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BRUNDAN-KAZHDAN-LUSZTIG CONJECTURE FOR GENERAL
LINEAR LIE SUPERALGEBRAS

SHUN-JEN CHENG, NGAU LAM, AND WEIQIANG WANG

ABSTRACT. In the framework of canonical and dual canonical bases of Fock spaces,
Brundan in 2003 formulated a Kazhdan-Lusztig-type conjecture for the characters of
the irreducible and tilting modules in the BGG category for the general linear Lie
superalgebra for the first time. In this paper, we prove Brundan’s conjecture and its
variants associated to all Borel subalgebras in full generality.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Background. In the classical papers [Kacl, Kac2], Kac in 1970’s initiated the
study of representations of Lie superalgebras, including the general linear Lie superal-
gebra gl(m|n) and other basic Lie superalgebras. Realizing the difficulty of generalizing
the Weyl character formula for finite-dimensional irreducible modules to the Lie super-
algebra setting, Kac found a Weyl type character formula for a class of so-called typical
finite-dimensional simple modules. Since then, there have been numerous attempts to
obtain further results toward the irreducible character problem for Lie superalgebras
(see the bibliography of the book [CW2] for a partial list).

Around 1996, Serganova [Se| developed a mixed algebraic and geometric approach
to provide an algorithm for obtaining the finite-dimensional irreducible characters for
gl(m|n). For lack of a general conceptual framework, there was virtually no serious
attempt in addressing the irreducible character problem in a Bernstein-Gelfand-Gelfand
(BGG) category O for Lie superalgebras such as gl(m|n), until the work of Brundan.
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1.2. BKL conjecture. In his 2003 seminal paper [Brl] Brundan formulated an elegant
conjecture on the characters for the irreducible modules and tilting modules in the full
BGG category O™™ of gl(m|n)-modules for the first time (also see [Br3] for a similar
formulation for the Lie superalgebra q(n)). Brundan’s formulation was in terms of
canonical and dual canonical bases of Lusztig and Kashiwara [Lul, Ka] in a Fock space
TPst := V& @ WE" (or rather in some suitable completion TPt of TPst), where V is
the natural module of the quantum group U, (gl,,) and W is the restricted dual of V.
In this formulation, the Verma modules correspond to the standard monomial basis,
the irreducible modules to the dual canonical basis, and the tilting modules to the
canonical basis in TPs.

In other words, the entries of the transition matrices between the standard monomial
and (dual) canonical bases define the Brundan-Kazhdan-Lusztig (BKL) polynomials,
whose values at ¢ = 1 solve the multiplicity problem of irreducible and tilting characters
when expressed in terms of Verma characters. In a nutshell, the category O™ cate-
gorifies the Fock space TP=t and its (dual) canonical bases. (In the Introduction below,
we will ignore completely the issues of completions of various Fock spaces, though it
will take some considerable portion of this paper to take care of such issues properly.)

Brundan’s conjecture can be adapted for various parabolic categories of gl(m|n)-
modules, where an even Levi subalgebra of gl(m|n) in the block matrix form of size
(my,ma,...,mg|ni,...,n,) gives rise to a Fock space in terms of g-wedge subspaces as
follows:

ANV R@... N VRA"WR ... A™W.

The validity of Brundan’s conjecture on the full BGG category implies the validity of all
such parabolic versions. In the same paper Brundan [Brl] proved a maximal parabolic
version of his general conjecture, which can be phrased that the category 3" of finite-
dimensional gl(m|n)-modules categorifies A™V @ A"W and its (dual) canonical bases.
In the case when either m or n is zero, Brundan’s formulation reduces to the by
now well-known reformulation of the classical Kazhdan-Lusztig conjecture [KL1, KL2]
(and a tilting module version [Sol, So2]) for category O of general linear Lie algebras,
which takes advantage of the Schur-Jimbo duality [Jim]. The formulation of Brundan’s
conjecture in terms of quantum groups and canonical basis is a conceptual way of
getting around the well-known difficulty that the Weyl group W = G,,, x &,, and its
associated Hecke algebra are insufficient to control the linkage principle for gl(m|n).
As is well known, there exists simple systems for gl(m|n) which are not conjugate
under the action of the Weyl group W, for m,n > 1. The W-conjugacy classes of simple
systems are in bijection with what we call 0" 1"-sequences b (there are (m:{") of them
in total). To each such b is associated a Borel subalgebra b of gl(m|n), and these Borel
subalgebras are not conjugate to each other. It has been expected (cf. Kujawa’s thesis
[Ku]) that Brundan’s conjecture affords variants in terms of Fock spaces TP, which is
a g-tensor space with m tensor factors isomorphic to V and n factors isomorphic to
W, determined by the sequence b (see (2.1) for a precise definition), for each b. We
will refer to all these b-variants as Brundan-Kazhdan-Lusztig (BKL) conjecture. Ku-
jawa’s work [Ku| provided a first supporting evidence on the crystal basis level for the
BKL conjecture. In this paper, we shall need and hence formulate such b-variants of
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Brundan’s conjecture precisely, which requires some suitable completions of the corre-
sponding Fock space T? in order to construct the (dual) canonical bases. The original
Brundan’s conjecture is associated to the standard sequence by, = (0,...,0,1,...,1).

It is clear from the beginning that Brundan’s conjecture is a central problem in rep-
resentation theory of Lie superalgebras. As the proof of the classical KL conjecture
[KL1, KL2] was completed in [BB, BK] independently using deep geometric machinery
and the BKL conjecture includes the type A KL conjecture as a special case, there
seemed to be little hope of proving Brundan’s conjecture directly due to the inade-
quate development of the geometric approach in super representation theory. However,
Brundan’s work convinced the authors that a general and conceptual approach, though
likely completely novel, to the representation theory of Lie superalgebras might still be
possible.

1.3. Goal. The goal of this paper is to prove the BKL conjecture for the BGG category
O™ in full generality. The proof consists of two major steps. First, via an extension of
the super duality approach developed earlier by the authors, we establish an inductive
procedure on n of proving the BKL conjecture for gl(m|n + 1) based on the validity of
one b-variant of the BKL conjecture for gl(m|n), for every m. Our second main step is
to show that the b-variants of BKL conjecture for all 0™1"-sequences b are equivalent
to each other.

1.4. Super duality. Let us explain the super duality in some detail, which was already
used to solve some distinguished parabolic versions of the BKL conjecture.

A precise connection, which was christened as Super Duality, between representation
theory of gl(m|n) and that of gl(m +n) was formulated in [CWZ] and in full generality
in [CW1] for the first time. Super duality is a (conjectural at that time) category
equivalence between suitable parabolic module categories of gl(m|n) and gl(m + n) at
the n — oo limit. Such a connection in the most special case [CWZ] was supported by,
and in turn implies Brundan’s solution for the irreducible and tilting characters in the
category ™", The conjectured general super duality was shown in [CW1] to imply the
distinguished parabolic versions of BKL conjecture whose corresponding Fock spaces
are of the form A"V ®...@ A"V A"W. One bonus consequence of the super duality
approach is that the BKL polynomials in these distinguished parabolic categories are
shown to be exactly the classical parabolic Kazhdan-Lusztig polynomials.

In [CL], a powerful yet elementary approach was developed to prove the super duality
conjecture of [CW1]. One notable feature of [CL] is that it does not rely on the results
of [Brl] a priori, and hence the parabolic versions of the BKL conjecture as formulated
in [CW1] followed. There is yet another independent and complete solution by Brundan
and Stroppel [BS] toward the irreducible and tilting character problem for the maximal
parabolic category F™". As far as the full BGG category O™ is concerned, almost
nothing is known so far. The super duality approach has been further developed in
[CLW1] for the ortho-symplectic Lie superalgebras, where the irreducible and tilting
characters were shown to be expressible in terms of Verma characters via classical
Kazhdan-Lusztig polynomials.
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1.5. Strategy of proof. Now we explain in more detail the outline of our proof of
the BKL conjecture. The BKL conjecture for the BGG category O™ with respect
to the standard Borel subalgebra will be abbreviated as BKL(m|n). Let b,,,, be the
Cartan subalgebra of diagonal matrices in gl(m|n). We shall denote by BKL(m|n + k)
the (parabolic) BKL conjecture for the parabolic category of gl(m|n+ k)-modules with
Levi subalgebra b,,,, © gl(k), for 0 < k < co. Furthermore, we let BKL(m|n|k) denote
the BKL conjecture for the BGG category of gl(m + k|n)-modules associated to the
0™tk 1m_sequence (0™, 17,0%), for 0 < k < oco. Finally, we let BKL(m|n|k) denote the
BKL conjecture for the parabolic BGG category of gl(m + k|n)-modules associated
to the same 0™**1"-sequence (0™, 1",0%) and with Levi subalgebra Binpn © gl(k), for
0<k<oo.

The overall strategy for establishing the BKL conjecture is by induction on n. The
inductive procedure, denoted by BKL(m|n), Vim = BKL(m|n + 1), Vm, is divided into
the following steps:

1.1) BKL(m + k|n) Vk,m = BKL(m/|n|k) Vk,m, by changing Borels
= BKL(m|n|k) Vk,m, by passing to parabolic

(

(
— BKL(m|n|x),Vm, by taking k +— oo
— BKL(m|n + 00), Vm, by super duality
(

= BKL(m|n + 1) Vm, by truncation.

It is instructive to write down the Fock spaces corresponding to the steps above:
VEmER) @ W Yk, m = VO @ WE" @ VE* vk m
— VO™ @ W @ APV VE,m
— VO @ W& @ AV Vm
= VO @ W @ AW Vm

= VE™ @ WD v,

While our proof is purely algebraic, it is ultimately based on the geometric proof of
the original KL conjecture. The base case for the induction, BKL(m|0), is equivalent to
the original Kazhdan-Lusztig conjecture [KL1] for gl(m), which is a theorem of [BB]
and [BK] (also see [BGS, Vo|; the tilting module characters were due to [Sol, So2]).
Step (1.2) can be regarded as a generalization of Deodhar [Deo], Soergel [Sol] and
Brundan [Brl]. Steps (1.3)—(1.5) are generalizations of our earlier work in [CWZ,
CW1, CL}, in which we establish the compatibilities between various constructions on
the categorical level and their counterparts on the Fock space level.

Step (1.1) is a special case of a key new result of this paper, which states that
all b-variants of the BKL conjecture (for fixed m,n) are equivalent. We are reduced
to compare the (dual) canonical bases of the Fock spaces TP and TP associated to
adjacent 0"1"-sequences b and b’. Here being adjacent corresponds to differing by an
odd reflection on the corresponding Borel subalgebras. To that end, parabolic monomial
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bases for T® and TP are introduced, and they are used to match the (dual) canonical
bases in TP and TP". Note that parabolic monomial bases admit counterparts in the
category O™". We also show how tilting modules transform under odd reflections, and
establish a remarkable property that every tilting module in ©O”" has b-Verma flags
for all 0™1"-sequences b. Now (1.1) follows from such constructions and results.

1.6. Applications. We show in Proposition 6.4 that the categories Orbn"" are identical,
for all 0" 1"-sequences b (note that the even subalgebras of the Borels corresponding to
various b are fixed to be the same). On the other hand, we show in Section 5.3 that the
canonical and dual canonical bases in TP for different b are compatible and hence they
are unique in a suitable sense; but the standard bases in T do depend on b. These
results strongly suggest the existence of a graded lift in the sense of Soergel and others
on the BGG category OZL'“ (cf. [BGS]). For the maximal parabolic category ", the
Z-grading was first established in [BS].

In another direction, a new approach to the full BGG category for the ortho-
symplectic Lie superalgebras is being developed by Huanchen Bao and one of the
authors (see [BW]). While fresh new ideas are needed in the new setting, the ap-
proach and the results established in the current paper have served as an inspiration
and played a fundamental role.

1.7. Organization. The paper is organized as follows. It is divided into two parts.
Part 1, which consists of Sections 2-5, deals with the combinatorics of Fock spaces,
canonical bases, and BKL polynomials. Part 2, which consists of Sections 6-8, con-
cerns the representation theory of gl(m|n). The results of Part 1 are used in the final
Section 8.

In Section 2, we review the quantum group, Hecke algebra of type A, and Jimbo
duality. The Bruhat orderings on the Fock spaces TP are introduced.

In Section 3, we introduce the A- and B-completions of Fock spaces. Adapting from
Lusztig [Lu2] and generalizing Brundan [Brl], we formulate a bar involution on the
B-completions of Fock spaces, and establish the existence of canonical and dual canon-
ical bases. The transition matrices between (dual) canonical bases and the standard
monomial basis allows us to define the BKL polynomials.

In Section 4, via the notion of truncation maps, we compare the (dual) canonical
bases on Fock spaces involving AV or A¥W for varying k. We formulate a combinatorial
version of super duality, which is an isomorphism of Fock spaces preserving the (dual)
canonical bases, when replacing AV by A®W. The presentation here generalizes
and improves the special cases treated in [CWZ, CW1]|. We then formulate a precise
relationship between (dual) canonical bases of a Fock space and those of its various
g-wedge subspaces, and thus a relationship between their BKL polynomials.

In Section 5, we develop a new approach to compare precisely the canonical as well
as dual canonical bases in two Fock spaces associated to adjacent 0™ 1™-sequences. For
that purpose, we introduce two kinds of parabolic monomial bases denoted by N’s and
U’s, the N’s being adapted to dual canonical basis while the U’s to the canonical basis.
All these are built on computations on V® W and W ® V.
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In Section 6, we show that the BGG category Og‘n of gl(m|n)-modules are indepen-
dent of b, and so denoted by O™". The b-Verma modules and b-tilting modules are
introduced. We show that a b-tilting module is always a b’-tilting module for any other
sequence b’, and provide a precise identification when b and b’ are adjacent. We also
introduce some auxiliary modules denoted by N’s and U’s in O”!" which correspond
to the parabolic monomial bases with same the letters of Section 5. The results of this
section are valid for any basic Lie superalgebra.

In Section 7, we develop the super duality machinery in the generality we need (com-
pare [CL, CLW1]). We establish an equivalence of module categories for two infinite-
rank Lie superalgebras g and g, which match the corresponding Kazhdan-Lusztig-Vogan
polynomials in terms of Kostant u-homology groups. The category O™ (for varying
finite m,n) and related parabolic categories are recovered via truncation functors.

In Section 8, we put together all the pieces from previous sections. We establish the
compatibilities of the BKL conjectures for adjacent sequences (1.1), between full and
parabolic BGG categories (1.2), as well as all remaining steps (1.3), (1.4) and (1.5).
The BKL conjecture follows.

1.8. Notations. Let P denote the set of partitions. For A € P we denote its conjugate
and length by A and £()\), respectively. We let Z, Z,, Z_, and N denote the sets of all,
non-negative, non-positive, and positive integers, respectively. Denote by Zs = {0,1}.
For k € N we denote by [k] the set {1,2,...,k}. Similarly, we set [k] := {1,2,...,k}
and also write [oo] for {1,2,3,...}. The symmetric group on a set of k elements is
denoted by Sy.

Acknowledgments. The first author is partially supported by an NSC grant, and
he thanks NCTS/TPE and the Department of Mathematics of University of Virginia
for support. The second author is partially supported by an NSC grant, and he thanks
NCTS/South for support. The third author is partially supported by an NSF grant
DMS-1101268, and he thanks the Institute of Mathematics of Academia Sinica in
Taiwan for providing excellent working environment and support.

Notes added. After the present paper arxiv:1203.0092 was posted, a second and
completely different proof of our main Theorem 8.11 was obtained by Brundan, Lo-
sev, and Webster in “Tensor product categorifications and the super Kazhdan-Lusztig
conjecture”, arxiv:1310.0349. Their argument is based on the uniqueness of certain
categorifications, and this allows them to further establish the Koszul graded lifts on
OZL'“ as mentioned in Section 1.6. A proof of our positivity Conjecture 3.13 (see also
Remark 3.14) of this paper is also found in that paper.

Part 1. Combinatorics
2. FOCK SPACES AND BRUHAT ORDERINGS

In this section, we introduce the Fock space TP, which is a tensor space of copies of
the natural U,(gl,,)-module and its restricted dual, associated to a 0™1"-sequence b.
We define the Bruhat ordering on TP. Some g-wedge spaces are also introduced.
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2.1. Quantum group. Let ¢ be an indeterminate. The quantum group U,(gl,,) is
defined to be the associative algebra over Q(q) generated by E,, F,, K., K, ,a € 7Z,
subject to the following relations (a,b € Z):

K,K;' = K] 'K, =1,
K.Ky, = KyK,,

K ByK' = ¢oer 0,

K R K, = glerniter s,

5, Koar1 — Kat1a

Ean_FbEa =

’ q—qt
E2E,+ ByE; = (q+q )EuEyEa, ifla—b=1,
E.Ey = EpkEq, if |a —b| > 1,
FFR,+FRF, = (¢+q¢ YFE.FF, ifla—b =1,
F,Fy, = FFy, if |a — b| > 1.

Here K, 441 := KaKa_jl. For r > 1, we introduce the divided powers EC(LT) =E!/[r]!
and F\"”) = F/[r]!, where [r] = (¢" —q¢7")/(qg — ¢~ ') and [r]! = [1][2] - - - [r].

Setting § = ¢~ ! induces an automorphism on Q(q) denoted by ~. Define the bar
involution on Uy(gl,) to be the anti-linear automorphism = : U,(gl,,) — Ug(gly)
determined by E, = E,, F, = F,, and K, = K, L Here anti-linear means that
fu= fu, for f € Q(q) and u € Uy(gl,). The quantum group U, (sls) is the subalgebra
generated by {Eq,, Fy, Kqqt1la € Z}.

Let V be the natural U, (gl )-module with basis {v, }qez and W := V*, the restricted
dual module with basis {wq }aecz such that (wg, vs) = (—¢)"*0q. The actions of Uy (gl,,)
on V and W are given by the following formulas:

1)
Kavb =dq ab'Uby Ean = O0a+1,bVa; Fan = 5a,b'Ua+17

Kawb = q_éabwba anb = 5a,bwa+la Fawb = 0g+1,bWa-
We shall use the co-multiplication A on Ug(gl,,) defined by:

A(Ea) =1 ® Ea + Ea (9 Ka+1,a7
A(Fa) = Fa® 1+Ka,a+l ®Faa
A(Ka) — Ka ® Ka,,

which restricts to a co-multiplication on Ugj(sls). Our A here is consistent with the
one used by Kashiwara, but differs from [Lu2].

For m,n € Z4, recall that [m] = {1,2,--- ,m}, and denote the set of integer-
valued functions on [m + n| by Z™*". We shall also identify f with the (m + n)-tuple
(f(1),f(2),..., f(m+n)) when convenient. Also, for a subset I C [m + n], we shall
denote the restriction of f to I by f;. For example, if I = {i,i+ 1}, then the restriction
of f to I will be denoted by fr = fii+1. This notation remains valid for functions
defined on different domains as well.
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2.2. Fock spaces. For m,n € Z,, we let b = (b1, ba,...,bn+n) be a sequence of m+n
integers such that m of the b;’s are equal to 0 and n of them are equal to 1. We call
such a sequence a 0"1"-sequence.

We associate to such a 0™1"-sequence b the following tensor space over Q(q), called
the b-Fock space or simply Fock space:

(2.1) TP .=V V... @ Vbt
where we denote
Vbi — V, lf bl - 0,
W, if b =1.

