julianna Tymoczko, Toward permutation bases in the equivariant cohomology rings of regular semisimple Hessenberg varieties, La Matematica 1 (2022), no. 1, 263–316.

(cit. on p. 65)

[Iwa64] Nagayoshi Iwahori, On the structure of a Hecke ring of a Chevalley group over a finite field, J. Fac. Sci. Univ. Tokyo Sect. I 10 (1964), 215–236 (1964). MR 165016 (cit. on p. 12)

[KL79] David Kazhdan and George Lusztig, Representations of Coxeter groups and Hecke algebras, Invent. Math. 53 (1979), no. 2, 165–184. MR 560412 (cit. on pp. 8, 9, and 37)

[KLS19] Ryan Kaliszewski, Justin Lambright, and Mark Skandera, Bases of the quantum matrix bialgebra and induced sign characters of the Hecke algebra, J. Algebraic Combin. 49 (2019), no. 4, 475–505. MR 3954432

(cit. on p. 40)

[KW06] Frances Kirwan and Jonathan Woolf, An introduction to intersection homology theory, second ed., Chapman & Hall/CRC, Boca Raton, FL, 2006. MR 2207421 (cit. on pp. 21 and 22)

[LLT97] Alain Lascoux, Bernard Leclerc, and Jean-Yves Thibon, Ribbon tableaux, Hall-Littlewood functions, quantum affine algebras, and unipotent varieties, J. Math. Phys. 38 (1997), no. 2, 1041–1068. MR 1434225

(cit. on p. 66)

[LR34] D. E. Littlewood and A. R. Richardson, Group characters and algebra, Philos. Trans. Roy. Soc. London Ser. A. 233 (1934), 99–142. (cit. on pp. 5 and 6)

[Lus85a] George Lusztig, Character sheaves. I, Adv. in Math. 56 (1985), no. 3, 193–237. MR 792706 (cit. on p. 34)

[Lus85b] , Character sheaves. II, III, Adv. in Math. 57 (1985), no. 3, 226–265, 266–315. MR 806210 (cit. on

p. 34)

[Lus86a] , Character sheaves. IV, Adv. in Math. 59 (1986), no. 1, 1–63. MR 825086 (cit. on p. 34)

[Lus86b] , Character sheaves. V, Adv. in Math. 61 (1986), no. 2, 103–155. MR 849848 (cit. on p. 34)

[Mac15] I. G. Macdonald, Symmetric functions and Hall polynomials, second ed., Oxford Classic Texts in the Physical Sciences, The Clarendon Press, Oxford University Press, New York, 2015, With contribution by A. V. Zelevinsky and a foreword by Richard Stanley, Reprint of the 2008 paperback edition. MR 3443860

(cit. on p. 4)

[MS89] J. G. M. Mars and T. A. Springer, Character sheaves, no. 173-174, 1989, Orbites unipotentes et représentations, III, pp. 9, 111–198. MR 1021511 (cit. on p. 34)

[MT11] Gunter Malle and Donna Testerman, Linear algebraic groups and finite groups of Lie type, Cambridge Studies in Advanced Mathematics, vol. 133, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2011. MR 2850737

(cit. on pp. 26 and 27)

[Pop11] Vladimir L. Popov, Cross-sections, quotients, and representation rings of semisimple algebraic groups, Transform. Groups 16 (2011), no. 3, 827–856. MR 2827046 (cit. on pp. 29 and 31)

[Pre13] Martha Precup, Affine pavings of Hessenberg varieties for semisimple groups, Selecta Math. (N.S.) 19 (2013), no. 4, 903–922. MR 3131491 (cit. on p. 21)

[Pre18] , The Betti numbers of regular Hessenberg varieties are palindromic, Transform. Groups 23 (2018), no. 2, 491–499. MR 3805214 (cit. on pp. 51 and 65)

[Pro90] C. Procesi, The toric variety associated to Weyl chambers, Mots, Lang. Raison. Calc., Hermès, Paris, 1990, pp. 153–161. MR 1252661 (cit. on p. 15)

[Ram91] Arun Ram, A Frobenius formula for the characters of the Hecke algebras, Invent. Math. 106 (1991), no. 3, 461–488. MR 1134480 (cit. on p. 38)

[Sch01] Issai Schur, Über eine Klasse von Matrizen, die sich einer gegebenem Matrix, Ph.D. thesis, Friedrich- Wilhelms-Universität zu Berlin, 11 1901. (cit. on p. 4)

[Slo80] Peter Slodowy, Simple singularities and simple algebraic groups, Lecture Notes in Mathematics, vol. 815, Springer, Berlin, 1980. MR 584445 (cit. on pp. 29 and 30)

70 A geometric approach to characters of Hecke algebras

[Spr82] T. A. Springer, Quelques applications de la cohomologie d’intersection, Bourbaki Seminar, Vol. 1981/1982, Astérisque, vol. 92, Soc. Math. France, Paris, 1982, pp. 249–273. MR 689533 (cit. on pp. 12, 14,

and 34)

[SS93] Richard P. Stanley and John R. Stembridge, On immanants of Jacobi-Trudi matrices and permutations with restricted position, J. Combin. Theory Ser. A 62 (1993), no. 2, 261–279. MR 1207737 (cit. on pp. 6, 7,

and 10)

[Sta89] Richard P. Stanley, Log-concave and unimodal sequences in algebra, combinatorics, and geometry, Graph theory and its applications: East and West (Jinan, 1986), Ann. New York Acad. Sci., vol. 576, New York Acad. Sci., New York, 1989, pp. 500–535. MR 1110850 (cit. on p. 15)

[Sta95] , A symmetric function generalization of the chromatic polynomial of a graph, Adv. Math. 111 (1995), no. 1, 166–194. MR 1317387 (cit. on pp. 10 and 11)

[Ste65] Robert Steinberg, Regular elements of semisimple algebraic groups, Inst. Hautes Études Sci. Publ. Math. (1965), no. 25, 49–80. MR 180554 (cit. on pp. 30, 59, and 61)

[Ste74] , Conjugacy classes in algebraic groups, Lecture Notes in Mathematics, Vol. 366, Springer-Verlag, Berlin-New York, 1974, Notes by Vinay V. Deodhar. MR 0352279 (cit. on pp. 29 and 32)

[Ste91] John R. Stembridge, Immanants of totally positive matrices are nonnegative, Bull. London Math. Soc. 23 (1991), no. 5, 422–428. MR 1141010 (cit. on p. 5)

[SW16] John Shareshian and Michelle L. Wachs, Chromatic quasisymmetric functions, Adv. Math. 295 (2016), 497–551. MR 3488041 (cit. on pp. 1 and 11)

[Tar55] Alfred Tarski, A lattice-theoretical fixpoint theorem and its applications, Pacific J. Math. 5 (1955), 285–309. MR 74376 (cit. on p. 42)

[Tit13] Jacques Tits, Résumés des cours au Collège de France 1973–2000, Documents Mathématiques (Paris) [Mathematical Documents (Paris)], vol. 12, Société Mathématique de France, Paris, 2013. MR 3235648

(cit. on p. 44)

[Tym06] Julianna S. Tymoczko, Linear conditions imposed on flag varieties, Amer. J. Math. 128 (2006), no. 6, 1587–1604. MR 2275912 (cit. on pp. 16 and 21)

[Tym08] , Permutation actions on equivariant cohomology of flag varieties, Toric topology, Contemp. Math., vol. 460, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2008, pp. 365–384. MR 2428368 (cit. on pp. 16 and 65)

Alex Abreu and Antonio Nigro