The tensors here and in similar settings later on are understood to be over the field
Q(q). Note that the algebra U,(gl,,) acts on TP via the co-multiplication A.

Example 2.1. Let m = 3 and n = 2. Then (0,0, 1,1,0), (0,0,0,1,1), and (0, 1,0, 1,0)
are 0312-sequences. The associated U, (gl,,)-modules TP are respectively

VIVOWRWRY, VoVeVaWeW, VeaWeVaWeV.

For f € Z™™™ we define

b._ b b brntn
(2:2) My = Vi) @ Vi) @ @Vl
if b; =0
where we use the notation v’ := { = 1-f l; £ We refer to {M]E’ |f € Z™F"} as the
w, 1I 0; = 1.

standard monomial basis for TP.

2.3. Bruhat ordering. Let P be the free abelian group with orthonormal basis {e,|r €
Z} with respect to a bilinear form (:|-). We define a partial order on P by declaring
v > u, for v,u € P, if v — 1 is a non-negative integral linear combination of €, — &,1,
r € Z.

Fix a 0™1"-sequence b = (by,...,byin). For f € Z™ and j < m + n, we define
Wil (f) = Z(_l)bigf(i) €P, Wty(f) :=wtp(f) €P.
J<i

We define the Bruhat ordering of type b on Z™", denoted by =<y, in terms of the
partially ordered set (P,<) as follows: g =y f if and only if wtp(g) = wtp(f) and
wti (g) < wt] (f), for all j. Note that when n = 0 this is simply the usual Bruhat
ordering on the weight lattice Z™ of gl(m).

Following [Brl, §2-b] we introduce the following notation in our general setting:

(2.3) to(f,a,j) = > (=1)%,  for f e Zm+,
j<i€lm+n],f(i)<a
It is easy to see the following characterization of <y, holds: for g, f € Z™",
(24) g=p [ © t(g,a,)) <8(f,a,j), Ya € Z,j € [m+n], with equality for j = 1.
For i € [m + n] we let d; € Z™*™ be determined by
(2.5) di(j) = (—1)%68;;, for j € [m +n).
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Let f,g € Z™™". We write f |1, g if one of the following holds:

g:f(Zvj)v fOI‘bZ:b]:O,Z<j,f(Z)>f(j),
g:f(Zvj)v fOI‘bZ:b]:l,Z<j,f(Z)<f(j)7
g=f—di+dj, forb;#bj,i<j f(i)=f(j)

Here and further we denote the natural right action of &,,,, on Z™" by f.0 := foo,
for f € Z™™ and o € &,,1,. The following lemma is clear.

Lemma 2.2. Let f,g € Z™"". If there ewists a sequence of elements hy,ho, ..., h €
Z™MF" such that h; Ly hit1, for 1 <i<k—1, with hy = f and hy, = g, then f =p g.

Remark 2.3. In the case of standard 0™1™-sequence bg = (0,...,0,1,...,1) as well as
the opposite sequence (1,...,1,0,...,0), the converse of Lemma 2.2 holds, according
to [Brl, Lemma 2.5]. However the converse is no longer true in general. Take the 0312-
sequence b = (0,1,0,1,0). Take f = (4,3,5,2,1) and g = (1,2,4,3,5). Then f >y g.
But there exists no such sequence {h;} as in the above lemma moving f down to g.

The Bruhat ordering <y, on Z™" is defined to fit with the definition on the weight
lattice of gl(m|n) coming from central characters (see [CW2, Section 2.2]). But in this
paper it would work if we have defined <, to be the transitive closure of |.

The following lemma will be useful in the sequel.

Lemma 2.4. The poset (Z™", <y,) satisfies the finite interval property. That is, given
frg with g <p f, the set {h € Z™"|g <y, h =<y, f} is finite.

Proof. We shall prove the precise and stronger statement that if g <y, h <y f, then
(2.6) [h ()] < max{[f(j)],g(j)| with j € [m +n]}, Vi€ [m+n].

We prove (2.6) by contradiction. Suppose that |h(t)| > max{|f(j)],]9(7)| | 7 € [m+n]},
for some t € [m + n|. Among the t’s with |h(t)] = N maximal, we choose i as large
as possible so that h(i) = =N. First suppose that h(i) = N. Then #,(f, N —1,i) =
fb(g, N—1,4). But clearly fp(h, N—1,4) # #,(f, N—1,4). Now suppose that h(i) = —N.
Then 0 = #y,(f, —N,i) = t(g9, —N,4). But clearly fiy,(h, —N,i) = (—=1)%. So in either
case we cannot have g <p h <p f. O

2.4. g-wedge spaces. For k € N, denote by & the symmetric group of permutations
on {1,2,...,k}. Let 65 = |J, k. Then &, is generated by the simple transpositions
s1=0(1,2),50=1(2,3),...,50-1 = (k—=1,k).

The Iwahori-Hecke algebra associated to &y (for £ € N U {oc0}) is the associative
Q(q)-algebra Hj, generated by H;, 1 <i <k — 1, subject to the relations

(H; —q ") (H; +q) =0,
H;H;\1H; = H; . 1H;H; 1,
HiHj:HjHi, for |’L—]| > 1.

Associated to o € &j with a reduced expression o = s;, ---s;., we define H, :=
H;, --- H;, . The bar involution on Jj is the unique anti-linear automorphism defined
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by H, = H-Y,g= ¢!, for all 0 € &},. Set for k € N

o~

(2.7) Ho=Y (—q) @~ m,,
oeSy,

where w(()k) denotes the longest element in &j. It is well known that (cf. [KL1], [Sol,
Proposition 2.9])

(2.8) Hy = H,.

Now consider the tensor spaces V&% and W®*, respectively. In either case we index
the tensor factors by [k] := {1,2,...,k}. Now for an integer-valued function f : [k] — Z,
recall from (2.2) that My = vy ® -+ ® vy(), where v = v for V& and v = w for
W®k. The algebra Hj, acts on V¥F and respectively on W®* on the right by

Mf-sia if f =b f * S84,
(2.9) MiH; =< ¢ 'My, if f=7f-s
My, — (g —q )My, if f b f-si.

Here b = (0F) for V& and b = (1¥) for W=k,

Lemma 2.5. [Jim] The actions of Uy(gly,) and Hy on the tensor space VO (and
respectively, on WEF ) commute with each other.

Different commuting actions of U,(gl,,) and Hy on V& were used in [KMS] to
construct the space AFV of finite g-wedges and then the space of infinite g-wedges by
taking an appropriate limit & — oo. These spaces carry the action of U,(gl,,) (as
a limiting case). The constructions in loc. cit. carry over using the above actions of
Uq(gly) and Hj, as we shall sketch below.

First consider the case when k € N. Following [KMS], we will regard A*V as the
quotient of V®* by ker Hy. Indeed ker Hy equals the sum of the kernels of the operators
H; —q ' 1<i<k-—1, by [KMS, Proposition 1.2] (note that the Hecke algebra
generator T; used in loc. cit. corresponds to —qH;.) We further denote by the g-wedges
Vg, A -+ A Vg, the image in AEV of Vg, @ -+ @ Vg, under the canonical map. We have

o ANVg NVgyy N = —q_l(u'/\fuaiﬂ/\fuai/\---), if a; < ajy1;
(2.10) - Avg; Avggy Ao = 0, if a; = ayqq.

It follows that the elements vg, A --- Avg,, where a; > --- > a;, form a basis for AFV.
By Lemma 2.5, U,(gl.) acts naturally on AFV.

Remark 2.6. For finite k, recalling that V®* = ker Hy @ ImHy, cf. [KMS, Proposi-
tion 1.1], we may regard equivalently A*V as the subspace ImH of V&,

Now consider the limit k& — co. Let V*° be the subspace of V¥ spanned by vectors
of the form

(2.11) Up; @ Vp, @Upy @ -+,

with p; =1 —14, for i > 0. Note that U,(gl,,) and the Hecke algebra act on this space.
We define A®V to be the quotient of V> by the sum of the kernels of H; — ¢!, for all
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i > 1. The quantum group Ug,(gl,,) acts on AV and this space has a basis given by
the (formal) infinite g-wedges

Upy A Upp AUpg A

where p1 > py > p3 > -+, and p; = 1 —1 for i > 0. Here the infinite g-wedge is defined
to be the image of the corresponding vector in (2.11) under the canonical quotient map.
Alternatively, the space A®°V has a basis indexed by partitions given by

|A) == vx, AUng—1 AUpg—2 A,

where A\ = (A1, Ag, - -+ ) runs over the set P of all partitions.
Let

ZE ={f: k> Z| f(1)> f2) > > f(k)}, for k€N,
2E ={f:lcc] = Z| f(1) > f(2) >+ ; f(t) =1 —tfor t > 0}.
For f € Z’j_, we denote

(2.12)

Vi =vpa) Avp@) A ANpr)-
Then {V¢|f € Z%} is a basis for AFV, for k € NU {oc}.
For i € [k], define d; : [k] — Z by letting d;i(j) = dsj, for 1 < j < k, in the case
of V& Then AFV is naturally a U,(gl,)-module, where the action of the Chevalley
generators Fgy, Iy, K4, for a € Z, is given as follows:

Ean = {Zi5a+17f(i)’\7f_d“ lf f - di E Zk s

0, otherwise.
. k
(213) Fan _ {Ziéa,f(i)vf-i-d“ lf f + di S Z ’
0, otherwise.

K,V = g&ibeiwy,.

A similar construction gives rise to A¥W, for k € NU {oc}. The space AW has a
basis consisting of
Wpy N Wpy N Wpy A -v g

where p; < pa < p3 < ---, and p; = i, for ¢ > 0. Alternatively, the space A*°W has a
basis indexed by partitions given by

‘)\*> = Wiy A W2y A W3—\3 ARER
where A = (A1, A9, - -+ ) runs over the set of all partitions.
Let

(2.14) 78 ={f: [k > Z] FQ) < f(2) < <), for ke R

2= ={f ol = Z [ f(1) < f(2) <---; f(t) =t for £ >0}
For f € ZF we write
Wy =wpa) ANwpe) A Awr)-
Then {W;|f € Z*} is a basis for AW, for k € NU {c0}.
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For i € [k], define d; : [k] — Z by letting d;(j) = —0;j, for 1 < j <k, in the case
of W& Then AW is naturally a U,(gl.,)-module, where the action of the Chevalley
generators E,, F,, K, for a € Z, on AW is given as follows:

1 k
Ean = {Ziéavf(i)wf_dﬂ lf f - di € Z_7

0, otherwise.
: k
(2.15) FW; = 2i0artp@Wrtd I f+ di€ 22,
0, otherwise.

KWy = ¢~ Zi%0W,.
We define a Q(¢)-linear isomorphism f : AV — AW by
B(IA) i=[A),  for Ae P

Proposition 2.7. [CWZ, Theorem 6.3] The map f : A°V — AW is an isomorphism
of Uy(sls)-modules (both are isomorphic to the basic module of Uy(sls)).

3. CANONICAL BASES AND BRUNDAN-KAZHDAN-LUSZTIG POLYNOMIALS

In this section, we introduce the A- and B-completions of TP. Then we define
bar-involution, canonical and dual canonical bases in the B-completion of TP. The
Brundan-Kazhdan-Lusztig polynomials are also introduced.

3.1. Quasi-R-matrix. Let M be a U,(gl,,)-module equipped with a Q(g)-anti-linear
bar involution = : M — M, such that wm = am, for all u € Uy(gl,) and m € M.
Suppose furthermore that M has a basis B consisting of bar-invariant weight vectors.
We shall refer to (M, B) or simply M as a weakly based module. We note that Lusztig
introduced the notion of a based module in [Lu2, 27.1.2], which is a weakly based
module satisfying additional conditions.

Example 3.1. The U,(gl,,)-modules V and W have bar involutions defined by v, = v,
and w, = w,, respectively, that are compatible with the actions of the quantum group.
Thus, (V,B°) and (W, B') are weakly based modules, where we denote B = {v,|a € Z}
and B! = {w,|a € Z}. Tt follows from (2.13) and (2.15) that the U, (gl )-modules AFV
and AFW are also weakly based modules with basis given by {V f|fe Z’jr}, and {Wy|f €
7k}, respectively, for k € N. The same is true for k = co so that (A®V,{|A\}|\ € P})
and (AW, {|\)|A € P}) are also weakly based modules. (Actually these are all
examples of based modules in the sense of Lusztig, but we will not need this fact.)

In what follows we shall apply results from [Lu2] and [Jan]. To translate their results
to our setting, we need to replace ¢! therein by ¢, and interchange F, with F,, for
all @ € Z, in order to match our co-multiplication with theirs. From Lusztig’s theory
of based modules [L.u2, Chapter 27|, using the quasi-R-matrix O, one can construct
from k weakly based modules (M;, B;) two distinguished bases of the U,(gl.,)-module
My ® My ® -+ ® My, called canonical and dual canonical basis, respectively. We shall
review and extend these constructions below, as strictly speaking Lusztig’s construction
was carried out for finite-rank quantum groups.
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In order to construct a bar involution on the tensor product of two weakly based
modules, we will first define the quasi-R-matrix O, which in turn is based on the
existence of a PBW-type basis.

Denote by @7 the standard positive root system of U,(gl.,), and set

Pr=>"Za
acdt
For k € N, let Uy(glj,) be the subalgebra of Uy(gl,,) generated by {Eq, Fy, KFY Kfﬁl}
for —k < a <k —1. Then we have U,(gly) C Uy(gr41)) and Uy Ug(gl) = Ug(als)-
Furthermore, Ufz‘ C uf,; | and (J,, Ufz‘ = U*, where uil and UT denote the positive
and negative parts of Uy(glj,|) and U,(gls), respectively.

For k € N, let &3 denote the symmetric group on the set {—k, —k+1,...,0,1,... Kk},

and let w(‘)/LCI denote the longest element in &z . Then there exists a reduced expression

w' € &|;4q) such that

w|0k+1‘ = w|0k‘w’, where K(wlok“‘) = e(’w(‘)kl) +(w).

Hence there exists an infinite sequence of simple roots aq, a9, as, ... such that for each
. k
k we have a reduced expression for w(‘) | as

(3.1) w(‘)kl = SaySas " Say, Where N =k(2k+1).

Associated to a simple root o one can define an automorphism 7Ty, : Uy(gly) — Uq(gly)
[Jan, 8.14]. For a sequence of non-negative integers (a;) indexed by [N], we define the
element

(82)  ToyTuy .. Tayy (EL) -~ Toy Ty (B2) - Tuy (E22) - B2 € Uy(alyy).

as
Then, the set of all such elements form a basis for the positive part ur,;‘ [Jan, Theo-
rem 8.24]. Taking the limit & — oo we obtain a basis for UT consisting of elements
(3.2) with N arbitrarily large. Replacing the E,,’s in (3.2) by the corresponding Fy,,’s,
we obtain a basis for U~. For p € PT, denote by u; the corresponding p-weight space
of UT, and by UZ ., the corresponding (—p)-weight space of U™.

The quasi-R-matrix © is an element in some suitable completion of UT ® U~. For
later use let us write down an explicit formula for © by mimicking the construction in
[Jan, 8.30(2)]. Associated to the positive 100t So, Sy * -+ Sa, () for t € N, we define

3.3 @ ,_ 7‘(7‘—1)/2 (q - q—l)T’T T ET T T FT
0 ey X g ()T T (B
r>0 '
Now let u € Pt. We choose k large enough so that p is a weight of gl We set

©,86_, to be the u/j'@u:u—component of the product Oy - - - O[]0 This definition
is independent of sufficiently large k and N, and we define the quasi-R-matrix © for

Uq(gls) as
(3.4) 0= > 0,20,

pnepP+
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Formally, we have just made sense of the infinite product © = - - - ©[3;09Oy). Similarly,
the quasi-R-matrix ©*) for Uq(gljy) is defined as [Jan, Chapter 8]

(3.5) ok = ®[N} ce @[3}@[2]@[1}, where N = k(2k + 1).

3.2. Completions. Let b be a fixed 0™ 1"-sequence. Let k € N and let Tgm be the

(truncated) Q(q)-subspace of TP, spanned by the elements M}’ defined in (2.2), with
—k < f(i) <k, for all i € [m + n]. Let

(3.6) m s TP — T2,

be the natural projection map with respect to the basis {MJ'?} for TP. The kernels of the

7’s define a linear topology on the vector space TP. We then let TP be the completion
of TP with respect to this topology. Formally, every element in TP is a possibly infinite
linear combination of My, for f € Z™*™. We let TP denote the subspace of TP spanned
by elements of the form

(3.7) My + Z rgMg,  for ry € Q(q).
9=b/f

Definition 3.2. The Q(g)-vector spaces TP and TP are called the A-completion and
B-completion of TP, respectively.

Remark 3.3. A similar completion was introduced by Brundan [Brl, §2-d] for the stan-
dard 0™1"-sequence bg = (0,...,0,1,...,1).
—— ——

m n

3.3. Bar involution. For two finite-dimensional weakly based modules (M, B) and
(N,C) of a finite-rank quantum group, Lusztig [Lu2, 27.3.1] defined a bar map % on
the tensor space M ® N via the quasi-R-matrix © by

(3.8) Pp(men):=0Mmen), Vme MneN.

Then, the bar map ¢ is an involution by [Lu2, Corollary 4.1.3] and furthermore is
compatible with the action on M ® N induced by the co-multiplication A by [Lu2,
Lemma 24.1.2]. We shall adapt this construction to Uy(gl,,)-modules below. However,
because our modules are not finite dimensional, we shall need to deal with completion
issues.

Consider the weakly based modules (V,B) and (W,B!). Let b = (b1, b2, ..., bmin)
be a fixed 0™1"-sequence. Let TP be as in (2.1) and recall its A-completion T® from
Definition 3.2. We first construct a Q(q)-anti-linear bar map ~: TP — TP. To be
definite for now, we regard TP in (2.1) as taking tensor product successively from left
to right; that is, TP = (((V* ® V?2) @ V%) @ ... ® Vbm+n). By (3.8) we can use the
quasi-R-matrix ©%) to construct an involution w(k) on ']I‘t<’| K|’ which is a tensor product

of Uq(g[|k‘)—modules, for k € N. Recall the projection map 7 : T? — ']I‘tg"k‘.
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Lemma 3.4. Let f € Z™™ and k € N be such that |f(i)| < k, for all i € [m + n].
Then we have My € ']I‘<|k‘ and

(3.9) W (M) = (zp(f)(Mf)) . for >k

Proof. 1t is clear that M € ']I'k<’| K- We prove (3.9) by induction on m +n. The case for
m +n < 2 is easily checked directly. For £ > k we compute that

— (Z) (Z) bm+7l 1 m—+n
=m (00 (w0 @ vy @ eVl evi, )
e

<Z 0 (O @viy @ evint ) 00l (v f”éiiim))
- <Z o) (v @ Vit @@ Vi) @ 0 (
o (Z Ofm (v @ vy © @ vl ) 0l ("3”75;;7;"’))
m

() k k)b b mn (k) ( bmin
o (Z O (W, @ vy @ avit ) @ el <Vf<$+n>))
n

(k‘) b b m+n 1 m—+n
(w <(Vf1(1) BV @ OViinin1) ® (m+n>))
)

The third identity above uses the fact that m(y ® ©©) (v bm*”)) = mp(y @ O (v bm*”)),
for any y € T with b’ = (by,...,bpmin_1) and |t| < k, and the induction hypothesis is
used in the identity (). O

It follows that the element limy_,o 1 ( ), for any f € Z™™" is a well-defined
element in TP. We define

(3.10) Y(My) = lim O (My).

It follows immediately from (3.9) that ¢(My) € TP and Y (M) = 7 (b (My)).

A different tensor order on T? and hence on ’]1‘2‘ | would give a different inductive
way to define a map ’¢¥) | similar to ¢(k for k € N. For f € Z™*™ choose / so that ¢ >
maxz{]f( )| }. By [Lu2, 4. 2 4] we have ¢\ (M;) = w ( 1), and hence 7 (v (My)) =

(! p® (My)) whenever ¢ > k. Thus, lim/_,q O M ¢ is a well-defined element in TP,
and it coincides with limy_, w(g) M. Hence we have proved the following.

Proposition 3.5. The bar map ~: T® — T, given by My = p(My) (see (3.10)), is
well-defined, namely it is independent of the tensor order on TP.
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For m =2, n=2and b= (0,1,0,1) we may regard TP = (V@ W) ® V) @ W, and
apply the quasi-R-matrix © repeatedly from left to right and get a bar map on T? as
above. We can also regard TP as (V® (W ® V)) ® W, and use this order to get a bar
map. Proposition 3.5 says that the two bar maps coincide. Recall the B-completion
TP from Definition 3.2.

Proposition 3.6. Let f € Z™™" and My € TP. We have

Mf = My + Z rgf(q) My,
9=<uf

where 1,¢(q) € Z[g,q7'] and the sum is possibly infinite. Hence, we have ~: TP — TP.

Proof. By (3.9) we have My € TP. Making use of the explicit form (3.4) of the quasi-
R-matrix O, we first observe that the proposition holds in the cases when m +n < 2.
We now proceed by induction on m + n.
Let f € Z™™ and set f' = fi,4n—1). Furthermore, for b = (b1,ba, ..., bymyn), we set
"b = (b1,b2,. .., byin—1). We have
My =) @ Vo @ @VEL,).
By the inductive assumption we compute that

7 b b bernfl bm+n
My=6 (Vf(l) B Vg ® OV 1) ® "f(m+n>>

=300 (Vo) v & @ i) © 0o (i)
"

bm n
= Z ®H Mf/ + Z Sg/f/(q)Mg/ (039 @—H (Vf(;;_i_n)) R
M g’ <y f’

where sy 1(q) € Z[g,q']. Now recall that ©, ® ©_, is a Q(g)-linear combination of
products of the form Ty, - -+ T, _, (Ep, )@ T0, - -+ To,_, (Fyy, ). From the explicit formulas
for these expressions in [Jan, 8.14(7)] and the cases with m + n = 2, it follows that
such an element, when applied to an element of the form M), ® VZ””", for h € Zmtn—1
bmtn

and b € Z, gives a Q(¢)-linear combination of elements of the form M; @ v."™, for
t € Z™*t"~! and ¢ € Z; moreover we have a sequence of weights (h;, ¢;), i = 1,--- .k,
such that

(h,b) = (h1,c1) b (h2,¢2) db -+ db (B, cx) = (2, 0).
By Lemma 2.2, we have (t,¢) <p (h,b), and hence M = My + Ey<bf rqf(q) My, for
re7(a) € Q(q).
It remains to show that r,¢(q) € Z[g, g~ ']. For this we first observe that the Z[g, ¢~}
span of the standard monomial basis elements in T® is invariant under the action of

K ;tl, and the divided powers E((Ij ) and Féj ), fora € Z and j € N. From this observation,
[Jan, 8.14(7)], and formula (3.3) for Oy, it follows that ryz(q) € Zlg,q~]. O

As we have already noted, due to the infinite-dimensionality of V and W, the bar
involution does not preserve the space TP. However, we have the following.
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Lemma 3.7. The bar map ~: T? — TP extends to ~: TP — TP. Furthermore, the bar
map on TP is an involution.

Proof. To show that the bar map extends to TP we need to show that if y = My +
D g<nf To(@) My € TP, rq(q) € Q(q), theny € TP. By Proposition 3.6 and the definition
of 'ﬁ‘b, it remains to show that i € TP. To see this, we note that if the coefficient of
Mj, in 7 is nonzero, then there exists g <y f such that rp4(q) # 0. Thus we have
h =y g =p f. However, by Lemma 2.4 there are only finitely many such g’s. Thus,
only finitely many ¢’s can contribute to the coefficient of Mj, in 7, and hence § € TP.

To show that ~ is an involution, we need to show that for fixed f,g € Z™*" with
g =p [ we have

(3.11) Y ranl@)ra(a) = 35

9=bh=pf
By Lemma 2.4, there are only finitely many such A’s with g <p h <} f. This together
with Lemma 3.4 implies that (3.11) is equivalent to the same identity on the finite-
dimensional space TE‘ ot for k£ > 0. But in this case [Lu2, Corollary 4.1.3] is applicable.
So we conclude that_(3.11) holds and so the bar map is an involution. O

3.4. Canonical basis. For r(q) € Q(q) recall that r(q) = r(¢”'). A version of the
following lemma goes back to [KL1]. We note that [Lu2, Lemma 24.2.1] is stated in a
slightly different form, and also that, although (vi)—(viii) are not listed there, the same
proof therein can be used to establish them.

Lemma 3.8. [Lu2, Lemma 24.2.1] Let (I,=) be a partially ordered set satisfying the
finite interval property. Assume that for every i =X j we are given elements r;; €
Zlq,q" "] such that

(i) i =1, for allie I,

(1) D pi<n=j TikThj = ij-
Then there exists a unique family of elements t;; € Zq] for all i = j such that

(iii) ti; =1, for alli € I,

(iv) tij € qZlq], for all i < j,

(V) tij = D hi<n; Tintngs for alli < j.
Furthermore, there exists a unique family of elements l;; € Zlg™'] for all i < j such
that

(Vi) 4y =1, foralli eI,
(vii) 4 € ¢ Z[gY, for alli < 7,
(viii) Lij = D i<n<; Tinlhjs for all i < 3.

We shall now apply Lemma 3.8 to the partially ordered set (Z™*" <}). Note first
that the finite interval condition in Lemma 3.8 is satisfied due to Lemma 2.4. Recall
from Proposition 3.6 that My = My + 3 _ rrgr(q)My. So Property (i) is clear, and
(ii) follows readily by applying the anti-linear bar-involution ~ in Lemma 3.7 to the
above identity. Hence we have established the following.
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Proposition 3.9. The Q(q)-vector space TP has unique bar-invariant topological bases
{TP|f € 2™} and {LY}|f € 2}
such that
TP =MP+ ) tgoMy,  LP=Mp+ > l5(g)My),
9=bf 9=bf
with t;’f(q) € qZlq], and Eg’f(q) € ¢ 'Z[g7Y], for g <p f. (We will also write t?f(q) =
K?f(q) =1, t;’f = Kz’f =0 for g 2p f.)
Definition 3.10. {T}O|f € Z™t"} and {L?|f € 2™t} are called the canonical basis

and dual canonical basis for 'f'b, respectively. Also, tlg’f(q) and Elg’f(q) are called Brundan-
Kazhdan-Lusztig (BKL) polynomials.

Recall d; € Z™" from (2.5). We define
m-+n

(3.12) L == Y (—=1)Pd; € ZmH
i=1

Proposition 3.11. For each p € Z and f,g € Z™™, we have

b _ /b b b
tgf - tg+p1m\nvf+p1m\n’ ng €g+p1m\nvf+p1m\n'
Proof. Define a Q(q)-linear shift map sh : T? — TP by
b b
Sh(Mf) = Mf+1

min’
Since for f =y, g if and only if f + 1,,,, =b g + 1,5, the map sh extends to a Q(q)-
linear map on the B-completion TP. Now sh also commutes with the bar map, since

the quasi-R-matrix is invariant under an overall index shift by 1. Thus, we conclude

that sh(T}’) = TJP+1m\n and sh(L?) = L?Hm\n' The proposition follows. O

3.5. Positivity. For » > 1 and a € Z, recall the divided powers Eér) and Fy). The
following was conjectured in [Brl, Conjecture 2.28(iii),(iv)], in the case of the standard
0™1"-sequence bg. Part (1) is a variant of [Zh, Theorem 3.3.6(3)].

Theorem 3.12. Let b be a 0™1"-sequence and f € Z™*". Leta € Z, r > 1.
(1) The elements Eér)T}’ and Fy)T}D can be written as (possibly infinite) sums of
{TPlg € Z™*"} with coefficients in N[g, ¢ *].
(2) The elements EC(LT)L? and Far)L? can be written as (possibly infinite) sums of
{LP|g € Z™*"} with coefficients in N[q,q~].

Proof. For k € N, consider the quantum group U (g[‘ k|) acting on the finite-dimensional

module ']I‘tg"k‘.

U (gl )-module TEW by T]Sk) and Lgck), respectively, for f € Zzbr]g‘" = {f € 2zt |
|f(i)] < k, Vi € [m + n]}. The proof of [Lu2, Lemma 24.2.1] (cf. our Lemma 3.8)
implies that the coefficients t;’f and g;f are uniquely determined by the coefficients

Let us denote the canonical and dual canonical basis elements of the
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rhf(q) coming from the bar-involution with ¢ <y, h =<p f. Recall that such an h
satisfies |h(i)| < max{|f(j)|,|g(j)| with j € [m + n]}, Vi € [m + n], by (2.6). This
together with the stability (3.9) of the bar involutions for varying k implies that

k k m+n
(3'13) ﬂk(T}O) — T]g ) and Wk(Ll;) = L} )7 Vf e Z§|J’I;\ .

Now, we let a € Z be fixed, and let Y = T, L. Observe that for k¥ > |a| + 1 the
map 7, commutes with the action of X = E,, F,. Thus, the map X : T — TP given
by letting X act on the left extends uniquely to a continuous map X : > — ’f‘b, and
hence the expression X (’")be is a well-defined element in the A-completion TP.

Let f € Z”+" and choose k > |a| + 1. We write

<[k
= > PP, for b (q) € Q(g).

o<z
We compute, for ¢ > k,
mpom(XYP) = m(XOY) = (Y of) = > Wy
Zm+n Zm+n
<|¢| <|k|

On the other hand, we compute

mpom(XYP) = my(XOYP) = X0y = 37 (g
9L

It follows that bék)(q) = béé)(q), for all g € ZZ”G;"‘ and ¢ > k. Thus, we obtain

XOyYp =3 "by(q)¥y
g

where b,(q) = bgk)(q), for g € ZZ”G;‘" It remains to show that by(g) lie in Ng, ¢~].

We first prove Part (1). In the case when Y = T, Zheng [Zh, Theorem 3.3.6(3)]

proved that bék)(q) € N[q,q7 ], Vg € Z’z’ﬁ;‘" and Vk. Thus, we conclude that in the case
of Y =T we have by(q) € N[g,¢q7'], for all g € Z™*", which proves (1).
Since the dual of the natural U(sl,)-module W, is isomorphic to the exterior

power A2F(V_ ), [Br4, Theorem 11] is applicable to Tté' k- By [Br4, Theorem 11] there

exists a symmetric bilinear form (- | -) on T2|  for which the bases {T(k)} and {L(k)}

are dual to each other up to some change of labeling. Furthermore, for u,v € T® k|

we have (E[(l ulv) = (u|Fa v), for all k& > |a| + 1, by [Br4, Lemma 3]. From this we
conclude by [Zh, Theorem 3.3.6(3)] again that the positivity in (2) holds in the setting
k)

of T® 21k for dual canonical basis elements Lgc . Now the same argument as in (1) proves
(2) as well. O

The following conjecture is a generalization of Brundan [Brl, Conjecture 2.28(i),(ii)],
who conjectured it for the standard 0”*1"-sequence bg;.
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Conjecture 3.13. Let b be a 0™1"-sequence. For f,g € Z™™", we have t;’f(q) € N[q],
and Eg’f(—q_l) € NJqg|.

Remark 3.14. As mentioned in “Notes added” at the end of Introduction, this conjec-
ture has been established by Brundan, Losev, and Webster (BLW). Conjecture 3.13 can
indeed be derived from the proof of Theorem 3.12 above directly without using cate-
gorification, as suggested by one referee (which should be known to BLW too). Namely,
the stability conditions (3.13) allow us to regard these polynomials as the coefficients
of canonical and dual canonical basis elements in ']I'k<’| K- But then as in the proof above

we may identify the truncated Fock space ']I‘t<’| K with another using V. alone, ie.,

replacing Wz by /\sz§| k|- Since the latter provides a reformulation of parabolic KL
conjectures for type A Lie algebras, the polynomials t;’f(q) are identified with certain
type A parabolic KL polynomials (cf. e.g. [Br4, Remark 14]), which are known to
be positive. On the other hand, the polynomials Elg’f(—q_l) are not necessarily inverse
parabolic KL polynomials, but since they can be interpreted in terms of Ext-groups in
singular blocks of a parabolic category O (see Backelin [Ba]) they are positive.

The observation in the proof above on identifying the truncated Fock space ']I‘t<’| K|
with the one using V< alone played a fundamental role in the BLW approach to the
BKL conjecture.

4. COMPARISONS OF CANONICAL AND DUAL CANONICAL BASES

In this section, we introduce truncation maps to compare the (dual) canonical bases
on Fock spaces involving AFV or AFW for varying k. We formulate a combinatorial
version of super duality. A precise relationship between (dual) canonical bases of a
Fock space and those of its various ¢g-wedge subspaces is then established.

4.1. Truncation map. Let k£ € NU {oco}. We introduce the following notations. For
f= (f[m+n], f[k]) € 7t x le_, set

b0 . 1sb
Mf = Mf[m+n] ® Vf[@]'

Then {M;”O} forms a basis, called the standard monomial basis, for the Q(q)-vector
space TP @ AFV. Similarly, TP @ A¥W admits a standard monomial basis given by

b,l._ 1sb
M= Mp @ Wy,

g m+n]

where g = (g[ern],g[E]) € Zmt" x ZF . Since AFV and AFW are weakly based modules,
we can define bar maps for TP @ A¥V and TP ® A*W by means of the quasi-R-matrix
as in (3.8) and (3.10). In this subsection we prove the existence of canonical and dual
canonical bases in the B-completions of these vector spaces. We shall give the details
only for TP @ AFW, as the case of T? @ AFV is analogous.

First suppose that k& € N. Since Hy is bar-invariant by (2.8), we may embed NEW

into W®* as weakly based modules by sending Wy, to M (1) Hy, for h € ZF. Thus,

h-wék)
we have TP @ AFW C TP ® W®k, and hence TP® AF W C ’]I‘b®W®kE’]I'(b’1k), where
TP® A* W is a similarly defined B-completion with respect to the Bruhat ordering of
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type (b, 1%), following Definition 3.2. Expanding M) Hy in terms of the Me(lk)’s,

h-wék)
and using Propositions 3.5 and 3.6, we conclude that

b,1 b,1 )
(4.1) MP =M YT (g MY,
g<(b’1k)f

where 7,7(q) € Z[g,q™ "], and the sum running over g € Z™*" x ZF is possibly infinite.
It follows that we have obtained a bar-involution ~: TP® AF W — TP® AF W, exactly
as in Lemma 3.7.

Now let £k = co. For d € N, let [']Tb ® /\OOW]<\d\ be the subspace of TP @ AW
spanned by vectors M;”l, for f € Zmt" x Z> with |f(i)| < d, for i € [m +n]U [d]. We
let

7 TP @ A°W — {'Irb ® /\‘X’W} <|d|

be the natural projection map. Then we may use the ker 7/;’s to define the A-completion
TP® A W of TP @ AW, following Definition 3.2.

Let M;”l € [Tb ® /\OOW] Using (3.9) and an argument similar to its proof we
can show that, for £ > d,

(4.2) wy(@ O (MPY) = m (@ (Mp)).

<|d|’

It follows that the expression M?’l, defined as in (3.8) and (3.10) on the tensor product

of the two weakly based modules TP and AW, lies in TP?® A% W. Let TP® A% W be
the B-completion of TP ® AW, following Definition 3.2.

For h € Z%° and k € N recall that hj) denotes the restriction of i to [k]. We define
the Q(q)-linear truncation map Tr : TP @ AXW — TP @ AFW, for k € N, as follows.
For m € T? and h € Z> we set

m© Wy, i h() =i, fori>k+1,

T RWy) =
r(m n) {0, otherwise.

Lemma 4.1. Let k € N. The truncation map extends naturally to a Q(q)-linear map
Tr: TP AC W — TP AP W.

Proof. By definition of the B-completions, it is enough to prove that the two Bruhat
orderings on TP® A® W and TP® AF W are compatible under the truncation map.
Let f,g € Z™" x Z2° with f =100y g. Suppose first that Tr(M;”l) = M;’,’l 0
b b .
and Tr(Mg"') = MJ' # 0. Then we have fyninu = s Gmenp = ¢ and (i) =
g(i) =i, for all i > k4 1. Tt follows from the very definition of the Bruhat ordering
that f' = 1x) ¢’
Now suppose that Tr(M]E”l) = 0 and f >y 9o I floo] = Gloo]s then clearly
Tr(M;O’l) = 0. If not, then let 7 with ¢ minimal so that f(i) # g(¢). If ¢ < k, then again
Tr(M;”l) = 0. So suppose that i > k. Since f >, 1) g, we must have g(i) < f(i) <1,
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and so again we have Tr(M;’ 1) = 0. Thus, we have shown that Tr(M]E”l) = 0 implies
that Tr(M>) = 0. O
Lemma 4.2. Tr: TP® A® W — TP® A W commutes with the bar maps, that is,

Tr(MPT) = Tr <M}”1) | for f € ZM x 7.

Moreover, we have

b b _
(4.3) MY =MPt > (@) MY for rgp(q) € Zlg,q 7).
9= (b,100)f

Proof. Recall from (3.8) and (3.10) that the bar maps on the tensor spaces TP ®
A®W and TP ® A*W are defined by the formula m®@n = O(m ® ), where © =
ey z, o+ Op ® Oy is given in (3.4) with ©_, € U™. It is easily verified that the
map Trs : AW — AFW defined by

Whyy» i (i) =i (for i > k+ 1),

. , forheZ>,
0, otherwise,

Trs (Wh) = {

is a U™-module homomorphism. Therefore we have
D Tr(0,me 0., W) =Y 0,mx0._,Tr, (W)
I I

From this, it follows that Tr : TP® A® W — TP® AF W commutes with the bar maps.
Now (4.3) follows from (4.1). O

From Lemma 4.2 and the bar-involutions on TP® AF W for k € N, we obtain a bar-
involution —: TP@A®W — TP& A W. Summarizing the above, and applying Lemmas
3.8 and 4.2 we have proved the following.

Proposition 4.3. Let k € NU {oc}. The bar map ~: TP® AF W — TP® AF W is an
involution. The space TP® A* W has unique bar-invariant topological bases

(TP f € 2™ x 25} and {LY'|f € 2™ x Z¥ }
such that
e X gaut e g
g<(b’1k)f g<(b71k)f
with t;’}l(q) € qZlq], and Eg’}l(q) € ¢ 'Z[g7Y. (We will write t?}l(q) = E?}l(q) =1,
b b
tg}l = eg}l =0, for g Awar f-)

We call {T}D’l} and {L?’l} the canonical and dual canonical bases of TP® AF W,

respectively. We shall use f& € Z™*" x Z* as a short-hand notation for the restriction
f[m-i—n}u[l_f} of a function f € Z™*" x Z°°.
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Proposition 4.4. Let k € N. The truncation map Tr : TP A W — TP® AF W
preserves the standard, canonical, and dual canonical bases in the following sense: for
Y =M,L T and f € Z™™ x Z> we have

b, . . ) )

e (vpt) = [V IO =i foriz kL
! 0, otherwise.

Consequently, we have t];]’cl(q) = tlg)élfﬁ(q) and ES}l(q) = Eg’;f&(q), for g, f € ZMT" x 7>

such that f(i) = g(i) =1, fori>k+1.

Proof. By definition the statement is true for Y = M. By Lemmas 4.1 and 4.2 the map

Tr : TP® A® W — TP® AF W is compatible with canonical and dual canonical bases of
these two spaces. ]

The constructions and statements when replacing A¥W by ARV, for k € NU {oco}
are entirely analogous, and so we will skip the analogous proofs. We construct a B-
completion TP® AF V. For k € N, the truncation map Tr : TP @ A®V — TP @ APV, is
defined by
m & Vi, ifh(i)=1—14, fori > k+1,

0, otherwise,

Tr(m ® Vh) = {

where m € TP and h € ZZ°. The map Tr extends to the B-completions. The following
is a A*V-analogue of Proposition 4.3.

Proposition 4.5. Let k € NU{oo}. We have a bar-involution ~: TP@AFV — TPRAFV.
The space TP@ AFV has unique bar-invariant topological bases
{TPOIf €z x 28} and {LY°|f € Zm x 2%}
such that
b,0 _ 7,b,0 b,0 b0 b,0 _ 7,b0 b,0 b,0
TPl = My @MY L= MY Y L ()M,
g'<(by0k:)f g'<(b,0k)f
7 b0 b,0 e . b0 b,0
u;)zz(t)h tgfb((]Q) € gZlg], and {7 (q) € ¢ Zlg7Y). (We will write ter(a) = 5 (q) = 1,
tyr =Lyp =0, for g Apox) f-)

We call {T}D’O} and {L?’O} the canonical and dual canonical bases of TP® AF 'V,
respectively.

We shall also use fE € Zmtn x Zﬁ as a short-hand notation for the restriction
Jim+njuk of a function f € 2"t x 2. The following is a AFV-analogue of Lemma 4.2
and Proposition 4.4.

Proposition 4.6. The truncation map Tr: TPQ A®V — TPR APV commutes with the
bar involutions. Moreover, the truncation map Tr preserves the standard, canonical,
and dual canonical bases; that is, for Y = M,L,T, and for f € Z™™™ x L3, we have

Tr (Yb’o) YR i@ =1 forizk+1,
! 0, otherwise.
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Consequently, we have t;’]’co(q) = t;’g}ﬁ(q) and E;’]’co(q) = E;’é(}k(q), for g, f € 2" x 2%
such that f(1) =g(i) =1—14, fori > k+ 1.

.. . b,0 b,1 b,0 b,1
Definition 4.7. The polynomials £+ (q), £;5 (9), t,; (q), t,} (q) are called Brundan-

Kazhdan-Lusztig (BKL) polynomials. (They include Elg’f(q) and tlg’f(q) in Definition 3.10
as special cases).

Note that the BKL polynomials reduce to the usual (parabolic) Kazhdan-Lusztig
polynomials when the underlying Fock spaces involve only V (or only W).

4.2. Combinatorial super duality. Recall from Proposition 2.7 the isomorphism of
Uq(sls)-modules § : APV — AW defined by g(|A)) = |\,). This map induces an
isomorphism

def

I = 1p @5 : TP @ APV—TP @ A®W,

where 1p, denotes the identity map on TP. Let f € Z™+" x ZZF. There exists a unique
A € P such that [A\) = Vy_ . We define f % to be the unique element in Z™™ x Z>

determined by f%(i) = f(i), for i € [m +n], and We = |\.). The assignment f — f@
=3

gives a bijection (cf. [CWZ])

(4.4) b Z7 X 25— T X 2.

The following is the combinatorial counterpart of the super duality in Theorem 7.2
later on representation theory.

Theorem 4.8. (1) The isomorphism by, respects the Bruhat orderings, and hence
extends to an isomorphism of the B-completions i, : TP@ A®V — TP® A® W.
(2) tp commutes with the bar involutions.
(3) tp preserves the canonical and dual canonical bases. More precisely, we have
i (MPO) = MR i (TP0) = TR and (L)) = L%, for f € 2" x 2,
(4) We have the following identifications of BKL polynomials: Eb’o(q) = Pt (q),

o . 9f g°f?
and t )y (q) =t 1 (q), for all g, f € 7" x L.

Proof. We first prove (2)—(4) by assuming that (1) holds. Since A*°V and AW are
isomorphic Uy (sl )-modules under f, f, is compatible with the quasi-R-matrices. Thus,
ip commutes with the bar involutions (see (3.8)), whence (2). It follows by definition
that hb(MJ]?’O) = M;’h’l. The commutativity of b, with the bar-involutions implies that
canonical and dual canonical bases are sent by i, to bar invariant elements. Now by
the compatibility of the two Bruhat orderings in (1), i (T }D’O) and fp, (L;”O) satisfy the
same characterization properties as the canonical and dual canonical basis elements
T ;’h’l and L?gl respectively, and hence (3) follows. Now (3) clearly implies (4).

It remains to show (1). To this end, let f,g € Z™™™ x Z3°. We shall show that
I Z(b,o) g is equivalent to f 2 ” (b,1) ¢%. Recall that we denote the restriction of f to

a subset I by fr.
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[CWZ, Lemma 6.2] says that

(4.5) {f()lj e NYU{fi(j)lj e N} = 2,

(and similar claim when replacing f by ¢g). Choose N >> 0 so that f(t) = g(t) = —t+1,
fi(t) = ¢°(t) = t, for all t > N. By our choice of N and (4.5), we have

{FON<F<NYU{FAGN<j<N}={g()I1 <j < NYu{g(Q)l <j< N}
={-N+1,-N+2,...,N—1,N}.

From this we conclude that, for —N +1 <d < N,
(46) ﬁ(ON)(f[ﬂbd?l) _ﬁ(lN)(f[uﬁ]ad7l) =N+d= ﬁ(ON)(g[M7d71) ﬁ(lN ( N]7d7 1)

Here we recall the notation f, from (2.3) and that a Bruhat ordering >y, is characterized
in terms of fy, by (2.4).

The condition f = 0y g is equivalent t0 fimynjun] Z(b,0V) jmtnjuiy], Which is
equivalent by (2.4) to

(4.7) w08 fpmenungs @5 3) 2 Ew,oN) (Gmanjuing» s J), - Vi € [m+n] U [N],Vd € Z,
with equality holding for j = 1.

On the other hand, f* = (b,1) ¢" is equivalent to fm+n JULN] = (b1N) which

9[m+n1uwr
in turn, via (2.4), is equivalent to

(4'8) ﬁ(b71N)(me+n}U[ﬁ]vdaj) > ﬁ(b71N)(gFm+n}U[ﬂpdaj)v Vj S [m + n] U [ﬂLVd € Z,
with equality holding for j = 1.

Thus, we are reduced to show the equivalence between (4.7) and (4.8). We separate
into several cases below.

(a) Consider the case for j € [N] (and d arbitrary). Denote by A = (A1, Ag,...) the
partition defined by letting \; = f(i) + i — 1, and by pu = (1, po,...) the partition
defined by letting u; = g(2) + ¢ — 1, for ¢ > 1. Then (4.7) in the case for j € [N] is
equivalent to A C p. This is equivalent to X C p/, which in turn is equivalent to (4.8)
in the case for j € [N].

(b) Consider the case for d < —N+1and j € [m+n]. Then §, ov)(fimsnjuny @ 7) =

ﬁ(b,lN)(f[ur,1+n]U[M ,d, J)7 and similarly, ﬁ(b,ON) (g[m-i-n}u[m ,d, J) = ﬁ(b,lN) (g[um+n}u[ﬂ]7 d, ])
Thus, it follows that (4.7) and (4.8) are equivalent in this case.
(c) Now consider the case for d > N and j € [m + n]. We have

f(b,0N) (f[m+n}U[N]7d J) = to(fimen)» d,3) + N,
ﬁ(b,lN ( [m-+n]U[N]’ d,j) = ﬁb(fm+n d,j) —
B(b,0M) (GpmrnjuNgs ds 7) = Bb(gpmrn)s dj)+ :
B0.1M) (9 gy @ 4) = B0 (Gt s 5) —

Thus, (4.7) and (4.8) are equivalent in this case as well.
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(d) Finally, consider the case for —N +1 < d < N and j € [m + n]. We have the
following equivalent statements:

B(b,0M) (Fimanjuigs 5 5) 2 Bib,0n) (Gimnjuins 5 5)
= b (fimin): &5 3) + $ov) (i) 45 1) = 86(Gpmern)> 45 5) + Bovy (91n), s 1)

4.6 . -
&9 o (fimin)» 4 J) + ﬁ(1N)(f[uM,d, 1) > t6(9pmin)» 4 J) + ﬁ(1N)(9[nM, d, 1)

— ﬁ(b,lN)(f[urn_;,_n]U[Mv d)]) > ﬁ(ble)(‘gFTnA—n]U[ﬂ]’ da])

We observe that in (b)—(d) when j = 1 we have equality in (4.7) if and only if we have
equality in (4.8). Summarizing (a)—(d), we have shown the equivalence of (4.7) and
(4.8), and hence, by (2.4), the equivalence between f = ooy g and It = (b,1) gt

The compatibility of fy, with the two Bruhat orderings implies that by, extends to the
respective B-completions, fp : TP® A%V — TP® A® W. This completes the proof of
(1) and hence the proof of the theorem. O

4.3. Tensor versus ¢g-wedges. Let b be a fixed 0" 1"-sequence and let £k € N. We
shall compare canonical and dual canonical bases of the space TP& AF V (respectively,
TP® A W) with those of TPR@V®* (respectively, TP@W®*). We shall only do this
comparison for TP® AF V and TPQV®* in detail, the other case being analogous.

For k£ € N, recall that we may regard ']Tb(§> AV C TPRV®F with compatible bar

involutions via the identification V; with M © )(k)HO, for h € Zk

k
Let f € ZMt" x Z’i. As before, we write the dual canonical basis element L;b,o ) in

TPRV®* and the corresponding dual canonical basis element L?’O in TP® A*V as

b,0F b,0* k
(4.9) D D e ())V) Sl
geELMt X Ik
b,0 bO
(4.10) L= 3" M
gezZmtnx 7k

The following proposition states that the BKL-polynomials £’s in TP&AFV coincide
with their counterparts in TPRQVE®*.

Proposition 4.9. Let f,g € Z™" x Z’jr. Then E;’}O(q) = Eg’c’ok)(q).

Proof. The argument below is adapted from the one given in [Brl, Page 205].

b, b,0%
Via the identification Vg, = M; ) (k)Hm (2.7) and (2.9), we write M2 Mg( )

)

_l’_

(%), where (x) is a ¢~1Z[g~!]-linear combination of M}(lb 0 , with h satisfying h <y, ory g

k
and h & Z™ " x Z% . When combining this with (4.10), we can write L?’O = M}b’o )+
k
), with g satisfying g = (b,0%)
k
f. Since L?’O is also bar-invariant, this expression equals L}b’o ), by the uniqueness of
the dual canonical basis. The proposition now follows by comparing the coefficients of

Mg(b70’“)’ for g € Z™*" x Z, in this expression and in (4.9). O

(%%), where (%*) is a ¢~ 'Z[q~!]-linear combination of Mg(b’0
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")

Let f € ZM x Z’j_. Similarly as before we write the canonical basis element T' ng,o

in T°P®V®* and the canonical basis element T' }D in TP@ ARV respectively as

(b,0%) _ (b,0%) b,0
(4.11) T2 = Y (MY,
geEZMt N X 7k
b,0 b 0
(4.12) = Y M
geZM N X7k

(k)

Recall wy is the longest element in &,.

Proposition 4.10. For f,g € Z™*" x Z% | we have

wF ), (b,0F
20q) = Y (—g)wo D0 (g).

g7 fw
TES ’ 0

Proof. We write wg = w(()k) in this proof. We identify V, in AFV with M( )H € Vek,

for h € Zk | so that the TP® AFV may be identified with a subspace of ']Tb®V®k . Then,
as in [Brl, Lemma 3.8], we have

20 = 7> .

f J-wo
A straightforward variation of [Brl, Lemma 3.4] using (4.11) gives us
b 0 (b,0%)
_wao H Ztgfwo )HO

- Z Z t;t':?f')woMfg't;’O )HO

k
€6k gezZmtn x 7k

_ (b,0%) o(77Ywo) 7 sb,0
- Z Z tg-r,f-wo(_q) : O)Mg

k
TEG) geZmtn 7k

_ (bvok) Z woT b,O
- Z tQ'T,f'wo(_Q)( o7) Mg :

gezmtnxzk \T7€6k
The proposition now follows by comparing with (4.12). O

Remark 4.11. Entirely analogous statements as Propositions 4.9 and 4.10 hold when
comparing the canonical and dual canonical bases in TP@W®* with their counterparts
in TP& AFW. Such relations between Kazhdan-Lusztig polynomials and their parabolic
versions were due to [Deo] (see [Sol, Proposition 3.4]).

5. CANONICAL BASES FOR ADJACENT FOCK SPACES

In this section, we develop a new approach to compare the canonical as well as dual
canonical bases in Fock spaces TP and T, for adjacent 0™1"-sequences b and b'.
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5.1. Rank 2 cases. Consider the Fock space TV = V ®@ W and its B-completion

V®W with respect to the Bruhat ordering 7 (0,1)- 1t has the standard monomial basis

0,1 . .
), and dual canonical basis

My = M}O’l) = vy(1) ® wy(2), canonical basis Ty := TJE
Ly := L;O’l), for f € Z'*!. For f € Z'*! with f(1) = f(2) we introduce the following
elements in Z'*1:

) =12 =) -1,

1) = 112) = f) + 1.

Define f** = (((f+)¥)---4), i.e., applying the operation | k times to f. Similarly, we
introduce the notation fT*.

(5.1)

Lemma 5.1. [Brl, Example 2.19] We have the following formulas for the canonical
and dual canonical bases in VRW:

oo M S (T M, if F(1) = £(2),
Ty, if £(1) # £(2);
Ty, if F(1) # £(2).
Therefore we have the inversion formula
Lytvq 'Ly, i f(1) = £(2),
. M., =
) ! {Lf, if (1) # £(2).

Definition 5.2. Let LL be the Q(g)-subspace of V&W spanned by {L¢|f € Z'1}. Also,
let U be the Q(g)-subspace of V@W spanned by {Tf|f € Z'*'}.

It can be checked directly that applying the Chevalley generators E, and F, to
Ty produces a finite linear combination of T,’s. This implies that U is a Uy(gl,,)-
module, and hence (U, {Tf|f € Z'*'}) is a weakly based module. Similarly, applying
the Chevalley generators E, and F, to Ly produces a finite linear combination of M,’s.
This implies by the inversion formula (5.2) that (L,{Ls|f € Z'1}) is also a weakly
based Uy(gl,,)-module.

Next consider the Q(q)-space TLO=WeV and its B-completion W&V with respect

to the Bruhat ordering (). It has the standard monomial basis M ]’c =M J(cl’o) =
Wg(1) ® Vf(2), canonical basis T} := T}l’o)
f € Z'"'. We have the following formulas in W&V similar to Lemma 5.1:

Ly= {M} R0 Mgy, (1) = £(2),

, and dual canonical basis L’f = L}l’o), for

My, if £(1) # f(2);
_ {M} M. i f(1) = £(2),
A it £(1) # £(2).

Definition 5.3. Let L’ and U’ be the Q(g)-subspaces of W&V spanned by the sets
{L}’f € Z'*1} and {T]’c\f € Z'*1}, respectively.



30 CHENG, LAM, AND WANG

It can be checked similarly as before that L” and U’ are also weakly based Uy (gl,,)-
modules. For f € Z'! define f-7 € Z! by (f - 7)(1) = f(2) and (f - 7)(2) = f(1).
Define a Q(g)-vector space isomorphism Ry, : L. — " by

L, i) = (2),

Voo £ £ 1)

Similarly, define a Q(q)-vector space isomorphism Ry : U — U’ by

T, ) = 1),

T if (1) # F(2)
%

Lemma 5.4. The maps Ry, : L — L' and Ry : U
based Uy(gl,,)-modules.

Re(Ly) = {

Ru(Ty) = {

U’ are isomorphisms of weakly

Proof. This can be checked by considering the cases one by one. The calculations are
fairly easy, and as an illustration, we shall do this only for two non-trivial cases for Ry,
below. Let us identify f € Z'! with the tuple (f(1), f(2)).

In the first case, for any a € Z we have

:RL (EaLa,a) = :RL (Ua & wa—l—l) = Wat1 @ Vg = EaL:H_LaJ,_l = EaRL (La,a) .
In the second case, for any a € 7Z,
:RL (FaLa,a—i-l) - :RL (A(Fa)(va ® wa—i—l)) - :RL (Ua-l—l ® Wa+1 + qug & wa)
= :RL (La+1,a+1 + q_lLa,a + qLa,a + La—l,a—l)
= L:7,+2,a+2 + q_lL:H—l,a—l—l + qL:H—l,a—l—l + L:z,a'
On the other hand, we compute
FaRL (La,a—l-l) = FaRL (Ua ® wa—l—l) = A(Fa)(wa—l—l ® Ua) = Wq ® Vg + qWa4+1 @ Vg41
= Liz,a + q_lL:H—l,a—i-l + qL:H—l,a—i-l + L51+2,a+2‘
SO IRL (FaLa,a-i-l) = FafRL (La,a-i-l)- |:|

Remark 5.5. The definitions of the maps Ry, and Ry are motivated by and compatible
in a suitable sense with the map from VW to WRV given by the R-matrix. Explicitly,
the map on the standard monomial basis is given as follows:

g "My~ (q—q7") Xpsi(—a) "M, if f(1) = f(2),
My { My, ! if £(1) # f(2).

However, such an R-map does not extend to the B-completion V&W. Indeed one sees
that the dual canonical bases of VW and W&V are not compatible under such a
map. This is why we have to work with R; and Ry instead, and introduce suitable
completions using L. and U in the next subsections.
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5.2. Canonical basis revisited. In this subsection, we shall give another description
of canonical and dual canonical bases in the Fock spaces.

Fix a 0™1"-sequence of the form b = (b',0,1,b?), where b! and b? are 01171~ and
0™21"2-sequences satisfying m = mq1 +mo + 1 and n =nq + ngy + 1. Set

(5.3) k=mq+n;+ 1

Recalling the U,(gl,,)-module L from Definition 5.2, we form a Q(g)-vector space
(5.4) Ty :=T* ® L ® T,

which admits the following basis

. .b by — br bintn -+
Ny =y @ OVl ® Ly Vi) ® 0 @V, for fEZ7T

Extending the definition (5.1) for m =n =1, to f € Z™" with f(k) = f(k + 1), we
define ¥, fT € Z™*™ such that

1) = FH6) = f(), fori# h k41,
fiw) = flw+1) = f(k) +1, and f*(x) = fH(x+1) = f(r) - L.
It follows by definition and (5.2) that

N -IN if
(56) M}’Z{Nﬁ,ﬂ Ce

As in Lemma 5.1, we can write Ny € TP as

{M;’ + 0 (—a)EMP,, i f(R) = f(r 1),
MP, if f(k) # f(5+1).

Since L is a Uy(gl,)-module, we can write Ny = >y agfNg as an element in the A-

(5.5)

f(k+1).

Sl

(5.7) Ny =

completion 'fL, which is defined similarly as in Definition 3.2. Recalling that M—;’ is of

the form M—;D = D h<pg rhgMP, for 14y € Zlgq,q 1], we conclude from (5.6) and (5.7)
that

(5.8) Ny=N;+ Z agfN,,  for ay € Zlg, ¢ Y.
9=bf
We form the B-completion ’TL of Ty, which is the Q(g)-vector space spanned by ele-
ments of the form Ny + 3 dgyNg, following Definition 3.2. Note that Nf € Ty by
(5.8).
The following lemma follows directly from (5.8) and Lemma 3.8.

9=<bf

Lemma 5.6. There exists a unique bar-invariant topological basis {Ly|f € Z™ "} in
Ty, such that

(5.9) L= las(q)N,,
9=uf

where Uy =1 and ly;(q) € ¢~ Z[g™Y], for g <p f.
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We call {Ly|f € Z™*"} the dual canonical basis of TL.
Recalling now U from Definition 5.2, we form the Q(q)-vector space

(5.10) Ty:=T" U T,
which has the following basis
U = Vi}l(l) R ® vs’c(*l D OT s ®V Tiz) ® Qv ’E;;i y,  for fe VAR

It follows by definition and Lemma 5.1 that

MP +qMPb,if = 1
(511) Uf: {)“‘q 4 1 f(K’) f(K’—i_ )7

M, i £(s) £ o+ 1).

By a similar argument as for (5.8) we have
(5.12) Ur= > dgUy, dgs€Zlg.q].
9=bf

Let 'TI\‘U denote the B-completion of Ty, following Definition 3.2. Then Uf € 'TI\‘U by
(5.12).

The following lemma is immediate from (5.12) and Lemma 3.8.

Lemma 5.7. There exists a unique bar-invariant topological basis {Ty|f € Z™ "} in
Ty such that
(5.13) Ty = > for(@)Uy

9=bf

where trp =1 and t45(q) € gZ[q|, for g <p f.

We call {T;|f € Z™"} the canonical basis of Tu.

Recall that {L}|f € Z™"} denotes the dual canonical basis and {TP|f € Z™+"}
denotes the canonical basis in TP. Note that Ty, C TP by definition and (5.7). Slmllarly,
we have ’IFU - TP. Hence we may naturally regard Ly € TL as an element in TP and
Ty € ']I'U as an element in TP.

Proposition 5.8. We have the following zdentzﬁcatwn of canonical and dual canonical

bases: Lf—Lf €T C TP and Tf—Tf € Ty C TP, for f € Zm+n.

Proof. The proofs of the two identities are analogous, and we will prove the first one.
Recall that we have Lb Mb + Zﬁbff (q )M;,Where E';f(q) € ¢ 'Z[q7']. Using

(5.7) and (5.9) we obtaln an expressmn for the bar-invariant element L that equals M

plus a ¢~ 'Z[g~!]-linear combination of M, with g <y, f. By the uniqueness of the dual

canonical basis in TP (see Lemma 3.8), this must be equal to L'}’. Hence, Ly = L]tc’. O

We call {Ny|f € Z™"} and {U;|f € Z™+"} the parabolic monomial bases for TP.

Remark 5.9. It is natural to conjecture that the polynomials ég #(q) defined in Lemma 5.6
and the polynomials ,7(¢) in Lemma 5.7 satisfy the positivity property: {,7(q) € N[q|
and f,¢(—¢') € N[g]. Inlight of (5.7) and (5.11), the positivity of ,;(q) and £,¢(—¢})
implies Conjecture 3.13.
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Two 0"1"-sequences are said to be adjacent to each other if they are identical except
for a switch of a neighboring pair {0, 1}, that is, the 0™1"-sequences b’ := (b', 1,0, b?)
and b = (b',0,1,b?) are adjacent. The constructions below for b’ are analogous to
the above constructions for b, so we will merely set up the necessary notations for later
use. Recall the spaces L' and U’ from Definition 5.3. We form the Q(g)-vector space

(5.14) T, :=T* ® L' ® T*,
which admits a parabolic monomial basis
— bl‘i* / ,»g m-4n +
Ny = Vf(l) ®- @Vl ®Ly L OvIEN®® Vf(n+z+n) for f e Z™™™.

Here we recall k from (5.3). We proceed as before to define the B-completion 'TI\‘]’L of
Ty, and then obtain dual canonical basis elements in Ty denoted accordingly by {L’}.
Note that T]’L c T,

In addition, we form the Q(q)-vector space

(5.15) Ty = TP @ U' @ T,
which has a parabolic monomial basis
. .b bro— by m+n +
Upi=viy @ @vi ) ®T; @Vl ® Qv f(n+z+n) for f e Z™™.

We proceed as before to define the B-completion ']T’U of ’]I‘fU, and then obtain the canon-
ical basis in ']I" denoted accordingly by {T’}. Note that ’]I" C T,

Hence we may naturally regard L', € ’]T]’L as an element in TP and T, € T{U as an
element in T?. The following analogue of Propositions 5.8 can be proved in exactly
the same way.

Proposition 5.10. We have the following identification of canonical and dual canonical

bases: L} = Llj?/ € 'TI\‘]’L C T and T’f = T}O/ € 'TI\‘{U CTY, for f € Z™™.
5.3. Adjacent canonical bases. We continue to use the notations of the adjacent
sequences b and b’ as well as x from §5.2.
For f € Z™™™, define f -7 € Z™'™ by letting
(f ' T)(Z) = f(Z), for 4 75 Ky K+ 17
(f-7)(k)=f(+1), and (f-7)(k+1) = f(k).

Recall fT, f+ from (5.5). The following notations will be convenient in the sequel: for
fezZm™™ set

L f’T7 lff(’%)#f( +1)7
(516 = {ft it 1) = £

U _ f’T7 lff(’%)#f( +1)7
(517 = {fk if f(r) = £+ 1).
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Recall from Lemma 5.4 the Ugy(gl,,)-module isomorphism Ry, of the weakly based
modules L and L. Recall T, = T?* @ L ® TP? and T} = T?* ® L/ ® TP2. Then

Rdzeflbl(X)RL@lbz:T]L—)TfL

R(Ny) = Npu, Vf,

is an isomorphism of U, (gl.,)-modules.

Define the truncated subspaces [Ty, and [’]I']’L]<‘k| for k € N as in §3.2, and then

form the topological A-completions 'EL and T as in Definition 3.2 with corresponding
projection maps 7y : Ty — [TL]y and mp , @ Ty — [TU<|/€\ as in (3.6). We have
R([TL] <) € [Ty <|k41)» and hence R extends to a linear isomorphism R : Ty — T/,
which is actually a homeomorphism of topological vector spaces.

Definition 5.11. (1) The partial ordering =pp on Z™*" is defined as follows:
g =pp [ if and only if g <y, f and g~ <y fL, for f,g € Z™+".
(2) The partial ordering =p.b Ol 2™ is defined as follows: g =pp fif and only
if g <y f and gY <y, fY, for f,g € Zm™t™, N
(3) The C-completion of Ty, denoted by Ty, is the Q(g)-subspace of Ty, spanned
by vectors of the form Ny + z;ﬁb,bf r¢Ng, for vy € Q(q).

4) The C-completion of T’ , denoted by T’ , is the Q(q)-subspace of T/ spanned
( Yy L
by vectors of the form N} + zy*é,b/f g, for ry € Q(q).

In other words, Ty is simply the B-completion of Tp with respect to the refined
partial ordering =<y, 1, while ’]T]’L is the B-completion of T} with respect to j;b,. By
definition, the A-, B- and C-completions of T, and Ty in (5.4) and (5.14) are related
as follows:

TL CTLC Ty, TL STy CTL
Since (fX)Y = (fUY)L = f, we have
(5.18) g <pp [ if and only if g“ ~<b b fE.

Remark 5.12. The reason for defining the three different A-, B-, C-completions is
roughly as follows. The A-completions are the simplest completions on which all con-
structions are based. While they are suitable for our purpose of comparing with finite-
dimensional Fock spaces, they are not adequate for other purposes. For example, they
are not suitable for defining the bar map and hence for the formulation of the BKL con-
jectures. For this purpose the B-completions (where B stands for Bruhat or Brundan)
are the most natural candidates. However, as shown in Remark 5.5, the B-completions
themselves are not adequate for the purpose of comparing the dual canonical bases of
two adjacent Fock spaces. For this, we introduce the C-completions.

Theorem 5.13. Let b and b’ be adjacent 0™1"-sequences. Then
(1) the restriction of R : T = ﬁ‘]’L gives a Q(q)-linear isomorphism R : Ty, — T} ;
(2) TL and ']'I"]’L are bar-invariant subspaces of TL and ’ﬁl"’L, respectively. Moreover,
the dual canonical bases of 'TI\‘]L and 'TI\‘]’L lie in Ty, and ']T]’L, respectively;
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(3) R(Ny) = Njv, R(Ly) = L}, and R(LY) = fL, for all f € Z™t™.
Proof. By definition, we have

(5.19) R(Ny) = }L, V.

Part (1) follows from this, (5.18), and the definition of C-completions T, ']I']'L

We now first work with the A-completions and with R : T — ']f‘fL It follows from
(5.19) and the definition of the bar map on tensor modules (cf. (3.8) and (3.10)) that

(5.20) R(N;) =R(Ny) = N—}L
Hence from (5.8), (5.19) and (5.20) we obtain that

f]L_ &‘I’Zang
9=bf

(5.21)

On the other hand, N ]’m € 'TI\‘]’L C ’f]f']’L can be written in the form

! !
fIL_ L+ Z anggL’

]L-<b/f]L

(5.22)

The comparison between (5.21) and (5.22) implies that aj ; = agy if g <b f, and

(5.23) Noo=Np+ Y agNp=Np+ Y agNy.
9=p,p! f Q]L'<;b/fﬂ‘

Using the inverse R~! instead and arguing similarly as above, we then obtain the
following counterpart of (5.23):

(5.24) Ny=Nr+ Y agN,.

9‘<b,b/f

Hence, Ny actually lies in the C-completion Ty, (and then in B-completion 'EL) and
also N’ cTy c ']I‘]L The first half of (2) now follows from (5.23) and (5.24).

Now we can work within the B-completions. By Lemma 5.6, (5.24), and the unique-
ness part of Lemma 3.8 applied to the partial ordering <y 1, the dual canonical basis

element Ly in TL satisfies the refined partial ordering as follows:
(5.25) Ly=Net+ > lgp(q)N,,
9=pw'f

where /,;(q) € ¢~'Z[g7!], for g <pp f. This strengthens (5.9). Hence L; € Ty.
Similarly, by Lemma 5.7 and (5.23) we have

(5.26) Ly =Ni+ Y 0 :(qN,
g'<;b/f

where @;f(q) € ¢ 'Z[g7 1, for g <pp fo and hence L} € ']I‘]’L This proves the second
part of (2).
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Thanks to (5.19) and (5.25), R(Ly) satisfies the same characterization as the dual
canonical basis element L}IL (similar to Lemma 5.6). Hence R(Ly) = L}IL by the unique-

ness of dual canonical basis.
Now fR(L?) = L?{L follows from the identifications in Propositions 5.8 and 5.10. [

Corollary 5.14. In the notations of (5.25) and (5.26), we have fys(q) = Z;LfL(q).

Similarly, we recall Ry : U — U’ from Lemma 5.4, Ty = T?* @ U® TP? from (5.10),
and Ty = TP1@U'®@TP2 from (5.15). Then we have an isomorphism of U, (gl )-modules

R Ly, @Ry @ 1y, : Ty — T
RU(Uf) = Uhs, Y,

The isomorphism R* extends to an isomorphism on the A-completions R* : TU — 'ﬁ‘{u as

before. The C-completions Ty and T{U of Ty and Ty, are defined as the B-completions
of Ty and Ty respectively with respect to some suitably refined partial orderings (given
by the conditions in the sums (5.27) and (5.28) below).

Theorem 5.15. Let b and b’ be adjacent 0™1"™-sequences. Then
(1) the restriction of R™ : 'ﬁ'U = ']f{U gives an isomorphism R* : Ty — T{U;
(2) the canonical bases of Ty and Ty, lie in Ty and T/, respectively;

(3) R*(Uy) = Upy, RU(Ty) = Tyu, and R*(TP) = TP, for all f € Z™ ™.

Theorem 5.15 is the canonical basis analogue of Theorem 5.13, where (3) uses the
identification provided by Propositions 5.8 and 5.10. While we will skip the entirely
analogous proof, we note that we obtain the following analogues of (5.25) and (5.26)
in the process of proof:

(5.27) Ty=Up+ Y, (@)U, where fy(q) € ¢Z[q).

9=bf,gY<p/ U

(5.28) T, =Up + Z tyr(Q)Uy,  where t,:(q) € qZ[q).
9=<p frg"<pf"

We also have the following corollary to Theorem 5.15.
Corollary 5.16. In the notations of (5.27) and (5.28), we have t,¢(q) = f;UfM(q).

Part 2. Representation Theory
6. BGG CATEGORY FOR BASIC LIE SUPERALGEBRAS

In this section, we establish some basic properties of the BGG category O of gl(m|n)-
modules. We show that the category O is independent of the choice of non-conjugate
Borel subalgebras. We then make systematic comparisons of the Verma, simple and
tilting modules with respect to different Borel subalgebras. Finally, we introduce certain
parabolic Verma modules associated to a pair of adjacent Borel subalgebras. All the
results in this section remain valid for arbitrary basic Lie superalgebras.
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6.1. Preliminaries. Let C™™ be the complex superspace of dimension (m|n). The
general linear Lie superalgebra gl(m|n) is the Lie superalgebra of linear transformations
from C™" to itself. Thus, with respect to a given ordered basis of C™"  gl(m|n)
may be realized in terms of (m + n) x (m + n) matrices over C. Let {e1,...,en}
and {€;,41,-..,€min} be the standard bases for the even subspace C™O and the odd
subspace CO™, respectively, so that their union is a homogeneous basis for C"". Then
with respect to this ordered basis we let e;;, 1 < 4,5 < m + n, denote the (4, j)th
elementary matrix. The Cartan subalgebra of diagonal matrices is denoted by b/,
which is spanned by {e;|1 < i < m +n}. We denote by {€;]1 < i < m + n} the basis
in by, dual to {eii]l <i < m+n}, and the lattice of integral weights for gl(m|n) by

m—+n

X(m|n) = Z Ze;.
i=1

The supertrace form on gl(m|n) induces a non-degenerate symmetric bilinear form
(]) on by, determined by

(67;’6]') = (—1)'”(5,], for 1 < Z,j <m-+n,

0, ifl1<i<m,

1, ifm+1<i<m+n.
triangular matrices with respect to this standard basis is called the standard Borel
subalgebra and denoted by bg;.

In this paper we shall need to deal with various Borel subalgebras of gl(m|n) that
may not be conjugate to bg. For this purpose, let b = (b1, b2, ..., bmin) be a 0™1"-
sequence. Such a sequence b gives rise to a b-ordered basis {e'{’, 6'20, ..el 4t for cmin
by rearranging its standard basis as follows: Let 1 < i1 <9 < ... < i, < m+n be
such that b;, =0, and 1 < j; < jo <... < j, < m+n be such that b;, = 1. Then

where we use the notation [i| := The subalgebra of upper

ezzek (1<Ek<m), e}’e:emg (1<¢<n).

For example, for the standard sequence by = (0,...,0,1,...,1), the bg-ordered basis
is the standard basis, i.e., ef’ = ¢;, for 1 < i < m+n. On the other hand, if b consists of
n 1’s followed by m 0’s, then the b-ordered basis is {€41, €m+2,- -« s €min, €1, -+ €m }-

We also realize gl(m|n) as (m +n) x (m +n) matrices with respect to the b-ordered
basis. The (7, 7)th elementary matrix here is denoted by eg-. The Borel subalgebra b

corresponding to b (also denoted by by, if necessary) is the subalgebra generated by e%
for 1 <i < j < m+n. The algebras b’s for different b’s are non-conjugate under the
(even) group Gg, and the corresponding simple systems associated to different b’s are
representatives among all simple systems for (gl(m|n), Bmln) under the conjugation by
its Weyl group W = G,,, x &,,.

The Cartan subalgebras of b consisting of diagonal matrices are all equal to b,
(independent of b). Let € € f);kn‘n be defined by

(eP.eby) =0, for1<i,j<m+n.
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We have
(eP]€P) = (—1)%dy;, for 1 <i,j <m+n.
The simple system with respect to the Borel subalgebra b associated to b is
(b) = {e = Pl <i<m+n—1},

where the parity of e? — €P, is 0, if b; = b;1, and 1 otherwise. Let (IJE;(—] and (I);:J be
the corresponding sets of positive even and positive odd roots of b.

Let A € bfn| .- Fix a 0™1"-sequence b and hence a Borel subalgebra b. Let C) be the
one-dimensional b,,,-module that transforms by A, which is extended to a b-module
by letting e% act trivially, for ¢ < j. The b-Verma module of highest weight \ is defined
to be

My(\) == Indd™ ey,

and as usual it has a unique irreducible quotient gl(m|n)-module, denoted by Lp(\).
We denote by chM the (formal) character of a gl(m|n)-weight module M as usual. We
have the following character formula of the b-Verma module:

H,YE<I>+_ (1 + 6_7)
chMp(\) = e L R
Hﬁe@tt(_)(l —€ B)

6.2. Odd reflection. We follow the notation in §5.2. Take a 0"1"-sequence of the
form b = (b',0,1,b?), where b! and b? are 011"1- and 0™21"2-sequences satisfying
m =mq +mg+ 1 and n = ny + ne + 1. Recall from (5.3) that kK = my1 + ny + 1. Take
the 0™1"-sequence b’ = (b', 1,0, b?), adjacent to the sequence b.

Note the simple system II(b’) is obtained from II(b) by an odd reflection with respect
to the odd simple root o = €? — EE 1. The corresponding positive systems are related

by @, = o U{—a}\{a}.

Lemma 6.1. Let b, b’ be adjacent 0™1"-sequences as above. Let o = €2 — €2, ;. Then
ch Mb()\) =ch Mb/()\ - a).
Proof. Let U := <I>;',T \ {a}. Then <I>:)',,I =VU{—a}. Also <I>;(—) = <I>::,7(—]. Thus, we have
A H“qu’;i (1+e™) Hyexlf(l +e77)
ch Mp(\) =e —3 —3

Hﬁe@i;(_)(l — € ) Hﬁecb;ﬁ(l —¢€ )

eay (1 4e) h My (X — «)
: — =cC b (A — ).

Hﬁe@i;(_)(l — € B)

This proves the lemma. ]

= e)‘(l +e )

— e)\—a

For a = €2 — €P, |, we introduce the following notation:

(6.1) U K Fra) =0\ e X(mln).
A—a, if (A a)#0,

The following odd reflection lemma is well known (see e.g. [PS, KW]).
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Lemma 6.2. Let b,b’ be two adjacent 0™1"-sequences as above and let o = €2 — P ;.

Then Lb()\) = Lb/()\L).

6.3. BGG category. For u € h;knln and a gl(m|n)-module M we denote the u-weight

space of M as usual by M,, = {x € M|hx = pu(h)x,Vh € b, }-

Definition 6.3. Let b be a 0"1"-sequence. The Bernstein-Gelfand-Gelfand (BGG)

category Og‘n

M such that
(i) there exist finitely many weights 'A, 2, ... KX € X (m|n) (depending on M)

such that if p is a weight in M, then p € '\ — Zaen(b) Z v, for some i.

is the category of finitely generated b,,,-semisimple gl(m|n)-modules

n

The morphisms in O, are all (not necessarily even) homomorphisms of gl(m|n)-

modules.

In short, Og‘n is the category of finitely generated integral weight gl(m|n)-modules
that are b-locally finite. The gl(m|n)-modules Ly (\) and My (X), for A € X (m|n), are

objects in the BGG category (‘);nm.
Let M € O?ln so that M = &P M,. For ¥ € Zy we define

n

X (mln)y := {y € X(m|n)| Z (v, i) = 0}
i=m-+1

vEX(m|n)

Introduce the following gl(m|n)-module whose Zy-grading is specified by the action of
gl(m|n) (cf. [CL, Section 2.5])

(6.2) M =Mj®Mj,  where Mj:= P M, (€ Zy).
yEX (m|n)y
Then M’ € (‘);nm, and the identity map (which does not necessarily preserves the Zo-

mln
b,0

consisting of objects with Zs-gradation given by (6.2).

gradation) gives an isomorphism M 2 M’ in the category Ogln. Let us denote by O

the full subcategory of Orbn""
Then all morphisms in ng%n are automatically even, and hence Og‘ﬁn is an abelian
;n%n and (‘);nm have isomorphic skeleton subcategories,
(‘)Lngl and Orbn"" are equivalent categories. It follows that OZ"

We adopt the following convention. When dealing with the BGG category associated
to the standard 0™1"-sequence byt and the standard Borel subalgebra by, we will drop
the subscript byt and write the corresponding category, Verma module, and irreducible

module as O™ M(X), and L()), respectively.

category. Since the categories O

n . .
is an abelian category.

Proposition 6.4. The categories Ogln are identical, for all 0™1"-sequences b.

Proof. We shall show that the category (‘)an for a fixed b is identical to O™,
It is clear that any two 0™1™-sequences, say b and by, can be connected via a
sequence of 0"1"-sequences such that any two neighboring sequences are adjacent.
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Accordingly, the Borel subalgebras b and by can be converted to one another via a
sequence of odd reflections. It follows by this observation and Lemma 6.2 that the
categories (‘)an and O™™ have the same collection of simple objects, denoted by IrrO.

Since every Verma module M(X\) € O™ has finite length when regarded as a
gl(m|n)g-module, it has finite length as a gl(m|n)-module as well. It follows by this
and the character comparisons in Lemmas 6.1 and 6.2 that every b’-Verma module

My(N) € (‘)an has finite length with composition factors in IrrO. So we conclude that

both categories O™ and (‘);nm can be characterized as the category of integral weight
Bm|n-semisimple gl(m|n)-modules that have finite composition series with composition

factors in Irr©, and hence O?ln = @min, ]

6.4. Weyl vectors. The supertrace function

m n
(6.3) Str = Z € — Z €mtj
i=1 j=1

satisfies the fundamental property that
(6.4) (Strly) =0, Vy € O.
Let b be the Borel subalgebra corresponding to the 0"*1™-sequence b. Recall @;: 5

and <I>]JOr 1 denote the sets of positive even and positive odd roots of b, respectively. We
define the Weyl vector pp and its normalized version py by

~ 1 1
Pb = 2 Z o — 2 Z B,
(6.5) a€Py ped ;
~ m-—n+1
Pb = pp + fStr.
We shall always use the normalized py, which behaves as well as pp in most circum-

stances and is more convenient for our purpose.

Lemma 6.5. The element py, € h;knln is characterized by the following two properties:

() (o13) = $(318), for every simple oot 3 < TL(w).
(@) (ulenin) = { e 20

Moreover, we have py, € X (m|n), for every b.
Lemma 6.5 implies that py, here coincides with the one used by Kujawa [Ku, 2.7].

Proof. Clearly an element satisfying (i) and (ii) is unique. Thanks to (6.4), we have
(pblB) = (pplB) = %(BW), for every simple root 5 € II(b). So it remains to show that
pb defined in (6.5) satisfies (ii).

A direct computation shows that, for by = (0,...,0,1,...,1),

m m-—+n

Pbe, :Z(m—l—l—z’—n)ei—l— Z (m+n—j)ej,

i=1 j=m+1
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and so pp,, satisfies (ii). As observed in proof of Proposition 6.4, the Borel subalgebra
b (associated to b) and bg can be converted to one another via a sequence of odd
reflections. So it remains to verify the following consistency of (ii): if the property (ii)
holds for b = (b',0,1,b?) (with 0 and 1 at xth and (x + 1)th places) then it holds for
the adjacent sequence b’ = (b!,1,0,b?). Note that p, = pp + @, where a = € — GEH.
Now this consistency of (ii) follows from by a quick case-by-case checking, depending
on whether or not b? is empty. O

Define a bijection

(6.6) X(mln) — 7™, A= fP
where fP € Zm*" is defined by letting
(6.7) fRG) = A+ poled), Vi€ [m+mn].

The Bruhat ordering with respect to the Borel subalgebra b is the partial ordering
on X (mn) induced by the Bruhat ordering =1, on Z"™*™ under the above bijection.
This terminology is justified by the role it plays in representation theory of gl(m|n)
(see [CW2, Section 2.2]; also see [Brl, Se] in the case of the standard Borel bg). The
Bruhat ordering on X (m|n) will also be denoted by >}, by abuse of notation. Recall d;
from (2.5). For adjacent sequences b and b’ (for notations see §5.2 or the above proof
of Lemma 6.5), we have

=P d, —deyr, YA€ X(mln).

Now consider the standard sequence by, and the standard Borel subalgebra bg. A

weight A € X(m|n) is called typical if f}\’“(z’) #+ f;’“(j) for all 7,7 such that 1 <
it <m < j<m+mn, and X is anti-dominant if f}\)“(l) < f}\)“(2)... < f}\)“(m) and

s m 1) > .. > P (m 4 n).

6.5. Tilting modules. Recall that the Lie superalgebra gl(m|n) has an automorphism
T given by the formula:

7(eij) = _(_1)Ii|(\i\+|j\)eji.
For an object M = ®,¢ x(m|n)Mv € O™ we let
MY = @I/GX(TI’L‘TL)M:

be the restricted dual of M. We may define an action of gl(m|n) on MV by (g- f)(z) :=
—f(r(g9)x), for f € MV, g € gl(m|n), and z € M. We denote the resulting gl(m|n)-
module by M7, which is an object in O™". An object M € O™ is called self-dual, if
MT™ = M. Clearly, L(A) is self-dual, for all A € X (m|n).

Fix an arbitrary 0™1"-sequence b. An object M € O™ is said to have a b-Verma
flag (respectively, a dual b-Verma flag), if M has a filtration

My=0C M CM;yC---C M =M,

such that M;/M;_1 = My(v;) (respectively, M;/M;_1 = My(7;)7), for some ~; €
X(m|n) and 1 <i <t
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Definition 6.6. Associated with each A € X(m|n), a b-tilting module Ty, ()\) is an
indecomposable gl(m|n)-module in O™ satisfying the following two conditions:

(i) Tu(N) has a b-Verma flag with Mp(\) at the bottom.

(i) Ext], (M (1), To(X) = 0, for all 11 € X (m]n).

Combining [Br2, Theorem 6.3, Lemma 7.3] with [Brl, Theorem 6.4], as a super
generalization of [So2], we conclude that the b-tilting module T}, (), for every A\ €
X (m|n), in the category O™I" exists and is unique (nevertheless, it depends on b).

Let Oﬁﬂn’A denote the full subcategory of O™ consisting of objects that have finite
b-Verma flags.
The following lemma is standard in a highest weight category [Don] (for a proof see
e.g. [CW1, Proposition 3.7]).
Lemma 6.7. Let b be a 0""1"-sequence.
(i) If N € O™ has a b-Verma flag, then Extém‘n(N, My(p)™) = 0, for all p €
X (m|n).
(i) N € O™ has a dual b-Verma flag if and only if Ext(l()m‘n(Mb(,u),N) =0, for
all p € X(mln).

We have the following useful characterization of tilting modules, which is well known
in the algebraic group or Kac-Moody setting (cf. [Don, Sol]). The same proof can be
adapted in our setting, using Lemma 6.7 and [So2, Proposition 5.6].

Lemma 6.8. A gl(m|n)-module T € O™ is a b-tilting module if and only if T is an
indecomposable self-dual module that has a b-Verma flag.

When dealing with the standard 0" 1"-sequence by, and the standard Borel by,
we shall continue the convention of suppressing by, and hence denote the bg-tilting
modules by T'()).

Proposition 6.9. Let T()\) be the tilting module corresponding to A € X (m|n) in O™,
Then T'(X\) is a b-tilting module, for an arbitrary 0™1™-sequence b.

Proof. Fix an arbitrary 0" 1"-sequence b.

Let 4 € X(m|n) be anti-dominant and typical. Then it is well known that (cf.
e.g. [Kac2, Se, Brl]) the Verma module M (x) with respect to the standard Borel b
is irreducible, and hence M ()™ = M (p). This implies that L(p) = M(p) = T'(u).
Hence, M (p1) is equal to a b-Verma module My, (uP), for some uP € X (m|n).

Now fix A € X(m|n). Then it is easy to find an anti-dominant typical weight
u € X(mln) and a weight v € X(m|n) such that dimcL(y) < oo and A = p+ 7.
The gl(m|n)-module M () ® L(7y) is self-dual (as a tensor product of two simples) and
has a bg-Verma flag, in which M ()\) appears as a subquotient exactly once. By some
standard argument which goes back to Soergel, any direct summand of M (u) ® L(v)
is self-dual and also has a bg-Verma flag. The unique summand 7' containing M ()
must have M (\) at the bottom, since A is the highest weight in M (u) ® L(vy). Hence
we have T' = T'()\).

Since M(p) = My (1P), the tensor product M(p) @ L(v) also has a b-Verma flag.
Now the indecomposable summand 7" has a b-Verma flag and is also self-dual. Hence,
it must be a b-tilting module by Lemma 6.8. O
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Let b and b’ be two adjacent 0"™1"-sequences such that the corresponding Borel
subalgebra b’ is obtained from b via the odd reflection with respect to the simple root
a of b. We introduce the following notation:

A—2 if (A, ) =

(6.8) AU = a ) =0,y e X(mln).
A —a, if (\,a) #0,

The following may be regarded as a “dual version” of Lemma 6.2.

Theorem 6.10. Let b and b’ be two adjacent 01" -sequences such that the Borel
subalgebra b’ is obtained from b via the odd reflection with respect to the simple root o
of b. Then

To(\) = Tiy(\Y),  for A € X(m|n).

Proof. By Proposition 6.9, the b-tilting module T}, (\) is also a b’-tilting module. Since

m|n,A

the b’-tilting modules form a basis of the Grothendieck group of O,,""", in order to
prove the theorem, it suffices to prove the following character identities:

chTy (A —2a), if (A\,a) =0,

hTp(Y) = {cth/(/\ —a),  if (\a)#£0.

By Soergel’s character formula for tilting modules [So2, Theorem 6.7] and its super
generalization [Br2, Theorem 6.4], we have, for an arbitrary b,

(6.9) (To(A) : Mp(p)) = [Mp(—p = 2pp) : Ln(—=A = 2pp)].
Using (6.9) we compute

chTp(N) =Y (Tp(N) : Mp(p)) chMp(p)
I
(6.10) = [Mp(—1 = 20p) : Ln(—\ — 2pp)|ch My (1).
1

We now apply Lemmas 6.1 and 6.2, and the identity pp = pp + « in two separate cases.
We shall also need (6.9) for varying b, A, u.
Case (i). Assume (A, ) = 0. Continuing (6.10), we have

Cth()\) = Z [Mb/(—,u — 2pb — a) : Lb/(—)\ — 2pb)] ChMb/ (u — a)
w
=  [My(—pt = 2pp + @) : Ly (=X = 2ppr + 200)] ch M (1 — )
w

= Z (Tb’()‘ — 204) : Mb/ (M — a)) ChMb/(,U - Oé)
I
= Cth/()\ — 204).

Case (ii). Assume (), o) # 0. Continuing (6.10) again, we have

Cth()\) = Z [Mb/(—,u — 2pb — a) : Lb/(—)\ — 2pb — Oé)] ChMb/(u — a)
I
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= Z Mb’ — 2pb/ + Oé) Lb/(—)\ — 2pb + Oé)] ChMb/ (M — a)

Z Ty (A — a) : My (p — a)) chMyy (p — a)

= Cth/()\ — O[).
This completes the proof. ]
6.6. Auxiliary modules. Let b = (by,...,bp1,) and b’ be two 0™1™-sequences

adjacent by the simple odd root a = €2 — €2, of b as before, and let b and b’

be the corresponding Borel subalgebras again. For definiteness let us assume that
(P, eP)=1=—(eP ,€l, ), le., by =0,bp1 = 1.

Let vy be a b-highest weight vector of the b-Verma module My(\). We denote by
e+, the root vectors corresponding to the roots +a.

Suppose that (A, «) = 0. The Lie superalgebra
Qo 1= hm|n + Ceq + Ce_q

is isomorphic to a direct sum of gl(1|1) and a subalgebra of Omjn- Thus, the Verma
module of a, of highest weight A, denoted by My, 4, .,)(A), is two-dimensional. The
irreducible modules of a, of highest weight A and A — «, denoted by Cy and C)_,, re-
spectively, are one-dimensional and we have the following exact sequence of a,-modules

(6.11) 00— Cyr_o — M(bnyb/@+1)(A) — C, — 0.

We denote by n the radical corresponding to the Borel subalgebra b, and by n., the
subalgebra of n spanned by the root spaces gl(m|n)g, for B # a. We observe that
o +Nzq = b+ Ce_, and it contains ny, as an ideal. Thus, (6.11) extends trivially to
an exact sequence of (b + Ce_,)-modules.

Noting that (A\,—a) = 0, we can switch the role of @ with —a (and b with b’ at
the same time) above. Regarding C, as the one-dimensional (b + Ce_,)-module or
similarly regarding C, as the one-dimensional (b’ 4+ Ce,)-module, we may form the
parabolic Verma modules

Np(A) = d®™™ € Ny (A) = d? 0 Cy

Observing b’ + Ce, = b+ Ce_,, we have Np(A) = Ny (A).

We continue to assume that (A, «) = 0. The tilting a,-module of highest weight A
will be denoted by (s, 5, ,)(A). We have the following exact sequence of a,-modules
(see [Brl, Theorem 4.37 for m = n = 1] and compare with Lemma 5.1):

(6.12) 00— M(bm,bn+1)()‘) — T(bmb,ﬁq)()‘) — M(bm,bn+1)()‘ — a) — 0,
As before, (6.12) may be regarded as an exact sequence of (b + Ce_,)-modules with

trivial action by n,. We form the gl(m|n)-module

[(m|n
Up(A) = Indg—l(—((l(‘z )aT(bmbnﬂ)()‘)’

We can similarly form the module Uy () := IndgE%ZiT(thbﬂ)()\). We note that

Ub(N) = U (A — 2a)
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since T(p,. p1)(A) = Tty b0) (A — 200) by Theorem 6.10.
In the case that (A, ) # 0, we define Up(A), Np(A), Uy (A) and Ny (A) to be

(6.13) Up(A) = Np(A) = Mp(A),  Up/(A) = Nir(A) = My (A).

Recall the notation A from (6.1) and AV from (6.8). Summarizing the above two
cases and using Lemma 6.1, we have

(6.14) ch Np(A\) = ch Ny (\L),  chUp(\) = ch Uy, (\Y), for A € X (m|n).

Lemma 6.11. Let b be a 01" -sequence and o = EB — EE_H be an isotropic simple root
as above. Let A € X(m|n) be such that (A\,a) = 0. Then we have the following short
exact sequences of gl(m|n)-modules:

0 — Np(A —a) — Mp(A) — Np(N\) — 0,

0 — Mp(A) — Up(A) — Mp(A—a) — 0.
Proof. The first exact sequence is obtained by regarding the exact sequence (6.11) as
an exact sequence of (b+ Ce_,)-modules, and then inducing it to an exact sequence of

gl(m|n)-modules. The second exact sequence is obtained similarly, now using (6.12) in
place of (6.11). O

By (6.13) and Lemma 6.11, we have

~Jch Npy(A) +ch Np(A — ), if (\,a) =0,
(6.15) b Mu(X) = {ch No(M), if () # 0
_Jch My(A) + ch Mp(A — ), if (A, ) =0,
(6.16) hUb(Y) = {ch My (), if (A, ) # 0.

Remark 6.12. Similarly, we have a short exact sequence of gl(m|n)-modules:
0 — Np/(A) — My (A — ) — N (A —a) — 0.

Since Np(A) = Np/(A) and Np(A —a) = N/ (A — ), we see that Mp () and My (A — )
are opposite extension of two modules.

Remark 6.13. All the results in Section 6 remain valid for an arbitrary basic Lie su-
peralgebra, such as osp(m|2n) (cf. [CW2]). This, in particular, applies to Propositions
6.4 and 6.9, Theorem 6.10, and Lemma 6.11.

7. SUPER DUALITY FOR GENERAL LINEAR LIE SUPERALGEBRAS

In this section, we establish a super duality, which is a certain equivalence of cate-
gories and identification of Kazhdan-Lusztig theories. In contrast to earlier formulations
by the authors, we allow the head (Dynkin) diagrams to correspond to Lie superalge-
bras. The equivalence established here will be needed for an inductive argument in the
proof of Brundan’s conjecture next section.
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7.1. Infinite-rank Lie superalgebras. Define the sets

Let b = (b1,ba,...,bpmtn) be a 0™1"-sequence.

Let V denote the complex vector superspace with homogeneous ordered basis {ef’ 1<
i < m+n}U{elr € AN}, Recall that the Zy-gradation of eP is given by [eP| = b;.
The Zs-gradation for the e,’s is defined by |e,| = 2r € Zy. We denote by g the Lie
superalgebra of endomorphisms of 1% vanishing on all but finitely many e,’s, r € I. For
r,S,p E i, let E,s denote the endomorphism defined by E,s(ep) := dspe,. Then g has
a basis given by {E,|r, s € I}. The subalgebra spanned by {Ei;]1 <i,57 <m+n}is
isomorphic to gl(m|n).

Let b stand for the Cartan subalgebra spanned by {E,.|r € I}, and let b* denote its
restricted dual. We may regard the elements P (1 <i < m+ n) as elements in b* in a
natural way. For r € 2N , define ¢, € f)* to be the element determined by

0r(Bs) = 0ps, s €1
so that {e?,6,]1 <i < m+n,r € {N} is a basis for h*. Denote the set of roots of §

by ®. The ordered basis {elf, cen e1,€1,. - .} of V determines a Borel subalgebra

b
9 em+n7

%b with the simple system

~ 1
H(Bb) = {6]13 - 6]237 s 76?n+n—1 - e?n—i-n} U {E?n—l—n - 5%} U {67“ - 574—% ’T € §N}

Denote the Dynkin diagram of the Lie superalgebra gl(m|n) with respect to the Borel
subalgebra b by @ Then the corresponding Dynkin diagram of 3b together with
II(By,) is given by

@ ®51§1?51 51@53 S

m+n b

* SO0 if Dygn = 1.

ECm+4n — 6% 6% =01 & - 6%

Let g and g be the Lie subalgebras of g spanned by {E|r, s € ]I} and {E,|r, s € I},
respectively. The Cartan subalgebras of 9 and g are h = f) Ng and b = f) N g, and their
restricted duals are denoted by h* and f)* respectively. The subalgebras By, = ’Bb Ng
and 13b = 13b N g are Borel subalgebras of g and g, respectively. The simple systems
of g and § with respect to By, and By, are denoted by II(Bp) and II(By,), respectively.
The Dynkin diagrams with II(By,) and II(By,) specified are as follows.
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g: L gb }b O O O if bygn = 0;

Em —51 61762 5275';

(b ) e\ O .
& ), if b = 0;
hin 0y 0y ~ 03 53—6 mtn '

2

g: (= ) ® O O if bypan =1;

—51 61752 52753

[ ] ) ) ) .
b U U U if b =1.
b — 85161 —d03 63 — 905 mtn
2

€ 2 3
m+n 3 3 5 5

c

c

7.2. Parabolic categories. We define

m—+n
—{ Y N+ D A [N eZand FA € Z) C B,

i=1 TE%N

m—+n

(7'1) X = { Z i€ + Z+>\j5j | Ai € Z and +)\j S Z} C p*,
i=1 jEN
m-+n
{Z)\el—l— Z +A558\A,-eZand+AseZ}g6*.

sE5 +Z+

We shall identify A = S e + jen A0, € X with the tuple (A1, ..., Apgn; TA),
where we write TA = (A1, TAg,...). Recall P denotes the set of all partitions. We let

m+n
(7.2) Xt .= { Z Ni€; + Z+/\j5j | N\ €7, (+/\1,+/\2, .. ) € (.P} cX

i=1 jEN
For a partition p = (u1, po,---), let u/ = (uf, pb,...) denote the conjugate partition
of u. We also define 6(u) to be the sequence of integers (which is a variant of the
Frobenius notation of u)

O(p) == (9(,&)1/2,9(#)179(#)3/2,9(/02,'"),
where
O(1)i—1/2 = max{p; — (i —1),0},  0(p); = max{p; —4,0},  VieN

We identify elements in X with tuples in Z™ " xP. For A = (A1, ..., A, TA) € X,
define

m—+n
ZAe,JrZeﬂ 5, €b*,
(73) o re; 1N

AP —Z)\el—i— Z ("N);10: €b".

SE5 +Z+
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Furthermore we set
(7.4) Xt={Nnext)t, Xt.={\Nxrext}
so that we have natural bijections

Xt x+t O Xt Moo

For a root a of g we denote by g, the root space corresponding to a. Similar
notations apply to g, and g,. Define

Ei=h+ > B Be=Butt
QEZTE N (5 57“+1)

EZG“_ Z ga, ﬁb :éb_i_\é’
(XEZTE?%+N Z(6T—67+1)

ti=h+ > Gas  Pbi=Bp + L

Q€3 e Z(0r—0rt1)

Then py,, pp and py, are parabolic subalgebras of g, g and g with Levi subalgebras E, %,
and &, respectively. Let us denote the respective nilradicals and opposite nilradicals by
Up, Up, and up, and U, i, and ug .

For A € X, let LO(\?), LO(A\%), and LO()\) denote the irreducible -, £, and &-module
of highest weight \?, A, and ), respectively. They can be extended in a trivial way
to Pp-, Pb-, and pp-modules, respectively. We form the respective parabolic Verma
modules

Mp(\) =Imdd 2°0V),  Mp(AY) =Ind} LOON),  Mp(\) = Ind§, LO(N),
whose unique irreducible quotients are denoted by Zb()\e), Eb()\h), and Lp(N), respec-
tively.

Definition 7.1. Let (‘)b be the category of finitely generated g-modules M such that
Mis a semisimple f) module with finite-dimensional weight subspaces Mfy, v € X ,
satisfying the following conditions.

(i) M decomposes over € into a direct sum of LO(u?) for p € XT.
(ii) There exist finitely many weights '\, 2),...,*A € X (depending on M) such
that if v is a weight in M, then v € i\ zael‘[(%b) Zy, for some 1.

The morphisms in Oy, are all (not necessarily even) homomorphisms of g-modules.

Let M € Op, so that M = @, g M. For 0 € Zj let
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We define as in §6.1
(7.5) M =My M, where My := 5 M, (0 € Zy).

vEX

Then M’ € (~2b, and M = M in Op as in Section 6.3. As argued in §6.1, the full
subcategory O, 5 of Op consisting of objects with Zs-gradation given by (7.5) is an
abelian category. Since the categories (5b,(-) and (5b have isomorphic skeleton categories,
we conclude that 610 is an abelian category.

The abelian categories Op, of g-modules and Oy, of g-modules are defined in a similar
fashion. _ _

The modules Mp(A?) and L,(A\?), My (A?) and Lp(A9), Mp(A) and L (A) lie in the
categories Ob, Ob, Op, respectively, for A € X T. As in Definition 6.6 we can also define,
for each A\ € X7, tilting modules Ty (A?), ‘J'b()\u), and Tp()\) in the categories Op, Op,
and Op, respectlvely We can now adapt the arguments in [CLW2, Section 5] to show
that tilting modules exist and are unique in these respective categories. In contrast
to the more standard setups in [So2, Br2], the Lie superalgebras under considerations
here are infinite-rank.

For M € Ob we denote the nth u,-homology group with coefficients in M by
H, (ub,3\~/E>. For M € Ob and M € Oy the notations H, (ub,M) and H, (ub,M)

stand for similar homology groups. We introduce the following, for A,y € X™*:

To(@) = idimHomg (206, Hi (L6 (V) ) (=47,
(76 D)= idimHomE (£, B (5 £6009)) ) (a7,

by ZdlmHomg (L), H; (ug; £6(N)) (=g )%
1=0
They turn out to be polynomials, and will be called Kazhdan-Lusztig-Vogan (KLV)
polynomials.

7.3. Equivalence of categories. We may regard X C X and X C X by definitions

given in (7.1). Given a semisimple h-module M such that M = D .+ M, we define

'yEX

M) =EPM,, and TM):=PM,.
veX veX

Note that T(J\~/E) is an h-submodule of M (regarded as an h-module), and T(JT/E) is an

h-submodule of M (regarded as an h-module). Also if M is a E-module, then T(M) is a

g-submodule of M (regarded as a ¢- module) and T (M) is a E-submodule of M (regarded

as a £-module). Furthermore if M € Op, then T(M) is a g-submodule of M (regarded

as a g-module), and T(M) is a g-submodule of M (regarded as a g-module).
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If f: M — Nis an E—homomorphism, we let

~ ~ ~ o~ ~

T[f]: TM) —— T(N)  and  T[f] : T(M) —— T(N)

be the corresponding restriction maps. Then T[f] (respectively, T T[f]) is an b- (re-
spectively, f) ) hOEIlOIIlOI‘phISIIl If f is also a homomorphism of ¢-modules, then T'| f]
(respectively, T[f]) is a & (respectively, ’E) homomorphlsm Finally, if f is also a

homomorphism of g-modules, then T[f] (respectively, T[f]) is a g- (respectively, §-)
homomorphism.
Recall the notations A\?, A% from (7.3). Following the line of arguments of [CL] we

can show that T and T define exact functors from Ob to Op and from (‘)b to (‘)b,
respectively; moreover, we establish the following theorem similarly.

Theorem 7.2 (Super Duality). (1) T Op — Op and T : 6b — Op are equiva-
lences of categories. Consequently, the categories Oy, and (‘)b are equivalent.
(2) ForYy=M,L,T and A € X, we have T(Yp(A\?)) = Yo (A), T(Yp(A?)) = Yp(AY).
Consequently, for X = L,T, we have

hXp(A) = Y aquchMp(p) <= chXp(\) = D auchMp(n’)
peX+ u€X+
— ch.')Cb )\b Z a )\ChMb for ayy € Z.
pneX+

(3) For A\, € X7 the functors T and T induces natural isomorphisms

Homyg (Zo(u‘g),Hn (ﬁg;ib(Ae))) = Homy (EO(M),Hn (ﬁg;zb()\h))>
=~ Homyg (L°(n), Hy, (ug; £6(N))) -

Consequently, the correspondmg Kazhdan-Lusztig- Vogan polynomials are iden-
tical, that is, IEGAQ( ) = [ h,\u( ) = [BA(Q)

Remark 7.3. Theorem 7.2 affords further parabolic variants which allow more general
even Levi subalgebras on the side (see the Dynkin diagrams in §7.1). A novel
viewpoint of Theorem 7.2, in contrast to [CL, CLW1], is that super duality holds also
when the head Dynkin diagram is that of a Lie superalgebra.

Remark 7.4. Using the same argument as [CL, Proposition 3.11], we can show that
J\u/[b()\h), for A € X™T, has a finite composition series with composition factors with
highest weights lying in X+. It follows therefore that Oy, is the category of g-modules
that have finite composition series and that, as E—modules, decompose into direct sums
of irreducible £-modules with highest weights lying in X+ Thus, the categories (5b are
independent of the choices of the 0™1™-sequences b. Similarly the categories 61, (and
Op, respectively) are all independent of the choices of b.
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7.4. BGG categories of finite rank. For k € N, we let g and §* be the respective
finite-dimensional general linear Lie superalgebras with simple roots as follows:

{Ell) — 612), . ,€%+n_1 — 627,4-71’ 627,4_1 - 517 51 - 527 .. 75k—1 - 5k}7

{5? - 55, e 7€?n+n—1 - EEn—l—n’ Elon+1 - 51/27 51/2 - 53/27 e 75k—3/2 - 5k—1/2}-
Then g* and §* may be regarded as subalgebras of g and §. We denote the standard

Borel subalgebras corresponding to these simple systems by ’B'g and @ﬁ, respectively,

and furthermore set h* = N g¥ and bF =phn a*. Moreover, we have natural inclusions
gf C g"*!and gF C g¢tl, with g =, ¢* and g = U,, 6"

Set
(7.7) XF=Xxn@eH, XF=Xn@®"*
Also define
m+n k
Xkt — {)\: Z )\j6§’+zui5i e x* ’ n1 > ... Zuk},
78 j=1 i=1
( ) ) m-+n k

Xk’+ = { Z )\jE})—I—ZVi(Si_% S Xk | v > > I/k}.
j=1 i—1

We shall identify a weight A € X7 as the tuple A = (A1, ..., Ayn; 1, - - -, ftg). Given
A=Ay Amgns TA) € X with TA; =0 for j > k, we may regard ) as a weight in
X** in a natural way. Similarly, for A € X with +)\;» =0 for j > k, we regard A\ as
a weight in X%+,

The Levi subalgebra, parabolic subalgebra, and the nilradical of the finite-rank Lie
superalgebra gF are

t=tng",  pp=pend’,  uw=ung",
respectively. We denote the parabolic Verma, irreducible, and tilting gF-modules by
ME(N), LE(N), and TE(N), for A € X¥F. The corresponding parabolic BGG category
of gF-modules is denoted by OE, which is defined similarly as in Definition 7.1, now
with b, &, et cetera therein replaced by h¥, £¢, et cetera.

The statements in the previous paragraph have obvious counterparts for the Lie
superalgebra g* as well. We introduce the self-explanatory notations M’g(é), L’g({),
‘j'ﬁ(g), ékg, e ﬁ’g, where & € Xk, ]

In an entirely analogous manner as in the definitions of [BA (¢) and [B“ y:(q) in (7.6),
we can define the Kazhdan-Lusztig-Vogan (KLV) polynomials [Z’)\O(q), for A\, p € X,

and T?nl (q), for &,m € Xk in the categories Okb and (7)%, respectively.

7.5. Truncation functors. Let A € Xt and write A = (A, A2, ..., Apan; TA), where
A € P. Recall the parabolic Verma g-modules Mp (), Mb(A), the irreducible modules
Lp(A), Lp(N), and the tilting modules Tp(A), Tp(A) in the categories Op and O,
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respectively. Let M € Oy and Me éb. Then we have the weight space decompositions

M=PMm.,. M=PM,.
peX neX

We define an exact functor tv: Op — Oﬁb by

te(M) = EP{M, | (1,6;) =0,Vj > k+1and j € N}.
I

Similarly, we define an exact functor ft : Op — E)Eb by

o o v 1
tt(M) := EB{M“ | (4, 0,) =0,Vr >k and r € 3 +Zy}.
n

We have the following.

Proposition 7.5. The functors tv : Op — O% and tt : E)b — 6% satisfy the following:
forY=M,L,T and X\ = (A1,..., Apan; TA) € XT,

te (Yp(N)) = {WBW if (("X) <k,

0, otherwise.

" BEOD, LN <k

t A)) =g TP ’

‘ <yb( )) {0, otherwise.
Moreover, we have [2)\((]) = [B;\O(q) for 6(TX) < k and £(*p) <k, and TEh)\b(q) = fZéib(q)
for 6(*N) <k and (Tu') < k.

Proof. For Y = M, this is easy. For Y = L the argument in [CWZ, Lemma 3.5,
Corollary 3.6], or, with greater details in [CW2, Proposition 6.7], can be adapted easily
to our settings here. For Y = T, it follows by the same type of arguments as in [CW1,
Proposition 3.12].

The coincidence of KLV polynomials under the truncation functors is an immediate
consequence of the property that the truncation functors commute with the differentials
of the complexes for the respective homology groups (cf. [CW2, Theorem 6.31]). O

Remark 7.6. Due to the conditions in the definitions (7.2) of X+ and (7.8) of X%+,
the gF-modules Hﬁ()\), for Y = M, L,T, appear as images of tv if and only if A =
(ALs ey Amsn 15 - - - i) € X7 satisfies the additional condition that g > 0. Similar
remarks apply to the images of ft.

8. PROOF OF BRUNDAN-KAZHDAN-LUSZTIG CONJECTURE

In this section, we prove the Brundan-Kazhdan-Lusztig (BKL) conjecture for the
BGG category O of gl(m|n)-modules which is formulated in terms of canonical and dual
canonical bases on a Fock space TP, associated with a 0™1"-sequence b. Our proof is
built on a Fock space reformulation of classical Kazhdan-Lusztig theory for type A Lie
algebras, the super duality, and a comparison of BKL conjecture for adjacent Borel
subalgebras.
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8.1. BKL conjecture. Let b be a 0"1"-sequence. Recall from Section 6 that the
BGG category O™ = Og‘n of gl(m|n)-modules contains the b-Verma module My (),
the b-highest weight irreducible modules Ly (), and the b-tilting modules T} (A) for
A € X(m|n). Recall also that Oﬁﬂn’A denotes the full subcategory of O?ln consisting of

min,A

objects that have finite b-Verma flags, and let [(‘)b ] denote its Grothendieck group.

Recall furthermore the Fock space TP and its B-completion TP with respect to the
Bruhat ordering <y, from Definition 3.2. Starting with a Z[q, ¢~ ']-lattice spanned by
the standard monomial basis for the Q(q)-vector space TP, we define by a base change
to Z the specialization at ¢ = 1 of TP, denoted by ']I'% The B-completion T% is defined
as usual. For a standard, canonical, or dual canonical basis element u in TP@ AV, we
shall denote by u(1) the corresponding element in the specialization at ¢ = 1. Similar
remarks on specialization at ¢ = 1 and similar notations apply below to other variants
of Fock spaces.

Recall the bijection X (m|n) — Z™™ given by A — fP from (6.6). We have a natural
Z-linear isomorphism )y, : [Og‘n’A] — T® given by [Mp(\)] — M}E’f(l). We define a

completion [[Ogln’A]] so that v, extends to a Z-linear isomorphism between the two

completions

o [[05] — TR, [Mp(N)] = MR(1).

We note that [Ly(\)] € H(‘);n'n’AH, though Ly (\) & Og‘"’A in general.

We now formulate Brundan’s Kazhdan-Lusztig type conjecture for (‘);nm, for an ar-
bitrary 0™1"-sequence b. Recall the BKL polynomials ¢ fofb (¢) and trp ff(q) from
Proposition 3.9.

Conjecture 8.1 (BKL conjecture). Let b be an arbitrary 0™1"-sequence.
(1) We have ¥p([Lp(N)]) = L?b(l), for all A € X(m|n). Equivalently, we have
A

[Lb(N)] = Zef}gff(l)[Mb(N)]'
n
(2) We have Yp([Tn(N)]) = T})ﬁ’(l)’ for all X € X (m|n). Equivalently, we have

[To(N)] = Z tfﬁ’f}\’ (1)[Myp ()]
nw

Remark 8.2. Conjecture 8.1 for the standard 0™ 1"-sequence bg = (0™, 1™) is precisely
[Brl, Conjecture 4.32], and the variants of Brundan’s conjecture for general b have been
expected (cf. Kujawa’s thesis [Ku]), though the completions of various Fock spaces and
their canonical bases were not formulated in loc. cit.. Kujawa provided supporting
evidence for the BKL conjecture by showing the irreducible modules in O™ form a
crystal basis compatible with the one coming from TP. When n = 0 or m = 0, the
BKL conjecture reduces to a reformulation of classical Kazhdan-Lusztig conjecture (see
Theorem 8.3 for k = 0 below).
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The remainder of this paper is devoted to a proof of this conjecture. We will follow
closely the strategy of proof outlined in §1.5.

8.2. Bijections. Let £k € NU {oo}. Recall f}\’ € Z™*" from (6.7), respectively. Also
recall Z% and Z* from (2.12) and (2.14). The following maps
xXbt szt zh, A Y9

8.1 y
5 Xht—zmtrxzh A e R

are bijections, where X and X°* are understood to be Xt and X in (7.2)
and (7.4), respectively. Here fP0 € Zm+" x ZE and fP! € Z™™ x ZF, for A =
(Ao Aman; TA) with TA = (TAq, ..., T )\y), are defined by setting

POy = ), ifie[m+nl,
POy = *N 41—, ifl1<i<k,
Y = 6, ifiem+nl,
Py = i—-txn,  if1<i<k

The normalization py, in (6.5) used in the definition of fP € Z™*" in (6.7) is compatible
with the above definitions in the sense that f}\’o and f)'f’l correspond indeed to A+ p for
suitably normalized Weyl vector p for gl(m + k|n) and gl(m|n + k), respectively.

8.3. Classical KL theory. In this subsection we consider the case when n = 0 so
that b = (0™).

In this case, g defined in §7.1 and g*¥ = gl(m + k) in §7.4 are Lie algebras. For
k € NU {oo}, recall the parabolic BGG category (‘)Eb of gF-modules defined in §7.2 and

§7.4, and let O%A denote the full subcategory of (‘)Eb consisting of objects that have
finite parabolic b-Verma flags (here and below it is understood that g = g, Ogﬁ = Op,
O%’A = (f)bA and so on). Let [O%A] denote its Grothendieck group.

Note that TP = V®™ for b = (0). Thanks to the bijection (8.1) given by A f/l\’o,

the Z-linear map
v 0P - TEe A VL, MO - M),

is an isomorphism, where ']TIZ’ ® AFVz denotes the ¢ = 1 specialization. We define

the completion HO%’AH of [O%A] in the obvious way so that ¥ extends to a Z-linear
isomorphism W : HO%AH — Tg@ A

Then, by Vogan’s homological interpretation of the Kazhdan-Lusztig polynomials
[Vo, Conjecture 3.4] and [BGS, Theorem 3.11.4], Theorem 8.3 below (for £ finite) is a
well-known Fock space reformulation of the Kazhdan-Lusztig conjectures for type A Lie
algebras [KL1, KL2| (proved in [BB, BK], and the equivalent tilting module version in
[So2]). Such a reformulation can be found in [Brl, Br4] and [CW1, Theorem 4.14] (also
see the proof of [CWZ, Theorem 5.4]). The case k = oo follows from the cases for finite
k by Proposition 4.6, once the existence of tilting modules is established as in [CW1,

Theorem 4.16]. Recall the KLV polynomials [Zf(q) from §7.4 and the BKL polynomials
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/b0

b0 b0
theorem below, though eventually it turns out to be valid for a general 0 1"-sequence
b, and our formulation in this subsection makes sense for a general b.

(¢) from Proposition 4.5. Here we recall our assumption that b = (0™) in the

Theorem 8.3. Let k € Z, U{oco}. Then the isomorphism U : HO%AH — ']TIZ’@) A
satisfies
(L) = L3S (), WIS = TRI(D),  for A€ X,

8.4. Super duality and BKL. Let b be an arbitrary 0™1"-sequence. Just as in the
previous section we define [[ObAH a similar completion of the Grothendieck group of the
full subcategory O of Oy, consisting of objects with parabolic b-Verma flags. Thanks
to the bijection (8.1), we now have a Z-linear isomorphism on the completions:

U [05]] — TR AT Wz, [Mp(V)] = M (1),
which is induced by the corresponding isomorphism [f)ﬁ] =~ ’H"§®A°°WZ. The following
is a consequence of super duality (see Theorem 4.8 and Theorem 7.2).

Theorem 8.4. Let b be a 0" 1"-sequence. Assume the statement in Theorem 8.3 is
valid for b. Then, the isomorphism W : [[ObAH — TE@ A Wy satisfies

(L) = L%\ (1

) U(TEW) =T, for de X

i

Proof. The bijections given in (8.1) are compatible with the bijection f in (4.4), so
0( }\’0) = f)l\)ul Combining the isomorphism fy, : TP® A® V — TP® A% W from The-
orem 4.8, super duality (SD) from Theorem 7.2, and the isomorphism ¥ from Theo-
rem 8.3, we have the following commutative diagram of isomorphisms on the left (the
maps are defined in terms of the standard objects on the right diagram):

[[08]] —— TE& A Vg Mu (V] — M)
(8.2) SDl hbl SDl hbl
[[08]] —% T8 A=Wy pta (V)] — 217210

Note that fy, preserves the (dual) canonical bases by Theorem 4.8(3), super duality SD
preserves the simple and tilting modules by Theorem 7.2(2), and ¥ preserves the L’s
and T’s by assumption that the statement in Theorem 8.3 in valid. Therefore, we have
established the three sides (except the arrow on \i/) in the following diagrams:

L] —— L (1) [To (W] —— Tpo(1)
SDl hbl SDl hbl
()] — 28 (1) To(A)] — THI(1)

Ab ? Ab
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The arrows for the map U in ? in the above diagrams now follow from the commutativity
of (8.2). O

8.5. Comparison of characters. Let b be a fixed 0™1"-sequence. For k € N let
(b,0%) and (b, 1¥) denote the 0"**17- and the 0™1"*-sequences obtained by adding

k 0’s and k 1’s to the end of the sequence b, respectively. Recall from §6.3 that OZ’;B’Z‘)"

and Og‘q:)k are the full BGG categories of gl(m + k|n)- and gl(m|n + k)-modules,
respectively. In this subsection, we compare the Simple modules as well as tilting

modules in the parabolic category O (and respectively, O— introduced in §7.4 with
b

their counterparts in the full BGG category O (b 0k|) (and respectively, (‘)?;'T{:)k). Also,

note by (7.7) and (7.8) that X*+ C Xk Xk+ C Xk,

For A\ € X**, we can express [Lb,ox)(A)] in terms of Verma modules:

(8.3) Loy N = Y @My, o6y (1)],  for a,y € Z.
neXk

Since the simple objects in the parabolic category (‘)b defined in §7.4 are the g*
gl(m + k|n)-modules L (\) = L, or)(A), for A € XF+ we can also express [L (b,0%) ()]

in terms of parabolic Verma modules in Okg:

(8.4) Loy N = > baME (v for b,y € Z.

veXk+
Here we recall that Mf (v) = Indﬁz LO(v), where LO(v) is the irreducible (h* + gl(k))-
b

module of highest weight v € X**. Applying the Weyl character formula to L°(v)
gives us [MF (v)] = Zaegk(—l)é(") [M(1, gry (0 - V)], where as usual we have denoted the
dot action of a Weyl group element o on v by o -v = o(v + p(b’ok)) — P(b,ory and the
Weyl vector p(b oky is defined in §6.4. Hence, (8.4) can be rewritten as

[ bOk Z Z (bok)(O"V)]a fOI')\EXk’+.
veXk.+ o€eG

Comparing this with (8.3) together with the linear independence of the Verma charac-
ters show that a,y = by, for A\, v € X®*. We summarize this in the following.

Proposition 8.5. Let A\ € X*T. Retain the notation as in (8.3). Then

LoV = D anMy)).
veXk.+
Similarly, the simple gl(m|n + k)-module ﬁ'ﬁ(f), for ¢ € X** in the parabolic

category (?)Eb (cf. §7.4) can be identified with Ly, 1x(£) in the full BGG category Og‘q:)k.
We write that
(8.5) Loy ()] = D dpe[Mgpauy ()], for dye € Z, & € XM

peXk
By a parallel argument as above, we obtain the following.
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Proposition 8.6. Let & € X**. Retain the notation as in (8.5). Then

L)@ = > ane[MEM))-
neXk.+

We now proceed to compare the characters of the tilting modules in a parabolic BGG
m+kn

category with those in a full BGG category. In the full BGG categories O(bpk) and
(‘)?;'z:)k, we write the following.
(8.6) Too0 N = Y M o0 ()], for ey € Z, A€ XM
ueXxk
(8.7) To10) ()] = Y Ene[Mp i) ()], for ée € Z, § € X5
neXk

Recall the tilting modules U’ﬁ(/\), for A € X*% in the parabolic category (‘)Eb, and the
tilting modules ‘j'ﬁ(f) in 6%, for £ € Xk,

Proposition 8.7. (1) Let A € X®T. Retain the notation in (8.6), and write
[TEN] = D dnME)].
veXk+
Then d,\ = zTeek(_l)Z(Two)
(2) Let & € X®F. Retain the notation in (8.7), and write

[THE = > dyeMy(m)-

776ka+

Cr.vwo-A-

Then dvng =5 (—1)trwo)

TEGK cT'ﬁ,wof'

Proof. We shall only prove (1), as (2) is analogous.
Set p = pPmor), Pu = %Za@(u{;)(—l)‘a'% and pp = p — py, where |a| denotes
the parity of the root a and ®(uf) denotes the roots of the radical subalgebra uf.

Furthermore, let wy = w(()k) be the longest element in &. Applying [So2, Theorem 6.7]

m+k|n

(b,0k) 7 we compute,

and its super generalization [Br2, Theorem 6.4] to the category O
for \, p € X,

MEO) & Loy ()] = D7 (=D [ My 0y (7 - A) : Loy ()]

TES

= D7 (1) (T (=20 = 1) : My gy (=20 =7 1))
TES

= Z (_1)Z(T) C—2p—T1\,—2p—p-

TES
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On the other hand, by applying [Br2, Theorem 6.4] to the category (‘)Eb, we also have

MEON) & L ey (1) = (Th(=200 = wop) : ME(~2pu — wo) )
= d_2pu_w0>\7_2pu—w()ﬂ'
A comparison of the above two identities and replacing 7 by Twg give us
(8.8) d—2pu—wo>\,—2pu—wou = Z (_1)Z(TMO)C—2p——er-)\,—2p—u-
TES
Set v = —2p, —wpA and 7 = —2p, —wopu. We shall use repeatedly the following simple
identities:
P =Pt Pus TPu=WoPu = Pu, WopPe = —pe

Now we compute

=2p —Two A= —p— Two(A + p) = —pu — TWA — TWope — p

=T7(=2py —woA+p) —p=T-V.

Also, wo -1 = wo(—2py —wop +p) —p = —py — . — pr — p = —2p — pu. From these

computations, we see that (8.8) rewritten in terms of v and 1 (then followed by a change
of notation 7 to A) is exactly what we want to prove in (1). O

8.6. BKL for adjacent Borel subalgebras. The following theorem is a key step in
our proof of the BKL: Conjecture 8.1.

Theorem 8.8. Let b and b’ be two adjacent 0™1"-sequences. The BKL Conjecture 8.1
holds for b if and only it holds for b’.

Proof. Tt suffices to prove that the validity of BKL Conjecture 8.1 for b implies its
validity for b’. We shall follow the notations in §5.2 to denote b = (b!,0,1,b?) and
b’ := (b',1,0,b?). (The proof below goes through similarly when switching b and b’.)
(1) We first prove this for Part (1) of BKL Conjecture 8.1. The idea of the proof is
to switch to the bases in notation N’s instead of the M’s for more effective comparisons
with the L’s, based on the results of §5.2, §5.3 and Section 6.
Recall ¢y ([Mp(N)]) = Mfi’(l)’ for all \. By comparing (5.6) and (6.15), we have

(8.9) Ub([Nb()]) = Nyp (1), for € X(m[n).
By the assumption on the validity of the BKL Conjecture 8.1(1) for b, we have
(8.10) Ub((Lu(WN)]) = Lp(1),  for X € X(m|n).

By (5.9) and Proposition 5.8, we have
(8.11) Lj =3 los(a)Ny.
g

Since vp, is an isomorphism, it follows by (8.9), (8.10) and (8.11) that
(8.12) Lo =D Ly o (1) [No(w)].
I
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Lemma 6.2 states that Lp(A) = Lbr()\ﬂ‘) (6.14) states that chNy, (i) = chNy (u"),
while Corollary 5.14 states that £,;(q) = ¢’ oL fIL( q). These three identities together with
(8.12) imply that

(8.13) [y ()] Zf v oy (1) [N (1 Yl

where we have identified fb ( fb)]L for all u by the definitions of (5.16) and (6.1).
By Proposition 5.10 and (5.26), we have

(8.14) LY => "0 (q)N,
9

By definition, ¢ ([Mp/(N)]) = M fb’(l)- By straightforward b’-counterparts of (5.6)
A

and (6.15), we have the following b’-counterpart of (8.9):
(8.15) Y ([N (1)) = Ny (1), for p € X(mln).
s

Now applying 1 to both sides of (8.13) and using (8.15), we obtain by a comparison
with (8.14) that ¢y ([Liy (AF)]) = L?{L(l). This proves the BKL Conjecture 8.1(1) for
b’.

(2) We employ a similar strategy to prove that the validity of BKL Conjecture 8.1(2)
for b implies its validity for b’. The idea of the proof is to switch to the bases in notation
U’s instead of the M’s for more effective comparisons with the 1”s, based on the results
of §5.2, §5.3 and Section 6.

By comparing (5.11) and (6.16), we have

(8.16) Ub([Ub(w)]) = Upp (1), for € X(m|n).
By the assumption on the validity of the BKL Conjecture 8.1(2) for b, we have
(8.17) Up([Tp(N\)]) = T}E(l), for A € X (m/|n).

By (5.13) and Proposition 5.8, we have
(8.18) TP = typ(q)U,
g
Since vy, is an isomorphism, it follows by (8.16), (8.17) and (8.18) that

(8.19) [T (N] =D Epwpp(1) Un(n)].
I

Theorem 6.10 states that T3, (A\) = Ty (AY), (6.14) states that chUy(p) = chUp (1Y),
while Corollary 5.16 states that £,(q) = f’g u U (q). These three identities together with

(8.19) imply that
(8.20) [T (V)] th ) U ("),

where we have identified f}f = ( fu) for all p by the definitions of (5.17) and (6.8).
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By Proposition 5.10 and (5.28), we have
(8.21) TP = "1 (U,
g

By definition, ¢y ([My (A)]) = M 1 (1). We easily have the following b’-counterpart of
A
(8.16):

(522 WU () = Uy (), for i€ X(m),
m
Now applying 1 to both sides of (8.20) and using (8.22), we obtain by a comparison
with (8.21) that ¢y ([T (AY)]) = Tﬁ;(l). This proves BKL Conjecture 8.1(2) for b'.
The proof of the theorem is completed. O

Remark 8.9. Any two 0™1"-sequences are connected via a sequence of 0™ 1"-sequences
such that any two neighboring sequences are adjacent. Therefore, Theorem 8.8 is
equivalent to saying that the validity of the BKL Conjecture 8.1 for one particular
0"1™-sequence implies its validity for all 0™ 1™-sequences.

8.7. The proof. The following theorem will provide the inductive step for proving the
BKL conjecture. We follow the outline of steps (1.2)—(1.5) in the Introduction.

Theorem 8.10. Let n > 0 be fized. The validity of the BKL conjecture for all 0"1"-
sequences for every m > 0 implies the validity of the BKL conjecture for some 0™17F1-
sequence for every m.

Proof. In this proof, we will regard m and n as fixed, and prove the following refor-
mulation: the validity of the BKL conjecture for all 0™**1"-sequences for every k > 0
implies the validity of the BKL conjecture for one particular 0”17 +!-sequence.

Take an arbitrary 0™1"-sequence b, and form the 0™**1"-sequence (b,Ok). The
assumption above that the BKL conjecture for all 0"+*1"-sequences for every k holds
can be stated more precisely as follows.

(A) The isomorphism

m+k|n,A ~(b,0F b,0
[0 Em 2] — TP, M ory(W)] = Mﬂboﬁ)( )

sends [L, gy (A)] to L®0 (1), and [T, g1y (N)] to 7®0 )( 1), for all A € X(m + k|n).

(b 0k) (b ok)

We proceed in 4 Steps (i)-(iv) below, starting from (A) Note that T(®0") = TPgV®*,
(i) Pass to a parabolic version.
The isomorphism

[05%]) — TEE ARV, MO MR (),

sends [£E ()] to Lfbo( ), and [TE(N)]) to T}’bg( ) for A € Xkt

Indeed (i) follows from (A), by Propositions 4.9 and 4.10 (which relate the BKL
polynomials from the setting of (A) to the current g-wedge setting), as well as Propo-
sitions 8.5 and 8.7 (which relate the simple and tilting modules from the setting of (A)
to the current parabolic setting).
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(ii) Pass from finite k to oco.
The isomorphism

[[05]] — TBRA®Vz,  [Mp(A)] Mb;;g(l),

sends [£p(N)] to L'}’g,%(l), and [Tp(A)]) to T29(1) for A € XT.

fb()
Indeed (ii) follows from (i) by Propositiori 4.6 and Proposition 7.5.
(iii) Super duality.
Note that (i) and (ii) are exactly the statements formulated in Theorem 8.3, now valid
for a general b. Hence, the assumption in Theorem 8.4 is now valid. By Theorem 8.4,
the isomorphism

U [[0]] — RO AT Wz, V(W] = My (1),

sends [Lp(N)] to L2 (1), and [Ty (N)] to TE(1), for A € X

i "R
(iv) Truncation.

Now let k& € N. Recall the category é%’A of gl(m|n + k)-modules from §7.4, and
recall the bijection X*T — Z™*" x ZX by sending A to fP! from (8.1). Consider the
isomorphism

U [[Op)) — TER AW, O] e MEL(Q),

where H(UD%AH is a suitable completion of [f)f’i’A] as before. We have the following.
Claim. For A\ € X¥*, we have

(5.23) BEELEO) = L (1), BEETEO) = Thi (1),

Let us specialize £k = 1. In this case, the parabolic category (UD%, is exactly the full
BGG category O™+ and X1+ = X(m|n + 1). Hence assuming the claim, we have
verified the BKL conjecture for the special 01" *!-sequence (b, 1).

It remains to prove (8.23) for A\ € X k:+ using the truncation maps and truncation
functors. We have the following commutative diagram by a direct computation using
the basis {[Mp(\)]} for [[ébAH

[08])) —— TE® AWy
(824) {tl Trl
o Pk A
[[05°]] —— TB®A* Wz
It follows from (iii), (8.24), Propositions 4.4 and 7.5 that (8.23) holds for those A €

o k
XF+ satisfying the condition <)\, egf:jrlnlk Atk

parametrization set for the standard basis of the image of t¢ (which is not surjective);
see Remark 7.6.

> > 0. This condition arises in the
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We have the following commutative diagram:
v GOk ~
[[05%]] —— TE& At Wy
(825) ®Strl shl

<k A \I"/k ~
[[0p7]] —— T2® A" Wy
Here ®Str denotes the map induced from tensoring with the 1-dimensional supertrace
representation (see (6.3) with n therein replaced by n+ k), and sh denotes the Z-linear

shift map which sends M})’l to M})jrl17n‘(n+k), for each f; see (3.12) for notation 1,,(,4)-

Just as in the proof of Proposition 3.11 where a similar shift map has been used, sh
also commutes with the bar map, and then
b1\ _ b1 b1y _ bl
(826) Sh(Tf ) o Tf+17n\(n+k:)7 Sh(Lf ) o Lf+1m\(n+k)7 vf
On the other hand, it is clear that

(8.27)  LEN) ®@Str=LEA+Str),  TE(\) ®Str = TE(A +Str), VA e XFb+,
It follows by (8.26), (8.27) and the commutative diagram (8.25) that (8.23) holds

for A € X5+ satisfying (), eil;fs-)l—k,m+n+k> > —1. Repeatedly using (8.25), (8.26) and

(8.27), we conclude that (8.23) holds for all A € X%,
This proves the claim, and hence completes the proof of the theorem. O

Now we are ready to prove the main result of this paper.
Theorem 8.11. The BKL Conjecture 8.1 holds for an arbitrary 0" 1™-sequence.

Proof. We shall proceed by induction on n. The base case when n = 0 is Theorem 8.3
(with & = 0), which is a Fock space reformulation of the classical Kazhdan-Lusztig
conjecture. By induction hypothesis, for a given n, the BKL conjecture holds for all
0™1"-sequences and for every m. By Theorem 8.10, the BKL conjecture holds for one
particular 01"+ !-sequence. Now by Theorem 8.8 and Remark 8.9, the BKL conjecture
holds for all 01"+ !-sequences. The induction is completed. ]

Remark 8.12. It follows from Theorem 8.11 that all the parabolic versions with even
standard Levi subalgebras of the BKL conjecture hold, via similar comparisons as
formulated in §4.3 and §8.5. Note however that our proof of Theorem 8.11 uses in an
essential way a distinguished parabolic case which was established earlier in [CL] via
the approach of super duality [CWZ, CW1].
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